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Democratic national convention of 1868; and 
taking the testimony of Schenck, of North 
Carolina, that he considered he was swearing 
when he was initiated in the Ku Klux organ- 
ization to support the platform of that conven- 
tion, itis not much tobe wondered at that the 
platform was so construed when two men who 
are admitted to have organized the Ku Klux 
were delegates at large in tbat convention, and 
their position ought to rank them as respect- 
able men. In addition to that, J. B. Gordon 
was the commander of the left wing of Lee’s 
army at the time of the surrender. 

We have here, then, the Ku Kluxin its begin- 
ning. Whereis it in its ending ? When these 
men were arraigned in South Carolina for the 
enormities which I have described, what was 
witnessed? Did the white people of that State 
accept the proceedings of the General Govern- ` 
ment against the Ku Klux as a relief from the 
terrible scourage which the minority of the 
committee say they are to them? Instead of 
tbat, we find in the public papers an appeal by 
Wade Hampton and others asking contribu- 
tions from the community to defend such men 
as those who were associated with Dr. Bratton. 
This circular hasalready been read in the Sen- 
ate, but I present it again in this connection : 


{Cireular.} 


Eminent counsel from the North have been em- 
ployed to defend the men prosecuted under the Ku 

lux acts of Congress. This has been undertaken 
in order that ample justice may be done, and to the 
end that the constitutional questions involved may | 
be considered. This is deemed a public duty. In 
order to carry out this purpose, it is necessary to 
raise the sam of $15,000. Your county has been 
assessed $2,000, which you will please raise and | 
transmit to Columbia to the committee in charge. 

ADE HAMPTON, 
ULLER, 


. THOMA 
. L. LEAPHART, 
W. B. STANLEY, 
JOHN McKENZIE, 
Committee. 
Colonel C. Jones, Rock Hill, South Carolina. 


My Drar Sin: Mr. Stanbery, Reverdy Jobnson, } 


and Judge Barrett of New York, have consented to 
come, and we shall need $15,000. Do raise what you 


can, 
Yours, truly, WADE HAMPTON. 


-and General Forrest probably knew as much 


we have Wade Hampton and his associates 
demanding public contributions to defend the 
assassins whom Forrest.and Gordon organ- 
ized, and who went forth upon, their work 
of murder and of outrage. : 

Mr. NORWOOD. I was.out atthe moment, 
and if the Senator will pardon me, I should 
like to inquire whether he stated, as I have 
been informed, that General John B. Gordon 
is at the head of the Ku Klux organization in 
Georgia? - 

Mr. SCOTT. That there may be no misap- 
prehension on that subject, I willturn the Sen- 
ator from Georgia to what I did say. I quoted 
from the views of the minority of the com- 
mittee, who say this: 

“Perbsps the men who knew more about the 
formation of what has come to be familiarly known 
as the Ku Klux organization than any others were 
.General N. B. Forrest, of Tennessee, and General 
John B. Gordon, of Georgia, extracts from whose 
testimony we propose to incorporate into this report 
as illustrative of its origin, objects, and dissolu- 

General John B. Gordon was examined be- 
fore the committee, and I commend his testi- 
mony to the study of the Senator from Geor- 
gia, and if he is in doubt after reading it that 
General John B. Gordon was the head of just 
such an organization as is shown to have 
operated from that time down to the présent, 
I am very much mistaken in the clearness of 
his perception. 5 

Mr. BLAIR. With the permission of the 
Senator I will state that General Gordon dis- 
claimed having connection with any organiza- 
tion for the purpose assigned to it by the Sen- 
ator in his speech. The minority of the com- 
mittee argue that they state what were the real 
purposes of the organization at its inception, 
bul, distinctly state that it had been departed 
from in many instances by persons who had 
gone into it; that inits origin General Gordon 


about it as any other citizens, or more. It 
was not the purpose of the minority of the 
committee to connect either General Gordon 
or General Forrest with the atrocities to which 
the Senator has referred, but, onthe contrary, 
to distinctly deny that they had anything to do 
with anything of that sort. 


Subscription lists have been placed in the hands of 
James Mason, W. H. McCorkle, and W. B. Metts, 
of Yorkville, and of J. M. Ivy, and W. L. Roddey, 
of Rock Hill. 

C. JONES. 


Accompanying this circular in the York- 
ville Inquirer, of November 30, 1871, is the 
following editorial showing how that appeal 
was responded to: 


“The Ku Klux Priale—We direct the attention 
of our readers to the circular in another column, 
with the appended notes, in relation to the trial of 
the persous prosecuted. under the Ku Klux acts of 
Congress. Eminent northern lawyers pave been 
retained to assist in the management of the cases 
for the defense, with the special purpose in view of 
fally arguing the constitutionality of these laws | 
under which citizens of this State have been de- j 
prived of their personal liberty. In order to meet 
the expenses i by this movement, the com- 


incurred 
mittee state that the sum of $15,000 is necessary, and | 
that York county is assessed for $2,000 of the amount. 
Col. W. H. McCorkle, and Messrs. James Mason and 
W. B. Metis havo been appointed to receive sub- 
scriptions at Yorkville; and Messrs J. M. Ivy and 
W., EA Roddey, at Rock Hill. , 

* Charleston has been assessed $3,009, and the cit- | 
izensof that city have gone to work with a willto 
raise the required amount. Committees were ap- 
pointed in the. city and throughout the county to 
solicit subscriptions, and even before any concerted 
action had been taken, four citizans stepped for- 
ward and subscribedand paid $150. The Courier, in 
relation to the movement, says: 

"he cause is one which must appeal strongly to 
our peuple. It is the cause of civil liberty. ‘This 
movement aims to secure a fair trial and the voice 
of counsel who will be heard with respect by the 
court and by the country in defense of the accused, 
who are the victims of martial law. Our fellow- 
citizens of the up-country are the present sufferers. 
It may be our turn next.”’ 


Thus we have Gordon and Forrest at the 
organization of the Ku Klux, who infused into 


it its spirit and its life; we find Gordon and 
Forrest and Wade Hampton all in the Demo- 
cratic national convention in 1868; and then 
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Mr. SCOTT. Very well. I have no doubt 
it was not the purpose of the minority of the 
committee to connect either Forrest or Gordon 
with the outrages. 

Mr. BLAIR. Therefore the Senator is very 
unfair in assuming that the minority of the 
committee declared that they were. 

Mr. SCOTT. I had not stated that the 
minority of the committee said they were con- 
nected with the outrages. I have said that 
the minority of the committee admit that they 
know more about the organization of what is 
know as the Ku Klux than any other two men. 
I know that a different purpose is attributed 
to it by these men; but I point the public to 
the fact that both Gordon and Forrest refused 
to tell all they knew. Honest men with hon- 
est purposes associated ‘with houest fellows, 
when a public investigation of this character 
charging these offenses was going on, would | 
not shrink back and refuse to tell what they 
knew, or who were their associates. | 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will oblige me 
very mach if he will point to that portion of 
the testimony in which Gordon deciined to tell 
all he knew about it. Itbink he will fnd no 
such thing. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido not propose now to be 
diverted from the line of remark I have 
adopted, and turn over aid find the place in 
these eight thousand pages of testimony where 
that occurs, but as the Senator desires it, at a | 
future time I shall give him the place, page, | 
and substance of the testimony of both Forrest | 
and Gordon to show that they did refuse to tell 
all they knew. en 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is somewhat in- 


they both refused to answer questions of thi 


propose to be diverted.: He does not propose 
to be brought to the proof. which he: prete: ids 
to present to the Senate. fo ee 
_ Mr. SCOTT. No, Mr. President, { said that. 
in the testimony of N.-B. Forrest and John B 
Gordon it did appear, and it does appear; tha 


committee. General Forrest was asked'to tell” 
the names of the persons who were associated: 
with him, and he declined, and. he was given: 
time to think of it, and he never answered it; 


and he never would... I.was not present atthe: : js 
examination of Gordon, but I read his testi- < 


mony.. So far from refusing-to. come’ to ‘the 
point, I promise the Senator that I: will bring. 
here the page and the book, and show him 
where both refused to-do so. ' 
“Mr. BLAIR. Let us have it. Boii 
Mr. SCOTT. The Senator shall have itat- 
the proper time. Í 
As to the other 


denial that: this organization 


has anything political in it, I wish to say bere: = 


that Ido not care whether it has anything polit- 
ical in it or not. Ido not care whether these: 


outrages have been animated by partisan hate. + : 


or not. There is the fact: they have been: 
committed upon the poor and defenseless, and. 
they have been unable to secure. redress. 


Until this legislation of Congress and) the | 


exercise of power by the President, the men 
who committed these offenses could not: be 
brought to punishment by the courts. 
not whether the offenses were committed by 


Republicans on Democrats or by Democrats. : 


on Republicans, or without any shadow. of : 


partisan feeling, every dictate of humanity, ¿è 


every impulse of enlightened civilization ‘re: 
quires and demands that the Government shall 


extend its power for the purpose of bringing. . S 


these offenders to justice and of protecting the 
defenseless. ar Chg 

But, sir, I have given enough to: show what. 
its political character is. Ido not wish to go.. 
at large into the mere partisan aspect of tbis 


case. There is abundant material for it.: Turn 


to its oaths “against Radicals;’’ to its consti- 
tution “to relieve those sufferin 
ical misrule;’’? turn to the fnding of: that. 
grand jury in Columbia, South Carolina; to: 
the testimony of hundreds of witnesses both in : 
and out of the order, where the victims testified | 
that they were whipped to compel them to: re». 
nounce their Radicalism; where the members 
of the organization testify and confess that the 
defeat of Radicalism was the purpose of the 
organization. Go onall through this testimony, 
that of Schenck, of North Carolina, in which be 
admits that he went into the organization: not 
believing that it would countenance violence, 
but that he went into it as a political organiza- 
tion; that he afterward attempted to divert it 
from violence und could not do it. ‘Lake the 
identification of Forrest and of Gordon with it 


in the beginning, Hampton's appeal for it in 


the end. Take the fact that another promi- 
nent man in South Carolina, J. Banks Lyle, 
a member of the South Carolina Legislature, 
fled also at the time the proclamation was 
issued; and so well satisfied were his owu 
Democratic associates from the county from : 
which he was elected of his complicity with 
this organization that they voted with the other 
members of the Legislature to declare his seat 
vacant. All these facts. show that there ia a 
political significance in the organization. 

I come now to the views of the minority on i 
this subject. They say that the white and the 
black citizen cannot coexist in the same Gov- 
ernment. ‘That feeling is inculeated in the Ku 
Kins Klan of the South. It has been one of 
the fruitful sources of these outrages ; and I 
regret to find that notwithstanding the consti- 
tutional amendments have declared the negro 
to be free, to be a citizen, and to be entitled 
to all his civil and political rights, that we are... 
even now, as the result of this investigation, < 


correct in his statement.: He says he does not 


told. that the time is near when those rights 
shall be taken:from him. I wish todo xo injuay 


Leare 


from Radi `: 


vowed * 
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\ tice’ to: anyone who has beer: associated: with 
me inthis investigation, and for the purpose of 
‘showing the conclusion ‘at which they have 
arrived J will quote from the views of the 
minority. Lrefer-tö page 516 of that report. 

cig Mr: BLAIR. - Those views, I believe, were 
‘written and signed by one member-of the 
committee... 

Mr. SCOTT. I will have no issue with the 
Senator: I do not know by whom. the whole 
of she views of the minority were written ; 
they are‘signed by all—— 

Mr: BLAIR. I will explain to the Senator 

= in one word-— 

Mr. SCOTT. I know all about it. It does 
not need explanation. It is rather unpleasant 
while proceeding in the line of argument to be 
constantly interrupted. ` 

Mr. BLAIR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. SCOTT. As I wish to do justice to one 
of my colleagues on the committee, I prefer 
doing it in my own way. That portion of the 
report from which I shall quote was written 
by my colleague on the committee, Mr. Van 
Trumey, of the House, to whom I am glad to 
do justice as a courteous aud honorable gen- 

tleman; but while it is stated in the views of 
the minority that it is written by him, I find 
to the whole report the names of all the mem- 
bera of the committee who agreed to that re- 
port, the names of Frayx P. Brar, T. F. 

AYARD, 8. S. Cox, James B. Beck, P, Vay 
Trump, A. M..Wanpeuz, J. C. ROBINSON, J. 
M. Hangs: Of course these gentlemen di- 
vided the labor and made different por- 

< tions of the report. I do not wish to reflect 
upon the Senator at all as the author of these 
views, if he considers it any reflection. I take 
` it for granted that Mr, Van Trump will avow 
the authorship. He has decided convictions, 
and so expresses them. It is not necessary to 
. apologize for him in advance or to shift the 
responsibility for these views. I give them 
ag they are printed, and they will speak for 
. themselves. 

‘Now on that subject, bearing in mind that 
-three constitutional amendments have vested in 
the colored citizens of the South the right of 
. freedom, citizenship, and the ballot, 1 ask the 
attention of the Senate and of the country to 
the conclusion arrived atin the views of the 
Minority: 

‘As we havo just remarked, we do not propose to 
discuss at large the question of negro government 
in these pages; but we feel that it would be a dere- 
diction of duty on our part if, after what we have 

` witnessed in South Carolina, we did not admonish 
the American people that the present condition of 
things in the South cannot last. It was an oft- 

uotod political apothcgm, long prior to tho war, 
that no governwent could exist ‘half slave and half 


free.” “The paraphrase of that proposition is equally 
true, that no government can long exist ‘ half black 
and half white.’ 


“ There can be neither sympathy nor harmony in 
any polity where such antagonism is attempted to 
be overcome by law. God's law ishigher than man’s 
law. ` Man’s puny statutes cannot repeal or nullity 
the immutable ordinances of the Almighty. Those 
whom God has separated let no man join together, 
There can be no pormanent partition of power, nor 
any peaceable joint exercise of power, among such 
discordant bodies of men. One or the other must 
have all or none. It isthe very acme of folly and 
fanaticism to suppose, in this day of enlightenment 
and its consequent pride of feeling among the supe- 
rior race, that there can be a reproduction of the 
ancient fable of tying the living and the dead to- 
‘gether without causing death to both. Who would 
have dreamed, fifteen years ago, what highest and 
most far-seeing intellect among the great men who 
established this Government upon the basis of 
homogeneity of race and color, could have imagined 
that in the first century of its existence African 
freedmen, of the lowest type of ignorance and 
brutality, would rulea sovereign State of the Union, 
and be the arbiters of the rights and property of a 
race who have ruled the destinies of nations ever 
since government was known amongmen? Such a 
etate of things may last.so long as the party shall 
last which had the power and audacity to inaugurate 
it, and no longer. But whenever that party shall 
go down, as go.down it will at some time not Jongin 
the future, that will be the end of the political 
power of the negro among white men on this conti- 
nent. 


Time was, Mr. President, when the virtue 
and intelligence of the citizen were considered 


the best attributes of citizenship, the surest | 


makes the antagonism lie only between color 
and race, not between vice. and virtue, intelli- 
"gence and ignorance. With our Constitution 
remaining, I would ask. my friends whose 
names are appended ‘to this sentiment, how 
‘they propose to'end the political power of the 
negro when they are in place, and at the same 
time observe the Constitution? What can this 
mean but revolution, or the repudiation of the 
amendments of the Constitution ? 

It is accompanied also with a comparison 
which must be peculiarly flattering to the de- 
scendants of the men who formed and approved 
of the “tea party” in Boston harbor. They 
were poor men claiming to have a voice in 
making the laws which taxed them. We now 
find, in an argument against taxes imposed by 
a Legislature in which poor men are given a 
voice, the men of 1776 compared with the Ku 
Klux murderers of 1871. On. pages 528 and 
529 of the same report this occurs: 

* How long will the people of South Carolina be 
able to endure this intolerable burden? Would 
any other people on earth tolerate it? Excessive 
and wrongful taxation, imposed with the wanton 
purpose of oppression, always touchesthe most sen- 
sitive chord in the public heart. It was a trifling 
tax upon tea, and a stamp duty, which stands 
dwarfed beside the one which now exists by our own 
enactment, that set the colonies, South Carolina 
among the foremost, ablaze with the fires of liberty, 
and inaugurated the first Ku Klux known in our 
history; for every school-boy knows that it was dis- 
guised men who threw the tea overboard out of an 
English ship in the harbor of Boston.” 

Does this exalt the Kukluxism into patriot- 
ism, or does it degrade the first actors in our 
Revolution to the level of the night tends who 
scourged Elias Hill and banished an American 
citizen to Liberia? s 

There are many causes assigned for these 
outrages: the debts of the States, the recon- 
struction acts, bad legislation. I do not, at 
this time, propose to go into any discussion of 
them. | am discussing the evil itself, its ex- 
istence, its magnitude, its power, its extent, 
and the necessity of providing agaiust a re- 
currence of the violence which has hitherto 
disgraced thenation. It may bethat before this 
discussion closes I may take an opportunity of 
saying something upon those points, if I deem 
it advisable, as well as upon the question of the 
power of Congress to enact this law. But for 
the present I forbear from entering either of 
those fields. What I have already gone over 
shows— : 

1. A conspiracy, oath-bound, against polit- 
ical adversaries, armed and equipped for offen- 
sive operations, 

2. It has, to accomplish its purposes, com- 
mitted murder, wrong, and outrage upon its 
opponents. 

8. Its members have not hesitated to add 
perjury to conceal and deny these crimes. 

4. It has defied all the ordinary tribunals of 
justice. 

5. It has paralyzed the voice of private citi- 
| zens and overawed the officers of the law. 

6. When brought.to the bar of justice, pub- 
lic sympathy and public aid were extended in 
the most public manner by the most prominent 
| citizens by voluntary contributions, to secure 
| counsel for the defense. Í 

7. 1t has kept up intercourse through all the 
States, showing a common purpose, a common 
mode. of operations, extending from North 
Carolina into South Carolina; from South Car- 
olina into Georgia; from Georgia into Ala- 
bama; from Alabama into Mississippi, and 
into Florida—a perfect chain of intercom- 
munication among-ell these organizations. 

8. I have shown what will give an idea of 
its power and numbers from the number 
already indicted, who have gone into court 
and confessed their crimes. i 

Now, sir, what has this organization done? 
We hear much said, when we propose to pro- 
vide a remedy against: such an organized con- 
Spiracy, about trampling upon the rights of 
citizens; we are referred back to 1215 and 


guarantees of stable government. This report 


| 


Magna Charta; to 1628, and the petition of 
rights; to 1679, and the habeas corpus; to 
1689, and the Bill of Rights; to all those 
enactments which makeup the bible of the 
English constitution, and coming from them 
we ‘are referred to our own ‘Constitution. I 
would ask any American citizen to tum to 
that Constitution, to articles four, five, six, and 
seven of the amendments to article one, sec- 
tion nine, and to the first ‘section of the four- 
teeth améndment to the Constitution, and he 
will learn’ that every right vested in freemen 
by all these enactments has been violated in 
the persons of citizens of the United States by 
the unpunished outrages of the Ku Klux, and 
that we are here to determine whether we will 
take the side of the victims orthe criminals in 
our legislation. 

Withdraw from the President of the United 
States the power to suspend the writ of habeas 
corpus in those States where this organ- 
ization exists, and no man can answer for the 
scenes that will follow and the retaliation that 
may ensue. Keep it there, and the se ex- 
istence of the power will render its exercise 
unnecessary. 

This is the question which we are to determ- 
ine. Are we, taking up these provisions in 
their order, to say that men who have not 
been secure in their persons, in their houses, 
or in their papers; that men who have been 
deprived of life and liberty without due pro- 
cess of law; that men whose houses have been 
subject to unreasonable searches and sieges; 
that criminals even have been hauged with- 
out trial in the face of a writ of habeas corpus 
issued to secure them a trial; that men upon 
whom cruel and unusual punishments have 
been inflicted by the mob insiead of by judicial 
tribunals; and that men entitled to citizen- 
ship, freedom, and the ballot have all of them 
denied by this conspiracy—sball we say that 
these men shall continue to be subject to these 
outrages? Or shall we vest in the President 
that power which we believe we can vest in 
him, and which we believe will be effective to 
protect and defend these rights aud to bring 
to justice their guilty combinations agaiust 
them? 

Sir, others may hesitate upon this subject; 
I cannot. Government was instituted to pro- 
tect its citizens, and we shall be derelict to 
our duty if we permit the more than four mil- 
lions of citizens in the South against whom 
this conspiracy has been formed to be subject for 
a day to these great calamities, and subject to 
them at atime, too, when the strongest. motives 
will be operating for the infliction of just such 
outrages as those I have described. The 
remedy that we have now is shown to be the 
most effective. Until the privilege of the 
writ of habeas corpus was suspended in South 
Carolina this organization, notwithstanding 
we were beginning to expose it, kept a defiant 
head and trampled upon its victims. There 
was no idea of disbanding, andit was not until 
the strong hand of power was laid upon them 
in that State that there was the remotest hope 
of a disbanding of. the Organization. 1 be- 
lieve that if this power is kept in the hands 
of the President this violence will not be re- 
newed, I believe if it is not kept there, no 
other power will be strong enough to repress 
a recurrence of the same violence that hag 
been enacted heretofore. For that reason the 
committee have reported this bill, and I trust 
Congress will see the necessity of enacting it 
into a law. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the bill under 
consideration has been introduced by the chair- 
man of the joint committee of Congress raised 
at the last session to inquire into the alleged 
outrages in the southern States, and by the 
authority of that- committee, It simply con- 
tinues in the President of the United ‘States 
the power of. suspending the privilege of the 
writ of habeas corpus to the end of the- next 
session of Congress, as that power was given 
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by the act of April 20, 1871. entitled ‘‘ An act 


to enforce the provisions of- the fourteenth j 


amendment to the. Constitution of the United 
States.” The power which the bill confers is 
no other or different in the circumstances of its 
-exercise from that which has been so benef- 
cently employed by him in nine counties in 
the State of South Carolina, Fortunately for 
the country, he has found it necessary to use 
his discretion in bat a single State, and in but 
a small portion of that. The result of its nse, 
in connection with the action of the Federal 
courts, and the employment of military force 
in their aid, has been to put a complete stop 
to outrages in that section of the country. 

Looking at the good results which have been 
accomplished in that most disturbed district 
of the entire South, who can doubt that Con- 
gress acted wisely and in the interest of hu- 
manity and justice in investing the President 
with this power? Nobody has suffered, so 
far as lam aware, who was not engaged in the 
conspiracy, or against whom reasonable grounds 
of suspicion did not exist. Hundreds of per- 
sons whose guilty consciences informed against 
them, seeing that the Government was in 
earnest in its purpose to put a stop to lawless- 
ness and violence, have fled to parts unknown. 
Law has been reinstated, and protection given 
to lifeand property by the passage of that act. 

I know, sir, fall well how jealous the people 
of this country are of their liberties. They 
regard this writ as their greatest safeguard. 
They are not forgetful of its history and of the 
struggles of the people of England to ingraft 
it upon Magna Charta. The fathers of this 
Republic wisely provided, when they came to 
form the. national Constitution, that its priv- 
ilege should not be suspended unless when in 
cases of rebellion or invasion the public safety 
might require it. For myself I believe the 
power is inherent in the office of the President 
without act of Congress. An invasion may 
occur or a rebellion spring up when Congress 
is not in session, and when its suspension may 
be necessary before this body could be con- 
vened. 

But it is unnecessary to argue that question 
or refer to precedents. The only question now 
is whether there is such a condition of things 
in any part of the South as makes it prudent 
to continue in force for a limited time this 
provision in the act of April 20, 1871. The 
object of this writ, as we all understand, is to 
enable any person deprived of his liberty to 
bring his case before a judge that the cause 
and validity of his detention may be inquired 
into. No one ‘disputes the value of the writ, 


nor that it is the bulwark of personal liberty, | 


nor that its privilege should never be sus- 
pended except in great emergencies. No free 
State can exist without it. Yet while all this 
is true there are of necessity limitations to its 
use. 
to invoke it in his cell in the penitentiary, or 
while standing under the gallows; nor in times 
of war is its use practicable when civil law 
is suspended and military organizations are 
abroad controlling private action, and the voice 
of the judge is drowned in the clash of arms. 
And so,too, when there exists a wide-spread 
conspiracy to deprive any portion or class of 
the people of their rights under the law, by 
intimidation, violence, and outrage; to over- 
throw the laws which guard the life and liberty 
of the citizen; when the local courts are utterly 
powerless to deal with the criminals; where 
the conspiracy manifests itself by bands of 
armed men too numerous and powerful for the 
civil officers to deal with them ;. when arrests 
with a view to trial and punishment would. be 
made nugatory through the complicity or fears 
of the constituted authorities. of the State, 
there exists the same necessity for a suspen- 
sion of the privilege of the writ as in case of 
invasion and rebellion. 

Indeed the state of things Ihave described 
isa rebellion, which is simply a revolt against 
the laws. Its purpose is to seg them aside or 


A man convicted of crime has no right | 


overthrow them; and it makes no difference 
whether this purpose is restricted to a county 
or spreads over a State.. Among the Romans, 
from whom the term is borrowed, a rebellion 
was open resistance to their government -by 
the nations that had been subdued in war, but 
its most commonly accepted definition is 
‘open resistance to lawful authority.’’. But 
Congress has defined with great minuteness 
what shall constitute a rebellion, in the fourth 
section of the act I have referred to, and I 
will not detain the Senate by reading it. It is 
adapted to the state of affairs which has pre- 
vailed in some parts of the South since the 
year 1868. 

Mr. President, the question is, shall the 
grant of this power of suspension be continued, 
not indefinitely, but until the 4th of March 
next? ‘The answer to this question must 
depend upon another question, whether the 
public safety requires it. The committee of 
which I have spoken have spent months in 
taking testimony from every part of the South. 
We have had volume upon volume of the evi- 
dence printed, amounting to several thousand 
pages.. The report of the committee and the 
views of the minority, in which the evidence 
is summed up, alone amount to over one thau- 
sand pages. Even the minority do not deny, 
and I now quote their language, ‘‘ that bodies 
of disguised men have in several of the States 
of the South been guilty of the most flagrant 
crimes.” They admit ‘‘they are not to be 
palliated or excused.” That is sufficient for 
my purpose, although they make haste to deny 
that the Ku Klux organization is a general 
one, or that its acts have any political signifi- 
cance. But itseems to me that a case is made 
out for extraordinary measures when it is 
proved beyond the power of contradiction that 
in many counties in different States, the local 
authorities are wholly incapable of affording 
protection to life, liberty, and property, and 
are unable to convict and punish the men who 
openly defy and spurn the laws. Weare deal- 
ing with terrible facts which none are so hardy 
as to deny. It is not a question whether the 
plan of: reconstruction was right or wrong, 
nor whether negro suffrage was just or politic, 
nor whether it bas proved a success or failure ; 
nor is it a question whether the State govern- 


tunities, plundered the people, loaded them 
with debts, and squandered the public money. 
All this may be admitted for the sake of the 
argument; and yet the issue is not met. 

This Government is charged with the duty 
of suppressing rebellion and seeing to it that 
all men entitled toits protection are protected. 
Government is of little value to the governed 
if large bodies of armed men may with im- 
punity prowl at midnight through the country, 
commit murders, arsons, and cruel outrages 
upon defenseless people. The worst despotism 
is better than such anarchy and lawlessness. 

Sir, when I turn to the testimony spread 
before Congress by this committee, taken 
under oath and bearing the stamp of truth, 
my heart sickens with the recitals of the 
wrongs committed and heaped upon the hum- 
ble, loyal, people of the South. 
blooded murders committed by the Ku Klax 
Klan are not numbered by hundreds, but by 
thousands. i 
they number foriy; in another, Tuscaloosa 
county, in Alabama, as testified to by the 
i venerable chief justice of that State, they nam- 
ber fifty. The cruel scourgings and mutila- 
tions exceed by a hundredfold the murders. 


are marked by a ferocity, a heartlessness, an 
indifference to human suffering that find no 
parallel in the barbarities of savages. 

The guilty perpetrators add to the bodily 
sufferings the terrorsof superstition. The Ku 
Klux clothe themselves in horrid disguises 
when they go forth upon their adventures, 


which give them a supernatural—I should 
| rather say an infernal appearanee—and they 


ments of the South have abused their oppor- į 


The cold- | 


In a single county in Alabama 


The cruelties inflicted of whatever description | 


‘t 


| the world, 


disarm the superstitious negro of all hope of 
defense against such emissaries from another 


world by announcing themselves as spirits of - 


the confederate dead, clothed with immortal 
power, who have come down from their home 
in the moon te visit punishment upon bim. for 
his misdeeds. Silently and swiftly- in: mariial 
array, at the dead hour of night, and when the 
inmates of the humble cabin are buried in 
peaceful sleep after the toils of the day, they 
come unannounced save by the sharp barking 
of the house dog. They come in squads of all 
sizes, from a dozen up to a hundred; some- 
times on foot, most commonly on horseback. 
They and their horses are completely dis- 
guised, and their disguises are such as would 
shake the stoutest heart. They are thoroughly 
armed. ‘Theirs is an errand of war. and vio- 
lence. By false and deceitful devices they 
seek to enter the cabin. The Ku Klux is 
as cowardly as he is cruel, as lying: and 
deceitful as his victim is credulous. He 
fears the guu of the single man in that hum- 
ble fortress opposed to an hundred. He 
would not give him a single chance for his 
life; he would not allow him to sell that life 
at the expense of one of his cowardly murder- 
ers. Most commonly they effect an entrance 
by deceitful accounts and promises. Where 
these fail the cabin is stormed, the door 
broken down, and the house filled by armed 
men. Then the tragedy opens. The obnox- 
ious negro, whose crime is that he is a Radi- 
cal, is torn from his family, assailed. with 
blows, dragged to the neighboring wood, and 
hung to a tree, or dispatched by bullets and 
knives. Often the females of the family are 
subjected to outrages such as I may not de- 
scribe. Nothis cabin only, but many others, 
a whole neighborhood, is visited by this party 
of disguised troopers, where similar scenes are 
enacted, and the work of the night is done. 
They cannot tarry till the crowing of the cock, 
or until morning sends forth upon the high- 
ways its witnesses. They go as mysteriously 
as they came; no one has seen them save the 
startled sleeper from his window, or the be- 
lated loiterer who crouches in the bushes 
while the ghostly troop sweep by. ‘The brief 
summer night is passed. Morning has come 
dispelling its mysteries and silencé, and the 
sun, which looked down upon Abel’s blood 
and his brother's crime, sheds his glory over 
Birds of sweetest music greet 
his rising. Flowers and blossoms of peerless 
beauty do him homage, and shed abroad their 
fragranee in the early morning. All nature 


lis glad and beautiful and full of peace, save 


where the devilish passions of man have turned 
this heaven of beanty and love into a hell. 
The preparations which follow death begin. 
Few words are spoken, for the spell of fear 
and horror is upon all. Of. course there is 
the mockery of an inquest which ‘proves noth- 


| ing, involves nobody, which simply finds that 


the mangled deceased has come to his death by 
unknown hands, and then the dead are hastily 
buried in rade coffins, and the affrighted fam- 


lilies fly the dangerous neighborhood to other 


parts, and there are fewer Radical votes in that 
precinct at the next election. 

And is this all? Alas, sir, itis. What, you 
ask, was there no rising of an indignant com- 
munity; did not jastice follow fast upon the 
footseps of the retreating murderers; was not 
vengeance swift on their track? No, sir; 
nothing of the sori. I have heard of a few 
cases—aad they are but a few—where the 
sheriff followed the next day with a meager 
posse the tracks of the party to the river or 
county line, and then turned back. Possibly 
the matter was talked over by the next grand 
jury, some of whom, or their sons, may 
have been in the raid. Possibly, witnesses 
who knew nothing, or knew too much, 
were sent for and examined. But nothing 
came of this grand inquest, whose office was to 
learn everything, and whose powers were as 
great as their duty was plain. They could 
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have brought every man, woman, and child of 
the county before them and compelled then 
to testify. The law and the common safety 
demanded that no means should be left unem- 
ployed. to find out and present the murderers. 

Now, sir, what: I want to emphasize and 
what I want the whole country to understand 
in respect to these. Ku Klux outrages, is this: 
that out of the hundreds and thousands which 
have been committed in the cotton: States, 
there does not exist the record of a single con- 
viction in a single court where the murdered 
man or the mutilated man was a loyal. negro 
of Radical faith, and his murderers were Ku 
Klux. Iam speaking now of the State courts, 
and with six or seven thousand pages of testi- 
mony before me, taken by the committee; and 
if a single exception exists where punishment 
has followed, I hope to be corrected. 

I have myself questioned intelligent men all 
through Alabama and Mississippi, while en- 
gaged in this committee work, whether they 
knew or had ever heard of any such punish- 
ment, and the answer has been uniform. I 
ought to except a few sporadic cases where 
it. was said negroes had Kukluxed negroes. 
But the general fact remains, the testimony 
is mountain high that this carnival of crime 
has gone on for years and nobody has been 
found out; no one has been punished until 
latterly since Congress has armed the Federal 
courts with power to grapple with this terrible 
organization, 

Now, sir, before going further I want to meet 
and answer the excuse commonly given by the 
intelligent white men of the South—the:men 
who went into the rebellion; the men who 
constitute. the backbone of the Democratic 
party in the South—for this failure of justice. 
Í have asked them a score of times, where: is 
the intrinsic difticalty in discovering and bring- 
ing to justice the criminals? The answer gen- 
erally given is, that the men concerned in this 
lawlessness are so effectually disguised and do 
their bloody work at such an hour of the night, 
that detection is impossible—simply impos- 
sible; and'they say this with a look of virtuous 
despair. ‘Ihe less discreet or more honest, 
admit that it would be attended with hazard 
to push inquiries too far or closely; that med- 
dlers bent on satisfying their curiosity might 
draw on themselves the attention of this secret 
order. Then, again, it is suggested that upon 
every grand jury would be found men whose 
interest it was to prevent the truth coming to 
light; that the witnesses summoned may them- 
selves have been engaged in the raid or had 
sous or fathers, brothers or friends in it. 

To sum up the excuses it is said they are so 
effectually disguised, move in such numbers, 
are so bound together by oaths anda common 
sense of danger, and frequently come from 
such a distance, that it is impossible to dis- 
cover who the guilty parties are. But to this 
I answer: that the Federal courts, since the 
jurisdiction has been extended to them, have 
had no trouble of the kind. They have found 
within the last year. hundreds of indictments 
in the States of North. and South Carolina, 
Alabama, and Mississippi, against these Ka 
Klax gentlemen, and furnished a few of them 
lodgings in the penitentiary. That is sufficient 
answer of itself, and proves the excuse set up 
for the criminal default of the State courts 
a sham and a lying pretense. 

But the pretense is absurd in itself. It is 
a well-settled axiom in the administration of 
criminal justice that just in proportion as the 
secret of a crime is shared by two or more the 
chances of detection increase. It is always 
safest when deposited ina single breast. Then, 
again, bow is it possible that fifty men should 
be concerned in a midnight enterprise of crime 
without previous concert? As they move in 
a body they must have come together at some 
place ata particular hour and by previous ar- 
rangement. They have had a rendezvous some- 
where on the route. Now, the query is, how 
could so many men provide themselves with 


horses, disguises, and arms, leave so many dif- 
ferent homes, come together by so many dif- 
ferent routes, and be absent all night, without 
anybody knowing it? These men have, all of 
them, parents, or brothers and sisters, wives 
or children. They all belong to some house- 
hold where they sleep and eat. They them- 
selves and their horses must show signs of the 
night’s. hard ride, possibly of its murderous 
work. Somebody must note and remember 
these. signs. Somebody. has: furnished the 
horses, the arms, the ammunition, the mate- 
rials for the disguises worn. Somebody, some 
perplexed tailor, has fabricated these ghostly 
garments and artistic head coverings, with 
their openings and horns. ‘These horses have 
all left foot-prints in the earth. A diligent 
search would track half the horses to the sta- 
bles or fields to which they were returned: 
If the whole neighborhood were not in con- 
spiracy to hide the crime and screen the per- 
petrators, some of these many threads to dis- 
covery would lead to their detection. It could 
not be otherwise in a sound, healthy commun- 
ity, which had any disposition to maintain the 
laws. It is a reproach to the intelligence and 
enterprise of the southern people to suggest 
that sach crimes could remain hidden. It is 
amazing that to shelter such miscreants they 
will stultify themselves. 

While the committee were prosecuting this 
investigation, and intelligent Democratic wit- 
nesses were putting up this pretext, and pre- 
tending that this thing went on unchecked by 
their courts because of the impossibility of 
discovering the guilty parties, they never could 
or would give a straightforward answer to this 
question. ‘You say it is impossible to find 
them out. Now, suppose the case reversed ; 
suppose a white citizen of standing and in- 
fluence were thus taken out of his bed at night 


by disguised men and scourged or murdered, - 


would there be the same apathy, the same 
feeble effort, the same alleged difficulty in dis- 
covering the guilty parties? On the contrary, 
would not the community rise up as one man, 
would not a thousand eyes be on the alert to 
note every sign which might lead-to discovery ; 
would men rest or let the thing drop until the 
criminals were found and brought to justice ?”’ 

Without dwelling longer, I trust I have dis- 
posed of this shallow pretext. But, sir, who 
are the guilty parties, and what are their mo- 
tives? I know what is claimed by the Oppo- 
sition here, and I know the theory on this 
subject of those who give tone to public opin- 
ion in the South. ‘They pretend that these 
crimes have no political significance whatever, 
but are the work of the poor, the lawless, and 
irresponsible white men of that region, who, 
it is said, are the enemies of the freedman, 
jealous of his lately acquired civil and polit- 
ical rights, envious of the planter’s preference 
for his labor, and bent on getting rid of his 
competition. Such is the theory of the mi- 
nority of the committee. They insist that 
these outrages are neither committed nor 
sanctioned by the respectable classes, and 
that they are not to be held responsible for 
them. But is this true? So far from be- 
ing true, 1 insist that the investigations, thor- 
ough and exhaustive, which have been made 
by the congressional committee and in the 


‘Federal courts, have conclusively implicated 


the intelligent and. property-holding classes in 
these outrages, and fixed the responsibility on 
them for their indulged continuance without 
punishment or prosecution even. From whom 
but this class come the funds which support 
these costly military organizations, which sup- 
ply the horses, equipments, arms, ammuni- 
tion, avd disguises; the intelligence which 
directs the movements of these lawless bodies 
and prevents discovery? Who have the 
greatest motives for inflicting these. pun- 
ishments? Suppose the charge.to be that 
a freedman has stolen cotton, corn, or cattle ; 
the planter isthe injured party, and not the 


stolen. He is the oneinterested in punishing 
the thief. He may employ these poor whites 
as his instruments, but he is the moving 
power; he is the responsible party. 

Colored schools are broken up and the school- 
houses burned-by the hundred. This is a 
favorite pastime with the Ku Klax gentlemen. 
These brave fellows specially delight to deal 
with school mistresses. ‘here is no danger 
there. Butwhoare most interested in breaking 
up schools and instigating raids upon the teach- 
ers and school-houses? I answer, the men of 
property, the tax-payers, the men who hold 
tax-payers’ conventions and denounce taxes, 
and compel those who levy them to resign; 
the men who fill the country with their clamor 
that they are impoverished, robbed, and plun- 
dered under the new order of things! 

And then again, whore the most interested 
in acquiring the political control in the State 
and in the counties? There is no cause so 
often assigned for Ku Klux misdeeds as the one 
that the victim is a Radical and votes the Rad- 
ical ticket.. You may. take ten cases of whip- 
ping, and nine of them shall be for this cause, 
if the victim, who knows best, is to be be- 
lieved.: He hears and knows from the mouths 
of his persecutors what he is whipped for. 
Now, I ask, who is.most interested in the freed- 
man’s political conversion? Who about elec- 
tion times go to him with smooth speech and 
use persuasive argument to induce him to vote 
the Democratic ticket? I answer, it is the old 
ruling class, the property-holders. 

I am tempted, Mr. President, to turn aside 
a moment to repeat the argument. He is 
reminded how harmonious was the relation 
between the two races when the one was the 
master, the other the slave; how he was fed, 
clothed, and cared for in sickness ; how in his 
indigence he must still look to his old master 
for employment, food; raiment, protection. 
He is reminded that the two races are depend- 
ent.on. each other, the one having the capital, 
the other supplying the labor, and that they 
should act im concert; he is warned not to 
put his faith in these Radical strangers, who 
have come down South spreading pernicious 
doctrines, and who aim to ride into office and 
power on the negro vote and enrich themselves 
at the public expense. 

In‘stating their argument I have shown, sir, 
who are responsible for these scourgings for 
opinion’s sake. It is the old ruling class, the 
men who own the plantations and property, 
and must pay the taxes. They are the men 
most interested in molding the opinions of 
voters. i 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him a moment? Do I under- 
stand him to say that the investigation of this 
committee and the investigation of the Federal 
courts prove that the property-holders in the 
South are the responsible parties for the out- 
rages that he alleges to have been committed 
there? 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator understands me 
correctly. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then I ask if he knows 
of any instance where those men have been 
prosecuted under the provisions of the act 
passed last session, which gives ample power 
to punish any. person who has entered intoany 
conspiracy ? 

Mr. PRATT. Certainly ; the records of the 
courts in three or four States are full of such 
cases. 

Mr. SAULSBURY., How many? 

Mr. PRATT. If you will examine the re- 
port of the majority of this committee you will 
ascertain how many prosecutions have been 
inentuted in North Carolina and South Caro- 
ina. ` : 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I beg to be excused 
from examining the seven thousand pages of 
testimony. 

Mr. PRATT. I will take great pleasure in 
showing them to the honorable Senator from 


poor white class, who have nothing to be |] Delaware after J get through with my remarks, 
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The seven or eight thousand pages of testi- 
mony the committee have taken from quite a 
bulky piece of literature, and I commend it to 
my honorable friend upon next Sunday or 
upon some leisure day for his reading. He 
will find it profitable if not pleasant. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I certainly would be 
inclined to avail myself of any suggestion of 
the honorable Senator from Indiana in refer- 
ence to what.is profitable reading for the Sab- 
bath; but he must excuse me if I see proper 
to turn to the pages of the old Bible in preteér- 
ence to the report of this committee. But I 
understood the honorable Senator to be indict- 
ing the whole class of property-holders in the 
South. I wanted to call.the attention of the 
Senator from Indiana before he made the 
wholesale charge against the respectable prop- 
erty-holders of the southern States to the 
broad terms of the indictment which he was 
making against that people. I do not believe 
that the declaration of the Senator (worthy 
and highly as he is honored in his own State, 
in the Senate, and in the country) will have the 
„effect to blast the reputation of the whole south- 
ern people unless he lays his hands on the facts 
and shows the evidence on which that opinion 
is founded. 

Mr. PRATT. If the honorable Senator will 
hear, me through, I hope. to convince him 
before I am done; and if he will do the com- 
mittee the justice to read through the testi- 
mony, he will find abundance of cases estab- 
lishing the propositions that I claim here. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then I would suggest 
to the honorable Senator not to make his in- 
dictment a wholesale indictment against the 
property-holders of the South. Limit it to 
the men who the evidence shows are implicated 
in crime. ’ f 

Mr. PRATT. AsIsaid, sir, before the inter- 
ruption, in stating the argument of the slave- 
holders, L have shown who are responsible for 
these scourgings for opinion’s sake. It is the 
old ruling class, the men who own the plant- 
ations and property, the men who must pay 
the taxes. ‘Lhey are the men most interested 
in molding the opinions of voters. 

‘Then in regard to national elections their 
interest. is, if possible, still stronger. They 
regard the whole policy of the Republican 
party as having been hostile to their class from 
itsorganization. They point to the constitu- 
tional amendments, the civil rights bill, the 
Freedmen’s Bureau, the test-oath, the penalties 
against disloyalty, the enforcement bill, the 
suspension of the Aabeas corpus, and the pres- 
ence of soldiery in the disturbed districts ; 
and their panacea for all these ills is to put 
down the Republican party. That is the 
dearest wish of the. entire Democratic heart 
in the South. They see no end to what 
they call their grievances except in the over- 
throw of the party in power. They are the 
same men who were so impatient of the re- 
straints of Government that in 1861 they 
plunged the country in war and bloodshed, 
stopping at no measures of unscrupulous vio- 
lence in order to overthrow the Government 
many of them had so often sworn to maintain. 

Now, who shall tell me that this sentiment 
of hate toward the party in power, and this 
lust for the political control they once wielded, 
are not sufficient motives to account for these 
outrages and fix the responsibility where L 
believe, before God, it belongs, upon these 
influential classes of the South? 

Where since the close of the war riots have 
occurred and blood has run in the streets, has 
it.not been on the eve of elections? . Look at 
the massacres in Louisiana alone in 1868,when 
two thousand freedmen were slaughtered in 
order to carry the election. The negroes hold 
in their hands the power of determining polit- 
ical results not in the State only butin the 
nation. In three of the States they outnum- 
ber the whites, and in every southern State 
they hold the balance of power. If they can 
be coerced, intimidated, or cajoled into voting | 


1 
the Democratie ticket, or prevented from voting | 


at all, then of course the Democrats will suc- 
ceed, and have things their own way. 

This is the key to the whole Ku Klux pro- 
gramme. Here is motive enough to fix the 
responsibility of these whippings and murders, 
not only upon Democrats, but upon the intel- 
ligent and property-holding class of that party. 
To. be sure, they may employ the poor whites 
as their instruments; and who doubts that they 
do? Bat I fix the responsibility on them, and 
reason and all the proofs. show they must bear 
it. Who would care to incur the risks of the 
halter but the men so vitally interested in elec- 
tion results? Do I press this argument too 
far? Alas! sir, we have had melancholy 
proof what men will do to overturn dynasties 
and administrations all along the track of his- 
tory, culminating in the assassination of the 
great and good Lincoln. From their stand- 
point, the old ruling class of the South have 
the most powerful motives which can sway 
men’s minds to obtain political control, and 
there is no way to do this but to stifle the negro 
vote or convert it. 

There may be other causes for which the 
negroes are visited by the Ku Klux; we know 
there are; but I believe this the most common 
one. So the negroes whipped all say. So 
the motives I have endeavored to set forth 
demonstrate. And yet the minority say there 
is no political significance in these outrages ! 

Again, Mr. President, it is said in excuse 
of the Ku Klux violences that they are in the 
nature of punishments inflicted because of 
misdemeanors which the courts will not or 
cannot punish by reason of the lack of legal 
evidence, while the moral proof is sufficient to 
satisfy Judge Lynch, or that the offenses pun- 
ished are of a character not cognizable in a 
court of law. Thus: a negro has used insult- 
ing language to a white man, or has refused 
to work for him, or has dunned him for his 
wages, or sued him in court. Perhaps he has 
bought himself a bit of land and is working 
on it;and not only that, but having freedmen 
at work for: im, and to that extent diminish- 
ing thesupply of labor to the plantation owners. 
Or perhaps he is lazy and trifling, or talks too 
much or too loudly of the rights of his people. 
Perhaps he is a preacher, and suspected of 
advising his race as to their true interest and 
course of action. He may bea bold fellow 
who understands what the law bas done for 
him, and is free to tell his fellow blacks of 
their legal rights, as for instance their right to 
carry arms and defend their persons and 
homes. He has been so bold as to say in 
some political harangue that labor has its 
rights, and if justice were done the wealth of 
the South, mainly created by his people, should 
be. divided between the races. 

All these things in the past have been 
deemed valid causes why the obnoxious negro 
should be visited and chastised or killed out- 
right by the Ku Klux. Now, sir, in so far as 
misdemeanors are concerned, if there is any 
proof they were committed, the courts can 
deal with them. If there is no proof, or the 
proof is insufficient, that is the best reason in 
the world why punishment should not be in- 
flicted lest the innocent be confounded with 
the guilty. There is another cause for these 
outrages, not the less true because unavowed. 
They are inflicted often to curb the growing 
spirit of independence in the colored man ; to 
humble his pride; to teach him his place; to 
show him that though a freedman, citizen, and 
voter, he is only so on parchment; that there 
is a power controlling his destiny higher than 
constitutions and laws; to teach him that his 
condition is changed in nothing but name; 
that he is still the hewer of wood and drawer 
of water he was before slavery was abolished, 
and his status in that respect is not and will 
not be changed. 

It is sometimes pretended that the Ku Klux 
violences are not punished because of the 
inefficiency of the earpet-bag courts ; but they 


-prove they have. 


who make this charge confess its insincerity 
and untruth when they admit: in the next 
breath that justice ig administered between 
man and man fairly and withoùt cause of com: 
plaint. : i 

Again; it is urged in excuse, where colored 
men confined in jail have been taken out and 
hanged by a masked mob, as has been fre- 
quently the case, that this was done to save 
any risk of their being cleared on the: trial. 
The truth is, there is no trouble in any south: 
ern court in conviéting a negro of a crime 
where the evidence warrants it, and there 
never has been; the danger has been all the 
other way, that though innocent he would be 
convicted. 

Now, sir, to go back a step.and answer the 
plea that the Ku Klux outrages ha¥e no polit- 
ical significance. I have given some reasons to 
One remains, and that is, 
that the rule is so general as to be: almost 
universal, that the persons who are the objects 
of Ku Klux vengeance are all Radicals, and 
I use the term by which-all Republicans are 
known and called in the South. I can recall 
scarcely an exception in the volumes of tes- 
timony which have been taken. It is a most 
significant fact, which I wish the whole country 
to know, tbat when the negro votes the Denio- 
cratie ticket he is never Ku Kluxed;. bė ig 
taken under protection at once and shielded 
from harm. It isa talisman, a charm, a sign 
upon the lintel of his door that he is to be 
passed over. Hundreds, yes, thousands, sir, 
of the colored people have bought their peace 
and earned their security by voting with their 
old masters, and when they do, all is well with 
them. ‘The ghostly troop is seen no more; 
they sleep the sleep of security; they are 
patronized and kindly treated, restored to 
confidence and friendship. 

Those who are smart are put forward at 
Democratic meetings to speak of the beauty 
and loveliness of Democratic principles and 
practices. Nay, colored orators of the right 
stamp are imported from other States by Dem- 
ocratic committees, as was done at Huntsville, 
to harangue mixed crowds of white and black. 
Will it be credited that in that proud city, the 
seat of intelligence, wealth, taste, and refine- 
ment, during the last presidential canvass 
prominent Democrats, the rulers in the Dem- 
ocratic church, actually imported one negro 
from Tennessee and another from: further 
north to address a Democratic political meet- 
ing? How those white aristocrats applauded 
the sable speakers to the echo. How rever- 
ently they. inclined their ears and heard the 
Democratic gospel dispensed by the sweet- 
scented orators! Ah, sir, in the- stifled 
atmosphere of that great political gathering, 
they smelt nothing that was not fragrant and 
aromatic. There were seen the proud men of 
that city, the Athens of the South, her lawyers, 
editors, and plantation owners, listening with 
rapt attention to the utterances of these colored 
apostles who preached the true faith. Forgot- 
ten were the distinctions of color, of caste, 
and of previous condition. The common cause 
fused the audience into one homogeneous 
political mass. It was a political love-teasi! 

And thus, sir, do I demoustrate that the 
objection of southern men is not to the ne- 
groes voting, but to his voting the Radical 
ticket.. They would welcome universal suf- 
frage to-day if the colored men would vote with 
them, Their real cause of grief is that they 
vote with the party which freed them. 

You have heard, sir, and it has been rung 
through the whole country as the original 
excuse for the Ku Klux organization, that 
Loyal Leagues were formed among the col- 
ored people with mischievous purposes; that 
they were banded together by oaths; that they - 
were controlled by unscrupulous carpet-bag- 
gers, who inflamed their passions and operated 
upon their fears, hy persuading them that their 
old masters intended to reduce them again to 
slavery, and that their only method:of escape 
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was: to vote the Republican ticket and fill the 
offices with Republicans. But-this argument 
fails in the certain and well-known fact that 
the purposes of the League were wholly peace- 
able, There was nothing in its constitution 
which looked to violence. Its meetings were 
held in daylight in public places, and there 
was nothing in the oath taken or proceedings 
had- which the whole‘country did not know. 

‘The very idea is absurd. that a secret could 
be locked up in an order composed. mainly of 
jgnorant, simple-hearted Blacks. The whites, 
suspicions of its objects, took early and char- 
acteristic measures to possess themselves of 
such secrets as there were. In the testimony 
taken at Livingston, Alabama, there is a case 
in point. A Democratic editor for three nights 
ensconced“himself in an adjoining room where 
he could see and hear all that took place, and 
the beginning and the end of the whole scheme 
was to promote by union and consultation the 
success of the Republican party, not by vio- 
lence; but by persuasion and concert of action. 
{donot deny that a certain social ostracism 
was practiced toward such negroes as voted 
the Democratic ticket against the instincts 
and convictions of the race; but that was all; 
nothing of violence or intimidation toward the 
whites was attempted or counseled. 

Again, it has been urged in excuse of the 
Ku Klux order that after the war the negroes 
were taught to believe that the country was to 
be parceled out among them, at least in part; 
that each negro was to have his forty acres of 
land and a mule; and itis said that unserupu- 
lous: men went among them and sold them 
painted stakes with which to mark the corners 
of their land, and that one of the purposes of 
this order was to arrest this dangerous heresy. 
ldo not deny, sir, that such an idea took a 
fast hold on the colored mind. It was sug- 
gested, no doubt, by the order of General 
Sherman giving the blacks possession of the 
abandoned sea islands and adjoining coast 
lands. The practice of the Government in seiz- 
ing abandoned plantations and leasing them 
encouraged the idea, It had its foundation 


in the belief that the rebels had forfeited their. 


lands by their treason, and that the colored 
race, who had in a great degree been the cre- 
ators of the wealth of the South. had the best 
right to occupy and use the lands their labor 
had cleared, fenced, drained, and tilled. Was 
their belief without some foundation in justice? 

Mr. President, all the wealth of the world 
springs from the creative power of industry. 
Need I elaborate this economic axiom? The 
precious stones must be shaped and polished 
by the lapidary. The gold and silver ores 
must be dug from the bowels of the earth in 
distant mountains, crushed and separated; 
and the shining product represents in its value 
the labor which has produced it. The mahog- 
ony and black walnut trees standing in the forest 
represent small values until fashioned by labor 
and skill into costly furniture. The magnifi- 
cent structures in our cities, what are they but 
so much clay and stone, iron and wood, wrought 
by laborinto marvelous forms of usefulness and 
beauty? The great Capitol in which we assem- 
ble, one of the proudest structures in the world, 
has all been wrought out from the quarry and 
the mine. Aud passing from these works of 
men’s hands to the great outlying fields whence 
are gathered the fruits which feed and the 
plants which clothe, and on whose pastures 
feed the animals which furnish food and rai- 
ment, the same Jaw obtains. For without 
labor, persistent and intelligent, these were 
still bogs, or forests, or unfruitful lands. And 
so in the domains of thought. In yonder 
library are gathered the products of mental 
toil, from the dawn of civilization. When I 
listen bere daily to the words of wisdom, | 
know that many. generations have made their 
contributions to the learning which here finds 
expression, 
Senator from Massachusetts on my left, [ Mr. 
Sumyer,] I know that he is the product.of the 


I 
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When I turn to the distinguished | 


civilization of twenty centuries, and that his 
hands have gleaned the fields of science and 
literature of all these ages; that his labors, 
joined to the mental toilers who have gone 
before him, have made him the scholar and 
statesman the country honors. ae 
Now, sir, knowing as we do that the slave 
labor of the South filled: it with most of its 


wealth, should we be surprised that the colored | 


race really thought at the close of the war that 
it was theirright to have a portion of the land? 
Had not Congress declared that property, both 
real and personal, should be deemed as aban- 
doned when the owner was absent-and en- 
gaged in rebellion, and directed the ‘sale of 
that which was personal and the leasing out 
of the lands? Had they not seen Treasury 
agents swarming through the country taking 
possession of the property of the enemy, leas- 
ing plantations, and all in the name of the 
Government? Was it not generally supposed 
that confiscation, as one of the punishments of 
treason, would be visited on the men who went 
voluntarily’ into the rebellion and strove to 
destroy the Government? I do not know, sir, 
but thatasa strict measure of justice and to the 
extent the Constitution would allow, it would 
not have been right to have confiscated the 
estates of the leading rebels and put the loyal 
blacks in possession. We know the dominant 
thought with them was that the Government 
which had struck off their fetters would com- 
pel some restitution for their years of unpaid 
toil, and that this compensation could come 
in no form so appropriate’ and just as in a 
division of the laud. lt was no wild or absurd 
fancy of theirs, but the very expression of 
justice. 

The minority in their report complain that 
the credulous negroes were alienated from 
their old masters and induced by their carpet- 
bag allies to vote in solid colamn the Repub- 
lican ticket from the belief that they would be 
reduced to slavery again, notwithstanding the 
thirteenth amendment, if the Democrats at- 
tained power. Well, sir, was there’no foun- 
dation for this fear? Without multiplying 
proofs I cite your attention to what was done 
in Mississippi during the first year after the 
close of the war and before the colored peo- 
ple had the right of voting. The thirteenth 
amendment had then been adopted abolishing 
slavery. Was this measure acquiesced in by 
its Legislative Assembly, composed wholly of 
white men, most of whom had been concerned 
in the rebellion ? 

Look at the infamous laws of that session, 
which, carried into effect, would have re- 
duced the freedman again substantially to 
slavery. Take for illustration the act which 
pretended to confer civil rights on the freed- 
man; consider some of its provisions. One 
was that these people, who were landless and 
homeless, should, on the Ist day of January 
in each year, have a lawful home or employ- 
ment, and written evidence of the fact in the 
shape of a licenseissued by the proper authori- 
ties. All contracts for labor with freedmen 
for a longer period than a month were required 
to be in writing. If the laborer quit the ser- 
vice before the time stipulated, he forfeited all 
his wages up to the time of leaving. One would 
think this was penalty enough. But no, sir; 
any person might arrest him, and carry him 
back to his employer, and compel the freed- 
man to pay him for this service afee of five 
dollars, and ten cents a mile for the distance 
traveled. ‘This, when paid by the employer, 
could be held as a set-off against the freed- 
man’s wages. Moreover, when he left this 
employer without just cause, a warrant could 
be sued out for his arrest, and it possessed the 
virtue of leaping county lines and traveling 
from countyto county until the lost was found. 
When the employé was returned to his em- 
ployer, all the expenses of his capture and re- 
turn were in like manner deducted from his 
wages. It was to all: intents and purposes a 


fugitive food or raiment, there was a penalty 
ranging from twenty-five to two hundred dol- 
lars, and the law provided if the good Samari- 
tan did not instantly pay the fine and costs he 
might be sentenced to two months’ imprison- 
ment. Jf any-one enticed a freedmen away 
with the view of giving employment without 
the limits of the State, the fine might be 
$600, with imprisonment if not immediately 
paid. There was a general provision that 
whenever a fine or forfeiture was imposed 
upon a freedman the sheriff might hire him 
to any person who would pay the fine and 
costs for the shortest time of service. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the 

vagrant, act, passed at the same session. The 
second section (page 90, act of 1865) pro- 
vided that ali freedmen, free negroes, and 
mulattoes of Mississippi over the age of eighteen 
years found on the second Monday in January, 
1866, or thereafter, with no lawful employment 
or business, should be deemed vagrants, and on 
conviction thereof might be fined.as high as fifty 
dollars, and imprisoned, at the discretion of 
the court, not exceeding ten days. Another 
section provided in case the fine imposed was 
not paid in five days—and you will notice, sir, 
it may range as high as fifty dollars—the sheriff 
should ‘hire the freedman out until his wages 
paid fine and costs. . if he could not be hired, 
then he was to be dealt with as a pauper; and 
how that was we shall presently see. 
- It was enacted that as white persons were 
compelled to support their paupers, so the 
freedmen, free negroes and mulattoes, should 
support theirs. To effect this the boards of 
county police in each county were required to 
levy a poll-tax on each colored person, as I 
read the law, of both sexes, between the ages 
of eighteen and sixty years, which was to con- 
stitute a freedmen’s paaper fund, and be 
applied to the maintenance of the poor. Now 
mark what follows. This law provides that if 
any one, young or old, no matter what. the 
excuse, should fail to-pay the tax, it shall be 
deemed evidence of vagrancy, and the sheriff is 
required to arrest him and hire him out, giving, 
of course, the preference to the employer. 

Again, by another law it was made lawful 
for a freedman to charge a white person by 
affidavit with a crime committed on his per- 
son or property. But mark, sir, the penalty in 
case the accusation was not maintained, and 
to use the language of the law ‘' was falsely 
and maliciously made;’’ judgment was to be 
rendered against him for all costs in the case, 
and a fine and imprisonment might be added, 
a tine of fifty dollars, and imprisonment in the 
county jail for twenty days. If the-fine, costs, 
and jail fees were not promptly paid by the 
freedman, the sheriff might sell him into 
slavery until irom his wages he could redeem 
himself. ` f 

I might multiply citations from the laws of 
this session, They were all adapted to that 
condition of ignorance, poverty, and helpless: 
ness of the blacks by which they could be 
again reduced substantially to slavery. This 
was the object of the men. who framed the 
laws, They bad no right to complain that the 
friendsof the negro told him so when he came 
to be-a voter and the question was with which 
party he should cast bis vote. And yet, in the 
face of these laws, great complaint is made 
because the freedman was reminded of them, 
and warned that if by his vote the Democratic 
party were installed in power he would be 
reénslaved. Itis a terrible crime in the eyes 
of these old masters to be told of their hypoc: 
risy! Examine the volumes of the testimony 
taken by the committee, and you shall find no 
complaint more frequent or bitter on the part 
of the men who had lost their slaves than this 
one, that the confidence of the negro in the 
sincerity and honest purpose of his former 
masier was alienated by the teachings of the 
men who came among them. 

I shall notice but a single grievance more, 


fugitive slave law. If any person gave to the | loudly complained of, aud then I'shall be done. 
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We are told the South has been impoverished 
by bad government ; that the taxes are burden- 
some beyond endurance; that there is no 
prosperity there; infact thata blight has falien 
on their country. It is now but seven years 
since the war closed. We know the condition 
of the South at that time; that its resources 
were all wasted, its people impoverished. We 
know that the charity of the Government gave 
them food.. We know that two unfruitful sea- 
sons followed the war; tbat the South sent 
emissaries among the people of the North 
asking alms, and that they were. freely given. 
And yet complaint is made that the South is 
not festored to its old-time prosperity, and it 
is set down to misgovernment, to bad laws, to 
the policy pursued by Congress. The very 
statement of the argument contains the refuta- 
tion. No allowance is made for the ravages 
of*war, for bad seasons, nor for the disturbed 
condition-of society there, which repelled im- 
migration, and for which nobody is responsible 
but themselves. 

But there is much that is false in the charge 
itself. Itis true that the basis of taxation has 
been changed, and the land-owners are now 
compelled to pay their share of taxation which 
before the war they did not. But I deny that 
State, county, and city taxation is as high in 
the South as in most of the Statesofthe North. 
A reference to the census tables will prove that 
in 1870 the rates of taxation were higher in 
New. York, Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and 
Missouri, than in the eleven States which 
rebelled. ‘The total taxes levied in these 
eleven States in that year were but a fraction 
upward of thirty-two miliions on an assessed 
valuation of property of $2,206,440,971, or 
ove cent and a half on the dollar. In the State 
of New York taxes were levied in that year 
to the amount. of $48,500,000 on an assessed 
valuation of $1,967,001,185, being at the rate 
of $2 460n the $100. ‘That single State paid 
more taxes than the eleven southern States, 
by $16,000,000, and on a less property basis. 
Why, sir, my own State, the smallest, except 
Vermont, which has been admitted into the 
Union since the Constitution was formed, paid 
in that same year, 1870, about eleven million 
dollars taxes, one third of the entire amount 
paid by the eleven insurrectionary States. The 
per cent. of tax on the assessed value in Indi- 
ana was $1 62 on every $100, whiie in the 
South, as Í have stated, it was but $1 50. 

It will do very well for unscrupulous politi- 
cians to make the world believe that the South 
has been eaten up by taxation, but these are 
the cold facts as given by the census returns. 

For the first time the true principle of tax- 
ation has been applied there and property 
made to pay taxes according to its value. 
How was it before the war? The false clamor 
made about taxes compels us to go back and 
ascertain the principles upon which they were 
laid in the times of slavery. Take the case 
of Mississippi for illustration. Taxes to sup- 
port the State government were levied. by this 
scale: taxable lands paid: but sixteen cents 
on every $100 of valuation; a plantation of | 
the value of $10,000 paid a State tax of but 
sixteen dollars, while a ten-pin alley,-a the- 
ater, a race track, or a barber shop, each paid 
a tax of twenty-five dollars. ‘Pbink of an | 
humble barber paying a tax as high as the 
owner of a plantation worth $15,000! A piano 
worth $400 paid a tax of one dollar; the 
owner of a slave worth $1,000 paid a tax of 
seventy-five cents. A white man paid a poll- 
tax of forty cents, while the free negro man 
paid one of a dollar, for the greater advantage, 
I suppose, of the government which he en- 
joyed. Ido not know any other cause. There 
was never a more unjust system of taxation 
than that which prevailed in these States be- 
fore the war. The dominant planting interest 
in the South having the control of political 
affairs, took good care to save their property 


from the burdens of taxation and put it on the 


shoulders of others. But Ihave not time to 
dwell on this subject. 

I wish to say a single word as to the condi- 
tion of the South as to prosperity. . It is pre- 
tended that there has: been none there, that 
she has remained stationary.while the remain- 
der of the country has been. advancing, and 
here again, sir, we must turn to the census 
tables to learn the facts. ; 

I gave what was the assessed value of the 
property in the eleven insurrectionary States 
jn 1870. The true value, however, as returned 
by the census, is $2,785,545,451. The value 
of agricultural produets in those State for the 
year ending June 1, 1870, was $607,940,464, 
or nearly one fourth of the entire value of the 
property. Leaving slaves out of the question, 
the census value of property in those States in 
the year 1870 exceeds that of 1860 more than 
six million dollars, notwithstanding the im- 
mense destruction of values during the war. 
In the single item of railroads her prosperity 
is seen in the construction of four thousand 
and two miles, costing $172,500,000, since 
1860, making the number of miles now com- 
pleted and in operation in those eleven States 
a little more than twenty-three thousand. 

Now, sir, the South complains of corrupt 
legislators and Governors who have destroyed 
the credit of the States and loaded them hope- 
lessly with debt. hat this is true in some of 
the States I have no doubt. Had the Ku Klux 
outrages been directed to these faithless pub- 
lic servants the world would have been well 
rid of them and nobody complained. But 
what logical connection exists between what 
happened at the capitals of South Carolina 
and Georgia, where bribery and corraption 
abounded, and the whipping of inoffensive 
negroes a hundred miles away? Grant that 
Bullock was a thief, how does that excuse the 
murder of honest men not implicated in his 
stealings? Grant that a corrupt Legislature 
in Columbia ruined the credit of South Caro- 
lina, what has that to do with the whippings 
and murders in York and Spartanburg coun- 
ties? The apologists for these outrages always 
tell us in excuse that the State governments 
have robbed the people, just as if there was 
the least connection in logic between the two 
things! There is none whatever, unless the 
negroes are punished for having voted these 
men into office. 

Before concluding, I wish to submit to the 
Senate and the country some facts concerning 
the extent of this conspiracy against the rights 
and liberties of the loyal people of the South, 
particularly the blacks, the men concerned in 
it and their purposes, as lately laid before 
Congress by the President in response to the 
call of the House of Representatives. Since 
the enactment of the laws of May 31, 1870, 
and April 20, 1871, conferring upon the courts 
of the United States jurisdiction to deal with 
this class of offenses, there has been a most 
startling development of the extent and oper- 
ations of this Klan. The President informs 
us that representations having been made to 
him that in certain portions of South Carolina 
a condition of lawlessness and terror existed, he 
requested the late Attorney General to. visit 
that State and after a personal examination to 
report to him the facts in relation to the sub- 
ject. That officer, on the 16th of October 
last, addressed to the President a communica- 
tion from South Carolina, in which he stated 
that in the counties of Spartanburg, York, 
Chester, Union, Laurens, Newberry, Fairfield, 
Lancaster, and Chesterfield, there were com- 
binations for the purpose of preventing the 
free political action of- citizens who were 
friendly to the Constitution and Government 
of the United States, and of depriving the 
emancipated class of the equal protection of 
the laws. The President then proceeds to 
quote the following language from the com- 
munication of his Attorney General ; 


“ These combinations embrace at least two thirds 
of the active white men”— 


i 


' Starbuck, United States attorney for North 


Mark the language, sir— i 


“ embrace at least two thirds of the active white 
men of those counties’— 5 


The counties that I have just enumerated— 


“and have the sympathy and countenance of a 
majority of the other third, ‘They are connected 
with similar combinations in other counties and 
States, and no doubt are part of a'grand system of 
Griminal assoeiations pervading most of the south- 
ern States. The members are bound. to obedience 
and secrecy by oaths which they are taught to regard 
as of higher obligation than the lawful oaths taken 
before civil magistrates, They are organized and 
armed. They effect their objects by personal vio- 
lence, often extending to murder. ‘They terrify wit- 
nesses. They control juries in the State courts, and 
sometimes in the courts of the United States. Sys- 
tematic perjury is one of the means by which pros- 
ecutions of the membersare defeated. From inform- 
ation given by officers of the State and of the 
United States, and by credible private citizens, I 
am justified in affirming that the instances of crim- 
inal violence perpetrated by these combinations 
within the last twelve months, in the above-named 
counties, could be reckoned by thousands.” 


This is not my language; it is the language 
of a citizen of Georgia, at the time he wrote 
it, the Attorney General of the United States. 
The present Attorney General, on the 19th day 
of last month also laid before the President the 
following communication, which I make no 
apology for reading at length: : 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

, WASHINGTON, April 19, 1872. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge, through 
your reference, the receipt of the resolution reported 
by Mr. Ponanp to the House of Representatives, 
from the joint select Committee to enquire into 
the Condition of the late Insurrectionary States, 
which was agreed to. 

In answer to the first clause of the resolution “in 
refereuce to portions of the State of South Caro- 
lina,” I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy 
of a report made to this Department by Mr. DE 
Corbin, United States attorney for that district, 
marked Exhibit A. The report contains a list, a 
copy of which is herewith transmited, “ of five hun- 
dred and one names of persons who have been ar- 
rested in that State in pursuance of the authority 
conferred by act of Congress, approved April 20, 
1871;” the names of fifty-three persons who volun- 
tarily confessed in open court that they at the time 
of confession ‘were or had been members of tha 
combinations and conspiracies forbidden and made 
penal by said act;” who pleaded guilty to indict- 
ment, the number and character of whose sentences 
are annexed; the names of five who were tried by 
jury at the November, 1871, term of United States 
Circuit court, the number and character of whose 
indictments and their sentences are annexed; the 
names of one hundred and sixty-two persons who 
were indicted at the same term of court, but not 
tried the number and character of whose indict- 
ments, are annexed; the names of two hundred and 
eighty-one persons who were arrested but not tried; 
the names of one hundred and eighty-five persons 
living in York county alone who have been paroled 
to appear when required, ‘*and who confessed their 
connection with” said conspiracies; the names of 
others who were paroled are found on Exhibit A, 
from page 3 to page 20 inclusive; the number and 
character of offenses forbidden by said “acts named 
in said indictments, or ascertained by confessions or 
other information,” being ninety-one conspiracies 
under sections six and seven, act: of May 31, 1870, 
thirty-one conspiracies under section two, act of 
April 20, 1871, including eleven prosecutions: for 
murder, said offenses having “been committed in 
the respective counties in which the privilege of the 
writ of habeas corpus has been suspended in the 
State of South Carolina,” and “the dates of said 
alleged offenses” being stated on pages from 20. to 
30 of Exhibit A, in the third column. : 

Other information relative to the execution of the 
laws in these counties is found in the letter of the 


| United States attorney, marked Exhibit B. 


Exhibit C contains a copy of report by Mr, P: H. 

aro- 
lina. It presents a list of the names of thirty-seven 
persons who` werc convicted or pleaded guilty of 
violations of the acts of Congress approved April 20, 
1871, and May 31, 1870, with their sentences annexed ; 
the names of nine hundred and forty-four other 
persons indicted at Raleigh for similar violations. 

There are one hundred and five indictments on 
the doeket, embracing the larger number of persons 
mentioned above for conspiracies, 

-Thereport marked Exhibit D details the necessity 
for an enforcement of the laws in North Carolina 
for the security of life and person and property. 

The United States attorney for the southern dis- 
trict of Mississippi reports, in regard to the enforce- 
ment of the acts aforementioned in his district, a 
list of one hundred and fifty-two names of persons 
indicted. in the United States courts, with the 


| offenses charged against cach. This report is dated 


February 17, 1872, and marked Exhibit B, ae 
The United States attorney for the northern dis- 
trict. G. Willey Wells, esq., reports four hundred and 
ninety names of persons who have been indicted; 
two hundred of persons arrested ; one hundred and 
seventy-two of persons arrested and bound over; 
twenty-eight of persons who pleaded guilty; four- 
teen of persons who confessed and gave State’s 
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evidence: which facts “are: shown by his report, 
marked Exhibit: F, ee ` ; 
Having no facilities for obtaining information rel- 
ative to the security of life, person, and property in 
the States mentioned in the resolution, otherwise 
than by reports from the officers of this Department, 
JI addressed communications to the several district 
attorneys, asking for information upon this subject 
as to their districts, and I inclose herewith copies of 

their reports, marked Exhibits G, H, I, J, K. . 
Reference-is also made to the evidence taken upon 
the trials of persons charged with violations of the 
law in different United States courts in said States, 
some of which has been published and is now in the 
pecan of thë joint Select Committee on Southern 

nutrages. ts f 
; For answer to that part of the resolution asking 
for “all information relative to the existing conflict 
between office-holders. in Louisiana,” I would re- 
‘spectfully invite attention to the inclosed copies of 
telegrams and communications, marked Exhibit. L, 
as furnishing all the information in the possession 
uf sols Denartment in relation to this matter 
ery respecttully, your obedient servant, 
7 : . á GEO. H. WILLIAMS, 
Attorney General, 
The PRESIDENT. . 


Jt would.consume too much time to read the 
various reports of the district. attorneys from 
which the summary of the AttorneyGeneral is 
made up, and I must content myself with a 
reference to two only. The district attorney 
of South Carolina, in a letter dated February 
20 last, uses this language: 


“Tn regard to the execution of the State laws, I 
have to say that_nota single instance of successful 

rosecution of a Ku Kiux outrage in any State court 
Pao come to my knowledge, On the other hand, I 
have hoard of several attempts to prosecute; but 
in each instance there was a lamentablo failure. 
Unquestionably, the laws of this State, if they could 
be enforced, furnish ample means for the prosecu- 
tion and punishment of these Ku Klux outrages; 
but from the nature of the offenses, and the number 
of tho white inhabitants engaged in them, it is 
utterly impossible, in ny judgment, to successfully 
prosecute inthe State courts in any of the counties.” 


The district attorney of North Carolina, in | 


a letter to the Attorney General of the 24th 
of January last, uses this language: 


— Ovrice UNITED STATES Arrornny, 
SALEM, NORTH CAROLINA, Lebruary 24, 1872, 
Sins * * * œ | Those indictments are 

for conspiracies tocommit deeds of violence or terror, 
to deter and. drive from the ballot-box Union men, 
und to destroy the freedom of elections, to enable 
tho enemics of the Union, through their secret, oath- 
bound, midnight organizations, to. obtain (without 
open revolt) as complete and effectual control over 
the State as they maintained by open warfare during 
the rebellion, 

The ovidence in these cases discloses the horrid 
facts of tho tearing of fathers, sons, and brothers 
frow the bosom of thoir families at the hout of mid- 
night, and the infliction upon their naked flesh of 
tho torture and the lash, the brutal exposure of 
helpless females, and, occasionally, the commission 
of murder by bands of disguised men to make their 
intinidations the more emphatic. 

Tadeed, every means which the most fertile ima- 
gination of these fiendish monsters and eneiios 
of the Union could invent have been resorted to to 
inspire the Unionists with fear and terror, and to 
arid their freedom of thought, action, and man- 

ood, 

Ilad it not been for the passage of said acts of 
Congress and the active enforcement of them the 
spirit of treason would to-day revel in highcarnival 
ovor the entire South, and effectually crush out and 
overawe the Union sentimont of the southern coun- 
ty as jt did in the days of the rebel government, 

ut the conviction of a number of these persons, 

and their punishment, and the indictment of this 
Jarge number of others, together with the exercise 
by the President. of the right to suspend the writ of 
habeas corpus in such localities where treason has 
usurped such dominion as to render the civil au- 
thorities powerless or insufficient to enforce the law, 
seem for the present to have broken.the power of 
this widespread conspiracy against the friends of 
the Union in the South, Yet the utmost vigilance 
in the rigid enforcement of these acts of Congress 
is and will be necessary to suppress the spirit of 
treason lurking in the hearts of the disaffected and 
treacherous enemies of the Government, and to pre- 
serve the freedom of the citizen in the full and free 
exercise and evjoyment of the elective franchise 
and the rights and immunities of citizenship. 

I am, very respectfully, yours, &e., 

Saal D. H. STARBUCK, 
District Attorney for North Carolina. 
Hon. Groras H. WILLIAMS, 
Auorney General United States, Washington. 


This, sir, is not my language; it is the lan- 
guage of Mr, Starbuck, present district attor- 
ney for North Carolina. Pardon me, Mr. 
President, before conclading the document- 
ary proofs showing the necessity of the legis- 
lation by Congress and the vindication of the 
President in what he has done in suspend- 


ing the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus, 
in adducing one farther piece of evidence. 
I will now submit. the facts presented by the 
grand jury of the United States circuit 
court at its recent. term at Columbia, in 
in South Carolina. It isa summing up of the 
whole Ku-Klux troubles in that State. It 
establishes three facts to which. before read- 
ing the presentment I desire to draw the 
attention of the Senate: first, that the mem- 
‘bership of the: Ku Klax Klan in that State 
embraces a large proportion of the whole pop- 
ulation of every profession and class; second, 
that for the violations of law aud order and 
the sacred rights of citizens the leading influ- 
ential men were responsible, being frequently 
members of the order; third, that the opera- 
tions of the Ku Klux were invariably directed 
against members of the Republican party, by 
warnings to leave the country, by whippings, 
and by murder. ‘This is the presentment of 
the grand jury: 
Presentment of the Grand Jury. 

To the judges of the United States circuit court: | 

In closing thelabors of the present term, the grand 
jury beg leave to submit the following presentment: 
during the whole session we have been engaged in 
investigations of the most grave and extraordinary 
character—investigations of the crimes committed 
by the organization known as the Ku Kiux Klan. 
The evidence elicited has been voluminous, gathered 
from the victims themselves and their families, as 
well as those who belong to the Klan and partici- 
pated. in its crimes, ‘The jury has been ‘shocked 
beyond measure at the developments which have 
been made in their presence of the number and 
character of the atrocities committed, producing a 
state of terror and a sense of utter insecurity among 
a large portion of the people, especially the colored 
population. The evidence produced before us has 
established the following facts: . 

1. That there has existed since 1863, in many coun- 
ties of the State, an organization known as the “ Ku 
Klux Klan,” or “Invisible Empire of the South,” 
which embraces in its membership a large propor- 
ion of the white population of every profession and 
elass. 

2. That this Klan, bound together by an oath, 
administered to its members at the time of their 
initiation into the order, of which the following is-a 
copy: An 

Obligation. 


“I, [name,] before the immaculate Judge of heaven 
and carth, and upon the holy evangelists of Almighty 
God, do, of my own free will and accord, subseribe 
to the following sacredly binding obligation: 

“I. Weare on the side of justice, humanity, and 
constitutional liberty, as bequeathed to us in its 
purity by our forefathers. , 

“2. We oppose and reject the principles of the 
Radical party. ; 

“3. We pledge mutual aid to each other in siek- 
ness, distress, and pecuniary embarrassment. 

t4, Female friends, widows, and their households, 
shall ever be special objects of our regard and pro- 
tection. : 

t Any member divulging, or causing to be divulged, 
any of the foregoing obligations, shall meet. the 
fearful penalty and traitor’s doom, which is death, 
death, death 1” 

That in addition to this oath the Klan has a con- 
stitution and by-laws, which provides, among other 
things, that each member shall furnish himself 
with a pistol, a Ku Klux gown, and a signal instru- 
ment, That the operations of the Klan were exe- 
ented in the night, and were invariably directed 
against members of the Republican party by warn- 
ings to leave the country, by whippings, and by 
murder. , g 

3, That in large portions of the counties of York, 
Union, and Spartanburg, to which our attention 
has been more particularly called in our investiga- 
tions, during part of the time for the last cighteen 
months the civil law has been set at defiance, and 
ceased to afford protection to the citizens. 

4, That the Klan, in carrying out the purposes for 
which it was organized and armed, inflicted sum- 
mary vengeance on the colored citizens of these 
counties, by breaking into their houses at the dead 
of night, dragging them from their beds, torturing 
them in the most inhuman manner, and in many 
instances murdering them; and this, mainly, on ac- 
count of their political affiliations. Occasionally 
additional reasons operated, but-in no instance was 
the political feature wanting. 

- 5. That for this condition of things, for all these 
violations of law and order, and the sacred rights 
of citizens, many of the leading men of those coun- 
ties were responsible. It was proven that large 
numbers of the most prominent citizens were mem- 
bers of the order. any of this class attended 
meetings of the Grand Kian. At a meeting of the 
Grand Klan, heldin Spartanburg county, at which 
there were representatives from the various dens of 
Spartanburg, York, Union, and Chester counties, 
in this State, besides a number from North Carolina, 
a rcsolution was adopted that no raids should be un- 
dertaken, or any one whipped or injured by mem- 
bers of ithe Kian, without orders from the Grand 
Kian. The penalty for violating this resolution was 


ne hundred lashes on the bare back for the first 
offense, and for the second, death, This testimony 
establishes the nature of the discipline enforced in 
the order, and also the fact that many of the men 
who were openly and publicly speaking against the 
Klan, and pretending to deplore the work of this 
murderous conspiracy, were influential members of 
the order, and directing its operations even in detail. 

The jury has been appalled as much at the num- 
ber of outrages as. at their character, it appearing 
that eleven murders and over six hundred whip- 
pings have been committed in York county alone. 
Our investigation in regard to: the other counties 
named has been less full; but itis believed, fromthe 
testimony, that an equal or greater number has 
been committed in ‘Union, and-that the number is 
not greatly less in Spartanburg and. Laurens. | - 

We are of the opinion that, the most vigorous 
prosécution of the parties implicated in these crimes 
is imperatively demanded; that without this there 
is great danger that these outrages will be con- 
tinned, and that there will be no security to our 
fellow-citizens of African descent. 

We would say further, that unless the strong arm 
of the Government. is interposed to punish these 
crimes committed upon this class of citizens, tltere 
is every reason to believe that an organized and 
determined attempt at retaliation will be mode; 
whieh can only result in a state of anarchy an 
bloodshed too horrible to contemplate, 

* * * * * * * * * * 


ich i ectfully submitted. ` ` 

Aor Nee BENS, F. JACKSON, Foreman. 

Mr. President, this paper comes to us from 
the grand jury of the Federal court whose duty 
it was to cast their eyes over the whole State 
of South Carolina and inquire into all viola- 
tions of law ‘of which the court had jurisdic- 
tion. It isa soberstatement of facts made by 
a body sworn to make the investigation it has. 
I accept it as evidence of more than common 
value. It shows a.state of ‘affairs that in my 
judgment demands the’ passage of this bill, 
The President has prudently, perhaps with 
over-much caution, exercised the powers which 
Congress vested in him. He has suspended 
the privilege of this writ in but nine counties 
throughout the entire South, when the facts 
would have justified him in doing the same _ 
thing in double the number. If he has erred, 
it has been on the side of the States implicated 
in the conspiracy and against the demands of 
justice and humanity.” oS 

We have witnessed the blessings of the legis- 
lation of last session, and its propriety has 
been amply vindicated in the ñumber of indict- 
ments found, the punishments inflicted, the 
flight of the guilty parties, and in the check 
which has been given to the whippings and 
outrages in that quarter that were the disgrace 
of ourcivilization. Ibelieve our duty requires 
us as legislators, chargeable with giving pro- 
tection to: the weak and defenseless, making 
every man’s house his castle, to continue this 
power in the President, to be exerted when- 
ever and wherever the safety of communities 
requires it. That eminent magistrate has no 
higher title to my admiration and ‘gratitude 
than that which comes from the faithful man- 
ner he has endeavored to execute the laws.” I 
take the past as a pledge that he will not abuse 
the trust we place in his hands by this bill. 

I know, sir, how fashionable it'is for the 
Opposition to talk of the bayonet and military 
despotism: in connection with the policy pur- 
sued by this Administration in its attempt to 
give security to the down-trodden people of the 
South. But, sir, all government is force, 
Behind every statute lie in ambush civil offi- 
cers with posses and soldiers with bayonets 
charged with its execution. When the law 
commands this or forbids that, it is the spoken 
word of sovereignty which compels obedience 
by employing the whole civil, and if need be, 
the whole military force of the State. Laws 
were idle words without this power. The Con- 
stitution of the nation in explicit terms clothes 
Congress with the authority to make laws, and 
with power to provide for calling forth the mili- 
tia to execute them. There is not a single State 
whose constitution does not place at ihe con- 
trol of its Chief Magistrate the whole military 
force, to be used when occasion requires in 
keeping the peace and enforcing observance of 
the laws. One of the purposes of the standing 
Army we keep on foot is to repress ingurrec: 
tion and give aid to the civil arm, If there 
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ever was a time in the history-of this country 
when civil law needed the aid of military power 
to curb the lawless and to protect life and lib- 
erty, it has been during: the last few years in 
those disturbed parts of the South where trea- 
son abounded and has wreaked its vengeance 
upon those who were faithful to the Union. 
To no nobler use can the Army be dedicated 
than in making war upon the men banded 
together to break up the very foundations of 
society, overthrow law, and- bring on a state 
of general anarchy and crime; and I trustand 
hope its: mission will not cease until this Ku 
Klux Klan is wholly suppressed and its mem- 
bers brought to-condign panishment, 

Sic, briefly and imperfectly have I endeav- 
ored to set forth the false excuses given for 
these disordérs and violences. Did these 
excuses really have a foundation, it would not 
the less be our duty to see that the supremacy 
of the laws was maintained, and no man de- 
priveď of his rights except by due process 
of law. Ido not believe there is a civilized 
Government on the earth where human rights 
have been trampled under foot to such an 
extent and with such impunity as in these 
insurrectionary States during the last four 
years. We shall be false to our duty and 
recreant to the trust placed in our hands if we 
do not listen to the cries of these oppressed 
people and put a stop to this wholesale shed- 
ding of blood and these other outrages which 
shock humanity. i 

While, 1 speak the country is excited over 
the punishment inflicted by a court-martial in 
Cuba upon a man who claims with doubtful 
title to be an American citizen. Democratic 
orators denounce the Administration with 
pusillanimity and cowardice for not stretching 
forth the arm, of the Government to release 
Dr. Houard and extort from Spain the restor- 
atiou of his property. Yet these same gen- 
tlemen are wholly insensible tothe cries which 
come up from the loyal people of the South. 
American citizens at home may be murdered 
by scores by the men lately in *rebtilion 
against the Government, and yet the sensi- 
bilities of these gentlemen are not touched. 
They are terribly exercised, however, lest 
the Constitution may be wounded when we 
propose efficient remedies. It is the same 
old lament we heard all through. the war, 
when Congress enacted laws, and the Presi- 
dent put them in force calculated to hurt 
the enemy and directed against the same men 
now engaged in this minor rebellion. There 
was scarcely a law proposed for the vigorous 
prosecution of the warwhich didnot encounter 
the opposition of the Democratic party, and 
which was not denounced as unconstitutional 
by Democratic organs all over the country. 
And it was so as to every law enacted to 
secure the results of the war and give equal 
rights to those who had been in slavery. 
It was so a year ago when the remedy given 
by this bill and which has proved so potent 
for good was proposed and enacted into a law. 
And yet, despite the gloomy forehodings we 
heard then, the public liberties have been 
preserved, the country has enjoyed a high 
degree of prosperity, and nobody has been 
disturbed in the enjoyment of his lawful 
rights. Nobody has been burt by the denial 
of this writ of habeas corpus except the crim- 
inal men whom the courts have been able to 
punish by reason of its suspension. -Let these 
gentlemen croak on; it is their occupation 
and stock in trade. We shall never do vio- 
lence to this sacred instrument while in the 
future, as in the past, we legislate to secure 
to all and everywhere the’ blessings of life, 
liberty, and the parsuit of happiness. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have conversed with 
Senators all around, and I will offer a propo- 
sition which, if it meets with the unanimous 
consent of the Senate, will carry out the con- 
versation that occurred this morning. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bors- 


| man in the chair.) ‘The Secretary will report 


the proposed agreement. _- 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That on Monday next at twelve o’clock, 
Senate bill No. 655, to extend the provisions of sec- 
tion four of the act of April 28, 1871, be resumed to 
the exclusion of all other business, and that it be 
continued, subject to recess and adjournment, until 
disposed of before adjournment on Tuesday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Taskunanimous consent 
to adopt that order. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio asks unanimous consent for the 
adoption of the proposition that has just been 
read. Js there any objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 think there will be no op- 
position to that agreement on this side of the 
Chamber. I rise simply to get the floor on the 
bill when it shall next come up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the order be adopted 
and then I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is whether it be an order of the Senate 
or an agreement by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It had better be entered 
on the Journal, and then there will be no dis- 
pute about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, this order will be made. 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 desire now to take the floor 
on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator | 
from Missouri will be entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I now give way to the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, [Mr. West. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. In pursuance of the same 
understandiug, I move that the pending bill | 
be postponed until Monday next at twelve 
o'clock, under that order. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. I should like to dispose of the 
conference report, which is now lying on the 
table. I think there is no objection to it atall. 

Mr. SUMNER. What do I understand to be 
the question? 

Mr. COLE. I ask to have a vote taken on 
the report of the conference committee on the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will that take time? 

Mr. COLE. No, sir; Iam sure it will not 
take any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California moves to take up the report 
of the confereace committee on the Indian 
appropriation bill submitted some days since, 
and which is now on the table. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the fol- 
lowing report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Elouses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No, 1192) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian de- 
partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes, having met, after full 


and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


lows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 2, 38, and 57. i 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 56, 64, 66, 97, 74, and 76, and agree to 
the same. aes: 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the several amendments of the House to the fifty- 
second amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
same with an amendment, as follows: in line eight 
of said Senate amendment strike out the words 
“Sixty-nine,” and insertin lieu the words “ seventy- 
one;”? and at the end of said amendment add the | 
following: ‘‘and itis hereby declared to be the in- 
tention and meaning of the said ninth and tenth 
sections to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause to be patented to each and every 
Winnebago Indian, lawfully resident in the State 
of Minnesota at the date of said act, in accordance 
with the conditions of said two sections, an allot- 
ment of land, who has not heretofore received the | 
same, in quantity as provided in the treaty of April | 
15, 1859;”? and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the fifty-fourth amendmentof the Senate, and agree 


to the same with an amendment as follows: in line 
five of said amendment, after the word “ dollars,” 


insert the following: “And provided, That no part 
of this appropriation shall be used for the surveyof 
the reserved lands of the Choctaws, Seminoles, or 
Creeks, or of the lands of the Cherokees east of the 
ninety-sixth meridian, without the consent of said 
Indians first expressed in open council in the usual 
manner ;” and before the word ‘* provided,”.in.the 
same line, insert the word “and,” and atter the same 
word “provided” insert the word ‘further;” and 
the Senate agree tothe same. 5 

That thè House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixtieth amendment of the Senate and agree to 
the same with the following amendment: strike out 
of the bill lines twenty-five, twenty-six and twenty- 
seven on page 58, and lines one and two on page 59, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘ For this 
amount, to purchase subsistence and clothing for the 
Indians located upon the Uintah Valley reservation 
in Utah, and for such other objects as the Secretary 
of the Interior may deem necessary and advisable 
to promote the civilization and improvement of said 
Indians, $10,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixty-ninth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: in line 
fifteen of said amendment, after the word “ Chip- 
pewag,”’ insert the following words: “first expressed 
in open council in the usual manner :” and the Sèn- 
ate agree to the same. t 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-first amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
At the end of said amendment add the following: 
* Provided, That the Secretary of the interior be, 
and he hereby is, authorized to negotiate with the 
Southern Cheyennes and Arapahoes for the relin- 
quishment of their claim to the land ceded to them 
by the second article of the treaty of October 28, 1867, 
out of the cession made by the, Cherokees in the 
treaty of July 19, 1866; such relinquishment, if ob- 
tained, to be in consideration of a sufficient and per- 
manent location for the said Cheyennes and Arapa- 
hoes, upon the lands ceded to the United States: by 
the Creeks and Seminoles in the treaties of March 
2l and June, 34, 1866, and that the Secretary report 
the action taken by him under this provision to Con- 
gress at its next session ;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement, to 
the amendment of the House to the seventy-third 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: in line four of. said 
Senate amendment, after the word ‘‘claims,”’ insert 
the following words: ** arising under existing laws 
or treaty stipulations;” and the House agree to the 
same as so modified. . 

That the House recede from their disagreementto 
the seventy-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out, of said amendment all after the word “sanze,”’ 
in line twelve, down to and including the word 
“each,” in line fifteen, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following words : *' at publie sale to the highest 
bidder, in tracts not exceeding one hundred an 
sixty acres each, at such place in the congressional 
district in which said lands are situated as may be 
designated by the Secretary of the Interior, ninety 
days’ notice of which shall be given by advertise- 
ment in atleast three newspapers of general circu- 
lation published in said congressional district ;”’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendments : 
in line eight of said amendment strike out the fol- 
lowing words: “in section two of,” and insert in 
lieu the word “by;” and thatthe matter contained.in 
the seventy-fourth, seventy-fifth, seventy-sixth, and 
seventy-seventh amendments be put into one sec- 
Hon: and the Senate agree to the same as so mod- 
ified. 


JOHN 
THO. SWANN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2207) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge, and 
to establish the same as a post road. f 

The message also announced thatthe House 
insisted on its amendment to the bill (S. No. 
468) to regulate criminal practice in the Fed- 
eral courts, agreed to the conference asked by’ 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Jonx 


| A. Brkeuam of Ohio, Mr. Georcz F, Hoar of 


Massachusetts, and Mr. R. Mirror Speer of 
Pennsylvania, managers at the same on its 
part. : 

The message further announced that the 
Honse insisted on its amendments to the bill 
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(S.:No. 881) to provide for the abatement. or 
repayment of taxes on distilled spirits in bond 
destroyed by casualty, agreed to the confer- 
etce asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the'two: Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. James B. Beck of Kentucky, 
Mr. ‘Horatio O.. BURCHARD. of Illinois, and 
Mr. Gustavus A. FINKELNBORG of Missouri, 
managers at the same‘on.its part... 

The message also announced that the House 
had coneurred in the report-of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. on the bill (H. BK. No. 1654) 
making approptiations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the- fiscal year ending June 
80, 1872, and for former years, and for other 
purposes. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senafe: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2592) granting the right 
of way to the Dakota Grand Trunk Railway 
Company ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1500) to confirm title to 
certain lands in Washington Territory ; _ 

A bill (A. R. No. 2784) granting the right 
of way tothe Missouri Valley Railroad Com- 
pany ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2785) for the relief of cer- 
tain homestead settlers on the public lands. 

The message also announced that the House 
had disagreed to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate Lo the bill (H. R. No. 183) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to make partition 
of the reservation of Me-shin-go-me-sia, a 
Miami Indian, asked a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Joun P. O. Suanxs of 
Indiana, Mr. James N. Tyner of Indiana, 
and Mr, Erastus WerLs of Missouri, man- 
agers at the same on its part. 


‘ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President: 

An act (H. R. No. 546) for the relief of 
Charles F. Tracy ; ` 

An act (H. R. No. 752) to appropriate to 
Henry Clay Williams a sum of money found 
due him on the adjustment of his accounts; 

An act (H. R. No. 1182) to create. an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1766) to authorize the 
Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company 
to change their projected line of railway in 
the State of Michigan ; 

An act (II. R. No. 2195) relating to certain 
lands in the State of Alabama ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2290) regulating the 
mode of making private contracts with In- 
dians; 

An act (H. R. No. 2631) to withdraw from 
settlement and sale a certain section of land in 
Wyoming Territory; 

An act (H. R. No. 2685) to establish an 
additional land district in the Territory of 
Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1072) to fix the times for 
holding United States courts in the eighth 
circuit; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1654) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1958) to authorize the city 
of Buffalo, New York, to construct a tunnel 
under Niagara river, and to erect and main- 
tain an inlet-pier therefrom for the purpose of 
supplying the city of Buffalo with pure water ; 


A bill (H. R. No, 2098) to grant an Ameri- |} 


can register to the Hawaiian bark Florence ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2187) to confirm the 

action of the board of aldermen and common 

council of the city of Washington designating 


a depot site for the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes ; 
A bill (H.R. No. 2318) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the tide-water 
of Dunstan river, in the State of Maine; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 2341) to allow the pleasure- 
yacht Red: Hot to take the name of Addie 
Parker and be registered: under that name. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SUMNER. I now ask the Senate to 
be good enough to take up the District school 
bill. It has been discussed.’ I think there will 
be no more speaking upon it. 

Mr. COLE. I understood the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Buatr]} to give way'to the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana{Mr. West] to call up the 
Army appropriation bill. j 

Mr. SUMNER. I believe I have the floor, 
and have submitted a motion. í 

Mr. BLAIR. I gave way to the Senator 
from Louisiana, 

Mr. WEST. 
nize me. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
heard the voice of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts first. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I rise to a question of 
order. The Chair decided. that the Senator 
from Missouri had the floor. The Senator 
from Missouri then gave way to the Senator 
from Louisiana. The Chair then could not 
recognize, except by mistake or not under- 
standing bow the matter stood, the Senator 
from Massachusetts. The floor is now in the 
possession of the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bors- 
MAN.) The Chair now decides that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri was not entitled to procéed 
even if the Chair had been aware of it. The 
consideration ‘of the bill upon which the Sen- 
ator from Missouri was entitled to the floor 
was postponed until Monday, and that ended 
that business. 

Mr. BLAIR. My motive in giving way was 
that the Army appropriation bill might be 
taken up and acted upon. That bill had been 
heretofore assigned for this day by an order 
of the Senate, and when we came to an agree- 
ment that the bill of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania should be postponed until Monday, I 
resigned the floor to the Senator from Louisi- 
ana for the purpose of bringing up that bill, 

Mr. SUMNER, I think the Senator from 
Louisiana will not interfere with the vote of 
the Sevate on the school bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, A vote cannot be taken on 


But the Chair did not recog- 


| the school bill. 


Mr. WEST. I have no objection to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; then I hope my 
motion will be put. 

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts anticipates what I was abouttosay. Ihave 
no objection to there being a test of the Sen- 
ate, whether they will take up his bill or not, 
knowing that the Army appropriation bill is 
pressing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is informed that there was an understanding 
that. the Army appropriation bill would be 


|| taken up to-day. There is no special order for 


to-day, but the understanding has been that 
the Army appropriation bill would come up, 
and in justice to the members of the com- 
mittee who have it in charge, that understand- 
ing should be carried out, although if the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts insists on his motion 
he will have the floor. 

Mr. SUMNER. J do not wish to interfere 
with any arrangement or understanding, but 
I was not aware of any, and it does seem to me 
that I may make an appeal to my friend from 
Louisiana, and also to the Senate, to allow a 
vote to be taken on this bill, particularly when 
the Senate wasso earnest on the railroad bill. 


| I ask that they shall give only a tithe of that 


earnestness to the school bill, Ido not think 


it will be debated. It has been debated. Sen- 
ators have exhaled their sentiments and their 
prejudices, oneand the other. Idoubt whether 
there is any more to be said. 

Mr. COLE. If there is to be no debate 
upon it, if a vote can be taken, I shall not in- 
terpose an objection, because | shall be very 
glad indeed to. have that-question out of the 
way ; but Iam, for one, very anxious that we 
should proceed with the Army appropriation 
bill. I was apprehensive, I will state to my 
friend the Senator from Massachusetts, that 
there would be considerable debate upon his 
bill, and that it would result in the loss of the 
rest of the-day, which day has been set apart 
for thé consideration of the Army appropria- 
tion bill. i 

Mr. SUMNER. Even supposing it did take 
the rest of the day it would be no loss ; but I 
do not think it would take it. 

Mr. CASSERLY rose. 

Mr. SUMNER. I believe Senators, I believe 
my friend from California, [Mr. Casserty, ] 
who on this question isgenerally “all saddled, 
all bridled, all equipped for. the fight,’ has 
no desire for a contest now. [Laughter.] I 
believe he will join me now in inviting a vote. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, if he will allow me, had better 
not refer to me. I think his bill has.a couple 
of days if not three or four days of debate in 
it yet. . (Laughter. ] 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator can transfer 
that debate to the general bill, the civil rights 
bill. This is the school bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. [really had not thought 
of that. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now the Senator may 
think of it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I presume the Senator 
is quite right in supposing that what may be 
said upon one is applicable to the other in 
some measure; but Í trast the Senator will 
understand that each of:his bills has the pecu- 
liar merit of being quite’ certain to provoke 
morédebate than I think can well be afforded 
at this stage of the session. ; 

Mr. SUMNER. Are we to understand that 
the Senator himself is to ride into the lists? 
I do not understand that the Senator is. Does 
the Senator know of any Senator who is dis- 
posed to speak upon it? I think the debate 
is exhausted. Every argument that has been 
brought forward against the bill: has been 
answered, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isno 
motion pending. If the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts makes a motion the Chair will put it 
to the Senate; otherwise he will recognize 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. SUMNER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the District 
school bill. 

Mr. COLE. . Thope that will be voted down. 

Mr. SUMNER. l hope not. 

Mr. CASSERLY. . [rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California will state his point of order. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understood. that. the 
Army appropriation bill was assigned for to- 
day. It was displaced by the vote to take up 
the bill which has just been laid aside until 
Monday. I supposed then, as a matter of 
course, in the absence of some new vote of 
the Senate displacing the Army appropriation 
bill, that came up. I make the point of order 
whether the Army appropriation bill is not 
now entitled to come up before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was 
no order made in regardto it. By unanimous 
consent that was the understanding; but such 
an understanding is not binding upon Senators 
unless they choose to observe it. © The Senator 
from Massachusetts can make his motion if he 
chooses so to do. 

Mr. CASSERLY. . I do not suppose that 
the Senator from Massachusetts would violate 
a unanimous agreement of the Senate. 


1872. 


Mr. SUMNER. Not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Massachusetts 
as making a motion to take up the school bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. DolLunderstandthatthere 
is an agreement or understanding? If there 
is, I retire at once, : . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is informed that there was an understanding 
that the Army appropriation. bill should be 
considered to-day. : 

Mr. SUMNER, TI ani informed it has been 
violated. But, sir, I see the school bill has 
no chance. I wish it were a railroad bill. 
[Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, 
then, will recognize the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. WEST. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 


1541. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I was going to appeal 
to the Senator from Louisiana to give way to 
me for about five minutes to allow me to 
take up Senate bill No. 480, a bill of only four 
Hines. I do not think it will elicit any discus- 
sion. I know it can be passed in five minutes 
if be will permit me to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
only be done by unanimous consent. 
- Mr. CALDWELL.. If it gives rise to any 
debate I will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. WEST. I cannot give way now. Let 
the appropriation bill be taken up first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Louisiana to proceed to the consideration of 
the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COURTS IN KANSAS, 


Mr. CALDWELL. I now ask permission 
to take up Senate bill No. 480. I think it can 
be disposed of in ‘five minutes, aid I hope 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONKLING. If L may be allowed to 
appeal to the Senate for one moment, this is 
a little bill fixing the term of a court, and it 
will take but a moment. Nobody wants to 
debate it. It can be voted upon one way or 
the other in a moment. 

Mr. COLE. I did not understand what it 
was, and did notrise to object, but to make a 
motion distinct from that. i 

Mr. CALDWELL. Itis a mere local matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. lt requires 
unanimous consent to consider the bill at this 
time. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 
480) concerning the circuit and district courts 
of the United States for the district of Kansas 
was considered by the Senate asin Committee 
of the Whole. It provides that from and after 
its passage the May term of the circuit court 
and the October term of the district court of 
the United States for the district of Kansas 
shall be commenced and held at the city of 
Leavenworth, Kansas. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE, from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 1671) making appropriations for the 
construction, preservation, and repairs of cer- 
tain fortifications and other works of defense, 
reported it without amendment. 


_ BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, asked, and by 


unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1120) to authorize special 
sessions of the circuit court; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


That can 


1121) for the relief of Cornelius H. Forbes; |! 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims... 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1122) granting the right of way to the 
Utah, Idaho, and Montaua Railroad Com- 
pany; which was read twice by its title, referred 
tothe Committee on Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed.” 


MIAMI- INDIAN RESERVATION. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider itsamend ments to the bill 
(H. R. No. 188) to authgrize the Secretary of 
the Interior to make partition of the reserva- 
tion of Me-shin-go-me-sia a Miami Indian, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives ; 
and 

On motion by Mr. HARLAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and agree to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


LAND TITLES IN IOWA. 


Mr. ANTHONY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate passed the bill (S. 
No. 986) to settle land titles in the State of 
of Iowa; and the motion was entered. 


PROPOSED RECESS. 


Mr. COLE. I move that at half past four 
o’clock to-day the Senate take a recess until 
half past seven o'clock. [‘‘ No!” Not’’] 
I will state that this is Friday, and there will 
be a disposition to-morrow not to have an 
evening session. I hope, therefore, we shall 
have an evening session to-night, during which 
I hope we can finish up the Army appropria- 
tion bill, and another appropriation bill, to wit, 
the fortification bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. SPENCER. I object to giving unani- 
mous consent if that is necessary. ` 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 


is made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is in order to move a 
recess under the new rule at any time. 

Mr. CONKLING. Of course it is in order 
to make the motion, and it is not debatable ; 
but L hope the Senator will withdraw it for one 
moment, while I suggest to him that if it be 
the pleasure of the Senate without a recess to 
sit later than usual, he will accomplish his 
purpose in that way. I judge from what I 
hear among Senators around me they prefer 
to sit here a little later this afternoon rather 
than have a recess and come back to-night. 

Mr. COLE. Iam entirely disposed to con- 
sult the convenience of the Senate. I do not 
wish to do anything distasteful to them in 
reference to this matter of an adjournment or 
of taking a recess. I merely desire an expres- 
sion of their wishes on the subject, and 1 sup- 
pose that can be ascertained by a simple vote 
on the-question whether they will take a recess 
or not. If that is not accorded I presume 
they will continue in session until five o’ clock 
or later. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I ask the Sen- 
ator how long it will take to pass the bill? 

Mr. COLE. I think not more than an hour, 


probably. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Then I suggest 
to the Senator that we go on until five o’clock, 
and then he can make his motion, if neces- 
sary. 

T 


Senator from California make a motion? 
Mr. COLE. I think we can reach the result 
as well by taking the question on my motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
California. 


he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the | 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I think the Sen- | 


ate at this late period will do but justice to 
itself and to the country if it follows the desires 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 


i 


priations and stands by him until this bill shall 
be finished. ; p ae : 

Mr. CASSERLY.. As:other Senators have 
spoken on this subject, I wish ‘to say a word. 
I-have attended every one of the night sessions 
that. we have had except one, and I think I 
am correct in.saying that we have never. sug- 
ceeded at any of these night sessionsin getting 
a quorum. : 

Several Senarors.: We had a quorum on 
the railroad bill. i 

Mr. CASSERLY. It was not kept even on 
the railroad bill. We had to adjourn on` that 
account, as the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] suggests. : Í 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will suggest that the motion to take a recess is 
not debatable under the new rule. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I trust Imay be allowed 
to say one word. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. i ; 

Mr. CASSERLY. One evening we had 
six Senators'here. That was the evening 
when we discussed the postal code. A single 
Senator passed every amendment that was 
proposed by him by insisting on counting ‘the 
Senate unless his amendment was excepted. 
What a farce it is to have night sessions upon 
such terms! [ think it would be much better to 
prolong the session to-day for half an hour, 
or even more than that, beyond the usual time, 
than to come here to-night and have no quo- 
rum, and be obliged either to go on without a 

uorum or to adjourn at once. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from California, 
that the Senate at half past four o’clock to-day 
take a recess until half past seven o'clock. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I will inquire if the even- 
ing session is to be for general business? — 

The VICE PRESIDENT: For the same 
business that is now pending, unless by the 
unanimous order of the Senate it be assigned 
for other business. f 

Mr. WRIGHT. The pending measure is 
the Army appropriation bill. Is it the under- 
standing of the chairman that anything else 
can be taken up? — > . 

Mr. POMEROY. Oh, yes; we can take 
up anything. ie 

Mr, COLE. I have another appropriation 
bill that I should like to take up in case we 
should finish the Army bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Appropriation 
bills will be the: business for the evening, ac- 
cording to the views of the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In compliance with the 
desire of several Senators, [ move to amend 
the motion, that we take a recess at five 
o’clock until half past seven o'clock. Then 
if we get through before five o'clock we can 
adjourn. ` 

Mr. CASSERLY. I hope that amendment 
will not be agreed to. That only leaves us two 
hours and a half. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
it, I withdraw it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. *The motion for 
a recess is not debatable. This debate has 
progressed thus far by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Do I understand 
that the evening session is to be confined to 
the appropriation bills? 

The VICH PRESIDENT. 


If there is objection to 


Not confined to 


, those bills, but that will be the general busi- 


ness of the evening, and will come up as the 
regular business, like the business of thé day’s 
session. 
_ Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. Tsuggest to my 
friend from California to go on with the Army 
appropriation bill and see if we cannot finish 
it this afternoon, so as to avoid any necessity - 
for an evening session. I think we may be 
able to finish it in the course of an hour. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from California withdraw the motion ? 
Mr. COLE. I might as well withdraw ‘it, 
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as I see the Senate: will not permit me to get a 
vote uponit. [fit is the wish of the Senate, 
as it seems to. befrom the speeches that are 
made, I will withdraw the motion. 

“The VICE ‘PRESIDENT. There is no 
motion pending for. a recess, and the Army 
appropriation bill is. before the Senate. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to call the atten 
tion of the Senate to a matter in the nature 
of.a question of privilege. The Senate passed 
a resolution some time ago proposing an ad- 
journment on the 29th of May. «Lhe House 
of Representatives has passed a resolution 
proposing to “adjourt on the 3d of June, and 
that has been referred to the Committee on 
Finance. It seems to me under the circum- 
stances the Senate had better recall the reso- 
lution sent to the House for an adjournment 
on the 29th of May, and I submit a motion 
that a message be sent to the House request- 
ing a return of that resolution of adjournment, 
with a view to having it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. The Secretary can put it 
in the usual form. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio asks consent to enter a motion ask- 
ing the House of Representatives to return to 
the Senate the resolution sent there for an 
adjournment on the 29th of May. 

Tr. CASSIERLY. Onwhat ground? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the ground that the 
resolution is inconsistent with the resolution 
sent here by the House. Asa matter of course 

` we ought to ‘have the control of the question 
of adjournment. The House resolution is 
here. ‘They did not see proper to take up 
our resolution and amend it, and therefore it 
is proper that it should be brought. here. 

Mr. CASSEERLY. This, to me, isa novelty. 
I do not say it is not authorized, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Either House may recall 
a resolution. at any time before it is acted 
upon by the other, 

: Mr, CASSHRLY. Yes, sir; but I suppose 
it ia just the same asabill. Ifthe Senate had 
sent a billto the House, and the House instead 
of acting on that bill had sent us another bill, 
cae that authorize the Senate to recall its 

Mt 

Mr. SITERMAN,. I take it that we can 
recall a bill at any time, or recall any message 
or resolution that we have sent to the House 
atany time. I make the motion at the sug 
gestion of the Senator from Indiana, and also 
to put the question of adjournment in the 
possession of the Senate, so that we can act 
upon it aud arrange our business accordingly. 
I hope wo shall be able to adjourn on the 3d 
of June, and so far as { am concerned I shall 
try to see to it that our business is conducted 


with that view. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Ohio, lest this point 
be regarded as conceded from the Chair, that 
within the rules of the Senate, under the 
right to move a reconsideration within two 
days, the Chair thinks the comity of the two 
Houses would require the House of Represent- 
alives to return a bill or resolution on which 
a motion t0 reconsider was entered. After 
that ume the Chair thinks. it would be a 
matter for the House to determine whether it 
saw fit to return the resolution or bill, or not. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It has ‘al- 
ways been considered a mere act of courtesy, 
and whenever such a request has been made 
by one House I believe it has universally been 
complied with by the other. It is merely to 
have the whole question under the control of 
the committee. - : 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to have the 
resolution sent here by the House read. My 


impression is from the reading of it this | 


morning that it is a substitute, or in that na- 
ture, for the Senate resolution, and in that 
case it would not be in order to recall the 
Senate resolution. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


“state that that. resolution is now in the Secre- 


tary’s office. It is not a substitute; it is an 
independent resolution sent to the Senate by 
the House without regard to the Senate reso- 
lution.. The Senate resolution was referred in 
that body, the Chair has understood, to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. This was 
an independent proposition. Each branch 
now hasa proposition for adjournment on a 
different day. ; 

Mr. CASSERLY. T should like to ask—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This debate is 
progressing by unanimous consent, the Army 
appropriation bill being before the Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to ‘inquire 
if there is any precedent for a motion of this 
kind after the lapse of three or four weeks has 
intervened between the sending of the reso- 
lution to the House and the making ofa motion 
of this sort? ° ry 

Mr. TRUMBULL. - I suppose itis not only 
three or four weeks, but three or four months 
since this resolution was sent tothe House. 
One of the first things passed at this session 
was a resolution to adjourn Congress on the 
29th of May. I think it would be disrespect- 
ful tg the House to pass this resolution, par- 
ticularly for the reason given by the Senator 
from Ohio. We passed a resolution proposing 
an adjournment on the 29th of May. It went 
to the House. The Housc has now passed a 
resolution proposing an adjournment on the 
3d of June; and what does the Senator from 
Ohio propose? He proposes now to hold 
their resolution to adjourn on the 3d of June, 
aud send and get ours back, so that we can 
have the matter in our own hands over the 
House. ; ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not atall. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why should we take 
this away from the House? They have as 
good a right to determine the time of adjourn- 
ment as we have. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They have determined it, 
and sent us a resolution to adjourn on the 8d 
of June, and l say 1 hope we shall adjourn on 
the 3d of June. I simply say these two reso- 
lutions are entirely inconsistent. We must 
manage our business with a view to some fixed 
day of adjournment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator wants 
to take up the House resolution and concur 
in the adjournment on the 3d of June he may 

0 80. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. The very moment I see 
that the bill to reduce taxes is beyond dan- 
ger I shall be decidedly in favor of fixing the 
day of adjournment; and I believe it can all 
be accomplished by the 3d of June. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we can com- 
plete our business by the 3d of June, and Lam 
willing to vote now with the Senator from 
Ohio to fix the day of adjournment onthe 8d 
of June. But Ido not think it is proper, after 
having months ago sent a resolution to the 
House to adjourn on the 29th of May, and 
after that resolution as we all know has been 
referred to a committee in that body—it is 
not in the House now; itis in the hands of 
one of its committees—to send a request to 
bring that resolution back; and for what 
reason? Why does the Senator want to bring 
it back? He wants to bring it back so as to 
put it out of the power of the House to agree 
to if. S ` 

Mr. SHERMAN, Not at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then for what purpose 
does he want it back? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The House of Repre- 
sentatives has sent us a resolution to adjourn 
on the 8d of June, showing that they them- 
selves agree that we cannot adjourn at the 
time fixed in the Senate resolution, and I 
therefore think that resolution ought to be 
recalled. s 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why so? For what 
object? What harm does it do? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Simply because they 


declined to act on that resolution for two or 
three months, and having passed another reso- 
lution, I think we ought to recall it. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, that will 
not do. ls that the way legislation proceeds? 
When we pass a bill and it goes to the other 
House, and they pass a bill on the same sub- 
ject of a different character, do we recall our 
bill? There must be some object in recalling 
this resolution. It will do no harm to be 
where it is. ` 

Mr. WEST. I ask the Chair if this dis- 
eussion is proceeding by unanimous con- 


sent? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. The Sena- 
tor from Illinois is now on the floor. 

Mr. WEST. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MORTON, I should like to make a 
single remark. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Louisiana demands the regular order, which 
is the Army appropriation bill. ; 

Mr. WEST. I yield to the Senator from 
Indiana, who wishes to make a remark. f 

Mr. MORTON. Each House is presumed 
to understand the condition of its business 
better than thé other can do or does. When 
‘this resolution for adjournment on the 29th of 
May passed the Senate and was sent to the 
House it was understood that it would give us 
ample time to: get through with our business, 
and if the House had passed it'within a rea- 
sonable time there is no doubt both Houses 
could have worked upto it, and that we would 
be entirely ready to adjourn on the 29th of 
‘May. But the House has delayed any action 
until now. We have wasted mich time in the 
Senate that would not have been wasted if the 
time for adjourument had been fixed. We 
see now very clearly the consequences of 
pulting off fixing the time for adjournment. 
But I do not think we shall be ready to adjourn 
on the 29th. The House may not understand 
that. Therefore, I think we ought. to recall 
this resolution for tbe times : =. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana demands the regular order. 

Mr. WEST. Iam willing that a vote shall 
be taken if it can be taken without farther 
debate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have something fur- 
ther to say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois desires to discuss the question 
further, i 

Mr WEST. Then I demand the regular 
order. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Army ap- 
propriation bill is before the. Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN subsequently said: I offer 
the following resolution, which I shall call up 
to-morrow: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives be 
requested to return to the Senate the resolution of 


the Senate of the 26th of January in relation to the 
adjournment of Congress, 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in. Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
1541) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army tor the year ending June 80, 1878, 
and for other. purposes. ; 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committce 
on Appropriations with amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was 
on page 2, in lines thirty-two and thirty-three, 
to reduce the appropriation for subsistence of 
regular troops, engineers, and Indian scouts, 
from $2,894,126 06 to $2,770,944, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 8, line 
fifty, to reduce the appropriation for regular 
supplies of the quartermaster’s department 
from $4,350,000 to $4,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The next amendment was on page 4, line 
eighty-three, to reduce the appropriation for 
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incidental expenses of the quartermaster’s 
department from $1,250,000 to. $1,200,000. 
> ‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 4, line 
eighty-seven, to reduce the appropriation for 
purchase of horses for the cavalry and artillery, 
and for Indian scouts, and for such infantry as 
may be mounted, from $450,000 to $300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 5, in 
line one hundred and twelve, to reduce the 
appropriation for transportation of the Army 
from $4,000,000 to $3,500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 6, line 
one hundred and thirteen, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ to insert: s 

And section nine of the act of March 3, 1871, en- 
titled “ An act making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the year ending June 30, 
1872, and for other purposes,” is hereby repealed. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to concurring in 
tha amendment. Itis not in order under the 
rule. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state upon what he bases the point of 
order. 

Mr. STEWART. It is new matter. It is 
the repeal of another law. It is independent 
legislation, general legislation—legislation of 
the most general kind, repealing a declaratory 
act passed last year. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada makes a point of order on the 
amendment at. the top of page 6 of the bill that 
it is not within the restrictive rule adopted on 
the 29th of April. - 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President—— f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor from California desire to be heard upon it? 

Mr. COLE. Yes, sir; briefly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is the point of order 
debatable? ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. His not, if any 
Senator insists upon the enforcement of the 


rule, 

Mr. CONKLING. Then let us go on with 
the regular order. I hope the Senator from 
California will not set the example of violating 
the rule. 

‘Mr. COLE. This clause of the bill relates 
to transportation, and the amendment relates 
to the same subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let the Chair decide 
the question. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Itis impossible for the 
Senate to know, and I think difficult for the 
Presiding Officer to know, whether there is 
any point of order in this amendment without 
knowing what it means. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state it. The point must be decided by the 
Chair or submitted to the Senate upon its 
being made without debate preliminary to that 
decision, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think section nine of 
the act of March 8, i871, ought to be read. 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend 
from California is notin order. I do notlike 
to call him to order, but he knows that a point 
of order is not debatable. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I might call the Senator 
from New York to order for addressing the 
Chair or a brother Senator in his seat; but I 
will not do that. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada makes the point of order that 
this amendment is not within the restrictive 
rule adopted by the Senate on the 29th of 
April, 1872. Section nine of the act of March 
8, 1871, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 
ending June 30, 1872, and: for other pur- 
poses,’ which it is proposed to absolutely 
repeal, was a section in regard to the construc- 
tion of the act granting bonds to the Pacific 
railroad in regard to the repayment of interest. 
The Chair remembers historically about it, as 


the Senate remembers historically about it. It 
declared that the true meaning of the act 
granting bonds to the various Pacific raifroads 
was that one half of the amount of transporta- 
tion, &e., should be paidin cash by the United 
States, and the other hali should be credited 
as interest upon the bonds. The Chairthinks 
that is the substance of the section, but if 
any Senator desires it, it can be reported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be reported. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, and others. 
Oh, no; that is all there is of it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
not yet made a decision, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I was going to makea 
suggestion previous to the decision if I may 
beallowed to do so. The bill is now in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Would it not be well 
to pass over this amendment for the present, 
and consider it when the bill comes into the 
Senate? 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. ANTHONY. We shall hardly be able 
to pass the bill to-night. The Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. Epmounps,] who is now absent 
and has gone home ill, feels a considerable 
interest in this matter. I think this amend- 
ment had better be deferred until he can be 
here; that is to say, if the bill is not to pass 
to-night, as I suppose it is not. 

Mr. COLE. 1 think out of courtesy to the 
Senator from Vermont, who I know feels an 
interest on the subject, we ought to pass over 
the amendment. until we get into the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor from Nevada withdraw the point of order? 

Mr. STEWART. No, I shall not. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President-—— 

Mr- CONKLING. Let us have the regular 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from 
New York demands the regular order. The 
Chair must therefore either submit this ques- 
tion to the Seuate, and leave it open to debate, 
or decide it. 

Mr. SAWYER. Is it in order to make a 
motion for an executive session ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. 

Mr. CONKLING. While the Chair is in 
the act of deciding the point of order? I 
insist that the Chair having risen to announce 
his decision on the point of order which has 
been raised, the Senator from South Carolina 
cannot make his motion. Let us know first 
whether this amendment is to be considered 
or not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sus- 
tains the point made by the Senator from New 
York, that the point of order must be decided, 
and the Chair has risen to make that decision 
if Senators will allow him to do so. The re- 
strictive rule of the 29th April, 1872, reads as 
follows: 


‘‘ Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
be in order at any time to move a recess, and pend- 
ing an appropriation bill, to move to confine debate 
on amendments thereto to five minutes by any Sen- 
ator on the pending motion, and such motions shall 
be decided withoutdebate. And no amendment to 
any, such bill making legislative provisions, other 
than such as directly relate to the appropriations 
contained in the bill, shall be received.’’ 


The first time that a construction was given 
this rule, on a question that admitted a good 
deal of argument, was when the naval appro: 
priation bill was pending before the Senate 
some two or three weeks ago. The Senator 
from New Jersey, [ Mr: Srockron,] not now 
in his seat, moved an amendinent that the 


salaries of certain officers named, provided | 


for in the naval appropriation bill, should be 
increased. A point of order was made upon 
it—the Chair does not remember at this mo- 
ment distinctly by whom it was made—that 
the amendment was not in order under this 
restrictive rule, because it was a permanent 
increase of salary to these officers, and this 
rule states that ‘no amendment to any such 
bill making legislative provisions, other than 


such as directly relate to the appropriations 
contained in the bill, shall be received.’’ The 
Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. ANTHONY] 
was then in the chair, and gave his opinion, 
and the Chair thinks, concurring in the ‘point 
of order, that the permanent increase’ of a 
salary, even for an officer ‘named: inthe ap- 
propriation bill, was not within: this rule; but 
he subsequently submitted the question to the 
Senate. It was assented to on discussion in 
the Senate. The Senator from New Jersey 
then qualified his proposition so that the salary 
should be raised for the fiseal year for which 
the appropriation bill operates, and in that 
condition, the Chair thinks, it was agreed to 
after debate. 

‘This amendment, repealing section nine of 
the act of March 8, 1871, is an Sbsolute repeal, 
not for this year but for all time, of a legisla- 
tive provision, The Chair thinks, if that 
decision on the naval appropriation. bill be 
correct on the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey, that an officer's salary, 
although the officer might. be named. in the 
appropriation bill, could not be permanently 
increased, but only for one year. under this 
restrictive rule, as the appropriation bill is in 
opperation but one year, and that decision 
seemed to be assented to by the Senate, this 
absolute repeal for all time of the section of 
the law of 1871, here referred to, would fall 
within the? same inhibition. But as this is a 
restrictive rule the Chair would prefer, if any 
Senator desires it, to submit the question to 
the Senate whether the amendment be in order 
or not, so that he can have a decision of the 
Senate for his guidance hereafter. 

Several Senarors, No, no; the decision 
is clearly right. 

Mr. BOREMAN.. TI rise to make an in- 
quiry.. I understand this amendment was re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations. 
Does the Chair hold that the rule read applies 
to amendments reported by a committee? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unquestionably. 
A committee, after this rule was adopted, 
could no more offer an amendment out of 
order than an individual Senator could, for it 
reads: 

“And no amendment to any such bill making legis- 
lative provisions, other than such as direcily relates 


to appropriations contained in the bill, shail be re- 
ceived.” 


It would be incompetent for the Senate to 
receive an amendment conflicting with this 
rule, whether it came from a committee or a 
Senator. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Even if it is reported in 
the regular way from the committee: having 
charge of the bill? f 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me remind my hon- 
orable friend that before the rule was adopted, 
upon my own request, the Vice President 
stated that the rule would undoubtedly apply to 
amendments from committees as well as from 
anybody else. I put that question in the first 
place that we might vote understandingly, and 
that was stated clearly from the chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
add furthermore that at the time he stated.that 
the Morrill amendment,.so called, having then 
been received by the Senate and debated and 
hanging upon a motion to reconsider, would 
not be within the inhibition. But this amend- 
ment appears to have been reported on the 9th 
of May, and the restrictive rule was adopted 
on the 29th day of April. 

Mr. SAWYER. TI rose to make a motion, 
but I will yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. COLE. If an appeal from the Chair 
opens this matter to debate 

The VICE PRESIDENT. An appeal would 
not be necessary. If any Senator desires the 
Senate to decide this question, the Chair will 
submit it to the Senate himself. He will 
regard this only as the expression of an opin- 
ion based upon a previous decision of the 
Senate. If the Senator from California desires 
it to be submitted to the Senate, the Chair will 
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submit it, but not as an appeal, and it will be 
open to debate. : 

Mr, COLE.: Ts that open to debate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. The 
Chair, therefore, submits the question to the 
Senate, as the Senator from California desires 
it, whether this absolute repeal. of a section 
ofthe appropriation bill of 1871 is in order 
under the restrictive rule of the 29th of April 
on this appropriation: bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I see the 
Senator from California does not: intend to 
pass this bill to-night, and we might as well 
adjourn. ; 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate 

roceed to the consideration of executive 
business. I yielded tothe Senator from Cali- 
fornia to make h remark, not for a speech. 

Mr. COLE. If I could leave my. appeal 

ending until the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 

iDMUNDS] can be present I should like it very 
much. z 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again state that it is not necessary to take an 
appeal. This being a restrictive rule, he has 
said, as did the Senator from Rhode Island 
when he was presiding on a previous appropria- 
tion bill, he willsubmitthis question to the Sen- 
ate for them to decide how far they intended 
by this restrictive rule to restrict independent 
legislation on an appropriation bill. ‘The rule 
was adopted for the purpose of assisting the 
Committee on Appropriations, the Chairknows 
historically, in getting through the appropria- 
tion bills. The Chair, therefore, does not desire 
to antagonize the Committee on Appropria- 
tions with any mere opinion of his own, but 
will submit the question to the Senate. And 
the Chair will add, if this amendment is de- 
cided.to be in order, the Chair must rule that 
any Senator will have a right to move an 
amendment on an appropriation bill to the 
same extent that the Senate decided this to 
be in order. 

Mr. CARPENTER.. I can offer the civil 
rights bill as an amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is submitted to a vote of the Senate: Is this 
amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Appropriations in order? 

Mr. POMEROY. I understand the Sena- 
tor from California to appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair stated 
that he would not make a decision, but would 
submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. POMEROY, The Chair did decide. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. “The Chair ex- 
preggo his opinion, as the Senator will find 

by referring to the Globe to-morrow, and 
stated at the same time that he would submit 
the question to the Senate if any Senator 
desired it, and especially if the Committee on 
Appropriations desired it. ý 

Mr. COLE. I wish to get this matter in a 
position where it can be discussed by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont when he is well and able 
to be in his seat. Thatis all I have in.view. 
I should like to discuss it myself, but I simply 
desire to have the matter acted upon by the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question 
of order then is remitted by the Chair to the 
Senate, whether an amendment of this char- 
acter is in order on an appropriation bill under 
the rule of the 29th of April, and it will be 
debated hereafler if the Senate should now 
adjourn or go into executive session. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion. Why not pass over this disputed 
point antil to-morrow, and finish the bill with 


that exception, and make such progress as we |] 


Cal. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion for 
an executive session is not debatable. Does 
the Senator insist on his nrotion ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir. ; 
The motion was agreed to; there being on 
division—ayes 22, noes 17; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After ten minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at five o’clock and five minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. - ; 


IN SENATE.. 
SATURDAY, May 18, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Ricard Smytu, D. D., Pro- 
fessor of Magee College, Londonderry, Ire- 
land. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


CREATION OF LAND DISTRICTS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. No. 998) relating to the creation of new 
land districts; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House 
of Representatives were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1158) granting the right 
of way through the public lands to the Utah 
and Northern Railroad Company ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1500) to confirm title to 
certain lands in Washington Territory ; 

A bill (H. R. No: 1626) to confirm certain 
entries of land therein named ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2592) granting the right 
of way to the Dakota Grand Trunk Railway 
Company; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2784) granting the right 
of way to the Missouri Valley Railroad Com- 

any; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2785) for the relief of 
certain homestead settlers on the public lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1634) for the relief of 
Benjamin W. Reynolds was read twice by its 


title. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let that lie on the table. 
The Committee on Public Lands have reported 
the samething. Perhaps, if there is no objec- 
tion, it might as well be passed at once. 

Mr.. TRUMBULL. Isit the same bill? 

Mr. POMEROY. For the same man; but 
the amounts are not the same. This is for 
extra clerk hire. He was register of a land 
office. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be referred. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let it He on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection if it 
is identically the same bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is not identical in 
amount. 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 


JANE A. GREEN. 


Mr. FENTON. If there be no objection, I 
ask that the little bill which I sent to the Sec- 
retary’s desk yesterday morning may be passed. 
It is only ten lines. [tis one reported by the 
Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Borneman. ] 
I presume there will be no objection to it. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 
689) for the relief of Jane A. Green was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It is 
a direction to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue to Jane A. Green, or her representative, 
a duplicate ten-forty coupon bond, No. 5359, 
for $1,000, in lieu of the original destroyed by 
fire, and to pay the interest due thereon; but 
the owner of the destroyed bond is to file in 
the Treasury, a bond in the penal sum equal 
to the amount of the destroyed bond, and the 
interest which would accrue thereon from 
September 1, 1864, until the principal thereof. 


ig due-and payable, with two good and suffi- 
cient sureties, residents of the United States, 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with condition to indemnify. and 
save harmless the United States from any 
claim because of the destroyed bond. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihold in my hand a care- 


‘fally prepared substitute for a House bill re- 


ported from the Committee on Finance cover- 
ing all that class of cases, and I submit that 
instead of this bill the general bill should be 
taken up and passed. It covers some thirty or 
forty cases pending in Congress and will re- 
lieve us from the necessity of passing special 
bills. The Senator from Illinois (Mr. TRum- 
BULL] the other day objected until he could 
read it. It has been printed and laid on our 
tables. I do not wish to object particularly in 
respect to this bill; but there are eight or ten 
cases of this kind in the Committee on Finance, 
and I shall object to the passage of any private 
bills on this subject.until the general bill can 
be acted upon, which covers the whole ground, 
and enables any party whose bond has been 
destroyed or defaced to obtaina duplicate. If 
the Senator from New York will withdraw the 
bill I will present the general bill, and the 
party will get the same relief. . 

Mr. FENTON. Has that bill passed the 
House? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, it is a House bill. 

Mr. FENTON. I hope the Senator from 
Ohio will not object to this bill. Itis a small 
matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But I must. 
a dozen others. 

Mr. FENTON, Then I will withdraw this 
bill until the general bill can be acted on, as it 
covers the whole ground. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move, then, to take up 
House bili No. 2565, to provide for the issue 
of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced bonds 
of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have we gone through 
with the regular morning business? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not yet. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from 
Vermont will allow this bill to pass. This 
class of bills have always passed. ; 

Mr. EDMONDS. | My only objection is just 
this; 1 think it is fair play here to have bills 
first reported first considered. There are 
other bills reported from committees of which 
I am a member, some pension bills, one. or 
two from the Judiciary Committee that I had 
the honor to report myself, mere local matters 
which go upon the Calendar and can never 
be reached because the whole time is taken up 
at the special request of Senators:to consider 
bills just reported,.or that they have special 
interest in. I think it the fair way to go 
through with the morning business, and then 
the Chair will recognize gentlemen around so 
that every person once in a week or two will 
have a chance to get the bills that are already 
reported and on the Calendar off it, includiug 
the one of my honorable friend from Ohio. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from New York had asked and obtained con- 
sent to take up a special bill on this subject. 
The Senator from Ohio asks to supersede it 
by a general bill, which he states will obviate 
the necessity for eight or ten. bills before the 
Senate ; but the Senator from Vermont objects. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘I appeal to the Senator 
from Vermont. This is not a local bill, but 
one general in its character. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think we might get to 
the Calendar of unobjected cases to-day, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the bill will be read. : 

Mr. SHERMAN, If there is any objection 
when the Senator from Vermont hears the 
substitute, I will waive it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can say the same thing 
to my friend from Ohio as totwo or three bills 
reported weeks ago, that if he has any objec- 
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tion to the bills when they come up they shall 
go over, But 1 wish to suggest to the Senate 
jast now, this being Saturday and the Ku 
Klux bill having gone over, and the Army ap- 
propriation bill being the order, which will 
only take a little while when we get to it, 
whether by general consent we cannot devote 
this day to taking up the Calendar and. going 
through with the unobjected cases with such 
brief explanations as gentlemen may find it 
necessary to make. In that way we can dis- 
pose of a great amount of business which 
ought to be disposed of, and to which there is 
no objection, if the Senate will only allow 
itself to act. Task unanimous. consent to this. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont asks unanimous consent that 
after the Army appropriation bill shall be dis- 
posed of- š 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; my proposition is 
that the whole day may bs taken for that pur- 

ose, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Army ap- 
propriation bill is the unfinished business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I knowit. I ask unani- 
mous consent to let that wait, and everything 
else wait, till we go through the cases on the 
Calendar to which no objection is made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont asks that the Army appropri- 
ation bill be passed over, and that the day be 
devoted to unobjected cases on the Calendar. 

Mr. WEST. I object. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE LANDS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid ‘before the 
Senate the annual report of the Governor of 
Texas, in relation to the sales of scrip issued 
under an act donating public lands to the 
several States and Territories which may pro- 
vide for the benefit ofagriculture and mechanic 
arts; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the peti- 
tion of Catherine Seeberger, widow of Jobn 
Seeberger, late private of Company K, sixty- 
eighth New York volunteers, praying for 
arrears of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of 
officers, soldiers, sailors and marines, who 
have served the Government, praying to be 
allowed to sell or assign lands acquired by a 
recent amendment tothe homestead act; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I present a petition of 
citizens of the counties of King William, 
King and Queen, New Kent, Hanover, and 
Caroline, Virginia, praying an appropriation 
of $19,000 for the purpose of dredging and 
removing obstructions to the navigation of 
the Mattaponi and Pamunkey rivers. As 
the Committee on Commerce have reported 
the river and harbor bill, I move that the 
petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The Commit- 
tee on the Library, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No, 2084) for the relief of Edward 
G. Allen, of London, England, have directed 
me to report it back and recommend its pas- 
sage. [tisa very short bill, and I should like 
to have it. considered at the present time. I 
presume there will be no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
to be objection to considering any bills out of 
order, but the Chair will put the request of the 
Senator from Maine for unanimous consent. 
The bill will first be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have just objected to 
my friend from Ohio on the ground that we 
never can get to the cases which are reported 
days previously if we proceed to consider cases 
just reported. ` 


There appears | 
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Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I withdraw the 
report. 
Tbe VICE PRESIDENT. The report is 


withdrawn. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The other 
day on my motion the bill (H. R. No. 2762) 
providing for a life-size marble statue of the 
late Senator Edward Dickinson Baker was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. I find on examination that the 
usage in the Senate requires such bills to be 
referred to the Committee on the Library. I 
therefore move that the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on the Library, 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. OSBORN submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2208) making appropriations for 
the repair, preservation, and completion of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1128) to amend an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1872,” 
approved March 3, 1871; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave tointroducea bill (S. No. 1126) 
for the relief of J. Frank McDowell, formerly 
postmaster at Columbus, Kansas; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 


| obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


1127) for the relief-of Charles W. Willey; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1124) to authorize the Orange, Alexandria, 
and Manassas Railroad Company to run trains 
and transport freight and passengers within the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask leave to introduce 
a bill for reference, and in connection with it 
I present a memorial signed by Edwin D. 
Morgan, Jackson S. Shultz, James W. Beek- 
man, and other leading citizens of New York, 
touching the purchase of a site for a custom- 
house, and I ask that it be referred with the 
bill to the Committee on Commerce. 

Leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1125) to enable the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to acquire from the mayor and corporation 
of the city of New York land on the Battery 
for a custom-house and other Government 
buildings; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


COIN IN THE TREASURY. 


Mr. TRUMBULL submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to furnish the Senate with a statement of 
the amount of coin on deposit to the credit of or in 
the Treasury on the first day of the present and on the 
first day of each of the next preceding four months, 
together with astatement of the persons and places 
with whom the same was deposited, and the amount 
at each place, and with each person at each of the 
respective dates. 


ISSUE OF DUPLICATE BONDS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
2565. 

The motion was àgreed to ; and the bill (H. 


| R. No. 2565) to provide for the issue of bonds 
in lieu of destroyed or defaced bonds. of the 
United States was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. = Š 
The. Committee on Finance proposed -to 
amend the bill by striking out all after. the 
enacting clause, in the following words: 


That whenever it shall.appear-to the Secretary of. 
the Treasury by clear and unequivocal proof that 
any interest-bearing bond of the United States has, 
without bad faith upon the part of the owner, 
been destroyed, wholly or in part, or. so- defaced 
as to impair its value to the: holder, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations 
and with such restrictions as to time and retention 
for security or otherwise as he may prescribe, issue 
a duplicate of such bond, of the same date, to be so 
marked, and bearing like interest, as the bond so 
proved to have been destroyed or defaced: Provided, 
That the owner of each destroyed or defaced bond 
shall surrender the same, orso much thereof as may 
remain, and shall file in the Treasury a bond ina 
penal sum equal to the amount of said destroyed or 
defaced bond, and the interest which would accrue 
thereon until the principal thereof is due and pay- 
able, with two good and sufficient sécurities, res- 
idents of the United States, to be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, with condition to indem- 
nify and save harmless the United States from any 
claim because of the said destroyed or defaced bond, 


And inserting in lieu thereof: 


That whenever it shall appear to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, by clear and unequivocal proof, that 
any interest-bearing bond of the United States has, 
without bad faith upon the part of the owner, been 
destroyed, wholly or in part, or so defaced as to im- 
pair its value to the holder, and which bond shail be 
identified by number and description, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall, under such regulations and 
with such restrictions as to time and retention for 
security or otherwise as he may prescribe, issue a 
duplicate of such bond, having the same time to run, 
bearing like interest as the bond so proved to have 
been destroyed or defaced, and so marked as to show 
the originai number of the bond destroyed and the 
date thereof: Provided, That where such destroyed 
or defaced bonds shall appear to have been of such 
a class or series as has been or may, before such 
application, be called in for redemption, instead of 
issuing duplicates thereof they shall be paid, with 
such interest only as would have been paid if pre- 
sented in accordance with such call.: 

Sec. 2. That the owner of each destroyed or defaced 
bond shall surrender the same, or so much thereof 

“as muy remain, and shall file in the Treasury a bond 
in a penal sum double the amount of said destroyed 
or defaced bond, and the interest which would acerue 
thereon until the principal thereof is due and pay- 
able, with two good and sufficient sureties, residents 
of the United States, to be approved by the Secre-. 
tary of the Treasury, with condition to indemnify 
and save harmiess the United States from any claim 
upon the said destroyed or defaced bond. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Does that include cou- 
pon bonds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, but only those which 
are destroyed, not those which are lost, and 
only those the destruction of which is proved 
by clear testimony. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should doubt extremely 
the propriety of making a general law for cou- 
pon bonds. I think it very dangerous indeed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee have con- 
sidered the whole question. Congress has re- 
peatedly granted relief in cases where the testi- 
mony is clear and conclusive. The Senator 
will see that the provision is so carefully 
guarded that if you make any general law on 
the subject this is sate. The amendment has. 
been prepared after consultation with the Treas- 
ury Department. We think it is entirely safe. 

Mr. SUMNER. May I ask whether by the 
bill the matter is referred to the Treasury 
Department? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis referred to the Treas- 
ury Department. 

Mr. SUMNER. And the Treasury Depart- 
ment is to be satisfied ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SUMNER., That I think is correct. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not extend ta 
lost coupons or lost bonds, but simply to those 
which are destroyed and, where the number 
and date can be identified and proved. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator may remembet 
that in some of the early cases Congress under- 
took to decide the question of liability, which 
| I always thought was a mistake. ‘The ques- 
tion of liability should be referred finally to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The distinction which 
the Senator from Ohio makes between a lost 
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bond ‘anda bond destroyed will, I think, turn 
out iv the: future to be delusive, for the reason 
thatif aman wants to commit a fraud on the 
Treasury, or has lost his bond instead of hav- 
ing had it destroyed, he will produce the evi- 
dence of destruction instead of loss; he will 
callit by another name. . That is the danger. 
OF course it is right: to give relief to people 
who. lose their evidences of debt as long as 
the Government chooses. to issue that kind of 
evidences-of debt; but the danger is so great 
that I for one am unwilling to consent to it 
as to coupon bonds; but of course I do. not 
expect to interpose my will against that of the 
Finance Committee. I have no doubt their 
views will prevail. I only say this to putin, 
as the patent lawyers say, a caveat tor the 
future. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think it is highly important 
that this bill should pass. It will save the 
examination of a, very large amount of in- 
dividual cases. in committees; and I ask the 
attention of the Senator from Vermont to the 
almost necessity, I will not simply say desira- 
bility, of having the decision of these ques- 
tions vested in the Secretary of the Treasury 
instead of committees of Congress. 

A recent case illustrates the soundness of 
that position. A bill passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives to authorize the reissue of a bond 
which was alleged to have been destroyed, and 
the proof relied upon by the House committee 
was that it had been destroyed in the straw or 
chaff of a bed-tick which it was. alleged had 
been burned by the husband in the absence of 
the wife,to whom the bond belonged. The 
proof seemed to be entirely satisfactory to 
the committee of the House, and they passed 
the bill. When it came to the Senate an in- 
guiry was sent to the Treasury Department to 
ascertain whether the coupons corresponding 
in number with the bond had been presented 
siuce the alleged date of destruction, and an 
answer tame back from the Treasury Depart- 
ment that the coupons of that bond had been 
regularly presented since that date. Here 
was an instance in which the bill had gone 
through one of the Houses of Congress upon 
this proof, and the only place where evidence 
could be found to show that that proof was 
not trustworthy was in the Treasury Depart- 
ment; so that the Treasury Department is the 
proper place for this testimony to be pre- 
sented to. 

There are other reasons why the bill should 
pass. [bave in my hand now a bill which 1 
intended to call up this morning, if {could get 
the time to do it, in which an individual had 
$4,100 in bonds. ‘There is no doubt whatever 
of the destruction of the whole of them, but 
in that instance he was only able to identify 
$3,100 of the bonds. The consequence is that 
he is the loser of $1,000, and all that the Gov- 
ernment can do in the case is after the lapse 
of live years, during which he has been lying 
out of his interest, to reissue to him the $8,100 
of bonds. Now, parties, where the proof is 
clear of the destruction of the bonds, ought 
not to be subjected to this delay of five years 
in getting a bill through Congress, for there 
are many instances like this one to which I 
refer, ia which all that the mam is worth in the 
world is invested in Government bonds, and 
he canot get a cent of interest in five years. 
There ought to be a place where these cases 
can be presented and speedily acted upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There ought to be a 
place where justice should be accorded to 
everybody, but unhappily the world is so con- 
stituted that you-neyer can do justice in each 
particular ease. Tbe priveiple of the bill 


plainly would cover legal tenders, the notes | 


of the Government, as well as bonds, I know 
the bill does not, but I am speaking of the 
principle. A Government coupon bond is a 
promissory note, payable to bearer. So is 
what we call a legal tender. It is exactly the 
same thing in law and in principle. They are 
both obligations of the Government; and yet 


I am sure Senators would-deem it to be a very 
dangerous piece of business to pass a law here 
reimbursing people for the destruction of legal 
tenders on application at the Treasury. 

My friend from .Pennsylvania illustrates 
how dangerous it is to have Congress determ- 
ine this question. It is dangerous. I can 
give an instance which will illustrate how 
dangerous it is to let the Secretary determine 
it. Some years ago we passed a bill author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury, when the 
proof should be satisfactory to him—I am 
quite sure that was the form of it, although I 
speak from quite remote recollection—to sup- 
ply the place of a destroyed, not lost, coupon 
bond, which was said to have been destroyed, 
and proved, in the ordinary sense of the term, 
to have been destroyed on a ship which was 
cast away on the ocean. A few years after- 
ward, when we came on a committee to go 
through the Treasury Department to find out 
how the bond and coupon account stood, we 
found that long after the passage of that act, long 
after the Secretary of the Treasury had exer- 
cised that authority.on satisfactory proof, the 
coupons on those destroyed bonds were being 
paid in the same way that my friend says the 
committee found they were in another case. 
So that it will happen in cases of this kind, 
and the danger is it will happen a great deal 
too often that the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or Congress, whichever may decide, will be 
imposed upon. 

But, as Í said, I do not expect to stop the 
passage of this bill. I only call the attention 
of the Senate to the extreme delicacy and 
danger, in mere obligations that pass by de- 
livery from hand to hand, of providing legis- 
lation of this kind. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The case that 
the Senator pnts of course is exceptional; 
but allow me to inquire of him, is not that 
sufficiently guarded ayainst by the provision 
of the bill which requires in all cases where a 
reissue is made a bond to be given by the 
party? That might fail, I admit. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course that furnishes 
a security where the number is identified, as 
it was in all these cases we have referred to, 
provided your sureties are good and keep good 
uii the eveat occurs which will make them 
iable. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Of course the 
administration of justice is necessarily im- 
perfect; butis not this about as perfect as in 
human experience or in human affairs you can 
expect to get? I think, if the Government’s 
necessities require it to resort to this sort of 
securities, then it should be reasonable in pro- 
viding against accidents which must happen. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It isto do exactly what 
it promised ; it is a business question. If you 
and Lissuea promissory note payable to bearer, 
with the distinct understanding between us 
and the person to whom. it is issued that we 
are to pay when he brings back that docu- 
ment and that he takes his chances of loss or 
destruction, then it is a fair trade. The only 
trouble with the Government is as to the legal 
tenders, that they do not pay when he does. 
bring them back. That is another question. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I had a case of 
this kind when I was on the Committee on 
Claims, the claim of a perfectly honest person 
whom I knew in New Jersey, for a new bond.. 
We were júst about passing the bill when we 
got a letter that the bond had been found. The 
proof was very clear that it had been destroyed. 
it seems to me that if we furnish this general 
law, people will not take the same care of 
bonds that they do when there is no provision 
to supply their loss. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will observe 
that this bill does not apply to lost bonds, but 
only to bonds actually destroyed by unavoid- 
able accident. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I understand 
that—bonds that are destroyed or partially in- 
jured ; I have read the bill. 


| remedy be not provided for them. 


Mr. SHERMAN. _ Defaced. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That was the 
case in the instance to which I have referred, 
where the proof was very clear that the bond 
had been burnt up, and we were just about to 
pass the bill when we received word that it 
had been found. he claim had passed both 
committees ; the bill had passed the House of 
Representatives, I believe, and we were about 
passing the bill in the Senate, when it was found 
to be-all a mistake; that it was another paper 
that had been destroyed, and the bond was still 
in existence. But such things may occur. 
The exceptions do not prove anything, “My 
objection to the bill is that when it is under- 
stood by the public that there is a general law 
provided to supply bonds that are destroyed 
less care will be taken than if there is no such 
provision. As our Committee on Claims 
is organized as it is now in the Senate, with 
its chairman carefully looking into these cases, 
I think the security that we shall not be im- 
posed upon is greater by requiring it to pass 
through both committees and through both 
branches of the Legislature than ifit is handed 
over, as it necessarily must be at the Treasury 
Department, to some subordinate official. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I desire to state is 
that ifa private party held a bond of this kind 
against me or any other citizen any court or 
tribunal in the United States would compel 
me to pay the debt honestly, and this is only 
doing what the law of the United States and 
of every State requires to. be done as between 
individuals. 

Now, in answer to the argument of the hon- 
orable Senator from New Jersey, I will say 
that nobody is going to allow his bonds to be 
destroyed in order to make a claim ; and with 
the guards we throw around this. general bill, 
nobody by possibility can desire to have his 
bonds destroyed or exposed to danger or will 
be careless about them in order to get the 
remedy of this bill. If he loses them by 
dropping them. in the streets or by his own 
carelessness, this gives him no remedy. It is 
only where he proves by clear and incontro- 
vertible testimony that.the identical bonds, by 
numbers and dates, are destroyed by unavoid- 
able accident, as by the burning of a vessel, the 
burning of a house—there are many cases of 
that kind—he shall have a remedy. The Sen- 
ator from ‘New Jersey cannot in any case 
where this proof is made, as a member. of this 
body, deny such a citizen a remedy, 

When we issue these bonds we can require 
the holders to take reasonable care of them, 
but if they are by act of God or accident 
beyond the control of the person holding them 
destroyed, is it right for the United States to 
take advantaze of that accident and refuse 
to pay either principal or interest if those 


bonds can be identified by the man and we ` 


can be saved harmless by ample security ? 
Certainly not. Therefore in every case pre- 
sented with proper proof Congress bas passed 
laws giving a remedy. It.is to avoid the mul- 
tiplicity of bills which are introduced on this 
subject and to require additional guards, addi- 
tional securities, that this bill is introduced. 
It has been reported only after the most care- 
ful consideration with a strong disinclination 
on my part and on the part of the Committee 
on Finance to open the door to any possible 
claim for lost bonds or fraudulent claims of 
any kind, and we have thrown around it every 
guard, and have only reported it after con- 
suiting the Secretary of the Treasury and 
having used every expedient we could devise 
to guard the public Treasury. 

i admit that by possibility fraudulent claims 
may be made by perjury and forgery upon the 
United States ; but at the same time there are 
thousands of persons who will be injured and 
peraaps deprived of all their property if this 
The Gov- 
ernment: had better be cheated in one case 
than in a hundred cases deprive innocent par- 
ties of a just remedy, 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. How many cases have 
occurred since this class of bonds were issued 
where application has been made for restitu- 
tion? : 

Mr. SHERMAM. I cannotsay. There are 
probably forty or fifty cases pending in Con- 
gress now. Many bills have passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have passed perhaps 
half a dozen bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Maire 
[Mr. MORRILL] properly suggests to.me that 
to provide against all probable contingencies 
we require a bond. That is all that would be 
required by any tribunal in the world. I may 
say that the bill in this respect as to these 
bonds is precisely like the law as to registered 
bonds now. ‘Thisis only the extension to cou- 
pon bonds of the law as to registered bonds, 
but with many more restrictions, and carefully 
excluding the cases of lost bonds or lost cou- 
pons. It applies only to cases of the destruc- 
tions of bonds by unavoidable accident where 
the proof is clear. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Itis not aques- 
tion whether the Government of the United 
States ought to be guilty of the injustice of not 
paying bonds that are destroyed; but the ques- 
tion is, which is the best plan, what is the best 
provision wecan make? My objection is that 
if we have a general law people are very skill- 

- ful in taking the advantage of it. I think the 
cases will multiply. Would we not do the 
game justice by considering each case by itself, 
and letting it pass through these committees ? 
Our obligation to pay even for a destroyed 
bond is very different from the obligation of 
an individual, for these bonds, while they par- 
take of the same character as the bonds of 
an individual, also have the character of cur- 
rency to a great degree, which nobody would 
gay it was injustice for us not to supply. But 
Jam in favor of paying for destroyed bonds, 
provided both Houses of Congress in their 
committees have passed upon them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather trust to 
the Treasury Department, 

Mr. COLE. As I understand this bill, it 
provides for the replacement of bonds only in 
case the number and denomination are capable 
of being proved. This, it seems to me, ig a 
very inadequate remedy because there can be 
only a small portion of the bonds that are held 
by individuals known to the holders by num- 
ber and date, and those that do not bappen to 
know the number of their bonds which are 
destroyed, would therefore be entirely without 
remedy. For this reason, it seems to me, the 
bill is altogether inadequate to meet more than 
a very few of the emergencies that may arise. 
I remember when we first entered upon this 
business .of replacing lost bonds, I expressed 
very great doubts as to. the propriety of 
doing it at all, doubts as to the propriety of 
the Government putting itself in the position 
of an insurer of the safety of the bonds of those 
who might hold them, and I still am inclined 
to adhere to the same opinion that I had at 
that time. f 

Now, sir, we do not refund or restore to an 
individual a greenback when he has lost it. 
If it is destroyed, no matter how, even if he 


knows the exact character of it, the number - 
and date of issue, and all about it, the Gov- 


ernment does not restore that; and yet the 
greenback or United States note is just as 
much the indebteduiess of the Government as 
the bond that is issued under the seal and 
with coupons upon it. I can see no difference 
in principle why the person who loses his 
greenback or his ‘ fractional-currency note 
should not be paidas well as the person who 
owns a bond. I think weshould move in this 
direction with a great- deal of caution and be 
sure not to go too far. . 

Iam opposed to this bill providing a general 
law by which persons can be furnished new 
bouds for those which may be lost. [am glad 
that the Government has been thus far so cau- 
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tious in‘'regard to this, and I believe we had 


not passed more than two or three bills of | 


this kind before we found that we had actually 
issued bonds to some persons for those which’ 
were alleged to be lost, which proved not to. 
have been lost at all. It is a dangerous busi- 
ness, and I do not think the Government 


should be the insurer of the safe keeping of -! 


the bonds. It may seem alittle harsh, and it 
is. It isa hardship for any person to lose his 
property by fire, no matter what the character 
of that property may be. 

It is alleged in opposition to this view that 
aman may recover upon a lost note. To be 
sure that is the case; but that is not a parallel 
case. There are a great many bonds issued by 
the Government, there are millions of bonds 
and notes issued by the Government similar 
in character; and now, inasmuch as those who 
own bonds very rarely know their numbers, 
and as this can afford but an inadequate rem- 
edy, and is in fact a discrimination between 
holders of bonds, in favor of the one who hap- 
pens to remember the number of the bond 
destroyed, and against the man who does not 
know the number of the bond destroyed, I 
think we have gone in this direction far enough. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. President, I desire to 
say a word up this bill. It had my approval 
in the Committee. on Finance for the reason 
that I supposed it was settled that if an indi- 
vidual had a bond against the Government 
which was destroyed without fault on bis part, 
acting in good faith, and the proof of destruc- 
tion was made clear and indisputable, made 
incontrovertible, as has been said by the chair- 
man of the committee, the Government ought 
to make him whole. ‘his is right; it is hon- 
est. The Government can no more afford to 
be dishonest or act unfairly toward a citizen 
than a cilizen can toward his neighbor. I 
supposed it was settled, therefore, as the policy 
of ‘the Government that these bonds, if thus 
destroyed and the destruction was proved thus 
conclusively, the loss should be repaired. 

Now, the question with me ‘was whether it 
were better to have this done in the Senateand 
the House, or to refer’ it to the appropriate 
Department. My experience here is that it is 
infinitely better to refer all such questions to 
the Department, where they can be more delib- 
erately considered than they possibly can be 
bere. It is suggested that by possibility mis- 
takes may occur inthis way. ‘lhere is not half 
the probability that you will have mistakes in 
that way as if you refer them to committees of 
Congress. It is said that there may be in- 
stances where one man cannot make the proof 
and another man can, and that therefore you 
discriminate unjustly against the man who is 
unable to make the proof. That is but what 
is true throughout life with reference to all 
the affairs and transactions of life. A man 
may have ever so honest a claim against 
another; and yet if his proof is not sufhcient 
he fails. Another has the proof, and he sus- 
tains his claim. 

The only question in this case in my judg- 
ment is this: is it better that this matter shall 
go to the committees of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, or to the Depart- 
meut? While I have the utmost confidence in 
the fidelity and industry of the committees of 
this body, and especially the Committees on 
Finance and on Claims, Í nevertheless believe 
just as well and just as certainly that these 
claims can be better attended to and the Gov- 
ernment be more certainly protected if they 
go to the Department: of the Treasury than to 
these committees. With the large amount of 
business we have todo, it is utterly impossible 
that we can give the attention to them that 
they demand; and the bill, guarded as it is, 
providing that there shall be no fault upon the 
part of the applicant, and that the proof shall 
be conclusive in its nature, approximates cer- 
tainly as nearly as it is probable you. can in 
human affairs. l say that Congress relieves 


itself of a large amount of business that never, 
ought to come before it, by the passage. of this 
bill; and I say this generally, Mr. President; 
that in reference to all these private claims, in 
proportion as you can refer them to tribunals, 
outside with sufficient and proper guards, in 
the same measure you leave to Senators and 
members their. time and attention for matters. 
that are more important, and in proportion as: 
our legislation drifts in that direction in the 
same proportion are. we doing justice to our-. 
selves and consulting the best interests of the 
country. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I gave. my 
assent to this bill because I believe -it is the 
policy established. by Congress that where suf- 
ficient proof is given of the absolute destruc- 
tion or defacement of a bond a duplicate shall 
be given in return. This bill contains every 
safeguard that has ever been incorporated into 
any bill that has been passed by Congress on 
this subject—and I think with even greater 
particularity—to guard against any fraud. It 
strikes me that the Treasury Department will 
examine. these cases with as much scrutiny, 
with as much care as any committee of Con- 
gress. I do not see that it is unsafe at all, any 
more than it is to allow these claims to go be- 
fore a committee of Congress to be considered. 
Tt is said that a bill of this general character 
is unsafe. It strikes me that there is some 
peril in any case; but there is no more cer- 
tainly in this than in any other. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Finance as a substitute for 
the House bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES A. WEIDNER. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate’ pro- 

ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
1094. ; 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1094) for the 
relief of Charles A. Weidner. It provides for 
the payment to Charles A. Weidner of $6.000, 
being the amount due him for columns, bases, 
girders, wrought-iron bars for cell-gratings, 
column and other patterns, and draining ava 
plumbing work, made and done by him for the 
erection of the rew jail in the District of Co- 
lumbia, by virtue of and under a certain con- 
tract made between O. H. Browning, Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and Charles A. Weidner, 
under authority of the act of Congress approved 
July 25, 1866, and the joint resolution ap- 
proved March 2, 1867, concerning the jal, 
and for damages suffered by him for non-com- 
pliance by the United States of its part of 
the contract. This sum is to be accepted in 
full satisfaction for all claims whatsoever on 
account thereof; and the columns, bases, 
girders, bars, and patterns are to be the prop- 
erty of the United States if removed from 
Weidner’s premises within one year. 

The Committee on Claims proposed to amend 
the bill by striking out, in lines twenty-one and 
twenty-two, the words ‘if removed from said 
Weidner’s premises within one year ;’’ so that 
the proviso will read: 

And provided further, That the said columns, 


bases, girders, bars, and patterns shall be the prop~ 
erty of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMONDS. I have the impression 
that I have heard of this claim before, and not 
always favorably. I thinkt hat the chairman. 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
ought to'be here before the matter is passed, 
upon, but I am not sufficiently familiar with 
the facts about it to have any specific opinion 
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of my owni. Perhapsthe Senator from Penn- 
sylvania can explain itso that everybody will 
be satisfied. ` ; : . 

Mr: SCOTT. When this bill was reported, 
ag it wasa House bill, I asked to’have it con- 
sidered. ‘ ‘At that time the chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia asked 
to have it laid over, and it waslaid over at his 
instance. He examined it, and was satisfied 
with it. There was a report with reference to 
the former conttact for building the jail in the 
District of Columbia, in which fault was found 
with that contract; but that report expressly 
exonerated this claimant, and indorsed the 
claim which he had against the Government 
at that time. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, before his 
absence recently, examined it, and told me 
he was satisfied the bill ought to have passed. 
I would have called it up during his absence, 
but awaited his return, and am sorry he is not 
now inthe Chamber. The bill is eminently 
just ; it has been passed by the House of Rep- 
yesentatives, and this amendment has been 
put on deemed necessary for the protection of 
the Government, and I desire its passage this 
morning, as this day is assigned for private 
bills in the House, and I wish it should be 
passed so that the amendment may be acted 
on there. 

Mr. SAWYER. Task the Senator if there 
are not some other claims of the same kind 
in reference to that jail, some other contractors 
who have similar claims? 

Mr. SCOTT. Not that Iam aware of, but 
I am not sure whether there are or not. This, 
at all events, has passed the scrutiny of com- 
mittees of both Houses. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendment be 
engrossed and the bill read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

T. B. SIBWARY AND A. M’CONN. 


Mr. LOGAN, I move to take up Senate 
bill No. 645. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S, No. 545) for the 
relief of Thomas B., Stewart and Alexander 
McConn, of West Virginia, 

Mr. LOGAN. Hf there is any objection to 
the bill, I will in a moment explain it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish you would. 

Mr. LOGAN. Itis to reimburse the costs 
and expensea of two soldiers who were sued in 
an action of trespass for wounding a person 
that. they were ordered to arrest belonging to 
their regiment. ‘hey belonged to a regiment 
of militia in Virginia, but by orders of the War 
Department they were placed under command 
of General Schenck in his department. He 
ordered them on duty, and when they were 
called together to perform duty in repelling 
the rebels in. that portion of country, some 
portion of the command deserted. ‘These two 
soldiers were sent after the deserters. In arrest- 
ing one who was trying to escape and who re- 
sisted them, they fired upon him and wounded 
him, He sued them in an action of trespass 
and recovered a judgment. They took au 
appeal and the judgment was reversed, and 
they were acquilted; but they expended the 
amount mentioned in the bill, and the account 


shows it was expended in defending themselves. 


against this action. - 

Mr. EDMONDS. I understand that the 
Senator says this act was done under the au- 
thority of the United States. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir; it was under the 
authority of General Schenck, who had com- 
mand of that department. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. AH right. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. JI-—— : 

.The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the Army appropriation 
bill is before the Senate, the Senator from 
Delaware having risen to debate the bill. 


: Mr: MORRILL, of Vermont. 
bill wilk passin a moment. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall the unfin- 
ished business be passed over? The Chair 
hears no objection, and the bill called up by the 
Senator from Illinois is pending. 

Mr. SAULSBURY.. I simply want to in- 
quire of the Senator from Ilinois if he knows 
the fact as to whether these men exceeded the 
authority which they had from the command- 
ing officer to make arrests. Sometimes mil- 
itary officers, in executing an order, go beyond 
what is proper under the circumstances. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; they merely exe- 
cuted the order of arrest as given them by the 
officer. I will state that the order was to 
bring them back dead or alive. That was the 
order they acted on. They brought back one 
man not dead, but wounded.’ He sued them 
in an action of trespass, and this is merely to 
recompense them the expenses of the suit, not 
to give them any pay. 

Mr. BOREMAN. In answer to the inquiry 
of the Senator from Delaware, I will state 
that I was present at the trial of this case'and 
heard the instructions of the circuit court. 
Judge Bond and Judge Jackson both presided, 
one the circuit and the other the district judge ; 
and the court instructed the jury in favor of 
these defendants. There were eleven of the 
jury, as I was informed, for finding a verdict 
for the defendant, but one gentleman seemed 
to be a little recusant and did not agree. Sub- 
sequently the suit went off at the cost of the 
plaintiff, but he was insolvent. I heard all 
the evidence in the case, heard the instruc- 
tion of the court, and the whole case showed 
that these parties were justified under the 
orders they had in doing what they did, and 
the instructions of the jury should have led 
them to find for the defendants. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I rise to 
ask that Senate bill No. 1086, to change the 
location of the Railroad National Bank of 
Lowell, Massachusetts, to the city of Boston, 
Massachusetts, which was nearly read through, 
may be finished and passed. 

Mr. WEST. Iam under the necessity of 
calling for the regular order. 

. Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
nearly finished a few days ago. 

Mr. WEST. I must object. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Army ap- 
propriation bill is before the Senate as the 
unfinished business of yesterday. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. SAWYER. I desire to make a confer- 
ence report on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. WEST. I will not object to that. 

‘The report was read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1323) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment. for the year ending June 30, 1873, having 
met, aftér full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend, and do recommend to their respective 
Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede 
numbered 5, 6, 7, an : 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 4, 8, and 17, and agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the fourteenth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the second amendmentof the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: on 
page 1 of the bill, at the end of line twenty-one, add 
the following words: “Provided, That on and after 
June 30, 1873, there shall be but one minister resi- 
dent accredited to Guatemala, Costa Rica, Hondu- 
ras, Salvador, and Nicaragua, and that the Presi- 
dent be authorized to select the place of residence 
for the minister in any one of those States ;”’ and 
the Senate agree to the same as so modified. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the eighteenth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendments: 
on page 5 of the bill, line eight, strike out the fol- 


I think this 


This bill was 


from their amendments 


> 


Towing words: *‘ seven thousand five,” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words five thousand soven 7y and 
te agree to the same as so modified, 
ae FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
SIMON CAMERON. 
GEORGE VICKERS, 
Managers on the nart of the Senate, 


THOMAS SWANN, 
JAMES BROOKS, 
E. W. P iN š 
Managers on the part of the House, 
Mr. BOREMAN. TI should like to have 
that report go over for ä few minutes, until I 
can have an opportunity to look into it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, it will be passed over. 
The report was subsequently called up and 
concurred in. ; 


MIAMI INDIAN RESERVE. 


The VICE. PRESIDENT appointed as con- 
ferees on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R; No. 188) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to make par- 
tition of the reservation to Me-shin-go-me-sia, 
a Miami Indian, Mr. Harian, Mr. Pratt, and 
Mr. STEVENSON. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The bill (H. R. 
No. 1541) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the year ending June 80, 
1878, and for other purposes, is now before | 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about to state the question of order that was 
submitted last evening to the Senate. A point 
of order was made by the Senator from Nevada. 
[Mr. Srewarr] on the amendment reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations to be 
found at the top of the sixth page of the bill, 
repealing section nine of the act of March 8, 
1871. The Chair, after expressing his opinion 
upon it, as there appeared to be a desire on 
the part of Senators that it should be submitted 
to them, submitted, under the sixth rule, to 
the Senate the question whether this amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations was in order. f ; 

Mr. COLE. If the Chair refers to me, I 
do not ask that the question be submitted to 
the Senate. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Chair 
will decide that, in his opinion, under the 
restrictive rule the amendment is not in order, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask, pending this 
matter, that the resolution in regard to the 
question of adjournment be passed. It is a 
matter that ought to be acted upon one way 
or the other. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Pending the 
appropriation bill, and without displacing it, 
the Senator from Ohio asks to call up a reso- 
lution offered by him yesterday, requesting 
the House of Representatives to return the 
resolution passed by the Senate on the subject 
of final adjournment. , e 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope not. I think 
that resolution ought not to pass. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio hasasked that it shall be considered. 
Does the Senator from Illinois object to its con- 


sideration ? . 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I do. I do not think 
it ought to be considered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I move that the 
pending bill be laid on the table temporarily, 
with a view to acting on that resolution. 

Mr. WEST. I ask whether the effect of the 
adoption of that motion will be to restore the 
Army appropriation bill to its place when that 
resolution is disposed of? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state to the Senator from Louisiana that the 
bill will have to be called up by a vote of the 
Senate if it should be laid on thetable. The 
Senator from Illinois has objected to. its being 
informally passed over. Informally. passing 
it over would bring it up by its own operation. 
after the resolution was disposed of. 
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The question: being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 26, noes 14. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask for the yeas and nays. 
‘No ye “No yy 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator 
that we can have the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- | 


ator insist on the yeas and nays on this motion ? 
Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being yt t 
taken, resalted—yéas87, nays 18; as follows : j] 12 the action of the House, 


YEAS~—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- | 


ingham, Cameron, Carpénter, Chandler, Clayton, 
Conkling, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of 


Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, | 


Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robert- 
son, Sawyer, Scott,Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, Win- 
dom, and Wright—287..., 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Caldwell, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Goldthwaite, Hill, Keily, Norwood, Ran- 
som, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Stovk- 
ton, Tipton, Trumbull, and Vickers—l8. 

A N'T— Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Fenton, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Johnston, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Rice, Spencer, 
Thurman, West, and Wilson—19. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion asking the House of Representatives to 
return our adjournment resolution. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives be 
requested to return to the Senate the resolution of 
the Senate of the 26th of January last relative to the 
adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to know what 
the object of this is. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwillinform the Senator 
from Missouri that my only object is that we 
shall not have discordant resolutions of the two 
Houses on the subject of adjournment, but 
that we shall proceed with the expectation of 
adjourning both Houses according to the prop- 
osition of the House of Representatives, on 
the 3d day of June, if we can get through 
our business. The anxiety L have to prevent 
a controversy between the two Houses is in 
regard to the bill to reduce taxes. The very 
moment that billis out of the way beyond the 
danger. of failure, I expect and hope Congress 
willbe ready to adjourn. That is my only 
object. It is not usual to have resolutions of 
this kind; one passed by one House and one 
by the other, leaving the two Houses at jar 
with each other. They bave sent us their prop- 
osition and I hope we shall act upon it and 
adjourn on the 8d of June, but I am not in 
favor of adjourning until we pass the bill to 
reduce taxation. That isthe only object I have. 
I was rather surprised that any opposition 
should be made to this resolution, especially 
by my friend from Illinois, [Mr. TRUMBULL, | 


who was so much opposed to the passage of 


the original resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. It issomewhat extraordinary 
that such a proposition as this is brought for- 
ward to prevent discord between the Senate 
and the House on this subject. It looks to 
me as if the Senator apprehended that the 
House might accept the proposition which we 
passed early in January. That seems to be 
the meaning of this resolution. . We passed a 
resolution for adjournment early in the session. 
Among the first things that was done, the Sen- 
aior from Indiana offered a resolution to 
adjourn on the 29th of May. It was resisted 
at that time, because no one could foretell 
what would be the condition of business at 
the time named. The Senator, however, and 
the Senator’s friends, pressed it through. It 
has been held in the House up to this time, 
and finally the House has passed a resolution 
and gent it tous to adjourn on the 3d of June. 
There seems to be some apprehension that.the 


House might take us at out word, and this 
looks like an attempt to take it out of the 
power of the House to do anything of the sort, 
and to keep the whole matter in the hands of" 
the Senate. That is the appearance that this 
resolution will present to the country. 

I think, sir, we car very well trust the House 
with that resolution, as we have trusted it so 
jong. I do not know anything that has oc- 
curred which has inspired such a want of con- 
fidence on the part of the Senator from Ohio 
The Senator 
says that he does not want discordant resolu- 
tions between the two Houses. I think we 
have a great many discordant resolutions 
between the Senate and the House, and we 
have a way of reaching an accord between the 
two Houses very different from that proposed 
by the Senator from Ohio in this resolution. 
We come to an understanding by communi- 
cating with each other. But now that we 
have the proposition of the House to adjourn 
on the 8d of June, we wish to withdraw from 
them our resolution to adjourn on the 29th of 
May, which they still hold. That looks very 
much as if the Senate wanted to have this 
matter all its own way, and not to consult the 
House about itat all. That will produce more 
discord than anything else. That is not the 
way in which we have usually sought to bring 
the two Houses in accord upon any subject. 

It seems to me it would be treating the 
House with great disrespect to say to them, 
tt We cannot trust you with that resolution to 
adjourn on the 29th of May; we-do not know 
what you will do with it; you might do some- 
thing indiscreet.” A party caucus inthe Sen- 
ate might want to do certain things and not 
have the opportunity to do them, because of 
the indiscretion of the hot-headed young men 
in the House. That is about the stylein which 
we are treating the House in withdrawing this 
resolution which has been before the House 
for many months, nearly the whole session. I 
trast the Senate will not do it. As the Senate 
passed this resolution so early before anything 
could be known as to the state of business at the 
time indicated, I hope we shall not show any 
want of confidence in the House, that we shall 
not now, after that resolution has been before 
them for five months, withdraw it. I think 
the motive for it will be very palpableif we do. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My objection to this 
resolution yesterday grew out of the fact that 
I thought it was an improper thing to do, that 
it was unprecedented in the history of legisla- 
tion, and that it was discourteous to the House 
of Representatives, all three of which I think 
I can show. Itis improper and discourteous 
to the House and unprecedented; and I think 
I can answer also satisfactorily the suggestion 
of the Senator from Ohio that I was originally 


opposed to that resolution. I was; but I was. 


opposed to the passage of the resolution in 
January last to adjourn the Congress on the 
29th of May, because at that time the business 
of Congress had scarcely been entered upon, 
and we were not in a condition to fix the day 
of adjournment. Our condition is very differ- 
ent to-day. It struck me as highly improper 
in January last, before any of the appropria- 
tion bills even had been considered, the passage 
of which is necessary for the maintenance of 
the Government, before any of the business 
for which Congress convenes had been trans- 
acted, to fix the day of final adjournment. 


Because it was, in my opinion, improper to | 


pass such a resolution thea, it does not follow 
that I am opposed to such a resolution now. 
As well might you say, because I would not 
have voted in January to adjourn Congress 
sine die, I ought not to vote to adjourn it sine 
die in June or July. Our business has now 
progressed so far that I should like to see Con- 
gress adjourn at an early day. The appropri- 
ation bills are nearly all passed; most of the 
necessary legisiation has transpired; and there 
is nothing inconsistent in adhering to a reso- 
lution now which was passed in January last, 


although at the time of its passage T was 
opposed to it for the reasons which T have now 
stated, and which I stated at the time. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I do not wish to 
reply to the Senator or take up any time, I 
will only call one fact now to the Senators 
recollection. The bill to reducé. taxation, 
which the Senator said at that time was a 
matter of primary importance with him, and 
he would not vote. to adjoutn until that bill 
was disposed of, is still penting in the House, 
and cannot come here until the close of next 
week in the regular order of business. We 
bave got then to consider it asa new bill, 
never yet having acted on any clauses of the 
internal revenue faw, involving some very 
difficult questions on which there ig always a 
great difference of opinion. Now, I ask the 
Senator whether it would be wise in the Senate 
even to make it possible to adjourn Congress 
until that bill is disposed of; whether, as this 
is now the 18th of May, and the bill cannot 
come to us until about the 25th in the ordinary 
course of business, we ought to put ourselves 
in the position of being compelled to consider 
that bill, first in the Committee on Finance, 
then in the Senate, and then act upon itin a 
conference, in four days? I submit that sober 
question to the Senator without avy reference 
to any other bill pending, whether we should 
place ourselves in the position of being com- 
pelled in the hurry of three or four days in 
the closing hours of the session to consider so 
important a bill as that, involving the whole 
revenue of the Government. The whole 
question of shipping, the question of the 
change of our laws as to the payment of 
duties, whether in gold or paper money, an 
many other important questions are in that 
bill. I again repeat to the Senator that my 
only object in making this proposition is to 
enable us to have sufficient time to consider 
that important bill and pass upon it with 
deliberation and judgment, and then to adjourn 
at as early a day as possible. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Ohio whether that bill could be 
considered and reported from the Committee 
on Finance to the Senate by the 29th of May? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It could not, unless we 
rushed through it pell-mell. 

Mr. KELLOGG. And that is the bill, as I 
understand, which affects the whole question 
of the revenues of the country and the reduc- 
tion of taxation and the tariff. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Nli- 
nois is aware that that bill cannot be taken 
up again in the ordinary course in the House 
until Tuesday next, and they have not yet con- 
sidered any portion of the important sections 
relating to the internal revenue in the House, 
which will create a great deal of discusion. 
Then after its passage by the House it must 
be referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
we shall have to act upon it. Now, I submit 
to every Senator, the Senator from Missouri 
among the rest, whether he thinks that im- 
portant bill, containing among other matters 
the tobacco question, can be disposed of here 
in the hurry of two or three days? It is im- 
possible, Therefore, I simply ask that we do 
what is necessary for the public business, 
recall this resolution, with a desire to get 
through as soon as possible. i f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The question is not now 
before the Senate whether we shall adjourn on 
the 29th of May. That is not the pending 
proposition. The House has not adopted any’ 
such resolution as to adjourn on the 29th of 
May. The question before us is a very dif- 
ferent one. 1 certainly was in favor of reducing 
the revenues of the country; I am so still; 
and | trust the House will send us a bill which 
we can agree to, that will reduce the revenues 
very materially, and will abolish much of the 
machinery connected with the collection of 
internal taxes, and will repeal many of the 
items upon which a tax is laid under the . 
internal revenue system. But the question 
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before us is not now on fixing a day to adjourn 
ón the 29th of May. 

The Senatorfrom Ohio cannot have forgot- 
ten with what fierceness, with what determina- 
tion, with what party rally, a resolution was 
forced, tbrough this body to adjourn the Con- 
gress on the 29th of May. before any business 
had been done. This is not the first time in 
the history. of the Government, when. party 
tactics take the place of the public service, that 
the tactics come back to plague their invent- 
ors, The Senator from Indiana [Mr. MoR- 
TON] who'was so zealous, and moved with 
such power to force through this body in Jan- 
uary last a resolution to adjourn Congress with- 
out day, before we had done any business, 
comes here now backing up the proposition 
with the same party zeal to get rid of the res- 
olution which we then adopted. | Sir, it will 
generally be found that legislation which is 
initiated and pushed through for partisan pur- 
poses will come back to plague its inventors; 
and now we find these Senators anxious to 
get rid of the position in which they have 
placed themselves; and how do they propose 
to do it? They propose to do it by treating 
the House of Representatives with discourtesy. 
How is ‘it that a resolution is proposed to be 
passed in this body recalling from the Heuse 
a resolution that passed here many months 
ago? Tsaid it was unprecedented. I say now 
that I do not believe in the history of this Gov- 
ernment such an instance as this can be found, 
where a resolution, passed four months before, 
proposing an adjournment, has been recalled. 
| say it is not only unprecedented, bat it is 
disrespectful to the House; and by that I 
mean that this is an attempt to arrogate tothe 
Senate a right-that belongs to the House in 
common with the Senate. I will read the 
words of the Senator from Ohio when he was 
advocating this proposition yesterday : 

“ Axa matter of course, we ought to have the con- 


trol of the question of adjournment,’ 

Why? Why is ita maiterof course that the 
Senate should have control of the question of 
adjournment any more than the House? Are 
we anything more than a cotrdinate branch 
of the legislative department ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Did lnot state in that 
same conneciion that the reason why we ought 
to have the control was because the bill which 
they ‘were now considering had to come to us 
for final action, and therefore as we could not 
adjourn until that bill passed, we ought to 
have the control of the question of adjourn- 
ment, 

The Senator onght not to pnt me in the 
position of being disrespectful to the House, 
or quote my language as being disrespectful 
to the House. L stue here, aud I have said 
that T do not desire to cast any disrespect on 
the House, On the contrary, L expect to vote | 
for and hope to see the resolution of the House 
adopted, and the day fixed by them rather 
than the day fixed by the Senate made the 
day of our adjoarnment—that the resolution 
of the House ‘shall be the one which will 
finally adjourn the two bodies. 

‘This idea of attempting to get up a feeling | 
of jealousy between the two Houses is wrong; 
it tends to lower us. I disclaim any disre- 
spect to the House of Representatives. I too | 
long shared im the couusels of the House of | 
Representatives ever to entertain for a mo | 
ment any feeling but that of the highest re- 
spect for the direct representatives of the 
people. Nothing that i have. ever said or 
done since T have been a member of this! 
body has even tended to show that I had not i 
the very highest respect for that body which 
abové all others in this Government is the 
direct representative of the people of the 
United States. F 

Mr. TRUMBULL. “By their works shall 
ye know them.” Mr. President, I believe, if 
not Scripiure; is a solemn truth. I do not 
know what the intentions of the Senator from | 
Okio are execept by his acts. Reasonable | 


beings are responsible for the consequences 
which necessarily follow their action. -The 
Senator from. Ohio disclaims any intention 
to reflect upon the House of. Representatives. 


I accept that disclaimer, and doubtless the | 


House will, that he does. not mean to do it. 
The Senator does not mean to treat the Repre- 
sentatives of the people with disrespect. He 
does not mean to treat a codrdinate branch 
of the Government as if it were an inferior 
branch of the legislative department. But, 
sir, his language is that we ought to control 
the question of adjournment. If we control 
it, it is because of some superiority upon our 
part over the House of Representatives. 

The Senator says we are to-take the final 
action upon a bill which is to reduce the reve- 
nues of the country, Why are we to take it? 
Does anybody suppose, does the Senator sup- 
pose that the bill that shall come here from 
the House will not be returned to the House 
again by us? Is it at all probable that we 
shall accept it without amendmeut, without 
addition, or without striking anything from it? 
No one expects that, and we no more take 
final action upon that bill than doesthe House 
take final action upon it. 

And we have no reason to suppose that the 
House of Representatives will take up the 
Senate resolution which has lain on their table 
now for some three or four months. We have 
no more right to suppose that they will take 
itup and concurin it and adjourn Congress 
with the business undone, with the revenues 
unreduced, than we have that the Senate will 
do it. 1 say that this is a reflection upon the 
House of Representatives when you propose 
to hold in your own band the power to adjourn 
the House and are not willing that they should 
have the power to adjourn the Senate. If the 
Senator from Ohio does not mean a disre- 
spect to the House, let him couple his reso- 
lution to recall from the House of Represent- 
alives a resolution which we have sent them 
with another proposition returning to them 
the resolution for adjournment which they 
have sent us. Place them on equal terms 
with us. At the same time that you recall 
your own resolution, place in the hands of the 
House power over theirs; send back theirs; 
and do not put their resolution in your pocket 
aud say to the House of Representatives, ‘I 
will hold the power in my hands to adjourn 
you, but I will take away from you the power 
to adjourn me.” If fairness, if equality, if 
courtesy is to obtain between the two branches 
of Congress, then when you refuse to let the 
Louse of Representatives pass upon your res- 
olution do not retain theirs, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We should not refuse to 
return it if they asked for it. Is would be an 
insult to send it back to them without their 
asking for it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ji would be no greater 
insult to send it back than it is to recall your 
own with the avowal that of course we should 
control the question of adjournment; and if 
the House, treating the discourtesy of the 
Senate with courtesy on its part; if waiving 
this, E had almost said insult, the House should 
with courtesy return the resolution, I should 
hope that they would accompany it with a 
request to return their resolution if the Senate 
did not think. proper to send it back, which I 
think they ought to do when they recall their 
own. 


Mr. President, I oppose this resolution not i 
because [ am in favor of adjourning on the | 
| 29th of May, though I hope we may be able to 


adjourn at that day, but I am willing to stay 


-here with the Senator from Ohio unul the 3d 


of June or the 3d of July if it be necessary 
and my staying here will reduce the revenues 
of the country to a proper standard, will 
abolish unnecessary offices, and relieve the 
people. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, it seems to 
me the Senator from [Minois has seized upon 
an expression made use of by the Senator from 


i 


į 


ry 


Ohio for the purpose of making something out 
of nothing. The idea that if the House was 
to-day to send a request to the Senate to 
return the resolution passed the day before 
yesterday in regard to the adjournment, the 
Senate would thereby be insulted seems to me 
to be absurd. If the Senate sends a request 
to the House to return a resolation that the 
Senate may have passed, is there any ground 
in the world for saying that itisan insult? Is 
‘not this a mere conjuration? Is it not making 
something out of nothing? Where does the 
insult come in? Why, Mr. President, it is a 
matter of almost every-day occurrence that 
one House sends a message to the other recall- 
ing a bill ora resolution for one reason or 
another, and I never heard it even suggested 
that it was an insult. Where is the founda- 
tion for saying it is an insult? 

It was said by the Senator from Illinois a 
few minutes ago that the resolution we sent to 
the House proposing an adjournment on the 
29th of May was for partisan purposes. I 
denyit. 1 offered the resolution. It was not 
dove upon consultation with any member of 
the Senate, so faras I remember. I offered 
it upon my own judgment. I was unwilling to 
have Congress sit here during the summer. 
I wanted to be at home; I did not want to 
remain here during the hot weather; and I 
believed then, as I believe now that if Con- 
gress would fix the time of adjournment at 
an early period both Houses could work up to 
it; and if the House of Representatives had 
passed that resolution at any time within six 
weeks after it passed the Senate, both Houses 
would be in condition to adjourn on the 29th 
of May; bat in the House of Representatives 
it was buried in a committee; nothing was 
done. It was supposed here that it would not 
be passed by the House. We went on and 
wasted time from week to week, adjourned 
from Thursday to Monday and from Thursday 
to Monday, and then from Friday to Mon- 
day, wasting day after day. 1 argued before 
the Senate then that if we fixed a day we 
should not waste time, but we should work 
our business. off. So I believed, and so I 
believe now, 

There was no partisan purpose in it. Those 
who suspected that I was moved by a partican 
purpose must have judged me by their own con- 
victions. There are those who see a partisan 
purpose in everything; not. even the simplest 
thing can be doné without their seeing some 
deep partisan purpose and scheme lying at the 
bottom of it, The Senator from Illinois was 
opposed to it then; and now he is opposed to 
calling the resolution back.- 1 do not. care 
whether it is called back or not. I shall vote 
for calling it back, but I am indifferent on the 
subject. 

But suppose that I was to argue in respect to 
the Senator from Illinois as he does in regard 
to myself, that he is now anxious to force an 
adjournment before the business of the coun- 
try is transacted, that he is now anxious to 
force an adjournment before the bill reducing 
taxation is passed, to leave the business unfin- 
ished, and to leave the dominant party in an 
awkward position? . I should have just as much 
right to do it as he has to charge upon me that 
this was done for partisan purposes, 

I believed that we could dispose of our busi- 
ness before the 29th of May, and I believe so 
now ; but there have been delays. I will not 
say who is responsible for them; the House 
of Representatives refused to act upon the 
resolution ; and now I am not willing -to ad- 
journ, if we have to stay here until next fall, 
until we have passed a bill reducing taxation 
at least $50,000,000; until we have passed all 
the laws that are necessary to. carry on this 
Government, and to do our duty to the people 
as nearly as we can. It was not because I 
wanted to force an adjournment, but because 
T wanted to arrive. at an early adjournment as 
soon as all the business was done. [stand 
ready to vote for the House resolution if we can, 
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adjourn by the 3d of June. I want to get away 
from here as badly.as anybody. Iwill not say 
that those who now fight this motion, who are 
opposed to calling back this resolution, are 
anxious to. take a snap judgment and to force 
an adjournment under circumstances that 
might be detrimental or that might be awkward. 
I will not make that assertion, although [ might 
do it with as much propriety as the other has 
been made. j 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. President, 
I am surprised that the Senator from Illinois 
should make so large an amount of smoke out 
of so small a matter. It is perfectly obvious 
that the business of Congress cannot be com- 
pleted in the nine working days that now re- 
main of the session, if it is to end on the 29th 
of May, and the only question is, whether, as 
the House of Representatives have sent a res- 
olution to us tæ adjourn on the 3d of June, the 
whole matter should be in the hands of the 
Finance Committee or not when that resolu- 
tion is considered.. Even the House have de- 
cided that it would be improper to adjourn on 
the 29th of May, for they have extended it four 
days, to the 8d of June. It is a matter of very 
litile consequence whether this resolution shall 
pass or not; and as for there being anything 
of a partisan character in it, the dominant 
party here are under no necessity to have that 
resolution brought back. We can be called 
together again by the President if there should 
be any business that is not transacted, pro- 
vided there should be a snap judgment taken, 
and the resolution for the 29th of May should 
be passed by the House. But the Senator 
from Illinois formerly was no more in the way 
of sounding the party bugle than myself. I 
think here for four years we hardly ever heard 
him bring out his trumpet at all on partisan 

uestions; and yet for the past six weeks 
there has hardly a day passed that he has not 
attempted to make some party assault upon 
every bill that comes up. I say it is foreign 
to his character. I regret it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, when 
this resolution was offered yesterday, I confess 
I listened to it with surprise. While my 
knowledge of parliamentary law and parlia- 
mentary proceedings is not nearly so extensive 
asthat of many Senators on this floor, I never 
had heard of a proposition made in one House 
to request the other to return a, bill or resolu- 
tion which had been in the custody of that 
other House so long as the resolution in this 
case has now been. . I spoke of it as having 
been sent to the House of Representatives 
three or four weeks ago. I greatly underrated 
the time. If I had said three or four months 
ago I should have been much nearer the 
truth. 

We all remember the circumstances under 
which this resolution was put through in this 
body. Very early in the session it was deemed 
desirable by the dominant party in this body 
td fix an early day for the adjournment. The 
Senator from Indiana introduced the resolu- 
tion. It was carried through this body by 
almost a strict party vote. Now that Senator 
complains of any imputation of partisan pur- 
poses in connection with the resolution or in 
connection with this debate. Why, sir, is it 
contended seriously that measures are not fre- 
quently brought forward in this body, espe- 
cially in regard to such subjects as the order 
of business, the day of adjournment, and so on, 
which are conceived principally in the interest 
of the dominant party? Is that denied? If 
that is not the truth and the whole truth and 
nothing but the truth, then there is a great deal 
of misapprehension abroad, not merely in the 
country at large, but in Congress itself, as to 
the object of a great deal that is done here by 
the majority. Jt was believed to be for the 
interests, I repeat, of the dominant party and 
of the Administration of the country that as 
soon as possible a day should be fixed for the 
adjournment. ‘That day was fixed, the 29th 
of May. 


I do not see what answer can be given, either 
by the mover of that resolution or those who 
voted for it, to the objection made by the Sen- 


ator from Missouri, [Mr. Buarr.] Months. 


ago, when no reasonabie conjecture could be 
formed as to the course of public business, 
when no man could. say whether Congress 
would be ready-to adjourn on the 29th of May, 
the dominant party in this body put through a 


| resolution for that purpose. The minority here, 


with very few votes from the majority, voted 
against it. Why did we vote against it? Not 
because. we believed a protracted session de- 
sirable ; on the contrary, as I suppose is very 
well known, the unanimous feeling of the mi- 
nority is that protracted sessions of this body 
are in no sense conducive to the general good. 
Bat, sir, we did not see our way clear to an ad- 
journment on that day. We did not see four 
months ago very distinctly that the Senate or 
the other House would be ready to adjourn on 
the 29th of May. We could not know and no 
Senator in this body could know that the situ- 
ation of public business on the 29th of May 
would be such as to make an adjournment 
proper. 

Yet, sir, in defiance of all that that resolu- 
tion was passed; it went to the House of 
Representatives; it has remained there from 
that time to this. A day or two ago the House 
sent us, not our resolution concurred in, but 
another resolution to adjourn on a different 
and later day ; that is to say, on the 3d of June. 
The Senate did vot act upon it. It was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, of which 
the Senator from Ohio is chairman. That 
left the condition of things between the two 
Houses such that in this body an adjournment 
was voted for the 29th of May, and in the 
other House an adjournment was voted for 
the 3d of June. 

It seems to me that the proper course under 
the circumstances would have been for the 
Senate at once, or at an early day to be fixed, 
to proceed to the consideration of the House 
resolution, and if the day was'too late or too 
early, to amend it accordingly and send it back. 
The Senate declined to do one thing or the 
other. Yesterday the Senator from Ohio 
moved his resolution to recall from the other 
House the resolution for adjournment on the 
29th of May. It occurred to meas a most un- 
usual proceeding and highly objectionable in 
several aspects, some of which I shall have 
occasion to refer to. I asked the Senator for 
information as to the ground upon which such 
a resolution should be passed. I read my 
inquiry and his answer from the Globe: 

“ Mr. Casseriy. On what ground? 

“ Mr. SHERMAN. On the ground that the resolution 
is inconsistent with the resolution sent here by the 
House. Asa matter of course we ought to have the 
control of the question of adjournment. The House 
resolution is here. They did not see proper to take 
up our resolution and amend it, and therefore it is 
proper that it should be brought here.”’ 

The only ground given that it seems to me 
was really substantial or could have been in- 
tended as such, was the ground stated in these 
words: “as a matter of course we ought to 
have the control of the question of adjourn- 
ment.” The Senator from Indiana thinks those 
were casual words; but it is very evident they 
were not. Tie Senator from Obio was re- 
sponding to a question of mine as to the 
ground on which his motion could be made. 
He stated it; he said, ‘‘as a matter of course 
we ought to have the control of the question 
of adjournment.” Now, sir, is that true as a 
matter of parliamentary practice, as a matter 
of propriety and right as between the two 
Houses? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator 
if he was here a moment ago when I stated, as 
the context shows the meaning of those words, 
that I referred especially to the bill now under 
debate in the House, which they have not yet 
passed in regard to the reduction of taxes? I 
said when that bill came to us, as a matter 
_of course we should have the power over the 


question of adjournment until we passed that 


il. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iam now reading what 
the Senator said yesterday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task the Senator whether 
he heard my remarks? E 

Mr..CASSERLY. I will reply to that as 
soon as the Senator permits me: . The Senator 
engaged in a conversation with the. Senator. 
from Hlinois awhile ago, hardly one word of 
which did I hear; but whatever the. Senator 
said this morning, of course I take as present- 
ing his view this morning; I do not question 
that; but I repeat, the ground taken yesterday 
was that ‘‘ we,” meaning the Senate, *‘ ought 
to have the control of the question of adjourn- 
ment.’’? Why. sir, I deny the proposition. E 
say that one House has just as much right to 
control the question of adjournment as the 
other. ‘The Senate initiated the resolution for 
the adjournment, and now the proposition is, 
if not in terms—and | do not wishto lay against 
the explanation of the Senator from Ohio too 
mach stress upon what he said yesterday— 
the effect of the proposition is to claim for the 
Senate the exclusive control of the question. 
I refer of course to the proposition to get back 
the Senate resolution from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. If that is not the effect of it, it 
is mere idle wind; itis nothing; and { will not 
presume that a proceeding so deliberate as that 
which has been initiated by the Senatur from 
Ohio is intended as an empty nothing. 

I have nothing to do with any party pur- 
poses in connection with this matter; and I 
should not have said a word about them except 
for the rather warm disclaimer of the Senator 
from Indiana. I think the whole subject speaks 
for itself, For a certain purpose, which Lhave 
described as I understood it, the Senator from 
Indiana, influential and eminent as he is, 
pressed through this body three or four months 
ago a resolution to adjourn on the 29th of 
May. Now, forsomepurpose important enough 
to justify what has been done, the Senator 
from Ohio moves to take back that resolution ; 
and I repeat, the result of that is, if the House 
shall accede to the request, to give to the Sen- 
ate to the exclusion of the House the control 
of the question of adjournment. 

Ido not know any reason why the Senate 
cannot adjourn on the 29th of May. {do not 
know of one single cause why it should not. 
The Senator from Ohio laid stress upon a 
financial bill which he expects soon to receive 
from the House of Representatives. As I said 
before, I was unable to hear more than a very 
little of what he was saying in the course of 
his remarks, because they were directed to the 
other side of the Chamber, and his back was 
turned completely to this. side; but I infer 
that the Senator had in mind the tariff bill, 
and that Senator iaid great stress, if I under- 
stood what I was able to catch on that sub- 
ject, upon the length of time which that bill 
would require in this body. Why, sir, how 
can that bill require much time in this body? 
How long did we discuss all the principles 
and nearly every possible detail of such a 
bill! So far as I have observed, I admit 
from a somewhat cursory reading of the Globe, 
the bill involves no new question of principle 
and very few important questions of detail. 

The Senator referred to one, the amendment 
making gold notes receivable for duties. L 
admit that is a proposition against which the 
Senator has pitted himself, with all hisinfluence 
as chairman of the Finance Commitiee and the 
financial leader of the majority of this body, 
over and. over, certainly as often as it was 
presented here, and thus far wiih success. It 
seems to me the proposition is not so important 
and dificult as to require or authorize any 
great amount. of discussion, though 1 admit 
that any Senator as eminent in this body as 
the Senator from Ohio, and as influential with 
the majority of this body, can make any ques: — 
tion important when he embarks earnestly and 
warmly on eicher side of it, . That may make 
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it of importance; but I submit that it is the 


only thing which can give such a question imi“ |f 
It is of very little consequence what jt E S en 
[this question first arose, that it was out of 
+ order to maké such a motion as this. 
not raise a point of order because from my 


ortance. 

may think upon it; but I have thought for & 
long time, ever since the Senator inaugurated 
in this body a system of national gold banks, 


. that the Government could hot long sustain | 


itself in the position of denying the use of those 
notes in the payment ‘of duties: I did-not see 


how the Administration could hold oùt to the | 


country at large these notes as being as good 
as gold under the restrictions imposed upoti 
them in the bill, and yet refuse to accept them 
as such in its dealings with its own citizeiis. 
I fail to see yet how the Administration can 
long sustain any such position. 

Mr. SHERMAN.. For fear the Senator 
may fall into error, I will tell him that I have 
never said one word in regard to receiving 
gold notes in payment of duties. I have 
opposed all along receiving any portion of 
the greenbacks in payment of customs, and I 
shall do so until they are as good as gold. I 
never thought of the question as to receiving 
gold notes. . ; 

Mr. CASSERLY. When it comes to 4 
question of memory, anybody may be mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have always resisted 
the receipt of the legal tender notes in pay- 
ment of duties. . 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator, of cotirse, 
must know better than [can remember what he 
said; but my impression was—and 1 would have 
been quite confident in it but for the Senator’s 
remark—that either when the gold bank bill 
first went to the House, or when some other 
measure sufficiently kindred to that admitting 
of such an amendment was going through the 
Senate, the proposition was presented and 
opposed by the Senator. l 

. Mr. SHERMAN. It may have been that I 
objected to the use of the new gold notes just 
issued. I.do not know that f shall again: 
That question has never presented itself to iny 
mind as a practical question. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 shall have to look up 
the Globe, because as to memory we are all 
fallible, But even with regard to receiving 
greenbacks in part payment of duties, [ see no 
really difficult question involved in that. The 
ouly question to be discussed, as it seems to 
me, is whether the Government shall receive 
grcenbacks in part payment of duties at their 
face or at their gold value; in other words, 
whether in receiving greenbacks in part pay- 
ment of duties, the Government shall equalize 
them with gold, or take them at the saine rate; 
at the same value ag it issues them to its citi- 
zens and at and for which the people of the 
country are obliged to take them im all the 
States of the Union this side of the Pacitic 
coast States in their daily transactions of busi- 
ness. ; 

From my observation of the details of the 
tariff bih as it bas thus far gone through the 
House of Representatives, L see no question 
that should engage the attention of the Sen- 
ate at the outside, including its examination 
in the Finance Committee, more than five or 
six days, If there are any gentlemen here 
disposed to debate that bill merely to consume 
time, I do not know who they are, and I ain 
not willing to assume in advance that there 
are any such Senators. I think I can speak 
for the minority in this body. My associations 
with them are such that | believe for them and 
for myself I can say there is no purpose among 
us to debate for the sake of consuming time, 
nor in any other way for mere factious or even 
idle purposes to obstruct the regular proceed- 
ings of the body. We do want a day fixed for 
adjournment. That is undoubted. We pre- 
fer, if we are allowed to choose, the day fixed 
by the Senate itself mouths ago, when, against 
our vote, it adopted the 29.h of May as the 
day of adjournment. We prefer that. We are 
perfectly willing to. vote, however, for the 
3d day of June if the Senate will permit us 


to do it; but we do not assent to the idea that | 


| the House resolution shall be buried iti the 


Finance Committee for an indefinite period. 
Mr. President, I supposed yesterday, when 


I did 


imperfect information as to parlidmentary law 


and proceedings I wag by no means confident 


that it could be well taken; but there is no 
doubt, I think, from the discussion that hag 
occtitred this mortihg, that if not out of order 
it is substantially without précedent. Ido riot 
know why such a precedent should be made, 


especially orié that; say what you will about 
it, nay very readily be consttued by the House 
of Représentatives as touching it in a very 
tender point. What danger can eiisue if the 
resolution of the Senate should rémain in the 
Hotse? Only one possible result that any one 
can object to may take place. The House may 
take it up atid pass it. Is that objectionable? 
The Setiator from Ohio seems to think so. 
Why is it objectionable? It must be only on 
the ground that the situation of the public 
business does not allow it. Bat the House is 
just as competent to judge of that as the Sen- 
ate. Each House; as to that, must judge for 
itself. l 

I repeat; sir; and I shall not trouble the Sen- 
ate with any further remarks at this stage of 
the debate, if Senators are prepared to say 
that they are unwilling to trust the majority 
which controls the House, a majority com- 
posed of their own friends, upon the question 
of adjournment, there is no occasion and no 
motive which can be justified before the pub- 
lic in this attempt to recall the Senate reso- 
lution. A very decided working majority of 
the House is of the same complexion with 
the majority here. It will be a singular spec- 
tacle if the majority here, by passing a reso- 
lution to recall its resolution of adjournment 
from. the custody of the House, shall thereby 
distinctly and emphatically pronounce to the 
country that it is afraid to trust the majority 
of its own party friends in the other branch 
of Congress. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, it seems 
to me that this matter might be disposed of in 
avery short way. We have the House resolu- 
tion proposing an adjournment on the 8d of 
June. Now, I think if that resolution were 
put:to a vote this morning, and we all voted 
for it, as I would do, we should dispose of this 
question and save any necessity of sending to 
the other House for the resolution which we 
passed proposing an adjournment on the 29th 
of May. Ithink that would be the proper 
mode to settle this whole question. Let the 
chiirman of the Finance Committee at once 
call up that resolution and put it through, and 
let both Houses know at once that that is the 
time at which we propose to adjourn. 

Jn our simplicity on this side of the House 
we could not exactly tell what the object of 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio: was in 
proposing to send to the other House for this 
resolution. What could we do with that reso- 
lution if we had it back? We could not recon- 
sider it. Theonly thing isto divest the House 
of any power over the question of adjourn 
ment, and that was very distinctly announced 
by the Senator from Ohio, who said that as a 
matter of course we ought to have the control 
of that question. I am not indisposed to trust 
the chairman of the Finance Committee with 
power over all questions proper pertaining to 
that committee, but with reference toa ques- 
tion of adjournment, the House of Representa- 
tives have as much right to determine it as we ` 
in the Senate have; and if we send to the 
House and obtain that resolution back, then, 
while the House resolution, which is now 
referred, proposing an adjournment on the 8d 
of June, remains in the Finance Committee, 
they can keep both Houses of Congress here 
as jong as they please. That is not a power 
which I think ought to be invested either in 


the Finance Committee or in the Senate itself. | 


he other House ought to have as much con- 
trol over that question ds we have ; and espe- 
cially ain I justified in saying that, when on a 
former occasion the Senator from Ohio said in 
substance upon 4 certain other question that 
he proposed to coerce the legislation of the 
other House: If that disposition prevails 
here, if theré is any disposition on the part 
of ahy member of thé Senate to coerce action 
upon any question in the other Housé, it is 
very improper that we should possess the 
power to do that. We ought at least to be 
willing tò trust the House to decide this ques- 
tion of adjournment as wuch ‘as ourselves. 
It iga joint question of the two Houses; and 
I canitot tell why we should want to have the 
control of it; unless, as the Senator from Illi- 
ois suggested, there are party purposes to be 
subserved by having the entire control of this 
question; . ~ 

On this side of the House it is very natural 
that we should sometimes be suspicious of 
what may be intended by the majority of the 
Senate. And wheén so distinguished a member | 
of the majority as the Senator from Illinois 
rises in his place, a gentlerhan who has been 
identified hete with the majority party of the 
country for fifteen ot twenty years, aud attrib- 
utes patty motives to gentlemen with whom lie 
has been associated all that tiie and has been 
in their confidence, we may be justified if we 
too become stispicious that there may be party 
interests to be subsérvéd by this theasure. 

Mr. President, I want to sdy a word in reply 
to a suggéstion or rematk which was made by 
the Senator from Indiana, when he cottiplained 
that the time of the session have been wasted, 
that months of the time of the Senaté had been 
wasted, Who has done it? I am sure he 
ought to do the minority on this floor the jus- 
tice to say that none of that sin lies at their 
door. For two or three months wé sat in 
silence and heard discussions by the majority 
members of this House, aid even when we 
were provoked to discussion, when thére was 
an evidetit disposition on the part of the Sen- 
ator froma Indiana hiinself to provoke discis- 
sidh on the part of the Democrats of this body, 
we sat silent and heard his accusatiotis and 
arraignments of the Democratic purty, not de- 
siring to participate in this wasting of the pub- 
lic time, as he calls it. Sir, the Senator from 
Indiana ought to have said in connection with 
his remark that the time of thé Schate Kad 
been wasted in unnecessary débate, that he 
exculpated the minority ou this floor from any 
application of his remarks. Le ought to have 
done them the justice to say that they had been 
here in their seats ready to legislate on vital 
and important questions while the members 
of his own party were wasting in party dis- 
eussions the time of the Senate for two or 
three months. Ibope the Senator from In- 
diana will do us the justice to say that if the 
time of the Senate has been wasted, it has 
not been done by the minority on this floor. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I always 
want to do justice, and whenever iny attention 
is called to it | make the effort to do it. Tam 
afraid that at certain periods during this ses- 
sion the Démocratic party remained silent 
from motives of prudence, which we all under- 
stood; but that they had their friends here, 
who provoked the debates and carried them 
on. ` 
One word further. There cannot be any 
wonder made out of this; that is impossible. 
If when the Senate passed the resolution they 
believed they could adjourn on the 29th, it was 
proper for them to passit. If subsequent 
events have shown that they cannot properly 
adjourn at that time, they have no way to 
notify that to the House of Representatives: 
except by proposing to reeall the resolation, 
and that is an entirely respectful mode. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I would like to ask 4 
quéstion, ifthé Serator will allow me to do so. 

Mr. MORTON. : Certainly. 

Mr. NORWOOD, In referring to “ subse: 
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quent events,’? had the honorable Senator 


from Indiana any reference to the Cincinnati 
convention? [Laughter] ; 

Mr. MORTON. I had not. The Cincin- 
nati convention is an ‘‘event”’ and Has been 
a subsequent event,” but I think it will not 
be a very important event. I was remarking 
that if the Senate should change its mind arid 
‘come tothe conclusion that it could‘not adjourn 
at that time, it hasno method of informing 
the House but by recalling the resolution, and 
that is perfectlyrespectful. Theidea of mak- 
ing an insult out of it seems to me to be 
almost laughable and absurd; I do not want 
to be disrespectful to my friends. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Let me ask a ‘question. 
‘The Senator says the Senate has no way of 
manifesting to the House a change of mind as 
+o the day of adjournment except by recalling 
its resolution. Wiltnot'the Senator agree with 
me that it can do that just. as well by either 
adopting or amending the House resolution? 

Mr. MORTON. Thatleavesitin the power 
‘of the House, acting upon our’ past suggestion, 
‘to bring about an adjournment on the 29th. 
Ifwethink we cannot adjourn ‘at'that time there 
ïs no more respectful way of saying so than by 
asking them to send‘back our-resolution; and 
if the House to-morrow should:come to the 
conclusion that théy cannot properly adjourn 
onthe 8d of June, the proper way for them 
to advise us of that fact would be to pass a 
resolution recalling their resolution, and Jam 
sure that no member of this body would for a 
moment suppose that it was an insult to the 
Senate. Iam very sure that the members of 
the House will look upon this defense made 
for them here this morning, this attempt ‘to 
vindicate them from ‘insult, as entirely: gratui- 
tous, and will not thank anybody for doing it. 

Mr. President, the original -resolution was 
introduced, without any ‘partisan -purpose. 
Those who suspect. partisan purposes in others 
must be governed by partisan purposes them- 
selves; and my friend from California made 
an argument that went entirely too far for his 
position when he said that that resolution was 
supported by the majority in this body and 
opposed by the Democrats, for if that vote 
proved that it was partisan upon one side it 
proved that it was partisan upon the other. 

Mr. CASSERLY. .No; I stated the reason 
why we opposed it, and I think it wasa good 
reason, that no man could know four months 
in advance that the public business would 
permit an adjournment on the 29th of May. 

Mr. MORTON. If the other House had 
‘acted upon that resolution ‘promptly both 
Houses would be ready to adjourn now; but 
A want to say one thing to my friend. He was 
opposed to the resolution to adjourn on the 
259th of May when it was perfectly obvious that 
both Houses could have worked ‘up to it. Now 
he is in ‘favor,'as he says, of adjourning on 
the 29th of May when it is perfectly obvious 
that we cannot adjourn on the 29th ‘of May 
without leaving some of our business, and the. 
most important business, undisposed of. My 
friend places ‘himself:in that position. But, 
Mr. President, I seèk no partisan purpose on 
either side. I- simply scout the idea of ‘its 
being an irisult to the House. It-is'an insult 
to common sense to talk about such a thing 
being an ingult tothe House. It- is merely a 
respectful mode of informing the House that 
xe are not ready to adjourn on the 29th of 
May. i 

‘Mr. VICKERS. Mr. President, I Had no 
«doubt that the business of Congress might all 
have been considered’ and passed upon satis- 
-factorily by the 29th"of May. I was anxious, 
in common with others, that an éarly adjourn- 
ment of Congress should take place. I feared 
‘that it might impair the health of members to 
remain here during the warm seasén,‘and that 
no good could grow out of a prolouged session. 
I was confident that if the two Houses were so 
disposed they could easily work up the’ busi- 
mess to the 29th ‘of May. A majority of this U 


body seemed to think that that was practicable, 
and they therefore fixed upon that day for the 
adjournment: 


of Juje: ` 

Now. the House proposition is before the 
Senate. Ithought the proper disposition of 
that resolution was that it should remain on 
the table'to be called up at any moment when 
any Senator désired that the Senate should 
consider it. But it seemed proper on the part 
of the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
to refer itto his committee; I think an unusual 
course. However, it having been referred to 
that committee, he now proposes to recall the 
resolution of the Senate to adjourn on the 
29th of May. 


Without considering the ‘question of dis- | 


respect to the House, without entertaining 
that myself -or ‘supposing that any member 
intends ‘to be disrespectful to that body, I 
cannot conceive of any proper and reasonable 
motive for the proposed action of this body. 
What reason can be assigned for it? The 
House say they can adjourn on the 8d of June, 
the Senate have said they can adjourn on the 
29th of May. Why, then, should this resolu- 
tion be recalled from the House? What rea- | 
son is there for it? The House can adopt the 
Senate resolution if it sees fit; or is It the 
intention of a majority of the Senate to deprive 
the House of the privilege of reconsidering the 
subject of adjournment and adopting the prop- 
osition of the Senate? 

Can that bethe motive, that the House shall 
be deprived of this privilege which belongs to 
it of reconsidering the resolution fixing the 3d 
of June, if they see proper, and consider the 
Senate resolution to adjourn on the 29th of 
May? Itis not to besupposed that the House , 
of Representatives would conclude to adjourn. 
on an earlier day than that in which they 
believe the business of the country could be 
transacted. It isin the power of the Senate 
to adopt the resolution of the House or not. 
They are not bound to adjourn on the 8d of 
June unless they see fit to do so, and unless 
they believe the public business can be com- 
pleted by that time. This matter is in the 
consideration of the Senate, entirely within 
its power. Why, then, should they ‘ask the 
House to return their resolution to adjourn 
on the 29th of May? Does that effect any- 
thing? The subject is still in the judgment 
of the Senate; it is in their. power to adjourn 
or not; and if their resolution toadjourn on 
the 29th of May remains with the House, the 
Senate has the same power to determine the 
question of adjournment then as they have 
now; and they have the'same power as if this 
resolution was returned to them from the 
House. ‘The effect of it is to deprive the 
House ‘of Representatives of the power of 
adjournment on the 29th of May, if they see 
proper to do so. This is the effect of it; but 
certainly the House ought to continue to have 
the privilege of considering this subject of 
adjournment without being placed in the 
power or control of the Senate. They-are 
the immediate representatives of the people. 
They represent the people more directly than 
we do. ‘They come fresh from them, know 
their wants and wishes, are in constant com- 
munication with them, and are agquainted 
with their feelings and desires upon the ques- 
tion of adjournment as well as upon any other. 
As representing the people more immediately 
than we do, is it not proper that they should 
retain the proposition of the Senate for an 
adjournment? They are to consider it, and it 
is not to be supposed that that body, which 
reflects’ more distinctly the sentiments of the 
people, should’ not have within its power the 
question of adjournment, as it now has. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Borr- 
MAN in the chair.) The question is on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SAULSBURY called for the yeas and | 


nt. The House of Representatives | 
have ‘considered the proposition, and bave. 
determined that they can adjourn on the 3d | 


| nays, and they were ordered; and being taken; 


resulted—yeas 88, nays 17; as follows: 


_ YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck~ 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, 
Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry. of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hiteh- 
cock, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 
Osborn, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, West, Windom, 
and Wright—33. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Cooper, Qold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Nor- 
wood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Schurz, ‘Sprague, Ste- 
venson, Stockton, Tipton, Trumbull, and. Vick- 
ers—17. 3 i 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Casserly, Chandler, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Davie of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Gilbert, Hamil- 
tonof Maryland, Hamlin, Hill, Howe, Lewis, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy, Rice, Sum- 
ner, Thurman, and Wilson—24. i 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE PROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 
1661) making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal ‘year 
ending June 30, 1878, 

The message also announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendments of the Senate to 
the following bills: - 

A bill (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of $S. 
B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, and John W. 
Mitchell; and 

A bill (H. R. N. 2690) defining and limiting 
the appropriation of certain moneys for ‘the 
preparation, issue, and reissue of the securi- 
ties of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. : 

The message also-announced that the House 
had disagreed to the amendments of the Sen» 
ate to the bill (H. R. Nò. 1552) in relation to 
the coustruction of a new jail for the District 
of Columbia, asked a conference on the. dis» 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and ` 
had appointed Mr, Luxe P..Pouanp of Ver- 
mont, Mr. Henry H. STARKWEATHER of Con- 
necticut, and Mr. Cuarues A. Hupreper of 
‘Wisconsin, managers atthe same on its partb. 

The message:also announced that the House 
had passed the foilowing bills: : 

A bill (S. No. 827) to establish the collec- 
tion district of Duluth, and to create St. Paul, 
in the collection district. of .Minnesota,.a port 
of delivery; and 

A bill (S. No. 674) for the relief of William 
Blanchard. 

DISTRICT JAIL. 


On motion of Mr. SUMNER, the Senate 
proceeded to consider its amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1552) in relation to the con- 
struction of:a new jail in the District of 
Columbia, disagreed to by.the House. of Rep- 
sresentatives, 

On motion of Mr. SUMNER, it was 


Resolved, That the’ Senate ‘insist on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the: House of Representatives, 
and-agree to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 

Ordered, That.the conferees on the:part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


The VICK PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
SUMNER, Mr. Sawyer, and Mr, Vickers. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION: BILL. 


‘Mr. WEST. I move now that the Senate 
resume the consideration of the Army appro- 
priation bill. : 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, 
as in’ Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. >R.. No. 1541) 
making appropriations for. the support of the 
Army for the year ending June 80, 1878, and 
for other purposes, the amendments reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations being 
acted on as they were reached in their order 
in the reading of the bill. , 

The next amendment was on page 6, line 
one hundred and twenty, after the words 
‘military stores’! to strike out “officers”? 
and insert * of offices ;’’ and in line one hun- 
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dred.and twenty-four to reduce the appropria- 
tion from $1,500,000 to $1,000,000; so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


For hire of quarters for officers on military duty, 
hire of quarters for troops, of store-houses for the 
safe-keeping of military: stores, of offices, and of 
grounds for camps, and for summer cantonments, 
and: for temporary frontier stetions; for the con- 
struction of temporary huts and stables: and for 
repairing public buildings at established posts, 
$1,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The. next amendment was on page 6, after 
line one hundred and twenty-four to insert the 
following: 


To enablethe Secretary of Warto enlarge the mil- 
itary depot at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, to meet the 
necessities of the public service, the sum of $200,000 
is hereby appropriated, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment. was on page 6, line 
one hundred and thirty-seven, to reduce the 
appropriation for ‘‘the purchase and manu- 
facture of clothing, camp, and garrison equip- 
age, and for preserving and repacking stock 
of clothing, camp, and garrison equipage, and 
materials on hand at the Schuylkill arsenal 
and other depots,’ from $770,000 to $700,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add after line 
one hundred and thirty-seven the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That no more than $80,000 of the sum 


hereby appropriated shall be devoted to preserving 
clothing. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert after line 
one hundred and thirty-nine the following: 
For the necessary expenses of such sales of stores 


or material belonging to the Army establishment as 
may be authorized by law, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines one hun- 
dred and forty-three and one hundred and 
forty-four, to reduce the appropriation “for 
establishing and maintaining national military 
cemeteries”? from $300,000 to $250,000; and 
in lines one hundred and forty-five and one 
hundred and forty-six to strike out the words 
“ $50,000 of which sum shall be available for 
use immediately after the passage of this 
act,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line one hun- 
dred and forty-nine, to reduce the appropri- 
ation “for Army contingencies, namely, such 
expenses as are not provided for by other esti- 
mates, embracing all branches of the military 
service,” from $75,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert after line 
one hundred and fifty-four the following: 


For providing surgical apparatus or appliances 
for the relief of persons disabled in the military, 
and naval service of the United States, and not in- 
cluded within tho terms of any law granting arti- 
ficial limbs, or other special relief, $10,000, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of 

ur: Provided, That a report shall be made to 
Congress at its next annual session showing the 
name and residence of each person relieved, and 
the nature and cost of the apparatus provided. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line one hun- 
dred and sixty-six, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the Army medical museum and medical 
and other necessary works for the library of 
the Surgeon General’s Office,’’ from $10,000 
to $5,000. 

Mr, LOGAN. I move to amend by insert- 
ing ‘‘ ten” in place of “five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The precise question 
belore the Senate is on striking out ‘ ten” 
and inserting * five.” ~ 

Mr. LOGAN. | I hope this $10,000 appro- 
priation will not be reduced. In conversation 
with the Surgeon General I find this to be 
the fact: that in consequence of the wars 
which have recently existed in Europe, and 
the destruction of many libraries there, now is 


the time to. procure books, such as are wanted 
by the medical museum, at a much lower rate 
than they usually have to pay for them, and 
it ig the opinion of those having knowledge 
of this matter now that the number of books 
necessary to complete this library cannot be 
purchased if this amountis reduced to $5,000. 
It will be understood by the Senate that this 
library, called the ‘‘ medical museum,” is a 
part. of the Congressional Library, and those 
having charge of the Congressional Library 
would much prefer that they be selected by 
those understanding well the works necessary 
for that portion of the Library than that they 
should be selected by the Librarian. 

If we intend to keep up this Congressional 
Library, as a matter of course we must have 
this class of works as well as others; and in- 
asmuch as it will finally belong to the same 
establishment I think now is the best time, 
as has been suggested by the Surgeon General, 
for procuring these books, which are very 
valuable and will be in the future. If we 
make this museum valuable to the medical 
profession, in order to prepare surgeons for 
such results as we have had heretofore, I think 
it is important that we make this appropriation 
of $10,000. Therefore I hope the Senate will 
agree to the $10,000, and refuse to insert 
$5,000 in lieu thereof. 

Mr. WEST. There can be no doubt, as the 
Senator from Illinois states, that it would be 
very desirable to the Surgeon General and to 
the officers connected with the Army medical 
museum that they should have $10,000 instead 
of $5,000. Perhaps they would prefer also to 
have $20,000 in lieu of $10,000. Butthe com- 
mittee, after careful consideration of the ex- 
penditures which are required in that museum, 
and knowing also that last year we gave them 
$7,000, thought proper to curtail the amount 
to $5,000. The Army medical museum has 
at the present time outlived not its usefulness 
but its opportunity for collecting data that will 
be useful to the profession, to a very great 
extent, and a little appropriation given to it 
year by year probably will be all that is neces- 
sary. The committee have carefully consid- 
ered this matter, weighed the arguments on 
the anbject, and have concluded that $5,000 is 
ample. . 

Mr. LOGAN. I doubt not that the com- 
mittee carefully considered it; but the sug- 
gestion that weighs heaviest on my mind in 
reference to it is the fact suggested by the 
Surgeon General that these books can be 
procured at this time at a lower rate than 
possibly they can hereafter on account of the 
destruction of libraries by the recent wars in 
Europe; and that is one of the great reasons 
why he desires an appropriation now. 

We had a great difticuity here some two or 
three years ago in getting an appropriation 
through Congress sufficient to publish the 
books that were prepared by the Surgeon 
General, under the direction of Congress, in 
reference to surgery in our own Army, books 
that are of very great value, and to-day one 
cannot be procured. My own opinion is that 
Congress should have appropriated an amount 
sufficient at that time to have furnished a 
majority of the medical colleges and scientific 
men in the line of surgery in this country 
with a series of that work. It has not been 
done, and applications are made by surgeons 
everywhere for this work, one of the most 
valuable works that lately has been published 
in any country. Yet we stinted ourselves and 
the profession and the office to a very small 
amount, and now there is none of the publi- 
cation to be had, and the books arein demand 
everywhere. : 

Such expenditures would result beneficially 
to us hereafter. During the late war we had 
to employ as surgeons men who never saw an 
arm or a leg amputaied; but they. learned 
in the field. In fact a majority of our sur- 
geons got their information pertaining to 
surgery in the field. I think itis important 


to this country, for fear we might possibly be 
engaged in a war hereafter, that our medical 
men should understand surgery, and we should 
afford them every facility. For that reason I 
should be opposed to reducing the appropria- 
tions connected with this department in any 
way for the purpose of advancing science in 
this country. l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion:is on the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 7, to strike out 
from line one hundred and sixty-seven to line 
one hundred and seventy-eight, inclusive, in 
the following words : 

For protection of ponton-boats, remodeling pon- 
ton, and for current expenses of depot; for modifi- 
cation and repair of buildings; for erection of new 
chapel; -for repairs of instruments for general ser- 
vice of the corps of engineers; for purchase of siege 
and mining material, and for simple photographie 
apparatus for copying maps, $26,000. 

And to insert in lieu thereof the following 


Engineer department at Willett’s Point: 

For protection of ponton-boats, remodeling pon- 
ton, material, and for current expenses of depot, 

For modification and repair of buildings, $5,000. 

For erection of new chapel, $5,000. 

For repairs of instruments for general service of 
the corps of engineers, $10, 

For purchase of siege and mining material, and 
for simplephotographic apparatus for copying maps, 


a 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert after line 
one hundred and seventy-eight the following : 
For expenses of trials with torpedoes for harbor 
and land defense, and material for same, $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The néxt amendment was in line one hun- 
dred and eighty-nine, to reduce the appropria- 
tion ‘‘for the ordnance service required to 
defray the current expenses at the arsenals; 
of receiving stores and issuing arms and other 
ordnance supplies; of police and office duties; 
of rents, tolls, fuel, and lights; of stationery 
and office furniture; of tools and instruments 
for use; of public animals, forage, and vehi- 
cles; incidental expenses of the ordnance 
service, including those attending practical 
trials and tests of ordnance, small arms, and 
other ordnance supplies,” from $225,000 to 
$200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line one hun- 
dred and ninety-one, to reduce the appropria- 
tion ‘for manufacturing metallic ammunition 
for small-arms” from $170,000 to $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines one hun- 
dred and ninety-three and one hundred and 
ninety-four, to reduce the appropriation ‘ for 
Overbauling, preserving, and cleaning new 
ordnance stores on hand in the arsenals ”’ from 
$155,000 to $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines two hun- 
dred, two hundred and one, and two hundred 
and two, to strike out the words ‘ James 
Crockett’s graduating and accelerating cart- 
ridge, $2,000; and $1,000 for experimenting 
with patent metallic cartridge of Willis E 
Moore,” and to insert ‘‘improvements in 
ammunition, $5,000 ;”’ so that the paragraph 
will read: 

For constructing and testing Moffat’s breech- 


loading field-piece, $8,000; and for testing i - 
ments in ammunition, $5,000, nee ee 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line. two hun- 
dred and eight, to insert after the ap propria- 
tion of $150,000 for the manufacture of arms 
at the national armory, the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall 
be expended until a breach-loading system for 
muskets and carbines shall have been adopted for 
the military Service upon therecommendation of the 
board to be appointed in connection with the present 
competive trials of breech-loading arms in the field; 
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which board shall consist of not less than five ofi- 
cers, to be selected by the Secretary of War: And 
provided further, That the system when so adopted 
shall be the only one to be used by the orduance 
department in the manufacture of muskets and 
carbines for the military service. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert as an 
additional section the following: 


Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause to be 
sold, after offer at public sale on thirty days’ 
notice, in such manner and places, at public or pri- 
vate sale, as he may deem most advantageous to the 
public interest, any surplus clothing on hand in ex- 
cess of two years’ supply required for thd use of the 
Army according to its present standard, which in his 
judgment it will be for the public interest to dis- 
pose of, and to cause the gross proceeds of such gales 
to be deposited in the Treasury of the United States: 
Provided, That such sales shall be made by the Sec- 

‘retary of War at any time prior to the 30th day of 
June, 1873. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. This com- 
pletes the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to amend the bill on 
page 9, by striking out lines one hundred 
and ninety-seven and one hundred and ninety- 
eight, in the words ‘ for experimental twelve- 
inch ‘rifled cannon and testing the same, 
$180,000,’ and to insert in lieu thereof: 

For experiments ard tests of heavy ordnance 
$180,C0U: Provided, That this appropriation shall be 
applied to at least three models of heavy ordnance, 
to be designated by a, board of officers to be appointed 


by the Secretary of War, which report shall include 
both classes, breach and muzzle-loading cannon. 


Mr. COLE. I should like to inquire if this 


is recommended by the Department? Has this 
change the recommendation of the Depart- 
ment or of any committee? 

Mr. LOGAN. What Department? 

Mr. COLE. The War Department, as a 
matter of course. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not know anything 
about any recommendations. I am not on the 
committee. I am satisfied that the amend- 
ment is right, and I can satisfy the Senate that 
itis right. I will not say here what commun- 
ications I have had with the Secretary of War 
or others in reference to it; I only say that 
the amendment is right in my judgment. The 
proviso is intended to prevent the expenditure 
of larger sums of money on any one gun, or 
any one patentee’s patent, but provides for 
the appointment of a board of officers to ex- 
amine the different patented guns, and select 
the three best, and then the Department shall 
experiment with the three best, instead of 
experimenting with one. The experiment 
itself will then decide which is the best of the 
three that have been approved after an exam- 
‘ination of the whole. The object isto give the 
different patentees a fair chance to have their 
guns tried by examination by a board of offi- 
cers and then have them tested; and that is 
certainly just. Instead of selecting out one 
gun, and spending $180,000 upon it, testing 
it for one or two years, this isa proposition to 
examine the whole, select the three best, test 
them, and then to select the best one as shown 
by that test. 

Mr. COLE. I do not know how many dif- 
ferent kinds of guns there are upon which 
these experiments ought to be had, but the 
bill itself authorizes the expenditure of money 
upon even a dozen or more different sorts, if 
there should be that many. It may possibly 
be the case, however, that there are not three 
different kinds known to the Department now 
that are worth testing, and that it is better the 
test should be applied to one or two kinds of 
guns; and yet this amendment would oblige 
them to expend a third of the appropriation, 
perhaps, or a large portion of it, upon some 
gun which possessed no merit at all. lam 
not a judge of these matters. I am nota man 
of war like my friend from Lllinois, and he may 


know more about this than I do. Ido not 
know even the names of the different guns 
that are praposed, nor the name of any one | 


who has a gun which he wishes tested; but it 
strikes me that the language of the bill would 
give the Department more latitude and a better 
chance to make a fair test than if they were 
restricted to three guns and must apply the 
appropriation to at least three guns. ` 

Mr. WEST. ` Individually I am disposed to 
accept the amendment of the Senator from 
Ilinois; but I am not authorized to do so on 
behalf of the Committee on Appropriations. 
I will state to the Senate that the Committee 
on Military Affairs, of which I am also a mem- 
ber, have had their attention attracted to the 
peculiar phraseology of this paragraph, and 
they knew vety well that it was under a recom- 
mendation made by the ordnance department 
to apply this appropriation to one particular 
gun. We have had in that committee a num- 
ber of models of heavy ordnance submitted 
which we are not prepared to pass judgment 
upon, but we think an appropriation of this 
amount of money should properly embrace a 
wider field than it will if we adhere to the 
recommendation of the chief of orduance and 
confine the appropriation to one weapon only. 
The object is to promote the public interest by 
bringing into practical test and examination 
such pieces of ordnance, breech-loaders, as 
will meet the approval of a board of Army 
officers in order to justify the expenditure of 
any money whatever upon them. The amend- 
ment merely proposes to appropriate the same 
amount of money as the paragraph in the bill, 
and embraces three guns instead of one. As 
a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I am ready to accept it. 

Mr. LOGAN. [I do not desire to detain 
the Senate, but inasmuch as the Senator who 
has charge of this bill has stated a fact which 
I knew before but did not desire to speak 
about, I will say a word or two. I will now 
state to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, the Senator from California, 
my object in submitting this amendment. 
knew this $180,000 was intended to be applied 
to one gun, and i will explain and show the’ 
Senator from California why. If I knew noth- 
ing about it otherwise, yet I would know that 
from reading this clanse, for the language is, 
‘for experimental 12-inch rifled cannon.” 
Why did it not say ‘‘for experimental heavy 
ordnauce?’’ Then it would have included 
12-inch and 15-inch guus; but the language is 
“ 12-inch riled cannon.” I knew that the 
Woodbridge gun was the gun intended to be 
tested. Now I propose that this money shall 
be applied to heavy ordnance, so that every 
man’s patent will have a chance. I propose 
to cover this and let each gun if it has merit 
be tested. That will allow $60,000 for the 
testing of each gun. I know nothing about 
whose gun has merit, or whose has not, and I 
do not care anything about that; but I am 
tired of seeing this thing of appropriating 
large amounts of money for the benefit of 
some particular individual. We have the 
Moffat gun, we have the Thompson gun, the 
Woodbridge gun, the Dahlgren gun, the Rod- 
man gun, and | do not know how many other 
different patents, and experiments that are 
being made show that we are improving every 
day as well in large heavy ordnance as in small 
arms. 

I propose that these various improvements 
which are being developed every day shall 
have a fair examination and test, so as to give 
us a better gun either of large or small caliber. 
I have nothing to do with it; you have noth- 
ing to do with it; none of us have anything 
to do with it, but the Secretary of War is 
directed to appoint a board of officers of the 
Armytodowhat? To examine all the guns, if 
there are a hundred of them, of heavy caliber, 
to decide upon the three best, both of breech- 
loading heavy ordnance and muzzle-loading 
heavy ordnance, and then applythe $180,000 
to testing the three best guns out of all the 
different patents. When they test the three 
best, then they get the best of all the patents, 


If you apply your $180,000 to the. testing of 


one gun, then you have oniy tested that. one 
gun; you donot know whether it is a better 
gun than others or not; you know that is a 
good gun, and that is all you know. Tam for 
fair play, and that is all this amendment: pro- 
poses. It proposes that the Secretary of War 
shall devise a mode by which the Government 
of the United States shall get the best arm for 
the least money. That is all thereis in it, and 
that. is all it means. 

Mr. COLE. I have not the least objection 
in the world to having the phraseology. so 
changed as to have the experiments applied 
to large ordnance as suggested by the honor- 
able Senator from Illinois. I think it should 
be, if the words ‘‘twelve inch” restrict it to 
some particular gun, or the gun of some par- 
ticular inventor. I have never heard that be- 
fore to-day from any source, nor any intima- 
tion of it. Iam quite willing that the Senator 
should change the language so that it shall 
apply to large ordnance. - 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the change I have 
made, and that the examination shail be by a 
board of officers, because that is the right way 
to test arms, and is the way that has always 
been adopted heretofore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR. I desire to call attention to 
the third section of the bill, and to ask some 
explanation of it. It reads: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be sold, after 
offer at public sale on thirty days’ notico, in such 
manner and places, at public or private sale, as he 
may deem most advantageous to the public interest, 
any surplus clothing on hand, &c. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment has been agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I move to strike it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been 
agreed to. The Senator can move to recou- 
sider the vote by which it was adopted, or he 
can reserve it and object to it in the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask that it be reserved for 
a separate vote. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move to amend the 
bill on page 6, line one hundred and thirteen, 
by inserting after the word “ dollars,’’ in lieu 
of the amendment which was ruled out of 
order, the following: 

Provided, That no part of the money appropriated 
by this act shall be paid to any railroad company 
while in arrears to the Government of the United 


States for interest paid upon bonds for said com- 
pany. 


Mr. STEWART. Ido not think that is in 
order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not in order? Is 
it nota limitation on the expenditure of money 
appropriated in the bill ? 

Mr. STEWART. Then you mean to repu- 
diate the obligation of the Government to pay 
where the statute requires it to pay ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not a question 
of order, that I know of. That is another 
question. 

Mr. BLAIR. This question was before the 
Senate during the last Congress, and on full 
debate decided. The railroad companies, un- 
der the acts by which they were incorporated, 
and by which bonds were granted tothem, were 
required to perform certain services, and the 
Government undertook to do certain things ; 
but it was never understood that the interest 
on the bonds was to be paid by the railroad 
companies until the time had elapsed for their 
payment by the terms of the act itself. The 
Senator from Nevada is more familiar with the 
act than I am, but there was a time limited in 
the act itself when they should be called upon 
to pay the bonds. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator has that 
act at hand I wish he would read it, or. cause 
it to he read—the declaratory act passed: last 
year. ee 
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Mr. STEWART. ‘I have it here. “It is the 
ninth section.of the act of March 3, 1871, the 
Army appropriation bill of last year: 

“Suc. 9. That, in accordance with the fifth section 
of the act approved July 2, 1864, entitled ‘An act to 
amend an. act entitled “An act to aid in the con- 
struction ofa railroad.and_ telegraph line from the 
Missouri tiver to. the Pacific ocean, and to sccure to 
the Government the use of the same for postal, mili- 
tary, and: other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862, 
the Seeretary of the Treasury is hereby, directed to 
pay over inmoney to the Pacific Railroad Companies 
mentioned in said act, and performing services for 
the United States. one half of the compensation at 
the rate provided by law forsuch services, heretofore 
or hereafter rendered: Provided, That this section 
shall not be construed to affect the legal rights. of 
the Government or the obligationsof the companies 
except as herein specifically provided.” 


That is the act. Now E should lke to 
know from the Committee on Appropriations 
whether this amendment is intended to affect 
this interest question on the Pacific railroads. 
if it does, I wish. to be heard in regard to it, 
But first I desire to know what it means. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I think the amend- 
ment itself is very direct. As I understand it, 
the Secretary of the Treasury made a decision 


that he would pay for no transportation on this | 


road until the obligation of the Pacific Rail- 
road Company to pay the interest on its bonds 
had been complied with. I understand fur- 
ther, and I only state from information, that 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewarr] 
offered an amendment to the Army appropria- 
tion bill of last year overruling the decision 
of the Seerctary of the ‘Treasury, and it was 
the object of the amendment to this bill which 
has been declared out of order to repeal that 
proposition put on the appropriation bill last 
year. Now wo propose that if the Pacific 
Railroad Company, in the estimation of the 


Secretary of the Treasury, owes us interest, we | 
y 


shail not pay the company for transportation 
until that interest is paid. 

Mr. STEWART. My friend from Kentucky 
is laboring under a misapprehension with 
regard to this whole question. 

Mr. STEVENSON. That may be possible. 

Mr. STEWART, I will state to him the his- 
tory of the question, and then £ will submit to 
him whether he would like to raisea doubt 
aud enable parties to do a little speculating in 
this way. 

At the time the original Pacific railroad act 
was passed, it was provided that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should have a lien 
upon the roads and all the property of the 
companies for the repayment of the principal 
and interest as therein provided. Then the 
act went on to provide how the principal and 
interest should be paid, The sixth section pro- 
vided that the bonds should be paid at matur- 
ity. The whole of it is made upon condi- 
tion that the bonds shall be paid at maturity. 
The sixth section further provides that all the 
transportation done for the Government should 
be applied: on the bonds. ft further provides 
for the setting aside, after the completion of 
the road, of five per cent of the net proceeds 
to be applied alsoin the same way. ‘These are 
the only provisions for payment until the thirty 
years are up~-until the maturity of the bonds. 
© That was in 1862, In 1864 the companies 
being unable to proceed with the work came 
here and Congress, made farther provision to 
enable them- to goon. In the first place, they 
provided that each company might. issue its 
firs: morigage bouds, making the bonds of the 
Goverument a second. mortgage. It also 
allowed them to issue their bonds one hundred 
miles in advance of construction. It provided 
further that the Government would not require 
them to dò all its trausportation without pay, 
bat that the Government would retain one 
half of the amount due for transportation. 
For six years the Government settled with the 
companies on this basis, paying them half 

freight. 

ly the fall of 1870 the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury refused to pay them what had been paid 
them for six years, and the Attorney General 


gave it as his opinion that he ought not to pay 
them, for the Attorney General said this was 
an enormous subsidy, and it could not have 
been the intention of Congress to do what was 
plainly done by the law. - 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps] 
offered 4 resolution to inquiré into the author- 
ity of the Government to withhold this com- 
pensation, and it was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee, The subject was réported upon 
by the Judiciary Committee, and that commit- 
tee heldthat it was the duty of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay one half of this transport- 
ation: I have here the elaborate report of the 
committee. Upon the coming in of that report 
I did offer an amendment to the appropriation 
bill last year as a declaratory act, directing the 
Secretary to do what the Judiciary Committeé 
had found it was his duty to do, and not to do 
anything else, simply requiring him to obey 
thelaw. After an elaborate digctission, which 
{have here, the Senate adopted that amend- 
mentin accordance with the report of the 
Judiciary Committee, and the House concurred 
in it. 

Jt may be that these acts in relation to the 
Pacific railroad were extravagant; it may be 
that they were wrong; but, notwithstanding, 
they are the acts of Congress. Bonds have 
been issued upon them. The credit of the 
Government is pledged the same as it is to 
anything else, aud I do not suppose any one 
wants to repudiate it. The same reason exists 
for going back of any other proceeding as this. 
You might as well say, and it would be no 
greater act of bad faith on the part of the 
Government, that you would not pay a bond 
which was issued during the war for a shoddy 
contract; and yet we not only pay the bonds, 
but we declare that they shall be paid in gold. 
Here is a contract made between the Govern- 
ment and this company, under which they have 
built the Pacific railroad, and, relying on the 
faith of the Government, hundreds and thot: 
.sand of people have invested in their bonds 
and stocks. Here is a contract which the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate has found 
to exist, and yet the Committee on Appropria- 
tions propose to interfere with that contract: 

Now, I presume the Senator from Kentucky 
not being here during the time this occurred 
has not had an opportunity to examine the 
whole subject, to examine the report of the 
Judiciary Committee on this very question. 
That committee held most clearly that there 
was no interest due by the company until the 
maturity of the bonds. If this amendment is 
to be pressed, I think the first thing in order 
would be to have the report of the Judiciary 
Committee read as the basis of some remarks 
that Í desire to make upon it. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would ask the Senator 
whether the vote could not be taken now? 

Mr. STEWART. We can hardly take the 
vote in so thin a Senate on so important a 
proposition as this, ; 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the Senator suppose 
it will be adopted ? 

Mr. STEWART. Tdo not think the Senate 
would repudiate their contracts in the dark in 
this way. I do‘not wish to prolong discussion. 

Mr. SUMNER. I merély ventured to throw 
out the suggestion whether we might not hasten 
to a vote. E 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, I was 
not here when the ninth section of the act 
of March 3, 1871, was adopted, but I think 
I understand it. My opinion does not differ 
seriously from the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Nevada of the transactions between 
the Government of the United States and the 
Pacitic Railroad Company. 1 do not desire to 
repudiaté any debt due to this company. I do 
not desire to infringe upon any right which, 
under the law, the company are entitled to. 

I voted in committee for the amendment 
which bas béen’ ruled out of order, and the 
object of my amendment now is to réach in- 
directly thé same purpose. I desire briefly to 


state to the honorable Senator from Nevada 
the reasons which prompted me to vote for 
that amendment. F aes 

The construction of that contract is a jadi- 
cial question. When parties differ about what 
is the import of and what are rights under 
any contract, I deny the power of the legisla- 
tive body to interfere between them and the 
judicial tribunal to whom alone the power be- 
long of construing that statute. Therefore, 
when the Secretary of the Treasury gave what 
he believed was the true construction of this 
contract, which the Pacific Railroad Company 
thought was unjust to them and in violation of 
their rights, he had a right to call upon the 
Attoriiey General for his opinion. That I un- 
derstand the Secretary of the Treasury did. 
The Attorney General coincided, as I am in- 
formed, and as I believe the Senator admits, 
with the construction placed upon that act by 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury. 

Mr. STEWART. The then Attorney Gen- 
eraldid. ‘The present Attorney General voted 
for this declaratory law. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Still, the Attorney 
General was the legal adviser of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. Now, what was the fact? 
Let the Senate understand this amendment ; 
let the country understand who is right; let us 
see if anybody who is in favor of this amend- 
ment attempts to infringe upou the rights of 
the Pacific Railroad Company. I certainly do 
not, 

When the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
fiscal agent of the Government, undertook to 
put his construction upon this act, which hap- 
pened to differ from that of the honorable 
Senator from Nevada, and the Attorney Gen- 
eral, whose business it is to advise all the off- 
cers of the Government, sided with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, what should have been 
the result? An appeal to the courts to have 
settled whéther the Attorney General and the 
Secretary of the Tréasury were right or 
Whether the Pacific Railroad Company was 
right; but instead of that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Nevada, to anticipate that province 
of judicial tribunals to settle, and settle alone, 
controversies between the Government and 
other people, interposed with his amendment, 
and against the Attorney General and against 
the Secretary of the Treasury said, ‘The 
court shall not decide, but I will direct by 
legislative action what the Secretary shall do.” 
That was a legislative construction upon this 
act, which Congress, in my judgmént, had no 
right to interpose and put as an amendment 
on an appropriation bill. 

I simply desire, therefore, without attempt- 
ing to do the Pacific railroad any wrong, to 
repeal that section. I wish to repeal it because 
I think it was a species of legislation which 
should not be practiced. I think when the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Pacific Rail- 
road Company differ as to the construction of 
the law, the courts should settle the question, 
and the Legislature should not interpose by its 
construction to do that which I think the courts: 
alone are authorized to do. Now, if you repeal. 
this ninth section, as I propose, you will have: 
a judicial construction of this contract, andi 
when you havea judicial construction of this 
contract as to what the true interpretation of 
these various. acts was, you’ have the setiled’ 
obiigation of the company to the Government. 
and of the Government to the company tinally 
adjudicated upon, That is all I desire; and: 
if fam wrong in anything, I wished at least: 
to state the motive which prompted me in: 
supporting the amendment originally offered 
by the committee; and it was to bring the same 
question indirectly before the Sénate that E 
have offered this amendment. | 

Mr. STEWART. I do not qtiestion the Sen- 
ator’s motives at all, but heis not familiär with 
the history of this matter, He does me in- 
justice in saying that it was I who brought this 
matter before the Senate. The Senator from 
Vermont offéred the resolution of inquiry that 
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was referred to the Judiciary Committee and 
brought this matter before the Senate. When 
it was brought before the Senate, and the 
Judiciary Committee reported, I offered the 
amendment to the appropriation bill to carry 
out what the Jadiciary Committee believed to 
be the law and to do an act of undoubted jus- 
tice, : 

The Senator says the proper way is fo pass 
a law and brivg these matters into the courts. 
How are you goingto do that? Suppose, when 

_ the question whether our bonds should be paid 
in gold or not was debated, we had declared 
here that they should be paid in greenbacks, 
and said ‘ Let the courts decide it.’’ Suppose 
we say here that we will not pay this, we will 
not make any appropriation, what can the 
courts do ?. The courts cannot compel Con- 
gress to make an appropriation. The Senator's 
amendment is that we will not make an ap- 
propriation. The courts cannot enforce it. 
That does not raise an issue for the courts. 
The courts cannot compel the Congress of the 
United States to make an appropriation. 
They cannot compel it to make an appropria- 
tion to pay the salary of the President of the 
United States or to pay the interest on the 
bonds. It is a mere question of good faith on 
the part of the Government. 

Mr. STEVENSON. When a court of this 
country has said that the Government owed á 
certain amount of money, no instance can be 
found where the legislative department of the 
Government has failed to make an appropria- 


tion. 

Mr, STEWART. And I hope there never 
will be an instance found, when there is no 
question about the law, when it is a plain 
statute, of Congress refusing to make an ap- 
propriation to carry out the law, as in this 
case. If there is anything wrong about the 
Pacific railroads, if there is anything wrong 
about their relations to the Government, pro- 
ceed directly ; let us have time to discuss it; 
make a direct report, and not say in an appro- 
priation bill that no money shall be used for 
this purpose and raise an issue forthe Depart- 

- ment to decide any way they please. You do 
not know how they are going to decide it, and 
you do not know how their decision is going 
to affect the stock market; how many mil- 
lions are to be gained or lost by it. Let your 
proceedings in a matter of this kind be direct, 
and let it be understood what Congress is 
driving at. You do not say in this amend- 
ment that there is any interest due, butif there 
is any, then that this appropriation shall not 
be used. It will put the whole matter in con- 
fusion. It is nota direct, plain way of doing 
things. The Committee on the Judiciary.of 
the Senate have held that there was uo interest 
due from the companies. 

Ido not wish to prolong this discussion. I 
have not commenced the discussion of the 
question if the amendment is to be proceeded 
with. I should like to test the sense of the 
Senate as to whether they will put this amend- 

. ment on the bill or not, whether they will 


consider it, whether they want to discuss it; | 


and for that purpose I move to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that question I ask 
for the yeas aud nays. b 
_ Mr. COLE. Ihope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion for a moment. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Nevada moves to Jay the amendment 
on the table, which is not debatable. 

Mr. STEWART. I will withdraw it if any 
one desires to disenss it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly, I wish to 
discuss it. : 

Mr. STEWART. I simply desire to ascer- 
tain what amount of discussion is required on 
this question. _ ; ee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator withdraw the motion? Se 

Mr. COLE. I wish the Senator would yield 
to me for a few minutes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nevada moves to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And on that quéstion I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WEST. Irise to make a motion which 
I think will probably meet the views of thë 
Senator from Nevada, and be acceptable to 
the Senate. Owing to the arrangement that 
has been made for business, the two succeed- 
ing days being set apart by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate for the discussion of 
another matter, unless this bill passes to-night 
it must go ovey indefinitely. Therefore I shall 
feel constrained to ask the attention of the 
Senate to it now until itis passed. I there- 
fore move now to apply the five-minutes rule 
to debate upon it. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to that. 

Mr. WEST. I make the motion. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
is not in order pending a motion to lay the 
amendment on the table. When that has been 
decided, it will be in order. 

Mr. WEST. I withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us know whether we 
are going to discuss this quéstion or not. 

Mr. GOLE. I shall feel compelled to renew 
the amendment in some otber form in order 
to say a few words upon it unless the Senator 
will withdraw his motion for a few minutes at 
present. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is not debatable. 

Mr. COLE. I promise to confine myself to 
avery few minutes. l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nevada declines to yield, and on 
this question the yeas and nays are requested. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VICKERS. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Nevada, [Mr. 
Nyrz.] He would vote ‘‘yea,”’? and I should 
vote ‘f nay,” f 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Cameron,Clayton, 
Corbett, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Morton, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Stewart, Sumner, 
Tipton, Trumbull, and West—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Edmunds, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hiil, Johnston, Kelly, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- 
wood, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Stevenson, and 
Wrightr—18, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandier, Conk- 
ling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamlin, Howe, Lewis, Nye, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Ransom, Rice, Spencer, Sprague, Stockton, 
Thurman, Vickers, Wilson, and Windom—29, 


So the amendment was laid upon the table. 


Mr. WEST. 1 now renew the motion that 
the debate on subsequent amendments to this 
bill be confined to five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. I propose. the following amend- 
ment. After the word “ dollars,” in line one 
hundred and thirteen, to insert: 

Provided, That no part of the money appropriated 
by this act shail -be paid to any railroad or other 
company while in arrears to the Government of the 
United States for interest paid upon bonds for said 
company. 

This amendment varies but very little from 
the other, but sufficient to make it a new 
amendment and allow me to say part of what 
I was precluded from saying when the motion 
was made to lay it upon the tabie. 

This is the Army appropriation bill, and 
we are paying under ir money for the trans- 
portation of the Army and the supplies of 
soldiers. The item in immediate connection 
with which this amendment is offered appro- 
priates $3,500,000 for these objects. As it 
came from the House it was $4,000,000. It 
was reduced $500,000 by the committee with 


| the belief that the Congress of the United 


Siates would be willing to exact of the rail- 
road companies the duty of transporting the 


i 


soldiers and their equipments, which would: 
amount in & year to five or six hundred thou: 
sand dollars, in consideration of the great 
favors that had been shown to these compa- 
nies. It was thought they could not refuse to. 
do this much in view of the circumstances! 
under which they were constructed. 

Mr. President, the Pacific Railroad. Com- 
panies were ‘organized under laws passed by 
Congress, the title of which I will tead: “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri river to 
the Pacific ocean, and tò secure to the Gov- 
ernment the use of the same for postal, mili- 
tary, and other purposeés.’’ That was the 
object for which the Governinent ient its aid 
to the Pacific Railroad Companies, to secure 
the use of those roads for military purposes, 
and now we are doing the absurd thing of pay- 
ing them for doing this little military service. 

Mr. President, there is a wrong impression 
abroad in Congress, and probably throughout 
the country, in reference to these Pacific rail- 
roads. They are in a proper sense the roads 
of the Government; they were built with the 
people’s money, and the companies or indi- 
viduals directing the work were and are 
merely the agents of the people. 

Mr. CAMERON. I rise to ask the Senator 
from California to give way for a motion to 
go into executive session. 

Mr. COLE. Not at present. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. 

Mr. COLE. They were built, as I said, 
with the people’s money exclusively, and they 
to-day belong to the people and not to the 
men or individuals who are exercising control 
over them. You will remember that the last 
section of each law that was passed by Con- 
gress contained a provision that Congress 
should have the power at any time to. alter, 
amend, or repeal these laws. There was the 
guarantee that Congress retained for itself in 
order to hold control over its agents who were 
so munificently dealt by in the construction 
of these roads: 

Notwithstanding these roads were built by 
the people’s money from beginning to end, 
every foot of them; notwithstanding large 
sums of money as surplus are in the hands of 
the agents, which money has been accorded 
them by the people in one way and another, 
yet we are doing the ridiculous thing of paying 
them for performing this little service which 
the Government requires on these roads. We 
are paying them for doing the very thing for 
which they were built and for which the meang 
were furnished. 

I feel very much restrained in my remarks 
by the limitation of time; but I hope to be 
able to avail myself of some other occasion 
to express myself more fully upon this ques- 
tion. I know that a different impression pre- 
vails from that which rules in my mind in 
regard to these companies, in regard to those 
who are controlling these associations; but T 
wish to impress upon the Senate to-day my 
opinion tbat the real ownership of these roads 
by all rights, legal and equitable, is in the 
people of the United States. 

Now we shall have to go back upon this bill 
and add five or six hundred thousand dollars, 
to come out of the people’s money, for the pur- 
pose of performing the service which we refuse 
to exact of these railroad companies, or else 
there will be a deficiency next year to that 
amount. Thereis the absurd positionin which 
we are placing ourselves. We are taking out 
of the Treasury of the United Stares hard- 
earned money of the people, that which you 
exact from the poor as well as the rich, to 
pay it over tothese persons who have already 
become overwealthy out of your Treasury, 
There is no jastice or propriety in that. We 
ought not to be responsible for anything so 
absurd as that appears to me to be, and fT 
hope we shall seek an early opportunity to 
correct the error we seem io be falling into 
to-day touching these powerful organizations. 
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Almost do they assume control over the Gov- 
ernment, while the Government ought to main- 
tain its control over them, so far at least as its 
own property and rights are concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. STEWART. 
cuss this matter, but I hold in my hand the 
proceedings of the meeting of the creditors of 
Oakes Ames, by which it appears that a change 
of policy on the part of the Government from 
what it had pursued while he had his property 
invested in the Pacific railroad last year, the 
Secretary making a decision that took him by 
surprise, caused him to suspend. ‘The figures 
are here in the speeches of the different credit- 
ors.. In consideration of what had been done 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, which was 
unexpected, the payments having been made 
regularly for six years, and coming suddenly 
upon him, the creditors said, ‘‘ We will give 
him an extension. It is no fault of bis; no 
human foresight could have guarded against 
it.’ They had before them the opinions of 
the best attorneys in Boston, among them 
Judge Curtis, to the effect that the law re- 
quired that this money should be paid over 
regularly, and that he bad acted upon the faith 
of the Government; that it was no fault of his 
that he was in the situation he was. In con- 
sideration of the opinion of Judge Curtis, 
Judge Parker, and many other lawyers who 
considered the matter, and in consideration of 
the opivion of the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate, the Senate directed that this money 
should be paid over as heretofore. 

Here is another effort. Who will be the 
victim? If this can go into the stock market; 
if something of this kind can pass the Senate, 
who will fail next? Ido not know. 

As I said before, if this property belongs 
to the Government of the United States, if 
the Government of the United States own 
these roads, if there has been any failure on 
the part of these contractors to proceed prop- 
erly, let the world know on what grounds you 
act; do not proceed to repudiate a contract 
in the dark on an appropriation bill, or by 
changing the rulings of the Department injure 
the credit of the Government. Do this, and 

you will notonly injure the credit of the Union 

Pacifi railroad, but you will injure the North- 
ern Pacific, the Atlantic and Pacific, the Toxas 
Pacific, and every other railroad. Men will 
say. ‘If Congress passes a law at one session 
and repeals it at the next; if Congress can dis- 
regard these contracts aud break this man and 
that man; if it is to be done without investi- 
gation upon an appropriation bill, there is no 
faith, no credit to be placed upon any of these 
securities that depend upon acts of Congress.” 
But Congress has not yet repudiated its acts, 
and Congress has not yet indorsed any plan 
of repudiation. If there is anything wrong 
about any one of these railroads, investigate 
directly and ascertain the wrong, but do not 
refuse to make the appropriation that the 
statutes require, do not proceed collaterally 
to repudiate your contract, and shake conti- 
dence in the securities of all who are interested 
in railroads or other enterprises depending 
upon acts of Congress. ` 

Mr. COLE. 1 know the person to whom 
the-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California has spoken five minutes 
ov this amendment. 

Mr. COLE. I ask unanimous consent to 
say a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the Senator will pro- 
ceed by unanimous consent, 

Mr. COLL. I know very well the gentle- 
man alluded to by the Senator from Nevada. 
He is a most excellent. gentleman, and I 
esteem him very highly. I would be as loth to 
do him an injury as any man in the world, 
But, Mr. President, there are forty million 
good people in the United States. 


Ido not propose to dis- 


Mr. CASSERLY. .. I avail. myself of the 
present amendment to say a few words. 
voted awhile ago against the motion to lay the 
previous amendment on the table. I did so, 
believing, as I thought correctly, that the 
object of the amendment was to allow the 
Secretary of the Treasury to test the question 
in the courts. I am always in favor of that; 


-I was last year when.the Senate acted upon 


the same subject; Iam still. But although I 
learn that I was somewhat in error as to the 
character of the amendment, yet I do not 
wish to apologize for the vote I gave. I 
shall always vote against any attempt by 
whomsoever made to suppress discussion upon 
a question as important as the one involved 
in the amendment advocated, if not proposed, 
by the Senator from Kentucky. 

The Senator from Nevada talks of passing 
a measure without investigation affecting the 
credit of the railroad companies. I think no 
one desires to affect the credit of the railroad 
companies merely with the object of hurting 
them. But when the Senator talks about 
doing a thing without investigation his memory 
is very short. He was the Senator that, after a 
discussion of lessthan thirty minutes the greater 
portion of it occupied by himself, undertook 
to forbid, and succeeded in forbidding, further 
discussion by a motion to lay upon the table. 
Why, sir, it seems to have come to this, that 
while you may attack the Constitution, and dis- 
cuss the President. and discuss both Houses 
of Congress with considerable freedom here, 
there is a sanctity about railroad companies 
that makes it entirely proper the very moment 
anything is said affecting them in any degree 
to suppress further debate and dispose of the 
whole subject by laying it on the table. I do 
not know how long that sort of thing is to last 
here ; but I have observed iu the course of my 
experience that when you undertake to invest 
an idol of any particular character with such 
extraordinary sanctity, very soon you naturally 
and necessarily produce iconoclasts to reduce 
your idol into powder. 

There was no reason why that amendment 
should not have been discussed. Fair discus- 
sion would not hurt the railroads. It was an 
amendment proposed from a most respectable 
committee. The Senator from Kentucky in 
what he said assailed not the railroad interests ; 
he was, as far as he could, standing for the 
general interests of the country; and I regret 
that it seems to be impossible in this body to 
discuss a measure of this magnitude, involving 
millions of dollars to-day to the Treasury of 
the United States, but what a motion to lay on 
thè table, and to put down and suppress all 
proper discussion of the subject,is immediately 
carried. Before a great while I believe it will 
turn out that that is a false policy for the inter- 
ests of the railroad companies. You cannot 
always suppress discussion, and the more you 
try to do it the more you awaken resistance, 
the more you awaken inquiry, and the more 
you arouse suspicion. 

I voted for the report of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee last year. I believed it to be right. 
But I am always ready to vote for instructions 
to the Secretary of the Treasury to test that 
question in the courts; and if that injures the 
railroad companies, then their affairs are worse 


| than their worst enemies have represented. I 
do not care anything about the proceedings of 


the creditors of Mr. Ames. Of course when 
a man fails somebody besides himself is in 
fault. Sometimes it is the weather, some- 
times it is the crops; in-this case it seems to 
have been the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
it appears was the particular mischief that 
involved that gentleman in his troubles. I 


regret those troubles; but the idea of any 


Senator seriously offering here a statement of 
that kind as an argument strikes me as, to say 
the least, a littlenovel. . I trustthat this will be 
the last time when the discussion of so import- 


‘ant a subject will be cut off by a motion to 


lay upon the table. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness for a short time. Se 

Mr. COLE. We can dispose of this bill in 
a few minutes. 

Mr. CAMERON. I prefer my motion now. 
I shall occupy the Senate but a few moments 
in executive session. 

Mr. COLE. I do not think this bill will 
take five minutes longer, 1 shall not ask for 
the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON. If there will be no further 
time consumed on the bill, I shall not insist 
on my motion now. 

“Mr. SHERMAN. A remark made by the 
honorable Senator from Nevada puts those 
of us who voted against Jaying on the table 
in rather an awkward position. To bring the 
affairs of a private individual bere to deter our 
voting as we think right is an unusual pro- 
ceeding, and Í think indelicate, to say the 
least, at least to the gentleman named. I 
think it is the interest of these railroad com- 
panies to apply the whole of the freight due 
to them from the United States upon the in- 
terest paid by us. I think it is a very narrow 
and very short-sighted policy in these railroad 
companies to refuse to pay about one fifth of 
the interest on these bonds. We have issued 
bonds for the benefit of this railroad to the 
amount of $64,000,000. We are paying an- 
nually nearly four million dollars interest 
on those bonds. The whole amount of the 
freight that is due to these railroads is, as 
we are informed by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, about five 
hundred thousand dollars a year. In other 
words, we pay for them $4,000,000 on second- 
mortgage bonds, and they reimburse us 
$500,000 in currency on that debt. If these 
railroads were unable to do without the 
freight, if their financial condition were such 
that they could not dispense with it, if even it 
would embarrass them to reimbuse the United 
States to that extent, then I should certainly 
vote against the proposition. But, Mr. Pres- 
ident, it seems to me it is a very reasonable 
aud very moderate proposition for the United 
States to ask that they should contribute this 
sum of money by way of freights on the enorm- 
ous sum that we are annually paying for 
them; and just as sure as fate the United 
States will either enforce its right as second 
mortgagee to claim the whole ot this interest, 
or it will insist on some fair reimbursement 
by the way of freight or by the way of facilities 
rendered to the Government of the United 
States. 

{ doubt very much whether so important a 
question as this ought to be added to an appro- 
priation bill. It seems to me that the railroad 
companies are acting against their own inter- 
est—iu their own light, | may say—in resisting 
so moderate a demand as this. I have great 
respect for the gentleman named by the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, but he is only one of many. 
While be probably was for a moment embar- 
rassed by his large ownership in one of these 
railroads, yet we know the fact that othergen- - 
tlemen who were building the other road, and 
some who helped to build the Union Pacific, 
are very largely the gainers, have made large 
sums of money by their contracts with the 
companies, and it seems to me that in the 
interests of the Government of the United 
States, and in the interests of these railroad 
companies themselves, it is but right that the 
freight which ig earned by them from the 
United States ought to be applied in liquida- 
tion and reduction of the amount due from 
them to the United States, ; 

Mr. CAMERON. I gave way afew moments 
ago in the Seinen that a vote would be 
taken immediately on the question pendi 
before the Senate SAN pending 

Mr. STEWART. Wecan take a vote now. 
_ Mr. CAMERON.. Irenew my motion, and 
Insist on ib. 


Mr. CONKLING. Task the Senator from 
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Pennsylvania to withdraw his motion for a 
moment while I make a suggestion to him. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well; I will listen 
to the suggestion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I make this suggestion. 
I understand 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe motionis not with- 
drawn, I insist that there shall be no debate. 
We lose more time in discussing what we will 
do than we ever gain, 

Mr. CONKLING. : My friend forgets that I 
asked the Senator from Pennsylvania to with- 
draw his motion, which he has done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS... He tells me that he has 
not withdrawn it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Pennsylvania withdraw his mo- 
tion? . ` 
Mr. CAMERON. Ihad not done so; but 
I do now, of course. I want to say, however, 
that I do so with the understanding that the 
moment the Senator from New York sits down 
I shall renew the motion. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object to all under- 
standings. x 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I will renew the 
motion at the Senator’s suggestion. and that 
will save all the point. I tried to makea sug- 
gestion, which I could have done in part of a 
minute, The Senator from Pennsylvania wishes 
an executive session for some brief purpose, I 
infer. If we go into executive session now at 
three o'clock, it is not likely that afterward 
we shall return to legislative business to-day. 
Therefore, I was going to appeal to the Sen- 
ator to allow us to see whether we cannot dis- 
poss of this bill in a few minutes, Monday 

eing fixed by the order of the Senate for other 
business. . My appeal tothe Senator was to be 
that, retaining the right to move an executive 
session at any moment, he try the sense of the 
Senate for a few minutes, and see whether we 
caunot dispose of this bill. 

Now, under my promise, I am compelled to 
renew the motion, unless the Senator releases 
me, to go into executive session; but in doing 
so [express the hope that the Senator will 
allow the renewal of the motion to wait for a 
few minutes and sce whether we cannot dispose 
of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New York moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, which motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like indulgence 
to make asingle remark. 

Mr. CAMERON, Iwill make this promise 
to the Senator; I shall not occupy more than 
ten or fifteen minutes in executive session, bat 
I desire an executive session. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr, MORTON. I was about to say that the 
business for which it is important to go into 
executive session will not take five minutes, 
‘The doors can then be thrown open and the 
consideration of this bill resumed. I think 
the motion of the Senator ought to prevail. 

Mr. WEST. What is the question before 
the Senate? 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from California, [Mr. Corts. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. On that amendment I 
beg to say this in answer to the Senator from 
Indiana: he has now fixed five minutes as 
the length of the executive session he desires. 
I would like to know what the object is in clear- 
ing the galleries and having that session now, 
at just five minutes after three, when in all 
probability we can dispose of this bill in ten 
minutes? : 

Mr, COLE. In five.minutes. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let us vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from - 
California. j 

The amendment was rejected. 


- 


Mr. STEVENSON. I offer an amendment 
as a new section which I send to the desk to 
be read. ` : 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
be, and is hereby, empowered to institute a suit in 
the United States circuit court for the district of 
California against the Pacific Railroad Companies 
for all moneys due for interest on the part of the 
United States, and to obtain judgment-—— 


Mr. STEWART. That will do. That is 
manifestly out of order. It is legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opin- 
ion of the Chair, the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky is not in order. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment in line two hundred and fifteen; after 
the words ‘‘Secretary of War” to insert ‘two 
general officers and three officers of the line, 
one to be taken from the cavalry, and one from 
the infantry, and one from the artillery.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is an 
amendment to an amendment already adopted 
and is not in order now, but it will be in order 
when the bill comes into the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. The amendment having been 
adopted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment has been adopted. The Senator can 
move to agree to it in the Senate with the 
amendment he proposes. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg pardon. When we 
came to that part of the bill I was going to 
offer an amendment, but the Senate went back 
to page 6 to allow the Senator from Kentucky 
to offer an amendment. This amendment has 
not been adopted. 

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Illinois is 
mistaken, The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations was adopted in 
Committee of the Whole. He can offer his 
amendment in the Senate when the bill is re- 
ported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator can move his amendment when the bill 
comes into the Senate. The amendment which 
the Senator from Kentucky moved was to the 
bill, not to an amendment already adopted. 
The amendment of the Senator from Illinois 
would have been out of order then as well as 
now. 

Mr. STEVENSON. May I ask upon what 
ground the amendment I offered was out of 
order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Because it 
was a legislative provision. 

Mr. STEVENSON. You have put on this 
billa legislative provision authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to sell clothing. This is only 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
get a construction of a certain act. If one is 
in order, it seems to me the other is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT: On the amend- 
ment knownas section three no point of order 
was made. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I thought there was a 
point of order raised on that section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state the distinction to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. The third section isa provision that the 
Secretary of War may sell surplus clothing on 
hand in excess of the supply required for the 
Army; and this bill appropriates money for 
clothing for the Army. The proposition of 
the Senator from Kentucky was that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury should have authority 
to commence a suit against a railroad com- 
pany in California, which might probably be 
a very excellent provision for an independent 
bill, but the Chair thinks it would not be in 
order under the restrictive rule, which states 
that legislative. provisions other than such as 
directly relate to the appropriations.contained 
in the bill shall not be received. . 

Mr. STEVENSON. I only want to suggest 
to the Chair that this bill appropriates money 
to a railroad company, and this identical rail- 
road company, for the transportation of stores 
and munitions of war and otber things belong- 
ing to the United States. Now, before the 


j which I do not regard as correct. 


Secretary of the Treasury is allowed to. pay 
that money, is it not in order to amend this 
bill so that there can. be a judicial. construction 
of the act under which itis done?’ > 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair thinks, 
if that were in order, it would be very difficult 
to limit amendments to appropriation bills, as 
the Committee on Appropriations desired to 
have them limited by this restrictive rule. For 
instance, when the sundry civil appropriation 
bill is before the Senate, containing provisions 
making appropriations. for the custom-honse 
service in New York, if the suggestion of the 
Senator be correct, the bill of the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Fewron,] revising and re- 
organizing the entire custom-house system of 
the United States,might be moved as an amend- 
ment, because it had some kind of relation tc 
something in the bill. But this rule states that 
it must ‘‘direetly relate’? to an appropriation 
contained in the bill, There is no direct appro- 
priation to any particular railroad in this bill. 
There is an appropriation for the general ex- 
penses of the Army ; and the Chair thinks, in 
conformity to what the ruling was atthe open- 
ing of this day’s session upon an amendment 
reported by the committee on the sixth page 
of the bill, this is not in order.. Besides, the 
Senate themselves decided on the Ist of May 
on toe naval appropriation bill, two days after 
the restrictive rule was adopted, all Senators 
apparently concurring in the decision, that this 
restrictive rule inhibited propositions except 
those bearing on appropriations in the bill for 
that fiscal year for which the appropriation bill 
contains appropriations, and prohibited inde- 
pendent legislation of another character. That 
was assented to by the Senate; but the Chair 
will not read the text of the discussion. The 
Chair is informed that there was no point of 
order raised on the third section, to which the 
Senator from Kentucky alluded. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I desire to say, as to the 
discussion which took place on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey to the 
naval appropriation bill, that the record in the 
Globe ailuded to by the Chair is certainly a 
mistake. What the Senate could be said to 
have concurred in I think was the contrary 
suggestion made by myself, namely, that it 
never could have been the intention of that 
rule to forbid an amendment merely on the 
ground that it inereased an appropriation, 
because if that were so, then it would not be in 
the power of the Senate to add to the appro- 
priations as they came from the House; and 
I fear it will be found that the series of decis- 
ions already made will have this result: that 
the power of the Senate will be so limited over 
appropriation bills that practically we shall 
come to be like the House of Lords is to the 
House of Commons in regard to appropriation 
bills; we shall have to take the sums in the 
bills as the House of Representatives send 
them to us. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California bas certainly misunderstood 
the Chair in the remarks he has made, for he 
did not touch the question whether the appro- 
priations in the bill could be increased or 
decreased. He certainly must have been sin- 
gularly lacking in the clearness of his expres- 
sion if the Senator from California construed 
him correctly. He said nothing at all on the 
question whether appropriations could be in- 
creased, decreased, or limited; he touched 
entirely a different subject; and the speech of 
the Senator from Californiawhich he made on 
that occasion was not made until, after the 
ruling of the Chair had been acquiesced in for 
ten or fifteen minutes, when the Senator did 
make some supplemental remarks. 

Mr. CASSERLY., I did not mean to eriti- 
cise anything decided by the Chair. I simply 
meant to criticise the statement in the Globe, 
It is not 
correct according to my recollection. : 

Mr. STEVENSON. I understood the Chair 
to rule that the latter part of the section, begin- 


B614 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 18, 


niag on page 6, was ont of order because it was 
general legislation, I now move to reinsert 


all of that section, and after the word ‘‘re- | 
peal,” in the eleventh line, to add the words 


ifor one years’? so that it will not be general 
legislation, but, vader the ruling of the Chair 


in the case of the amendment of the Senator | 
from New Jersey to the other bill, it will apply» 


only to the next fiscal. year. ae 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kentucky moves ‘to amend by inserting the 
printed words which appear on the sixth page, 
adding ‘for one year; so that a certain sec- 
tion of theactof March, 1871, shall be repealed 
for one year. The Chair does not, of course, 
understand the parliamentary effect of repeal- 
ing a section for one year; but the Senator 
makes that motion. 

Mr. STEWART. The same point of order 
exists. Repealing that section, as is reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations, does not 
inerease or diminish the appropriation. It was 
simply a declaratory act. It does not increase 
or diminish the appropriation, and conse- 
quently has no relation to it. It does not 
change the law as to the amount of money 
that shall be paid by the Government of the 
United States. It is independent legislation, 
and you might as well repeal any other clause 
in the Pacific railroad act, or. repeal any law 
governing any common carriers that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may employ 
under this act in the transportation of mili- 
tary stores. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let us look and see 
now what the section is that is proposed to be 
repealed: : 

“That, in accordance with the fifth section of the 
act approved July 2, 1864, entiticd * An act to amend 
an act entitled “An act to aid in tho construction of 
a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
river to the Pacific ocean, and to secure to the Gov- 
ernment the use of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes, approved. July 1, 1862,’ the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to pay 
over in money to the Pacific Railroad Companies 
mentioned in said act, and performing services for 
the United States, one half of the compensation at 
the rate provided by law for such services, hereto- 
fore or hereafter rendered: Provided, That this 
section shall not be construed to affect the legal 
rights of Lhe Government or the obligations of the 
companios, except as hercin specifically provided.” 

Now, I propose only to stop the Secretary 
of the Treasury from paying that dver for this 
year, T have no feeling against these compa- 
nies, nor do I take any interestin this question 
except that the Pacific Railroad Companies 
shall have their rights, but while they have 
their rights [insist upon it that justice shall 
be done to the United States, 

Mr, STEWART. Let me call attention to 
that, You say you want to stop it for one 

eur 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let me get through 
with what T am stating; it will occupy but a 
moment, and then I will yield. 

The Senator from Nevada has already stated 
that the United States yielded its first mort- 
gage lien to the amount of $64,000,000. to 
these companies. That certainly was liberal. 
They have gone on and allowed one half this 
money to be paid yearly to these companies, 
It is admitted by the Senator from Nevada, it 
cannot be contradicted by any Senator on this 
floor, that there has been a difference as to 
what the true construction of these acts are 
touching the rights of the United States and 
the rights of the Pacific Railroad Companies. 
All that I desire is that those acts should re- 
ceive a judicial construction, and as judicially 
settled, that the parties on the one side, the 
United States, and on the other the Pacific 
Railroad Companies, should have their right. 

The Senator from Ohio has well said to the 
Senate, and especially to the friends of those 
companies, that they had better pause. The 
United States desires nothing but what is its 
right; but having shown its friendship to these 
companies -in giving up its lien for $64,000,000, 
when now it simply asks that the interest upon 
these bonds shall be paid-by the companies, as 


| 


3f 
the Attorney General and the Secretary of the || 


Treasury think we can: require, these compa: 
pies are unwilling to have a judicial settlement 
of the question, but insist that the interest 
shall be paid by the United States. I say that 
it ig wrong in legislation for the Legisiatare to 
step in and do that which the judiciary under 
the Constitution are alone authorized to do, 
and that is to construe legislative acts and to 
settle the rights of partie’ under them. i 

I have no opinion about the merits of this 
question; I have not expressed any:- My 
friend from Missouri {Mr. Bram] thinks that 
the right of these companies is a right to with- 
hold this interest. The Attorney General and 
the Secretary of the Treasury think differently. 
It will be better for the railroad companies to 
let a suit be brought by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, under which the relative rights, both 
of the Government and the Pacific Railroad 
Companies shali be settled, and I am sure 
there is not a man in the Senate, or the coun: 
try, whether the bargain be a good ora bad 
one, who will not stand by that judicial adju- 
dication of the terms. of the contract. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not believe the bond- 
holders would be anxious 

Mr. WEST. I must éall the Senator to 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada has already spoken once. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to the amend- 
ment on the point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. STEWART. The point of order is that 
this is general legislation. 

Mr. WEST. The Chair has already decided 
in the Senator's favor on that point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Kentucky that this 
rule certainly had an object. It was adopted 
on the 29th of April, and the object was to 
assist the Committee on Appropriations in 
getting the appropriation bills through without 
tacking to them and debating questions which 
should stand on independent bills, and it uses 
the word ‘‘directly.’’ It does not say that 
amendments may be in order that relate to 
appropriations, but that none shall be in order 
except ‘such as directly relate to the appro- 
priations contained in the bill.” The Chair 
thinks the previous amendments offered by 
the Senator from California and the Senator 
from Kentucky, declaring that none of this 
money should be paid to any railroad com- 
pany, or paid to any teamsters, or paid forany 
ordnance supplies or anything of that kind 
embraced in this paragraph, were in order; 
but the Chair does not think that this amend- 
ment to repeal directly or indirectly a provis- 
ion on the statute book not named in this bill 
is in order under this restrictive rule under 
the words ‘‘directly relate.’ The rule is 
emphatic that an amendment must not only 
relate, but directly relate to the appropriations 
in the bill. The amendment is not in order. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I offer the following 


amendment: 


To enable the Secretary of War to enlarge the 
military depot at Omaha, Nebraska, to meet the 
necessities of the public service, the sum of $50,000 
is hereby appropriated, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. WEST. I raise the question of order 
on that amendment. It has not been submit- 
ted to the Committee on Appropriations under 
our rules. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I appeal to the Sen- 
ator.to withdraw the point of order and allow 
the letter of the Secretary of War to be read. 

Mr. WEST. I must insist that’ if the Sec- 
retary of War had any such recommendation 
to make, this bill has been in our hands three 
weeks and he has had ample opportunity. He 
cannot expect us to consider a proposition of 
this kind at this-late hour of the evening. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
under the thirtieth rule hold that the amend- 


ment is notin order, not having been submit- 
ted one day beforehand to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the committee, or of 
the Senator from Louisiana, who has the bill 
in charge, to one part of this bill. I do not 
know but that is all right, but I should like to 
ask a question and have an explanation. On 
line one hundred and ninety-nine I find “ for 
constructing ‘and testing Moffat’s breech- 
loading field-piece, $8,000." . Why is $8,000 
appropriated for testing Moffat’s breech-loading 
field-pieces more than -field-pieces generally ? 
In order to get the question before the Senate, 
I move to strike out ‘‘ Moffat’s,” and have it 
read *‘for constructing and testing breech- 
loading field-pieces.”” There may be some 
good reason that Moffat’s should be particu- 
larly preferred; and if so, if any reason is 
given, and I appreciate it, I shall withdraw 
the amendment. 

Mr. WEST. Will not the gentleman move 
to substitute the article “a,’’ sọ as to read ‘a 
breech-loading field-piece ?”’ 

Mr. WRIGHT. No. “For constructing and 
testing breech-loading field-pieces, $8,000,” is 
well enough. : 

Mr. WEST. I doubt whether $8,000 would 
testthem. If he will increase the appropria- 
tion I shall have no objection. ~ 

Mr. CAMERON. Hight thousand dollars 
is enough. 

Mr. WEST. This is the only breech-load- 
ing field-piece, as E understand, that bas been 
submitted to the ordnance department for 
their examination. I have no objection to 
striking out the. man’s name, or [have no 
objection to making the conjunctive word 
‘field-piece’’ read ‘ field-pieces ;” butif you 
do that, you should increase the amount. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Iowa accept the suggestion? 

Mr. WRIGHT. No, sir. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed -to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri, the Chair thinks, wished to 
reserve the last section. ` i 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That will be 
reserved. The Senator from Illinois also 
desires to except the amendment on the ninth 
and tenth pages. If there is no objection the 
other amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole will be regarded as concurred in. 
The Chair hears no objection. The question 
now is on concurring in the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole, on pages 9 and 
10, which the Secretary will report, and the 
Senator from Illinois desires to amend the 
amendment, ; 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word “war,” 
in line two hundred and fifteen, page 10, the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan] moves to 
insert ‘‘two general officers and three officers 
of the line, one to be taken from the cav- 
alry, one from the infantry, and one from the 
artillery;”’ so as to make the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole read: 


Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall 
be expended until a breech-loading system for mus- 
kets and carbines shall have been adopted for the 
military service upon the recommendation of the 
board to be appointed in connection with the pres- 
ent competitive trials of breech-loading arms in 
the field, which board shall. consist of not less than 
five officers, to be selected by the Secretary of War, 
two general officers and thrée officers of the line, 
one to be taken trom the cavalry, one from the 
infantry, and one from the artillery. 


Mr. WEST. Thatis merely a provision reg- 
ulating the personnel of this board. ` There 
can be no objection to it. 


The amendment to.‘the amendment ‘was 
agreed to. . 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to offer another’ 
amendment, to come in after the word ‘sger- 


. 


1872. 


vice,” on line two hundred and eighteen, the 
last word in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole: : 

Until a better arm shall be. produced, to be tested 
. in like manner; and no royalty shall be paid by the 
Government of the United States for the use of the 
said patent. 

I merely desire to say in a few words that 
the fact of the Government preferring an arm 
after an examination is a certain .advertise- 
ment of that arm, and has paid the patentee 
of it a very large sum of money on account 
of putting it into the market to other Govern- 
ments and outside parties. The protection 
that is given, in my judgment, is sufficient. 
As long as I remain in this body, if I have my 
recollection, I shall offer that same amend- 
ment; that as to arms produced in this coun- 
try, especially small-arms, the Government 
shall have the right to manufacture them with- 
out royalty paid to the patentee after they are 
once adopted, it being taken as an advertise- 
ment of the gun. 

Mr. WEST. Ido not rise to object to the 
general object of the Senator’s amendment, 
but as a question of taste I think he might 
omit the reservation in regard to the adoption 
subsequently of a better arm. The Govern- 
ment always has power over that. ‘The pro- 
vision with reference to a royalty I coincide 
in. I think he had better strike out the words 
t until a-better arm shall be produced.”’ 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to that. 
I merely put them in to avoid doubt. Of 
course Congress has the right to change the 


arm. 
- Mr. WEST. Let the amendment then com- 
mence ‘and no royalty shall be paid.” 

Mr. LOGAN. I will so modify it. 

The amendment, as amended, isto add: 
And no royalty shall be paid by the Government 

of the United States for the use of said patent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. I merely rise to make a 
arliamentary inquiry, whether this is legis- 
ation or appropriation? Iam in favor of the 

proposition. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
this does, in the language of the rule, ‘‘ directly 
ie to the appropriations contained in the 

ill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very glad to hear it. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole, as amended, was concurred in. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The next re- 
served amendment is the addition of section 
three. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to have some explan- 
ation of the object of that amendment. The 
proposal is to sell all surplus clothing of the 
Army. We have had so much said about the 
sales of supplies by the Department that I 
want to know whether that originates with the 
. Department, whether the Department desires 
that authority, or what is the object of the 
‘amendment. 

Mr. WEST. The attention of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations was attracted to the 
fact that in the language of this bill there is a 
requirement of a certain amount of money for 
“ preserving clothing.’? There is an appro- 
priation of some seven hundred thousand dol- 
lars for the manufacture and preservation of 
clothing, and it was understood that $150,000 
of that sum was to be used solely for the pur- 
pose of preserving clothing. The inquiry nat- 
urally suggested itself to the committee how 
much clothing did we have to preserve and 
what was the necessity for so preserving it. 
We ascertained that there was in the posses- 
sion of the War Department some thirteen 
million dollars’ worth of clothing; that they 
sold and realized, by the report of the Quarter- 
master General, since June 80, 1870, $1,875,000 
from. clothing. Knowing very. well that: no 
such clothing could be disposed of unless it 
had been condemned by a board of Army 


officers, we then came to the conclusion that: i 
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the deterioration and damage to the clothing 
were progressing. on a scale that required in- 
quiry to see. if something could not be done 
to stop it. We ascertained that the clothing 
on which the amount, of $1,875,000 was real- 
ized originally cost $11,436,000; that is to 
say, in the sale of this clothing we realized but 
a trifle over fifteen per cent. of the original 
cost. : 

As this is a matter involving a large amount 
of money, I hope the Senate will pardon me 
if I detain them a few moments with some 
results of examinations into the stock of cloth- 
ing on hand. 

We found that the Government of the Uni- 
ted States had a supply of rubber blankets on 
hand amounting to one hundred and thirty- 
seven years. There are eighty years of India- 
rubber ponchos on hand. There are thirty- 
nine years of supply of blouses on hand. 
There gre- eighty years of artillery jackets. 
If this clothing was depreciating at the rate 
these results show, our treasures would be 
given up to the moth very quickly. So we 
must do something to remedy this decay and 
damage, and we have placed it in the power of 
the Secretary of War to sell at any time, from 
now until the end of the fiscal year 1878, such 
quantity of clothing as might in his judgment, 
for the interest of the service, be disposed of, 
not making it obligatory on him to sell, not 
so organiziug the sales as to subject the prop- 
erty to the machinations or raids of specu- 
lators, and in no case compelling him, unless 
he could realize a proper price from the sales, 
to sell, but leaving him to try the experiment 
whether he cannot float off upon the commer- 
cial requirements of the country a sufficient 
amount of clothing to prevent its being con- 
sumed by damage. The provision, if Sena- 
tors will scrutinize it, they will ascertain is 
clearly made in the interest of the Govern- 
ment, and solely. with a view of preventing 
this immense loss. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave very little confidence 
in sales, whenever made, realizing anything 
like the original cost of the article sold. I do 
not think the policy is a good one to force 
these sales on the market, If, as the Senator 
says, this is left to the. option of the Sec- 
retary of War, that will be better than to re- 
quire it to be done whether he thought it for 
the public good or not; and I therefore move 
to strike out the proviso in this section, which 


does require it to be done within a certain ` 


time, and leave it as it stands upon the state- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana, that it is 
optional with the Secretary of War. I move 
to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. CAMERON. I should be very glad to 
have the proviso read. s 

The Chief Clerk read the proviso proposed 
to be stricken out, as follows: 

Provided, That such sales shall be made by the 
Secretary of War at any time prior to the 30th of 
June, 1873. 

Mr. CAMERON. If that is to be stricken 
out without any further debate, I shall not 
make the motion which I intended to make. 
I agree with the Senator from Missouri that 
that proviso should be stricken out. I am 
against selling any more arms, or any more 
ammunition, or any more clothing, until Con- 
gress aud the country have been properly 
advertised of that purpose. I. think this will 
lead to scandal, and probably to great wrong. 

Mr. WEST. I commend the reading of the 
section to the Senator. He has not read it. 

Mr. CAMERON. J know what it is, and I 
want the proviso stricken out, as moved by 
the Senator from Missouri. - 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, to strike out the proviso 

Mr. WEST. Idonot see thatit does require 
that the sales shall be made, because the pre- 
vious part of thesection: says, ‘‘ which, in his 
judgment, it will þe for-the public interest to 
dispose. of” oe 


Mr. CAMERON. .. Then accept the amend- 
ment striking out the proviso. ed 

Mr. BLAIR.. Then the proviso says’ that 
such sales shall be made by the Secretary of 
War within a certain time, S 

Mr. WEST. Our. object in putting in the 
limitation was simply. that that should be the 
term during which it should be determined at 
what time the clothing he should have on hand 
should be sold, and I suggest this modifica- 
tion ‘‘that such sales may be made by the 
Secretary.” . 

Mr, BLAIR. There is no use for the pro- 
viso, then, because the other. portion of the 
section says. the sales may be made, but. this: 
says they shall be made within a certain time.. 

Mr. WEST, But we do not want to compek 
him to sell that clothing in two weeks, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to extend the: 
time a year or two. Whatever he is author- 
ized to sell, he is authorized to sell in only 
one year. That might glut the market. [ 
do not see any objection to extending the time 
two or three years. 

Mr. WEST. Ifyou do you defeat the whole ' 
object, which was to put down the stock, so 
thatthe moths should not eat the clothing up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But he might sell some 
one year, and then sell the second year. 

Mr. WEST. Let him report to us at the 
end of the year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is something in the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, that if he only has one year within which 
to sell, the amount may be so enormous as’ to 
glut the market and prevent our getting a fair 

rice. : 

P Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state the reason 
of that limitation, for it is a limitation. The 
Senator from Missouri misunderstands, I 
think, the purport of it. It is not a command 
-that he shall sell, but only that he shall sell 
within a certain time whatever the previous 
part of the section authorizes‘him to sell; that 
is, that which in his judgment the public 
interest requires him to dispose of. Now we 
fix a limit of time in order that this shall not 
go into the statute as an indefinite authority 
which is lost sight of, and which ten years 
hence some improper quartermaster may take 
advantage of to dispose of the public property 
under. Therefore we make this as a limita- 
tion of time. When this year is out, then 
another Army bill comes before us; we have 
all the reports; he has sold whatever he can 


advantageously; he tells us how much he has 
left, and then we can make further provision. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the amendment 
to the amendment, I have examined the sec- 
tion more carefully. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think two words will 
make it perfectly clear, and they certainly 
ought to be inserted. I move after the word 
“ sales, ” in line ten, to insert ‘‘if made ; °” so 
as to read ‘‘ such sales, if made shall be, ’’ &c, 

Mr. WEST. [I have no. objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. ; 

The amendment, as amended, was concurred 


in. 

Mr. SAWYER. The trial of Moffat’s gun 
was provided for, but I believe on motion of 
the Senator from Iowa the name ‘‘ Moffat’s”’ 
was striken out.. Is it in order to move a re- 
consideration of the motion by which that was 


stricken out ? 
The Chair 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. SAWYER. I move that it be recon- 


thinks it is in order. 


| sidered, and I will say two words to show my 


reason. A model of the Moffat gun was pres- 
ent in the committee ; it was recommended by 
the Secretary of War and by the Secretary of 
the Navy, both, as worthy of a trial. The sum 
which is put in there is only enough to make 
one gun and to make the trial of it. It is 
not intended for a general trial of all possible 
breech-loading howitzers.: It is a small affair 
| in itself, and, ifit be left open to all, itis just 
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as well to strike out the whole appropriation. 
1 move, therefore, to “reconsider ‘the vote by 
which that: amendment was. agreed to. . The 
appropriation: is only $8,000, and itis to enable 
the Secretary to make:one gun and test it. 

‘Mr. WRIGHT. If this appropriation is 
not safficient, let it be made large enough to 
accomplish the: purpose. I-am opposed in 
principle'to this thing of selecting out a par- 
ticular gun and appropriating money to test 
that to the exclusion of all other guns. -I 
think all guns ought to have an equal chance. 
If this sum is not sufficient make it sufficient. 
Unless there be some good reason why this 
particular gun should be selected from all 
others and apply the test to that, then I insist 
the amendment should stand as adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion to reconsider. 

The motion was not agreed to. ; 

The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BOREMAN, it was 


Ordered, That Jane A. Green have leave to with- 
draw her petition and papers. : 


Mr. WEST submitted the following order: 


Ordered, That Emily A. Thomas have leave to 
withdraw her petition and papers from the files of 
the Senato. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What are those papers? 

Mr. WEST. They are before the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the order lie over 
till the matter is inquired into. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The order will 
lie over. 

MESSAGE FROM THE MOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr, MePurersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houseson the amendments 
to the bill (H. R. No. 1828) making appro- 
priations for the consular and diplomatic ser- 
vice of the Government for the year ending 
June 80, 1873, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House, 
in accordance with the request. of the Senate, 
returned the following bilis: 

A bill (S. No. 986) to settle land titles in 
the State of lowa; and 

A bill (S. No. 981) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Arkansas river at 
Little Rock, Arkansas, 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills: 

A A bill (S. No. 105) for the relief of J. Milton 


est; 
__ A bill (S. No. 554) for the relief of James 
F. Joy; and 

A bill (S. No. 895) for the relief of Milo 
Pratt. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 887) for the re- 
lief of Samuel Black and Albert R. Cooper; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed a resolution for the print- 
ing of fifteen thousand copies of Professor 
Hayden’s annual report of the United States 
geological survey of the Territories for 1871; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President: : 

A bill (H. R. No. 584)-to provide for hold- 
ing the United States district court in the city 
of Toledo ; 

A bil (H. R. No. 2207) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge, and to establish the 
Bame as a post road ; 


A bill (H, R. No. 2690) defining and limit- 


ing the appropriation of certain moneys for 
the preparation, issue, and. reissue of the 
securities of the United States, and for other 
purposes; : ; 

A bill (S. No. 667) for the relief of Elijah 
J. Woolam, of Cross Plains, in the State of 
Alabama; á - 

A bill (S. No. 887) to authorize the building 
of the New Mexico and Gulf railway, and for 
other purposes; and ` 

A bill (S. No. 988) to provide homes for the 
Pottawatomie and absentee Shawnee Indians 
in the Indian territory. 


IAYDEN’S GEOLOGICAL SURVEY: 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following resolution from. the 
House of Representatives; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed and bound 
with maps and other illustrations, fifteen thousand 
copies of Professor Hayden’s annual report of the 
Uniied States geological survey of thé Territories 
for 1871, of which nine thousand copies shall be for 
the use of the House of Representatives, three 
thousand copies for the use of the Senate, fifteen 
hundred copies for the use of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and fifteen hundred copies for distribution 
by the Smithsonian Institution. . 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, submitted the 


following resolution : 

Resolved, That the concurrent resolution passed 
by the Senate on the 26th day of January, 1872, pro- 
viding for the adjournment of the two Houses of 
Congress on the 29th day of May, 1872, be, and the 
same is hereby, rescinded. 7 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of 
Representatives of the same. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I object to the consid- 
eration of that resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I do not pro- 
pose to have it considered now, but let it lie 
over until Monday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will lie over. f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and after one 
hour and forty-six minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at five 
o'clock and thirty-one minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Sarurpay, May 18, 1872. 
The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
pater by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 


| approved. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF DULUTH. 


On motion of Mr. AVERILL, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 827) to establish the 
collection district of Duluth, and to create St. 
Paul, in the collection district of Minnesota, a 
port of delivery, was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and read a first and second time. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading ; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed.. ; 

Mr. AVERILL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; ánd also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES ACROSS MOBILE RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. BUCKLEY, by unani- 
mous consent, the bill of the Senate (S. No. 
819) authorizing the construction of railroad 
bridges across the Mobile river, and other 
navigable streams tributary to Mobile bay, in 
accordance with the acts of the Legislature of 


the State of Alabama, and to establish them 
as post routes, was taken from the Speaker's 
table, and read a first and second time, l 


The bill was ordered to a third reading ; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. BUCKLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also ` 
moved that the motion to reconsdier be laid on 
the table. : 

The latter motion. was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS, TOLEDO. 


Mr. PECK. I ask unanimous consent to 

offer the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the supervising architect be in- 
structed to examine the public buildings in Toledo, 
Ohio, and report to this House what is necessary to 
render them suitable for the increased business of 
the city. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

WILLIAM BLANCHARD. 


Mr. DUELL. Iask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker's table the bill (S. 
No. 674) for the relief of William Blanchard. 

The bill was read for information. It directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to William 
Blanchard the sum of $219 16, being the 
amount paid by said Blanchard to witnesses 
by him held at Melbourne, Australia, to be sent 
to the United States, to testify in relation to 
an alleged murder committed on board the 
American ship Herbert. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think we had bet- 
ter have the regular order. I doubt the pro- 
priety of taking bills from the Speaker's table, 
and, without referring them to committees, 
passing them when there is not a quorum of 
members present. : 7 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, 
the bill will resume its place on the Speaker’s 
table. 

Some time subsequently, , 

Mr. FARNSWORTH withdrew his objec- 
tion. 

No further objection being made, the bill was 
accordingly taken from the Speaker's table, 
read three times, and passed. 

Mr. DUELL moved to reconsider the vote .. 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. MARSHALL submitted the following 


report: i 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1661) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1873, having met, after full and free 
conterence have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 


That the Senate recede from their first and third 
amendments. 


‘hat the House of Representatives recede from 
their. disagreement to the fourth and fifth amend- 
ments of the Senate, and agree to the same. t 

. S. MARSHALL, 
WILLIAM F. STOUGHTON, 
WILLIAM if. UPSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
WILLIAM SPRAGUE, 
J. R, WEST, 
MATT. H. CARPENTER, 
Mainrugers on the part of the Senate, 

Mr. MARSHALL. 1 will state in brief 
that the result of this conference is simply a 
reduction of $6,000 from the aggregate amount 
of the bill as passed by the House. 

The report was agreed to. 

_ Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the report was adopt- 
ed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
JOHN COULTER. 
Mr. WILSON, of Indiana.. I ask unani- 
mous consent to. report back from the Com- 
mittee.on the Judiciary, for consideration at 


this time, House bill No. 2286, for the relief 
of John Coulter. 
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The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, 
after which objections will be in order to its’ 
present consideration. 

The biil was read. It relieves John Coulter 
from the assessment of $4.414 40 made against 
him in the fifth revenue district in the State of 
Indiana, in and for the month of August, 1870, 
for deficiency of returns on distilled. spirits, 
commonly known as deficiency tax ; and pro- 
vides that any suit or other proceedings now 
pending against him for the collection thereof 
shall be dismissed or discontinued. 

Mr. AMBLER. I object. 


SHOSIIONE AND BANNOCK INDIANS. 


Mr. SHANKS. I ask unanimous consent 
to have taken from the Speaker’s table for 
consideration at this time the amendments of 
the Senate to House bill No. 1914, to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate 
with the head-men of the Shoshone and Ban- 
nock tribes of Indians for the relinquishment 
of a portion of their reservation in Wyoming 
Territory. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. SHANKS. Task thatthe amendments 
be non-concurred in, and that a committee 
of conference be asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for the regu- 
lar order of business. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House, 
under a suspension of the rales, the session of 
to-day is to be devoted to the consideration of 
reports from the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. RANDALL. Exclusively? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe committee should 
get through with all their business, the Chair 
supposes it would be in order to consider 
other business for the remainder of the day’s 
session. 

8. B. MITCHELL AND OTHERS, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I am directed by 
the Committee of Claims to ask the House to 
take from the Speaker’s table and consider 
at this time the amendments of the Senate 
to House bill No. 1551, for the relief of S. 
B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, and John 
W. Mitchell. 

No objection was made. 

The amendments of the Senate were to 
strike out ‘$3,059 37” and insert ‘* $2,592 
87 ;” in line eleven strike out the words ‘‘ rais- 
ing and;’’ and at the end of the bill add ‘ and 
the sum of $466 50 to William Webster for 
raising the same.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. 
the amendments be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The title was amended by the Senate by 
adding the words ‘‘and William Webster.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

UTAIL, IDAHO, AND MONTANA RAILROAD. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2796) grant- 
ing the right of way through the public lands 
for the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
lineto the Utah, Idaho, and Montana Railroad 
Company; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Task unanimous consent 
to have taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands 
the bill (S. No. 562) in relation to settlers on 
certain Indian reservations in Minnesota. 

Mr. SHANKS. | Thatbill relates to Indians, 
and, if referred, should go to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will explain. The 
House has passed a bill giving preémptors one 
year additional time in which to. preémpt. 
Qn certain Indian reservations there are pre- 
emptors-——— 
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I move that 


_ Mr. SHANKS. There cannot be preémp- 
tion on an Indian reservation; there is no law 
authorizing any such thing. 

_ Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I cannot allow 
time for this proposition to be debated. 

The SPEAKER: | Objeetion being made, 
the bill will remain on the Speaker's table. 


UNITED STATES SECURITIES. 


Mr, DAWES. I ask unanimous consent 

to have taken from the Speaker's table, for con- 
currence, the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 2691) defining and limiting 
the appropriation of certain moneys for the 
preparation, issue, and reissue of the secur- 
ities of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. 
. The amendment, which was read, proposes 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert a provision that the expenses of the 
issue, reissue, transfer, delivery, redemption, 
and destruction of securities, legal-tender 
notes, fractional currency, checks, certificates, 
commissions, and for any plate and seal en- 
graving and printing required by the Treasury 
Department, shall be paid from and shall not 
exceed the appropriation of one per cent. of 
the amount: of legal-tender notes, fractional 
currency, and securities issued during each 
fiscal year; provided that nothing therein con- 
tained shall be construed to increase or en- 
large the appropriation contained in the sec- 
ond section of the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the refunding of the national debt,’”’ 
approved July 14, 1870. 

Mr. DAWES. This simply provides that 
money already appropriated for the purposes 
named shall be a permanent appropriation. 

Mr. GARIIELD, of Ohio. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, having had occasion to 
look at this bill, are satisfied that it should 
pass. 

Mr. DAWES. It really belonged to the 
Committee on Appropriations, but somehow 
it got into our committee. 

There being no objection, the amendment 
of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment of the Senate was 
concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR BUILDINGS.IN JAPAN, ETO. 


Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
a bill (H. R. No. 2797) providing for the pay- 
ment to the Government of Japan from the 
indemnity fund the sum due on account of 
rents for lands and buildings occupied by the 
diplomatic and consular representatives of 
the United States to Japan; which was read 
a first and second time, recommitted, and 
ordered to be printed, 


JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. BANKS also, by unanimous consent, 
reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs a bill (H. R. No. 2798) to release the 
Government of Japan from the payment of 
the balance of the indemnity fund remaining 
unpaid, amounting to $875,000, under the con- 
vention of October 22, 1864; which was read 


a first and second time, ordered to be printed, 


and recommitted. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION IN JAPAN. 


Mr. BANKS also, by unanimous consent, 
reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs a bill (H. R. No. 2799) to provide for 
the appointment of a secretary of legation at 
the Court of Japan, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be printed, and recommitted. 


INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION AT VIENNA. 

Mr. BANKS also, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2800) to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint one or more commissioners 


to represent the Government of the United 
States at the international exposition of agri- 
culture, industry, and fine arts, to be held at 
Vienna in 1873; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted. i : 


SOUTHERN CLAIMS FOR ARMY SUPPLIES. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported back with. amend- 
ments a bill (H. R. No. 2582) making appro- 
priation for the payment of claims reported 
allowed by the commissioners of claims under 
the act of Congress of March 3, 1871. — - 

The bill was read in part. X 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on a bill (H. 
R. No. 1192) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
department, and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 80, 1878, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on a bill (S. No. 988) to 
provide homes for the Pottawatomie and 
absentee Shawnee Indians in the Indian 
territory. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 480) concern- 
ing the circuitand district courts of the United 
States for the district of Kansas; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (H. R. No. 2116) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for 
the better security of life on board of vessels 
propelled in whole or in part by steam, and 
for other purposes,” approved February 28, 
1871, with amendments; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 


SECURITY OF LIFE ON STEAMBOATS. . 


Mr. NEGLEY. I move that the House 
non-concur in the amendments of the Senate 
to the steamboat bill, and ask for a committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

Mr. BROOKS. Until the amendments of 
the Senate are printed it will be impossible for 
us to know what they are, 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to 
the bill going to a. committee of-conference? 

Mr. BROOKS. Not at all. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Let the 
amendments go to the Committee on Com- 
merce and be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. The Committee on Com- 
merce have had under consideration every pro- 
vision and. every amendment, and could only 
report next week what they would report to- 
day. It is the wish of that committee the 
House should non-concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. BROOKS. Let them be printed, so we 
can see them. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I with- 
draw my motion to refer to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The amendments of the Senate were-ordered 
to be printed, non-concurred in, and sent to 
a committee of conference. 


SOUTHERN CLAIMS FOR ARMY SUPRLIES. 


The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill 
(H. R. No. 2582) making appropriations for 
the payment of claims reported allowed by 
the commissioners of claims under the act of 
Congress of March 8, 1871. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Į desire to 
make a suggestion to the chairman of the ` 
Committee of Claims. Of course, making thé 
point of order on this bill would carry it to 
the Committee of the Whole. I do not, how- 
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ever, wish ‘to embarrass the action. on. the 
pill, but rather to help it. I suggest that the 
farther reading of the bill for the first time 
be suspended, and that it be read paragraph 
by paragraph for amendment in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. l 

The SPEAKER. . If there be no objection, 


the first réading will be considered as having. 


been dispensed with. 

There was no objection. : ae 
+s The SPEAKER.” The Clerk will now read 
the bill by. paragraphs for amendment. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: > 

Beit enacted, Æc., That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to 
pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to the several persons in thisact 
named, the several sums mentioned therein, the 
same being in full for the several claims presented 
by such persons to the commissioners of claims under 
the act of March 3, 1871, and reported to the House 
of Representatives under the said act: that is to 
say: ‘To George R. Adams the sum of $595. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ishouldlike the 
chairman of the Committee of Claims to give 
some explanation in regard to the way in 
which this bill has been prepared. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. ‘This bill makes 
appropriations amounting in the aggregate to 
$346,990 90 for the purpose of paying claims 
that have been allowed by the southern claims 
commission. The Committee of Claims had 
referred to it the report of that commission, 
abhowing all the claims that have been allowed 
and those that have been disallowed, em- 
bracing the whole work of the commission. 

The committee have looked. more or less 
into every one of the individual cases reported 
upon by the commissioners of claims, chiefly, 
however, for the purpose of seeing whether 
they could depend upon the action of the com- 
mission in those cases, with what care that 
action bad been taken, and how far it would be 
safe to rely upon it. And I think I shall only 
speak the opinion of every member of the 
committee when [say that the action of the 
commissioners has been very careful, prudent, 
and just. If it has been unjustin any respect 
I am confident it has been in giving the ben- 
eft of the donbt always to the Government 
and against the claimant. In looking into the 
ease I have noticed that the prices at which 
articles are paid for are always low prices. 
There is not a single case that will be found in 
which a fancy price has been allowed for any- 
thing. For instance, I notice quite frequently 
in the course. of the work that in paying for 
cotton they have not risen above the price of 
twenty five cents per pound, and generally 
have been as lowas fifteen or twenty cents per 
poe Both Houses of Congress, 1 believe, 

ave always allowed higher prices, And in 
like manner I think in regard to all the sup- 
plies that have been taken, and which it is not 
necessary to specily, they have adopted a low 
range of prices. 

We have been entirely satisfied, therefore, 
with the action of the commissioners in that 
respect; and upon the whole the committee 
have thought it safe to depend. upon. the 
allowances they have made, and in the main 
have adopted them. We have, however, left 
out of this bill some six claims—one of them 
being the largest. which was allowed—with a 
view to further consideration; not because 
there was no proof to support them, for there 
was; but because we thought, from the ap- 
pearance of the cases, a further examination 
might develop something to the interest of 
the Government. It is for that reason we 
have left those cases out. 

It will be observed that almost all the claims 
are small claims. They are the claims of 
loyal people all over the southern country, 
and have been very carefully considered and 
I think prudently allowed. We found, in ex- 
amining the report, that there were some cler- 
ical mistakes, which I think have been cor- 
rected; we have endeavored to correct them 
all. Looking into. every case, comparing the 
facts with the report, and going over all the 


affidavits, we -discovered a good many errors 
which were merely clerical, and these, I be- 
lieve, are corrected in the bill. : : 

Since the biil was sent back to the commit- 
tee we have putin two claims, appealing par- 
ticularly.to our sympathies, which bave been 
reported from the claims commission since 
this bill was reported to the House. They have 
both been carefully examined, and we think 
them eminently just. : 

The several amendments which are pro- 
posed ‘to the bill have been written into it, 
and appear as separate paragraphs. It will 
be as well to consider them as parts of the 


bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Are there any 
claims in the bill which were not acted upon 
by the commissioners? 

Mr. BLAIR; of Michigan. None whatever. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to offer 
an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

Mr. SHELDON. Does this bill pay the 
amounts found by the: commission in’ each 
case? at 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. . It does. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I offer. the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Insert in line seven, after the word “for,” the fol- 
Jowing: “and the receipt. of the same to be taken 
and accepted in each case as a full and final dis- 
charge of;” so thatit will read: i 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and required to pay, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to the several persons. in this act named, the several 
sums mentioned therein, the same being in full for, 
and the receipt of the same to be taken and accept- 
ed in each as a full and final discharge of, the sev- 
eral claims presented by such persons to the com- 
missioners of claims under the act of March 3, 1871, 
and reported to the House of Representatives under 
the said act. 


That will operate ag a final discharge. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. There is no 
objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I believe the law 
by which this commission was created defines 
or lays down the rules by which the commis- 
sion is to be guided in the allowance of claims. 
I suppose, of course, it is the design of the 
commission to adhere to the requirements of 
the law, but I think it would be useful just 
now to-have the chairman of the committee 
state two things in regard to all these claims, 
and let it go to the country: ‘first, what the 
rule has been that they have adopted touching 
the loyalty of the claimants; and secondly, 
what class of claims are allowed and what 
principle has been adopted touching the char- 
acter of the claims that.come within the pro- 
visions of the law and the rule of allowance. 
I wish that he would state these two things at 
the outset. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. The gentleman 
will find in the report of the claims commis- 
sion itself (which is Miscellaneous Document 
No. 16) a very full statement and discussion 
of that whole subject. They have acted upon 
the principle of allowing no claims except 
those due to loyal persons, and they have been 
exceedingly particular in requiring evidence 
upon that point. By their report it appears 
that a very large number of claims had been 
ruled out entirely upon the ground that the 
persons were not proved to be loyal. They 
are confined by the law to the allowance of 
* stores and supplies for the Army,” and they 
have confined themselves strictly to that, 
rejecting all claims for damages or anything 
outside of what are recognized by the Army 
rules and regulations as ‘* stores and supplies.”’ 
They have elaborated very much in their report 
what they construe that language to be, adopt- 
ing the rules of the Army, and they have been 
very strict to follow it. l 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Then there is 
nothing in the bill for losses or destruction 
of property? - À i 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan.  Nothing-at all. 
They have carefully excluded everything for 
losses or destruction of property. 


| 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio... Is. anything 


| allowed in.the nature of incidental damages? 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Nothing of the 
kind. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, There is noth- 


ing in the nature of damages? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Not at all, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I bave 
heard outside that claims have been presented 
for-rent of buildings occupied by the Army. 
I desire to know if there is. anything in this 
bill allowed for rent. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan: I will:state to 
the gentleman, and I think he will find it 
stated in the report, that the commission in 
examining into that question looked into it 
very carefully to see whether they could allow 
for the ocenpation of buildings, but found that 
under Army operations the occupation of 
buildings is not regarded as ‘‘ stores or sup- 
plies,” but stands eo nomine as rent. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There is an- 
other class of c'àims which has been pushed 
upon the Government from time to time, and 
that is, claims for the occupation of land, I 
know that in several instances in my own 
experience in the Army claims have been 
attempted to be fastened upon the Army for 
the use of fields for camping-grounds. ` 1f 
claims of that kind were allowed we might 
ultimately be compelled to pay rent for the 
battle-fields, I desire to ask if there is any- 
thing of that kind before the commission at all? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Nothing of that 
sort is allowed. On the contrary, all such 
claims were specially rejected. One member 
of the Committee of Ciaims will report a bill 
to pay such claims simply because they were 
rejected. ; 

Mr. SHELDON. I believe that the law 
authorizes the commission to allow claims for 
boats. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. SHELDON. Does this bill allow any 
such claim? ; Dera A 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. 
not cover a single boat case. 

Mr. SHELDON. Does this bill allow any- 
thing except for property taken? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. It does not. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I believe this com- 
mission to be avery fair and a very honest 
one. It is also very apparent that the House 
of Representatives cannot examine into all 
these cases; we must rely upon the report 
of the commission that has examined these 
cases, heard the evidence, and examined all 
the circumstances connected with those cases. 
We must do that, or else we shall be com- 
pelled to overthrow their report and baveno 
sort of regard for it. For one, I am inclined 
to regard the report of that commission as 
prima facie evidence of what should be done 
in the case. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would inquire 
if this is the unanimous report of the Commit- 
tee of Claims? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Itis. 

- Sundry amendments, verbal and otherwise, 
reported from the Committee of Claims, were 
agreed to. ; 

The bill, as amended, was as follows: 

A bill making appropriation for the payment of 


claims reported allowed. by the comunissioners of 
claims under the act of Congress of March 3, 1871. 


Beit enacted by the Senateand House of Representa~ 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and required to pay. out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to the several persons in this act named, the 
several sums mentioned therein, the same being in 
full for, and the receipt of the same to be taken and 
accepted in each case as a full and final. discharge 
of, thesevoral claims presented by such persons to 
the commissioners of claims under the act of March 
3, 1871, and reported to the louse of Representa- 
tives under the said act; that isto- say: 

‘To George R. Adams, the sum of $595. 

: To John T. Armstrong, $154 93. 

To Thomas J. Alexander, $1:335. 
To Francis M. Anderson, $100, 
To William A. Austin: $1,435 50. 
To Young W. Allen, $195. 


T believe 1t does 
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To Frank A. Arnold, $714 50, 

To Wallin N. Andrews, $1,095. 

To Jobn Quincy Adams, $306. 

Yo Ashbet Armstrong, Elijah J. Armstrong, and 
Erastus Armstroug, and ‘William G: Pearce, admin- 
istrator of tue estate of William Armstrong, $9,500. 

To Samuel Anderson, $250. 

To Andrew Allen, $283 

To Ernestine Alberti, $6,525, | 

To Lewis Bailey. $1,225. 

To Richard H. Bryan, $1,814 50. 

To Joseph Baldwin, $52, 

To Margaret W. Bodine, joanne of the 
estate of ‘Taeodore Bodine, 

To Lyman Broughton, $645. 

To John W, Buiman, $425, 

To Samuel Birch, $1,287, 

To Blissbeth Blount, executrix of Ainsworth 
Blount, $1,8 

To Lewis Bendor, $720. 

To 'Lhomas Bowser, $130. 

To Daniel H, Barrett, $416, 

Vo William Beckett, ‘$450. 

Yo Randolph Birch, $301 11, 

o George Bayliss, $670. 

To William Bowlin, $964, 

fo William Burgess, $680. 

To Lewis Bailey, $1,296 50. 

To David Binttord, $130, 

fo Amos W, Bannock, seas 

Vo Hiram Britt, $639 50, 

To David Brown, $198. 

To Francis Bailey, $179 75. 

. To Peyton Blankinship, $255, 

To James C. Brown, $161. 

To Jackson Burleson, $a. 

To Ter:ill Bradby, $281. 

To Temple J. Blunt, $990. 

To George Bri tice, $218. 

To Thomas Belew, $175, 

To Andrew W. F. Carlin, $458. 

To Richard Cruikshank, $625. 

To Oliver Cox, $560. 

To Nelson Conner, $556.50 

To James N. b, $2,040. 

To James A, g:i $20. 

To Susan T. Cruit, adininistratrix of the estate of 
Robert Cruit, deceased, 

fo Virgii Pp, Corbett, ‘$3. 252 87. 

To George Corprew, $506. 

To Johu Coleman, $175, 

To Ephraim Clarke, $1,032 76. 

ae Penjamin T. and Benjamin D. Carpenter, 

To Hott W. Crocker, $380. 

To Mary E. Carpenter, for J. N. Carpenter, $2,230. 

To John K. Clark, $130. 

To John X. Crocker, $2,537 35. 

To Hiram Cockerille, $230. 

To Ambrose Qock, jr. n, $263. 

To Ambrose Cock, sr., $620, 

To Joseph M. Cline, $275. 

To Oliver Coam berlin, $69 60, 

Mo Lewis Cargile, $300. 

To Pleasant Cargile, el 25. 

To William B. Coffield, $265, 

-To Pendleton Clardy, #664, 

To ‘Thomas Cook, $202 50. 

‘To Jacob F, Clark, $165. 

To Martha A. Clark, $315. 

To Seth H. Chambliss, $90. 

To Sidney Q. Cleveland, a ata of the 
estate of Robert R. Cleveland, $1,0 

To Samuel Cline, $397 50, 

To Frederick K. Cline, $568, 

Yo J.'Il'. Duckett, $366. 

To Susan A. Davis, $1, 449. 

To Henry Donkers, $83 % 

To Levi Deming, $495 6U. 

To Henry Dane, $219. 

To David Delions, $246. 

To James A, Dibrell, $1,630. 

Fo Charles T, P, Davis, $676. 

ifo Nancy P. Davis, $959. 

To Maria M. Diokens, Eloise C. Dickens, and 
Amelia J. Dickens, $1,54 

To Greenbery M. Bly $100, 

Yo David Edwards, $790 

To William and Robert ‘Eliott, $55. 

To James S. Evans, $400. 

Yo Samuel Etheridge, $930. 

To Charies ©. French, $1,302 42, 

Re Arthur Foreman, $400. 

o Samuel Fish, $388. 

To Joshua Foulk, $150. 

Bo J. W. Bianagan, $355. 

To Isaiah Farley, $75. 

To David L. Finch, $1,180. 

To David Fultz, $1,895 50. 

To Abraham Forney, $3,593, 

To Gustavus Fritter, 5143, 

To William Ferris, $407 80. 

To Richard Freeman, $200, 

To Thomas Friar, $165. 

To Lewis P. Gitte, $508 50. 

To Blias Good, $350. 

To Sophronia C. Goodwin, ene of the 
estate of Merritt T. Goodwin, $689 

To John T. Gibbs, $300. 

‘Yo Robert Gunnell, $ 99. 

To Jobn Gilbert, $759.50, 

To Benjamin J. ‘Grubb, $2,786 84, 

‘fo Jobn R. Garrison, $617. 

To William L. Goodwin, $2,087 50. 

To Martin Garber, $557. 

To Hiizabeth Garber, $110. 

To George W. Grady, $100, 

to Abraham D. Garber, $340. 
o. Moses Glaze, $2,407 50. 


~ To George W. 


i 
To Elizabeth Gibson, administratriz of the estate | 
of Joshua. gibson, and James W. Gibson, his son 
and heir, $1,247 


To Wiliam Garénd, $1,043 30. 
To John Gravlee.-$559. 
To Bazil Hall, $10,729 68, 
To William H. Head, is 
To Noah Hixon, $ $506 9 
To James 0. C. Haskin, 3200, 
To Jerry Hall, $227 50. 
To Horatio T, Uawthorn, $453. 
To Thomas H. Holmes, $918, 
To Charles L. Hollingsworth, $43. 
To John J. Hail, $625 D: 
To John Henson, $725 25. 
To William C. V. Hicks, $4,444. 
To Solomon Hoge, $1,600. 05. 
and Jacob Hess, $500. 
To Caroline Heater, $5,165 
o Malvina A. G. Hayes, $i, 263. 
To Malinda JLowle, $190. 
To Oliver Hodges, $595. 
‘'o Nathaniel P, Farben, $377 50. 
To Thomas R, Henderson, $949, 
To Robert C. Hon, $105. 
_ To Mary S. Hogwood, $213. 
To Isaac Harlan 
zo William @. Hartman, $130. 
To George W. Humble, administrator de bonis non 
of the estate of S. W. Bell, deceased, $320, 
To Jacob Humble, $29. 
To Reuben Ives, $180. 
To A. Henry Ives, $948. 40. 
To Emanuel Isom, : 
To William §. Isom, ong 
To William Jones, 
To Cato Jackson, $276. 
To Thomas W. Jones, $791. 
To Daniel Jones, administrator of the estate of 
Ross Jones, deceased, 
To Thomas Jones, $232 58. 
To John Joyce, $225, 
To Riley Jones, 
To Sir Lanslet Karner and Josiah Millard, 
$3.006_50, 
To Joseph W. Kay, $778 50. 
To Jacob L. Kennamore, $79 20. 
To Keziah Kennamore. 
To Edmund Knowles. § 
To John B. Kline, $373. 
To William W. Kile, $117. 
To Sarah King, $277. 
To John Kealy, $210. 
To Louisa Kearney, $2,030. 
To John B. Kennamore, $329 69. 
To Seaborn F. Kennamore, administrator of the 
estate of Jacob Kennamore, $3 i 
To John S, Laycook, $110. 
To Henry C. Lashlee, $218. 
To Augustine Lawless, 3100, 
To Reuben Lemly, jr., $205 
To Reuben Lemly, sen., $210. 
To Nancy Laughlin, administratrix of the estate 
of Thomas Laughlin, deceased, $427 40. 
To James Larry, $503. 
To Mary C. Lane, $3,280. 
To Anna M. Payne aod Susan M. Herbert, heirs 
of Margaret G. Lee, $13,467. 
To John T. Lewis, $120. 
To Harriet Lamb, $89. 
To James Milligar, $2,000. 
+ To Chelsea McCauley, $685. 
To Henry Mc Williams, $55. 
To Jonathan Martin, $765. 
To Blackmore H. Mayo, $125. 
To David Mansfield, $501 16. 
To Daniel Moler, $2,150. 
To Julia Ann McCaskell, $125. 
To James Mills, $100, 
To William H. Monch, $111. 
To Albert McDavid, $459. 
To William F. Moseley, $1,500, 
To Thomas McMahan, 0. 
To Lewis McKenzie, $3,16: 
To Benjamin P. McCrary, 285, 
To Hugh M. McGill, $185. 
To George W. Mitchell, $844, 
To Elien Mononald, 3i rhe 
To William Marcy, $! 
"o David M. and 
To Christian Myers, 
To Jobn Miller, $500. 
To Jacob Moyers, $118 75. 
To Alexander Meede, $76. 
ifo Martin €, McKee, $261. 
To Jane Milligan, $600. 
To Samson Moore, $1,281 50. 
To William H.B. “Morrows, $1,380. 
To James Nokes, $2,007 80. 
To Joseph Nichols, $281 50, 
To John F. Newlan, $1,109 14. 
To Thomas HE. Nelson, $750 50. 
To John O’Brien, $176. 
To Seth and Cyrus Osborn, $1,293, 
To Merrill Olive, $141. 
_ Lo Ira Olive, $95. 
To Arthur O'Neill, $250. 
To Thomas J. Peacock , $76. 
To Levi Parker, $274. 
To Benjamin Peyton, $430 60. 
To James M, Pendleton; $871 50. 
To William Pugh, $370. 
‘Po Joel E. Parr, $1,071 50. 
To Richard L. Patterson, 7 705. 
To Joseph Pierpont, $386 50. 
To Benjamin F. Patillo,- 8377 50. 
To James A. Paxson, $14. 
To John T. Patton, $1,040 50. 
To Baxter M. Poor, $180. 


fe Ae B. Mutersbaugh, $3,118 75.. 


To Samuel I. Plaugher, administrator of the estate 
of Judy Detrick, $125 

To John P. Phifer, $125. 

To William Peace, $395." 

To James S. Purdy, $2,873 38. 

To Marcus. Reatl. adininistrator of the ‘estate. of 
Elijah C. Pearl, 

To Lambert G. Poe 9349, 

: To William W. Porter, $53. 
_ Po Hiram W. Read, $116, 

To Marco N. Radovich, $9,400. 

To William T. Rumsey, $3,123. ` 

To John J. Robinson, $439. 

To Zalmon Richards, $1,902 50. 

To Evelina W. Roberson, administratrix, and 
William F. Roberson, administrator, of the estate 
of Absalom Roberson, $240. 

To Thomas Rahn, $153. 

To John W. Robinson, $923. 

o James R. Robinson, $439. 

‘Fo James Roberson, $342, 

To James H. Ransin, $150. 

To Edward Rains, $400. 

To Benjamin F. Reid, $352 76. 

To Robert F. Roberts, $852 25. 

io James Simons, $971 43. 

To Richard Southern, $2,062 50. 

To William Sagar, 1,749. 

To William D. Smith, ee 

o Virginia Scott, $1,9 

To Milton Schooley, rites of the estate of John 
Schooley, deceased, $63. 

To John Stafford, $195, 

io Jason Skeeter, $150. 

To Philip Sewell, sen., and Philip Sewell, jr., $797. 

To Albert Sherman, $160. ; 

To Daniel Stamps, $150. ` 

To Jacob Silvuse, $200. 

To James W. ‘Steele, $247, 

To Jobn G. Sibley, $600. 

To Benjamin V. Sanders, $235. 
seine Lorenzo Thomas, jr., and Henry O. Thomas, 

To Hugh W. Torookimotton, $5, 106, 

To Harriet Tennent, $458 

To Garrett Terrell, $1, 336.. 

Yo Richard ‘Tynes, $310. 

fo Benjamin Turner, $320. 

Lo Wiliat R. Topping, à $153 75. 

To Jobn H. Tucker, $1,59 

To James D. Thomps son 

To Hiram B. Tebbetts, fe 25, 

To William H. Timberlake, $975, 

To Lewis Trister, $20: 

To Matthew Tisdale, 3950, 

To Jacob Turner, $125, 

To Waddy Thompson, $65 

To Gilbert Vanderbergh, rk 15 50, 

To William H. Virts, $120, 

To Fhilip Vaughan, $125. 

To James M. Walker, $303. 

To William Walters, $235. 

To George Out eie $3,020 50, 

To Wibiam Wirtz, $413. 

To George F. M. Walters, $1,524 75. 

To Benjamin Watts, $200. 

To Exum White, $160. 

To Warren White, $500. 

To Edwin T. White, $1,000, 

To David White, $409. 

To Nathan Webster, hs 66. 

To Henry White, $120 

To Jacob N. Wiepper, "$196. 

To Jobn F. Webb, $360, 

To James M. Wine, $951. 

To James ©, Wright, $43. 

To David Wampier, $275. 

To Solomon Whorton, $108, 

To Richard H. Waters, $764. 

To David Waters, $1,207. 

To Solomon Wintrey, $490, 

To Zaphnatpaaneah Wa allis, $938 20, 

To Elijah Wiggins, $1 

To Martha Ward, $769. 

To Thomas J. White, $497 50. 

To Elias Wester, $125. 

o George Ware, PUG. a 

To William Yeuff, $61 

To John Young, fo. 

To John Zigler, $625. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to. be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed ‘to. 


SAMUEL BLACK AND ALBERT R. COOPER. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, also reported back, with a 
recommendation that the same do pass, House 
bill No. 887, for the relief of Samue! Black and 
Albert R. Cooper. l 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, empowers and’ 
directs Godfrey Weitzel, of the corps of engi- 
neers, United States Army, and in charge of 
the improvement of the Louisville canal, sub- 
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jeet.tothe approval of the chief of the corps 
of engineers, to adjust and pay, out of any 
money appropriated for the improvement of 
the canal, to Samuel Black and. Albert R. 
Cooper any legal or equitable claim they may 
have against the United States arising out of 
their contract to-. perform work on *the. im- 
provement . of the canal. in-1870 and 1871, 
provided that there shall not be paid to 
them, in any event, over $20,000, nor more 
under that sum than, together with any suins 
already paid to them on account of the con- 
tract and work, shall be equal to the fair and 
reasonable value to the Government of the 
work done by them for the Government under 


the contract. 
. Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would like to 
hear some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan... There were cer- 
tain allowances made to Messrs. Black & Co. 
for losses that have occurred to them growing 
out of a misapprehension of the nature of the 
work to be done oun the Louisville canal at the 
time the contract was taken. When the con- 
tract was made the canal was filled with water, 
and it was fuund impossible to estimate with 
correctness the character of the work to be 
done. The engineers and parties judged, from 
work that had previously been done, about 
what it would be; and upon the best investi- 
gation that could. be made the bids were sub- 
mitted and the contract was taken. However, 
when the work came to be done, it was found 
that it was of ‘a very different character from 
what had been supposed, that both the engi- 
neer and the contractor had mistaken the work 
altogether. Jt was found that certain old roots 
and stones that had been thrown over behind 
the old bank of the canal had to be removed, 
and that the removal was very difficult and 
expensive. 

These gentlemen suffered a very heavy loss, 
and they will be utterly ruined unless they are 
granted some relief. General Weitzel, during 
the progress of the work, applied to General 
Humphreys, the chief of his department, for 
leave to pay them something additional. He 
says they are very reputable men, good con- 
tractors; they have suffered very much in con- 
sequence of not knowing anything of what 
the work was, when the job was undertaken. 

I will say in addition that last year there 
whs precisely such a bill as this before the 
Committee on Appropriations, andupon look- 
ing it over the committee thought unanimously 
that it would be proper to grant the relief asked, 
and L hope the House wiil grantit. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] is very 
familiar with this work, and perhaps would 
desire to explain this bill to some extent. 

Mr. KERR. 1 would like to say a few 
words in reference to this bill, For twenty- 
three years I bave resided in the vicinity of 
this canal. I think I have walked a thousand 
times along its banks. I know personally by 
close observation, made alone and in company 
with General Weitzel, who has had this work 
in charge, all about the location of the par- 
ticular. work now in question, the nature of 
the soil, and the deposit of rocks in which it 
was dug. Since the prosecution of this work 
was commenced,’ have learned from General 
Weitzel, who bas had charge of it, and who is 
my neighbor, all about the conduct of these 
gentlemen who haye had this contract. From 
first to last he has represented them to me, as 
he now does officially to this House, to be as 
faithful and ypright contractors as any he ever 
had to do work ander him. Soon after this 
contract was made, the fact was developed 
that it was impossible for these gentlemen at 
the price they were receiving to go on and 
complete their contract without manifest and 
inevitable Joss. With thatfact staring them in 
the face, unlike contractors generally, they did 
go on, with ruin before them; they borrowed 
money and completed the work, losing the 
amount stated by the chairman. 


They were induced to make the contract as li 
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they did by the specifications made by the en- 
gineer himself, an exceedingly efficient. officer. 
His mistake arose out of the fact, not fully 
stated by the chairman, thatthe deposit on one 
side of this canal, in which the earth excava- 
tion was to be made, was different from: what 
it was supposed to be. It-was supposed to be 
ordinary earth. But when the original canal 
was made, there was filled in near the walls 
of the canal and where this contract applied, 
a Jot of rocks, broken stones, and other débris, 
making an artificial formation. The contract- 
ors supposed it was all clay, common earth, 
that they had to dig through. The difference 
in the character of the deposit there made a 
great part of the difference in the expense of 
the work, and hence the result of which the 
chairman has spoken. 

These contractors throughout the entire 
work acted in the utmost good faith. ‘They 
did their work well, and as cheaply as they 
could. The loss was simply unavoidable. I 
think, then, that if there ever came before this 
House a claim addressing itself clearly to the 
justice of this body it is the claim now under 
consideration. I believe that in ‘every cent 
and farthing it is unquestionably just and 
equitable, and should be adjusted as the bill 
proposes. But besides this character of the 
claim, the bill is so guarded that not a cent 
can be paid these gentlemen unless it shall be. 
made to appear to the engineer in charge and 
to the chief of the engineer corps that -the 
work done by these men is in truth and fact 
worth as much to the Government as the total 
cost of it will amount to; so that the Govern- 
ment will in any event only pay for what it has 
received the reasonable value of. 

I will also remark that the manner in which 
this bill is drafted by the committee makes it 
entirely impossible that auy injustice to the 
Government shall be done, because the pro- 
ceedings must meet the approval both of the 
engineer and of General Humphreys, the chief 
of the bureau, so that the interests of the 
Government in the premises are fully guarded. 
Í hope the bill will be passed. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES A. DREW AND OTIIERS. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan also reported 
from the Committee of Claims a bill (H. R. 
No. 2786) for the relief of James A. Drew 
and others ; which was read a first and second 
ume. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
requires the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, 
out of any money iu the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the Governor forthe timebeing 
of the State of Maine the sum of $21,436, to 
be used by him in paying the claims of James 
A. Drew and others, owners of land oa the 
northeastern boundary ofthat State, taken 
from them and ceded to Great Britain by the 
treaty of Washington; such payment to be 
made in pursuance of a ‘resolve in favor of 
the owners of lands taken by thé United 
States and ceded to Great Britain,’ adopted 
by the Legislature of Maine, and approved 
February 24, 1869. The payment is to be 
in full discharge of all claims against the 
United States on account of the lands herein 
referred to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

_ Mr, BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


— 


HARLOW J. PHELPS AND COMPANY. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, also reported 
from the Committee of Claims a bill (H.-R. 
No. 2787) for the relief of Harlow J. Phelps 
& Co.; which was read a first and second 
time. . i J 

The bill authorizes Harlow J. Phelps & Co., 
of New Orleans, to commence .a suit against 
the United States in the Court of Claims for 
the recovery of $41,974 48, claimed by Phelps 
& Co. to have been. illegally collected from 
them on certain cotton at New Orleans. on the 
15th, 20th, 21st, and 28d of June, 1865; and 
the court is invested with full power and 
authority to hear and determine the validity 
of the claim and the amount, if any, that 
Phelps & Co. shall be entitled to recover from 
the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. se, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
SON, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed 
to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 188) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interiorto make 
partition of the reservation to Me+shin-go me- 
sia, a Miami Indian, agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and bad appointed 
Mr, Harran, Mr. Pratt, and Mr. STEVENSON, 
managers of the conference on the part'of the 
Senate. ï l 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed billsof the House of the follow- 
ing titles, severally with amendments ; in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2565) to provide for the 
issue of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced 
bonds of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1094) for the relief of 
Charles A. Weidner. : 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 545) for the 
relief of Thomas B, Stewart and Alexander 
McConn, of West Virginia, ia which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House, 


RICHARD R. BOLLING. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the same 
committee, also reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2788) for the relief of Richard R. Bolling; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
proper. accounting officers of the Treasury be 
authorized and directed :to adjust and seitle 
the accounts of Richard R. Bolling, late sur- 
veyor of customs and United States depositary 
at Louisville, Kentucky, and credit him with 
the sum of $23,838 77, the amount of Gov- 
ernment fundsembezzled and stolen from him 
without his default while holding those offices 
during the years 1867 and 1868. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
aud also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EDMUND JUSSEN. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the same 
committee, also reported back a bill (H. R, 
No. 2291) for the relief of Edmund Jussen, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
accounting officers of the Treasury be author 
ized and directed to transfer any indebted- 
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ness in the revenue account of Edmund Jus- 
sen, late collector of internal revenue at Chi- 
cago, Illinois, arising from the loss or destruc- 
tion or non-taking of certain warehouse bonds 
from the distillery of Haas & Powell: before 
the same was destroyed by fire, to the revenue 
account of his successor in office. : 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I demand the 
previous question. j 

The previous question was. seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOUIN J. SMITIL. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the same 
committee, also reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2789) for the relief of John J. Smith; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be authorized and 
directed to pay out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated to Jobn J. 
Smith, of Vicksburg, Mississippi, the sum of 
$906 97, which shall be in full discharge of all 
claims against the United States Government 
on account of seven bales of cotton turned 
over to a Government purchasing agent on 
the 14th day of June, 1865, in consideration 
of a license from the Government to traus- 
port twenty-one bales of coton to the loyal 
States under the Treasury regulations pre- 
scribed under the eighth section of the act of 

` Congress, approved July 2, 1864. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
reed a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


B. 0. PRESSLEY. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the same 
committee, also reported back a bill (S. No. 
685) for the relief of B. ©. Pressley, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. - 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be directed, in set- 
tling the accounts of B. C. Pressley, late 
Assistant Treasurer of the United States at 
Charleston, South Carolina, to allow to the 
said Pressley a credit of $201, interest on the 
public debt paid by him in July, 1860, and of 
which payment the vouchers have been lost. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES F. JOY. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the same 
committee, also reported back a bill (S. No. 
654) for the relief of James F. Joy, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be directed to de- 
liver to James F. Joy possession of the prem- 
ises purchased by him September 5, 1864, 
known as the marine hospital and grounds, at 
Chicago, Illinois, and to pay to Joy, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, interest from September 5, 1866, at 
the rate of six per cent. per annum, upon 
$182,000, being the amount paid by Joy to 
the United States for the premises two years 
previous, and that the interest shall be so paid 
until delivery of the premises shall be made. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

_ Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion. to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DR. J. MILTON BEST. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the same 
committee, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill (S. No. 105) 
for the relief of J. Milton Best. 

The bill was read. It appropriates out of 

any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated the sum of $25,000 to Dr. J. 
Milton Best, of Paducah, Kentucky, in com- 
pensation for the destruction of his dwelling- 
house and its contents by order of:Colonel S. 
J. Hicks, commanding the United States troops 
at Paducah, Kentucky, on the 26th of March, 
1864. 
Mr. CROSSLAND. I desire to ask the 
chairman of the Committee of Claims a ques- 
tion in regard to the proof furnished to the 
committee of the value of the property in this 
case. I am willing that this claimant shall 
have all he is entitled to. But my information 
is that his house was not worth over five, six, 
or: seven thousand dollars. I wish to know 
what proof there was before the committee in 
regard to the value of the property. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. The proof before 
the committee was very full that the property 
was worth somewhat more than has been re- 
ported. We are fully satisfied that the sum 
which has been allowed does not exceed the 
value of the property. We consider the proof 
conclusive on that point. Before the bill passed 
the Senate there was an elaborate report sub- 
mitted there, in which the question of the value 
of the property was fully discussed. Iam quite 
satisfied on that question ; I must confess some- 
what better satistied than on some other ques- 
tions in regard to this matter. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Is this the same 
Paducah property about which there were 
lengthy debates in former sessions of Con- 
gress? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. It is a portion 


it. j 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I understand 
that this is a question of compensation for 
property the destruction of which was rendered 
necessary by the exigencies of battle. I wish 
to know on what legal grounds the committee 
have proceeded in reporting favorably upon 
the biil? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. The gentleman’s 
question is a very fair one, and has occupied 
my mind a good deal. And in order to make 
my statement clear I will give a little history 
of the case, which will occupy a very few 
minutes. 

Early in 1861, soon after the commence- 
ment of the war, the military authorities at 
St. Lonis and Cairo thought it would be de- 
sirable to make an expedition into the south- 
ern country by the Tennessee river. In con- 
sidering this movement they came to the 
conclusion that the first thing to do would be 
to take the mouth of the river Paducah and 
fortify it. General Grant took with him Gen- 
eral Payne and went over to Paducah, and 
having examined the ground, reaffirmed his 
previous idea that fortifications at Paducab, 
at the mouth of the river, would be necessary, 
and left the General there with instructions to 
locate and build a fort. He proceeded to do 
that, examined the ground, and concluded to 
locate the fort upon what was known as the 
marine hospital ground. 

When the location however was made, 
upon looking the ground over it was observed 
at once that the large brick house of Dr. 
Best stood upon a position even higher than 
that where the fort was to be located, and that 
it would be necessary to remove it.. The gen- 


of 


eral, therefore, proceeded in the usual way 
to give notice to Dr. Best that the house would 
be taken down and removed. He told him at 
the same time that he would be paid for it by 
the Government. He proceeded directly, as 
the usval.course is I am told, for. lam. not 
very familiar with it, to order a board of offi- 
cers, three officers I think of the forces which 
were then stationed. at Paducah,. to. make a 
survey of the property, to appraise it, and 
make their report to him for the purpose. of 
payment. 

The officers proceeded to make their sur- 
vey, fixed. the sum which should be reported 
due to be paid to Dr. Best, and the report 
had been in part prepared but not signed. At 
this time the battles came on at Fort Henry, 
and immediately afterward. at Fort : Donel- 
son, and all the forces were wanted up the 
‘Tennessee ; and an order was made by the 
general in command to the other officers with 
their commands immediately to join their 
commands up the river. They did so, and 
were compelled to go off leaving the fort 
incomplete. 

So it remained for some time, until, I think, 
some months afterward another board was 
appointed to make a survey for the same pur- 
pose, but, as before, the officers. were called 
away before the report was completed, and in 
fact the report never was completed. 

Then, sir, subsequently General. Forrest 
came down on Paducah and attacked it, the 
report not having Veen completed and the ' 
house not taken down; then, just as General 
Paine had supposed would be the case, the 
rebel forces seized Best's house, filled it with 
sharp-shooters, used it as a fortification, and 
picked off the gunners in our fort. It was a 
most dangerous thing. The gun-boats on the 
river were directed to: shell. the house; and I 
will say this one thing for Dr. Best, that while 
the gun-boats were shelling, the house he 
stood on the top of it, with the rebels below, 
and with a flag waved to the gun-boats let- 
ting them know where to fire into his own 
house. The insurgents were finally driven 
out, and the battle subsided somewhat, and 
the house was immediately set on fire and 
burned up to prevent their reoccupation of it. 

Now, I have concurred with the committee, 
which is pretty strong on this question, much 
stronger than I am, on this ground, that I 
think the property was properly taken by the 
Government long before there was any battle 
raging there at all. At Cairo, before this 
happened, a similar case occurred. They made 
a fort at Cairo. In doing so they took down, | 
I believe, five houses, which were appraised 
and paid for atthetime. This house would 
have been taken down and paid for but for the 
order which called the officers away, and I 
will say that the allowance of the claim of Dr. 
Best does not open the question whether we 
are to pay for property sacrificed in battletin 
the mere exigencies of war, but that we had 
taken it before and appropriated it to the 
Government’s use, although the actual de- 
struction had not been carried out at the time 
the battle commenced. ‘That is the principle 
on which I support the bill. 

It is suggested to me that in regard to the 
price of the property I ought to state that it 
covers not only the house, but the entire furni- 
ture of the house, which was very valuable. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I know the 
history of this claim, and I do not much care 
how many others like it come before us. Sir, 
as an American citizen I should be proud the 
more we could find of claims like this. Any 
American citizen who in time of war will do 
what Dr. Best did with his property, under the 
circumstances, ought to have the best hearing 
the House of Representatives can give him, 
and I hope we shall pay this claim. I only 
fear that there are but few others in the coun- 
try that can plead this as a precedent. I wish 
there were more, even if they cost the Treasury 
much. 
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“Mr. SHELLABARGER. My only purpose 
now in making any remark about this bill is 
to secure attention more particularly to the 
proposition jast stated by the chairman of the 
Committee of Claims, that there is nothing 
iú this bill, according to the apprehension of 
the committee, that allows for the destruction 
of property in the exigencies of war or of 
battle. I fear thatthe facts pushed to their 
logical result might not sustain the conclusion 
of the committee that this, in’ fact, was a case 
where property was taken for the purposes of 
defense. My fear is that the precedent, fur- 
nished will be dangerous in that regard. There 
was. not, according to the statement just 
made, any physical destruction of the property 
at all until it occurred in battle. On the other 
hand, there was no taking or appropriation of 
the property according to the statement made, 
except in contemplation, none having occurred 
in facte Now, there is the danger. If we 
open the door, and in a carefully considered 
case coming from a committee so commanding 
and so entitled to the confidence of the House 
and the country, we say to the country that a 
material or physical destruction of property in 
battle is a predicate for payment by this Gov- 
ernment, provided there was a contemplated 
but not an actual taking before the exigency 
arose—if we do that, then I fear we shall 
have done a real mischief. 

Now, sir, it is to guard against that that I 

hesitate; L can say no more; I hesitate, I 
fear, | pause on this threshold that we now 
are upon. No gentleman can fail to recognize 
the fact that if we do begin, after careful con- 
sideration—not by any inadvertence, but as 
a considered, adopted, and approved prece- 
dent—to pay for property that was in fact not 
taken and appropriated at all for the parpose 
of war, but destroyed in batule, we wiil have 
opened a door through whic hundreds of 
millions of dollars will be taken. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Would it make 
any difference in the mind of my colleague 

Mr. Suetrapacer] if the fact were estab- 
ished, as [ understund it is, that the building 
was being used at the time forthe care of 
onde soldiers, was being used as a hos- 
ital? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Notatall. IfI 
am right in my legal idea of the matter (and 
my colleague (Mr. Garreko] I am sure will 
agree with me) the use ofthe property for 
hospital purposes is not a taking of property 
in the legal sense. That term has its fixed 
legal meauing. Jt is the act of taking pos- 
session for the purpose either of destruction, 
of change, or of some otheract that deprives it 
of permanent value. ‘The occupation of it as 
a hospital is not a case of that kind. Hence, 
there has been no taking in this case accord- 
ing to the legal meaning of the term. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If while the 
piperty was held possession of for hospital 
purposis this building was destroyed, thus 
rendering impossible tue permanent taking of 
it, to which my colleague refers, does not that 
change the equity of the case very materially? 

Mr. SOULLABARGER. Lauswer my col- 
league ‘*No;’? and pushing his idea to the 
fall extent, he will certainly see that I am cor- 
rect. The occupying a building for any pur- 
pose, and when the building is so oceupied its 
destruction by the encmy’s guns, is clearly not 
a taking of property in the legal sense of the 
term. bdo not see, therefore, how there is 
any physical or material taking in the case as 
stated by the chairman of the Committee of 
Claims. i 

Jt ia suggested to me by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts near me [Mr. Hoar] whether 
my colleague [ Mr, Garrieip] would have con- 
sidered'it a taking of property had the man 
not stood upon the roof and waved a flag? 
That isan act that commends itself strongly 
to ali our feelings of admiration, and we would 
like to pay that man. But, bless you, do you 
not see where it would lead? 
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did what we could to carry the flag; we gave 
our boys and our property to have the flag 
carried over the South as well as over the 
North. There were many in the South as 
well as in- the North who stood by the coun- 
try. Bat we cannot make our admiration for 
the flag the foundation for the allowance of 
these enormous claims. ~~: l 

Now, I will go with the Committee of Claims 
wherever they say, unless they lead me where 
they have never yet led me. I know how 
éxhaustive was the debate upon this subject, 
and it threw much light upon the question of 
what was the rule of international law and of 
war in this matter. It was exhaustive, com- 
plete, and masterly, and I hope the result 
which the Committee of Claims have reached 
will not trench upon that conclusion. I wish 
there was some way of disposing of this mat- 
ter other than in the hurry of this morning, 
for I think we should pause right here. 

Mr. SYPHER. I understand the chairman 
of the Committee of Claims [Mr. BLAIR, of 
Michigan] to say that this property was taken, 
that a board of survey was appointed, but they 
failed to complete their report in time to sub- 
mit it to the Government. Was not that a 
taking of the property in the sense referred to 
by the gentleman from Ohio ? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I desire to say 
a single word in reply to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. SHELLABARGER, ] because I sympa- 
thize so entirely with his whole idea upon this 
subject. Heseems, however, I think, to over- 
look one circumstance connected with this 
case. As I have stated, all the proceedings 
had been taken regularly for the condemnation 
of this property by the Government; the only 
difficulty was that technically those proceed- 
ings had not been completed. Now, the gen- 
tleman must certainly see that whether the 
Government actually took the property into its 
possession and tore it down in one day, or in 
five days, or in ten days, or in a hundred days, 
could make no difference as to the legality of 
that transaction. It seems to me that every- 
thing essential to the taking of this property 
by the Government had been done, A board 
hed been ordered upon itand had agreed upon 
its report. ‘lhe report had been in part re- 
duced to writing. It had not been actually 
signed and sent to the general; bat the taking 
had been notified to thé party by the officer 
who had the authority to do it. 

Now, I submit that the particular time when 
the property was taken and occupied.is a mat- 
ter of no importance. When this board had 
completed its report and sent it to the general, 
and it had been approved, it might have stood 
for a month, or two months, or any number 
of months; but the property would have been 
just as completely taken by the Government 
as if it had been actually occupied. I submit 
that the actual taking down of the property 
manually is not essential, 

Mr. HOAR. If it will not interrupt the 
gentleman, I would like to put an inquiry. 
Suppose all had been done by the board that 
was in fact done, and the proceeding had 
stopped there, and the building had never 


| been destroyed at all, would the committee 


have reported in favor of the claim under 
such circumstances? 

Mr, BLAIR, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
I may answer that inquiry very well by say- 
ing that ‘sufficient unto the day is: the evil 
thereof.’ Inasmuch as those are not the 
circumstances in this case, it is hardly neces- 
sary to deal with that answer now, though I 
do not feel that the question presents a prop- 
osition in which there is any difficulty. The 
gentleman understands that I have been ad- 
miiting from the first that the proceedings 
were not entirely completed. But suppose 
they had been completed, and had been re- 
ported, and the right of the owner to the 
money had accrued at the time, could it ever 
have been divested except by his consent? 


We all of us ii If the Government had perfected its right to 


take down the ‘building, most ‘assuredly the 
owner could not have resisted; and if he could 
not, then I imagine he eould bold the Govern- 
ment if the Government could hold him, 

Mr. DAWES. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman whether the committee has any 
other case to report similar to this? 

“Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan.-I will say to the 
gentleman that there is one other case, which 
involves a somewhat different question, which 
may by and by be reported by another mem- 
ber of the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘There was a case of this 
kind which came before Congress some five or 
six years ago. The claimant was Mr. Armes, 
who had had a school some six or eight miles 
from here. ‘During the war his grounds were 
occupied by the Government, and a fort was 
erected near his house. In the judgment of 
the engineers it became necessary, in order to 
make a range for the guns, to. take down his 
house. He had maintained our flag upon that 
house when the flag of the enemy was floating 
all around him. He had been at last driven 
out. The fort erected by the Government was 
so located in reference to his house that it was 
necessary to take the house down; and the 
officers of the engineer department removed 
the house. 

I remember distinctly the claim that was 
made here by Mr. Armes. It was pending 
in two Congresses. In one Congress it wag 
passed by this House, but failed in the Sen- 
ate. In the next Congress it was passed by 
both Houses, but by the strangest mistake in 
the world, instead of that biil being enrolled 
and sent to the President for his signature, an- 
other bill, that had never been passed in either 
branch, was enrolled and sent to the Presi- 
dent and signed by him. I remember well 
that poor Armes became insane and wandered 
about the streets or at these doors, making his 
pitiful appeals. So far as i remember, neither 
he nor his representatives (for L believe he hag 
since died) have ever obtained ‘one cent. upon 
that claim. 

Ihave made my inquiry because I happen 
to know of a case in Tennessee, which seems 
to be precisely like the one of Dr. Best; a 
case in which a house was removed to make 
room for a fort. I refer to the Orme. case, 
There must be a great many of these cases 
growing out of the war. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. In the case 
from Tennessee referred to by the gentleman, 
the property being within the enemy’s terri- 
tory was constructively euemy’s property; but 
the case before us standson adifferent ground, 
because the property was in a State not in 
rebellion. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not. propose to assert 
there is no distinction; but I only say here 
and now, seconding the suggestion of the gen- 
tlewan from Qhio, [Mr. SHELLABARGER, ) thit 
we ought to be cautious in what we do, be- 
cause this will not fail to be drawn into a pre- 
cedent of very great consequence to the 
‘Treasury of the United States... While I am 
up I will say further that while I suppose gen- 
tlemen of the: committee have. considered it 
in all its bearings, nevertheless it cannot be 
doubted there are a great many cases so near 
the line that the distinction cannot be drawn, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachuseits. Mr 
Speaker, like my colleague I desire the House 
should understand what is being done, so we 
may give even measure of justice, acting under 
the law and the facts. In this case 1 assume 
that Dr. Best was a good Union man. Ias- 
sume he came from a loyal State, Kentucky. 
His house had been occupied by the enemy, 
In the course of a battle our people had been 
driven out of it-and the encmy got into it 
again, as it gave them vantage ground. Under 
those circumstances, in the prosecation of the 
war for proper military purposes, the com- 
manding officer of the Union forces ordered it 
to be destroyed, so it might not bea shelter for 
the enemy. Those are the facts of the case. 
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Now, then, let us apply the principle which 
will apply as well to hundreds of like cases. 
That is settled, If the principle is right the 
number should not affect it; and because there 
is only one case, itought not to give any rights. 

The question is this: is this Government re- 
sponsible to its citizens for property destroyed 
in war, for actual destruction of property in 
the course of carrying on military operations? 
I may say that principle has not been, so far as 
I know, recognized by any Government in any 
country. Whether it ought to be law is for 
Congress to determine, . Here, certainly, is a 
meritorious case. Butthe question is whether 
the loss shall not lie where it fell, as other 
losses during the war. A fortiori, should prop- 
erty destroyed by the enemy be compensated 
for? Take, for instance, the case of the burn- 
ing of the iron-furnace of Thaddeus Stevens, 
and the destruction of Chambersburg, Penn- 
sylvania. Then the various burnings by the 


public enemy in the loyal States should be’ 


compensated for on the same principle. But 
the question here is to eliminate the principle. 
We had this thing in the war with Great 
Britain. I wish l had the time to give the 
eases. My memory is not so fresh in refer- 
ence to them as itwas. One of them is where 
British troops having landed on the coast of 
Massachusetts, they called upon the selectmen 
to furnish them with cattle, and the selectmen 
took the qwentity of cattle wanted and prom- 
ised to pay for them. One of the men who 
furnished the cattle sued for them, and the 
court held he could not recover, because it 
was one of the casualties of war, and if the 
cattle had not been given up the enemy would 
have taken them. 

That is one of the cases I remember; and 
I think on examination such will be found to 
be the principle. 

Mr. KELLEY. | Mr. Speaker, I wish to call 
attention to a case illustrative of the law; and 
that is the case of a chief engineer of the 
Navy, E. P. Whipple, who owned a few acres 
of land and a handsome cottage just beyond 
the Potomac. He was away on one of our 
naval vessels off Charleston. While his wife 
and children were in possession of the coitage 
with the garden and some woodlands, their 
wood was cut down, the garden despoiled, and 
finally the engineer of our Army decided the 
house must be taken down, because it was a 
cover for the enemy. By his order the cottage 
was razed in the view of the wife and children 
of that engineer, while he was away off the 
coast of Charleston. It has been held by 
every authority to which the case has been 
brought that the Government cannot,in accord- 
ance with law, make any compensation for 
the destruction of that house. Mr. Whipple 
died just after the close of the war, leaving 


nothing but that estate in land to his widow | 


and to his orphan children, who are to-day, the 
court having held they could not be compen- 
sated for the house which was destroyed, peti- 
tioners before the southern claims commission 
for money due them for the wood taken by the 
quartermaster’s department. 

Now, I think that case a much stronger one 
than that before the House. — It is certainly as 
strong a one. The father and head of the 
family was away in the service of the Govern- 
ment, in the naval service, when our troops 
by order, and ajter investigation of the subject, 
removed the house. If that cannot be paid 
for to the widow and orphans, Ido not see 
how the law can be stretched to cover any 
other case. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I yield a few 
minutes to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Smirz.] 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. This case will 
be of so much consequence as a precedènt that 
it ig of vital importance that the House should 
not act upon it inconsiderately.. A precedent 


like that to which the gentleman from Penn- ; 


sylvania [Mr. KeLLeY] refers, of claims for 


rebellion, stands upon a clear, definite basis 
of international law. That law is stated in 
the case of Mrs. Alexander’s cotton, 2 Wal- 
lace’s Reports, Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

“The principle”— eae 

I read from the head-notes— 


. “The principle that personal dispositions of the 
individual inhabitants of enemy territory as dis- 
tinguished from those-of the enemy- people gener- 
ally cannot, in questions of. capture, be inquired 
into, appliesin civil warsas international. Hence, 
all the people of any district that was in insurrection 
against the United States in the southern rebellion 
are tobe regarded as enemies, except in so far as 
by action of the Government itself that relation 
may have been changed.” 


Now, sir, the Committee of Claims, in the 
consideration of the many bills which bave 
been before them, have planted themselves 
upon this legal principle, which is thoroughly 
well settled, and have refused to recommend 
the passage of any bills, although several such 
haveepassed the Senate, making compensation 
for property destroyed within the enemy ter- 
ritory belonging to loyal citizens. And the 
passage of this bill in the interest of Dr. 
Best, a loyal man, whose noble conduct should 
receive some recognition at the hands of Con- 
gress, situated in a State which was not enemy 
territory, stands like a good tub on its own 
bottom, and will be no precedent which will 
inure to the disadvantage of the Treasury. 

Mr. SHELDON. Will the gentleman state 
what is the principle in this case? 

Mr, SMITH, of New York. I will do so. 
But let me first make a distinction. If this 
property of Dr. Best had been destroyed by 
the Union forces fighting a battle in the open 
field, I should myself doubt if the property 
was taken for the public use. 

Mr. CROSSLAND. | Will the gentleman 
allow me—— 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. Not at this 
moment. But where our national forces locate 
a fort right adjoining the property of Dr. 
Best, I beg gentlemen to bear in mind it is no 
casualty of war; the enemy are ipso facto in- 
duced to make their attack at that spot. 
Then when it becomes necessary for the com- 
mander of that fort to destroy that property, 
I beg leave to submit, with great deference 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. SuELLA- 
BARGER, | that that property is clearly taken 
for the public use, even within the meaning 
of the Constitution. 

Mr. SHELDON. Suppose that had oc- 
curred in aStatein rebellion; suppose a man’s 
house had been taken in making a range for 
the guns, or for the purpose of constructing a 
bridge across a stream, and suppose the owner 
of the property was a loyal man? 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I have stated 
to the gentleman that that is within the prin- 
ciple which was supposed to be settled by the 
United States Supreme Court, and which is 
found thoroughly well settled in the publicists 
Grotius, Vattel, Puffendort, &c., and is also 
thoroughly well settled by the decision in the 
Sue Murphy case, after a debate of some 
months in the Senate. Such a case would 
not rest upon a substantial basis, and the 
claims could not be allowed because within 
this principle. It becomes enemy property, 
and therefore there is no claim founded upon 
any legal basis. 

Mr. SHELDON. Bat the decision is that 
that principle may be changed. Now, I ask 
the gentleman if we have not changed that 


principle in the act of March 8, 1871, and in ! 


the very bill that we have passed here to-day 
paying claims provided for in that act to loyal 


citizens of the States which were ir rebellion ? | 


Mr. SMITH, of New York. And it is 
changed with reference to captured and aban- 
doned property. 

Mr. SHELDON. No, sir. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. Yes, sir; in 
reference to captured and abandoned property 
in the act of 1863, when the owner shows his 


property destroyed in a State whic was in jj loyalty. 


{ 
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Mr. SHELDON. The act of March 3, 1871, 
provided for the payment of commissary and 
quartermasters’ stores. and boats belonging to 
loyal citizens in the States in rebellion. : 

Now, will the gentleman show me the differ- 
ence between taking a man’s house down to 
make a clear range for guns, and taking it for 
making bridges for the Army to. pass over thé 
streams, and taking his horses, cattle, and ¢orn 
for the use of the Army? The principle is the 
same in each case, and the property.of loyal 
citizens ought to be paid for whenever it has 
been taken or destroyed to advance the cause 
of the Government, and was not destroyed 
through the casualities of war. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. Iam only ar- 
guing the question upon the principles of law 
now accepted... I do not say there is any differ- 
ence in principle between personal property, 
such as commissary stores, and real estate no- 
cessarily destroyed. I say injustice and equit 
claims for real estate ought to be paid and 
say they will be paid, but our committee has 
up to this time planted itself upon the recog- ° 
nized decision of the House and has not gone 
beyond it. ; 

Mr. SHELDON. I protest, in the discus- 
sion of this case, against settling a principle 
that shall preclude hereafter or commit Con- 
gress against the payment of loyal men for 
the taking of personal or real property for 
the use of the Army of the United States or 
destroyed under a military necessity. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. When the proper 
time comes I shall be found with the gentle- 
man, but we are not driven to accept that 
extreme position. 

One point more, and I will take my seat. I 
will read now, if the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. SHELLABARGER] will give his attention, 
from the decision of the Supreme Court 1n the 
case of Mitchel} vs. Harmony, in which Chief 
Justice Taney, in his opinion, says, as to the 
liability of the Government for the acts of a 
military officer: 

“There are occasions in which private property 
may be Jawfully taken or destroyed to prevent it 
from falling into the hands of the public enemy ; 
also where a military officer charged with a partic- 
ular duty may impress private property into the 
publicserviceor take it forthe publicuse. Unques- 
tionably in such cases the Government is bound to 
make full compensation to the owner.” 

Now, I beg to ask this question, and it seems 
to me to be a clear and simple one: suppose 
this house of Dr. Best had been a grist-miil 
and the commander of the fort at Paducah had 
taken possession of it and destroyed it to pre- 
vent its falling into the hands of the enemy, 
would there be any question that it had been 
taken for the public use, and so far as my con- 
victions are concerned I do not deem it neces- 
sary to base this measure upon the proceed- 
ings for the condemnation of this property? 
If it had been a grist-mill taken eo instanti, 
to prevent its falling into the hands of the 
enemy, it was no more essential, no more ger- - 
viceable to the public use than if it was taken 
to prevent the rebel sharp-shooters from occu- 
pying it and picking off our men in the fort. 

One word more. I beg to call the attention 
of the House to the decision in the case of 
William S. Grant against the United States, 
decided in the Court of Claims, but very much 
discussed since, and recognized assound law 
by the very ablest lawyers in the Senate, if not 
in this House. 

The head notes of the case are as follows: 

“The officer of the United States commanding 


troops in the vicinity of Tucson, Arizona, orders his 
subordinate to destory such Government stores ashe 


; cannot transport, together with such private prop- 


erty of the claimant as may be of value to the pu 
lic enemy or tothe disloyal people of Tucson. The 
subordinate officer, acting under circumstances of 
immediate and primary necessity, notifies the claim- 
ant tosave his papers, and in half an hour fires his 
milJs and other. property. 

“ The taking of private property for use or for de- 
struction, when the public exigency demands it, by 
a military officer commanding any part of the pub- 
lie forces, is an exercise of the right of eminent 
domain. 

‘* Whenever the officer is justified the Government 
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is Hable.  The-state of the facts as they appeared to 
the dficer when he acted must govern the decision, 

“There is no discrimination to be made between 
property ener to be used and property taken to be 
aTe is no defonse that the cireumstances must have 
rendered-the property valueless to the owner if the 
officer had not destroyed it. Itis theimminence of 
danger that gives the State.a right to destroy prop- 
erty; but the certainty. of the danger does not 
relieve the State from” liability for the property 
which it takes to destroy.” ep i 
-~ Mr. SHELLABARGER. Now, right there, 
if the gentleman will allow me, Iam glad he 
has read that, for it brings before the House 
exactly the’ legal principle involved. 
court there recognizes that in that case there 
was an actual physical taking and an appro- 
priation of the property, not in idea, not in 
contémplation, bat in fact. ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. In this 
case it was infire. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. It makes no dif- 
ference in the case of provender, for instance, 
whether you feed it to your horses, or destroy 
it that it may not go to the enemy. It is the 
act and fact of taking that makes the appro- 
priation and the legal liability in the class of 
cases there stated. Now thatis wanting here; 
there was no taking here, except that destruc- 
tion which occurred in war; that is it. 

Mr. SMITH, of. Ohio. Will the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. SRELLARARGER] tell me what 
taking there was in setting the mill on fire? 
That was all that was done. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Does the gentle- 
man want an answer? 

* Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. I want to know how 
to distinguish the cases. 

Mr. SHUELLABARGER. The distinction 
is this: I understand that Dr. Best’s property 
was occupied by the enemy. It was shelled 
by our troops, and its destruction occurred in 
actual war, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
tleman is mistaken, 

: Mr. SHELLA BARGER. What was done? 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. Let me set 
the gentleman right. It is in proof in the 
paners in this case that after the rebel forces 

ad beeu in occupation of tbat building they 
marched out of the city of Paducah, and at 
the time of the destruction of the building they 
were twenty miles distant. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Ah, yes; but it 
was in the conflict of actual war. The enemy 
had just occupied the building ; they had been 
driven out, and it was because of the appre- 
hension that they would return to it that its 
destruction was ordered. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is just ex- 
actly the difference, the difference between 
apprehension and conflict, It was because 
there was an apprehension that harm would 
come to ourtroops that the commander ordered 
the destruction of this building in order to pre- 
vent future difficulty, There was no flagrant 

. War, no raging conflict; but it was a clear, delib- 
erate destruction. of a piece of private property, 
in order to save a greater destruction should 

a battle occur the nextday. That is the differ- 
ence, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I think I must 
resume the floor, and call the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PERCE. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman one question, the answer to which will 
govern my vote. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. 
gentleman’s question. 

. Mr. PERCE. My question is, whether the 
principle upoa which the committee have 
based their report precludes any claim of a 
similar eharacter made against the Govern- 
ment by:citizens of a seceding State? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. It. does not 
touch that question at-all in any way. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. T desire to ask 
another question; it is whether there enters 
into the $25,000 proposed to be paid in this 
case any sum resulting from damage done to 


The gen: 


I will hear the 


The = 


the property of Dr. Best by the enemy? If 
there does, then I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. There does not. 
I will read an extract from the Senate report 
in this case: ` 

“But itis the opinion of the committee that the 
injuries to the claimant’s house by shelling out the 
rebels in the battle of the 25th of March may be re- 
garded as a casualty by the general ravages of war, 
which might properly be deducted from the amount 
of joss proved by claimant. And as no proof is 
found of the injury during the battle, and.as the 
burning of the property followed so soon after the 
battle as to almost preclude the possibility of proof 
upon that point, the committee have reported a bill 
for the payment. of $25,000, instead of the full amount 
of damages, proved at $27,653 93.” - 

That excludes any ciaim on that account, 
I now call the previous question. — 

The previons question was seconded and 


the main question ordered; and under the | 


operation: thereof the bill was ordered to be 

read a third time; and it was accordingly 

read the third time, and passed. ‘ 
Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 

sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 

and also moved that the motion to reconsider 

be laid on the table. ; 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMBROSE J. CLARK. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, also reported 
from the Committee of Claims a bill (H. R. 
No. 2790) for the relief of Ambrose J. Clark, 
paymaster in the Navy; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill authorizes and requires the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to credit 
Ambrose J. Clark, paymaster in the Navy, in 
the settlement of his accounts, with the sum 
of $29,049 44, the amount of Government funds 
embezzled by his late clerk, without any fault, 
neglect, or connivance of Clark, and while he 
was on duty as paymaster at New York in the 
year 1868. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the report accom- 
panying this bill be read. 

The report, which was read, states that 
Clark was appointed a paymaster in the Navy 
September 23, 1861, and has held the office 
ever since. In July 1, 1867, he was ordered 
to the receiving-ship at New York, and re- 
mained there until December 10, 1868. Upon 
arriving there to enter upon his duties he found 
one R. D. Bogart acting as clerk of Paymaster 
Hassler, the predecessor of Clark. Bogart was 
highly recommended by the officers on the 
ship, and Clark retained him ag his clerk. 

On the 1st of December, 1868, Bogart robbed 
the paymaster’s safe of $9,754 43, and ab- 
sconded. Upon examination it appeared that 
he had been embezzling the funds for some 
time previously, and had concealed his crime 
by false entries in the books of the paymaster’s 
office. Mr. Clark asks that he may be relieved 
from the consequences of the robbery and em- 
bezzlement by Bogart, for all which he now 
stands charged in his accounts with the De- 
partment. 

It appears clearly, from the evidence before 
the committee, that the defalcation in the ac- 
counts of Paymaster Clark is owing wholly to 
the embezzlement of the clerk, Bogart. Itap- 
pears also that there was no negligence in the 
appointment of the clerk. On the contrary, 
Mr. Clark seems to have come to the receiving- 
ship a stranger, and found Bogart already 
there acting as clerk, and familiar with the 
business. He was strongly recommended by 
Paymaster Hassler, and all the officers of the 
ship, as a very competent and trustworthy 
clerk, Under these circumstances the appoint- 
ment was certainly not imprudent. 

When the defalcation was discovered Mr. 
Clark acted promptly and with great energy, 
which resulted finally in the arrest of Bogart 


this pursuit Clark expended considerable sums 
of money, and regained some portion of the 
embezzled funds. Bogart was delivered into 


the hands of the Government officers, and was 
I duly tried and convicted and sentenced by a 


at Houston, Texas, by Mr. Clark himself. In. 


court-martial. The conviction before the 
court-martial was not, however, approved by 
the Secretary of the Navy, but was set aside 
for reasons not very satisfactory, and that the 
prosecution of Bogart has not been since pur- 
sued with the energy which it deserved is to be 
attributed to some reason to be looked for at 
the Navy Department which is not apparent 
to the committee. Bogart is still at large with 
an order out for his arrest, which remains un- 
executed, though he came voluntarily before 
the committee during the last Congress, and 
testified for days in regardto this matter. The 
committee has. asked the Secretary of the Navy 
why he has not been arrested, and has received 
for answer that the Department cannot find 
him. 

These constitute all the substantial facts 
bearing directly upon the defalcation in the 
accounts of Paymaster Clark, and in the 
opinion of the committee, they entitle him to 


-relief against the fraud and embezzlement of 


his clerk. . But Bogart asserts in his voluntary 
testimony that the paymaster had upon one 
occasion loaned $30,000 of the funds of the 
Government in his hands. It is not claimed, 
however, that’ any loss was incurred by this 
loan; and it also appears that the so-called 
loan was a mere deposit in a safe bank, with 
no agreement for interest, and no interest was 
received. The deposit was upon call, and the 
money was drawn out of the bankybefore this 
defalcation occurred. The committee, there- 
fore, recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I shall have to ask my 
colleague on the committee to yield me a few 
minutes, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Will five minutes 
be sufficient? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think I can say all I 
desire to say in five minutes, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I yield to the 
gentleman. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in the few 
minutes accorded. to me I can hardly hope to 
be able to do more than vindicate my own 
sense of what is due to the Government in 
reference to matters of this kind. I am com: 
pelled to object to the passage of this bill, and 
I do it with greater reluctance as I have known 
very well upon the floor of this House a gen- 
tleman very nearly connected with the one 
whose case is now under consideration. I am 
constrained, however, to say that in my judg- 
ment, after a very careful consideration of 
the evidence in this case, after considering 
the testimony of Clark, the paymaster, and 
Bogart, the clerk, who is alleged to have com- 
mitted this embezzlement, there is no just 
foundation for the relief which this bill pro- 
poses to grant. 

I know, sir, that although our history is full 
of cases of defalcation involving large losses 
to the Government, yet when a question of 
this kind comes before the House it is taken 
for granted that the party claiming relief is 
entitled to receive it. I shall scarcely hope to 
arrest the attention of the House except on a 
single point. Mr. Clark, the paymaster, was 
stationed at the receiving-ship in the harbor 
of New York. While there, and a year per- 
haps before this embezzlement occurred, he 
had withdrawn from the sub-Treasury of New 
York the sum of $30,000. He withdrew it 
from the sub-Treasury as a paymaster; and 
he deposited it in bank to the credit of one 
Mr. Sherman, who was the father-in-law of thig 
paymaster. This $30,000 remained on deposit 
to the credit of Sherman, for the purpose of 
giving him the benefit of that large credit in 
the bank, until a short time before this embez- 
zlement occurred. It was then withdrawn 
from bank, and the embezzlement occurred 
shortly after. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I lay down these prop: 
ositions: when a public officer-comes before 
Congress asking to be released from responsi- 
bility for embezzlement committed by a subor- 
dinate, he must come with clean hands, In 


violation of law, in violation of the sub-Treas- 
ury law, this money. was deposited at a na- 
tional bank in New York for the purpose of 
giving credit to the father-in-law of the pay- 
master. The clerk, Bogart, was then in the 
employment of Clark and knew all the circum- 
stances of this violation of the law. Admitting 
this embezzlement was committed by Bogart, 
and I assume it was, the act of his priocipal 
had taught him to disregard the law in with- 
drawing the public fund from a safe deposit- 
ory, the sub-Treasury, and using it for private 
purposes. I submitthe question, Mr. Speaker, 
in view of the universal embezzlement through- 
out the country, and in view of the safety of 
the public funds intrusted to the care of our 
officers, whether, when an officer bas with- 
drawn funds from a safe depository, from the 
gub-Treasury of the United States, and depos- 
ited them for reasons personal to himself, for 
gain or otherwise, in a national bank—I ask 
whether, when an embezzlement takes place, 
he shali not be held responsible, because by 
disregarding the law he has taught his own 
subordinates also to disregard the laws and 
embezzle the public funds. 

Winter before last the testimony of Bogart 
and Clark was taken before the Committee of 
Claims. Their testimony agrees that $30,000 
was withdrawn from the sub-Treasury and de- 
posited in the national bank for the purpose 
of giving credit to the father-in-law of the 
paymaster. And here I desire to call attention 
to the special fact that Bogart has been within 
the reach of the process of the courts every 
day for the last twelve months. He was here 
last winter a year ago testifying before the 
Committee of Claims. He gave his testimony 
under the roof of this Capitol. . Bogart, the 
man alleged to have committed this embezzle- 
mevt—Bogart, and Clark, his principal, both 
gave their testimony. Bogart can be brought 

ere in twelve hours, and yet here is this off- 
cer asking to be relieved, while the testimony 
before the Committee of Claims, Bogart and 
Clark both testifying, is that Bogart swears 
he made a false entry of $20,000 by direction 
of Clark himself. The testimony of Bogart, 
however it might be regarded in reference to 
anybody else, is certainly admissible in respect 
to this transaction. lt is proved beyond all 
doubt that the principal took from the sub- 
Treasury this money and used it for private 
purposes. Is not that circumstance o itself 
well calculated to excite the suspicion of the 
House ? 

J have examined, one by one, all the papers 
in the case, and I have come to a different 
conclusion from that reported by the Com- 
mittee of Claims. As to the withdrawal of 
this $30,000 from the sub-Treasury. and its 
deposit in a national bank for private pur- 
poses, it is proved by the testimony of Bogart 
and Sherman.. There is no dispute that the 
money was withdrawn from the sub-Treasury 
and deposited in a national bank; and that 
of itself was a violation of the sub-Treasury 


law. 

Mr. MORGAN. For what purpose was the 
money withdrawn? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was withdrawn for the 
purpose of giving Sherman, the father-in-law 
of this Mr. Clark, credit in the national bank 
where it was deposited. Ido not pretend to 
say interest was received on the money. It 
was proved before the Committee of Claims 
that this money was withdrawn from the sub- 
Treasury for private purposes in violation of 
law, and used in violation of law until a short 
time before this embezzlement took place. 

I say again, when an officer comes before 
Congress for relief from the consequences of 
embezzlement by his subordinates, let him 
come with a clean record and clean hands. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. What. ground does he 
allege for the relief he claims? 

Mr. HOLMAN, “That Bogart embezzled 
this money. ‘ ee ee 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr, ELDREDGE. - After he had taken it. 
from the Seat 

Mr. HOLMAN. do not wish to be mis- 
apprehended as to that. I do not intend to 
do injustice to Clark or to Bogart either... The’ 
$30,000 had gone from the sub-Treasury and 
been used for private purpases for upward 
of a year, Before the embezzlement it was 
withdrawn from the bank and returned, not 
to the sub-Treasury, but to the safe of the 
paymaster on board the receiving-ship. The 
$30,000 was not lost by being deposited in 
the bank; but I do not put the case on that 
ground. The point I make is this: that when 
a public officer takes the public funds aad uses 
them for a private purpose, and the clerk who 
sees this done learns the lesson of embezzle- 
ment, the officer in coming to Congress for 
relief does not, in my judgment, come here 
with clean hands. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. My colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Hormay,] has talked about almost 
everything except the point in hand. The 
case is just this, and nothing more: Paymaster 
Clark, after having been a paymaster in the 
Navy several years with excellent credit, was 
ordered to the receiving-ship at New York. 
The business was so large that he must have a 
clerk. He found there a clerk who had been 
in the employ of Paymaster Hassler, his pre- 
decessor, for some years. He asked Hassler 
and the officers of the ship and all the men in 
authority there if Bogart was trustworthy and 
reliable as a clerk. He received a statement 
from every one that he was very competent and 
trustworthy. He appointed him. He went on 
in this position for nearly a year ; and toward 
the close of that time, some time in Decem- 
ber, near the time when Clark went to the 
navy-yard, this man one night bundled up 
nearly nine thousand dollars which was in the 
sate of the paymaster, took it under his arm and 
ran away. The flight of Bogart was immedi- 
ately reported to the commanding officers and 
they began to examine the accounts. They 
found that Bogart had embezzled some fourteen 
thousand dollars or more; that he had been 
engaged in this for along time, making false 
entries in the books. Every entry of this 
kind was the entry of Bogart. That gentle- 
man made the best of his time and got out of 
the country into Canada. Clark telegraphed 
everywhere to have him arrested, and followed 
him post-haste into Canada. When he got to 
Montreal he found that Bogart had been 
arrested, but that he had paid one of the ex- 
cellent justices of the peace of the Dominion 
of Canada $1,500 and got released. He fol- 
lowed him then into another town in Canada 
where he had been arrested, and there he had got 
off, paying $500 to somebody who had arrested 
him. Clark then for atime lost track of him, 
but he did not give up the chase, but follow- 
ing him found that he had got into Texas, and 
was doing business there. He had him arrested 


in Houston, Texas, under authority which he 
got from the Government, put him in the 
hands of the officers of the law, and he was 
tried, convicted, and sentenced to the peniten- 
tiary for three years. He prosecuted him 
also in the courts of New York, and got judg- 
ment against him for the whole of the money. 

The whole of these facts appear abundantly 
in the proof. After this the finding of the 
court martial which sentenced him for three 
years was disapproved by the Secretary of the 
Navy. One of his reasons was that the sen- 
tence was not half Jong enough, that he should 
have been sentenced for seven years instead 
of three. I do not see myself the logic of 
letting the man go because he had not. been 
sentenced for a long euough period; but that 
does not lie in my way at present. 

Now this young man comes and asks for 
relief, but. my colleague says, ‘‘ You went on 
one occasion.and deposited $30,000. in a pri- 
vate bank.in the city of New York 2? not that 


he lost a dollar of it, or that he-ever gdt.a cent. 
interest, or anything of that sort, but. my col- 
league chooses to think that that is against the, 
sub- Treasury, law. l ava 
. I happen to think that the sub-Treasgury 
law. has ‘nothing in the world fo. do with. it,’ 
and [have examined it-very carefully. Heba: 
checks to be paid on sight in his hands all 
the time as cash, or in his drawer and in his 
safe, and could have drawn out the. money 
he wanted, and he did draw it out and used 
it before the embezzlement oceurred -at- all. 
Now, I submit that that has nothing to. do 
with this case, and that this is a case similar. to 
ones in which we are constantly granting relief. 

I now move the previous question. 

Mr. STORM. Before the gentleman moves 
the previous question I hope he will yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I will yield.for 
a question. ; 

Mr. STORM. I desire to make a few: re: 
marks. I shall not occupy much time. E 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I will yield to 
the gentleman for five minutes. gaa 

Mr. SEORM. The reason why I ask itis 
this: I have received a number of letters dur- 
ing this session from Mr. Bogart, whom I 
knew well in his boyhood, calling my attention 
to the fact that this man Clark probably would 
sometime present a claim of this kind, and 
asking me to watch jt, and if he attempted to 
press his claim I should inform him of the 
fact, and he would come here and testify, and 
show that Mr. Clark, the paymaster who asks 
relief, was a party to the embezzlement, and 
that he could show and prove it. I have in- 
quired of the commitiee from time to time if 
ihe claim of Clark had been presented, and 
all I could get from them was that they did . 
not know anything about such a claim. Ithink © 
I made the inquiry only the day before yester- 
day, and learned that the claim would be re- 
ported to day. I wrote immediately to Mr. 
Bogart telling him to be here yesterday if pos- 
sible, or to day, to testify, or bring witnesses 
before the committee, by whom he could show 
that the false entries made by him, (which fact 
he frankly acknowledges) were made in col 
lusion with Clark. Clark got part of the funds 
and expended them in New York on horses 
and carriages and by gambling in stocks; but 
when the money was spent he got Bogart to 
run away, in order that he migbt escape pun- 
ishment and bring his claim before Congress, 
An order was issued for his arrest. Bogart 
permitted himself to be arrested against the 
wishes of Clark. Clark, of course, was com" 
pelled, tosave himseif from arrest and prose- ` 
cution, to appear against Bogart beforè. a 
court-martial. Bogart, whose mouth . was 
closed, was convicted. The finding, however, 
was set aside by the navy department, because 
the court had no jurisdiction, and not because 
his sentence was too light, as was erroneously 
stated by the chairman of the committee. 

I do not pretend on this occasion to. vindi- 
cate Bogart, though up to the time of his going 
into the Navy, where he was a brave and gal- 
lant officer, nothing was. alleged against bis 
character for honesty. It was not until he 
came in contact with this man Clark, who led 
him astray (he being a young man) and got 
him into this trouble, that he became suspected; 
Clark then induced him to ran away that he 
might be enabled to present this claim and 
escape punishment. : 

Now, that part of the report which says 
that Bogart cannot be found is, I take it, incor- 
rect. I have received a dozen letters from 
him this session; he is in New York. it is 
notorious that he is there; this man Clark 
knows that he is there, aud that’ part-of the 
report is not correct. He has been within 
the reach of the officers of the law every day 
for the last two years. Saying nothing of the 
fact referred to by the gentleman trom Indiana, : 
that Clark himself had been guilty of frauds. 
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von:thé Treasury; there are’ other: facts which 

‘all: go. to show that Clark is simply attempt- 
ing to recover. from the Government a claim 
which ought never to be allowed, and-is trying 
to: charge ‘on another person the sole com- 
Mission of a crime to which I think it can be 
proved ‘that he was: himself a party. 

I hope the House will not vote to sustain 
the claim of’a man who used the very: funds 
he alleges’ his clerk abstracted, and was him- 
self. guilty. of gross frauds and violations of 
daty: iu- withdrawing $80,000 from the sab- 
Treasury in order to give his father-in-law ‘a 
fictitious. credit with a certain New York bank. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Now, this is 
excellent! This case was before the Com- 
mittee of Claims during tbe last Congress, 
and Mr. Hotchkiss, whom the older members 
of the House know very well, héard this man 
Bogart testify for two weeks every day, and 
his testimony is there among the papers in 
this case; and after Mr. Hotchkiss got through 
he put on record the statement that this man 
Bogart was the most unconscionable liar he 
ever heard, and was not to be believed. Bo- 
gart himself acknowledges the larceny of $900, 
and instead of being arrested by the officers 
he was arrested by Clark himself, as appears 
by abundant proof here. All the officers in 
the sbip contradict all Bogarts statements. 
Like uli thieves, he tells a story trying to fix 
his crime on somebody else. 

Mr. STORM. Where do the committee get 
the evidence that the finding of the court- 
martial was set aside because the sentence 
was tuo short? 

Mr. BLAIR, vf Michigan. It is in the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy. 

itr. STORM. I understand the findings 
were set aside because he had resigned, and it 
was held that he could not be court-martialed 
after he had resigned. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. 
I call the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I bope thegentleman will 
allow a motion to recommit this bill, I feel 
confident that the probability is that we will 
be doing an act of injustice to the Government 
and to the public service in passing this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. The case has 
been here three years and a half. 

Mr. STORM. There are too many mys- 
teries about it. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. 
the previous question. 

The question was taken upon seconding the 
the previous question; and upon a division 
there were-ayes 45, noes 40; no quorum 
voting. ; 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLAIR, of 
Michigan, and Mr, HoLman were appointed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust that there will be 
consent given for this matter to go over for 
one week, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to 
remind the gentleman that tellers are appointed 
to count the House, not to discuss the question 
to be voted on. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 66, noes 60. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The question was on ordering the main 
question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Although I do not like to 
consume the time of this House, I am com- 
pelled to resist the passage of this bill; and 
therefore I move thai it be laid on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. -As the gentle- 
man from. Indiana [Mr. Homan] seems to 
have some feeling upon the subject, I will 
move that the bill þé recommitted.  - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the bill will be 
recommitted. I suppose the gentleman does 
not propose to report it again to-day.’ 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. No, sir 

The bill was accordingly recommitred. 

Mr. RANDALL, 1 move to reconsider the 
yote by which the bill was recommitted ; and 


That is not 30, 


I insist upon 
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Talso move thatthe motion: to reconsider: be 
laid on the table. -> -05o 
Mr. BLAIR, ‘of Michigan. T have no objec- 
tion to that at all. - aa 
` The motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. -. eee xen 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symr- 
son, one of its clerks, informed the House 
that the Senate requested the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return the bill of the Senate No. 
986, to settle land titles in the State of lowa. 

The message further informed the House 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill of the House 
of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1823) making appropria- 
sions for the consular and diplomatic service 
of the Government for the year ending June 
80, 1878, and for other purposes. 

CLERK OF COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. BLAIR, of- Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he 
js hereby, authorized to pay out of the contingent 
fund of this House such sum as may be certified as 
correct by the chairman of the Committee of Claims 
on account of. extra clerical labor rendered neces- 
sary by the report of the commissioners of claims: 
Provided, That the same shall be audited and 
approved by the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr, BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LOUISVILLE AND BARDSTOWN TURNPIKE, 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. In order to save 
time, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar 
be discharged from the further consideration 
of House bill No. 1989, for the benefit. of 
the Louisville and Bardstown Turnpike Com- 
pany, and that the same be now considered in 
the House. I hope no objection will be made, 
as it will save time. 

No objection was made; and the Committee 
of the Whole were discharged accordingly, 
and the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Quartermaster General of the Army 
to audit, adjust, and pay such sums as he may 
deem proper and just to the president, direct- 
ors, and company of the Bardstown and Louis- 
ville ‘Turnpike-ltoad Company, for the cost 
incurred by said company in replacing two 
bridges on said road, one over Salt river, the 
other over Floyd's Fork, burned and destroyed 
by the order of General Nelson, in command 
at the time of the United States troops in Ken- 
tucky, as a military necessity, on the 22d day 
of September, 1862. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

: ALBERT GRANT. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I also ask unani- 
mous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged 
from the further consideration of House bill, 
No. 2035, to provide for the examination and 
payment of the claim of Albert Grant, and 
that the same be now considered by the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know tnat I will 


Object. But this case was decided by the. 
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Court of Claims, and I: have not that volume 
of their: decisions before me. . 

“Mr, BLAIR, of Michigan. We will furnish 
the gentleman with that volume. 

No objection was made, and the Committee 
ofthe Whole was accordingly discharged from 
the further. consideration of the bill, and the 
House proceeded to consider the same, 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of Warto examine the 
claim of Albert Grant, assignee to A. Grant 
& Co., for damages sustained by A. Grant & 
Co. in the erection of a fire-proof store-housa 
at Schuylkill arsenal, in the city of Philadel- 
phia, in the years 1867 and 1868, under a con- 
tract by them entered into with the United 
States, the alleged amount being $47,000 ; and 
if on examination the Secretary shall be of 
opinion that the claim, or any part thereof, is 
just and equitable, he shall cause it to be paid 
to this claimant or his legal representatives; 
provided that the amount so allowed shall not 
exceed the sum of $47,000, and that it shall 
be in full discharge of the claim. And thata 
sufficient sum to pay the amount adjudged by 
the Secretary of War to the claimant, by virtue 
of the act, shall be appropriated. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I now yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Homan. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it has been 
some time since I examined the history of 
this claim; and if the chairman of the com- 
mittee has a report upon it, I would be glad 
to have it read. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred 
the “memorial of Albert Grant, for payment for 
certain extra work, and increased cost of a fire- 
proof store-house, constructed at Schuylkill arse- 
nal, in the city of Philadelphia, in the years 1867 and 
1868,” having considered the same, ask leave to make 
the following report: | i 

On the 13th of April, A. D. 1867, George H. Cros- 
man, Assistant Quartermaster General of the United 
States Army, by direction of the War Department, 
under authority conferred by law, entered into a 
written agreement with the firm of A, Graut & Co. 
for the construction of a quartermaster’s store house 
at the Schuylkill arsenal, in the city of Philadelphia, 
according to certain plans and specifications therein 
referred to. The contract contained these two pro- 
visions, among others: that the materials and work 
should be ‘*subject to the inspection, approval. or 
rejection, of John McArthur, jr., or such other archi- 
tect as may. be employed by the United States, and 
of Brevet Brigadier General George H. Crosman,” 
and that “ no extra charge for modifications will be 
allowed, unless such modifications are agreed upon 
in writing by the parties.” The contract price was 
$138,000. The building was commenced on the 15th 
of April, 1867, and completed on the 6th of the fol- 
lowing March. - 

John McArthur, the architect named inthe con- 
tract, a gentleman of large experience, standing at 
the head of his profession inthe city of Philadel- 
phia, and having been forsix years inthe service 
of the United States, prepared the plans and speci- 
cations for the store-house, and guperintended its 
construction as supervising architect until Septem- 
ber 18, 1867, then resigned, and was succeeded by 
John Frazer, also eminent in his profession. The 
ease finds that the contractors strictly complied with 
ali the requirements of the supervising architects 
as to` material and labor. But General Crosman 
virtually exercised absolute control over the con- 
tractors and their employés, disregarding the opin- 
ions and advice of Mr. McArthur, the supervising 
architect, transferred that control to Colonel Crilley 
and Captain Craig, two military subalterns, who, as 
also General Crosinan, in their testimony virtually 
admitted their profound ignorance of the matters 
they assumed to direct. From the commencement of 
the work the contractors were subjected to inter- 
ferences and vexations on the part of these officers, 
acting, as the evidence justifies us in belioving, 
under the authority and knowledge, if not by the 
direction, of General Crosman, and these annoy- 
ances were carried to- such an extent that the con- 
tractors stopped work and the Government architect 
resigned, 

The attorney for the United States, in the trial of 
this case before the Court of Claims, virtually ad- 
mits the justice of the above conclusions, and the 
court, in the opinion. in the cause, makes use of this 
language: Tt is true, itis admitted by the Assist- 
ant Attorney General, that the conduct of Captain 
Craig, which General Crosman seems to have in- 
dorsed in some instances, was both ‘unjustifiable 
and unauthorized.” It. is: unnecessary to recite 
these annoyances. and hinderances, ‘They. are to be 
found in the evidence before the Court of Claims, 
and justified the refusal of the contractors to pro- 
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ceed with the work September 28, 1867. The letter 
of General Rucker, the conversations and. agree- 
ments with General Crosman, and the various cir- 
cumstances recited in said evidence, with the situa- 
tion of the buildings, the exposed condition of the 
Government property, authorized the contractors, 
atter considerable delay, to proceed, doing what- 
ever was required, all matters of difference to. be 
adjusted by a board of experts or arbitrators. We 
are all reasonably: satisfied that the balance of the 
work was done with this understanding. When 
final settlement came, the Government officers 
wholly refused to recognize this agreement, and 
would adjust the matter only by the cortract price. 
It is in evidence, and satisfactorily proven, that, 
using reasonable dispatch, this building could have 
been completed according to the terms.of the con- 
tract, in the month of December, 1867; that without 
any neglect on the part of the contractors, the 
laborers, the overseers, and master-workmen, being 
all approved by the supervising architect, the 
building was not completed until tho following 
March ; that it could have been so erected. for the 
contract price; that its actual. cost was very much 
increased, and its value to ite Government greatly 
enhanced; that the store-house is a first-class build- 
ing, worth more than hasbeen paid tor it, including 
the judgment of the Court of Claims; and that these 
contractors have been heavy losers by its construc- 
tion, a fact ascribuble neither to error in judgment 
nor to fault in execution, to any noticeable extent. 
“Subsequent to the completion of this work and to 
the refusal of the Government officers to pay other 
than the contract price, these claimants sued the 
United States in the Court of Claims, recovered 
judgment for $34,235, this sum being allowed for 
“extras,’ the court ruling that they could not, un- 
der the law, consider the question of damages. In 
rendering this judgment the court followed the esti- 
mate of Mr. Frazcr, the architect, corrected and 
increased in his testimony, above said judgment, by 
the sum of fourteen thousand dollars and over. ‘This 
claimant, assignee to A, Grant & Co., contractors, 
seeks allowance tor said $14,000; also for damages 
amounting, as he alleges, to $47,493. Satisfied that 
many of the allegations set forth in the clauimant’s 
memorial ave true; that his losses have been large; 
that in Justice and equity he is entitled to a more 
complete and thorough hearing and investigation 
than the time of this committee will allow them to 
give; that the importance of the questions submit- 
ted and of the interests iuvulved require other than 
an ec parte examination, your committee are of 
opinion that Lue Secretary of War should be author- 
ized to examine and adjust this memorialist’s claim 
for damages, but that his claim for compensation 
for extras having been adjudicated by a court of 
competent jurisdiction, and no appeal baving been 
entered within the time allowed therefor by law, 
this decision on that branch of bis case is final. 
““Wheretore they recommend the passage of the 
gecomunnying bill as a substitue for House bill 
o. 41. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will state the ground on 
which this case rests. Grant was a contractor 
for the ereciion of a public building in Phila- 
delphia. The appropriation for the purpose 
was $140,000; the contract price was $138,000, 
Grant went before the Court of Claims claim- 
ing two items; one about forty-seven thousand 
dollars for extra work, &c.; the other about 
forty-six thousand dollars for damages sus- 
tained by him by reason of. the delay which 
occurred from time to time during the progress 
of the work. ‘Lhe Court of Claims allowed 
$84,225 14 of the $47,000, but rejected the 
claim as to damages. i read from the opin- 
jon of the court, and I ask for it the attention 
of members of the House: 

“On the whole case we reject the claim for damages 
altogether, and award judgment for extra work ac- 
tually done and materials furnished, which, accord- 
ing to the estimates of Mr. Frazer, the defandant’s 
own architect, we find, rejecting all items that may 
be legitimately referred to the contract, amount to 
the suin of $34,225 14, for which judgment will be 
entered.” 

The amount thus awarded by the court has 
been paid. After adjudication of the case 
by the tribunal created by the Government 
for the consideration of claims of this kind, 
the sum of $84,225 14 has been awarded to 
this claimant and paid to him out of the 
Treasury. 

Now let me call attention to the fact that 
as to the award even of that sum, Judge 
Loring, one of the most enlightened judges 
of the court, held that the party was entitled 
to recover only $8,000; but the majority of 
the court awarded him the $84,000. Now, 
after this judgment of the court is pronounced 
and the question of damages deliberately 
passed upon by the court, this party comes be- 
fore Congress and asks us to pay a claim which 
the court disallowed. Why, sir, what is the 
use of having a Court of Claims? Where are 
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claims against the Government to end if we 
allow payment in such a case as this? : The 
Government has organized, at the instance 
of claimants against the Treasury, a complete 
court ; that- court passes upon a claim and 
the claimant gets his money, and then he 
comes before Congress and demands more. 
Why, sir; there are thousands and tens of 
thousands. of honest claimants against the 
Government throughout the country whose 
claims, amounting to many. million dollars, 
are unjustly delayed year after year until the 
claimants die almost in the corridors of your 
Capitol. The idea that after a claim has once 
been adjudicated and paid, Congress should 
reopen it and award additional money is, it 
seems to me, contrary to all that should: char- 
acterize the practice of a Government in deal- 
Therefore, sir, standing 
upon this public record, I object to the passage 


‘ot this bill. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. Speaker, the argument 
made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
I simply ask the 
ear of the House for a few moments in rela- 
tion tothis claim, which, when properly under- 
stood, will, I think, appeal to the common 
sense and sound judgment of the House. 

A. Grant & Co. took a contract in 1867 for 
the erection of a public building in Philadel- 
phia according to certain plans and specifica- 
tions. From ‘the moment they commenced 
operations upon tue building up to the very 
moment they completed the work, they suffered 
every interruption that the imagination can 
possibly conceive. In the contract itself a 
Philadelphia architect, one of the first men 
of the country in his profession, was joined 
with General Crosman; and allow me to say 
here that General Crosman was an old regu- 
lar Army officer, who: has since been retired, 
who was too old to attend to the business, and 
who admitted in his examination before the 
Court of Claims that he knew nothing prac- 
tically about the matter committed to his 
care, 

Now, the first step in the erection of this build- 
ing was to procure the bricks for it. Grant 
made a contract with a Philadelphia brick 
man for brick for the building. He makes his 
contract, and takes his architect with him; 
and the architect approves of the contract; 
and the bricks are themselves of a superior 
character—in the testimony before the Court 
of Claims of a better quality than the contract 
required—the contract price being twelve dol- 
lars a thousand. He goes on and puts them 
in for twelve months, and then General Cros- 
man says the bricks are not suitable, while 
the architect, who knew all about them, says 
they are suitable. A collision came up be- 
tween the architect named in the contract and 
General Crosman. ‘The architect was com- 
pelled to resign and did resign, and another 
was appvinted in his place. 

Now, by reason of that conflict on the part 
of General Crosman with the architect, this 
man Grant was compelled to give up his con- 
tract for bricks that came to twelve dollars 
a thousand, and to pay nineteen dollars a 
thousand instead of twelve dollars a thousand 
to the very men whose testimony General 
Crosman relied on to show the bricks were not 
sufficient. And when those bricks were brought 
into the Court of Claims there were fourteen 
witnesses called there who testified according 
to the samples produced that the bricks pur- 
chased at twelve dollars a thousand were bet- 
ter bricks than the bricks contracted for at 
nineteen dollars a thousand. There was no 
conflict in the testimony at all on this point, 

Again, General Crosman through his aids, 
a captain and another subordinate officer, al- 
most every night when the brick-men had got 
through and left their work, would take their 


| posse of men and go and tear down, without any 


consultation with the architect himself, or the 
contractor, all the work which had been done 
during the day. 


Mr. HOLMAN.: Will the gentleman from 
Maine indulge me in asking him a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. DEER 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire-of. the 
gentleman whether all these facts were: not 
before the Court of Claims when they decided. 
this case ? BP rage 

Mr. FRYE. Lam coming ‘to that in its. 
order. Re EA 

Again, Mr. Speaker, when the workmen 
wanted to haul those bricks into contiguity with. 
this building and near where they were to be- 
used, these military subordinates would make 
them haul them off halfa mile from the build- 
ing and there dump them. This compelled 
them to reload them and rehaul these bricks 
back to where they weretobeused. I say, as 
the report shows, and if any member will read 
that report he will come to the same conclu- 
sion—he will come to this conclusion and none 
other, that these military men, these subordi- 
nates of General Crosman, were determined to 
break down A. Grant & Co., and that they 
exercised the most outrageous liberties with 
the workmen and with the work connected with 
this contract. Otherwise the contract would 
have been completed by that fall. By reason 
of this interference it was not completed until 
next season. It could have been completed 
for $188,000. By this interference it cost over 
two hundred thousand dollars. 

Now, sir, a dispute arose there, and finally 
a letter was written from General Meigs to 
General Crosman in about these words: ‘* Sir, 
there are millions of Government property 
exposed. ‘This building must be finished. 
Do not have any more disputes. Have them 
all continued. Close the contract, aud then 
let them be settled.’’ In consequence of that 
letter General Crosman entered into an agree- 
ment with A. Grant & Co., who had stopped 
everything—suspended their work, Heentered 
into a contract with A. Grant & Co. that they 
should do all the officer of the Government 
required them to do, and the whole matter 
should be the subject of arbitration when they 
got through. Asa consequence A. Grant & 
Co. obeyed the bidding of General Crosman 
and did all he required them to do. They got 
through with the building in the spring ata 
cost of over two hundred thousand dollars. 
Then General Meigs would not recognize the 
agreement General Crosman had entered into 
with them, and A. Grant & Co. went to the 
Court of Claims. 

If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
man} will give me his attention 1 will now 
come to his point. A. Grant & Co. went to 
the Court of Claims and presented a bill for 
extra work, and a claim for damages. The 
bill for extra work was allowed, except 
$14,000, that portion of it being rejected, 
clearly by a mistake on the part of the’court. 
The committee here do notallow that $14,000. 
They say that no steps were taken at the time 
to remedy that mistake; and, as a conse- 
quence, the court having jurisdiction, and 
having passed upon it, A. Grant & Co. must 
submit and lose the $14,000. 

But the court go further. The Attorney 
General, who argued the case before the court, 
admitted in his argument that all these com- 
plaints made by A. Grant & Co. were true. 
He says the conduct of Craig and the other 
subordinate officer was without precedent, 
without excuse, and he said they were without 
authority, too. The court in passing upon 
this case say, “the language of the Altorney 
General is correct; the conduct of these offi- 
cers was an outrage, but the outrage being 
without authority we cannot consider the 
question of damages.” That is what the court 
say; and they never did consider the question 
of damages. If the gentleman will read the 
opinion of the court be will find that they never 
considered that question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to read it? os 

Mr. FRYE. I will, 
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“Mr. HOLMAN. | The court says: 


“On the whole case we reject the claim for damages 
altogether.’’ ; E 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. But if the gentle- 
man will read the whole opinion of the court 
he will Gad that the argument of the Attorney 
General and the. opinion of the. court. were 
based upon’ this: that the acts of these sub- 
ordinate officers were illegal and without 
authority, and therefore that the court could not 
consider the question of damages. And they 
did not consider the question of damages. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Frys] allow me to make another 
suggestion? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This rises rather above 
the ordinary question of the payment of a sum 
of money. The appropriation here was 
$140,000; the gentleman himself could not 
fail to have seen that the Court of. Claims was 
laying stress upon that point; the appropria- 
tion itself was $140,000, the contract was 
$138,000. Does the gentleman say that a 
court is to be condemned which goes to the 
outer edge in insisting that the law shall not 
be violated by the subordinates of the Govern- 
ment seeking to appropriate money without 
the consent of Congress? 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman is attempting 
to interject an argument of his own into my 
speech. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not charge 
anything upon the court; not at all; neither 
does the report charge anything upon the 
court. But I say, when the court went beyond 
the $184,000, they admitted the authority of 
General Crosman to order these extras. When 
they allowed the $34,000 they admitted: the 
authority to order the extras and pay forthem. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Judge Loring admitted 
that $140,000 was all that Congress appro- 
priated and all that could be expended. 

Mr. FRYE. WhenI talk about the court I 
talk about that portion of it which renders a 
decision under the law of the land, and not of 
one judge of the court. I say the court allowed 

$34,000 extras on a contract of $138,000, 
showing conclusively that there was wrong 
somewhere; and that this Government did 
uot adhere to its contract in any particular 
whatever. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That $34,000 was paid. 

Mr. PRYE. It was, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Grant got his money. 

Mr. FRYE. Grant got bis money. He 
got the $34,000 for the extras. On his claim 
for $47,000 for damages the court says : 


* These nots of the officers being illegal, we cannot 


consider that question.” 


And now on the question of damages alone 
he comes to the Congress, where he has a 
right to come. 

I wish to say that I spent nearly a fortnight 
on this case, and it was no ex parte testimony 
that I examined; I examined all the testimony 
contained in the printed book which I hold in 
my hand. Tread it with care. It was the first 
ease I took hold of, aud I firmly believed it was 
my duty to act conscientiously, to examine 
conscientiously, to determine conscientiously 
in all cases committed to my charge. I did so 
in this case, and I say that in the annals of 
Congress there cannot be found an outrage 
perpetrated on an individual, with no remedy, 
equal to the outrage commmitted upon À, 
Grant & Co., as established by the testimony 
of both sides here. And I say that, for all the 
decision of the Court of Claims, ke is as free to 
come before the Congress of the United States 
to-day as though the matter had never gone 
before the Court of Claims. I say further that 
the gentleman from Indiana cannot find in the 
argument of the Attorney General, cannot 
find in the opinion of the court a single legal 
or equitable reason which should bar the claim- 
ant from coming here. 1 trust that the House 
will allow him to go where the bill proposes 

` to allow him to go, to the Secretary of the 


Treasury or tothe Secretary. of War, where 
his case may be-heard-and considered, so that 
if injustice has been done: him justice may be 
done him. : 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. On what ground 
are the damages claimed? > 

Mr. FRYE. Upon the. ground that when 
the day’s work was. done, almost every night 
for months, these military subalterns tore it 
down without any authority, without any right, 
without even consulting with the architect; 
and when A. Grant.& Co. stopped work, and 
refused to go on, the higher authorities of 
Washington authorized the whole matter to be 
settled by arbitration. : 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Are not the 
parties responsible for a trespass? 

Mr. FRYE. They are not worth a cent. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. They are respon- 
sible, nevertheless, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The question was upon its passage; and 
being pnt, there were—ayes eighty-seven. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Although it is very clear 
that this claim ought not to be passed, and 
that if itis passed the Court of Claims amounts 
to nothing, I will not insist on a further count. 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. r 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
SON, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed a resolution requesting the 
House of Representatives to return to the Sen- 
ate the resolution of the Senate of the 26th of 
January last in relation to the adjournment 
of Congress. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC RILL. 
Mr. SWANN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No, 1323) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic oxpenses, &c., having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend, and do recommend to their respective Houses, 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 5, 6, 7, 21. . 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate 1, 4, 8, and 17, and 
agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendments of the House to the fourteenth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

That the Tlouse recede from their disagreement 
to the twentieth amendment of the Senate, and 
agrec to the same with an amendmont, as follows: 
on page lof the bill, at the end of line twenty-one, 
add the following words: “Provided, That on and 
after June 30, 1873, there shall be but one minister 
resident accredited to Guatemala, Costa Rica, Hon- 
duras, Salvador, and Nicaragua, and that the Presi- 
dent be authorized to select the place of residence 
for the minister in any one of those States;” and 
that the Senate agree to the same as modified. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the eighteenth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to thesame with the following amendment: 


I move the pre- 


.on page 6 of the biil, line eight, strike out the fol- 


lowing words, ‘‘seven thousand five,” and insert in 
lieu thereof “five thousand seven ;” and that the 
Senate agree to the same as-modified. 


THOMAS SWANN, 

JAMES BROOKS, 
F. W: PALMER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
SIMON CAMERON, 
GEORGE VICKERS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SWANN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was agreed to; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HAYDEN’S GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 
Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 


‘Printing, reported the following concurent res- 


olution; which was read, considered, and 
adopted: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate 
concurring,) That there be printed and bound, with 
maps and other illustrations, fifteen thousand copies 
of Professor Hayden’s annual report of the United 
States geological survey of the Territories, for 1871, 
of which nine thousand copies shall be for the use 
of the House of Representatives, three thousand for 
the use of the Senate, fifteen hundred for the use of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and fifteen hundred 
for distribution by the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAND TITLES IN IOWA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the 

following message from the Senate : 
In TAE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
May 18, 1872, 

Ordered; That the Secretary be directed to request 
the House of Representatives to return to the Sen- 
ate the bill (S. No. 986) to settle land titles in the 
State of Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be returned 
to the Senate in accordance with their request, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As a matter of 
course ? i 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate has also sent 
to the House a resolution, which will be read 
by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

IN TEE Senarz OF THE UNITED STATES, 
May 18, 1872. 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives are 
requested to return to the Senate the resolution of 
the Senate of the 26th of January last in relation to 
the adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL. | I rise to a point of order 
on this message; and I want to say that I do it 
without meaning any disrespect to the Senate, 
My point of order is that it is not a privileged 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. GARFIELD, ] in relation to the request of 
the Senate for the return of the bill in rela- 
tion to land titles in the State of Towa, asked 
the Chair if it would be returned as a matter 
of course. The Chair replied that it would; 
and for this reason: the bill is still within the 
time when it is competent for the Senate to 
reconsider its action upon it. Therefore the 
House would be estopped from taking any 
action on the bill, because by the rules com- 
mon to the two Houses the Senate has it with- 
in its power to reconsider its action on the bill, 

In regard to the resolution in relation to 
adjournment the Chair cannot rule that it is a 
question of privilege; it is one for the major- 
ity ofthe House to determine. When the reso- 
lution shall be reached upon the Speaker's 
table it will be for the majority of the House to 
act upon it. The Chair, therefore, could not 
hold that it is a question of privilege, because 
the time for reconsideration by the Senate has 
gone by for several months. 2 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that it 
be referred to the Committee of Ways and 


, Means. 


The SPEAKER. Objection having been 
made to its consideration atthistime, it is not 
now before the House. The Chair always feels 
bound, immediately upon the reception of a 
resolution of this kind, or as soon thereafter 
as he can do so without too great interruption 
of the business of the House, to lay it before 
the House as a matter of courtesy between the 
two branches of Congress. The point of order 
being raised upon it, the resolation will remain 
upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is due to the House, 
and also to the Senate, that I should say that 
I make my point of order without any lack 
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of respect for the Senate. We have passed 
our resolution providing for an adjournment 
on the 8d of June. That resolution has gone 
to the Senate, and they can amend it. to suit 
themselves. As between the two Houses I 
think it better that the House should retain 
the control of the resolution providing for 
adjournment on the 29th of May. 

Ir. DAWES. While I do not desire to 
object—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no question be- 
fore the House. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BROOKS, I call for the regular order 
of business, : 

Mr. BANKS. Iraise the pointoforder that 
a message of this character being received from 
the Senate it should beat once submitted to 
the House. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has submitted 
it to the House. 

Mr. BANKS: My point of order is that it 
cannot be ruled out on a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled that 
the message takes its place upon the Speaker's 
table, the point of order having been made 
upon it. The Chair has also. stated that asa 
matter of courtesy between the two branches 
he deemed it his duty to submit it to the con- 
sideration of the House. 

- Mr. DAWES. I thiuk it should be so sub- 
mitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot hold 
that a message from the Senate recalling any 
bill or resolution could be considered a mat- 
ter of privilege, after it had been in possession 
of the House for several weeks, because the 
time for its reconsideration by the Senate has 
passed ; it is, then, a matter forthe majority of 
the House to determine. On Monday after the 
morning vour it is competent for the House to 
proceed to the consideration of business on 
the Speaker's table, and this resolution of the 
Senate will be among the very first matters 
that will be reached. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent, as a matter of courtesy between 
the two Houses, that we refer this paper to the 
Committee of Ways and Means for considera- 
tion, 

Mr. DAWES. It seems to me that the 
same propriety whieh required the Speaker to 
submit the request to the House requires that 
the House should act upon it. 

Mr. BROOKS. The resolution referred to 
in the request is already before the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. But Task unan- 
imous consent that this message from the Sen- 
ate be now referred to the same committee. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear any 
point which may be raised upon this matter, 
because the question is one of interest. 

Mr. BANKS. This is not a question of 
legislation ; it is not subject to the rules of 
the House in regard to legislative matters. 
We are under no obligation even to receive 
the message. But as a matcer of courtesy, 
when the Senate sends to this House a request 
for the return of a paper which has come from 
that body, we ought to decide whether we will 
grant the request or not. The question is out 
of the pale of ordinary legislative proceedings, 
being one purely of courtesy between the two 
Houses; and I think we ought to decide by a 
vote whether we will return the resolution or 


not. 

Mr. BROOKS. In reply to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bawxs,] let me say 
that I intend no diseourtesy to the Senate. 

Mr. BANKS. I understand that. 

Mr. BROOKS. [intend only that this shall 
follow the regular order of business. It is 
within the power of the House at any time to 
proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table, and in that way reach this 
resolution in regular order. Hence, not from 
any discourtesy to the Senate, but that busi- 


l 


ness may take its regular course, I object to 
the consideration of the question now, and call 
for the regular order. ne 

Mr. BANKS, [ask the gentleman to recog- 
nize the fact that this is not within the regular 
order of business between the two Houses. 
This is a request submitted to our courtesy, 
and we ought to act upon it as such. It does 
not come within the rules of the House. Itis 
a request—not an order, not a bill, not a reso- 
lution, not a declaration of any kind—simply 
a request; and I hope the House will vote 
whether it will accede to the request or not, 

Mr. COX. We do not owe any courtesy to 
the Senate, not a bit. 

Mr. SHANKS. I think itis bad policy to 
adopt these resolutions of adjourument be- 
fore we are ready for them. I hope we shall 
grant the request of the Senate, and also ask 
them to return to us our resolution on the 
same subject. Then we can adjourn when we 
are ready. 

Mr. HOLMAN. L[eall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
reception of reports from the Committee of 
Claims. í 

SMOKING IN THE HALL. 


Mr. NIBLACK. I rise to a question of 
order disconnected entirely from the question 
jast under discussion. I observe that the 
atmosphere in the House this morning is very 
impure, aud one reason appears to be that it is 
full of tobacco smoke. We have a rule of the 
House, I believe, against smoking in the Hall; 
and if so, I ask that the Chair shall enforce 
it everywhere within the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair only a few 
days ago, upon his own motion, caused to be 
read the rule which positively forbids smoking 
in the Hall. The Chair is aware, however, 
that during the hour or two preceding the 
meeting of the House members and others 
are in the habit of smoking in the Hall, and 
in that way the atmosphere isto a large extent 
vitiated. The Chair would suggest that if the 
rule could be extended so as to forbid smok- 
ing at any time within the Hall it might effect 
a desirable improvement. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Although my duties re- 
quire me to be here, it is sometimes absolute 
pain for me to remain, on account of the con- 
dition of the atmosphere, and I must insist 
upon the rigid enforcement of the rule. 

Mr. COX. I think, myself, smoking im- 
proves the atmosphere of this Hall. 


MILO PRATT. 


Mr. STRONG also, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back a bill (S. No. 895) for 
the relief of Milo Pratt, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be authorized and 
directed to pay to Milo Pratt, out of avy 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro: 
priated, the sum of $2,000, upon his executing 
to the United States a fuil release of all further 
claim for or on account of a contract made 
with him in 1864, by the quartermaster’s de- 
partment for furnishing coal. 

Mr. STRONG demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to a 
third reading ; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. , 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM J. CLARK. 

Mr. STRONG also, from the samé com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2791) for 
the relief of William J. Clark, administrator 
of Gad E. Upson, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time. 


The bill, which was read, providea that 
the Secretary of. the Interior be: authorized 
to audit, settle, and adjust, upon just and 
equitable principlés, the accounts of Wil- 
liam J. Clark, administrator of:the estate of 
Gad E. Upson, deceased, ‘late United States 
agent for the. Blackfoot and other Indians ‘in 
the Territory of Montana, and as. commis: 
sioner on the part of the United States: in ne- 
gotiating a treaty with said Indians, for. dis- 
bursements made and. services rendered on 
behalf of the Government, provided that the 
amount which may be allowed under authority 
of the act and. not now authorized by law, 
shall not exceed the sum of $2,000. i 

Mr. STRONG demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOAR demanded a division on: the 
passage of the bill. : 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
60, noes 3; no quorum voting. . 

The SPEAKER appointed’ Mr. Hoar and 
Mr. Srrone tellers. >; 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 116, noes 5. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

So the bill was passed, 


Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GALEN E. GREEN, 


Mr. STRONG, also from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2792) for the 
relief of Galen E. Green; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Paymaster General of the Army be required 
to pay out of the appropriation for the pay of 
the Army for the current year to Galen E. 
Green, late lieutenant of the seventh Wiscon- 
sin battery, the amount that he would have 
been entitled to from the 80th of September, 
1863, to the 15th of January, 1864, if his 
name the name of Galen E. Green had been 
borne on the rolls of the Army to the date last 
named. 

Mr. STRONG demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I ask for the reading of the 
engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER, The bill has not been 
engrossed; and if the gentleman insists on 
his demand, the bill will have to go to the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. STRONG.. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STRONG. I bope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will withdraw his demand for 
the reading of the engrossed bill, as it can be 
engrossed while the yeas and nays are being 
called. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the demand for 
the reading of the engrossed bill. 

Mr. STRONG. And I withdraw the motion 
to reconsider, 

The bill was then read a third time, and 
passed. í 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed tó: 
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»- SPURCK AND.SPIER, PEORIA, ILLINOIS. 


n:Me STRONG algo, from the same com- 
mittee, ‘reported a bill (H. R- No. 2793) for 
the relief of Spurck & Spier, of Peoria, ‘Illi- 
nois ¿which was read:a first and second time. 

The bill was:read. Inthe preamble it sets 
forth that-it is alleged ‘that the distillery and 
bonded warehouse.:of Spurck & Spier, in the 
fifth collection district of the State of Ilinois; 
wereron the 27th day of July, 1870, destroyed 
by fire, without any neglect, fault, fraud, or 
evil practice on the part. of Spurck & Spier, 
their agents or employés, and- that in said 
warehouse, by the fire; were ` destroyed, be- 
fore the same or any part thereof had been 
sold or removed from the premises. where 
the samé had been manufactured, thirty two 
barrels of wines upon which the tax of fifty 
cents per gallon had been paid, and four hun- 
dred and eight:batrels of wines on which the 
tax of fifty cents per gallon had not been paid, 
but for the payment of which tax bonds had 
been given according to law. The bill there- 
fore authorizes the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. to inquire into and determine the 
amount of high-wines contained. in the ware- 
house of Spurck & Spier ou the 27th day of 
July, 1870, and which were destroyed on that 
day by.the fire. The bill further authorizes 
the Commissioner. to abate and remit the tax 
of fifty cents per gallon due and unpaid upon 
all such high-wines as he shall find were de- 
stroyed by the fire in the warehouse, except 
so faras the owners may be indemnified against 
the tax by a valid claim for insurance. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion wag agreed to. 


RELIEF OF CONNECTICUT AND OTHER STATES. 


Mr. STRONG also, from the same com- 
mitiee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2709) 
for the relief of the State of Connecticut and 
other States. 

The bill was read. In its preamble it sets 
forth that the Treasury Depariment has de- 
cided that vouchers presented by the State of 
Connecticut for reimbursement, under the act 
of July 27, 1861, of amounts paid to second 
assistant and other surgeons, for services ren: 
dered in connection with raising and organ- 
izing volunteers within the State during the 
rebellion, are not admissible under the law, 
for the rensou that the employment of the 
medical officers was not authorized prior to 
the act of July 2, 1862; and that it appears 
that the officers actually rendered the services, 
and were paid im good faith by the State, and 
were subsequently mustered or employed in 
the service of the United States, 

The bill therefore directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury, out of any money appropriated 
to continue the settlement of accounts pre- 
sented under the act of July 27, 1861, to pay 
to the Governor of Connecticut, or to his duly 
authorized agents, any amounts advanced by 
the State, in payment of extra surgeons or 
assistant surgeons for services rendered prior 
to their muster into the service of the Uni- 

‘ted States; the claims to be settled upon 
proper vouchers to be filed and passed upon 

y the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
u 


Ty. 

The bill, in its second section, provides that 
where the vouchers for other States for pay- 
ments made to extra surgeons or assistant 
surgeons of militia or volunteers accepted inte 
the service of the United States are situated 
similarly.with those of Connecticut, the Treas- 
ury Department adjust and settle them accord- 
ing to the provisions of the first section. 

Mr. DICKEY. How much money does this 
take out of the Treasury? 


. Mr. STRONG. Between sixteen and seven- 
teen thousand dollars for Connecticut. . ~ 

Mr. DICKEY. That is for Connecticut 
alone.. How much for the other States? 

Mr.STRONG. Ifthe gentleman desires to 
learn all the facts I will ask that the report of 
the committee be read. 

Mr. DICKEY. Are we to understand that 
the Secretary of. the Treasury gave an improper 
ruling in not allowing these. claims, or was it 
that there was no law authorizing them? 

Mr. STRONG. If the gentleman desires to 
hear it, I will-send to the desk to be read the 
report of the Secretary of War to the com- 
mittee touching this matter. 

The bill. was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


C. GREEN AND U. C.. TRAINOR. 


Mr. STRONG also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2794) for the 
relief of Christopher Green and Hugh C. 
Trainor; which. was. read à first and second 
time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay out of any money in 
she Treasury not otherwise appropriated the 
sum of $8,542 58 to Christopher Green and 
Hugh C. Trainor, of Sacramento, California, 
to indemnify them for losses on a contract for 
supplies for tho Army of the United States, 
occasioned by the protracted drought in Cali- 
fornia during the years 1864 and 1865, which 
sum shall be in full discharge of all claims 
against the Government on account of said 
contract. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
tiat the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STRONG. I move that the report in 
this case be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE F. TRACY. 


Mr. STRONG also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2795) for the 
relief of George F, Tracy, postmaster at Bridge- 
port, Connecticut ;. which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill was read. Itauthorizes the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury, in adjust- 
ing the accounts of George F. Tracy, post- 
master at Bridgeport, Connecticut, to allow 
and credit to him the sum of.$2,085 stolen 
from the office at Bridgeport, Connecticut, on 
the Ist of December, 1871, without any fraud 
and negligence on his part. 

The bill was ordergd to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. à 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN C. CONNER. 

Mr. STRONG also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported with an amendment, and with the 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill (H. 
R. No. 1481) for the relief of Jony O. CONNER. 

The bill appropriates the sum of $2,500 to 
pay Hon, Joux C. Conner expenses incurred 
in defending his right to a seat in the Forty- 
First Congress. 

The amendment of the committee was to 
strike out ‘€ $500.” : 

Mr. HOAR. I: hope this matter will be 
explained, 


Mr. STRONG. I ask- for the reading of 
the report. ve 

The report was read. ; 

Mr. MeCRARY. I understand this to þe- a 
case where the committee propose to pay the 
expenses of a sitting member; not a contest- 
ant, but. a gentleman who has drawn a salary 
during an entire Congress.. I am not aware 
that there is any precedent that would: jus- 
tify such action. In my own judgment it is 
time that we were reforming the practice of 
paying contestants, and I have been endeav- 
oring to do it to some extent, . I am sorry 
to say that I have not been very successful. 
I propose before very long to ask the House 
to provide that no more payments shall be 
made. to contestants, and I shall. be very sorry 
to see the House now extend payment of 
these expenses to sitting members who have 
drawn salaries for the entire term. I hope 
this bill will not pass. 

Mr. STRONG. ‘This bill was reported by 
the Committee of Elections in the last Con- 
gress. Those members of the Forty-First 
Congress now present will probably. recollect 
that the Committee of Elections reported a bill 
paying Mr. Conner $2,000 for his expenses 
in vindicating his right to a seat in this 
House, and that after discussion it was finally 
laid upon the table, on the ground that its 
passage would establish a precedent for the 
payment of all successful contestants... The 
Committee of Claims do not believe in the 
rale which we agree has prevailed in Con- 
gress for the last ten years, that the unsuc- 
cessful party to a contest shall be paid his 
expenses while the successful party is allowed 
nothing. This rale is contrary to the pre- 
cedents, so far as we are advised, that are 
followed in the legislative bodies throughout 
the country. It is contrary to the common 
principles of justice to hold that the man en- 
tilled to a seat in this House must vindicate 
his right at his own expense, while the person 
who‘annoys and harrasses him shall be made 
good out of the national Treasury. In all our 
courts the successful litigant. is awarded his 
costs, and the defeated party has to pay them 
in addition to his own expenses. Why should 
a rule so entirely different prevail in contests 
here? Is it not calculated to induce unprin- 
cipled men to claim seats to which they have 
nota shadow of title? 

Bat we say that this is not.an ordinary case 
of a contested seat, and that it cannot prop: 
erly be held to be within the rule to which F 
have adverted.. Mr. Conner had the certif- 
cate of election, and came here without having 
received notice. or any intimation from the 
contestant that he was going to contest the 
seat, and the time allowed by law for giving 
such notice had expired. After Mr. Conner 
arrived here the Committee of Elections, 
against his protest, assumed jurisdiction, and 
allowed the contestant .to take evidence 
throughout his district in Texas. Mr. Con- 
NER was compelled to employ attorneys, and 
to. procure the testimony of witnesses from 
different. parts of the district, at an expense 
of about three thousand dollars. Finally, 
after many weeks of vexatious contest, the 
committee unanimously decided that the con- 
testant had utterly failed to establish his 
claim,. and thereupon, if my memory serves 
me correctly, they awarded him his expenses. 


‘Ought he to have been paid a single dollar? 


Clearly there is no justice in the rule that has 
heretofore prevailed. We say it is not right 
to take from Mr. Conxer the sum of $3,600 
and make bim no compensation in return. 
We say his expenses should have been paid, 
and not those of his opponent. 

The Committee of Claims recommend the 
passage of this bill for the reasons that I have 
stated. If, however, the House chooses to vote 
it down,-and to insist that hereafter it shall be 
the rule. that a man who succeeds 1n vindicat- 
ing his right-to his seat shall pay bis own ex- 
penses, while the man who contests and is 
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defeated shall be paid, it seems to me that the 
House will invite contests instead of discour- 
aging them, and do precisely what the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. McCrary] says he wishes 
to avoid. i : 

I ought to add that the rule against which 
we are contending has not been invariably 
adhered to. I holdin my hand a list of sev- 
eral cases where the successful contestant has 
been allowed his expenses, and I call the 
attention of the House to them. I agree that 
for the last ten years the rule has been as the 
gentleman states it. In 1861, the successful 
contestant from Nebraska, Samuel G. Dailey, 
was allowed $2,350 for his expenses in vindi- 
cating his right to his seat. In the same year, 
William C. Anderson, sitting member from the 
State of Kentucky, was allowed the sum: of 
$2,080 69; and Daniel. E. Sickles, a sitting 
member from the State of New York, was 
allowed $1.998 30. By the same House, Franx 
P. Buair, jr., a successful contestant from the 
State of Missouri, was paid the sum of 
$1,584 87 for his expenses incurred in vindi- 
cating his right to.a seat. William A. How- 
ard, a successiul contestant from the State of 
Michigan, was allowed the sum of $721 81. 
This case, therefore, is not without precedent. 

Mr. SYPHER. And last year Hon. Leoy- 
ARD Myers, of this House, was allowed for 
his expenses in contesting his right to a seat 
in this House, : 

Mr. STRONG. I do not know how thatis; 
it may be so. But I say this bill involves no 
new precedent, though I agree that for the 
last few years the rule has been substantially 
as stated by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. 
McCrary, ] the chairman of the Committee of 
Elections. 

Mr. McCRARY.. During the last Congress 
there was no payment made to any sitting 
member for his expenses in vindicating. his 
right to his seat. ce 

Mr. SYPHER. I would like to correct the 

entleman. I would like to ask him if Mr. 

EoNARD Myers, who successfully contested 
his right to a seat in this House, was not paid 
his expenses ? 

Mr. McCRARY. Mr. Leonarp Myers was 
a successful contestant and was paid nothing. 
The sitting member in the case of Myers vs. 
Moffatt was paid upon the ground that he 
remained in his seat but a few days and drew 
nothing in the way of salary, and he was paid 
upon the express ground that he had drawn no 
salary as a member. 

The principle upon which the Committee of 
Elections have proceeded is this: that a mem- 
ber who draws his $5,000 a year and his mile- 
age can afford to vindicate his right to -his 
seat, and that it is his duty to do so. Let me 
say this: if this precedent is established in 
the case of Mr. CONNER, it must be followed 
by the allowance of expenses to successful 
sitting members and successful contestants in 
the last Congress, nearly thirty in number, 
and whose claims will amount in the aggre- 
gate to a large sum. The amount paid the 
unsuccessful contestants during the last Con- 
gress was $113,000, and this proposition is in 
effect to go back and pay the: successful par- 
ties a similar amount, True, this bill covers 
bat one case, but in principle itincludes.them 
all. 
Mr. STRONG. In this case the Committee 
of Elections overruled the statute law, and 
allowed the contestant.to come in after the 
time fixed by law had expired. 

Mr. McCRARY.: I will answer that in a 
moment. I am satisfied that the Committee 
of Elections of the last, House did not agree 
to pay Mr. Corner his expenses in vindicat- 
ing his right to his seat. > There was.a sab- 
committee appointed to examine that case. 
And at a time when the House had no oppor- 
tunity of examining it some person introduced 
a resolution to pay Mr. CONNER a certain sum 
for his expenses, and it- was passed without 
being understood, But as soon. as the then 


chairman of the Committee of Elections, Gen- 
eral Paine, wasadvised of what had been done, 
he moved a reconsideration of the resolution, 
and it was reconsidered, and after debate was 
voted down by a large majority. 

The gentleman from Connecticut. says that 
the time was extended for giving notice and 
taking testimony in this case, and he thinks 
this makes the claim more meritorious. Why 
should the extension of time make any differ- 
ence? The time has been extended in many, 
and I think most of the cases. It is not true 
that the claim of Mr. Conner is exceptional, 
or peculiarly meritorious. I venture to say 
that every one of the gentlemen who have 
succeeded in their contests, both in this Con- 
gress and in the last, has as good a claim as 
Mr. CONNER, and some of them better. 

Now if this claim be allowed by this House 


| it will be followed-by claims on behalf of every 


one of those who were successful in election 
contests during the last Congress. And if the 
same amount is allowed to those who were 
successful as was allowed to those who were 
not successful, the sum required to settle these 
claims will be more than one hundred thousand 
dollars. That will'also be followed by claims 
on behalf of the successful parties in contests 
during this Congress, and we shall be obliged 
to pay them also a very large sum of money. 

‘Lhe present Committee of Elections pro- 
pose, if possible, to induce the House to pro- 
hibit altogether the payment of expenses to 
either party. We hope to put a stop to abuses 
which have been already too long tolerated. 
I trust the House will not go backward, but 
forward in this matter. It is many years since 
any successful party to a contest has been 
paid. That rule, if it ever prevailed, has been 
abandoned and reversed long since. . OF late 
we bave allowed a. man who in good faith 
contests a seat at his. own expense, and fails 
to secure it, to be paid his reasonable expenses. 
This has been defended on the ground that a 
private citizen cannot afford to come to Wash- 
ington and prosecute a contest at his own ex- 
pense. There are occasional cases where it 
seems proper and right to pay such claimants, 
but the rule is so liable to abuse, and in prac- 
tice works so badly, that Iam heartily in favor 
of its abolition. But here is a proposition 
looking not to reform, not to the limitation or 
restriction of this’ pernicious practice, but to 


its enlargement and extension to a large class’ 


of cases not within the present rule, bad as 
that is. I hope this door will not be opened. 
Mr. HALE. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. Srroxe] one 
question in reference to a matter of fact; when 
did Mr. Conner take his seat? 
Mr. STRONG. I cannot give the precise 


ate. 

Mr. HALE. Some time in January, was it 
not? 

Mr. DICKEY. February, according to the 
report. 

Mr. STRONG. It was probably as late as 
January or February. 

Mr. HALE. Did he not draw pay from the 
4th of March preceding? 

Mr. STRONG. So do all of us. 

Mr. HALE. In other words, he drew pay 
from the 4th of March, almost one year prior 
to the time when he took his seat. 

Mr. STRONG. It is the universal rule pre- 
vailing here that we draw our pay back to the 
4th of March, although some of us may not 
be elected till after that time, and cannot take 
our seats till the opening of the session in 
December. 

Mr. HALE. But Mr. Conner was notsworn 
in until months after the rest of us came here 
and took our seats. : : 

Mr. STRONG: That was because he was 
kept out by a majority of the House. 

Mr. HALE. No, there was no contest. 

Mr. STRONG. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar. ] 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, this is one of 
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the most important. questions of expenditure, 
so far as concerns: the principle involved, 
which the House will be called upon: to econ: 
sider. The House and the. Committee of -Elec- 
tions have been endeavoring to’ cut: down: the 
granting of money for expenses in contested- 
election cases. They have adopted the rule to 
grant it in no case to the sitting member. “I 
trust they will. soon decide to grant it in:no 
-case to anybody. : wend! 

This case of Mr. Conner is not singular. 
The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Srronxe] 
says that the committee, in violation of the 
statute, extended the time for the contestant, 

Mr. STRONG. ‘To give his notice. : 

Mr. HOAR. The statute contemplates such 
extension; and it is frequently granted, not 
by the committee, but by the House.’ I have 
no doubt that in the present case it was granted 
by the House. There have been in the present 
Congress several instances where the House, 
after a sitting member ‘has taken his seat, has 
extended the time for taking testimony, which 
is. precisely the same thing in principle as 
extending the time in which to give aotice of 
contest; and: the sitting. member has been in 
such cases obliged to go home and take his ` 
testimony anew. The gentleman from Florida, 
[Mr. Watts,] now in my sight, is an instance 
of that. 

Now, sir, if this principle be established in 
the case of Mr. CONNER, we must make a sim- 
ilar allowance to a large. number of sitting 
members of this House; we must go back 
through the last ten Congresses and make this 
extra payment to every person whose claim to 
a seat has been vindicated against a contest- 
ant. I regret very much to oppose a grant 
of money to any gentleman who has won the 
respect of the House so much as Mr. CONNER 
has since taking-his seat. But if this principle 
be adopted it will certainly require a similar 
payment to be made in more tban twenty 
cases. I could enumerate from my own mem- 
ory more than half that number. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; 

Mr. STRONG. I now yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Porrer.] 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, the general 
rule which has prevailed in Congress iu regard 
to the allowance of expenses for contested 
elections is exactly the reverse of the rule.at 
law. At law the successful party usually re- 
covers his costs, which embrace his expenses. 
In Congress the rule of late years has been the 
reverse. We allow the successful party noth- 
ing, while we pay the unsuccessful party for 
contesting. Ido not say that the rule is not 
a correct one. ` 

Mr. HOAR. That is because the contestant 
is supposed to act in behalf of the public, not 
in his own interest. I am not, however, in 
favor of such allowance. 

Mr. POTTER. Iam not unmindful of the 
reasons that can be suggested both for and 
against the rule. I do not myself either dis- 
pute it or justify it now. 

But I desire to call the attention. of the 
House to the fact in respect of this rulethat ex- 
ceptions have been established to it in particu- 
lar eases. The facts in the case of Mr. CONNER 
show his to be an exceptional case. 

Now, the gentleman on my rightfrom Iowa 
[Mr. McCrary] says the Committee of Elec- 
tions did not pass on and allow this claim. 
But in that respect the facts are exactly these: 
Mr. Conxer’s case was referred in the Forty- 
First Congress to the Committee of Elections, 
and by that committee to a sub-committee, 
which was composed of the then chairman of 

*the committee, General Paine, of Wisconsin, 
the gentleman from Mississippi. [Mr. Barry, ] 
and myself. It was decided in favor of Mr. 
CONNER, and we unanimously agreed to recom- 
mend the payment of $2,000 for his expenses 
because of the exceptional nature ‘of his case. 
That special nature arose from. the fact: that 
although the election was in November; 1869, 
and although he and the contestant ‘were 
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together for weeks after the election, no notice 


was served on him of contest until long after 
the period. provided by law for that purpose 
had expired. Then the committee gave to.the 
Contestant the right to. contest after that right 
had expired by law. ; a 

By that action of the House in giving to the 
contestant, the right to contest Mr. Conner 


was put to the expenses he was put to in this | 


case, which proved to be unusually heavy and 
extraordinary, and forthese reasons. .The eon- 
test had to be carried on while. he was here, 
because the. notice was not served until March, 
1870, after he came to Washington. He had 
to carry on the contest, taking the testimony 
of wimesses scattered all over Texas by other 
hands, In this way, in the first place, he was 
put to unusual expense; and in the second 
place, from -the extent of his district and its 
very sparse settlement, he was also involved in 
extraordinary expenses. My recollection of 
the statement of Mr. Conner to the com- 
mittee is that it cost him four or five thousand 
dollars to carry on the contest against a con- 
testant who never had a show of right, and 
who never took more than six depositions, 
bat who was allowed $1,500 by this House for 
his expenses, and who would not have had any 
right to contest if the House had not given 
him that right. Therefore, I regarded, as did 
my colleagues of the sub-committee, this as an 
exceptional case; and under the rule then in 
force, acting as a separate Committee, we, 
under those peculiar circumstances, reported 
an allowance should be made to him, which we 
fixed at $2,000. 

Mr. STRONG. Tnow demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. STRONG, 1 do not yield for that pur- 

Ose. 

p The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
105, noes 20. 

Mr. McCRARY demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it resulted in 
the affirmative—yeas 116, nays 81, not voting 
92; as follows: 


YEAS~Messrs. Acker, Averill, Banks, Barry, 
Beatty. Bell, Biggs, Bird, Austin Biair, James Q. 
Blair, Bright, Buckloy, Burdett, Benjamin F. But- 
ler, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Gobb, Coghlan, 
Comingo, Conger, Vox, Critcher, Crossland, Dar- 
rall, Davis, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, 
Hiliott, Ely, Farwell, Forker, Chartes Foster, Henry 

. Kostor, Fryo, Garrett, Giddings, Golladay, Grif- 
fith, Walieman, Hambleton, Hancock, George B. 
Harris, John T, Harris, flavens, tuwley, Hays, 
Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Houghton, Kendall, 
King, Lamison, Lamport, Leach, Lewis, Lowe, Man- 
son, MeCielland, MeGrew, MeIntyre, MeJunkin, 

erriam, Moore, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Nib- 
lack, Orr, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Pon- 
dleton, Perce, Potter, Price, Rainey, Read, John M. 
Rice, William K. Roberts, Robinson, Sargent, Ses- 
sions, Shanks, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, 
Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, 
Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Stevens, Storm, 
Strong, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, Terry. Wash- 
ington Townsond, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Wallace, Walls, Warren, Whiteley, Wil- 
lams of Indiana, Williams of New York, Jeremiah 

- Wilson, and Winchester—116. 

NAYS—Mossrs. Ambler, Arthur, Barber, Buffin- 
ton, Cotton, Donnan, Farnsworth, Wilder D. Foster, 
Hale, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hoar, Willinger, Lansing, 
McCormick, McCrary, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
Peck, Poland, Edward Y, Rice, Sawyer, Scofield, 
John A. Smith, Sprague, Thomas, Upson, Walden, 
Waldron, Wheeler, and Wiliard—31. 

NOT VOLING—Messrs. Adams. Ames, Archer, 
Barnum, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Boles, 
Braxton, Brooks, Burchard, Roderick R. Butler, 
Clarke, Coburn, Conner, Crebs, Creely, Crocker, 
Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Eames, Eldredge, Fink- 
elnburg, Garfield, Getz, Goodrich, Halsey, Hands 
ley, Hanks, Harmer, Harper, Hay, John W., Hazel- 
ton. Hill, Holman, Hoover Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, 

etchuin, Kinsella, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, Me- 
Henry, McKee, McKinney, MoN eey, Mercur; Mer- 
rick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitehell, Monroe, Morey, 
Morgan, Negley, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Porter, Prindle, Randall, Ritchie, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Seeley, Shella- 
barger, Shoemaker, Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snyder, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, St. Jobn, 
Tale, Dwight Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Twichell, 
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Tyner, Voorhees Wells, Whitthorne, Joha T. Wil- 
son, Wood, and Young—92. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. : ; pi 

During the call of the roll, `- ae 

Mr. BRAXTON said: I desire to make a 
personal explanation. I have not voted on 
this bill-beeause I considered myself person- 
ally interested in it, as, in connection with the 
contest of my seat, the same principle. would 
apply to my own case, ` 

‘he result of the vote, as above recorded, 
was then annouticed. 

The bill having been engrossed, was read the 
third time, and passed, 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider bé laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SARGENT. ILrise to makea privileged 
report. . | present the report of the committee 
of conference on the Indian appropriation 


bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest that this 
report will necessarily occupy some time, and 
that it might be well to fix some future period 
for its consideration. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not think it will 
occupy more than a few moments. It is a 
privileged report, and I ask thatit shall be now 
considered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Ilouses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No 1192) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian de- 
partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
yarious Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes, having met, after fu H 
and free conference have agreed to recommend, an 
do recommend to their respective Houses, as fol- 


ws: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 2, 38, and 7. k 

That the House of Reprosentatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
Ne numbered 56, G4, 66, 97, 74, and 76, and agree to 

e same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the several amendments of the House to the fifty- 
second amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
same with an amendment, as follows: in line eight 
of said Senate amendment strike out the words 
“ sixty-nino,”and insert in lieu the words *' seventy- 
one;”’ and at the end of said amendment add the 
following: ‘‘and it is hereby declared to be the in- 
tention and meaning of the said ninth and tenth 
sections to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause to be patented to each and every 
Winnebago Indian, lawfully resident in the State 
of Minnesota at the date of said act, in accordance 
with the conditions of said two sections, an allot- 
ment of larid, who has not heretoforé received tho 
same, in quantity as provided in the treaty of April 
1b, 1859 ;”’ and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the fifty-fourth amendment of theSenate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: in line 
five of said amendment, after the word “dollars,” 
insert tho following: ‘And provided, That no part 
of this appropriation shall be used for the survey of 
the reserved lands of the Choctaws, Seminoles, or 
Creeks, or of the lands of the Cherokees east of the 
ninoty-sixth meridian, without the consent of said 
Indians first expressed in open council in the usual 
manner ;” and before the word “ provided,” in the 
same line, insert the word “and,” and after the 
same word “ provided ” insert the word “further ;” 
and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixtieth amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
the samo with the following amendment: strike out 
of the bill lines twenty-five, twenty-six, and twenty-~ 
seven on page 58, and lines one and two on page 59, 
and insertin lieu thereof the following: * Bor this 
amount, to purchase subsistence and clothing for the 
Indians located upon the Uintah Valley reservation 
in Utah, and forsuch other objects as the Secretary 
of the Interior may deem. necessary and advisable 
to promote the civilization and improvement ofsaid 
Indians. $10,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixty-ninth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: in line 
fifteen of said amendment, after the word “ Chip- 
pewas,” insert the following words: “first expressed 
in open council in the usual manner” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-first amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
At the end of said amendment add the following: 

Provided, That the Seeretary of the Interior be, 
aud he hereby is, authorized to negotiate with the 
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gouthéin Chéyennes and Arapahoes for the relin- 
quish ment of their. claims to the land: ceded to them 
by thesecond article of the treaty.of October 28, 1867, 
out.of the cession made by the Cherokees in the 
treaty of July 19, 1866; such relinquishment, if ob- 
tained, to be in consideration of a sufficient and per- 
manent location for the said Cheyennes and Arapa- 
hoes upon the lands ceded to the United States by 
the Creeks and Seminoles in the treaties of March 
21 and June 14, 1866, and that the Secretary report 
the action taken by bhim under this provision to Con- 
gress at its next session;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. i : 
.. That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 


theamendment of the House to tho seventy-third 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: in line four of said 
Senate amendment, after the word “claims,” insert 
the-following words: “arising under existing laws 
or treaty stipulations; ”?” and the House agree to the 
same as so modified. } aes 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
theseventy-fifth amendment of the Senate, andagree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out of said amendment all after the word ‘‘ same,’? 
in line twelve, down to and including the word 
* each,” in line fifteen, and insert inlieu thereof the 
following words: “at public sale to the highest bid- 


der, in tracts not exceeding one hundred and sixty 
acres each, at such place in the congressional district 
in which said lands are situated as may, be desig- 
nated by the Secretary of the Interior, ninety days’ 
notice of which shall be given by advertisement in 
at jeast threenewspapers of general circulation pub- 
lished in said congressional district; ’’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same, a La 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree. to the same with the following amendments: 
in line eight of said amendment strike out the fol- 
lowing words: “in section two of,” and insert in 
lieu the word ‘‘by;” and that the.matter contained 
in the seventy-fourth, seventy-fifth, seventy-sixth, 
and saventy-seventh amendments be put into one 
section; and the Senate agree to the same ag so 


modified. A. A. SARGENT. 
JOHN P. C. SHANKS, 
THOMAS SWANN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


CORNELIUS COLE, 

JAS. HARLAN, 

J.W, STEVENSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the report 
be agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I hope the gentleman will say 
something in explanation of those amendments 
before the report is passed. i 

Mr. SARGENT. Ican explain the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee of con- 
ference very briefly. 

The first amendment of any consequence 
declares it to be the intention and meaning 
of the ninth and tenth sections to authorize 
and direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
cause to be patented to each and every Winne- 
bago Indian, lawfully resident in the State 
of Minnessota at the date of said act cer- 
tain lands. By a former treaty it was pro- 
vided that each Winnebago Indian, being the 
head of a family, should bave eighty acres, 
and each Winnebago Indian, not being the 
head of a family, and over eighteen years of 
age, should have forty acres of Jand, inalien- 
able until they should become citizens of the 
United States; and it was provided that after 
they became citizens they should have those 
lands in fee, like all other citizens. A statute 
was passed providing fora new enumeration 
of these Winnebago Indians in Minnesota, and 
for making allotments of those lands. ` The 
allotments were made in favor of fifteen 
hundred of these Indians; and a statute was 
passed subsequent to that confirming these 
allotments, so far as they had been made up 
to a certain date. Unfortunately for some 
ninety Indians the commission had not time 
to finish their work, and left out ninety of them - 
who were equally entitled with all the rest. 
To remedy this injustice to these Indians this 
amendment is inserted, allowing them to have 
their homesteads, 

Another amendment recommended by the 
conference committee is to the fifty fourth 
amendment of the Senate, and-is as follows: 

And provided, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be used for the survey of the reserved lands of 
the Choctaws, Seminoles, or Creeks, or of the lands 
ofthe Cherokees east of the ninety-sixth meridian, 


without the cotsent of said Indians first expressed 
in open council in the usual manner. 


This will suggest its own explanation to the 
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mind of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Becx.] There are provisions that these lands 
shall not be surveyed without the consent of 
the Indians, We provide that the survey shall 
not take place without their solemn assent, 
expressed in open council inthe usual manner. 

Another amendment is in reference to an 
appropriation of $10,000 for subsistence and 
clothing for the Indians located: ian Uintah 
valley reservation,in Utah. The object of the 
appropriation is expressed. in this way, because 
the language heretofore used in appropriation 
bills for this object bas been too indefinite. 
Instead of that which was putin several years 
ago for their removal we provide that the an- 
nual appropriation shall be expended for the 
subsistence and clothing of the Indians, and 
not for their removal, which long since was 
accomplished. : 

Now a word in reference to the amendment 
in relation to the southern Cheyennes and 
Arapaboes for. the relinquishment of their 
claim to the land ceded to them by the second 
article of the treaty of October 28, 1867, out 
of the cession made. by the Cherokees. The 
Cherokees made a treaty with the Government 
on July 19, 1866, that the Government might 
put friendly Indians on certain lands west of 
the ninety-sixth meridian, the Government pay- 
irg them the valueof the land. It ceded a por- 
tion of the lands to the northern Cheyennes 
and the Arapahoes. But these Indians never 
would go on those lands, but have gone on 
lands in the Indian territory, which they are 
now occupying under sanction of an Executive 
order. 

Now, these lands thus ceded by the Cher- 
okees may be used for other friendly Indians. 
They are now probably of slight value, say fifty 
cents an acre. There is a provision in the 
treaty that the President may fix their price, 
on appraisement or otherwise. The. Senate 
have put an amendment that the appraisement 
should be made during the coming year so that 
the lands may be appraised while the price is 
low, as they may in a few years be worth two 
or three dollars an acre. But the Cheyennes 
and Arapahoes have a shadowy claim by rea- 
son of the old treaty. We provide that the 
Secretary of the Interior shall negotiate with 
them to relinquish that claim on condition of 
a permanent provision for them on the lands 
they now occupy. 

These are the principal amendments, those 
which are of importance, and I believe they 
are in the interest of humanity and economy. 

Mr. BECK. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a few moments? 

Mr. SARGENT. I will yield to the gen- 
tleman for a moment, although I do not wish 
to occupy much time, as I am interfering with 
the reports of the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BECK. L just want three minutes to 
enter my protest against some of these amend- 
ments. What is the amount of money appro- 
priated by this bill? 

Mr. SARGENT. It is about sixty-five hun- 
dred thousand dollars. It is a little less than 
when the bill went from the House. 

Mr. BECK. We never appropriated more 
than $2,000,000 for the Indian service up to 
that time. In 1868 treaties were made with 
various Indian tribes which we have been en- 
deavoring to get rid of by every means in our 
power bat have failed to do it after all sorts 
of efforts, and after we had gone so far as to 
put in the hands of the President $2,000,000 
in order to keep the peace in our struggie to 
get rid of those treaties. I desire merely to 
say now, for I have no idea of defeating this 
bill, that [ would have opposed the bill when 
it was before the House but for the fact that 
it would have been regarded as factious in 
view of the presidential election, and when 
perhaps we might have been threatened with 
war by resisting these immense and improper 
appropriations, but I thought that we had 
them guarded by requiring the peace commis- 
sion, so called, to examine alf the vouchers be- 
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fore any of them were paid, and to stop the 
stealing which has become so prevalent in the 
Indian department. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the House saw fit to repeal that 
law, making it no longer any part of the duties 
of the commission to examine these papers, 
and in fact giving them no authority to do it; 
so. that the Senate, after. years and years of 
struggling to keep up their own appointees, 
many of whom are their kinsmen and friends, 
who get to be Indian agents witha salary of 
$1,500 a year and come back at the end of 
the year with twenty-five or fifty thousand 
dollars—the Senate I say has managed again 
to make the House surrender its rights and 
privileges, and give them unlicensed control 
over the whole Indian management, and to- 
day we are again at the mercy of the old 
system which is controlled by the friends and 
retainers of gentlemen at the other end of 
the Capitol. 
000 a year to keep up treaties which every 
man who understands them will at once 
denounce as being mere schemes and jobs 
to enrich the friends of men at the other end 
of the Capitol. 

Thad the honor on the last day of the last 
session to offer a resolution by whick the House 
almost unanimously declared the power and 
right of the House to withhold appropriations 
for treaties whenever they were wrong; and 
while prudential considerations have prevented 
me from pressing the question of Indian trea- 
ties this session, I want to give notice to the 
House that when the presidential election is 
over, and it can no longer come up as a party 
measure, if lam here when the next Indian 
bill comes up I will show the frauds that have 
been developed by the Indian treaties, and 
that millions and millions have been squap- 
dered and stolen. 

And I will show that the House, in repeal- 
ing the law which we passed last year, thereby 
again putting all this power into the hands of 
these Indian agents, and withdrawing it from 
the peace commissioners, who were acting as 
a check upon these agents, have allowed the 
Senate, and the men they appoint, and the 
thieves who are managing this thing, to absorb 
more than half of the $7,000,000 that is voted 
out of the pockets of the people under the pre- 
tense of supporting Indian tribes. That is ali 
I desire to say now. 

Mr. SARGENT. As J am interjecting this 
conference report in between reports from 
the Committee of Claims, to whom this day 
was exclusively assigned by order of the 
House, I feel somewhat pressed for time. 

But I would like to say to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] and I think it 
my duty to say, that since the time that this 
Government was in the habit of appropriating 
from two to three million dollars a year for the 
conduct of Indian affairs we have extended 
our settlements and our railroads and our 
contact with the Indian tribes all over the 
territory which at that time was scarcely 
trodden by the feet of white men. That has 
necessarily brought greater expenses upon the 
Goverument. There has been a necessity for 
some terms being made with the Indian tribes, 
entailing large expenses, sometimes entailing 
war. Why, sir, in the days to which the gen- 
tleman refers we were not brought in contact 
with the wild Sioux, the Cheyennes, the Ara- 
pahoes, and all the other wild tribes of the 
plains and the mountains. ‘They were roving 
masters of vast territories of the United States 
nominally under the control of the Govern- 
ment, but really searcely ever seen by a white 
man. i 

Since that time, by the progress of civil- 
ization, we have been brought in contact with 
those Indians, and it is not strange that the 
appropriations of the Government for the In- 
dian service are larger now than they formerly 
were. Another thing: the gentleman saysthat 
by this bill—and, by the way, the porion to 


|| which his remarks:shave been addressed was 


We are now spending: $7,000,- | 


not a point of disagreement between the two 
Houses, and therefore his speech was not ger- 
mane to this report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on this bill—the gentleman says that we 
have repealed the duties imposed by Congress 
upon the Indian commission, and thrown this 
whole system open to the former fraudulent 
practices. Sir, I must say that my friend is 
greatly mistaken upon that point. We have 
said that this examination of. accounts by the 
Indian commission should not be a prerequisite 
to payment; that is all. 

‘The duties of the Indian commission are 
numerous and varied. Under. this bill, and 
under our former legislation, not disturbed by 
this bill, they are required to be present at all 
purchases of Indian supplies, to supervise the 
making of contracts and expenditures under 
them, to inspect the articles furnished under 
the contracts, to superintend the transporta- 
tion, to see that the very articles contracted 
for are delivered to us and by us delivered to 
the Indian tribes. Under the old system which 
existed when the gentleman’s party was in 
power, and which we have broken up under 
this Administration—under that old system of 
buying loosely or not with sufficient care, of 
allowing goods not equal to the samples to be 
sent to the Indian tribes, and with all the other 
frauds that existed in the administration of 
Indian affairs, such things as the gentleman 
has referred to were done. But that has now 
been ail broken up. This power of preéxam- 
ining the accounts has not been wrested from 
the indian commissioners; it was voluntarily 
surrendered by them. 

Mr. BECK. ‘he gentleman made that 
statement on a former occasion. Since then 
I have been told by the secretary of the Indian 
commission that they insisted upon their right 
to examine thesé accounts, but that a pro- 
vision was passed repealing their power to do 
so, and in that the Senate obtained an advan- 
tage over the House. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the secretary of the 
Indian peace commission has said anything of 
the kind, I pronounce his statement to be the 
exact reverse of what he said tome. I say 
that he himself drew my attention to this 
provision, that the action taken upon it should 
be such as] recommended. I so recommended 
because he represented the Indian peace com- 
mission, and I had confidence in their pur- 
poses and judgment. He asked me if the 
Senate provision would save the commission 
from the labor of examining the accounts. L 
told him no, and if the commission did not 
want to do it they could resign, Whatever 
impression he intended to convey, I state the 
one he did convey to me. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to set myself right. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not deny that he 
told the gentleman so, but I simply say I 
understood him exactly the opposite. 

Mr. BECK. Why did the gentleman repeal 
the law we passed last year which he and Í 
prepared with so much care, and which, after 
our investigation, we thought necessary to pro- 
tect the Government ; or why did he allow 
the Senate to repeal it, thereby enabling.those 
thieves we had turned out to be put. back ? 

Mr. SARGENT. I was coming to that. We 
have not repealed the law except to this ex- 
tent, that it is not a prerequisite to payment; 
but the examination of these accounts is re- 
quired under the law. From the provision to 
which the gentleman refers this inconvenience 
resuliedin practice: itwas found that creditors 
of the Government, men who had made fair 
and square contracts in black and- white and 
had faithfully lived up to them, could not get 
their money because their accounts could not 
be paid by the Department until after weeks 
of delay for examination by the commission. 
In consequence of the delay resulting in that 
way, the Government was compelled to pay. 
higher prices to compensate for the delay and 
uncertainty which that requirement -of law 
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occasioned to honest contractors who could not 
afford to wait so long for their pay, It. was 
on account of this inconvenience, and as I un- 
derstand with the concurrence-of the Indian 
peace commission, whose. great and benefi- 
cent duties are continued, that the law was 
changed so that the examination of the ac- 
counts is no longer a -prerequisite-to payment. 
. Mr. NIBLACK rose. l : 


Mr. SARGENT. Gentlemen. interested in- 


the business: of the Committee of Claims insist 
that I must close this matter up, and. I have 
the strongest desire to do so. I will, how- 
ever, yield to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Nistac]. for. an inquiry, and then I 
shall eall the previous question. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Since the question of the 
expense of supporting the Indians and deal- 
ing with them is now before the House, I 
would like very much to. hear from the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Sargent] a state- 
ment of his estimate of the number of Indians 
now in the United States of whom the Gov- 
ernment has charge. I think. the number is 
greatly overestimated. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think the number of 
Indians of whom the Government has charge, 
outside of Alaska, is about one hundred and 
ninety thousand. That is the outside limit. 

Mr. NIBLACK. It is usually estimated at 
three hundred thousand. 

Mr. SARGENT, That estimate is an ex- 
aggeration. : 

Ir. NIBLACK. My own belief has been 
that the number does not exceed one hundred 
and fifty thousand ; but the gentleman is better 
informed than I am, 

Mr. SARGENT. 
vious question, s 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the report of the committee 
of conference was adopted. 

Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the report was adopted ; and 
algo moyed that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM NIXON, 


Mr. STRONG, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it pass, the bill (S. No. 618) forthe relief 
of William Nixon, of West Virginia. 

The bill, which was read, directs and re- 

uires the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 

illiam Nixon, of West Virginia, ont of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, $579 68, the amount found due Nix- 
on on the 12th of January, 1866, for carrying 
the mails prior to that time, under contract 
with the Dost Office Department, but which 
was not called for by him until the balance of 
the fund for the payment of such claims was 
covered into the Treasury in pursuance of law 
in that regard made and provided. 
` The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. í ` 

‘Fhe latter motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. STRONG also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported adversely in the following cases; 
which were laid on the table: 

The memorial of William Wood, of Boston, 
Massachusetts, praying compensation for false 
imprisonment by the Government in 1861; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1594) for the relief of 
Mary Barlow; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1404) for the relief of the 
Hamilton Woolen Company, of Southbridge, 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. BANKS. I ask the gentleman from 
Connecticut to withdraw the memorial of Wil- 

liam Wood for the present. 

Mr. STRONG. If there be no objection I 


I now demand the pre- 


i 


will withdraw the report in the case of William 
Wood and let hismemorial stand recommitted 
to the Committee of Claims. f 
There was no objection ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 
CHARLES RICHARDS. : J 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee o 
Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2802) for 
the relief of Charles Richards; which was read 
a first: and second time. : 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
authorized. and directed, to pay out of any 
money: in- the: Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to Charles Richards the sum of $180, 
that being the amount paid by him for forage 
taken for the use of the second division of the 


second Army corps, in the month of Decem- | 


ber, 1863, in the State of Georgia, and for 


which the usual voucher was not issued at the || 


time through the military officer. 

Mr. BUCKLEY demanded the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the oper- 
ation thereof the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being 
éngrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 

Mr. BUCKLEY moved to reconsider the 
yote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL 8. POTTER, 


Mr. BUCKLEY also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2808) for the 
relief of Samuel S. Potter, which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Samuel S. 
Potter, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,000, the 
same being in full of all claims against the 
Government for expenses incurred by Samuel 
S. Potter by reason of the seizure of his semi- 
nary building by J. T. Hod, medical director of 
the district of Kentucky, for hospital purposes. 

Mr. BUCKLEY demanded the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed 

Mr. BUCKLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion, to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it 
is evident the Committee of Claims cannot get 
through with their business to-night, and I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that Thurs- 
day evening of next week be set apart for the 
reception of business from that committee, 

Mr. SCOFIELD. We want Thursday next 
for reports from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. 
day evening next, then. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. We want 
an evening session for the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws. : 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, 
Friday next will be set down for reports from 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. RANDALL objected, but subsequently 
withdrew his objection. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object. . Two even- 
ings were set down for reports from the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and then the 
House by adjournment took away fram that 
committee one of those evenings. 


I will say Fri- 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. : Is there an even- 
ing session arranged for Wednesday evening 


next? . 

The SPEAKER. | Yes, for the Committee 
on Mines and Mining... a 
Mr. STEVENSON. I withdraw my objec: 
tion. . ee 
— There being no further objection, the ses: 
sion of Friday evening of next week was set 
apart for the reception of reports from the 
Committee of Claims. : 

z C. 0. SHEPARD. 

On motion of Mr. BANKS, by unanimous 
consent, a bill (S. No. 851) to empower C. O. 
Shepard chargé d'affaires at Japan, to draw 
his salary as such officer, was taken from the 
Speaker's table, read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. l 


NEW GERMAN ‘‘MARK.” 
Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, pre- 


Í sented-a letter from the Secretary of State in- 


closing translation of a note from Mr: Schlozer, 
German minister, in relation: to: the rate of: 


| exchange in the United. States of the new 


German ‘‘ mark;” which was referred tothe 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and. Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printed. : 


COMMITTED ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. SCOFIELD. I ask unanimous consent 
that Thursday evening of next week be as- 
signed to business of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. ` f 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. We haye had no oppor- 
tunity to report during this session. I hope 
my colleague will withdraw bis objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not withdraw it. 


SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. CONGER. Task that by unanimous con- 
sent the bill(H. R. No. 2044) to authorize the 
appointment of shipping commissioners by the 
several circuit courts of the United States, to 
superintend- the shipping and discharge of 
seamen in merchant ships: belonging to the 
United States, and for the further protection 
of seamen, returned from the Senate with 
amendments, be taken from the Speaker’s 
table; that the amendments of the Senate be 
non-concurred in, and that the House ask for 
a committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. . 

Mr. BROOKS. I should like. to see that 
bill, with the amendments of the Senate, 

rinted. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection’ 
the bill, with Senate amendments, will be or- 
dered to be printed, and left on the Speaker's 
table, subject to the order of the House next 
week, a a 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. i 

LANDS: GRANTED RAILROAD COMPANIES. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, by. unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2801) 
in relation to issuing patents to railroad com- 
panies for lands granted to aid in the con- 
struction of the roads of said companies ; 
which was. read.a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

POST OFFICE RAILWAY SERVICE, 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Postmaster 
General, in relation toan additional appropria- 
tion for the payment of clerks for railway ser- 
vice ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had exam- 
ined and found duly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing tithes; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 677) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to accept the peninsula in Lake 
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Erie opposite the harbor of Erie, in the State 
of Pennsylvania ; ; 

An act.(S. No, 877) to create an additional 
land district in the State of Kansas; 

An act (S. No, 988) to provide homes. for 
the Pottawatomie and absentee Shawnee In- 
dians in the Indian territory ; 

An act: (H. R, No. 534) to provide for hold- 
ing the United States district court in the city 
of Toledo ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2207) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge ànd to establish the 
same as a post road ; and a 

Anact (H. R. No. 2690) defining and limit- 
ing the appropriation of certain moneys for the 
preservation, issue; and reissue of the securi- 
ties of the United States, and for other pur- 


SES. - 
posa JOSEPH DAWSON. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported. a bill (H, R. No. 2804) for 
the relief of Joseph Dawson; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to he | 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Joseph Dawson, of Virginia, 
the sum of $1,790, which shall be in fall of 
all claims against the Government, growing 
out of expenses incurred on account of a gun- 
shot wound, received while in the discharge 
of his-official duties, while assistant assessor 
of internal revenue, in Tazewell county, Vir- 
ginia, 18th May, 1867. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCKLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. . : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


J. T. NEWCOMER. 


Mr. BUCKLEY also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2805) for the 
relief of J. T. Newcomer; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to J. T. Newcomer, of Butler county, 
Alabama, $150 for a horse, the property of 
Newcomer, impressed into the military service 
of the United States at Shelbyville, Tennessee, 
in the month of November, 1864. 

Mr. BUCKLEY, I move the previous ques- 

tion 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being. engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. BUCKLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


RICHARD T. MORSELL. 


Mr. BUCKLEY also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R, No. 2806) for 
the relief of Richard T. Morsell, of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time. - 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Richard T. Morsell, of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, the sum of $1,872 45 
in full for rent of a lot occupied by the 
Government for camp and barrack purposes 
from June 1, 1861 tọ September 1, 1865. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCKLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be lsid 
on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to, 
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ROBERT B, WILLIAMSON. 


Mr. BUCKLEY also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R, No. 2807) for 
the relief of Robert B. Williamson; which 
was read a first and second time. : 

The bill directs the. Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Robert B. Williamson the sum 
of $2,817, which shall be in full discharge of 
all claim against the United States on ac- 
count of property belonging to Williamson, 
taken from Fauquier county, Virginia, in the 
years 1862 and 1863 for the use of the Army. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, Task the report 
in that case be read. i 

The Clerk read the report. 

Mr: GARFIELD, of Obio. I desire to ask 

the gentleman one question. I did not observe 
from the reading of the report that it is alleged 
that the wood and other supplies taken from 
this man, and for the payment of which this 
isa claim, were taken by order of the com- 
manding officer. It is only stated that they 
were taken and used by the Army. 
. Mr. BUCKLEY. I will state in answer to 
the gentleman from Ohio, that General Deval, 
a former member of. Congress, certifies that 
he was on the farm, and that this property was 
taken by his order. 

Mr. BANKS. I neverknew a soldier to take 
even a rail without an order. [Laughter. ] 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCKLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT BRIGHAM. 


Mr. BUCKLEY also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2808) 
for the relief of Robert Brigham, late post- 
master at Franklin, Pennsylvania. 

The bill authorizes and empowers the proper 
accounting officer’s of the Treasury to allow 
to Robert Brigham, late postmaster at Frank- 
lin, Pennsylvania, a credit for $2,666 92, 
being the amount deposited by him in the 
national bank at Venango, and lost by the fail- 
ure of said bank. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is there a report in 
this case? 

Mr. BUCKLEY. There is, but I can state 
in a few moments the substance of the report. 

This postmaster had permission from the 
Post Office Department to deposit in the Ve- 
nango National Bank, at that time a depositary 
for public moneys, excepting those from cus- 
toms. He did so deposit this sum of money ; 
the bank failed, and that was the cause of the 
loss. 

The Department says that there was this 
amount, $2,666 98, placed to his credit in that 
bank. The committee were of opinion that 
he took that diligence and care of this money 
that any other prudent man would, and there- 
fore they thought he should have this relief. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has the committee 
evidence from the Department that he had 
permission to deposit the money in this bank? 

Mr. BUCKLEY. We had positive evidence 
of that fact. ; : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was according read the time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCKLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS FOSTER. 

Mr. BUCKLEY also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same do pass, House bill No. 1751, 
for the relief of Thomas Foster, a citizen of 
Louisiana. 


The question was upon ordering the bill to 
to be engrossed and read a third time. : 

The bill, which was read, appropriates the 
sum of $150 to indemnify Thomas Foster, a 
citizen of the State of Louisiana, for property 
taken hy the United States troops in the State 
of Louisiana. 

Mi. GARFIELD, of Ohio, When we hear 
a bill read, and it says that so. much money 
is paid for property taken by United States 
troops, I think some explanation should. be 
given of it, Of course this is asmall sam, only 
$150; but nothing is said in the pill ag to the 

rinciple jovolved, There may hava heen 
Pundreds of millions of dollars worth of prop- 
erty taken by the tro ps i 

Mr, BUCKLEY, This horse was taken by 
General Davidson’s forces, when making a 
raid in that. region of country, in order to 
mount one of his soldiers whose horse had 
failed. A receipt for the horse was given to 
this individual. l 

The bill was ordered to he engrossed and 
read a third time: and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCKLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bil] was passed; and, also 
moved that the motion to reconsider he laid on 
the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I hope the gentleman 
will withhold that motion fora short time. I 
have but one other bill that I desire the action 
of the House upon. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I will withdraw the 
motion for five minutes, until half past four 
o’clock. i 

L. MERCHANT AND COMPANY, 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the same committea, 
also reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same do pass, Senate bill No, 199, for 
the relief of L. Merchant & Co. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time, ; 

The bill, which was read, directs the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury to pay L, Merchant & Co. 
the sum of $3,700, that being the price at 
which their steam-tug A. Neafie was sold by 
Colonel Allen, assistant quartermaster, March 
2, 1866. 

The bill was ordered to be read*a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCKLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider he laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. BUCKLEY also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported adversely upon the following; 
and the same were laid upon the table: i 

A bill (H. R. No. 246) for the relief of 
James M. True, late colonel of the sixty-second 
regiment of Illinois volunteer infantry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1800) for the relief of 
William B. Wilson, for extra services in carry- 
ing United States mails; 

A bill (8. R. No. 1717) for the relief of 
John H. Hooper ; 

The petition of Andrew Hosmer ; 

The petition of Martin D. Packett, asking 
to be remunerated for services as recruiting ` 
officer ; 

The petition of Alice Dryer; 

The petition of J. P. Ramberg; and 

The petition of Wolfe & Brown. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Task that leave be given 
to the parties in these cases to withdraw their 
papers from the files of the House. 

No objection was made; and leave was 
granted accordingly. 


COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR. 
Mr. PERCE. Task unanimous consent that 
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next be assigned for the consideration. of 
reports from the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
‘OW. T. BOWERS. 
` Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that the same do pass, House bill No. 
1899, for the relief of W. T. Bowers. 


I object. . 


The question- was upon ordering the bill to` 


be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the proper 
accounting officer of the Post Office Depart- 
ment to credit W. T. Bowers, postmaster at 
Liberty, Union county, Indiana, with the sum 
of thirty dollars on his account as postmaster, 
that sum being the amount of postage stamps 
stolen from the post office on the 2ist day -of 
December, 1871, while the building ia which 
the office was kept was threatened with destruc- 
tion by fire. 

Mr. STEVENSON, I desire to say that it 
is a most extraordinary thing that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotmanx] should 
report’ in favor of a claim. I hope he will 
explain it. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will be seen from the 
modesty of the claim that it comes from the 
State of Indiana, and the credit of that should 
be given to my colleague, [Mr. Winsoy. ] 

_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. MARTHA L. HOUSE RUSSELL. 


Mr. HOLMAN also, from the Committee 
of Claims, reported back, with an amendment, 
the bill (S. No. 163) for the relief of Mes. 
‘Martha L. House Russell. 

The bill was read. Itdirects the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay from any moneys in the 
‘Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated, to Mrs. Martha L. House Rus- 
sell, formerly Martha L. House, the sum of 
$14,975 in full compensation for the losses 
sustained by her in the latter part of Decem- 
ber, 1862, and the early part of January, 1868, 
by the appropriation and use by the Union 
forces {fr the benelit of the wounded at the 
battle of Stone River, and for use at the hos- 
pitals, of torty-four bales of cotton, twenty 
thousand pounds of seed cotton, her house 
supplies and beds, bedding, clothing, carpets, 
colton cloth, and wine, being the sum ascer- 
tained to be due her by a board of claims 
organized by the War Department. 

Mr, HOLMAN. ‘The Committee of Claims 
have directed me to move an amendment to 
this bill so as to reduce the amount from 
$14,975 to $11,675. I will say thas there is a 
voluminous report accompanying this bill. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill ought to be far- 
ther amended by adding a clause providing 
that this money shall be im fall of all elaims. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 1 bave no objection to that 
at all. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
that amendment will be added, 

There was no objection; and the bill was 

. amended accordingly. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading; aud it was accordingly read the third 
time, aud passed, 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

SECURITY OF LIFE ON STEAM VESSELS. 

The SPEAKER announced the. appoint- 
ment of Mr. Negury, Mr. Conger, and Mr. 
HaMBLETON as conierees on the part of the 


House upon the bill (H. R. No. 2116) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the better security of life on board of vessels 
propelled in whole or in part by steam, and 
for other purposes,” approved February 28, 


Tei; LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Goopricu, desires leave of absence 
until next Thursday, and the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Roosevetr, for five days. If 
there be no objection, these. requests will be 
granted. 

`- Mr. FARNSWORTH. Are those gentle- 
men or any member of their families sick? 
It leave of absence is desired on account of 
sickness, I do not object. 

Mr. BROOKS. Oh, let them go. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand it is 
on account of sickness in their families, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and leave is granted. 


MONTANA WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. COBURN. I ask leave that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs may report in print 
upon the matter of the Montana war claims. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


HEIRS OF GEORGE C. BESTOR, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, there 
is on the Speaker's table a bill (S. No. 107) 
for the relief of the heirs of George C. Bestor, 
a gentleman who died in this city the other 
day. A bill for bis relief has been heretofore 
passed by the House, and this bill was passed 
the other day by the Senate. F will not ask 
that the bill shall now be taken up and acted 
on, but only that it may be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs with permission 
to report it back at any time. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
that order will be made. 

‘There was no objection; and it was ordered 


accordingly. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the House 
adjourn. 


‘The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o'clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. COBURN: Petitions of soldiers 
and sailors of Reading, Pennsylvania, and 
Worcester, Connecticut, asking for a bill to 
provide industrial homes for the orphans of 
soldiers and sailors who served in the Union 
Army. S 

By Mr. GARRETT: The petition of J. B. 
Rogers for the removal of his political disa- 
bilities. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Nancy W. Thomp- 
son, for an invalid pension. 

By Mr. WALDEN : The petition of H. N. 
Berry, Samuel D. Pryce, Caleb Quaintance, 
aud others, of lowa City, for a change in the 
homestead, lawso as to permit certaia soldiers 
to obtain title to homesteads who have hereto- 
fore failed to do so through no fault of their 
own, 
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Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Jour- 
nal of Saturday last. 

Mr. MORTON. Jf no Senator desires to 
hear the minutes read, I suggest that the read- 
ing be dispensed with. 

Mr, VICKERS. The Senate is very thin, 
and there are hardly enough here to transact 
business. I think the Journal had better be 


read. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Two bills have 


been returned from the House of Representa- 
tives, on which motions to reconsider were 
entered by the Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. AnrHowy,] and by the Senator. from Ar- 
kansas, [Mr. Cuayrox.] They will lie on the 
table until some- motion is made in regard to 
them. : - 

The reading of the Journal was resumed and 
concluded. : 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.” 


The bill (H. R. No. 887) for the relief of 
James Black and Albert R. Cooper, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. l 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPORTIONMENT BILL, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to give notice that 
as soon as the morning business is through L 
shall ask the Senate to take up the additional 
apportionment bill, which has been reported, 
adding nine additional Representatives to the 
House of Representatives. 


PETITIONS AND. MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILSON presented six petitions of late 
soldiers. and sailors, praying that industrial 
homes and training schools be established for 
the orphans of soldiers and sailors who served 
the United States in the war of the rebellion; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. presented the memo- 
rial of Henry Letner and fifty-four business 
firms in the city of New York, who use. over 
five hundred sewing-machines in their busi- 
ness, remonstrating against the extension of 
the patent of A. B. Wilson by act of Congress; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. ; 
Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Letta 
Clark, praying to be allowed back pay and 
bounty due her for her son, Arthur May ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of 
officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
have served in the United States Army and 
Navy, praying to be allowed to sell or assign 
certain lands acquired under a late amendment 
to the homestead act; which was. referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SCHURZ presented a memorial of the 
president and faculty of the University of the 
State of Missouri, asking an increase of agri- 
cultural college grant to the different States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. OSBORN presented the petitions of W. 
M. Melntosh and of W. K. Beard, of Leon 
county, Florida, praying the removal of their 
political disabilities; which were referred to 
the select Committee on the Removal of 
Political Disabilities. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Georgia and Florida, praying the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Jacksonvilie, Fior- 
ida, to Centre Village, Georgia; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition 
of Sarah M. Felt, praying to be allowed a 
pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. . : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 1576) directing that a bounty-land war- 
rant for one hundred and sixty acres of land 
be issued to Elisha Franklin for military ser- 
vices in the war of 1812, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, submitted a report. to accom- 
pany the bill (S. No. 291) for the relief of the 
officers and crew of the United States ship 
Wyoming ; which was ordered to be printed, 


MARGARET RILEY 
Mr. LOGAN. I have some reports to make 
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from the Committee on Pensions, and it will 
take but very few minutes to act on the cases. 
The first is House bill No. 2406, granting a 
pension to Margaret Riley. It is a bill grant- 
ing a pension to the widow of a soldier who 
was drowned while on furlough. There was 
no evidence sufficient in the estimation of the 
Pension Office, on account of the want of a 
surgeon's certificate; but the evidence of the 
soldiers who were with him when he was 
drowned satisfied the committee that the bill 
was proper, and I ask for immediate action 
on it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which is a direction to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Margaret 
Riley, widow of Charles Riley. late private of 
company B, twelfth regiment Kentucky volun- 
teer cavalry, and to pay her a pension from 
and after the passage of the act. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA A. BROOKS, 


Mr. LOGAN. Thesame committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2402) grant- 
ing a pension to Martha A. Brooks, have in- 
structed me to reportit back without amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in 
‘Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which proposes to direct the 
Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
A. Brooks, widow of John W. Brooks, late 
sergeant in company I, sixty-niath regiment 
Ohio volunteers. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH O. NEILE. 


Mr. LOGAN. Iam also instructed by the 
same committee to report back the bill (H. 
R, No. 2404) granting a pension to: Elizabeth 
O. Neile, without amendment, and ask for 
its present consideration. If any explanation 
is desired of these cases, I will give it; but 
unless an explanation is desired, I will not 
detain the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which provides for placing on 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Elizabeth O. Neile, dependent mother of John 
O. Neile, late a private in company Í, United 
States mounted rifles. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NATHAN MORGAN. 


Mr. LOGAN. I am also instructed by the 
same committee to report back without amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. No. 1210) granting a pen- 
sion to Nathan Morgan. I ask that it be pat 
on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee ot the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which proposes to place on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Nathan Morgan, late a private in company I 
of the fortieth regiment Iowa volunteer in- 
fantry, to take effect from the passage of 
the act. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to-a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PRATT submitted an amendment. in- 


tended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. 
R. No. 2208) making appropriations for the 


repair, preservation, and completion of certain 
public works in rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. - 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. CALDWELL. I present the petition 
of Durfee & Peck, asking leave to withdraw 
their papers from the files of the Senate. I 
desire to say that these papers are for an 
additional claim on which the Committee on 
Indian Affairs have reported adversely. I 
do not know whether there is any rule that 
excludes them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Where there is 
an adverse report by a committee the rule 
forbids the withdrawal of. papers, but by 


unanimous consent that rule may be waived | 


except that it is required to be stated from 
the Chair that the claim has been reported 
adversely. 

Mr. POMEROY. Task pardon of the Chair. 
The rale only provides that they shall not be 
withdrawn for the sake of having them recom- 
mitted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no objection to 
the order being made if copies are retained. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I simply wanted to 
state the facts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
accept the condition that copies shall be left? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the leave will be granted to with- 
draw the papers, on the condition stated. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SAWYER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1128) to establish a national university 
which was tead twice by its title. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say, in reference 
to this bill, that Lintroduce it by request. It is 
drawu bya gentleman who has given great at- 
tention to the subject, but I do not wish to be 
understood as recommending it. I move that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent. obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1129) to establish certain post routes; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1130) authorizing the Secretary of War to cor- 
rect an Army officer’s record ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
teeon Military Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT (by request, as he stated,) 
asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a biil (S. No. 1181) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to correct an Army 
officer’s record ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred tothe Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1182) for the completion of the Medical 
and Surgical History of the Rebellion; which 
was read twice by its title, aud referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


Mr. ALCORN asked, and by unanimous | 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1138) to endow Reneau Female Uni- 
versity and five normal schools in the State 
of Mississippi; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1134) to authorize the construction of a draw- 
bridge over the west. channel of Detroit river 
from Stoney Island to Gross Isle, and from 
Gross Isle to the westerly bank of said river; 


which was read twice by its title, referred to || by this very Congress recently. 


l 
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the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to: 
be printed. 

Mr. VICKERS asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1185) authorizing ‘the First National 
Bank of Annapolis to change its location and 
name; which was read twice’ by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. f 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous’ 


‘consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 


(S. No. 1136) to authorize the adoption of a 
system of general regulations for the use of the 
Army of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. , 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1187) to define the limits of the col- 
lection district of the Teche, in the State of 
Louisiana, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1848) supplemental to an act entitled “An 
act for the apportionment of Representatives 
to Congress among the several States accord- 
ing to the ninth census.” 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. 

It provides that from ant after the 8d day of 
March, 1878, the following States shall be en- 
titled to one Representative: each in the Con: 
gress of the United States in addition to the 
number apportioned to such States by the act 
entitled “An act for the apportionment of 
Representatives to Congress among the sev- 
eral States according to the ninth census,” 
approved February 2, 1872, to wit: New 
Hampshire, Vermont, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, Indiana, Tennessee, Louisiana, Ala- 
bama, and Fiorida, and be elected by separate 
districts, as in that act directed; but in the 
election of Representatives to the Foriy-Third 
Congress, only, in any State which by this 
law is given an increased number of Rep- 
resentatives, the additional Representative 
allowed to such State may be eiected by the 
State at large, unless the Legislature of the 
State shall otherwise provide before the time 
fixed by law for the election of Representa- 
tives therein. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I give notice, 
following the example of the Senator from 
Vermont, that after this bill is disposed of, I 
shall desire to call up the bill in reference to 
the transit of cattle. 

Mr. CONKLING. I know that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont and some other Senators 
are interested, and naturally interested, ins 
this bill: and that makes it a very disagree- 
able thing, as I say frankly, to offer any sug- 
gestion which looks like opposition to it. E 
am sare, however, it ought not to pass without 
some attention being called to one. or two of 
the considerations involved in it. It gives to 
the State of New York an additional Repre- 
sentative, and that fact will, I suppose, exon- 
erate me from any local or selfish feeling in 
objecting to it, because I believe one Repre- 
sentative is all that any State receives under 
this bill. Of course, it involves an increase 
of the number of Representatives inthe House, 
a question more important to the House than 
to us, and this is a House bill. The House 
has passed upon that question, and I say noth- 
ing about it. 

Nor will I say at this moment, not having 
expected the bill to be moved at this time, any- 
thing save in regard to one single matter, ava 
to illustrate that |. will take the attitude of 
legislation in the State of New York. The 
Legislature of that State has redistricted, re- 
formed the districts in the State of New York 
to conform to the apportionment bill as adopted 
The Governor 
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of that State took issue with the: Legislature 
touching the districts which they proposed and 
vetoed the bill. By the requisite vote, being 
a two-thirds vote in each house, the bill was 
passed over the veto of the Governor. . It is 
now the law, and the elections are to be held 
under it.. Now, for the present, for the next 
election, provision may be made by nomin-. 
ating at large, I understand (andif I am wrong 
abont it I wish some. Senator would correct 
me) the additional Representative allowed to 
the State by this bill. How is it to be next 
winter when the Legislatures reassemble. in 
the States to which an additional member is 
given? Obviously the whole subject of. dis- 
tricts in the States is to be opened again, and 
there is to be a struggle in those States for the 
Legislature, and in the Legislature after it is 
chosen, touching the new districts to be made. 

I am speaking at this moment, as I said, 
without any expectation that the bill would 
come up at this time, and with a very imper- 
fect understanding of it, and I beg to inquire 
of my friend from Vermont whether I am 
wrong in supposing that nextyear, in each of 
the States affected, it will be appropriate to 
redistrict the State in order that after that the 
additional member shall not be chosen on a 
ticket at large? oo 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; it will be appro- 
priate. The provision of the. House bill is, 
that for the coming Congress the election may 
be made at large unless the Legislature shall 
provide for it before; and so my friend is 
right. In every case where there is an increase 
of representation which has already been 
fixed, it implies that at some time before the 
next election after this there shall be a pro- 
vision for it. 

Mr. CONKLING. So I supposed, and so 
the Senator will see, confining myself still to 
the illustration of my own State, that this mat- 
ter having been arranged, having been the 
subject of controversy, the bill having been 
passed over the veto of the Executive, the 
whole subject is to be opened again, com- 
mitted to the chances as they may be in the 
future, 

} have promised not to speak of any con- 
sideration except this. Lam not prepared to 
do so, The cousideration of the bill, | repeat 
again, at this mowent is entirely unexpected 
tome, I will conclude what [ have to say by 
Stating to the Senator from Vermont that 
unless he has some wish that on this morning 
rather than to-morrow morning the vote shall 
be taken E will ask him to allow the bill to hie 
over unuil I can look at it and until I can con- 
fer with him about one matter which 1 have 
not spoken of and which 1 am not prepared 
intelligently to speak of at this moment I 
dislike to interpose in this way, but not hav.ng 
@ny idea that the motion was to be made this 
nrorning, | expected to have the opportanity 
ofcomerring with the Senator, which 1 should 
be glad to do, to inform myself and also to make 
a suggestion to him, unless for some special 
reason he thinks it important the Senate should. 
be brought to a vote this morning. } suppose 
there will be no objection to-morrow morning 
to taking up the bill, I shall not object to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘There is no difference 
between to-day avd to-morrow provided the 
Senate would be willing to take it np; but my 
friend from New York knows the extreme 
difficulty one has, in the collision of necessities 
in the Senate, when there are so many things 
to be done, im getting anything up. his 
bill is wow up. My honorable friend has 
stated precisely all the point of which I am 
aware of the kind he names in connection 
with the bill, and understaads with entire 
accuracy how the law stands about it. Vhat 
has been the law under the preceding census, 
aud subject to similar difficulties as fay as 
they are difficuliies, and Congress provided 
to obviate a difficuly of that kind, where 
there was: difficulty in the State about the re- 
adjustment afterward, to extend the time for 
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that. State to elect. at large still. further: so 
that I-believe in the State of Illinois there has 
been an election at large down to this day 
through the whole of the last decade. And 
so if there should be difficulty in the State of 
New York at the next meeting of its Legis- 
lature in making this provision, there is no 
moral doubt Congress would provide for 
giving her her continued election at large 
until she should find it convenient to adjust her 
districts. The reason for pressing the bill now 
is that in New Hampshire, for instance, the 
Legislature is about to meet. New Hamp- 
shire will jose under the present apportionment, 
and will have to redistrict unless this bill is 
to pass. It does not affect Connecticut, I 
believe, whose Legislature meets at this time. 
There may be other States; so that it is very 
desitable to have the judgment of the Senate 
as early as possible. . 

Mr. CONKLING. When does the Legisla- 
ture of New Hampshire meet? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the first Tuesday in 
June, I think it is. 

Mr. CONKLING. For a regular session 
which will last two or three months? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORTON. I will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont and to the Senator from 
New York an amendment to the proviso of 
this bill by striking out the words ‘‘to the 
Forty-Third Congress only” in the fourteenth 
line, so as to leave it that hereafter these addi- 
tional members of Congress shall be elected. at 
large in the several States until such time as 
the States themselves shall redistrict, leaving 
it to the States to determine when they will do 
In other words, as I had occasion to 
say to the Senate heretofore, there is a pro- 
priety in a State like the State of Hlinois or 
the State of New York or any other large State 


| having a Congressman at large who shall in 


some sense in the other House represent all 
the people of that State. KE believe that has 
been done in Ilinois for two or three succes- 
sive elections, and | think there is great pro- 
priety in it, especially in a large State, and in 
fact inany State. Such an amendment to this 
proviso will obviate the objection of the Sen- 
ator from New York. I hope the bill will 
pass with that amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. The suggestion of the 
Senator from Indiana would undoubtedly 
exempt all Legislatures from the necessity 
next year of entering again upon the always 
controverted question, one which always leads 
to a great deal of partisan feeling, of making 
vew districts in the State; and certainly in so 
far it would be an improvement of the general 
character of the bill, I am satisfied, how- 
ever, that we ought to have the opportunity to 
look at this. l confess myself l have not 
read the bill before. Of course } intended to 
do it in time, and | should have done it before 
long. I have yet had no opportunity to 
observe what itis particularly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This being the first time 
this. biil is taken up, I cannot. insist on its 
being considered against the wish of my friend 
from New York that it shall go over until to- 
morrow. I do not think that would be right. 
At the same time I am very sorry that he 
wishes it to go over, because it may not be so 
easy to get it up again. J shall ask the Sen- 
ate to-morrow morning, if E am able to. be 
here, to take it up. 

Mr. THURMAN. Before the Senator from 
Vermont yields the floor, L would like to sug- 
gest one thing to him. J have not. had time 
to investigate the basis of this bill; but Fam 
strongly under the impression that in two 
States, at least, it gives a Representative for 
less than a moiety of the ratio on which we 
agreed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, It does give a Repre- 
sentative for less than a moiety, 

Mr. FHURMAN, How many? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Two, certainly. í 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The House report, which 


s 


we have, states it précisely.. The bill is made 
up on the basis of two hundred and ninety on 
the census tables, excepting that the House 
put in New Hampshire and Florida, which did. 
not quite come up to the appropriate fraction, 
upon. the ground, às they state, that: greater. 
injustice would be done to each of these’ States 
by not giving the additional representation: 
than to the other States by giving it. ; 

Mr. THURMAN. Now, will the Senator 
tell us what States are given Representatives 
by fractions which have not Representatives by 
fractions under. the law asit now stands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The report states all the 
States:that are given a Representative by frac- 
tions on the basis of two hundred and mnety: 
What ones will have it under the other basis £ 
do not remember. But as the Senator from 
New York is desirous that this bill shall go over 
until to-morrow, I certainly cannot press it 
against his wish. 

Mr. THURMAN. But I would like to know 
myself how many of the States there are that 
get Representatives for less than a moiety of 
the ratio: I know that Congress has away 
back in the past in some instances. given a 
State a Representative for less than a moiety; 
but I do not think it has been done within the 
last thirty years, or ‘perhaps within the ‘last 
forty years; and it isa question whether we 
ought now to do such a thing. 

The bill was postponed until to-morrow. 


ASSIGNMENTS OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of House 
bill No, 694, to prevent cruelty to animals while 
in transit by railroad or other means of trans- 
portation within the United States. 

‘he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ask unanimous con- 
sent for an order to change the day for the 
consideration of the river and harbor bill from 
Tuesday to Wednesday. I understand that 
Tuesday has been .assigned to another pur- 
pose. I ask that the assignmenthbe changed to 
Wednesday at twelve. o'clock. ; . 

Mr. MORTON. I suggest to the Senator 
from Michigan that before that change is made 
there should be some consultation. I doubt 
very much whether the Senate will be able to 
take up the consideration of the river and hat- 
bor bill on Wednesday at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Then Iwill say Thurs- 


ay. 

Me. MORTON. I think Thursday would be 
better. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me make one sug- 
gestion to my friend: if at that time the Sen- 
ate should choose, for example, to consider 
executive business, or something not legis- 
lative, he would not stand in the way, but hig 
order would stand for the first day we. were in 
legislative session. hat, 1 think, will obviate 
alt objection. We have the understanding 
that the Senator from Michigan will not resist 
a motion to go into executive session. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ` The. Senator 
from Michigan obtained an-order-of, the Sen- 
ate to consider. the river and harbor bill on 
Tuesday, but now asks to change it to Wednes- 
day, at twelve o'clock. It will be subject to a 
motion to.adjourn or to go into executive ses- 
sion at any time on that day, of course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But it will hold its 
place? ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. While we are parcéling 
out the time, | consider it my daty. to. call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that there 
are quite a number of bills from the Judiciary 
Committee, and I should think we had received 
twenty or thirty bills from: the other House 
within a week, and some of them certainly 
ought to be passed. E have called attention 
several times to the bill to establish a-court in 
the Indian country. -That ought to be:acted 
upon, but there was some, not- opposition, 
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perhaps, to the bill, but difference of opinion 
asto the proper mode to proceed that pre- 
vented our getting a vote. I think itdue to 


the Senate and to the public service that there- 


should be a day assigned. to dispose: of busi- 
ness from the Judiciary Committee.. : : 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The Chair does 
not understand the Senator to object to the 
proposition of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There being no 
objection, that change will be made, and the 
river and harbor bill assigned for Wednesday 
asa special order. 3 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I merely wanted, while 
days were being assigned, to have a day set 
apart for business from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. Iam immaterial about the day, but 
I will say. Thursday. 

Mr. CHANDLER. . If the Senator will 
pardon me, there are. some twenty or thirty 
bills besides the river and harbor bill from the 
Committee on Commerce. The Committee 
ou Commerce will require one or two evenings 
during the residue of the session, and I would 
suggest to the honorable Senator from Illinois 
that he take an evening, any evening that may 
suit hig convenience, and I will ask the Senate 
to name Wednesday afternoon and evening, 
if it ig the pleasure of the Senate, that we may 
go on with other bills from the Committee on 
Commerce which ought to be acted on. I 
think there must be more than thirty in all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ishould have no objec- 
tion to an evening, but the Senate does not 
attend very fully in the evening, and the char- 
acter of these bills is such that they ought to 
be considered witha reasonably full Senate. 1 
am immaterial about it; I will ask, if that 
does not interfere with other business, that 
Thursday be assigned for business from the 
Judiciary Committee. j 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Hlinois asks that Thursday after twelve | 


o'clock be assigned for business from the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Is there objec- 
tion? - , 
. Mr. CONKLING. I am quite persuaded 
that if we are-going to adjourn, as 1 hope we 
are at some early day, it will not do to assign 
in advance days for a particular kind of busi- 
ness. I will vote at any time to advance any 
necessary bills from the Judiciary Committee 5 
but I do not think it would. be provident now 
in the light of what [ need not allude to—the 
general situation of business—for us to go 
further. { made no objection to the request of 
the Senator from Michigan, because he had a 
day assigned and simply wanted to change that 
day, owing to the fact that the Senate had 
already come to aunanimousagreement to give 
up his day to: other business. ‘Therefore 1 did 
not interpose; but I hope other Senators will 
not ask to have daysselected in advance, fixed 
for other business. 1 will vote gladly when 
the time comes to take up. business from the 
Judiciary Committee and any other business 
that ought to be taken up, but 1 very much 
preferthat we should wait for a few days. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. l insist on pro- 
ceeding with the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill in re- 
gard to the transit of cate was called up by 


a majority vote and is now before the Senate. | 
I suggest that there ought | 


Mr. MORTON. 
to be no assignment made for Wednesday. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
from New Jersey insists on the bill he has 
called up. 

The Senate, ax in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 694) 
to prevent cruelty to animals while in wansit 
by railroad or other means of transportation 
within the United States. 
railroad company within the United States 
whose road forms any part of a line of road 
over which cattle, sheep, swine, er other ani- 
mals shall be conveyed from one State to 


| stance. 


The Senator | 


it provides that no | 


another, or the owners or masters of steam, 
sailing, or other vessels carrying or transport- 


ing cattle, sheep, swine, or other animals from: 


one State to another, shall confine the same: in 


cars, boats, or vessels of any description, for 
| a longer period than twenty-eight conseeutive 


hours, without: unloading the same for rest, 
water, and feeding, for a period of at least five 
consecutive hours, unless prevented from so 


| unloading by storm or other accidental causes. 


In estimating such confinement the time dur- 
ing which the animals have been confined 
without such rest on connecting roads from 
which they are received shall be included, it 
being the intent of the act to prohibit their 
continuous confinement beyond the period of 
twenty-eight hours, except upon the contin- 
gencies before stated. Animals so unloaded 
shall be properly fed and watered during such 
rest by the owner or person having the custody 
thereof, or in ‘case of his default in so doing 
then by the railroad company or owners or 
masters of boats or vessels transporting the 
same at the expense. of the owner or person in 
custody thereof; and the company, owners, or 
masters shall in such cases havea lien upon 
the animals for food, care, and custody far- 
nished; and shall ‘not be liable for any deten- 
tion of such animals authorized by the act. 
Any company, owner; or custodian of such 
animals who shall fail to comply with the pro- 
visions of the act shall, for each and every 
such failure to comply, be liable for and for- 
feit and pay a penalty of not less than $100 
nor more than $500. Itis, however, provided 
that when animals shall be carried in cars, 
boats, or other vessels in which they can and 
do have proper food, water, space, and oppor- 
tunity for rest, the foregoing provisions in 
regard to their being unloaded shall not apply. 
The penalty created is to be recovered by 
civil action in the name of the United States, 
in the circuit or district court of the United 
States holden within the district where the 
violation of the act may have been committed, 
or the person or corporation resides or carries 
on its business; and it shall be the duty of all 
United States marshals, their deputies and 
subordinates, to prosecute all violations of the 
act which shall come to their notice or knowl- 
edge. Any person or corporation entitled to a 
lien under the first section of the act may en- 
force the same by a petition filed in the district 
court of the United States holden within the 
district where the food, care, and custody 
shall have been furnished, or the owner or 
custodian of the property resides; and the 
court shall have power to issue all suitable 
process for the enforcement of such lien by 
sale or otherwise, and to compel the payment 
of all costs, penalties, charges, and expense: 
of proceedings under the act. : 

Mr. THURMAN. By what committee was 
the bill reported? 


The VICK PRESIDENT. By the Senator | 
| from New Jersey, from the Committee on 


Agriculture. 
Mr. PHURMAN. I said a few words, I 
believe, in favor of a bill of this kind that was 


| troduced or promoted by the Senator from 


New York at a former session. 
Mr. CONKLING. The same bill in sub- 


Mr. THURMAN, Since then a fact bas 


come to my knowledge which it seems to me, 


may make it necessary to amend this bill, d 
am not disposed to talk now about any consti- 
tational power to pass the bill. The bill must 
rest, if at all, on the power to regulate com- 
merce between the States, on which question 
there is a diversity of opinion among Senators ; 
but assuming for the present that we have the 


| power to pass it, a fact has come to my knowl- 


edge which may require an amendment of this 
bill, but which í am not now prepared to offer. 
Cars are now eonstructed and are rapidly 


] coming into use for the transportation of cat- 
1 tle, in which provision is being made for the 


cattle. being watered. and: fed, and. in which 
they are enabled to. lie down.. In the old 
mode of transporting cattle they were : com-:. 
pelled to standup. They were packed in the 

car as closely as they could be packed: It, 
was found impossible to ‘earry them in. any 
other way, because if room were given to them. 
to: turn about or to lie down the result: would- 
be that they would. suffer inconvenience, one: 
would gore and injure another, and: in fact if 

one lay down he would. be smothered and 
killed. . These. new.cars that. are. being con- 

structed, and which are. already.in use, pro- 

vide cars with stalls, so that each beast is sep- 
arate from every other, and: he has room to lie 
down, and water is furnished him and he is fed 
algo, so that at every water-station he can be 
supplied with water. It is one of the best 
improvements that have been made, both for 
the animal and. for the owner. Experience 

has already shown it is a great saving to the 
owner, for the beast. does not lose anything 
like the amount of flesh he does, when trans- 

ported in the old way. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I would call 
the attention of my friend from Ohio: to the 
fact that this bill provides for the circum- 
stanees to which he alludes. : ty 

Mr. THURMAN. i did not hear it read. 
ee ERELINGHUYSEN. The proviso is 
this: ne 

Provided, however, That when animals shall be 
carried in cars, boats, or other vessels in which they 
can and do have proper food, water, space, and 
opportunity for rest, the foregoing provisions in 
regard to their heing unloaded shall not apply. . 

‘That provision is put in with express. refer-: 
ence to the circumstances that the Senator 
alludes to. a : 

Mr, THURMAN. That escaped my attenr 
tion entirely. If I had heard that, I should 
not have troubled the Senate. with any re- 
marks. k g 

Mr. MORTON. The importance of the 
provisions of this bill will not be denied by 
anybody fora moment. They even go to the 
question of public health. But I would like 
to inquire of the Senator from New Jersey in 
what way the power to pass this bill cau be 
distinguished from the power to pass a law 
controlling the rates and running arrange- 
ments of railroads running from one State into 
another? I should like to inguire whether 
the principle involved. in this bill covers the 
power to pass laws regulating the manage- | 
ment and the rates upon all railroads running 
from one State into another ? i 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I suppose it 
does not by any means. The rates of rail- 
roads are regulated by their charters, which 
are created by States and are regulated by 
the States themselves. This bill only applies 
to commerce between States; and if there is 
no question that Congress has the right to 
regulate commerce between States, so as to 
say how goods shall be transported, when we 
have an inland custom-house as to which we 
have already passed laws regulating the kind 
of cars that goods shall be carried in, "we may 
in a matier affecting the public health, affect- 
ing the interests of all society, confining it 
strictly to this interstate commerce, pass such 


an act. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. How does that differ 
from the commerce and trafic in passengers? 
If you can regulate the transportation of stock, 
may you not regulate the transportation of 
passengers; and if you can determine how 
ofien they shall be stopped and fed, may you 
not determine ‘everything on the subject? 
Does not the anthorityto take bold of it at all, 
as is suggested by the Senator from Indiana, 
carry with it the exclusive. control, if Con- 
gress thinks proper to take it, of all the rail- 
roads in the country, so far as they are ew 
gaged in transporting merchandise or . passen- 


gers? 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should not 
think the transit of. passengers across. the 
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country was a matter of commerce, and it 
sééms unnecessary to argue this question and 
méet the objections that are started, unless 
Senators deny that we have'a right: to pass a 
law. regulating this commerce between the 
States. It is impossible to say what analogies 
may be drawn from that. As long as we have 
a case: before us. now which is nothing more 
nor less than commerce between the States, 
the. Constitution says in so many words we 
have the right to regulate that commerce; and 
here is a law. introduced to regulate that com- 
merce, having view only to the public health 
and the laws of humanity. It is hardly worth 
while for us to go into the consideration of 
what possible conclusions may be drawn from 
it. I think this case is easily distinguished 
from the case of passengers. 

And if as to any other commodity which 
was made a subject of commerce between 
the States, it should be ascertained. that it 
was conducted in a manner deleterious to 
public health, I hold that we might, for the 
sake of preserving the public welfare, inter- 
fere under this provision of the Constitution 
which authorizes us to regulate commerce. 
But you cannot, when we have gota plain 
ease before us, disturb or impede the passage 
of this law by supposing other cases which 
might. be constitutional. Of course no. one 
comes prepared to argue the whole question 
of interstate commerce. We have got one 
case where it is plain. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The very point with me 
is whether this is that commerce which the 
framers of the Constitution had in view when 
they authorized Congress to regulate commerce 
between the States ; whether this is the kind 
of commerce referred to in the Constitution. 
I think it is a very serious question. I should 
be glad to have some provision made like that 
which is contemplated by this bill. [do not 
kuow that I shall vote against the bill ; but I 
confess | do not see my way as clear as the 
Senator from New Jersey does to vote for it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire the attention of the 
Senator from New Jersey to a question which 
strikes me upon looking at the phraseology of 
this bill. It strikes me that. it does control 
railroads lying entirely within the line of a 
State, and J call his attention to it: 

That no railroad company within the United 
States whose road forms any part of a line of road 
over which cattle, sheep, swine, or other animals 
shail be conveyed from one State to another, do. 

Now, that [ may get the question which I 
wish to put to him distinctly before his mind, 
let me illustrate. ‘Take a railroad extending 
from Columbus, in Ohio, to Steubenville, and 
1 believe there is a company extending between 
those two points; but, at all events, for the 
purpose of illustration, suppose there is. Now 
that railroad forms part of a line of road for 
the. purpose of transporting cattle from the 
State of Indiana into the State of Pennsylvania, 
You then proceed and provide that ‘in esti- 
mating such confinement,” the confinement of 
twenty-eight hours, the limit to which it is 
fixed, ‘‘the time during which the animals 
have been confined without such rest on con- 
necting roads from which they are received 
shall be included.” Now, if a train of cars 
arrive at Columbus, having traveled from In- 
diana into Ohio, and the cattle have been on 
that train of cars twenty-eight hours, this bill 
will impose on that company, whose railroad 
lies entirely in the State of Ohio, a prohibition, 
and they could not start their train for five 
hours after that train should arrive there. The 
point I want to put is, does not this bill, in 
the language which is used, control railroads 
lying entirely within the line of a State? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There is no 
doubt that it does control a railroad lying en- 
tirely within a State, because all railroads do 
lie entirely within their respective States. It 
is the commerce thatis transported over those 
various railroads that it regulates; and in the 
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very case supposed there would be a prohibi- 
tion on the railroad: in the State of Ohio to 
continue the transportation. of those articles 
of commerce. The bill could not be made 
operative at all unless it operated on railroads 
lying entirely. within States ;. but the” com- 
merce is interstate, and the Constitution gives 
us, as I apprehend, the right to regulate that 
commerce, no matter how it is carried. 

Mr. CASSERLY. This is.a very important 
bill. Itis important because it is an enter- 
ing-wedge for an exercise of power which may 
be proper, and yet may be very impolitic. I 
am not prepared to say that it would not bea 
good thing, abstractly considered, that there 
should be a power to controland regulate rail- 
roads that connect States, which is not so 
easily manipulated as the legislative power of 
the States. At the same time, that question 
whenever it comes up ought to come up on its 
merits. It ought not to come up on a footing 
so apt to mislead as the present footing. 
Cruelty to animals is a vice that appeals per- 
haps as strongly as any other to the very best 
impulses of our nature. I do. not like to be 
compeiled to discuss and decide a very grave 
question of constitutional power, orat least of 
constitutional policy, of congressional policy, 
upon a bill respecting cruelty to animals. 

This bill is manifestly very imperfect, sup- 
posing that there is no other objection to it. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania has pointed 
out one.. IJ add to his illustration this further 
objection, that the line of road which he spoke 
of, say between Steubenville and Columbus, 
is liable to be punished for the omission of the 
company which delivered those cattle to that 
road to inform them as to the length of time 
the cattle had been detained without water. 
The poor dumb beasts have no tongue them- 
selves to give the information, and the careless- 
ness of a conductor or his intentional omission 
to inform the interstate railroad spoken of, by 
way of illustration, by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, makes that railroad liable as for a 
willful act, Isthat the intention? If itis not, 
there should be some protection to the rail- 
road. J am not in the habit of distressing 
myself very much in regard to the question 
of protecting railroads. Generally speaking, 
they are more than able to protect themselves, 
and not only to do that, but to invade the 
privileges and the rights of classes of the com- 
munity and of the public at large. But here 
is a bill which is an entirely new point of de- 
parture in congressional legislation. Weought 
not to be unjust to railroads. We certainly 
ought not to leave it in the power of one rail- 
road by a mere omission to subject another to 
the severe punishments of this bill, 

Then I call the attention of the Senator 
from New Jersey to another defect in his bill. 
He specifies a general limit of twenty-eight 
hours as that beyond which cattle shall not be 
confined without food or water. Twenty- 
eight hours may be a very wholesome limit- 
ation, and a sufficient one in Maine; but is it 
in Texas? Is it in the southern States? We 
know that Texas is one of the great cattle- 
fields of the country to-day, and probably will 
long continue so. A time which would be 
sufficient for all purposes of health and hu- 
manity in regard to cattle in a northern State 
might be very insufficient in the latitude of 
We know the heats of summer there 
are excessive. Twelve hours without food or 
water in Texas might he cruelty to animals, 
when twenty-eight would ‘not be in the State 
of New York. That is another defect in this 
bill for which I should be obliged to vote 
against it, unless amended, if I had no other 
objection to it. 

Sir, there is a question in regard to trans- 
portation on. these great lines of railroad made 
up of the connecting links in the various States 
that might well employ the abilities and the 
kindly disposition of the Senator from New 
Jersey. In these days of humanity 1 regret 


and I wonder that the good treatment of 
immigrants and the humane treatment of 
immigrants upon those lines of road has been 
so utterly neglected-—— 


EXTENSION OF KU KLUX ACT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from California will please suspend. ‘The 
morning hour has expired, and the bill re- 
ported by the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr, 
Scorr]is beforethe Senate, and the Secretary 
will read the unanimous order of the Senate 
which they have entered upon their Journal. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That on Monday next, at twelve o’clock, 
Senate bill No. 66, to extend the provisions of the 
fourth section of the act approved April 20, 1871, be 
resumed to the exclusion of all other business, and 
that it be continued, subject to recess and adjourn- 
ment, until disposed of before adjóurmhent on Tues- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thisisan order 
of the Senate, and can only be waived, the Chair 
thinks, by unanimous consent, ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iwish to entera motion 
to reconsider that order. I do not want it to 
stand as a precedent in. the Senate that such 
an order was ever entered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illiuois enters a motion to reconsider this 
order, and the entering of that motion suspends 
the execution of the order until the motion is 
disposed of. The Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us dispose of this 
matter now. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire only to state that 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Brar] was 
entitled to the floor on this bill at the time of 
the adjournment on Friday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That order was made 
three days ago, and I submit. whether the 
motion to reconsider is in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was made on 
thel7th. The time for reconsideration, there- 
fore, has passed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. : To-day is the 20th, and 
Sunday is not counted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is within the 
power of the Senate to reconsider within two 
days thereafter. The order was adopted on 
Friday. The Chair thought it was adopted on 
Thursday. The motion to reconsider suspends 
the operation of the order, therefore, until that 
motion to reconsider shall be acted upon. 
There is no unfinished business from the 
adjournment of Saturday last. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to any other 
business being done until it is known whether 
the Senate is to comply with this unanimous 
order. 

Mr. SCOTT. As the order was made with 
the unanimous consent of the Senate I think 
the proper. mode of disposing of the motion 
now made would be to lay it on the table, and 
I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Ttis moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
not debatable. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it is laid on the table 
does that dispose of the question? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It suspends the 
effect of the motion to reconsider, certainly, 
untilit shall be taken from the table by some 
vote. It could be taken from the table after- 
ward, but certainly it would suspend the oper- 
ation of the motion to reconsider if it were laid 
on the table. A 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The motion would be on 
the table and liable to be called up at any time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would be lia- 
ble to be called up by a majority of the Sen- 
ate at some time when the Senate were not 
engaged in the transaction of other business. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to say a word 
before the motion is put. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido not feel justified in going 
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. in the face of the unanimous consent of the 
Senate, and this motion will test the sense of 
the Senate whether they desire the Senator 
should make such a motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. . i 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order there- 
fore remains in force unless the Senate, when 
not engaged in the transaction of other busi- 
ness, shall take the motion to reconsider from 
the table. The Senator from Missouri is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Jask the Senator to allow 
me to offer a resolution to be referred to a 
committee. 


Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 
ASSOCIATED PRESS REPORTER. 
Mr. HAMLIN. [offer the following reso- 


lution : 


Whereas there was published in the Boston Daily 
Advertiser, a newspaper printed in Boston, Massa- 
chusetts, on the 18th day of May instant, a card in 
the following words, to wit: . 

A Card. 
Wasninaton, D. C., May 17. 1872. 
To the editor of the Boston Daily Advertiser: 


As you have to-day published Senator CONKLING’S 
slanderous attack upon the Associated Press and 
some of its employés, please give me space tosay that 
all his statements relating to me, except that I sit 
in the reporters’ gallery, are absolutely false. 

Respectfully, A. DEVINE, 

Reporter United States Senate for Associated Press. 


And whereas the said Devine has held and now 
holds his place in the Senate gallery as reporter for 
the Associated Press by the favorand courtesy of the 
Senate; and the said Devine being justly censurable 
for the publication of said card, and having for- 
eee ali claim to the future courtesy of the Senate ; 
Therefore, . ` 

fesolved, That thesaid A. Devine be, and hereby is, 
expalted; from the galleries of the Senate for the 

uture. 


I ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I object; let it lie over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 


made, and the resolution will lie over. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. McPueErsoyn, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. No. 1192) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 80, 1878, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills : 

A bill (S. No. 199) for the relief of L. Mer- 
chant & Co.; and 

A bill (S. No. 518) for the relief of William 
Nixon, of West Virginia. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 168) for the 
relief of Mrs. Martha L. House Russell, with an 
amendment; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
had non-concurred in theamendment ofthe Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 2116) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the better 
security of life on board of vessels propelled 
in whole or in part by steam, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved February 28, 1871, asked 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
James S. Neciey of Pennsylvania, Mr. OMAR 
D. Concer of Michigan, and Mr. SAMUEL HAM- 
BLETON of Maryland, managers at the same on 
its part. i 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills ; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: - 

A bill (H. R. No. 1481) for the relief of 
John C. Conner; 
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A bill (H. R. No. 1751) for the relief of | Senator from Pennsylvania is now before the 


Thomas Foster, a citizen of Louisiana ; 

A bill (H. R. No 1899) for the relief of 
W. T. Bowers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1939) for the benefit of 
the Louisville and Bardstown Turnpike Com- 


pany ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2035) to provide for the 
examination and payment of. the claim of 
Albert Grant’; 

_A bill (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of 
Edmund Jussen ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2789) for the relief of 
John J. Smith ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2582) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of claims reported al- 
lowed by the commissioners of claims under 
the act of Congress of March 3, 1871; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2786) for the relief of 
James A. Drew and others ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2709) for the relief of 
the State of Connecticut and other States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2787) for the relief of 
Harlow J. Phelps & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2788) for the relief of 
Richard R. Bolling ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2791) for the relief of 
William J. Clark, administrator of Gad E. 
Upson, deceased ; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2792) for the relief of 
Spurck & Spier; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2794) for the relief of 
Christopber Green and Hugh C. Trainor; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2795) for the relief of 
George F. Tracy, postmaster at Bridgeport, 
Connecticut ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2802) for the relief of 
Charles Richards ; 

A bill (H. BR. -No. 2803) for the relief of 
Samuel S. Potter; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2804) for the relief of 
Joseph Dawson; ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2805) for the relief of 
J. T. Newcomer; j 

A bill (H. R. No. 2806) for the relief of 
Richard T. Morsell, of Washington, District 
of Columbia; . 

A bill (H. R. No. 2807) for the relief of 
Robert B. Williamson; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2808) for the relief of 
Robert Brigham, late postmaster at Franklin, 
Pennsylvania. 


CRIMINAL PRACTICE. 
Mr. THURMAN submitted the following: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on Senate bill No. 468, to 
regulate criminal practice in the Federal courts, 
after a full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend, and do recommend, to their respective 
Houses us follows: . 

That the House of Representatives do recede from 
their amendment to suid bill, and do ugree to said 
bill with the foliowing amendment, to wit: strike 
out all after the word “ ouster,” and insert in lieu 
of the words stricken out the following: ‘‘and 
thereupon a trial may be ordered at the same term, 
or a continuance may be ordered, as justice may 
require;” and that the Senate agree to the same. 

A. G. THURMAN 
ROSCOE CONKLIYG, 
FRED’K T. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
Managere on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN A. BINGHAM, 
GEO. F. HOAR, 
R. MILTON SPEER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
EXTENSION OF KU KLUX ACT. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAIR] give me a moment to 
take from the table the motion to reconsider 
which was laid on the table, with a view of say- 
ing a single word upon it which the Senator 
from Pennsylvania had not the courtesy to 
allow me to say a moment ago? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to take from 
the table the motion to reconsider which was 
laid on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator, as he stated to him a 
moment since, that the bill reported by the 


`. Mr. SHERMAN. 


| made. 


Senate, and upon it the Senator from “Missouri 
is entitled to the foor. If that bill is laid on 
the table, a motion to takë up the motion -to 
reconsider, or any other matter on the Cal- 
endar, would then be in order. : : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Would it not be vin’ 
order to make a motion to reconsider affecting 
this business at any time? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not‘during the 
pendency of the bill itself. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then will move, with 
the consent of the Senator from Missouri,’ to 
postpone the considerat:on of the present bill 
until to-morrow. That, I think, is in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion is 
in order and debatable. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And upon that, with 
his permission, I will say a word which the 
courtesy of the Senator from Pennsylvania ` 
would not allow me to say before. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not give way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Missouri was entitled to the floor, but he yields 
to the Senator from Illinois, who takes the 
floor and moves that the further consideration 
of this bill be postponed until to-morrow. 

Is that in order? ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Ohio makes the point of order, the Chair 
will decide that the Senator from Missouri 
cannot transfer his right to the Senator from 
Tilinois except by himself surrendering the 
floor, so that the Chair may assign itif the 
point is made against him. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I will ask the 
Senator to surrender me the floor for the pur- 
pose I have stated. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ‘Senator 
from Missouri cannot, except with the consent 
of the Senate, transfer his right to the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I will ask the 
Senator to give me the floor absolutely. T 
think he will have no difficulty in getting it 
afterward. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, sir; I will do that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois is now entitled to the floor upon 
the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I desire 
to state, as I should have stated before if an 
opportanity had been offered, why I entered 
the motion to reconsider what was entered on 
the Journal as an order, by which the Senate 
had bound itself by a rule more arbitrary even 
than a previous question. It was the intro- 
duction of an absolute rule into the Senate in 
violation of all its traditions and of all its 
history. While I am willing to agree, and 
have often done it when debate is exhausted 
or there has been a fair opportunity for debate 
upon 2 question, to take the vote by unanimous 
consent at a particular time, I am not willing 
to have an arbitrary rule introduced into the 
Senate by which the Senate becomes bound 
to close debate at a particular time upon a 
question, except so far as its members upon 
their honor may act, which they have always 
doze hitherto when the occasion has re- 
quired it. 
| did not observe the order when it was 
made. I certainly never gave unanimous con- 
sent myself, though I thought I was present 
when the conversation took place in regard to 
fixing the time for the closing of debate on 
this subject. Itis probable I may have been 
out of the Senate at the moment. I certaivly 
did not know antil I learned afterward that it 
had been done, that such an order had been 
It is not that I object to taking the 
vote to-morrow by unanimous consent 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow 
me, I will state the circumstances which led 
to making this order. I was surprised when 
the Senator made his motion. this morning, 
because Í thought he was present when the 
order was made ; but it occurred about an hour 
or two after the conversation during the mora- 


3642 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 20, 


ing hour: At thei suggestion of several Sena- 
tors, after. consulting with the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr, Brar] and the Senator. from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Srzvenson,}: who had ‘made 
an objection to. the motion 1 had submitted, I 
drew up in writing this order and handed. itto 
à page, having first consulted them, and.sent 
it to every Senator, . At: least I told the page 
to show it to Senators. and see if there was 
any objection to it, and bring me word after 
showing it around. . ‘He brought it.back, and 
a@ conversation occurred in regard to it, the 
Senate being very full, certainly much moré 
than a quorum present; and at the suggestion 
of .séme one it’ was entered on the Journal, so 
that: there could be no controversy about its 
terms. Perhaps I made the suggestion my- 
self. Those are the circumstances under 
which the order was made. It had the assent 

- of the Senator from Missouri, who had the 
floor, and it was offered after consulting the 
Senator from Kentucky, who previously ob- 
jected, and after the paper had gone around, 
as I supposed, to every Senator. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I must have been ont 
of the Chamber at the moment, because I did 
not sec it. I was present at the conversation 
that took place during the morning, and I was 


surprised when I saw that such an. order had: 


been eiitered. The Senator from Ohio alone 
may understand me as objecting to putting 
this on the Journal- as an order. I have no 
objection myself to agree to take the vote at 
any time which will suit the convenience of 
the Senate, to-morrow, or perhaps earlier, so 
far as I know; but I do object to introducing 
this system into the Senate, and I wanted my 
protest to appear against it, and it was for that 
purpose that I made the motion to reconsider. 
Now having accomplished the object I had in 
view, I will withdraw the motion to postpone. 
I will leave the motion to reconsider as it 
stands; that lies on the table; but I withdraw 
the motion to postpone, and am willing to yield 
the floor. a : 

Mr. SCOTT. Task for a moment the cour- 
tesy.of the Senator from Missouri, ` 

Mr, BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTTI. Mre. President, L would not 
trouble the Senate with one word were it not 
that the Senavor from Hlinois has iù the few 
remarks that he saw proper to make attributed 
ina complaining tone a want of courtesy to 
me, It will be remembered that -the order 
which he sought to reconsider was not made 
atmy instance, The order was made at the 
instance of the Senator from Ohio, and as I 
understood that Senator, he had gathered the 
sense of the Senate and obtained the consent 
of the Senate to that order during the time 
that I occupied the floor in making a speech. 
When the Senator this morning made. the 
motion to reconsider I took it for granted 


that his purpose was to postpone entirely the | 


consideration of the bill which L had ebarge 
of, and it was for that reason that L made the 
motion tolay his motion upon the table. If 
the Senator from Hingis had appealed to me 
to-.give him an opportunity of making a state- 
ment of his personal reasons for making this 
protest—I did not hear such an appeal—l 
would gladly have granted it, 

That Senator took occasion, a short time 
ago, to remind me that my service in the Sen- 
ate had been short—not as long as his; and I 
agree that I may at times fail perhaps in ob- 
serving some of theancient rules of the Senate, 
But, in che short time that 1 have been here, I 
have endeavored to extend to my brethren in 
the Senate all the courtesy of which I have a 


knowledge as prevailing in the Senate; and jf- 


I have failed in this toward the Senator from 
Tlinois, certainly it was not because I-did not 
wish to extend to him- every courtesy that I 
extend to every other member of the Senate. 
It was for the reason I have given, that | took 
it for granted that his motion was a hostile 
motion to the bill of which I have charge, and 
not because 1 would not, at any time, be glad 


to-extend to-any Senator the opportunity of 
explaining his personal reasons for wishing to 
get a protest. upon the record of the Senate. 


. STEAMBOAT LAW. 


Mr. SPRAGUE. Will-the Senatot from | 


Missouri give way to me for one moment to 
move the reconsideration of a measure? `. 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. ss, 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I wish to enter a motion 
to reconsider a bill. L believe it -is a bill to 
amend an act entitled “* An act to regulate the 
foreign and coasting trade: on-the northern, 
northeastern, and northwestern frontiers of the 
United States, and for other purposes.’’ I 
desire to say to the Senator from Michigan, 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
that in consequence of a letter received yes- 
terday I deem it my duty to enter a motion to 
reconsider a measure which was suspended 
during the passage of the Senator's bill from 
the Committee on Commerce for a day, and 
afterward without much, if any, consideration 
passed the Senate. I had a verbal eonversa- 
tion with the Senator in reference to it at the 
time, wishing to have more opportunity to 
examine it. [therefore now, in consequence 
of a letter, desire to enter a motion to recon- 
sider, and to-morrow I will take occasion to 
refer to the letter which I have received. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
informs the Chair that this bill referred to was 
passed on the 14th of May, according to the 
record. If that isso, the Senator cannot now 
move to reconsider without unanimous con- 
sent. i 

Mr. CONKLING. I think the reference 
must be to the steamboat bill, so called. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Yes. . 

The VICH PRESIDENT. On the steam- 
boat bill the House of Representatives have 
asked for a conference. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Is itin time to enter a 
motion to reconsider that bill? 

- The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
not, because it has passed to a different stage 
now. That bill has been returned tothe House 
of Representatives, they have non-concarred 
in theamendiments of the Senate and asked for 
the appointment of a conference committee, 
and have named the conferees. A message to 
that effect is now lying on the table. That, 
however, is notthe title of the bill first given by 
the Senator from Rhode Island. If the Senator 
willsend up the bill, the Secretary will examine 
more closely. ; 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Jt isthe steamboat bill, 
J am informed, to which I refer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the steamboat bill 
is the bill, the House have already acted upon 
it, rejected theamendments of the Senate, aud 
asked for a committee of conference. 

Mr. SPRAGUE, ‘That does not make any 
difference if there isa rule which permits a 
Senutor to interpose a motion to reconsider, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that by the usage of the Senate aftera 
bill has passed this stage it isnot in the power 
of the Senate to reconsider unless the House 
should call the bill back and divest it of their 
action. The rule does say ‘that within two 
days & motion to reconsider may be made; 
but suppose the bill that has passed has been 
signed by the President, then a motion to 
reconsider could not be made. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I move then that the 
Senate request the House to return the bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT.. The Chair will 
state to the Senator that, though it is an un- 
usual motion, the.only motion the Chair could 
understand to reach this case would-be that a 
message be sent from the Senate asking the 
House to reconsider their action disagreeing 
to the amendments of the Senate and asking 
for a committee of conference, or to have 
action suspended here and have the House 
of Representativesrecall theit message, which- 
ever course the Senator desires. roe 

Mr. SPRAGUE. ‘Letittake the first course 


suggested by the Chair. .I only. want to get it 


before. the Senate. ; 

The: VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
in a few moments will prepare an order that 
probably. may meet the view of the Senator. 
It wiil be a novel proposition ; and. therefore 


| it-had better be in writing. .The bill has passed 


the stage where the usual motion tò reconsider 
attaches. ee aN 
. Mr. BOREMAN.. If the Senator has any . 
objection to the provisions that are in con- 
troversy between the two Houses on the steam- 
boat.bill, he might go before the committee of, 
conference and probably have his grievances 
righted. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. That will be better. 
Let the Senate insist on its amendments and 
agree to a committee of conference, and then 
let the Senator from Rhode Island be heard 
before that committee. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I would rather go to 
seventy-four members than to six, if Ihave any 
grievance. 

Mr. BOREMAN.: The only way, I appre- 
hend, would be to refuse to concur in the 
request from the House’ for a committee of 
conference, and let the bill go back. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That could be 
done. The Senator from-Missouwri is: entitled 
to the floor, and the Chair cannot submit this 
matter now except by unanimous consent, and, 
therefore, if there is objection he must re- 
serve it until the commencement of the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow. In the mean time, the 
Secretary will make out some order to suit the 
view of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

. Mr. SPRAGUE.. Its going over does not 
deprive. me of my right.under the rule to 
make a motion to reconsider within two days. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The: Chair has 
already ruled that a. motion to reconsider is 
not in order upon this bill in its present stage. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Then the rule is mere 
waste paper. i ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule isa yery 
emphatic rule, and under all ordinary circum- 
stances of legislation it isin force; but ifa bill 
shall have been sent to the President of the 
United States and returned with his signature, 
a Senator could pot move to reconsider within 
two days. ; 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. The rule itself expressly 
provides that ‘‘no motion for the reconsider- 
ation of any vote shall be in order after the 
bill, resolution, message, report, ‘amendment, 
or motion upon which the vote was taken. shall 
have gone out of the possession of the Senate 
announcing their decision,’’ , 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The Chair had 
so stated, and the bill has not only gone beyond 
that stage, but gone to another stage in the 
House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the resolution 
of the Senat® to adjourn the two Houses of 
Congress on Wednesday, the 29th of May 
instant, at twelve o'clock m. eae 

TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I.desire to make a mo- 
tion that the Senate order what is called the 
tariff and tax bill to be printed in advance of 
its formal. delivery to the Senate. The bill 
has passed the House, but cannot reach us 
formally until to-morrow morning. In the 
mean time I desire-it to be printed, and it will 
be delivered informally by the Clerk of the 
House to our Secretary for that. purpose. 

The motion was agreed to - > 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. ` 
Mr. CAMERON. I give notice to the Sen- 


ate that 1 will on Wednesday at twelve o'clock 
ask the Senate to. go into executive session. 


` EXTENSION OF THE KU KLUX ACT. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the: Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No, 
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666) to extend the provisions of the fourth 
seétion of the act approved April 20, 1871. 

Mr. BLAIR addressed the Senate at length. 
[His speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. SCOTT. From the number of. Séta- 
tors who have signified a desire to speak on 
this bill, I am satisfied that in order to give 
them an opportunity, a recess.should be taken. 
J therefore move that at half past four o'clock 
to-day the Senate take a recess until half 
past seven o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Furry. 
of Michigan, in the chair.) [fno amendment 
be offered, the bill will be reported to the 


Senate. ake 

Mr. CASSERLY. Let it be read for inform- 
ation. 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague on the còm- 
mittee, the Senator from Delaware, [Mr: Bay- 
ARD, } desires to be heard on the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No amend- 
ment being offered, the bill will be reported to 
the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Del- 
awate and other Senators propose to speak on 
the bill, aud J think it might as well be kept in 
committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. Itis immaterial. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don; I do not think it is. 

Mr. SPENCER. I was out of my seat 
when the Senator from Missouri referred to 
my State, and I should like him to repeat his 
statement of the indebtedness of the State of 
Alabatia, if he has no objection. I under- 
stand that he placed itat a much larger amount 
than it really ise 

Mr. BLAIR. About thirty-eight million. 
dollars. ë i 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, the in- 
debtedness of the State of Alabama in July, 
1860, according to the authentic reports of 
ollicials; was $5,939,654 87. ln May, 1865, 
according to the comptroller’s report, this debt 
had swelled to $19,315,918 40, of which $13,- 
094,731 95 was the Siate rebel war debt, swb- 
sequently repudiated by authority of Congress. 
Certainly the gentleman does not desire to 
charge this war debt upon the “ inexperienced 
and, in mavy instances, corrupt adventurers ”’ 
of whom he has spoken so often. 

Į desire to calithe Senator's attention to the 
following official statement of Elon. R. M. 
Reynolds; State auditor of Alabama: 

STATE or ALABAMA, AUDITOR’S OFFICE, 
MONTGOMERY, Aprif 15, 

Dear Sir: In answer to your telegram of this 
date, I send the following information regarding the 
public debt of the State of Alabama: 

The indebtedness of the State amounted in July, 
beares eree: $0,999,604 87 
In May, 150 


5, according. to comptrolier’s report, 
ineluding $13,094,731 95" war debt” ...$19,315,918 41 
In July, 1868, at. toe. date of inauguration of State 
government under thereconstruction acts the debt 
was as follows: 
Bonded debt... $4,726,300 00 
Temporary loans 
Sixtcenth section fund 


Vaiueless sixteenth section fund.. » 97,091 21 
University fund... a © 800.000 UO 
Surplus revenue tund. 669,086 80 
Interest due trust funds. 245,411 46 
Outstanding State certificates... 47.000 00 


$7,904,396 92 


Indebtedness January, 1871: 
Bonded debt... 
‘femporary loan 
Sixteenth section fun 
Valueless sixteenth section fund. 
University fund 
Surplus revenue fund. 
Outstanding State certificates... 


a „UU 

. 1,729,032 74 
97,091 21 
20)),000 00 


300,000 00 
$8.484,010 75 


On page 90 of auditor’s report (0th September, 
1871,) you will find a full statement of the debt on 
Septenrber 30, 1871 


E 5 | 
Bonds of the State to the amount òf $1,000,000" | 


were issucd in January last under an act of General 
Assembly. These bonds are now on, the market. 


As it has been repeatedly charged that the debt 


was largely increased during the Republican 


2""109,350 00 | 
"1,710,157 45 | 


$5,382,800 00 
6,0U0 00° 


669,086 80 


adtninistiation, ullow me to call your attention 
to the following; the increase in the indebtedness 
from July, 1868, to January, 1871, was, $579,613 83; 
and by reference to statement of indebtedness 
July, 1868, you will see that the following items 
were actually due at that time; > ` 
Temporary loans.......i... $109,350 00 
Interest due trust funds.. 245,411 46 
354,761 46 
47,000 00 


À : : 401,761 46 
In addition to thé above the interest on 
the bonded debt falling due Ist Novem- 
Dor, 1868, WAS... ccsceccervedererserer séisessecseeess 64,575 00 


Making a total of... ee IE EAE $466,336 46 
which bad to be provided fot at once, and before 
the revenue for the year 1868 could be collected. 
The rate of taxation for that year was three tenths 
of one per cent., and the revenue derived therefrom 
was not sufficient to meet the actual expenses of the 
State government and interest on the public debt. 
You will see by this that the actual increase of the 
debt was small indeed, being $113,277 37. 

In regard to the contingent Nabilities of the State 
for indorsement of railroad bonds, you will recol- 
lect that the system of indorsement was inaugu- 
rated by authority of an act of the General Agssem-~- 
bly, approved February 19, 1867, giving $12,000 per 
mile indorsement, and an additional allowance for 
bridges, making an amount cqual to $14,000 per mile. 
Under an act of the Géneral Assembly, approved 
September 22, 1868, the amount was fixed at $16,000 
per mile with no extra indorsement for bridges, &c. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Auditor. 


R: M. REYNOLDS, 
Hon, Gro. E. SPENCER, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

From this official statement, all of which 
will be found published in the State Docu- 
ments of Alabama for 1871 and 1872, pages 
90-and 91, it will be observed that the total 
increase in the State indebtedness from July, 
1868, the date of the inauguration of the free- 
State government, to January, 1871, was the 
sum of $579,613 83; and of this amount 
$354,761 46 was actually due at the time for 
the debts of the previous government, the pro- 


| visional government of Andrew Johnson, and 
|} not what is known as the ‘‘ Republican gov- 


ernment”? of Alabama, the actual increase 
being only $118,277 87. : 

If Democratic authority will have more 
weight than Republican with the distinguished 
Senator from Missouri, I respectfully call his 
attention to the message of the present Gov- 
ernor, Hon. R. B. Lindsay, transmitted to the 
Legislature of Alabama, November 21, 1871, 
which will be found on page 22 of the same 
volume of State Documents: 


“The public debt is not $8,761,917 37; it is only 
$5,442,300 according to his own tabular statement, 
The university and other funds, what is known as 
the Patton’ certificates, and accounts unsettled or 
auditor’s warrants unpaid, which he uses to make 
up the other $3,913,617, do not constitute, in any ac- 
cepted signification of the term, public debt, and 
their inclusion as such, unwarranted and unex- 
plained, greatiy tends to damage the vaiue of the 
State securities. This error on the part of the aud- 
itor was adverted to by my predecessor in his an- 
nual message tothe Gereral Assembly on the lath day 
of November, 1869, iu the following comprehensive 
paragraph: 

“ihe auditor is a faithful and eficient officer; 
but I am constrained to express ihy dissent from the 
views embodied in his report in regard to the school 
fond. He says, in effect, that the fund has been lost 
or misapplied by the State. Itis perfectly clear to 
my mind that his reasoning and conclusion are based 


y upon @ misapprehension of the laws of Congress | 


under which the fund wascreated, and the constitu- 
tion and laws of thé State under which it is con- 
trolled.” . 

If the statement of the Democratie Gover- 
nor of Alabama be not sufficient to convince 
the gentleman from Missouri of his error in 
reference to our State indebtedness, I beg 
leave to invite his attention to the following 
editorial from the Montgomery Advertiser 
and Mail, of date April 16, 1872, in which it 
will be observed this Democratic organ dis- 
poses summarily of the debt question, and 
asks, ‘* Why such statements? Cut bono?” 
Will the distinguished- Senator from Missouri 
inform Cofovel Robert Tyler, the editor of 
this journal, why he bas made such statements 
and cut bone : 


“ Why such statements? Cui bono?—We observe 
that our young friend of the Marion Commonwealth 
has published g statement calculated at this time to 

j fo the people of the State, We be- 


do great injury t 3 
Tievé, of course, that he had no such intention, but 


i 


the mischictots’ effect of his publication is the 
same, whether bis intentions be good or bad, and 
bad we know they are not:. ‘Phe following is an ex- 
tract from the article to which we refer: ae 

Thisis the nice little bill made by carpet-baggers 
and scalawags, aiid the people are now asked to 
foot it: oS sles re one: fae 
Be de Alabama and Chattanooga indorsed. 
, DONCAS sseverseseace pes 
Alabama and C 

L: EESE RES 2 


on an 
Alabama and Chattanoog 

ONGB ss csarssesseiccisacsgareaucngecies 
South and North road, indors 
Montgomery and Buf 


>! 


bonds, 
a, Str 


bonds ; 300,000 
Mobile and Mor i 

DONS....0..cceeeee VESA 2,500,000 
East Alabama and © 

ODS ess PEE Jinegebshtedenasi 80,000 

Selma, Marion, and Memphis 

DONS oo .escessersescuscensasesees see en 80,000 

Total fraudulent debt... avee veiseassedcenses $7,980,000 


“ Interest to be paid annually $638,400; more than 
half the total revenue of the State; but the “‘inno- 
ceni bondholders” must be protected. Alas! for the 
poor guilty people. 

“Now, really, there are but two items among 
those mentioned on which the State has ever paid 
orislikely to pay a dolar of k These are 
the two items relating to the Alabama and Chatta- 
nooga railroad, This railroad is now in the. bank- 
rupt court with the liens of the State all carefully, 
protected, and unless there be some untimely and 
unpatriotic interruption of the proceedings in the 
bankrupt court, it is to be hoped that the State will 
be reimbursed her entire expenditure in full; made 
in behalf of her engagements in connection with 
the Alabama and Chattanooga road. If so, she will 
have saved her good faith and her money both. She 
has never taxed a man in the State yet for a dollar 
of interest, and no citizen of this generation will 
ever have to pay a dollar of tax on Account of this 
road. No interest has ever been paid for the South 
and North road, the Mobile and Montgomery road, 
nor any other road mentioned, unless it may bo 
about thirty thousand dollars for the Montgomery 
and Bufanla road. Why, then, such unfounded 
statements? Meee ee an 

“We have no wish or intention to mitigate thein- 
dignation felt by our people in regard to the chatag- 
ter of the Radical railroad legislation in certain 
respects. But it is impossible not to feel, as impol- 
itic, profligate, and injurious as that legislation may 
have been, that it was but little less mischievous to 
the credit and true interests of the State than such 
statements as those we are now commenting on, 
is in point of fact all thissenseless clamor, construed 
into adisposition to repudiate the State’s obligations 
and to destroy the rail roads now in the process of 
construction, that has so deplorably affected the sale 
of the State bonds of Alabama in New York and 
other markets. It is this and nothing else. 

“With asmall debt of not more than nine tite 
lion dollars; with comparatively light taxes; with 
a financial record unstained by asingte act of repu- 
diation or refusal to pay a just debt; with an ini- 
mense wealth to be easily developed in the future, 
an unthinking, and for all practical purposes, un- 
meaning clamor, has been raised and persistently 
kept up, so that capitalists actually shriek from 
investing their money. in Alabama eight per cent. 
State bonds, being frightened by the terrible bus- 
aboo conjured up and shaken in their faces by 
some irrepressible financiers and tender lovers of the 
‘dear people’ among us. The extreme folly of the 
business is that the clamor would seem to be only 
political; for nota man in the State expects to see 
one dollar of the Alabama and Chattanooga rail- 
road bonds repudiated by the people or the Legisla~ 
ture, They know well that it cannot be done. 

“Phe State is now engaged in an effort to sell 
$1,000,000 in bonds, asum necessary for her current 
expenses. Al} such statements, and the sugg tions 
accompanying such. statements, are seriousiy cals 
culated to impair hereredit and to compel her to sell 


her obligations at alow and mortifying figure.” 


There is still another circumstance to which 
Leall the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, The State auditor, the only Republican 
officer in the State government of Alabama, 
reports the State debt in November, 1871, at 
$8,761,917 87. The now Democratie Gove 
ernor insists that the Republican auditor has 
overstated the debt to the amount of $3,319,617, 
and that in truth and in fact the debt is only 
$5,442,300, some three bundred thousand dol- 
ars less than it was in 1860. 

So much for the absolute debt of the State 
of Alabama. The contingent debt, or liabili- 
ties, as reported by the auditor, amounts to the 
| sum of $15,420,000, of which $13,120,000 is for 


| indorsement of railroad. bonds, and $2,300,000 


issued bonds for railroad purposes, for which 
the State is amply secured by first lien on the 
roads. Nota dollar of tax bas been levied 
on account of this contingent debt, nor was. 
| dollar of this contingent lability incurred for 
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party purposes. . The railroads, under a State 
system of public..improvements adopted in 
1867, have had the benefit of the. indorsement 
of the State to aid in the negotiation of these 
bonds, but this. bas been under strict surveil- 
lance of the law, specially enacted to protect 
the State from: probable or possible loss. If 
there should be any future loss to the State in 
this regard it will emanate from. the wrongs 
of these railroad corporations, which are almost 
exclusively under the control and management 
of gentlemen of well-known Democratic pro- 
clivities. Justice to them, however, requires 
me to state that no such wrongs are anticipated, 
but they.will keep, it is believed, strict faith with 
the State. The benefits conferred by the State 
indorsement form no part of corruption and 
plunder, erroneously andimpropérly attributed 
to the Republican party of Alabama. If the 
Senator from Missouri willadd this contingent 
liability to the absolute debt he will find it far 
short of the $38,000,000 which he so peremp- 
torily saddled upon our State, and for which 
the people of Alabama, without distinction of 
party, will certainly not thank him. ‘The total 
debt is as follows: 

Absolutedebt as stated by the auditor... $8,761,967 37 


Contingent liabilities for railroad pur- 
poses and secured to the State... 15,420,000 00 


Total s..ssscesccossesessosesssescssetersseessceene see $24,181,967 37 


leaving a balance of about fourteen million 
dollars of debt fastened on our people by the 
vividimagination of the Senator from Missouri, 
which, I give him notice, will be properly and 
justly repudiated. 

I deem it highly essential, Mr. President, 
that. the provisions of the fourth section of 
the act to enforce the fourteenth amendment 
to the Constitution should be continued in 
force until the end of the next regular session 
of Congress, as provided in the bill reported 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mre 
Scorr,] and even longer if necessary. 

L am. not influenced in this opinion by any 
motive of political interest or predilection; 
but I shall actively support the bill because [ 
believe. that peace and good order and the 
enforcement of the laws (in the State of Ala- 
bama at least) imperatively demand its pas- 
sage. The proclamation made by the Pres- 
ident under authority of this law did not have 
the intended effect of suppressing crime, out- 
rage, and disorder in the State of Alabama, 
nor yet in other sections where the Ku Klux 
Klan had maintained its organization and 
supremacy. It has been treated as a nullity— 
a mere brutum fulmen—and, as 1 am advised 
by many of my constituents of character and 
reliability, bas been held as a pretext *for 
future revenge, to be gratitied and wreaked 
upon the unoffending loyalist and freedman 
whenever fitting opportunity shall occur. 

Sullicient time has not yet elapsed to per- 
fect the workings of this just law, and, judg- 
ing from the experience of the State of South 
Carolina, much has yet to be accomplished in 
order to suppress the Ku Klux Klan in other 
sections of the South. Until the recent term 
of the United States: district court at Hunts- 
ville, the enforcement act was not regarded in 
Alabama as an adjunct to the defied statutes of 
the State, aud had not produced the effect of 
commanding any more obedience to the laws 
passed to preserve peace and order, than if it 
had never been enacted. 

Pending these trials, his honor, Judge Bus- 
teed, was openly threatened with assassina- 
tion, made in terms 80 positive as to warrant 
the occupation of the court-room by Federal 
soldiers and the disarming of many persons 
carrying concealed weapons. With a courage 
and heroism worthy of commendation, this 
Federal judge maintained the dignity and 
integrity of the law under circumstances cal- 
culated to alarm and dispirit the most cour- 
ageous. 7 

The testimony adduced upon these trials 
revealed the perpetration of the most revolt- 


ing and inhuman cruelties inflicted upon an 
unoffending old man, compared with which 
the tortures of the inquisition sink. into utter 
insignificance. Even the Ku Klax sympa- 
thizers shuddered at the terrible details, and 
many citizens who heretofore had been. pas- 
sive were so deeply impressed as to become at 
once open and active advocates of their sup- 
pression. ox 

The offenders are now, thanks to a fearless 
jury and an upright judge, suffering the pen- 
alty of their crimes in a New. York peniten- 
tiary. But there are yet numbers of indict- 
ments presented at the same court for similar 
offenses, and the United States marshals are 
now endeavoring to effect the arrest of the 
guilty parties in order that they may be brought 
to justice. 


The conviction of the offenders mentionéd, 
paralyzed gt first the leaders of the Ku Klux 
Klan throughout the State. But since the 
excitement consequent upon the general as- 
tonishment that there could be found a judge 
and jury honest and brave enough to enforce 
the laws has passed away, threats of vengeance, 
dire and deep, are openly made. Iam just in 
receipt of a letter from an aged citizen of Ala- 
bama, whose constancy to the Union during 
the late rebellion has made him the target of 
abuse and marked him as a possible victim, 
wherein he states that in his vicinity they have 
sworn to be doubly revenged for the convic- 
tion of the Huntsville criminals. “Jt is your 
time now, ours will come hereafter,” say the 
Ku Klux. From these threats itis thought 
by the Union men in that section that unless 
stringent measures are taken by the Govern- 
ment, many of them will be murdered, and 
they are powerless to prevent it. 

Gladly would I see the necessity for this law 
pass away, and every citizen, no matter how 
exalted or how humble, be permitted the ex- 
ercise of bis civil privileges without Jet or 
hinderance. But, Mr. President, the necessity 
for a continuance of cautionary legislation 
increases rather than diminishes. There is 
only one way of meeting the question. - Per- 
suasion, soft words, and hope will not suffice. 
We have tried all these without effect. There is 
now no recourse but to continue our legislation 
until the last Ku Klux is suppressed, and until 
every crime committed by their Klan shall have 
received the prompt action of the law. Ag 
long as one masked marauder is left, there is 
yet a nucleus around which murder and out- 
rage may gather and defy punishment. 

It is but a few days since an investigation 
was held at Montgomery, by Judge Busteed, in 
reference to the recent murder of a colored man 
by the Ku Klux in Elmore county. The fol- 
lowing articles from the Republican Sentinel, 
of date Montgomery, Alabama, April 18, 
1872, give the facts proved upon the investiga- 
tion, and I ask the attention of the Senate to 
the details and the commentary: 

“ The Ku Klux Investigation before Judge Busteed.— 
This investigation, which was concluded before Judge 
Busteed last week, developed the undisputed fact 
that on the night of the 18th day of last month, in 
the county: of Elmore, about one and a half wiles 
from Central Institute, Andrew Jackson, a colored 


man, was murdered, and, with his wife, a white 
woman, burned up in his house, It is not abso- 
lutely certain that his wife was not killed before the 
house was tired, but the probability, as elicited from 
the testimony, is that she was not. It is certain, 
however, that both bodies were burned up. Bird 
Blake, a colored man, who was in the house at the 
time it was surrounded, was also shotin three places, 
namely, in his head, leg, and foot; although badly 
wounded, he succeeded in making his escape from 
the burning house, and will probably recover en- 
tirely trom the effects of his wounds, except the loss 
of his left eye. k 

`‘ Upon the investigation this man, Bird Blake, swore 
that there were five or six men engaged in the com- 
mission of this terrible crime, and that he recog- 
nized the three men on trial, William M. Smith, 
Wiliam Pylant, and Jobn Holley, together with 
one Henry A. Blackman, (who left for parts un- 
known immediately atter he made the discovery 
that he was known in the transaction :) the others 
he did not recognize. He swore to seeing one of 
their faces, and fully recognizing the four persons 
named by their voices; he also heard their names 
called while he was lying under the house. Hegave 


a detailed and intelligent statement of the whole 
transaction, how they came to the house and broke 
in the doors, and killed Andrew Jackson and 
wounded himself, while lying under the floor, where 
they. had crawled for protection, _Among other 
things he stated that they poured spirits of turpen- 
tine upon the floor before they applied the torch to 
the house, : ig 

“Another witness proved that Smith had spirits 
of turpentine several days before the burning, and 
when asked by his wife what he intended doing with 
it, replied that he ‘hada use for it,’ and made no 
other reply. 

“James Wideman, a highly respectable and in- 
telligent citizen of that community, swore that he 
was at Smith’s store on Saturday, and that in the 
course of a conversation with Smith, he (Smith) 
asked witness why he allowed Andrew Jackson 
(called by Smith and others Mobile Jack) to live so 
near him, to which witness replied that ‘he could 
not help it.” Smith said ‘youcan help it.’ At the 
same time witness saw a lot of masks in the store 
and remarked that they were very ugly. Smith 
said ‘let me show you mine. I don’t want every- 
body to see it, but I will show it to you,’ and stepped 
behind his counter and pulled it out to exhibit to 
witness. 

“It was also proved by Mr. Wideman and Mr. 
McBrayer, who were out fox-hunting and saw the 
light of the flames about two miles away, that they 
reached the house before it was entirely consumed, 
and found the two little children of Andrew Jack- 
son’s wife in asmall field nearby.. The eldest child, 
a small girl, aboutsix or seven years of age, was cry- 
ing, and said that five white men, with long coats 
on, had come there and taken them (the children) 
out, and then burned their mother up in the house. 
He (witness) went to the house immediately, and 
saw the bodies in the flames, There was also abund- 
ant proof of tracks around the house and leading 
away from it, made by shoes or boots from No. 5 to 


0.7. 

“ Bird Blake swore that he received his wounds 
while crawling under the house; that when he saw 
both doors guarded, and Andrew Jackson going 
under the house by raising up boards ‘in the floor, 
he also went under through the same hole. The 
men commenced shooting at them under the house 
and both of them were wounded. Both of them 
were shot under the house, After the first fire he 
heard Andrew Jackson struggle and then lie quiet, 
and supposed that he was dead, This evidence was 
corroborated by the wounds received by Blake, show- 
ing that he was lying down, and by the evidence of 
Messrs. Wideman and MeBrayer, who swore, when 
they reached the house a burnt sleeper was lying 
acrosshis back, The little girl was not sworn or used 
as awitness, as has been stated in several papers. The 
defendants introduced witnesses to prove an alibi, 
butsome of said witnesses, when sworn, stated that 
they did not understand the nature and obligation 
of an oath, and their evidence was not taken. One 
Witness swore that he believed Holly was at home 
because he heard his wife talking to him, but could 
not swear that he saw him. Holly was a constable, 
and the magistrate, (A.C. Edwards,) under whom 
he was serving, swore that Holly told him on the 
day after the burning that it would have been done 
on the Saturday night previous had they (Andrew 
Jackson and wife) been at home. 

' This evidence, with the strong circumstantial 
evidence elicited from other witnesses, among them 
several witnesses for the defense, satisfied Judge 
Busteed that there was strong reason to believe the 
prisoners guilty, and ke accordingly remanded them 
to jail without bail, Bird Blake and the little girl 
were placed in charge of the sheriff of this coun ty, 
and the other witnesses recognized in the sum of 
$500 each to appear at the May term of the court. 
The prisoners. are now confined in the jail of this 
county, and safely guarded. If they are innocent, 
we hone they will be able to prove it; but if they 
are guilty, then the law must take its course.” 


Now for the commentary of the Sentinel: 


“ The Responsibility Shifled.—‘Itis true that we 
hold the Radical party primarily responsible for 
every case of lynch law that has occurred in tho 
State” The above is the language employed by the 
Advertiser with reference to the most horrid acts 
of crime that history records—aects so wanton and 
fiend-like, so devoid of all provocation, justification, 
or excuse, that even barbarism stands without itg 
superior in atrocity, if it can produce its parallel. 

. Unconscious of guilt, unsuspicious of danger, 
neighbors armed and equipped for the work, visit a 
fatherand mother to put them to death in cold blood, 
Finding another person unexpectedly present they 
also include him. And this is done, not for revenge, 
not for gain, not for any of the usual motives that 
actuate murderers, but because of the grim satisfac- 
tion it affords, and the impunity with which it could 
be done; 

‘“*Tell it notin Gath, publish it notin the streets 
of Ascalon, that near Montgomery, Alabama, in 
this year of our Lord 1872, men are found who will 
combine with deliberation and sport to take the 
lives of parents in the very presence of their help- 
less, woe-stricken, and horrified little children, and 
to compass the death of another, accidentally near, 
and by indiscriminate slaughter and burning to enjoy 
a carnival of blood, No prayer, no tears, no shrieks, 
no horror of their doom, can avertit. Father, mother. 
and friend, all must dieat the hands of those who 
know them well, and, as far as can be learned, had 
never harmed them, or either of them, in thought, 
word, or deed.. Ata moment’s notice, death-dealing 
messengers and prepared inflammables do their 
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work of death and destruction. Naught is supposed 
to remain as mute witnesses of the tragedy except 
the charred remains and the ashes of the humbie 
home. Whatatheme forthe pulpit! Whata field 
for the missionary { But the miscreants thus regard- 
less of every obligation toward God and man arenot 
even hardened criminals though they seem used to 
the work. ‘They are of the more decent sortin their 
past associations: in thecommunity. What demon, 
then, could have inspired them todo such deeds of 
blood? Whence did they gather courage for the 
task before them? What hope of escape from its 
just consequences did they rest upon? 

. “No sane man in any well-regalated law-abiding 
country, in no State or land under the sun, where 
crime is punished, could have hope of avoiding de- 
tection or punishment, so richly deserved. They 
were neither stupid nor ignorant. above others, nor 
could they have been unaware of the duty of society 
to detect and punish them for it.’ Yet it had no ter- 
rors forthem. A savage might have hesitated, not 
they. Crucler far were they than many beasts of 
prey that only attack human life when there. is 
naught else to satiate the cravings of hunger. 

* Alas! the examples of lawlessness unpunished, 

and scarcely unrebuked, were before them. Lynch- 
ings had been frequent in the past; school-houses 
and churches had been burned with impunity. No 
one had suffered inconvenience from it save the vic- 
tims, In nota remote county a congregation of wor- 
shipers were fired into at night by a band of Ku Klux, 
regardless of whom it might wound and kill. Still 
no one has been molested on account of it. And 
until the recent United States grand juries took cog- 
nizance of these crimes, all criminal acts affecting 
only a certain class went ‘scot tree. 
_ *' The disposition to commit crime grows with the 
impunity with which it may be done; and the zest 
for its repetition and monstrosity strengthens by 
practice, and is made pertect by experience. 

“ Had the smaller offenses been regarded as worthy 
of punishment, how much guilt might have been 
prevented. But as in so far as it fell upon Repub- 
licans it was winked at, and as the perpetrators 
were never made to pay the law’s penalty, it mat- 
tered little who was concerned init. No State court 
in Alabama, has ever yet punished any criminal act 
of an atrocious character when the victim was a 
Radical, white or black, that we are aware of, 

“It so happens that many teach, whether they 
think it or not, that the moral responsibility for 
maiming and killing Republicans rests with Re- 
publicanus ; and they being themselves morally the 
cause of guilt, have no one to blame but themselves 
for whatever penalty irresponsible persons may 
exact, This is a ready and_ satisfactory plea tothe 
offender, when available, It is only necessary * to 
hold the Radical party primarily responsible for 
every case of lynching that has occurred in the 
State,’ and whatjury could be found to find a ver- 
dict of guilty-when the circumstances of pollution 
or justification are so undoubted ? 

“It is true, Radicals themselves do not find that 
sort of reasoning very convincing or consoling; but 
then who cares? Let them leave the country or 
behave themselves, according to Democratic ideas. 
Now, the above standard of moral obligation and 
sense of social and personal duties may answer in a 
jurisdiction where the State from any cause does 
not punishcrime, und where the Constitution of the 
United States and the laws thereof, whatever their 
language, are held not. to. protect, nor as being 
intended to protect the lives of the citizens, as was 
gravely attempted to be argued before Judge Bus- 
teed on the trialof the Elmore county conspirators, 
And, happily, the attempt to do so was disallowed, 
the presiding judge holding that it would be a 
stigma on the Government if such were true. 

“Tn fuce of a public opinion that Radicals are mor- 
ally responsible for every act of lynching they suffer 
in this State; from whipping, wherever trouble- 
some; or shooting and burning them, as in Elmore; 
or hanging, as at Patona, when especially obnoxious, 
we confess we have a partiality for the Federal judi- 
ciary where that theory is not permitted to avail. 

‘“*Wecan and do appreciate the vigor and determ- 
ination displayed by Judge Busteed to put an end 
to this iniquitous practice within bis jurisdiction. 
It was not. undertaken before needed. Had the 
Crossland or Boyd murderers been ferreted out 
and hung, the Patona tragedy would never have oc- 
curred. Had the Patona murderers stretched hemp, 
these miserable prisoners would not linger in jail to 
answer for the horrid crime technically charged to 
them, though morally to the Radicals. And should 
the Federal judiciary fail from any cause to protect 
Radicals, where is their protection to come from in 
the face of a sentiment so revolting and vile as that? 
For whatsoever the legal responsibility may be for 
lynchisg Radicals, every act finds its mitigation, if 
not its warrant, in the presence of Radicalism. We 
honor the judiciary, we uphold the judge that shall 
guaranty even to Kadicals the right to life, liberty, 
and property under the constitution and laws of our 
country. 

“In our humble judgment, the moral guilt of 
these crimes upon Radicals lies at the door-of a pub- 
lie sentiment fustered by political detnagogues, from 
whose vile teachings every patriotie and law-abid- 
ing, God-fearing citizen should recoil with dismay; 
aud whom every. parent, wife, child, and friend of 
the poor dupes who now suffer, or may yet suffer 
the righteous judgment of God and men, as well as 
the dupes themselves, should shun and execrate as 
the real authors of their calamity and prime insti- 
gators of their dreadful guilt. 

"Until the good men and true in our country shall 


„plain one. 


discard such moral lepers, there can be neither peace 
nor prosperity in the land we live. But whatever 
man may do in his cruelty to his fellow-man, there 
is an all-seeing, avenging Hye that never sleeps, and 
though long-suffering, will hear the cry of the poor 
and the wail of the oppressed. Man may screen, 
but God and time will make all things even.” 


Mr. President, this is the narrative of but 
one of too many Ku Klux murders; and, so 
far as brutality and cruelty are concerned, is 
far less revolting, horrible as it is, than other 
cases coming under my notice. I do not know 
that I can add one word of force to the com- 
mentary of the editor of the Republican Sen- 
tinel. It is calm, deliberate, and convincing. 
It speaks trumpet-tongued in the simplicity 
of its truth, and as such I commend it to the 
reason and consideration of all well-meaning 
men. 

Hardly a day passes without my receiving 
letters from the Unionists of Alabama, beg- 
ging me to use every effort to continue the 
provisions of the enforcement act, and I advo- 
cate and urge the passage of this bill in defer- 
ence to my sense of duty, and because the 
imperative necessity is forced upon me by the 
repeated crimes, defiant attitude, and con- 
tinued threats of banded outlaws, Without 
this action of Congress, I fear for the lives of 
our Union people, and look for nothing but 
disorder, violence, and bloodshed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR.: If the Senator will permit 
me, I desire to correct a statement made by 
the Senator from Alabama in reference to tbe 
amount of the debt of that State. The Sen- 
ator called in question the statement that I 
made, and I think he asserted that of these 
thirty-eight millions of debt thirteen millions 
were old confederate debts. 

Mr. SPENCER. I did notassertit. Isaid 
I did not know how the Senator could have 
arrived at any such conclusion unless he did 
include that. . 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, sir, the story is a very 
It will be seen by referring to 
the report of the majority and that of the 
minority of the committee.to investigate the 
condition of the southern States that they 
concur entirely as to the debt of Alabama. 
They concur as to the amount of debt which 
was duein 1860; they concur in the different 
items of the debt since; and they concur in 
the total amount of the debt, $38,000,000. I 
have their reports before me. I have the 
items in each report. I find that Mr. David 
A. Wells, who, was a Republican Commis- 
sioner of Revenue, examining this same sub- 
ject, states that the debt in 1865 was less by 
one or two millions than we place it. He gives 
it as only $5,000,000 in 1860, and in 1866-67 
$6,304,000, showing that this entire increase 
of debt has originated under the carpet-bag 
government which had possession of the State 
of Alabama. ; 

Mr. SPENCER. I will inquire, if the gen- 
tleman will allow me to interrupt him, if we 
ever had a carpet-bag government there? 

Mr. BLAIR. I think, considering what the 
gentleman had to do with it himself, he ought 
to have been better acquainted with it to-day. 
I have both the statements before me. Since 
the Senator has challenged the correctness of 
the minority statement, and said he did not 
know how we got it, I will give it to him: 


The direct bonded indebtedness of the State of Ala- 


DM BIS. oes ccsverssenececsses sense sesnernensagees seven 5,442,300 00 
Her indebtedness on account of the E - 
SCHOO] fund i3z-ssssissseisvisisissrsseeazereisssszs 2,795,995 05 


She is further indebted for outstanding 
certificates, auditor’s warrants, and 


temporary loan of Lehman, Durr & Co. - 623,672 32 


The total is..ucccecsene erigi KIRE ww, 8,761,967 37 


To this must be added the amount bor- . 
rowed by Governor Lindsay to pay the 
interest on the Alabama and Chat- 


tanooga bonds... sisii ieaveaes . §45,000 00 


Altogether these items foot up..........$9,306,967 37 


n a 


The present contingent liabilities of the State 
consist of bonds to the following-roads, namely: 


$7,300,000 
320,000 


Mobile and Montgomery... 
Montgomery and Eufaula. 
Selma and Gulf... 
Selma, Marion, and Memphis... 
South and North......... DERES 

Savannah and Memphis. 


teewwered ene 


The total present contingent debt is there- 
NEE ETS aesepeeoest $15,420,000 


Of this, the $7,300,000. of Alabama and Chatta- 
nooga railroad bonds has already virtually become 
a part of the direct indebtedness of the State, so 
far as they shall be recognized as legal and walid 
claims against the State, Altogether, the present 
direct and contingent liabilities of the State are 
$24,726,967 37. 

Alarming as these figures are, they. do not tell 
the wholetruth. Under the State-aid law, each of 
the roads in progress in the State, which had twenty 
miles done and ‘accepted by the State on the Ist of 
Noveutber last, is entitled to the State indorsement 
of its bonds to the amount of $16,000 a mile, as each 
builds five-mile sections ; and as all these roads will 
probably be pushed to completion, we must add to 
the liabilities of the State the amount of these 
future indorsements. We are unable to give exact 
figures, but the following estimate of the amount to 
which each of these roads will be entitled is not far 
from correct. 


Then the list of the roads is given, and the 
total liabilty is $14,200,000. Here, then, we 
have the liabilities of the State summed: 
Present direct indebted ness........c0s» $9,306,967 37 


Present contingent liabilities... sees 15,420,000 00 
Future contingent liabilitios....000.. 14,200,000 00 


sa neeeseeseeees 38,926,967 37 


DLC, .ccscrecrevcsceee seavarsee 


Tall ATO EAT 


The report of the majority gives the same 
figures and I am surprised that the Senator 
with these two reports before him, the major- 
ity consisting of members of the Senator’s 
own friends, should express any doubt as to 
the accuracy of the statements which I have 
made, and should venture before the Senate 
to contradict statements authorized by all the 
members of the committee who examined the 
subject carefully. The majority in their re- 
port, page 171, state: 


“Atthe close of the fiscal year 1871 the debt was 
$8,484,010 78. It is estimated now, by increase from 
the Alabama and Chattanooga railroad and other 
debts, at $9,306,967 37. Increase. since 1870, $1,402,- 
568 45. Estimated contingent and prospective lia- 
bilities, $29,620,000. The contingent liabilities for 
railroads were increased by amendments to the gen- 
eral act of 1867 so as to make the aid $16,000 instead 
of $12,000 per mile, and by special acts granting aid 
to several roads, amounting to $6,000,000. 

«The increase of liabilities caused by increasing 
the aid under the general act from $12,000 per mile 
tu $16,000 per mile, being $4,000 per mile on all roads 
which have been or may be built under the general 
act, has added to existing contingent liabilities 
$2,355,000, and to prospective liabilities $3,550,000. 
Total increase of liabilities under the general act by 
increase of rate per mile, $5,905,000. Increase by 
special acts, $6,000,000,. Total increase by legisla- 
tion of 1868 and 1870, $11,905,000. ee 

“The benefits of the general act are limited to 
roads which shall have had twenty miles constructed 
on the Ist day of November, 1871, and the law. pro- 
vides that the bonds shall not be sold for less than 
ninety per cent. s 5 

“ Tbe bonds are to. be indorsed as the road is com- 
pleted in sections. On proof that the section has 
been built by the company from its own resources, 
otber than those derived from the bonds, and not to 
be replaced from their proceeds, the company is 
bound to provide for the interest on the bonds, and 
at the end of five years from the first indorsement 
to set apart from the earnings of the road two per 
cent. on the bonds indorsed, to be invested in State 
securities, asa siuking fund for the payment of the 
bonds at maturity. h Z 

“The State reserves a first lien, with the right to 
take possession and sell the roads on default, Under 
these acts there had been bonds indorsed to Septem- 
ber 30, 1871, to the amount of $15,420,000"— 


‘Fhe exact amount given by the minority-— 


“and we understand that roads have been com- 
meneed which, if completed, will be entitled to 
additional bonds, estimated at $14,200,000. 


Precisely theamount stated by the minority. 


“The contingent liabilities of the State for raile 
roads on Septemper 30, 1871, as per auditor’s report, 
was as follows.” 


Then comes the schedule: 

** Total contingent liabilities, $15,420,000.” 

The report of the majority goes. on to say: 
“The railroad acts were adopted by votes of men 
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f both .parties--that of 1867: by. the. provisional 
gf path pa what was Democratic; Sa ‘those of 
1868 and 1870 by the Legislatures having Republican 


majorities; but in no instance, to our knowledge, 
were party lines drawn on these questions.” 
~ The Legislature of 1868 consisted of a sen- 
ate, every member of which, I. think, was a 
Radical, and the Senator. himself knows very 
well that the Democratic party in that election 
had-no candidates... I believe there was but one 
Member of that whole Legislature who was a 
Democrat, . Bed cri Wisse pens 
: Mr. SPENCER. There were seven Demo- 
erats in the house and one in the senate; I 
think ; but Ear not positive as-to the number, 
Mr. BLAIR. . The policy adopted by the 
Democratic party in that election was not to 
vote at all. The act of Congress required that 
a majority of the registered vote of the State 
should be required to adopt the Constitution 
which was presented, and the Democrats ab- 
stained from voting and abstained from running 
any candidates. In violation of the promises 
held out to the people of Alabama, the officers 
who had been voted for by the Radicals were 
installed in office. The Democrats abstained 
entirely and defeated the constitution, because 
it did not get a majority of the registered vote 
as required by the act of Congress, and all the 
officers of the: State were Radicals, and the 
senate. had but one Democratic member, and 
the house, as the Senator states, had but seven 
Democrats; and yet they are sought to be 
‘made responsible for this profligate legislation. 

Mr, SPENCER. ‘That Senator must be 
aware that this railroad State-aid law was a 
law prior to that, passed by a Democratic 
Legislature first, giving $12,000 a mile to rail- 
roads, and the second law $16,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. -That was passed by the Legis- 
lature of 1868. 

Mr. SPENCER. The first was previous to 
the reconstruction acts. 

Mr. BLAIR. You are mistaken. 

Mr. SPENCER. I am not mistaken. I 
call upon my colleague as to that.. 

Mr. GOLDTHWAITE. If my recollection 
serves me, it was passed in 1867 or 1868, 

Mr. BPENCER. Under the Patton admin- 
istration in Alabama? 

Mr. GOLDI'HWAITE. It was during the 
Patton administration that it was passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator ismistaken. The 
majority report which I have beforeme, made 
by a sub-committee who examined this subject 
from therecords themselves, states that “the 
act of 1867 was passed by the provisional Legis- 
lature, which was Democratic, and those of 
1868 and 1870 by the Legislatures having Re- 
pecan majorities; but in no instance, to our 

nowledge, were party lines drawn on these 
questions.” 

Mr. GOLDTHWAITE. The original act 
was passed during the administration of Gov- 
ernor Patton, appropriating so much per mile 
to railroads. + 

Mr. SPENCER. 
was the first act. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no doubt about the 
fact that the increase was voted under Repub- 
lican Legislatures. We have an acconnt of the 
manner in which it was got through the legis- 
lature, the amount of money it cost to buy it 
through, given by a member of the Legislature 
himself, which the Senator will find very 
refreshing, If he will turn to the minority 
report, he will find there a statement by a 
member of the Legislature of how much it cost 
the railroad companies to get that bill through, 

Mr. President, I must express my surprise 
that a Senator representing that State should 
be so forgetful as to challenge the statement 
which has been made by the committee of the 
House and Senate who investigated this sub- 
ject. Idid not have the benefit of listening 

to his statement, but I understand its general 
purport. 

Mr. SPENCER. If I understand the Sen- 
ator then, $14,000,000 of this indebtedness 


Twelve thousand dollars 


j 


which he. charges to the. State of Alabama 
are-yet to accrue. That much has not accrued 


et, k : : i 
Ti BLAIR. It had not when this report 
was made; but it was authorized, and that is 
the exact. point to which I call the Senator’s 
attention. It.isauthorized by law; and would 


‘have accrued if the companies were in. æ posi- 


tion to avail themselves of it, and we know 
when there is a good thing of that sort there 
are people down there who are very ready to 
avail themselves of it. The Meek a 

Now, to show the very great eare: which the 
committee took in investigating this subject, I 
will say that their report is entirely. corrobo- 
rated by the statements made by Mr. Wells, the 
financial commissioner, who examined. this 
subject, who gives, however, in his report the 
amount of indebtedness in 1860 due by these 
States at aless figure I believe in every instance 
than that which we have given, showing that 
the increase is greater under the carpet-bag 
governuients than we make it, the aggregate 
being the same, but with this difference: that 
the actual amount in 1860 was less as he gives 
it in his estimates, 

Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate 
further, : ae 

Mr. HILL. My. only object in this whole 
matter is to arrive as nearly as we can at the 
truth. The Senator from Missouri has had 
something to do in making up a table of the 
indebtedness of my State. I premise by say- 
ing that I have as little sympathy with any of 
the frauds that have been adverted to, by 
which the public debt has been so unneces- 
sarily increased, as the Senator himself; but 
there is another view in regard to the matter 
that I think as a Georgian I ought to present: 
Since it affects the credit of the State of 
Georgia there should be some approach to 
accuracy in regard to her actual indebtedness. 
I regret that I have not the means at hand of 
stating it exactly, but hope to be better in- 


formed before very long. A committee of the. 


Legislature has been sitting, and I think is 
still sitting in the city of New York, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the amount of out- 
standing bonds of the State of Georgia, old 
and new. It was estimated in 1865, after the 
close of the war, when the first convention 
met in Georgia, that our old debt, for which 
the State was liable, was but $4,000,000." The 
subsequent indebtedness embraced a great 
deal of wild, profligate expenditure, I know; 
but to what particular extent it goes I am not 
able to say, 

I take it that the statement made by the 
Senator from Missouri embraced the aid given 
by the State in the shape of indorsements of 
bonds for the construction of various char- 
tered railroads, most of which have not yet 
been built. Those acts qualify the subscrip- 
tion of the State. It is charged particularly 
in regard to one of those roads, the Albany 
and Brunswick railroad, that there has been a 
very great fraud committed in procuring in- 
dorsements of the company’s bonds before the 
terms upon which the indorsements were to 
have been made were complied with, to wit: 
by the construction of so many miles of rail- 
way before the issuing of. bonds at so much a 
mile. My colleague says he thinks itis $28,000 
a mile. There were two acts on the subject, 
as I now remember: one allowing indorse- 
ments at the rate of $15,000 a mile when con- 
structed, and the second act increasing the aid 
by $8,000 additional to the mile when com- 
pleted. 

That is the most palpable fraud of the kind 
that my mind now adverts to. Itis the general 
belief in Georgia that those bonds so. illegally 
issued will be repudiated by the State, and 
certainly popular opinion tends to that course. 
I believe myself that they will not be paid, 
though there has been an effort to put them 
upon the market, and somebody may now be 
holding them as a purchaser. There is no 


doubt. to that extent the guilt of the recent 
Governor is very apparent. If he issued 
knowingly these bonds before the railroad 
companies had complied with the conditions 
that were zequired of them, then, of course, 
he is most culpable. 

- The actual indebtedness of Georgia to-day, 
from the best means of information that { 
have, does not reach; bonded debt and all, 
$20,000,000. I think the committee in New 
York will report to the Legislature of the 
State, upon their return, that all the indebted- 
ness for which the State is liable does not go 
to the extent of $20,000,000. As to this 
hypothetical indebtedness in regard to rail- 
ways not yet constructed, that ought not to be 
estimated in making up the sum total of the 
public debt: of Georgia, Many of them may 
never be constructed. That depends upon 
circumstances; and even if they are, they 
will be worth something, and the State has 
the first lien upon them for the amount for 
which it indorses their bonds. 

While I am making this statement, I will 
recur to what I said in interrupting the Sen- 
ator from Missouri an hour or twoago, Ido 
not wish it to be inferred from anything that I 
stated in regard to my friend, General Sher- 
man, that he wantonly sported with the inter- 
ests or fortunes of the people of Georgia 
while he was commanding the Army of the 
United States, and while we labored under . 
our legislative troubles, . But I wish it to be 
understood that having sent General Terry to 
Georgia, and placed him in command of the 
State with all the facilities for information in 
regard to that people, and their internal affairs, 
at that particular time, General Sherman 
waived any active interference and was dis- 
posed to devolve everything upon the discre- 
tion of General Terry. I was always of opinion 
that General Terry erred seriously in per- 
mitting that Legislature to seat minority can- 
didates, because the act of Congress had lim- 
ited the seating of members to such as had 
been named in the proclamation of General 
Meade issued in April, 1868. I was of the 
opinion, and am yet, that there was no active 
intervention in the matter on the part of the 
President of the United States, any morethan 
there was intervention while Mr. Johnson was 
President, on his part. It was mainly left to 
the commander of the Army; but in this case 
if there was a grave error, as I have always 
thought there was, I think it was more the 
fault of General Terry, thanof the command- 
ing general of the Army or any other person. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSH, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuxrsoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 
691) giving the assent of Congress to the sub- 
scription of the District of Columbia to the 
stock of the Piedmont and Potomac Railroad 
Company. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The messagealso announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1191) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending 
June 80, 1878, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1323) making appropria- 
tions for the consular and diplomatie service 
of the Government for the year ending June 
80, 1878, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of 8. 
B. Mitchell, George W, Mitchell, John W. 
Mitchell, and William Webster; 

_A bill (H. R. No. 1661) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1873; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2402) granting a pension 
to Ane A Brooks;. and 

i - R. No. 2404) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth O. Neile, )g zap 


1872, . 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, -: 


Mr. RAMSEY, Mr. MORTON, and Mr. 
JOHNSTON submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 2208) mak- 
ing appropriations for the- repair, preserva- 
tion, and completion of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, ‘and for other purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan.) . The time has arrived at which 
the Senate ordered a recess to.be taken. The 
Senate accordingly takes a recess until half 
past seven o’clock this evening. ` 

EVENING SESSION. 

The Senate reassembled at half past seven 

o'clock p. me >- : : 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michingan, in the chair.) The Chair asks 
unanimous. consent to Jay before the Senate 
certain bills from the House for reference, 

here being no objection, the following bills 
were severally read twice by their titles,. and 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1481) for the relief of Joun 
C. CONNER ; a 

A bili (H. R..No. 1751) for the relief of 
Thomas Foster, a citizen of Louisiana ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1899) for the relief of W. 
T. Bowers ; 

A bill (H, R. No. 1939) for the benefit of 
the Louisville and Bardstown Turnpike Com- 


any: : 
pon Bill (H. R. No. 2085) to provide for the 
examination and payment of the claim of 
Albert Grant ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of 
Edmund Jussen ; : 

-A bill (H. R. No. 2582) making appropri- 
ations for the payment of claims reported 
allowed by the commissioners of claims under 


‘the act of March 3, 1871; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2709) for the relief of 
the State of Connecticut and other States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2786) forthe relief of James 
A. Drew and others; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2787) for the relief of 
Harlow J. Phelps & Co. ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2788) for the relief of 
Richard R. Bolling; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2789) for the relief of 
Jobn J. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2791) for the relief of 
William J. Clark, administrator of Gad B. 
Upson, deceased ; : 

A biil CH. R. No. 2792) for the relief of 
Galen Æ. Green; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2798) for the relief of 
Spurk & Spier ; f 

A bill (H. R. No. 2794) for the relief of 
Christopher Green and Hugh ©. Trainor; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2795) for the relief of 
George F. Tracy, postmaster at Bridgeport, 
Connecticut 5 

A bill (H. R. No. 2802) for the relief of 
Charles Richards ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2808) for the relief of 
Samuel S. Potter ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2804) for the relief of 
Joseph Dawson ; 

A bill (A. R. No. 2805) for the relief of J. 
T. Newcomer; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2806) for the relief of 
kichard T. Morsell, of Washington, District 
of Columbia; ‘ f 

A bill (H. R.. No. 2807) for the relief of 
Robert B. Williamson; and 

A bill (I. R. No. 2808) for the relief of 
Robert Brigham, late postmaster at Franklin, 
Pennsylvania. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to put a little bill of six lines, to bury 
a soldier in a national cemetery, on its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- | 
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ator from Massachusetts asks unanimons con: 


sent to pass a bill, The Chair will request the 
Secretary. to read the order adopted by the 
Senate in reference to the session this evening. 
- Mr: WILSON. . If there is any objection to 
it, I will not press it. E 
The Chief Člerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That on Monday next, at twelve o'clock, 
Senate bill No. 656, to extend the provisions of the 
fourth section of the act approved April 20, 1871, be 
resumed to the exclusion of all other business, and 
that it be continued, subject to recess. and adjourn- 
mont, until disposed of before adjournment on Tues- 

ay. | i i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
order of the Senate. What is the pleasure of 
the Senate ? i 

“Mr. WILSON. I suppose that by unani- 
mous consent the bill might be taken up. If 
not, I will not. press it; but if it can be, I 
should like to put it on its passage. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I would not 
object to this, but if this is allowed to come 
in, of course other cases will come in. - 

Mr. WILSON. I will not press it. ` 

j TAX AND TARIFF BILL, 


A message from- the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. CurnrtoN Lioyp, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports, 
and to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


EXTENSION OF KU KLUX ACT. 


The Senaie, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
656) to extend the provisions of the fourth 
section of the act approved April 20, 1871. 

Mr. OSBORN. Being out of the Chamber 
for a little while this afternoon, I was informed 
by my colleague on returning to my seat that 
the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Buatr,] who 
was speaking at the time, had made the state- 
ment that the debt of Florida had been in- 
creased from a few hundred thousand dollars 
to $15,000,000 during the last few years. That 
being the case, and assuming that the Senator 
so stated upon my colleague's statement, I 
desire to say a few words in relation to the 
actual indebtedness of the State. 

On the 26th of April, 1872, the Lieutenant 
Governor of Florida, in charge of the executive 
office of the State, in his message to the Legis- 
lature made the following statement of the debt 
of the State as furnished to him by Robert H. 
Gamble, comptroller: 

Seven per cent. bonds of 1857... esere eases 164,000 00 
Hight per cent. convention bonds of 1868... . 30,000 00 
Six per cent. bonds of 1868-69, sold............... 79,000 00 
Six per cent. bonds of 1868 (four bundred) 
hypothecated to’ L. P. Bayne and New 
York Warehouse and Security Company 


350,000 00 
Bond of 1866, internal improvement fund, 21,000 00 


747,322 16 


Seven per cent. bonds of 1871 


Less bonds of 1857 due Indian trust fund 
of the United States, against whom 
recognized claims of the State of Florida 
make a balance in favor of the State...... 132,000 00 


Total of bonded debt proper.........sssees $615,322 16 


The following indebtedness is due by the State to 
its own seminary and school funds for moneys taken 
from those funds during the war and used for public 
expenditures. It is not properly to be included in 
the public debt except in taxation for the interest: 
Schoo! fund in State bonds of 1856, 1857, 1861, 1863, 

and 18670... .cererccones secsntserstesetereesensenecseren $190,652 63 
Seminary funds in State bonds of 1856, 7 

1857, 1861, and 1863... cscsesecceesenerseeeee 71,202 45 


1100262,045 08 


Interest account. 
The comptroller reported at the last session the in- 
terest on the school and seminary debt paid to 
July 1, 1871, and remaining due on the general 
bonded debt to January 1, 1872.............8157,606 09 
Add principal of bonded debt proper...... 615,322 16 


Total principal-and acerued interest..$772,923 25 


lines. 


. .— -Floating debt. 
Quistanding greenback warrants.,. 


Outstanding tax-paying warranis,. é OC 
Outstanding non-tax-paying warra 93,569 69 
< Total floating debt.. briser tadors inss 168,569 69 
Total bonded debt. and interest....... a» 772,928: 25 
Entire State debt... sur $$933,407 94 


` Now, deducting the bonds belonging to the 
school fund and held by the State of $262,045.08 
from the entire debt of the State of $938,497 94, 
we baye out standing, all told, $671,452 86. 
That there may. be. no misunderstanding in 
the matter or an assumption that this state- 
ment is partisan or made for partisan ends, I 
will state thatthe Governor is a Republican 
while the comptroller is a strict Democrat 
and in no political sympathy with the party in 
ower. ee ‘ : 

The State, by legislative action, became in- 
dorser to the extent of. $16,000 per mile ‘for 
about two hundred and. twenty-five miles: of 
railroad now completed, on. which the, indorse- 
ment is about thirty-six, hundred thousand 
dollars. The State, by virtue of a. prior lien 
to this indorsement, has in addition about half 
a million dollars ofinterest or security, on this 
road. This road is well built, well stocked, and 
paying. The State security carrics with it a 
first mortgage lien, and the property is in 
every way equal to the liability of the State 

or it. . F j 

Thus I bave given the debt of the State 
of Florida asit stands to-day, į. e., outstand- 
ing, $671,452 86; bonds belonging to the 
school fund and held by the State itself, 
$262,045 08; indorsement of the Jackson- 
ville, Pensacola, and Mobile railroad, $16,000 
per mile, $8,600,000. The State owns more 
than ten million acres of land, and. holds in 
various ‘securities several hundred “thousand 
dollars, but the exact amount of which I do 
not now remember, thus leaving the State 
debt as it stands at $671,452 86, that being 
the debt of the State to-day. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
still open to amendment. If no amendment 
be offered, it will be reported to the Senate. | 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. There are 
several gentlemen who. desire to address the 
Senate. ; ee 

Mr. VICKERS. They are not here. ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, They ought 
to be here, We have no quorum present-now, 
and rather than have the bill reported to the 
Senate now I shall insist on a count of the 
Senate, 

Mr. PATTERSON. As there seems to. be 
no disposition to go on with this bill, there is 
a little bill that I should like to take up in the 
interim, 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... The Sen- 
ator from Vermont on the left of the Chair 
objects to any business being done except what 
is regularly before the Senate, Does he with- 
Craw his objection ? : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I merely 
objected to the bill of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts because the order absolutely pro- 
hibits. any other business being done, and: if 
we should yield to one we ought to yield to 
all. I think we ought not to violate the rule, 

Mr. PATTERSON. There seems to bea 
lull, and no one ready to make a speech, and 
I should like to take up a little bill of a few 


Mr. MORTON. I see the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Vickers] has a book in his 
hand, and probably he is ready to go on. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. My col: 
league desires to make a few remarks. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from. New Hampshire asks unanimous con: 
sent td take up abill. 

Mr. SPENCER. TI object. It is contrary 
to the order adopted by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Alabama objects, : 
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Mr. SCOTT. - I will state that it was because 
of the number of Senators who siguified their 
desire to speak on this, bill that I moved a 
recess, so that they might have thé opportunity 
this evening. If, however, there are none 
who desire. to speak, and there is a quorum 
present, we may as well-dispose of the bill. 
= Mr. MOR‘LON. -I-hope so: Our friends 
on the other side are very anxious to adjourn, 

Mr. VICKERS. In order’ to ascertain 
whether we have a quorum or not I move that 
the Senate adjourn. ` 

Mr. PATTERSON. I- hope the Senator 
will: withdraw that, and let me call up this 
little biH. 

Mr. VICKERS. Iwill with pleasure. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move to take up 
Senate bill No. 978. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the motion of the Senator from 


New Hampshire? 
What is the bill? 


Mr. MORTON. 

Mr, PATTERSON. It is a bill reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, pro- 
viding for the payment of certain bounties to 


New Hampshire soldiers, I will explain the 


matter as soon as it is taken up. 

Mr. NYE. I have not the least objection 
to'this if we are going to let others have the 
same chance, 

` Mr. PATTERSON. There are only a dozen 
lines in the bill. 

Mr. NYE. But others may have bills of the 
same sort, and all ought to have an equal 
chance. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let us take turns. Let 
me have the first one, and then you can have 


the rest. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. NYE. It will be yours to break the 


rule then, 
i Mr. PATTERSON. 
ill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
think the Senator from New Hampshire can 
have understood exactly the terms of the rule 
adopted by the Senate. I ask to have it 


read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Sec- 
retary will report the rule adopted by the 
Senate, 

The Cure Creek, The following order was 
adopted on the 17th of May: 

Ordered, That on Monday noxt, at twelve o’elock, 
Senate bill: No, 656, to extend the provisions of the 
fourth seotion of the act approved April 20, 1871, be 
resumed to the exclusion of all other business, and 
that it be continued, subject to recess and adjourn- 
mont, until it be disposed of before adjournment on 
Tuesday. 

Mr. MORTON. I see the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. ALCORN,] who I think designs 
to speak on the bill has come in, and prob- 
ably be is ready to go on. 

Mr. VICKERS. I hope the Senator from 
New Hampshire will have an opportunity to 
pass his bill. it will take but a moment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not wish to inter- 
rupt business if gentlemen are ready to go on. 
It will take but a few moments to pass this 
bill. ‘There are only ten lines in it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
‘from Vermont has objected. If the Senator 
withdraws his objection the Chair will put the 
question to the Senate. If there is no objec- 
tion to the consideration of the motion—— 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to say that I have 
no objection to this bill, bat I shall object to 
this and all others, unless all Senators have 
au equal opportunity to present bills. If it 
be understood that we are to go on with busi- 
ness if this bill is laid aside, I have no objec- 
tion; but without such an understanding | 
do object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. ALcorn] is dis- 
posed to take the floor on the pending bill, 
aud the Chair recognizes him. 


I move to take up the 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representa- | 
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tives, by Mr. CLINTON Lioyn, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: - 

A bill (H. R. No. 2286) for the relief of 
John Colter; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2800) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint-one 
or more commissioners to represent the 
Government. of the United States at the inter- 
national exposition of agricultual and industry 
and fine arts, to be held at Vienna ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2852) for the relief of 


James A. McCulloh, late collector of the fifth 


district of Missouri. 

The message also announced thatthe House 
had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses on the bill (S. No. 468) to regulate 


criminal practice in the Federal courts. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
rolls: 

A bill (S. No. 105) for the relief of J. Mil- 
ton Best; 

A bill (S. No. 199) for the relief of L. Mer- 
chant & Co.; 

A bill (S. No. 827) to establish the collec- 
tion district of Duluth, and ‘to create St. 
Paul, in the collection district of Minnesota, a 
port of delivery; 

A bill (S. No. 518) for the relief of William 
Nixon, of West Virginia ; 

. A bill (8. No. 554) for the relief of James 
F. Joy; 

A bill (S. No. 674) for the relief of William 
Blanchard ; 

A bill (S. No. 691) giving the assent of 
Congress to the subscription of the District of 
Columbia to the stock of the Piedmont and 
Potomac Railroad Company; and 

A bill (S. No. 895) for the relief of Milo 
Pratt. 

EXTENSION OF KU KLUX ACT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 
No. 626) to extend the provisions of the fourth 
section of the act approved April 20, 1871, is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. : 

Mr. ALCORN addressed the Senate. [His 
remarks will be published in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. BAYARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. AMES. Will the Senator give way to 
me fora few moments? 

Mr. BAYARD. For what purpose ? 

Mr. AMES. To reply to my colleague. 

_ Mr. BAYARD. I yield for the time be- 
ing. 

Sir. AMES. Mr. President 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi having the floor, I think we had bet- 
ter adjourn, if he is willing. 

Mr. AMES. I shall occupy but a few 
moments, 

Mr. POMEROY. Very well. 

Mr. AMES then addressed the Senate. [His 
speech will appear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Delaware is entitled to the floor. Does 
he yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALCORN. 1 should like to make a 
brief reply. Several Senators suggest to me 
that the hour is late, and if [ can have the 
floor in the morning for a short time I will 
give way now. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senator from 
Mississippi to give way to enable me to move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALCORN. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that the Senate 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and (at eleven 
o'clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned, | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 20, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burien, 
D. D 


The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 
first business in order during the morning hour 
isthe calling of the States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
for reference to their appropriate committees, 
not to be brought back into the House by 
motionsto reconsider. Under this call memo- 
rials and resolutions of State and territorial 
Legislatures may be presented for printing and 
reference. The morning hour now begins, at 
twenty minutes after eleven o’clock a. m. 

Mr. SNAPP. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. - What is the question? 

Mr. SNAPP. It is a resolution which I 
should like to have read. 

The SPEAKER. Is it in relation to swear- 
ing a member in? 

Mr. SNAPP. Itis not, but a resolution for 
final adjournment, : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not rec- 


ognize it. 


SEA LARK. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2809) to allow the name of the schooner Ben- 
jamin to be changed to Sea Lark; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


RAILROAD AND TRANSPORTATION ACCOUNTS, 


Mr. BELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2810) providing for the adjustment of the ac~ 
counts of certain railroad and transportation 
companies; which was read a first-and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. ‘ 


ANSONIA SOLDIER'S MONUMENT. 
Mr. KELLOGG introduced a joint resolu- 
lution (H. R. No. 158) donating four con- 
demned bronze cannon for a soldier’s monu- 


ment at Ansonia, Connecticut; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
ADAM WARTHMAN. 


` Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2811) for the relief of Adam Warthman ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 

DAVID ARENS. 


Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2812) granting a pension to the minor children 
of David Arens, late private company E, eighty- 
first regiment Pennsylvania volunteers, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM P. FLOYD, OF VIRGINIA. 


Mr. STOWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2818) to remove all legal disabilities imposed 
by the third section of the fourteenth article 
of amendments to the Constitution from Wil- 
liam P. Floyd, of Patrick county, Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MARY HORTON, 


Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2814) granting a pension to Mary Horton, of 
Franklin county, Alabama; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
| printed. . 
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RENEAU FEMALE UNIVERSITY, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2815) to endow Reneau Female 
University and five normal schools in the State 
of Mississippi; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, and, with the accompany- 
ing memorial, ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. BARRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2816) for the removal of political disabilities, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF THE TECHE. 


Mr. DARRALL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2817) to define the limits of the collection 
district of the Teche, in the State of Louisiana, 
and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 


tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
SALLY CLARK. . 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2818) for the relief of Sally Clark, widow 
of Joseph L., Clark, deceased, a soldier of the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions and War of 1812, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WESTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. ae) to fix the times and places of 
holding the United States courts for the west- 
ern district of Arkansas; which was read a 
first time. 

Mr. HANKS, 
read at length. | 

The bill was read the second time at length, 
and was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


L. T. KAUTZ. 


Mr. SMITH, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2820) for the relief of L. T. Kautz, 
postmaster at Larana, Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


D. 0. TREMETT. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2821) for the relief of D. O. 
Tremett, late an adjutant of the first brigade 
Tennessee volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LAGRANGE COLLEGE, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. VAUGHAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2822) to reimburse Lagrange College, in 
the State of Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, and, with the accompanying 
papers and evidence, referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AGENCY FOR CREEK INDIANS. 


Mr. SHANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2823) relocating the United States agency for 
the Creek tribe of Indians, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indians Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CORRECTION OF ARMY OFFICER'S RECORD. 


Mr. HAVENS introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 154) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to correct an Army officer’s record ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. i 

HENRY H. STAFFORD. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2824) for the relief of Henry H. Staf- 
ford, late receiver of publie moneys at Mar- 
quette, Michigan; which was read: a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to: be printed. 
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I ask that the bill may be 


ROBERT H. WATTS. 


Mr. WALLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2825) for the relief of Robert H. Watts, a citi- 
zen of the State of Florida; which-was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND MEXICO CANAL. 

Mr. HERNDON introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 155) for the survey and con- 
struction of a steamboat canal from the Mis- 
sissippi river to the republic of Mexico, by an 
interior line connecting by a common channel 
the Mississippi river and its tributaries with all 
the navigable waters west thereof to Mexico; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed, 


MRS. HARRIET R. ALSBURY. 


Mr. GIDDINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2826) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet R. 
Alsbury; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REAR ADMIRAL THOMAS TURNER. 

Mr. MeCRARY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2827) for the relief of Rear Admiral 
Thomas Turner ; which was read-a first and 
second time, referred to ‘the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHTS OF CITIZENS. 


Mr. HOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 2828) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to amend an act approved May 31, 1870, enti- 
tled ‘An act to enforce the right of citizens of 
the United States to vote in the several States 
of this Union, and for other purposes;’” 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEONIDAS HASKELL. 


Mr. COGHLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2829) for the relief of Leonidas Has- 
kell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


OFFICERS AND CREW OF THE KEARSARGE. 


Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2830) to extend the provisions of the act 
for the relief of the officers and crew of the 
steamer Kearsarge; which was read a first 
and second timè, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGISLATION IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington, intro- 
duced a bill (H; R. No. 2881) to disapprove 
certain legislation in Washington Territory 
relating to property as affected by marriage; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF CIVIL RIGHTS. 


The SPEAKER. The States and Territo- 
ries having been called for bills on leave and 
joint resclutions, they will next be called for 
resolutions, and the pending bill under this 
call is the bill (H. R. No. 1647) supplemental 
to an act entitled ‘‘An act to protect all citi- 
zens of the United States in their civil rights, 
and to furnish the means for their vindica- 
tion,” introduced by the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Frye.] . The bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, and pend- 
ing a demand for the previous question on the 
passage of the bill, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. ELDREDGE] moved to lay the bill 
upon the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet to- 
morrow at ten o'clock. ; 

The SPEAKER... That motion is. not in 
order because it suspends the rules, as the 


meeting of the House is fixed for eleven 


o'clock, and a motion to suspend: the rules 
is not in order until the motning“kour has 
expired. EET eee 

The question was put upon Mr. Houmay’s 
motion ; and there were ayes 51, noes 73. * 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for tellers. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suggest that 
by common consent the civil rights bill be 
allowed to go over so that we may go on with 
business. It is only a waste of time to con- 
‘tinue these proceedings. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that. 


by unanimous consent the morning hour may 
be considered as terminated now. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I will not consent to 
that unless this bill be taken out of the morn- 
inghour. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House are responsible for this difficulty and 
delay of business. : 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and 
Mr. Hae were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 50, noes 74, 

Mr. HOLMAN. IJ call for the yeas and nays. 


` 


The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

Mr. BECK. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednes- 
day next. 

The question was put ; and there were—ayes 
54, noes 75. 

Mr. BECK. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Beck and 
Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 22, noes 102. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 28, nays 172, not voting 
39; as follows: ; 


YEAS~—Messrs. Beck, Bird, James Q. Blair, Con- 
ner, Crossland, Davis, Duke, Eldredge, Henry D. 
Foster, Giddings, Haldeman, Handley, Hanks, Hol- 
man, Lewis, McNeely, Merrick, Niblack, Read, 
John M. Rice, Robinson, Stevens. Storm, Terry, 
Warren, Winchester, Wood, and Young—28. 

NAYS5—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Ames, Arthur, 
Averill, Banks, Barber, Barnum, Barry, Beatty, 
Bell, Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, Austin Blair, Brax- 
ton, Bright, Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, 
Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Cox, Grebs, Darrall, 
Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Duell, Dunnell, 
Hames, Elliott, Ely, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Forker, 
Charles Foster, Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Golla- 
day, Griffith, Hale, Halsey, Hancock, Harmer, 
Harper, George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Havens, 
Hawley, Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. 
Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hoar, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kelley; Kellogg, Kendail, Kerr, 
Killinger, King, Lamison, Lansing, Leach, Lowe, 
Lynch, Manson, Marshall,, Maynard, McClelland, 
McCormick, McCrary, McGrew, MeHenry, McIn- 
tyre, McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Benja- 
min F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morey, Morphis, Leonard 
Myers, Negicy, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac 
C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Peters, Poland, 
Potter, Price, Rainey, Randall, Edward. ¥ Rice, 
Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Rusk, Sar- 
gent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shoemaker, 
Slater, Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, John A. 
Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Stoughton, 
Stowell, Strong, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, Taffe, 
Thomas, Turner, Tuthill, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, 
Van Trump, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, 
Wallace, Walls, Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley, Whit- 
thorne, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Williams 
of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T, 
Wilson—172. 

NOL VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Archer, Bever- 
idge, Boles, Coghlan, Creely, Critgher, Crocker, De 

arge, Du Bose, Farnsworth, Wilder’ D. Foster, 
Goodrich, Hambleton, Hill, Ketcham, Kinsella, 
Lamport, McKinney, Monroe, Moore, Morgan, 
Hosea W. Parker, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Platt, 
Porter, Prindle, Ritchie, Rogers, Roosevelt, Shober, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, St. John, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington ‘Townsend, ‘Vayghan, and 
Voorhees—239, 


So the motion of Mr. Beck was notagreed to. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. MAYNARD said: I am paired. on all 
questions with Mr. Kerr, of Indiana. On 
this question I suppose he would vote in the 
afirmative; [ would vote in the negative. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, Iam 
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paired with Mr. Rrronie, of Maryland, who if 
present would vote ‘ay,’ aud I wouid vote 
ho”? 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A-message from tbe Senate, by Mr. GORHAM., 
its. Secretary, informed the House that the 
Senate bad passed, without amendmenis, bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

A. bill (LL. R- No. 1210) granting a pension 
to Nathan: Morgan; 

A bill (HL. R. No. 2402) granting a pension 
to Martha A. Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2404) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth O. Neiie; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2406) granting a pension 
to Margaret Riley. 

The message further announced that the 
Senute had insisted upon its amendments to 
House bill No..1552, in relation to the con- 
struction of a new jail for the Distriet of Co- 
lumbia, had agreed to the conference usked 
by the House upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed, 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate, Mr. 
Sumner, Mr. Sawyer, and Mr, Vickers. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested, 
a bill of the House of the following tide: 

_ A bill (H. R. No. 1541) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 
ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
expired. ‘The question recurs upon the motion 
of thegentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hormax, ] 
that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw that motion. 

DEBATRE ON TARIFF AND TAX BILL, 


Mr. DAWES. I offer the resolution which 
I send to the Cierk’s desk. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That tho rules be so far suspended that 
‘when the Louse ehall again go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union upon tae sub- 
Blitute tor the Mouse bill No. 2822, one hour of five 
miuutes’ general debate on the sections of said bill 
pertaining to internal revenueshall be in order, 


Mr. DAWES. 1 will state that L offer this 
resolution under instructions from the Com- 
mitiee. of Ways and Means. I do not desire 
to occupy any portion of this hour myself. so 
far us J am concerned, I am willing to submit 
tothe judgment of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does this resolution im- 
puir the right of amendment? 

Mr. DAWES. Ir does not. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state the 
effect of the resolution. Jf adopted, it will 
give one hour of general debate under the five- 
minutes rule; that is, a gentleman who takes 
the floor for five minutes will not be obliged to 
Move an amendment to make his remarks in 
order. The power to amend is left unrestricted. 

Mr. GARELELD, of Ohio. Does the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means propose to recom- 
meud any substantial change in the text of 
the bill? 

Mr. DAWES. The committee are substan- 
tially agreed upon the text of the bill; there 
are some slight amendments that some of the 
nienibers desire to offer. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. - If the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means.are substantially agreed 
upon the text of the bill, I bope the House 
wil not, forthe mere purpose of debate, again 


open. the doors to. the storm and tempest of | 


discussion, 

Mr. DiCKEY. I bope the Committee of 
Ways and Means will agree to allow other 
members to taik about what members of the 
committee may so well understand. 

Mr. BECK, in answer to the question of 
the gentleman from Obio, (Mr. GARFIELD,] I 
desire to say that the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue laid before us several very important 
amendinents that the House can hardiy under- 
stuud without some discussion. 


Hi 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. _ I understood 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Dawes] to say that there was no 
important amendment or variation of the text 
of the billin contemplation by the committee. 
If that is so, it seems to me that it would be 
idle to again open debate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. As only one hour 
is proposed for debate, it seems to me that will 
not open avery wide door for discussion. One 
hour’s discussion under the five-minutes rule 
would be of very great. assistance to members 
in understanding the bill, and 1 think we had 
better have it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Onronly hope 
of passing a tariff bill is in getting some meas- 
ure on the subject sent to the Senate; and for 
one I would prefer that the rules should be 
suspended, and the bill as it stands passed. 
That could be done by one vote; and the Sen- 
ate, having that bill before them, could send 
back whatever they may wish. Thus we would 
get nearer toan agreementapon the tariff than 
in any other way. [ would like to take the 
sense of the House on the question of suspend- 
ing the rules and passing the tariff bill as it 
now stands. 

Mr. RANDALL. 

The SPEAKER. Ir is not. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I object to it. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Dawes, to suspeud the rules and order that 
one hour’s debate under the five-miuutes rule 
be allowed upon the tariff and tax bill in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, there were—ayes 107, 
noes 86. ; 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
moton was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. Iam beset on all sides 
by gentlemen to give way to them fora few 
moments for matiers that will not cause de- 
bate. 1 do not know what I can do, except to 
more immediately to go into Committee of the 

hole. 


Is this debate in order? 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DICKEY. I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No. 1541) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending June 
80, 1873, and for other purposes, be taken 
from the Speaker's table, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

There being no objection, it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. DAWES. I have decided to yield for 
a few moments to propositions which may be 
agreed to by unanimous consent and will cause 
no debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first recog- 
nize geutlemen who wish to introduce bilis and 
were not in their seats when their States were 
called. Gentlemen will please not seek the 
floor at present for any other purpose. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS, 


_ Mr. SNAPP. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion, and offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, Thatthe Committee of Ways and Means 
are hereby instructed to forthwith report to this 
Huuse the Senate resolution fixing the time of ad- 
{aes ment ofthis Congress on tho 20th day of May, 


The SPEAKER. This resolution is not 
privileged. Gentlemen who have bills to intro- 
duce will present them. 

Mr. SNAPP. Iask that thisresolution may 
be put upon its passage, and 1 move to suspeud 
the rules. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not recog- 
nize the gentleman for that purpose. The gen- 
tleman has no right to claim the floor on a 
motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. SNAPP. lask to. have that resolution 
put upon its passage. + 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of. the 
Committee of Ways and. Meansis entitled—- 


Mr. SNAPP.. Will not the Chair recognize 
me fora moment? I ask that this resolution 
be put upon ‘its passage, and for that purpose [ 
move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman will 
observe that he only obtained the floor by 
claiming it upon a privileged question, whica 
the Chair was bound to recognize. 

Mr. SNAPP. But I offer the resolution 
now under another rule, 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman has 
not the foor. 

Mr. SNAPP. 
{ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. Fifty other gentlemen 


I am standing here, sir, 


are in precisely the same attitude, [Lauyh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. SNAPP. Will not the Speaker recog- 
niz E 


e me? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to 
recognize the gentleman. ‘The chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means is entitled 
to recognition on the public business, 

Mr. SNAPP. Will not the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means give way 


to me? 

Mr. DAWES. I cannot yield except for 
requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. SNAPP. You never yielded to me in 
your life. [QLanghter.] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ti- 
nois [Mr. Sxapp] will please suspend. Le is 
not entitled to the floor. Those gentlemen 
who were not in their seats during the call of 
States, and who have bills and resolutions to 
introduce, will first be reroguized. 

Mr. SNAPP. Ihave notasked the Speaker 
for any privilege during this session. 

The SPEAKER. It isa very large priv- 
ilege for the gentleman to claim the right to 
adjourn Congress in this way. [Laughter,] 


REAL ESTATE SOLD FOR TAXES. 


Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R: No. 2882) to secure 
title to real estate sold for taxes by the cor- 
porate authorities of the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee forthe District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


THRER MONTUS VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2884) to pay the three months’ volun- 
teers $100 bounty; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON GAS-LIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2883) to increase the capital stock and 
extend the works ofthe Washington Gas Light 
Company: which was read a first and secoad 
time, referred to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES D WILLOUGIIBY. 


Mr. WALDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. ` 
2835) for the reiief of James D. Willoughby, 
of Vineland, New Jersey ; which was read a 
firstaud second time, referred to the Committee 
on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


DESTROYED BONDS. 


On motion of Mr. MAYNARD, by unani- 
mous consent, the amendments of the Sena‘e to 
a bill (H. R. No. 2525) for the issue of bonds 
in lieu of destroyed or defaced bonds of the 
United States, were taken from the Speaker's 
table, referred to ihe Commitee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE F. TOWNS, OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr, WALLACE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2836) to remove political disabilities rom 
George F. Towns, of Greenvitle, South Caro- 
lina; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to tbe Commitiee ou ‘the Judiciary, 


and ordered to be printed. 


1872. 


LEONARD N. HOHNBURG. 


Mr. LOWE introduced a bill (H: R. No. 
2837) for the relief of Leonard N. Hohnburg, 
late first lieutenant in the first Illinois cav- 
alry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE OVER DETROIT RIVER. 


Mr. STOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2888) to authorize the construction of a 
railroad bridge across the west channel of the 
Detroit river at Grosse Isle; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JOIN C. LEMON, 


Mr. DUELL introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 156) referring tothe Court of Claims 
tbe claim of John C. Lemon, late colonel tenth 
regiment New York cavalry ; which was read 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on theJudiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NATIONAL UNIVERSITY, 


Mr. PERCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2839) to establish a national university ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Commitee on Education and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SERGEANT+AT-ARMS ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, reported back a letter from the Clerk of 
the House, inclosing certain accounts of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms fur payment of witnesses’ 
fees and service of subpenas, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL, RIGHTS BILL. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2840) to establish equality of 
rights in citizens of the United Srates ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
PERRY BROYLES. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2841) for the relief of Perry 
Broyles; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. TAYLOR. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2842) for the reliefof George 
W. Taylor, late postmaster of Winchester, 
Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


W. T. SIMMS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2843) for the relief of W. 
T. Simms; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JAMES B, TREADWELL. 


Mr. B. F. MEYERS, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 2844) for the 
relief of James B. Treadwell; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SEA-BOARD AND ROANOKE RAILROAD. 


Mr. KERR, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2845) for the relief 
of the Sea-board and Roanoke Railroad Com- 
pany; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. KERR also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2846) to. declare 
the sense of an act entitled ‘‘ Anact to réstrict 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and to 
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provide for the payment of certain demands 
for quartermasters’ stores and subsistence sup- 
lies furnished to the Army of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 


ORANGE, ALEXANDRIA, BTC., RAILROAD. 


Mr. BRAXTON, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a-bill (H. R. No. 2847) to author- 
ize the Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas 
Railroad Company to run trains and transport 
freights and passengers within the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second 


| time, referred to the Committee for the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
NATIONAL BANK OF ANNAPOLIS. 


Mr. SWANN, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2848) authorizing 
the First National Bank of Annapolis to 


| change its location and name; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GETZ. I ask unanimous consent to 
report back from the Committee on Pnblie 
Buildings and Grounds, with a view to its 
being put upon its passage, the bill (H. R. 
No. 1947) authorizing the construction of a 
public building at Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
for the use of the post office and United 
States courts in said city. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DAWES. I decline to yield for that 
bill unless it can be passed by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. GETZ. I move that.the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that the 
bill be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has not yielded 
the floor for a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. RANDALL, I desire to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. How can we get the floor 
for a motion to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen can get the 
floor for that purpose if the House does not 
agree to suspend the rules to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the tariff bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 
unanimous consent to offer the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] yields for that 
purpose, the regular order will be the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
GETZ] to suspend the rules. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not yield for that unless 
the gentleman’s bill can be disposed of with- 
out calling the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GETZ. I am willing that we should 
try it without calling the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I demand that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
shall go on with his motion for going into 
Committee of the Whole, or that he yield the 
floor. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has agreed that 
if the yeas and nays are not called he will 
yield for the bill in the handsof my colleague, 
(Mr. Gerz.] 

The SPEAKER. If it is understood that 
the yeas and nays will not be called, the Chair 
will submit the question on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. GETZ. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If that question is 
submitted I shall insist also on my right to 
move to suspend the rules.” 

Mr. DAWES. Then I insist on my motion. 


I demand the 


Mr. HOLMAN. -Irise to måke a parlia: 
mentary inquiry, and itis this: ifthe motion - 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts he vot 
down, will it be in order to move to ‘discharge 
the Committee of Ways arid Means from the 
further consideration of the resolution ia‘re- 

‘lation tothe adjournment of Congress, and 
bring it before the House for action? ; 

The SPEAKER. ‘Any motion to: suspend 
the rules will bein order if the morion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts be voted down. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I hope it will be 
voted down. ` 

Mr. DAWES. J hope we shall go into the 
Committee of the Whole and dispose of the 
tariff and tax bill. 

The question was put on Mr. Dawes’s motion; 
and there ware—ayes 61, noes 78. 

Mr. DAWES called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 73, nays 122, not voting 
44; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Beck, Bigby, Bingham, Brooks, Buck- 
ley, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Conger, Cotton, 
Darrall, Dawes,Duell, Eames, Farvsworth, Farwell, 
Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Frye, Garfield,’ Hale, 
Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hoar; Holman, 
Kellogg, Killinger, Lowe, Lynch, McGrew, McKee, 
! Merriam, Moore, Morey, Morphis, Palmer, Isaac C. 
| Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron E, Perry, Poters, 
| Poland, Prindle, Ellis H. Roberts, Sargent. Sawyer, 
Scofield, Seeley, Shanks, Shetlabarger, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stevenson, Taffe, Washington Town- 
send, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, 
Waldron, Wallace, Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, 
and Williams of New York—73. 

NAYS—Mesars. Acker, Arthur, Barnum, Bell, 
Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Rodrick R. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, 
Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, 
Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Davis, Dickey, Don- 
nan, Dox, Duke, Dunvell, Eliott, Ely, Forker, 
Henry D. Foster; Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golia- 
day, Griffith, Haldeman, Halsey, Hancock, Hand- 
ley, Hanks, Harmer, Harper, George B. Harris, Jobn 

Harris, Havens, Jobn W. Hazclton, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Houghton, Kelley, Kendati, 
King, Lamigon, Lamport, Leach, Lewis, Manson, 
Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, MeCrary, Me- 
Hevry, Melntyre, McJunkin, Mercur, Merrick, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morgan, Leonard 
Myers, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, 
Eli Perry, Potter, Price, Rainey, Randall, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, 
Rogers, Sessions, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoemaker, 
Slater, Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith. Jobn A. 
Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Stevens, Storm, Stoughton, Strong. Sutherland, 
Swann, Terry, ‘Turner, Tuthill, Van Trump, 
Vaughan, Walls, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Wil- 
liams of Indiana, Jeremiah M., Wilson, John T. 
Wilson, Winchester, Young, and Wood—122. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Beveridge, Austin Blair, Boles, Benjamin E. But- 
Jer, Creely, Crocker, De Large, Du Bose, Widredge, 
Wilder D. Foster Goodrich, Hambleton, Hays, 
Hooper, Kerr, Ketcham, Kinsella, Lansing, May- 
nard, McKinney, McNeely, Monroe, Negley, Orr, 
Perce, Piatt, Porter, Ritchie, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Rusk, Shober, Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, 
Stowell, St. John, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight, Town- 
send, Voorhees, and Waddeil—4. : 


So Mr. Dawzs’s motion. was disagreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT ÖF CONGRESS. 


Mr. SNAPP. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended and the following resolution adopted: 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee of Ways and Means 
are hereby instructed to forthwith report to this 
House the Senate resolution fixing the time of 
adjournment of this Congress on the 29th day of 
May, 1872, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. Syarr were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 111, noes 64. 

Mr. RANDALL called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 129, nays 82, not voting 28; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Barnum, Beck, Beil, Biggs, Bird, Austin 
Blair, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Burchard, 
Caldwell, Carroll, Clarke, Coghlan, Conner, Cox, 
! Crebs, Criteher, Crossland. Davis, Dickey, Donnan, 
| Dox, Duell, Duke, Hidredge, Ely. Farnsworth, 
Forker, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. Fostor, Garfield, 
Garrett, Getz. Giddings, Golladay. Griffith, Halde- 
man, Hale, Halsey, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
Harmer, Harper, Jobn T. Harris, Havens, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Houghton, Kendall, 
1 Kerr, Killinger, King, Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, 
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Leach, Lewis; Manson, Marshall, McClelland, Me- 
Cormick, McCrary, McHenry, Melntyre, McJunkin, 
McKinney, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, 
Packer, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Eli Perry, Pot- 
ter, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. 
Rice,. Robinson, Rogers, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, 
Sherwood, Shoemaker, Slater, Sloss, Snapp, 


Milton Speer, Starkweather; Stevens, Storm, Strong, ` 


Sutherland, Swann, Tafe, Terry, Washington Town- 
send, Tuthill, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Waddell, Wakeman, Waldron, Warren, W ells, Whit- 
thorne, Willard, Williams of New York, John T. 
Wilson. Winchester, Wood, and Young—129. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Bigby, Bingham, Buckley, Bufiinton, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Coburn, Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Darrall, Dawes, 
Dunneli, Eames, Elliott, Farwell, Finkelnbureg, 
Charles Foster, Frye, George E. Harris, Hawley, 
Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, 
Lowe, Lynch, McGrew, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, 
Moore, Morey, Orr, Packard, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Poland, 
Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, 
Sessions, Shanks, Shellabarger, H. Boardman Smith, 
John A. Smith, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Stoughton, Stowell, Thomas, Turner, Twichell, 
Tyner, Upson, Walden, Wallace, Walls, Wheeler, 
hiteley, Williams of Indiana, and Jeremiah M. 


Wilson—82. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Beveridge, Boles, Brooks, 
Campbell, Cobb, Creely, Crocker, De Large, Du Bose, 
Goodrich, Hambleton, Kinsella, Maynard, McNeely, 
Monroe, Piatt, Porter, Prindle, Ritchie, William R. 
Roberts, Roosevelt, Shober, Slocum, Worthington 
©. Smith, Snyder, St. John, Sypher, and Dwight 
Townsend—28. 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rulea were not suspended. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. Ioffer the following resolu- 
tion: i 

Resolved, That the rules be sọ suspended that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from tho 
furthor consideration of the substitute for the 
House bill No. 2322, being a bill to reduce duties on 
imports, and to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes, and that the same, asit has been amended 
in Committee of the Whole, do pass. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Would it be in 
order to say that as soon as this resolution passes 
the adjournment resolution will pass? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; it will not. 

Mr. DAWES. Itis notin order tosay any- 
thing. : 

The question was upon adopting the resolu- 
tion offered by Mr. Dawns. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. EvorepGe were appointed. 

Mr. LYNCH. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Does the passage of this 
resolution pass the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It passes the bill ag it 
has been amended in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

‘The House divided ; and the tellers reported 
that there were-~ayes 123, noes 40. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. SARGENT called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and nays, and there were twenty-eight in 
the affirmative. 

Before the noes were counted, 

. Mr. SARGENT called for tellers on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. 

‘Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. SARGENT and 
Mr. Dawes were appointed.. 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry before the House divides upon this 
motion. What portion of the bill No. 2322 
will this resolation if adopted pass? 

The SPEAKER. The whole bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. The internal and external 
revenue tax parts of this bill? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, the whole bill. 

‘The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 47, noes 124. 

So (one fifth voting in the affirmative,) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question, was then taken; and there 
were—ayes 149, nays 61, not voting 29; as 
follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Banks, Barnum 
Beck, Bell, Bigby, Biggs, Bird, James G.. Blair, 
- Braxton, Bright, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, 


Burdett, Benjumin F. Batler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Caldwell, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Comingo, Conner, 


H 


Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Darrall, | 
Davis, Dawes, Donnan, Duke, Dunnell, Ely, Farns- 
worth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Forker. Charles Fos- 
ter, Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Giddings, Golladay, 
Haldeman, Hale, Hancock, Handley, Harper,George 
E. Harris, John T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 
Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hib- 
ard, Hoar, Holthan, Houghton, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Kerr, Ketcham, King, Lamport, Lansing; Leach, 
Lewis, Lowe, Lynch, Manson, Marshall, McCormick, 
McCrary, McGrew, McHenry, McIntyre, McNeely, 
Merriam, Merrick, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
bis, Nibleck, Orr, Packard, Palmer, Hosea 
Parker: Isaac Ò. Parker, Peters, Potter, Price, Rainey, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, William 
R. Roberts, Robinson, Rusk, Sawyer, Seeley, Ses- 
sions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
Slater, Sloss, Snapp, ThomasJ. Speer, Sprague, Ste- 
vens, Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, Swann, 
Tafe, Terry, Thomas, Turner, Tuthill, Twichell, 
Tyner, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Wakeman, 
Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Wallis. Warren, Welis, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indi- 
ana, Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
Winchester, Wood, and Young—149. 
NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Averill, Barber, Barry, Beatty, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Campbell, Carroll, Coghlan, Conger, Dickey, 
Duell, Eames, Eldredge, Elliott, Henry D. Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Getz, Griffith, Halsey, Harmer, 
John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hooper, Kelley, Killinger, 
Lamison, Maynard, McClelland, McJunkin, Me 


ee, 
Mercur, Benjamin F. Meyers, Leonard Myers, Nèg- 
ley, Packer, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron Ë. 


Perry, Poland, Randall, John M. Rice, Rogers, Sco- 
field, Shoemaker, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, 
John A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Starkweather, Ste- 
venson, Sutherland, Washington Townsend, Upson, 
Willard, and John T. Wilson—6l. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Beveridge, Boles, Brooks, 
Creely, Crocker, De Large, Dox, Du Bose, Goodrich, 
Hambleton, Hanks, Kinsella, McKinney, Monroe, 
Morey, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, Prindle, Ritchie, 
Roosevelt, Sargent, Shober, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snyder, St. John, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, and 
Van Lrump—29. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended and the bill passed. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. DOX said: I am paired with Mr. Mox- 
ROE, of Ohio. If he were present he would 
vote ‘f no,” and I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. McINTYRE. I desire to state that 
Mr. Du Boss, of Georgia, is absent on account 
of sickness. If he were present. he would 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. MAYNARD. I am paired with my 
colleague on the Committee of Ways and 
Means, Mr. Kerr. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. He has voted. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then I vote “no.” 

The result of the vote was stated as above 
recorded. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the following resolution adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 
Senato resolution fixing the adjournment of Con- 
gress for the 29th of May instant, and that the said 
resolution be now concurred in. 


Mr. BINGHAM. On that resolution I call 


for the yeas and nays. 


The question was taken on ordering the 
yeas and nays; and there were twenty-one in 
the affirmative; not one fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call for tellers on 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

i Tellers were ordered, there being twenty-six 
in the affirmative, one-fifth of a quorum; and 
Mr. Brxenam and Mr. Banxs were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes thirty-seven, 
noes not counted. 

So (one fifth voting in the affirmative) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were— 
yeas 162, nays 51, not voting 26; as follows: 


YWAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Banks, Barnum, Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird. Aus- 
tin Blair, James Q. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Carroll, Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, Cox, 
Crebs, Criteher, Crossland, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, 
Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Dueli, Duke, Eames, Eld- 
redge, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 
Bor er, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. 
Foster, Garfield, Garrott, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, 
Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, Halsey, Hancock, Hand- 
ley, Hanks, Harmer, Harper, George E. Harris, 
John T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Hoiman, Houghton, Kel- 
logg, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, King, Lamison, 
Lampert, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Mar- | 


shall, McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, McGrew, 
McHenry, McIntyre, McJunkin, McNeely, Mercur, 
Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, 
Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Nib- 
lack, Packer, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. 
Parker, Eli Perry, Peters, Potter, Price, Randall, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. 
Roberts, Robinson, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Shel- 
labarger, Sherwood, Shoemaker, Slater, Slocum, 
Sloss, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Starkweather, Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, 
Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, Taffe, Terry, Thomas, 
Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell, Upson, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Wake- 
man, Walden, Waldron, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Wil- 
liams of. New York, John T. Wilson, Winchester, 
Wood, and Young—162. _ 

NAYS—Messrs. Averill, Barber, Barry, Beatty, 
Bigby, Bingham, Buckley, Benjamin F. Butler, Rod- 
erick R. Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Dun- 
nell, Elliott, Frye, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Jobn 
W. Hazelton, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, Kendall, 
Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McKee, Merriam, Orr, 
Packard, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, 
Poland, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, 
Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, H. Boardman Smith, John 
A. Smith, Sprague, Stevenson, Turner, Tyner, Wal- 
lace, Walls, and Jeremiah M. Wilson—5l. 

NOT VOTING—Meszsrs. Ames, Beveridge, Boles, 
Creely, Crocker, De Large, Du Bose, Goodrich, 
Hambleton, Kinsella, McKinney, Monroe, Morey, 
Platt, Porter, Prindle, Ritchie, Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Shober, Worthington O. Smith, Snyder, Stevens, St. 
John, Dwight Townsend, and Whiteley—26. 


So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
resolution was adopted. : 


JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. BANKS. I amdirected by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to present their report 
concerning the Japanese indemnity fund, and 
to move that it be printed in the Globe to- 
morrow morning, (as several bills on that sub- 
will shortly come beforethe House,) and also 
that it be printed in document form, and that 
it be recommitted. 4 

The motion was agreed to. 

The report is as follows : 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom were 
referred several bills to provide for the appointment 
of a secretary of legation at the Court of Japan ;. to 
appoint student interpreters at that Court; to com- 
pensate the J apanose Government for the United 

tates legation wildings in Japan; concerning the 
unpaid installments of the indemnity fund, with sev- 
eral communications from the Secretary of State 
upon the same subject, has considered the same, and 
reports them to the House for consideration, with i 
statement of the origin and character of the Jap 
anese indemnity fund, 

_ Commercial intercourse between Japan and Chris- 
tian nations was commenced by Commodore Perry’s 
expedition from the United States in 1852. A treaty 
of peace and amity between the United States and 
Japan was signed the3lst of March, 1854. This was 
the first treaty made between Japan and foreign 
Powers. It opened the ports of Simoda, in the 
principality of Idzu, and Hakodadi, in the princi 
pality of Matsai, to American vessels, and, secures 
to Americans the freedom of the country within th 
limits of seven Japanese miles from an island in thy 
harbor of Simoda, It also authorized the appoint 
ment of consuls for the United States at Simoda 
After an absolute prohibition of communicatior 
with foreign nations for two hundred years, diplo- 
matic intercourse was established by the Unitee 
States, The Portuguese and Dutch had enjoyed 
the privilege of sending one or two vessels a year to 
Japan at an earlier period, but with very limited 
trade and no intercourse with the people. The suc- 
cess of the United States led England. and Russia to 
send expeditions to Japan, and in the year follow- 
ing the negotiation of the American treaty the same 
advantages were granted to England, to Russia, and 
to Holland. A convention negotiated by Commodore 
Perry opened, June 17, 1857, the port of Nagasaki, 
in the principality of Hiven, and secured the right 
of citizens of the United States toreside permanently 
at Simoda and Hakodadi. In July, 1858, Mr. Town- 
send Harris negotiated a commercial treaty for the 
United States upon the basis of that negotiated be- 
tween the United States and China in 1854. This 
treaty permitted the residence of diplomatic agents 
at Yedo and the appointment of a minister of Japan 
to reside at Washington, and consuls at all ports of 
the United States. The ports of Kanagawa, Naga- 
saki, Nee-e-gata, and Hiogo were opened in suc- 
cession at different periods of time to American 
vessels. Americans were allowed to reside at Yedo 
and at Osaca for purposes of trade.’ Religious free- 
dom was secured to Americans, and places of public 
worship were to be protected by the Japanese Gov- 
ernment. 

Intercourse was. thus established with the princi- 
pal Christian nations after an isolation of more than 
two hundred years, Great opposition was made to 
the new policy of Japan by some of the native princes, 
who were sustained by their retainers among the 
lower orders of people. -The period immediately 
following the negotiation of the commercial treaty 
by Mr. Harris was one of violent disorder, The 
tycoon was assassinated; some of the principal 
officers of the foreign legations were murdered, and 
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several legation buildings were burned. The native 
princes held in their pay masses of the people, who 
endeavored to intimidate native merchants and de- 
stroy their trade with foreigners. -Small traders and 
workingmen were organized against the supporters 
of the new policy and those engaged in foreign 
commeree; and some of the most prominent silk 
merchants were assassinated during this period. 

The rebels against the liberal policy of the Japan- 
ese Government seized the ports and some of the 
principal naval posts, and made war upon all 
foreign vessels. The American frigate Wyoming 
and the merchant. ship Pembroke. were fired 
upon in 1863. In 1864 Choshu, prince of Nagato, 
who ruled the provinces of Suwo and Nagato, 
having absolute possession of the Japanese for- 
tifications which commanded the straits of Sim- 
onoseki, and having with him the person of the 
mikado, or spiritual ruler, refused to recognize 
the validity of the treaties concluded by the tycoon 
with foreign Powers, and closed by force this chief 
passage to the principal inland sea of the empire. 

In this controversy the tycoon desired at first to 
conciliate the anti-foreign party, and was disposed 
to yield to their demands; but he was relieved from 
that necessity by the support which the treaty Pow- 
ers gave to his Government. At his request the 
forces of the United States, Great Britain, France, 
and the Netherlands in Japanese waters jointly 
determined to open the straits by force. The cam- 
paign opened on the 4th of September, 1865, and 
lasted five days. The fleets destroyed the batteries 
commanding the straits, blew up the magazines, 
threw shot and shell into the sea, carried away sev- 
enty cannon, and obtained an unconditional surren- 
der from Prince Choshu, who agreed to pay the 
expenses of the expedition. ‘ 

The treaties were ratified by the mikado, as they 
had been before by the tycoon, thus uniting the two 
elements of power existing in Japan; and the lib- 
eral foreign policy of the tycoon was firmly estab- 
lished. The Government of the tycoon preferring 
to assume the expenses of the oxpedition, which 
Choshu had agreed to pay, entered into the conven- 
tion of October 22, 1864, stipulating to pay the four 
Powers $3,000,000, ‘“' this sum to include all claims, of 
whatever nature, for past aggressions on the part of 
Nagato. whether indemnity, ransom for Simonoseki, 
or expenses entailed by the operations of the allied 
squadrons.” The wholesum wasto be paid quarterly, 
in installments of $500,000 each. ` : 

Fifteen hundred thousand dollars have been paid 
under this convention, and $1,500,000 remain unpaid. 
The Japanese Government asks to have the pay- 
ment of the unpaid balance deferred until. 1872, 
because of their utter inability to meet the demands 
made upon them pursuant to the convention, their 
obligations to the allied Governments being fully 
recognized. A . 

The Secretary of State informed the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs that the whole amount to be paid 
under the convention to the four Powers was 
$3,000,000; and it was stipulated that it should be 
paid in installments of one sixth of the whole 
amount. Three installments have been paid to the 

- several Powers, amounting to $1,500,000; three re- 
main unpaid, the principal of which amounts to 
$1,500,000, the share of the United States therein 
being $375,000. i 

Of the amount already paid by the Government 
of Japan, one fourth part has been received by the 
United States, which, being placed to its credit with 
Baring Brothers, of London, yielded the sum of 
£88,881 18s. 10d. This, transferred to New York, 
produced in currency the sum of $586,125 87. These 
funds were invested in ten-forty bonds of the Uni- 
ted States at par. The accruing interest has been 
invested in the same class of bonds. This fund now 
amounts to $705,000, in registered bonds. The Sce- 
retary of State, in a communication, (Senate Exec- 
utive Document 58, Forty-First Congress, second 
session,) says that he is not aware of any claims 
against this fund. 

In a letter dated January. 8, 1868, addressed to the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the 
Secretary of State (Mr. Seward) made this state- 
ment: “that pursuant to the stipulations of the 
treaty with Japan of the 22d of October, 1864, to 
which the United States was_a party, this Govern- 
ment has received from the Japanese Government, 
without, substantial equivalent, as its share of the 
indemnity stipulated to be paid by that treaty, the 
sum of $600,000 in gold. This amount has been in- 
vested in United States registered bonds, and awaits 
such disposition as Congress may direct.” — 

The aggregate indemnities for all injuries to 
American citizens and propertyin Japan was stated 
by the American minister, in December, 1863, at 
$30,000. Demands were made for $32,000, exclusive 
of the damage done to the Pembroke, which was fixed 
by the Japanese Government at $10,000 (Pages 463 
and 475, Diplomatic Correspondence, 1864-65, part 
three.) So that the whole amount of damages claimed 
by the United States would not exceed $42,000 up to 
December, 1863. The naval foree of the United 
States on the cost of Japan, in September, 1864, was 
the Jamestown, with two hundred and eighteen men 
and twenty-one guns; a chartcred steamer, Ta- 
Kiang, forty men, three guns. The Jamestown was 
assigned to the defense of the port of Yokohama, and 
the ‘Ta-kiang formed part of the expedition to Sim- 
onoseki. The French naval force consisted of the 
Semiramis, papier. and Tanered, with sixty-four 
gunsand eight hundred and fiftymen. The English 
fleet numbered ten war vessels, with one hundred and 
sixty-four gunsand two thousand eight hundred and 
fifty men, including marines and engineers, The 
Netherlands had four war-vessels, with fifty-six 
guns and nine hundred and fifty men. 
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It appears from this history that the indemnity 
fund was intended to satisfy “ all claims, of what- 
ever nature, for past aggressions on the part of 
Nagato. whether indemnity, ransom of Simonoseki, 
or expenses entailed by the operations of the allied 
sguadrons.’’ The Government of the United States 
has already received asum which, with the interest 
thereon, amounts to more than seven hundred 
thousand dollars. All the claims for injuries sus- 
tained by this Government in consequence of. the 
operations of Nagato do not amount to forty thou- 
sand dollars. The expenses incurred by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States by the participation 
of the chartered steamer Ta-kiang in the opera- 
tions against Simonoseki in 1864 cost the Govern- 
ment only a few thousand dollars. 

The claim is therefore, as stated by the late Sec- 
retary of State, Hon. William H, Seward, substan- 
tially without equivalent. It is confidently believed 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, after a very 
careful consideration of the circumstances of the 
ease, that the United States may wisely remit, the 
unpaid installments of this indemnity fund without 
injury to this Government or to the people. It is 
believed that such a policy will result in the estab- 
lishment of more intimate relations between this 
Government and the Government of Japan, and 
ultimately prove of great benefit to the commerce 
o the two countries and to the progress of civiliza- 
ion. 

_ The committee unanimously reports a bill releas- 
ing the Government of Japan from the payment 
of the installments of the indemnity fund remain- 
ing unpaid, and recommends its passage. 


CHINESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. BANKS, by ananimous consent, re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
a bill (H. R. No, 2849) concerning the balance 
of the Chinese indemnity fund ; which was read 
a first and second time, ordered to be printed, 
and recommitted. 


EVENING SESSION FOR NAVAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCOFIELD. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that a session of the House be 
ordered for next Thursdey evening for the 
consideration of the business of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

The question being taken on the motion, 

“there were—ayes 90, noes 31. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 

rules were suspended, and the order made. 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. GETZ. The Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds have directed me to 
rereport a bill (H. R. No. 2850) authorizing 
the construction of a public building at Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania, for the use of the post 
office and United States courts in said city, 
and to move that the rules be suspended and 
the bill passed. 

The bill was read. Itauthorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase a lot 
of ground in the city of Philadelphia, State of 
Pennsylvania, suitable for a site for the ac- 
commodation of the post office and United 
States courts in said city, either adjoining the 
site at present used for that purpose, or else- 
where in the city, and to erect a building 
thereon, at a cost, including the ground and 
premises so purchased, not exceeding $1,500,- 
000, the plans for the building to be approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Post- 
master General. 

But no money hereafter to be appropriated 
for this purpose is to be used or expended untila 
valid title to the land for the site of such build- 
ing shall be vested in the United States, and 
until the State of Pennsylvania ‘shall cede its 
jurisdiction over the same, and shall also duly 
release and extinguish to the United States the 
right to tax or in any way assess said site, and 
the property of the United States that may be 
thereon during the time the United States shall 
be or remain the owners thereof. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Gerz to suspend the rules, there were— 
ayes 98, noes 18; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and 
Mr. Gerz were appointed. 

Mr. HOLMAN . I believe there is only 
$1,500,000 appropriated by this bill—a mere 
bagatelle ! 

Mr. GETZ. 


t all. 
Š The SPEAKER. The tellers will not debate 
the question. 


It makes no appropriation 
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The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 116, noes 9. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and 
nays. ‘This involves.an appropriation of over 
a million and a half dollars. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So (two thirds having voted in the afirma- 
tive) the rules were supended, and the bill was 
passed: BUELL COURT OF INQUIRY. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
offer the following bill.as.a report of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs for consideration at 
this time. It is a bill (H. R. No. 2851) to 
provide for the restoration of the records of 
the proceedings of the court of inquiry con- 
cerning the operations of the army under the 
command of Don Carlos Buell in Kentucky 
and Tennessee. 

The preamble and the bill were read. The 
preamble states that it appears in the mat- 
ter of the investigation made by the court of 
inquiry in the years 1862 and 1863 into the 
operations of the army under the command of 
General Don Carlos Buell in Kentucky and 
Tennessee that the record of the proceedings 
of said court are not to be found in the proper 
files in the War Department; and that it fur- 
ther appears there is in the possession of 
Benn Pitman, the phonographic reporter of 
said court, a full and complete report of the 
proceedings of said court of inquiry. 

The bill then provides that the Secretary of 
War be directed to employ at once Benn Pit- 
man, the reporter for the court of inquiry in 
the said matter, to make a full and complete 
transcript of the phonographic notes taken by 
him during the said investigation, and to put 
the same on file amoug the records of the War 
Department, and to furnish a copy of the same 
to Congress. ` 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire unan- 
imous consent to make a statement on behalf 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, who have 
instructed me to report this bill as being in 
part only of discharge of their duty under the 
resolution calling for inquiry as to a loss of 
records from the War Department. The loss 
of these recordsisundisputed. The Secretary 
of War, the Adjutant General, the Judge Ad- 
vocate General, and other officers have been 
examined, and they have testified that these 
records are lost; at least, that after diligent 
search they have not been found on file in the 
War Department, and have no trace of them 
whatever. On further inquiry, the committee 
have ascertained that agentleman by the name 
of Benn Pitman has possession of the full and 
complete notes made out by himselfof the pro- 
ceedings of that court of inquiry. He has been 
examined particularly. and carefully on the 
subject. He was the phonographic reporter. 
The committee were not charged by the reso- 
lution to go into an investigation as to the con- 
tents of these records. They were authorized 
to send for persons and papers and examine 
witnesses on oath with a view of ascertaining, 
if possible, what has become of such record, 
and who is responsible for its loss, and to 
inquire generally as to the preservation of the 
records of the War Department. 

The committee, in pursuance of that resolu- 
tion, have gone on and examined a large num- 
ber of witnesses to ascertain who was responsi- 
ble for the loss of those records, and if possible 
where they were. So far the committee have 
been unable to trace the loss or abstraction to 
any person, or to fix it at any particular time, 
or to ascertain whether or not they were in the 
hands of any person outside of the War De- 
partment at any time. In view of the facts, and 
of the further fact there is in town now a gen- 
tleman (Benn Pitman) who bas in his posses- 
sion a full, complete and entire account in short- 
hand of the proceedings of this court of inquiry, 
the committee recommend that he be employed 
at once to make a transcript of his actes under 
authority of the Secretary of War, to.go upou 
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file in the War Department,-who is to furnish 
a copy forthwith to Congress. i 

I will'say a word or two in addition. There 
have been some rumors circulated of a desire 
on the part of the committee, or a majority of 
the committee, to suppress the facts in refer- 
ence to this matter, to smother inquiry, and to 

revent a full and fair investigation into the 
oss of those records. Now, lam authorized 
to say as well for myself as for the other mem- 
bers of the committee that such reports are 
totally and absolutely without foundation. The 
eom mittee have desired to obtain the very best 
testimony in the premises, and now believe 
they have obtained, not what they were directed 
to find, but another fact of great importance 
now reported. The entire proceedings of the 
committee have exhibited an anxiety and earn- 
estness to ascertain the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, and the investiga- 
tion will be prosecuted to ascertain what has 
become of the original records and how the 
loss. was caused. ; 

I move to suspend the rules and that the 
bill be passed. 

‘Two thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules 
were susperded, and the bill was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM TUB SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
80X, one ot its clerks, informed the House 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
ibe committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the biil (3. 
No. 468) to regulate criminal practice in the 
Federal courts. 

PIEDMONT AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 

Mr. POLAND. I am instructed by the 
unanimous vote of the Commitee for the 
District of Columbia to move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the bill (S. No. 691) 
giviug the assent of Congress to the subscrip- 
tion of the District of Columbia to the stock 
of the Piedmont and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany be passed. I make that motion. 

The bill was read. It proposes to approve 
and sanction the act of the Legislative Assembly 
of the District of Columbia entitled © An act 
to authorize a subscription to the stock of the 
Piedmont and Potomac Railroad Company 


upon certain conditions,” provided that betore f 


any part of the said subscription shall be paid, 
the Governor and Board of Publie Works, 
acting separarcly, sball be satisfied that said 
railroad will be completed and used to a point 
on the’ Potomac river opposite the ciy of 
Washington or Georgetown by aid of the sub- 
scriplion; and provided further, that no part 
of the suid subscription by said District shall 
be paid until $1,060,000 shall have been sub- 
scribed by private parties aud shall have been 
actualy paid in cash and expended in the con- 
strucilon of the road; and provided further, 
that the suid Piedmont and Potomac Railroad 
Company shali enter into bonds in the sum of 
$800,000, with good and sufficient individual 
sureties to be approved by the Governor of the 
District of Coiumbia and the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States, conditioned 
for the repayment with interest of the money 
subscribed to the capital stock of the said 
company by the said District, if the said com- 
pany shall fail to complete the said road for 
the running of cars within three years from 
the acceptance of the $600,000 to be subscribed 
by the said District, and no part of such sub- 
scription shall be paid until such bond be 
given, approved, and filed in the office of the 
secretary of the Disuictof Columbia; provided 
further, that the tax levied by authority of the 
said uct shall not exceed $86,000 tor interest 
iu avy one year; and provided also, that no 
bonds to raise the funds that may he required 
to pay tbe suid subscription shall be disposed 
of by the District at less than par. 

‘The question was on suspendiag the rules 
and passing the bill; and being taken, there 

. Were-—uyes 98, noes 25. 
So (twothirds having voted in favor thereof) 


the rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. ~ > l 


TITLE TO CERTAIN LANDS IN IOWA. 


Mr. KETCHAM. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the bill (S. No. 1015) to 
uiet the title to certain land in the State of 
owa, be taken from the Speaker’s table and 


passed. - : 3 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. Will this 
motion bring the bill before the House for 
consideration? 

The SPEAKER. The motion isto suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I hope the 
House will not adjourn. I wish to move that 
the House go into Committee of the Whole on 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 29, noes 92. 

Mr. STEVENSON, I demand tellers. 

On ordering tellers, there were—ayes eleven. 

So (one-fifth of a quorum not having voted 
in the affirmative) tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on this proposition. A bill like this 
should not be passed in this way, with scarcely 
a quorum present, 

On ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes 12. noes 90. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A quorum has not voted. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require a 
quorum to order or refuse the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it requires a quorum 
to pass a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The presence of a quorum 
will be tested when the question is on passing 
the bill. 

So (one fifth of those present not having 
voted in the affirmative) the yeas and nays were 
not ordered, 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the House 
take a recess until half past seven o'clock this 
evening, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot enter- 
tain that motion pending the motion to sus- 
pend the rules. The bill will be reported by 
the Cierk. ; 

The bill was read. It provides that the title 
to the lands in the State of Iowa heretofore 
approved and certified by the Department of 
the Interior for railroad purposes, to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from the city of 
Davenport, via Towa City, to Council Bluffs, 
under the several grants made by Congress, 
according to the adjustments thereof made at 
the General Land Office, be confirmed to the 
Mississippi and Missouri Railroad Company 
and the Chicago, Rock Island, and Pacifice 
Railroad Company, and their assigns, they 
being the corporations to whom said lands 
were certified: provided that the act shall be 
vons'rued as conveying only any reversionary 
or other interest which the United States may 
have in said lands, and all lands settled upon 
in good faith and now occupied by homestead 
or preémption settlers, shall be excluded from 
the operations of the act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope discussion will be 
allowed on this biil, 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be under a 
motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. COX. Does this bill make any land 

rant ? 

Mr. KETCHAM. It does not grant a single 
acre of land, It simply confirms the action of 
the Secretary of the Interior. The bill is 


Mr. STEVENSON. There isa great difer- 
ence of opinion in regard to that. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missorri. The bill 
takes $1,000,000 worth of public lands from 
the citizens of lowa, and grants them to a 
road that has been built and ranning for three 
years, and which has not the vestige of a title 
to them. : i 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope the gentleman. from 


| eminently just and proper. 


New York [Mr. Kercuam] will allow some 
reasonable amount of discussion upon this 
bill. ‘It gives one hundred and sixty thousand 
acres of these lands in Iowa to this railroad 
company, to which they do not belong, and 
never did, and is in violation of the rights of 
actual settlers. 

The question being taken on suspending 
the rules, there were—ayes 68, noes 58. 

Mr. STEVENSON demanded tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and 
nays. I wish gentlemen to record their votes 
on this proposition, thus to give away one 
hundred and sixty thousand acres of these 


lamds. , ; 
Mr. KETCHAM. I withdraw the motion. 
INDIRECT ALABAMA CLAIMS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 
unanimous consent to have the resolation 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk considered 
now. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas the House is informed by telegraph that 
at a meeting of the Exeter Chamber of Commerce, 
Sir Stafford Northcote, who presided. in a speech 
stated that “*the understanding of the British com- 
missioners was that a promise had been given that 
the claim for indirect damages should not be pre- 
sented; but it was necessary that the American 
Senate should not be placed in a position requiring 
a confession that wrong had been done;” which 
statement, by a leading member of the joint high 
commission on the part of Great Britain, deeply 
concerns the good faith and integrity of the Ameri- 
can commissioners and of the Government as well 
as the honor of the nation: Therefore: 

Beit resolved, That the President of the United 
States is hereby requested, if not detrimental to the 
public interests, to inform the House whether the 
Executive has any knowledge of auy promise being 
made by any official person that claims for indirect 
damages shall not be presented to the tribunal of ar- 
bitration; and if so, by whom such promise was made 
or understanding given, andifany and what arrange- 
ment was made with the British commissioners or tho 
British Government by which the American Senate 
should not be placed in a position requiring a con- 
fession that wrong had been done; or whether any 
arrangement whatever has been made with the Gov- 
ernmentot Great Britain, or with any official thereof, 
by which the action of the American Senate was to 
be controlled or influencedin this behalf; and if so, 
by whom, and when, and by what authority, sue 
arrangement was made, i 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope that 
resolution will not be considered now. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 

object? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 
move that the rules be suspended and the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
object to the resolution ? : 

Mfr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object to con- 
sidering it now. 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. i 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, Then I 
move a suspension of the rules to bring the 
resolution before the House for consideration 
now. 

Mr. COX. The honor of the country is 
involved in this resolation, If there bas been 
a dishovorable humiliation let us know the 
worst, and who is responsible. . 

Mr. BANKS. I hope my colleague will let 
the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. It ought to be changed 
in its phraseology before it is agreed to. 

The question was put on the motion to sug- 
pend the rules; and there were—ayes 81, 
noes 46. 

Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 109, nays 73, not voting 57; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 


Barnum, Barry, Beatty, Beck, Bell, Bigby. Bird, 
Austin Blair, James G. Blair. Braxton, Bright, 
Buckley, Buffinton, Benjamin F, Buuer, Roderick 
R. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Clarke, 
Cobb, Comingo, Conner, Cox, Grebs, Crossland, Dox, 
Duke, Ely, Farwell, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Qar- 
rett, Getz, Giddings, Golladay. Griffith, Haldeman, 
Handley, Hanks, Harper, John. T. Harris, Hay, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, King, Lami- 
son, Leach, Lewis, Manson: Marsball, MeCleliand, 
MecOormick, McHenry, McKee, MeNeely, Merrick, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morgan, Morphis, 


Do you 


Do you 


1872. 


Niblack. Hosea W. Parker, Pendleton, Perce, 
Poland, Potter, Price. Rainey, Randall, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, 
Rogers, Secley, Sessions, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoe- 
maker, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Sutherland, Swann, 
Taffe. Terry, Luthill, Van Trump, Vaughan, Wad- 
dell, Wallace, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Whitthorne, Winchester, Wood, and Young—109. 

NaYS—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Bingham, Burchard, Burdett, Coburn, Coghlan, 
Conger, Cotton. Donnan; Duell. Dunnell, Eames, 
Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster. 
Frye, Garfield; Wale, Halsey, Ilarmer, George E. 
Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Hill, Hoar, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, MeGrew, McIn- 
tyro, McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, Leonard Myers, 
Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, 
Peck, Peters, Blis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, 
Sawyer, Shanks, Siater, H. Boardman Smith. Jobn 
A. Smith, Sprague, Stoughton, Stowell. Strong, 
Turner, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, 
Walls, Willard, Williams of Indiana, and Williams 
of New York—73. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Beveridge, Biggs, 
Boles, Brooks, Creely, Critcher, Crocker, Darrall, 
Davis, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Du Bose, Eldredge, 
Elliott, Farnsworth, Goodrich, Hambleton, Han- 
cock, John W. Hazelton, Hereford, Hooper, Hough- 
ton, Kerr, Kinsella, Maynard, McCrary, MeKinney, 

fonroe, Moore, Morey, Negley, Aaron PE. Perry, 
òli Perry, Platt, Porter, Prindle, Ritchie, Robin- 
son, Roosevelt, Scofield, Shellabarger, Shober, Slo- 
cum, Sloss, Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, Stark- 
weather, St. John, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight Town- 
send, Washington ‘Lownsend, Twichell, Voorhees, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, and Joho T. Wilson—57. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 


the rules were not suspended. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 
that the resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

_ The SPEAKER, The Chair hears no ob- 
jection 

Mr. PETERS. Not to be brought back by 
a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HALE. Let that point be settled now. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from 
Massachusetts asks that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. PETERS. I object. . 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It is too 


late. 

The SPEAKER, It is too late for objec- 
tion to the reference. The Chair, however, 
was for a time under a mistake. It could not 
be reconsidered. Anything offered on the 
floor for reference cannot be brought back by a 
motion to reconsider under the amended rule. 


SWAMP LANDS IN OREGON, 


Mr. SLATER. I ask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, for consideration at this time, House 
_ bill No. 756, extending the time for the selec- 

tion of swamp and overflowed lands in Oregon, 
under act of Congress approved March 12, 

1860. 

The preamble of the bill states that by act 
of Congress entitled ‘An act to extend the 
provisions of an act to enable the State of 
Arkansas and other States to reclaim the 
swamp lands within their limits to Minnesota 
and Oregon, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 12, 1860, it was provided that 
the selection to be made from ‘the lands 
already surveyed in each of the States, includ- 
ing Minnesota and Oregou, under authorily 
of the act aforesaid, and of the act to aid the 
State of Louisiana in draining the swamp 
lands therein, approved March 2, 1849, shall 
be made within two years from the adjourn- 
ment of the Legislature of each State at its 
next session: alter the date of the act; and 
that the period of two years elapsed without 
any selection of the lands being made on the 
part of the State of Oregon, The bill accord- 

‘ingly allows the State of Oregou two years 
from the date of the passage of the act in 
which to make selections of swamp and over- 
flowed lacds within her borders, in the same 
manuer and with like effectasif the limit of two 
years had not expired; provided that the act 

Shali not be so construed as to. affect any 

valid settlement on, or legal claim to, any of 
the lands existing under any act of Congress 
at the passage of the act. . 
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Mr. SARGENT. I object to a considera- 
tion of this bill at this ume; I think it is a 
very dangerous bill. i 

Mr. SLATER. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and this bill passed: 

The question was taken; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 70, noes 71; not two thirds 
voting in the affirmative. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. SLATER, called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot yield 
for the yeas and nays. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was not 
agreed to. 

LANDS GRANTED TO FLORIDA, 


Mr. WALLS, by unanimous consent, sub- 

mitted the following resolution ; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: 
_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be 
instructed to furnish the House of Representatives 
a list of the lands patented to or conveyed in any 
manner to the State of Florida for educational or 
school purpuses under or by virtue of an act of 
Cougress, approved March 3, 1845, or any other laws 
bearing upon the same general subject. 


JUWS IN ROUMANIA. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resulution ; which was read, con- 
sidered, and adopted : , 

Resolved. That the President of the United States 
be respectfully requested to join with the Italian 
Government in its protest against the intolerant and 
eruel treatment of the Jews of Roumania. 

PRACTICE IN FEDERAL COURTS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to make a prtv- 
ileged report from a committee of conference, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses ‘on the Senate bill No. 468, 
to regulate practice in the Federal courts, after a 
full and free conference, have agreed to recommend, 
and do recommend to their respective Houses, as 
vllows: 

That the House of Representatives do recede 
from their amendments to said bill, and do agree to 


said bill, with the following amendment, to wits. 


strike outall after the word “ouster,” and insert in 
lieu of the words stricken out the following: “and 
thereupon a trial may be ordered at the same term, 
or a continuance may be ordered, as justice may 
require ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
JOHN A. BINGHAM, 
GEORGE F, HOAR, 
R. MILTON sPEER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
A. G. THURMAN, 
ROSCOE CONKLING, 
F. T. FRELINGUUYSEN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I desire to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
what is the effect of the amendment proposed 
by this report? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is to leave the bill 
precisely as the House passed it in law and in 
fact. lt leaves the court in the full exercise 
of its discretion to allow a continuance or to 
disallow it at the term when the judgment is 
rendered on demurrer, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. As I understand it from 
the hasty reading of the report by the Clerk, 
it allows the court, when a motion is made for 
a new trial, to continue a case without hearing 
a motion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The effect of the amend- 
ment is simply this, as the gentleman will see 
from reading it: to put into words what was 
necessarily implied by the action of the House. 
We strack out the proviso attached to the 
Senate bill, which by intendment meant one 
of two things, either that the court should not 
allow a continuance at all, from day to day, 
during the term at which the judgment was 
rendered, or that they should allow a continu- 
ance not beyond the next term thereafter. 
The House, on the recommendation and ad- 
vice of the committee of conference, struck 
out that proviso. The Senate thought it neces- 
sary to insert this in lieu of the proviso, and 
we considered that it expresses substantially 
what was the judgment of the House: 


And thereupon a trial may be ordered at the same 
term, or a continuance may be ordered, as justice 
may require. 


In other words, it asserts in form and in fact 
the discretionary power of the court, which we 
sought to preserve originally by striking out 
the proviso. ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. “Are. we 
to understand that the bill either increases or 
diminishes the power of the court in this 
respect? í : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not at all. : 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
supposed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On the contrary, -we 
merely put in words what were necessarily 
implied by our own former action. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Those were the words 
that led me to make the inquiry. Junderstand 
such to be the law now, without any further 
enactment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly it is. 

The report was adopted. . 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by wbich the report was adopted ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. BANKS. I ask unanimous consent 
that whenever this morning’s session may term- 
inate it shall be for the purpose of meeting 
again at half past seven o’clock this evening, 
a session having already been ordered at that 
time for business of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. I hope no objection will be made. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no ubjection, 
the order will be considered as made by unan- 
imous consent. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise for the 
purpose of moving that the rules be suspended 
and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
2705) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1873, and for other purposes. 
As a preliminary to that motion, | move to 
suspend the rules so that the first reading of 
the bill in Committee of the Whole be dis- 
pénsed with, and that the committee shall at 
once proceed to consider the bill by para- 
graphs under the five-minutes rule. 

The motion was agreed to, two thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now move 
that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering the miscellaneous 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

By unanimous consent Mr. BECK, Mr. 
COX, and Mr. CONGER obtained leave to 
have printed in the Globe remarks upon the 
bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce duties on im» 
ports, and to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. KENDALL obtained leave to have 
printed remarks on the subject of mines and 
mining. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS obtained leave to 
print remarks upon the Alabama claims. [See 
Appendix. } 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker 


So. I 


| signed the same: 


An act (8. No. 105) for the relief of J. Mil- 
ton Best ; é 

An act (S. No. 199) for the relief of L. Mer- 
chant & Co. ; l 

An act (S. No. 327) to establish the collec- 
tion district of Duluth, and to create St. Paul, 
in the collection district of Minnesota, a port 
of delivery; 
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An act (S. No. 518) for the relief of Wil- 
Nam Nixon, of West Virginia; , 

An act (S. No. 554) for the relief of James 
F. Joy; 

An act (8. No. 674) for the relief of Wil- 
liam. Blanchard ;. : À 

An act (S. No. 895) for- the relief of Milo 
Pratt; 

An act (H. R. No. 1191) making appropri- 
ations for the naval service for the year ending 
June 80, 1873, and for other purposes; , 

An act (H.R. No. 1828) making appropri- 
ations for the; consular and diplomatic service 
of the Government for the year ending June 
80, 1878, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of S. 
B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, John W. 
Mitchell, and William Webster; ` : 

An act (H. R. No. 1661) making appropria- 
ations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873 ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2402) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha A. Brooks; and 

An act (H. R. No, 2404) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth O. Neile. 


PUBLIO BUILDING AT CINCINNATI. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to a 
site for the erection of a public building at 
Cincinnati, Ohio; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. o 

NAVIGATION. AND CUSTOMS LAWS 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting the draft of a bill to amend and con- 
solidate the navigation and customs collection 
laws of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SURVEYOR GENERAL OF NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
zent, laid before the House a letter from the 
acting Secretary of the Interior, in compli- 
ance with the act of July 22, 1854, transmit- 
ting the report of the surveyor general of New 

exico on private land claims in said Terri- 
tory, numbered sixty-one; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 

ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS Ix TUTE AND COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War in relation to the claim of 
Thomas E. Tutt & Co. for goods furnished by 
Smith & Vernon to the officers and men of the 
Osage regiment of Missouri volunteers; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

EDGARTON HARBOR, MASSACILUSETTS, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary gf War, in answer to a resolution of 
April 5, 1872, in relation to the improvement 
of Edgarton harbor, Massachusetts; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House additional papers 
in the contested election-case of Bowen vs. 
De Large, from the second district of South 
Carolina; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee of Elections. 

WILLIAM MARVIN, OF FLORIDA. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting papers 
in referunge to the private land claim of Wil- 
liam Marvin, of Florida; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LANCE SERGEANT JOHN R. WILLIAMS. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 


sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to the petition 
of Lance Sergeant John R. Williams, general 
service, United States Army, for reimburse- 
ment of clothing destroyed during the great 
fire at: Chicago; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. : 
CAPTAIN ALONZO J. MARKS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to the proposed 
act restoring Alonzo J. Marks to his rank as 
captain in the eleventh regiment Veteran Re- 
serve corps; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIEUTENANT THOMAS HASLAM. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, inrelation to the muster of Thomas 
Haslam as a second lieutenant in company 
K, twenty-seventh regiment of Pennsylvania 
volunteers ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES DE LONG AND OTHERS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to the case of 
James De Long and others, of Kentucky, for 
compensation for services rendered during the 
late war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MILITARY BARRACKS, PLATTSBURG, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, in answer to a resolution of the 
House of April 15, 1872, in relation to the 
military barracks at Plattsburg, New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA M. DICKENS AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Committee of Claims, in relation to the claim 
of Maria M. Dickens, Eloise C. Dickens, and 
Amelia J. Dickens, of Washington, District of 


Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, 


REMISSION OF FINES, PENALTIES, ETC. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a 
bill toregulate the remission of fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures, and the distribution of the 
proceeds thereof; which was referred to the 


Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 


TENNESSEE RIVER AND ATLANTIC OCEAN. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in relation to the surveys ordered 
by Congress with a view to connecting the 
waters of the Tennessee river and Atlantic 
ocean through Alabama and Georgia; which 
was referred to the Committee of Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. HANKS, by unanimous consent, was 
granted leave of absence for two days. 
JOTMAN SEWALL. 


On motion of Mr. FARWELL, by unani- 
mous consent, leave was granted for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of the 
papers in the case of Jothan Sewall. 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
WAEELER in the chair,) and proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 


ernment for the fiscal year ending June 380, 
1873, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House 
all general debate on the bill is terminated, 
and the first reading of the bill has been dis- 
pensed with. It will now be read by the Clerk 
by paragraphs for amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by 
paragraphs, and read the following, under the 
head of ‘‘revenue-cutter service:’’ 


For rations for crews: nine hundred and forty- 
two petty officers, seamen, cooks, stewards, boys, 
coal-passers, and firemen, 344,772 rations, at thirty- 
four cents, including liquor equivalent, $117,222 48. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations what is the amount of the liquor 
equivalent here provided for? The bill pro- 
vides fora ration at thirty-four cents including 
liquor equivalent. 

A GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
provision we follow the law. 
been allowed. 

Mr. BOTLER, of Massachusetts. 
the following amendment : 

In line forty-six, after the word “ thirty,” strike 
outthe word “four,” and after the word `‘ cents’? 
strike out the words ‘‘including liquor equivalent;’? 
so thatit will read; 

For rations for crews: nine hundred and forty-two 
petty officers, seamen, cooks, stewards, boys, coal- 
passers, and firemen, 344,772 rations, at thirty cents, 
$117,222 48, 

This will have the effect of leaving the 
rations in the marine service the same as 
the Army rations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Burer] will ob- 
serve that in striking out the words ‘liquor 
equivalent’ he does not strike out any liquor. 
When there was a ration of rum or whisky, 
it was reckoned at a certain price in money. 
When the grog was abolished, in fixing the 
rations, an equivalent in money or in some 
other form was given to those in the service. 
If the gentleman wants to have it in money, 
let him put it so. But I presume he does not 
want to strike out the amount of money the 
crews now receive, which formerly was re- 
ceived in liquor. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Does not the law fix the 
ration? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly it 
does, and we follow the estimates and follow 
the law. The omission of this would not 
strike out liquor at all. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The dif- 
ficulty, I find, is that while soldiers’ rations 
are commuted at thirty cents, and they really 
cost only about twenty cents, the ration in the 
revenue-cutter service is commuted at thirty- 
four cents. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suppose that 
when the rates were fixed there was consid- 
ered to be some good reason for the difference 
in the cost of living, and wear and tear of 
clothing, &c. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That does 
not add anything to the rations. That does 
not go into the belly. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The rations have 
a good deal to do with the health and general 
condition of those who receive them. But if 
there is anything wrong in this matter itis in 
the law, and not in the appropriation bill or 
the estimates. Furthermore, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts himself must recognize 
the fact that it costs more to liveon shipboard 
than to live on the shore. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I with- 
draw my amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I renew it for the pur- 
pose of asking the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations a question. - I find that 
this bill appropriates for the revenue marine 
service more than a million dollars. I should 
like the gentleman from Ohio to state whether 
that is the entire amount of the appropriation 
for keeping up this revenue-cutter service ; 
and if so, I should like him also. to inform 
the House what proportion it bears to the 


In making that 
This has always 
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amount seized by the revenue-cutters during 
the last fiscal year. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Icannotanswer 
thelast question. In answer to the first, I will 

-say that this isthe entire appropriation, Our 
revenue marine has been reorganized within 
the past fewyears. We have now six revenue- 
cutters on the lakes, one at Puget sound, one 
at San Francisco, and thirty-one on the Atlan- 
tie coast, making in all thirty-nine revenue- 
cutters ; of which twenty-nine are steam ves- 
sels and ten sailing vessels. During the 
past year two old ones were sold and four 
new ones built. Arrangements were made 
three years ago by which we disposed of old, 
unwieldy revenue-cutters, and built others of 
a better pattern to take their places, and an 
agreement was made that a heavier appropria- 
tion should be made of so much per annum 
until the entire refitting of the service was 
completed. We put on, as the gentleman 
will see, the large item of $290,000. to carry 
out the arrangements provided for in thig 
reorganization of the service. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say that quite 
anumber of members who have had under 
consideration the expenditures in this branch 
of the service have had their attention 
called to the disparity between the amount 
the service costs and the amount received from 
it. If I recollect rightly, last year it did not 
amount to more than $250,000, so that while 
our revenue service costs us $1,000,000, it only 
returns to the Government $250,000. I do 
not know that that isa fact, but I am so in- 
formed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suppose 
nobody can say that. I wish to say, however, 
that the present Secretary of the Treasury 
found a tendency to build great unwieldy ships, 
and that everybody who went into the revenue 
marine service wanted to be made an admiral 
of a big fleet, or at least commander of a big 
ship. The Secretary has rigidly, and I think 
with great wisdom, reduced the size of the 
models of all the new ships for the revenue 
marine service. Ifthe plan now in process 
of completion is carried out, this little navy 
of the revenue service will be one of the most 
efficient ever known. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not want the gen- 
tleman to understand that I cail attention to 
this matter with any reference to the use to 
which the revenue-cutters are put, but merely 
as to the point of the necessity of spending 
$1,000,000, when we recover only $250,000. 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will just say 
that a document marked Executive Document 
No. 98, of the Forty-First Congress, contains 
a very full exposition of all the facts in rela- 
tion to this service. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw my amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Marine hospital service: F 

For supplying deficiency in the fund for the relief 
of sick and disabled seamen, $125,000. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I offer 
the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of the clause: . 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be used 
to support any sick or disabled men, entitled to be 
received into marine hospital, by contract to the 
lowest bidder. 

I desire to state what I thinkis a great abuse, 
at which this amendment is leveled. It is 
this: there are some ports where there are no 
marine hospitals, and it has been the practice 
of the marine service to let out the sick and 
disabled sailors to be cared for to the lowest 
bidder, as it used a great many years ago to 
be the practice of many of the towns of Mas- 
sachusetts to let out the town poor to the 
lowest bidder. That practice, however, has 
been discontinued there, and it should be dis- 
continued here. These sailors pay so much 
of their wages every month toward their sup- 
port in the marine hospitals when sick and 
disabled, and when they stop at some ports 


‘they find themselves let out by contract to 
‘somebody, who takes a contract as low as 


he can, and makes money by taking care of 
the sick. 

Now, what I desire is to have officers of the 
marine service, as I have no doubt we have, 
of sufficient discretion and honesty to: make 
a contract for the care of these poor, disabled, 
sick seamen; without putting it out to the 
lowest bidder. + l 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Idonot seethat 
there is auy objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For continuing the collection of statistics of mines 
and mining, to be laid before Congress, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of the 

‘reasury, $15,000. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to add at the end 
of that clause the following: 

And for extending the work so as to include the 
mineral products of all the States and Territories, 


My reason for offering that amendment is 
that the whole sum is expended under one 
commissioner, and is expended west of the 
Rocky mountains, and I think the mineral re- 
sources east-of the Rocky mountains of suff- 
cient importance to justify the appropriation 
of this amount. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope the 
amendment will not prevail. West of the 
Rocky mountains are the Territories of the 
United States, and if you take the whole scope 
of the country east of the Rocky mountains, 
of course it will cover the States. Now, the 
States have geological surveys of their own. 
Nearly every State in the Union has had or is 
having such surveys under its own control, but 
to create a commission now with such powers, 
to roam all over the United States, in amatter 
of this sort, would, I think, be unnecessary and 
unwise. 

The question was taken on the amendment, 
and it was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For the erection of a salmon-breeding establish- 
ment on or near the Pacific coast of the United 
States, and also an establishment on or near the 
Atlantic coast for the culture of shad and for the 
distribution throughout the United States of the 
eggs and young fish of both salmon and shad, the 
sum of $10,000, to be expended by the United States 
commissioner heretofore appointed to inquire into 
the decrease of food fishes, in such manner as he 
shall think most advisable. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. It seems to me that 
this is a remarkable appropriation, and I think 
it subject to a point of order. I make the 
point of order that it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no law author- 
izing the appropriation. The Chair sustains 
the point of order, and the paragraph will be 
stricken from the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuing the inquiry into the causes of the 
decrease of the food fishes of the coast and of the 
lakes of the United States, $5,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. Is not this new legisla- 


ion? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is to carry 
out an existing law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Superintendent of the Coast Survey 
to cause astronomical observations to be made at one 
of the highest points on the line of the Pacific rail- 
road, $2,000 


Mr. RANDALL. Is not that new legisla- 
tion? 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 


man will allow me to i ee 

Mr. RANDALL. I willtake the gentleman’s 
word for it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To refund to the Board of Public Works of tho 
District of Columbia the amount expended by them 
for paving roadway and curbing and paving side- 
walks in front of or adjoining the property of the 
United States Government, and paid for by said 
board, $192,620 31. 

Mr. AMBLER. I move to strike out the 
paragraph just read. 


t 


Mr. GARFIELD, of. Ohio. The law of 
Congress which created the Board of Public 
Works and organized tie District of Columbia 
into a Territory empowered the Board of Pub- 
lic Works to make improvements. Under the 
prora of that law of Congress and: the 
egislation of the District. of Columbia they 
have made improvements. In the law :of 
Congress there was no provision made for ` 
taxing any part.of the property of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, wherever the 
Territory of the District of Columbia owns a 
piece of public property, like the City Hall, 
or any of its other public property. Under. the 
law as it now stands a certain proportion of. 
all the expenses of paving streets, making 
sidewalks, or doing any other work of a public 
character, is paid by the city. If private 
parties own property on the opposite side of. 
the street, they will pay their share of the 
expenses. 

The Board of Public Works made certain 
improvements not only opposite the reserva- 
tions owned by the city, but opposite reserva- 
tions and property owned by the Government 
of the United States. In every such case they 
have made out a full and accurate statement 
of the expense of the grading, paving, and 
other work done on the streets opposite such 
Government public property, and through the 
Governor of the District of Columbia they 
have forwarded to the President of the United 
States a complete statement of such expenses 
and an estimate of what the Government of 
the United States ought to pay if it puts itself 
exactly in the place of the government of the 
District of Columbia when the work is done 
opposite the District property. 

The President has forwarded that paper to 
the House of Representatives, and it. has been 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The paper gives a specific and detailed state- 
ment of work done, of the number of square 
yards of paving, or cubic yards of grading, or 
any other work done, naming the square; for 
instance, La Fayette square, the grounds oppo- 
site the War and Navy Departments, Madison 
place, Jackson place, Botanical Gardens, and 
all the other points opposite Government prop- 
erty where this work has been done; stating 
the number of yards and cost per yard, and 
making an estimate of the proportion that the 
Government of the United States ought to pay, 
if it was. put upon the same basis that the Dis- 
trict government is put upon, when the property 
is owned by them, opposite which the work 
is done. 

Mr. AMBLER. As I understand, this is 
work done by the Board of Public Works with- 
out any authority at all given itby the Govern- 
ment of United States. It was done under a 
law passed by the territorial Legislature of 
this District, and which, as a matter of course, 
does not and cannot control the Government 
of the United States. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, asa matter 
of course, the Government of the United States 
is not bound at all to pay anything. But the 
work was done under a law which was author- 
ized by a law of Congress. The only question 
is whether the United States will pay that 
equitable share ef the work which they would 
pay if they stood in the place of the District 
of Columbia, and owned its property instead 
of owning their own. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand the gentle- 


"man who has charge of this bill to concede the 


point that the United States are not bound to 
pay this money. Then why should. we run 
our hands so deeply into the public Treasury 
and donate a sum amounting in gross to nearly 
two hundred thousand dollars to the Board of 
Public Works of this District, a board which 
has shown itself to be recklessly extravagant 
in its operations? 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. AMBLER, to amend by striking out the 
paragraph, it was not agreed to; there being— 
ayes twenty-eight, noes not counted. 
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The: Clerk read.the following: 


To pay the Board of Public Works of the. District 
of Columbia the proportion of the cost properly pay- 
ablé by the United States Government for the filiing 
of the canal from Seventh street west to Seventeenth 
street west, and of the costof the intercepting sewer 
along the canal adjoining the property of the United 
States Government, said Work being under the 
direction of the Board of Public -W orks, $68.365, or 
$o, much thercof as may be necessary: Hrovided, 

- That all payments made under this and the preced- 
ing appropriation shall be wade only upon vouchers 
approved by the officer in charge of the public 
buildings and grounds of the District. 


Mr. AMBLER. I make the point of order 
that the appropriation contained in the para- 
graph just read is uot authorized by any exist- 
ing law. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
is mistaken about that. Congress appointed 

_a board of canal commissioners who were pro- 
ceeding to fill up the canal; but when the bill 
creating a government for the District and 
establishing the Board of Public Works was 
passed it was specifically provided that all the 
duties heretofore discharged by the canal com- 
missioner, under the provision of law referred 
to, should be transferred to the Board of Pub- 
lic Works. | Hence, for the purpose of filling 
the canal and making the improvements of the 
public property in connection with it, the 
members of this board have become officers 
of the Government of the United States. 
` The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. ; 

Mr. AMBLER. Then I move to strike out 
the paragraph. It seems to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that, taking into consideration what I 
suppose we liave all seen as to the manner in 
which this work is being done, it is not proper 
for the Government of the United States to 
place itvelf in the position of bearing a pro- 
portion of these expenses. Many other gen- 
tlemen here are, doubtless, better advised upon 
this subject than I am; but I have been shown 
a wall at the western end of the canal which 
‘Tam told is to be pulled down and the filling 

‘done again. Jt seems to me that if we are to 

pay a proportion of the expenses of carrying 
on these assumed improvements, we ought in 
some mauner to have some control of the 
improvements or the manner in which they 
shall be carried out. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. These works 
are wholly our own. The filling up of the 
canal adds a very large portion of land to the 
public property, and it has manifestly increased 
the value of our public grounds to a far greater 
amount than the expense which it is proposed 
the Government shall bear. Certainly we are 
bound by all equitable rules to pay for the 
improvement of our own property. 

Mr. McGREW. I wish to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
whether the city of Washington does not claim 
that this canal is the property of the city? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There has been 
a claim of that sort; but it is now utterly 
waived, 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. AMBLER, there were—ayes 35, noes 45; 
nO quorum voting, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. AMBLER, and 
Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 49, noes 73. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend by 
adding to the pending paragraph the follow- 
ing: 

And that no portion of the money herein anpro- 
priated shall be used by the Board of Public Works 
for any other purpose whatever than the purpose 
named in this paragr» ph. - 

l want to cut off any possibility of a transfer 
of this appropriation. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the observation of the transit of Venus across 
the disk of the sun, to be expended with the ap- 


That is all 


proval of the Secretary of the Navy, for the con- 


struction of instruments, $50,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. -I make a point of order 
that the appropriation embraced in the clause 
jast read is not in pursuance of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of. order, l 

.Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Chair will 
allow me to say that this proviston is merely 
to carry out one portion of the work of the 
Naval. Observatory. If we make observations 
on the stars generally, why should we cut off 
Venus? [Laughter. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair adheres to 
his decision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For construction of revenue vessels in accord- 
ance with recommendation of the special commis- 
sion, approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
$208,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iraise a point-of order 
on the paragraph just read that it embraces 
new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is 
not well taken. 

Mr. RANDALL, Iask the attention of the 
chairman to the language of this paragraph. 
It says ‘in accordance with recommendation 
of the special commission.’ It does not pre- 
tend to be in pursuance of any existing law, 
but a mere recommendation of the commis- 
sion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In accordance 
with the arrangement made fora reform in 
the revenue service a commission was ap- 
pointed, and the result of that commission was a 
recommendation which has been. carried out 
thus far for the past two years. ‘This is in 
accordance with the same recommendation, 
aud I hope it will be retained in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules 
the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move then to strike 
out the paragraph. The gentleman from 
Obio stated my figures were correct, that it 
would take about one millionandseventy seven 
thousand dollars for the revenue service, yet 
here is another appropriation of $200,000, 
which is fairly chargeable to that fund. I see 
no possible necessity for the construction of 
vessels to cost $200,000 in connection with 
this service. We have now sufficient vessels 
to answer the purposes of the revenne service 
for the prevention of smuggling; and I hope 
the committee will save this money to the 
Government. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
whole thing up. 

Mr. RANDALL’S motion was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
the city of Charlestown, Massachusetts, the expense 
incurred by said city in curbing and paving the side- 
walks and streets adjacent to the navy-yard, $1.600. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Chairman, at the 
request of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I offer an amendment to come in at this place. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Charles W. Seaton for the relinquishment 
of all claims against the United States for the use at 
the ninth or any subsequent census of his invention 
of a tallying-machine for which Jetters-patent were 
allowed by the United States Patent Office, February 
19, 1872, $15,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of 
order on that amendment that it is new legis- 
lation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules it to 
be in order as contingent expenses in carry- 
ing on one of the Departments. 

Mr. SARGENT. This tallying-machine, 
costing but two or three dollars. each, has 
saved the Government $90,000 in tallying the 
present census. The Committee on Appro- 
priations recommended the sum of $80,000 or 
sanctyoned the appropriation of that amount. 
On conference with the Committee on Patents, 
to whom we referred the matter, I have the 
consent of the committee to cut down the ap- 
propriation, which I have done in the pending 


It will break the 
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amendment, to $15,000. The amount saved, 
as | have already stated, by this Seaton tally- 
ing- machine is $90,000 during the present year. 
A statement with reference to the matter will 
show how usefal this litthe machine is. Up to 
the 6th of January of the present year there 
had been tallied by hand 427,659 pages, in- 
volving 14,139 days’ work, and since the 20th 
of January there have been tallied. by the 
Seaton machine 702,346 pages, involving an 
expenditure of 8,147 days of clerical work. 
In one half of the time this machine did 
double the work. Besides all that, we must 
take into consideration the accuracy of the 
machine. ‘The taking of the census costs us 
some $3,000,009; and as it is oniy taken every 
ten years, it is of the greatest importance to 
save all the time possible in getting the in- 
formation before the people. ‘This little 
machine not only saves time, but saves money 
to the Goverument. 

Mr. BIBBARD. DoTIunderstand the Chair- 
man to rule this amendment in order, and that 
itis not new legislation? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is one of the con- 
tingent expenses connected with a Department 
of the Government, and admissible under the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Mr. Chairman, I had occa- 
sion to consider the question involved in thig 
amendment, in consequence of being a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Patents. Iam not 
fully prepared to state. my conclusions on it. 
[have taken some pains within the past day 
or two to get proper information, and it is my 
opinion this appropriation ought not to be 
made; that it is much too large. This ma- 
chine never saved the Government $90,000, or 
ove half of it, or one quarter; and | state that 
as my opinion, as the result of the investigation 
{have made. 

I do not undertake. to say that I absolutely 
know that such is the fact. But itis my belief, 
Mr. Chairman, that there is a little bumbug, 
if I may use that word, going on here, and 
that it does not fall very much short of being 
a swindle, although the amount now asked for 
is less than I have heretofore heard was 
claimed. 

I have some information coming from par- 
ties who have used this machine, and that 
information goes to the poiut that there has 
been an effort made here on the part of those 
interested in pushing this business in order 
to make the tallying iucrease over the amount 
of taliying before this machine was used. 
Now, 1 understand that there is no fair com- 
parison between the tallyings under this ma- 
chine and former efforts, because they did 
not use sheets which could afford a fair and 
suitable test; and I undertake to give it as 
my opinion from the little examination which 
I have been able to make of the subject, that 
this machine will result in a failure in the erd. 
The difficulty with the former tallyivg was 
that they did not use the proper kind of sheet. 

I will say further that I have been informed, 
although 1 am not positive that it is the fact, 
that the tallying which has been done by this 
machine has not been complete; that it has 
not been done in the manner it was done 
before the machine was used; that the re- 
capitulations have been left to be done after- 
ward, and that the correction of errors has 
been left to be done afterward; and } am 
informed that they are now doing a large 
amount of work which does not go into the 
schedule which they now make up, but which 
did go into the schedule as made up before 
this famous machine was used; and I am 
informed that it isa matter of difficulty now 
to correct these errors, because in hurrying 
the business in order to make the number of 
pages large, they have passed by them, and it 
is dificult to find where the errors exist. 

_ As I said at the outset, I was about pursu- 
ing this investigation farther if the question 
had not come up till to-morrow. But at 
present I will say nothing further than to 
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repeat that in my opinion this appropriation 
sbould not be made. : 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan.. I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out the last word. 
J do this simply for the purpose of saying that 
Ihave had some occasion to look, not at this 
particular patent machine, for which we are 
asked to pay a large sum, but at a good many 
similar cases; and while I can add nothing to 
the statement of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Hisparp] as to this partica- 

_jar matter, l can say this with great emphasis, 
that in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred 
the showing made here isa grossly exaggerated 
one in regard to claims of this kind for the 
use of a patent. For myself, I am opposed 
to the whole business. 

An individual gets up some sort of con- 
trivance which he thinks will benefit some- 
body, and which may or may not be claimed 
to do so. He comes to the Government and 
gets a patent right, which is a monopiy, pure 
and simple. 
number of years to go out into the community 
and to speculate on this thing; and we all 
know that this privilege is used in a great 
many instances vastly to the injury otf the 
public. But whatever it may be worth he has 
got this privilege from the public. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States grants him this 
great advantage. It takes from the public the 
right it would otherwise have to use this with- 
out compensation at all, and gives the patentee 
the right to make what he can out of it. As 
soon as he gets this monopoly in his hands, 
he comes to the Government and says, ‘* Now 
I have got a claim on you for the use of this 
improvement. ;? and having got the Govern- 
meu to use his patent he asks us to pay him 
for it. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that it ought 
to be a very clear and a very strong case in 
which we should do that. I do not say but 
there might be such a case, but I should want 
to examine the matter very carefully, and 
know of a certainty that the advantage alleged 
to have been enjoyed by the Government had 
been gained, because there is in point of prin- 
ciple, I am sure, a very s'roug objection to it, 

I wish myself, and I will vote for it whenever 
I can getan opportunity, aad I shall try to fur- 
nish one some time or other if I stay here much 
longer, that we could put a clause into every 
patent issued that it shall not be made the 
groundwork of any claim against the Govern- 
ment of the United States, which- grants the 
right to the patentee, who takes his monopoly 
and goes abroad among the community and 
makes his profit from the public, and then 
comes back here and hounds us from one end 
of the session to the other to pay him for his 
monopoly. 

Mr. SARGENT. There isa difference, if 
there is anything in the distinction which the 
gentleman draws, between a patent which goes 
into general use, where the patentee is largely 
remunerated for his inventive genius, as in the 
case of the sewing-machine, and inventions of 
destructive weapons of war, or torpedoes, which 
can only be used by the Government. 

Now, here is a tallying-machine, which can 
be used for nothing whatever except the tally- 
ing of the census. It. was invented for that 
special purpose; it has been used for that 


purpose by the Government, and has saved a | 


great many thousand dollars to the Govern- 
ment, 

I have not seen the gentleman who made 
this invention; if my recollection serves me 
he was not before the Committee on Appro- 
priations; but the Superintendent of the Cen- 
gus, General Walker—and a more honorable 
gentleman I do not know—came before the 
committee at our request, and laid the facts 
beforeus. He has furnished to the committee 
two Jetters bearing upon the subject, and in 
order to show the good taith of the committee 
in offering this amendment, I desire to have 
those letters read, showing the results of the 


We give him the right fora large | 


| Eighth week 


use of this machine; and those results, I 
believe, fully justify the statement I made of 
the saving effected under it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT or THE INTERIOR, 


Census Orricr, 
S WasnıneTtox, D. C., March 11, 1872. 
Sır: Under date of the löth of February I had the 
honor to recommend the appropriation of $30,000 in 
compensation for the use of atallying-machine pat- 
ented to C. W., Seaton, formerly a clerk in this office. 
At that time I was able to give the results of only 


.four weeks’ work, being weeks mainly of initiation 


and experiment. I am now able to add the results 
of four weeks additional. 

The daily averages of the entire force engaged 
from the beginning have been as follows for éach 
of the eight weeks during which the machine has 
been used: 


First week D0. pages. 
Second week 54.5 pages. 
Third week.. 68.5 pages. 
Fourth week 63 _ pages. 
Fifth week... 71.75 pages. 
Sixth week... 70 pages. 


Seventh week 


I estimate the saving by the use of the machine 
on the work already done at not less than $32,000, 
or more than the entire appropriation asked in com- 
pensation to the patentee. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

E.A. WALKER, 
à Acting Superintendent, 
Hon. JAMES A, GARFIELD, Chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, United States House of ltepre- 
sentatives. 


Mr. SARGENT. That saving of $32,000 
was up to a certain period. l now ask the 
Clerk to read the other letter. 

“The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
CENSUS OFFICE, 
Wasnineron, D. C., May 14, 1872. 


Sır: Respectfully referring to tbe subject of our 
conversation tbis morning, I would say that up to 
the oth of January of the presont year there had 
been tallied by hand 427,659 pages of the “age and 
sex” schedule, involving an expenditure of 14,931 
days’ work, From the 6th to the 19h of January 
no work on this schedule was performed, awaiting 
the introduction of the Seaton machine, Since the 
9th of January there have been tallied by the 
Seaton machine 702.346 pages of “age and sex,” 
involving an expenditure of 8,471 days of clerical 


work, 

To havetallied the 702,346 pages remaining Janu- 
ary 20 by band, would have required 24,550 days’ work, 
showing a saving by the use of this machine of 
16,403 days. 

I am free to say, however, that I regard this sav- 
ing of time as of even more importance with ref- 
erence to the date of publication than with refer- 
ence to the diminution of expenditure. Consider- 
ing that the census costs over three million dol- 
lars, and that it is only for three or four years 
that its results may be taken as even approxi- 
mately exhibiting the condition of the country, its 
numbers, resources, &c., it seems to me clear that 
every month saved in publicatien may fairly be 
regarded as worth many thousands of dollars. But 
for the use of this machine, the date of final pub- 
lication for the statistics of the census must bave 
been postponed at least six months. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

F, A. WALKER, 
Acting Superintendent. 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT, 
United States Louse of Representatives. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I withdraw my 
formal amendment to the amendment. 

The question recurred on the amendment 
reported by Mr, Sargent from the Committee 
on Appropriations, and being put, there were— 
ayes 45, noes 50; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman 


appointed Mr. Sanceyr and Mr. Ranpau to. 


act. as tellers. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
I prefer to be loose. 
as there ever was. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to be loose 
too. [Laughter.] I am on the side of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. SARGENT. You cannot be on the 
side of the Government when you refuse to pay 
an honest debt. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido notsuppose the Gov- 
ernment can be called upon to pay a debt in a 
case where there is no claim on the Govern- 


I decline to act as teller. 
This is as just a claim 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN then appointed Mr. GAR- 
FIELD, of Obio, and Mr. Dox as tellers. 

The committee divided ; and no quorum voted. 


Mr. BANKS. ‘I move the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The committee accordingly rose; and- the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. WHEEL- 
ER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according ‘to 
order, had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. No. 2705) waking appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 80, 1878, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. 1 desire to 
more that the following paragraph may bein 
order: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman need not 
insiston that motion now, asit will be in order 
to suspend the rales at any time henceforth, 

Mr. BANKS. I move that the House take 
a recess until half past seven o'clock. 

Mr. RANDALL. I rose to make that 
motion. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
(S. No. 691) giving the assent of Congress to 
the subscription of the District of Columbia 
to the stock of the Piedmont and Poromac 
Railroad Company; when the Speaker sigued 
the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Vooruess for the remainder 
of the session. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. SLOSS asked and obtained leave. to 
print in the Globe some remarks on the report 
of the joint Select Committee on the Insurrec- 
tionary States. [See Appendix. ] 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSEND, of Penn- 
sylvania, by unanimous consent, leave wag 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of 
the House of the papers in the case of John 
Cleghorn. 

TARIFF. 


Mr. BE GGS asked and obtained leaveto have 
published in the Globe some remarks he had 
prepared upon the tariff and’ tax bill this day 
passed by the House. [See Appendix. ] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular 
order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
motion to take a recess. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) the 
House took a recess until half past seven p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House re» 
sumed its session at half past seven p. m. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
state that in making the engrossed copy of the 
tariff and tax bill passed by the House to-day 
under a suspension of the rules the Clerk 
desires to include in the ninety per cent. sec- 
tion the various items at the same rate incor- 
porated by the Committee of the Whole in 
subsequent portions of the bill. If there be 
no objection to that arrangement the Clerk 
will be so anthorized. The Chair hears no 
objection. The Chair will indicate the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Dawes] and 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kunr,] 
members of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to look over the bill before it is 
engrossed, and see that it is made to corre: 
spond with the action of the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. That will give those 
gentlemeñ no discretion at all. 
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The SPEAKER. -Not the slightest. Their 


only. daty will be to see that the bill is en-. 
grossed so as to correspond precisely with the 
record-of the Committee of the Whole. 
. Mr. FINKELNBORG.. Will they be able 
to. go at the work to-night? 3 

The SPEAKER. . The bill is nearly eñ- 
gřóssed now. The only rearrangement desired 
was this: several articles were made subject 
to ninety per cent. of the present rate of duty, 
and.it was deemed desirable to include them 
allin the ninety per cent. section. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has 
already been looking over the bill. The Chair 
proposed to include with him in that duty a 
gentleman on the other side, the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] I understand is now sick. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will name 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BECK, ] a 
member of the Committee of Ways and Means. 


JAMES A. M’OULLOH. 


Mr. BURCHARD. JI am instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was 
referred the House bill No. 1001, for the relief 
of James A. McCulloh, late collector of the 
fifth district of Missouri, to report a substitute 
for the same for consideration at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will be 
treated as an original bill and read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection if any. 

The bill wag read. It directs the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to credit 
the account of James A. McCulloh, late col- 
lector of the fifth district of Missouri, with such 
sum as may be shown by satisfactory parole 
proof, or other proper evidence, to have been 
uncollected on the assessment lists transferred 
by him to his successor in office, and which 
were destroyed by fire while in the hands of 
his successor. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 
2852) was received, and read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
this case? 

Mr. BURCHARD. There is, 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be read, then. 

Mr. BURCHARD. ‘The original bill spe- 
cified a given amount, $7,814 90. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, instead of recom- 
mending the allowance of that specific amount, 
recommend the allowance of such a sum as 
Mr. MeCulloh shall be able to prove satisfac- 
torily was covered by the lists destroyed. 

Mr. LYNCH. I think the bill had better be 
amended so as to provide that the sum allowed 
shall not exceed that named in the original bill. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I have no objection to 
such an amendment. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move to amend by insert- 
ing the words ‘‘not exceeding $7,814 90.” 

Mr. BURCHARD. Ihave no objection to 
that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to ; and the bill, 
as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BURCHARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BURCHARD. I move that the report 
accouipanying this bill be printed in the Globe 
The motion was agreed to. 

The reportis as follows: 

Mr. BURCHARD, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, made the following report: 

The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was 
referred House bill No. 1001, being a bill for the re- 
lief of James A, McCulloh, late collector of the fifth 
district of Missouri, respectfully report that J. A. 
McCulloh was collector of internal revenue of the 
fifth district of Missouri, and was removed October 
22, 1866. He was directed to tura over his tax lists 

The amount at that timo out- 


Is there any report in 


. 


to his successor. 
standing and unaccounted for upon the assessment 
lists receipted for by Mr. McCulloh was $50,538 45, of 
which there has been collected by his successor 


ii di net mr reining ii apnea itp a a 


$37,509 17, and abated by. the Internal Revenue Com- 
missioner, as uncollectable, $4,899 80; still to be col- 
lected by Mr. McCulloh’s successor, $8,129 48. By 
the regulations of the Treasury Department an out- 
going collector is not upon their transfer credited 
with the amount: upon the lists, but the same re- 
mains charged against him until collected by his 
successor. The amount uncollected on said lists 
($8,129 48) stands charged to Mr. McCulloh, as late 
collector, and suit has been commenced. 

By the rules of the Department Mr. McCulloh was 
required to state what amount he considered col- 
lectable, and what uncollectable. He made such 
statement, representing that, of the $50.538 45 the 
sum of $43,323 36 he considered collectable, and 
$5,215 07 as uncollectable, The latter sùm has been 
nearly all abated, While these assessment lists 
wore in the possession of and being collected by the 
suecessor they were consumed by fire, which de- 
stroyed the colléctor’s office and contents on the 6th 
of November, 1867. . 

On the 10th of January, A. D.1871, by a fire which 
consumed the assessor’s office of that district, the 
duplicate copies of these samo lists were destroyed, 
so that there is now in existence no records or other 
written evidence under the control of the Depart- 
ment to determine what portion of the amoust now 
outstanding and unaccounted for on lists of Mr. 
McCulloh has been collected by him, or what part 
of this amount might properly be abated to him as 
uncollected. Mr. McOulloh, by proper diligence 
and compliance with the directions of the Depart- 
ment perhaps during the existence of these rec- 
ords might have obtained an abatement, in part at 
least, of the amount charged against him; but your 
committee believe that he should not be held to 
account for uncollected taxes upon listsin the hands 
of his successor, unless it appears that the sums 
claimed by the Government had been collected by 
Mr. McCulloh, or remained uncollected through 
his fault or negligence. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage 
of the following substitute for the bill referred to 
the committee. 


JOHN COLTER. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. Task unanimous 
consent to report from the Committee on the 
Judiciary a bill which has been unanimously 
agreed to by that committee. It is House bill 
No. 2286, for the relief of John Colter. 

The bill was read for information. It pro- 
poses to relieve John Colter from an assess- 
ment of $4,414 40 made against him in the 
fifth revenue district of the State of Indiana 
in and for the month of August, A. D. 1870, 
for deficiency of return of distilled spirits, 
commonly known as deficiency tax, and that 
any suit or other proceeding now pending 
against him for the collection thereof be 
directed to be dismissed or discontinued. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is there a report accom- 
panying this bill? 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. There is an affi- 
davit of the assessor and deputy assessor of 
the district, showing all the facts of the case. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF BANKING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WALDRON. On behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, I ask that 
Monday evening of next week be assigned for 
business of that committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. [I object. 

Subsequently Mr. RANDALL withdrew his 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. WALDRON] renews his request that 
next Monday evening be set apart for business 
from the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I must object until gen- 
tlemen of the Committee on Appropriations 
and the Committee of Ways and Means come 
in, because it may be important that we should 
have a session next Monday evening for public 
business. 


y: 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
ar RANDALL. I call for the regular 
order. i 
The SPEAKER. The business in order 
this evening is-the consideration of reports 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. WILLARD. » I ask unanimous consent 


that the bill (H. R. No. 2568) for the relief 
of John Black, late consul of the United States 
at the city of Mexico, which bill was reported 
by the Committee on Forcign Affairs on a 
former occasion, and was sent to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
may be taken up and considered in the: House 
at the present time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before. we decide upon 
taking up the bill I should be glad to hear the 
report read. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Horman] reserves the right to 
object after the report has been read. 

Mr. PERCE. I object absolutely. 


CREDITORS OF REPUBLIC OF TEXAS. 


Mr. WILLARD. [ am directed by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to report ad- 
versely upon the joint. resolution (H. R. No. 
88, extending the time in which creditors of 
the late republic of Texas may file their 
claims at the Treasury Department, and to 
move that the bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was laid on the table; 
and also. moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


C. 0. SHEPARD. 


Mr. WILLARD. By direction of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, I report adversely 
upon the bili (H. R. No. 851) to empower O. 
O. Shepard, chargé d'affaires at Japan, to 
draw his.salary as such officer, and move that 
the bill be laid on the table. 

-The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was laid on the table ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES MINISFER AT JAPAN, 


Mr. BANKS. I have been directed by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs to report 
adversely upon the bill (H. R. No. 2122) to 
authorize the minister of the United States at 
the Court of Japan to represent the Govern- 
ment of Hawaii at that Court. I move that 
the bill be laid on the table; but before the 
question is taken, I ask that the bill be read. 

The bill, which was read, recites that the 
Government of Hawaii has requested of the 
Government of the United States that Charles 
E. De Long, envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary ofthe United States of America 
to the Court of Japan, should be authorized to 
represent the Government of Hawaii at the 
Court of Japan, aud that he has been com- 
missioned and accredited as such representa- 
tive. The bill therefore authorizes Charles 
E. De Long to act as the representative of the 
Government of Hawaii at the Court of Japan ; 
such authority to date back to the time of the 
request of the Government of Hawaii. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, it was not the 
wish of Minister De Long, but it was the 
request of the Hawaiian Government, that 
he should be allowed to act as minister of 
Hawaii at the Court of Japan, while continuing 
to act as minister of the United States. The 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, on considera- 
tion of this question, regarded this double 
office was incompatible both in the nature of 
the offices and under the provisions of the 
Constitution. The diplomatic representative 
of this Government in Japan is a representa- 
tive of a sovereign, and could not be divided 
with another sovereign, The Constitution 
provides that no officer of this Government 
should be permitted to hold an office bestowed 
on him. by another Government. On every con- 
sideration it was. deemed best the committee 
should report adversely. I. move it be laid 
upon the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 
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ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. BANKS. J am directed by the commit- 
tee to report back the following resolution and 
to move it be laid on the table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to take 
such steps as may be deemed necessary to ascertain 
the views of European Governments in regard to: 
international coöperation for the construction of a 
ship-canal between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 


Mr. BANKS. I ask that the letter of the 
Secretary of State be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT or STATR, 
WASHINGTON, January 16, 1872. 

Sir: J have the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of this date inclosing a copy of a reso- 
lution proposed by Mr. LYNCH on the 8th instant, and 
which has been referred to the committee of which 
you ure chairman, upon which you invite sugges- 
tions from the Department, the resolution being 
upon the subject of ascertaining the views of Euro- 
pean Governments in regard to international codp- 
eration for the construction of a ship-canal between 
the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

In reply, I have the bonor to inform you that it 
has not been the policy of this Government to com- 
plicate the practical question of the construction of 
such a canal by encouraging discussions or negotia- 
tions with European Powers on the subject, but 
rather to foster the development of the enterprise, 
when the most practicable and economical route 
shall have been determined upon, as an undertaking 
which it is peculiarly the duty of the American 
nations to carry forward to a successful completion. 

It is for the committee, however, to determine 
how far such views accord with the interests of the 
United States. 

I have the honor to be, sir, year obedient servant, 

AMILTON FISH. 
Hon, N. P. Banks, Chairman Committee on Foreign 

Affairs, House of Representatives. 

Mr. BANKS. I move that the resolution 
be laid npon the table. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move it be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BANKS. I do not object to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do; this Government 
has nothing to do with these things. 

Mr. BANKS. I withdraw the motion to 
lay upon the table at the request of the gentle- 
man from Maine.’ I think the principle an- 
nounced by the Secretary of State is clearly 
right, and entirely in harmony with the pre- 
cedents of this Goverament. J think it is 
scarcely worth while to refer it’ to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
as there is no time left for discussion. I 
believe the gentleman would better subserve 
his purpose by introducing a bill and referring 
it to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, where the whole subject of this 
canal can be open for discussion hereafter. 

_Mr. LYNCH. Has the gentleman objec- 
tion to the resolution going to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Let the Washing- 
ton treaty go there too for discussion. 

Mr. N I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BANKS. I renew my motion that the 
resolution be laid upon the table, and the 
accompanying papers be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was laid upon 
the table; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VIENNA INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. BANKS also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2800) to 
authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint one or more commissioners to rep- 
resent the Government of the United States 
at the international exposition of agriculture, 
industry, and fine arts, to be held at Vienna 
in 1873, with the recommendation that it do 
pass. i 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
President of the United States be, and he 
hereby is, authorizéd, by and with the advice 


and consent of the Senate, to appoint one or. 


more agents to represent the Government of 
the United States at the international exposi- 


tion of agriculture, industry, and fine arts, to 
be held at Vienna in 1878, provided that such 
appointments shall not imposeon this Govern- 
ment any liability for the expense which they 
may occasion. . tas 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to ‘reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION IN JAPAN, 


Mr. BANKS also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2799): to 
provide for the appointment of a secretary of 
legation at the Court of Japan, and for other 
purposes. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Pres- 
ident to appoint for the legation at Japan a 
secretary of legation, who shall receive as com- 
pensation for his services a salary at the rate 
of $3,500 a year. : 

The bill, in its second section, authorizes 
the President to appoint two American student 
interpreters to be attached to said legation, 
who shall be, at the time of their respective 
appointments, not over the age of seventeen 
years, each of whom shall receive as com- 
pensation for his services for the first year at 
the rate of $800, for the second: year $1,000, 
for the third year $1,400, and for the fourth 
year $1,800; provided that they shall give 
bond in the sum of $500 to serve the Govern- 
ment of the United States as interpreters for 
at the rate of three years after their gradua- 
tion, if required by the President. 

The bill, in its third. section, provides that 
the interpreter for said legation shall be selected 
from the student interpreters aforesaid, so soon 
as one or more of said students shall have at- 
tained sufficient proficiency in his or their 
studies, and in the language of Japan, to be 
able to discharge properly the duties of that 
office; and the said interpreter shall receive 
ag compensation for his services a salary at 
the rate of $3,000 a year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill, I believe, does 
not make any appropriation? 

The SPEAKER. It does not, as the Chair 
understands. It provides the rate of com- 
pensation to be hereafter paid. 

Mr. BANKS. This bill provides in the 
first instance for a secretary of legation at the 
Court of Japan at of a salaary $3,500 year. 
The House, in the consideration of the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill, agreed 
to insert an appropriation for a secretary of 
legation. But inasmuch as that is legislation 
for a single year only, and may possibly not 
be repeated, it may not be inappropriate to 
provide in a general act for the appointment 
of a secretary of legation. 

It will be evident to gentlemen of the House 
when they cousider the extent and variety of 
character of the business which devolves upon 
the United States mission at Japan that a sec- 
retary is necessary there, perhaps more neces- 
sary than at many other Courts where a secre- 
tary of legation is provided for. The minister 
of the United States-at Japan is a judicial 
officer. He holds courts. He is the only judi- 
cial officer to whom American citizens can 
appeal, or who can render judgment upon the 
questions in which they are interested. And 
inasmuch as oftentimes these are very import- 
ant, both in their pecuniary character and ex- 
tent and in their effect upon the individual posi- 
tions of American citizens appealing to the min- 
ister for protection and for justice, it is thought 
a secretary, to share the burdens of that office 
and the discharge of its duties, must be con- 
sidered absolutely necessary. 

Inasmuch as the House has agreed to an 
appropriation for this purpose in the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill, I sup- 


pose there can be no doubt as to the expe- 
diency of providing for the establishment of 
this office by a general law: 

The second section of this bill relates to the 
authority given to the President to appoint 
two American student interpreters to be 
attached tothe legation, who shall be atthe 
time of their respective appointments, not 
over the age of seventeen years, each of whom 
shall receive as compensation for his services, 
for the first year at the rate of $800, for’ the 
second year at the rate of $1,000, for the 
third year at the rate of $1,400, and for the 
fourth year at the rate of $1,800, giving bond 
in the sum of $500 to serve the Government 
of the United States as interpreters for three 
years after their graduation if required by the 
President. 

The necessities of the legation in Japan for 
assistant interpreters are imperative and abso 
lute, affecting all ministers who can be sent 
from this country at present to serve there. 
It is but a very few years since, at the ex- 
pressed wish of the United States, Japan has 
been opened to communication with civilized 
nations. Neither in Europe nor in this country 
are there any men, except those who’ have 
been connected with the missionary service, 
who are familiar with the language of Japan,. 
or who can act as interpreters. The inter- 
course between the two.Governments is now 
so great, and the business so varied, so exten- 
sive, so important, and affecting both public 
and private interests in such a degree, that 
facilities for interpretation between the two 
Governments are absolutely necessary, and 
some provision for this end is required. _ 

A dispatch received from the State De- 
partment in regard to this necessity in China 
states in a most imperative and absolute man- 
ner that it is impossible at present to vin- 
dicate the interests of the Government of 
the United States and maintain the rights 
of its citizens unless they can bave the aid 
of interpretation on the part of those who 
are in some degree connected with or inter- 
ested for the Government and people of the 
United States. At present the natives of the 
country, both in Japan and China, are em- 
ployed in this duty. It is therefore impos- 
sible for the minister to know whether they 
perform that duty in good faith or no. It is 
only reliance on general character that is open 
tous. The legation being dependent on the 
natives of the country for interpretation, have 
no means of ascertaining whether in any given 
instance they are acting in good faith and 
properly and truly represent the interests of 
the country they serve. It is suggested by 
my colleague on the committee that in Japan 
particularly the relation of the Japanese to 
their Government is of so delicate a nature 
that if they supposed their action or informa- 
tion to be in the slightest degree offensive or 
questionable in regard to. its effect on their 
own Government they would be restrained 
from acting fully in accord with the interests 
or wishes of this Government. 

We have therefore provided ina very im- 
perfect and incomplete manner for the appoint- 
ment of two student interpreters, who, after 
four years of service, shall be qualified to act 
as interpreters. I must say that the committee 
agree to this proposition with some hesitation, 
on the ground of its inefficiency. After four 
years of service, and after these two American 
student interpreters shall be educated, they 
may be withdrawn into other service by the 
temptation of larger compensation, or they 
may sicken and die ; and after that, of course, 
we have no advantage from the expenditure 
and lapse of time which has attended the slow 
progress of their education ; and after a second 
four years, when others have been educated, 
the same events may occur, and thus. we may 
go on from period to period, spending money 
and losing time, without really benefiting our- 
selves in any degree. whatever. 

The committee did not think it expedient te 
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ask the House to make a larger appropriation 
at this time, or authorize the employment of -a 
larger number of students than those provided 
for inthe bill. If we have time to-night or 
to-morrow weshall propose, in-connection with 
the legation of the United: Statesin China, the 
education of a larger number of- pupils at thé 
expense of the Chinese indemnity fund, which 
is a fund of-a peculiar nature, giving equitable 
amounts to both Governments in the amount 
of money now in the hands ‘of the United 
States, by means of which we might possibly 
educate a large number both of Chinese and 
Americans, with a view to employment as in- 
‘terpreters andin the consular and diplomatic 
service; upon whom ‘we could rely in the dis- 
charge of all the duties that devolve npon the 
legation in counection with the rights of citizens 
of the United States. And if it should happen 
with the concurrence of the Chinese Govern- 
mentthat Chinese youthsshould be educated in 
the English language and literature and sei- 
ences, the United States in time would not only 
gainthe friendship and confidence of China, but 
these Chinese youths. would themselves come 
to important and prominent positions under 
their own Government. Thus, by the benefi- 


cent operation of this appropriation of a fund 

„not entirely, at least not equitably, our own, 
we shall confer alasting benefit both upon the 
Government and people of China and the 
Goverument and people of the United States. 
Bui that remark applies expressly to the lega- 
tion in China. 

In regard to that in Japan, we submit this 
proposiiion with the greatest confidence: that, 
as far as it goes, the Congress of the United 
States will approve it and will be willing to 
recognize the necessity of appointing at least 


two American students, who, after four years 
of study, will be able to aid the Government in 
the consular ind diplomatic service. And after 
avery full and careful consideration in a com- 
mittee which the honorable gentleman from 
New York [ Mr. Woop] said the other day is by 
DO means a partisan committee, at least upon 
such questions, we have unanimously come to 
the conclusion that this particular recommend- 
ation of the Committee on Foreign Affairs is 
entitled to the unanimous approval of the 
House. And [hope we shall have the satis- 
faction of receiving that approval. 

k am reminded by my colleague on this 
committee now sifting on my right [Mr. WIL 
LARD] that the Government of the United 
States has, in the indemnity fund of Japan, 
paid to this Government under the treaty of 
1864, the sum of $700,000 or over, out of 
which the expeuses of these interpreters can 
be paid, and irom which we can makca larger 
provision should it meet the judgment of the 
House hereatter, aud which would relieve us 
from the danger of losing the advantage of 
the expenditure and time that might elapse in 
the education of these two men by supplylug 
agreateruumber of students. That, however, 
wili be for tbe House to consider hereafter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itake it for granted this 
office of secretary of legation will be created 
and made permanent at a handsome salary 
of $2,500 a year. 

Mr. KILLINGER. It is $8,500 a year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; $3,500 a year, and 
nothing todo. ditake it for granted, where 
there is so much business to be done, it is of 
course necessary to have two pupils appointed 
with bandsome salaries of from $800 up, I 
know from experisnce that when it is pro- 
posed, no matter on which side of the House, 
to create a new office and to increase the 
patronage of the Executive of this Govern- 
meni, the measure, under almost any circum- 
stances, i$ sure to receive tlie approval of 
Congress. I undertake to say there is. no 
public reason for this. 

Why, sir, it was only a few doys ago that we 
saw our minister to Japan, Mr De Long, en- 
joying the festivities of this cayttal, day after 
day, and week after week, and I think I may Hi 
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say month after month, for I suppose he is 
here yet. I believe bis remaining here all of 
the time will be just as beneficial to Japan and 


to the United States as if he should remain 


there sweltering in the heat of their torrid 
climate. Ido not believe there is any more 


necessity for a minister to Japan than there is 


for a minister to the Comanche Indians. I 
believe that our minister to Japan is here in the 
capital at this time, and he might just as well, 
remain hereasgothere. However. lamtold by 
afriend nearmethat heisnotherenow. {hope 
he has gone back, and I hope that he will make 
at least a decent pretext, if nothing more, of 
earning his salary. 

We need nothing more than a commercial 
agent at Japan. And after the intelligence 
of this nation shall grow up to it, we will 
have nothing but commercial agents at such 
places. ‘The ministers, secretaries of lega- 
tion, and other idle gentlemen from abroad, 
whom we have right here at our capital, show 
what our ministers have to do in other coun- 
tries. Itisa mere fancy performance. ‘The 
truth about it ig that this Republic of ours, 
where there is a supposition that there is no 
expenditure except for some public purpose, 
spends more money for the purpose of en- 
abling idle gentlemen, who have nothing else to 
do, to go abroad and live at the public expense, 
than any other Government on this globe. It 
does not require that a person should go to 
Japan to know that all we need there is a 
commercial agent, and that a gentleman of 
very moderate capacity and at a very moder- 
ate salary will answer the purpose. 

Mr. KILLINGER. How much would bea 
proper salary? 

Mr. HOLMAN. A very moderate salary. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman aliow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman if he does not think that all these 
missions are useless? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly I do; I enter- 
tain no doubt about it at all. I believe all 
these offices useless beyond commercial agents. 
There are some men here upon the fluor of 
this House now who I trust will be upon the 
floor of this House when this whole miserable 
piece of humbuggery will go to pieces, and 
when, as is now done, any important thing 
that is to be done wiil be done by the heads 
of the respective State departments of the 
several Governments. 

In a few instances in our history—so few 
that you could count them on your fingers— 
important things for the Government have 
been done by our ministers abroad. Elihu B. 
Washburne, our minister to France, has re- 
flected credit upon the Government and done 
honor to himself under peculiar circumstances, 
which will not, perhaps, occur again in the 
course of a life-time. But, with the solitary 
exception of that strong man who, in a great 
emergency, rose up equal to the occasion, there 
has been no instance within twenty-five years 
in which a minister of our country abroad 
has reflected real credit upon the American 
people. . 

Our whole idea that the comity of nations 
requires us to maintain these ministers at all 
foreign countries; the idea that the Govern- 
ment must have at every foreign court an 
official as the supposed representative of the 
sovereign power, was imported from Europe, 
and is so inconsistent with the genius of our 
Government that it is strange it should ever 
have found any countenance here. 

I trust that the day will soon come when the 
people of this country will understand all 
about this matter. When a proposiudon is 
brought forward to expend money abroad it 
is taken for granted here that nobody knows 
anything about it, that itis a subject beyond 
the comprebension of the American citizen. 
Thas everything pertaining to our foreign rela- 
tions is conducted upon a more expensive and | 


extravagant basis than any other servite that 
we have. ’ : 

-Our minister to Japan, as I have already 
stated, has been at this capital month after 
monta taking part in festivities, it being appa- 
rently conceded that itis a matter of no con- 
sequence whether he be in Japan or not, that 
a mere clerk can perform all the duties there. 
Yet we are now to add to our Japanese 
embassy a secretary of legation, either because 
the official burdens of our minister are too 
great, or because we must add dignity to our 
representation at Japan. And our commer- 
cial relations with that nation are so close and 
so important that for the purpose of having 
persons there who can speak the Japanese 
language we must educate them at the expense 
ofthe Government. Bah! I have no patience 
with such propositions. If wehave much inter- 
course with Japan, [ presume that we can find 
people there who can speak the language. 
Bat we have no commerce with Japan ; | trust 
we never shall have. [Laughter.] We send 
to that country bullion and bring back silk 
and tea. Do you call that commerce? That 
is the ouly kind of commerce we have; and 
itis for this that we must incur the expense 
of educating boys to speak the Japanese lan- 
guage. Those little islands out in the Pacific, 
the Sandwich Islands, are of more consequence 
to us than all Japan or China so far as Com- 
merce is concerned. We have real commeree 
with the Sandwich Islands; but with Japan 
we have no commerce. It is idle to call it 
commerce where we merely send out the pre- 
mens metals and reczive in exchange tea and 
silk. 

But, as I said at the outset, I take it for 
granted that this measure will pass, and it 
will pass not only because of the great weight 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Baxxs] can give it, but because also it isin 
accordance with the traditional habit of the 
House. A proposition to create a new office 
seems fo have a charm about it. The Blue 
Book is not large enough; it must be still 
further swelled. The time will come when 
this chain of cobwebs which now binds the 
industry and labor of thig country to the 
chariot-wheels of individual interests will be 
swept away, and we shall have in power here 
men who will weigh measures with reference 
to the public welfare, and not with the view of 
creating offices for the benefit of idle geutle- 
men. 

Mr. BROOKS rose. 

Mr. BANKS. I resume the floor. I yield 
for a moment to the gentleman from Califor- 
nia, [Mr. Cocuian.]. £ will afrerward yield to 
the gentleman trom New York, [ Mr. Brooxs. ] 

Mr. COGHLAN. I wish to say a few words 
in answer tothe remarks of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Houmay.] I have seen Ameri- 
cans who have visited Japan, and who have 
felt ashamed at the manner in which our 
embassy there is treated by an American 
Congress. While every other civilized Gov- 
ernment, by wise expenditure in maintaining 
a proper diplomatic establishment, is endeav- 
oring to gain the commerce of the Bast, we 
are sending out a shabby little embassy with- 
out even a clerk to assist our minister. I 
have learned from men who have been there, 
that instead of having, as the representatives 
of other civilized Governments have—as Eng- 
land and France have—a proper room in 
which to hold court, our minister is obliged to 
hold court in his own private parlor, with a 
lot of men spitting their tobacco and throwing 
their cigars upon his wife’s carpets. ‘This is 
the way in which our minister is compelled 
to uphold the dignity of the American name. 

What is proposed here is exactly what Con- 
gress should do in the premises. Here is a 
new nation almost, a new nation to us, and all 
the nations of the Westare striving to secure its 
great commerce. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana would not have this nation properly rep- 
resented there. Our minister has now not the 
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facilities for doing business which are allowed | telle. Ido not like toseeourtrade underrated 


by other nations to a far inferior grade of dip- 
lomatic representative. We do not allow 
him a clerk to assist him in trying cases 
jnvolving the rights of American citizens in 
Japan. -it is hard indeed. I know trom per- 
sous who have been there that Minister De 
Long has been compelled to sit up night after 
night until daylight in writing up the evidence 
brought before.him, in order that he might be 
better able to-do justice to all parties cou- 
cerned. Yet this Congress—no, not this Con- 
gress, but one gentleman here, objects to 
allowing our minister to Japan the service 
of a clerk to help him in bringing about jas- 
tice between the parties who come before 
him! 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why did he not stay there 
to attend to his business instead of. idling 
about Washington? 

Mr. COGHLAN. He is not here now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has he not been here? 

Mr. COGHLAN. He has been here, and 
he came under the orders of his own Govern- 
ment 10 attend the Japanese embassy. He 
was doing bis duty as an American minister. 
He came here by order of his Government, 
and by order of his Government he has re- 
turned. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When did he leave? 

Mr. COGHLAN. He has been gone about 
a month; I cannot say accurately, but E think 
about a month. I will not detain the House 
further than to state the fact that the minister 
is now compelled to take the testimony bim- 
self and write it down himself, and not only 
to hear it and write it down, but to hear it in 
his own private parlor, instead of having a suit- 
able room for that purpose and the clerical 
assistance allowed by every other Goverument 
to its minister under like circumstances. 

Mr. BANKS. I now yield tothe gentleman 
from New York for whatever time he may 
desire. 

Mr. BROOKS. My honorable friend from 
Indiana (Mr. Houman] is so accustomed to 
oppose all measures arising here that he feelg 
it to be his duty now to hit at everything, right 
and left, no matter what itis. Among other 
things he hits very often in the right place. 
Nine tenths of the time he is right; but he is 
so much in the habit of oppugnation that he 
hits at everything, just as well as unjust. 

The honorable gentieman_ has said there is 
no commerce with Jupan. Iam sorry he does 
not keep up with the statistics of the age. If 
he had referred to the official report of our 
own commerce, which he hasin hisown room, 
jf not on his desk, he would have found we 
have an enormous commerce with Japan. 
The duties collected in New York amount to 
one million—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I refer to exports; that 
we exported our bullion there to bring back 
their ware. 

Mr. BROOKS. I will limit it to exports, 
then. He admits we have a great deal of im- 
ports. Iam not going into any lengthy table. 
Qur exports for the last four months, from 
January 1, to April 20, 1872, the latest date 
given in our statistical returns of merchan- 
dise, was $780,549, and of treasure $3,558,719, 
making $4,780,268 in all. Now, my bonor- 
able friend from Indiana must admit that is 
something in the way of commerce and trade. 
He must admit, too, that our imports are by 
no means inconsiderable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will per- 
ecive that his statistics sustain my statement 
that substantially we have no commerce. 

Mr. BROOKS. I have given from the table 
the fact that our exports amountto nearly five 
million dollars. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN, A mere bagatelle. 

Mr. BROOKS. kisa big bayatelle; and I 
only wish I had half of it. We havenearly five 
million dollars of exports; aud that is by no 
means a mere bagatelle. Ifit is it is a big baga- 


with any country. Inthe way of exports we have 
not much to brag of. I have not the statistics; 
but I venture the assertion that these exports 
are much larger than those to Brazil, quite as 
large as to Mexico, a contiguous territory, and 
larger than to Central America. Japan isone 
of the Powers with which we have a large and 
largely increasing commerce, The geutieman 
undervalues all this. - I call his attention to 
the fact that the minister in Japan, and this 
secretary of legation to be appointed, do all 
the judicial business of the United States in 
that country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Acommercial agent would 
do as well. 

Mr. BROOKS. Fora commercial agent to 
do it as well he must know something, he 
must be a lawyer, he must be acquainted with 
not ‘only mercantile, but with legal affairs. 
Neither my honorable friend from Indiana 
[Mr. Houtman] nor myself would like to be 
tried for our lives or property by mere com- 
mercial agents, with paltry salaries, who might 
happen to know nothing either of the law or 
“f commercial principles connected with the 
aw. 

I call the attention of the House to the fact 
that the minister at Japan and the secretary 
of legation at Japan are judicial officers, su- 
preme courts, superior courts, the high courts 
of appeal. In all matters of commerce or 
where life is concerned, as well as property, 
these men must approach the authorities of 
Japan. And how are they to approach them? 
W ho can learn the Japanese language in any rea 
sonabletime? Itisnot like the French language, 
or the Spanish, or the Italian. - It is a language 
to be learned, like the Chinese, with infinite dif- 
ficulty—a language not to be learned under 
five or six years of hard study. It is neces- 
sary to have some American or two Ameri- 
cans who understand these languages, iu order 
that our legation may be able to approach the 
authorities of these eastern countries and be 
able to fairly represent their own peopie. At 
present the medium of all our intercourse, 
diplomatic and commercial, with the high 
authorities of Japan is a very intelligent Jap- 
anese, [shibashi, who acts as interpreter for 
us, and at the same time as interpreter for his 
own Government; and of course this means 
of interpretation is very unfair and very unjust 
to our country. 

Now, the policy of other nations is very dif- 
ferent. The British Government not only pro- 
vide themselves with ministers and secretaries 
of legation, but they have six interpreters, six 
English-born interpreters, who are sent out 
there especially to be educated, and who live 
in the British mission, and who are not only 
preparing themselves to serve their country, 
but whose reward is to be, if they learn thor- 
oughly to comprehend the language, the con- 
sulate of Japan and of China afterward. 

Ido not wish to detain the House at any 
greater length on this subject, because I do 
not think there can be much ditference of 
opinion on a matter like this. The Commit- 
tee ou Foreign Affairs are unanimous in rec- 
ommending this bill; and I think I have suc- 
eseded in showing all the statements of the 
gentleman from Indiana to be incorrect as 
well as unjust. 

Mr. BANKS. If no other gentleman desires 
to make any remarks on this bill, I wish to 
present one or two considerations which ap- 
pear to have escaped the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. HoLMAN,] and I 
will then call the previous question. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] 
has expressed the same opinions as we have 
heard here time and time again on this sub- 
ject. There is no doubt whatever that the 
diplomatic system of representation between 
nations might be improved. The distinguished 
gentleman who ‘now represents us in France 
has expressed here frequently the same views 


which we have heard expressed by the gentle- 
man from Indiana. Yet when he became a 
representative of the Governinent of the Uni- 
ted States in France he did find there was 
something to do; le did find there was some- 
thing to be done for the protection of Aimeri- 
ean citizens; and he did find also ‘that there 
was some houor for the Government he serves, 
in the protection he extended over the Ger- 
mans, who were suffering in. every couceiva- 
ble way during the great war between Frauve 
and Germany. And L remember very well that 
a distinguished Senator representing a State in 
another pisce than this, when a member on 
this floor, used to declaim against the system 
of diplomatic representation; yet when he 
became a representative of the Government 
abroad, the files of the State Department will 
show that no more earnest aud constantly re- 
peated remonstrances against the inefficient 
support given to our representatives were 
ever made than came from his legation and 
his pen. And the gentleman. from Indiana, 
(Mr. Houman,]} if he should ever have the 
honor, as i trust he may, to serve this Govern- 
mentas minister to some one of the first Gov- 
ernments of Europe or of Asia, will find that 
not only is his position one of honor, but that 
it is one of great service to the people he rep- 
resents. 

The gentleman has said that a commercial 
agent is sufficient to answer all the purposes 
of this Government in other countries. Per- 
haps, in regard to commerce, that might be 
sufficient, but there are other considerations 
than those of a commercial character. ‘Lhe 
gentleman from Indiana knows very well that 
no commercial agent or consular olfiver bas 
the right to appeal to the Governmeut of auy 
foreign State in regard toa diplomatic ques- 
tion, and if the question of the protection or 
the liberty ofan American citizen was involved, 
as they have occasionally been involved before, 
the only method of reaching the Government 
of a foreign State is tbrough a diplomatic rep- 
resentative of this country. Wil the gentle- 
man from Indiana: say he desires no protec- 
tion for Americans, whether calied abroad in 
the pursuit of business or from considerations 
which cannot be avoided, and are there subject 
to wrong, to imposition, to arrest, to impris- 
onment? Will he say that this Government. 
will give them no protection, and that no man 
shall be placed there to speak a word fur them 
inthe name of the American Government? 

Perhaps if the system could be changed. it 
might be well; but it is founded on diplomatic 
usages, on the comity of nations; 1t is em- 
bodied in the system of international. laws 
that has grown up with civilization, and that 
has increased and strengthened in. import- 
ance as nations advanced in civilization, until 
now it is indispensable. in these times, when 
so many people are passing from one coun- 
try to another. If we could abolish this sys- 
tem by any act of ours we might consider it, 
but we have no power to touch the system by 
any legislation we could enact. We have only 
to recognize the existence of the system as it 
now stands and adapt ourselves to it and give 
our citizens the benefit of it, unul it shali be 
changed by the general agreement of the 
nations of the earth, to which I shall be as 
willing to agsent-as anybody else. 

Now, in regard to Japan, I am sure the 
members of the House agree with the cum- 
mittee, who gave this suvject most careful 
consideration, that if we are to have represent- 
atives in Japan it is essential to maintain the 
interesis Of this country, both commercially 
and politically, at that court, that we shouid 
have interpreters between us and Japan, and 
that object can be attained only by some provis- 
ion of the character reported by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. ‘The appvinunent of two 
students was as little as We could ask the 
House to accord to us in this connection. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Iagree with my colleague 
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(Mr. Horman]. that very much of. this diplo- 
matic system is inconsistent with our political 
condition, and really an excrescence upon our 
form of government and our form of society. 
L-believe that: most of our foreign relations 
-ought to be. transacted through consulships 
and consular agencies, and if it were an ori- 
ginal question with me I would not vote to send 
ministers resident to. but very few of the great 
nations of the earth....I think the offices are 
for the most. part the most perfect: sinecures 
in the world. And that is not all... In many 
instances the conduct of our foreign ministers 
is a-matter that brings us into disrepute with 
nations abroad on account of their notorious 
unfitness for the relations they assume with 
foreign Courts without any previous training. 

But it ig not an original question. Our re- 
lations. with Japan are of a very interesting 
character just now, and are likely to become 
more and more important and at the same 
time more interesting. I should think it. there- 
fore unwise in us to refuse to extend those re- 
lations, and to refuse to grant that which the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs has asked us to 
enact into law. I therefore, for one, do not 
like making opposition to it, I think if the 
gentleman will call the previous question the 
bill will pass at once, and we can proceed to 
the other business of the committee. 

Mr. BANKS. I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RENTS DUB JAPAN. 


Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported back, with amendments, 
House bill No. 2797, providing for the pay- 
ment to the Government of Japan, from the 
indemnity fund, the sum due on account of 
rents for lands and buildings occupied by the 
diplomatic and consular representatives of the 
United States to Japan, and for other purposes. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of State to pay to the Government 
of Japan, through its resident diplomatic 
representative in the United States, out of the 
moneys received from said Government under 
the convention of October 22, 1864, any sum 
not exceeding $6,000, which may be found to 
be due to the Government of Japan by that of 
the United States on acconnt of rents for 
lands or buildings occupied by the diplomatic 
or consular representatives of the United 
States in Japan. 

The second section provides that a sum not 
exceeding $5,000 per annum be, and the same 
is hereby, authorized and directed to be paid 
out of the income arising from the Simonoseki 
indemnity fund, to be used to defray the ex- 
peuses of renting, furnishing, aud keeping a 
suitable building, with grouuds appurtenant, 
in Yedo, or such other place in Japan as 
shall be approved by the Secretary of State, 
for the use of the diplomatic representative, 
as a legation building, court-house, and jail, 
such expenses to be subject to the allowance 
and approval of the Secretary of State. 

The third section provides that a farther 
sum, not to exceed $2,500, be, and the same 
is hereby, also appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the purchase of a suitable law-library for 
the use of said legation in Japan, the selection 
of such library to be made by the Secretary of 
State. 

The amendments reported from the com- 
mittee were to add tothe first section the words 
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‘to be paid out of the Japanese indemnity 
fund, of October 22, 1864; to strike. out 
t Simonoseki,’’ in the second. section, and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “Japanese ;’’ 
also to strike out of section three the words 
“ out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated,” and to insert. the words 
“to be paid .out of the Japanese indemnity 
fund, of October 22, 1864.” * 

Mr. HOLMAN. . I raise the-point of order 
that this Japanese indemnity fond has been 
covered into the Treasury, and therefore. this 
bill makes an appropriation. .. ; 

Mr. BANKS. It hasnot been covered into 
the Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not see how, under 
the present law, it could avoid being cov- 
ered in. 

Mr. BANKS. Because it has never come 
into the possession of the United States in 
such a manner as under the law in relation to 
unexpended appropriations. to go into the 
Treasury. But y will not dispute the point 
with the gentleman. I ask consent of the 
House that this bill may be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole under the 
five-minutes rule. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The amendments reported by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs were agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs] what 
is the condition of this fund, and why it is not 
affected by the law which covers into the 
Treasury unexpended balances of appropria- 
tions 

Mr. BANKS. I will explain to the gentle- 
man, The law covering into the Treasury 
unexpended balances relates to appropriations 
of money made by Congress. Thismoney has 
never been appropriated by Congress; it has 
never come into possession of the Government 
go as to reach the Treasury. Itis a fund paid 
to this Government under atreaty arrangement 
by the Japanese Government in consideration 
of certain injuries done to us. We shall ask 
Congress to dispose of this fund before we leave 
the subject, but at the present time it is not 
affected by the law in regard to covering any 
unexpended balances and appropriations into 
the Treasury. It is in the hands of the Secre- 
tary of State, in bonds of the United States, 
and paying interest to the United States. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. How long has it 
been there? 

Mr. BANKS. It wasreceivedundera treaty 
made in 1864. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Isthere any reason 
why it has not been paid into the Treasury ? 

Mr. BANKS. Because it is nota fund like 
other funds raised in pursuance of law. Itis 
a distinct and different fund, remaining to the 
credit of the United States, in bonds of the 
United States, and paying interest to the 
United States. 

Mr. W. R, ROBERTS. As I probably did 
not catch all the words of the gentleman, I 
would like to hear upon what ground it is pro- 
posed to return this money to Japan? 

Mr. BANKS. Itis not proposed to return 
itto Japan. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. W. R. Rossrrs] will read in the Globe 
of to-morrow morning a reportof the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, giving a history of 
this fund. We do not propose to-night to 
touch upon the disposition of this fund at 
all or any part of it. The appropriations re- 
ferred to in this bill, very small in amount, 
not amounting to over eight or nine thousand 
dollars, are debts, with one exception, due to 
the Government of Japan for rent of buildings 
and land long since enjoyed and. used by the 
United States.. We propose to pay these back 
arrearages to the Government of Japan from 
this fund, which was paid to us by Japan. We 


“suppose we have a right to do that, and that 


the House will consent to it. The first sum 


mentioned in the billis for rents due to the Gov- 
ernment of Japan for the use of the United 
States legation building at Zurphuji, Tokei, the 
items of which are: 

Legation building, from September, 1859, to June, 


s 


-1872 

Lot No. 27, on bluff, May, 
Consular lot, Hakodadi......... 
Vice-consular lot, Hakodadi.. 
Improvements on consular lot.....soes 


Tobal...cesss-oosssssscoccssesessssensscessssenenes serras sesees 20,800 64 

These are debts due to the Government of 
Japan for the use of buildings and grounds. 
We own no buildings or grounds there. There 
is no place even for the commercial agents to 
hold their offices and discharge their duties. 
For ten years past we have for this purpose 
availed ourselves of the use of property of the 
Japanese Government. The whole amount 
of rent which has accrued within this time is 
$58,000. We propose now to pay it, not from 
ihe frente but from the Chinese indemnity 
and. s 

The second provision of the bill is that the 
sum of $5,000 per annum shall be set apart 
out of the income of the same fund for the 
payment of rents for. buildings used by our 
minister and our consuls in different parts of 
Japan. Our minister now occupies a house, 
the rent of which he pays out of his own salary. 
This house has been occupied, not for a few 
days, but all the time by crowds of partiesand 
witnesses in litigations in which American citi- 
zens are interested. All such cases have been 
heard and decided in the private apartments 
of the minister. Of course we cannot pretend 
that it is equitable or just that he should give 
up for the use of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States his own private house hired at his 
own expense for the use of his family. Hence 
we ask that $5,000 shall be appropriated for 
the renting of land and buildings suitable both 
for diplomatic and consular offices. 

The next provision of the bill is that the 
sum of $2,500, shall, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of State, be paid” for a law library 
for the use of our legation, to be selected by 
the Secretary of State. In the distant Court 
of Japan there are no American or English 
law libraries; there are no text books or other 
works of referende.* There is nothing accessi- 
ble, except a. few congressional documents, 
which have been sent there by our Govern- 
ment, and which are of no use to Japan, and 
of very little use, so far as I know, to anybody. 
We ourselves, recognizing their inutility, have 
prohibited the sending of those documents 
hereafter to our different legations, except by 
an express order of the Government. Our 
diplomatic and consular officers both in China 
and Japan represent to us that in hearing and 


determining the judicial cases that come before 


them it is absolutely necessary that at least 
the elementary legal works and the books of 
American decisions should be accessible to 
them, in order that they may determine intelli- 
gently the questions coming before them. 
The expense of this library is not to come out 
of the Treasury, but is to be paid out of the 
Japanese fund. As I have already said, the 
committee has prepared a very full statement 
of the origin, character, and extent of this 
fand. That statement will be found in the 
Globe of to-morrow morning. I hope that 
without further discussion the House will be 
willing to concede the appropriations asked in 
this bill, which have beem unanimously agreed 
to by the committee, and which are also 
recommended by the Secretary of State. 

Task the previous question. 

Mr. DICKEY. I hope that we shall not 
have the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would not be according 
to the understanding. 
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Mr. BANKS. Well, I will 
gentlemen if they desire it. 
. Mr. HOLMAN. The proposition was that 
this bill should be considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. ; : 

The SPEAKER. Under the five-minutes 


rule. : 

Mr. DICKEY. Yes, sir. For myself I 
only wish to occupy two or three minutes, 

Mr. BANKS. I will yield first to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hormax. ] f 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only desire that the bill 
shall be considered by sections. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dickey] pro- 
poses to offer an amendment which I trast will 
be considered. Let the bill be read section 
by section, as the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts proposed. 

Mr. BANKS. Let 
the bill be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of State be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to pay to the Government of 
Japan, through its resident diplomatic represen t- 
ative inthe United States, out of the moneys re- 
ceived from said Government under the convention 
of October 22, 1864, any sum not exceeding $6,000 
which may be found to be due to the Government 
of Japan by that of the United States on account 
of rents for lands or buildings occupied by the dip- 
lomatic or consular representatives of the United 
States in Japan. 


Mr. BANKS. I move to add the words 
tito be paid out of the Japanese indemnity 
fund.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sro. 2. That a sum not exceeding $5,000 per annum 
be, and the same is hereby, authorized and directed 
to be paid out of the income arising from the Japan- 
ese indemnity fund, to be used to defray the ex- 
penses of renting, furnishing, and keeping a suit- 
able building, with grounds appurtenant, in Yedo 
or such other place in Japan as shall be approve 
by the Secretary of State, for the use of the diplo- 
matic representative, as a legation building, court- 
house, and jail, such expenses to be subject. to the 
allowance and approval of the Secretary of State, 


Mr. DICKEY. I propose to amend by 
adding to. the bill a proviso, that whatever 
may be remaining of this Japanese indemnity 
fund sball be covered into the Treasury. 


yield to the 


I have no objection. 


Mr. BANKS. I raise the point on that 
amendment that it is not in order to this 
bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. Why not to this bill? 


Mr. BANKS. Because this is for the pay- 
ment of specific claims on the part of the Gov- 
ernment of Japan itself for office rent, and 
does not involve the final disposition of the 
fund at all. 

Mr. DICKEY. This proposes to dispose 
of apart of the fund, and I propose to dis- 
pose of the balance of it. 

Mr. BANKS. It was for that reason I 
raised the point of order. 

Mr. DICKEY. If we take a part of it, 
why can we not take the whole of it? 

‘The SPEAKER. The bill provides for the 
payment to the Government of Japan vut of 
this indemnity fund. The Japanese indemnity 
fand has been provided for by general legisla- 
tion, aud in an amendment to a bill of this 
kind it would not be in order to change that 
general legislation. 

Mr. DICKEY. It has been received under 
the provisions of treaty. It is within the Uni- 
ted States. It has never. gone iuto the Treas- 
ury. Before it has gone into the Treasury 
they propose to dispose of a portion of it. Is 
it not in order to dispose of the balance of it? 
It belongs to the United States. It would be 
in order in a bill for that purpose. 

Mr. BANKS. And not on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not 
entertain the amendment as in order to this 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest it is proper to 
limit the appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. But the amendment is 
not a limitation of the appropriation, but 
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something else ‘entirely. No donbt. it is in 
order to limit the appropriation ; but the 
amendment of the gentleman. applies not to 
this appropriation, but to the whole indemnity 
fund. It is not in order to limit an appro- 
priation by something which changes some 
other existing law. 

Mr. BANKS. If the appropriation were to 
be made out of the Treasury of the United 
States, it would not be in order for the gentle- 
man to move that all the balance of the money 
belonging to the United States should be dis- 

osed of in some other way. i 

The SPEAKER. The limitation must be 
applied to the appropriation itself. 

Mr. DICKEY. The bill does not propose 
to appropriate anything out of the Treasury 
of the United States. I raise another point 
there, that as he does not propose to take the 
money out of the Treasury, it is not in order 
for him to bring in a bill here by which he 
proposes to appropriate this money. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman will 
defeat the object of his own amendment, for 
if they have no money they cannot cover it into 
the Treasury, 

Mr. BANKS. The Japanese indemnity fund 
is in the hands of the Secretary of State under 
general law, and it cannot be disposed of on 
this bill in the way proposed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. It is rather a repeal of 
the general law than a limitation upon this 
appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will not object to the balance 
of the appropriation being covered into the 
Treasury. 

Mr. BANKS. I object to its being done 
now, although I might not object at any other 
time. I desire the House shall thoroughly 
examine into tbe character of the Japanese 
indemnity fund before it is asked to make any 
disposition of it. We have fully stated its 
history and character in the report which has 
been ordered to be printed in the Globe; and 
if the gentleman will consult that, he will un- 
derstand all about it. I believe I must now 
demand the previous question. 

The Clerk read the third section, as follows: 

Suc. 3. That a further sum, not to exceed $2,500, 
be, and the same is hereby, also appropriated, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for the purchase of a suitabie law library 


for the use of said legation in Japan, the selection 
of such library to be made by the Secretary of State. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I desire to offer 
an amendment to the third section. 

The SPEAKER. The question will first 
be on an amendment to the third section 
reported by the committee, which the Clerk 
will repart: : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words ‘ out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated,” and insert 
in licu thereof the words “‘to be paid out of the 
Japanese indemnity fund of October 22, 1864.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I offer the fol 


lowing amendment: 


Add tothe third section the following: g 

And that the Secretary of State be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and directed to sell so many of the 
registered bonds of the United States now under his 
control, belonging to the Japanese indemnity fund, 
as shall realize $160,000, and shail pay the proceeds 
of the same to the Secretary of the Navy, who shall 
cause the whole amount thereot to be distributed 
among the officers and crew of the United States 
ship Wyoming, the same to be distributed to the ofi- 
cers and crew attached to the Wyoming according 
to the pay-roll of said ship on the 16th day of Jnne, 
1863; such distributiort to be among said officers and 
crews as prize-moneys are distributed: Provided, 
That the provisions of this act shall be held and 
taken to be in fuil satisfaction for all bounty, or 


claim for bounty, on the part of the officers and 
crews aforesaid, under any and all existing laws of 

the United States or regulations of the Navy De- 
partinent, for the destruction of piratical vessels at 
Simonoseki on the 16th day of June, 1863, and bom- 
barding the forts erected at the straits of Simonoseki, 
in September, 1804. And if any of the officers or- 
crews aforesaid shall have received any bounty for 
the service aforesaid, the same shall be deducted 
from the amount to be paid such officer or seaman 
under the provisions of thisact: And provided 


further, That no money shall be paid to any assignee 
of the mariner entitled-to the same, but only to the 
mariner or his duly authorized attorney in fact. or. 
in case of his decease, to his legal representatives, 
excluding any such assignee. : 

Mr. BANKS. I make the point of order 
upon that amendment that it is not in order 
to amend a public bill by inserting in it a 
private bill. 

The SPEAKER. ` Nor is it in order to 
amend a private bill by adding to it another 
private bill. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. ae 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SYSTEMS, 


Mr. PACKARD, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the biil (H. R. No. 887) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to regulate the diplo- 
matic and consular systems of the United 
States,’’ approved August 18, 1856. 

The bill was read. It provides that schedule 
C of section three of an act entitled ‘An act 
to regulate the diplomatic and consular sys- 
tems of the United States,” approved August 
18, 1856, be amended so as to add to the con- 
suls in Brazil a consul at Santarem. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PACKARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 7 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN A. PARKER. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the same committee, 
reported back the petition of John A. Parker, 
and accompanying papers, and moved that the 
committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the same, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. L. MYERS. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to report back 
the bill (H. R. No. 884) to provide for the ad- 
justment and satisfaction of claims of Ameri- 
can citizens for spoliations committed by the 
French Prior to the 81st day of July, 1801, and 
to ask that its consideration be fixed for an 
early day next session. 

It is too near an adjournment to expect 
that so important a measure can be considered 
and decided now. A number desire to speak 
upon it, and if we could spare the time neces- 
sary for this discussion the Senate would have 
to act on the bill, which could scarcely become 
a law at this session. Before fixing the day 
for its consideration I desire to say only a few 
words by way of explanation, which perhaps 
may attract the attention of members and 
cause an examination of this interesting sub- 
ject during the period of our adjournment. 

Four years from now the American people 
will celebrate the one hundredth anniversary 
of the nation’s birth; yet strange to say, while 
true to every later obligation, we owe to our 
own citizens a debt—a debt of honor as well 
as of money—arising from tne very incidents 
which perhaps more than any others gave us 
our existence and liberties. 

The claims for French spoliations have been 
so often mentioned that the sound is familiar 
to our ears, yet very few really know in what 
these claims had their origin or how strong an 
equity exists that we should discharge them. 

After the battles of Brandywine and German- 
town, and the disastrous winter which - fol- 
lowed, when even Washington almost failed 
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of hope, and our Army was destitute and face 
to face with starvation, the joyful-news was 
announced to. the camp at Valley Forge that 
Franklin and his colleagues had -on February 
6, 1778, concluded a treaty with France by 
which that powerful nation bound ‘herself to 
guarantee to the United States their liberty, 
sovereignty, and independence, absolute and 
unlimited, as well in matters of government 
as commerce. ` a 

I need not repeat, for the American people 
will never forget it, how new life was infused 
into oar cause, new hope into our councils 
by this happy occurrence, nor how faithfully 
France kept her promise down to the last sur- 
render at Yorktown, a result largely aided by 
Rochambeau and the, men he had brought to 
our aid across the sea. 

But the treaties of alliance and of amity. of 
commerce, of February 6, 1788, bound the 
United States also to reciprocal obligations. 

By the first, the United States guarantied to 
France forever ‘the present possessions of 
the Crown of France in America, as well as 
those it may acquire by the future treaty of 
peace.’’ 

By the second, the privateers of either coun- 
try were allowed to fit their ships and sell their 
prizes in the ports of the other, while priva- 
teers in enmity with either which shall have 
made prize of the subjects, people, or property 
of either of the parties, were denied refuge or 
shelter in their ports. 

` Let us see how our own country fulfilled its 
stipulations. 

in February, 1798, war broke out between 
Great Britain and France, defensive on the 
part of the latter, in which the most powerful 
States of Europe soon took part, siding against 
France, and in order to suppress the rising 
republic issued the most cruel edicts against 
those found aiding her vessels to fuel or their 
crews to subsistence. 

Trance had shed her blood freely, and spent 
$280,000,000 to aid us in our revolutionary 
struggle, She naturally looked to us now for 
the performance of our treaty stipulations, but 
it was determined by our authorities that such 
performance. was impossible; that to attempt 
to save for France her American islands and 
join her in the war against the Huropean 
allies would endanger our own existence. 
Accordingly, on April 22, 1798, Washington 
issued his neutrality proclamation. 

This was followed by the treaty with Eng- 
land of November 19, 1794, known as Jay’s 
treaty, by which we not only allowed English 
ships of war and their prizes and Enfllish pri- 
vateers to enter our ports, but prohibited the 
arming of foreign privateers (including those 
of France) or the sale or exchange of their 
prizes in our ports. The French people were 
indignant, and their privateers began to prey 
upon our commerce. Added to these provoca- 
tions was very frequently the necessity of eap- 
turing our vessels and cargoes to avoid star- 
vation. 

Although the Government of France con- 
stantly promised indemnity for these spo- 
liations, we were rapidly drifting into a war 
with her. This calamity was avoided by the 
convention with France of September 30, 1800, 
article five of which agreed that the “debts” 
due from citizens of each country should be 
paid, but added that “this clause shall not 
extend to indemnities claimed on account of 
captures or confiscation.” 

But against the claims of our citizens. for 
these spoliations France had constantly in- 
terposed the damages dene her from our fail- 
ure to aid her in preserving her islands and 
possessions in America, most of which had 
been swept from her by the war, and the losses 
by our forbidding to her the use of our ports, 
solemnly guarantied to her by the treaties 
of 1778. 

Upon these mutual claims and counter 
claims no agreement was reached. Article 


two of the treaty of 1800 recited this fact in 
the following language: 


“The ministers plenipotentiary of the two parties, 
not being able to agree at present respecting the 
treaty of alliance of February 6, 1778, the treaty of 
amity and commerce of the same date, and the con- 
vention of November 14, 1778, nor upon the indem- 
nities mutually due and claimed, the parties will 
negotiate further on these subjects at a convenient 
time,” &e. 


The Senate of the United States expunged | 


the second article, and limited the convention 
to eight years; and on July 31, 1801, the con- 
vention with this limitation was ratified by 
Napoleon, then First Consul, including the 
retrenchment of the second article, with the 
addition of these words: 

* Provided, That by this retrenchment the two 
States renounce the respective pretensions which 
are the object of said article.’ 

Our Senate ratified the convention with the 
important addition thus made. On Decem- 
ber 21, 1801, it was promulgated by the Pres- 
ident, and the United States thus surrendered 
the claims of our citizens on France for the 
spoliations committed up to that time, obtaining 
in return arelease from the indemnities claimed 
by France for our violation of the treaties of 
1778. : 

From that moment a sacred obligation rested 
on our Government to pay to.our citizens the 
losses from indemnity for which we had re- 
leased France, receiving in. return a consider- 
ation the value of which could scarcely be 
counted, i 

By a circular letter of August 27, 1793, 
Thomas Jefferson, then Secretary of State, 
assured the merchants of the country con- 
cerned in foreign commerce or navigation 
that our attention should be paid tothe spolia- 
tions committed on their vessels by the pri- 
vateers of the Powers at war, and asked them 
to forward authenticated evidence of their 
losses. 

This evidence, it is believed, waa all for- 
warded to the State Department, and in 1826 
was fully communicated to Congress by Henry 
Clay, then Secretary of State, with a power- 
ful appeal for payment to our citizens who 
had suffered by the spoliations of the French 
prior to the promulgation of this treaty. All 
other losses from spoliations by the French 
and other nations upon our commerce have 
been paid. 

The claimants did not sleep on their rights, 
nor has Congress been unmindful of them. 
Forty-one committees of Congress have 
reported favorably on those claims. Five 
times has a bill for their relief passed the 
Senate. Twice has Congress voted $5,000,- 
000 to settle these damages, the bills having 
been vetoed by Presidents Polk and Pierce 
for temporary and temporizing reasons. ‘The 
Legislatures of fourteen States have sent their 
request for the passage of a bill such as I have 
presented and now have the honor to report, 

‘he vessels captured and never compensated 
for, number, as nearly as can be ascertained, 
nine hundred, valued, with their cargoes, at 
over twelve million dollars. Certainly the 
$5,000,000 proposed by the present bill, to be 
ascertained by a commission, and only paid 
by appropriation hereafter, upon the fullest 
investigation, will not be deemed too much 
by the American people. 

A great nation cannot afford to do wrong. 
The original claimants for these spoliations 
have passed away, but their evidences of loss 
were not merchantable, and in the majority of 
cases are still owned by their heirs. What 
I desire in this brief review is to bring to the 
attention of the House and the country the emi- 
nent justice on which these claims rest, and 
to extend an earnest word of hope to those 
who have been too long suffering and too long 
delayed. 

I now ask that the second Wednesday of 
December next be fixed for the consideration 
of this bill. 

Mr. AMBLER. I do not desire to inter- 


fere with the arrangements of my colleague on 
the committee, but I would say that the prob- 
ability is that this bill will provoke consider- 
able discussion, and I desire merely to sug- 
gest to him the propriety of deferring its con+ 
sideration until after the holiday recess. - 

Mr. DICKEY. Oh, no; let us have it ag 
early as possible. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I desire to have the date 
fixed which I have named. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a motion 
with reference to this bill. The pending mo- 
tion, I believe, is to postpone its consideration 
toa definite time? 

‘ The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Gar- 
FIELD, of Ohio, in the chair. The motion is 
to postpone its consideration until the second 
Wednesday of December next. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. . I wish to move its indefi- 
nite postponement. 

Mr. AMBLER.  Ihope the gentleman from 
Indiana will not make that motion, but will be 
satisfied with the postponement of the con- 
sideration of the bill till next session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the motion, 


The motion of Mr. L. MYERS, to postpone 
the further consideration of the bill to the 
second Wednesday of December next, wad 
agreed to. 

OCEAN TELEGRAPHS. 


Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2858) relat- 
ing to telegraphic communication between the 
United States and foreign countries; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that all communication established, or 
that may hereafter be established, between 
the United States and any foreign country by 
means of telegraphic or magnetic lines or 
cables laid in any part thereof, in and over 
the waters, reefs, islands, shores, and lands 
within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
shall be subject to the following conditions, 
stipulations, and reservations, to wit, first, the 
Government of the United States shall be 
entitled to exercise and enjoy the same or 
similar privileges with regard: to the control 
and use of any such line or cable that may, by 
law, agreement, or otherwise, be. exercised 
and enjoyed by any foreign Government 
whatever; secondly, citizens of the United 
States shall enjoy the same privileges as to 
the payment of rates for the transmission 
of messages as are enjoyed by the citizens of 
the most favored nations; thirdly, the trans- 
mission of dispatches shall be made in the 
following order: first, dispatches of State, 
under such regulations as may be agreed upon 
by the Governments interested ; second, dis- 
patches on telegraphic service; third, private 
dispatches; fourthly, the lines of any such 
cables shall be kept open to the public for the 
daily transmission of market and commercial 
reports and intelligence, and all messages, 
dispatches, and communications shall be 
forwarded in the order in which they are 
received, except as hereinbefore provided ; 
fifthly, it shall not be lawful for two or more 
companies to consolidate or unite their inter- 
ests without the consent of the Secretary of 
State of the United States, and upon such 
terms as he may determine. If any two or 
more such companies have combined or shall 
combine to fix the rates of compensation for 
messages, it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of State, in the absence of the international 
convention regulating the matter, to determine 
such rates and to establish such rules and reg- 
ulations with regard to them as he may judge 
necessary; and the exercise of these powers 
shall be subject to the control of Congress, 
and be applicable to existing cables as well as 
those hereafter established. 

The second section provides that, subject to 
such grants as have heretofore been made by 
Congress, the Secretary of State is authorized 
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and directed to grant permission to any citi: 
zen or association of citizens of the United 
States, upon application to him in writing, to 
connect by telegraphic wires. the territory of 
the United States with that of any foreign 


country the Governmént of which shall have | 


granted, or agrees to grant, to such applicants 
permission to land and work such telegraphic 
wires on its shores; and the Secretary of State 
is hereby authorized to grant permission, upon 
due application in writing, to: any citizen or 
association of citizens of any. foreign country, 
to connect the-territory of the United States 
by telegraphic wires with that of any foreign 
country; provided, that the foreign coun- 
try; proposed to be so: connected shall have 
granted, or agrees to grant, to citizens-of the 
United States the same rights and privileges 
for landing and working telegraphic wires on 
its shores as it has granted, or may grant, to 
its own citizens ° 

The third section provides that any person 
connected with any company engaged in the 
transmission of news to foreign countries who 
shall, contrary to his. duty, disclose or in any 
way make known or intercept the contents of 
any message or any part thereof, and any per- 
son who shall injure or destroy any cable or 
other property of the company, or interfere 
with the working, repair, or use of any cable 
or line connected with such cable, shall, upon 
conviction thereof, be subject to a fine not ex- 
ceeding $5,000, or to imprisonment for a term 
not exceeding three years, aud the party in- 
jured thereby shall have a right of action for 
damages. It shall be the duty of the Attorney 
General to prosecute all persons offending 
against any of the provisions of this act in any 
district court of the United States. 

Mr. WOOD. This bill, asreported from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, is substantially 
the same as the bill which was passed unani- 
mously by the last Congress. It is a general bill 
in its character, providing that any party or cor- 
poration orindividual may connect a cable with 
the shores of the United States simply by enter- 
ing at the State Department a notice, and con- 
sent to conform to the general provisions of this 
bill. It proposes to regulate the order of the 
transmission of messages. It proposes to grant 
to no foreign corporation any privilege of con- 
nection, in case that foreign nation does not in 
return grant like privileges to our citizens. It 
proposes to protect the property invested in 
cables and put the whole enterprise under 
govermental jurisdiction, subject to any rights 
which the States may possess. 

It is not improper, probably, for me to refer 
to the great magnitude of ocean telegraphy. 
The whole globe is now encircled with the 
ocean cables. There have been constructed 
over two thousand miles of ocean cables within 
the last two years. There are now over forty 
thousand miles of ocean cables laid. We have 
various applications to Congress for special 
grants and special subsidies to lay ocean cables 
under Government patronage, and with exclu- 
sive privileges in behalf of individuals or citi- 
zens. This bill does not propose to interfere 
with any of these propositions. It is simply a 
general law bringing all the cables now in exist- 
ence, or which may. hereafter be in existence, 
under the direction and control of a general 
law applieable to all of them, protecting pri- 
vate interests, public interests, and national 
interests, which are all involved in the success- 
ful prosecution of these great enterprises. 

The bill which passed this House unani- 
mously in the last Congress went to the Senate, 
and an amendment was put to it which estab- 
lished the maximum rate at which messages 
should be charged by the companies. The 
President vetoed the bill, or rather withheld 
his signature, on the ground that that provis- 
ion put in by the Senate and subsequently 
concurred in by the House was improper, as in 
my judgment it was improper, and I believe I 
now state the universal opinion of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs thatthe amendment 


was not 4 proper one. The bill is one; there- 
fore, which I apprehend no gentleman will 
take any exception to, and I propose to move 
the previous question. j i 

Mr. BANKS. Allow me one moment. 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. > > - 

Mr. BANKS. Gentlemen. of the House | 
will remember that this bill was passed by an 
almost unanimous vote in the last Congress, 
both in the House and in the Senate, but failed 
to receive the approval of the President in 
consequence of his disapproval of one pro- 
vision. The bill is modified now, with the 
unanimous consent of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, in accordance with the views of the 
President, so that it has to-day, substantially, 
the concurrence of the Senate, the House of 
Representatives, and the President. I hope 
there will be no objection to its passage, and 
I cali the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LOOMIS AERIAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. CONGER. I wish to submit to the 
House some remarks in favor of the passage 
of House bill No. 772, to incorporate the 
Loomis aérial telegraph. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House 
now adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the gentleman will 
not make that motion now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to 
allowing the gentleman to make his remarks 


now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. GAR- 
FIELD, of Ohio.) It requires unanimous con- 
sent, under the order of the House, to con- 
sider any business this evening except that 
reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This bill has no appro- 
priation in it; it proposes simply to incorpor- 
ate a company. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Conger] mak- 
ing any remarks he may choose upon the bill 
he has indicated. But I do object to the bill 
being jerked in here out of order for action at 
this time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thereisno appropriation 
in it. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the gentleman will 
withhold his objection until he has heard what 
I have to say. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to 
that. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, this House, 
in the exercise of its plenary power, has seen 
fit to refer this bill for consideration to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Without questioning how far the rights and 
privileges of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs may have been infringed by this course, 
we are at liberty, sir, at least to regret that by 
this carelessness of the House, or inadvertence 
of its Speaker, the House may have deprived 
itself of the right to require the official sup- 
port of the eloquent chairman of that com- 
mittee [Mr. Bans] to assist in defining the 
boundary line of power and responsibilities 
between ‘‘this most powerful nation on the 
globe” and the vast outlying domain of this 
proposed field of exploration, supposed to be- 
long to the *‘ prince of the power of the air,” 
the ‘‘ prince of darkness,’ or some other 
Power, potentate, or principality. 

Sir, the committee which I have the honor 
in part to represent, finding in this bill no 


“subsidy”! whatever, and no ‘‘ draft upon the | 


Treasury,’? were unable, with any show of 
propriety, to ask the reference of this bill to 
the Committee on Appropriations, whose 
chairman [Mr. Ganerenp} could so happily 
elucidate its possibilities of success-in explor- 
ing “ the serene altitades of pare reason,” and 
could iHumine with his fervid eloquence the 
tratings of that imaginary line where the 
“ley scripta”’ of constitutional power and the 
“lex non seripta”’ of scientific research might 
so blend and hatmonize the forces of nature 
and of lawas to prevent any new and benefi- 
cent discovery from being “ruled out of 
order’’ as ‘new legislation.” 

For a moment, sir, but only fora moment, 
this committee indalged the hope that we 
might impose the consideration of this import- 
ant subject apon the Committee on Education 
and Labor, but we recognized the futility of 
such expectations upon discovering that there 
were neither ‘public lands” in the bill itself 
nor in the domain of its contemplated explor- 
ations, and what seemed a still more fatal ob- 
jection, that its pathway of discovery passed 
by no ‘venerable scholastic antiquities, like 
those of William and Mary,” amid whose 
ruins the committee could linget in honor of 
“heroic achievement” or in honor of “the 
contiguous residence of men of immortal 
fame,” and lament the ‘‘ ravages’’ of time, 
repair the inflictions of ‘ disorderly’? strife, 
or check the ‘unauthorized’? advances of 
decay. 

Far be it from me, Mr. Speaker, to reveal 
the secrets of this most important committee 
of the House, the Committee on Commeree, 
except for a paramount publie good ; but I am 
constrained to admit that one rash and mis- 
guided member of our committee even pro- 
põsed to send this bill to the Committee of 

ays and Means, where the venerable father 
of the House [Mr. Dawes] might not only 
foster it with paternal fondness himself, but 
give it healthy exercise by tossing it upon the 
angry elements of conflicting opinion and 
clashing interest, supposed to reign at times 
within the secret conclave of their delibera- 
tions! 

But, sir, the enormity of the proposition 
startled even the member himself upon the 
suggestion that ‘the Ways and Means,” un- 
der some not infrequent impulse of gener- 
osity toward ‘protection,’ might put light- 
ning itself on ‘the free list,” with lumber and 
salt and ‘‘villainous saltpeter,’’ and blow up 
private interests and public prosperity with 
theoretic accuracy, without even ‘incidental 
protection’ to the future condition of the 
members of that committee themselves—a 
result for which no one can assert positively 
that the country is yet fully prepared. 

If we look to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, who have in charge the 
very birthplace of this invention, we shall 
find the legitimate objects of their supervision 
just at this time ‘‘earthly and superficial,” 
tending to the nadir rather than to the zenith, 
supervising the efforts of those who are ex- 
pending millions in removing the inequalities 
of the earth’s surface and covering it again 
with wood and stone and ‘‘slow-exuding 
asphalt; so that already within this “‘city 
of magnificent distances’? the bold horseman 
finds no spot of undisturbed turf whereon his 
steed 


“Shakes, with swift-following and resounding hoof, 
the yielding sod.” 

**Quadrupedante putrem sonitu quatit ungula cám- 
pum.” 


No, sir; I announceit with regret, we could 
not commit the fate of this aérial scheme to 
such proclivities to terrestrial upturnings, and 
therefore our committee, with singular unan- 
imity, have instructed the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Horman] and myself to report 
this bill to the House with favorable recom- 
mendation, and to urge its passage. : 

We trust, also, that the measure will receive 
the aid of the fervid eloquence of the gentle- 
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-man from Ohio; [Mr. Brncaam,] who intro- 
‘duced this bill, and who is himself a living 
proof that magnetic influences may flow with 
delightful energy from the excited fountain of 
oratory upon the surrounding audience with- 
out the aid. of transmitting wires or the pro- 
pulsion of submerged batteries, but emanating 
trom the kindled spark of genius may: float 
upon. the. musical intonations of the human 
voice, and. glide upon the unseen vibrations 
of the all’ surrounding air from heart to heart, 
awakening passion and kindling emotion with 
simultaneous activity in the souls of a thou- 
sand hearers. 

The press, twin-sister of the telegraph, both 
t beautiful messengers of the intellectual em- 
anations of gods and men;’’ the press has 
already indorsed this theory as plausible, and 
commended it to the favorable consideration 
of Congress and the country. 

I submit the following extract from a late edit- 

orial of a Washington paper, which, although 
not heretofore remarkably accurate in its 
_delineations of individual character, holds 
high rank as the advocate of scientific research 
and of progress in exploring the untrodden 
realins of literature and of art: 


“If there be truth in the assertion, which seems 
to be thoroughly supported by scientific facts and 
experiments to actual demonstration, that telegraph- 
ing may ve done without wire or cable, according to 

oonis’s plan, then we think every possible facility 
should be aceorded the undertaking. Thirty years 
ago Morse’s plan was looked upon as more wild and 
impossible than this, We would not pretend to 
pronouuse upon the scientific accuracy of the aérial 
plan, but so plausible does it look andso corrobora- 
tive have all the test experiments proven, that 
we do say there ought to be found at least ‘two 
votes’ somewhere in the country to put it on a 
working basis and let the present generation enjoy 
its benefits; for it promises interests more infin- 
itely vast than all former telegraphs, and worthy 
encouragement even upon general principles. Not 
only are the wires and cubles dispensed with in 
this later plan, but all artificial batteries, which 
alone cost the Western Union company $ 25,000 per 
annum.’ Sunday Chronicle, April 14, 1872. 


Also this, from the Michigan Republican 
Banuer, April 24, 1872; 


Lhe Loomis Aérial Telegraph. — Some of the 
friends of scienco here are expressing anxiety to sve 
that the proposed corporation for experimenting in 
adrial telegraphy bo favorably reported by the com- 
mittee having the bill in eharge and passod by Con- 
gress, It will cost the Government nothing, and if 
IL is Opposed by other telegraphic interesis, that is 
the very best reason why it should receive legis- 
lativo support. Few prerend to know any thing of 
the merits of telegraphing without wire or cable, 
but whether it can be accomplished op not, the fact 
that loarned scientists have laid down general 
principles showing it to be possible at least, makes 
it the true interest of progress that it should not be 
allowed to drag through two sessions of Congress 
without even being reported. It unsuccessful, it 
gosts nothing to any but the parties who believe in 
it; und if successfal, it is the grandest triumph of 
Science over time and space that the world has yet 
discovered, Let it have a chance to work out the 
faith of its nutbor, Dr. Mahlon Loomis, and his 
disciples in electrical science. Will the committee 
rise and explain ?”? 

And thisg too, from the staid Quaker City, 
whose equanimity can only be disturbed by 
the Cincinnati convention or a centennial 
exposiuon: 

“Aérial Tclegraph.—An aërial telegraph bill will 
be brought up in the House of Representatives soon, 
for the incorporation ofa company to prospect in the 
ling of eloctricat investigation aud aërial communi- 
cation of human thought. It is proposed by the 
inventor to do this from the highest attainable phys- 
ical elevations across the avrial spaces from point to 
point, without wires, and by the simple vibrations 
of electrical forces spreading out like waves across 
the continent. It may be visionary: but the in- 
ventor has great faith. Who shall put bounds to 
new discoveries? We halt at nothing,” 

Mr. Speaker, the ubject of this bill is to en- 
ablethe gentlemen interested in the invention, 
citizens mostly of this District, to associate in a 
corporaie capacity and accumulate sufficient 
capital by the voluntary contribution of those 
who have faith in the theory of the inventor to 
develop an alleged system of control over the 
mysterions elemenis of nature, the most mar- 
velous that ever entered into the conceptions 
of the human mind. 

This theory assumes that the earth itself, 
ihe atosphere surruanding it, and the infinite 
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| depths. of space encompassing this. aérial 
world, contains. a succession of concentric 
circles or planes of electricity, of which those 
nearest the earth are perpetually disturbed by 
oceanic currents, atmospheric changes, alter- 
nations of day and night, and the ever-varying 
effects of solar radiation.and lunar influences ; 
but that above these, pierced, perhaps, by the 
tops of the loftiest mountains, are concentric 
circles, or vast.surrounding seas of undisturbed 
electricity, which may be affected by any inter- 
penetrating galvanic force from beneath, caus- 
ing electrical vibrations, or waves, to pass 
from that point within such electric plane 
around the world, as upon the surface of some 
quietlake one wave circlet follows another from 
the point of disturbance to the remotest shores. 
So that from any other mountain-top upou 
the globe any conductor which shall pierce 
this plane and receive the impression of such 
vibration may be connected with an indicator, 
which will mark the length and duration ofsuch 
vibration, and indicate by any agreed system 
of notation convertible into human language 
the messages of the operator at the point of 
first disturbance; and thusnotonly from one, 
but many mountain-tops, piercing far above 
the circumambient atmosphere, the devotee of 
science and the solemn student of nature may 
gather the unwritten messages of interest or 
affection from the silent solitudes of nature 
and the cerulean depths of heaven with uner- 
ring accuracy, and transmit them to the den- 
izens of all lands by the mundane machinery 
of telegraphic instrumentalities. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, in brief, is the outline 
of this simple but marvelous theory which 
the Committee on Commerce have the honor 
of submitting for your consideration. And I 
observe, sir, with surprise, not unmingled with 
regret, that some of the chosen representa- 
tives of American intelligence in this Hall 
appear to look with incredulity, if not with 
indifference, upon this enunciation of a theory 
in nowise inconsistent with the known facts 
of science or the marvelous discoveries of 
the age; while it is refreshing to perceive that 
all the gentlemen of higher culture and supe- 
rior intellectual endowments within the sound 
of my voice seem willing to render to these 
propositions their calm and dignified attention, 
and to give their favorable indorsement of 
these impecunious instrumentalities of corpo- 
rate efficiency ! 

Sir, the time may come when it will be the 
proudest honor of those gentlemen who now 
listen with dreamy indifference to the hopes 
and aspirations of this inventor of the aérial 
telegraphic system to have had their names 
coupled with this immortal discovery, by even 
the empty encouragement of a reluctant affirm- 
ative vote. Ay, sir, when the names of the 
supporters of this bill, like those of the im- 
mortal signers of the Declaration, if not ‘‘en- 
graved on brass ” shall at least be encompassed 
in gilded frames, and adorn alike the halls of 
science and the abodes of wealth. And when, 
100, upon that immortal roll of honor, your 
name, Mr. Speaker, like that of the illus- 
trious Abou Ben Adam, which was inscribed 
within the book of God as one who loved his 
fellow-meu, ‘‘leads all the rest. ?? 

Sir, there is an exceeding appropriateness 
in giving to this discovery the sanction of 
Awerican legislation. here is an admirable 
reason, in “the eternal fitness of things,” that 
this bill should originate in these Halls, so 
recently honored by the presence of the beauty 
and intellect of the nation, assembled to render 
homage and reverence to the memory of the 
immortal inventor of telegraphic communica- 
tion! Who, among this * high imperial throng 
of new-born legislators bright,” would not 
desire to emulate the achievements of their 
colleagues who were lately honored with the 
glorious privilege of ministering within these 
Halls, at the altar of memory, whereon the 


free will offering of respect and of gratitude to 
departed genius was laid with pious benedic- 


tions; a scene rendered impressive by the 
glowing oratory of living tongues, the choral 
harmony of human voices, the orchestral music 
of many-sounding instruments, but still more 
weird.and solemn by the mysterious messages 
from far-off lands and beyond the seas, which 
brought to our national convocation. tributes 
-of gratitude from the civilized world, and 
commingled in a simultaneous offering the 
respect and the sorrow of universal humanity ! 

Those messages, which came to our midst 
from the uttermost parts of the earth in a 
moment, in the twinkling of an eye, were not 
brought by human couriers! They came un- 
announced, save by the mysterious clicking 
of an instrament untouched by human hands ! 
Over vast plains, through populous kingdoms, 
and through the mysterious depths of oceans, 
they came by unknown paths! For now, as 
of olden time, ‘‘ there is a path which no fowl 
knoweth, and which the vulture’s eye hath not 
seen: the lion’s whelps have not trodden it, 
nor the fierce lion passed by it!’’ Who, there- 
fore, shall limit the possibilities of discovery ? 
Or who shall set boundaries to the explor- 
ations of genius? Our own century is-ablaze 
with the glory of invention, and our own 
country is luminous with the achievements of 
genius | 

It was in America that the hghtnings of 
heaven were first subdued to the empire of 
man, and were afterward made to more than 
realize the poet’s inspiration and girdle the 
round earth with the instantaneous transmis- 
sion of human thought ! 

Sir, the genius of Shakespeare was com- 
pelled to invoke the mystery and the mechan- 
ism of the spirit-world when he produced to 
our delighted vision the etherial fairy, with 
the promise ‘‘to puta girdle round about the 
earth in forty minutes ;’’ while the genius of 
Morse, surrounded by the cold materialism of 
American aquisitiveness, and in the broad sun- 
light of American civilization, but touched the 
trembling wire with the electric spark, and lo! 
the mandates of commerce and the messages 
of affection encircled the earth with the velocity 
of thought, and traversed the unknown laby- 
rinths of the ocean with unerring precision. 

Mr. Speaker, this theory of aérial communi- 
cation may be delusive; it may be entirely 
visionary. The earnestness aud sincerity of 
its inventor may give insufficient guarantee of 
its final success. ‘lhe long and weary months 
of waiting our action may hereafter seem bright 
and joyous to him when compared to the final 
disappointment or utter failure which may 
await the ultimate trial of. this fondly cher- 
ished project. But, sir, the boon they ask ig 
so trifling, the franchise we confer so entirely 
harmless and inexpensive, and the benefits to 
our memorialists in theirestimation so import- 
ant, that it would be unworthy our intelligence 
longer to refuse or coldly turn away. We 
shall use our power generously, even if thig 
theory does seem to our comprehension utterly 
visionary and the dreams of its inventor wild 
and fantastic; ay, even if to our cooler judg- 
ment this alleged control over the mysterious 
powers of nature does seem the vagary of a 
disordered intellect. 

Do we not recognize in the development of 
every great truth, in the evolution of every 
ideal triumph, this ever-existing condition : 
that there is always a central point around 
which sanity revolves in serene confidence 
while the soul scans its new creation, ‘lord 


‘of the ascendant ?”? 


Sir, the visions of the seer are wont to be 
mistaken for the ravings of insanity! The 
sublime revelations of prophecy as well as the 
announcement of immortal truths have oft- 
times been deemed the vagaries of those whom 
“ much learning hath made mad.’ It is not 
given to mortals to draw asunder the vail that 
separates us from the spiritual world, orto 
catch full glimpses of the glory of the universe ; 
yet, alike in. the hour of: our proudest triumph 
and of our bitterest affliction, the good angels 
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of our existence minister to our souls and re- 
veal sources of knowledge hidden from our 
mortal vision. 
‘When in grief the soul is sinking, 
And the hopes of life are fled, 
Till the bitterness of living 
Turns to envy of the dead; 
Even in the depths of sorrow, 
In the agony of woe, 
We may hear the angels tell us 
In their whispers soft and low 


**There’s a realm awaits our vision 
Far beyond earth’s lights and shades, 
Where the sun will shine forever, 
Where the rainbow never fades; 
And the stars spread out like islands 
On the bosom of the deep, 
Radiant sentinels of heaven, 
Their eternal vigils keep. 


* In that glowing world of splendor, 

Spirit-realm of calm delight, 

There still linger for our coming 
Beings beautiful and bright; 

Forms that flitted here like shadows, 
Loved ones passed from earth before, 

Who will welcome us with rapture 
To their presence evermore.” 


But, Mr. Speaker, I will no Jonger detain 
the House, by allusions to fanciful theories, 
from providing by the passage of this bill for 
a practical solution of these alleged discoveries. 
Be it our privilege to grant the preliminary 
conditions of success, and leave the final re- 
sult tothe faith and energy of our memoriaiists. 

Let us, then, send forth these disciples of 
science to explore the unknown regions of 
creation under the broad seal of American 
nationality, Let the corporate powers of a 
national organization sustain them in the 
untried conflict with the forces of nature! 

Whether onthe summit of snow-clad mount- 
ains, or in the midnight darkness of the polar 
regions, let the glimmering starlight or the 
aurora at times reveal to their delighted roseate 
vision this American charter of vested rights, 
this parchment scroll emblazoned with a guar- 
antee coextensive with American power, of 
their right to explore the untrodden realms of 
scientific discovery, and perchance reveal in 
answer to our longing aspirations the mysteries 
of unknown forces, and unfold to our aston- 
ished gaze the marvelous secrets of creation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is, will the House now consider this bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will waive any objec- 
tion until the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Bincuam] and the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Homan} can be heard. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will not detain the 
House more than five minutes upon it. 

Mr. WILLARD. I must object, and for 
this reason, if for no other: it involves the 
very question the House passed upon a few 
nights ago, the power of Congress to incor- 
porate a private company. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Houtman] will be 
heard, after which the Chair will ask for 
objection to the present consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The elevated idealism of 
my friend from Michigan [ Mr. Concer] seems 
to be appropriate to this occasion and to this 
subject. Ishall not attempt to ascend with 
him into the empyrean, from which he was 
enabled to look down from an elevation which 
almost makes the mind stagger. 

But. there are more things in heaven and 
earth than our philosophy has dreamed of. 
We do not know over what grand truths we 
are stumbling every day of our lives. We do 
not know how near we are to the solution of 
that mystery which leads into the portals of 
eternal wisdom, which now we see only dimly 
and shadowy, as a dream, an intellectual 
vision. 

My friend from Michigan, one half in 
earnest, one half poetically’ and ideally, has 
attempted to rise to the elevation of this 
thought. He has. presented to us a beautiful 
picture. I will not mar its excellence by a 
single additional word, except to say that it 
may be that this marvelous theory, this won- 


derful suggestion is true by which we may 
converse in the material world, as in the ideal 
world we can go back and talk with Plato, 
and realize our immortality. In a word, I 
could add nothing to the eloquence of my 
friend or his beautiful expressions, more 
serious than appears on the surface. 

Mr. RANDALL. Believing that this is an 
appropriate finale to the telegraphic legislation 
of the day, and believing also that this may be 
important in the science of the future, I will 
withdraw my objection to the present consid- 
eration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will 
be considered before the House if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. WILLARD. I must object to the con- 
sideration of this bill at this time, although I 
do not object to any mere discussion upon it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. This bill can 
be brought before the House on the motion to 
reconsider at any time during a day session ; 
but during this evening session it cannot be 
brought up except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam not going to delay 
the House; I only want a vote on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will again ask whether there is objection to 
the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. WILLARD. 1l object. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to suspend the 
rules and put the bill upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion 
cannot be entertained during an evening ses- 
sion which was set apart for special business. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Wi.varp] to con- 
sider—— 

Mr. WILLARD. I have no objection to 
the gentleman making his remarks, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no desire to oc- 
cupy the floor for the mere purpose of making 
remarks. 

Mr. WILLARD. If the bill is put to avote, 
I shall have to ask for a division. 

Several MEMBERS. Very well. 

Mr. WILLARD. With the understanding 
that we are to have a vote upon the question, 
I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will 
be read. 

The Clerk read the bill as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That Mahlon Loomis, Alexander Elliott, and 
William N. Chamberlain, of Wasbington city, Dis- 
trict of Columbia; P, R, Amidon, of Boston, Massa- 
chusetts; and Isaiah Lukens, of Delaware, and their 
associates, heirs, and assigns, are hereby incorpo- 
rated and made a body politic and corporate by the 
name of the Loomis Aérial Telegraph Company, and 
by that name may sue and be sued, plead and be 
impleaded, in any court of law or equity of compe- 
tent jurisdiction, and may have and use a common 
seal, and_be entitled to use and, exercise all the 
powers, rights, and privileges incident to such cor- 
poration. N 

Sec. 2. That said company’may have a eapital 
stock of $200,000, with the privilege of increasing the 
same to $2,000,0U0, if the interest of the said company 
shall require it. A 

Sec. 3. That the business and objects of said cor- 
poration shall be to develop and utilize the princi- 
pies and powers of natural electricity, to be used in 
telegraphing, generating light, heat, and motive- 
power, and otherwise make and operate any machin- 
ery run by electricity for any purpose; and to use 
any appliances necessary to conduct electricity, in 
any form, in or through any portion of the United 
States and Territories of the same, subject to the 
laws of the various States and United States, through 
and in which said conductors or appliances may run 
or be stationed, and said telegraph or machinery be 
operated. 

Sec. 4. That there shall be five directors who shall 
be elected annually by the stockholders of said 
company at the annual meeting, to be designated 
by the stockholders at their first meeting to organize 
and elect directors of the company. The officers of 
the company shall be elected from and by the direct- 
ors of the said company, and they shall serve one 
year and until theirsuccessorsare elected and qual- 
ifed. There shall be a president, vice president, 
secretary, and treasurer; the treasurer shal! give 
such bonds as the board may determine; a majority 
of the board shall constitute a quorum for the trans- 
action of business. £ 

Sec. 5, That the beard of directors shall have 
power to make and prescribe such by-laws, rules, 
and regulations as they shall deem needful and 
proper for the disposition and management of the 


affairs, funds, property, and effects of the cdérpora- 
tion not.contrary to the laws of the United States or 
any State in or through which said company may 
operate any of its interesis; “and they sbalil have 
power to amend or alter the ‘same as the interests 
of the corporation may require. 

Src. 6. That this act may at any time be altered, 
amended, or repéaled by the Congress of the United 

tates. : 

Sec. T. That the capital stock. of said company 
shall be divided into shares of $100 each, and shall 
be deemed personal. property, transferable in such 
manner as the by-laws of said company may direct. 

Sro. 8. That. cach stockholder of said company 
shall be individually liable forall debts and liabil- 
ities of said company to an amount equal. to the 
amount of stock held by said stockholder, and no 
further. ` 

Sec. 9. That there shall be an annual meeting of 
the stockholders for choice of directors, to be holden 
at such time and place, and under such conditions 
and upon such notice as the said company in their 
by-laws may prescribe; and said directors shall 
annually make a report in writing of their doings to 
the stockholders. À 

Sec. 10. That within thirty days after the approval 
of this act the corporators named in the first section 
of this act, or a majority of them, vr if any refuse or 
neglect to act, then a majority of the remainder, shall 
cause books of subscription to the capital stock of 
said company to be opened and kept open in some 
convenient place in the city of Washington, from 
nine o’clock in the forenoon until three o'clock in 
the afternoon, for a period to be fixed by said cor- 
porators, not less than tbree days, unless the whole 
stock shall sooner be subscribed; and subscribers 
upon said books to the capital stock of said com- 
pany shall be held to be stockholders: Provided, 
That every subscriber shall pay at the time of sub- 
scribing ten per cent. of the amount by him sub- 
scribed to the treasurer appointed by the corpora- 
tors. And when the books of subscription to the 
capital stock of the said company shall be closed, 
the corporators named in the first section, or a ma- 
jority of them, or in case any of them refuse or neg- 
Ject, then a majority of the remainder, shall, witbin 
thirty days thereafter, call a first meeting of the 
stockholders of said company, Lo meet within twenty 
days thereafter for the choice of directors, and in 
all meetings of the stockholders each share shall 
entitle the bolder to one vote, to be given in person 
or by proxy. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I understand that there is 
a verbal error in the first section of the bill. 
The words ‘* heirs and assigns” should he 
striick out. I move to amend by striking out 
those words and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words ‘‘ and successors.’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be 
no objection that amendment will be made. 

There was no objection; and the bill was 
amended accordingly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to say that for 
three successive years I have introduced this 
bill and had it referred to the committee that 
now reports it, believing that to be the appro- 
priate committee under the rules of the House. 
It seemed to me that the Committee on Com- 
merce was the appropriate committee, because 
if the project proposed shall be successful, it 
connects itself directly with the power to reg- 
ulate commerce not only among the several 
States of this Union, but with all nations. T 
have introduced the bill at the instance of the 
gentleman (Mr. Loomis) whose name it bears, 
My acquaintance with this gentleman is very 
limited. He is an American citizen, and as 
such is entitled to a respectful hearing, espe- 
cially when he asks consideration not merely 
in his own interests, but in the interests of all. 

The practicability of this project proposed 
for an aérial telegraph is a question which I 
am informed has puzzled some of the most 
experienced electricians of this country. Ido 
not profess to know anything more of this sub- 
ject than a child; but I understand that the 
highest authorities on electricity both in Amer- 
ica and Europe sustain the theory upon which 
this project is based, to wit, that the earth is 
negatively electric, and that the atmosphére 
above the earth is positively electric, increasing 
in proportion as you ascend above the level of 
tide-water. The project here proposed is sim- 
ply to connect the air ata certain altitude (three 
or four miles if you please, above the level 
ot the sea) with the tide-water level of the 
earth by means of wires, thereby completing 
the electrical circuit. The petitioner ‘claims 
that in the beginning of the operations of the 
electric telegranh it was supposed that. the 
electrical circuit was impossible without two 
wires, but it was after a while ascertained that 
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one of the wires could be dispensed with, bhe- 
cause the earth with a single wire completed 
the circuit. As Ihave suggested, the theory 
of this. petitioner is that. by connecting the 
‘upper air at an elevation of three or four miles 
above. tide-water with the tide-level of the 
earth by means of continuous wires you will 
have a complete cireiit by reason of the påsi- 
tive electrical condition of the upper air and. 
the negative condition of the earth's surface. 

Gentlemen about me inquire how the neges- 
sary altitude is to be reached. The applicant 
at the bar of the House for this privilege of 
incorporation to try his experiment, tells us 
that the altitude is to be reached by means of 
the mountains, whose summits are to be con- 
nected with the sea-level by wires. This is 
all I need to say on that subject. . 

But the bill contemplates more than this, 
sir. It proposes through this company to 
utilize electricity wherever diffused through 
the earth and in the atmosphere of the earth 
forthe purposes of light and heat and motion. 
He entertains the dream, and it may be only 
a dream, a wild dream, that when his propa- 
sition comes to be fully applied, it may light 
and warm your houses, that it may furnish all 
the heat needful for all the uses of human life, 
and to propel your machinery upon the land 
and upon the sea. 

He asks no appropriation of this House. He 
asks for an act of incorporation, so whatever 
capital may be invested in this enterprise may 
not be liable to be dissolved and seattered out 
of it by the death of one of the copartners 
of a mere partnership or by voluntary with- 
drawal from the association. He has con- 
tinued patiently to wait at your door for this 
act of incorporation for three years. I have 
understood that heretofore the committee felt 
well inclined to the project and disposed to 
recommend jt to the consideration of the 
House; but for reasons which will readily 
recur to you, Mr. Speaker, it was not reached 
in the ordinary course of business; and this 

ear the same fate would have befallen it as 
in other years, but for the special favor and 
consideration which the House has shown it 
this evening. 

Gentlemen may say, demonstrate its prac- 
tieabillly. I answer, no project of this sort 
was ever demonstrated without experiment 
and trial and expenditure. It was what was 
suid before when the first application was made 
to Congress for some sort of appropriation to 
demonstrate by trial and experiment the practi- 
cability of the magnetic telegraph. We heard 
in this Chamber the other night, when that 
great event of human history was being cele- 
brated, that the first endeavors of demonstration 
were absolute failures. The only way to know 
whether what is here proposed is practicable, 
either for the purpose of telegraphy or for the 
purpose of utilizing electricity, light, or heat, 
or motion, is to try it; and there is no way to 
try it, I apprehend, without some cousiderabie 
use of capital. 

This man is an applicant for a patent also. 
It has received favorable consideration. He 
made that application on my own suggestion. 
J considered if there was anything of value in 
his proposition he had better secure to himself 
sume share of the results. I bave uo interest 
whatever, direct or indirect, in this matter, 
beyond that of any other eitizen. 

Now, sir, inasmuch as this bill involves no 
appropriation, and inasmuch as it involves no 
question of power under the grants of power 
to Congress, I pray ihe House to consider it 
favorably and allow it to pass. If no good 
comes of it, there can be no harm, and favor- 
able action by the House of Representatives 
on the bill will signify to the world that the 
House is disposed to ecousider and not treat 
with derision aud scorn every endeavor to 
betier in some sort the condition of individual 
and collective man. | hope there will be no 
objection to the passage of the bill. 


“Mr. WILLARD. Mr. Speaker, there ig 


nothing in this bill to distinguish.it in any 
respect from any other act of incorporation. 
If Congress has the right to pass such a bill as 
this, it hag the right to pass any act of incor- 
poration whatever. The persons named as 
incorporators in this bill, a portion of them, 
are from the District of Columbia, and one 
from Massachusetts, and one from Delaware. 
Ido not object at all to anybody trying this 
experiment. I am not-out of sympathy with 
the brilliant exposition made here this even- 
ing in respect.to this aérial telegraph ; but I do 
not think, because we are in sympathy with 
science and progress of this sort, therefore we 
should lose sight of some of the fundamental 
principles of our Government. I know Con- 
gress has in former times passed acts of incor- 
poration without much consideration. We 
incorporated a national life insurance com- 
pany nominally located here.’ Every one 
knows that gave a privilege worth $1,000,000, 
It was an act of incorporation of the national 
Legislature. It gave the company superior 
attraction. all over the United. States. Con- 
gress was not created for the purpose of giv- 
ing any body of men superior privileges over 
other. corporations created by the legislation 
of the States. 

This cannot be distinguished from any act of 
incorporation anywhere in the United States. 
The bill enacts that they may prescribe such 
rules and regulations not contrary to the laws 
of the United States or any State where it 
may operate. So it is contemplated by the 
bill itself, that it shall operate in the various 
States and Territories of the United States. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I beg leave to call the 
attention of the gentleman to the fact that the 
committee have agreed to strike out all that 
part of the third section. 

Mr. WILLARD. [ noticed that; but, at 
the same time, if the act of incorporation 
gives them any power it gives them power to 
do this. It is not limited to the District of 
Columbia in any respect. Therefore the 
same objection exists-to this bill which ex- 
isted to the bill organizing the Southern Ex- 
press Company, and to the bill organizing the 
Asiatic Commercial Company, and that would 
exist to a bill organizing any company for any 
purpose whatever. In my judgment, as L have 
said two or three times to the House, it is 
foreign to the entire scope and spirit of the 
power given by the Constitution to Congress; 
and I feel this so strongly that lam obliged 
to ask a division on the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In reply to the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Winuarp] I will say 
that I consider the whole. question to which 
he has referred has been settled judicially and 
constitutionally in this country, You have 
incorporated a telegraph company even from 
the Mississippi to the Pacific ocean, and that 
company is operating its wires to day. 

Mr. WILLARD, Bat 1 do not admit. that 
because a thing has been done betore it is 
right. 

Sir. BINGHAM. F want to say further that 
the whole principle involved in this question 
bas been settled over and over again iu the 
decisions of your Supreme Court; and what- 
ever may facilitate the regulation of commerce 
among the several States is, by a solemn 
decision of your court, within the scope of 
the powers of Congress, unless it is expressly 
prohibited. i 

J do not consider tbat there is any room to 


| doubt or to question or to limit the power 


of the House to incorporate this company. 
And, as I suggested before, as the bill stands 
amended, its effect is nothing more nor less 
than to give perpetnity to this incorporation 
for the purposes of this experiment, subjecting 
all the while the exercise of their corporate 
powers, and the use of the money which they 
may invest for that purpose, by the express 
terms of the bill, both to tke laws of the Uni- 
ted States and to’ the laws of the several 


States in which they may operate. If the Con- { 


gress of the United States cannot go thus far 
with the aid and consent of the laws of the 
United States and of the several States, then 
indeed itis a most helpless body. J call the 
previous question. 

Mr. WILLARD. I hope the previous ques- 
tion will not be seconded. : 

On seconding the demand for the previous 
question there. were—ayes 48, noes 82; no 
quorum voting. i 

Mr. WILLARD. I understand that if the 
bill is left in its present position it goes. over 
until to-morrow. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. YOUNG. I move that the House 
adjourn. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. [f askthe gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. WILLARD] to withdraw his de- 
mand for a division, in order that the pre- 
vious question may be considered as seconded 
and that the bill may go over till to-morrow 
as unfinished business. . 

Mr. YOUNG. Iinsist on my motion that 
the House adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and 


‘accordingly (at ten o'clock and ten minutes 


p- m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions ‘were presented 
under the rule, and referred tothe appropriate 
committees: a ; 

By Mr. GARRETT: The petition of Laura 
Vantsary, for an appropriation to compensate 
her for property taken and used by the armies 
of the United States during the war of the 
rebellion. f 

By Mr. HALSEY: The petition of Catha- 
rine Seeberger, widow of John Seeberger, late 
private of company K, sixty-eighth New York 
volunteers, for arrears of pension. ; 

By Mr. SEELEY: A petition of soldiers of 
Cayuga county, New York, for authority to 
transfer warrants for bounty land. f 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Turspay,’ May 21, 1872. 
The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. Q. BUTLER, 


~The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PALMER. I desireto report back from 
the Committee on Appropriations the Post 
Office appropriation bill with Senate amend- 
ments. i 

Mr. RUSK. I ask unanimous consent to 
report back from the Committee on’ Public 
Lands the bill (S. No. 617) in relation to: the 
Dakota Southern railroad. ~ 

The SPEAKER. The floor properly be- 
longs to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Paumer] 
has been recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. DAWES. IL hope that, by unanimous 
consent, we will go to the Speaker's table and 
make disposition of a good deal of matter 
that, will not cause debate. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let the Post 
Office appropriation bill be acted: on first. 

Mr. COBURN. I beg to inquire of the 
Chair whether a morning hour would not be in 
order now? 

The SPEAKER. It would not, as against 
the privilege of the Committee on Appropria 
tions; and it is very difficult to maintain a 
morning hour during the last ten days of ‘the 
session, because the rules can be suspended 
at any time. 

Mr. COBURN. Unless the Committee on 
Appropriations go on with their business, [ 
will insist on a morning hour. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Wis- 


| cousin [Mr. Rusk] asks unanimous consent 


to report baek a Senate bill from the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. Is there objection? 
Mr. COBUBN. =F object, 
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‘Mr. L. MYERS. I am instructed. by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to report a bill 
which the committee have the privilege of 
reporting at anytime. The centennial cele- 
bration committee ‘meet in Philadelphia tò- 


night, and it is very important that. the bill. 


should pass. i 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. PALMER] most. state whether he yields 
for that purpose or not. it 

Mr. PALMER. TI do not yield. « 

_ ABATEMENT OF TAXES. 

Mr. BECK. I rise to a privileged question. 
1 aba the report which I send to the Clerk’s 

ask. : 

The Clerk read as follows; 

The committee of conference on the. disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses.on the bill (S. No. 881) to 
provide for the abatement or repayment of taxes on 
distilled spirits in bond destroyed by casualty, hav- 
ing met, after a fulland free conference have agreed 
to recommend, and do recommend to their respect- 
ive Houses, as follows: ` 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House and agree to the same 
with an amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all of section one after ‘‘ destruction,” 
in line four, and inċert in lieu thereoftlye following: 
“by accidental fire or other casualty, and without 
any fraud, collusion,..or negligence of the owners 
thereof of any distilled spirits on which the tax at 
the time of the destruction of said spirits had not 
been paid, and while the same remained in the cus- 
tody of any officer of internal revenue in any distill- 
ery warehouse or bonded warehouse of the United 
States, to abate the amount of internal revenue 
taxes accruing thereon, and to cancel any warebouse 
bond. or enter satisfaction thereon, in whole or in 
part, as the case may be; and if such taxes have 
beon collected since the dostruction of said spirits, 
then the Secretary of the Treasury shall refund the 
fame to the owners thereof out of any money in the 

reasury not otherwise appropriated :” and the 
House agree to the same. 7 

i JAMES B. BECK, 

HORATIO C. BURCHARD, 
G. A. FINKELNBURG, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN SHERMAN, ` : 
GEORGE 6. WRIGHT, 
ELI SAULSBURY, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I. hope the gentleman 
will explain the report. ` à 

Mr. BECK. Itis precisely the House bill. 
The Senate agree to qur amendment and only. 
change the form of the section, so that it would 
read more artistically. 9 

Mr. MAYNARD. J believe it does not pro- 
vide for repaying any taxes paid prior to the 
destruction of the spirits? , 

Mr. BECK. The tages that have been paid 
upon liquors destroyed, which taxes had not 
heen paid when the destruction took place, 
and those that had not been collected, are on 
the same footing. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Butit does not refund 
any taxes paid prior ta the destruction ? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir, nothing. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I understand that 
any one who had liquors in bond and paid 
taxes on it without taking it out, aud the 
liquors were destroyed, gets no relief under 
this bill? 

Mr. BECK. That is true, because he had 
a right to remove. the spirits the moment he 
paid the taxes, and the United States did not 
propose to be insurer-any: lounger, ; 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, he paid warehouse 
charges. : ae BONN ok 
'Mr.-NIBLACK. This is a subject to waich 
I have given great attention for many years, 
and this bill is substantially an application of 
the same rule to articles on which, internal 
revenue taxes are imposed that applies now ta 
articles imported from foreign countries. It 
has been the law for many years that articles 
imported into the eouniry and destroyed be- 
fore the tamff duties were paid upon them were 
free from tariff duties; in other words, the 
Secretary of the Treasury was authorized. to 
remit the tax on articles destroyed before the 
tariff tax was paid on them. This applies the 
same principal to internal revenue taxes, I 
think it is right and proper, and l hope there 
will be no objection to adopting this report. 


was then adopted. $ 


which the report was adopted ; ‘and also moved 
eal the motion to reconsider be. laid on the 
table, ` ee : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

; ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PALMER. I rise now to report back 
from the Committee on Appropriations the 
Senate amendment to the Post Office appro- 
priation bill. ; 

` Mr, PERCE. I rise to a question of order. 
I understand that the regular order now is 
the morning-hour business. Does it not re- 
quire a vote of the House to- enable the gentle- 
man from lowa [Mr. Parmer]. to bring in his 


ill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
is authorized to. report at any time the Senate 
amendments to the Post Office appropriation 
bill, and bave them considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole under the 
five-minutes rule. In regard to the morning 
hour, the Chair thinks he is correct in stating 
that he never knew the morning hour to be 
maintained during the last ten days of a ses- 
sion, because as soon as the Journal is read a 
motion to suspend the rules is in order. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Parmer] yields to me to ask that the ses- 
sion of Monday evening next may be assigned 
to the consideration of reports from the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 
| Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I object to the 
li gentleman yielding for any such purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to the assign- 
ment of Monday evening next for that purpose. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move to- suspend the 
rules for that, purpose. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to report anything in relation to sewing- 
machine patents ? Í 

Mr. L. MYERS. 
business before us. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not yieid for a motion 
to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state.why 
the business reported by the gentleman from 
lowa (Mr. PALMER] is the regular order. The 
| rules made for the public business give the right 
to the Committee of Ways dnd Means and. to 
the Committee on Appropriations to move to 
suspend the rules and. go into Commitiee of 
the Whole for consideration of reports from 
those committees, and that motion can be 
decided by a majority vote. And the House 
has already given the Committee on Appro- 
priations the right to report at any time the 
Senate amendments to the Post Otfice appro- 
priation bill for consideration in the House as 
Lin Committee of the Whole. 
© Mr. RANDALL. J will withdraw my ob- 
jection to the request of my colleague [Mr. 
L. Myers] for the assigning of Monday even- 
ig next for reports from his committee. 

Mr. HALE. I renew the objection. 


POSS OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILE, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. PaLMzr} will proceed with his report. 
Mr. PALMER. Before I report back the 
Senate amendments, I desire to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution relating to the Post Office 
appropriation bill, and I move that the rules 
be suspended and the resolution adopted : 
Whereas the estimate for postal railway service 
for the ensuing fiscal year is ascertained to have 
| been insufficient: Therefore, Pract ae 
‘Resolved, That when the appropriation bill for the 
Post Oifice Department shail be undér consideration 
in the House of Representatives, an amendment, 
based on the corrected estimate of the Post Office 
Department, for the postal railway service for the 
ensuing yeur, shall be deemed in order. 
The rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof,) and the resolution was 
adopted. 


Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on 


We propose to report the 


The report of the committee on conference. 


Mr. BECK moved to reconsider the vote by: 


Appropriations, reported back, with a recom- | 


mendation that. gome be. concurred. in. and: 
others non-concnrred in, the amendments of 

the Senate to the bill-of the House No. 1070 
making appropriations for the service of.the 
Post Office Department for the year. ending 

June 30, 1873. D 


The. SPEAKER, . The amendments of: the 
Senate will be read, aud, unless objection be 
made, the recommendations of the Committee. 
on Appropriations for concurrence and non- 
concurrence will be considered as agreed. to. 

Mr. PALMER, | Before any amendments. 
of the Senate are read I move the amendment 
which the House has just authorized. to be 
made to this bill. Itis in the clause relating 
to postal railway service, and is to strike out 
$698,031, and insert $950,000. 
` Mr.. FARNSWORTH... Can the .House 
amend any. portion of the text of this bill that 
has been. passed upon. affirmatively by both 
Houses? _. 

The SPEAKER. They can by.a suspen- 
sion of the rules. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, Is not that a joint 


rule? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it, is 


nat. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, Would. it not be, 
better for the gentleman from. Iowa [Mr. 
PALMER} to move his amendment to some 
amendment of the Senate? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, There is no 
amendment of the Senate to which it is appro- 

riate. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair entertained 
the amendment only because the House by a 
suspension of the rules, authorized it to be 
offered. 

The amendment was agreed to. | 


The Clerk proceeded to read the amend- 
ments of the Senate, and read the seventh 
amendment, as follows: 


Insert after the words ‘for steamship service 
between San Francisco, Japan, and China, $500,- 
000,’’ the following : 

And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized, 
to contract with the lowest bidder, after sixty days’ 
public notice, for a term of ten years frow and after: 
the Ist. day of October, 1873, for the conveyance of 
an additional monthly mail. on the said route at a 
compensation not to exceed the rate per voyage 
now paid under the existing contracts, and upon the 
same conditions and limitations as prescribed by 
existing acts. of Congress. in reference thereto, and 
the respective contracts made in pursuance thereof; 
and the contractors under the provisions of this sec~ 
tion shall be required to. carry the United States 
mails. during the existence of tbeir contracts, with- 
out additional charge, on all. the steamers they may 
run upon said line, or any partof it, or any branch or 
extension thereof: Provided, That all steamships 
hereafter accepted for said service shall be of nat less 
than four thousand tons register each, and shall be 
built of iron, and wholly of American construction, 
and shall be so constructed as ta be readily adapted to 
the armed naval service of the United States in case 
of war, and before acceptance the officers hy whow 
they are inspected shali report to the Secretary of 
the Navy and the Postmaster General whether this 
condition has been complied with: Provided, That 
in all cases the officers of the ships employed in the 
service herein provided for shall be citizens of the 
United States, and that persong of foreign birth who 
have, according to law, declared their intention to 
become citizens of the United States, may be em- 
ployed as though they were citizens within the 
meaning of this seetion, or of any act or acts speci~ 
fied in the act of June 28,1864. And the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall bave the right in 
Gase of war to take for the use of the United states 
any of the steamers of said line, ang in such case 
pay a reasonable compensation therefor: Provided, 
‘That the price paid shall in no case exceed the 
original cost of the vessel so taken, and this 
provision shall extend to and be applicable to 
the steamersof the Brazilian line hereinafter pros 
vided for. i : eee 

The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mend coneurrence, ; 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to ask the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that the Com- 
mittes on Appropriations recommend. action * 
here which the House has already condemned 
in this particular. It seems to me if would 
have been well for the committee to have fol- 
lowed the expressed will of the House’ in 
regard to the proposed increase of thig appro- 
priation from a subsidy of $500,000 to $1,000, - 
000.. I hope that the House will pon-concur 
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in ihe amendment, and at the proper time T 
shall ask for the yeas and nays on the question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this amendment 
of the Senate is subject toamendment. [move 
to amend it.by striking out after the words 
tat a compensation not to exceed,” these 
words, “the rate per voyage now paid under 
the existing contracts, and upon the same con- 
ditions and imitations as prescribed by exist- 
ing acts of Congress in reference thereto, and 
the respective contracts. made in pursuance 
thereof ;’’ and to insert in lieu of the words 
stricken out the words ‘five hundred thou- 
sand dollars per annum,’’ Ido not propose 
by this amendment to interfere with the sub- 
sidy of half a million dollars now authorized 
by law, bot to continue that subsidy. Of 
course in this connection it will be necessary 
to strike out also the clause, ‘‘ for the convey- 
ance of an additional monthly mail on the said 
route ;’’ and I include the striking out of those 
words as a part of my amendment. The effect 
of this amendment will be to leave the section 
in a form corresponding substantially with the 
existing law. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, in view of the very 
general discussion already had in the House 
upon this subject, that the question is very 
well understood. I see no reason why we 
should consume further time upon the sub- 
ject. I presume the object which I propose 
by this amendment would be accomplished 
in ‘another way by non-concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate. Either course 
would continue the law as it now stands, and 
would leave this company in the enjoyment 
of its present large subsidy—the largest ever 
paid by our Government, Í believe, with one 
solitary exception—a subsidy of $500,000 
annually for carrying the mail. : 

Of course every gentleman understands that 
this subsidy is not intended as compensation 
for carrying the mail. The mail which is car- 
ried.to China and Japan, and which ultimately 
secks the islands of the South Pacific ocean, 
is principally the Sopin mail which passes 
across this continent by way of the Union Pa- 
cilic railroad, and finds its way to the British 
possessions in the South Pacitic by way of this 
steamship line. Asa mail facility this line is 
rather for the benefit of Europe than the Uni- 
ted States. The subsidy by our Government 
isa mere naked subsidy. Lt is not for the cre- 
ation or enlargement of commerce, but simply 
ior the purpose of changing the currents of 
commerce; for it will be observed (and I call 
the attention of gentlemen of California to the 
fact) that our exports prior to 1867, when this 
subsidy was first granted, were about equal to 
what they are now. 

Several Mempers. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The giving of this subsidy 
of $500,000 has not increased our exports; 
ils ouly effect has been to change the currents 
of commerce to China and Japan. It has not 
increased therevenue of the United States, but 
jas merely changed the depot where those 
revenues are collected. Our exports have not 
by this means been increased to the extent of 
a dollar, So that this appropriation cannot 
be said to be a movement for the promotion 
or enlargement of commerce. It is simply a 
naked subsidy for the benefit of the gentlemen 
who compose the corporation known as the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company. This House 
has heretofore signally declared its unqualified 
condemnation of this whole theory of subsi- 
dies. I trust we shall adhere to the position 
we have already taken, and resist this attempt 
to fasten upon the industry of this country the 
most odious form of taxation, that by which 
subsidies are paid for the benefit of particular 
persons at the expense of the general industry 
of the country. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Will the 
gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Did not 
the gentleman vote for and advocate an appro- 
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priation of $500,000 for the improvement of 
the Ohio, the Wabash, and other streams flow- 
ing through the State of Indiana? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I cannot imagine a ques- 
tion more remote from the subject now under 
consideration. Theimprovement of our chan- 
nels of commerce in the United States has 


‘been, I believe, the policy of this Government 


from the beginning. I have never heard that 
improving our channels of trade for the ben- 
efit of the people of the United States, for 
the advancement of the general industry of 
the country, wasa thing to be condemned. 
On the contrary, I have always heard it 
approved of. It has been the policy of the 
Government since the beginning, and I have 
not yet understood, and I trust I never shall 
understand, that itis the policy of the Gov- 
ernment by subsidies to promote a special 
interest by which the general industry of the 
country is not improved, but which weigh 
directly on the industries of the country and 
for the benefit of special and particular inter- 
ests. Itis this promotion of special interests 
at the expense of the general industry that is 
most to be condemned. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana whether he ever has voted 
or ever would vote to give a subsidy to a special 
line of steamboats on the Ohio river? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would, just as readily as 
I would for this line of steamships. I think 
my friend from Ohio puts the question very 
pertinently. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Let us have the 
amendment read so we may understand it. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Speaker, the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Horman] is equivalent to a motion to 
non-concur in the amendment of the Senate. 
I wish it distinctly understood if his amend- 
ment is adopted it will so destroy the amend- 
ment of the Senate that it will be of no value 
whatever for the purpose of increasing this 
service. The object, of course, is not dis- 
guised. It would be more frank, perhaps, to 
non-concur or to vote against the motion first 
in order to concur. 

But the gentleman is wrong in his statements 
of the effect of the amendment which comes to 
us from the Senate. This amendment in no 
place says this is to go to any company what- 
ever. It does not provide the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company shall have it, or any cor- 
poration whatever sball have it; it is to go to 
the lowest bidder. There must be some one 
out of the whole thirty million of the people- 
of the United States who will step in and take 
it, or at any rate to enable this company to 
get it they will have to bid much less than the 
subsidy. If itis not too large then it ought 
to be appropriated. But the amendment 
expressly excludes the idea that itis in favor 
of any existing corporation. It is thrown 
open to the competition of the public. 

Now, sir, the view which says this country 
ought to do nothing to foster its foreign com- 
merce, that its workshops may languish, that 
its markets may become glutted for want of 
facilities by which its productions shall be 
placed in the,markets of the world, is unstates- 
manlike, and will not stand the scrutiny of 
the American people. Why, sir, the people 
never have objected to any enlightened grant 
made by Congress to extend our commerce. 
Jf there is anything which is matter of intense 
regret to the American people at the present 
day, to the intelligent men of all parties, not 
to narrow-chested men, not men whose vision 
has never extended beyond their own State 
borders, but to the intelligent men of all par- 
ties, it is that we have no commerce on the 
ocean, that we have been going back in the 
years that are past. It is the duty of Congress 
to use all legitimate means for the promotion 


of our. commerce, by which it may reach out 
to the East and to the West, and achieve the 
peaceful conquest of the world. It is matter 
of regret it is not greater than it is, but to 
achieve that result we must use the means 
which other enlightened nations have used. 

If this were a mere experiment there might 
be. some objection to it, but we have the ex- 
perience of other powerful commercial nations. 
England pays out this moment. $5,000,000, 
for the purpose of fostering her foreign com- 
merce in subsidies to steamship lines. By 
means of compound engines and of improved 
machinery in the building of steamships they 
are rapidly superseding the clipper ship—the 
steam vessel is superseding the wooden vessel. 
Steamers are costly. They can only be kept 
afloat where trade is created, and in order to 
create trade it is necessary subsidy should 
be granted. And so England and so France 
and so every commercial nation has done. 

Now, in the former debate in this House 
upon this subject it was stated that if the regis- 
try laws for ships could be repealed so that 
we could have free ships, there would then be 
no necessity for subsidies. But there was no 
answer given to the proposition that England, 
where there is free trade, where there are free 
ships to be bought, and where the cheapest 
ships in the world are built, finds it necessary 
to subsidize her ocean steamships in large 
amounts to keep them upon the ocean and 
gain the control of this trade. But gentlemen 
said in that debate, and there was no time to 
answer them, that England did not subsidize 
all the lines which run from her ports; that 
in the shadow of the subsidized lines there 
were lines which ran without subsidy. And 
there, sir, was the best answer to the objec- 
tion used to the passage of this proposition or 
the adoption of this system ; because by build- 
ing up one or two strong lines controlling the 
commerce of a foreign country and excluding 
other nations therefrom by means like that, 
then other lines can grow up and gradually 
become self-sustaining. 

The policy of subsidizing is not a perpetual 
policy. If aman has a certain kind of sick- 
ness, itis worth while for him to take quinine 
or some other medicine, but no one will rec- 
ommend hir? to use it as a regular diet; he 
uses it only to overcome the paroxysm of his 
disease. And so itis with commerce. Our 
commerce is in a sickly state, and we should 
use this medicine, which other nations are 
using for a similar purpose, to build up strong 
lines which can sustain themselves afterward 
by their own strength without any subsidy. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MORGAN. When this bill was first 
introduced the House refused to increase this 
subsidy from $500,000 to $1,000,000 for the 
steamship line between San Francisco and 
Japan. The Senate has amended the House 
bill so as to make the subsidy $1,000,000. 

I desire to call the attention of the House 
to the clause of the Constitution which I am 
about to read. The ninth section of the first 
article of the Constitution declares that— 

“No preference shall be given by any regulation 
of commerce or revenue to the ports of one State 
over those of another.” 

It is proposed by this bill to give a prefer- 
ence to a portof California, by giving $1,000, 
000 to a line of steamers running from that 
port to Japan, in order to draw commerce to 
that port. This is a preference given to the 
port of one State by a regulation of commerce, 
over the ports of other States. 

Itis by “a regulation of commerce,” for the 
bill regulates the number of voyages to be 
made, and determines the port in California 
from which the steamers are to sail, and to 
which they shall return. 

The day is near at hand when a great city 
will spring up in another Pacific State, at the 
terminus of the Northem Pacific railroad, 
and who will pretend that giving a subsidy to 
a line of steamers which runs to and from San 
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Francisco will not be a vital preference-in 
favor of that port over the port on Puget 
sound? 

The bill further proposes to give a subsidy 
to a line of steamers running between the ports 
of New York and Rio de Janeiro, thus draw- 
ing the commerce of Brazil to New York, giv- 
ing that port a vast preference over the ports 
of Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, 
Charleston, New Orleans, and Mobile. 

The Constitution says that ‘‘ no preference 
shall be given by any regulation of commerce 
or revenue to the ports of one State over those 
of another.” Suppose that a regulation of 
revenue were adopted declaring that all im- 
ports into the United States from Europe 
should be free of duty, provided they were en- 
tered at the port of Norfolk, but that if entered 
at New York, or other ports, they should pay an 
ad valorem duty of fifty per cent.; what an 
outery would be raised by the gentlemen who 
now espouse this bill. Why? Because the 
preference given to Norfolk by such a regula- 
tion of revenue would build up Norfolk at the 
cost of the ports of other States. And this 
very clause of the Constitution would be in- 
voked, and justly, too, against such a regula- 
tion. 

Gentlemen tell us how rapid is the increase 
of our commerce with Japan. If this be true, 
and [ hope that it is so, then there isno need 
of this subsidy, and there is not the shadow 
of an excuse for levying an unconstitutional 
tax upon the people of Obio and other States 
to make a present of a million to a handful of 
hungry cormorants in the city of New York 
who own this line of steamers. 

Mr. Speaker, I abhor this species of legisla- 
tion. No measure justin itself requires cor- 
rupt agencies to support it, and no measure 
should be allowed to pass Congress which is 
attempted to be carried on the shoulders of a 
hired lobby. 

if the commodities of Asia are wanted in 
America, they will come to America, If the 
products of America are desired in Asia, they 
will go to Asia. The commodities of the oue 
country will be exchanged for the commodi- 
ties of the other, and this exchange is com- 
merce. The means by which these commodi- 
ties are carried to market is the carring trade, 
and he who carries most cheaply and rapidly 
will become the chosen carrier. The honest 
way to secure this carrying trade is to make 
rapid voyages, with low freights. This can be 
secured by repealing the Chinese law passed 
by an American Congress, which prohibts 
the purchase of ships wherever they may be 
bought best and cheapest. In consequence 
of what is called American protection, a ship 
costs twice as much in our own ship-yards as 
upon the Clyde. Do away with this obnoxious 
law, encourage our mercantile marine by estab- 
lishing the doctrine of free ships, and our flag 
will once more cover the largest tonnage in 
the world, and the schemes of getting rich by 
robbing the Treasury will be brought to an 


end. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
rise to antagonize this amendment of the Sen- 
ate, but simply to suggest an amendment to 
it. I move to insert after the word ‘‘and,”’ 
in line twenty-four, the words ‘with their 
engines and equipments;’’ so that it will 
read: 

Provided, That all steamships hereafter accepted 
for said service shall be of not less than four thou- 
sand tous register each, and shall be built of iron, 


and with their engines and equipments wholly of 
American construction. 


Ihave learned that some of these steamers 
go abroad and build their engines and have 
them put in there, while they are required to 
make their ships.of American manufacture. 

Mr. TAFFE. I suggest to the gentleman 
that ‘engines and machinery” would be a 
better phrase. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
accept that modification. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


I will 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ido not intend 
to reargue this question, but I wish to answer 
some of the objections which have been raised 
this morning. In the first place, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] says 
that the Committee on Appropriations ought 
not to have brought into this House a propo- 
sition that had been rejected here. I answer 
him that we have not brought back a rejected 
proposition, but one quite different in its terms 
and conditions from the proposition which was 
acted on inthe House. The difference is this: 
the House simply proposed to double the ser- 
vice and double the pay. That proposition 
was defeated by a very small vote. It was a 
proposition to give to the one company now 
doing the work double pay for double work. 
The objection was raised by many gentlemen 
around me that it was giving it to a single 
company without any competition or without 
opening the matter to the enterprise of the 
country, The proposition of the Senate is 
different. It offers an open bid in open mar- 
ket to the lowest bidder to do the work, and 
thus takes the case entirely out of the range 
of a mere monopoly, giving it to one special 
company. 

Mr. AMBLER. Will my colleague yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. AMBLER. I would inquire of my 
colleague whether it is possible that within 
sixty days another company can be organized 
to compete with this company? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
pose it could, 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I under- 
stand this is to be open to competition? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is; all 
parties are free to sail in. In the second 
place, a very considerable restriction is to be 
placed upon whatever company takes the 
service; they must build their ships so thatthe 
Seeretary of the Navy may be satisfied that 
they will be fitted for naval service in time of 
tes They must be built to be approved by 

im. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman knows 
very well that there will be only one bidder for 
this service. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If this is done 
an additional line must be kept up between 
Panama and New York. ‘That will be an 
additional service more than was provided for 
by the proposition of the House. I answer 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rax- 
DALL] by saying that this is another and differ- 
ent proposition, one far more favorable to the 
United States and the interests of commerce 
than the proposition which failed here in the 
House by only two votes. 

Mr. RANDALL. By eight votes. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations felt bound to give 
the House an opportunity to act upon this 
proposition of the Senate, after pointing out 
the differences between the two propositions. 

My colleague [Mr. Sreveyson] asked a 
question, intended to raise another objection 
to this proposition. He said: would you be 
willing to subsidize a line of steamers on the 
Mississippi river? Let me tell my colleague 
what we have done for the Mississippi river 
within the last few days. Under the laws 
hitherto passed by Congress in relation to the 
coasting and internal trade of this country 
we have an absolute monopoly, unrivalled by 
any foreign keel along our coast and upon our 
navigable rivers. No foreign keel under a 
foreign flag can float at all upon those waters 
in competition with our commercial marine, 
And to make it still stronger for our interests, 
during the last week this House, under the lead 
of the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. [Hotmay,] 
made absolately free of duty all material that 
enters into the construction of river steamers 
on all the navigable waters of this country. 

Now, one other fact and I will leave this 
subject. The latest reports show these facts: 


I should sup- 


the merchandise exported from San Francisco: 
to Japan from January 1 to April 30; 1870, 
seven months, was $411,000. For the corre- 
sponding period of this year, ending with. the 
month of April just past; it was $780,000 ;. 
almost doubled in one year. i . 

Mr. MORGAN.: If this commerce is in- 
creasing at this rapid rate, why the necessity 
of a subsidy to support this line? : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I thank my 
colleague [Mr. Moreax] for that word, for 
otherwise I should have forgotten one ‘thing I 
desire to state. Within the last week the 
London Times comes to us, informing us that 
a British company is ready the moment they 
can to set their competing line on the waters 
of the Pacific and to establish a trade there, 
and to put on a large number of steamers be- 
tween Japan and San Francisco. And unless 
we seize the occasion just ready to be shut up 
so that we will not be able to seize it at all, 
the work will be in the hands of England and 
not in our own. f f 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I charge. 
that this amendment is a miserable subter- 
fuge. The result of the original House propo- 
sition and of this amendment of the Senate 
will be the same. It is a were equivocation 
of language unworthy of- Congress and of the 
gentlemen who advocate it. I charge more: 
that this line, having already received an 
enormous bounty from the Government, and 
being already in a prosperous condition, has 
no right to come here and ask for $500,000 
more a year, making in all $1,000,000 a year, 
when the mail service proposed is in no meas- 
ure required by the commerce of the country. 
I say more, that agencies disgraceful to Con- 
gress have been employed by people outside 
of this Hall and by members in itin favor of 
this live. Tzs 

Mr. SARGENT. State what they are. . 

Mr. RANDALL. Undue advocacy of it 
in season and out of season. 

Mr. SARGENT. What efforts does the gen- 
tleman refer to? I wantto understand him 
distinetly. 

Mr. RANDALL. Efforts of people outside 
of this Hall and in it, who I believe are inter- 
ested 

Mr. SARGENT. Doing what? 

Mr. MORGAN. A hired lobby working to 
carry the measure through. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say, and will stand by 
it, and if you propose a committee of investi- 
gation I will undertake to prove it——— 

Mr. SARGENT. All right. 

Mr. MORGAN. And I am ready to back 
it. The thing will not bear investigation. 

Mr. SARGENT. Allow me to ask what is 
the specific thing charged. When we ascer- 
tain that it will be time enough to investigate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say, sir, that undue 
influences—I will go further and say that what 
I believe to be wicked influences—have been 
used to induce Congress to unnecessarily, 
unwarrantably, and  unjustifiably increase 
this appropriation. I say this knowing the 
language I use and comprehending its full 
purport. 

Mr. SARGENT. The point of my in- 

ur 

Mr. RANDALL. I am not going to be 
catechised. if the gentleman takes umbrage 
at what I say-—— 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman spoke of 
members engaged in bringing to bear ‘‘un- 
worthy means.’ Now, as one of those who 
have advocated this measure, I have a right 
to ask what members he refers to. f 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman cannot 
force me into individualization. If he feels 
aggrieved he knows his remedy. 

Mr. SARGENT. Oh, that is all nonsense. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, Mr. Speaker, I 
do not propose to be constantly interrupted. 

Mr. SARGENT. Tsimply ask the gentle- 
man’s courtesy. I understood ‘him to say that 
members within this Hall had used unworthy 
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means in connection with this measure. I 
ask, him: to whom and- to what. means he 
refers? . : Lone 

¿Mre RANDALL.. The reporter has. my 
language. : E og : 

Mr. BARGENT. All right... If the gen- 
tleman did. not. say that, my question. is- not 

ertinent. If he did, Ẹ wish to know to whom 
k refers and what were the ‘‘ unworthy. 
means"! used. i : 

Several members objected to further inter- 
ruptions. : ; 

*Mr. RANDALL. Tam willing to hear the 
gentleman from California. ; 

Mr. SARGENT. Isay that if I misunder- 
stood the gentleman, my question is not per- 
tinent; but-if he said that members on this 
floor had used ‘‘ unworthy means,” then as a 
member who has advocated this measare—— 

Mr. RANDALL.. I said there were wicked 
influences inside this Hall and outside of it, 

> Mr. SARGENT. That is not specific. 

Mr. BANKS. I call the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Sargent] to order: I object 
to these interruptions. 

Mr. STORM, ‘The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Sargent] is entirely too sensitive 
about Goat Island and subsidies, 

Mr. SARGENT. It is not about pig iron. 

. Mr. STORM. I am not sensitive on that. 

Mr. RANDALL, What do we see? After 
the action of the House in rejecting this appro- 
priation we see the Senate with its usual liber- 
ality. voting the appropriation; and we see, 
much to my surprise, a circumstance to which 
I directed the attention of the House a moment 
ago; we see the Committee on Appropriations 
of this House—a committee which I supposed 
had been appointed to save the public money, 
not to squander it; we see that committee com- 
ing into this House and recommending con- 
currence in this increased appropriation. After 
the verdict of this House against this scheme, 
all parliamentary custom should have induced 
the committee to recommend non-concurrence, 
leaving it to the House to reconsider its action 
if there should be any disposition to do so. 

Mr, Speaker, I say that this appropria- 
tion stands not in the line of public policy; 
it stands notin the line of good faith to the 
tax-payers of this country. This steamship 
company needs no such appropriation; and 
there are other lines needing appropriations 
of money much more, if we are going to enter 
upon the broad sea of subsidies. 

I hope tbe House in obedience tothe wishes 
of the people will vote this down, so that this 

enteriug wedge for enormous expenditure of 
publig mouey will not be allowed. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, when this sub- 
ject was before the House some days ainee, 

il restrained myself from taking any partin the 
discussion or from giving a vote, and for the 
yeason that I wished there might be some 
attention given to the ordinary commerce of 
the country before we entered on the subject 
of steamship navigation at large. Since that 
time the House bas agreed and made a com- 
mencement, very slight, I concede, but still. a 
beginning in the support given to ordinary 
navigation, And notbing so mneh delighted 
meas when I heard the words from an houor- 
able. member from. the West, that some con- 
sideration. should be given to the building of 
steamers on the lakes; for I know whea the 
West turns its. attention to navigation. and 
commerce, to the fostering of our commerce, 
to the establishment of aur commerce. then the 
battle for the establishment of our commerce 
will be won. : i 

L know nothing of the influences to which 
the geutleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rax- 
DALL] has alluded, bat.that- which atfected my 
action and vote I have stated. - Having wit- 
nessed this commencement, and believing it 
will be follawed ‘by discussion and by. success- 
ful action that will reéstablish the ordinary 
commerce of the country, [am now disposed 
to give my voice and vote for the required aid 
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for the continuance of steam navigation from 
the Pacific coast to Japan and China. = 

: And, Mr. Speaker, I will give substantial 
reasons for it. It does not require any lobby 
agents or any outside pressure to induce me to 
give my voie when I give it on these qnestions. 
Ido not forget one fact, that the United States 
by an expenditure of from sixty to seventy 
million. dollars and untold appropriations of : 
the public land has established three great 
railway lines to the Pacific coast. What for, 
Mr. Speaker? I submit the question to. the 
House, for what have these railway lines been 
established for.which the Government has been 
at work for nearly twenty-five or thirty years? 
To reach the Pacific coast and gain the great 
wealth of San Francisco, or San Diego, or any 
other port south.or north? No, sir; it was to 
tap the commerce of China and Japan and the 
six hundred. million wealthy people of Asia 
and of Europe. - If we stop at San Francisco 
what is the value.of the railway lines we have 
established or are establishing at so much cost? 
Of.course we must goon. We must cross the 
Pacific ocean, we must take the Asiatic trade 
or give it to our rivals who are our enemies. 
‘That is what we must do. 

If it were, as the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has said, a detriment. to the people, sub- 
jecting them to expenses without any benefit, 
then I should say it was a question ot political 
economy, and we should withhold our hands 
from it. But it is not as the honorable gentle- 
man has said. The people of the United 
States have an interest. far before that in- 
volved in the expense of continuing and keep- 
ing up these lines of ocean steamers... Let 
me refer to one fact. In 1859 the superin- 
tendent of the Bureau of Statistics reported 
that the import trade between China and 
Japan and the United States amounted to— 
how mach? Two hundred and filty-nine dal- 
lars. Only twelve years ago the trade between 
these six hundred million people and the 
United States amounted to. only $259! In 
the twelve years succeeding it hag run up to 
$77,000,000, or an average of $12,500,000 a 
year. With the slender accommodation we 
had then, and the rivalry of lines to other 
parts of the world, our trade has increased to 
that extent. Jf that trade is monopolized, 
as it should be, by this country, then that 
$77,000,000, which has grown up in twelve 
years, in the next twelve years will have 
grown to $500,000,000. Does the gentleman 
say that is not an advantage to the people of 
the country? Take the single article of tea, 
an article more beneficial to the people of 
this country than any other one, absolutely 
necessary to sustain life, which stimulates the 
intellect, which strengthens the body, gives 
more endurance to man and woman than any 
other article whatever. 

Jn 1870 the quantity of tea transported 
across the continent by rail was estimated 
to be from six to ten million pounds. In 
1871 it reached the amount of eighteen mil- 
lion pounds; and in 1872 it will exceed 
twenty five million pounds. Sir, if we give 
the transportation. of this article alone to the 
people of other countries, we will have ta pay 
them for the monopoly ; and if they increase 
the cost of tea to the people of this country 
to the extent of five cents per pound, it. will 
make an aggregate cost to the people of this 
country of $1,250,000 ;. sọ that we will have 
to pay much more on.this item alone than we 
pay in the increased subsidy to our own line. 

Then there is another consideration which 
ig more important than auything else which 
touches tke existence of nations. The policy 
of the great States of Europe has been and 
still is to destroy the nations which they can- 
not control. -The eves of the statesmen of 
Europe, and of the Powers of Europe, for a 
hundred years have been fixed upon China 
and Japan; and in-our own day we have seen 
initiated and brought nearly tothe point of 4 
success the policy that was designed to destroy 
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these two empires, and divide them among the 
States. of. Europe. : À 

Sir, the American policy is of a wiser and 
higher character, It isfounded upon theprin- 
ciple of living and letting live, of seeking the 
support. and maintenance and increase. of 
strength of all peoples of all the nations of the 
earth. When we had. established a great 


commerce, when wehad a monopoly of.a large. 


portion of the tonnage, on. the seas of the world, 
and were progressing at such a rate that in 
1875 we would have had a majority of the 
commercial tonnage of the whole world, the 
Powers of Europe were obliged to count us in 
in any great international. policies which they 
were seeking to establish and to execute. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, when this ques- 
tion. was before. the House a few. weeks ago, it 
was very generally and thoroughly discussed. 
All the arguments which could be advancedin 
favor of this'increased subsidy were advanced 
very ably and very intelligently, as well as those 
against it. 

I doubt, sir, whether it is possible, upon the 
general question involved in the necessity of 
developing our foreign commerce, :to say any- 
thing in addition to what was then said. Ido 
not propose to reply to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] or 


„to follow him in what he has said with refer- 


ence to this great question which he has sought 
to introduce in connection with the very nar- 
row and simple proposition before us, . 

I propose simply to speak to the amendment 
put upon our bili by the Senate, And I con- 
cur with the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD, | the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, that it is indeed a different 
proposition from that which. was: before the 
House. Itis essentially and in all regards a 
very different proposition, and in my judg- 
ment a far worse and more pernicious propo- 
sition than that which we voted on. when this 
question was formerly before us. The Com- 
mittee on. Appropriations reported a proposi- 
tion to this House simply confirming the ap- 
proptiation ta this steamship line to $500,000, 
the point at which it originally stood). and 
where it stands now. Aud that, Mr. Speaker, 
it will be remembered, was an appropriation 
merely forthe fiscal year ending 80ch June, 
1873. The gentleman from California [ Mr. 
Sancent] endeavored to amend that proposi- 
tion by doubling the subsidy, making it 
$1,000.000 for the year ending June 30, 1873. 
Upon that amendment the great contest aud 
controversy which is in the recollection of the 
House ensued. It was simply whether we 
shoald give $500,000 additional compensation 
for one year. Now what has the Senate done ? 
The Senate has practically and in substance 
proposed that we shall give to this mail steam- 
ship line $1,000,000 for ten years.. Substan: 
ually this amendment, in which our committee 
recommends. concurrence, proposes that for 
ten years this line—tor its phraseology is so 
framed as to exclude all competition—shall 
have $1,000,000 annually for ten years. And 
when the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.. Gar- 
FIELD] tells us that this is a proposition to go 
into the market and receive bids for the con- 
struction of any competing line, that. it is 
open to all the world, [ say no; because it is 
declared that all the officers of the line shall 
be American citizens, and that the American 
Government may at any time, by the payment 
of what. is termed here. a reasonabie price, 
assume the ownership and control of this line 
of steamships, Therefore, sir, there is an 
exclusion of all compention. 

Ships built on the Clyde, or in any other place, 
Cannot under any possible.cireamstauces come 
in and interfere with this monopoly, with this 
control, with this possession which this Amer- 
ican Pacific Mail Steamship Company already 
holds, and under this bilt will occupy. to the 
exclusion of ali opposition or competition, 
whether American or foreign, for a period of 
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ten years under asubsidy of $1,000,000 a year. | 
I therefore agree with the gentleman from | 
Ohio it is indeed a very different proposition. 
It is pernicious ; it is in the wrong direction ; 
it is objectionable on every ground, not only 
of principle, but of fair, honest legislation. It 
is a violation of our duty to those we represent. 
It is a discrimination in favor of capital. The 
American steamship line to-day is owned -in 
Wall street, and is there being buled and 
beared on the votes and speeches here, and 
the influences, proper and improper, which 
are brought to bear on both Houses of Con- 
gress for the consummation of this scheme. 
Now, I am for the commerce of my country. 


I wili go as far as any one will go, and stretch 
the Constitution to as great a latitude as any 
one will do it to revive the sunken commerce 
of my country, but this is not the way to do it. 
The administering of these artificial stimulants 
applied to a man already beyond resuscitation, 
except by applications of nostrums of this 
character, is not ouly an unwise poliey to pur- 
sue in reference to foreign commerce, but it is 
pernicious in example; it is setting a prece- 
dent ‘under which all are rushing in here to 
avail themselves of. And already, sir, we 
know that the lobbies are filled. by ex-mem- 
bers of the House who are here in the interest 
of this corporation to induce us by all manner 
of applications, social, political, and other- 
wise, to vote for a ten-years subsidy of 
$1,000,000 a year to this steamship line. Sir, I 
hope the amendment will not. be concurred in. 
[Here the hammer fell.] > 
Mr. SHELLABARGER. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to say something about this amend- 
ment, rather of personal than. of general con- 
sideration. I have felt exceedingly anxious to 
contribute in my feeble way, as a member of 
the committee with which I am connected, the 
Committee on Commerce, to the purposes 
which ara aimed at by this amendment. 
have been. disappointed in it owing to feeble 
health, and now 1 desire to say two or three 
things to the House about this amendment, 
not with reference so much to the vote as with 
reference to the general subject. I watched 
with anxiety and iuterest the debate on this 
matter that occurred while I was away. L 
‘judged from that debate, and from the vote, 
tbat we are not yet educated up to a thorough 
and adequate comprehension of the magnitude 
of this great matter. 
Mr: Speaker, it is a truth, and it is a rather 
suggestive one, that a nation without com- 
merce is always a perishing nation. Find me 
anywhere in history a-nation whose commerce 
and trade with other nations was departing, 
and you will find me a nation whose glory was 
departing, provided the failure was not from 
some temporary and accidental cause. In our 
case I trust the fact is that the terribly bad 
-condition of our foreign commerce results 
from incidental and temporary causes, and not 
from any geueral failure either in the spirit or 
purpose of the people. : 
` The next remark I want to make is this, 
that it so happens ihat.our nation is geograph 
ically, as well as in other respects so situated, 
aud so perpetually situated by its physical con- 
ditions, ag that we are invited to lead in the 
commerce of the world. Qf course Í cannot 
elaborate that idea in five minutes. Take our 
coast, the Jargest, our harbors, far the best on 
the globe; take our geographical relations 
with Asia, growing year by year, and rising,- 
stupendously rising, in importance in the rela” 
tion thatit is new forming with the commerce 
of the world; take the fact that. we are stand- 
ing half way between them and Europe; take 
the magnitude of our trade, almost doubling 
each decade of our national lite; take the 
fact that $100,000,000 net earnings per year 
do not represent the magnitude of the earnings 
of our farmers in American products alone— 
take such few facts as these, and place them 
together, and no American can fail to appre 


hend the maguitude of the matter that we are 
engaged upon: And we must educate our ideas 
up to that magnitude and to its realization. 
This Congress, I fear, judging from the vote 
that was cast a few days ago, is not yet there, 
Why, sir, gentlemen talk to us about this com- 
merce of ours taking care of itself, and about 
the stimulus that.we propose in the way of sub- 
sidy being an artificial and unnatural one. Sir, 
pat another fact along by the side of this one 
Ihave already stated: thatin this matter of our 
commerce we are in the only field where the 
industries of America come directly into com- 
petition with those of every other nation in 
the world. Weare on the high seas in this 
matter; we are in the family of nations in this 
matter; we are alongside of every other nation 
in this matter. And there is no ingenuity, 
there is no contrivance, there is no method, 
no panacea, nothing that will make us equal 
with them except money. England, France, 
Germany, our competitors, give money. Now 
let some gentleman arise and tell me how we 
are to make our commerce equal with that of 
other nations except by subsidies, or some- 
thing else that will be equivalent to a subsidy. 
We must be put on an equality or we cannot 
live. Now, that is the fact» 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. As the gentleman 
has proposed a question to the House, will he 
allow me to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. If TI had ten min- 
utes I-would be very glad to yield to the gen- 
tleman, but I suppose my time is about out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one 
minute left. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I have not yet 
said anything that amounts to anything, except 
to lead up to that which I now add. It is, 
that I regret exceedingly that I cannot sup- 
port this subsidy under the circumstances in 
which we are placed. I want simply to, state 
my reasons. We must encourage our com- 
merce, as I have already said; we must do it 
by money; we must put our people on an 
equality with those of other nations. Our 
commerce must live ; we will be recreant if 
we letit die. We must sustain it in the way 
proposed by this subsidy. But my objection 
to the subsidy is this: we must sustain our 
commerce by some general provision that 
shall secure assistance to all the lines of com- 
merce that we are equally interested in. 

{Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. NIBLACK. It is proper for me to 


sa 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to add a single sentence? 

Mr. NIBLACK. Certainly. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I thank the gen- 
tleman. Now, sir, a bill has been reported by 
the Committee on Commerce which provides 
for the creation of a.commission composed of 
the highest officials of the Government of the 
United States, asa board of commerce; and 
the bill proposes to aid all the various lines of 
commerce that we are equally interested in 
promoting with this line. I think this line 
now has, in the $500,000 a year which is 
granted to it, as much money as we will be 
enabled to give fo other lines having equal 
claims upou our consideration. I fear that 
the passage of this proposition of the Senate 
would endanger such an arrangement as the 
one proposed in that bill, and hence with 
reluctance I shall vote against it. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I would not enter upon 
this debate at all if I were not a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations, which has 
recommended a concurrence in this amend- 
ment. But as one of the minority of that 
committee who did not agree to its action, I 
felt that I ought, briefly at least, to explain 
the reasons which have induced me to oppose 
the adoption of this amendment. I trust no 
one appreciates more than I do the import- 
ance of our commerce and of these lines in a 
commercial point of view. I confess that 


when I think of the brilliant prospect. that is 
opened up to us by our great trade with Japan 
and China all my impulses. of patriotism are 
quickened. oe : peas 

And the same remark would, to some extent, 
apply to our commerce with the South Amer- 
ican States, but not to so great a degree, 
because they are divested of that novelty which 
attaches to our present interesting relations 
with China and Japan. te 

But, sir, the difficulty in this case lies far 
deeper than the remedy proposed-in these 
subsidies can in my judgment reach.. These 
subsidies are an attempt to overcome by arti- 
ficial means a serious defect in our present 
system of taxation and finance. The policy 
of this Government for many years past upon 
this subject of ship-building has been that of 
erecting a sort of Chinese wall around it. The 
difficulty has arisen not from the fact that we 
have not had equal facilities with other nations 
for carrying on commerce, but because.of the 
expensive material out of which our ships are 
built. While we built them of wood, while 
our commerce was carried on in wooden ves- 
sels, we could compete with the world, but 
now when we must have iron ships, the mate- 
rial of which they are constructed costs so 
much more in this country than such material 
costs abroad that we find ourselves at.a disad- 
vantage. Instead of going to the root of the 
difficulty, instead of cheapeaing material, in- 
stead of cheapening ships by allowing our citi- 
zens to purchase them wherever they may be 
able to purchase them cheapest, instead of 
inaugurating free trade in regard to this class 
of vessels so much needed for. our commerce, 
we propose to bridge over the difficulty by a 
system of bounties necessarily partial in their 
character—a system of which when once en- 
tered upon no man can foresee the end. | 

If we grant a subsidy to a particular. line, 
common justice requires that we sbould grant 
subsidies to other lines upon which our com- 
merce is equally important and subsidies 
equally needed. This, then, is but the enter- 
ing wedge of a system which I cannot agree 
to sanction as a remedy for the difficulties 
under which our commerce is laboring. Why, 
sir, if we give to the men controlling these 
lines of steamships now seeking subsidies the 
liberty to purchase ships wherever they choose, 
and if we allow such ships American regis- 
ters, these men will need no subsidies. With- 
out them they will be able to compete with 
the world. But the existing condition of 
things has been brought about, as I have 
already indicated, by our system of legisla- 
tion upon the subject of taxation and finance. 
For one, sir, I am not disposed to embark in 
a remedy so partial in its character, and which 
cannot be efficient without absolutely draining 
the country of resources so much needed for 
other purposes. 3 ` 

[Here the bammer fell.] 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Speaker, in thinking 
and talking about a subject of tbis kind there 
is great danger of becoming involved in some 
confusion as to terms. Gentlemen who have 
advocated this subsidy have talked about ‘com: 
meree,’’ as if the carrying trade were com- 
merce; asif the ship which bears back and 
forth what is the substance of commerce were 
commerce itself; as if the railroad cars which 
traverse this country from end to end carrying 
the products of industry and the commodities 
of commerce were commerce. Gentiemen 
might as well tell me that the railroad traing 
which come in and out of Washington are com- 
merce, as to teil me that the ships which trav- 
erse the Pacific ocean are commerce. ‘A nation 
may have a large commerce and yet not own 
a ship; a State may havea large commerce 
and yet not manufacture or own a railroad 
car. Commerce is one thing, transportation 
is another. China and Japan have commerce 
with us and other nations, but-no ships. : Let 
us not, when we are talking about this subject, 
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allow our-vision to be dazzled by this enormous 
commerce, present or prospective, of Japan 
and China when we are providing a means 
to carry. that commerce. Let us not run into 
needless extravagance to.accomplish a pur- 
pose which we have and will have under our 
control. 

No one desires: more than I do the increase 
of commerce; no.one glories more in the dar- 
ing enterprise of the American people upon 
the ocean ; but. when. the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SHELLABARGER] talks about the means 

` of increasing transportation, of increasing the 
facilities for carrying the commodities of com- 
merce, when he would secure the supremacy 
of the ocean, I can point him to a means very 
much more: efficient than that of taxing the 
people or taking money from the Treasury. I 
would say to him, adopt the simple, common- 
sense remedy of purchasing the means of car- 
rying commerce. Other nations make ships 
more cheaply than we. do; yet, blindfolded, 
with our hands tied, we, in the face of all our 
knowledge upon this subject, refuse to buy the 
cheap means of carrying on commerce. With 
a full knowledge that ships may be built, at 
two thirds the cost here, upon the Clyde ; that 
we cannot compete with the ship-yards there 
in making the means of transportation; that 
we Can purchase at a low rate the best ships 
in the world, we will not do so, and humbly 
surrender to other nations a vast and profit- 
able carrying trade. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. How will we run 
them? 

Mr. COBURN. How will we run them? 
We wiil put our sailors on them, build our 
fires in them, and run them as we run ships 
built in this country. I see nothing in that 
question, 

Why is it we cannot compete? What is the 
very nature of this matter? When you get 
out of the borders of our country; when you 
get upon the high seas, you come in compe- 
tition with the vessels constructed ata cheap 
rate of labor, and in competition with sailors 
who may be hired at a lower rate in foreign 
countries. You can put up no barrier of de- 
fense to our carriers on the ocean. What have 
we done during the last week on this question? 

We have cut down all these things and admit- 
ted free of duty ship stores and material. of 
all kinds going into the construction of ships. 
We have attempted to furnish cheap transport- 
ation by getting cheap ships. As I said be- 
fore, we should go further and carry out fully 
and rationally this policy, and let in the man- 
ufactured article alongside of the raw material 
of ships. 

I voted the other day to let in all the raw 
materials and all the ship stores necessary to 
construct these vessels in our own country, 
but L say the true policy to put our sailors on 
the ocean is in addition to let in the manu- 
factured ships; to buy them ready made; to 
secure them at once. Let them come in. 


Members talk about banishing the American: 


flag from the ocean! In order to put it upon 
the ocean, to fly it froma thousand mast-heads 
apon all the seas, let us allow our citizens to 
purchase ships abroad. Within twelve months 
from the adoption of such a policy our carry- 
ing trade upon the ocean, the number of our 
seamen, the control of commerce would vastly 
increase. On this question the whole nation 
is interested in cheap freights. On one side 
stand all the manufacturers, the farmers, the 
producers, and the consumers, and on the 
other side stand the men who build the ships. 
Why grant these enormous subsidies; why 
spend so lavishly our treasures from year to 
year; why waste our substance in fostering a 
business with an unnatural growth, when we 
can pursue a course that will give it instant 
and permanent vigor? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I feel some 
embarrassment in rising to address the House 


again on this subject after the terrible speech 
of my honorable friend from Ohio, [Mr. Mor- 
GAN, ] and the speech of my honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RaxpaLL.} The 
loudest voice, with stentorian lungs sufficiently 
strong to drown all others, has denounced this 
as naked robbery, as an enormous outrage, 
as a miserable subterfuge, as- disgraceful to 
Congress, as the production of a hired lobby. 
One gentleman offers to prove it, and the other 
offers to back up that proof.: If any denun- 
ciations would frighten gentlemen from their 
propriety, such terrible words as those we have 
heard this morning would have frightened those 
on this side of the House with whom I am in 
the habit of acting away from the support of 
this measure. But so far as I am concerned 
those denunciations have had no effect upon 
me, and I am willing to go to the people con- 
fidently expecting their approval for my action 
in supporting this measure. 

J will give the reasons why I shall vote for 
this amendment of the Senate. There are 
here two distinct propositions, which can be 
much better supported before the people than 
the proposition heretofore made, whatever gen- 
tlemen may say. The first is a proposition to 
carry the mails ofethe United States, to carry 
the mails to Japan and China, to Yokohama, 
in Japan, and to Shanghai, and to Hong Kong, 
and other ports in China ; to carry them, indeed, 
wherever thesesteamship lines are extended— 
to carry them to Calcutta and Bombay. For 
doing all this we are only to pay what is pro- 
vided forin thisamendment. This will induce 
me to support the measure as a measure for 
carrying the mails, just as I would vote for an 
appropriation for the purpose of carrying the 
mails to Oregon and Montana, where there is 
now no compensation in money. 

But they propose further in this bill to com- 
pel these men who receive this compensation 
to carry the mails all along the line of the 
Pacific const from San Francisco to Panama, 
through the whole line of the Pacific coast in 
America. One million dollars, I will say, is 
the cheapest compensation for which this Gov- 
ernment could have its mails carried, not only 
all along the live of the Pacific coast, within 
the limits of the United States and elsewhere, 
but to China and Japan. 

But there is another proposition in this bill 
of greater importance than that; and that is, 
the steamers hereafter accepting of this service 
are to be adapted for use in the naval service 
of the United States in case of war. They are 
to be acceptable in this regard to the Secretary 
of the Navy and the Postmaster General. { 
never expect my countrymen to keep up stand- 
ing armies and naval forces to compete with 
the great Powers of Europe. I never wish to 
see an army of three hundred thousand or five 
hundred thousand men kept up in this coun try, 
or to see hundreds and hundreds of ships upon 
the ocean under the Government naval flag’ 
Here is a subsidy which in case of war enables 
us to have upon the ocean, as we have upon the 
land, a militia, Here is the militia of the seas, 
the militia of the seas that is to carry our flag 
through all Japan, and China, and the East 
Indies, to the island of Ceylon, and to Bombay, 
and to display it in every quarter of the world. 
Here is a militiaof the seas worth ten thousand 
standing armies for the honor of our coun- 
try, for the support of our commerce, and 
for immediate and active use, in the event of 
war, to maintain our dignity against any foreign 
armed ships that may be brought against us. 

Upon these two points “alone I am ready to 
appeal to the people ; first, as to carrying the 
mail, next as to the use of these vessels for 
naval purposes. There is no cheaper, no more 
economical method of preparation for naval 
warfare than is here proposed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman must excuse 
me for not yielding to him. I say there is no 


more economical preparation than this. What 
are the expenses of our Navy—a- navy that 
floats along the whole coast of Japan, about 
the Loo Choo islands, at Hakodadi, along the 
Russian-coast, from the Russian coast to Hong 
Kong, and throughout the wholeof the Indian 
and Arabian seas, and more or less upon the 
whole Pacific ocean? ; 

Now, here is a proposition which will enable 
the Seeretary of the Navy to withdraw, if not 
all of our naval vessels upon the Pacific, at 
least three fourths of them, so as to keep up a 
much less force upon the Pacific than we do 
now. I appeal, therefore, to gentlemen on 
my side of the House, asa matter of economy, 
if they are really for economy, to vote for this 
proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us see the result of 
your appeal. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MARSHALL addressed the House 
in remarks which will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, if I enter- 
tained the opinion so very earnestly and I 
have no doubt so very sincerely expressed by 
my honorable colleague [ Mr. Moraan] touch- 
ing the provision of the Constitution in regard 
to the regulation of commerce, I would never 
vote for this bill or any bill of the kind. But 
with all respect to my colleague, I desire to 
say that the measure now under consideration 
is not a ‘‘regulation of commerce” within 
that provision of the Constitution any more 
than an appropriation to build a pier in New 
York harbor would be a regulation of com- 
merce. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will my colleague allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. My colleague must ex- 
cuse me in a five minutes’ speech. This is a 
section simply to provide ways and means for 
an increased mail service between the United 
States and China and Japan, Neither is it 
a subsidy. According to the ‘logic we have 
heard here, it is incompetent for the Congress 
of the United States by general legislation, as 
is provided in this seventh section, known ag 
the Senate amendment, to provide for mail 
service from American to foreign ports to be 
given out to the lowest bidder. ‘That is the 
language of the section. Talk about subsi- 
dies! Do gentlemen suppose that the Ameri- 
can people are without intelligence and cannot 
understand @ proposition so plainly written 
and so plainly expressed as is the proposition 
of this seventh section ? 

It is simply a proposition to increase the 
mail service so that we shall have twofold 
service hereafter than we have had heretofore 
between San Francisco and China and Japan, 
subject to the further limitation that while the 
contract shall be let to the lowest bidder, the 
amount shall in no case exceed, for like ser- 
vices, that which is now paid for carrying the 
mails between these points. There isa further 
limitation in the section which declares that 
in the future service only American- constructed 
ships shall be accepted. Gentlemen seem to 
think that this would interfere with some other 
regulation that may be made by law for general 
purposes by which citizens of the United States 
may be permitted to purchase, wherever they 
can purchase cheapest, foreign-built ships for 
the general purposes of commerce. These 
ships are to be constructed, as the House is 
already advised, so that in time of war they 
‘may be of avail to the people of the United 
States for the defense of the rights cf all the 
people of this country upon the higa seas. 

This is about all that is contained in the 
section, and yet from all that we have heard 
here it seems to be inferable that it is uncon- 
stitutional to provide by general law for foreign 
mail service to be let to the lowest bidder 
within certain limitations, and thatit is uncon- 
stitutional so to provide that hereafter in this 
particular mail service no ships shall be ac- 
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cepted save those adapted to the naval ser- 
vice and of American construction. 

Now, sir, it does seem to me that, nothing 
more un-American could by possibility. be 
uttered by any member upon this floor. I 
repeat again that there.is no subsidy about. it. 
Gentlemen might as well say that you propose 
a subsidy when you authorize by law the let- 
ting of contracts to carry the mails from New 
York to San Francisco overland, or from Phil- 
adelphia to New Orleans by water. 

There is nosubsidy in this matter. You might 
just as well say that it.operates as a subsidy 
in favor of the party that may receive the con- 
tract, being ship-owners, to carry the mails. 
And you can say the same thing of your rail- 
road contractors who may carry your mail 
from New York to San Francisco. With all 
respect to gentlemen who have spoken upon 
this subject, I beg leave to say that such argu- 
ments are unworthy of the time and the place, 
and will never be received acceptably by the 
American people. 

Sir, [believe itis a part of the power conferred 
wisely upon the Congress of the United States 
to provide for mail service between the United 
States and other countries at peace with us, as 
mach asit isa part of the power conferred upon 
the Congress to provide for internal mail ser- 
vice. I believe itis a good rule to provide 
that this service may be let to the lowest bid- 
der. And in this particular matter, where the 
service is to be upon the sea, in view of the 
fact that we have no sea-going navy, I think 
it well enough to provide that the ships em- 
ployed in this particular service hereafter shall 
be iron ships adapted to naval service, and that 
in the day of peril they shall be subject to the 
control of the nation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

“MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of their clerks, informed the House that 
the Senate had agreed to the amendment of 
the House to the bill of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing title: 

A bill (8. No. 168) for the relief of Mrs. 
Martha L. House Russell. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had insisted upon its amendments dis- 
agreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 
2116) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the better security of life on board 
of vessels propelled in whole or in part by 
steam, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
February 28, 1871, and had agreed tó the con- 
ference asked by the House upon the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed, as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. Corser, and Mr. 
Buarr. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had passed, and requested the concurrence of 
the House, in bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 774) to declare the intent and 
meaning of section two of an act entitled “ An 
act to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptcy throughout the United States,” ap 
proved March 2, 1867; and 

A bill (S. No. 978) for adjusting the claims 
of the State of New Hampshire. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
Senate amendment to the Post Office appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, | am opposed to subsidies as a general 
proposition, but I am. in favor of having one 
line of steamers that shall bear the American 
flag at least on the Pacific ocean. I presume, 
if the question were to come before the Ameri- 
can people that we could save several million 
dollars by having our mails carried by private 
individuals, clearly no one would object. 
Bui that is not the question before the House, 
aud yet it bears a close resemblance. It 
ig merely the continuance of a mail route, 
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nothing more. The ground has been so often 
gone over that scarcely anything I could say 
would influence a vote on this question, and 
yet I deem it proper to say thatan English line 
is now ready, the capital subscribed, and if the 
House refuses. to support this line in the 
additional amount it must pass away. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in a position to make a 
rejoinder to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Coxsurn,] who stated that the panacea for our 
lost commerce was to be found in free ships. 
Now I tell the House, and every gentleman who 
has anything like the practical experience I 
have had will bear me outin my statement, 
that free trade in ships at the present time is 
a fallacy. If you were to furnish me ten 
steamers fully equipped in every particular, to 
make them a present to me on condition that 
I should run them to Europe, I would refuse 
to accept them. 

Sir, the facts are that the low cost of mate- 
rial in the first place, the cheap labor in the 
next place, the great preponderance and pow- 
erful support that England has always given to 
her mercantile marine, with the prestige and 
occupancy, are such that no Power, and espe- 
cially no country like ours, struggling with the 
burdens of a public debt and a depreciated cur- 
rency, can expect to compete with her, Why, 


Mr. Speaker, the State of New York pays a` 


profit of over twenty-five hundred thousand 
dollars to the Post Office Department. Has 
she not some right to ask that in the name of 
her merchants the Government should sustain 
them? Where would we be but for the enter- 
prise and courage of these gentlemen, who, in 
in the face of great difficulties, have sustained 
the line thus far? 

I wish to state one fact further, and I ask 
the Clerk to read a petition which I send to 
his desk, as embodying the sentiment of a 
large portion of the principal ship-owners and 
most intelligent merchants of the city of New 
York. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] says that the line is prosper- 
ous; I know to the contrary. The price has 
fallen from $250 per share to less than eighty 
dollars, and if this increase is not allowed, 
the English line commences, and but a short 
lime must elapse before a vessel bearing the 
American flag will be as rarea sight as it is 
now on the Atlantic. Sir, I am not willing to 
see this, and I appeal to the House not to allow 
this amendment to be defeated. I speak irre- 
spective of party, and to those gentlemen who 
speak of this as a swindle or a steal. So far 
as lam concerned, I repel the insinuation as 
unworthy of themselves and an insult to the 
House. I[ trust thatthe House will concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. COBURN. Let me ask the gentleman 
whether it would not be a partial aid to com- 
mence to allow free ships? 5 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I say, in 
reply to the gentleman, certainly it would. 
When we shall have free cotton, free iron, 
everything free, then we may have free ships, 
and compete successfully upon the sea with 
other naiions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to say 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. The 
gentleman must excuse me. My time is lim- 
ited. I ask the Clerk to read what 1 have sent 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Hon, ALEXANDER RAMSEY, Chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Post Offices and Post fouds: 


We, the undersigned, citizens of New York, be- 
lieving that it is of the greatest importance to the 
interests of the United States to secure in as great a 
degree as possible the trade and commerce of Brazil, 
and of China and Japan, and of the islands of the 
Pacific, for our own vessels and steamships, and that 
the frequent transmission of mails tends very much 
to facilitate business and increase trade and com- 
mercial intercourse, we do therefore most respeet- 
fully petition your honorable committee to report 
back an additional sum to the steamship lines from 
New York to Brazil and from San Francisco to 
China and Japan as will enable them to put semi- 
monthly steamships on the said lines for mail trans- 
portation, so as to be in a reasonable degree remun- 
erative to the said steamship companies for the 
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mail service performed, and to secure in an especial 
manner the carrying trade in our own bottoms, and 
to give to Americans the. profits derived from an 
extending and ever-increasing commerce. 

JAMES Q: KING SONS, 


. LAINER & CO., 
J. H. VAN ALLEN, 
HANDY, 
DAVID DUDLEY FIELD, 
& ALLEN, 


& CO., 


ALMON W. GRISWOLD, 
J. M. MORRISON. 
J. S. HARBURGER 

E PEYSTER, * 
BROWN, BROTHERS & GO., 
WILLIAM HOGE & CO., 
A. A. SELOVER, 
€. T. CARLTON, 
GEO. OPOYKRE, (also Australia.) 
A. A. LOW & BROTHERS, 
WALL, BRADLEY & CO., 
E. P. DURKEE & CO. 
WARD, CAMPBELL & CO., 
EDWARD KING, 
JOHN WARNER & SON, 
G. & S. BROWN 3 
GEORGE ©. WOODMAN, 
TUOMAS HILLHOUSE, 
HoWss & MACY, 


HENRY CLEWS & CO., 
VAN SCHAICK & CO. 

CLARK, DODGE & CO., 
WILLIAM A BUTLER, 

New York, April 13, 1872. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
call the attention of the House to the details 
of this amendment of the Senate, and to state 
that its features are more objectionable if 
possible than those of the proposition which 
was originally before this House. The meas- 
ure as originally before the House. and which 
was voted down I believe by six or eight 
majority, proposed to give to the Pacifice Mail 
Steamship Company an increased subsidy of 
$500,000 for double the present mail service. 
The amendment of the Senate, while on its 
face appearing to be a fair proposition, pre- 
sents to us in fact the same meagure, with 
simply a little sugar-coating, and extending the 
subsidy of $500, 000 from one yeur to ten years. 
The amendment now before us proposes to 
authorize the Postmaster General, after sixty 
days’ public notice, to contract with the lowest 
bidder for this mail service. The amendment 
provides that the contract shall be made before 
the Ist of October, 1878, when the service is 
to commence. Hence, be could hold back 
the contract until within sixty days of the Ist 
of October, 1873, and let it on the 1st day of 
that month, when the service was to be given, 
thus allowing no time for any company or 
individual to compete, because it would be 
utterly impossible within the limited time to 
prepare to carry out the contract. Theamend- 
ment substantially means tirat the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Campany shall get this contract. 
It puts it within the power of the Postmaster 
General so to let the contract that competition 
shall be absolutely impossible. That. being 
so, and | have no doubt so intended by the 
framer of this amendment, I would ‘like to 
suggest, if it be in order, an amendment to 
the amendment, so as to require the Postmaster 
General to let this contract within six months 
from the passage of this act. Thus, if any 
other parties than the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company should wish to bid for this contract, 
if honest competition is intended to be allowed, 
there will be nearly a year from the time the 
contract is let until it is to be carried into 
execution. In other words, about one year 
will be given to any successful bidder to: pre- 
pare for carrying out the contract,- ° >“ 


Mr. DICKEY. If that amendment be ace 
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cepted, will my colleague [Mr. SPEER, of Penn- 
sylvania| vote for this measure? 

Mr. SPEER, of Peinsylvaiiia. “I will not 
vote fot it in any form or at any stage, or 
under any citéatistatides whatever, because I 
look upotr it as & swindle. 1 regard this sys- 
tem of legislation as utterly wrong and vicious. 
What is the pretense dt ftistification for it? 
To build up commerëe:. fs commerce to be 
built ap by subsidies, by taking what belongs 
to the people and giving it by force of law to 

. private corporations ? ‘That is not commerce; 
that is legalizing injustice and fraud. Com- 
merce is the exchidnge-of the productions of 
one country fot those of another; and I say 
throw it open to the world; let him that carries 
it cheapest aud best have it: Do not take 
money out of the public Treasury and give it 
to a corporation known here and throughout 
the country as throwing its stock as a foot-ball 
upon the market ftom time to. time, putting it 
up and down with as many fluctuations as the 
thermometer standing in this Hall. Do not 
let that corporation come here and in the hon- 
ored name of “ commerce” attempt to wrong 
the people and despoil the public Treasury. 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment of the Senate 
is insidious. lt offers to us a pill of poison, 
but attempts to put a sugar-coating upon it. 
Gentlemen rise here and say, ‘* We propose to 
allow free competition.’ To whom will this 
competition be free if the Postmaster General 
is allowed to defer the making of the contract 
until the last day, when no bidder, even if 
successful, will be prepared to carry out the 
contract, except the Pacitic Mail Steamship 

Company? No, the men who drew this 
amendment knew the purpose they were to 
serve. They knew the object they had to 
accomplish, and it was put in this form the 
better to deceive the country and to inveigle 
the House into adopting it. I hope the House 
will reject this thinly-disguised proposition, 
begun with doubtful motives and carried out 
by doubtful means. It is a vicious system of 
legislation at best, and having been once re- 
jected here after a severe struggle, the House 
should renew in this second contest forced 
upon it by the Senate its pledge of fidelity to 
the interests of the people and its. condemna- 
tion of subsidies and lobbies. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY, Mr. Speaker, there seems 
to be a general desire on the part of gen- 
tlemen that ours should be a commercial 
nation; but I am struck by the logic of the 
most vociferous of them. Their arguments if 
uccepted would doom us to. eternal. commer- 
cial dependence. They propose. to make this 
a great commercial uation by allowing our 
people to buy ships where they can be bought 
cheapest, and are oblivious to the fact that 
this wonderfully ingenious expedient will for- 
ever prevent the establishment of ship- yards 
and the training of shipwrights and marine 
pugne bulder in our country. Their logic 
is borrowed from the old lady whose interview 
with her anxious daughter is thus reported: 

“Mother, may Igoin to swim? 
Yes, my darting daughter ; 


Hang your clothes on g hickory limb, 
But don’t go near the water,” 


(Laughter. ] 

They want our commerce to swim; they 
want to see vessels bearing the American flag 
on every sea; they want to convert the United 
States into a great commercial nation; but 
they do not want to promote the organization 
of ship-yards ; they do not want to train and 
educate shipwrights; they do not want to 
establish forges, furnaces,and_ rolling-mills, 
to prepare the several parts of ships near to 
the yards in which they must be used. Their 
constant prayer and the carnest desire of their 
hearts is that the whole American people 
may learn to swim without going near the 
water. 

Sir, the gentleman from Iudiana [Mr. Co- 
BURN] says that when we shall have bought 
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cheap ships we can extend and maintain our 
commerce. Is this a well-considered concla- 
sion? Can we employ American sailors at 
German or British rates of wages? Can we 
hire engineers at the rate per month they are 
paid on board of English, German, or French 
steamers? -How will you man and officer your 
cheap foreign-bailt vessels? Grant that you 
buy for so many pounds sterling per ton less 
than Americans would build them any tum- 
ber. of vessels from abroad, how can you mash 
and officer. them at such cost as will enable 
you to keep them afloat, unless you alter the 
ław so that the American flag may float, not 
only over foreign-built ships, but over ships 
manned by foreigners—of what avail will it 
be? Grant all this, and where is the Ameri- 
can Navy to come from? You cannot, I say 
again, get American seamen, American en- 
gineers, American firemen, or American sail- 
ors, to serve for wages that: shall be less than 
one hundred per cent. above those paid to 
foreigners for the same service. 

if gentlemen are ready to declare that there 
shall be no American shipping, no American 
ship-yards, no American commercial marine 
from which men and officers may be drawn fora 
Navy in time of war, and to declare, also, that 
we can and ought to look to foreign bottoms, 
officered and manned: by foreigners, for our 
Navy in the event of war, they. may logically 
advocate the granting of American registers 
to foreign- built ships. f 

Sir, I spurn all such. short-sighted and un- 
patriotic economy, and am not only for this 
subsidy, bat will hail and welcome propositions 
to give proper aid to this and all other lines 
which will give us mail service and frequent 
commercial intercourse between the United 
States and the non-manufacturing countries 
of the East, the tropics, and the islands of the 
sea. ‘There are to be found our legitimate 
markets, and for these we may produce our 
surplus of manufactures and of. agricultural 
productions. Having our own wide, broad, 
and profitable home market, we can then com- 
pete with England and the manufaciuring 
nations of the continent in selling our surplus 
irrespective of profit upon that particular con- 
signment if we can thereby break down the 
workshops and industries of rival nations. 
This is England’s policy. Having paid for 
her plant and annual productions by the home 
market for new styles of fabrics and wares, 
England can afford to send the surplus to our 
ports and sell them at a nominal profit or even 
at such a loss as will leave a fair profit on the 
year’s business, Though the books show a 
loss on this particular venture, she may find a 
large profit in the destruction of industries, 
which, if developed and sustained, would dwarf 
her market and reduce her relative power and 
grandeur among manufacturing and commer- 
cial nations, 

Gentlemen cannot mean what they say, and 
do but palter with words when in the same 
breath they say we desire commerce, we desire 
to see our flag floating over every sea, but we 
do not desire to see the art of ship-building 
known or practiced among our people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The gentle- 
man from California agrees to allow me to 
offer my amendment requiring the contract to 
be let within six months from and after the 
passage of this act. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH rose. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I give notice 
that after the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Farnsworta] has spoken I will call the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. As regards the pro» 
posed amendment requiring the Postmaster 
General to give this notice within six months 
of the passage of the bill, I think all that is 
necessary is that the Postmaster General shall 
immediately after the passage of the act give 
the sixty days’ notice required here. That 
would give the bidder one year from the Ist 


of October. next to prepare his ships; and 
those who desire to compete may as well make 
their bids within the next sixty days as to do 
so six months hence. By requiring the Post 
master General to give the notice immediately 
when the bill becomes a law the successful 
bidder would have more than a year fo get 
ready to petforni the contract awarded him, 
I think the amendment of the Senate should 
be amended in that regard. And with that 
amendment, Mr. Speaker, I am inclined to + 
give it my support. The afitendment of tt 
Senate simply provides that the Postmas- 
ter General may let to the lowest bidder, 
for an additional monthly trip for ten years 
from the ist of October, 1873, the éatrying of 
the mail. The present contract, as I under- 
stand, expires in five years. This, therefore, 
does not extend the subsidy of $1,000,000 
for ten years; but if the bid of the successful 
bidder shall be as great as the stibsidy already 
paid, we shall be paying $1,000,000 a year for 
tive years, and $500,000 for five years more. 
When the additional subsidy was up in the 
House before, Mr. Speaker, I antagonized it 
with an amendment authorizing the stedm- 
ship company to purchase ships wherever 
they could purchase them the cheapest. I still 
believe that. that would bea ‘successful way 
of restoring our commerce. But 1 was beaten 
in that; and I see no possible hope of get- 
ting any such measure through Congress. I 
do not, however, want this line to China and 
Japan to languish or cease to exist: I am 
willing, therefore, to pay a large sum out or 
the Treasury of the United States for the par- 
pose of reaching the commerce of that old 
world. Japan, with a population nearly if not 
quite equal to that of the United States, and 
China with an unknown populatioti, so great 
is it, are already introducing our civilization. 
We have sent them a Commissioner of Agri- 
culture. He is purchasing from the valley of 
the Mississippi agricultural implements, mills, 
machinery. He is introducing expert mechan- 
ies and engineers. In conjunction with our 
minister and other people whom we have sent 
out there from the United States he is iutro- 
ducing the civilization and industry of the 
United States into Japan. 

I believe the valley of the Mississippi will 
profit by this; I believe thata very latge trade 
will spring up, and that it will be supplied to 
a very great extent by the manufacturers; the 
farmers, and producers of the valley of the 
Mississippi. Nor do I think that there is any 
other State which exceeds Illinois in the inter- 
est it hasin this measure. The man who hag 
gone there to fill the office I have referred to 
is an Ilinoisan. He was a farmer in Illinoig 
for many years, and well tinderstands the in- 
terests of our country. He is making his pur- 
chases in the very center of the United States. 
We are sending them our school-teachers and 
they are introducing our religion. 

In view of all these facts, I, for one, am will- 
ing to subsidize one commercial line to the 
Japanese empire. I am willing to extend 
and double the present facilities. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will my friend from Illi- 
nois allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the gentleman tell 
me how much mail matter is now carried by 
this line? Iam told that there are not over 
twenty letters carried, while the service costs 
us $500,000 per annum. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The statement that 
but twenty letters are carried is, of course, an 
absurdity. A very large mail is carried, 
although I cannot tell precisely the extent of 
it. This has been recommended by the last two 
or three Postmasters General, and is recom- 
mended by the President of the United 
States. ; 

Ido not suppose that it is absolutely neces- 
sary that we should have atiother line of steam- 
ers for the: purpose of carrying the mails, 
Noris it absolutely necessary that we should 
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pay for the running of a stage-coach onsome 
of the lines in Arizona, New Mexico, Mon- 
tana, or other Territories. But we send*them 
as the forerunners of civilization. They are 
the handmaids of settlement; they pave the 
way; they open the avenues; they. pioneer 
civilization and agriculture and manufactures 
and all that. So does this line. But while I 
am willing to vote for this proposition, I de- 
sire to put in right here a protest that it shall 
not pass into a precedent, and that Iam not 
to be quoted as in favor of all the various lines 
that my friend from Ohio proposes to subsidize. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to say a word 
only upon this measure, to assign the reasons 
why I support:it. The: proposition was care- 
fully considered by the Senate; it was not 
perfect; but it never has been and never will 
be possible to propose any legislation that will 
escape the censure of skillful and intelligent 
critics. In some remarks which I made to 
the House several years ago, before I ever 
saw the Pacific ocean, I indicated a purpose, 
whenever I had an opportunity, to give my 
vote in favor of a policy which would increase 
and insure the permanency of our commerce 
upon that great sea. We had very unwisely, 
as I thought, allowed a rival nation to estab- 
lish itself upon the Atlantie beyond our power 
ever to successfully compete with her. 

Gentlemen speak of our commerce before 
the war. Will they tell us where. our lines 
of steam communication between the Atlantic 
sea-portsand Europe were at that day? Some 
one or two had had a sickly existence by being 
subsidized by the Government. But beyond that 
where was there a single line of steamships 
that in the years 1859, 1860, and 1861 carried 
the American flag from our ports to Europe? 
We have allowed a rival Power quietly, and 
without attracting attention, by subsidizing 
her whole steam tonnage, to place upon the 
sea an immense fleet of the most powerful 
and best-built steamships that are known to 
the commerce of the world. We have ap- 
plauded their successes; we have hailed their 
Great Westerns and their Great Easterns and 
their Great Republics as though we had some 
interest in them, and took a pride in what 
really was our shame and humiliation, Our 
nautical supremacy, nay, our equality on the 
Atlantic, is gone. 

My friend who represents a portion of the 
city of Philadelphia [Mr. RANDALL] de- 
nounces what he calls bounties and subsidies 
and monopolies. I ask him why it. is that 
from Philadelphia no American steamship 
sails to-day, or for years has sailed, to any 
port of Europe? Where is the tonnage of 
this once important port? Where are her 
importations? Where is her foreign trade? 
It seems strange that a gentleman represent- 
ing that, the second city on our continent, 
should denounce what he calls a system of 
subsidies to our foreign commerce which 
alone can, as he must see, secure the com- 
merce and carrying trade and business of 
the Pacific. It is in our power to secure it 
now, and if we are wise we will doit. If we 
will exercise the same far-seeing sagacity that 
the other great Powers of the world have ex- 
ercised in this matter, the commerce of the 
Pacific is to-day and for all time will be ours 
for all purposes of national aggrandizement 
and commercial prosperity. I am therefore 
for embracing this opportunity, and I would 
be in favor of other similar measures which 
will place upon the Pacifie vessels bearing 
the American flag and bearing the impress 
of the American mechanic, American-built 
vessels as well as American-documented and 
American-navigated vessels. l 

We are told that there is à powerful lobby 
around this House. Gentlemén seem to be 
conscious of a susceptibility to this influence, 
which I do not understand and cannot appre- 
ciate, What is the lobby so much complained 
of? Those who have an interest in our legis 
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lation come to make known their wants: : It 
is simply the right of petition. Men who are 
to be affected by the action. of Congress have 
the tight guarantied to them by the Constitu- 
tion to come and make. their interests known, 
and in doing so they are-not liable to.censure. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PALMER. The theory of the opposi: 
tion to this amendment -so far has been that 
it necessarily continues a particular line of 
steamships in the service, and gives it an ad- 
ditional compensation. One allegation, urged 
with much earnestness, is also that the pro- 
vision in the bill for the construction of iron 
ships is a mere dodge; that the Pacific mail 
steamship line, having iron ships already, no 
other company could build ships in time to 
comply with the requirements of the bill, The 
fact is, however, that this line which is now 
doing the service has not an iron steamer. 
Every one of their ships is of wood. Other 
parties could come in upon an equality with 
the Pacific Mail company and build iron ships 
by the time this service would have to be per- 
formed. 

Gentlemen on this floor oppose the Senate 
amendment as if it contained some new system 
for postal transportation. They seem to for- 
get that for five years we have been having 
precisely this kind of service. The only dif- 
ference between the present system and that 
proposed by this amendment is that heretofore 
it has been monthly, instead of semi-monthly, 
as now proposed. I[fit is such awrong to the 


people to have mail service between San, 


rancisco and Japan and China, it is only one 
of degree, to make it semi-monthly instead of 
mouthly, and to give $1,000,000 instead of 
$500,000 annually for its performance. 

The proposition for this proposed appropri- 
ation is precisely like that for ordinary appro- 
priations for mail service. The contract is to 
be awarded by the Post Office Department to 
the lowest responsible bidder, just as contracts 
forland transportation of the mailsare awarded. 
The only question to be asked and answered 
is: do the increasing commercial relations of 
the United States with Asiatic nationalities 
demand the proposed increased transporta- 
tion? In my judgment, they do. To me, a 
western man, it is with pride that I see the 
growing commerce of the Pacific; that across 
broad prairies beyond the Mississippi valley, 
upon which five years ago there was not a 
human habitation, is now the highway of two 
hemispheres; that England, with all of her 
wealth of maritime resources, instead of using 
exclusively the channel of communication by 
way of the Mediterranean, the Suez canal, the 
Dead sea, and the Indian ocean, sends her 
through mails to the eastward by sending them 
westward across the Atlantic, across the Alle- 
ghanies and the Rocky mountains to the 
Pacific, and thence on American ships, under 
the American flag, to the eastern shores of 
Asia. The advantages thus established between 
the United States and the populous Asiatic 
countries should be maintained and extended; 
and because this Senate amendment proposes 
such maintenance and extension I have given 
it my support. 

I now call the previous question upon the 
Senate and pending House amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to modify the amend- 
ment which I have offered. I move to strike 
out from the Senate. amendment the words 
t“ for the conveyance of an additional monthly 
mail on the said route at acompensation not to 
exceed the rate per voyage now paid under the 
existing contracts; and upon the same condi- 
tions and limitations as prescribed by existing 
acts of Congress in reference thereto, and the 
respective contracts made in pursuance there- 
of,” and to insert in lieu théreof these words: 

For the conveyance of a monthly mail on said 
route at a compensation not exceeding $500,000 a 
year. Oa WAGES 
The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered, - + 
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The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr.. HoLMAn :to the amend- 
ment of the Senate; and upon-a. division 
there were—ayes 54, noes 81.000. ; 

Before: the result of this vote 
nounced; : Re a P A : 

Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and naya. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ae 

The question was again taken; and there 
were—yeas 88, nays 109, not voting 42; .a8 
follows : 


YEAS—Messers, Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Beatty, Beck, Biggs, Austin Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Clarke, Coburn, Oomingo, Cotton, Crebs, 
Critcher, Crossland, Davis, Dox, Eames, Bly, Fink- 
elnburg, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster, 
Getz, Giddings, Haldeman, Hambleton, Handley, 
John T.. Harris, Havens, Hay, Hibbard, Holman, 
King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, .McIntyre, Me- 
Neely, Merċur, Merriam, Benjamin Meyers, 
Mitchell. Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W.Parker, Pen- 
dieton, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, 
Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Robinson, 
Scofield, Sherwood, Shoeniaker, Slater, Slocum, 
R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Storm, Strong, Terry, Van Trump, Walden, Wal- 
dron, Wells, Whitthorne, Willard, Winchester, 
Wood, and Young—88. : ; 

NAYS Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barbet, 
Barnum, Barry, Bigby, Bingham, Brooks, Burdett, 
Roderick R, Butler, Carroll, Coghlan, Conger, Con- 
ner, Darrall, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Dun- 
veli, Elliott, Farnsworth, Charlés Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Garrett, Golladay, Griffith, Hale, Halsey, 
Harmer, George E. Harris, Hawley, Hays, Gerry 
W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, 
Houghton, Kelley, Keilogg, Kendall, Ketcham, 
Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, McHenry, Med unkin, 
McKee, Moore, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isase ©. 
Parker, Peck, Perce, Aaron E. Perry, Eli Perry, 
Peters, Platt, Poland, Potter, Price, Rainey, 5 ohh 
M. Rice, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, 
Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sloss, H. 
Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, 
J. Speer, Starkweather, Stoughton, Stowell, Sy- 
pher, Tafe, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Washing- 
ton Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell, Upson, Vaughan, 
Waddell, Wakeman, Wallace, Walls, ‘Warren, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, Williams 
of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. 
Wilson—-109, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Bell, Beveridge, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Boles, Benjamin F. Butler, Cobb, 
Cox, Creely, Crocker, De Large, Du Bose, Duke, 
Eldredge, Farwell, Goodrich, Hancock, anks, 
Harper, Hereford, Herndon, Kerr, Kinsella. Lowe, - 
Lynch, Maynard, McGrew, McKinney, Merrick, 
Monroe, Porter, Prindle, Roosevelt, Shober, Worth- 
ington O. Smith, Snyder, St. Jolin, Sutherland, 
Swann, Turner, Tyner, and Voorhees—42, 


So the amendment of Mr.. Hotitan was not 
agreed to. ; 

During the roll-call the following atiinounce- 
ments were made: 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. On this ques- 
tion Lam paired with the gentleman from North 
Carolina, Mr. Harper, who if present would 
vote ‘*no, ’? while I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. McINTYRH. I wish to state that my 
colleague, Mr. Du Boss, is absent on account 
of sickness. . 

Mr. BRAXTON. I make the same an- 
nouncement in regard to. my colleague, Mr. 


owas ane 


honias 


UKE. 

Mr. BIRD. Upon this question I am paired 
with the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. BOLES. 
If he were here he would vote ‘‘no,’’ and I 
should vote “ay.” } 

Mr. CONNER. My colleague, Mr. Hax- 
COCK, is absent to-day in consequence of sick- 
ness in’ his family. 

Mr. MANSON. My colleague, Mr. KERR, 
is absent on account of sickness. He. sup- 
posed he was paired on this question with the 
gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. MAYNARD. _I informed the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Manson] this mora- 
ing that I would pair with my colleague on 
the Committee of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Kerr, apon all questions on which difference 
would probably arise between him and myself, 
I voted a few moments ago without remem- 
bering that I was paired. - Presuming that 
Mr. Kerr, if present, would vote in favor of 
this amendment, I withdraw my vote, which 
was cast in the negative. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Où this question the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr; Cox, who, if 
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present, would vote ‘ay,’ is paired with the 


gentleman :from . Illinois, Mr. Farweii, who 
would vote “( no.” ; . | 

Mr. McGREW. I wish to say that I am 
paired on this question with the gentleman 
from North Carolina, Mr. Cons. If he were 
present -he would vote-‘‘no,’’ while I should 
vote 66 ay.” $ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 

aired upon this question with my colleague, 
Mr. Crocker, who, if here, would vote in the 
negative, while I should vote in the affirm- 
ative, 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 

The question then recurred on the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. SPERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I believe it was 
agreed that that amendment should be modi- 


fied. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The modifica- 
tion suggested by the gentleman from Illinois 
will, I think, satisfy the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. : A 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
amendment as taken down at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “bidder, ” in theninth line of the 
printed bill, insert “within six months after the 
passage of this act ;” so that the clause will read: 

And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
to contract with the lowest bidder within six months 
after the passage of this act, afver sixty days’ public 
notice, for aterm of ten years. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I modify 


my amendment by striking out ‘‘ six months” 
and inserting ‘three months.” 

Mr. SARGENT. There is no objection to 
the amendment as modified. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
theamendment will be considered as agreed to. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The question then recurred on concurring 
in the Senate amendment as amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 110, nays 87, not 
voting 42; as follows: ` 


, YHAS—Mesars. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barnum, 
Barry, Bigby, Bingham, Brooks, Burdett, Rodorick 
R. Butler, Carroll, Coghlan, Conger, Conver, Dar- 
rall, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Dunne}, Hiliett, 
Farnsworth, Charles Foster, Frye, Gartield, Gar- 
rett, Gets, Golladay, Grifith, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, 
George MK. Harris, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazel- 
ton, John W. Ifazelton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Hough- 
ton, Kelloy, Kollogg, Kendall, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, McHenry, MeJunkin, Me- 
Keo, Mercur, Benjamin F. Meyers, Moore, Morey, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, 
Packer, Palmer, Isaae ©. Parker, Peck, Perce, 
Aaron E. Perry, Bii Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, 
Potter, Rainey, John M, Rice, Rogers, Rusk; Sar- 
gent, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, 
Sloss, H. Boardinan Smith, Johu A. Smith, Snapp, 
Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Stoughton, Stowell, 
Sypher, Tatle, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Washing- 
ton Townsend, Turner, Luthi, Lwicheil, Upson, 
Vaughan, Waddell, Wakeman, Wallace, Walls, 
Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Wiliams of Indiana, 
Witiams of New York, and John T. Wilson—110. 
© NAYS—Moessrs, Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Barber, Beatty, Beck, Biggs, Austin Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, Buckloy, Butiinton, Burchard, Cald- 
well, Campbell, Clarke, Coburn, Comingo, Cotton, 
Crebs, Critcner, Crossland, Davis, Dox, Eames, Ely, 
Finkelnburg, orker, Henry D. Foster. Wilder D. 
Foster, Giddings, Hambleton, Handley, John T. 
Harris, Havens, Hay, Heradon, Hibbard, Holman, 
King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
Mevlelland, McCormick, McCrary, McIntyre, Me- 
Neely, Merriam, Mitchell, Morgay. Niblack, Hosea 
W. Parker, Pendleton, Randall, Read, Edward Y, 
Rice, Ritehie, Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, 
Robinson, Seofield, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shoe- 
maker, Slater, Slocum, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 
Stevens, Stevenson. Storm, Strong, ‘erry, Van 


Trump, Walden, Waldron, Wells, Whitthorne, 
WiHard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Winchester, and 
Wood--37, g 

NOT VOTING — Messrs. Bell, Beveridge, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Boles, Benjamin F. Butler, Cobb, 
Cox, Creely, Crocker, De Large, Du Bose, Duke, 
Eldredge, Farwell, Goodrich, Haldeman, Hancock, 
llanks, Harper, Hereford, Kerr, Kinsella, Lynch, 
Maynard, McGrew, McKinney, Merrick, Monroe, 
Porter, Price, Prindle, Roosevelt, Shober, Worth- 
ington O. Smith, Snyder, St. John, Sutherland, 
Swann, Tyner, Voorhees, and Young—42, 


So the amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was concurred in, : | 
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During the roll-call the following announce- 
ments were made: 


Mr. FARWELL. .On this question I am | 


paired with the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Cox, who, if present, would*vote ‘‘no,’’ 
while I shoald vote “ay.” 

Mr. MeGREW. As I have already an- 
nounced, I am paired on this question with 
the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. 
On this question he would vote in 
the affirmative, while I should vote in the 


negative, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. My col- 
league, Mr. Crocker, with whom Jam paired 
on this question, would, if he were present, vote 
tay,” while I should vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr..MANSON.. My colleague, Mr. Kerr, 
who is detained from the House by sickness, 
is paired on this question with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I am paired 
upon this question with the gentleman. from 

orth Carolina, Mr. Harper. If he were 
present he would vote in favor of this amend- 
ment, while I should vote against it. 

Mr. McINTYRE. My colleague, Mr. Du 
Bosg, who is absent on account of sickness, 
would, if present, vote ‘‘no’’ upon this ques- 
tion. 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 


Mr. PALMER moved to reconsi‘ler the vote 
by which the amendment was concurred in; 
and also moved that the motion to recousider 
be laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


The Clerk read the next amendment of the 
Senate, as follows: 


Strike out these words, ‘‘for steamship service 
between the United States and Brazil, $150,000,” and 
in lieu thereof insert the following: 

And the Postmaster General is hereby directed to 
increase the mail service with Brazil now in opera- 
tion under the act approved May 28, 1864. so as to 
provide for deliveries of the mails at New York and 

io de Janeiro twice each month; and in the contract 
theretor he shall require said semi-monthly service 
to be performed for the term of years provided by 
the original contract and by steamships wholly con- 
structed in the United States, (two of which shall 
be of not less than two thousand five hundred tons 

urden and the others of not less than two thou- 
sind tons burden,) all of whieh shall be officered by 
citizens of the United States, or those who have 
declared their intention to become citizens; and the 
contractors shall be required to carry the United 
States mails without extra charge on all the steam- 
ers they may run upon said line, or any part of it, 
or any branch or extension thereof: Provided, That 
all steamships hereafter accepted for said service 
shall be constructed so as to be readily adapted to 
the armed naval serviceof the United States in time 
of war; and before acceptance the officers by whom 
they may be inspected shall report to the Secretary 
of the Navy and the Postmaster General whether 
this condition has been complied with; and the 
Government shall have the right, in case of war, to 
take any of said steamers for its own use, and pay, 
in such case, a reasonable compensation therefor: 
Provided, That the contract herein authorized shall 
commence on the lst day of October, 1873, and shall 
be awarded to the lowest responsible bidder, after 
sixty days’ public notice; and the Postmaster Gen- 
eral is hereby authorized and directed, pending the 
commencement of the contract for permanent ser- 
vice, to arrange temporarily with the present con- 
tractors for the additional monthly service at the 
rate of $250,000 per-annum therefor: Provided fur- 
ther, That the entire cost to the United States of 
said service, performed twice each month, shall not 
exceed $400,000 per annum; and any sum of money 
which may be hereafter contributed by the Gov- 
ernment of Brazil toward such additional service 
shall be deducted from the amount of compensation 
authorized for said service. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations recommend concurrence withthe 
following amendment. i 

The Clerk read as follows : 


In line twelve, page 5, of said amendment, after 
the word “annum,” insert ‘‘ which sum is hereby 
appropriated for the service of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1873.” 

Mr. KTILLINGER. I ask the gentleman 
having this bill in charge why this does not 
provide these ships shall be of American con- 
struction? I move to add the following pro- 
viso: 


Provided, That all new steamships accepted for 


1 


said service shall be built of iron and wholly of Amer- 
ican construction, 

Mt. PALMER. I am willing to allow the 
amendment to be offered. As no gentleman 
wishes to debate the proposition, I demand 
the previous question. 

The- previovs question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. 

Mr. LYNCH. I object to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Let 
them be built of iron or whatever material 
may be deemed best. 

The question recurred on Mr. KILLINGER’S 
amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
thirteen, noes not counted. 

Mr. KILLINGER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 
` So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HALE. Is debate closed? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. HALE. I ask the gentleman for an 


opportunity for five minutes to speak against 
the amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. I am willing to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question for that 

urpose, 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HALE. I have no desire to obtrude 
myself on the time of the House. The other 
matter was debated at length; and I do not 
see why, if any person objects to this subsidy 
as I do, there should not be some opportunity 
to debate it. If, however, the House wants 
to vote on it, very well. 

The amendment of the committee to the 
Senate amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the Senate 
amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
25, noes 88. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 64, nays 112, not voting 
63; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barnum, Barry, Beveridge, Brooks, Burdett, Ben- 
jamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Coghlan, Dar- 
rall, Dawes, Elliott, Frye, Garfield, Halsey, Harmer, 
Harper, George E. Harris, Hays, John W. Hazelton, 
Hooper, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Lamport, Lan- 
sing, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Isaac 
©. Parker, Peck, Eli Perry, Platt, Poland, Rainey, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, 
Sloss, Snapp, Thomas. J. Speer, Stoughton, Sypher, 
"Tate, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Wasbington 
Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell, Upson, Waddell, Wal- 
lace, Walls, Wheeler, Whiteley, Williams of New 
York, and John 'P. Wilson—64, 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Beatty, Beek, Bird, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, Buckley, Buffinton, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Carroll, Clarke, Coburn, Comingo, Con- 
ger, Conner, Cotton, Crebs, Crossland, Davis, Don- 
nan, Dox, Duell, Dunnell, Hames, Ely. Farwell, 
Finkelnburg, Forker, Charles Foster, Wilder D, 
Foster, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Griffith, Halde- 
man, Hale, Handley, John T. Harris, Havens, 
Hawley, Hay, Gerry W., Hazelton. Hereford, Hern- 
don, Hibbard, Hoar, Holman, Kendall, Killinger, 
King, Lamison, Leach Lewis, Lowe, Manson, 
Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, Me- 
Grew, McHenry, McIntyre, McNeely, Mercur, 
Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, 
Morgan, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Potter, Randall, Read, Ed- 
ward Y. Rice, Ritchie, Ellis H. Roberts, William 
R. Roberts, Robinson, Sherwood, Shoemaker, Sla- 
ter, H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Strong, Sutherland, 
Terry, Turner, Van Trump, Wakeman, Walden, 
Waldron, Whitthorne, Willard, Williams of Indi- 
ana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Wood, and Young—112. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Bell, Bigby, 
Biggs, Bingham, Boles, Burchard, Cobb, Cox. Greely, 
Critcher, Crocker, De Large. Dickey, Du Bose, 
Duke, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Henry D. Foster, Gol- 
laday, Goodrich, Hambleton, Hancock, Hanks, Hill, 
Houghton, Kerr, Kinsella, Lynch, Mayuard, Me- 
Junkin, McKee, McKinney, Merrick, Monroe, Pen- 
dieton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Porter, Price, 
Prindle, John M. Rice, Rogers, Roosevelt, Scofield, 
Shanks, Shellubarger, Shober, Slocum, John A, 
Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, Starkweath- 
er, Stowell, St. John, Swann, ‘Tyner, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Warren, Wells, and Winchester—63, 


So the amendment of the Senate was not 
concurred in, 
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During the call of the roll, 

Mr. McINTYRE said: My colleague from 
Georgia, Mr. Du Bose, is confined to his 
room by sickness. If he were here he would 
vote “no.” 

Mr. HOLMAN said: My colleague from 
Indiana, Mr. Kerr, is detained from the 
House by sickness. He is paired with Mr. 
MAYNARD, of Tennessee. If he were here he 
would on this.proposition vote ‘no.’? 

The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded, 

Mr. PALMER. I move that the amend- 
ments of the Senate which have been non- 
concurred in by the House be sent to a com- 
mittee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was so 
ordered. 

Mr. PALMER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the committee of conference was 
ordered; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the consideration 
of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I rise to a privileged 
question. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, authorized to report at 
any time, to report back the centennial bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman. that the Committee on 
‘Foreign Affairs have an evening session as- 
signed to them to-night, and that the bill may 
with more propriety be then reported. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The House is not fall at 
the evening session. The commission meets 
to-morrow, and it is desirable that this bill 
shall pass immediately. It will cause, I think, 
very little discussion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I again ask the 
gentleman to postpone this until to-night, when 
his committee is authorized to report. 

The SPEAKER. The position of the ques- 
tion is this: the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. L. Myers] is authorized to report 
this bill at any time from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs; bat the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GarrieLp,] chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, has the right to try 
the sense of the House on going into Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to try 
the sense of the House on that question. I 
decline to yield to the gentleman unless the 
House shall so determine, 

Mr. MAYNARD. Before the sense of the 
House is taken on that question, I ask the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to 
yield to me to report back from the Committee 
of Ways and Means the bill. (H. R. No. 2565) 
to provide for the issue of bonds in lieu of 
destroyed or defaced bonds of the United 
States, with a Senate amendment. 

The amendment of the Senate is in the na- 
ture ofa substitute, and merely incorporates 
one or two additional safeguards which the 
bill as it passed the House did not contain. 
I suggest that only the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, which is the text proposed to be enacted 
into law, be read. ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MAYNARD] 
reporting this bill from the Committee of Ways 
and Means for present consideration ? 

Mr. HOAR. TI object. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committe on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had 
examined and found duly enrolled bills of the 
following titles ; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (H. R. No, 2406) granting a pension 
to Margaret Riley; and 


42p Coxa. 2p Suss.—No. 231. 


An act (H. R. No. 1210) granting a pension 
to Nathan Morgan. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the same 
committee, reported that the committee had 
examined and found duly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same; 

An act (S. No. 468) to regulate criminal 
practice in the Federal courts ; and 

An act (S. No. 168) for the relief of Mrs. 


Martha L. House Russell. 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


` Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now insist on 
taking the sense of the House on my motion 
that the rules be suspended and that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The question being put, the motion was 
agreed to. i 

The House accordingly resolved itself inte 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. WHEELER in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
2705) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report 
the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line two hundred and eleven, on page 10, 
insert these words : 

To pay Charles W. Seaton for the relinquishment 
of all claims against the United States for the use at 
the ninth or any subsequent census of his invention 
of a tallying-machine for which letters-patent were 
allowed by the United States Patent Office February 
19, 1872, $15,000. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope this 
amendment will prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee 
rose last evening tellers had been ordered on 
this amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the com- 
mittee will allow me to say a word, I desire 
to state that the Superintendent of the Census 
has informed me that if he had to take the 
next census, with this machine or without it, 
he would consent to take the machine and do 
the work for $150,000 less than he could do 
it without the machine. Where the brains of 
a clerk in the Department have done this ser- 
vice and can do this service for the Govern- 
ment, I think we ought to allow him the com- 
pensation here provided for. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think this is in the 
nature of a claim and has no business here. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I desire to move an 
amendment to the amendment. I move to 
strike out ‘$15,000, and insert ‘+ $5,000.” 

Mr. L. MYERS. It is not the judgment 
of the Committee on Patents that this man 
should have so little compensation. 

Mr. HIBBARD. This is a matter which it 
is very difficult for any gentleman to under- 
stand who has not seen this machine. It was 
called yesterday a tallying-machine, and from 
some remarks which were made it would seem 
that the impression is sought to be created that 
the machine does the work of tallying. I 
wish to say to the committee that this is not 
so, that this machine does not make any marks 
nor save any marks ; the marks all have to be 
made just the same with the machine as with- 
out it. It simply saves time in finding the 
places for the marks. : 

Now, I ask gentlemen of this committee if 
they do not themselves know that it could not 
possibly take four fifths of the time in taking 
the tally of age, sex, nativity, and other figures, 
to find the place and not more than one fifth 
of the time to do the business when you 
have found the place. Iam informed, and I 
believe it to be true, that these tests which were 
presented yesterday do not give us the correct 
state of this case. In the first place the clerks 
when they began this investigation were all of 
them inexperienced, and the tables which we 
have give the results of their examination 


from time to time early in this work: The 
slowest of the clerks were discharged, and 
the most rapid workers retained. Such I 
understand to be the unquestioned: fact, and 
the tables that have been ‘made’ up by the aid 
of this machinery have been made up by the 
most experienced workers in the whole: de- 
partment. 

I wish to say further that I am informed and 
believe it to be true that the clerks have begun 
to work earlier and have worked later than 


-has been customary since this machine was 


employed; that some of them have begun 
work as early as eight o'clock in the morning, 
and have taken their machines home at night 
and worked there in order to swell and in- 
crease theamount of business.done. . I do not 
state this to be the fact, nor do I exactly say 
that it was done with reference to increasing 
the demand which might be made in favor of 
this applicant; it may have been largely and 
possibly altogether in order to hasten the pro- 
gress of the work. F submit that these tables 
are not correct when taken in this rapid man- 
ner, and I state, as I stated yesterday, that it 
is a fact that these tables do not embrace the 
whole work which the tables did which were 
taken before this:machine was used. On the 
contrary, the work of making all the correc: 
tions, the work of making recapitulations of 
towns, counties, and other subdivisions remains 
to be done after the tables are completed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, under all the cireum- 
stances of this case, although I have no objec- 
tion to paying this applicant something, I do 
not believe it to be just or right to pay him 
$15,000. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This is a mat: 
ter about which I hope the Committee of the 
Whole will not higgle. If this man’s work, 
his invention, his brains are not worth the 
sum put in here, vote out the whole thing, but 
to beat down the man to the price of $5,000 
for what has been testified to by everybody 
having anything to do with it as being worth 
to the Government not less than $90,000 in 
taking the present census seems to be a piti- 
ably small business. I hope the committee 
will either vote the whole thing down or will 
putin the sum reported by the committee. 

I will say furthermore that two committees 
of the House, the Committee on Patents and 
the Committee on Appropriations, have heard 
this case carefully and fully, and the Superin- 
tendent -of the Census, than whom a better 
and a nobler officer is not in our service, has 
recommended this appropriation. I hope the 
House will act upon his recommendation. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Hre- 
BARD'S amendment to the amendment, and it 
was disagreed to. 

Mr, Sarcent’s amendment was agreed.to. 


Mr. CREBS. I offer the following amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the paragraph 
last read: 

Provided, That the money appropriated by this 
act for filling up the canal in the city of Washington 
shall not be drawn from the Treasury or used until 
a commission of five scientific men to be named by 
Professor Henry, of the Smithsonian Institution, 
shall examine and report whether the filling up or 
reopening of the canal will best conduce to the 
health and convenience of the city. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
point of order that we have passed that subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. CREBS. It certaiuly cannot be well 
taken. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Why not? This 
is new legislation. 

Mr. CREBS. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN.. It is a proposition to 
limit the effect of an appropriation, and the 
Chair holds it to be in order. : 

Mr. CREBS. Mr. Chairman, I only desire 
to say a word on the amendment which I have 
offered. We have by this bill, in lines oné 


! hundred and sixteen and- following; made an 
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appropriation of about seventy thousand dol- 
lars for filling up the canal in the city of 
Washington. 

By the fifth section of an act passed in 1870 
we. made an appropriation of $50,000. to open 
and dredge the canal. The same act making 
that appropriation required that the city of 
Washington should add $100,000 in order to 
open.and dredge the canal. The city made 

that appropriation, and the. money has been 
expended; and not only that amount, but, as 
I believe, very nearly one hundred thousand 
dollars more. -Now Congress makes an appro- 
priation of $70,000 to fill up the canal which 
we have already appropriated money to open. 

There is still a dispute, or doubt rather, as 
to whether. this canal should be opened and 
kept open or filled up. Some of the ablest 
medical men of the city believe that-it will be 
dangerous to the health of the city if it is not 
kept open. Other medical men believe that it 
should be filled up. They have not come to 
any conclusion upon the subject; and until 
some conclusion can be reached I simply ask 
that the appropriation here proposed shall not 
be used. We have appropriated $50,000 to 
open the canal, and it has been expended and 
wholly wasted. We are now asked to appro- 
priate $70,000 more to fill up the very work 
we have opened; and that is equally liable to 
be wasted. 

Professor Henry is one of those who believe 
thatthe canal should be filled up. I therefore 
propose to give all advantage to the friends of 
the measure by directing that he shall appoint a 
commission to examine this question thor: 
oughly and see whether it should be filled up or 
kept open. Let us ascertain what should be 
done before we spend another $70,000 upon this 
work. We ought to stop some time in our 
reckless appropriations; we ought to know 
something about what we are spending money 
for, and not appropriate $50,000 one day to 
accomplish a certain purpose, and then appro- 
priate $70,000 the next day to undo the same 
work. It seems to me that such legislation 
ought to be stopped ;. that it would be well to 
pause and consider awhile before we carry out 
schemes presented by men having no definite 
ines themselves what they want. I simply 
ask— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I understand 
that the amendment of tbe gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr, Cress] proposes that the canal 
shall not be filled until there has been an 
expression of opinion on the subject from 
Professsor Henry and other scientific men. 

Mr. CREBS. Until a commission to be 
appointed by. Professor Henry shall decide 
upon the question. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Professor Henry 
and a number of other scientific men were be- 
fore the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia. As members know, the institution over 
which Professor Henry presides is adjacent to 
this canal. ‘The testimony of Professor Henry 
on this subject was perfectly conclusive, as 
was the great majority of the testimony, in 
showing that asa matter of economy, of health, 
and in every other point of view it is indispen- 
sable that the canal should be filled, Wealso 
had before us as a witness the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawss,]. who formerly 
investigated this subject. Everybody who 
was accessible and who we supposed could en- 
lighten the committee, was before us; and after 
the fullest hearing the conclusion reached was 
that it was undoubtedly proper that the canal 
should be filled. There were differences 
among the members of the committee in re- 
gard to other points; but upon the question 
whether the canal should be filled there was 
no member of the committee, unless it was 
the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. Cress, ] who 
said the canal should not be filled. Even the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. RooseveLr,] 
who signed the minority report, said that the 


canal was a nuisance, and that it was indis- | 
pensable to the health of the city that it should 
be filled up. ‘There were no two opinions 
upon this subject. - Professor Henry, as well as 
every other scientific man we have had before us 
agrees that it is indispensable to the health of 
the city thatthis canai should be filled just as it 
is being filled. i 

Mr. CREBS. The gentleman is mistaken 
in that regard. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Congress has 
spent thousands and thousands of dollars in” 
dredging that. noisome, unhealthy canal with- 
out any profit, The very next season after it 
has been dredged out at an immense expense, 
the tide setting in brings the accumulation back, 
and all the money expended in dredging it is 
lost; so that there can be no question that the 
work now being done in filling this canal is 
perfectly proper. This has been shown by a 
great mass of evidence to the satisfaction of 
every member of the committee, unless the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cress] is an 
exception. No one who will go and look at 
that canal; full of filth and all manner of un- 
cleanness, can doubt that the course now being 
taken by Congress and the District govern- 
ment in respect to the filling of that canal is 
perfectly proper. 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Cress, there were—ayes 15, noes 43; 
no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. STARK- 
WEATHER and Mr. Cress were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 37, noes 93. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to move 
toamend by adding after the pending paragraph 
the following : 

Supervising inspectors of steam vessels: 

For carrying out the provisions of the act for the 
better protection of the lives of passengers on ves- 
sels propelled in whole pr in part by steam, and of 
the aoi amendatory thereof, the following sums, 
namely : 

For salaries of steamboat inspectors, payment of 
salaries of supervising inspector general, supervis- 
ing inspectors, local inspectors, assistant inspectors, 
and clerks, $165,400. 


Contingent oxpenses of steamboat extension 
service: 

Expense of instruments, stationery, meetings of 
the board of supervising inspectors, mileage of 
supervising inspectors at $1,000 each, and other 
miscellaneous expenses, $91,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee rose informally; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, 

A message from the President, by Mr. 
Porter, his Private Secretary, informed the 
House that the President had approved and 
signed bills of the House of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 207) for the relief of 
Robert L. D. Burchfield ; 

An act (H. R.. No. 546) for the relief of 
Charles F. ‘Tracy ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1072) to fix the times for 
holding United States courts in the eighth 
eiren it 5 

An act (H. R. No. 1182) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota; 

An act (H. R. No. 1654) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1958) to authorize the 
city of Buffalo, New York, to construct a tun- 
nel under Niagara river, and to erect and 
maintain an inlet-pier therefrom for purpose 
of supplying the city of Buffalo with pure 
water ; , 

An act (H. R. No. 2042) for the relief of 
Fannie M. Jackson ; 


_ An act (H. R. No, 2093) to grant an Amer- 
ican register to the Hawaiian bark Florence; 
An act (H. R. No. 2290). regulating the 


mode of making private contracts with. In- 
dians; : 

An act (H. R. No. 2318) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the tide-water 
of Dunstan river, in the State of Maine; 

An act (H. R. No. 2341) to allow the pleas- 
ure yacht Red Hot.to take the name of Addie- 
Parker, and be registered under that name ; 

An act (H. RB. No. 2567) to: authorize the 
issue of a supply of arms to the authorities of 
the Territory of Montana; 

An act (H. R. No. 2627) to enable the city 
of Denver to purchase certain lands in Col- 
orado for a cemetery ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Fall River, 
in the State of Massachusetts; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2685) to establish an 
additional land district.in the ‘Territory of 
Dakota. l ; 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole. on. the state 
of the Union resumed its session. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend by inserting after the amendment just 
adopted the following: 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to purchase such books as may not be within 
his control as public property as may be necessary 
to carry into effect a jointresolution approved June 
8, 1868, entitled.“ A joint resolution to.supply books 
and pablic documents to the National Asylum for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,” $1,080, the books to be 
forwarded by him to the libraries named therein. 


The amendment. was agreed to., 


Mr. CHAFFEE. I move the following 
amendment: 

Fora jaw library for the Territory of Colorado, 
$2,500, the said library to be selected by the chief 
justice of the said Territory. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Ihope the gen- 
tleman will wait until we get to the ‘Territories, 
and not insist at this place. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I withdraw my amend- 
ment for the. present. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Treasury building, Washington, District of Colum- 
bia: for annual repairs and improvements, $15,000; 
for improvements and repairs of heating apparatus, 
$9,000; for additional coal-vaults and subway for 
fuel, $30,000, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, I. move to 
strike out the words ‘‘for additional coal- 
vaults and subway for fuel, $30,000.” It is 
here by mistake, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


, For continuation of the construction of the build- 
ing for a custom-house at New Orleans, Louisiana, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to strike 
that out for the purpose of ascertaining how 
many million dollars this work has. already 
cost the United States. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The amount 
for completing it is, I believe, $720,000. The 
amount asked for this year is $470,000. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But what I wish to 
know is how many million dollars has this 
work already cost the United States? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is a long 
story. It was built once, but it was found 
to be so badly built it became necessary to 
reconstruct the whole building. They had a 
most singular thing in New Orleans ever heard 
of before in reference to these public works ; 
they had what is called a commissioner of 
settlements. | — 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thatis in reference 
to the settling of the building. : 

_Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. A commis- 
sioner of settlements, not for the settlement 
of accounts, but for the settlementof the build- 
ing, whose business it was to record the naum- 
ber of inches per month or per year the build- 
ing settled. He was absolutely paid a salary 
out of the Treasury of the United States for 
the discharge of his duties as commissioner of 
settlements. That wasbeforethe war. Since 
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the war has been over, during the past few 
years the Treasury Department has taken hold 
of the question and organized new plans of 
settling the building ; not of settling the build- 
ing alone, but of ‘settling its affairs. Esti- 
mates have been made and reported, and in 


pursuance of those estimates as recommended : 


by the Treasury Departmént the work is going 
on, and next year it is expected to finish it. 

Mr.. FARNSWORTH. This, then, is to 
settle it. : s 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
hope it will be a final settler. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I made my motion 
to strike out in order to ascertain how many 
million dollars this work has already cost. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The settle- 
ments are too much for me. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand the 
aggregate expense has been somewhere in the 
neighborhood of $10,000,000. i 

A Memger. Tt is $4,800,000. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw my 
amendment, as Ihave accomplished the object 
T had in view. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For completion of the building for a custom-house 
at Portland, Oregon, $52,000, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to strike 
that out. The balance of the appropriation is 
deemed sufficient, and that is reappropriated 
in a later clause, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


, For continuation of the construction of the build- 
ing for the Department. of State, Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, $800,000. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to strike out “ $800, - 
000,” and in lieu thereof to insert the following: 


Two million dollars, and the Secretary of State is 
hereby authorized to proceed in the construction of 
the west front, under the provisions of the act of 
Congress entitled “An act making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1871. 

Mr. Chairman, it is well known that the 
construction of this building commenced 
under a Jaw passed by Congress last session 
authorizing the construction of a building 
for.the uses of the State, War, and Navy 
Departments, similar. in size and design to 
the present Treasury Department. That build- 
ing is now being constructed. The south- 
east front has been commenced, and has been 
in process of construction during the past 
year, under the appropriation of $500,000 
made by the last Congress. The present Treas- 
ury Department has cost about wight or nine 
million dollars, and the new building to be 
constructed under designs and plans approved 
by the Secretary of State, the Secretary of 
War, and the Secretary of the Navy, will 
probably cost five or six million dollars, being 
several million dollars less than the present 
Treasury building has cost; and it will be 
a very much better and finer building in every 
respect. 

Now, I submitthat it is no economy to keep 
the construction of that building back. The 
appropriation of so small a sum as is recom- 
mended by the report of the Committee on 
Appropriations would compel the architect of 
the building to. confine his operations during 
the present fiscal year to the wing already 
commenced; while he could be working just 
as well at the same time on the other portions 
of the building, and expending money mueh 
more effectively than if those other portions 
of the work are postponed. It willbe, 1 think, 
true economy on the part of the Government 
to give him money enough to complete the 
building for the speedy occupation of the State, 
War, and Navy Departments, It is only a 
question whether the total amount shall be 
spent in two or three years, or whether the 
construction of the building shall drag its 
weary length along for seven or eight:years. 

I hope the amendment I have offered will 


It is, and I 


t 


prevail, and that the officers in charge will be 
instructed to proceed with the work of con- 
struction as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. I hope the 
amendment will not prevail. : 

The question being put on Mr. PLATTS 
amendment, it was disagreed to. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. [offer the following 
amendment: 


Add, to line two hundred and forty-three the 
following : i 

Provided, That no partof the money appropriated 
by this bill for erecting any public building shall be 
expended except upon contracts duly entered into 
in pureuanoe of advertising for proposals for work 
and materials, and which contracts shall be let to 
the lowest bidder. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iraise the point 
of order upon this amendment that this build- 
ing is already, in process of coustruction in 
accordance with law, and that this amendment 
would change the law. 

. Mr. FARNSWORTH. Only in so far as it 
limits the expenditure of the appropriation 
here made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair considers 
that the amendment is in order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not think that 
this amendment changes the law. My under- 
standing is that that is the law now, although 
it is habitually violated. Butifit isnot the law 
it ought to be. Why, sir, should we require 
the Postmaster General to advertise from day 
to day, and let his contracts to the lowest bid- 
der? Why should we require in the erection 
of forts that contracts should be let to the low- 
est bidder? Why should the Committee on 
Accounts of this House require that the offi- 
cers of the House of Representatives in obtain- 
ing supplies of paper and stationery should 
advertise and let the contract to the lowest 
bidder? Yet you will let some irresponsi- 
ble person about the Treasury Department go 


on and expend millions upon millions in the | 


erection of public buildings without adver- 
tising, and without restriction. You have 
just struck out an item appropriating mouey 
to complete a building at Portland, Oregon, 
I was this very day looking over some ac- 
counts, and I found that for that building the 
supervising architect of the Treasury had con- 
tracted with A. R. Shepherd, of the District of 


Columbia, to transport iron piping all the way ! 
from Washington to Portland, Oregon, and | 


that without any contract, advertisement, or 
order. 

Mr. AMBLER. Is there not some law 
which requires that the contract should be with 
Shepherd ? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iam not aware of 
any law which requires the contract to be with 
Shepherd. ; 

Mr. AMBLER. I only assumed there was, 
because it is done all the time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ‘“ Gentle Shep- 
herd, tell me why?’ [Laughter] 

Mr. HOAR. I would ask the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. Farxsworra] if, in his 
investigation into this question, he bas learned 
whether the supervising architect regards or 
disregards the eight-hour law ? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
very little purpose to this argument. But I 
understand from the testimony that he says he 
has evaded it by the system he has adopted. 
This is the ingenious argument of the super- 
vising architect. He says that he evades the 


effect of the eight-hour law by contracting pri- | 
vately with A. R. Shepherd or somebody else, | 


agreeing to pay all it costs them for material, 
labor, superintendence, and everything of that 
sort, and then adding fifieen per cent. by way 
of profit; and thus he evades the effect of the 
eight-hour law, because the man who does the 
work hires men to work ten hours a day. His 
argument is that if he lets the contract to the 
lowest bidder the work will be under the eight- 


hour law. Ido not quite see the force of that: 


argument, Perhaps the gentleman from Mas- 


That is a point of | 


i 


iisa public building. ` 


sachusetis, [Mr. Hoar, ] who is a friend of the 
eight-hour law, sees the force of it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 3 

The question was put on Mr. FARNSWORTH’ S 
amendment; and there were—ayes 61, noes 80. 

‘Mr. HAWLEY. I eall for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, and Mr. Farnsworra were appointed. 

Mr. PLATT. I rise to make a parliament- 
ary inguiry.. I want to know what effect: the 
adoption of this amendment will have upon 
men employed at present by the supervising 
architect of the Treasury by the day? 

-The CHAIRMAN. That is not a question 
for the Chair to answer. ‘ 

Mr. BECK. I object to debate. : 

Mr. PLATT. I think I have a right to be 
informed on that point before I vote. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iwill modify my 
amendment by adding after the words *‘low- 
est bidder” the words “who shall give. bonds 
for the performance of the contract.” 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes seventy-eight, noes not counted. 

So the amendment of Mr. FARNSWORTH was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. TI offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the close of the section 
just adopted: ` 


Provided, That this provision shall only apply to 
public buildings now in construction under the direc- 


į tion of the Treasury Department, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. They are all under 
the direction of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, sir, there are many 
works going on under the direction of the 


| War Department. I understand that my col- 


league offers his amendment because he is not 
satisfied as to the manner in which these works 
are constructed under the Treasury Depart- 
ment. I understand that to be the point he 


makes. 

‘Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Thisis a very 
important amendment. We cannot carry on 
improvements of rivers and harbors under the 
War Department, or construct light-houses 
under the Light- House Board, or anything else 
without this amendment which the gentleman 
from Hlinois now offers, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My amendment is 
limited to public buildings, 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. A light-house 


Mr, AMBLER. I would inquire if there 


| ought not to be the same provision with regard 


to these public works as to public buildings? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The work is 
always done under the supervision of the 
engineer’s department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not claimed, as I 
understand my colleague, that there is any 
difficulty connected with any other works, but 
the objection of my colleague is that in the 
construction of some of these buildings under 
the direction of the Treasury Department they 
have not used necessary caution, and have 
perhaps been extravagant. Now, there are 
works being carried on under the engineer 
department and all the other branches of the 
War Department, and I think this proviso 
ought to be adopted. It is evident that the 
amendment of my colleague was offered with. 
very little consideration or thought as to what 
its effects would be. ` It is certainly very hasty 
legislation. It is changing in important par- 


; ticulars what has been the law heretofore, and 


changing it on all the works of all the Depart- 
ments it seems to me ought not to be done, 
and I hope my proviso will be adopted. 

Mr. DICKEY. The phraseology ought to 
be altered so as to include buildings to be 
hereafter constructed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was obliged to draw the 
amendment very hastily, but I will modify it 
so that it shall read: 

Provided, That this provision shall only apply to 


ublic buildings under the control of the Treasury 
epartment, ; pe woe 
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The question was put on Mr. Hawtey’s 
amendment,-and it was agreed to. ` 

Mr. HOAR. I offer the following addi- 
tional amendment: 


‘And provided: That alllaws regulating the hours 
of labor on public works shall be applicable to all 
the work done undersuch contracts... ~ 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I make the 
point of order that that changes existing law. 

Mr, HOAR... Permit me asingle sentence. 
The proposition just. adopted by the House is 
that the work shall be let to the lowest bidder 
on certain conditions. I. desire to add. this 
condition, that they shall.do the work. under 
the existing law. i , aS 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point: of order and rules the amendment out 
of order. : : 4 

Mr, HOAR... I have modified my amend- 
ment in order .to-avoid the point of. order 
made upon it. . I now move to amend by add- 
ing the following: ; s 


And provided further, That such- contract, shall 
require that all laws. regulating the hours. of: igbor 
on public works. shall be applicable to all work 


done undér guch contract. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
same point of order as before. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

The Cletk réad thè following: 


To commence the.ercotion of a building at Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, for the accommodation of the United 
States courts, gustom-house, United. States deposi- 
tory, post ofiice, internal revenue and pension offices, 
the entire cost of completion of which building is 
hereby limited to $2,050,000, (exclusive of the cost 
of tha site of the same, ):$300,000. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I-am directed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to move 
as a substitute for the paragraph just read 
what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 


“To commence the erection of a building at Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, for the accommodation of the United 
States. court, custom-house, United States deposit- 
ory. post office, internal revenue and pension offices, 

d for the purchase at private sale, or by condem- 
nation of ground for the site thereof, (the ontire cost 
of the completion of which building is hereby lim- 
ited to $2,250,000, including the cost of site of the 
snme,) $500,000; and the act of March 12, 1872, au- 
thonzing the purchase of a sito therefor, is hereby 
so amended as to limit the cost of the site to a gum 
not exceeding $560,000,” 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I call attention 
to the following from the Treasury Depart- 
ment in support of this amendment: 


TReAgURY. DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., May 20, 1872. 

Sır: I have the honor to trausmit herewith a 
report of the commission appointed to obtain pro- 
posals for a site for a new custom-house, post office, 
and couwrt-house building at Cincinnati, Ohio, au- 
thorized by the act approved March 12, 1872. - 

The commissioners, as will be seen from their ro- 
port, not only failed after due advertisement to 
obtain proposals for a site of suitable dimension in 
any desirablo part of the city, but they also failed 
to obtain, by personal solicitation, any supple- 
moniaty proposals that were advantageous or favor- 
able, 

The commissioners are of opinion that the pro- 
pogals should be rejectéd, and that the appropria- 
tion should be increased to $500,000. In their views 
Iconcur, Under similar circumstances the appropria- 
tion for thenew public building at St. Louis, Missouri, 
was increased from $300,000 to $500,000. I therefore 
respectiully recommend that the limit on tbe cost 
of the site be increased from $300,000 to $500,000, and 
that the additional appropriation required be made 
at the present session of Congress. : 

Very respectfully, 

, GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon. JAMES G. BLAINE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


CINCINNATI, Onto, May 15, 1872. 
Sir: We have the honor to transmit herewith 
various propositions to sell to the Government a 
site for the proposed: new buildings in this city, 
received under the advertisement dated April 9, and 
submit the following report: 
_None of the proposals received under the adver- 
tisement conform to the requirements thereof, the 
largest site offered being less.than half of one ofthe 


original blocksin the city. Many of these original | 


blocks are subdivided by streets of minor import- 
ance, and therefore might properly be considered as 
coming within the requiremests ofthe Department, 
and which would, in the opinion of your committee, 
be suitable. Having failed to obtain, as before 
stated, any proposals that conformed to the require- 


ments of the: Department ‘on the conditions ex- 
pressed. in the advertisement, your, committee de- 
cided to invite additional proposals, which are also. 
herewith submitted for the consideration of the 
Department, and are numbered from one to nine, 
inclusive. od : : : 
Your committee regret to state that they have 
entirely failed to obtain any proposal worthy of 
consideration that comes within the limit of the 
appropriation, namely, ,000, and they are of the 
opinion that the purchase of a site such as can be 
obtained for that sum would not be for the interest 
of the Government.or the city of Cincinnati. | 
Your committee, however, succeeded in obtaining 
proposals for the greater portion of several blocks 
that are well located, and, in their opinion, as well 
as that of Mr. Mullett.. the supervising, architect, 
admirably adapted to the purpose for which the site 
is wanted, and that would be. entirely satisfactory 
to the great business community and the citizens of 
Cincinnati generally, and which could be obtained 
for asum not exceeding $500,000. $ 
Your committee therefore respectfully recommend 
that An increasé of the appropriation’ from $300,000 
o 8500,00 bis obtained before any further action be 
aken: : : . 


The original blocks in this city are very nearly, if 


not identical, in size with thosein thecity of Chicago 
one of which the Government has recently pur- 
chased at œ cost of $1,200,000, and are about twice 
the size of the original blocks in the city of St. Louis, 
for the purchase of which the Government has re- 
cently advertised. wee 

Your committee feel unwilling to. recommend the 
purchase of one of the original blocks in the city, 
being desirous of ayoiding any greater expenditure 
than is demanded by the necessities of the public 
service, present or prospective, and have, therefore, 
after careful examination, decided to recommend 
the purchase of a half block, as stated above, which 
in their opinion,is the least that should be purchased, 
Tn this they are confirmed by their understand- 
ing of their instructions and by the action of the 
Dopartment in St, Louis, the site selected in that 
city and recommended by your commissioner being 
nearly identical in size with the half block by us 
suggested, as are the requirements of the public 
business in the two cities. 

Your committee also inclose a copy of the act of 
the State Legislature, ceding jurisdiction over any 
site that the Government may select, from which it 
will be seen that the Legislature contemplated the 
acquisition by the Government of title by virtue of 
“eminent domain,” in case of necessity. 

Your committee have carefully examined the ques- 
tion, and are unanimously of the opinion that it will 
bo impracticable to obtain 9 perfect and satisfactory 
title to the whole of any suitable block without re- 
course to condemnation, the property being subdi- 
vided into small percels and held by various tenures, 

In this opinion: they are sustained by the district 
attorney, as, will be seen by his written opinion here- 
with inclosed. 

Wo would therefore recommend that, in the act 
making the additional appropriation, (as recom- 
mended above,) authority be also granted to con- 
demn any land necessary to obtain a title thereto. 
All of which is respectfully submitted, and we await 


further instructions. 
Very respectfully, ALPHONSO TAFT,. 
W. S. GROSBECK, 
E. T. CARSON, 
R. H. STEPHENSON, 
THOS. H. FOULDS. 
Hon. Gro. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 


by adding to the amendment just adopted the | 


following: 

Provided, That no part of the money appropri- 
ated by this bill shall be paid to the Vaux Patent 
Roofing Company or its assigns,” : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This paragraph 
relates entirely to an appropriation for a build- 
ing and site at Cincinnati, Ohio. . If the gen- 
tleman insists upon offering his amendment, 
it should come in at. the end of all these para- 


graphs. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Very well; I will 
withdraw my amendment for the present. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: . 
_ To commence the erection of a fire-proof build- 
ing at Albany, New York, for the accommodation 
of the custom-bouse, post office, United States cìr- 


cuit and district courts, andinternal revenue offices, 
$100,000. : 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to move 
to insert after the paragraph just read the 
following: : 


For- paving, grading, and fencing’ the approaches 
of the new custom-house and court-house building 
at. Ogdensburg, New York, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. . I move to amend by adding to 
the amendment last adopted the following: 

And provided, That no money appropriated -for 


i 


new contracts provided by: this bill shall be paid to 
any contractor whose workmen are employed more 
than eight hours per day. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Lraise-a point 
of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

< Mr. CROSSLAND.. I moye to amend, by 
inserting after the amendment last adopted the 
following:. T 

That thesum of $200,000 be and is hereby appro- 
priated for the erection of a building for the use of 
the post office, United States court, and internal 
revenue offices at Paducah, Kentucky. 3 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I raise the point 
of order that there is no law authorizing that 
appropriation. , ; 2 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point.oforder. . ; i 

` The Clerk read the following : 

for the erection of an addition to the building 
at Indianapolis, Indiana, belonging to the United 
States, for the further accommodation of the United 
States courts, post office, local. land offices, and in- 
ternal revenue and pension offices, $100,000; and the 
sums hereby appropriated for the construction of 
public buildings shall be availableimmediately upon 
the approval of this act; andthe. balances of ap- 
propriations for the construction of publie buildings 
which may remain unexpended at the close of this 
fiscal year are hereby reappropriated; and any 
balance of appropriation made, for the building for 
post office and sub-Treasury in Boston, Massachu~ 
setts, is hereby authorized to be applied to the con- 
structing and furnishing the necessary furniture and 
outfit for the said ‘building, and preparing the ap- 
proaches thereto, and the sidewalks around the 
same. ' 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to add to 
the paragraph just read, being the last of the 
paragraphs in relation to the erection of pub- 
lie buildings, the following: $ 

Provided, That no part of the money appropriated 
by this bill shall be paid to the Vaux Patent Roof- 
ing Company or its assigns. 

I desire to explain my purpose in offering 
that amendment, and I cannot do it in any 
other way so well as by reading from a report 
made tothe House of the last Congress by 
Hon. Mr. Churchill, of New York. Thecom- 
‘mittee of which ‘he was a. member. made an 
examination and investigation of this subject, 
and, among other things, of a patent obtained 
by some one in one of the Departments of the 
Government here in Washington. The com- 
mittee then go on to Say: ` 

“ Another somewhat similar case was the sale by 

the supervising architect to A. R. Shepherd of a 
half interest in‘two patents, one for a patent roofing, 
and the other for a pateni anti-freezing pipe. These 
patents had been procured by E. P. Vaux, whose 
claims had been at first rejected by the Patent Office, 
on the ground that: they covered nothing novel ; 
but afterward, with some advice and assistance from 
the supervising architect, potents were obtained, 
and a half interest conveyed to himin compensation 
for such assistance, This half interest was conveyed 
to A. R. Shepherd in April, 1869, for $6,000, and about 
three months afterward a contract was entered into 
with the owners of the patent, including Shepherd, 
by which thes: were todo.such work in roofing and 
plumbing as the Government might assign them, 
and apply these patents to such work, and to receive 
in addition to the net actual cost of labor and ma- 
terial fifteen per cent., and, in addition, ten cents 
for each lineal foot of piping and for each square 
foot ofroofing. The amount realized by the owners 
of these patents, for royalty, under this contract, in 
less: than onetyear, was $5,615 65.” 
_ Now, I have the papers here in my hand to 
show that since Mullett sold that patent to A. 
R. Shepherd he has paid to Shepherd for put- 
ting on publie buildings this Vaux patent roof- 
ing, which no man under the sun ever used on 
any building of hisi own, $180,000. This is 
the amount which Shepherd has received since 
1869, under that patent which Mullett got 
through after it had been rejected at the Patent 
Office onaccount of want of novelty, and which 
Mullett. sold to Shepherd for a consideration 
of $6,000. For this roofing Mullett pays Shep- 
herd a royaltyof ten or twelve cents per square 
foot and fifteen per cent, additional, besides 
paying ail the expense of- putting on the 
roofing, we 

The- accounts which I have here show that 
Shepherd has been cartying materials for that 
roofing from Washington, or wherever he may 
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purchase them, to Philadelphia, to.Portsmouth 
New Hampshire; to Windsor, Vermont; to 
Detroit, Michigan; to Buffalo, New York; to 
Chicago, Llinois; to Des Moines, Iowa; to 
Mobile, Aiabama; and in fact all over the 
United States. He employs Shepherd with- 
out any advertisement, without any contract 
except this private contract to carry to differ- 
ent parts of the United States materials for 
this roofing, which no private citizen anywhere 
was ever known to put upon a building. The 
material and the workmen to put it upon our 
public buildings are taken from Washington, 
the car-fare being paid at the expense of the 
Government to these ‘remote places to put on 
this roofing; and Shepherd receives his roy- 
alty and percentage, in addition to pay for the 
work. These are the same two men who are 
upon the Board of Public Works in the city 
of Washington. They hunt in couples. They 
are the. same two men who are Democrats or 
Republicans by turns, their ‘politics depending 
upon the reigning dynasty. 

These are the two men who worship at the 
feet of power here in Washington, that they 
may get their hands into the ‘l'reasury. I 
know that because ĮI am trying to pull them 
away from the public crib it will be said that 
Iam making a personal attack. It has come 
to this that whenever you catch a man stealing 
from the Treasury of the United States and 
attempt to pull him away by his coat-tail, or 
his heels, or his ears, the ery is raised at once, 
‘* Persecution! persecution! Why should you 
persecute an individual in this way?’ Thus 
this stealing goes on, and on, and on, as it 
is likely to go on during the life-time of the 
people engaged in it. It goes on under the 
eyes of your Secretary of the Treasury. Ido 
not think that he really approves of the steal- 
ing, but that he has so much to do, and is 
such a good, easy man that these people are 
enabled in that way to pocket their unlawful 
gains. Notwithstanding the report of Mr. 
Churchill in the last Congress, and notwith- 
standing the report of a committee in a 
former Congress, condemning this method of 
erecting public buildings without contract, 
without inviting proposals—a practice which, 
if followed by the Postmaster General in the 
matter of letting contracts for carrying the 
mails, would cause his impeachmént—you 
allow this supervising architect to expend 
millions upon millions of dollars. You appro- 
priate money from year to year in an increas- 
ing ratio; and then, to cap the climax, inas- 
much as the President has kindly given this 
man another office for which he cannot law- 
fully draw an extra salary, you increase his 
pay as supervising architect. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
the frankest way to handle a subject you do 
not understand is to say you do notunderstand 
it, and I now say that I do not know anything 
of the truth or falsity of the charges made by 
the gentleman fiom Illinois, [Mr. Farns- 
worrH,| and hence I cannot judge of the 
wisdom or unwisdom of his remarks—— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I know you do not. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I therefore neither 
oppose or approve his criticisms. But it is an 
unusual proceeding to say that in all our public 
works a certain kind of roofing shall. not be 
used. I doubt whether this Houseis competent 
to select a kind of roofing for our public build- 
ings, and Ido not think an affirmative vote on 
the subject any more in the interest of virtue 
than a negative. vote.» I do not see how we 
are less virtuous than: the gentleman from Illi- 
nois if we vote against: it. If I believed it 
would be equally virtuous, ora little more so, 
to vote with him, I might perhaps think best 
to follow his lead in this.matter. But if we 
are to have this everlasting cry of ‘‘ Down with 
the supervising architect ofthe: Treasury’? 
resounded in our ears every time a public 
building is to be erected or a roof to be re- 
paired, or anything in the way ofa public build- 


ing comes to be named in an.. appropriation 
bill in this House, we might as weil hang the 
supervising architect before. we proceed fur- 
ther, in order that the affairs of the Govern- 
ment may go forward. While the Government 
is giving its confidence to the supervising archi- 
tect, and raising his salary, the gentleman from 
Illinois is giving a large share of his time to 
the work of assailing his reputation and de- 
nouncing his work. ‘Thearchitect could hardly 
have a. more spicy biographer, one -more able, 
one more constantly watching his opportunity 


torender.his subject conspicuous, than the gen- 


tleman from Illinois. I believe I have now 
unburdened myself of all my ignorance on this 
question of roofing, and I have shed what.few 
rays of light within: my power, so far as this 
question is concerned. Iam willing to risk my 


j reputation for virtue:-by voting against: the 


amendment. If any one supposes their's will 
be enhanced by the opposite course, they can 


-vote for the amendment. 


Mr. FARNS WORTH rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, All further debate on 
the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope we will 
now have a vote. l 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
my amendment by striking out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am aware the gen- 
tleman from Ohio does not know anything 
about this subject. I wish he did. While 1 
am attending to the biography of this super- 
vising architect of the Treasury, as he has 
said, [ am attending to one of my duties as a 
Representative of the people, in seeing that 
officers of the Government honestly discharge 
their duty, and if the gentleman from Ohio 
would attend less to the writing of his own 
biography and pay a little more attention to 
this subject, he would perhaps be better in- 
formed. I know it is quite important his 
biography should be written. It is a duty he 
owes to posterity. Perhaps it is best he 
should write it in advance; but if the gentle- 
man will give a little more time to the facts, 
to the subject of the expenditure of the public 
money; he will perhaps agree with me there 
are some things here. which ought to be put a 
stop to. ‘ 
he moment I say anything about stealing 
.no One pays any attention to ite As I said a 
moment ago, I am charged with making ita 
specialty and all that sort of thing, and. of 
‘being the biographer of the supervising archi- 
tect of the Treasury. The more attention I 


| give to it the more I know about it, and the 


more I become satisfied some remedy ought to 
be applied. We are in this very bill providing 
for the erection of more public buildings than 
in anysession before since I have been in Con- 
gress. I think Congress has already passed 
more bills to commence public buildings than 
I ever knew in any one session of Congress. 
We appropriate millions of dollars in the most 
reckless way for the erection of public build- 
ings all over the country. I am opposed to 
this loose way of spending the people’s money 
‘on public buildings. I regard myself here as 
the trustee for the people’s money, and I will 
not vote for the erection of a public building 
where I do not believe it is necessary. I will 
not vote in this loose manner without adver- 
tisement, without a bidder, without a contract, 
with nothing but an arrangement between one 
man and another man, ‘‘ You go on and dothe 
work, and when you have doneit:I will see that 
you.are paid.” f E S 
“You must regulate the matter by advertise- 
ment, else there is no. sort of responsibility. 
Unless you do this, there will be no limit to 
the amount of money that will be expended, 
except asit is limited by the conscience of the 
man or the extent of his ambition to become 
rich. I have asked from session to session 
and from week to week that there may be some 
rule in regard to this matter. I have shown 
that these men are in the interest of people in 
Washington, who get together and have their 


friends appointed: to office under the Board of 
Public Works, and who run upand down the 
United States tearing off roofs that. they may 
puton this patent roof, taking out gas fixtures 
that they may put in new gas fixtures ‘sent 
from this shop in Washington. Task that this 
may be stopped, that there may be some re- 
sponsibility, some rule, some economy in-this 
direction. The gentleman from Ohio may say 
that in doing this I am actuated:.by. personal 
spite, or anything else he chooses to allege. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.: Ihave not ‘said 


- $0. : 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not suppose that 


what I am saying will do. any good. If this 
man wants to havea public building erected 
in any one of your towns, nọ matter where it 
is, | expect he will be, as he has heretofore 
been, able to procure-a. majority:of the votes 
of this House to-put upa building anywhere 
and at any price. pt (ae i 

Mr. HOAR. I ‘have heard this speech of 
the gentleman from Iilinois [Mr. Farns- 
WORTH] repeated, I think, every year. since I 
have been here;-and it-seems to me to be of 
importance enough to be dealt with. The 
gentleman from Ilinois brings up these charges 
against this public officer at a time when no 
member of the House can possibly know any- 
thing about the truth of the matter, when we - 
are legislating, not dealing with individuals, 
when we have no opportunity for investigating 
the charges, and can do nothing to test the 
gentleman’s statements. 

Now, whether these charges are true, whether 
they are the result of a personal quarrel 
with somebody, whether they are exaggerated, 
whether they are mistaken, no man does know, 
and no man possibly can know. But the duty 
of the gentleman from Lllinois as a citizen and 
as a Representative of the people is plain. 
This is a question in regard to the conduct of 
a subordinate officer in the executive depart- 
ment of this Government. Andifthe gentleman 
has the proof which will sustain these charges 
his duty is to take that proof to the official 
superior of that officer, and if that officer’s 
superior fails to remove him upon proof of his 
statements, he will render himself liable ‘to 
impeachment. And if that official superiog 
fails toremove him on proof of such statements, 
and the proof is thereupon carried tothe Presi- 
dent of the United States, he would be liable 
to impeachment if he failed to. act upon such 
proof, and to redress:the wrong. 

Now, the fact that the gentleman from Ilinois 
bas rung these charges: for five years in the 
wrong place, and never carries his charges to 
the right place, would seem to indicate. very 
Strongly to ordinary minds that charges made 
in the right. place would not be sustained. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man from Illinois. [Mr. Farnsworrnr] - will 
‘withdraw his amendment for the purpose of 
enabling me to say a few words, I will renew it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw the 
amendment. 

Mr..GARFIELD, of Ohio. I renew it. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farns- 
WORTH] and I have served: together in Con- 
gress too long to indulge in any personal con- 
troversy. Wewillnotdosonow, The question 
of biography to which the gentleman alluded 
is of no consequence to anybody in the world. 
Ido not choose to notice anything he said on 
that subject, for Ido not know what he means 
by it. But { will-say that I have not got into 
such a condition of mind that the longer I 
look at any public work the. more rotten it 
appears. I have not. had occasion to say, nor 
do I believe that the conduct of our public 
officers is so far gone toward the bottom of 
the pit that they are growing more rotten 
every day, and that my looking at them makes 
them more rotten. cannot take that view 
of the matter so long as I retain my self 
respect. eu 

The gentleman talks as though these: public 
buildings we are providing for were to ‘be put 
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up by some private arrangement; as though 
the putting into a public bill an appropriation 
for a building which has been authorized by 
law, is apart of some private scheme of rob- 
bery in order that somebody may -enrich him- 
self: out of it. : . 

The gentleman will allow me to say that I 
think he is overdoing the business of attacking 
this: oficer.. For several years he has been 
making charges against a subordinate in one 
of the Departments of this Government.. Why 
does he not’ rather. make his charges against 
the officer on whom rests the official responsi- 
bility, the Secretary of the Treasury? We rec- 
ommend: no appropriations here upon the 
representations of the supervising .architect 
of the Treasury alone; Congress authorizes 
the construction of no public building on. the 
recommendation of the supervising architect 
of the Treasury. The name of the chief, the 
head of that Department, his authentication, 
his recommendation, the shicld of his respons- 
ibility appears in every case before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. And it will not do 
for the gentleman from Illinois, or anybody 
else, to ignore this great authority, go behind 
it and stab at some subaltern, and say that 
whatever is being done is being done by him, 
and that any committee in Congress who rec- 

- ommend any appropriation for a public build- 
ing are helping some subordinate in some 
Department of the Government to steal a 
patent roofing, or to do some other corrupt or 
improper thing. 

ow, I suggest tothe gentleman from Illinois, 
if he have any further trouble about these 
matters, to demand a committee of investiga- 
tion, and I will vote for him to be its chair- 
man, and to investigate to the bottom any 
charges that may be made against any one of 
the public Departments. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman will 
allow me to say that such an investigation was 
made inthe last Congress by a committee of 
which Mr. Churchill was chairman, and he 
made the report from which I have read, and 
which, shows these charges to be true. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Why, then, 
does not some conclusion come out of these 
qeports? Why does not the gentleman offer 
a resolution to call before the bar of the Sen- 
ate to be impeached some officer against whom 
these charges are made, which the gentleman 
believes to be true? Why do we halt tosuch ‘a 
Jame and impotent conclusion’ asthis? If we 
dre to believe the gentleman thejaws ofhell gape 
beneath us with corruption yawning wide, on 
all sides; but the gentleman and those who 
think with him do nothing about it except to 
scold about it in the House of Representatives, 
to joke about it a little and then. go home to 
their dinners. If these things be, as the gentle- 
man affirms, let him bring in his charges aud 
I will vote to try them before the bar of the 
Senate. If half these things he charges be 
true, I venture to say he will have the votes 
of four fifths of the House to sustain his arti- 
cles of impeachment ; but this perpetual scold- 
ing, this smoke without fire, these assaults 
which are never pushed to resolutions, I, for 
one, am tired of. : 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I confess I 
do not see this matter in the light in which it 
seems to: present itself to the mind. of the 
peniloman from Ohio. The gentleman from 

llinois, upon his. responsibility, in bis place 
here, tells us that the supervising architect of 
the Treasury has entered into an arrangement 
with Mr. A. R. Shepherd, a well known mem- 
ber of the Board of Public Works of this Dis- 
trict, by which Mr. Shepherd is to have a large 
profit, or royalty, on a certain patent roofing 
known as the Vaux roofing. He states as the 
fact, which I understand uobody here denies, 
if they do we ought to have the denial now, 
that the supervising architect of the Treasury 
is putting this roofing, concerning which he 
has made this arrangement with Mr. Shep- 


herd, upon the: publie buildings all over the 
country, - : 

The gentleman from Illinois states further 
the fact, which so far as my owna observa- 
tion extends is entirely true, that nobody in 
our cities uses this Vaux patent roofing on pri: 
vate buildings. Its use seems to be confined 
entirely to these public buildings erected under 
the direction of the supervising architect of 
the Treasury ; andif private partieshave never 
found it worth while to use this roofing at 
all, why. would it not be well for Congress to 
forbid its further use on the public buildings ? 
Private citizens when they erect buildings know 
what to-use. And if it be true; and it is not 
denied, that this thing has not come into use 
at all in this country except upon public build- 
ings controlled by this officer, and that its use 


then is for the benefit of the man who has the | 


control of it, then it is-right and wise to stop 
the further use of this roofing here, without 
any question as to who is corrupt or who 
ought to be impeached. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw my 
amendment so that it may be renewed by some 
other gentleman. 

Mr. PLATT. I renew it. 

_Mr. DOX. I move that thecommittee now 
rise. 

The motion was agréed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. WHEEL- 
ER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, pursuant to the 
order of the House, had had under considera- 
tion the state of the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1873, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no conclusion thereon, 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPHAKER announced the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Parmer, Mr. Sargent, and Mr. 
Nisuack, as the conferees on the part of the 
House upon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses upon the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill of the House No. 1070, making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1873. 


POST ROUTES. 


Mr. CALDWELL.: I ask unanimous con- 
sent to introduce and have passed at this time 
a small post route bill, which is necessary for 
the mail service in Tennessee. There is no 
legislation in the bill. 

Mr. STORM. I ask the gentleman to in- 
clude in his bill some post routes forthe State 
of Pennsylvania, which are also necessary. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I have no objection. 

Accordingly, no objection being made, the 
bill (H. R. No. 2854) to establish certain post 
routes in the States of Tennessee and Penn- 
sylvania was introduced, and read a first and 
second time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CALDWELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ` l 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HILL was granted leave of absence for 
two days. f 

Mr. COBB was granted leave of absence for 
one week. i 

Mr. MeCRARY wasgranted leave of absence 
from the session of the House this evening. 

TARIFF AND TAX BILL, 


Mr. WINCHESTER obtained leave to have 
printed in the Globe some remarks he had 
prepared on the tariff and tax bill passed yes- 
terday. [See Appendix.]} 


Mr. SEELEY obtained leave to have printed 
in the Globe some remarks he had prepared 
on the same subject. [See Appendix.] 


COMMITTEE ON PATENTS, 


Mr. L. MYERS. I renew my request that 
the session of Monday evening of next week 
be assigned for the consideration of reports 
from the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. _ I object. 

Mr. BECK. I move that the House now 
take a recess till half past seven p, m. _. 

The SPKAKER, By order of the House 
the session of this evening will be devoted to 
the consideration of further reports from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] will occupy the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The motion of Mr. Beck was then agreed 
to; and accordingly (at four o'clock and thirty- 
five minutes p. m.) the House took a recess 
until half past seven o'clock p. m. 


ee 


EVENING SESSION, 
The recess having expired, the House re- 
sumed its session, Mr. Garrietp, of Ohio, 
in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


LOOMIS AERIAL TELEGRAPH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
resumes the consideration of the unfinished 
business of last evening pending at the time 
of adjournment, being House bill No. 772, to 
incorporate the Loomis Aérial Telegraph Com- 


pany. i 

Mr. BANKS. In what way does that bill 
come before the House at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unani- 
mous consent the bill was taken up last even- 
ing, and pending a division upon seconding 
the previous question the House adjourned. 

Mr. BANKS. I yielded the floor to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Coxeur] for 
a speech only, 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. . Unanimous 
consent. was asked and given, after the gen- 
tleman from Michigan had concluded hig 
remarks, for the consideration of the bill by 
the House at that time. 

Mr. CONGER. Let that bill be laid over 
for the present. I suppose the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs will give way for it later in the 
evening. 

Mr. BANKS. We cannot give way. Let 
it be disposed of now. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman had better 
give way tome. Ihave a matter which I am 
privileged to report at any time. 

Mr. CONGER. The bill which I desire to 
have passed will do as little harm. as anything 
we can consider. 

HEIRS OF CAPTAIN B, R. PERKINS. 


Mr. DONNAN. Iask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, for consideration at the present time, the 
bill (S. No. 765) for the relief of the heirs of 
the late Captain B. R. Perkins of the United 
States Army. 

There being no objection, the bill was read. 
It provides that one year’s pay and allowances 
be authorized and directed to be paid to the 
heirs of Captain B. R. Perkins, late of the 
United States Army, being the amount to 
which he would have been. entitled had he re- 
ceived notice that he was: honorably mustered 
out prior to his death. 

RANDALL. . What is the point in this 
case 7 

Mr. DONNAN. The point is simply this: 
this officer was mustered out—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. If there is a’ report let it 
be read. et 

Mr. DONNAN. There is a: report which 
will state all the facts. 5 

The report was read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; andit 
was accordingly read thethird time, and passed. 

Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
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moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
onthe table. 
The latter motion wag agreed to. 


PURCHASES FOR THE GOVERNMENT. i 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous | 
consent to report from the Committee of Ways | 
and Means a bill to which I am sure there | 
will be no objection. : Itis a bill (H. R. No. 
1092) relative to the purchase of articles for 
the Government. The committee have directed 
me to report:it with a substitute, . 

The substitute, which was read for inform- 
ation, provides that, no proposals sball be 
invited by any officer of the Government for 
any article or articles to be used by Congress 
or any Department of tbe Government for the 
supply of articles manufactured exclusively in 
foreign countries when similar. articles. are 
manufactured in our own country ; and in the 
purchase of all such articles preference is to 
be given to those manufactured in the United 
States if of equal quality and price. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker-— 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. . There can be no 
objection to the bill. I will state that in cer- 
tain advertisements of the Departments-—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall be glad to hear 
what the gentleman has to say; but I reserve 
the right to object. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. The habit has grown 
up for the Departments, in advertising for 
various supplies for the Government, to call 
for articles made abroad only. For example, 
I hold in my hand an advertisement for Johu 
Rodgers & Co.’s cutlery, which is made only 
in Sheffield. Now, the purpose of the bill is 
to require the Departments in such advertise- 
ments to-avoid calling for articles of foreign 
manufacture exclusively. Let them, if they 
choose, call for cutlery equal to a particular 
style of British cutlery, but not require that 
the cutlery shall be of British manufactare. 

Mr. RANDALL. From what source does | 
that advertisement come? 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. The advertisement 
which I hold in my hand emanates from the 
Post Office Department. I may state that this 
habit has grown up during a Jong course of 
years; and I do.not bring any. indictment 
against any of the Departments; but I call 
attention to this obvious impropriety, which is 
best corrected by a simple bill such as I have 
introduced, which merely requires that pro- 
posals shall not be invited for articles exclu- 
sively of foreign manufacture. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the bill be 
reported again. —— 

The substitute, which by unanimous consent 
was considered asa new bill (H. R. No. 2855) 
was again read. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS.. Of course there 
can be no objection to it. , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved thatthe motion to reconsider. be 
laid on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DAVENPORT. AND ST. PAUL RAILROAD. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1672) grant- 
ing to the Davenport and St. Paul Railroad 
Company the right of way, and I shall move the | 
House concur inthe amendments of the Senate. 

The Clerk read the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, as follows: ~~ o 
ae the first section strike out ** superstructure of | 

oo? 


In the second section, after *' United States,” in- 
sert “of one half;” after ‘‘act.”” these words: “and 
the payment to the Chicago, Rock Island, and Pa- 
cific Railroad Company of the remaining half of 
said sum of money;” and after * direction” these | 
words: ‘‘and shall continue under the control.” 

At the end of section three add the following: 

And when completed, any other railroad company 
or companies shall-be permitted under the direction | 


i over said last-named bridge and track and ap- 


j and of keeping the same in repair: And provided 


‘amendments under consideration. 


i| The Government retain the control of the | 


of the Secretary of War to pass their trains of cars 


proaches thereto, upon paying to the parties then in 
interest their proportionate share of the cost thereof, 


further, That nothing contained in this act shall be 
so construed as to interfere with any right or claim 
of the United States to control so much of the 
original line or bridge as is located east of the main 
channel of. the Mississippi river. 

Add the following new section: 

-Sec.4. That the Davenport and St. Paul Railroad 
Company shall have the right to use the approaches 
to.said bridge, and in case the parties heteto cannot 
agree upon the terms for using said approaches to 
said bridge, then, andin that case, the same shall be 
fixed bythe Secretary of War upon such terms and 
in such manner as he may deem just and proper. 


Mr. RANDALL. I should like to have the 
bill read asiamended. It is utterly impossible 
to comprehend what it is by the reading of the 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill passed the House 
and is returned to us by the Senate with these 
amendments. 


Mr. RANDALL. I would like to know || 


what is the effect of these amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 can state in a few words 
all there is about the case; and it is a matter 
worthy of consideration. As the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania knows, the Rock Island 
bridge was built in part by the Government. 
As the bill passed the House the amount paid 
by this company was to be paid into the Treas- 
ury. The Senate have changed that proposi- 
tion, and propose one half shall be paid tothe 
company which built the bridge in connection 
with the Government, and the other paid into 
the Treasury, retaining in regard tothe Govern- 
ment the same relation to the bridge that the 
Government originally retained when the bridge 
was built by the Rock Island Bridge Company. 

The Committee on Commerce have had these 
I see none 
of the members of that committee present 
here this evening excepting the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. Concer, j who knows the 
opinion of the committee on this subject. The 
opinion of the committee was that it was better 
for the Government to retain an interest in the 
bridge. I believe I am authorized to say that 
the members of the Committee of Commerce 
are in favor of these amendments of the Senate 
being concurred in. 

Mr. RANDALL. I should like the gentle- 
man from Indiana to explain what he means 
by the Government retaining an interest iu this 
bridge. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Rock Island bridge 
was built originally, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will remember, by the railroad 
company interested in the structure and the 
Government jointly. The Government had to 
have approaches to its works on Rock Island. 
The House proposed that the whole amount 
to be paid by the original company should go 
into the Treasury. The Senate think the Gov- 
ernment should retain an interest in this bridge 
and supervision over it, because it will have 
to have a passway to its works on Rock Island. 
Therefore, instead of being paid into the Treas- 
ury, it is provided that one half shall be paid 
to the Government and the other half to the 
original company connected with the Govern- 
ment in building this bridge. . 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. What 
amount? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amount is very con- 
siderable, some two million dollars altogether. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER., I mean what 
amount is to be paid into the Treasury ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Davenport and. St. 
Paul Railroad Company is to pay onethird of 
the cost of the bridge, and one half of that 
amount is to be paid into the Treasury of the 
United States. ee f 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. How much will 
that be? 

Mr. HOLMAN. T cannot state the amount 
precisely at this moment. -> 

Mr. CONGER.- There is a wagon track 


is the 


and- a railway track in the same structure. 


wagon-bridge. By the terms of the original 
act other railroad companies were authorized 
to have the use of the railroad bridge on cer- 
tain conditions, 

_ Mr. STARKWEATHER. As I understand 
it, we give up one half of the amount, and one 
half goes into the Treasury. - I should like to 
know how much that is, oes 

Mr. PERCE. I think it would be better 
that there should be action on this bill -bythe 
Committee on Commerce. > 

Mr. CONGER. The committee are unani- 
mous in its favor, although they have not 
formally reported it, ; 

Mr. BIRD. I object to the present consid- 
eration of the bill. if the committee have not 
considered it. ; f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection 
being made, the bill is not before the House. 


CUSTOMS OATHS AND AFFIRMATIONS. 


Mr. MERRIAM, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2856) to abolish 
oaths and affirmations in customs entries, and 
to substitute declarations in lieu thereof; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McGREW. I demand the regular order. 


LOOMIS AERIAL TELEGRAPH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular 
order being demanded, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Concer] has the floor, and 
demands the previous question on ordering 
the bill (H. R. No. 772) to incorporate the 
Loomis Aériel Telegraph Company to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. ` 

Mr. CONGER. Before I call the previous 
question I yield to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. WiLLarb,] who wishes to offer an 
amendment to which I have no objection. 

Mr. WILLARD. I ask the Clerk to read 
the third section of the bill: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src, 3. That the business and objects of said cor- 
poration shall be to develop and utilize the princi- 
ples and powers of natural electricity, to be used in 
telegraphing, generating light, heat, and motive- 
power, and otherwise make and operate any ma- 
chinery run by electricity for any purpose; and: to 
use any appliances necessary to conduct electricity, 
in any form, in or through any portion of the United 
States and Territories of the same, subject to the 
laws of the various States and United States, through 
and in which said conductors or appliances may 
run or be stationed, and said telegraph or machinery 
be operated. 

Mr. WILLARD. I offer the following as a 
proviso, to come in at the end of the first 
section : , 

Provided, That the. corporate powers created by 
this act shall not be exercised by said company 
within any State except by the consent of such State, 
and under such rules and regulations as such State 
may prescribe. l ae 

Mr. CONGER... I have no objection to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose that when the 
word “ State” occurs in the amendment the 
Legislature of the State is meant. I would 
suggest that that be expressed. 

Mr. HOAR. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont that nearly every State in 
the Union allows foreign corporations to come 
within its limits without special consent. In 
that view this proposed proviso seems. rather 
harsh. : 

Mr. WILLARD. I suppose the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr.. Hoar} will. agree 
that no provision in this bill is required to 
allow States to give such consent to foreign 
corporations. hs 

Mr. CONGER. I do not make. objection 
to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Wituarp] simply because I 
cannot pass my bill otherwise. IJ consider the 
amendment entirely unnecessary. and un- 
worthy of adoption. . But I believe I cannot 
pass the bill unless I agree to it. - ; 

The amendment of Mr. WILLARD was agreed 


to. a 
Mr. CONGER. . I now eall the: previous 
question on-the billas amended... < is 
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The previous question was seconded and 
the main. question ordered; which was. on 
ordering the. bill to: be. engrossed: and read a 
. third time. ; 

Mr. MeINTYRE. I ask that. the bill, 
amended,:be read in full. 

The bill was again read. : 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to. be 
engrossed and read a: third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. fet 

Mr. CONGER: moved to reconsider: the 
vote by which the. bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter: motion was agreed to. 


CENTENNIAL EXHIBITION. 


Mr. L. MYERS, from the Committee on 

oreign Affairs, reported back, with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, the bill (H. R, 
No. 2708) relative to the centennial interna- 
tional exhibition to be held in the city of 
Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, in the 
year 1876. 

Mr, RANDALL. I suggest that in read- 
ing the bill the Clerk omit the names. There 
are some five hundred names, and the House 
is not very full, and if there were any mis- 
takes in the names they perhaps might not 
be detected in the reading. I would suggest 
to members that they take pains to see that 
the names are properly engrossed. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I have no objection to 
my colleague’s proposition, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be 
no objection, in the reading of the bill the 
names will be omitted. 

There was no objection. 

The preamble and bill were read. 

The first section of the bill creates, to con- 
sist of the persons therein. named and their 
associates and successors, a body corporate, to 
be known by the name of the centennial 
board of finance, and by that name to have 
an incorporate existence until the object for 
which it is formed shall have been accom- 
plished; and provides that it shall be compe- 
tent to sue and to be sued, plead and be im- 
pleaded, defend and be defended, in all courts 
of law and equity in the United States; and 
may make and have a corporate seal, and may 
purchase, take, have, and hold, and may 
grant, sel , and at pleasure dispose of all such 
real and personal estate.as may be required in 
carrying into effect the provisions of an act of 
Congress entitled “An act to provide for cele- 
brating the one hundredth anniversary of 
American independence by holding an inter- 
national exhibition of arts and manufactures, 
aud products of the soil and mine, in the city 
of Philadelphia, and State of Pennsylvania, 
in the year 1876,” approved March 38, 1871, 
and all acts supplementary thereto. 

The second. section provides that the said 
corporation shall have authority, and em- 
powers it to secure subscriptions .of capital 
stock to an amountnot exceeding $10,000,000, 
to be divided into shares of ten dollars each, 
and to issue. to the subseribers of said stock 
certificates therefor under the corporate seal 
of said corporation, which certificate shall 
bear the signature of the president and treas- 
urer, and be transferable under such-rules and 
regulations as may be made for the purpose; 
and it is made lawful for any municipal: or 
other corporate body existing by or under the 
laws of the United States to subscribe and 
pay for shares: of said. capital stock, and ‘all 
holders of said stock shall become associates 
in said corporation, and shall be entitled to 
one vote on each share,;:and it shall be the 
duty of the United States centennial com- 
mission to prescribe rules to enable absent 
stockholders to vote by proxy. The proceeds 
of said stock, together with the receipts from 
all other sources, are to be used by said cor- 
poration for the erection: of suitable buildings, 
with their appropriate fixtures and appurte- 


as 


nances, and forall other expenditures required 
in carrying out the objects of the said act of 
Congress of March 8, 1871, and which may be 
incident thereto. And the said corporation 
are required to keep regular minutes of its 
proceedings, and full accounts, with the vouch- 
ers therefor, of all the. receipts and expendi- 
tures, and the same shall be always open to 
the inspection of the United States centen- 
nial commission, or any member'thereof..:- - 

The third section provides that books of 
subscription shall be opened by.the United 
States centennial commission, under such 
rules as it may prescribe, and an opportunity 
shall be given during a period’ of.one hùn- 
dred days to the citizens of each: State and 
Territory to subseribe for stock to an amount 
not exceeding its quota, according to its popu- 
lation, after which period of one: hundred 
days, stock not taken may be sold to any per- 
son or persons or corporation willing to par- 
chase the same. 

Section four provides that after the expira- 
tion of the. period of one hundred days, the 
United States centennial commission. shall 
issue a call for a meeting, by publication in one 
or more newspapers published at the capital 
of each State and Territory, not less than 
thirty days prior thereto, of those who may 
then have subscribed for stock, to be held in 
the city of Philadelphia, for the purpose of 
electing a board of directors, to consist. of 
twenty: five stockholders, whose term of office 
shall be one year, and until their suecessors 
shall have been qualified; at which meeting 
those who may be present in person or by 
proxy shall be competent.to organize and elect 
said officers. The said board of directors, and 
every subsequent board shall be chosen by the 
stockholders out of a list of one hundred 
stockholders, selected and nominated by the 
United States centennial commission. Nine 
members of the board of directors shall con- 
stitute a quorum for the transaction of busi- 
ness, but. no election or change of officers shall 
take place unless at a meeting of the board of 
directors, at which a majority shall be present. 

Section five provides that the board of di- 
rectors shall elect, from its owa number, a 
president and two vice presidents, whose term 
of office shall be one year, and until their suc- 
cessors shall have been duly qualified, and 
shall appoint a treasurer, a secretary, and 
such other officers as may be required to carry 
out the purposes of the corporation, which 
elected and appointed officers shall hold their 
respective oftices during the pleasure of the 
board, receiving such compensation as the 
board may prescribe; and the board shall also 
adopt such by-laws, rules, and regulations for 
its own government, and for the government 
of its officers, as may be deemed expedient, 
provided that the same shall not be inconsist- 
ent with any act of Congress or the rules 
adopted by the United States centennial com- 
mission. 

It is provided by section six that as. soon as 
the board of directors shall have been duly 
organized, as provided for in section five of 
this act, it shall be the duty of the United 
States centennial commission to deliver to the 
said board all stock subscription books, with 


the papers and records of any kind in its pos- 


session, pertaining to the same. 

Section seven provides that the grounds for 
the exhibition'shall be preparedand the build- 
ings erected by the said.corporation, in accord- 
ance with plans which shall have been pre- 
viously adopted by the United Siates centennial 
commission, and the.rules-and regulations of 
said ‘corporation, governing rates for *‘en- 
trance’ and ‘‘admission’’ fees, or otherwise 
affecting the rights, privileges, or interests of 
the exhibitors, or of the public, shall be fixed 
and established by the United States centennial 
commission ; and no grant conferring rights or 
privileges of any ‘description connected with 
the said grounds or buildings, or relating to 
said exhibition or. celebration, shall be made 
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without the consent of the: United States cen- 
tennial commission, and said comwmissionshball 
have power to control, change, or revoke all 
such grants, and shall appoint all judges and 
examiners and award all premiums. 

The eighth section authorizes the centennial 
board of finance to issue bonds, not in excess 
of its capital stock, ‘and secure the payment 
of thesame, principal and interest, by mortgage 
upon its property and prospective income. 

The ninth section makes it the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, 
as soot as practicable after the passage of this 
act, to cause to be prepared, im accordance 
with à design approved by the United States 
centennial. commission and by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, a sufficient number of certifi- 
cates of stock to meet the requirements of this 
act; and any person found guilty of counter- 
feiting, or attempting to counterfeit, or know- 


ingly circulating false certificates of stock, . 


herein authorized, shall be subject to the same 
pains and penalties as are or may be provided 
by law for counterfeiting United States cur- 
rency; but nothing inthis act shall be so 
construed as to create any liability of the 
United States, direct or indirect, for any debt 
ot obligation incurred, nor. for any claim, by 
the centennial international exhibition or the 
corporation hereby created, for aid or pecun- 
iary assistance from Congress or the Treasury 
of the United States, in support or liquidation 
of any debts or obligations created by the cor- 
poration herein authorized. Nothing in this 
act is to be so construed as to override or 
interfere with the laws of any State; and all 
contracts made in any State for the purposes 
of the centennial international exhibition are 
to be subject to the laws thereof. No member 
of the centennial board of finance assumes 
any personal liability for any debt or obliga- 
tion which may be created or incurred by the 
corporation authorized by this act. 
he tenth section provides that as soon as 
praeticable after. the gaid: exhibition shall 
ave been closed, it shall be the duty of 
said corporation to convert its property into 
cash, and, after thé payment of all its liabili- 
ties, to divide its remaining assets among its 
stockholders, pro rata, in full satisfaction and 
discharge ofits capital stock. And it shallbe 
the duty of the United States centennial com- 
mission to supervise the closing up of the af- 
fairs of said corporation, to audit its accounts, 
and submit, in a report to the President of the 
United States, the financial results of the cen- 
tennial exhibition. 

The eleventh section provides that the com- 
mission created by the act referred to in the 
preamble of this act is hereby made and con- 
stituted a body-politie and corporate in law, 
with power to do such-aets and enter into such 
obligations as may be -promotive of the pur- 
poses for which such commission was estab- 
lished. . Its title shall‘be the United States 
centennial commission. It shall have a com- 
mon and corporate seal, and possess all the 
rights incident to corporate existence. 

The twelfth section provides that the alter- 
nate commissioners appointed pursuant to sec- 
tion four of the act approved March 8, 1871, 
referred to in the preamble-to this act, shail 
have all the powers of a commissioner when 
the commissioner is not present at any meet- 
ing. -When the commissioner is present the 
alternate may participate in the debates and 
serve on committees, but shall haye no vate. 
The appointment of ali commissioners and 
alternate , commissioners made since. March 
8, 1872, is ratified and confirmed; and all 
vacancies now existing, or which may here- 
after exist, whether by death, resignation, 
removal from the State or Territory; or other- 
wise, shall be filled at any time hereafter in 
like manneras is provided in said act of March 
3, 1871, for the- appointment of commis- 
sioners, 

The thirteenth and last section provides 
that it shall be the duty of the United States 
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centennial commission to make report, from 
time. to time, to the President of the United 
States, of the progress of the work, and in.a 
final report present a fall exhibit of the result 
of the United States. centennial celebration 
and exhibition of 1876. ; i 

Mr. L. MYERS. As the bill is pretty gen- 
erally understood; I. hope it will pass. now, 
with the privilege of allowing names. to be 
altered hereafter. a, kai 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. . By unani- 
mous consent that order can be made, although 
no corrections of names in the bill can be 
made after its engrossment. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I object. 
rect some of the names. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. A bill has passed the House 
and is now in the Senate, to increase the repre- 
sentation of certain States, but has not yet 
been acted ou in the Senate. I wish to ask 
that it may be understood by general consent 
that additional names may be added from 
those States which will be entitled to additional 
representation under the House bill. 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered, 

Mr. SLOCUM. Do I anderstand that we 
have each a right to go up to the Clerk’s desk 
and strike out any name that we think proper 
and put in another? Ig that the order of 
exercises? 

The SPEAKER protempore. By no means ; 
but gentlemen can correct clerical errors in 
the bill. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Then. I move an amend- 
ment by striking out the names of ‘“ Roswell 
B. Hatch, David S. Paige, trom the fourth 
district of New York, and inserting ‘‘ Robert 
McCoy, George Ricard.’’ These gentlemen 
reside in the fourth district, and the other two 
happen to be New Yorkers, both of them. 
The fourth district forms no part of New 
York city. 

The amendmeut was agreed to. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Let me state that the 
bill, when first reported, was ordered to be 
printed. After’ that, on consultation with 
several members and delegations, and on their 
consultation with Senators, the names chosen, 
in many instances, were changed from those 
in the original bill. The blanks also have 
been filled up and the names. changed to suit 
the State delegation in nearly every instance. 
Therefore members cannot safely rely upon 
the printed bill, 
` The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
thinks it would expedite matters to read the 
names, 

Mr. BANKS. It would occupy a long time 
to read five hundred names and make the cor- 
rections, and I trust my colleague on -the com- 
mittee will withdraw the bill until members 
can consult the copy-of it at the Clerk’s table, 
when each member can put in such names as 
he chooses from his own district. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Iwill agree to that sug- 
gestion, provided the bill can be taken up later 
in the evening. | 

There being no objection, the-bill wag laid 
aside. 


I want to cor- 


NAME OF A SCHOONER. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, by 
unanimous consent, thé bill (S.No. 1062) to 
change the name of the schooner La Pette to 
La Petite was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
received itä several readings, and was passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

J. ROSS BROWNE. 

On motion of Mr. BANKS, the Committee 
on the Private Calendar was discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (8, No, 
878) for the relief of J. Ross Browne, late 
minister to China. , ; 


$ 


4 


The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to J. Ross Browne, late 
minister of the United States in China, the 
sum of $3,774 11, in full compensation for the 
period from the 11th day of April to the 4th 
day of August, both inclusive, 1868, at the 
rate of bis salary while waiting for orders and 
in transit to China; and the further sum of 
$2,184, in full compensation for certain extra 
expenses incurred by him while discharging 
his duties as minister. À 

Mr. HOLMAN. .. Will the: gentleman allow 
me to inquire why the State Department did 
not pay the bill, if it was right? 

Mr. BANKS. I present a report which 
states the reasons, - 

The report was read, and is as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 373) for the relief of J, Boss 
Browne, late minister of the United States to China, 
have had the’ same under consideration, and beg 
leave to report: 

The Senate bill, referred to the committeg,. pro- 
vides for the appropriation of $5,908 11, in fult satis- 
faction of the claims of Mr. J. Ross Browne, late 
minister of the United States to China, for compen- 
sation for salary and certain extra expenses neces- 
sarily incurred by him in the discharge of his duties 
as minister. ‘The items of appropriation are thus 
specified: 

The sum of $1,775 30 is allowed upon the. recom- 
mendation of the Department of State, for compen- 
sation at the rate of his salary, for the period from 
April 11, 1868, to June 3, 1868, both inclusive. 

The sum of $1,940 is allowed, upon the recommend- 
ation of the Department of State, for office rent 
and office expenses, and expenses incurred in visit- 
ing treaty ports, upon the following account: 


Office rent, nine months, at fifty dollars per 
month... a Pasii os $450 
Clerk hire 7 per . 900 
Gate keeper for same period, five dollars per 
MODED ....ssessereeenecesserecssesssrsctarecescsaean seeiose reese 45) 
Keeping express horse for same period, five 
dollars per MONtH....csseereee reer ceeecessene Ai 
Expenses incurred in visiting treaty ports....... 500 
+ Total... vendian sens se csesasibasteasoyinsy $1,940 


The Department of State, as it appears by a com- 


munication to the Committee on Forcign Relations | 


of the Senate, of April 23, 1870, had directed that an 
allowance sbould be made, under existing laws, for 
transit expenses at the rate of his salary, from June 
4, 1868, to August 4, 1868, both inclusive, amounting 
to $1,998 81. T'he Comptroller ofthe Treasury thought 


that the existing laws did not authorize the pay- 
ment of that charge, although ho expressed the 
opinion that it would be an equitable allowance, 
This bill authorizes the allowance of this item in 
accordance with the recommendation of the Secre- 
retary of State. . 

In addition to these three items, ten per cent. is 
allowed for the difference in exchange,($194. making 
the total sum reportéd by this bill, $5,908 11, 

The committee therefore recommend the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. BANKS. In answer to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] 
I will state that the first items are not exactly 
in the regular course of the expenditures. by the 
State Department from the contingent fund. 
But all the expenses of Mr. Browne were on 
account of the extraordinary circumstances 
existing at the time they were incurred, and 
they were approved by the State Department. 
The third item, which is about two thousand 
dollars, was directed by the Secretary of State 
to be paid; but the Comptroller had a doubt 
whether it came actually within the terms of 
the law, although he conceded, as it is stated 
in the report, that it was a perfectly just and 
equitable claim. And in order to remove his 
doubt in this regard the Secretary of State has 
recommended that this bill be passed. There 
can be no doubt.about the propriety of these 
charges, and I hope there will be no objection 
to the passage of the bill. I call the-previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and. being engrossed, 


| it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the-bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the. motion to. reconsider be laid on the 
table. : : 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


JAMES DE LONG. 


Mr. L. MYERS. I now renew. my request 
thatthe Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of House bill No. 2622 for the relief. 
of James De Long, late United.States consul 
at Aux Cayes, Hayti, and-that the same be 
now considered in the House, 

No objection was made; and the Committee 
of the Whole: was accordingly discharged from 


the further consideration of the bill. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. : 

The bill, as it was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to James De Long, 
late consul at Aux Cayes; Hayti, out of any 
moneys in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $2,816; $1,166 of the 
sum so appropriated being for money advanced 
and expended by the said James De Long, 
consul as aforesaid, for the relief of destitute 
colored emigrants, colonized under authority 
of the acts of April 16 and July 17, 1862, and 
$1,650 of the said amount being for extra- 
ordinary expenses incurred by him at the siege 
of Aux Cayes, Hayti, during ‘his consulship 
at said place. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [If there is a report in this 
case I ask that it be read. ; 

Mr. L. MYERS. The report is rather a 
long oue. 

Mr. BANKS. Let it be read. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I have no objection. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was 
referred the petition of James De Long, late United 
States consul at Aux Cayes, Hayti, respectfully re- 


port: 

That thesaid James De Long was appointed consul 
at Aux Cayes, Hayti, in the fail of 1862, at a salary 
of $1,500 per annum and ten per cent. upon said 
amount for office rent, and continued as such consul 
until February 4, 1870, the salary of said consulate, 
however, having been reduced on December 2, 1865, 
with that of other consulates, to $500 per annum. 

Mr. De Long asks trom Congress an appropriation 
of $1,166, with interest, being the sum expended by 
him between June, 1863, and March 1, 1864, for colon- 
ists of freedmen at Aux Cayes, who, it is alleged, 
were sent out under authority of the acts of Congress 
of April 16 and July 17, 1862, ond boing in great 
destitution were relieved by said De Long. He also 
asks that a'salary shall be awarded him during the 
whole time of his service as consul at said port at 
the rate of compensation allowed for said office at 
the time of his appointment. , 

The first of these claims was presented to the 
Department of State and examined by the Bureau 
of Claims ofthat Department. The examiner reports 

hat Mr. De Long shows an expenditure of $1,160, 
gold, for provisions, clothing, lodging, and medical 
attendance supplied in 1863 and 1864 to destitute col- 
ored emigrants from the United States and seamen. 

By the eleventh section of theactof April 36, 1862, 
(12 Statutes, 378,) the sum of $100,000 was appropri- 
ated, to be expended under, the direction of the 
President, to aid in the colonization and settlement 
of free persons of African descent, resident in the 
District of Columbia, including those to be freed by 
said act, who might desire to emigrate to the Repub- 
lies of Hayti or Liberia, or other countries. The act 
of July 17, 1862, (12 Statutes, 592,) authorized the 
President “to make provision forthe transporta- 
tion, colonization, and settlement, in some tropical 
country beyond the limits of the United States, of 
such persons of the African race as may be willing 
to emigrate, having first obtained the consent of the 
Government of said country to their protection and 
settlement within the same, together with all the 
rights and privileges of freemen.” Five hundred 
thousand dollars had been appropriated for this 
purpose by the act of July 16, 1862. 

The State Department replied that, even upon 
proof that.the colonists, aided by Mr. De Long, 
Were sent out under, and their relief should be 
deemed an expenditure authorized by, the acts of 
Congress referred to, there is no fund remaining 
from which to pay the sum claimed, and that appli- 
cation must be made to Congress. It appears that 
only $38,320 83 of the sums thus appropriated. were 
expended, the balance being covered inte. the 

reasury. . 

Your committee have no hesitation in recom- 
mending the appropriation. : Seme of the people 
thus relieved were the survivors.of a colony taken 
to Aux Cayes from the United States by James Red- 
path, others of them were part of a colony of man- 
umitted slaves from near Fortress Monroe and: Nor- 
folk, taken to Isle à Vash, near Aux Cayes, by Ber- 
nard Koch, and beyond a question in pursuance 
of the actsabove cited. True, the moneys advanced 
by Mr. De Long were not strictly for their coloniza~ 
tion or settlement. It was rather to prevent their. 
starvation and afford them the protection. an 
rights which the Haytian authorities, in violation 
of their stipulations, had denied them ; foraliwbich 
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acts Mr. De. Long is entitled to great credit. He 
states; under oath, that many were arrested by the 
police and put ina filthy prison because they would 
not work: for the generals and colonels at wages 
insufficient to support them, in some cases as low as 
eight cents a day; that at different times he effected 
the release from prisén of at least fifty of them. and 
furnished lodging, provisions, medicine, and cloth- 
ing for such of them as were unable to work. suffer- 
ing from small-pox and otber diseases caused by.the 
want of proper shelter and provisious. About March 
1, 1864, our Government, at his request, sent a ves- 
sel for the. survivers,an apparent recognition of 
their claims under the acts of Congress; at all 
events, an act of simple justice to American citi- 
zens: ‘The committee believe Mr. De Long should 
not be the. loser by the. humanity ha-displayed to 
these people, and report an appropriation in his 
favor of $1,166, j — 

The second claim of Mr. De Long arises as follows: 

By the act of August 8, 1861, (12 Statutes, 285, ) the 
President was authorized to increase tbe salaries of 
consuls in any foreign ports, not to exceed $1,500 in 
any, case, such’ increased compensation to cease 
“with the reéstablishment of internal peace within 
the United States.” When James De Long was ap- 

ointed consul at Aux Cayes the salary at that port 
had been increased, but soon after the rebellion 
closed, on December 2, 1865, the compensation was 
reduced to the sum of $500 per annum, at which it 
had been fixed before the war. During 1865 and 
1866 a revolution occurred in Hayti,and in the 
beginning of 1867 a counter-revolution broke out 
against President Salnave and his Government, 
which, accompanied by many horrors, lasted until 
the close of 1869. Although twice attacked before 
1867, Aux Cayes was not scriously affected until the 
latter yoar sufficiently to justify your committee in 
reporting favorably upon Mr. Do Long’s claim for 
increased compensation up to that time. During 
about eighteen months of 1867, 1868, and 1869 the 
town was besieged and for some time bombarded. 
Several thousands from the interior had previously 
fled to it, and many sought protection from Mr. Do 
Long, he being for some months the only consul 
remaining there, Ho could not refuse shelter and 
frequently food to others besides Americans. 

The prices of provisions during the siege were 
enormous, and continued very high for several 
years. For two months his house, as well as consular 
office, was taken possession of by the revolutionary 

eneral and converted into a hospital. Mr. Do 

ong states, under oath, that from December 2, 
1865, to the time he returned, his expenses as con- 
sul were more than fifteen hundred doijars a_year, 
besides his office rent. Under these extraordinary 
circumstances your committee believe it but just to 
allow him for the eighteen months of siege of Aux 
Cayes, as stated, during which his expenses for 
food, rents, and aid to Americans and others were 
largely increased, an additional compensation 
equal to that allowed him at the time of his ori- 
ginal appointment, 

f a warin the United States, and the vigilance it 
called for at his post of consular duty justified such 
an addition to his salary, the reasons for a like in- 
orease are doubly strong under the circumstances 
above detailed. Tho small compensation of $500 n 
year is only attached now to three consulates of the 
forty-seven, the salaries of which were raised to 
$1,500 under the act—thoao at Aux Cayos, Tabasco, 
and Tumbez—and would scarcely keep a consul out 
of debt except for other business in which he is 
allowed to eugago at the ports named, The state 
of var at Aux Cayes prevented even this oppor- 

unity. 

Tho committee accordingly report an appropri- 
ation in favor of James Do Long of $1,650, being 
equal to an increase of his salary of $1,000 a year 
for the time above named, and ten per cent. for 
ollice rent, the amount reported in his favor being, 
in all, the sum of $2,816. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. L. MYERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; andalso moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN BLAQK. 


Mr, WILLARD. Iask unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar be discharged from the further 
consideration of the House bill No. 2568, for 
the relief of John Black, late consul of the 
United States at the city of Mexico, and that 
the same be now considered in the House. 

No objection was made; and the Committee 
of the Whole were accordingly discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to John Black, late 
consul of the United States at the city of 
Mexico, the rate of compensation allowed by 
law. to a secretary of legation, for his diplo- 
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matic services to the United States in Mexico 
duringthe suspension of diplomatic intercourse 
between Mexico and the United States, from 
the 15th of September, 1858, to the 15th of 
April, 1859, inclusive. i 

“Mr. DICKEY. If there is a report in this 
ease I should like to have it read. 

Mr. WILLARD. ‘There is 4 report,:but I 
ean state briefly the substance of it. Mr. 
Black, for whose relief this bill is -proposed, 
was our consul at the city of Mexico at the 
time when Mr. Forsyth was minister of the 
United States at the republic of Mexico. 
When Mr. Forsyth closed his diplomatic rela- 
lations with that Government he delivered to 
Mr. Black the records, seal, archives, and 

apers of the legation, in accordance with the 
ollowing instructions from the Government 
of the United States: ‘‘the archives of the 
legation you will deposit with the consul of 
the United States at Mexico, Mr. Black, and 
you will instruct him to afford such counsel 
and protection to the citizens of the United 
States as may be in his power.” 

In obedience to this instruction, Mr. Black 
took charge of the archives and acted sub- 
stantially as the minister there; but as he was 
not technically considered in the State Depart- 
ment as clothed with diplomatic functions, he 
could not by law be paid the salary of secre- 
tary of legation, as he would have been other- 
wise. He did act with diplomatic functions, 
aud it is very clear that he should be paid what 
the law provides shall be paid to a consul un- 
der such circumstances. That is just what this 
bill provides. In other words, it gives him the 
salary of a secretary of legation for the time 
he was employed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the amount?» 

Mr. WILLARD. It will be some eight or 
nine hundred dollars, being the salary of a 
secretary of legation for about seven months. 
I now call the previous question. 

Tbe previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. WILLARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. M. 8. MORSE. 


Mr. PACKARD. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar be discharged from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 333, for the 
relief of Mrs. M. S. Morse, administratrix 
and widow of Isaac E. Morse, deceased, and 
that the same be now considered in the House. 

No objection was made, and the Committee 
of the Whole was accordingly discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. to pay out of any moneys 
inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to-Mrs. M. S. Morse, administratrix and widow 
of Isaac E. Morse, for his full compensation 
while employed as special commissioner of 
the United States to the republic of New 
Granada, in the years 1856 and 1857; at the 
rate of $7,500 per annum, from the 6th of 
November, 1856, to the Ist of June, 1857, for 
his salary as commissioner, and at the rate-of 
fifteen dollars per diem during the same time 
for his traveling expenses- incurred in the 
discharge of the duties of his mission. 

Mr. DICKEY. Will the gentleman state 
the circumstances of this case? 

Mr. PACKARD. I will state the substance 
of the report. Mr. Morse was appointed by 
this Government as special commissioner to 
New Granada, and entered upon his duties on 
the 7th of November, 1856. He returned to 


the United States on the 28th of April, 1857, 
and made a settlement of his account on the 
20th of June 1857; but in this settlement the 
Department of State declined to allow him any 
compensation beyond the rate of salary allowed 
a minister resident for the time of his service. 
At that rate he was paid the sum of $8,572 84, 
Not coneeiving that he had received his just 
compensation for an important and, special 
service, he appealed to the Secretary of State, 
and presented a letter from’ Hon. William L. 
Marcy, at whose solicitation he had con- 
sented to accept the mission. 

Iu this connection I will remark that during 
the absence of Mr. Morse there had beena 
change of administration. When he returned 
to this country Hon. Lewis Cass had suc- 
ceeded Mr. Marcy as Secretary of State. The 
latter having been instrumental in his appoint- 
ment, Mr. Morse made application to him; 
and the result was the following letter: 

i BALLSTON Spa, June 27. 

Sır: I have received a letter from the Hon. Isaac 
E. Morse, the late commissionér to New Granada in 
relation to his compensation. > 

It was understood that his expenses were to be 
allowed, together with a fair per_diem compensa- 
tion, but the precise rate was not, I think, agreed on. 

It was regarded as a highly responsible and difi- 
cult mission, and I thought he might.justly claim as 
liberal asum as had been paid in any similar case. 
I had in my miad the allowance made at the Depart- 
ment:to Mr. Schenck and Mr. Pendleton, which was, 
I think, about twenty dollars a day. à 

As there had been no particular appropriation for 
the mission, I expected Mr. Morse wouldabe paid out 
of the contingent fund for foreign intercourse, This 
was the usual, if not universal, mode of payment in 
such cases, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

© WM. L. MARCY, 
Hon, Lewis Cass, Secretary of State. 


It thus appears that the compensation was 
fixedin effect by the Secretary of State at the 
time, aud before the service was undertaken: 

The committee, therefore, have recom- 
mended that Mr. Morse receive a compensa- 
tion for his services at the rate per diem of a 
minister resident, and that there be added 
thereto his traveling expenses, as agreed upon 
by Mr. Marcy, at the rate of fifteen dollars 
per diem during the term of his mission. 

There seems also to have been some differ- 
ence of opinion as to the precise date when 
the mission terminated... He arrived in New 
Orleans, on his return from New Granada, on 
the 20th of April, 1857, as the Department 
settled his compensation account as of that 
date. It seems, however, that upon the me- 
morialist’s arrival in New Orleans he found 
his family too unwell to permit his leaving 
them. He therefore telegraphed that fact to 
the Department of State, with a request that 
he might be allowed to remain a day or two 
in New Orleans, on account of his own health 
and that of his family; in reply to which he 
was authorized by the Secretary of State to 
“take his [your] time” to come to Washing- 
ton. Allowing for this delay on leave, as well 
as for the time occupied in traveling to and 
from Washington, the date of the Ist of June 
should be properly fixed for the termination 
of the mission. 

In view of all these circumstances, as well 
as of the importance of the services rendered, 
the committee recommend that the late Isaac 
E. Morse be allowed-at the rate of $7,500 per 
annum, during the term of his special service, 
and that he be allowed at the rate of fifteen 
dollars per diem for, his traveling expenses 
during the entire term of his services as special 
commissioner aforesaid. 3 
. I will add that this was a very delicate and 
difficult mission. The performance. of its 
duties occupied some seven months... Mr. 
Morse entered upon. those duties very reluc- 
tantly, leaving a lucrative business at home. 
It was only upon the earnest solicitation of 
Mr. Pierce, then President, and Hon. William 
L. Marcy, Secretary of State, that he under- 
took the mission. ` It will be recollected that 
there had been very serious difficulties in the 
Central American States, during which certain 
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citizens. of the United States had lost their 
property and some of them their lives. Mr. 
Morse was sent out upon this arduous, expen- 
sive, and, in fact, dangerous mission. He 
accomplished it successfully, and to the entire 
satisfaction of the Government. . 1 think it 
unnecessary to say more. I call for the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. Being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 

Mr. PACKARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agrèed to. 


T. H. HOLDERNESS. 


Mr. DUELL. I move that the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 2570) for the relief of T. H. 
Holderness, owner of the British ship Duke 
of Edinburgh, and that the House proceed to 
the consideration of the bill. ` 

The motion was agreed to. 


The bill was read. Itauthorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to T. H. 
Holderness, owner of the British ship Duke 
of Edinburgh, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the aum of 
$3,350 45, for reimbursement of amount ex- 
pended by him in repairing injuries to that 
vessel, received by collision with the United 
States steamer General McPherson. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As this is a measure out 
of the usual order of things, I ask that the 
report be read. 

The report was read. It states that from 
the papers in the case it appears that on the 
lst of February, 1869, the British ship Duke 
of Edinburgh, owned by Mr. T. H. Holder- 
ness, was proceeding in tow out of the harbor 
of San Francisco, and was ren into by the 
General McPherson, a steamer owned by the 
quartermaster’s department of the Onited 
States, the officers and crew of which steamer 
were hired and paid by the Government. ‘The 
ship Duke of Edinburgh was towed back to 
San Francisco in a disabled condition. The 
costs occasioned to the owner by this accident 
amount, as claimed, to $8,523 50, upon which 
interest is claimed. 

The claim was submitted to the Second 
Comptroller, who rejected it on the sole 
ground that the Treasury Department had no 
jurisdiction, but recommended that the claim 
be presented to Congress, as that body alone 
had power to allow payment of the claim. 

General M. C. Meigs, Quartermaster Gen- 
eral, in transmitting the claim to the Third 
Auditor of the Treasury, under the date of 
November 4, 1869, says: 

It appears that on the morning of February 1, 
1869, the United States steamer General McPherson, 
when off the Aleatraz Island, California, making the 
usual trip from Angel Island, attempted to cross the 
bow of the British ship Duke of Edinburgh, out- 
ward bound, in tow of the steam-tug Goliah, and in 
so doing struck a hawser connecting the ship with 
the tug and drifted across the bows of the ship, 
causing considerable damage to both vessels. 

The ship was towed back to San Francisco in a 


disabled condition. A survey was held on the yes- 
scl, and she was partially repairedin San Francisco 
at a cost of $671 in coin, i : 

She was detained-at that port eight days in conse- 
quence of this collision, for which a charge for de- 
murrage is made at the rate of $160 per day, amount- 
ing to $1,280 in coin. R 

Other expenses were incurred by the master of the 
ship in San Francisco, in repairing and placing her 
in condition for service, such as towage, boat hire, 
pilotage, port, ee and superin- 
tendipg repairs, &c. - ; , 

On her arrivaiin Liverpool it was ascertained that 
she had sustained injuries to the metal sheath- 
ing of her hull, and additionalrepairs were put upon 
her amounting to $1,129 45in coin. | 

It will be observed that a charge is made for ser- 
vices of Captain Waterman, United States marine 
surveyor of the port of San Francisco, in superin- 
tending repairs, appraising, and making. reports, 


ports of Simoda and Hakodadi, after having 


amounting to sixty dollars in coin. As that person } 
appears to be an officer of the Government, and is 
paid a regular salary for his services in that posi- 
tion, I do not think the above amount can belegally 
allowed, nor do I consider that he should demand 
payment from the owners of the ship for his services 
in this case. Paes : 
„ The item of commission, amounting to $53 05, 
should also be rejected. 3 
. Credit should be given the Government for value 
of damaged hawser, estimated to have been worth 
twelve pounds sterling. With the foregoing deduc- 
tions Trecommend that’ the claim be allowed, 

Further evidence, if required, can be obtained 
from Messrs. Falkner, Bell & Co., agents, or. Brevet 
Major General Robert Allen, assistant quarter- 
master general, San Francisco, California. 

M. C. MEIGS, 
Quartermaster General, 
Brevet Major General United States Army. 


The committee state as their opinion that 
the claimant is entitled to the payment of this 
claim; and, after making the deductions re- 
ferred to in the communication of the Quar- 
termaster General, they find that the sum of 
$3,350 45 is due, and they report a bill for 
that amount, and recommend its passage. 

Mr. BANKS. This case was thoroughly 
examined by the committee, and the claim is 
undoubtedly just. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. DUELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported back, with a recommend- 
ation that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2798) 
to-release the Government of Japan from the 
payment of the balance cf the indemnity fund 
remaining unpaid, amounting to $375,000, 
under the convention of October 22, 1864, 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Pres- 
ident of the United States to absolve and 
release the Government of the empire of 
Japan from the payment of the. balance, 
amounting to $375,000, of the indemnity due 
to the United States under the convention 
between the United States, Great Britain, 
France, and Holland, of the one part, and 
Japan of the other, signed at Yokohama on 
the 22d of October, 1864, and from the pay- 
ment of any interest which may be due on that 
balance. 

The second section makes it the duty of the 
Secretary of State to communicate officially 
to the Government of Japan information of 
the action of the President under and by vir- 
tue of the authority hereby given. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, this is an im- 
portant bill; and I shall not press it against 
the general judgment of the House; bat as 
members appear to be in good humor, and as 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs believe that 
there is great merit in this proposition, I hope 
the House will give it favorable consideration. 

This bill was transmitied from the State 
Department, and its passage is recommended 
by the Government. In 1854 Commodore 
Perry made a treaty with Japan, by which the 


been closed for nearly two hundred years, were 
opened for the first time to the commerce of 
the United States. Commodore Perry entered 
into a second convention in 1857, and a com- 
mercial treaty was negotiated in 1858 by. Mr. 
Townsend Harris, by the provisions of which 
additional ports were opened to the commerce 
of the United States, until at last Americans 
were entitled to the freedom of the empire, our 
diplomatic officers- and our merchants were 
allowed to reside. at Yedo, the commercial 
capital, where they have since continued to 
reside. A very satisfactory and advantageous 


arrangement in regard to commerce between 
the two countries was entered into, and has 


been maintained without serious interruption 
on the part of the Government up to the pres- 
ent time. It is not necessary for me to speak 
of the importance of this commerce at present 
or in the future. ; 

Gentlemen of the House understand that 
subject perfectly well. Other questions con- 
cern us at this moment. $ o 

There was a strong party protesting in the 
most earnest manner. against. these’. liberal, 
almost revolutionary, yet progressive: changes 
made in the constitution and Government of 
Japan, where for two hundred years there had 
been an utter exclusion of the outer world 
from all participation in trade and from ac- 
cess to the merchants of Japan. Slight and 
unimportant exceptions had been made in 
favorof the Portuguese and Dutch merchants, 
who had been permitted to send one or two 
vessels each year into the adjacent waters, but 
with very limited trade and. no intercourse 
with the people.- This party assumed a posi- 
tion of determined hostility to the new policy 
of the Government of Japan. The prince of 
Nagato, the leader, was one of the principal 
damios, representing the aristocratic or feudal 
chiefs of the country. Prince Nagato rallied 
to his support the lower classes of the people, 
those who had the strongest. prejudice. against 
foreigners. Great commotions ensued.. One 
of the officers of the British legation. was 
assassinated. 

The principal silk and tea merchants of 
China were assailed and some of them killed 
by the rebel party. The prince of Nagato at 
length fortified the position at Simonoseki, 
a small town at the entrance to the great inner 
sea, where the principal ecommerce. of the 
country is transacted. He defended it against 
all comers, against the Government of Japan, 
and all Powers having treaties with that Gov- 
ernment. 

At this time, 1863 and 1864, treaties had 
been made by the Governments of the United 
States, Great Britain, France, the Nether- 
lands, Prussia, and some other European 
States. The prince of Nagato having posses- 
sion of these fortifications, and having in his 
custody the mikado, the spiritual head of the 
Government of Japan—the Government hav- 
ing two heads, the tycoon being in command 
of the administrative forces, and the mikado 
being the spiritual chief for the time—the 
prince of Nagato having in his custody the mi- 
kado, or spiritual chief, alleged that no treaty 
could be valid unless it had the consent. of 
the mikado. In 1863 the fortifications at 
Simonoseki opened fire upon an American 
trading ship, the Pembroke; and the Wyom- 
ing, an American frigate, entered into a very 
spirited action with the forts and Japanese 
vessels. 

In 1864 the Governments of Great Britain, 
France, the Netherlands, and the United States 
entered into an alliance, with the consent and 
coöperation ofthe acting Government of Japan. 
They made war on those forts, destroyed them, 
captured the prince of Nagato, the rebel chief, 
and compelled him to pay a large sum of money 
in consideration of the damages which those 
Governments had sustained. ‘This indemnity 
amounted to $8,000,000. It was to be paid in 
installments. The Government of Japan did 
one thing which might serve asa lesson for 
other nations. Instead of making war on the 
rebels after their overthrow ; instead of exe- 
cuting the prince of Nagato, the chief of the 
rebels, it assumed his debt, and agreed to 
become responsible to the treaty Powers for 
the indemnity he had assumed. The Gov- 
ernment took the partisans of the prince of 
Nagato into its service, and in the succeeding 
struggles for the reéstablishment of the Gov- 
ernment up to this day both the Government 
and the rebels have acted together. The lead- 
ing men of both parties have been in this city 
and in other parts of the country studying our 
institutions and laws, and seeking, with the 
united support of the people, to plant ‘their 
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ancient Government upon the enlightened 
Christian principles of which we boast.s0 much, 
and practiée so much less than we boast. 
One half of this indemnity, $1,500,000, has 
been paid. The Government of ‘Japan, in 
consequénde of successive revolutions, disas- 
ters, and war, found itself unable to pay in 
accordance with the terths of the convention, 


and asked time, which was accorded. That 


extended time expires during the present 
year, 1872, and they’ are still unable to pay the 
fall sum of indemnity, as will appear by the 
documents in possession of every member of 
the Hotise. The Government of the United 
States, according to thé’ statements of Mis- 
cellancous Document No.151, Forty-First Con- 
gress, second session, has received ‘in’ princi- 
pal and interest from the Japanese Govern- 
ment, in payment of thisindemnity, $705,000. 
As Mr. Seward, Setretary of State, said in 
the reports transmitted to us, it has received 
this money, for which this Government has 
given no equivalent. 

It has $705,000 certainly, and probably 
$750,000 at this time invested in the bonds of 
the Government, for which, as Mr. Seward 
says, it has rendered no substantial equivalent. 
What it did was this: when the attack was 
made upon the forts of Simonoseki in 1864, 
the fleets of England, France, and of the Neth- 
erlands were large for the service in that part 
of the world. The United States had very 
little naval force there. They had one frigate, 
which was not on duty at Simonoseki, and in 
order that the flag of the United States should 
appear in that contest, in accordance with the 
agreement with these Powers, they chartered 
the merchant steamer Fa- Kiang for thirty days 
at a cost of $9,500. 
of the Secretary of the Navy in the docu- 


ment to which I have referred, all the ex- | 


penses of the operations of the Wyoming in 
1863, which really have little to do with the 
indemnity fund, but at any rate including all 
‘the cost for powder and the damages done to 
‘the Wyoming in 1863, and the expenditures 
and injuries sustained in.the attack on Sim- 
onoseki in 1864, do not exceed $20,000. That 
is the estimate of the Navy Department. 

I have carefully examined the diplomatic 
correspondence for the last six or seven years 
upon this subject, and I do not find a claim 
asserted by our representatives in Japan at 
any time for more than thirty-two thousand 
dollars as the outside, and it is certainly within 
bounds to say that the entire expenditure and 
loss which has been sustained by the Govetn- 
ment of the United States is less than forty 
thousand dollars. And for this it has received, 
and has now in its possession, invested in 
bonds of the Government, $705,000, and prob- 
ably $750,000 at this moment. 

There is a balance of $875,000 due of un- 
paid installments which they are unable to pay. 
They are here seeking the favor of the Ameri- 
can Government and instructions from their 
Government. The Administration believes it 
would be a wise policy for us to release them 
from the payment ofthese remaining install- 
ments, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him a single ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to ask whether if we were to receive one 
fourth of the indemnity, and England, France, 
and the Netherlands were each to receive their 
fourth, whether they have been paid up, or 
are still unpaid? 

Mr. BANKS. Their installments are still 
unpaid. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. And I 
desire to ask further whether those Govern- 
ments propose to remit the payment of the 
unpaid installments? 

Mr. BANKS. ‘They bave received from the 
Japanese Government the same amounts that 
we have received, But we do not know that 


According to the letter | 


they have taken any steps toward the remis- 
sion of thé unpaid installmevts. This step has 
been suggested to us by our Government, per- 
haps in consequence of the friendly feeling 
which has been manifested by the Japanese 
Government, in first acerediting their embas- 
sadors to us, and in consequence of the cordial 
relations which are maintainéd between the 
embassy and our Government. And the prob- 
ability is that if we take this step other nations 
will follow us, as they have followed our wise 
example in every act which we have performed 
in relation to the Japanese Government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have one word to say 
upon the character-of this indemnity. It is a 
question, of course, whether we will remit the 
unpaid portion or whether we will insist upon 
the payment and cover it into the Treasury, or 
apply it to the ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. That brings us tothe question, what 
is this indemnity? And the answer is, itis blood- 
money. It doesnot come to us in the ordinary 
course of financial receipts. It does not come 
to usin pursuance of any policy of our own or 
as the result of our ideas of international 
comity; it is because we were brought into an 
alliance with these three European. Powers, 
making war in coöperation with the estab- 
lished Government of Japan against the rebels, 
compelling them to pay an indemnity, that we 
now have a claim upon the Government of 
Japan, which assumed that debt. 

Upon the suggestion of the Secretary of 
State, after these difficulties occurred, the 
treaties with the United States were ratified 
by the two, the executive and the spiritual 
hea s of the Government, so that all diffical- 
ties that existed previous to 1864, and out of 
which grew the contest at Simonoseki, had 
been removed. We say, then, that this is 
blood-money. The policy of the European 
Governments fifteen or twenty years ago was 
to get possession of this empire, to divide it 
among themselves, and to add its spoils to 
their great and increasing wealth. ‘That ap- 
pears to have been the policy of those Gov- 
erpments. We had an inkling of it here on 
this continent during the rebellion which oc- 
curred in this country a few years since, and 
to which, perhaps, they contributed as much 
as anybody. It was found that they assumed 
immediately that the great Republic, as they 
announced it, was destroyed. They instructed 
their diplomatic officers all over the world of 
that fact, with the intention, no doubt, that 
the people of the different nations should be 
informed that the great American Republic 
was destroyed, and as ‘soon as it appeared 
that our Government was destroyed, we found 
that each Government had a grip on this con- 
tinent for itself. 

England was on the north and south; 
France and Austria were in Mexico; Spain 
in the Gulf; and had it been in the providence 
of God that we were to be destroyed, they 
would have counted on every principal point 
on the continent as a portion of their acqui- 
sition and dominion. We escaped thisfate as 
the Chinese and Japanese escaped it. Their 
escape was in some degree a result of the posi- 
tion that the United States assumed. When 
the Chinese, after having maintained an ex- 
clusion of all connection with other States for 
many hundred years, found that they were to 
be destroyed, and appealed to what they call 
the treaty nations, the Christian nations, for 
protection, they turned to the United States 
for counsel and assistance. They sent as their 
ambassador, that exalted man, Mr. Burlin- 
game, who had more of the spirit of harmony 
a him than any man I have known in any 
pursuit in life, and by his counsels, moder- 


‘ations and wisdom they made a treaty be- 


tween China and the United States which 
was accepted as a model by all the principal 
Governments of Europe. To that fact is due 
the other important fact that China and also 
Japan remain intact and perfect empires at this 
day. We owe it tothe memory of Mr. Bur- 


| mit the bill. 


lingame that we should sustain the great work 
he so wisely commenced and so nobly com- 
pleted. It- is his nionument—more endaring 
than bronze or marble. 

Looking, then, at their connection with us, 
recognizing the fact that we brought the 
Japanese into the condition that they now 
occupy; that their Government is our ward; 
regarding also the great benefits of our future 
connection with that. people, and- the wonder- 
ful changes that have been made in. their. in- 
stitutions, changes that no Government has 
ever paralleled since ‘the world began; look- 
ing at the facility with which they compre- 
hend our institutions, our system: of ddminis- 
tration, our literature, and our language, we 
ought at least to feela kindly: and generous 
sympathy for this struggling people, and there 
is no better way for us to show this than toaid 
them in this crisis of their destiny by comply- 
ing with the recommendation of our Govern- 
ment. The money they have paid us is blood- 
money. “It will' never do us good. . No pur- 
pose to which we can apply it will ever mate- 
rially benefit the Government. What we ought 
to do with it ig to’ apply it to some purpose 
that should be equally for the advantage of. 
both Governments. But we do’ not present 
that subject now. oe f ee 

_ The simple question is whether at this mo- 
ment, with their. prayer that we will relieve 
them, we be willing, in pursuance of the advice 
of the exetutive Government, to remit the 
unpaid installments of this indemnity fund. | 

As I said before, I shall not press this bill 
against the general judgment of the House. 
We have no means of knowing what the views 
of members may be on this question. But we 
have considered it very carefully in the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs for many weeks, 
and every member of the committee on the 
Democratic side and the Republican side 
has given his cordial approval to it; indeed 
they by a unanimous vote strengthen the bill 
sent to us from the State Department by 
directing the President to remit. the. unpaid 
installments, as well ag authorizing him. He 
was authorized and directed by the terms of 
the resolution when it first received our ap- 
proval; but’ on farther consideration we 
changed that, and we now only ask the House 
to give him authority to do it ifin his discretion 
it shall seem wise and just. 

Mr. Speaker, before I yield the floor to any 
one upon this subject, I will move. to recom- 
[After a pause.} Gentlemen 
all around me ask me to move the previous 
question at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I trust the 
tion will not now be called. 

Mr. BANKS. {will yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] if he desires it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not desire to discuss 
this ‘subject: to-night; I did not rise for that 
purpose. It isa startling proposition ; I think 
that to most gentlemen on this floor it is an 
entirely new proposition. I never heard the 
subject referred to before last night, when I 
heard that some such bill as this had been 
suggested. Ithink that nothing would display 
the greatness of our Republic more than the 
voluntary return of this money, if it was un- 
justly taken from the Government of Japan. 
And nothing could be more unworthy and 
more mercenary than for us to return this 
money, if it was so obtained, for the simple . 
purpose of obtaining commercial advantages 


previous ques- 


i for this country. 


_But I did not rise to say even this much. I 
desire to suggest to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr, Basss] inasmuch as this has 
now been sprung upon this House for the first 
time, and as the House is now comparatively 
thin, to consént that the farther consideration 
ofthis matterbe postponed until, say, Saturday 
next, and then tske it up at such hour of that 
day as he may deem best. . 

Mr. BANKS. -T would not myself object to 
such a course, except in consideration of the 
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pressure of business at this late period of the 
session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think unanimous con- 
sent will be given to have this matter go over 
in an informal way until Saturday next.. 

Mr. BANKS.. If the House will give us 
leave to, report it again on Saturday next, I 
will not object to its going over. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. . I think 
that had better be done, . 

Mr. BANKS. This is a bill that has been 
very maturely considered by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and itis unanimously reported 
by the committee. — od Ste, i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will 
give unanimous consent to let this matter go 
over until Saturday next. 

Mr. L. MYERS. To come up after the 
morning hour. aoe 

Mr. BUTLER. of Massachusetts. You 
cannot get a morning hour now. 

eve L. MYERS. We do not know about 
that. 

Mr. AMBLER. Why may not this bill be 
disposed of to-night as well as on Saturday 


next? 7 ' 

Mr. HOLMAN. Doubtless the members 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs have 
fully considered this bill; but it would be 
strange if it was undertaken to force such a 
matter as ‘this upon the consideration of the 
House to-night without a moment’s consid- 
eration by this House. 

Mr. AMBLER. I do not anticipate any 
objection to the passage of this bill. 

Ar. HOLMAN. IThope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] will adopt my 
suggestion. 

. Mr. AMBLER. I think there is a 
here now, and this bill may as well 
posed of to-night as at any other time. 

Mr. BANKS. | I will.ask-that a vote betaken 
on the motion to recommit, and then I will 
enter a motion to reconsider, so that I can call 
it up at the proper time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no 
objection to that, 

Mr. AMBLER. The understanding being 
that no motion will be made to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course not. 

Mr. BANKS. I now ask that a vote be 
taken on the motion to recommit. 

The motion to recommit was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKS. I now enter a motion to 
reconsider the. vote by which the bill was 
recommitted. Of course I expect that the 
House will allow the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs to have the management of the motion 
to reconsider. We will not call it up without 
consultation with members having charge of 
other business before. the House. 

Mr. AMBLER. Why may not some arrange- 
ment be made to-night as to the time when 
this subject shall again be considered? 

The SPEAKER protempore.. The Chair is 
in doubt whether, during an evening session 
set apart for a special purpose, any arrange- 
ment can be made that will affect the business 
of the House during a day session. 

Mr. BANKS. In accordance with the rules 
of this House I have entered-a motion to re- 
consider, and. those rules give me the right to 
call it up at any time when there is no other 

_ business before the House. 


CENTENNIAL INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION. 
Mr. L. MYERS. I now call up. the bill 


which was laid aside awhile ago in order to 
allow the correction of certain names, the bill 
(H. R. No. 2708) relative to the centennial 
international exhibition to be held in the 
city of Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, in 
the year 1876. I send to the Clerk’s desk 
several additional names to be inserted in their 
proper places without reading. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tions will be made. . 
Mr. L. MYERS. As I believe the House 


uorum 
e dis- 


The correc- 


now understands this bill, Í call the previous 
question. : 3 

The previous question-was seconded and the 
main. question ordered ;. and under ‘the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. Being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. L. MYERS moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISCHARGE OF SEAMEN. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported back adversely the 
bill (H. R. No. 961) to amend the law which 
requires consular officers of the United States 
to collect threé months’ extra wages upon the 
discharge of seamen, and moved that the bill 
be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR OFFICERS DYING ABROAD. | 


Mr. MORGAN also, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported back, with a rec- 
ommendation that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 
1121) to grant a pecuniary allowance to the 
families of diplomatic and consular officers 
who die abroad. 

The bill was read. It provides that when 
any diplomatic or consular officer of the Uni- 
ted States shall die in a foreign country in the 
discharge of his duty, there shall be paid ta 
his widow, or, if no widow survives him, then 
to his heirs-at-law, a sum of money equal to 
the allowance now made to such officer for 
the time necessarily occupied in making the 
transit from his post of duty to his residence 
in the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORGAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN CLAIM FOR INDIRECT DAMAGES. 


Mr. BANKS. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, to. whom was referred the resolution 
introduced by my colleague [Mr. BUTLER} 
concerning the statement made at Exeter, 
England, by Sir Stafford Northcote, have 
directed me to report back the resolution with 
an.amendment in the form of a substitute. I 
ask that the substitute be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it has been stated in an ocean telegraphic 
dispatch that at a meeting of the Exeter Chamber 
of Commerce, Sir Stafford Northcote, one of the 
joint high commissioners, in a speech as presiding 
officer, stated that ‘the understanding of the British 
commissioners was that a promise had been given 
that the claim for indirect damages should not be 
presented; but it was necessary that the American 
Senate should not be placed in a position requiring 
a confession that wrong had been done;” which 
Statement, made by a leading member of the joint 
high commission on the part of Great Britain, re- 
flects upon the good faith and integrity of the Ameri- 
can Government: ‘Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the President of the United 
States be, and he hereby is, requested, if not incon- 
sistent with the public interests, to inform’ this 
House whetherthe Government has any knowledgeof 
any such “ understanding” or “promise” that claims 
for indirect damages should not be presented to the 
tribunal of arbitration, and if so, from whom such 
“ understanding” or * promise” proceeded; and that 
healso berequested to communicate to the House any 
other information in possession of the Government 
relating to this subject. 


Mr. BANKS. I now yield fifteen minutes 
to my colleague. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
not sufficient. 

“Mr. BANKS. Thatis all the time the gen- 

tleman asked, : 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, 
for twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BANKS. Iwill agree to give the gen- 
tleman twenty minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I think, 


That is 


I asked 


sir, that after the gentleman and his committee 
have occupied the time untiltwenty minutes past 
nine o'clock, and after. we have hstened to his 
speech of half an hour in favor of giving away 
$500,000 to the savages of the eastern conti- 
nent, I ought to. have at least twenty-five or 
thirty minutes upon a question involving the 


] honor of the country. 


Mr. BANKS: : Twenty minutes is what my 
colleague asked of the committee. I yield: to 
him forthat time. i : 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, Then I 
ask the House to vote down the previous ques- 
tion, so that there may be proper opportunity 
for discussion. st 

Mr: BANKS. Well, I will yield twenty- 
five minutes: to my colleague, = © 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I wish 
to inquire whether this resolution comes from 
the committee and. has-its sanetion ? 

Mr. BANKS. | It is the report‘of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, ` ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. - Mr. 
Speaker, the very remarkable and significant 
statement of the honorable member of the 
joint high commission which is quoted in the 
resolutions before us, if true, is of thé last im- 
portance to this House and the nation. It is 
true we have but a telegraphic report of the 
speech in which it was uttered; but that re- 
port has gone to every household in the land, 
and every true American must feel himself 
deeply chagrined at its imputations upon ‘the 
honor of his Government and his country. It 
is capable of two interpretations, and so far as 
I can see but two, either of which if a ‘trae 
statement of fact is equally a significant aver: 
ment against the good faith of the action of our 
Government. 

The Executive has included in our case be- 
fore the tribunal established by the ‘treaty of 
Washington the claims for damages, sometimes 
called ‘‘ indirect or consequential,” which are 
of vast consequence, whether in the amount 
of injury claimed to have been sustained or in 
the insult and wrong done to the United States 
by Great Britain. i 

Now, this speech of thé British commis- 
sioner avers either that he signed the treaty 
of Washington, which included a right to pre- 
sent these damages, under a promise that no 
claim for them should be made, or that they 
were withdrawn from the treaty without any- 
thing being said therein about them, in order 
that the treaty might be agreed to by the 
American Senate, under the supposition that 
such claimsfordamages was therein contained, 
so that the Senate might not concede itself in 
the wrong in rejecting the Johnson Clarendon 
treaty, which it is well known was rejected by 
the Senate chiefly upon the ground, as put 
forth in the only speech made public as a 
reason for its rejection, because that treaty 
contained a claim for damages by citizens only 
of the United States, and did not include any 
provision for reparation for damages and 
wrongs suffered by the nation. 

It is difficult to say which of the two classes 
of aspersion to be gathered from this speech 
are more detrimental to the good name and 
fame of American statesmen and to the honor 
of the nation—whether the accusation is that 
we have made a gigantic claim against Great 
Britain in violation. of our promise given to 
her commissioners and in fraud of the jnst 
rights of Great Britain, or whether the Exec- 
utive, by its high commissioners, purposely 
misled the Senate of the United States into the 
approval of an important treaty which had 
been designed by and so drawn as to conceal 
the purport and effect of its provisions. 

I have felt it therefore my daty, sir, to bring 
this resolution of inquiry before the House 
to ask that the President may give the House 
information upon these topics, premising, bow- 
ever, that I fuily believe that when we receive 
the answer to our inquiry it will show one of 
two things, either that the utterances of the 
honorable commissioner of Great Britain, -as 
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telegraphed to us and- spread over. our coun- 
try, have been misreported.and misconceived, 
which I shall be very giad to learn, and thus 
a: great. misapprehension will be corrected, or 
it will tum. out that the honorable commis- 
sioner on. the-part of Great Britain is wholly 
mistaken in his.memory or understanding of 
the preliminaries of the negotiation of the 
Washington treaty, or has wholly misconceived 
them as well as the motives and acts of the 
American. commissioners and the American 
Government, and has therefore: misled “his 
countrymen by statements tending to stir up 
strife between the two countries. 

I have, sir, very substantial grounds for the 
belief that this statement is wholly wrong 
whichever way it is taken; and if the House 
will have patience for a few moments, while I 
state as succinctly as I may the grounds of 
that belief; I. feel certain that the House and 
the country will.agree with me therein. 

In the first place, sir; there are a few his- 
torical facts that are neither forgotten nor can 
be successfully disputed. First, that our min- 
ister at the Court of St. James, during the 
whole of. the “ravages by the Alabama and 
kindred British cruisers, and during the whole 
course of the unfriendly action of Great Britain 
toward us during our late war, was pressing 
upon that Government the grievous wrongs 
and injuries that country was thereby inflict- 
ing upon us as a nation. 

Again, it is history that. one of her most 
eminent statesmen in Parliament, Mr. Bright, 
warned his Government from his place that 
its course was heaping up a claim for damages 
done to the nation as well as to individual 
citizens toan incalculable amount, 

Still there was no pause by the British Gov- 
ernment in its hostile course, until when the 
war steamers built by the Lairds, the builders 
being members of the same Parliament, were 
about ready to sail, Mr, Adams, our minister, 
was driven to the extremity of declaring to 
the British Government that to. let them sail 
was war, Then that. Government paused, but 
not till then. 

Our minister could have hardly taken that 
very bold, direct, and positive stand at that 
time, which was in the very erisis.of our own 
war, simply because of damages expected to be 

one to private individuals, if he had not felt 
and believed that still greater wrong and injury 
was about to be done to the nation itself by 
the sailing of those new sister cruisers of the 
Alabama, 

Again, sir, when our war was over, by the 
instruction of the State Department of a late 
Administration, a convention, known as the 
‘* Johnson and Clarendon treaty,’’ was effected 
between this Government and Great Britain, 
under which the claims of individual citizens 
for damages done during the war by British 
cruisers under the rebel flag were alone to 
be adjusted and arbitrated. That treaty was 
almost.unanimously rejected by the Senate of 
the United States, because no reparation was 
provided for therein for injuries to the nation 

ecause of the unfriendly course of Great Brit- 
ain toward this country, either by the accord- 
ance of belligerent rights to the confederates, 
or in the transfer of American commercial 
marine to the British flag, the enhanced pay- 
ment of insurance, the prelongation of the 
war, and the addition of a large sum to the 
cost of the war, and of loss of blood in the 
suppression of the rebellion, all these causes 
of grievance and the consequential demands 
of reparation at the hands of the British Gov- 
ernment; and this reason for the rejection of 
that treaty was notified to that Government, 
not only by dispatches from the State Depart- 
ment and instractions to.our minister near the 
Court of St. James, and his representations to 
her Majesty’s Government, bat it was given to 
the world in the still more solemn and official 
form of a direct message tothe Congress of the 
United States by the present chief Executive 


Magistrate on the 1st of December, 1869, ap- | 


proving the rejection of the Jobnsén-Claren- 


don treaty upon the very ground that these con- | 


sequential claims were not included: in that 
treaty, and approving the course of the Senate 
in rejecting. so futile and illusory settlement 
of the questions between the two countriés. 
Listen to the words of the President.upon this 
subject addressed to an-American Congress: 

““Toward the close of the last Administration, a 
convention was signed at London for the séttlement 
of all outstanding claims between Great Britain and 
the United States, which failed to receive the advice 
and consent of the Senate to its ratification, The 
time and the circumstances attending the negotia- 
tion of that treaty were unfavorable to its accept- 
ance by the people of the United States, and its pro- 
visions were wholly inadequate for the settlement of 
the grave wrongs that had been sustained by this Gov- 
ernment as well as by its citizens. . Theinjuries result- 
ing to the United States by reason of the course adopted 
by Great Britain during our late. civil war in the in- 
creased rates of instrance ; inthe diminution of exports 
and imports, and-other obstructions to domestic indus- 
try and production; in its effect upon the foreign com- 
merce of the country; in the decrease and transfer to 
Great Britain of our commercial marine + in the pro- 
longation of the war and. the increased cost. (both in 
treasure and in lives) of its suppression could not be 
adjusted and satisfied as ordinary commercial elaims 
which continually arise between commercial nations. 
And yet the convention treated them simply as such 
ordinary claims, from which they differ more widely in 
the gravity of their character than in the magnitude 
of their amount, great even as is that difference,” 

Ea * * * * + * * * * 


“ Believing that. a convention thus misconceived 
in its scope and inadequate in its provisions would 
not have preduced the hearty, cordial settlement of 
pending questions, which alono is consistent with 
the relations which I desire to have firmly estab- 
lished between the United States and Great. Britain, 

regarded the action of the Senate, in rejecting the 
treaty, to have been wisely taken in the interest of 
peace, and as a necessary step in the direction of a 
perfect and cordial friendship between the two coun- 
tries. A sensitive people, conscious of their power, 
are more at ease under a great wrong wholly un- 
atoned than under the restraint of a settlement 
which satisfies neither their ideas of justice nor their 
grave sense of the grievance they have sustained.” 

Now, if in the settlement of the questions 
at issue between Great Britain and this coun- 
try the treaty of Washington did not contain 
provisions adequate, to adjust the grave wrongs 
that had been sustained by this Government 
as well as by its citizens, so fully set forth in 
the message, then in this regard the Johnson- 
Clarendon treaty was as inclusive and extensive 
in its provisions as to injuries suffered at the 
hands of Great Britain by citizens of the 
United States as is this treaty of Washington. 

In view, therefore, of these patent facts, 
which have become history, can this utterance 
of Sir Stafford Northcote’be credited. that any 
official of the United States, or the Executive 
of the United States, in any form made any 
‘t promise” which could have informed the 
understanding of. the British commissioner 
that our claims for such grave wrongs to the 
Government, if included in the treaty of 
Washington, in fact were not to be presented 
to the tribunal which was by that treaty espe- 
cially charged and empowered to arbitrate and 
determine “ all the claims growing out of the 
acts committed by the aforesaid vessels, and 
generically known as the Alabama claims?” 
Or can it be believed that the American 
Senate, composed of almost identically the 
same men who had so unanimously rejected 
the Johnson-Clarendon treaty because it pro- 
vided no reparation for these ‘grave wrongs 
committed against the Government,” could 
with nearly the same unanimity have agreed 
to advise and consent to the treaty of Wash- 
ington, if the Senate had understood that these 
momentous claims, the omission of which in 
the one treaty had caused its rejection, were 
not included in the second which it ratified ? 


| And à fortiori can it be for an instant credited 


that any Secretary of State or commissioners 
on the part of the United States will so palter 
with their duty and with the nation in a 
double sense as to do anything to lead an 
American Senate not to place itself in a posi- 
tion requiring the confession that a wrong had 
been done? 

Suppose, however, another construction 
may be placed upon this very remarkable 


utterance of the British commissioner, that is || 


to say, that. negotiations have been subse- 
quently set on foot by Great Britain in order 
so to change the treaty of Washington that an 
article shall be placed before the Senate so 
framed that while our claims for these. “‘ grave 
wrongs done to the Government” may in effect 
be taken away from the tribunal at Geneva, 
yet that it shail be done without a confession 
by the Senate that a wrong has been done by 
our Government in presenting them, what 
shall then be said? : 

Does not the nation find itself in this posi- 
tion? A treaty hasbeen made with our hered- 
itary enemy, who has always strack us when 
she thought it safe for her so to do, by which 
her wrongs done to us may be adjudicated by 
a high and impartial tribunal, before which 
she may bë arraigned before the: civilized 
world for having in our hour of peril atid 
trouble; for her own aggrandizement, covertly 
aided our enemies with all her power, so that 
our commercial'marine might be transferred 
to her flag; so that our commerce might be 
swept from the seas; so that our misguided 
enemies might disintegrate their country, and 
a great rival nation broken up and blotted out 
from the family of nations, atid changed into a 
bundle of snarling, contesting, inimical con- 
federacies. ; 

And while we are before this very'tribunal, 
at the bidding of the British ministry, under 
menace and threats, we are called upon to 
enter upon new negotiations by which we are 
to surrender all that we have gained and give 
up all hope of reparation for all that we have 
suffered and lost; and this, too, after we have 
solemnly declared to her and to the world in 
so many different forms, some of which I have 
just now brought to the notice of the House, 
that having suffered these injuries we have in 
the most official and positive manner of diplo- 
matic action presented our claims upon the 
British Goverument,and through the Executive 
have laid them béfore the tribunal mutually 
agreed upon by the parties to adjust them, and 
give us such reparation dr such decision as to 
justice and right shall be meet, We find our- 
self peremptorily told by Great Britain that 
unless we retract these our just demands, to 
which we are so fully pledged, unless we make 
supplemental negotiations by which we are 
in fact to give them up, she will withdraw 
herself from an arbitration to which she had 
pledged her faith and the royal word of her 
sovereign, and abandon, abrogate, and set aside 
a treaty which had been duly ratified and con- 
firmed by the two nations as the only hope of a 
peaceful adjustment of all differences, and thus 
destroy the expectations of the civilized world 
that an exemplar would be furnished of the 
manner in which two great nations. should 
arbitrate disputes instead of resorting to war, 
the ultima ratio regum. 

The question thas brought home to the 
American nation is this: how shall this de- 
mand of the British Government, enforced by 
threats of broken covenant and breach of 
plighted faith, be met? If in accordance with 
the principles of public law we are wrong in 
presenting these claims before that tribunal ; 
if they can be. justified upon no principle; 
if, however grievous the injuries we have suf- 
fered, no reparation in justice and equity ac- 
cording to public law can be made, let us 
waive our demands in astraightforward manly 
way, acknowledge our error, and as gracefully 
as we may retrace our steps, but at least com- 
manding the respect of nations while we are 
so doing. It isalways magnanimous, chivalric, 
and noble ina nation to’ acknowledge and 
retrace a wrong step taken, as it is for the 
individual so to do in like case. This should 
be the American way of meeting this crisis. 
This we should do, if we do anything, irre- 
spective of the threats of withdrawal of Great 
Britain from her sdlemn treaty, or, when her 
Government was endeavoring to coerce us 
into the abandonment of claims we believed 
to` be just, of the menace of her minister, 
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conveyed to. our Government by telegraph, | 
by General Schenck on the 9th of the present 
month, as follows: bes 

His lordship’s last words, after more than. two 
hours’ conversation, were as follows: > 

“I carefully avoid anything like menace, but in 
consequence of the views and information you have 
presented to me yesterday, and to-day, I take an un- 
favorable view of the chances of any settlement.” 

Itold him I-was getting to be of the same mind. 

K “ "SCHENCK, . 

Nothing of this can have any influence upon 
the action our Government should take upon 
a matter concerning national justice and na- 
tional honor. I repeat again, we should aban- 
don our claims for national wrongs and strike 
them out of ‘our case before the tribunal at 
Geneva if they ought not to be presented, and 
upon that ground alone. But we ought not, 
we cannot, withdraw them. -Pledged to their 
presentation: by every consideration which 
binds nations and men, there is no true Amer- 
ican that does not:féel their withdrawal to be 
wrong and a-degradation.. What we cannot 
do manfully and directly, let us not do indi- 
rectly and covertly. 


“Ofthe two lessons, why forget 
The nobler and the manlier one ?” 

What, then, are we asked by the British 
Government to do under this menace, thus 
diplomatically expressed, and her threat of 
abandonment of her faith plighted in treaty ? 
Itis that we shall enter into a new negotiation 
with her, and at her dictation, add a supple- 
mental article to a treaty that she declares her 
self ready to break at pleasure; for what? Shall 
we do this in order that she may repudiate 
the supplemental article also when she finds 
that it does not suit her interests or conven- 
ience? Should not our answer be what. Na- 
poleon proudly. made, ‘‘ France cannot nego- 
tiate under a threat?” Ought we not to say 
to Great Britain, ‘Your course leaves us no 
alternative but to cease diplomacy. You do 
not stand to and, perform your obligations. 
You do not appeal to our sense of right, but 
to our fears, and between us there can be no 
further covenant until,.on the 15th of June, 
before the tribunal of arbitration, you prove 
your good faith and adherence to your agree- 
ment by presenting your case, as we have ours, 
and submitting both to arbitration?” ` 

Does not the honor and the dignity and the 
manhood of the nation require this answer 
and this alone? Can our Government con- 
sistently with any self-respect think for a mo- 
ment of any other? Shall we not stand dis- 
graced, and degraded in the eyes ofall honor- 
able men if we negotiate with a Government 
that threatens to repudiate the result of its ne- 
gotiations when they are solemnly concluded ? 

Let us see what Great. Britain claims the 
American nation ought to do. On the day 
following Lord Granville’s menace, the 10th 
of May, our State Department received the 
following telegram: 

Loxnpon, May 10, 1872. 

Lord Granville has this moment sent a message 
requesting me to telegraph you immediately that a 
Cabinet meeting will be held this morning, and that 
he wishes me to meet him afterward. This looks 
like reconsideration of what he said yesterday. I 
have come to the conclusion that they have two 
reasons for their conduct—one an unwillingness on 
the part of Mr. Gladstone to seem to retract the 
extreme position he took at the beginning as to the 
interpretation of the treaty; the other an actual un- 
willingness to adopt any rule to limit claims against 
neutrals in the future, their only object being to get 
rid of an arbitration of the demand of the United 
States. SCHENCK. 

This telegram shows this country in the 
most humiliating position. Our minister waits 
in the ante-room of the British cabinet until 
that Government has determined what it will 
do, to telegraph it for the adoption by ours, 
and that, too, when the same minister tele- 
graphs us ‘‘that he believes that they do not 
mean in good faith to establish any new rule 
of action to govern neutrals in time of war 
hereafter, but their only object being to get 
rid of an arbitration of the demand of the 
United States.” 


By a subsequent telegram on the same day, we | 


p 


have the result of the British cabinet meeting, 
as follows : 

; Lonpon,: May 10, 1872. 
Lord Granville afew minutes since submitted to 


i} me in person the following draft of an article which, 


if the Government of the United States think fit to 
adopt, will be accepted by her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I made no comment on it, but said I would 
telegraph it to you immediately: ea 

Whereas the Government of her Britannic Majesty 
has contended in the recent correspondence with 
the Government of the United States as follows, 
namely, that such indirect claims as those for the 
national losses stated in the cases presented on the 
part of the Government of the United States to the 


tribunal of arbitration at Geneva to have been sus- | 


tained by the loss in the transfer of the American 
commercial marine to the British flag, the enhanced 
payments of insurance, the prolongation of the war, 
and the addition of a large sum to the cost of the 
war and the suppression of the rebellion, firstly, 
were not included in the treaty of Washington, and 
further and secondly, should not- be admitted in 
principle as growing out of the acts committed by 
particular vessels alleged to have been enabled to 
commit depredations ‘upon’ the shipping of a bel- 
ligerent by reason of such want of diligence in the 
performance of the neutral obligations as that which 
is imputed by the United States to Great Britain; 
and whereas the Government of her Britannic 
Majesty has also declared that the principle in- 
volved in the second of the contentions herein- 
before set forth will guide their conduct in future; 
and whereas the President of the United States, 
whilst adhering to his contention that the said 
claims were included in the treaty, adopts for the 
future the principle contained in the second of the 
said contentions so far as to declare that it will 
hereafter guide the conduct of the Government of 
the United States, and the two countries are there- 
fore agreed in this respect: Inconsideration thereof 
the President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate thereof, consents 
that he will make no claim on the partof the United 
States in respect of indirect losses as aforesaid 
before the tribunal of arbitration at Geneva. 
SCHENCK. 


Humbly waiting to receive from her Majes- 
ty’s ministers this draft of an article which, 
if the Government of the United States think 
fit to adopt, will be aceepted (not proposed) 
by her Majesty's Government ‘to carry out 
their only object, in his belief, to get rid of an 
arbitration of the demand of the United States, 
and not to establish a new rule for neutrals,” 
our minister telegraphs the precious docu- 
ment—less than speed of lightning is too slow 
to do the British bidding—to be ‘‘ confiden- 
tially’? submitted to the Senate of the United 
States, ‘‘ it being necessary that the American 
Senate should not be placed in a position 


requiring a confession that a wrong has been | 


done.” So says Sir Stafford Northcote. 

It will be observed that Mr. Schenck says, 
“I made no comment uponit.’’ 1 differ from 
Mr. Schenck. I shall comment upon it; and 
the comment I make is that this article is 
simply a diplomatic maneuver by which we 
may skulk from our position and give up all 
our claim for our national wrongs and the in- 


sults received by us as a nation at the hands of | 


Great Britain. 
What is this supplemental article which 


Great Britain is graciously pleased to *‘accept,’’ | 


if we will adopt it? It recites that the 
United States contend that they have a right 
to present to the tribunal of arbitration at 
Geneva claims for losses stated to have been 
sustained ‘‘by the transfer of the American 
commercial marine to the British flag, the en- 
hanced payment of insurance, the prolongation 
of the war, and the addition of a large sum to 
the cost of the war and the suppression of the 
rebellion,” and that we have presented ‘‘ these 
so grave wrongs’ to the Government, suffered 
at the hands of Great Britain, to the proper 
tribunal agreed upon by the parties to arbitrate 
and decide the same. 

Now if Great Britain will agree that here- 
after, when any neutral nation suffers like 
wrongs to be inflicted on a belligerent to those 
she has done to us, that neutral nation shall 
not be called upon to pay such damages and 
losses so inflicted, and for that consideration 
we will give up all our claims for all losses 
that the nation has suffered at her hands, and 
withdraw. our claims from the arbitrators’ 
hands ; or, to get rid of diplomatic platitudes, 
and state the proposition in plain language, it 
amounts to this: Great Britain proposes that 


ji 


‘reasons. 


we shall give up all claim for the ‘losses the 
nation has suffered at her hands because ‘of 
the transfer of American‘commerce to her flag, 
because of the immense amounts of'war pre- | 
miums paid by us, because of her aid in the 
prolongation. of the war, and: the addition’ to 
the cost of the suppression. of the rebellion: in 
blood. and treasure, which she claims make 
equal the-national debt, and if we will do 80, 
when we are at war hereafter, and Great Brit- 
ain does again fit out cruisers to destroy our 
commerce and cripple our resources:as'a na: 
tion, we agree she shali not pay for any like 
damage which she may have inflicted. True, 
she is kind enough to say she will “accept” 
the converse of the proposition; that if we, as 
a neutral, suffer loss to be inflicted upon her by 
cruisers from our ports, in that:case we are 
not to pay for like damages, 

So far as we are concerned, this proposed 
rule is iliusory, and vain and. useless for many 
First, that we never have done any 
of these wrongs, or been called upon to pay 
them; and itis not presupposed that we ever 
shall so do in the future. Second, that:by the 
second rule imposed upon us by the sixth 
article of the treaty of Washington we: are 
never to have the power of sending a cruiser 
out which can injure England's ecommerce, be- 
cause we are cut off by that rule from having 
a coaling-station from which such cruiser can 
supply herself with the munitions of war, in- 
cluding coal, in any part of. the world.. We 
shall be helpless to injure ber even if we so 
desire. Further, we are bound to use due dili- 
gence only to restrain the fitting out of hostile 
expeditions, and as we always have and always 
shall use due diligence to preveut such leaving 
our shores, then, by the very rules established 
by the. treaty, we shall not. be liable for direct 
damages even, much iess consequential. and 
indirect ones. : tes 

I know it is urged that we should establish 
this rule, because it will be impossible in our 
extended country, in the event that England 
is in war, to prevent cruisers from being titted 
out and sailing from our ports. Ifimpossible, 
then we are not liable for their acts. We are 
required by the rule of public law only to use 
diligence, having proper municipal laws and 
properly enforcing them to prevent hostile 
expeditions, and then we are not liable at all; 
so that this rale, which was only for bad and 
faithless nations to their obligations, cannot 
affect one which is, as we have been, always 
more than faithful to our neutrality, as we have 
demonstrated in the case of Spain. 

What other ground is there upon which the 
adoption of this supplemental article is urged, 
and who are urging it? Itissaid that we shall 
not be able to borrow any more money in 
England or in Europe if this treaty fails.: But 
is it necessary for us to sacrifiée our national 
honor in order: that we may borrow money at 
usury? If any honorable action can prevent 
any further placing of our bonds and obliga- 
tions abroad, by which the interest is to be 
paid to a foreign creditor, leaving usin a con- 
dition worse than that of the Irish tenant who 
pays rent to an absent landlord, for one I shall 
rejoice. In fact, is not this question of bor- 
rowing money abroad the only impelling 
power which is endeavoring to force the Gov- 
ernment and the Senate -into an adoption of 
this supplemental article of treaty to withdraw 
our claims as Britaindemands? Whence does 
the pressure come save from the bankers and 
the brokers, and the Boards of Trade in the sev- 
eral cities, and the newspapers and writers con- 
trolled by them? Every Senator, I doubt not, 
is receiving telegrams and letters, especially 
from the moneyed centers, urging the adoption 
of thenew article so that the writer may pledge 
the obligations of his country abroad,even if she 
cannot stand erect in the presence of nations. 
But who is there here to represent the peo- 
ple of the United States upon this question? 
Who sends telegrams to Senators: on their 
behalf? Who writes letters beseeching Sen- 
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ators.to vindieate the national honor? Who 
crowds the ante-chambers of the State De- 
partment and the lobbies of the Senate Cham- 
ber in ‘behalf of the nation’s honor and the 
nation’s rights?. Who comes here to repre- 
sent the spirit of 1776 and.of 1812? Who. re- 
minds the Government that it is better to let 
the treaty go, if Britain. so wills it, and, ask- 
ing nothing bat what is right and. submitting 
to nothing wrong, reserve our claims and wait 
until. England’s. emergency is our opportunity, 
as she did when she: demanded. Mason and 
Slidell ‘ag our hands under a threat of war? 
Not onet: not one! 

This nation is indeed pressed to act in this 
behalf under the influence of ‘ British gold,” 
more fully and directly exerted than was ever 


charged, even in; the most suspicious of news: | 


papers. : 
We are indeed threatened with the destruc- 
tion of ournational and individual credit in the 


markets of Europe unless we yield our honor. | 


Let England.and Burope try that coercion ifthey 
dare. Letthem consider who can stand the de- 
preciation of American securities the longest—. 
we, with four thousand millions of their goldin 
our pockets, or they, with fourthousand millions 
of our obligations in their safes. Let neither 
the seduction of money, the menaces of. Eng- 
land, nor-any other motive but the just preser- 
vation and care of American honor and Amer- 
ican rights determine the decision of an Amer- 
ican Executive and an American Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, there only now remains to me 
the pleasant duty of thanking the House for 
its very kind attention and to relieve it from 
further discussion on my part. 

At the expiration of the twenty minutes 
allowed to Mr. BUTLER, 

Mr. BANKS said: I will yield ten minutes 
further to my colleague. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest the gentleman 
from Massachusetts be allowed to go on until 
he finishes his remarks. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will get 
through ina few minutes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no 
objection, and the gentleman hag ten minutes 
further 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, continued 
his speech ; and at the expiration of ten min- 
utes, 

Mr. HOLMAN moved, by unanimous con- 
sent, that the gentleman be allowed to proceed 
until he had concluded. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, then con- 
cluded his speech as printed above. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Symvson, dne of its clerks, notifying the 
House that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing. votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (S. No. 881) to. provide for the abatement 
Or repayment of taxes. on distilled spirits in 
bond destroyed by casualty, 

The message further announced that the 
Senate agreed to the committee of conference 
asked on the part of the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on a bill 
(H. R. No. 1070) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office. Department for 
the year ending June 30, 1878, and. had ap- 
pointed Mr. Wrypos, Mr. Coie, and Mr. 
Stockton, as managers of said conference on 
its part. : 


AMERICAN CLAIM FOR INDIRECT DAMAGES. 


Mr. BANKS. I nowyield to my colleague 
on the committee from New York—how much 
time does he. want? : 

Mr. WOOD. Thad intended to address the 
House on this question; but the lateness of 
the hour will prevent; and! will therefore ask 
permission of the House to print in the Globe 
the remarks I would have made. 


ł 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. [See Appendix.] - 

Mr. BANKS. I will detain the House but 
a single moment in reference to this matter. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. If the 
gentleman from Massachusetts will. yield to 
me, I will move that the House do now 


adjourn. : 3 : 

Mr. BANKS. If the gentleman will with- 
hold bis motion for a few minutes, I will ther 
yield to him. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Very well; 
I will withdraw the motion for the present. 
` Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, the precise 
question before the House is whether a call 
should be made upon the President of the 
United States for information based on a state- 
ment by telegraph of what Sir Stafford North- 
cote is reported to have said. This is an 
ocean cable dispatch, and, in my judgment, 
does not form such a basis as absolutely to 
demand of us a resolution of inquiry. All 
of us know perfectly well with what fatal 
facility telegraphic dispatches pervert the 
truth, and every member upon this floor who 
makes speeches knows how often they are 
misreported in their aérial flight over the 
wires. It is not, therefore, quite possible 
that this statement, coming to us by the cable, 
is not exactly true. There have been numer- 
ous volumes of correspondence in reference 
to the Geneva arbitration transmitted to the 
House. To one volume of text there are 
three or four volumes of appendices; and in 
all this correspondence, and in all that has 
sueceeded them, it has never been intimated 
by the Government of Great Britain that any 
such understanding or promise was entered 
into by anybody connected with the nego- 
tiation as that in the telegraphic statement 
alleged to have been made by Sir Stafford 
Northeote. If anything of the kind had been 
understood, it would have been found in the 
first place in that correspondence. It is to be 
assumed, therefore, it has no foundation in 
fact. Possibly it has been set afloat for the 
purpose of securing a contradiction. 

I think, however, my honorable colleague 
takes too serious a view of this whole matter. - It 
is a well-established doctrine of international 
law that where two nations disagree about the 
terms ofa treaty,and they cannot reconcile their 
views, they can withdraw from the treaty ; for- 
merly it was regarded as a cause of war, but it is 
notsonow. And ifthat happens ia this case, it 
will not necessarily harm anybody. There need 
be no fear of war, for no such result will follow. 
The worst that can happen will be the failure 
of the treaty ; whether that will be the result 
or not, I have no means of knowing. The 
natural consequence of its failure, however 
much it may be regretted, will be that the peo- 
ple of both countries will rely less on diplo- 
macy and more upon the wisdom and justice of 
public opinion. The people of the respective 
Governments will examine the subject. and 
decide it for themselves. .All that is wanted 
to produce a perfectly satisfactory adjustment 
of all our difficulties. with Great Britain is that 
the people of the two countries should under- 
stand each other better, and more clearly 
comprehend for themselves the interests as 
well as the rights of the two Governments. 

And I venture to say, whatever may be the 
result. of these negotiations, if the treaty shall 
fail, and by any course of events, as may have 
been contemplated, any portion of the people 
of Great Britain should visit this country, rep- 
resenting in any form, directly or indirectly, the 
people of that country, they would be received 
with the same kindness, the same generosity, 
and the same enthusiasm, after the failure of 
the treaty as they would have been before. It is 
not the end, but the beginning of peace. The 
result of it will be that the people will know 
each other better, would examine their case 
for themselves, and not trust their interests. 


hereafter so unreservedly as now to the occult. 
mysteries and manipulations of diplomacy. 


I now yield to the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Townseyp,] who desires to move 
an adjournment. 

Mr: TOWNSEND, of New York. 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, of New York, 
leave was given to withdraw. from the files of 
the House papers in the case of O. B. and O. 
S. Latham. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

And thereupon (at ten o’clock and ten min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I move 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented 
under the rule, aud referred tothe appropriate 
committees t f 

By: Mr. COBURN: The petitions of sol- 
diers of Manchester and Richmond, Virginia; 
Brooklyn, -Reckport, Pigeon Cove, and Lu- 
konk, Massachusetts; Catawissa, Pennsylva- 
nia; Providence, Olneyville, and Cranston, 
Rhode. Island; Le Sueur, Lexington, Cor- 
dova, St. Paul and Pleasant Grove, Minne- 
sota, asking for the passage of a-bill to pro- 
vide industrial homes and training schools for 
the orphans of the soldiers and sailors who 
served in the Army or Navy of the United 
States during the war of the rebellion. 

By Mr. MOORE: A petition signed by 
sundry citizens of Illinois, asking additional 
grants of land for the promotion of colleges 
of agriculture and the mechanic arts. 

By Mr. STOUGHTON: The petition of L. 
A. Barnard and 550 others, citizens of Michi- 
gan, asking the passage of House bill No. 
1788. increasing the pension of soldiers- totally 
disabled during the late war. - 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, May 21,.1872. 
Prayer by Rev. E: D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. : 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The VICE PRESIDENT signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills, which had yesterday received 
the signature of the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives: 

A bill (S. No. 105) for the relief of J. Mil- 
ton Best; 

A bill (S. No. 199) for the relief of L. Mer- 
chant & Co.; 

A bill (S. No. 827) to establish the ‘collec- 
tion district of Duluth, and to ereate St. Paul, 
in the collection district of Minnesota, a port 
of delivery ; 

A bill (S. No. 518) for the relief of William 
Nixon, of West Virginia; 

A bill (S. No. 554) for the relief of James 


. Joy; 

A bill (S. No. 674) for the relief of William 
Blanchard; ; KTS 

A bill (S. No. 691) giving the assent of 
Congress to the subscription of the District of 
Columbia to the stock of the Piedmont and 
Potomac Railroad Company ; and 

A bill (S. No. 895) for the relief of Milo Pratt. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2852) forthe relief of 
James A. MecCulloh, late collector of the fifth 
district of Missouri, and the bill (H. R. No. 
2286) forthe reliefof John Colter, were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2800) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint one 
ormore commissioners to represent the Govern- 
mentof the United States at the international 
exposition of agricultural industry and fine arts, 
to. be held at Vienna; was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 
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MARTHA L. HOUSE RUSSELL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 163) for the 
relief of Mrs. Martha L. House Russell. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
the House of Representatives, which was in 
lines six and seven to reduce the’ amount of 
the appropriation from $14,000 to $11,600. 

Mr. COOPER. I move that the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


STEAMBOAT LAW. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. laid before the 
Senate a message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, non-concurring in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2116) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the better security of life on board of vessels 
propelled in. whole or in part by steam, and 
for other purposes,” approved February 28, 
1871, and asking for a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Sen- 
ate insist on its amendments disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, and agree to 
the committee of conference asked by. the 
House. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Before that motion is 
put I desire to say that the remarks I made 
yesterday were made supposing the bill to be 
in the House. I learned subsequently that 
the bill was waiting the appointment of a con- 
ference on the President’s desk. The letter 
to which I referred, and which I wished to 
have read in connection with the subject, as L 
understand, is in the interest of the measure. 
I therefore ask that it beread, and then I shall 
have no objection to the conference. 

The Chief Clerk read the following letter : 


; Marins Orry, May 11, 1872. 

Dear Sir: The people of this city, whose princi- 

al occupation for the past thirty years has been 
building, equipping, and sailing steam and sail 
vessels of almost all kinds in use on the northern 
lakes, view with increasing alarm the annual accu- 
mulations of burdens imposed upon the owners and 
masters of steam vessels. These burdens and vexa- 
tions have become so great that men of property 
and character shrink from the ownership of any 
elass of steam vessels for this reason: the laws of 
the country have become so vexatious in their re- 
quirements, and render owners so liabie to fines and 
arrest by Government officials, that the business has 
become too hazardous to attract capital or enter- 
prise into the channel, and while we write an order 
has come to this place to break up and sell as scrap 
iron one of the finest engines ever placed upon. the 
lakes, (the Mayflower’s.) We feel deeply grieved to 
think that aset of men who own patent rights seem 
to havo induced Congress to enact. laws, that are 
almost annually changed, that require great annual 
outlays of money and impose requirements so oner- 
ous and vexatious that we are almost prepared to 
abandon our property to officers of the law, and 
seek other employments for our enterprise and 
capital, lf the legislation heretofore enacted had 
resulted in increased security to life or property we 
would try to bear our misfortunes for the benefit of 
the public, but when statistics show that the annual 
loss of life in proportion to travel by steamers has 
largely increased since the laws referred to have 
been enacted, and that thus the only people bene- 
fited are those who have succeeded in compelling 
us to buy their worthless patents, often to be changed 
and renewed on the incoming of any new inspector 
or officer, we feel that Congress, in its misdirected 
efforts to build up our commerce, is fast laying the 
foundation for its utter extinction. 

If you are sincere (as we presume you are) in a 
desire to extend and promote the building of ships 
and steamers to the greatest possible extent, we 
would most respectfully recommend the repeal of 
all the laws, miscalled laws for the security of life 
and property on the lakes, except. the enactment 
limiting the liabilities of owners of ships and ves- 
sels, so that an invester only hazards the money he 
puts into aship or steamer, at the same time hold- 
ing owners and masters to a strict account, when 
they wilfully build fragile or dangerous vessels for 
the carrying of passengers, Freight vessels and 
tugs should only be controlled in the manner and 
kind of lights they should carry, which is at present 
tolerably well arranged and systematized. We bə- 
lieve the common good of the country requires a 
large amount of. fake and ocean tonnage, but we do 


not believe it possible to induce capital to enter; 


into or continue so hazardous and vexatious a busi- 
ness, loaded as it is with legal dangers and expenses 
such us no business in the world can endure without 
ullimate ruin, unless sustained by Government sub- 
sidies. We would be glad to sell our vessels to the 


‘Government at far less than they cost, and if once: 


clear of our troublesome property would giveample 
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| of a House bill that is here, I presume, or will 
| be in a moment, in reference to taxes, abol- |! 


bonds that we would not engage in any business 
that seems to be so nearly criminal (as our laws 
make this) as the building and equiping of steamers 
of any kind for the lakes. A large nuinber of our 
steamers are now detained and rendered useless 
necause the owners cannot comply with tho long 
list of. vexatious requirements made necessary by 
ibe senseless enactments of our worthy Represent- 
atives. 
Respectfully yours, &e., i 
B. E. OWEN, 
Of the Escanaba and Lake Michigan 
à Transportation Company. 
D. LESTER, 
Of the Toledo and Superior 
Transportation Company. 
W. B. MORLEY, 
Hon. Z. CHANDLER. ROBERT HOLLAND. 


Mr. SPRAGUE. That is aimed at the law 
already on the statute-book, not at the present 
bill. I make no further objection to the con- 
ference. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Michigan. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice 
President being by unanimous consent author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of 
the Senate, Messrs. CHANDLER, CORBETT, and 
BLAIR were appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. COLE. I ask the Senate to take up 
this morning House bill No. 1671, making 
appropriations for fortifications, &¢., subject 
to ‘the morning business. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] has just stepped 
out of the Chamber for a minute, and he 
expects to take up the apportionment bill this 
morning. Jt was laid aside yesterday morn- 
ing with the understanding that it was to come 
up to-day, : 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from Vermont is 
now here, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California, on behalf of the Committee 
on Appropriations, asks unanimous consent 
to take up the fortification bill, subject to the 
morning business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it important that 
we should determine the apportionment bill 
one way or the other. The State Legislatures 
are sitting, and it is desirable that they should 
know what is to be done. I hope my friend 
will not press the fortification bill against the 
bill I got up yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator object? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not want to do so, 
but I must object in order to get a chance for 
the apportionment bill. 

Mr. COLE. Then I give notice that after 
that bill is disposed of I shall endeavor to get 
up the fortification bill. 

Mr. POOL. I was about to give the same 
notice in regard to the bill for a new judicial 
district in North Carolina. I have been try- 
ing to getit up for a good while. It is very 
seldom that I ask the indulgence of the Sen- 


ate. Ido not want to antagonize it with the 
bill of the Senator from Vermont, because he 
had that up yesterday, but when that matter is 
closed I must ask the Senate to take up this bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. At this period 
of the session, Senators must be aware that } 
these notices do not have a great deal of power, 
as there are but six or seven days of the ses- 
sion remaining. At the close of the morning 
business, the Chair will recognize whoever first 
obtains the floor, ` f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a peti- 
tion of one hundred and fifty-six colored citi- 
zens of Georgia, praying that. provision be | 
made to transport themto Liberia; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONKLING.. I present the memorial 
of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, asking attention to the provisions 


ishing bonded warehouses for snuff and tobacco, || 


and setting forth reasons which they deem guf- 
ficient and urgent why those warehouses should 
not be abandoned, pointing out the reasons 
why they are indispensable, in-the language 
of the memorial, to the convenient commerce 
in those articles at the port of New York, I 
move the reference of this memorial to the 
Committee on Finance. ; ue ae 

The motion was agreed to. i 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of late sol- 
diers and sailors, praying that industrial homes 
and training schools be established for the 
orphans of soldiers and sailors who served the 
United States in. the war. of the rebellion; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

Mr. HOWE presented the petition of Pat- 
rick Sullivan, praying for back pay as first 
lieutenant in the nineteenth Wisconsin vol- 
unteers ; which was. referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. f 

Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of the 
internal revenue gaugers of New York and 
Brooklyn, asking that their compensation be 
fixed at ten dollars per day while actually em- 
ployed; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom were referred the me- 
morial of the Legislature of Wisconsin in favor 
of the repeal of the bankrupt law, and the 
memorial of Samuel A, Randall and others, 
of Waukesha, Wisconsin, to the same effect, 
asked to be discharged from their further con- 
sideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 127) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to’ establish a uniform 
system of bankruptey throughout the United. 
States,’’ and the bill (S. No. 180) toamend an 
act entitled “An act to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,” reported adversely, and moved their 
indefinile postponement; which was agreed‘to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 444) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,’ aud the several acts amendatory 
thereof, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 899) to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,” reported it without amendment. 


BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I am also directed by 
the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 774) to declare the true intent 
and meaning of section two of an act entitled 
“An act to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States,” 
approved March 2, 1867, to report it back 
favorably. This is a bill to correct what evi- 
dently has been a mistake or inadvertence in 
the jurisdiction of the courts of Alabama to 
subject district courts to the appellate juris- 
diction of the circuit court in matters of bank- 
ruptey. The bill can lead to no debate, and 
I move that it be put on its passage. 

By unanimous cousent, the Senate, asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It provides that the powers and jurisdic- 
tion granted to the several circuit courts of the 
Cuited States, or any justice thereof, by sec- 
tiou two of an act entitled *‘ An act to establish 
a uniform system of bankruptcy throughoutthe 
United States,” approved March 2, 1867, may 
be exercised in any district in which the powers 
or jurisdiction of a circuit court have been or 
may be conferred on the district court lor sach 
district, as ifno such powers or jurisdiction had 
been conferred on such district court; it being 
the true intent and meaning of the act thatthe 
system of bankruptcy thereby established shall 
be uniform throughout the United States: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
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‘amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, 


` Mr; SCHURZ. I move to proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill No. 1109. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
{mous consent at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 must object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees-are in order. - 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the 
Committeeon Finance to ask leave of the Sen- 
ate during the residue of the session to sit dur- 
ing the sittings of the Senate. 

‘Chere being no objection, leave was granted. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GOLDTHWAITE asked, and by unani- 
mons consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 1188) for the relief of Josiah Mor- 
ris; which was read twice by its. title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1189) for the relief of Portner & Reck- 
ner; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the additional 
apportionment bill. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No 1848) sup- 
plemental to an act entitled “An act for the 
apportionment of Representatives to Congress 
among theseveral States according to the ninth 
census.” 

Mr. CASSERLY:. I imagine that a good 
many Senators are in the same plight in re- 
gard to this bill with myself. I certainly had 
not noticed the passage of the bill through the 
other House. I have not the least idea of 
the grounds on which the bill is rested. I 
hope, therefore, that the Senator from Ver- 
mont, who has brought it forward here, will 
give some explanation of those grounds, and, 
if he will be good enough, that he will state 
what ia the fraction in virtue of which these 
nine members are to be allotied to nine differ- 
ent States, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill came from the 
House of Representatives a considerable time 
ago, accompanied by a printed report, a re- 
port No. 28, made in the House, and upon 
which the House passed the bill. This re- 
port perhaps explains the bill more briefly 


than | can, and I will read it if there is no, 


objection: 

“Under the act to which this is supplemental 
each State will be entitled toat least the number 
of Representatives which such State has in the 
present Congress, with the exception of New Hamp- 
shire and Vermont, these two States being assigned 
by that act only two Representatives each, while in 
the present House they have three each. If the 
House had not boen increased in size by the act of 
last February, and the number of Represoniatives 
of which the present House is composed had been 
apportioned under the ‘ninth census, the State of 
New York would have lost three. Representatives, 
Pennsylvania two, Ohio two, and the Bates of Con- 
necticut, Massachusetts, Kentucky, Maine, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, and New Hampshire, one each, 
By increasing the numberof the House ta two bun- 
dred and eighty-threo, all these States were saved 
their present number except New Hampshire and 
Vermont, j A 
<“ The recent action of Congress in increasing the 
size of the House to two hundred and eighty-three, 
in order to save eight Statés from a diminution in 
the number of their Representatives, has inolineg 
the committee to recommend a further increase o 
nine members, making the whole number two hun- 
dred and ninety-two, which is believed to be the 
smallest number that, upon an squitable and con- 
stitutional apportionment, will leave each State 
with at least its present representation, 

In making this apportionment the committee 
have adopted the figures and table which were pre- 
pared by the Interior Department, and were before 
the House on a former occasion, apportioning two 
hundred and ninety members, as follows.’” i 


Then follows the census table which we 
had on the other bill, with the apportionment 
made on the basis of two hundred and ninety 


instead of two hundred and eighty, as the first 


act of apportionment did upon the strict cen- 


sus principle: 


“The committee, however, in, addition to the 
twelve members assigned to fractions by the above 
table, assign one to New Hampshire and’ one to 
Florida, making, in all, a House of two hundred 
and ninety-two. The reason for this is that greater 
injustice will be done each of these States by not 
giving it the additional Representative than to the 
other States by givingit. | : : 

“By this apportionment, nine States, to wit: New 
Hampshire, Vermont, New York. Pennsylvania, 
Indiana, Tennessee, Louisiana, Alabama, and Flor- 
ida, get each one more member than the number 


assigned by the bill which has already become a 
law, and the committee report the accompanying 
bill, giving each of these States an additional Rep- 
resentative, and recommend its passage.” 

The whole substance of it, therefore, is that 
the’ House, on a reconsideration of the sub- 
ject, fixed the apportionment under the census 
as it was sent to us before, on the basis of two 
hundred and ninety instead of two hundred 
and eighty, and then they make the equita- 
ble addition to that, as they say, of Florida 
and New Hampshire, for the reason that they 
state, so that this bill is precisely upon the 

rinciple of the othér bill which we passed 
a the House of Representatives, only that 
the House start with two hundred and ninety 
instead of two hundred and eighty as the 
basis, with the exception I have stated as to 
New Hampshire and Florida. That is all 
there is to it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, though 
I listened to the Senator from Vermont with 
attention, and have just got the report to which 
he refers, I still do not understand upon the 
basis of what fractioral surplus these nine 
members are given to thenine States specified 
rather than to any others. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Some of the States are 
not given on the basis of any surplus at all. 
Some are given on an equal division; that 
is to say, this supplemental bill, together with 
the other bill, makes the whole number of 
two hundred and ninety-two based upon this 
table from the Census Office which is incor- 
porated in this report, and by that Alabama 
gets one member with a fraction of seventy- 
seven thousand in round numbers; Arkansas 
gets one member with a fraction of ninety 
thousand; Indiana gets one member with a 
fraction of one hundred and three thousand; 
Kansas get one member with a fraction of 
one hundred and one thousand; Louisiana 
gets one member with a fraction of sixty- 
nine thousand; Maine gets one member with 
a fraction of one hundred and one thousand; 
Maryland one with a fraction of one hundred 
and twenty-three thousand; New Jersey gets 
one member with a fraction of one hundred 
and seventeen thousand; Pennsylvania one 
with a fraction of one hundred and four thou- 
sand; Rhode Island one with a fraction of 
eighty-five thousand; Tennessee one with a 
fraction of seventy-five thousand; Vermont 
one with a fraction of sixty-seven thousand. 
These are the fractions, and under the basis 
of two hundred and eighty, the States of Maine, 
New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, then took one 
each on a fraction, substantially on the same 
fraction that this basis of two hundred and 
ninety gives them a member upon. 

So, as I stated before, you have, taking to- 
gether this bill and the other one that has 
already passed, precisely such a bill as it 
would have been had the House in the first 
instance passed one entire bill on the basis 
of two hundred and’ ninety, as is here stated 
in this report, with the exception, as.I have 
already stated, of Plorida and New Hamp- 
shire, abont which they make special provision. 

Mr. BAYARD. May J ask the Senator 
from Vermont what is the fraction which gives 
to Florida an additional Representative ?. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They take twelve of the 


States having the largest fractions on the same 
principle that representation has been based 
for the last thirty years, just as by the act of- 


1840, by the act of 1850, and by the act of 


1860 Congress went upon the theory of rep- 
resenting as far down as it was thought wise to 
go in order to make it as nearly equal as pos- 
sible, allowing the States having the largest 
fraction an additional member. 

Mr. BAYARD. I asked what ig the frac- 

tion of the State of Florida? - 
. Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not hear that be- 
fore. The fraction of the State of Florida is 
less than a moiety, It is 56,828; a moiety 
would be just about sixty-one thousand. 
The fraction of New Hampshire is 55,450 ; 
whereas a fraction equal to one half of the 
ratio, would be, as before, sixty-one thou- 
sand. Those two States come so near the 
moiety, the difference being so small, it 
was stated to the House (and upon that the 
House acted) that more injustice would be 
done by leaving them without representation 
for their fraction than by giving it to them. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, this is 
not a very obvious subject. I should like to 
ask the Senator from Vermont, if this bill 
should’ pass, how many members his State 
would have? 3 é 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Three members; just 
what it has now. 

Mr, CASSERLY. One of those she receives 
in the allotment of the surplus twelve mem- 
bers over the figure of two hundred and sev- 
enty-eight. I ask the Senator from Vermont 
am I not right? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. The Senator 
will see in the two columns at the right under 
this table the States to which one is given for 
a fraction upon the principles on which we 
have acted for the last twenty or thirty years, 
and then the total in the last column on the 
right, adding the numbers by even division and 
adding the one by fractions. ; 

Mr. CASSERLY. This table, then, disposes 
ofthe whole numberof two hundred and ninety. 
As the House is to be increased to two hun- 
dred and ninety-two, will the Senator be good 
enough to state where the other two go? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The other two go, as the 
report says at the bottom, to the States of 
Florida and New Hampshire, where the frac- 
tion does not quite equal the moiety, which 
has hitherto for some years past, although not 
always, been considered to be the point below 
which the House would not go in allowing for 
fractions; and the committee state the reason 
to he that owing to the peculiar way the frac- 
tions run ‘these two States would be more un- 
justly treated by exclading them than the other 
Staies would be by letting them have the full 
number. 

Mr, CASSERLY. Then I understand Flor- 
ida will have three. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; Florida will not 
have three. i ; 

Mr. CASSERLY.. The Senator perhaps 
did not understand me. There is more or 
less conversation going on about me, and per- 
haps about himself. Iask the Senator where 
the surplus two members over and above two 
hundred and ninety go if this bill should pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave stated to the Sen- 
ator that they go, one to the State of Florida, 
and one to the State of New Hampshire. 

Mr. CASSERLY. So TI understood. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will add to the num- 
ber in this column from the Census Office, 
.so that where it now reads ‘‘one’’ to Florida 
it will be ‘two, and where it reads “two” 
to New Hampshire it will be ‘* three,” leaving 
it just as it now stands except as to Florida 
and New Hampshire. 

Mr. CASSERLY. . The result of that, then, 
I understand is that Florida and New Hamp- 
shire get each one of the two additional Rep- 
resentatives over‘and above two hundred and 
ninety. 

: Mr, MORTON. I move to amend the bill 
in: the fourteenth line, by striking out the 
‘words ‘‘ to the Forty-Third Congress ouly ;° B0 
that the provision. will read: f 


| Provided, That in the election of Representa- 
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tivesin any State which by this law is giyen an in- 
creased number of Representatives, the additional 
Representative allowed to such State may be elected 
by the State at large, &c. 

Mr. CASSERLY.. Ig the effect of that 
amendment to strike out all after the words 
“at large’? on the second page? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana does not propose that. - H can he 
moved after this amendment shall be agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I da oot understand the 
amendment. I ask to have it stated again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. fris to strike out 
the words “to the Forty-Third Congressonly.”’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. I shall be obliged to 
oppose the amendment, unless the Senator 
from Indiana can suggest a reason for it, be- 
cause it leaves the practice of electing at large 
open for an indefinite period. 7 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘I ask the Senator if we 
cannot commit to each State the option of 
electing its additional Representative at large, 
or not. ; 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am willing to do that 
for the necessary length of time; I think the 
bill does that now; but I have great objection 
to allowing for an indefinite period a Congress- 
man to be elected at large bya State. ` 

Mr. MORTON. ‘The effect of this will be 
to leave to the State the option of redistricting 
the Sate so as to assign a new district to the 
additional Representative or to elect this Rep- 
resentative by the State at large. Itis leaving 
the option to the State, which I think is fair, 
but I expressly disagree with my friend on 
another point. I think it would be a good 
practice and important for the States to elect 
one Representative at large in the other House 
to assume to represent the whole State. It 
has been done upon many occasions,-and I 
think it would have a good effect. But the 
simple effect of this amendment is to leaye it 
to the option of the State whether to do that 
or not. ` Therefore I think the amendment is 
right. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Perhaps the Senator 
from Indiana is right, but I do not regard his 
object as desirable. As the law now stands 
before us, the additional Representative allot- 
ted to a State may be elected by the State 
at large with the option in the Legislature to 
provide otherwise. The operation of this 
provision is limited to the election of Rep- 
resentatives to the Forty-Third Oongress. I 
think that is as much option as we should leave 
to the State Legislature. I do not wish to cur- 
tail the discretion of the State in regard to 
this or any other proper matter; but the Sen- 
ator knows, and we all know that the question 
of electing members of Congress by the State 
at large or by districts is an ald question in the 
polities of this country. The Democratic party 
took the side now favored by the Senator from 
Indiana, and the party then opposed to it, the 
Whig party, occupied the opposite side. I 
think, however, that experience has demon- 
strated that the plan of electing by districts 
has advantages which make it much better 
than the plan of electing by the State at large. 
The-whole theory of representative govern- 
ment is first to bring the Representative as 
near as possible to his constituents; and in 
the next place, it is to divide up the voting 
community into such electoral or congressional 
districts, as the case may be, as will make the 
responsibility of the Representative to his con- 
stituents more immediate and direct. in a 
State like New York, of four or five million 
people, what is the responsibility of a Rep- 
resentative elected at large? It is almost 
nothing. In so vast a constituency as that, 
he may with impunity disregard the wishes of 
any of the smaller divisiong of the State. 

Such a practice looks in a direciion which 
I regard as one of the perilous symptoms 
of the times, the direction of more central- 
ization. . If it is right for a State to elect one 
Representative at large, she should elect them 
all at large. I do not think there is any- 


thing in the experience of the past that does 
not ran directly counter to that proposition. 
The people desire to know who their Repre- 
sentative isin each congressional district. They 
desire to feel that heis a man acquainted with 
them, with their wants and their interests. 
They desire him to be brought as near as pos- 
sible to them, because they wish to make his 
responsibility to themselves as direct as it can 
be made. All those objects are defeated pro 
ganto by the election of a Representative at 
large. Itis by the. conflict of different if not 
opposing interests which elect in the districts 
Representatives, that you arriye at a just re- 
sult.. As harmony is the sum of concords and 
discords, so the best result for the public good 
is accomplished invariably by the natural con- 
test, if not conflict, of interests as represented 
by the different districts of the country in the 
House of Representatives. On that ground, 
which, indeed, deserves to be much more dis- 
cussed than I feel at liberty to discuss it in the 
morning hour, I shall regret to see the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana adopted. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not propose at 
present to inquire into the propriety of the 
passage of this bill; but I wish to ask what 
will be the effect of concurring in the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 
Is it proposed that unless the State shall pro- 
vide otherwise before the next election of 
Congressmen then hereafter this additional 
Representative shall be continued to be elected 
at large, or may that apportionment be made 
at any future time? 

Mr. MORTON. At the option of the State, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Atany time. I wanted 
to make that inquiry. 

It seems to me this amendment ought not 
to prevail, If States are to have additional 
‘Representatives in the next Congress, the bill 
as it now stands provides they may elect such 
additional Representatives by the State at 
large for such period as will be necessary to 
enable the State to redistrict; and we ought 
not to permit this matter to go on any longer 
than the next election of Representatives. 
There is no necessity for continuing this any 
longer than the next election. As the matter 
now stands, ifan additional Representative is 
to be given to any of the States, it is praper 
that that additional Representative shall be 
elected by the State at large for the next Con- 
gress; but there can be no reason why it 
should be continued longer than that time, 
because there will be ample time for each 
State that is favored with an additional Rep- 
resentative to redistrict the State and secure 
ho Representatives as has heretofore been 

one. 

I can see no proper advantage to be derived 
from this amendment. Let us say to the 
States, “If we give you additional Represent- 
atives you must redistrict your States and 
elect your Representatives as has been usual 
and customary.” Unless this is done, the 
matter may lay open for ten years, and some 
State that has an additional Representative 
may be sending to Congress a Representative 
of no particular district but a mere Represent- 
ative of the State. Now I think if the Repre- 
sentative has a constituency to which he is 
responsible, it would be better and more in 
accordance with what has heretofore been the 
practice. I thercfore am opposed to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
onthe motion of the Senator from Indiana, 
to strike out the’ words ‘for the Forty-Third 
Congress only.’’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. Itis understood now 
that the effect and design of the amendment of 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morrox ] is to 
leave to the State in. respect of the election of 
this additional Representative an option in- 
definite in time as to the manner in which he 
shall be elected, whether by the State at large 
or by a single district. The result of that will 
|i be that the Representative at large will be too 


often the Representative not of the people, 
but of the State-house clique in hiş State. 
Too often he will be the man who will best 
represent the unclean rings that like a toad- 
stool grow and wax strong and acisome under 
the unwholesome shade of the State-house. 
Of those rings we know too much from the 
recent disclosures, some of them ‘not. six 
months old, that have shocked the eountzy in 
respect to more than one State-house in this - 
country. He will too often represent a ring 
of men there who are intent only on’ seizing 
for themselves and their. accomplices the 
largest share of publie plunder, who are the 
authors or the engineers of all dishonest and 
vicious legislation. Isay, sir, this Represent- 
ative will too often be the Representative at 
large of all such men and not of the people. 
Your civilization everywhere, especially in the 
larger States, is losing its old simplicity, and 
in its increased complication it is ‘becoming 
not only mare artificial but less honest. ; 

Here is a proposition the effect of which 
is to submit in nine States, and probably in 
more, certainly in the nine States mentioned 
in this bill, the election of an additional Repre- 
sentative to Congress to just such influences 
as I have been describing. I know that ig not 
the intention of the Senator from Indiana. I 
should be very loath to believe that it was. 
Yet that is the direct result of his amend- 
ment. The Representative at large will not 
represent. in Congress the people of his State. 
He will be the Representative of jobbers; of 
the dishonest officials; of the plunder- hunters 
who swarm around the State-House; of the 
harpies who fill with their breath the halls of 
legislation. 

Mr. OONKLING. Let me ask the Senator 
a question. I believe this experiment went on 
for some time in his own State. Did it work 
in that way there ? ‘ 

Mr. CASSERLY: I believe, thongh I am 
not sure, that we elected one member in that 
way; I do not remember who he was. I pre- 
sume he was a good man. If so, it was by 
his own merits and not by any merits of the 
system. At all events, my State has never had 
the slightest desire to repeat the experiment. 

Mr. CARPHNTER, Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr, GASSERLY, Oertainly, always. 

Mr. CARPENTER, Is there any greater 
avil growing out of the election of a member 
of Congress by the whole State than the elec- 
tion of a Governor and the State ticket by the 
whole State? i 

Mr. CASSERLY. A great deal more. The 
Governor and the State officers are within the 
State. They are chosen from different por- 
tions of the State; they act within the State. 
What they do is always before the people. 
But in a House of two hundred and ninety- 
two members, such as you now propose, sit- 
ting here in Washington, hundrede and hun- 
dreds of miles—in some cases thousands of 
miles—from the States which elected them, 
how can any man say that a Hepresentative 
elected by the State at large does in any such 
sense represent the people or owe responsi- 
bility to them? We know he does not. By 
various parliamentary practices and devices, 
by votes'taken without putting the yeas and 
nays upon record, by conference conjmittees ; 
in a thousand other ‘f ways that are dark,” I 
will not say {tricks that are vain,” your Rep- 
sentatives in Congress too often evade the 
responsibility which they owe the people. 
‘They defeat the vigilance of the people. They 
do this—not all, hut some of them—to a de- 
gree far beyond anything that can be said in 
respect to the State Legislatures or of the 
State officers. This, and just this, is one of 
the growing difficulties and dangers of our 
form of government here at the Federal cap- 
ital. You propose now to intensify that diffi- 
culty and that’danger by giving to the nine 
States in this bill, and I know not bow many 
more under the new apportionment! shall 
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ask the Senator from Indiana upon that point 
presently—the power to elect.a Representa- 
tive at large for each State. 

Why, sir, it isa delusion to. say that in a 
State like Pennsylvania or New. York a Rep- 
resentative-elected at large represents the peo- 
ple in any proper sense.: What do they know 
about him? Out of three or four milion 
people in Pennsylvania and four or five mil- 

- lion in New York—to be increased before the 
next apportionment. to seven or eight millions 
in one and as many in the other—how many 
of them will ever see or know anything of 
their Representative at large? How many of 
them will. have those direct personal relation 
with him which ought to be the pride as it is 
the vital element of representative institu- 
tions? Without them, and the responsibility 
they nourish, your representative institutions 
are in continual danger. Isee no great dis- 
tinetion in principle between electing a Rep- 
resentative by a great State at large and elect- 
ing the whole body of Representatives on a 
general ticket by the whole Union, just as we 
elect the President. 

Mr. MORTON. That formerly was done. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator says it 
formerly was done. He certainly does not 
understand what I say. I am speaking of 
having the Representatives elected by a gen- 
eral vote of the whole Union, as we elect the 
President on principle. I say you might as 
well do that as adopt this system of electing 
Representatives at large, especially in the 
great States. 1 would not so much discuss 
this measure were I not deeply impressed by 
the danger of it as a precedent. I ask the 
Senator Irom Indiana [Mr. Moron] if he will 
be good enough to state whether, supposing 
this bill should pass with his amendment, 
there will be auy more than the nine members 
in the bill whose election at large will be lett 
to ube ppuon of the States for an indefinite 

eriod ? 

k Mr. EDMUNDS. Tt will be less than nine, 
because in two instances, New Hampshire and 
Vermont, this bill will leave their representa- 
tion just as itis now with the districts all 
fixed ; so that the Senator is entirely mistaken 
in supposing that we are going to make nine 
Representatives at large. Only one State 
has yet fixed its districts under the law of 
February last. 

Mr, CASSERLY. I ask whether under the 
act already passed and now in force there will 
not be other Representatives elected at large? 
My impression is there will be. Consequently 
whatever number there may be, and ‘it may be 
fifteen or twenty if this amendment shall suc- 
ceed, who will be elected at large—— ` 

Mr. MORTON. I will state to the Senator 
that Illinois elected a Representative at large, 
I believe, for ten years, and I have heard no 
complaint or no evil result from it. I think 
the effect of electing a Representative at large 
is to dignify the office. It isregarded as some- 
thing more of an honor to be elected from a 
State at large than from a single district ; and 
so far from exerting an injurious influence, I 
think it would exert a good influence. The 
idea that because a Representative is elected 
from the State at large he isto be in the hands 
of jobbers, and become a corruptionist, would 
apply equally to all State officers elected at 
large, or to Senators, because they represent 
the entire State and not particular districts, 
It seems to me there is no force in that. I 
cannot see that there is anything in that argu- 
ment, and l repeat what L said before, that 
J think, especially in large States like Il- 
nois, Iudiana, or New York, it might be advis- 
able, and I can conceive of many good reasons 
why there should be a Representative at large 
in the other House. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If Illinois got good men 
as her Representatives at large, as the Sena- 

tor from Indiana [Mr. Mortoy] intimates— 
aud I do not doubt it from the instances within 
my own knowledge-—it was in spite of the sys- 


tem, not by reason of it. 
argument. of the Senator in regard to the supe- 
rior dignity of a Representative elected at 
large to go unchallenged. The Senator seems 
to forget that his argument would favor a hered- 
itary Senate. ‘There is more dignity, perhaps, 
according to his view of the case, in having a 
man who owes no special responsibility to the 
people. Why, sir, what we want in our rep- 
resentative system is not dignity, but respons- 
ibility, the responsibility of the Represent- 
ative to the people. Let him be true to that 
responsibility, and he has all the dignity the 
American people desire in their Representa- 
tives. If he is not responsible to them he 
may not be faithfal to them; that is human 
nature, and without fidelity what becomes of 
the dignity of which the Senator speaks? 
Upon the idea of the Senator, the Chinese 
empire isa State of more dignity than the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. MORTON. I appeal to the Senator to 
let us have a vote before the morning hour 
expires. f 

Mr. CASSERLY. If the Senator will with- 
draw hisamendment, I think he can get a vote 
without delay. The Senator’s amendment has 
given rise to all the debate, and now he de- 
mands that we shall allow him to have a vote 
before the morning hour expires. I am not 
talking against the morning hour; but here is 
a most important proposition, and if there 
is nobody else to discuss it and the obvious 
objections to it, I propose to do it. 

The Senator referred awhile ago to the 
electionof Representatives by the States on 
general ticket. He said that was formerly 
done. Does he not know that after full trial 
of that system it was abandoned by the Ameri- 
can people, and nobody now, unless the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, suggests that we ought to 
return toit. It gave rise to a great question 
between the two parties of the country, the 
Whig and Democratic. The Democratic party, 
as I humbly conceive, was in the wrong in 
contending for the State system. The Whig 
party was in the right in contending for the 
district system, and the sober second thought 
of the American people without distinction of 
party has sustained that view. It is settled to- 
day that the true way to obtain responsibility, 


fidelity, and the real dignity in your Repre- | 


sentatives is to bring them and their election 
as close to the people as possible, in equal 
districts of reasonable size. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I do not 

want to consume the morning hour; and if I 
supposed this amendment would be adopted, 
I would withhold an observation or two that Å 
want to make. ‘Therefore, I will give way to 
allow the amendment to be tried; but if it is 
not to carry by a vote without a division, I 
shall ask a division upon it, and then beg leave 
to say a word in relation to it. 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Indiana, to strike out the words ‘ for 
the Forty-Third Congress only.” 

Mr. VICKERS. Mr. President, after the 
census of 1860, in the year 1862, Congress 
passed an act in relation to the election of 
Representatives to the other House, which 
reads as follows: 

“That in each State entitled. in the next and any 
succeeding Congress to more than one Represent- 
ative, the number to which such State is or may be 
hereafter entitied shall be elected by districts com- 
posed of contiguous territory, equal in number to 
the number of Representatives to which said State 
may be entitled in the Congress for which said 
election is heid, no one district electing more than 
one Representative: Provided, That the provisions 
of this act shali not apply to the State of California 
so far as it may affect the election of Represent- 
atives to the Thirty-Bighth Congress: And pro- 
vided further, That in the election of Represent- 
atives to the Thirty-Eighth Congress from the State 
of Illinois the additional Representative allowed 
to said State by an act entitled “An act fixing the 
number of the House of Representatives from and 
after the 3d day of March, 1863,’ approved March 4, 
1862, may be elected by the State at large, and the 
other thirteen Representatives to which the State 
is entitled by the districts as now prescribed by law 


I cannot allow the 


in said State, unless the Legislature of said State 
should otherwise provide before the time fixed by 
law for the election of Representatives therein.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland will please suspend. The 
morning hour has expired, and the bill (S. 
No. 656) to extend the provisions of the foarth 
section of the act approved April 20, 1871, 
known as the Ku Klux act, is before the Sen- 
ate as the ‘unfinished business, upon which 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. ALCORN] is 
entitled to the floor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bil (H. R. No. 887) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to regulate the diplomatic 
and consular systems of the United States,” 
approved August 18, 1856; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2797) providing for the 
payment to the Government of Japan, from the 
indemnity fund, the sum due on account of 
rents for lands and buildings occupied by the 
diplomatic and consular representatives of the 
United States to Japan, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2799) to provide for the 
appointment of a secretary of legation at the 
Court of Japan, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2850) authorizing the con- 
struction of a public building at Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, for the use of the post office 
and United States courts in said city ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2851) to provide fur the 
restoration of the records of the proceedings 
of the court of inquiry concerning the oper- 
ations of the army under the command of 
General Don Carlos Buell in Kentucky and 
‘Tennessee, 

The message further announced that the 
House bad agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 881) to 
provide for the abatement or repayment of 
taxes on distilled spirits in bond destroyed by 
casualty. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Porteg, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had, on the 18th 
instant, approved and signed the following acts; 

An act (S3. No. 446) to amend an act enti- 
tled “ An act to establish and protect national 
cemcteries ;’? and 

An act (S. No. 807) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of Warto pay certain certificates issued 
for fortification purposes in Lawrence, Kansas, 

The message also announced that the Pres- 
ident on this day approved and signed the 
following acts: 

An act (S. No. 309) to prohibit the reten- 
tion of soldiers’ discharges by claim agents 
and attorneys; 

An act (S. No. 609) to reduce the limits of 
the military reservation at Fort Stanton, New 
Mexico; and 

An act (8. No. 936) relinquishing certain 
wharf property to the city of New. Orleans. 


CLAIMS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I havea little bill of 
ten lines that I want to pass. It is Senate bill 
No. 978, ` 

Mr. ALCORN. I will yield fora moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (8. No. 978) for adjusting the 
claims of the State of New Hampshire. It is 
a direction to the proper officers of the Treas- 
ury to adjust and pay the claims made by the 
State of New Hampshire, or of the towns and 
cities of that State, upon assignments taken 
for bounty-money advanced to volunteers by 
the towns and cities of the State, in accord- 
ance with an agreement made with the Gov- 
ernor of the State of New Hampshire by the 
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Provost. Marshal General of the United States, 
acling under the direction and authority of the 
Secretary of War, but no paymentis to be made 
in any case of desertion. 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to have 
some explanation of that. I thought all these 
war claims had been paid; that is, all that were 
admitted to be correct. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I can state ina word 
how the matter stands. The Senator will 
remember that in 1863 the Government was 
very much in need of men and also in need of 
money to pay the bounties in order to secure 
the men. So the Governor of New Hamp- 
shire entered into an arrangement with the 
Secretary of War by which the State and cer- 
tain towns and municipalities agreed to advance 
the bounty on condition that the Government 
would pay back to the State and towns that 
bounty on the assignment of the soldiers. The 
result was that the State lost about three hun- 
dred thousand dollars by the desertion of sol- 
diers; $600,000 were paid back to the State 
by the Government, and then they reached a 
few cases amounting in all to between thirty 
and forty thousand dollars where the United 
States paymaster had paid the bounty over to 
the soldier, although the soldier had given his 
assignment to the State, the soldier getting the 
bounty twice, and the Comptroller refuses to pay 
the State back what it advanced, on the ground 
that there was no law justifying that arrange- 
ment between the Governor and the Secretary 
of War. The Comptroller says that we have 
an equitable claim, and advises us to come to 
Congress with this bill. That is all there is 


to it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire if there was not 
some attempt made to equalize all the claims 
of the States some years ago in the House of 
Representatives? . My memory is that about 
five or six years ago several of the States had 
equitable claims, and there was a general bill 
reported in the House with regard to the States 
which had these equitable claims to refund to 
them whatever they had advanced to the Gov- 
ernment. If thatis the case, I shouid like to 
ask why this particular claim is now selected 
out, why there is not a general bill applicable 
to all the States alike? It seems to me if we 
go into this matter we had better have a gen- 
eral Jaw. 

Mr. PATTERSON. There is no law to 
reach this case. I have myself seen the Secre- 
tary and Comptroller about it. The Comp- 
troller says it is an equitable claim and ought 
to be paid, but there is no law justifying him 
in paying the money. Both military commit- 
tees, the committee in the House and in the 
Senate, have reported this bill, [ believe 
unanimously. 

Mr. CRAGIN. In answer to the Senator 
from Delaware, I will say that there is no 
other case like this. The State of New Hamp- 
shire made a special arrangement with the 
Secretary of War to raise these men. No other 
State had such an arrangement. We in our 
State advanced the bounty money when the 
men were enlisted, taking their assignments, 
and forwarding the names to the War Depart- 
ment, and the money was to be paid back by 
the paymasters as the men were paid in the 
field. No other State made any such arrange- 
ment. Hence this case is wholly exceptional. 

Mr. MORTON. 1 was preseut in commit- 
tee when this bill was examined, and the sub- 
stance of it is just this: the State of New 
Hampshire paid money which the Govern- 
ment oughtto have paid, and the Government 
ought to pay it back. That is the whole case. 

Mr. THURMAN. . I am very much indis- 
posed, as a general rule, to oppose a bill that 
comes from a committee when it is on a sub- 
ject that requires investigation, and the com- 
mittee has investigated it, unless there is some 
general principle involved in it that requires 
attention. But this does strike me as a singu- 
lar thing. We all know how it was when the 


Government resorted to the draft; when so 
many soldiers were tobe drawn from a partic- 
ular ward or township, the people of that ward 
or township immediately went to work and 
raised money by means of which they could 
procure enlistments. I know that the price 
of a soldier rose in the city in which 1 live to 
$900 ; $900 bounty was paid; it commenced 
at about $400 and went up to $900, and that, 
too, when the soldier was allowed to retain the 
bounty which the Government paid. . 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator will re- 
member, I suppose, that the towns, cities, and 
the States in some instances paid a bounty 
additional to the Government bounty. This was 
the Government bounty. 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly; we passed a 


law in the Ohio Legislature authorizing town- 


ships and wards to levy a tax. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That does not cover 
this case. Itsimply covers the Government 
bounty which we advanced under the arrange- 


ament with the Secretary of War. 


Mr. THURMAN. Then it is a wholly differ- 
ent case from what Í supposed. How then, is 
it possible, if that is the case, that the money 
was not refunded? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Because the paymas- 
ter paid to the soldier this bounty after he 
had received it from the State. The soldier 
received it twice, and now the Government 
refuses to pay us. 

Mr. THURMAN. How much does this 
bill cover? 

Mr. PATTERSON. A little over thirty 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. THURMAN. On that, statement, I 
have nothing to say. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido not wish to oppose 
a just claim or an equitable claim of New 
Hampshire or any other State; but it strikes 
me that that claim is no more equitable than 
a claim which might be made by the State that 
i represent. The Government offered a bounty 
for soldiers to go into the war. ‘The State 
which I representin part stepped forward and 
out of ber own funds met every draft by fur- 
nishing men with mouey to procure substitutes, 
and we put in as many men into the war as 
any State in the Union in proportion to our 
population. We did not draw the funds from 
the General Government; we furnished the 
soldiers out of our own treasury by procuring 
substitutes for our men who did not wish to go 
into the war, and we did not make any draft on 
the General Government for bounty for those 
men who went in. Ifthe State had not done 
that, they would have gone into the war and 
taken from the General Government the bounty, 
which they offered. If, therefore, we relieved 
the Government from the payment of bounty, 
we have just as much equitable claim as the 
State of New Hampshire, which now comes 
forward to ask indemnity for the money which 
she advanced for the Government. I am not 
opposed to any equitable claim of any State, 
but it seems to me we ought to have these 
things fairly adjusted on all sides. 

Mr, PATTERSON. Our State paid just 
the same as Delaware paid. This is another 
matter altogether—has notaing to do with that. 
I ask for a vote. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I can explain this in a 
moment. In 1868, the President, by proclama- 
tion, called for three hundred thousand troops, 
and they were promised $800 each by the 
General Government. New Hampshire, in 
order to facilitate raising her portion, proposed 
that she would advance that $300 to the sol- 
dier and receive it back as he was paid by the 
Government. She received back almost the 
whole. We advanced $900,000 and received 
it all back except about thirty or forty thou- 
sand dollars, where the bounty was by mistake 
paid to the men in the field. That is all this 
bill covers. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think this bill needs a 
little amendment. This is an absolute direc- 
tion to the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust 


and pay ‘the claims made by the State of 
New Hampshire, or of the towns and cities 
of the State upon assignments taken for boun- 
ty,” &., ‘in accordance with an agreement 
made” with the Government, except in case 
of desertion. That does not allow any diš- 
cretion. or judgment to the Secretary. of the 
Treasury at all. Any claim that New Hamp- 
shire makes he is bound to pay.’ I suggest 
that-it ought to be “that any just claim made 
by the State of New Hampshire,” which 
authorizes the Treasury Department to exer- 
cise a judgment and discretion over the items 
of the claim; and therefore I move to amend 
by striking out the word ‘‘ the’ and insert 
“any just,’ so as to read ‘to adjust and pay 
any just claims made by the State of New 
Hampshire,” &c. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
that. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should 
like to ask the Senator from New Hampsbire 
whether this claim came from a commii:tee? 

Mr. PATTERSON. ‘The bill is unani- 
mously reported by the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs, and also approved by the com- 
mittee in the House. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendmeut wasconcurredin. ‘The 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘The Senate has passed 
a bill, and the House made an amendment, 
and l want to concur in that amendment. It 
is only one sentence. 

Mr. SCOTT. Jam reminded that the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi has the floor, by the 
courtesy of the Senator from Delaware, who is 
entitled to it, aud as there are a number of 
Senators who desire to speak to-day, I think 
we had better proceed with the regular order. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Delaware who was upon the floor last 
night about midnight and yielded to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi is now entitled to the 

oor. 


T have no objection to 


EXTENSION OF KU KLUX ACT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No, 
656) to extend the provisions of the fourth 
section of the act approved April 20, 1871. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, I will not 
take up the time of the Senate in apologizing 
for appearing before them this morning, hut 
will promise them that my reply to the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Amus] shall be very brief 
and to the point. 

Dispatches were sent to the Congress of the 
United States twelve months ago, as I stated 
last night, by divers parties, representing vio- 
lence in the State of Mississippi. dt was not 
until these statements had been made and the 
dispatches had been read here, that I, as Gov- 
ernor of Mississippi, felt it to be my duty tq 
bring those statements within the facts of th 
case. As Governor of the State of Mistis- 
sippi, I reported to Congress precisely what 
the facts were. That statement of mine was 
brought in question on the floor of the Senate 
and it was stated by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi at that time that instead of the number 
of deaths by violence in Mississippi within the 
time stated by me, in truth and in fact within 
the three months of that time the number of 
deaths by violence reached so many us six'y- 
three. This statement went unrebuked. J rose 
in my place for the purpose of correc:ing the 
statement, and the Senator from Mississippi 
last night reaffirmed the correctness of his 
statement. He reaffirmed it upon the state- 
ment of a party in Mississippi, who stated 
what the auditor’s report showed. I have 
given here that audiior’s report, and show 
the fact to be, from the report itself, that the 
Senator from Mississippi charged to the vio- 
lence of Mississippi the death of forty-five 
people in the year 1870, which had no exist- 
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énce except in his imagination and in the 
fancy of the person who communicated with 
him. I brought tothe knowledge of the Sen- 
ate the fact that done who ought to have kept in 
his charge the reputation of Mississippi, recog: 
nizing the trath asa matter of course, was ndt 


the person to bring a charge against the State: 


of Mississippi, which was false in fact and false 
in all its bearings. 

The statement of the Senatot made last year; 
and reaffirmed last: night, I say; I showed from 
the facts and figures df the auditor’s report, (and 
the auditor is a persondl and political sup- 
porter of the Senatér,) after they had tan- 
sacked the State, exceeds the number of déaths 
by violence to the number of forty-five; and I 
stand here to make good that statement by 
showing that official reportitself. I confessed 
last night that 1 stood ashamed of the fact that 
violence had existed in Mississippi, and I de- 
sired to bring this fact within the limits of the 
truth, that the people were charged justly with 
enough, that they should not stand charged 
with crimes they had not committed, 

The Senator last night said that I had in the 
casé of the Meridian riots referred the matter 
to the investigation of persons in sympathy 
with myself, and that the result was that no 
convictions were had. Jn the case of the 
Meridian riots, Judge Leachman sat as magis- 
trate in the case. Judge Leachman was ap- 
pointed circuit judge by the Senator himself 
when be wis Provisional Governor of Missis- 
sippi. I continued that appointment when I 
became Governor. He is a man of just con- 
ceptions, a man of honesty and integrity, and 
one whose Republicanism stands to-day un- 
challenged in Mississippi. It was to this 
iiagistrate that the Meridian riots were ře- 
ferréd, and he sat in judgment, and he it was 
wlio held to bail a number of persons who were 
engaged in that riot. ‘The riot was no Ku 
Klux outrage; it was simply 4 riot that oc- 
curred in a town where a iaht commenced in 
á magisthute’s cblirt. The justice of thé peace, 
a Republican and white mait; was the first man 
killed, and the proof went to show that the first 
shot was fired by a colored man, 1 believe the 
weight of the testimotiy went to establish the 
fact beyond a question that both parties were 
iu ihe wrong. 1 had the statement of good men 
from tbe vicinity in which the riot occurted. 
That it was a most unfortunate affair we all 
know; but that the Seriator overstated the 
number of deaths that occurred £ brought last 
night t6 the knowledge of the Senate. He 
saed that there were eight or ten colored 
men kiled there. I showed that there were 
six —six colored men and one white man. 

Istuted last night that in comparing the 
deaths by violence in the State of Mississippi 
I could cail to mind the number of filteen 
deaths by violence during military rule that 
were not reported at all upon the auditor’s 
books, from the fact that the government was 
only partially in operation; that when t came 
into office the fuil power of government was: 
in exercise, that alt the deaths were reported 
in the estimates piven. by the auditor of publie 
accounts when he made his official statement, 
Largued from this that the history of the exist- 
ence of the cvit government itt Mississippi 
showed that it was tully as capable of protect- 
ing lite ia that State as was the military gov- 
ernment, though while the military power wag 
in existence the law was the will of the com- 
mauder; he was vot restrained by constitu: 
tion; he was not restrained by statutes; he 
had the right to send his men upon the ititi- 
mation tbat violence was auticipated or that 
vioiehce had occurred; and bë could arrest 
promiscuously widout ahy affidavit or any 
lwormation Being lodged, With mé it was 
difie-eut; | was governed under the constitution 
and by the statutes, aud 1 bad to proceed. in 
the prosecution: of these cases as the law 
directed. 

Again, Iwas inquired of last night whether 
any convictions had been effected of those 


who had been guilty of the acts of the Ku 
Klux: . I replied not; but if I had replied 
after the manner of thinking of the Senator 
who put the interrogatory; 1. would have said 
“yes; for all thé acts of violence in the 
South arë ascribed to the Ku Klux. IT sent 
to many States of the Union and brought 
Pack those who had been guilty of violencé in 
Mississippi: I-sent to the State of Indiana an 
agent who brought back a murderer from 
that State who had committed a most atrocious 
crimé. Jam ashamed to confess the fact that 
after the man had been brought back; when 
there was no question as to his guilt, and 
when the witnesses were there, some armed 
men from another State came; mobbed the jail, 
and took the prisoner off aud hung bim. 
Everybody knew that the man was guilty, that 
he had committed a most atrocious crime, that 
he should have been punished; but it was 
unfortunate that any violerice had been used 
in the direction of his punishment. I sent 
to Texas and brought back a man from that 
State who had murdered a colored man during 
the time the Senator from Mississippi was 
military Governor of the State. I sent toa 
half dozen different States aiid brought back 
murderers whom tlie Senator from Indiana 
might call Ku Klux; and they were tried and 
punished; but no person caught in disguise, 
identified as a Ku Klux, was; I am ready to 
confess, punished while I was Governor, by 
the Staté courts; and I state the fact to be 
that none have been punished by the district 
court of the United States. 

The difference between the district court of 
the United States and the State courts exists 
in the fact that the district court of the United 
States summons its jurors from all parts of 
the State; the party who is charged as 4 gen- 
eral rale is brought from his own home to the 
central portion of the State for trial. Had 
the venué law which I proposed to the Legis- 
lature been passed, precisely the same result 
would have followed in the State courts. The 
party would hive been brought from his home; 
he would have been brought to where no pre- 
judice existed and where jus:icé could be 
meted out. IL sought that the Siate govern- 
tient should interpose for the protection of 
its own people, that it should show itself capa- 
ble of protecting the people; and it could 
accomplish in the way L pointed out. I gave 
last night the reasous why my proposition was 
deteated and the consequences. 

The Senator last nignt said that I had con- 
tinued as Governor of the State of Mississippi 
after I was elected to the Senate, and that 
the Legislature was dissatisfind with the fact, 
and had gone so far as to propose another 
election of Senator. Well, that was true ; 
but when I was a candidate for Governor 
ot the State of Mississippi it was charged upon 
me that if I wag eletted Governor, as svon 
ds the Legisiaturé met I would be elected 
to the Senate and my service would not be 
had: in the capacity of -Guvernor in Missis- 
sippi. In order to carry my election it be- 
caie tiétessary fur me.to pledge myself to the 
people of Mississippi that if 1 was elected I 
would rétnain Governor of the State of Mis- 
sissippi until the people had aii opportunity 
of deciding for themselves who tbeir State 
offices should be. At the time L was elected 
many wete disfranchised. It was supposed 
that whett the regular election came about no 
orie would be distranchised, and tliat thé peo- 
ple then could exervisé their owt judginent 
with regard to their officers, and 1 piedydd 
myself when {I was a candidate, and in the 
presence ot the Republicans of the State, that 
if L was elected | wotild continue in ofice at 
all évebts until the peopie had au oppurtunity 
Without restraint, Without the interposition of 
the bayonet, of electing theit OWil represent- 
atives and their own State officers. £ simply 
complied with that pledge. 1 could have done 
no Tess. At thé time when a part of tlie Legis- 
latiiré proposed to elect sotie oné else to the 


Senate I did not object. ‘They went forward, 
however, with the resolution, and while my 
friends protested against ahy othér election, 
nevertheless on the first ballot which Was had 
in the house of representatives I liad twice 
as many votes as anybody else; and it was 
known to be the fact that upon the next ballot 
I would have two thirds of the whole vote of 
the house of representatives. My friends 
being satisfied, simply adjourned the question 
at thé instance of those Who wére opposed to 
me, and there the matter rested. 

But subsequent to that time, in the moiith 
of September, when thé Republican party met 
in Jackson in convention, that patty placed 
me at its head by a résolution uraniiiously 
adopted: I went into the canvass, ‘Phe Sen- 
ator last night said that I came near losing the 
State: Well, Mr. President, I came within 
twehty-five thousand votes of losing the State E 
That was how neat I came to losing the State! 

But the Senator last night said that dt the 
time Getiera!l Lee died the papers of the South 
went into mourning, and that one of the papers 
in the State of Mississippi réfused to go into 
mourning; aud because of its refusal to go 
into mourning on the death of General Lee I 
turned the editor out of ofice. There is fot 
a word of truth in iti Mr. Flournoy; the gen: 
tleman to whom he retérred, was never äp- 
pointed by me to any office. I had no oppor- 
tunity of turning him out of officé,; for he 
occupied none. But when Mr. Flournoy äp- 
plied to me with regard to an office, I said to 
him that I would not appoint him, and I gave 
among other reasons the fact of bis violent 
assault upon the reputation of General Lee; 
and | showed him how it was that be sliould 
not have assatilted General Lee. Why; si, it 
is known to him and to everybody elsé; and to 
the Senate, that many of the Warmest afid most 
enthusiastic Republicans in Mississippi were 
the soldiers who had followed the fortunes of 
General Lee; that to them we were lidebied 
lor our triumph in many of the cotnties in the 
State. And what was the record of Fidurnoy? 
He had himself voted for the ofdifatice of 
secession; he had urged the people to secës- 
sion; and he had gone dutof the Union before 
General Lee took up arms for thé South; and 
was one of those who had made it a necessity 
for General Lee to declare himself agaitist the 
Government, He was a man who armed a 
company, who came to Virginia at the head 
of that company for the purpose of doing thé 
service of the South before General Lee had 
decided which course he would pursue. 

This man, a secessionist while General Lee 
wag 4 Unionist, this man, I say, at the head 
of a newspaper in the State of Misslasippi, 
saw proper to charge General Lee with having 
been atraitor, and sought to blacken his répu- 
tation in the presence of the southern people 
whose hearts went out to Geueral Lee and 
whose irearts cling around his grave to-day, 
uot becdausé he was a rebel, but because he 
was @ great captain, because he was á imat of 
noble qualities; atid because he won the ad- 
miration and respect and love of his soldiers, 
They had a right to demurto this denuncia- 
tion on thë part of a mat who was a secession: 
ist, who made it necessary for General Lés to 
go outofthe Union, and to say that that man 
at lédst should hold his month when the ques- 
tion of deriduncing General Leë came tu be 
considered. 

A friend in thé house of fepreseritativés 
wrote me upon the subject of rot appointing 
Flournoy. 1 replied to the letter. The Seii 
ator sdyd that i ventured to throw a eter 
into the presenée öf a représentative froth 
Mississippi upon thé subject of Flournoy tind 
bis coursé. Í replied to'a letter of á genile- 
mati of thé house of represértatives with 
regard to the same question. Hé was led tò 
Suppose, ds thé Senator ftom Mississippi has 
been led to suppose; that I bad in'trath turned 
Flourhdéy out of office. It Was fot tru’. So 


thuch for that polit. 
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He says that I took from the State treas- 
ury, $50,000 of à secrèt Sérvice find, and 
that I have not accounted for that fund. 
With regard to matters of fact that are tot 
subjects of record any misstatement hë might 
make would be éntitled to thé charity that is 
usual in Stich cddés; But When the Senatör 
goes onto ake 4 statenierit in the face of the 
record which is not true, hé stands chargeable 
here with a looseness of statement that iš in- 
excusable iii a man who rises hére to spéak in 
the présericé of the nation. 


The Legislature of the State of Missis- 


sippi placed át my disposal $50,000 for the 
pario ct executiig thé crimisal laws of 
thé State: Out of tHat find Al rewards were 


appointment. thet made, 


sippi brought about. Als: Mae SoS oe 
the .county of Marshall, 


as a bribe, butthdt Hé was a party intercstéd in 


the bill, having & part i the contract, aud that 
after the law. passed hé sold, out his interest in 
the contract for $500;- Phe Senator froni 
Mississippi saw proper through his friends to 
urge that this man should be nominated, when 
good men coyld have been had in Marshall 
county to have borne our, standard. They 
succeeded thiough the exercise of thé caticus 
iv having the man placed on thé ticket; the 
gouthérn Republicans refused to vote for him, 
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and the result wis that we lost that county by 
a iiajority of two hundtéd votes, when the 
year béforé we had carried it by 4 majority of 
five hundréd votës., Thë loss was attributable 
to the character of the man who was üpon the 
ticket; whith wag such that hovest then would 
not Vote for him; and I assert that the Repub- 
licdiy patty Will hot be able to hold up its 
standard in Mississippi or avywhere else when 
it takes ñen to bé its staiidard-bedrers who 
ate. opetily charged atid proved to be corrupt; 
aiid as long as it selects suck men ds these to 


bedi, its standard it ought iiot to succeed. | 


They Kad scitid good men on the ticket in 
Marshall county, and two very good men ön 
thé ticket in Marshall cotiaty have obtained 
theit seats by contesting thé election. Whether 
théy weté justified in the contest of not Ido 
not Kiow; I är önlý here to speak of the fact 
thit there were two of thei very good men; 
atid they polled maiy tore votes than Jones, 
wlio Was the déad-weight tipon the ticket. . 


But the gentleman said last wight that I was 
expert 4§ a political rider—that I attempted to 
ride both horsés. Yes, Mr. President, that is 
trué: Ido dttempt to ridé both horses in Mis- 
sissippi to-day. We lave 4 black horse and 4 
whité onë hitched together in accord in Missis- 
sippi to-day; dnd Ké who attetipts to ride one 
of these horses will find himself after a while; if 
the interests of Mississippi dre protected, pròs- 
trate, thrown to the ground; unhorsed. What 
I wish tö do is, when these horses are hitched 
together, that they should be driven or led or 
reagoned, as the case may be, to fo forward in 
thè ditection of tepose, Without favoritism or 
partiality 16 either, cultivating ä good feeling 
bétween the two, and showing that justice in 
going forward which is necessary to produce 
thé conviction upon the tiihd of the oie and 
the other that the Govériiittent 16 iH the egër- 
cisë of full justice to both. — > ie 

The Senator attempts to tide the black horse. 
He excludes the white one. altogether from bis 
caletlation. When he attempts to ride that 
black horse into power he will find hereafter 
that theré are at least á hundred black men 
in Mississippi who will be ahead of hiin in the 
riding, provided the race turis upon color. 
There arë á hündred éolored inen in Missis- 
sippi to-day’ who ċari obtain the votë of the 
eolored men in that State to his exclusion. 

I Wish no süch éleciion upon my part. Ido 
not wish to be elected by the white people 
al6tié, or to be the representative of the col- 
ofred people alone. i, wish to represent the 
harmotiy of interests, the peace, the prosper- 
ity, the fraternal good feeling of both races in 
Mississippi, avd toebe regarded Here as the 
representative of both races, atid a friend to 
the State of Mississippi. 


I gpoké with regard to the appointments in |] 
| north, Mississippi. 


The Senator last night 
statéd tlie fact that he was not responsible for 
the appointment of Emery. I had been in- 
formed that bè was, but I am informed this 
mornidg by 4 Répresertative froni thé House 
that Was mistakén thus far, and thus far only. 
The answer of thë Senator to. my statement 
was therefore disingenuous... The Reptesent- 
atives from the State of Mississippi joined 
iogéthet. and petitioned for the removal of 
Emery for cause, and theit pelition was op- 
posed by.thé Senator froi Mississippi. That, 
Tt aim told: is ä fact by nė of the Representa- 
tives in the Congress of the United States 


front the State of Mississippi. They went so | 


fär a8 iò enter a protest, which was signed by 
them, against the appointment of Wells to the 
office of district attorney. ‘Thé Senator urged 
his appointment. Emery was a defaulter. I 
will not dö injustice to Mr. Wells., 1 stated 
last wight that I knew nothing personally in 
regard to bim except that when appointed he 
was Without experience ás a lawyer, and that 
it was a very rash conclusion to suppose 
hè would be able to convict the Ku Klux, 
being a stranger sent there from Washington 
city, among a people intelligent as were the 


the Ku Klux; that they pocketed the money, ` 
büt rendered no service. b i 


reélected, for there are a hundre 
Mississippi to-day who can beat b 


sippi ate concerned, it is something ii which 
he has no direct interest, he never having paid 
a dollar of tax in the Stdte of Mississippi in 
his life, Therefore; whild I recognize the 
sympathy he has for thé State, and the good 
of the State, I at the same time offer this con- 
golation to him}; he. can také it to biiiselfy it 
will be some comfort tó him to know the fact 
that nobody cat töb him in Mississippi, as he 
has nothing there. j ; 
With régaid to his ¢hargé that the govern. 
ment över which [ presided was corrupt. I 
desire to state a fact ds something iat is due 
to the Legisldture and to thoge who held posi-' 
tiong in the State while I was Governor, 
There were northern men and silthérh men, 
colored men, and every class of men holding 
office, and it is & fact that not one single defal, 
cation occurred in the State of Mississippi while 
I was Governox'by any officer that | appointed. ` 
I would be glad to say, the péople of many 
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counties in the State of Mississippi would be 
glad to say, the same thing with regard to the 
appointments made by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi while he was military Governor. Itis 
a fact that when I became Governor there was 
a breaking up, a ruuning off on the part of a 
good many officers who bad been appointed 
by him, with the public funds in their pockets. 
l expended some of the secret service fund in 
truth in attempting to follow up those fellows, 
and bring them. back for trial; but they, like 
the Ku Klux, were certainly expert in. hiding 
themselves so as not to be found. So, sir, L 
think I may say for the Legislature and for the 
administration of the government of Missis- 
sippi. that it has been honest, as honest as 
governments usually are. . 

One more thought and I will yield the floor. 
When I speak of capet-baggers | do not allude 
to northern men who have come and settled 
among us. The man from the North who 
comes to Mississippi and settles among us, 
who becomes a stockholder in our society, in 
our State government, in the interest of the 
people, isa man to whom weextend all the 
hospitality that belongs to the people of the 
South. We object to the man who comes 
there for office only, and who, when the office 
ceases, ceases to exist there; the man who has 
no residence there ; who pretends to represent 
the-sovereignty of Mississippiand has no iden- 
tity of interest, no stock in common, pays no 
taxes, belongs not to our society, and remains 
with us for the purpose of enjoying office, and 
does that which is necessary to continue him- 
self in office ; the man who lives on the pas- 
sions of the people, who seeks to keep up 
the strife that exists between the colored race 
and the white race, notwithstanding tbe evil, 
the wrong, the injury, the destruction, and the 
devastation that that violence presents; who 
if he can get office out of it is content to let 
Mississippi. take care of herself. 

Sir, Lam atax-payer. My plantations were 
first introduced to the attention of the Con- 
gress of the United States by my colleague, 
the gentleman who says he is from Mississippi, 
but who fails to state where he lives in Missis- 
sippi. I state this without any personal ill- 
feeling to the Senator from Mississippi. I 
have none in the world toward him. It is a 
question that rises above the consideration of 
anything personal, It is a matter that belongs 
to society, to the peace of the country, We 
ure in that condition to day, going forward in 
the transitions of the revolution, which engages 
the attention of all the thoughtful men in the 
South, 

I stated last night that it was the interest of 
every man in Mississippi who was a planter to 
cultivate good and friendly relations with the 
colored people. I showed the reason why, and 
I showed the reason to the country why these 
stories with regard to the violence of the south- 
ern people were not true and could not pos- 
sibly be true. To-day there is scarcely a col- 
ored agriculturist in Mississippi (and that is 
the employment of the great body of the col- 
cred people there) who is not in partnership 
with a white man. I have more than a hun- 
dred partners in the productions of agriculture. 
There is scarcely a planter is Mississippi who 
has not articles of copartnership written up 
and recorded between himself and the colored 
men upon his plantation. ‘They cultivate the 
plantation on copartnership. Each agrees to 
supply his part. If the colored man has no 
more, he supplies labor; the white man sup- 
plies the balance, and the conditions of copart- 
nership go forward; the cotton to be divided 
and the corn to be divided. All this is done. 

Now, to show you that it is the interest of 
the planter to divide fairly and to make satis- 
fied his colored partner, if he fails to do that, 
here is another planter within a mite of him 
or in the neighborhood who is ready to take 
his hands the next year, who is ready to offer 
him a bonus for those hands; and the planters 
from the bottom, the Mississippi valley, are 


every year going into the interior of the coun- 
try where fear of violence exists, and there 
representing to the colored man the fact that 
they live in a country where nobody holds 
office except at the will of the colored men, 
and yet they have not been fortunate during 
the last year in bringing many colored people 
from the interior of the country, for the reason 
that they come back and report the fact to be 
that the colored men in the interior of the 
country say they are entirely satisfied with the 
condition of things as they exist to-day; that 
now the Ku Klux have passed away, and they 
do not wish to remove to the Mississippi bot- 
tom. 

Now, Mr. President, for three hundred miles 
on the Mississippi front in the State of Missis- 
sippi there has not been a case of Ku Klux 
violence established or even charged since the 
year 1868 within my knowledge. In all that 
vast rich delta that is now scarce of labor, sus- 
ceptible of the production of a bale of cotton 
to an acre, where capital seeks to obtain labor, 
they are sending out their emissaries, as I have 
said, and agents every year to bring labor 
there ; and Í undertake to say there is nota 
plantation there that has the amount of labor 
it could use. In all those river counties for 
three hundred miles not a man holds an office 
unless he holds it at the will of the colored 
people, and a majority of the offices, I will say 
two thirds of the offices, are in truth and in 
fact held by the colored people. Is it possible 
that the courts cannot administer justice to 
the colored people in a society like this? Is it 
possible thatthe county in which [ live, where 
the colored population is seventy-six per cent. 
of the whole; in the county below me, where 
it is eighty per cent.; in the county below that, 
where it is eighty-three per cent.; and in the 
county below that, where it is ninety per cent. 
of the whole, justice cannot be administered 
to the colored people when we havea thorough 
Republican, a true man, an excellent lawyer, 
a man of unspotted reputation, to preside as 
judge, and anorthern man, who is a citizen of 
Mississippi in full accord with the Republican 
party, and in the full confidence of the colored 
people, as prosecuting attorney? 

I undertake to say that justice is adminis- 
tered there, and that there is no complaint in 
all that district of country that justice is not 
administered; that colored men sit upon 
juries, and it is frequently the case that the 
jury is entirely composed of colored men. 
Colored men are overseers of the roads. A 
colored man is the sheriff of Issaquena county, 
appointed by myself. A colored man is elected 
sheriff of Issaquena county; a colored man 
is elected sherif of Adams county; a colored 
man is elected sheriff of Jefferson county, 
and colored men are officers in several other 
counties in the State of Mississippi; and yet 
it is said justice cannot be administered there, 
when every judge who sits upon the bench is 
a Republican, appointed by a Republican Gov- 
ernor and confirmed by a Republican senate. 

I repel the charge that justice is not admin- 
istered in Mississippi. I assert that the Gov- 
ernor of Mississippi when he delivered his 
message to the Legislature in January, and 
declared that the condition of Mississippi was 
peace, told the truth; that when he wrote to 
me on the 15th of May, the present month, 
declaring that the condition of Mississippi 
to-day was peace, that peace reigns through- 
out her borders, the Governor, who is a north- 


| ern man, but who is a citizen of Mississippi 


interested in our society, identified with us, a 
part of us, a man whom we all respect, and 
who is entitled to our respect, told the truth. 

i stated the fact that I did not think there 
was any necessity for the suspension of the 
writ of habeas corpus, that the condition of 
Mississippi to-day was one of repose, that if 
Congress would allow the people there to do 
something toward going forward in the recon- 
struction of the State and not attempt to do 
everything by legislation, 


work, and the effect of this new order of things 
to adjust itself, everything would be in Missis- 
sippi as we would desire it, and that this in- 
tervention and this violent legislation that ig 
calculated to disturb. the repose of the State 
and engender hostilities between the. races in 
the State’ is an intervention that no man who is 
interested in the peace and prosperity of this 
country, either North or South, would desire 
to see. 

Now, Mr. President, apologizing to the 
Senate for the long time that I have spoken, 
I leave the case. 

Mr. BAYARD addressed the Senate in 
opposition to the bill, and in examination 
of the testimony taken by the joint select 
commitee. Having spoken till half past four 
o’clock, f 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate take 
a reess until half past seven o'clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no, let us go straight 


on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we ought to 
agree to the motion. The Senator from Del- 
aware is tired. I hope weshall grant him some 
rest. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Why should we sit here 
all night because one Senator is tired? ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would not. make an 
unreasonable requirement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis not unreasonable. 

The motion for a recess was not agreed to; 
there being, on a division—ayes 16, noes 24. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced. 
that the House had agreed to some and dis- 
agreed to other amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 1070) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment for the year ending June 80, 1878, asked 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Frank W. PALMER of Iowa, Mr. AARON A. 
Sarcent of California, and Mr. Winuram E. 
NIBLACK of Indiana, managers at the same on 
its part. : 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 2858) relating to 
telegraphic communication between the Uni- 
ted States and foreign countries; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 468) to regulate criminal 
practice in the Federal courts; 

A bill (S. No. 168) for the relief of Mrs. 
Martha L. House Russell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2406) granting a pension 
to Margaret Riley; and ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1210) granting a pension 
to Natban Morgan. 

POST OFFICE BILL. 


On motion of Mr. WINDOM, the Senate 
proceeded to consider its amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1070) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Depart ment 
for the year ending June 80, 1873, disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and the 
amendments of the House to other amend- 
ments of the Senate to the said bill. 

On motion of Mr. WINDOM, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
; ments to the said bill, disagreed to by the House, 

and agree to the conference asked by the House of 


Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the tic 
Houses thereon. 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of tha 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treas- 


allow time to do its il uyr, communicating, in compliance with the 
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resolution of the Senate of the 11th instant, 
information called for in relation to certain 
Pacific railroads; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. . 


TAXES ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following 
report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 881) to 
provide for the abatement or repayment of taxes 
on distilled spirits in bond destroyed by casualty, 
having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend to their 
respective Houses, as follows: : 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the House, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: 

_ Strike out all of section one after “ destruction,” 
in line four, and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: ‘‘by accidental fire or other casualty, and 
without any fraud, collusion, or negligence of the 
owners thereof of any distilled spirits on which the 
tax at the time of the destruction of said spirits 
had not been paid, and while the same remained 
in the custody of any officer of internal revenue in 
any distillery warehouse or bonded warehouse of 
the United States, to abate the amount of internal 
revenue ‘taxes accruing thereon, and to cancel any 
warehouse bond, or any satisfaction thereon, in 
whole or in part, as the case may be, and if such 
taxes haye been collected since the destruction of 
said spirits, then the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
refund the same to the owners thereof out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated ;”’ 
and the House agree to the same. 

JOHN SHERMAN, 

GEORGE G. WRIGHT, 

ELI SAULSBURY, 

Manugere on the purt of the Senate. 

JAMES B. BECK. 

HORATIO C, BURCHARD, 

G. A. FINKELNBUK&, 

Managers on thepart of the House, 


The report was concurred in. 
RECESS. 


Mr. BAYARD resumed the floor, and hav- 
ing spoken five minutes longer, 

‘Mr. BLAIR. I simply wish to state to the 
Senate that my colleague on the committee, 
the Senator from Delaware, is very much 
fatigued. He has been addressing the Senate 
now since ove o’clock and he would like to 
have a recess because he finds himself unable 
to proceed with his remarks. I made the 
motion before without making the explanation, 
and I suppose it was voted down without being 
understood by the Senate. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion for 
a recess is not debatable except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. MORTON. I was going to remark 
that while I should be glad to extend any 
favor to the Senator from Delaware, I think 
it is but fair, under all the circumstances, to 
other Senators who desire to speak before the 
debate closes, as it is to be closed to night 
by agreement, that the recess should not be 


taken, if at all, until after the Senator from’ 


Delaware has concluded his speech. I prefer 
that we should go on continuously. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri occupied the entire after- 
noon almost yesterday ; the Senator from Dela- 
ware has occupied this afternoon, and if he is 
to occupy this evening also after the recess 
there will be very little time left for others to 
speak on this question. Inasmuchas we have 
by express arrangement agreed that this debate 
shall end to-night, there ought to be something 
like an equitable division of the time. 

Mr. BAYARD. I make no appeal what- 
ever to the courtesy of the Senate, and after 
the remarks of the Senator from Indiana, if I 
had even been disposed to do so originally, I 
should certainly withdraw it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
prefers to continue now, as the Chair under- 
stands. The Chair was about to submitto the 
Senatethe question on the motion of the Sen 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senate may vote 
upon it, I merely wished it to be understood 
that I do not.ask any courtesy of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Missouri 


that the Senate now take a recess until half 
past seven o’clock. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that the 
Senator from Delaware wishes to rest a little 
while and geta luncheon. I have no objec- 
tion to a recess for half an hour, but I do not 
want to. oblige everybody to go home and 
come back. If it will be any gratification to 
the Senator from Delaware to take a recess 
for half an hour to rest and refresh himself, I 
would agree to that. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
that it be an hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, say half past five; 
that will be almost an hour. 

. Mr. SCOTT. As I was in charge of this 
bill I desire to say a word. ï was necessarily 
detained from the Chamber during the after- 
noon on the Finance Committee, and when E 
came in I wished to ascertain the sense of the 
Senate as to proceeding with the bill, and 
doing so I discovered that there were several 
Senators who desire to speak, and it was sup- 
posed to be impossible to give them the op- 
portunity unless we should proceed continu- 
ously. That was the only reason why I should 
not at once accede to the request of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri if it were presented. But 
I trust now that with the understanding be- 
forehand that there are other Senators who 
desire to speak we shall accommodate the 
Senator from Delaware by taking a recess for 
an hour, and that opportunity will be given 
to other Senators to speak without detaining 
us to an unreasonable hour to-night in reach- 
ing this vote. . 

r. EDMUNDS. Very well, let us take a 
recess for an hour. 

Mr. COLE. I shall have no objection to 
that if no business is allowed to intervene. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. None can intervene dur- 
ing the recess. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COLE. I mean just after the recess. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent the condition can be coupled with the 
motion that the Chair shall entertain no prop- 
osition even for unanimous consent, and the 
Chair will then decline to receive any such 
proposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that be it. The 
object is to finish this bill and to do nothing 
else until it is finished. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The under- 
standing, then, is that no other business is 
to be transacted even by unanimous consent, 
and the Chair will not entertain any propo- 
sition asking for unanimous consent. The 
motion now is that ‘the Senate take a recess 
for one hour, until twenty minutes to six 
o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


I suggest 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at five o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed as con- 
ferees on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1070) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the year ending June 
80, 1873, Mr. Winpom, Mr. Core, and Mr. 
STOCKTON. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1140) authorizing the President of the 
United States to nominate Judson S. Post a 
paymaster in the United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No, 1141) to declare and enforce the 
civil rights of citizens of the United States ; 


which was read twice by its title, ordered: to 
lie on the table,-and be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, © 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 

A bill (S. No. 765) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Captain B. R. Perkins‘of the United 
States Army; and : 

A bill (S; No. 1062) to change the name of 
the schooner La Pette to La Petite. 


EXTENSION OF KU KLUX ACT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
656) to extend the provisions of the fourth 
section of the act approved April 20, 1871. 

Mr. BAYARD resumed the floor and con- 
cluded his speech. [It will be published in 
the Appendix. } : 

Mr. MORTON addressed the Senate. [His 
speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, it is not 
my intention to occupy any considerable time 
in a discussion which has already been very 
much protracted. I have only risen for the 
purpose of correcting a statement made by the 
honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. BLAIR} 
yesterday in relation to the public debt of the 
State of Arkansas, a statement honestly made, 
I have no doubt, but none the less egregious 
on that account, or none the less unfair, and 
calculated to impair the credit of the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent, 
If I understood the remarks of that gentleman 
correctly, he fixed the debt of the State of 
Arkansas at about twenty million dollars, and 
fixed the increased debt, since the present 
State government went into effect, at about 
fifteen million dollars. ae 3 

Mr. President, when we consider that. this 
is the result of Democratic figuring, and that, 
too, just in advance of an important presi- . 
dential election, we ought not to be surprised 
at the result of that figuring. Indeed, it is 
quite as accurate as we might expect; bat, in 
comparing the figures of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Missouri with the authoritative re- 
ports of the Governor, of the auditor, and of 
the treasurer of the State of Arkansas, I find 
that he has made a slight mistake of over 
seven million dollars. 

Since the remarks of the honorable Sen- 
ator yesterday I have taken occasion to exam- 
ine carefully the reports of the officers to 
whom I have referred ; and I am prepared to 
say here to-night upon my reputation as a 
Senator that on the 4th day of December, 
1871, just before the report of the minority 
was prepared and submitted to Congress, the 
debt. of the State of Arkansas, actual and 
contingent, was $11,853,960 54,. instead. of 
$20,000,000. Of this amount, $5,241,265 62 
is the actual debt of the State, and is the only 
amount for which the people of the State are 
taxed to pay the interest, and this amount is 
the result of a debt contracted before the war 
by the Democratic government of that State, 
not contracted for the purpose of building 
railroads, not contracted for the purpose. of 
building levees, but contracted for the purpose 
of establishing two worthless banks. Money 
raised upon these bonds which were issued to 
establish those banks was squandered by the 
Democratic politicians of that time in the 
purchasing of plantations, negroes, &c. 

And although when we established. the pres- 
ent State government we felt that we ought 
not to have been called upon to pay this debt, 
yet the fact was not to be disguised that these 
bonds, issued over thirty years ago, had gone 
into the hands of innocent purchasers, and we 
made up our minds that as the faith and credit 
of the State were: pledged to pay these bends, 
we would pay them; although. we were poor, 
we would be honest. The result was that the 
old debt of the State, principal and interest, 
was funded, and it now amounts to $5,000,000, 
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as Tbefére: stated. It was funded about three 
years ago. We have paid the interest semi- 
annually promptly ,ever since, and that is the 
only interest, as I before said, for which the 
people of Arkansas are taxed ore dollar to 
pay., ; Sop dies a EE ai 

Of the balance of the $11,000, 000, $2,262,- 
694 92 was incurred by:the issuing of bonds 
for the construction of levees and ditches for 
the purpose of protecting the overflowed and 
swamp lands.of the:State. .These bonds are 
amply secured by the overflowed and swamp 
lands. They are madé receivable for the pur- 
chase uf those lands, and they are being rap- 
idly alsorbed in that way. The balance of 
the $11,000,000 is $4,352,000, which was in- 
curréd by the issuance of bonds to aid in the 
construction Of- tailroads. The bonds thus 
issued operate às 4 first mortgage upon the 
railroads; and the companies receiving them 
arb. required to pay the principal arid interest, 
and for this purpose & tdx is semi-annually 
levied upon and collected from the railroad 
companies by the State of Arkansas. ‘The 
people are not taxed one cent upon this ac: 
count, and I will here state that the proposi- 
tion to lban the faith and credit of the State 
for thé putpose of Hiding and building rail- 
rodė ig otto be charged to the Republican 
officials of that State or to the Republican 
party alone, ‘It is the act of the péople of the 
State irrespective of parties. 

Under the provisions of the constitution of 
Arkarsas the credit of the State cannot be 
loaned unless by the consent of the people 
expressed at the ballot-box: The Legislatare 
of the State of Arkansas in proposing to loah 
the faith aud eredit of thé State to railrouds, 
carefully and guardedly prepared the propo- 
sition and submitted it to the people for their 
ratification. Atthe general election of 1868 
the whole questioh was cativassed thoroughly 
and fully by the people and approved by an 
almost tinanimows vote. There were but five 
thotisind votes in the entite State against it. 
The electors of both parties voted for it, and 
the Glectors of both parties are to-day respons- 
ible for it; aid I will say here that while as a 
general ihing I do hot believe the policy wise, 
it Way resulced, in my opinion, in increasing 
the number of miles of railroad in the State 
of Arkansas from forty five tò about three 
hundred. 

'Fhis proposition, which thus received the 
solemn sanction of the people, limited the 
ahount of bonds to be issued to aid in the 
construction af railroads to about eleven mil- 
lion dolars. Beyond this the authorities could 
never go in thé issuance of bonds for that pur: 

ode, and under this adthority, as I before 
stated to you; about four millons have béen 
issued, and nót o1é dollar has iw any case been 
igsued until the companies have first graded, 
tied, bridged, aud mude feady for the iron rails 
the track corresponding to thé number of 
niles for which these bonds were issued. 

‘fhe faltaty of the Democratic figuring is 
this: they have cowrted as a part of the Staté 
debt the whole aiount of bonds which the 
people have authorized under certain Girctits- 
stances to be issued, instead of the amount 
actually issied. To exemplify: suppose my 
banker should have authorized wre, under cer- 
tain cirartistances, to draw upon him for the 
last six months to the amount of $3,000, and 
suppose from time to time f had drawn tò the 
amount of $1,000; coid it bé said rhat- he 
was entitled to charge me the whole $3,000 
simply because I had authority to draw that 
froni hiw? No oni will claint that he could ; 
and yet that proposition would be equally as 
fair aid equatty ws sensible ‘as. the statement 
of the bowotable Senator from Missouri when 
he says that’ what bé Wie termed the carpet- 
bag State goverwmvent of Arkansas bas stóli 
over gévén milion dolldrs of bods that never 


have been issued and to-day have nd éxistetrce | | 


Now, Mr: Presidents what I havé stated in 


relation to the debt of the State of Arkansas 
is true. It cannot be controverted: I will 
not believe for one moment that the honorable 
Senator from Missouri has knowingly or inten- 
tionally misrepresented the State of Arkan- 
sas ; but I do believe that he has been imposed 
upon and misled by the statements of two irre- 
sponsible persons whose names I see attached 
to a statement incorporated in thé: minority 
report. I refer to the statement of Dr. Kirk- 
wood and Thomas C. Peak. The former of 
these gentlemen some time since entered upon 
that stage of existence of which Shakspedre 
speaks: i are 
“ Sans teeth, sans- eyes, satis everything.” 

No one who knows garrulous old uncle Johi 
Kirkwood, of Little Rock, will hdld him re- 
sponsible for satiin that he may say or write 
upon any political subject: The other gentle- 
man is a merè political Dalghetty; who las 
been on all sides of every question, 4 man 
without any interest in the State of Arkansas. 
A Virginian by birth; just beforo the war he 
went to Arkansas and became d carpet-bagget 
there. When the war comimeériced of course 
he went with the chivalry, but he tock good earé 
to get the safe atid well-fed position of com- 
missary under Getieral Hindman, When the 
war closed he acknowledged that hie had been 
overcome by overwhelming force, but Koote 
the idea of Having bear sibjugated. He at 
once joined 4 class of Southiern tën who ac- 
cept nothing, and upon that issie became a 
catididate for the Legislature and was very 
handsomely béaten by an old loyal citizen of 
the State of Arkansas. When he found that 
that would not pay, he suddenly flopped over 
and became a Radical and érigdged his talents, 
for pay of course, in writing upon the coluiings 
of the Little Rock Republican, the rgan of 
the party in that State; but his proclivity to 
misrepresent, to use a violent expression, soon 
led him to compromise that papet, and the 
proprietot found it necessiry to dishiiss him. 
He then became a Liberal, and took charge of 
the orgah, called the Liberal. - This insti- 
tution under his managenient lived a short 
time. When it died out, he then went to hig 
old love and became a Bourbon Democrat, and 
was engaged in writing for the Little Rock 
Gazette. Since he has made this statetheént 
to the minority ofthe committee, he has packed 
up what little he had and has gone to the Staté 
ot Georgia, L believe. f have no grudge 


that [sympathize with them in this affliction. 
Mr. President, these gentlemén were not 


jected to any crogs-e¥athination. If they had 
been, their whole Mutichansen story Would have 
been riddled at once. But it was simply an 
affidavit. You all know what affidavits are. 
[ have affidavits here now ia my desk, purport- 
ing to come from the same.individuals, setting 
‘forth different and opposite allegations. Clear- 
ly the atlidavits ofthese two men are not worthy 
to weigh against the credit of sovereign State, 
a State which is neighbor of that represented 
by the honorable gentleman from Missouri, 
i who has given credit to the statement. 

. Now, all { have to say is that if the residue 
of the minority report is no more reliable than 
this relating to Arkansas, it: would have been 
better if the expense attending the publication 
of that report bad never been incurred. 

Mr. President, a word in relation to the 
charges made by the honorable Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD, ] personal to myself, 
in elation to the issuancé of a certificaté of 
| eléċtion fo Johu Edwards, a member of Con- 
gréss from the third congtessional district of 
Arkansas. It ig well known that early in thé 
session I, from my seat, asked the Senate tö 
appoiut a commiitce to inquiré into those 
chargés.: That committee has madé a 
thorough árd full investigation. Of course I 
ati nòt Conipetént, vor is it prépér, for me to 
‘say what has trhnspiréd there; but I régret to 


àgaivst the citizens of Georgia, but I must say | A : 
t prejudged the case, as | believe: 


before the committee ; they weré not sub- ] 


say that the honorable Senator from Delaware, 
who may be called upon to adjudicate these 
charges, has thus in advance seen proper to 
prejudge the case. It seems to me it would 


have been in better taste on, his part to have 


waited a few days until that committee had 
made its report, especially in view of the fact 
that he will be called upon to adjudicate, as I 
before sdid. But since he has seen proper to pre-, 
judgé that case, and to convict me in advance j 
since he hás even gone so far as to compare 
thë méasiite of my guilt, I suppose hë will per- 
miit më to make a few remarks in my own de- 


ator 


impossible to, lati ie it more briéfly aud 


and the fact stated that the certificate had 
been given to Edwards; and that the committee 
of thé Howse of Represéntatives had unani- 
mously stainped it as a fraud; and that the 
House of Representatives had unanimously 
voted to sustain the committee, a thing um 
precedented in the history of our legislation. 
So much I said; no more, bo less, With no 
reference otherwise to the Senator from Atk- 
ansas than may possibly be conhéctéd with 
the history of that fact as stated by me. 

Mr. CLAYTON. All I bave to say is that 
F saw the report of. that committee, and it did 
not state that it was a frtud: Ft made nd sich 
allusion whatéver. It simply stated that Boles 
was entitled to thie seat; a thing which is nut 
vew in thé history of this country. Itis a 
Strange idèa to advaticé that because a con” 
testing member who may not hold the cet- 
tificate of the Govetnor may bè seated the 
Governor is thereby convicted of dcrime. I 
say that report makes ho such statement; and 
when the honorable Senator from Delaware 
siw fit to put those words in that repott he 
I wil read 
his Own language as taketi down at the time: 

“ Or whether, asin Texas or in Arkansas, the Gov- 
érnor of the State deliberately furnishes a defeated 


| candidate with a certificate of election, violating the, 


Taw and depriving whole classes of ci izens of tho 
virtual right of suffrage. When he, who was the Gov- 
ernor of Arkansas, gave to. Edwards a certificate of 
election which the douse ot epee etal yes have; 
by the report of their committee an _by a uñan- 
imous vote, declared to be a gross fraud upon the 
majority of that congressional district in Arkansas, 
he was surely. as fit or fitter a sabject for legal prose- 
cùtion and conviction as the man who should en- 
déavor to dissudde a colored voter from going to the 
polls by thréatening to cast him out of employment.” 
He not only convicts me, but measures the 
extent of my guilt. I am very much obliged 
to thé gentleman that he has made it io moré 
severe; he has simply classed ié with that 
class of men who endedvor io persuade colored 
oid ‘ < wal Aa 
mëi not to go to thé polls by threatening to 
throw them out of empioymeut.. I only won- 


det he did not meastre it With that class of 
ment Who ride through the country in the dead 
hours of night, ashamed to let even their faces’ 
be discovered by the palé moon, for thé par- 
posé of. ds8assination and murder and out- 
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whén hé himself will be convinced that he has 
dove mie a gross injustice. 

Now, whut were the facts abont the issuance 
of this certificate? It was alleged; after the 
election uf 1870; that gross frauds bhád béeit 
committed iii thé county of Pulaski; that ths 
voting placed had been seized by armed men 
the night before the election, that the regular 
officers were hot allowed to hold thé elettion, 
and in thes pééviticts of the county (Which is 
a fact) that two sets of polls weré opéned: Of 
course both could not be légal, as the law only 
allows one: The first intimation I had of this 
stats of affairs was called to thy attention by 
this original petition which I ask to have read, 


and I think the Senator from Delaware will | 


recognize it as coming from good authority, 
since it is signed by six gentlemmén of his own 
political persuasion in the State of Arkansas. 

The Secretary réad as follows: 

Sin: The tindérsigtiad fespectfully represent unto 
your Bxcelléncy that át the general election in the 
townships of Ashley, Campbell, Bastman, and Gray, 
and,the precinct of Badgett in Big Rock township, 


M Pulaski county, on the 8th day of November 
instant, the judges regularly and duly appointed by 
the. board of registrars or review of said county 
of Pulaski, to hold the election in, said townships 
tespectivély, Were at the several voting place’ 
therein promptly at the hour fixed by law for the 
opening of the polls thereat, but found the voting 


places in the possession of armed bodies of men pre~ 


tending to Act as judges of said election under 
authority from Willidim S. Oliver, sheriff of Pulaski 
county, George W. McDiarmid, clerk of said county, 
and R. F, Catterson, United States. marshal for the 
eastern district of Arkansas; that the persons so 
pretending to dct as such judges held forcible possés- 
sion of said voting places; by intimidations and 
threats of personal violence drove the duly ap- 
pointed judgés therefrom, and proceeded to hold a 
pretended election; at which pérsons of all ages were 
permitted to vote without régard to registration or 
residence, and to yote as often as they chose. . 

The undersighell further represent that in the first 
ward of the city of Little Rock, in said county of 
Pulaski, a mob of. armed men; by personal violence 
of a serious pad disgraceful character, drove the reg= 
ularly Appointed judgds from the voting place thére- 
in, a8 early as six a. t., and béing subsequently dis- 
possessed, pro eededto hold an election in the street, 
near by, at w ich all wbo applied were permitted to 
vote asoftéeti as they chose, and that without regard 
to age, residéned, or registration y and that the same 
thing was done in the third’ ward of said city of 
Little Rock. g 

“The undersigned attach hereto the affidavits of 
divers persons attesting the truth of the foregoing 
statements. 
The undersigned further represent that they are 
informed that the clerk of the county court of sai 
eoutity of Pulaski proposes to include im his abstracts 
of suid election the returns of said pretended and 
fraudulent elections in the said townships of Asbley, 
Rastutin, Cadipbell,and Gray, Budgett’s precinct in 
Big Rock, and in tbe said first and third wards ih 
the city of Little Rock, and in the latter instances to 
ignore the returns of thé regular election therein. 

Tie undersigned pray your Excelléncy to declare 
gail elections in said townships void, or, if that can- 
not be done, to see that only the legal and valid re- 
turns are included id the abstracts of said election. 

R. S. GANTT. 
E. H. CHAMBERLAIN. 
$ A 


. W. HOUSE: 
‘ L. B: MPPCHELIA 
His Excellency POWRLL CLAYTON, 
Governor of the State of Arkansas. 

Me. CLAYTON, I désire to call the spetial 
fttëntioñ of the Séiator froth Delaware to this 
gtaremént, signed by six Who are all prominent 
members of thé Denideratic party of the State 
Of Arkansas, and who were catididates for 
seats iii the Legislature at that timé, in which 
they state that the polls had been usurped in a 
¥iolént atid revolitionary manner, that fraud 
liad been perpetrated upon the ballot-box, dud 
in which they wind up by asking mein canvass- 
ing the votes to discard the returns from the 
precincts to which they have thus called my 
attention. ` 

Afr the Legislature mèt, this whole sub- 
jëci Was tiadé a matter of legislative iúvesti- 
gation: a committee was appointed on the part 
öf both houses to itiquire into this whole 
transaction; théy reported ilat.what was said 
here by these Democrats: was “substantially 
fue; and recotimendéd tbat thd élections th 
eight precincts in the county of ulaski be 
declared full dnd void: Upon that report i 


did refuse to cout the returns of those eight 
précincts; and by so doing, it appeared from 
thé returns, whith were unquestioned, that 
John Edwards was elected, and the certificate 
was issued accordingly. : 

Tf I tominitted an error, I did it upon thë 
representation of thé friends of the honorable 
Senator from Delaware in the State of Arkan- 
sas. I-did it at their request, and upon their 
representation, and according to the affidavit 
attached to this memorial. But I hold that I 
did not coitithit Hh ertor. J hold that if I had 
acted otherwise; with the lights before me, Í 
should have become virtually a party to the 
gross violations of laws which were perpetrated 
there upon the ballot: 

It does not follow because the member of 
Congress to whom the certificate was issued 
failed to present. his case to Congress—because 
he went there with no testimony, and the whole 
thing was décided upon the ex parte testimony 
of the other sidé—that I committed a fraud 
upon the voting people of that district, as the 
honorable Senator from Delaware has at- 
tempted to give the impression that I did. It 
does not follow that I should be subjected to 
legal prosecution and conviction; and I am 
happy to say td the gentleman that fortu- 
nately my case was not tried before him, but 
before two judivial officers of very high stand- 
ing in this coustry, and they profiounced that 
ino indictable offense was charged. 

Jam ready to have this body determine— 
and I have taketi the steps to bring about that 
determination—whethér I acted fraudulently 
or improperly in this transactidn, So much 
for that. 

Now, Mr, President, if I understand the 
argument of the gentlemen on the other side, 
not only in the course of this discussion, but 
in the Goursé of forme? discussions, they un: 
dertake to palliate and to excuse the acts of 
the Ku Klux organization by stating that the 
carpet-bag governments, as they call them, 
have véry largėly increased the debis of the 
southern States. Lam not speaking for any 
other State than my own. I do know that 
While the Ku Klux organization there was in 
its zenith, during the Canvass of 1868, at a 
time when they shot down a member of Con- 
gress on the roadside while going to a politi- 
cul meéting, and Wounded a member of the 
Legislature riding by his side; at the time 
when they shot down another member of the 
Legislature while going with his family from 
his house to thé steamboat landing for the 
purpose of sending them out of danger; at 
the time they killed and wounded many other 
officers of the State government; at the time 
when théy tied the sheriff of one county and 
à colored man together and killed them ; at 
the tine when they murdered and scourged 
huudreds of colored men all over that Stave— 
I do know that at that time the State gov- 
érnment of Arkansas had not increased the 
debt of that Staté one cevt for any purpose 
whatéver ; not one bond had been issued, not 
one evidence of indebtedness. So the argu- 
ment of the honorable gentleman will not 
apply to the State of Arkansas at that time. 

Mr. President, I know something about this 
Ku Klug organization. At the tive when the 
gentlethén on thé other side were pooh-poobing 
at itdand pronouncing it a myth, when they 
were trying to convince the people of this 
country that no such orgatiization existed, L 
had ample evidetice béforé me as Governor of 
the State of Arkansas that it did exist, and 
that it was one df thé most formidable and 
ingenious organizations ever resorted to by 
any šet of men to accomplish villainous aud 
outragéous purposes. I became satistied as 
éarly as 1868 that it would be necessary for 
the State governtwent of Arkansas, for the 
loyal pople of that Staté, to grapple with that 
Monster or Allow iidinsdl¥6s to become utterly 
subjugated by it: THe result was, by the aid of 
God; ahd the resolute, lawiabiding people of 
Arkansaé, {Hi orbél and bloody organization 


was utterly eradicated: It is true, wë had to 
resort to martial law; that we had, for the 
time being; to set aside the civil courts, which 
had become utterly powerless; and éstablish 
in their stead military tribunals: But the re- 
sult has proveli that even martial law, with all 
its imperfections and objectionable features, 


‘was better for a few tionths than years of 


anarchy and terrorism. : 

Since 1868, when we handled this organiza- 
tion without glovés, we have had no Ku Klux 
in Arkansas; abd so far as this law is con- 
cerned it ig uiinecessary for that State. We 
are able to takë care of ourselves. We have 
taken cate of ourselves. We have not asked 
for Federal troops. Wé have not asked for 
Federal help—not even asked fot Federal 
arms to put down this second rebellion, But 
we were fortunate, as I said before, in nipping 
the thing in its incipiency: If we had waited 
until this time, I have no doübt the organiza- 
tion would have accomplished its object, 

Mr. President, I have said more than I 
intended when I rose. I merély rose in the 
first place to correct the statement of the hän- 
otablé Senator from Missouri, which I think 
did my State great injustice, and which was 
calculated to impair its credit, ahd to reply to 
the unkind, and, as I think; discourteous re- 
mark of the honorable Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I had supposed that wé had all be- 
come satisfied of the inutility, if not of the 
mischievous character df much of the legis- 
lation énacted here for the government of 
the southern States. The act which it is now 
proposed to continue in force until after the 
November election is the most objectionable 
of the whole series. It would be of very 
doubtful propriety under circumstances of 
threatened disturbance of the public tran- 
quillity, even when no important elections in 
the various States were pending; and many 
regard it as of more than doubtful constitution- 
ality as well. I shall say nothing on the latter 
branch of the proposition, but limit the few 
remarks which I shall make to the abuses 
which may and are likely to grow up under 
the shadow of such a metiace, in circumstances 
so tempting, and kindréd topics. 

The President will be placed by the’ passage 
of this measure in a position of extreme deil- 
cacy and embarrassment. He is himself a 
candidate for reélection. His friends in the 
South, fór the most part, are not very dis- 
creet, and besides are in a minority in almost 
every State south of the Potomac. They will 
therefore be most likely to. provoke disturb- 
ances which would justify the interposition 
of the national authorities, They have every- 
thing to gain by such disorder as will vitiate 
or nullify the election where the majority ig 
likely to be adverse, while’ the’ party in the 
Majority in the respective States, feeling con- 
fident of their strength, would deprecate any 
irregularity, or indiscretion even, which would 
hazard the success of their candidates by the 
national or other mterference at the polls. 

In Texas, whére the local authorities are in 
harifony and sympathy with tbe national Ad- 
ministration, the party is strong, not in nun 
bers to be sure, but in the character and com- 
pleteness of its election machinery, which has 
been carefully manufactured, and thoroughly 
tested durivg the last fall election. The regis- 
tration of the voters, all election officers, the 
election returns, the removal and appointment 
of county officers, and the power, of suspend- 
ing thé habeas corpus were äll placed in the 
discretion and under the absolute control of 
the Governor by the Legislature before that 
branch of the State goverimént passed out of 
existence. 

‘Lhe Governoris, or considers himéelf, clothed 
with absolate power, and will exercisé it when- 
ever in his judgment it shall bécotie necessary 
to do so. Hè sevins to. have no misgivings iñ 
réward to’ the legality of the powers with w hich 
the laté Legislature attempted to invest him, 
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or of. its indefinite duration, unless repealed 
by some succeeding Legislature; provided an- 
other shall ever be elected. He is also pro- 
yided with ample military and. constabulary 
forces, so that persons or communities need- 
ing or desiring the national protection would 
very likely be of the Opposition, and therefore 
not in a position to invoke it. 

‘The President will listen to no application for 
troops which does not come through the Gov- 
ernor of the State. The Opposition do not 
want such power conferred upon the President, 
even if it could be legally done and its. ex- 
ercise invoked for their protection and upon 
their own application, because it is conceded 
a: most dangerous power to commit to the 
Chief Magistrate of the Republic at any time, 
especially so to the present incumbent, and at 
this particular juncture. They think, as many 
of the friends and supporters. of the Adminis- 
tration also begin to conclude, that there has 
been quite enough of Federal interference in 
the domestic affairs of the States. The tend- 
ency toward centralizing the powers properly 
belonging to the States in the General Govern- 
ment is very manifest, and is creating dis- 
honest and discontent in the publie mind. 

The proposition to couferupon the President 
the power to suspend the habeas corpus during 
the period covering the approaching presi- 
dential canvass and election, coming so soon 
after the amendment of the election act pro- 
viding Federal supervision over all election 
precincts in the United States, is absolutely 
alarming. We all know there is no necessity 
for the continuance in force of the fourth sec- 
tion of the act of 20th April, 1871. There 
are no such disturbances occurring in the 
southern States, or at all likely to occur, as to 
excuse the exercise of military authority or 
control over them, or even to require its sup- 
port to the civil authority, If it had been 
suspected at the date of the passage of the act 
that a proposition would be made to extend 
the most objectionable feature of it to a date 
beyond the time fixed for holding the presi- 
dential election it would most certainly have 
been defeated. 

Several of the southern States have organ- 
ized permanent military establishments, em- 
bracing regular State police forces, ostensibly 
for the preservation of the public peace. In 
these, or some of them at least, we shall find 
upon examination the greatest number and 
most aggravated cases of outrage and lawless- 
ness, This was the case in Texas during the 
period covered by the canvass and election, for 
members of Congress last summer aud fall. 

The police and *‘ State guard,” both organ- 
ized and permanent military forces, well armed 
but badly disciplined, were recruited from the 
colored population and the lowest class of 
whites, the recruiting officers selecting the 
most daring aud insolent characters to be 
found, which were then oflicered by the Gov- 
ernor, he selecting fur this responsible and 
delicate duiy meu whose reputation for con- 
tempt of authority, and turbulence, was much 
better established than for courage or discre- 
tion, ome of them were well-kuown desper- 
adoes before they were commissioned into the 
police force, and maintained that character 
afterward, These military organizations, con- 
stituted of such material, were placed upon 
duty, not under any law, but such rules and 
regulations and with such instructions as the 
chief of police and the Governor chose to 
make and enforce, The fourth section of the 
act of July 1, 1870, to establisha State police, 
provides that— 

‘The chief of State police, with the approval of 
the Governor, shail make all needful rules and reg- 
ulations for the government of the State police.” 

And the fifth- section of the same act makes 
all sheriffs aud their deputies, constables, mar- 
shals of cijes aud towus and their deputies, 
and police of cities and towns, part and parcel 
of the police force, and “subject to the super- 
yisory control of the Governor and chief of 


State police, with full authority to make rules 
and regulations’’ for these as well as for the 
police proper. , The language of the section 
isin these words: : 


“The chief of State police, subject to the approval 
of the Governor, may make all needful rules and 
regulations for the government and direction of 
their officers ?’— 


Sheriffs, marshals, and constables— 


“in matters looking to the maintenance of public 
peace, preventing orsuppressing crime, and bringing 


to justice offenders; and any of these officers failing’ 


or refusing prompt obedience to such rules and reg- 


ulations, or to the orders of the Governor or chief 
of State police, shall be removed from office and 
suffer such other punishment as may be prescribed 
by law.” 

This palpable violation of the constitution 
was adopted, because in some counties sheritfs 
and marshals looked to the law and the consti- 
tution to guide them in their duties instead of 
yielding obedience to the chief of police. The 
counties are thus deprived of their respective 
constabulary and executive officers provided by 
and elected under the constitution. Sheriffs 
are important officers of the courts, with well- 
defined duties under the constitution, and 
besides collect the State and county taxes. 
They cannot, therefore, be legally taken from 
under the operation of the law and the con- 
stitution and made an appendage to a police 
force to be sent out of their respective coun- 
ties at the will and caprice of the chief of 
police or Governor of the State, punished for 
disobedience of their orders, or dismissed from 
office. Yet they are thus treated. They have 
everywhere been ‘removed when found objec- 
tionable to the authorities. No wonder if 
county officers have, in many instances, proved 
inefficient, the public service demoralized, and 
the treasury empty. 

‘These military organizations, police force, 
aud State guards were generally employed 
in the middie and westeru part of the State 
for the three or four months preceding the 
October election in constituting as. well as 
organizing and managing primary meetings 
and county and district conventions. Of 
course troops thus employed must soon 
become demoralized and insolent, not only in 
their intercourse an@ dealings with citizens, 
but toward the authorities as well. ‘They 
were ayowedly intended to be a terror to evil- 
doers only, but they became a greater terror 
and scourge to innocent and peaceable per- 
sons, and would at any time have been found 
troublesome to the authorities had any sort of 
discipline or obedience to law, or even regu- 
lations, been exacted of them. 

Under instructions, or in defiance thereof, 
they seem to have full license to hunt, run 
down, arrest, and confine whomsoever they 
like, without affidavit or warrant, and to extort 
heavy fines from their victims by threats of sum- 
mary punishment. I remember a case of this 
character which occurred last year in one of the 
upper Brazos counties, A highly respectable 
ciuzen was arrested in his own house charged 
with harboring or having knowledge of the 
whereabouts of some relative, for which, and 
for presuming to demand the authority under 
which the officer acted, he was threatened with 
condign punishment in default of the immedi- 
ate payment of $3,000 goid. Though a man 
of property, he found it no easy matter to raise 
the money, but through friends he managed 
to procure the sum named, less two or three 
hundred dollars, and paid it over to the chief; 
and this scandalous robbery of an innocent 
citizen not only remains unpunished, but went 
unrebuked by the authorities. 

The other day, during the debate on the 
Louisiana election bill, L alluded to the origin 
of the disturbance which resulted in the declara- 
tion of martial law by the Governor of Texas 
during the election week last fall in the coun- 
ties of Limestone and Freestone, in order to 
correct the impression which the reading of 
the report of the House Committee of Elec- 
tions in the case of Giddings vs. Clark, from 
the third district of that State, made upon the 


mind of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Ev- 
MUNDS.] I said only enough on that occasion 
to relieve the people of those counties of the 
censure which the justification of the Govern- 
or’s proclamation of martial law seemed to im- 
ply, because the case of contest was then pend- 
ing in the House, and being closely connected 
with the unhappy condition of affairs in those 


counties, I could not go into a fuller history 


of the troubles without bearing upon the cause 
of the sitting member; and I did not want to 
subject myself to the charge of seeking an 
opportunity to attack him while his case was 
pending, not that | had any sympathy with 
his cause or the means by which he was certi- 
fied up. 

‘That contest is now settled; and feeling that 
the Senator from Vermont, quite as much by 
manner as by words, rested under the belief 
that my statement was colored in the interest 
of the citizens at the expense of the authori- 
ties, I shall endeavor now to satisfy him that 
in this instance at least the citizens were not 
the aggressors, and atthe same time correct 
the impression made upon the mind of my 
colleague, who was gratified to find that I did 
not condemn the Governor. I thought I had 
said enough to indicate the contrary, and 
beside, did not suppose my colleague ignorant 
of the fact that, along with a very large ma- 
jority of the Governor’s political and personal 
friends and the intense opposition, I believed 
the proclamation of martial law wholly un- 
authorized in any case, and unneccessary in 
that case. 

In response to the seeming appeal made by 
the Senator from Vermont, I said if threatened 
hostilities between the races could be sup- 
pressed in no other way I would even justify 
the course the Governor took; I expressed 
myself thus strongly to indicate my disposition 
to support the chief magistrate in the exercise 
of all his authority for the preservation of pub- 
licorder. But that was too great a concession ; 
for in the actual circumstances no condition of 
affairs would justify what the Governor did. 
The tenth section of the first article of the con- 
stitution of the State provides that ‘‘the habeas 
corpus shall not besuspended except. by act of 
the Legislature in case of rebellion orinvasion.”” 
Allowing the necessity for promptaction, which 
is not conceded, the Legislature was in session 
right over the executive office when the proc- 
lamation issued, but the Governor did not 
deign to ask for authority or make any com- 
munication to that body ; and it was only after 
the public indignation began to work upon its 
members, mostof whom had up to that time 
shown a willinguess to support his measures 
without much inquiry, that he felt the necessity 
of some recognition or sanction for the exercise 
of such extraordinary powers. He therefore 
caused resolutions of approval of his procla- 
mation of martial law to be introduced in the 
house or the senate, I do not recollect which, 
but it was too late; the storm of indignation 
which swept over the country carried the Legis- 
lature along with the public, I send to the 
desk and ask the Clerk to read the resolutions 
adopted by the house of representatives. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“ Whereas his Excellency E, J. Davis, Governorof 
the State of Texas, didon the 9th day of October, 
1871, declare martial law in the counties of Lime- 
stone and Freestone, and did suspend the privilege 
ot the writ ot kabeas corpus in and to said counties; 
and whereas an armed force has been quartered 
upon the people of said counties for several weeks 
past at a heavy expense to said counties and the 
limitation of the personal liberty of the people 
therein; and whereas the Governor did in his said 
proclamation of martial law direct a penalty of 
$50,000 to be levied and collected from the citizens 
of Limestone county; and whereas in pursuance 
thereofan assessment of three per cent. upon ail 
taxable property of said county has been levied and 
is being collected, to the great detriment and ruin 
of said county; and whereas the Legislature of the 
State was in session at the date of said proclamation, 
and was in no wise consulted with reference. te the 
said declaration of martial law, as we believe it 
should have been done to make said. proclamation 
legal; Therefore, : 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives, (the 
senate concurring,) That the action of his Excel- 
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lency, E. J. Davis, in declaring martial law in the 
manner aforesaid in the counties of Freestone and 
Limestone, be, and the same is hereby, disapproved, 
as being unnecessary to the ends of public justice, 
and uncalled for, as the courts of the counties were 
in the unobstructed exercise of their proper. juris- 
diction, and illegal, as the Legislature was then in 
session. 

** Resolved further. That the Governor be, and heis 
hereby, requested and instructed to restore civil 
authority in said. counties, and to witbdraw all 
armed torces therefrom, and to disband the sawe, 
and that he intorm this Legislature of the expense 
of the same, that action may be had with reference 
thereto, 

*‘ Resolved further, That the speaker of the house of 
representatives furnish his Excellency the Governor 
with a copy of this resolution.” 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. The resolu- 
tions just read give a fair and sufficiently full 
account of one of the greatest acts of usurpa- 
tion, tyranny, and plunder ever perpetrated 
upon any people, whether guilty or innocent, 
civilized or savage. No allusion is made in 
the resolutions.to the cause of the excitement 
which was made the pretext for martial law. 
The reason is obvious. The police were the 
instigators of the disturbance; and stood out 
in. open defiance of the authorities for several 
days, surrendering finally on terms of what 
character 1 do not know; but they escaped 
from custody or confinement, though in the 
hands or under the guard of so large a military 
force, and are not only at large untried and 
unpunished, but continued on duty in other 
portions of the State, as I am informed. 

I express no opinion myself as to the mo- 
tives which actuated Governor Davis in prose- 
culing such a ruthless war against an unoffend- 
ing community, but i must say it is the current 
belief that some of his subordinates, if not 
himself, were actuated by improper motives. 
Judge Oliver, who was his lieutenant in that 
judicial district under his election order, and 
clothed with almost supreme power, at the 
head of a number of county officials who had 
been recently appointed for the occasion, and 
other supporters of General Clark, the Repub- 
lican candidate, were openly charged before 
and since with a determination to neutral- 
ize the vote of Limestone county, which it 
was known would be largely in favor of the 
Democratic candidate. ‘The unfair and vio- 
lent manner in which the candidate of the 
Republican party had been nominated, against 
the wishes of a very large portion of the col- 
ored voters of the district, strengthened the 
general belief in the unfairuess of his friends, 
who insisted upon the declaration of martial 
law when they knew there existed no necessity 
for such extreme measures, however ignorant 
the Governor may have been of the true con- 
dition of affairs. . 

Many were uncharitable enough to believe 
that one object in putting the two counties 
under military government was to raise money 
for the payment of arrears due to a large and 
demoralized police force, That force and the 
State guard had been without pay for,a long 
time, and the State treasury was empty. It 
was, at any rate, a streak of fortune for them. 
They had a rich harvest for several weeks, and 
left with their pockets well filled. 

The levy of three per cent. was in addition 
to the Stateand county tax of two anda quarter 
per cent, upon the property of the county. The 
full amouut, | believe, was not collected, but 
a very large portion of it was, and if the Legis- 
lature had not interposed in behalf of the 
people every farthing of the levy would have 
been exacted. So sharp were the officers that 
where purchasers would not bid on landed 
property, because they could not remove it, 
and few had any confidence in the legality of 
the sale, imprisonment was resorted to in 
the absence of personal property to satisfy the 
demand, and parties were held until the money 
was paid. In one case at least, the brother 
of an absent delinguent was incarcerated to 
compel him, after having paid ‘his own tax, 
to pay his brother’s also. The county is almost 
broken up, and will be many years in recover- 
ing iis former prosperity. 


These and such as these are the men who 
will have access to the President. What they 
are capable of doing we have seen when their 
passions or interests move them. The propo- 
sition confided to the President to exercise 


.so dangerous a power as that of suspending 


the habeas corpus will be practically placed 
in their reach and discretion, because the 
Executive will most likely act upon their re- 
port of the necessity for the exercise of the 
power. When parties under indictment in the 
United States courts can upon application have 
the President remove the officers of the court 
in which their cases are pending, it is difficult 
to fix any limit to his disposition to accommo- 
date his friends. Governor Davis, of Texas, 
has demanded the removal of the district at- 
torney and marshal of the western district of 
Texas; one of them has already been removed 
BSS. A y , 
and the other will be. 
My colleague, in reply to the Senator from 
Illinois, [Mr. TRUMBULL, } the other day said: 
“ Surely I know something about the difficulty 
that the Senator alludes to. He has presented to us 
the report of the committee of the other House. I 
raise no issue as to the correctness of that report, 
though I might well do so in some instances; but it 
is not my purpose to do that. I may safely say that 
itis an ex parte report; it is only one side of the 
question. That I sayin my place; and if the facts 
were all known, the report would be different, 


or there would be one that would clear up this mat- 
ter to a great extent. 


I wonder, Mr. President, why some effort 
was not made to collect and lay the facts 
before the proper committee of the House, 
or before the country, if the committee would 
not notice them. Surely the matter was and 
still is well worth clearing up; and those 
acquainted with the gentleman returned by 
the Governor of Texas from the third district 
of that State to the Forty-Second Congress 
believe he would not have yielded his seat if 
testimony could have been procured of the 
character indicated by my colleague. Ample 
time was given the sitting member to procure 
testimony to sustain the statements made in 
answer to the charges of the contestant. He 
and his friends had made extravagant decla- 
rations in respect to the amount and character 
of evidence which would be forthcoming at 
the proper time touching the lawlessness and 
intimidation which it: was alleged resulted in 
his defeat at the polls. Here is a specimen, 
which appeared in the National Republican 
newspaper of this place, about the assembling 
of Congress in December last: 

“ The Situation in Texas.—General W. T. Clark, 
member of Congress elect from Texas; Colonel N. 
Patton, collector of the port of Galveston, and Hon. 
J. P. Newcomb, secretary of State, have arrived 
in this city. 

“ Recent and trustworthy advices from that State 
fully confirm tbe accounts of violence, fraud, and 
terrorism in the late election which we have hitherto 
printed. The peopleof the North have been slow to 
bolieve that such villainy and outrage as lately dis- 
graced that State could have been perpetrated in 
any portion of the country, but the undeniable evi- 
dence is forthcoming and will soon be published. 
An alarming condition of affairs at present exists in 
that State, which may ultimately call for very strin- 
gent measures on the part of the Government.” 

These statements were fally credited by 
many persons here and throughout the North 
and West. Where is.the evidence? 

The Committee of Elections of the House 
waited reasonably long for some testimony 
from the district where these terrible outrages 
wrought so much mischief to the fortunes of 
the sitting member. The fact is, Mr. Pres- 
ident, these and like statements were put out 
early and kept before the country to bolster 
up the bascless claim of General Clark to a 
seat in the House, and he, together with all his 
adherents, expected the House to keep him in 
on these statements unsupported by testimony 
because he was a Republican. Now that he 
has retired to his home in the Kast some- 
where, we shall probably hear less of intimid- 
ation and lawlessness in the third congres- 
sional district of Texas. 

Ido not insist that profound peace, quiet, 
and good order reigns throughout. the State; 
such conditions hardly obtain anywhere in the 
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country now; but I assert that the worst char: 
acters there known to me are now acting with 
the Republican party, or have beer employed 
on the police force or otherwise, and that 
more disturbances of the public peace and out- 
rages. have been committed by them, either 
under instructions or in defiance thereof and 
of law, within the past eighteen ‘months, than 
by the whole population besides. 

My colleague on the occasion before alluded 
to spoke thus of the conduct of the: State 
police during the election in October last: > 

“T traveled through the State directly afterward: 
the police were appropriated by the rebel spirit, 
and instead of protecting the ballot-box in its 
purity they were used. have a report ina paper 
or two in my trunk that I have carried with me 
going to show that rebel newspapers were speaking 
in praise of the police, saying how well they had 
conducted themselves, particularly after they had 
suffered themselves to be appropriated’ and made 
the tools of the party that was in opposition to the 
Federal and State governments.” j 

Touching the fidelity or infidelity of the 
police, I know not how it wasin my colleague’s 
section of country or generally over the State, 
but if his estimate of their character be correct, 
I submit the Governor ought to be advised to 
disband the force as a public nuisance; and I 
will not dispute the accuracy of the statement, 
because the whites among them, who are the 
controlling element, though fewer in numbers 
than the colored, were recruited, as before 
steted, from the most abandoned portion of 
the population, and because they commended 
themselves to the authorities by loudly shont- 
ing for the cause, finding that the road to ready 
preferment. One need not be surprised, there- 
ture, to find them “ on the make” wherever a 
market for their services can be found. As to 
the employment of the force by the authorities 
in elections for the purpose of unduly or fraud- 
ulently controlling the result, know nothing 
personally, and have not so charged, nor do Í 
know of the Opposition having purchased or 
used them for such a purpose; but I think it 
will not be denied by any one at all acquainted 
with the history of the last campaign that the 
police force was made to figure conspicuously 
in many places and on sundry occasions in’ 
primary meetings and county and district con- 
ventions. Then no one within the limits of the 
State at the time can have forgotten the Guv- 
ernor’s celebrated election order, which prac- 
tically put the whole country under military 
government during the fourteen or fifteen days 
coveting the ‘period of registration and elec- 
tion. ‘lhe electors throughout the State were 
notified that they could vote, but were ordered 


when they had deposited their ballots to depart 


at once for their respective homes and resume 
their accustomed employment; and the police, 
both regular and special, on duty were strictly 
charged to see that this order was obeyed to 
the letter, and any and all persons found siand- 
ing on the streets in groups of three or more 
were ordered to be arrested, without warrant 
or other process, as conspirators against the 
peace of the country. It is true, I think, that 
this absurd and mischievous order was vot 
very rigidly enforced; but it was well calcu- 
lated, as it appeared intended, to provoke dis- 
turbances. If the forbearance of the police to 
arrest the careless or contumacious who might 
have been jound, certainly almost everywhere, 
offending against the order was what my col- 
league considered an appropriation of the force 
by the rebel spirit, then probably he was cor- 
rect. 

Referring again to the employment of the 
police and other State troops in political work 
on the occasion of selecting delegates to the 
district convention in my own county last 
summer, after assisting in organizing the meet- 
ing on the first day on the basis of the national 
platform simply, the minority, being in favor 
of having the Governor's measures of State 
policy indorsed at headquarters, protracted 
the meeting into the night, when it was ad- 
journed to a day in the next week. Upon 
assembling the hall was found to be in posses- 
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sinn of a company of troops under arms and 
the orders of he Governor, who had placed 
them there with jnstrnetions. to . gecupy 
and hold the rpam.. The troops: constituted 
the majority of the meeting, which was con- 
ducted by a few gentlemen in the pablie ser- 
Vice at the seat of government, including the 
Governor, who was jy fact the com mander-in- 
chief of the military. The meeting was reor- 
ganized and suitable resolutions, indoysing all 
the measures Of the State administration, 
which were then working the destruction of 
the party, adopted unanimously, and proper 
delegates appointed to represent the Governor 
at the convention. All this was accomplished 
by three or four non-residents of the county 
-aided hy State troops, ta the exclusion of the 
hong fide residents of the county. That was 
perhaps above an average of the triumphs 
which the party achieved during the cam- 
paign, but it was only so in degree not in 
kind. 

Now, these are small matters, some may 
think, to bring before the Senate, but ings- 
much as oup liberties rest upon them they 
are warthy of the attention of Senators, 

The election in Texas last fall was as quiet 
as any I haye ever known in the State, with 
the exception of the counties of Limestone 
and Freestone and the neighborhood of my 
colleague. Perhaps it was exceptionally so 
on account of the extreme difficulty felt by 
every one of passing through the ordeal with- 
out affording to the authorities some pretext 
for closing the polls or throwing out whole 
boxes where the majority was. expected or 
known to be against the Administration. Feel- 
ing absolute confidence in the success of their 
candidates, provided the votes conld be re- 
ceived and counted, the Opposition were on 
their guard during the days of registration 
and eketa, And I anticipate a peaceable 
election next Noyember, ynless by State or 
Federal interference the people. shall be de- 
priyed of the very few rights. and privileges 
which on such oceasions remain to them 
under the laws of the State. There is every 
inducement for them to act with circumspec- 
tion and manliness, ‘The stake at issue is the 
reformation of the administration of the gov- 
ernments, State and national, and the people 
will bear a great deal to accomplish so much. 

Jf the bill under consideration shall become 
a law, it. may, under rash councils, prove a 
calamity, though one may be’ permitted to 
hope whatever ills or disasters it may be made 
the instrument of inflicting upon us will full 
upon the Administration and not upon the 
pation. i . 

In conclusion I ask the Clerk to read from 
the Houston Union newspaper, of Texas, which 
T send to the desk. it is the chief organ of 
the Republican party in Texas, and is edited 
by the chairman of the Siate executive com- 
mittee, It is the advice of the chairman to 
the State convention just on the eve of meeting 
to select delegates to the Philadelphia con- 
vention, and fairly states the condition of the 
party in that State. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“An Appeal for iepublican Success.—On the eve 
of the Republican State convention, wo feel deeply 


impressed that a few plain words, piercing and prob- 
ing the sore point of the situation, are demanded 
from the Union, : 
., Lhe problem of the success of the party in Texas 
is contained in these two questions: 

“ Shall the party, from henceforth, be managed as 
2 close corporation, in the interest of a small privi- 
Jeged class, who haye already had their day of rule, 
and who have, from fault or misfortune, or both, 
made it impossible for the party to succeed under 
their leadership in the future? Or, on the other 
hand, shall the party be placed upon the platform 
of the principles of the national Republican party, 
and offered to the peoplo of Texas, upon its own 
essential merits, for their acceptance and support, 
under the leadership of new men, taken at large 
from the Republican citizenship of the State, and 
more especially from the ‘old Union men?? ~ 

‘To ask the question is to answer it. Every man 
of common sense, who is disinterested, knows, as 
well as he knows his right hand from his left, thatif 
the Republican party is conducted under unas- 


coptableleaders, and according to the programme, of |] 
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acloge corporation, as charged, (whether truthfully 
or pot) it will he pyerwhelmingly and disastrously 
efgated. 


_ ‘And every intelligent man in the State, Repub- 
lican. or Democrat, knows that if the Republican 
party, representing guly the essential principles of 
Repu jlicanism, ynembarrassed by distasteful local 
issues, and unburdened with distasteful leaders, be 
offered to the paopis o Texas. it will be sustained 
an overwhelming vate: i 

PY, The malority ofne péople of Texas are willing, 
nay, they are.anxious; to ‘accept, to support, and to 
vate for the national Reppblican party; but they 
are not willing to follow, to indorse, and to support 
many men in Texas who have been considered Re- 
publican leaders, nor are they willing by their votes 
to indorse their previous course in all respects. 

“Shall we drive these people away from the 
regular Republican party, into the isms of Grocley, 
or back into the camp of the hopelessly unredeem- 
able Democracy? Is that man a sincere, aloyal Re- 
publican who js not willing that Republicanism shall 
succeed in Texas unless he can make it the means 
of the success of his'own individual aspirations ?” 

“The question is not one of principie; it is simply 
a question of men and of leadership. We declare 
that most of the men to whom we refer ara old, 
stanch, hard-working, long-suffering, well-deserv- 
ing Republicans. We are their friends. We make 
np war upon them. Weonly wish to make them see 
that if they pursue the course they are now pur- 
suing they ruin hoth the party and themselves; 
whereas if they pursue the course we recommend 
they will make both the narty and the selves. The 
most unpopular public man ip the Republican party 
of Texas, shouid henow patriotigally step out of the 
way for the sake of Republican spyccess, will be 
hajled as a patriot anda wise man hereafter, not 
only by the present members of the Rep ublican 
party, but also by those who will come to us in con- 
sequence of his action, although he is now distaste- 
ful to them, icles Apis g 

“The Union has nothing in view in all this but 
the success of Republicanism in Texas. We are dis- 
interested. The proof is, that the proprietors, the 
editors, and nearly all the immediate friends and 
supporters of the Union, are included in that class 
of Republican leaders who, as we think, ought to 
take back seats, for the sake of the success of Repub- 
licanism in Texas, We do not ask others to do what 
wo are not willing to do ourselves. Certain well- 
known men in Texas have, as Republican leaders, 
made enemies or excited opposition, both in and 
out of the Republican party. Let not such men be 
foreed upon the people to the hurt of Republican- 
ism. 

* On the other hand, let the ‘old Union men,’ 
who have been overlooked and neglected, come to 
the front, and take the Jead, pnd the peaple will 
follow theim. Let those of us who have been officers 
commanding columns, doff our uniforms and lay 
asido our swords, and take our places as privates in 
the ranks. 

“Tf this course shall be adopted, the Republican 
party will carry the State for Grant in November by 
an overwhelming majority. Thisis the general opin- 
jon of the State, even of onr enemies, This course is 
tho only thing our enemies fear at this convention.” 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. If this advice 
had been acted upon two years ago the Repub- 
lican party in Texas would not to day bein the 
plight so graphically described by the Union. 
But the invitation comes too late. The old 
Union men and early Republicans, after being 
for two years excluded from the councils of 
the party, because they refused to aid in or 
sanction the plundering schemes which have 
been the chief business of the administration 
since its inauguration, and which will make it 
forever memorable, went to Cincinnati for 
relief from a Government which had become 
too intolerable to be borne longer in silence. 

Mr. THURMAN next addressed the Senate. 
Having spoken until twelve o'clock, midnight, 

Mr. FENTON. Will my friend from Ohio 
give way till I make a suggestion? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr, FENTON. Itis late, and it is evident 
we shall not get through with this bill, if we 
attempt to do so to-night, until a very late hour. 
I would ask whether it may not be agreeable 
to the Senate to come to an understanding 
that we take the vote to-morrow at some hour, 
say three or four o’clock, and let the Senator 
from Ohio finish his speech to-morrow, and 
the Senate adjourn now. I suggest that we 
reach an understanding, if we can, that the 
vote be taken to-morrow at three o'clock. 

Mr. THURMAN. Say five. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from New York 
will remember that there is an order entered 
upon the Journal of the Senate that we shall 
close the discussion of this bill and vote upon 
iton Tuesday without adjournment. I have 
no objection if the Senate can come toa con- 
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clusion that we vote, spending no further time 
npon it, finally to-morrow at twelve 9’ clock, 


ater the morning hoyr. I am willing ta make 


that arrangement. A 

Mr. THURMAN. That you cannot da, 
because there are several who want to speak. 

Mr. STEVENSON. There are half a dozen 
who wish to speak. Tyegday is past now, I 
believe. : 

Mr. SCOTT. Notas a parliamentary day. 
It continues until eleven o’clock to-morrow. 
Buy if an understanding: can he arrived: at 
unanimously that we shall yote at twelve 
o’ clock to-morrow, very well. 

Mr. FENTON. I think it would be better 
to say a little later than that. 

Mr.. SCOTT. If there are a number of 
speeches fo be made, as is suggested, the 
speeches might still be made if the Senate 
remained in session with the understanding 
that the voting should take place at the hour 
named, ; 

Mr. FENTON. My object in making this 
suggestion is that there may be some under- 
standing reached, that Senators, if they do not 
want to remain all night here, may retire to 
their homes. It is suggested by my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Wingon] that we 
agree On three o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The under- 
standing was that this bill was to be closed 
to-day at this sitting. If a vote could be taken 
to-morrow at twelve o'clock that would be 
eqivalent to closing it to-day. 

Mr. FENTON. It could hardly be done so 
soon. Ifwe adjourn until to-morrow, I sup- 
pose hy common consent the understanding 
which has been reached heretofore would not 
be violated. I hope there may be an agree- 
ment that we shall vote upon this bill to-mor- 
row at two or three o’clock. If three o'clock 
is deemed too late by Senators, let us say two 
o'clock. . l 
Mr. CONKLING. I suggest that if we can 
have an agreement without loss of time to vote 
at twelve o’clock to-morrow, Senators who 
wish to address the Senate to-night will be 
subjected to no added inconvenience; others 
who do not wish to address the Senate need 
not wait; but unless we can have an agree- 
ment to have it now I think we had better 
have the regular order. Weare not progress- 
ing at all, but I fear wasting time. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not feel at liberty 
after speaking on the bill to undertake to limit 
anybody else. . 

[The honorable Senator resumed and con- 
cluded his speech, which will be published 
in the Appendix. ] - 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. President, I have lis- 
tened to most of these speeches with very 
great interest; but I am weary and- want {o 
get away. I have no doubt my feeling is the 
feeling of a majority of the Senate. If the 
Senate is now ready to come to a vote on the 
bill I will not make the motion which I other- 
wise rose to make. If there are no further 
speeches—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.). The Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Roserrson] hag 
risen to speak. j 

Mr. FENTON. Does the Senator from 
South Carolina wish to address the Senate? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I will hear any prop- 
osition the honorable Senator has to make. 

Mr. FENTON. I will not interfere with 
the Senator from South Carolina if he wishes 
to speak; but my purpose was, if we could 
test the sense of the Senate upon this bill, to 
move to lay it upon the table. I will not 
make the motion, however, if it will interfere 
with the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I prefer to go on. 

Mr. FENTON. Very well. 

Mr. ROBERTSON.” Mr. President, last 
spring I voted against the passage of the bill 
known as the Ku Klux bill, which gave to the 
President of the United States the authority 
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io suspend the writ of habeas corpus, that 
instrument of the Constitution so dear to the 
‘American people. And, sir, I wish to state 
briefly my reasons for doing so. 

The Ku Klux Klan being a seeret organiza- 
tion, it was impossible for me ta know the ex- 
tent of their murders and the terrible outrages 
they had committed against all classed-of our 
citizens not in political accord with them- 
selves. ts 

Sir, the testimony giyen against men who 
have been tried and found guilty bythe courts, 
and the confession of the men themselves, 
when brought forward ta receive the sentence 
of the court, have fully satisfied me of the ne- 
cessity of the passage of the bill and the wise 
policy of the President in his proclamation of 

ast October, in which he declared the writ of 
habeas corpus suspended in nine of the coun- 
ties in South Carolina. 

Sir, had I known then what I now know, 
peice as it would have been and as it is now, 

should have felt it my duty to have voted far 
the passage of the bill. Sir, these people are 
dear to me, and many of them are blood rela- 
tions of mine. But, painfulas it may be, J 
must discharge my public trusts, by voting for 
the passage of the bill continuing in force the 
present law until the end of the next session of 
Congress. l , 

The President assured me this morning that 
he would be reluctant to enforce this bill 
against any of the people of this conntry, and 
would only do so in order to suppress unlaw- 
ful organizations which may be gotten up to 
deprive citizens of any of their rights they now 
enjoy under the laws and Constitution of the 
United States. 

Sir, the enforcement of this law has had 
a most wholesome and beneficial effect in the 
South. i 

in my native State, South Oaroling, I was 
present, last Decemher, at Columbia during 
the sitting of the court, where a number were 
tried and found guilty ; but by far the largest 
number plead guilty to the charge of conspiracy, 
and when they were brought before the court 
for sentence, all, with but one exception, con- 
fessed their guilt. And I have now before me 
their confessions, which I will ask the Clerk 
to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


** Sentence of Sherod Childers. 


‘* Sherod Childers was then called forsentence, and 
interrogated by the court. he proceedings were as 
follows: 
“ By Judge Bonn: . 
“ Question, Childers what have youto say for your- 
self in mitigation of your punishment? 
“ The prisoner did not reply. 
“Judge Bonp, Where do you live? 
“Answer. In York county. 
* Question. How old are you? 
t Answer. Twenty-three years old, 
ii Question, When did you first join the Ku Klux 
an? 
“ Answer. Joined at the election, 
** Question. Who was chief of your Klan? 
“ Answer. Aleck Smith. 
“ Question. low many raids have you been on 2 
“ Answer. That one, sir, 
" Question. Which one? ae 
Answer. That one—that Amzi Rainey. Ihad to 
join. I voted the Radical ticket, andI had to join in 
that way. , r 
+ Question. What did you do to this man Rainey? 
“ Answer. I didn’t do anything to him at all. 
“ Question. What was done to him? 
h “Answer. Nothing as I seen. I wasn’t up to the 
ouse. 
“ Question, Where did you start from to go there? 
“ Answer, I started from Bullock’s creek bridge, 
but didn’t start with the intention of going there at 
all, Ldon’t think it was the intention of the crowd 
to gothere, : 
b aoe” Whom did you meet at Bullock’s creek 
ridge 
“Answer. Allen Crosby, Sylvanus Hemphill, 
pyang Murphy, Ki Porter, I think is all that 1 met 
here. 
“ Question. How did you chance all to meet at the 
bridge that night ? 5 
tks Answer, Van Hemphill brought me word to meet 
ere. 
** Question, You met for the purpose of going on 
araid? . 
“Answer. Not to go there, we didn’t. 
“Question. You met to go on some raid? 
ne ‘Answer. We met to go on the raid, but not to go 
ere, 


“ Question. What. raid were you gping on? 
Answer, None in particular. We was just going 
out in the country that night. That is what he told 


me s ; 
“Question. What did you think they were going 


to do 
‘Answer. Į didn’t know. 7 
Question, You went to do anything that you were 
told to do? j 3 
“Answer. We were not told to do anything.. 
“Question. What did you meet at the bridge for? 
namer. They told me to meet the Klan there, 


What ware the Klan going to do? 
r. Phey didn’t tell me, 
I want you to tell me now all about 


“Question. What did you disguise yourself for? 
Answer. That was the rule of the order, for men 
to disguise. 

‘' Question, What were they going to do? 

“Answer, I didn’t hear anything, sir, they was 
going to do then at all. 

“Question. Then you met and put on disguises, 
and then you took them offand went home? 

‘Answer, No, sir; we didn’t take them of. 

Question. What purpose had you; werethey going 
to do something wrong ? 

“Answer. None that I heard of; didn’t hear we 
were going to do anything wrong. 

“Question, What purpose had you in disguising 
yourself? 

“Answer. I can’t tell. 

“Question. Did you go to Rainey’s? 

‘tAnswer. I went to where Rainey lived, on the 
plantation. 

“Question, What was done to him? 

“Answer. I was not at his house, 

“Question, Can you read and write? 

“Answer. No, sir: I can’t read and write. 

“Question. What do you follow for a living? 

't Answer. Farming. 

“Question. Do you work for yourself ? 

‘Answer. Yes, sir. 

“Question, Have you a family? 

“Answer. Yes, sir. 

‘Question. What family have you? 

"Answer. I have my wife and one child. 

Judge Bonn. Childers, in consideration of the fact 
that you have pleaded guilty, and shown to the court 
by that that you have a measure of repentance, the 
court will not be as severe as it would be otherwise, 
You have not told me the truth though; you were 
in the Big Billy Wilson raid, too. The witnesses in 
the other cases have so stated. The judgment of the 
court in your case is that you be fined $100, and be 
imprišçned for the term of eighteen months. Sit 

own. 

“Sentence af William Montgomery. 

“William Montgomery, one of the others who had 
pleaded guilty in the same case was then called. 

* By Judge Bonn: . 

“ Question, Where do you live? 

“Answer. Ip York county, 

“ Question, How old are you? 

“Answer. I am going on nineteen, 

“Question, Can you read and write? 

“ Answer. I can read print, but I can’t write. 

*‘ Question. Were you in the confederate army? 

* Answer. No, sir; I was in no army at all, 

Question, What raids have you been on? 

“Anewer. Well, I was on the raid that thoy got 
me on—the Amzi Rainey. `, 

“Question. That the only raid? 

“Answer. That is the only raid that ever I was in. 

“Question. When did you join the Klan? 

“Answer. I joined it in February some time. 

“Question. What did you de on this Rainey raid? 


“Answer. [never doneanything; I stayed with the 


horses. y ; 
“Question. All of you stayed with the horses, didn’t 

you | 

7 “Answer. I stayed with the horses, 

“Question, Who beat Rainey ? 

“ Answer. Nobody, as I know of. 

“The courtinquired of the district attorney whethei 
he had any facts relating to the prisoner, saying, t 
don’t think we can get them out of him.’ ` 

* Mr. Corbin replied that he was not aware that 
the prisoner had been in any other raid, and added, 
“T would state to the court that there were some 
eight or ten persons whipped that night. Amzi 

ainey was the only person specified.’ 3 i 

A Wuestion Where did you go from Amzi Rai- 
ney’s : 

“Answer. I went home. a 

“ Question. Didn’t you go with other expeditions 
the same night? 

“Answer. No. f 

“ Question, Nothing was done to Rainey ? 

‘Answer. Nothing, as I know of. I didn’t know 
where Rainey lived, nor anything about it. 

~“ Judge Bonp. Montgomery, the judgment of the 
court in your case is that you be fined $100, and be 
imprisoned for eighteen months.” 

“ Sentence of Evans Murphy. 

= Evans Murphy was called next. 

“By Judge Boxp: k 

* Question.: What have you to say to the court in 
mitigation of your punishment? i 


l 


Answer, I don’t know as I can say anything. 
* Question. Where do you live? ” 
‘Answer, In York county." 
“ Question, What is your business ? 
“Answer. Farming. PEE OR 
“ Question. Do you farm for yourself ?. 
newer, Yes, sir. 
3 Question What family haye you ? 
newer. Ihave seven besides myself. 
mi prenon- How many children ?‘ -> 
“Answer. I have four children, and sisters-in- 


aw. 
“* Question. How many raids have you been on ? 

“Answer. Mover been on but that one. = ` 

ie eter How many neople were whipped that 
night S ipla 

“ Answer. I don’t know e'r a one; I never saw e’r 
a one whipped at all. of : 

“ Question. You held horses? 

“Answer. No, sir; I didn’t hold any horses. 

ıı Question. What did youdo?  - i 

‘Answer. I didn’t do anything myself, nor I 
didn’t see anything done; I never saw anybody 
struck that night: I don’t think there was e’r a lick 
struck; if there was, E wasn’t in it. 

Question. How many of you were thera that 
night? Ta - 

«gnaver, There were nine. 

“Question, How many horses can ome man hold 
on & raid? . 

“Answer, Qne man held them all that night. 

“Question, What did the rest do? 

“Answer. I don’t know what they all done; I 
didn’t do anything myself. Lue, 
ine Question. Do you know anybody that did do any- 

ing 

“Answer. No, sir, I did not; I wag not with them. 
Some say that the party went to Rainey’s. I was 
not there. 

“Question. Did they go anywhere elso ? 

“Answer, No, sir; we went from Rainey’s back 
home. I have never been åt the house. I didn’t 
know where Rainey lives, myself. X‘ don’t know 
where his house is. ` S 

“Question. Did they tell you anything about it 
when they came back ? , 

“Answer. No, sir; they nover said they had dono 
anything. They run off and left me and seyeral 
others—Mr, Kirkpatrick and James Pursely and 
Allen Crosby, and I think Childers ‘and Porter, 
They all got off and left us. We didn’t know any- 
thing about where they went. 

“Question, Whom did they leave? 

“Answer, Me, and Childers and Allen Orosby and 
Kirkpatrick and James Pursely and Porter. 

“Question. It turns out that those who happen to 
be indicted didn’t do anything, and all those that 


| haven’t been caught did the whipping? 


“Answer. If there was any whipping done J didn’t 
know it, nor Lheard of none being done. 
‘Question. What did you go there for? é 
“Answer. I can’t tell, I didn’t hear anything; I 
didn’t know they were there. 
“Question, What did you go there for? 
“Answsr, I didn’t know they were going there, 
Question. What did you go for? i 
“Answer. Iwas going home from work and met 
up with them and they asked me to go along; said 
they was going to ride around a piece that night; 
didn’t say for what purpose, nor ĮI didn’t ask them. 
` Question. You didn't want to’ know, I suppose. 
What did yougo back for? 
“ Answer. To go home. 
“ Question. Had you ridden far enough ? 
* Answer. I suppose so; the crowd tarned back 
and I had to. ; , g 
“ Question, Had a pleasantride in the evening 
and then returned ? ` 
* Answer. Idon’tknow whether it was very pleas- 
ant or not, we returned home, . ` 
“Mr. Hart. I think your honor misunderstood the 
prisoner about the parties whom he names as being 
present as being only those indicted in this case who 
are absent; I understood him to say that’ Allen 
Crosby, himself, Porter and Childers, were those 
foe were left behind. Montgomery is indicted and 
ere— 
io J udge Bown. Montgomery only held the horses, 
though. 
` “ Question. Can you read and write? 
“ Answer. Notmuch—a. little. 
“ Question, Whatis your name? 
“ Answer. Evans Murphy. $ of 
“Judge Bonn. The judgment of the court is in 
your case, that you be fined $100, and be imprisoned 
for eighteen months.” 


“ Sentence of Hezekiah Porter. 
Hezekiah Porter was next called for sentence, 
By Judge Bonn: 

“ Question. Where do you live? 

Answer. In York county, sir, 

* Question. How old are you? 

“ Answer. Iam nineteen years old, 

“ Question. How many raids have you heen on? 

“ Answer, Qne, sir. i : ` 

“ Question. Whatraid was that? 

‘Answer. On Rainey. y 

" Question. What was done to Rainey? 

“ Answer. Not anything that I know. 

“ Question, What was done that night ? 
A * Answer, I don’t know, sir, as there was anything 

one. 

se gemar Wheredid you meet the raiding party? 

“Answer. E met with them down there at Bul- 
lock’s creek bridge. __ Doe tee 
“ Question. What did you go there for? 
“ Answer. I was warned to go thero, 
“ Question. By whom? a wee 


8712 


‘* Answer. Sylvanus Hemphill. 

** Question. Who was chief of your Klan? 

© Answer, Aleck Smith. | ; 

“‘ Question. Who was chief in your county ? 

‘ Answer. T don’t know, sir. À ; 
Be aa When you got to the bridge what. did 
you do eas 

" Answer, We disguised and went ‘off, on across 
the bridge; I reckon they went.to Rainey’s. 

" Questcon, What did you do when you got to 
Raiuey’s? - 

** Answer. T didn’t go there. 

“ Question. How far-did you go?) _ 

“ Answer. I went down to the bridge, and then 
across the branch up in the old field. 

* Question, What for? 

“ Answer. We were hunting for the other fellows; 
they went off and left us. ; 

| Question, Anybody else whipped that night? 

** Anawer, No, sir, not that I know of, 

“Judge Bono. From the fact that you have 
pleaded guilty, the judgment of the court is that 
you be 4ned $100, andimprisoned eighteen months.” 


** Sentence of Robert Hayes Mitchell. 


‘Mr. Corrin. Will tho court take up the case 
of Robert Hayes Mitchell? He isin court. 

“Mr, Harv, Your honors will recollect that was 
the case in which a motion was filed yesterday in 
arrest of jadgment and for a new trial. N 

“Judge Bonn. The court will overrule the motion 
for a new trial and in arrest of judgment. 

The prisoner arose, 

By Judge Bono: 

“Question, What have you to say for yourself why 
the court snould be lenient toward you? 

“Answer, Well, sir, I do not know what I ought 
to say. 

‘Question. Say everything you think. 

‘Answer, Well, I might say right smart, and then 
it might not be much benefit. [donot know whether 
I can say anything to be of any benefit, I never was 
arrested, I went up to York and gave myself up to 
Major Merrill.and told himail I knew, except some 
things he didn’t ask me and didn’t give me time to 
tell him: but he sent me to jail. I came down here 
with the intention of pleading guilty, and my law- 
yer kept me from it, and said not to plead guilty; 
said it was best for me not todo it. hat was the 
reason I didu’t plead guilty, I wasn’t guilty of the 
charge, although L was guilty of being on the raid; 
but d didn’t do anything. That was proven here, 
that [didu’t do anything to any one that night. 

“Question, You held the horses ? 

“Answer, L was with the horses; I don’t know 
that E held any horses but my own, 

“Question, Who was chief of your Klan? T 

“Answer, Well, Chambers Brown was once chief; 
Robert Riggins was elected after this chief, 

Question. How many members of your Klan 
wore there? 

** Answer. I don’t know, sir, exactly, it was a 
pretty strong Klan, seventeon or eighteen men I 
think, perhaps. 

~ Question, What proportion of the white people 
in that section do you think were members of Klans? 

t Answer. [don’t know: I can’t say positively. 

Question, Give us your idea? 

“ Answer, Woll there is a good many. 

‘' Question, How many raids did you go on? 

* Answer, Twas on that raid, and on another little 
raid that we went to Charley Russell’s house at 
Squire Sam Brown's and at one meeting at Sharon, 
when we olected chief; I never was on a raid in my 
life until the night we went to McConnellsville—the 
night Rainey was hung, 

~ Question, Had you heard that these raids had 

taken place before you joined the order? 
„| Answer, No, sir; Ujoined the order in 1868, and 
J never had been ona raid in my life, and didn’t 
know who else did belong until the night that we 
went to MeConnellsville, : 

** Question, [don’t think you understood me; had 
there been any raids befure you joined ? 

* Answer, No, sir: there had never been raids. 

9 “ esac How soon after you joined did they 
egiu ? 

t Answer. Well, sir, I don't know; it was some 
time; I don’t think there was any raiding done to my 
knowledge after [joined until this last year; a while 
before this Christmas a year-ago, I think, was the 
first; might have been in October or November—I 
don’t remember exactly the time, 

*“ Question, Did these people you raided upon have 
any sort of trial in the Klan? 

* Answer, No, sir, they did not: I didu’t know a 
thing about it until Sunday evening; the man was 
buug ou Monday, and I never heard the name be- 
tore ia my lite; I didn’t know anything about it 
atall, 

Question, Didn’t you think it very remarkable 
that a pareel of men could be got together to go and 
hang a man you never heard of before ? 

“Answer, I suppose there was men that did know 
the negro; I didn’t though, 

~“ Question. Had you determined that somebody 
was to be whipped? 

“Answer, Never heard that anybody was to be 
whipped. 

t Question. 
quently? 

Answer, There might have been. 

© Question. I want to know who determined the 
fact that A or B should have a whipping? 

“Answer. Lam not able to say that; I suppose the 

Klan gave the orders, 
t Question, From the commander? 
“Answer, I don’t know that, 


There were people whipped fre- 
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“ Question. There was no committee to determine 


“Answer, Yes, sir: there was a committee. We 
elected a committee. There was never nothing done 
after that. We had a meeting and elected a chief, 
There was a committee to attend to such things. I 
didn’t know there was any whipping mentioned in 
it; there was none done after that, at any rate. 

Question, What is your business? 

nswer. Farmer, sir. 
be eee. Farm for yourself? us 
‘Answer, Yes, sir; I have been the last two years. 

“Judge Bryan. Mr. Mitchell, it has been your 
unhappiness to have been connected with a great 
crime; and if the court could believe that you were 


a party to that crime, that you had suspected the | 


terrible deed that was to be done, and had any inti- 
mation that you had countenanced it, they would 
exhaust the full penalty of the law, and then it 
would consider that you had been very mercifully 
dealt with. But you have come in and confessed, 
and yeur manner has impressed the court that, 
although you had been so misguided as to join a 
body of men to punish people, and punish them 
without responsibility to the law, yet we feel at lib- 
erty to believe that you have dealt candidly with 
the court, and that you have told the truth; and it 
is upon that conviction alone that the court finds its 
vindication for accepting your declarations and 
believing that you were in no way a party to it. The 
sentence of the court is that you be imprisoned 
eighteen months and fined $100. 


“Sentence of John W. Mitchell. 


“John W. Mitchell was next called, the motions 
for a new trial and an arrest of judgment having 
been withdrawn. 

‘By Judge Bonn: 

‘Question. What have you to say in mitigation of 
your punishment? - : 

“Answer. Weil, 1 don’t know hardly what to say; 
if I was educated so as to explain myself I would-be 
glad to do so, butas I have but a pour education I 
don’t know how to express my desires: I don’t deny 
I belonged to the organization, and never have 
since J attached myselt withit. When I was threat- 
ened beforehand, I thought that for to save myself 
I better get into it, andon the 28th or 29h of Decem- 
ber last [joined the organization betwixt Christmas 
and New Year’s; the day that I joined they ap- 
pointed me chief; they said they wanted a man that 
was sober and discreet so as not to allow anything 
to be done out of the way, and I accepted the office 
as chief in my neighborhood; I never have issued 
an order to them at no time; was with the Klan on 
two raids that was started to be made, but prevented 
them from going; didn’t let them go; the raid Tam 
accused of being on down by my house, I wasn’t 
there; I think I showed to the court satisfactorily 
that I was not there; the evidence that I produced 
in court, and it is not worth while for me to state 
anything about that matter, because I know noth- 
ing about it; I remained in the order till the 25th 
of February and I left it, and hadn’t anything to do 
with it after the 25th of February; I bad a dis- 
guise, and on Monday morning, the 25th, I burned 
it up; I told my wife—she had advised me to quit 
it—she didn’t think there would be anything to it. 
I told her I would take her advice and leave it, 
and have nothing more to do with it. I would be 
glad for the court to be as lenient as possible, as I 
have a wile and seven children—my largest you saw 
here on the stand. Ihavea son that ismarried that 
Ido not consider as my family at all at present, and 
I have an afilicted mother that me and my son is the 
only support that she has. My next two largest 
children are daughters. The raid that they were 
going to make on William Kell Í heard of; I didn’t 
order the Klan out. [heard that they were going to 
make araid—l think that was Monday night; I heard 
it Monday about twelve o’clock—and I went to the 
meeting place and begged them to not go, that it 
was not right to do so; and if Mr. Kell had been 
able to give in his evidence here he would have 
showed the court that there wasn’t any harsh words 
or hard feelings betwixt him and me that night: 
that is Mr. Hugh Kell. It was spoken of by someof 
the purty, I don’t remember who, that they thought 
it would be well for Mr. Foster and Mr. Hugh Kell 
and Mr, William Kellall to be killed, and I opposed 
it. Ltold them it wouldn’t do to take the life of any 
one. I opposed any such means whatever, and Mr. 
Foster told me himself that he would havebeen glad 
to have gone on and got sight of Mr. Kell; if he had, 
he would have killed him. I told him that was 
Wrong; he oughtn’t to do that. And then on the 
York raid—I heard that when I was about nine miles 
from home, going to church; Í turned around and 
goes back ho-ne, thinking that the nran who had been 
putin charge instead of me would order out the 
Kian, and I went back home to propose if it was 
ordered out to go and stop that raid. 

“Mr. Merron, Who was that man? 

“* Answer. Chesterfield McKinney. When I got to 
where they met, they was just coming out onto the 
big road. As I rodeup I went on talking to one 
and another until we got down to the mill, and I 

ersuaded them to make a halt, which they did, and 

talked to them and tried to convince them that 
they was wrong; aud after awhile there was two 
other small Kians came up and asked what we was 
doing there. I just replied that Idid not think that 
anybody had any business in Yorkville that night: 
and I told them as for myself, I am going back home. 
The rest of you can do as you please. Í have been 
talking to you, and if you are not willing to take 
my advice, go your length. I got on my horse and 
turned round, and Iwas branded with cowardice. 


I heard the next day from a young man of the party 
that they had threatened me for not goingon to 
Yorkville, and I got him, myself, and my son, and 
was prepared for a week or ten days afterwards for 
to meet them, provided they came on me, 

“Mr. Metron. Who was the young man who gave 
you that intelligence? 

“ Answer. Mr. John Wallace. 

“ Mr. Corzin. Will the court allow me to ask one 
question? 

“By Mr. Corsin: 

“ Question. Didn’t you advise your Klan not to go 
on that raid because you didn’t receive expected 
orders from Mr. Avery, the chief of the county ? 

“ Answer. No, sir: I didn’t, 

“ Question. Wasn’t that statement made at Hern- 
don Mill? 

‘* Answer. Yes, sir; that statement was made there. 

* Question, That statement was made, that the Klan 
had not received orders as expected, and hence they 
ought to go home? , 

“ Answer, I told them that I would like for them 
to show the order: there was no order produced, 
and I turned round and went back home. x 

“Question. What was theunderstanding thatnight? 

‘Answer. There was no understanding at all; only 
that they were to make raid on Yorkville. 

“Junes Bond. Itappears to the court from the tes- 
timony that has been taken in this case, that you 
were a very prominent man in that neighborhood, 


and all these young men and ignorant people had a 
right to look up to you for direction, and then you 
were a chief ofa Klan, and from you all the orders 
came; you were a man of property and position ; you 
had an opportunity to know the transactions that 
were going on, because you were a chief: you had 
better means of information than those men had 
who were always accustomed to follow the promi- 
nent people in their particular section of country, 
Knowing all this, hearing of the ravishing, murders, 
and whipping going on in York county, you never 
took any pains to inform anybody; you never went 
to the civil authorities, and you remained a chief 
till they elected somebody else. 

“The Prisoner. I was afraid to do that, for fear of 
my own life, 7 z 

“Judge Bonn, continuing, You were afraid of 
your own life from the very institution you set on 
foot. You bave appealed for mercy on account of 
your family, and itis proper that you should appeal 
to the court on that ground. But you never thought 
of the families of these other people. Men were 
taken out and murdered within sight of their wives, 
and men were scourged and their wives scourged by 
this infamous organization, of which you were a 
chief, The judgment of the court in your case is 
that you be fined $1,000 and that you be imprisoned 
for five years.” : 

“Sentence of Thomas B. Whitesides. 

“Thomas B Whitesides was next called up. . The 
motions fora new trial, and in arrest of judgment 
having, asin the preceding cases, been withdrawn, 

“By Judge Boyp: 


“ Question. What have Fou to say to the court ? 

* Answer. I have not got anything. What I could 
say has been proven to you; I cannot say anything 
more; I can say that I did not belong to the order, 
and never did—and was always opposed to it. 

“Mr. WILSON, sotto voce. State about that Charles 
Leach raid. 

“The Prisoner. I was noton it. Iwasat John W. 
Mitchell’s the night this raid was charged agains 
me. + 

“Judge Born. Thathas been found otherwise by 
the jury. The court has got the impression that you 
were not prominent in this matter, It has never 
been shown that you took a part in any of these 
raids, and any participation that you had, it appears 
was not active. A man of your position in that 
county, having a knowledge of these facts, might 
have communicated them to the authorities, 

“The Prisoner. I could not do any more, 
than what 1 did do. 

Judge Boxp. You might have had some of these 
people punished; this extraordinary act of Con- 
gress, under which jurisdiction has been given to 
the United States courts to punish these things, would 
have been periectly useless if gentlemen in your 
position in York county, having found out what was 
going on, had united to putitdown, It seems that 
the people preferred to live in among this Outrageous 
Klan rather than under the government of law, 
Seeing the little connaction which appears from the 
evidence that you had with it, the judgment of the 
court is that you be fined $100, and be imprisoned 


sir, 


one year.” 
“Sentence of John S. Miller. 

“John S. Miller was the next prisoner called, 

By Judge Box: 

‘t Question. What have you to say ? 

“ Answer, I bave notanything to say, only I say 
the first thing Í am guiug to state to you, Lam going 
to tell you how T came to be at the Sharon meeting- 
‘house, A cousin came to my house and told me to 
come and go along with him. And when we went 
there, he told me there was something powerful to 
be done, and I asked him what it was: he said there 
had been a man divulging some secrets, and they 
was talking about shooting him. And. I told him t 
didn’t want to go in any such a concern as that. He 
said come and go along, and he told me if they asked 
who comes there, to say a friend. Well, we went, 
and they never said anything like that atal. [ 
hitched my horse and went in and spoke to them, 
and never let on but what Iwas a member of the 
| Klan, They said that Andy Kirkpatrick had been 
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telling some tales to Dan Carroll, and they com- i 


menced talking about shooting him, and Squire Sam 
Brown I think was there, and he got ap and so did I 
and told them that such a thing as that oughtn’t to 
do any such a thing, becausethere was Andy, and no 
person to depend on but his old mother for a living, 
and they concluded that it wouldn’t-do. That may 
be Dan Carroll was telling a lie. When I saw Dan 
Carroll I told him, ‘You best get in the order,’ for 
they said about your being a Radical anyhow, and it 
is best for you to go and get into that thing; and I 
told him it would be best to know something about 
it, for we wouldn’t be obliged to go on araid and 
they wouldn’t hurt our hands. ‘When I went there 
the next night it was in the session-house, and when 
Twent in I told them about having Dan Carroll with 
me, and they commenced cursing, and said 
oughtn’t to have brought him there. AndIsaid Dan 
is a good fellow and there is no danger of him tell- 
ing anything, and he went in the house, and they 
knelt him down andswore him in, but I never was 
swore in, and I toid Major Merrill them very things 
the first time I ever went up to him. 

| Question. What do you mean by joining to keep 
them from ruining your hands? 

, Answer, Well, I didn’t mean T joined it; I told 
him just what I teli you, but I didn’t join it at all. 

t Question, How did they run your hands off? 

“ Answer, They had been to my house once before 
that, and there was colored man with me—a cap- 
tain on the road; and they came there once; and 
they came there and hollered for me and him, and we 
slipped out in another room, and it wasn’t a week 
before they came there again, but he never told that 
this morning, 

t Quesiion. Run what hands off? 

‘‘ Answer. The hands that was working with me. 

i “ Question. What did they want to run them away 
or 
** Answer. I don’t know anything about what the 
object was; I reckon because they had been voting 
the Radical ticket. They went to all the white 
people that was Radicals and done something. I 
always was opposed to that thing, but I know’d they 
didn’t believe me. There was a mighty heap that 
got away, aud I knew when I didn’t do anything I 
didn’t want to go away. . 
is Question, Why didn’t you inform on these peo- 
ple ; 
“ Answer, Who would you went to in that coun- 
try? There wasn’t a man what was Radical but 
what had his card inthe paper. Now, who would I 
went to? k 

“ Question. Who is thejudge in that county? 
Answer, I forget his name, but he wasn’t up 
there. ‘lhomas is the judge up there. 

“ Question. Why didn’t you go to him? 
‘ Answer. What was the reason why I didn’t go to 
him? He might have been there, but I never had 
any dealings in court atall, 

uestion, Has nobody in that county been punished 
for these things? 

Answer. Not as I know of, . 

Na Gein. Why didn’t you go to some trial jus- 
tice ï 

‘ Answer, There wasno trial justice. 

“ Question. How many of the white people belong 
to this thing? 

“ Answer, Every one that I have heard say any- 
thing of it was obliged to belong to it. 

“ Question, When you met at Sharon did you meet 
in the church ? : y 

“ Answer. The first time we met in the yard, and 
the next in the session-house. 

“Question. What is the denomination of the 
church ? , 

` Answer, It is Seceders. 

“Judge Bown. The court is of opinion that you are 
the least guilty of the parties brought here. They 
will fine you twenty dollars and imprisonment for 
three months.” 


Sentence of the four Shearer Boys. 

“Sylvanus Shearer, William Shearer, Hugh H. 
Shearer, and James B. Shearer withdrew their pleas 
of not guilty, and entered a plea of guilty. 

“By Judge Bonn (to William Shearer :) 

“ Question, What have you to say to the court. in 
mitigation of your punishment? $ é 

© Answer. I would like that you would be as easy 
on me as possible, 

Question. For what reason? 

“ Answer, Because I didn’t know anything about 
this thing that night. 

“Question. How came you to be present ? 

‘Answer, Chambers Brown sent me word to 
meet him that night. 

“ Question. You were not members? 

‘Answer. No, sir; but he wanted to take us in. 

i facets What did you let him take you in for? 

newer, Well, everybody else was in, almost, 
and I didn’t exactly feel safe without I belonged 
to it. 

“ Question. What do you do for a living? 

“ Answer, Farm. 

“ Question. Sylvanus Shearer, what have you to 
say tor yourself? 

“ Answer, I want you to be as light as possible. 

“Question, What punishment do you think ought 
tobe meted out to a man that would go to thrash 
half a dozen black people in one night for nothing? 

“Answer, I don’t know; it ought to be right 
smart to them that done it. 

“ Question. You helped? 

* Answer. No, sir. 

“ Question. You gave them your countenance. 
What do you think ought to be done to a man that 
would come to your house and take you ont of your 
house at night and hang you? 
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“ Answer. Well, I don’t know what. 

“ Question, What sort of an excuse doyou thinkit 
would be for somebody who went along with them, 
to held the horses—didn’t actually put the rope 
around his neck? 

“Answer. I don’t know as there ought to be any- 


thing done with him. j 
s Question. Can you read and write? 
t Answer. No, sir. 


Question, Were you in the army? 

“ Answer. No, sir. E 

“ Question, Was your brother in the army? 

‘ Answer. Yes, sir. _ 

i Epestion, (to William.) What was the parole you 
ok 


to A 
t: Answer. I don’t recollect now. 
t Question, You haveforgotten it already ? . 
“t Answer. Yes, sir. {£ was too glad to get out of it, 
Question. You promised not to take up arms or 
resist the laws of the United States? 
“ Answer. Yes, sir. 
se Died You forgot your parole? 
newer. Yes, sir; that is so, but a man oan be 
seared to forget a good many things sometimes. 
“ Question, (to James.) How many raids have you 
been on? g : 
“ Answer. I have been on the Jim Williams raid, 
and the one on Squire Sam Brown. p 
“Judge Bonn. ‘The judgment of the court in each 
of your cases is that you be fined $100 and be impris- 
oned for eighteen months.” 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, these 
men whose confessions and sentences have 
just been read by the Clerk, are generally 
young men without education, a part of whom 
can neither read nor write. Sir, they were the 
dupes of more wicked and designing men, who 
have fled the State in order to avoid the strong 
arm of the law. These poor misguided men 
have my sympathy in the punishment they are 
now justly undergoing, as having been led 
astray by their leaders, who have in their hour 
of trial deserted them. 

Sir, that there can be no question as to the 
enormity of the crimes they had committed, I 
will read an extract from Hon. Reverdy 
Johnson’s speech, who had been employed to 
defend them, and to test the constitutionality 
of the act. 


“T have listened with unmixed horror to some of 
the testimony which has been brought before you. 
The outrages proved are shocking to humanity; 
they admit of neither excuse or justification; they 
violate every obligation which law and nature im- 
poses upon men; they show that the parties engaged 
were brutes, insensible to the obligations of human- 
ity and religion. The day will come, however, if it 
has not already arrived, when they will deeply 
lament it. Even ifjustice shali not overtake them, 
there is one tribunal from which there is no hope. 
It is their own judgment; that tribunal which sits 
in the breast of every living man; that small, still 
voice that thrills through the heart; the soul of the 
mind, and asit speaks, gives happiness or torture 
the voice of conscience, the voice of God. If it has 
not already spoken to them in tones which have 
startled them to the enormity of their conduct, I 
trust, in the mercy of Heaven, that that voice will 
speak before they shall be called above to account 
for the transactions of this world; that it will so 
speak as to make them penitent, and that trusting in 
the dispensations of Heaven, whose justice is dis- 
pensed with mercy, when they shall be brought 
before the bar of their great tribunal, so to speak, 


that incomprehensible tribunal, there will be found | 


in the fact of their penitence or in their previous 
lives, some grounds upon which God may say “ par- 
don,’”’—Speech of Hon. Reverdy Johnson, in Ku Klux 
trials, December 18. 

Mr. President, the Ku Klux organizations 
are thoroughly broken up in South Carolina, 
and on the adjournment of Congress I shall 
ask the President to issue his proclamation 
declaring that there no longer exists any ne- 
cessity for the suspension of the writ of habeas 
corpus in South Carolina. 

But, sir, in deference to the opinions of 
some of my colleagues in the Senate, I have 
determined to vote for the continuance of the 
provisions of the bill, for the purpose of se- 
curing to all classes of our citizens the right 
they are justly entitled to. 

Mr. President, a great deal has been 
said of the carpet-bag governments of the 
South, which I do not propose to vindicate. 
But [ propose to review the course Virginia 
has pursued in some of her financial matters. 
Her Legislature was composed of her own 
citizens, Democrats—not carpet-baggers or 
negroes. 

At the end of the war Virginia was owing a 
certain debt, created previousto the war. Her 


i constitution recognized that debt, and her 


Legislature, in March,1871, passed a law fund- 
ing the debt, say two thirds of it, contending, 
that. West Virginia owed the balance—one 
third. They gave certificates of indebtedness 
for the two thirds, . Thereupon: the creditors 
accepted that proposition, and received new 
bonds, The coupons of these bonds were 
made receivable for taxes and all dues to the 
State. . 

The next Legislature, in February. last, in 
violation of this contract, passed a law forbid- 
ding tax-collectors to receive the coupons in 
payment of taxes, and instead of paying six 
per cent., as they agreed to pay, they offer to 
pay four per cent. upon the express condition 
that whoever received the four per cent. should 
be considered as consenting to the repeal of 
the bill to the extent of its being receivable 
for taxes. 

That Legislature being fresh from the peo- 
ple, have also entirely repudiated the certificates 
given for the one third said to be owing by 
West Virginia. 

The Governor implored the Legislature not 
to repudiate, in a special message, asking that 
the matter might be referred to the courts. 

Since that time the case has been decided 
by the lower courts and the law declared to 
be unconstitutional, and tax-collectors must 
receive the coupons for taxes. 

Sir, this act of the Legislature of Virginia 
is in open disregard of the Constitution of the 
United States, which prohibits a State from 
passing any law impairing the obligation of 
contracts. Sir, no State has acted in such bad 
faith as Virginia has done toward her bond- 
holders and her citizens; that State having 
heretofore been considered the soul of honor, 
the mother of statesmen and Presidents. - 

Mr. President, } can have no unkind feeling 
toward Virginia. - My ancestors, on my pater- 
nal side, went from Virginia to South Carolina 
about a century ago. But I only mention this 
action of her Legislature to show the demor- 
alization of the southern people, who have 
just emerged from acivil war, which has proven 
so disastrous to the whole people, who staked 
their all on the result, and lost. 

Bat, sir, the southern people are great and 
magnanimous, and will soon-recover their lost 
fortunes by developing the resources of the 
untold and hidden weatth of the South. Coal 
mines, phosphates, nay, even gold mines, are 
found where none were ever supposed to exist. 

And we stand ready to welcome to our genial 
climate and productive soil all citizens of the 
United States, as well as emigrants from 
abroad, who wish to cast their fortunes with 
us, giving them the full assurance of the 
enjoyment of all their political and religious 
rights. 

Mr. President, the Ku Klux organizations 
are broken up forever in South Carolina; and 
we will stand from this time forward a free 
and independent people, the humblest citizen 
enjoying the freest and highest privileges of 
an American citizen. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. President, my court- 
esy as well as patience is about exhausted, 
and I propose to make a motion to lay the 
bill on the table if speaking is to be continued, 
and I will not yield to anybody. If the Sen- 
ate is ready to vote, I will not make the mo- 
tion; if not, I must insist on the motion to lay 
the bill on the table. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not know whether the 
Senator proposes to make the motion or not, 
but if he does, I ask him to withdraw it for one 
moment. l had proposed to make some fur- 
ther remarks on this bill, as I opened the dis- 
cussion upon it, and especially I had desired 
to fulfill the promise I made to the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Buarr,] to quote to him 
the testimony in reference to General Gordon 
and. General.. Forrest, but I will forego: all 
remarks that [ have to make if the Senate can 
now come to a vote, and I hope we may:be 
able to do so. : 

Mr. FENTON. Well, letuscome to a. vote, 


3714 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 21, 


Mr. FLANAGAN. I regret very much to 
object. I have not objected upon any former 
occasion during the session, L have sat here 
to see what ‘would be the disposition of the 
Senate; ‘but L am disposed to submit some 
remarks on this bill. If it be desirable to go 
on with it to nigbt, I have no objection; [shall 
say nothing against that; but I shall certainly 
avail myseif of the opportunity of speaking 
upon it, and I have beard of some other Sen- 
ators who desire to speak. 

Mr. FENTON. Ido not like to be dis- 
courteous to any gentleman who wishes to 
speak, and still I feel that this session ought 
to close; and for the purpose of testing the 
sense of the Senate on the subject of geting 
away from here I move to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from New York nioves to lay the bill upon 
the table. 

Mr. FENTON and Mr. TRUMBULL called 
for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SCOT. The Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. ILL] requested me to state that he was 

aired with my colleague, the Senator from 

enosylvania, (Mr. Cameron.} My colleague 
would vote “nay” on this motion, and the 
Senator from Georgia, L presume, would vote 
“ec yea,” 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am requested by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ‘lieron] to state 
that heis paired with the Senator from Iowa, 
(Mr. Wricur.] Mr. Tirroy would vote 
‘yea,’ and Mc. Wrigur would vote “nay.” 

Mr. WILSON. J am paired with the Sena 
tor from Missouri, [Mr. Scuurz.] 

Mr, ALCORN. 1 desire to state that the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Huirencock] 
and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Gov- 
THWAIE] are paired on this question, aud 
requested me to state the fact to the Senate. 

Mr. NORWOOD.. J am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morrow.] H he 
were here he would vote * nay,” and 1 should 
vote yea,” 

Mr. STOCKTON. I am paired with the 
Senator trom New Hampshire, [ Mr. Craaiy.] 
If he were here hte would vote **nay,’? and 4 
should vote * yea.” 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, (after first 
voting iu the affirmative.) 1 desire to recall 
my vole, fam paired with the Senator from 
Nevada, (Mr. Srewanr. } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, the Senatur’s vote will be with- 
drawn, 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 
27 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 

ooper, Davis of West Virginia, Fonton, Hamiiton 
of Maryland, Johnston, Kelly, Ransom, Santsbury, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, 
and West—18, 

NAYsS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandter, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett, kdmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Fianagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Nye, Us- 

orn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 


Robertson, Scott, Spencer, aud Windem—27, 
ABSENT—Mes 


s. Brownlow, Buckinghum, Cam- 
eron, Cragin, Davis ot Kentucky, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Gilbert, Goldthwaito, Hamilton ot Texas, Hamn- 
lin, Harlan, HiH, Hiteheock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Rice, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Tipton, Wilson, and Wright—29. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. VICKERS. Mr. President, I do not 
propose to detain the Senate long at this early 
hour of the morning. 1am prepared to offer 
an amendment to the bill made in conformity 
to the original bill, and which [think ought to 
be adopted. Before, however, assigning the 
reasous for that amendment, I witl state 
briefly those which influence me in voting 
against this measure. 

I have examined it with care, have given it 


some reflection, and have come to the clear | 


eonclasion that the bill is unauthorized by the 
Constitution, The Constitution reads: 


not be suspended unless when in cases of rebellion 
or invasion the public safety may require it.” 

It is conceded that there is no invasion. 
Consequently, if there is no rebellion, there 
is no authority for the suspension of this writ. 
Paschal, in his Commentary on the Constitu- 
tion, says: 

“Te would seem, as the power is given to Congress 
to suspend the writ in cases of rebeilicn or invasion. 
that the right to judge whether the exigency had 
arisen must exclusively belong to that body.” 

And he refers to Martiu vs. Mott,12 Whea- 
ton, 19; and Judge Story’s Commentaries, 
1342. We have here a decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States and the 
Commentaries of Judge Story, asserting that 
Congress has no right to. delegate this power 
to another. If the Supreme Court is any 
authority with the Senate, if Judge Story’s 
Commentaries are to have any weight with 
this body, I do not see how we can vote to 
confer upon the President the authority which 
is exclusively its own. 

This power can only be exercised when the 
exigency arises. Who is to judge of the ex- 
istence of the contingency when the power 
is 10 be brought into operation? Congress, 
It is found among the legislative powers of 
Congress. ‘Lhe very clause that precedes it 
reads: 


‘The migration or importation of such persons as 
any of the States now existing shall think proper to 
admit shall nat bo prohibited by the Congress prior 
to the year 1808,” &e. 

And then follows the clause we have under 
consideration : 

“The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall 
not be suspended, unless when in cases of rebellion 
or invasion the public safety may require it.” 

And following that: 

“No bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be 
passed.” 

It is among the legislative powers of Con- 
gress, and belongs exclusively to it. It is im. 
possible from the nature of the power that it 
can be conferred upon another. Itis one of 
the most important in the Constitution, per- 
haps the most important to be found in that 
instrument. Itisa delicate and a dangerous 
power, by which the liberty of the citizen may 
be taken from him without warrant, without 
any authority shown, and he imprisoned, with 
no redress. He may lie in prison and be 
deprived of his liberty without the means of 
inquiry into the cause of his commitment. It 
is the most dangerous power that can be con- 
ferred or exercised. 

Alexander Hamilton, writing upon the sub- 
ject of the Constisution when it was submitted 
10 the people for their consideration, (and his 
Opinions must have had great weight with the 
community to whom he addressed his publica- 
tions,) comparing the proposed constitution 
of the United States with the constitution of 
the State of New York, speaks of the several 
provisions in the constitution as follows: 

“It may well be a question whether these are not, 
upon the whole, of equal importance with any which 
are to be fuuud in the constitution of this State. 
The establishment of the writ of habeas corpus, the 
prohibition of ex post facto laws, and titles of nobil- 
1ty, to which we have no corresponding provisions 
in onr constitution, are perbaps greater securities 
to liberty than any it contains. The creation of 
crimes after the commission of the fact, or, in other 
words, thesubjecuing of wen to punishment for things 
which, when they were done, were breaches cf no 
law, and the practice of arbitrary imprisonments, 
have been in all ages the favorite and most form- 
idable iustruments of tyranny.” 

The observations of the eminent comment- 
ator in reference to the latter are well worthy 
of recital, 

“ To bereave a man of life, or by violence to con- 
fiscate his estate without accusation er trial, would 
be so gross and notorious an act of despotism as must 
at once convey the ularm of tyranny throughout the 
whole uation; but confinement of the person, by 
secretly burrying him to jail, where his sufferings are 
unknown or forgotten, isa less public, aless striking, 


and therefore a more dangerous engine of arbitrary 
government.” 7 : 


As a remedy for this fatal evil, he is every- 


“The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall j| where peculiarly emphatic in his encomiums 


on the habeas corpus act, which in one place 
he calls ‘the bulwark of the British con- 
stitution.” 

Before this writ can be suspended there 
must. be facts or evidence laid before the 
power that is to suspend it. ‘These facis and 
this evidence must be considered and exam“ 
ined. There is thought, deliberation, judg- 
ment to be exercised, and there is discretion 
after the facts are exhibited and collated. 
There must be a sound discretion whether the 
writ sbail issue or not ; and was it ever known 
that a discretionary power could be trans- 
ferred? When a court has discretionary power 
there is no appeal from the exercise of its 
judgment. So here. There is a discretion 
after the evidence is produced. 

When the act of 1871 was passed it was con- 
tended that there was 4 state of extraordinary 
disorder in the South which justified the enact- 
ment. of the law, but there is no such condition 
of things now. From the speeches that bave 
been made and the testimony read during this 
debate { infer that there ig not a single dis- 
order inthe South connected with this Ku 
Klux Klan. It is not alleged by any one that 
there is any material violence in the South 
now. We are told that there is none in Mis- 
sissippi. The Senator from that State [Mr 
Aucorn] told us so. ‘There is none in South 
Carolina, where the greatest disturbances ex- 
isted. The Senator from that State [ Mr. Rog- 
ERTSON] says thatthe Ku Kiux Klan is broken 
up forever there. It does not now exist, as 
far asthe testimony shows, in a single State in 
ihe South. There is no apprehension in the 
mind of any rational wan that these Klana will 
be revived. There is not a fear in the breast 
of a single individual in the South or else- 
where that violations of law wiil be renewed 
and the authority of the Government be con- 
temned, IJtis not pretended by any oue that 
such a state of things is even apprehended. 
There is not even the most remote appreben- 
sion that these things are to be revived. 

Then, Mr. President, there being no inva- 
sion, there being no apprehension of any re- 
bellion or violence in the South, how can we 
upon our oaths as Senators declare that we 
apprehend a state of rebeliion or insurrection? 
For we must believe, before we can vole to 
suspend this writ, that there is either aciual 
rebellion or a reasonable apprehension of an 
approaching resistance to the Government ia 
those States. I put it to the conscience of 
every member of the Senate whether he believes 
that any such condition of things will be brought 
into existence in that section? 

Sir, whatis rebelion? It isopen and armed 
resistance and hostility to the constituted au- 
thorities of the State or of the Uniied States. 
Nothing else is rebcliion. Is there any open 
reistance, is there any armed tosnlity. to 
ether the State government orto the Unived 
States Government? Nove whatever. Then 
if there be no invasion, which mast come from 
another State or from some exterior power, 
and no actual rebeilion, and none appre- 
hended, how can this writ be suspended when 
the Constitution says it shall only be done in 
eases of rebeliion or invasion? Nay, sir, it 
goes further. ‘There may be rebellion, there 
may be invasion, and yet the awhority t0 sus- 
pend the writ may not exist. The invasion or 
the rebellion must be of such a character and 
of such magnitude that the public safety shall 
require the suspension of the writ. 

Mre. President, does the public safety. the 
very existence of one of the Srates or of the 
Government, require the interposition of the 
authori:y of Congress for the suspension of this 
great writ of right, so dear to every American 
heart, aud the exercie of this dangerous 
power? Fris called by the Buglish comment- 
ators a bulwark of liberty. What sors of 
liberty is that which caw be taken from an 
individual by the pse dixit of one man? Is 
the habeas corpus, when it ean be suspended 
atany time, a bulwark of American liberty? 


1872. 
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What security has the citizen for his liberty or 
freedom from incarceration, when Congress 
may invest the President at any moment, in a 
time of profound peace and quiet, when there 
is no tumult and no combination to overturn 
or to resist the laws, with the power to suspend 
this great writ? What security is there for 
personal liberty when such a power is placed 
in the hands of any man? Why, sir, Congress 
could not exercise the power now, constitu- 
tionally, itself, and if it cannot exercise the 
power itself, how can it transfer the authority 
to another? 

Mr. President, in the whole history of this 
Government, from its foundation to the present 
time, this writ has been suspended but once, 
and that was in 1863, when we were engaged 
in actual war with the South. That is the 
only time (except in 1871) when it was sus- 
pended, for the alleged purpose of putting 
down alleged disorders in‘the South. And 
when it was suspended it gave the President 
the authority to suspend the writ in the whole 
country. There was then an invasion, and 
armed hostility, actual war then existed, and 
there might have been a necessity for it. At 
all events the circumstances contemplated by 
the Constitution existed, a condition of things 
which might have justified Congress in sus- 
pending the writ. But I do not think that 
Congress even then had any authority to in- 
vest the President with the power. They had 
the power themselves to do it, but not to 
transfer into another, though there wasan actual 
war, an invasion at ihe time. Although they 
gave the President this general power over it, 
he qualified the suspension in a very peculiar 
manner. He said in his proclamation sus- 
pending it that it was done— 

“During the rebellion throughout the United 
States,in all cases when, by the authority of the 


President of the United States, the military, naval, 


and civil officers of the United States, or any of 


them, huld persons under their command or in their 
custody, either as prisoners of war, spies, or aiders 
or abettors of the enemy, the officers, soldiers, or 
seamen enrolled, drafted, or mustered or enlisted 
in or belonging to the land or naval forces of the 
United States, or as deserters therefrom, or other- 
wise amenable to military law or the Rules and Arti- 
cles of War; or the rules or regulations prescribed for 
the military or naval service, by authority of the 
President of the United States, or for resisting a 
draft, or for any other offense against the military 
or naval service.” 

It is thus seen that the President, although 
he had unlimited power, yet confined it to cer- 
ta'n classes of cases. { have prepared an 
amendment to this bill and have made it con- 
form to the language of the bill of 1871. By 
that act, the President was required first to 
issue his proclamation commanding the insur- 
gents, as the law calls them, to disperse. He 
did issue his proclamation, and I believe he 
allowed only five days before he suspended the 
habeas corpus. What. was the purpose and 
object of Congress in providing for the issuing 
the proclamation? The notice by it was de- 
signed to induce the people to disperse, and 
to cease from acts of violence; to give them 
an opportunity to know what the disposition 


of the Government was if they continned to |i 


violate the law. But before the proclamation 
could reach the persons it was intended to 
affect, before they could see or know any- 
thing about it, the writ was suspended. Was 
not that a hasty and improvident proceeding ? 
Does it not show that no one man ought to be 
intrusted with such a delicate and dangerous 
power? ; 

Again, the Constitution provides that the 
Federal military shail not be used unless when 
called for by the Legislature of a State, or by 
the Executive when the Legislatore is not in 
session. ‘he President has no authority, 
Congress has no authority, to'send military into 
any State. The Governor of the State or the 
Legislature of the State has the right to call 
upon the President when there is invasion or 
domestic violence which the powers of the 
State are not able to subdue. It was so in the 
case of Rhode Island. There were two parties 


j 


| “that on the 31st May, 1787, the clause ‘ authorizing 


| ical system, that the State governments i 
| possible contingencies, afford complete security 


| of which the Supreme Court. cannot obtain 


; message from Mr. Buchanan; but there was 


f 
in armed hostility, and the governing party | 
called upon ‘the President for aid, and he | 
sent it; no violence was committed. There 
is no provision in this law for such an emer- 
gency. — : : . 

I do not intend to follow the gentlemen who 
have been commenting on the right of seces- 
sion, &c., but I will read a portion of one of 
the numbers of the Federalist, written by 
Alexander Hamilton, who certainly had some 
knowledge of the Constitution; and if that 
number does not contain the elements of op- 
position by a State tothe General Government, 
iknow not the meaning of the English lan- 
guage. If it be not secession, it is armed 
resistance. This writing of Alexander Ham- 
ilton contemplates, not the breaking up of the 
General Government, but if by usurpation of 
authority the State, he said, has a right to use 
force in resisting the General Government, 
and that if more States are concerned they 
have a right to unite in their resistance. That 
is the doctrine. It is in order to bring the 
Government back to its proper position and 
action ; not to break up the General Govern- 
ment, but to act asa check upon it, and by 
force, if necessary, to bring it back to its 
proper constitutional sphere of action, so as 
to leave the States to exercise their constitu- 
tional functions in all matters reserved by the 
States and not expressly delegated to the 
Federal Government by the. Constitution of 
the United States, I read from the number 
of the Federalist as. follows: 


“It may safely be received as an axiom in our polit- 


will, in all 


against invasions of the public liberty by thenational 
authority. Projects of usurpation cannot be masked 
under pretenses so likely to escape the penetration 
of select bodies ofmon, as of the people at large. The 
Legislatures will have better means of information; 
they can discover the danger at a distance ; and pos- 
sessing all the organs of civil power, and the confi- 
dence of the people, they can at onceadopt a regular 
plan of opposition, in which they can combine all 


the resources of the community. ‘hey can readily |} 


communicate with each other in the different States, 
and unite their common forces for the protection of 
their common liberty. 

“The great extent of the country is a further 
security. Wo have already experienced its utility 
against the attacks of a foreign enemy. And it 
would have precisely the same effect against the 
enterprises of ambitious rulers in the national coun- 
cils. If the Federal Army should be able to quell 
the resistance of one State, tho distant States would 
have it in their power to make head with fresh 
forces. The advantages obtained in one place must 
beabandoned to subdue the opposition in others: 
and the moment the part which had been reduced 
to submission was left to itself its efforts would be 
renewed andits resistance revived.” 


This is an evidence that cases may arise 
between the General and State Governments 


jurisdiction, and that where there is no com- 
mon arbiter, the encroachments of Federal 
power on the reserved rights of the States | 
in a material matter may be corrected by the 
States in the manner stated by Mr. Hamilton. 
This is not secession, but an adjustment of the 
relative powers and action of the two systems 
of government. 

This is the theory of the Constitution, laid 
down by one of its framers, that whenever the | 
General Government shall attempt to usurp 
powers which do not belong to it, armed 
resistance may be resorted to by the States. 

The Senator from Indiana read portions of a 


another which he did not read. It suited the 
Senator to read two paragraphs and leave out 
the middle which did not suit his purpose so 
well. He was charging Mr. Buchanan with a 
heresy inhis message to Congress in 1860, and 


| with the consequences of that heresy in the loss |! 


of so many thousands of men and the shed- 
ding of much blood. Mr. Buchanan, in this 
message, said when he was contending that he | 
had no power to coerce a State as a State that— 
“Tt appears from the proceedings of that body”’— 
That is, the Convention which framed the 
Constitution— 


an exertion of the force of the whole against a déline 
quent State’ cameup for consideration. Mr. Mad- 
ison opposed it in a brief but powerful speech, from 
which shall extract but a single sentence. e oh- 
served, * The use of force against'a State would look 
more like a declaration of war than an infliction of 
punishment, and would probably be considered by 
the party attacked ‘as a dissolution of all_previous 
compacts by which it might be bound.’ Upon his 
motion the clause was unanimously postponed, and 
was never, I believe, again prosented. Soon after- 
ward, on the 8th June, 1787, when incidentally ad> 
verting to the subject, he said, ‘Any Government 
for the United States formed on the supposed prac+ 
ticability of using force against the unconstitutional 
proceedings of the States would prove as visionary 
and fallacious as the government of Congress,’ evi- 
dently meaning the then existing Congress of the old 
Confederation.” ; 

Mr. Buchanan’s theory was that Federal 
power would operate on men, on individuals, 
and not on States in their sovereign and cor- 
porate capacity. 

If Mr. Buchanan uttered heresy, he did it 
on the authority of Mr. Madison, one of the 
framers of the Constitution, one of the best 
and wisest statesmen of our country, and 
whose memory will be cherished as such by 
every true lover of constitutional government. 

Now, sir, the amendment which I shall pro- 
pose to this bill is a proviso to be added to it, 
in these words: 

Provided, That before the President shall sus- 
end the writ of habeas corpus in any State he shall 
e satisfied by the affidavits of at least ten respect- 

able persons residents of the county or district where 
such unlawful combinations and disorders are alleged 
to exist, thatinsurrection, domestic violence, unlaw- 
fulcombinations or conspiracies to obstruct or hinder 
the execution of the laws of such States or of the 
United States exist to deprive a portion or class of 
the people of such State of some of the rights, priv- 
ileges, immunities, or protections named in the Con- 
stitution and secured by law, and that such combin- 
ations are so organized, armed, numerous, and pow- 
erful, as to be able, by violence, to overthrow or set 
at defiance the constituted authorities of such State, 
and of the United States within such State, or that 
the constituted authorities are in complicity with or 
connive at the unlawful purposes of such armed 
and powerful combinations. 

I have copied the language of the law of 
1871, which says: 

“That whenever in any State or part of a State 
the unlawful combinations named in the preceding 
section of this act shall he organized and armed, 
and so numerous and powerful as to be able, by vio- 
lence, to either overthrow or set at defiance the 
constituted authorities of such State, and of the 
United States within such State, or when the con- 
stituted authorities are in complicity with or shall 
connive atthe unlawful purposes of such powerful 
and armed combinations; and whenever, by reason 
of either or all of the causes aforesaid, the convic- 
tion of such offenders and the preservation of the 
public safety shall becomein such district impracti- 
cable, in every such case such combinations shall 
be deemed a rebellion against the Government of 


the United States,” d&c. 


The previous section to which this refers 
is the phrase “that whenever in any State or 
part of a State the unlawfal combinations 
named in the preceding section of this act 
shall,” &c., and specifies the purposes and ob- 
jects of these combinations. I have copied the 
language of the law, and have only changed it 
to require the affidavits of at least ten respecta- 
ble citizensin each county or district in which it 
is proposed to suspend the writ of habeas 
corpus before the suspension shall take place. 
Ithink this is reasonable. I do not think that it 
should depend upon mere letters written tothe 
President, or upon mere oral conversations 
held with him. This matter is an important 
one, involving one of the highest powers claimed 
under the Constitution. 

The action of the President should at least 
be upon proof of some kind, and I think the 
affidavits of at least ten persons that rebellion 
exists should be required. If it should exist, 
it will be an easy matter to obtain the affi- 
davits of that number of reputable citizens; 
but unless he has at least. that proof, I do not 


|! think that the liberties of this people should 


be taken from them simply upon parole repre: 
sentations or upon letters written by A, B, C, 
or D to the President. 1 therefore offer the 
amendment which I have indicated, and which 
I now send to the Chair. ae : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: The amend- 
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ment of the Senator from Maryland will be 


read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to insert at the end of the bill the follow- 
mg proviso: k 

Provided, That before the President shall suspend 
the writ of habeas corpus in any State 
satisfied by the affidavits of at least ten respectable 
residents of the county or district where such unlaw- 
ful combinations and disorders are alleged to exist, 
that insurrection, domestic violence, unlawful com- 
binations, or conspiracies to obstruct or hinder the 
execution of the laws of such State or of the United 
States exist to deprive a portion or class of the people 
of such State of some of the rights, privileges, im- 
munities, or protections named in the Constitution 
and secured by law, and that such combinations are 
so organized, armed, numerous, and powerful as to 
be able by violence to overthrow or. set at defiance 
the constituted authorities of such State and of the 
United States within such State, or that the consti- 
tuted authorities aro in complicity with or connive 
at the unlawful purposes of such armed and power- 


ful combinations. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, I de- 
sired to submit some remarks on this bill. 
Circumstances, however, all considered, sym- 
pathizing with you, sir, having sat in the chair 
for. many hours, and sympathizing, further, 
with my brother Senators, as it is now half 
past one o'clock, if a vote can be had I will 
forego my intention and waive my right to the 
floor, and let us vote and go home. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland. 


Mr. SAULSBURY and Mr. VICKERS 
called for the yeas and nays, and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. NORWOOD. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from fndiana, [Mr. 
Morvon.} 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Scuurz] desired me to announce that 
he was paired with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, (Mr. SUMNER. ] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 26 ; as follows : 

YHAS--Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, Johnston, 
Kelly, Ransom, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, 
and 'Ehurman—12. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Colo, Conkling, 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Nyo, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, 
Sawyer, Soott, and Sponcer—26, 

ABSENT~—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
hum, Cameron, Casserly, Cragin, Davisof Kentucky, 
Kenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Hitch- 
cock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Vormont, 
Morton, Norwood, Ramsey, Rico, Schurz, Sherman, 
Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, West, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—36. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. ANTHONY. With the assent of the 
Senator from Kentucky I beg leave to make 
amotion. 1 think the last vote develops a bare 
quorum here. Itis probable that in a short 
time we may be without a quorum. I there- 
fore move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be direct- 
ed to request the attendance of absent Sena- 
tors, sO that we may not be put to the delay 
of waiting for them after the necessity is 
apparent, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island moves that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be directed to request the at- 
tendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENSON addressed the Senate 
in remarks which will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, if I 
were ambitious to make.a speech on this ques- 
tion, I should select some occasion other than 
this. In these little hours of the gray morning, 
when half the Senators are home and three 
fourths of the other half are fastasleep, and the 
galleries are empty and everybody weary, I 
certainly shall not enter on any philippic 


he shall be. 


ij the Government of the 


against Democracy, upon any discussion of 
the general political questions ‘of the day, 
or, indeed, upon any pretense make a speech 
on any subject whatever. Nevertheless, I 
intend to vote for this bill, and it is a mere 
matter of justice to myself and my constituents 
that I should state and place upon the record 
in language as dry as a stick the reasons which 
induce me to cast that vote. The Constitution 
provides that— : 


“The United States shall guaranty to every State 
in this Union a republican form of government, and 
shall protect each of them against Invasion, and, on 
application of the Legislature, or of the Executive, 
(when the Legislature cannot be convened,) against 
domestic violence.” 

Congress, in 1795, while Washington was 
yet President, and he approved the act, 
passed an act the first section of which is as 
follows: 
+“ That whenever the United States shall be in- 
vaded, or be in imminent danger ofinvasion from any 
foreign nation or Indian tribe, it shall be lawful for 
the President of the United States to call forth such 
number of the militia of the State, or States, most 
convenient to the place of danger, orscene of action, 
as he may judge necessary to repel such invasion, 
and to issue his orders for that purpose, to such 
officer or officers of the militia, as he shall think 
proper. And in case of an insurrection in any 
State against the government thereof, it shall be 
lawful for the President of the United States, on 
application of the Legislature of such State, or of 
the Executive, (when the Legislaturecannot be con- 
vened,) to cali forth such number of the militia of 
any other State or States as may be applied for, as 
is may judge suficient to suppress such insurrec- 
lon.” 

That act is a construction placed by the very 
framers of the Constitution upon the provision 
of the Constitution which I have read. ‘The 
power given by the Constitution is not given 
in terms to the legislative department nor the 
executive department. It is conferred upon 
the Government of the United States in gen- 
eral, and the last clause in the section which 
declares the power of Congress authorizes 
Congress to pass all laws which shall be need- 
fal and proper to carry into execution the 
powers which this Constitution confers upon 
this Government. In execution of this Con- 
stitution, Congress passed that law vesting 
this discretion in the President to call out 
the militia for the purposes specified in this 
act. That is the construction of the very 
framers of the Constitution. Now, the other 
section is: 

“The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall 
not bo suspended, unless when in cases of rebellion 
or invasion the public safety may require it.” 

The writ of habeas corpus shall not be sus- 
pended, &c., by whom? Not by Congress, not 
by the President, but by oe implication by 

À i nited States. The 
power is conferred in general upon the Gov- 
ernment to suspend this writ in the cases men- 
tioned in this section. How is that power to 
be executed? Certainly under and in pur- 
suauce of law. Congress may sit here the 
year round and judge of all these emergen- 
cies, and suspend the writ upon each day when 
the emergency happens to be in full force ; or 
it may, following the precedent of the act of 
1795, confer this power upon the President to 
suspend the writ when the contingency speci- 
fied in this section shall happen. In one case 
as in the other the power is delegated by Con- 
gress, and itis clearly within that power which 
is given to Congress to make all laws needful 
and proper for the execution of every power 
conferred upon the’ General Government. 
Now, the act before us which we are con- 
tinuing is this—I will ask the Secretary to 
read the fourth section of the act of 1871. 
It has been read several times, but I de- 
sire to put it upon the record in this con- 
nection. 

The Chief Clerk read the fourth section of 
the act of April 20, 1871, as follows: 


“Sno. 4. That whenever in any State or part of a ! 


State the unlawful combinations named in the pre- 
ceding section of this act shall be organized and 
armed, and so numerous and powerful as to be able, 
by violence, to either overthrow or set at defiance 
the constituted authorities of such State, and of the 


United States within such’State, or when the consti- 
tuted authorities are in complicity with, or shall 
connive at the unlawful purposes of such powerful 
and armed combinations; and whenever, by reason 
of either or all of the causes aforesaid, the convic- 
tion of such offenders and the preservation of the 
public safety shall become in such district impracti- 
cable, in every such case such combinations shall be 
deemed a rebellion against the Government of the 
United States, and during the continuance of such 
rebellion, and within the the limits of the district 
which shall be so under the sway thereof, such limits 
to be prescribed by proclamation, it shall be lawful 
for the President of the United States, when in his 
judgment the public safety shall require it, to sus- 
pendthe privileges of the writ of habeas corpus, to 
the end that such rebellion may be overthrown: 
Provided, That all the provisions of the second sec- 
tion of an actentitled “An act relating to habeas 
corpus, and regulating judicial proceedings in cer- 
tain cases,” approved March 3, 1863, which relate to 
the discharge of prisoners other than prisovers of 
war, and to the penalty for refusing to obey the order 
of the court, shall be in full force so far as the same 
are applicable to the provisions of this section: Pro- 
vided further, That the President shall first have 
made proclamation, as now provided by law, com- 
manding such insurgentsto disperse: And provided 
also, That the provisions of this section shall not be 
in force after the end of the next regular session of 
Congress.” 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, the 
question is whether this section is constitu- 
tional. My friend from Ohio [Mr. Tuurman] 
suggests to me in an undertone that the act 
which I have read of 1795 dces not provide 
for the suspension of the habeas corpus. This 
is true. I did not cite it for that purpose. I 
cited it simply for the purpose of showing that 
a power which is by the Constitution delegated . 
to the Government in gross, so to speak, not 
distributed among the departments, is to be 
regulated by law under the last clause of the 
legislative article conferring upon Congress its 
specific powers, and whether that be to raise 
an army, to suppress an insurrection, or to 
suspend the writ of habeas corpus, both powers 
being conferred upon the Government and not 
upon any particular Department, the principle 
of course is precisely the same. _ 

‘The question now is whether this act be con- 

stitutional. It will be conceded to be consti- 
tutional if it specifies here a case within the 
provisions of the Constitution, and if it be 
competent for Congress to delegate the power 
to the President to suspend the writ:when the 
emergency does happen. Upon the last branch 
of the subject I cited the act of 1795. Upon 
the first branch, as to whether this makes a 
case of insurrection, I refer my honorable 
friends on the other side of the Chamber to 
authorities which they cannot question, to the 
decisions of all the Federal judges during the 
fugitive slave law days, to the charge to a grand 
jary by B. R. Curtis, published in the Law 
Reporter, and the elaborate and perfectly 
sound opinion of Justice Nelson toa grand jury 
in New York, reported in Blatchford’s Re- 
ports, where both these eminent jurists charged 
the grand jury that if a number of men com- 
bined together to resist the execution of a gen- 
eral law,and assembled in force, that is, in 
numbers, by force to prevent its execution, 
thatwas levying war against the United States, 
and was high treason. $ ; 
_ Within those authorities the case specified 
in this section is clearly a case of insurrection, 
and that insurrection occurring and becoming 
patent to the Government, or to such officer 
of the Government as Congress shall appoint 
to execute this provision, it must be perfectly 
competent and within the provisions of the 
Constitution to enact that section. 

I know that an ingenious and plausible 
argument may be made against this power, as 
there may be against any power and against 
any act that was ever passed in the world; but 
I believe that this act, although it may be 
conceded that it goes very near the extreme 
limit of our power, is still within those limits 
and that we have the constitutional power 
to pass it. 

The only remaining question is, ought it to 
be passed? And this divides again into two 


separate. heads. Standing here merely as 
| politicians, merely as members.of the Repub= 
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lican party, merely anxious to rélect Gen- | to determine whether the privilege of this writ 


eral Grant and to seat our friends-in this 
Chamber and in the other Hall of Congress, 
mere policy might dictate and in my opinion 
does dictate that we should not renew this 
act; and why? The evil which this.act is in- 
tended to remedy is confined to particular 
localities, the clamor and uproar which will 
be raised upon it will be confined to no locality 
and to no State inthe contest which is coming, 
with General Grant for the candidate on the 
one side and whoever may be nominated 
against him on the other. The whole country 
will be harrowed from Maine to California; 
there will not be a State, there will not be a 
county, there will not be a school district that 
will not be informed that their liberties are ab- 
solutely taken from them by this act of Con- 
gress and that they are plunged into hopeless 
slavery. While I have great confidence in the 
intelligence of the people, while I stand by 
that as the sheet-anchor of my faith and hope 
in polities, yet I know very well how such an 
appeal to the prejudices and the passions of 
the people may lead away many, and I know 
how it may be used against us. 
But, Mr. President, we are here, accident- 
ally as politicians, officially as statesmen. We 
are here as Senators. We are here charged 
with a solemn duty of governmental adminis- 
tration, and we have no right to imperil the 
peace of a single county of this Union for the 
purpose of carrying a presidential election. 
Lhe passage of this law last year beyond all 
question suspended, suppressed the outrages 
that were disgracing the South and disgracing 
our land. The mere enunciation of the will 
of Congress did it. It was not necessary to 
employ force. In most cases the mere an- 
nouncement of congressional purpose on this 
subject, and the fact that General Grant knew 
how to enforce the law by means of the Army 
and Navy, produced peace throughout the land. 
If this act is renewed, peace will continue. 
There will be no occasion, I trust and believe, 
for putting the act in operation anywhere, 
Then no harm will come. -Baut I do also be- 
lieve—and I believe it not because I think it 
is for the interests of the Republican party to 
believe it, but even against my judgment of 
political policy—if this act were to be with- 
drawn these outrages in certain localities would 
be repeated ; I believe that helpless innocence, 
the poor, the lowly, and the humble in certain 
localities would be given over again to this 
brute violence, this criminality, this midnight 
riot of violence and wickedness, the details 
of which sicken any man to consider. Sir, I 
believe I understand myself when I say that 
if I knew the passage of this act would save 
the lives of innocent people in one county, 
would preserve the peace in one State, and yet 
result in the defeat of General Grant in this 
campaign, it would be my duty as a Senator 
to regard our constituents, to preserve that 
ublic peace, to spread over our people so 
ong as we are in power the protection which 
i embodied by the waving of our national 
ag. 
For these reasons, I shall vote for this bill. 
Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, we are 
making to-night a precedént the influence of 
which may not cease as long as this Govern- 
ment shall last. Itis to bea precedent onthe 
side of liberty or on the side of despotism; 
and that consideration is a sufficient exeuse 
for.me for troubling the Senate with a few 
words in reply to what has just been said. 
The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CARPEN- 
TER] agrees with me that the power to suspend 
the writ of habeas corpus is given to the Gov- 
ernment and can only be exercised in pur- 
suance of law. When he says that it is given 
to the Government, 1 do not think he speaks 
quite accurately, for the Government is com- 
posed of three departments, legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial, and certainly it is in no 
wise conferred upon the judicial department 


shall be suspended or not; nor in any proper 
sense can it be said to be conferred upon the 
executive department of the Government; for 
what is the executive department. of the 
Government? It is that department which is 
charged with the execution of the law.. The 
Constitution is the highest law, and the laws 
enacted by the legislative department are the 
remainder of the body of the law, and it is 
simply to execute these laws that the execu- 
tive department is ordained and instituted. 
So that in the nature of things the power to 
decide whether the privilege of the writ shall 
be suspended—a power which requires the 
exercise of judgment and of discretion, of 
volition—must necessarily belong to the legis- 
lative department of the Government. In its 
nature it is not an executive power, for, as I 
have said, the executive power is a power to 
execute the law. In its nature it is not a 
judicial power, for the judicial power never 
comes into exercise, as has been repeatedly 
decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, until there is a case, which means a 
plaintiff and a defendant in a court of justice. 
So that it necessarily follows that the power 
to suspend the privilege of the writ is a legis- 
lative power. 

We are agreed upon this; but the Senator 
from Wisconsin thinks it is a sufficient com- 
pliance with the Constitution for Congress to 
enact a law which authorizes the President to 
suspend the privilege on the happening of cer- 
tain contingencies or of certain event, of 
which, not Congress, but the President is to 
be the judge. There is where our difference is. 
And now he cites the act of 1795 as proof of 
the fact that the President may be invested 
with a power which primarily rests in the legis- 
lative department of the Government. Bat 
that is an entire mistake. The act of 1795 did 
not provide for the suspension of the writ of 
habeas corpus at all. What did it provide? 
Let me refer to the first and second sections 
of that act: 

“That whenever the United States shall be in- 
vaded, or bo in imminent danger of invasion from any 
foreign nation or Indian tribe, it shall be lawful for 
the President of the United States to call forth euch 
number of the militia of the State or States most 
convenient to the place of danger or scene of action 
as he may judge necessary to repel such invasion, 
and to issue his orders for that purpose to such 
officer or officers of the militia as he shall think 
proper. 

That is not the exercise of the power under 
the guarantee clause, but it is the exercise of 
another power in the Constitution, the power 
to call forth the militia: 

“The Congress shall have power td provide for 


calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
Union, suppressinsurrections, and repel invasions,” 


That is one of the powers of Congress under 
section eight of the first article. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If the Senator will 
allow me, I beg to say that that means repel 
invasion and suppress insurrection against the 
United States. The other subject is regu- 
lated distinctly from that, and is a power to 
suppress insurrection within a State, and is 
found in section four of article four. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wiil cometo that pres- 
ently. Ihave only read the first clause of the 
first section of the act of 1795. I say the first 
clause of the first section is not under the 
guarantee clause of the Constitution as to 
a republican form of government, but is 
under the power which is conferred upon Con- 
gress to provide for calling forth the militia 
to execute the laws of the Union, suppress 
insurrections, and repel invasions. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The act of 1795 was 
not passed for that purpose, but passed to sup- 
press insurrection in States. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ifthe Senator will listen 
again, I will show him that he is wrong: 

a iut whenever the United States shall be in- 
vadeg. = 


Mr. CARPENTER. That first partis within 


the first clause of the Constitution, undoubt- 


edly. f 

Mr. THURMAN. The clause I have just 
read— oe 
“or be in imminent danger of invasion from any 
foreign nation or Indian tribe, it shall be lawful for 
the President of the United States to call forth such 
number of the militia of the State or States most 
convenient to the place of danger or scene of action 
as he may judge necessary to repel such invasion, 
and to issue his orders for that purpose to such officer 
or officers of militia as he shall think proper.” 

That is under that clause I have just read, 
which confers upon Congress the power to 
provide for calling forth the militia to execute 
the laws of the Union, to suppress insurrec- 
tion, and repel invasion. Now, what is that 
power? It ig not a power, asin the case of 
the suspension of the writ of habeas corpus, to 
decide when the public safety requires the 
suspension of the writ. It is not expressed 
in such words as require Congress to decide 
whether the casus has arisen or not; but it is. 
a power to provide—to provide how ?—to pro- 
vide by law in anticipation of such a case; 
and therefore under that Congress might well 
enough provide for a calling forth the militia. 
It is a curious thing; so jealous were our 
fathers of the rights of the States that the Con- 
stitution did not give Congress the power to 
call forth the militia as a matter of course, but 
only the right to call them when it was neces- 
sary, as this clause specifies, to execute the 
laws of the Union, suppress insurrection, and 
repel invasion. Butthere is the power to pro- 
vide for calling them forth whenever it may be 
necessary. It is necessary to execute the laws 
of the Union all the time whether Congress is 
in session oris not. It is necessary to provide 
to suppress insurrection at all times whether 
Congress is in session or not. It is necessary 
to provide for repelling invasion at all times 
whether Congress is in session or not. But it 
is not necessary to provide for the suspension 
of the writ of habeas corpus at all times 
whether Congress is in session or not; and so 
jealous were our forefathers of that that they 
did not say that Congress should have power 
to provide for the suspension of the writ of 
habeas corpus in case of insurrection or ine 
vasion. There is no such language as that, 
that-Congress shall have power to provide for 
the suspension of the writ of habeas corpus ; 
but the words are mandatory and negative and 
prohibitory that the privilege of the writ shall 
not be suspended unless when in cases of 
rebellion or invasion the public safety shall 
require it. Itis avery different thing from a 
provision that Congress may provide for call- 
ing forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
Union which must be executed all the time, 
or to suppress insurrections which must be 
suppressed whenever they occur, or to repel 
invasions which must be repelled whenever 
they happen. 

So much for that. 
next clause: 

“ And in caso of insurrection in any State against 
the government thereof, it shall be lawful for the 
President of the United States, on application of the 
Legislature of such State, or of the Executive, (when 
the Legislature cannot be convened,) to call forth 
such number of the militia of any other State or 


States, as may be applied for, as he may judge sufi- 
cient to suppress such insurrection.” 


We have seen that that relates to insurrec- 
tion, and comes under the same clause of the 
Constitution, ‘to. provide for calling forth 
the militia to execute the laws of the Union, 
suppress insurrections, and repel invasions 3’ 
and that refers not only to insurrection taken 
in connection with another clause of the Con- 
stitution to suppress insurrections against the 
General Government, but also insurrections 
against a State, but with this difference: that 
in regard to insurrection against a State there 
is no power (and this very act is drawn upon 
that theory) to call forth the militia where the 
insurrection is simply against the authority. of 
a State and not against the Federal Govern- 
ment, unless the State shall require it. Let 
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us turn, therefore, to the guarantee. clause of 
the Constitution : ; 

“The United States shall guaranty to every State 
in this Unión a republican form of government, and 
shall protect each of them against invasion, and, on 
application of the Legislature, or of the Executive, 
when the Legislature cannot be convened,) against 

omestic violence.” . 

“The United States shall guaranty,” it 
& shall protect each of them against invasion.” 

Mr. CARPENTER. Whether Congress is 
in session or not? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, whether Congress 
is in session or not, and in that case whether 
the State applies for it or not; but so far as 
insurrection agaiust the State is concerned, it 
is only to act in case the Legislature when in 
session, or the Executive when the Legislature 
cannot be convened, shall apply to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. This provision 
of the Constitution makes the application by 
the Legislature of a State or by the Executive 
of a State conclusive evidence of the fact that 
there is such an insurrection. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If my friend will per- 
mit me, I will say that that is undoubtedly 
true, but still there are facts to be determined 
on that application. The question is, is that 
the Legislature; or if the Legislature is not 
in session, is that man the Governor? And 
the Supreme Court, as my friend will recollect, 
decided in the Rhode Island case, where the 
question was who was Governor in that State, 
whether Dorr or the other man, that when the 
President had settled the question that Dorr 
was the rioter and that the other man was the 
Governor, that was the decision of the Gov- 
ernment, because Congress had conferred upon 
the President the power which the Constitu- 
tion conferred upon this Government to act 
when the government of a State applied, and 
when he said that man“is the Governor and 
moved his trocps, or when he even proposed to 
move them, that was equivalent to a decision 
of the whole question, 

Mr. THURMAN, That is no answer, I 
submit, to what I am saying at all. If the 
President has the power to say who is the 
Governor of a State, that does not determine 
the question that is now before us at all. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It is impossiblethat 
my friend cannot understand the point I am 
trying to make. 

Mr. THURMAN. J think I do. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Constitution con- 
fers this power on the Government to sup- 
press insurrection in a State on application 
from the Legislature, or of the Governor in 
the case mentioned. I understand the Sen- 
ator to argue that this case is different from 
the case of the suspension of the writ of 
habeas corpus, because he says that under the 
fourth section of the fourth article there is no 
discretion in the Government of the United 
States; the questicn is to be settled by the 
State authorities whether they want the inter- 
vention of the General Government, and when 
they say they do, that ends it, and Congress 
may therefore confer on the President the 


mere ministerial duty of obeying the order of | 


the State, But that is not true. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States has in the first 
place to determine whether the application 
that is made to it is made by the Governor of 
the State, because that isa jurisdictional fact ; 
and in the Dorr case the Supreme Court said 
that, and held that if the President had prom- 
ised to sustain the other government, that was 
the decision of the United States that Dorr 
was not the Governor of the State. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now l wiil try, if I can, 
to make myself understood. That only shows 
that power is vesied in the President irrespect- 

‘ive of anyact of Congress on the subject at all. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Notatall. Ehe court 
in that Rhode Island case putitupon the ground 
that the power which the Constitulion vested 
in the Government had been transferred. and 
delegated by Congress to the President, They 


$ 


put it upon the ground of the act of Congress, 
which I have read, not upon the Constitution. 
The Constitution vests the power and imposes 
the duty upon the Government in gross or at 
large, not upon the President, and the Presi- 
dent cannot interfére in the matter except as 
Congress orders him to. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is very true that the 
Supreme Court in that case spoke of this act 
of 1795, but that is a wholly different thing 
from the question that is now before us. 1 
have already said that Congress has a right 
under the Constitution to provide for sup- 
pressing an insurrection. That is not the lan- 
guage of the clause which inhibits the sus- 
pension of the writ of habeas corpus at all; 
and under that power it is perfectly competent 
for Congress to say that the Congress when 


called upon by the Legislature of a State or | 


the Governor of a State shall render this aid. 
That is all perfectly right. 

Mr. CARPENTER, Ifmy friend will par- 
don me once more, let me try to make clear the 
point between us. The Constitution does 
certainly vest in the General Government the 
power to suspend the writ of habeas corpus, 
does it not? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It does not say who 
shall do it. It does not say whether Congress 
shall do it—that is, in that place—or that the 
President shall do it. Ali there is and all 
there can be made out of that provision is that 
the Government of the United Statesin a par- 
ticular case has the power to suspend the writ 
ot habeas corpus. Now, how is it to be done ? 
It is to be dune under the last clause of the 
legislative section which says: 

“ Congress shall have power to make all Jaws 
which shali be necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the foregoing powers, and all other pow- 
ers vested by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or officer 
thereof.” 

How do they dothat?. By providing that 
the President shall, when proof is made to 
his satisfaction, do the thing. 

Now, when you come to the suspension of 
the writ of habeas corpus, it is precisely the 
same as the power to suppress an insurrection. 
The power is conferred on the Government. 
In one case you-may say the language isa 
little more in detail, but the substance is the 
same, because the power to suspend the writ, 
like the power to suppress domestic violence 
in a State, is by the Constitution vested in the 
Government. How does it get in the Presi- 
dent? It gets there because one clause of the 
Constitution says Congress may by law pro- 
vide for executing all these powers in the 
Government, and it did provide, as the court 


i said in the Dorr case, that the President 


should execute that power in case of domes- 
tic violence. He may therefore just as well 
execute it in suspending the habeas corpus as 
in that. i 

Mr. THURMAN. I will show my friend 
in one moment that his argument proves too 
much, He puts it upon this clause of the 
Constitution : 

‘The Congress shall have power to make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the Government of 


the United States, or in any Department or officer 
thereof.” 


What are the ‘foregoing powers?” 

Mr. CARPENTER. Those specified in that 
section. 

Mr. THURMAN. Exactly; and which are 
conferred on Congress, 

Mr. CARPENTER. In express words. 

Mr. THURMAN. In express words: 


“And all other powers vested by this Constitution 


; in the Government of the United States, or in any 


Department or officer thereof.” 


Mr. CARPENTER. Thatis, to suspend the 


-habeas corpus or to suppress domestic violence. 


Mr. THURMAN. That is what you say. 


‘If that proves anything, it proves that every 


i 


single one of these’ powers which are vested 


i in the Government of the United States may 


be devolved by it upon the President. If the 
Congress has power to make all laws which 
may be necessary to. carry into execution the 
foregoing powers, you may invest the Presi- 
dent with the power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises, according to his 
own judgment and will. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Supreme Court 
have decided that Congress may pass just such 
an act and leave it to the President to declare 
by proclamation whether it shall be a Jaw or 
not; that that is a valid exercise of legislative 
power. Congress did pass a law and in the 
act itself provided that it should not take 
effect unless the President should by proclama- 
tion declare it to be in effect on the happen- 
ing of a certain contingency. The argument 
against that was that it was a delegation of 
legislative power, and the Supreme Court held 
that it was a proper exercise of legislative 
power, aad sustained the act, and the Presi- 
dent having made proclamation they held that 
he act was in force. 

Mr. THORMAN. I cannot agree that the 
Supreme Court has evertaken any such broad 
ground as would be implied in the Senators 
remarks, and if he will produce the case I 
think I shall be able to satisfy him that there 
is no such broad ground. Let us see what 
this will come to. itis nota question whether 
the President may not execute un act of Con- 
gress, may not doa ministerial act; nor is it 
a question whether or not the President may 
not upon the happening of a ceriain event, 
like the laying of the embargo, and L think it 
is to that case the Senator refers, or the removal 
of the embargo, allowing goods to be carried 
back and forth from this country to a foreign 
country. But if the doctrine of the Senator 
is true, then Congress may authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States, as I say, to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises in 
his own discretion... It may authorize him in 
his own discretion to borrow money on the 
credit of the United States; it may authorize 
him to regulate commerce with fureign nations 
and among the several States and with the 
Indian tribes just as he may prescribe; itmay 
authorize him to establish a uniform rule of 
naturalization and uniform laws on the subject 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States, 
and so on to the end of the chapter, 

If this be so, then it is in the competency 
of Congress to surrender every power granted 
by the Constitution to Congress and vested in 
Congress, to the President of the United States, 
and give him not simply the executive power 
of the Government, but the whole legislative 
power of the Government. That is exactly 
what the result is. That will not do at all. 
Youcould not have a more complete despotism 
on the face of this earth than when you would 
thns concentrate in the hands of one man the 
legislative as well as the execu'ive department 
of the Government. I know of no Govern- 
ment in the world in which the executive 
power of the Government executes the judi- 
cialpower. There was atime in England when 
the king was supposed to administer justice 
in person, but that has long since. passed 
away, and now the judges hold their seats for 
life in order that they may be independent 
both of the Crown and of the Legislature; so 
that in England, from which we derive our 
laws, the judicial department is perfectly inde- 
pendent. Our Constitution, acting upon the 
same idea, has made the judicial department 
of the Government of the United States wholly 
independent either of the executive or the 
legislative department by a life tenure, or the 
tenure of good behavior, which is the same 
thing, which must be the tenure of every judi 
cial officer of the United States except certain 
inferior courts which may be created by law, 
and whose terms may be for a certain number 
of years. 
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And so it is in .all countries. In Russia 
itself the czar does not execute justice himself 
in his own person; the judicial power is exe- 
cuted by a judicial department. ‘Therefore, 
for my friend to say that under. this power to 
pass all laws necessary to execute the powers 
devolved upon the Government of the United 
States Congress may be guilty of a perfect 
abnegation of its powers and devolve them all 
upon the President of the United States is 
simply to say that our forefathers have made a 
Constitution under which it is competent for 
Congress to establish an absolute monarchy in 
this country instead of a republican govern- 
ment. ‘That is al there is of it, Sir, that 
will not do at all. 

While Lam on this subject, let me say one 
thing that | neglected to say before upon the 
Jaw, and which seems to me a conclusive 
argument against this idea of a devolution of 
this power: 

t The privilege of the writ of kabeas corpus shall 
not be suspended unless when in cases of rebellion 
or invasion ihe public safety may require it.” 
` We all agree, with the exception of the 
Senator from Judiana, [Mr. Pratt.] so far as 
any opinion bas been expressed, that that is a 
legislative power, and the only question is 
whether or not the Legislature itself must 
decide. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Horace Binney 
did not think so. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know Horace Binney 
did not, and I know that Horace Binney tar- 
nished that brilliant reputation which he 
achieved at the bar by thé worst pamphlet 
that ever an American lawyer published during 
the war. I know that tdinund Burke was 
frightened out of his propriety and. out of his 
good sense by the terrors of the French rev- 
olution, and this old lawyer, Horace Binney, 
in the decline of his days, in the setting and 
going down of the sun with him, lost the judg- 
ment that had once distinguished him, and 
published a pamphlet which may be regarded 
hereaf-er as perhaps the only dark spot upon 
his memory. Iam told by friends around me 
that he has since qualified it. Iam very glad 
he has qualified it, It is just like a certain 
other book that was published by a lawyer of 
Boston, who was employed for awhile as 
solicitor in the War Department, which makes 
this Government more supreme in time of 
war than any despotism that ever existed on 
the face of the globe. 

Sir, it is one of the things that are humili- 
ating to our profession, and [ say it to the Sen- 


ator from New Jersey, who is a distinguished | 


member of the profession, that there never 
wasg a usurpation in the world, there never was 
an exercise of atbitrary and unwarranted au 
thority by a Government that there was notsome 
lawyer to de‘end it. 1t has been truly said by De 
Tocqueviile. and said long before him, that the 
study of the lawand the practice of thelaw tend 
to make men jealous of liberty and solicitous for 
its defense. While that is true, all history shows 
not simply pliant lawyers. but pliant judges, 
too. Jt there had not been that pliancy there 
never would have been found such a judge as 
Jeffreys on the English bench; there never 
would have been found such a judge as Saun- 
ders tarnishing his brilliant reputation by his 
decisions vacating and annuling the charter 
of London aud of other cities in England at 
the command of the Court; and there never 
would have been that most. horrible practice 
that existed in England of the Crown consult- 
ing the judges before a case was even pre- 
sented in court and getting their opinions 
belorehand how to conduct the prosecution 
and what the judgment would be. No, sir, I 
say it with shame and confusion, for I do cher- 
ish this profession to which. t belong, and es- 
teem it as one of the most honorable in the 
world, that there never was a usurpation by 
Government on the face of God's globe that 
there was not some lawyer either venal enough 
or wild enough to sanction it by his authority 


and endeavor to uphold it by his arguments. 
Tt will not do, therefore, even with the great 
name of Horace Binney to attempt. to defend 
this thing. 

But, Mr. President, I was speaking of this 
clause : : 


“The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall 
not be suspended, unless when in cases of rebellion 


or invasion the public safety may require it.” 


We. admit that the power to suspend is a 
legislative power. That being the case, if you 
can authorize the President. in his discretion 
to suspend it for six months, you may author- 
ize him to suspend it by a law which has no 
limit upon it at all, and therefore in Jegal con- 
templation is to exist for alltime. Ifyou can 
authorize him to suspend it from now until the 
4th of March next, you may make it a per- 
manent statute on your statute-book, which 
implies that it is to last as long as the Govern- 
ment shall endure. If you can do that, then 
Congress has given up its legislative power, 
has been guilty of a perfect self abnegation in 
that respect, and that great privilege, which 
was so sacred in the eyes of our forefathers 
that they did not allow it to be suspended even 
by Congress when there was flagrant war with 
a foreign nation unless our soil was invaded, 
may be given into the hands of a single man. 

When is it proposed to pass this bill? When 
a presidential election is pending, when the 
man into whose hands this power is given is a 
candidate for reéiection to that office; then 
his supporters in the Congress of the United 
Sates, more regardful of his success in the 
election and the perpetuation of the power of 
their own party than of the welfare of the 
country and the principles of the Constitution, 
are fur yielding up the power the Constitution 
invests in them and devolving it upon a man 
who can use it in order to reélect himself. 

Mr. President, nothing that I can say could 
present this measure in a stronger light than 
these few words. I say that my friend from 
Wisconsin, with all bis ingenuity, and with all 
ae diligence, has utterly failed to justify this 
bid. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I regret that I am obliged to ask the 
j indulgence of the Senate while I submit a few 
reflections on the bill now before it for con- 
sideration. When the original bill, to which 
this is an amendment, was before this body, [ 
said nothing. It was supposed at that time 
that it was in good faith to have ended at the 
conclusion of this session of Congress. lt 
was elaborately debated then, as it is elabor- 
ately debated now, and most thoroughly argued 
by gentlemen around me who have now par 
ticipated in this debate. But when upon the 
eve of one of the greatest presidential elections 
‘this country has wituessed since 1800, with the 
ISxecutive now in power a candidate for nomi- 
nation, and most certainly to be renominated, 
to see the representatives of this people pro- 
poring to confer upon him the most extraordin- 
ary power contained within the Constitution 
is one of the uncommon events of the day. 
it is not remarkable, therefore, that we are 
here to-night, or rather at this early peried of 
the morning, the minority upon this floor pro- 
testing against conferring upon the Executive 
so vast a power, in fact almost inscribing upon 
the face of the bill, A bill to provide for the 
reélection of President Grant.’ 

Now, sir, what is before us and what is pro- 
posed to be passed? ‘Phe bill now under con- 
sideration provides for the continuance, not of 


which this is a proposed amendment. The 
provisions of that act are well kuown to the 
Senate and to the country; and to the pro- 
visions of that fourch section Í am certainly 
opposed en masse and in detail, and for three 
reasons: 

The first is, that. by the provisions of the 
i fourth section Congress undertakes to make 


the power of suspending the writ of habeas | 
corpus alone, but it provides for extending the | 
provisions of the fourth section of the act. to | 


a constructive rebellion ; 
declare what a rebellion is. 

In the next place, after having thus made a 
constructive rebellion by law, by statute declar. 
ing what shall constitute a rebellion in the 
fulure, then they put in the hands of the Pres- 
ident the discretion to determine that the acts 
therein stated shall constitute. that rebellion 
so declared by Congress. j 

And thirdly, it confers upon the. President 
the power, in addition to the discretion therein 
vested, to determine when the public safety 
may require the suspension of this writ. 

Now, if there is anything that is clearly 
determined by the Constitution itself, it ig 
that this is a legislative power. The argu- 
ments of the gentlemen who have already dis- 
cussed this question on each side show that 
this provision of the Constitution is a legis- 
lative provision and requires legislative author- 
ity to give it effect. That being so, a bill can- 
not be defended in any way, by any mode of 
argument, which proposes to invest the Pres- 
ident of the United States with the authority 
to determine when the public safety requires 
the suspension of the writ. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yes sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. I riseto appeal to the 
Senator to ask bim to allow the vote to be 
taken. If he will pardon me, I will occupy but 
a moment in giving him my reason. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland and his party friends are 
very fully on record on this measure. The 
majority of the Senate proposed to consider 
it on a day last week, when upon an appeal 
grounded on courtesy owing to the absence of 
the Senator from Delaware, it was agreed and 
inconveniently agreed by the majority of the 
Senate, that it should be postponed antil yes- 


they undertake. to 


‘terday, and then a unanimous agreement was 


come to, which stands formally entered as an 
order on the Journal, that on this day the vote 
should be taken. I say this day speaking now 
in a parliamentary sense. for itis now nearly 


| four o’clock on the day after that on which by 


unanimous consent, in consideration of the 
courtesy extended by us to a Demoerrtie Sen- 
ator who was absent, if not ill, it was agreed 
that the vote should be taken. 

Mr. President, the chairman of the commit- 
tee having this bill in charge has abstained 
from debate. A Republican Senator, not now 
in his seat, from ‘Texas (Mr. FLANAGAN] ab- 
stained, upon the request (1 may say wi-hout 
impropriety) of his associates, from debate. 
{ shall be warranted in saying that the oppo- 
nents of this bill have occupied four fifths of 
the time. And now I, for ones who have not 
occupied one moment, aud who have sat here 
to-night until almost four o’clock inthe morn- 
ing, om still sitting, while my honorable friend 
from Maryland redefines a position perfectly 


| well known and put upon the record here be- 


fore by himself and his party friends. 

Now, Mr. President, L know the Senator bas 
the power to go on, and I certainly do not 
mean to impute anything to bim if he does go 
on; but I submit to him whether it is an ob- 
servauce ofan agreement made by unanimous 
ccnsent,and conceded to him and his associates, 
owing to the absence and wish of one of their 
friends, whose telegram was read, whether it 
is an observance honorably aad fairly of that 
agreement, after having occupied the great 
majority of the time here during these. two 
days, to go on now, when hours have elapsed 
since the end of the day in which they agreed 
that we might vote? . 

We are not going to be here very long I 
hope,. possibly not longer than a dozen nights ; 
but i say to my honorable friend (and he will 
not misunderstand the kindness with which I 
say it) that I -think he and his party friends 
alike will find that they make a mistake, look- 
ing to their convenience, if in the face of these 
facts they keep us here longer.: We. want 
some sleep, we must have a-segsion tomor- 
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row and very likely to-morrow night; and if 
a courtesy which we extendedinthis way is thus 
reciprocated, certainly the Senator can see 
that it affords but very little inducement to 
those who had the power the other day to sit 
out this bill again to put themselves in such 
an attitude as this. i i 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Well, Mr. 
President, I heed the persuasive appeal of the 
honorable Senator from New York: I didnot 
understand that our discussing this bill to this 
late period of the morning was against the 
spirit of that agreement. We suffer with your- 
selves in remaining here; but this is a very 
important question. There has been no dispo- 
sition to object to pressing the bill to a final 
‘vote. We are all for that, and willing to vote 
on. the bill, 

Mr. CONKLING. But if the Senator will 
pardon me, he will remember that I urged for 
one that we should proceed with the bill at 
once on last Thursday with the understanding 
that it should not be closed until the Senator 
from Delaware on Monday could deliver his 
speech. We encountered an objection, if 
not by the Senator individually, by his friends. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Not me. 

Mr. CONKLING. They insisted on the 
postponement of the commencement of the 
consideration of the bill until Monday ; and 
now the honorable Senator tells me I must re- 
member itis a very important bill. Yes, sir. 
No more important, however, than it was 
when we pressed it on this side, fearing sucha 
result, and when the gentlemen on that side 
said, “Oh, no, we will agree unanimously ; 
here goes our unanimous consent that on 
Tuesday the vote shall be taken ;’’ here it is 
now almost four hours beyond ‘Tuesday —— 

Mr. THURMAN, (in his seat.) No. 

Mr. CONKLING. I say yes to my friend 
from Ohio, and I appeal to the Journal, fot 
this thing was talked over twice, and his col- 
league put it on record, and it was read twice 
aloud and stands there upon the Journal, as I 
stated, to which I appeal; and now the Sena- 
tor, when nearly four hours after midnight 
have passed, four hours beyond the end of 
that day, turns to me and says “ This is a very 
important measure.’? Yes, Mr. President, we 
thought so then, and [ imagine that we shall 
be in time in pausing hereafter during the 
brief residue of this session before we commit 
ourselves unnecessarily to an understanding 
like this, if such be the inconvenience and 
such be the treatment to which we are sub- 


jected. 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to say one 
word. Ido not think the Senator from New 
York has any authority in the world for im- 
puting anything like bad faith or violation of 
agreement. {| never heard a more unwar- 
ranted imputation. We proposed that the 
debate should commence on Monday and end 
on Wednesday, and the Globe will show it, 
that there should be three days. The major- 
ity would not agree to that, and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] went on and 
made his speech on Friday. He was followed 
by the Sevator from. Indiana, [Mr. Prarr,] 
and then my colleague, not a Democrat, pro- 
posed that the bill should go over to Monday, 
and that the vote should be taken on Tucs- 
day. Then we got substantially what we asked, 
three days’ debate on the bill. It was not that 
we proposed the arrangement which was made. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not say that you 
proposed it, but did you not agree to it? 

Mr. THURMAN. Agree to what? 

Mr. CONKLING. Agree that the vote 
should be taken on Tuesday? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Well. 

Mr. THURMAN. Bat does not the Sen- 
ator know perfectly well that again and again 
in. his experience on bills, one of which. he 
had charge of, where the vote was to be taken 
on a particular day, we sat until broad day- 
light next morning? 
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Mr. CONKLING. I beg the Senator’s 
pardon. I know the bill he refers to. ‘There 
was no agreement about taking the vote on it. 
We sat here silently, and by persistence won 
a vote from the exhaustion of the Senator and 
his party friends. 

Mr. THURMAN. | The Senator is right in 
that particular. ~ 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, if the Senator 
will show me within the last twelve years an 
instance in either House of Congress where, 
when the majority has tendered to the mi- 
nority an agreement to vote on a certain day 
and they have accepted it, they have held on 
until four o'clock the next morning, I will 
admit at least that there is a precedent for 
this somewhat loose and general way of observ- 
ing agreements. But I do not want my friend 
to assume quite so lofty a tone with me in the 
face of these facts as to talk about an un- 
warrantable assumption. 

I will say now to that honorable Senator what 
I have taken care not to say before, that when 
I agree with the Senator that I will do a certain 
thing on a certain day, I care not what that 
thing is nor the forum in which the agreement 
is made, I do not observe that agreement if at 
four o'clock the morning afterward I refuse to 
performit. Whether it be an unwarrantable 
assumption or not, I maintain that proposition. 
It is laid down in the law books and it is laid 
down in morals, and it was laid down in that 
understanding which by consenting to we have 
lost a night’s rest and done that which I humbly 
conceive thus warned we shall not be likely to 
do again, and then the Senator from Ohio and 
myself will have no discussion, unpleasant or 
otherwise, as to what the agreement was. 

Mr. THURMAN. Threaten as much as he 
pleases, the Senator from New York shall not 
with impunity impute to the minority on this 
floor improper motives or improper conduct. 
Do what you please, sit out your bills without 
any agreement, I say that the practice has been, 
as far as I know it, (and the contrary never 
occurred to the Senator until these nearly four 
hours had passed by,) that an agreement to 
vote on a day meant the legislative day which 
extends until eleven o’clock to-morrow. 

I have no disposition to weary the Senate; 
I am ready to vote at any moment; but what 
I dislike is that anybody shall get up a quarrel 
without the least authority or shadow of rea- 
son, and impute to these men who have sat 
here and made a quorum when that whole side 
of the Senate nearly is empty of its seats, when 
without us you would have had no quorum 
hours ago—impute to us a disposition to vio- 
late our honorable plighted faith. Sir, we are 
as honorable as any men, the Senator from 
New York not excepted, and if he assumes 
that he is more honorable or more disposed to 
hold to his engagements than those on this 
side of the Chamber he assumes what is false. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, if I may 
be allowed one suggestion, although I do not 
wish to hammer my desk or brandish my fist 
or make the display of muscular oratory that 
my very distinguished friend from Ohio has 
made, by which I see he has become very red 
in the face—not to his injury, I hope—I wish 
the Senate would consider that Iam quite as 
much in earnest as the honorable Senator was 
when he said that which I think very offensive 
and very far-fetched. 

Mr. President, I meant to say ali that I said. 
I measured my expression. I mean to repeat 
it, and I say to the Senator, I repeat again 
without indulging in such an excessive over- 
flow of gymnastics or such extraordinary gyra- 
tions or gesticulations as he has done, that 
when he makes an agreement with me to doa 
thing on Tuesday, and Wednesday morning at 
four o’clock finds him with a flourish refusing 
to do it, he does not observe that agreement, 
as I understand. If that is offensive to the 
Senator, let him make the most of it. I have 
said that, and I repeat it. . 

Now, Mr. President, I do not wish anything 


unpleasant out of this, certainly nothing un- 
pleasant if it can be avoided; but I give notice 
in good nature, “to all whom it may concern,” 
that during the residue of this session an 
agreement entered into which requires unani- 
mous consent, and which can be obviated by 
one objection, will not occur unless it is so 
definite in its form, unless it is so certain in 
its terms that Senators cannot differ at least 
asto what it means. That much I say, and I 
hope it conveys no threat, for really if in the 
Senate of the United States when an agree- 
ment is made that two days shall be given to a 
subject, and that on the second day we shall 
vote, that day having passed and four or five 
hours of the next day, and men having sat 
here who are not able to sit, some of them 
without having occupied one moment in the 
debate, if offense is to be taken by the minority 
of the Senate, or anybody else, because an 
appeal is made notto tax them further, itis high 
time that we take care what engagements we 
enterinto. The health ofthe Senator from Ohio 
requires it, because venerable as he is in years 
it is really dangerous to him that any state of 
things should be allowed to exist which can 
lead to his being thrown into such an exces- 
sive paroxysm, such unwholesome and inju- 
rious excitement as that which my honorable 
friend has displayed. It certainly cannot. be 
good for him, after making. two such extraor- 
dinary efforts as he has made during the night, 
to allow himself in the cool of the morning to 
become thus disturbed. And if it were only 
that I might see him spared any such occasion 
again, I repeat that I shall endeavor, for one, 
to be very careful during the residue of this 
session that no unanimous agreement is en- 
tered into upon which my honorable friend 
from Ohio and myself can possibly disagree ; 
we shall have it at least so definite that there 
will be no question of that kind. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I need 
neither the guardianship, moral or political, 
of the Senator from New York, nor any of hig 
admonitions; and if I did become excited I 
became excited by what ever will excite me. 
The man that imputes to me any breach of 
faith must not expect me to keep cool. It is 
not in my nature, sir. I will argue fairly with 
any man and keep my temper; but when a 
man undertakes to rise in his place and im- 
pute dishonorable motives to me and my asso- 
ciates, he must not expect me to keep cool. 

Now, sir, if the Senator sees fit to make no 
more agreements, well and good; we shall not 
be the losers by that. But, sir, there is one 
very remarkable thing: this bill is mot in the 
charge of the Senator from New York ; it ig 
in the charge of the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia, Twelve o'clock came, and not one word 
was lisped against the debate or the rolonga- 
tion of it. The Senator from. New York said 
nothing against the prolongation of it. Since 
twelve o’clock a speech has been delivered by 
my friend from Wisconsin, [ Mr. CARPENTER, | 
to ‘which we all listened with attention and 
with pleasure. A speech has been delivered 
by others since twelve o’clock, I think, but I 
am not sure, in support of this bill, but not 
one word was suggested. If the Senator had 
got up and in acivil and courteous manner 
suggested to us that he understood the mean- 
ing of this agreement to be that we should 
vote at twelve o'clock, he would have been 
responded to courteously; but when, with a 
manner, a tone, and a language that was offen- 
sive to the honor of the Democratic mem- 
bers on this floor, he impliedly at least charges 
them with a breach of faith, he cannot expect 
that we shall keep cool. 

Mr. CONKLING. One word. The Senator 
from Ohio, as to me, is quite at liberty to keep 
cool or to keep hot. He seems to be inclined 
to keep hot. Certainly, I want him to consult 
his own convenience about that, and I beg that 
he will not have the slightest reference to me 
in the way that he regulates his system in that 
regard. I remind the Senator, however, that 
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he was not drafted for the war in which he is 
engaged now. He isa volunteer, and I think 
he wandered a great way to volunteer. 

My honorable friend from Maryland had the 
floor; a Senator with whom I have an under- 
standing so good that I was not mistaken, as 
the event showed, in supposing that I might 
take the liberty of making an appeal to him. 
I did make an appeal to him, and I am quite 
sure that the honorable Senator will contirm 
me in saying that it was an appeal at which 
he took no offense whatever. On the contrary, 
we were discussing the matter in a very ami- 
cable way, when the Senator from Ohio came 
into the Chamber with a very youthful paroxysm 
of activity, if not of feeling, and plunged him- 
self into the debate in the way in which the 
Senate has seen. Iam quite content with that 
if he is. I have no quarrel with the honorable 
Senator from Ohio. He seems quite anxious 
to have one, and whether I decline combat 
with him or not, I certainly seek no quarrel. 
It is enough for me to say, in reply to the last 
remarks made by the Senator, that my sugges- 
tion was to the Senator from Maryland, who 
certainly took no offeuse at the suggestion f 
made. I was appealing to him to know, put- 
ting it to him to say whether it was fair under 
the agreement to keep us here longer. There- 
fore, the Senator from Ohio, I wish him dis- 
tinctly to understand, has sought with me, and 
not I with him, the dialogue in which he has 
been so heated. I made no reference to him ; 
Thad nothing to do with him at the moment, 
acceptable and agreeable as it may be to have 
to do with that Senator; but he came into the 
Chamber in the very promiscuous and turbu- 
lent manner, as I think, which the Senate has 
witnessed, and expressed his views upon the 
propriety of what I was saying to a Senator 
very abundantly able to take care of himself. 

Mr. THURMAN. Did not the Senator 
from New York speak of me? 

Mr. CONKLING. I tell the Senator he him- 
self began the colloquy. I do not know in 
what way that Senator supposes I alluded to 
him. He was not in hisseat when I made the 
appeal to the Senator from Maryland. I was 
speaking to the Senator from Maryland; cer- 
tainly not to the Senator from Ohio. I sup- 
pose the Senator from Ohio must realize that 
he does not constitute the whole of the minor- 
ity in this Chamber, distinguished as he is 
among them. And when I was alluding to 
those gentlemen in a colloquy with the Senator 
from Maryland, certainly I was not alluding spe- 
cially to the Senator from Ohio. On the con- 
trary, the absence of all allusion to him is one 
of the causes of surprise that I felt that he 
should come into a dialogue, the other party to 
which, I repeat, without any assistance was 
abundantly able to look out tor himself, and to 
which the Senator from Maryland was respond- 
ing in the same courtesy in which I addressed 
him. 

But, Mr. President, it is not worth while to 
prolong a thing so very unimportant as this, 
and I leave it, simply reminding the Senator 
that when tweive o'clock came the Senator 
from Pennsylvania did waive his right, I think 
before twelve o'clock came, to speak, although 
he had aright by courtesy to close the debate ; 
he said he would waive it in the hope of a 
vote. The Senator from Texas, who had 
expected to speak, and who announced to the 
Senate that he was prepared to speak, did the 
same thing. So much for the suggestion that 
nobody thought when twelve o'clock came 
that we ought to be allowed to vote. 

Mr. SCOTT. I trust I may be pardoned in 
saying a word inthis stage of the case. When 
the agreement was made that the debate on 
this bill should close upon Tuesday, certainly 
I accepted Tuesday in the ordinary significa- 
tion of the term, and supposed when: Tuesday 
ended the bill would end. When that time 
approached, however, as the thoaght struck 
me that perhaps a different interpretation 
might be put upon the agreement in giving 


Tuesday its legislative sense, I did take the 
trouble of going to the Secretary and making 
the inquiry as to what the interpretation would 
be in a legislative sense of that agreement, and 
learned from him that if insisted upon the 
legislative sense of the agreement would be 
that Tuesday- would not terminate until- the 
next session of the Senate, which under the 
rule, would commence at eleven o’clock on 
Wednesday. f 

Mr. CONKLING. That the legislative day 
would continue until then? 

Mr. SCOTT. Thatthe legislative day would 
coutinue antil then. 

Mr. CONKLING. No doubt of it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I made inquiry, however, 
through the Chamber, and found that it was 
the expectation that the bill would be closed 
bytwelveo’clock. ButIdidnotriseto make any 
point upon the agreement for the reason that I 
had ascertained this would be the interpreta- 
tion put upon the agreement if insisted upon. 
I understood the Senator from New York to 
rise and to signify to the Senator from Mary- 
land, who then had the floor, that it was the 
expectation that the debate would close and 
the vote be taken at twelve o'clock, and I regret 
very much that anything should have occurred 
to have thrown a warmth which seems to me 
to have been unnecessary into the discussion 
of this question.. Ifthere was that difference 
of opinion that upon the one side we expected 
it to close at twelve o’clock, and the impres- 
sion was entertained on the other that it was to 
go on until eleven o’ clock to-morrow, certainly 
that difference of opinion could have been very 
readily disposed of without the feeling which it 
has engendered. 

I did, -beforetwelve o’clock, I believe, waive 
my right, what I thought was my rightatleast, 
as the chairman of the committee, waived a 
privilege at least. which I desired to exercise, 
of closing the debate. I came here prepared 
to close this debate, and expected to close it 
before twelve o’clock ; but the time was occu- 
pied by others, and in the expectation of closing 
it I did rise at least once and say that I would 
forego my right of saying anything further ifa 
vote could be reached. Now, if Senators on 
the other side insist upon the technical terms 
of the agreement, and the Senator from Mary- 
land desires to proceed, I hope we shall, even 
with that understanding, be able to arrive very 
soon at a disposition of this bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to say a single 
word. When the first agreement was pro- 
posed, I objected. Then the Senator from 
Pennsylvania went on. I was not in the 
Chamber when the other agreement was en- 
tered into, but I heard of it and acquiesced 
in it, and I wanted to liveup to the faith of it. 
I called the attention of the Senate, as it will 
be remembered, to the fact that it was one 
minute after twelve o'clock, and I said we had 
stepped over the agreement, I was then told 
that the legislative day did not expire until 
eleven o'clock to-morrow. Then I considered 
that the other side had put a constraction ou 
it, for certainly l was willing at that time to 
have taken the vote. 

Mr. CASSHRLY. Mr. President, as I have 
not spoken during this debate, I may be 
allowed to saya word upon this question which 
has arisen, and has assumed to some extent 
so unpleasant aform. I speak, however, with 
the more willingness because I had some- 
thing to do with the framing, as I supposed, 
of the agreement under which we are now 
acting.. My original proposition was that we 
should commence the debate on this bill on 
Saturday, continuing on Monday and on Tues- 
day, and then we should sit it out if the ma- 
jority so insisted. That was the language 
which J think, with very little variation, I 
used—I think with the understanding, very 
distinct in my own mind, that the meaning of 
that language was that we should stay here 
upon Tuesday and as long afterward as should 
be necessary for the disposition of this bill. I 


had no idea, and I do not believe that at that 
time anybody had any idea, that it was: in- 
tended that the debate should close by twelve 
o'clock Tuesday night. Now, what may be 
the precise language of the rule Iam not able 
to say. I will ask the Clerk, however, to read 
it. That rule, 1 may observe,’ was drawn- by 
the Senator from Ohio, not now in ‘his ‘seat, 
[Mr. Suerman,] I did not attend ‘specially 
to its language, but my impression when I 
read it was that it did not differ at all in its 
effect from the language which I had employed 
myself in proposing the agreement. “My 
proposition was as to Monday and’ Tuesday, 
that which-I understood to be adopted by the 
written rule or order of the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Saerman,] which I will ask the 
Clerk now to read. 

The Cuter CLERK, 
the 17th of May was: 

“Ordered, That.on Monday next, at twelve o'clock, 
Senate bill No. 656, to extend the provisions of the 
fourth section of the act approved April 20, 1871, be 
resumed to the exclusion of ali other business, and 
that it be continued, subject to recess and adjourn- 
ment, until disposed of before adjournment on 
Tuesday.” 

Mr. CASSERLY. I had no other under- 
standing of that rule than what I have ex- 
pressed, that we were to debate this bill on 
Monday and. on Tuesday, and on Tuesday. we 
would sit it out if the majority insisted on 
that. As I understand the matter, we are 
here to carry out that agreement. So careful 
were myself and my associates of what we 
supposed to be the faith involved that we have 
remained here at as much inconvenience to 
ourselves as any of the Senators of the ma- 
jority could have experienced. We have 
kept a quorum. 

I should not have said a word but for what 
I regard as the extremely unwarranted posi- 
tion as to manner and language assumed by 
the Senator from New York. Since I have 
been in this Senate I never have known an 
occasion where any understanding, implied or 
expressed, was ever violated intentionally by 
the minority to which I belong. Certainly 
the present occasion was no exception to that 
remark. If the Senator from New York were 
as entirely right as he is and has been entirely 
wrong, there would not only be no. justification 
but no excuse for the manner that he hag seen 
fit to assume toward the minority on. this 
floor. The Senator has such a gift. of lan- 
guage, and so many ways of saying unpleasant 
things, that he seems to forget frequently that 
the persons who are the objects of that peculiar 
talent of his are in all respects his peers on 
this floor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to inquire of him what is the thing that he 
ascribes to me which he says is unpleasant? I 
do not refer to my colloquy with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, because that is another mat- 
ter; but about the thing in hand. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator understands 
all about that. As one distinguished man said 
to another in a debate, that he was unparlia- 
mentary from the first word to the last that he 
uttered in the debate ; so every word and 
every gesture and every tone that I saw 
and listened to from the Senator from New 
York in regard to this breach of faith which 
he has asserted, and which nobody else has 
asserted here as against the minority, were to 
the last degree unpleasant, not to say offensive. 
I sometimes think the Senator is so much 
in the habit of using strong language and 
pointed language, and language with an edge, 
that frequently he is not conscious how dis- 
agreeable he is, and how unpleasant he is in 
his remarks toward his associates in this 
Chamber. 

If there is any Senator here to whom it is a 
luxury to have bad faith imputed to him by 
another Senator in regard to an agreement 
resting, as it must rest, wholly in bonor,-1 
know of no member of the minority who isin 
that category. If there ‘be a Senator who is 
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-wholly insensible to attacks of that sort, then 
I know of no associate of mine on this side 
who is that member, and | pray that. Senator 
always to recollect that remarks such ashe 
„has indulged in to-night are not calculated to 
increase the harmony of our association here, 
and certainly are not warranted, I beg him to 
remember, by anything in the relatious which 
exist between him and any of us of the minor- 
ity on this side. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. I simply want 
to say that I certainly did not understand, 
when this unanimous consent or agreement 
was arrived at, that we were to stay here all 
night. and it was the most absurd arrangement 
for seventy-four sensible men to make that 1 
can conceive of. The only purpose of making 
an arrangement at all, the only reason for it, 
was because we were drawing toward the end 
of the sessioun. Nobody supposes we can sit 
here day in and day out in continuous session. 
If we are tu stay here until eleven o'clock to- 
morrow morning before we are bound by this 
agreement to take the vote, which is the con- 
struction of the agreement insisted upon, we 
certainly wust lose the succeeding day. 

J do not suppose any of us looked at it crit- 
ically; but the understanding would hardly 
be—it was not with me, at all events, and | 
havea right to speak for myself—that we were 
to stay here all night and this debate continue 
up io eleven o'clock to-morrow. ‘here ure a 
number of things I should like to say but I 

. want to get a vote. Perhaps they were not 
of very much importance. 

I cannot agree entirely with the Senator 
from California, Of course there has been 
some unpleasant altercation here; bat E cer- 
tainly think that the Senator from New York 
was perfectly courteous and had a perfect 
right, and with perfect propriety addressed 
himself to the Senator from Maryland, and I 
cannot think that the Senator from Maryland 
would take any offense at it. 
this unpleasant misunderstanding in reference 
to it we all regret; but I wish at all events 
the Senate would now after the Senator from 
Maryland has concladed his remarks let us 
vote. 

Mr. CARPENTER. As this proceeding is 
assuming the form of a love-feast, and as I 
have transgressed the understanding of the 
rule as it is entertained by the Senator from 
New York, I desire to explain my conduct. 
J have spoken upon this subject since twelve 
o'clock, When 1 do not know anything, 1 
always apply to my friend from Maine, [ Mr. 
Hanuiy,] and not knowing precisely what this 
understanding would mean in legislative phrase, 
J upphed to him, and he intormed me that if 
we sat here three weeks we were siuing here 
on ‘Tuesday, provided we did not adjourn; and 
when I hear that order read, which is that we 
shall vote before we adjourn on Tuesday, I 
have not the siightest idea that that means 
that we can sit it out until eleven o'clock to- 
morrow, and I should infer without the inform- 
ation which | received from my friend from 
Maine, from whose judgment there is no ap- 
peal, in my estimation, that we can sit here 
avy number of days it we do not adjourn ; it 
would sull be the legislative Tuesday, although 
it might bein fact on the Calendar Weduesday, 
or Thursday, or Friday, or Saturday. Lt is 
true those days would drep out of the Calen- 
dar, but stiil it would be Tuesday until we ad- 
journed, aud that is precisely what that order 
says. Jt was with that understanding that I 
ventured to state to the Senate very briefly 
the grounds ou which {should vote in favor 
of this bill. ` 

Now, 1 do not believe there is the slightest 
occasion for any unpleasant feeling here be- 
tween any of tuese Senators. The Senator 
from New York bad his understanding of this 
rule, and stated it as he did understand it, 
The Senator from Ohio may have had a.totally 
different understanding of it; but those Sen- 
aturs are certainly both of them men of alto- 
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gether too much character, too much honor, 
too much kindliness of feeling, too much gen- 
tility and softness of nature, to have any sort 
of. feeling about an honest misunderstanding 
of this kind. 

Mr. HAMLIN, I think the Senator from 
Wisconsin, as he has stated, did ask what was 
a legislative day, and my recollection is that I 
stated that according to the practice of the 
Senate it was a coutinuous session of the day 
commencing upon the morning, however long 
it might last. That, I believe, is in accord- 
ance with the practice of this body. I think 
I have a recollection of one session since È 
have been here where it was continuous for 
two days. But on looking at the order under 
which we are acting, I think its phraseology is 
such that there might be well a disagreement 
as to what it means; and if I had had my 
altention called to the order, the precise man- 
ner in which it is written, [ certainly should 
have answered the Senator from Wisconsin 
different from what I did. I think under this 
order our session terminated at twelve o'clock. 
I cannot see any other construction to be 
placed upon it; and yet without looking at it 
I should have said we were sitting here as 
regularly after twelve o’clock under this order 
as before. Now, sir, let me read the lan- 
guageof the order: 

"And that it be continued, subject to recess and 
adjournment, until disposed of before adjourn- 
ment.” 

If the language of the order had stopped 
there, it would have been a continuous session 
extending beyond twelve o’clock; but I find 
here two other words, ‘on Tuesday.” What 
is Tuesday ? That refers to Tuesday in a secu 
lar sense, and Tuesday surely expired at twelve 
o'clock this night. This order, therefore, when 
fairly construed according to its own terms, 
was limited by twelve o’clock at night. With- 
out the two words qualilying it, the session of 
Tuesday would have continued until we ad- 
journed the session, whenever that might have 
been 5 but it says shall be ‘‘ disposed of before 
adjournment on Tuesday.” If we run past 
twelve o'clock, then we violate the order, be- 
cause we do not dispose of it on Tuesday. It 
should have said, to give it the construction 
now contended for by the other side, ** until 
disposed of before the adjournment of that 
session.” That is what it should have said to 
allow us to run by twelve o'clock; and still I 
say very frankly, under the practice of the 
Senate and without looking to the language 
of the order, 1 should have supposed we were 
not limited at twelve o'clock ; yet taking that 
language precisely as it reads, I think it did 
limit us to twelve o'clock. 

Mr. THURMAN. I was not in the Senate 
when that agreement was made. Before that 


į agreement was made, as will be remembered, 


there was a colloquy upon the subject of com- 
ing to some agreemeut. A proposition was 
made to take the vote at a particular hour of 
some day that was named. To that the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [ Mr. Srevenson | objected, 
if I recollect aright, and there was a general 
expression of dissatisfaction or of dissent, I 
do not know whether so loud as to be noticed 
by the reporters, but a general expression of 
dissent on this side to fixing any hour for 
taking the vote on this bill, but a willingness 
to sit it out on a day, and 1 proposed myself, 
if my recolleciion is right—I am sure | did— 
that we should take those two days, Friday 
aud Saturday, for other business, and that the 
Senator from Pennsylvania should agree that 
this bill should be taken up at twelve o'clock 
on Monday, and that we should sit it out 
Wednesday, giving us three days. 

That was not agreed to, and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scott] proceeded to 
make his speech, and was foilowed by the 
Senator from Indiana, (Mr. Prary.] Jt was 
while I was out of the Chamber that this agree- 
ment was made. Not then having seen the 
agreement, and never having seen it until 


about five minutes before it was read to-night 
by the Clerk, | supposed that the agreement 
was that we should sit it out on this night, and 
I think that is the agreement. ‘I think that is 
the purport of it, for here is the distinction; 
the distinction is between taking a vote at an 
hour that is named and sitting the bill out. 
That is the distinction. If there had been an 
intention to take this vote at a particular hour, 
that would have been named. ‘The absence 
of any hour at which it is to be taken shows 
that is simply an agreement to sit the bill out. 
So I understood it. And now when it is said 
that that was our understanding, L beg leave 
to refer to what was said on this subject as 
reported in the Globe of Saturday. That was 
the understanding we had. But Eda not find 
fault with anybody who think differently upon 
that subject. How was this matter? While I 
was out of the Senate for a moment, the Sen- 
ator from New York, it appears, rose to make 
an appeal to the Senator from Maryland; he 
was speaking when I came in, addressing him- 
self to the Senator from Maryland, and it 
seemed that he was making an appeal to him 
to forego speaking on the bill, if | could judge 
from what has been said since. In the course 
of his remarks he said, as Í understood him, 
that the minority on this floor had proposed 
that the debate should commence ou Mouday 
and conclude on Tuesday. I spoke up here in 
my seat and corrected that error of lis, that 
we had proposed no such thing. What I pro- 
posed, without cousultation with anybody, was 
that the debate should commence ou Monday 
and that we should sit it out on Wednesday. 
Then it was that the Senator from New York 
turned on mein a manner that it seemed to 
me was entirely unwarranted, and made re- 
marks that seemed to me, at least, to impute 
bad faith to the minority here. ft was- uot 
because he might disagree with us as to the 
interpretation of the rule, bat is was the seem- 
ing imputation of bad faith to us which stang 
me, and which was offensive to others. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, it seems 
to me that while there has evidently been, as 
there may be perhaps, an honest misunder- 
standing on this question, the construc ion 
given to this order by the Senator from Maine 
is the only one which gives any sense or any 
meaning to the agreement. ‘Thevery object of 
this agreement was to prevent a night session, 
If we desired on the part of the majority to sit 
this bill out by a trial of strengib aud endurance 
we could do that without consulting the minor- 
ity. lt was to prevent this very thing that the 
agreement was made ; otherwise we could have 
done just what we are doing now without any 
agreement, that is to say, sit bere umil from 
sheer physical exhaustion we are compelled to 
take the vote. ` 

Mr. President, I very seldom differ from my 
fiiend from California [Mr. Casserty} upon 
anything except politics ; but 1 cannot agree 
with him in the remarks which he made with 
regard to the bearing of the Senator from New 
York. - The Senator from New York madean 
appeal to the Senator from Maryland perfectly 
respectful, perfectly kind, not imputing any 
bad faith to him or any one else, but remind- 
ing him that in the, opinion of the speaker 
we were unconsciously violating au agreement 
that we had made, calling his attention 10 it, 
and asking that it might beassumed as the rule 
of the Senate. The colloquy that took place 
between him and the Senator from Ohio i will 
notallude to. They are both able to take care 
of themselves, and I do not wish to draw the 
wrath of either of them upon myself,  { Langh- 
ter} But, Me. President, L think that there 
was nothing in what the Senator from New 
York said to the Senator from Maryland to 
call forth the censure of the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Rhode 
Island is so great an authority in this Cham- 
ber on rulesof parliamentary practice, as well 
as upon matters of much higher concern, that 
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I do not wish to let his remarks pass without 
some observations of them. 

In the first place I confess myself unable to 
see in what way a sensible construction can 
be given to the rule, provided it is restricted 
to Tuesday. The rule in terms is that the 
bill shall be disposed of on Tuesday before 
adjournment. Now the construction which 
the Senator from Rhode Island supports, as 
well as the Senator from Maine, is that the 
word ‘‘ Tuesday” there means the natural day 
ending at twelve o'clock. How are you to 

. dispose of a bill before twelve o’clock on any 
day? Whenever we have made agreements 
heretofore for disposing of a bill, the agree- 
ment has always been that-we would begin to 
take the vote at an hour fixed. That is prac- 
ticable ; but I respectfully submit it is wholly 
impracticable to say that you will dispose of a 
bill before a certain hour on a day. You can- 
not do it. A hundred things may arise, ia the 
shape of amendments, for instance, or ques- 
tions as to the vote even, how itshall be taken, 
whether it is well recorded, and soon. All of 
which have the effect of making it perfectly 
impossible so to construe this rule as to say 
that the meaning of it, natural or pacliament- 
ary, is thatthe bill should have been disposed 
of before twelve o'clock of yesterday. Iam 
speaking now of the natural day. 

Now, let me say one word as to the question 
of my remarks on the course of the Senator 
from New York.. Mr. President, I did not 
hear the commencement of the controversy. 
When I came into the Chamber after an ab- 
sence I found high words, to say the least, 
going on between the Senator from New York 
and the Senator from Ohio. Each of these 
Senators is so entirely able to take care of 
himself in any controversy confined to them 
that I never should have said a word had the 
controversy been so confined. But itis im- 
pee: I think, for my friend from Rhode 

sland or for any other Senator who observed 
as carefully as Í did the course of that cou- 
troversy and the range which it took, to mis- 
understand the general tenor and the sweep 
of the remarks of the Senator from New York. 
Į listened with great attention because I lis- 
tened with much surprise to that Senator, and 
I cannot be mistaken in saying (and I believe 
in what lam saying I speak the unanimous 
judgment of all my associates on this side) 
that throughout, at least after a very early 
period of the contest between him and the 
Senator from Ohio, the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from New York took us allin. Why, sir, 
over and over again he declared he would 
enter into. no more engagements; that if this 
engagement was to be violated as it had been 
he would enter into no more. Without specify- 
ing the exact language, I understood it, and I 
thought every gentleman here on the right and 
lefi of me understood him, as casting upon us 
of the minority who are opposed to him upon 
this bill a very marked and unmistakable and 
exceedingly uu pleasant imputation of the viola- 
tion of faith in the transaction. 

I regret to have had to say so much more. 
I should not have done so but for the remarks 
ofthe Senator from Rhode Island. He, as [ 
said, is so acknowledged.an authority upon all 
matiers of propriety and conduct and order 
in this body that I was not willing to let his 
remarks, gentle and kindly though they were, 
pass without some observation. 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator 
from California is such an example to the rest of 
us; he is so absolutely winning, not to say eap- | 
tivating, in all his ways ; he is gifted with sucha 
singular felicity to divine always exactly when 
and how it will be most convenient and agree- 
able to the Senate for him to present himself, 
that I can hope only to follow with unequal 
footsteps and at a far distance in the track of 
improvement which that Senator marks out 
to me. 


| render myself.as fascinating to the Senator 


He says, Mr. President, that I am disagree- 
able to him. 


Well, now, I would that I could j| 
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from California as he not only frequently but 
habitually renders himself to all bis brother 
Senators. But I must sit down, Mr. President, 
under the decree of fate fixing upon me the 
indubitable misfortune of never being able to 
imitate that Senator in those winning and cap- 
tivating graces and characteristics which en- 
able him always to avoid everything that could 
make him disagreeable, or tiresome, or incon- 
venient, or tedious, even on rare occasions, to 
the Senate. 

I wish, Mr. President, to say one word 
about what I find now—it is really a discovery 
to me—is the point of offense taken by the 
Senator from Ohio. He, like the Senator 
from California, came in belated. It was one 
of the rare occasions with him, still rarer, I 
judge,with the Senator from California, when 
he was too late, to comprehend the whole, in 
all its lengih and breadth and height and 
depth and continuance, of the subject before 
the Senate; but he did come ina little belated, 
and he came in while I was in the act of say- 
ing to the Senator from Maryland that it had 
been agreed that this vote should be taken on 
Tuesday. Not interrupting me in the ordinary 
way, not rising in his place, not indicating to 
me in any manner the point of dissent, the 
Senator from Ohio in his sesat, and in a tone 
more abrupt, perhaps, than he was conscious 
of, said * no” when Í said that it had been 
agreed that we should vote on ‘Tuesday. 
Although I did not take offense at that, I 
restated with such precision as | might that it 
was agreed to, and Í appealed to the Journal 
to show that it was agreed that the bill should 
be taken up on Monday and should be finished 
before we adjourned on Tuesday. 

Now, it seems that the Senator from Ohio 
understood me to say that the minority had 
proposed this agreement. The Senate will 
see that it is wholly unimportant who proposed 
it so that both sides agreed toit. I did not 
intend to convey the idea that the minority 
proposed this. I knew that they did not, 
because the Senator fram Ohio [Mr. Suer- 
MAN] who drew it, efter showing it to the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Srevensoy,] 
came to me saying that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky would agree to it, and he asked me and 
other Senators whether we would agree to it. 
Therefore I knew precisely the origin of the 
agreement, and Í repeat it was entirely unim- 
portant whether it originated with the Senator 
from Kentucky or with the Senator from Ohio, 
because we all agreed to it and all became bound 
by it. So that we see, Mr. President, as persons 
of reason often do who are drawn into a little 
excitement at the moment, how very unneces- 
sary all this has been. I had a good-natured. 
colloquy with my friend from Maryland, with 
whom [ have never had any other during 
the time I have had the pleasure of his ac- 
quaintance; and those two Senators who were 
not here came in in the mean time, andina way 
that I think is rather imaginative, borrowed 
some offense out of the occasion. I regret 
that, Mr. President, and without continuing 
this atall, I drop it precisely where it is. 

Mr. THORMAN. Ido not wish to prolong 
this. Certainly ifthe Senator from New York 
intended to convey no imputation on the Sen- 
ators on this side of the Chamber, no one 
would be more ready or more happy than I to 
accept that statement on his part. My rela- 
tions with him have always been of the most 
pleasant character, and I should regret any- 
thing that would mar them. I certainly did 
understand him as imputing to us a want of 
good faith, and that isa thing that lam sure no 
Senator would have resented more quickly 
than he if it had been imputed to him. 

Mr. CONKLING. No; if the Senator will 
pardon me just one moment there. On the 
contrary, and again, I should have been quite 
as likely to resent it, but that Senator’s siuiag 
in his seat when I made an undoubted state- 
ment which has since been read from the Jour- || 


nal, and without any explanation at all ċón- 
tradicting me, I submit to the honorable Sen- 
ator was quite unusual.: Senators do not sit 
in their seats, even if in truth the Senator on 
the floor is in error, and without explanation 
at allejaculatean abrupt contradiction of what 
he is saying. Therefore, while’ I shall be quite 
ready to make any amende when one should 
be made, I beg the honorable Senator to: un» 
derstand that I am by no means content to 
admit that I am in fault. On the contrary, I 
understand, as I have stated, that I had acol- 
loquy with the Senator from Maryland into 
which the Senator from Ohio injected a con- 
tradiction, the reason of which | did not see 
then, and | have failed yet to discover adequate 
cause for it. 

Mr. THURMAN. As I understand the 
Senator from New York, and as l think the 
report will show, he stated that the minority 
had asked that this debaie should commence 
on Monday and close on Tuesday, to which I 
said ‘‘no,’’ and [ was about to rise in my place 
to state my view on, that subject when he 
turned upon me in a way that Í thought was 
offensive, and he proceeded in remarks that 
seemed to impute to us a want of good faith, 
I do not, however, see fit to prolongihat. Let 
the report speak for itself. And now to show 
what we understood on this subject I read from 
the report of Friday’s debate in Saturday's 
Globe: 


“ Mr. Brarr. A proposition has been made that 
this bill be deferred until Monday, and then dis- 
cussed, and that we close the debate iu two days, 
have no idea that the debate will go beyond that; 
but I should not like to agree absolutely to it with- 
out baving heard what the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has to say. Lam satisfied myself that that 
will be sufficient time for debate, I know tor my 
own part that I shall not desire to prolong the 

ebate. 

*'The Vios Presipexr, The Senator from Ohio did 
not fix the hour ou ‘Tuesday at which he proposed 
the vote should be taken.’” 


I ought to have said that my colleague had 
before that made this suggestion : 


“Mr. SHerMAN. Perhaps the Senator from Penn- > 
sylvania will allow me to make a suggestion, If 
this bill were taken up on Monday, perhaps the 
minority of the Senate would agree tuat it should be 
closed on Tuesday night, allowing two days’ full 
debate.” 


It was in reference to that that the Vice 
President made this remark ; 


“The Senator from Ohio did not fix the hour on 
Taesday at which he proposed the vote should be 
taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN, No; I want to givo the broadest 
latitude for two days, 

“Mr. Scorr. Iwill make another proposition to 
the Senator from Missouri. I willconsent to resume 
the floor and finish my speech on the pill? 

That was on Friday— 

“and then the rest of this day may be taken up 
with other business, and let us resume the consid- 
eration of the bill to-morrow and conclude it on 
Monday evening. ` s 

“Mr. TuurmMan. The Senator will allow me, he 
is so very kind, to make a suggestion about this 
matter, The Senator from Indiana says it is ashort 
bill. Yes, sir; but a great deal can be putin a few 
words. It extends a bill that is not a very short bill, 
It is obvious we cannot toll uutil we hear what 
course the debate shall take, aud until we hear the 
speech especially of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
what time it will be reasuuable tor us tu discuss this 
bill. I aim-sure there is no disposition to waste time. 
[think the minority on this floorare as anxivus to 
adjourn as the majority; and so far as this particu- 
lar bill is concerned, I do not know now that I sball 
have one word to say upon it. E spoke enough upon 
the original bill. I may have incidentally to speak, 
but not lougy, Ido not think there will be a very 
prolonged debate. I cannot tell, however. 

“T would be willing to agree tothis: if the Senate 
would take up the bill on Monday morning, allow- 
ing us to have two days of this week to transact 
business ”— 


That would be last Friday and Saturday— 


“I would consent to sit the bill out on Wednesday, 
not to fix an hour to vote, but to sit the bill out 
Perhaps we may do it sooner, and let it be sooner if 
wee in; but E will agree to sit the bill out, for one, 
on Wednesday. 

“Mr. Epuunps. Say Tuesday. 

“Mr. THURMAN. I do not like to say Tuesday 
now. I would not like to make a bargain now ia 
advance for Tuesday, but I am ready to şay now that 
I will be willing to sit the bill out on Wednesday. 
If we can come to it on Tuesday, well and good. It 
the proposition is agreeable to the Senate, I would 
be glad to let us have those two days.” 
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That was Friday and Saturday, last week. 


“Mr. Scorr. As the amount of time involved in 
this proposition seems to meso nearly the same, com- 
mencing on Monday and closing on Wednesday, or 
commencing to-day, resuming other business at the 
close of my speech, and closing on Monday evening, 
the only point to be considered is whether it is bet- 
ter to consider this bill sooner or defer its consider- 
ation_for several days. I agree with the Senator 
from Indiana that what wado ought to bedone soon 
£0 that the House of Representatives may have time 

Mr. TaurMaN. Ob! thoy act under the previous 
question. 

“Mr. Scorr. They may not act at all.” 

Then there were some remarks made by the 
Senator from New York, and then the Vice 
President: 

“The Vics Presipenr. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia suggests that this bill be taken up by unan- 
imous consent at twelve o’olock to-morrow?— 

That would have been Saturday— 

“that whatever the unfinished business may then 
be shall be laid on the tablo, and the Sonate proceed 
with its consideration and continue until Tuesday 
evening, and that the Senate agree on Tuesday night 
to sit the bill out and finish it, 

“Mr. Stevenson. I objact. 

“Mr. Scorr. It seems we can make no arrange- 
me. Srzvenson. A bill of thisimportance ought 
not to be disposed of in this way.” 

That was all that was then said. It appears 
that afterward, and after L had left the Senate, 
my colleague made a proposition and circu- 
lated it in writing, which finally became the 
order that was made. I certainly understood, 
and I think that is the plain import of the 
order, too, that we were to sitthe bill out Tues- 
day night as distinguished from fixing an hour 
on which to vote, and I think that is the only 
interpretation the order will properly bear, for 
what is it that we are to vote on before ad- 
journment on Tuesday? You had to mention 
Tuesday, otherwise there would be no day 
mentioned; and when you say before adjourn- 
ment on Tuesday instead of at such an hour 
on Tuesday, you necessarily imply that we are 
to sit until the legislative day Tuesday is fin- 
ished, That is the meaning of it. When you 
undertake to sit a bill out, then you sit it out 
until the next legislative day occurs, and it is 
not correct to say you can sit for three weeks 
and call it that day. When the next legisla- 
tive day comes, eleven o’clock to-morrow, you 
have to stop. There is no doubt about that. 
That is certainly the distinetion to be made 
between sitting the bill out and fixing a par- 
ticular hour, When you undertake to vote on 
a bill before adjournment on a particular day 
that is simply an agreement to sit the bill out 
on that day. That is what I understood. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I regret 
exceedingly that I bave been the innocent 
cause of this difticulty. If { had been allowed 
to proceed I not only would have been done 
long ago, but, as a friend suggests, I would 
not have spoken at all. [Laughter.] [should 
not have said a word if there had been any 
intimation that we were to close the debate at 
twelve o'clock. I want the honorable Senator 
from New York to bear in mind that I was not 
present when this arrangement was made. 
When twelve o’clock came it was my belief 
that we were to continue the subject. until the 
adjournment, unless a vote should be reached 
before adjournment. Iam always willing to 
abide by any arrangement of the Senate, and 
I felt, in common with other gentlemen here, 
that when reference was made to a violation 
of an agreement I was to some extent im- 
plicated. 

If the construction of the agreement of the 
Senate was what the Senator from New York 
has stated, I should not proceed with my re 
marks, but there may be an honest difference 
of opinion in regard to the order, and haying 
begun my remarks I do not feel myself jus- 
tified in stopping where this discussion began. 
Ifanything had been said on this matter prior 
to my obtaining the floor, I should have yielded 
with great pleasure, but having heard the order 
read, and having heard the explanations which 
have been made, I think it proper that I should 


Ts there objection? 
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proceed, with the indulgence of the Senate. 
Mr. President, when the original bill was 
passed, to which this now under discussion is 
an amendment, I did not say anything, and I 
thought under the circumstances in which we 
are now placed, I was justified in saying a few 
words on this occasion, and I should have 
been through long ago, and you might have 
adjourned ere this, but for this side discussion, 
unless other gentlemen desire to debate the 
bill. 

I have almost forgotten where I was when 
the Senator from New York rose to interrupt 
me. [Laughter.] I remembernow, however, 
that I was speaking about the discretion of the 
President and the powers which this bill pro- 
poses to vest in him. 

The bill proposes to invest inthe President 
the discretion to determine what facts consii- 
tute a rebelliou, and next to determine whether 
the public safety requires the suspension of 
the writ. I appeal to Senators, is that a 
legislative or an executive discretion or de- 
termination? It must necessarily be a legis- 
lative one. Now, what does the bill propose? 
It proposes to allow the President to determine 
when the public safety requires the suspension 
of the writ of habeas corpus, and accordingly 
as he shall determine, suspend it or not. He 
is to be the sole judge of this ove fact. 

The Constitution reads: 

“The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall 
not be suspended, unless when in cases of rebellion 
or invasion the public safety may require.” 

The bill authorizes him to suspend the writ 
when he shall deem that the public safety re- 
quires it. Can it be possible that any other 
interpretation can be put upon this clause of 
the Constitution but that the legislative de- 
partment of the Government alone can adjudge 
when the public safety requires the suspension 
of the writ? 

Notwithstanding the honorable Senator 
from Wisconsin maintains with his usual 
ability that you can confer on the President 
this power as this bill proposes to do, I 
think the clause is so clear and explicit in 
its terms that there can be no delegation of 
such authority to the Executive. 


Again, the honorable Senator from Wiscon.- ° 


sin referred to the act of 1795 to show that 
certain provisions of the Constitution were 
provided for in that act for their execution, 
such as the provision to call out the militia 
for suppression of insurrection, &e.; such as 
protection against domestic violence when 
called on by the Executive of a State. That 
act if possible proves the reverse of what is 
maintained, and shows that the framers of the 
Constitution never contemplated the neces- 


„sity of providing by law for the execution 


of this clause in the Constitution; otherwise 
they would have incorporated something of 
the kind in this very act of 1795. 

In respect to these particular clauses, they 
were providing for the suppression of all kinds 
of violence, both domestie in the State, and 
that occasioned by insurrection or invasion; 
they were providing for carrying out these two 
provisions in the Constitution; and the fact 
that they did not incorporate in the act of 1795 
any provision to authorize the Executive to 
carry into execution this article of the Constitu- 
tion referring to the suspension of the habeas 
corpus shows that they never dreamed that 
the Executive was ever to be clothed with this 
great power. : 

Mr. President, I object to this bill because 
it is for the legislative department of this Gov- 
ernment to determine when the public safety 
requires the suspension of the writ. I would 
clothe no Executive with such a power. I 
would not clothe the best man in Christendom 
with it. I-would not have clothed George 
Washington with this power under any cir- 
cumstance; nor was he ever clothed with it. 
Much less would I undertake to clothe the 
present Executive with it, with his surround- 


ifested in his administration for the personal 
rights of the people. 

: The other discretion, that is as to the facts 
declared by the original act to constitute a re- 
bellion, is not so material. But there is another 
matter to which I do object, and that is to this 
constructive rebellion. Senators know well 
that in ages gone by these doctrines of con- 
struction were without limitation. Construct- 
ive treasons were both feared and fought by our 
ancestors for centuries. They fought against 
constructive treasons as those of us who are 
opposing this bill are now fighting against con- 
structive rebellions. We know what a rebel- 
lioh is by much experience ; lately by sad and 
bloody experience do we know what a rebel- 
lion is. Our ancestors who made the Consti- 
tution knew what constituted a rebellion, for 
they had just come ont of one in every respect 
a rebellion. They knew what the Monmouth 
rebellion was; they knew what the rebellion 
of 1680 was; they lived in the midst of the 
great French rebellion and were familiar with 
the history of rebellions; then they were iden- 
tified with their own experience as marked 
almost every page of history they read, and 
therefore they wanted no critical definition of 
it in the Constitution. What is it? Re and 
bellare—to war again; it is armed resistance 
to that authority to which you owe allegiance. 
That is what constitutes rebellion. A rebellion 
is in itself as much fixed in its proportions and 
known to the world as any. other fact can be. 
To attach. to the fact that an individual is de- 
prived of the privilege of voting for any cause, 
or is deprived of any high right as a citizen or 
as a person, or to say that a combination or 
conspiracy, if you please, of two or more per- 
sons for any such purposes does constitute a 
rebellion is beyond my comprehension of 
what a rebellion really is. We have just passed 
through one mighty in all its parts, and then 
to compare it, nay, even the smallest frag- 
ment of it, to the rebellion that Congress would 
create by the statute to which this bill is pro- 
posed as an amendment, makes the contrast 
so supremely ridiculous that one could hardly 
suppose that the representatives of the Amer- 
ican people could dignify such legislation with 
the forms of law. 

Constructive rebellion should be condemned 
as constructive treasons are now. This bill 
proposes to continue in force the fourth sec- 
tion of the original act, and this fourth sec- 
tion declares that the occurring of certain 
things “shall be deemed’’ a rebellion, and 
that thereupon, and if he considers the public 
safety as requiring it, the President shall exer- 
cise this power of suspension. Why, sir, if 
you have a legislative power to determine what 
a rebellion is, and to say that. certain things 
committed by individuals, or a combination 
of two or more of them, shall be rebellion, 
although wanting the characteristics of a re- 
bellion, as by the common assent of mankind 
rebellion is known, and as it was incorporated 
in the Constitution, is the end of written, 
defined, limited, constitutional government. 
It is going back centuries, even before the 
days of Edward III, when what constituted 
treason depended upon the opinions of judges, 
and when there was no limit to either general 
or legislative power. 

I listened to the very eloquent speech of my 
honorable friend from Kentucky, and I heard 
him read a portion of the address of Edmund 
Barke, depicting in his own terse and eloquent 
language the wrongs inflicted upon Wales. 
Sir, there was a day when Britain was covered 
over with constructive treasons as you now 
seek to cover this country over with constrac- 
tive rebellions. I desire to draw the attention 
of the bonorable Senator to what these trea- 
sons were, and to what you may expect to 
come when you allow to the legislative depart- 
ment of this Government the power to declare 
what acts make up a rebellion. 

I do not desire to detain the Senate at this 


ings, and with the faint conception he has man- || late hour of the morning, but I must have re- 
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course to Blackstone in order to show youthat 
the same spirit which animated theinstrumentg 
of tyranny in those days—and when I say 
this I mean not to cast any reflection upon 
honorable Senators here, or upon the legisla- 
tion of this Government—in holding and in 
acquiring power, has superinduced at this day 
legislation like that we have now under 
consideration. Hear what constructive trea- 
sons there were then, which the people were 
obliged to endure, and against which they 
struggled for so long a time and through so 
much blood and sorrow until the certainty of 
law was established and the tyranny of dis- 
cretion was suppressed, 

“But afterward, between the reign of Henry IV 
and Queen Mary, and particularly in the bloody 
reign of Henry VIII, the spirit of inventing new 
and strange treasons was revived, among which we 
may reckon the offenses of clipping money; break- 
ing prison or rescue, when the prisoner is commit- 
ted for treason; burning houses to extort money; 
stealing cattle by Welshmen ”— 

_ Stealing cattle by Welshmen was one of the 
invented treasons of the day; but more— 


“counterfeiting foreign coin; willful poisoning; 
execrations against the king, calling him opprobri- 
ous names by publie writing; counterfeiting tho 
sign manual or signet; refusing to abjure the pope ;” 
oe x x “marrying without the royal 
license any of the King’s children, sisters,, aunts, 


nephews, or nieces ;” ‘judging 


or believing (manifested by any overt act) the king 
to have been lawfully married to Ann of Cleves ”— 


Think of it, the spirit that then ruled, and 
you have the same spirit manifested here in 
this species of legislation. It was construct- 
ive high treason then—one of the invented 
treasons—to have a belief that Henry VIII 
was lawfully married to Ann of Cleves, and 
that was a fact no one could doubt. But to 
go on— 

“derogating from the king’s royal style and title; 


impugninghis supremacy; and assemblingriotously 
to the number of twelve, and not dispersing upon 
proclamation.’” 

That was then treason, and that is just pre- 
cisely what this bill is now in spirit and some- 
what in form. By the act which you now pro- 
pose to continue in force until the expiration 
of the next session of Congress you under- 
take to define what rebellion is just as Eng- 
land defined constructive treason to be. The 
assembling of twelve persons riotously there 
was constructive treason, just as you under- 
take now to define certain acts here to be con- 
structive rebellion. Myr. President, rebellion 
is armed resistance to the Government; and 
what is that but treason? According to a 
common saying, if not a true one, unsuccess- 
ful rebellion is treason. You undertake by 
legislation to define what rebellion is, and by 
the very definition of rebellion you thereby 
undertake to determine what treason is; for 
rebellion is treason, if armed resistance to the 
Government is treason. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to the suspen- 
sion of this great-writ. At this hour of the 
day, when the sunis just coming up in the east, 
is it not a singular sight to see this American 
Senate, may Í not say trifling with this great 
high prerogative writ, the boon of Englishmen 
and of Americans alike? And here you are 
yielding up this writ and conferring upon the 
Executive the right to suspend the privilege 
of enjoying it as an American citizen should 
always when there is nota hostile bayonet now 
in the whole land that is gleaming in the rays 
of the morning sun, 

The honorable Senator from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Rozerrson,] in the extracts which he 
had read in the course of his speech at the 
Clerk’s desk, presented the true condition of 
things in that unfortunate State. That state- 
ment, as far as it went, showed that a few 
ignorant lads or young men, unable to read 
and write, committed some deed of violence, 
and they are convicted by a court with the 
reminder of a Jeffreys upon the bloody circuit 
and a jury packed by a United States marshal, 
appointed by the Executive of the United 
States, or confessing guilt for fear of a cone 
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viction and a severer punishment for the 
temerity of standing a trial. It is for such 
proceedings that you require the suspension 
of this great high prerogative writ! Canit be 
that we are trifling in this way with the grand- 
est boon on earth? Can it be that we are 
thus trifling with the liberty of our people and 
putting in peril the personal right of the 
American citizen? There is no war, no speck 
of war, no invasion, no rebellion, unless it be 
a constructive rebellion declared by this act 
itself to be such. There is not any such thing 
anywhere in your land, and yet we are calle 
upon to suspend this writ. 

For what purpose, I ask, is it to be sus- 
pended? Why do you want it to be sus- 
pended? To execute the law and arrest and 
punish offenders! No; your military can 
arrest, your marshals can arrest, your civil 
police can arrest ; there is no difficulty about 
arresting, nor in trying them by your own 
judges and your own selected juries. Your 
Army and your Navy, the militia of the States, 
and your Republican Governors and your 
posse, civil and military, are there to arrest 
the lads or men who commit these crimes. I 
am noapologist forcrime, by whomsoever com- 
mitted; I abhor it as much as any Senator 
on this floor, and would punish the individuals 
who commit it, but the idea that either the 
interests or the public safety of this great 
Government of thirty-seven States require the 
suspension of the writ of habeas corpus in 
order to arrest, try, and punish these ignorant 
lads or men in the State of South Carolina, is 
simply absurd. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
for a moment? i 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. This is the second or third 
time during this discussion that I have heard 
Judge Bond characterized asa Jeffreys. Judge 
Bond is a citizen of the State which the Sen- 
ator so ably represents on this floor. Now I 
will ask, as I bave heretofore refrained from 
taking any part in the discussion, that he will 
permit me to read about three or four sentences 
from the testimony of Mr. Schenck, a leading 
lawyer in North Carolina, who was himself a 
member of the Ku Klux Klan, joiuing it as 
he said—and I wish to say it in jastice to 
him—under the belief that it would not com- 
mit violence, and withdrew from it because he 
found he could not prevent it from doing so. 
I wish to give his estimate of Judge Bond. 
The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Poor] 
put this question: 

“The ex post facto is entirely for the benefit of the 
defendant? ` 

“Answer. I do not know how that would be ruled. 
Judge Bond is a very good lawyer, and an excellent 
judge; but suppose he took the view of it that 
the codefendants were just as competent for the 
State as the defendant, and the defendant might 
object to it, that would make it less casy for him to 
make his defense.” 

Again: 

“Question. When you come to tho United States 
court itself, let me understand whether you speak of 
it or not in such terms as to convey the idea that itis 
the instrument simply of political persecution? 

“Answer. No, sir; I do not say that; Ido not say 
the United States court was made so. I said I 
believed the purpose of the party is more to make 
political capital out of it than to punish. crimes; 
that is what I charge and say; Ido not charge it in- 
dividually to anybody. So far as Judge Bond is con- 
cerned, I believe beis an able lawyer and an upright 
man; Ihave no complaint to make as to the pun- 
ishment of Shotwell or others; I do not think it is 
excessive; if the crimes were such as was detailed 
by Mr. Justico and the witnesses, the judge was 
fully justified; and he was fully justified in punish- 
ing Baxter; but I think he ought also to punish 
Anderson Davis’s crowd. I do not reflect on Judge 
Bond as a gentleman; I think Judge Brooks also is 
a gentleman.” Á 

This is what he states of the judge of whom 
these assertions have been made. . Further, in 
reference to the juries on these trials, he says: 

“* Question. I ask youthe general question : do you 
say those convictions at Raleigh were unjust? 

Answer, No, sir; I think they were very just. 

uestion, You complained of the jury; do you 
think they could have found otherwise? 


Will the Senator yield to me 
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“Answer. I did not complain of them: T stated 
facts; you put me under oath-and asked for facts; I 
was reluctant to state them, but Senator BLAIR 
pressed me for these facts; Iwas reluctant, and 
said I did not know except from information; now 
yousay I complained; if you ask me my opinion I 
will say I believe they were convicted justly, and 
punished no more than they ought to have been; I 
think the punishment was just; I have no. sympa- 
thy with those men whatever,” ie : 

This much I simply ask the indulgence of 
the Senator to state, as I have refrained from 
taking part in the discussion; and it is due to 
a judicial officer of the United States, whose 
character is thus brought in question, that 
those who have had the opportunity of seeing 
his administration of justice, and know his 
character as a lawyer, should be permitted to 
speak of him. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That is 
all right, and I did not object to it. I may 
say that I barely know Judge Bond personally. 
I have no question he is a gentleman of abil- 
ity, and I would not do him injustice know- 
ingly. His official conduct in the South is in 
the current reports of the day, and is subject 
to much animadversion. I do not know any- 
thing about the conviction of those people, 
whether it was right or wrong; but we have 
had recently some little experience in my own 
State in respect to political trials, or trials 
growing out of elections; and I know the 
kind of jurors generally that are summoned 
in United States courts to try these people 
for political offenses. We have bad political 
trials—TI call them political—recently in Balti- 
more, and I say here that the United States 
marshal summoned upon the jury for those 
trials, so far as I personally know, and as I 
a advised, persons of one political faith 
alone. 

Mr. BLAIR, Let me say to the Senator, 
that that was also the case in North Carolina. 
The jurors, as shown by the testimony, were 
all of one political faith, and all the grand 
jurors, with the exception of two or three 
persons. f 

Mr. POOL. The Senator from Missouri ig 
mistaken in that. The juries that sat on those 
trials were not all of the same political faith. 
I do not think the testimony shows any such 
thing as that. In point of fact, I know that 
some of the jurors were Democrats. I know 
that one from my own town wasa Democrat. 

Mr. BLAIR. My recollection of it is very 
clear and distinct, and I think I cannot be 
mistaken about it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not like to apply harsh epithets or 
opprobrious names to any one. In the excite- 
ment of debate we sometimes do those things, 
and sometimes, many times, no doubt, we live 
to regret it. But, sir, from general appearances 
I think it evident that in these trials in the 
South indictment is equivalent to conviction, 
and in this respect, if in no other, they furnish 
a parallel to what is known as the bloody 
assizes ip England. I heard, as I have men- 
tioned, read from the table a moment ago, in 
the course of the remarks ofthe Senator from 
South Carolina, the confessions of those poor 
creatures on trial in South Carolina, or rather 
their answers to questions asked them. I know 
nothing about them. They may be very bad 
for all I know, and ought to be punished. That 
narrative, to which I must allude again, re- 
minded me very much of the scenes that so 
often occurred upon the bloody assizes. It 
painfully reminded me with the manner of the 
judge then, when engaged in interrogating 
the miserable men engaged in the Monmouth 
rebellion when on trial. It reminded me of 
those times. I have the bench and the bar 
and the jury, and the alarmed and terrified 
prisoners before me now, and I see them cate- 
chised and questioned, and conftised and con- 
vieted. Every Senator acquainted with the 
history of the assizes can but recognize that 
this narrative- of examination in the courts 


il of South Carolina was but a repetition af: the: 
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aasizes; not, true, to such a ferocious degree, 
but.in form and manner the same. - . s 
But, sir, in the case of these untutored lads, 
who apparently, from their own confession, 
entered into a conspiracy, eighteen months 
imprisonment and a fine of $100 strikes me as 
being a pretty severe punishment. I know 
little about Judge Bond. personally. I believe 
him to be an able man. Iam so advised. He 
is the judge of this circuit, and was appointed 
no doubt with reference to his ability and his 
willinguess to execute the duties of his office 
under the. laws made for the purpose of ruling, 
controlling, and subjugating the southern peo- 
ple. This may be considered strong language; 
but no one can read this very biil itself with- 
out Coming to the conclusion that that is the 
only intent, It is to maintain political power. 
It is to secure a hold on the people that will 
give you, the dominant party, cuntrol of the 
southern States. It is to give you the control 
of the ballot box there, so that with the aid of a 
sufficient number of northern States you may 
beable to maintain yourselves in power. When 
you have obtained that, surely then upon all 
other matters it way be that we may get along 
very well, as we do in this Chamber generally, 
andus we have done during this whole session 
until the little episode this evening. Then 
you care not, then you can tolerate. But, sir, 
the time is now that this power must be man- 
tested; it ig to be manifested this fall, and all 
the enginery of legislation will be brought to 
bear in securing successful results, and uo 
other meang will be spared. 

When the honurable Senator from Indiana 
undertook to say that the rebels, as be calls 
them, retused to come into the reconstruction 
policy of the dominant party, you all know 
what that honorable Senator meant. It meant 
that they refused to come into the fold of the 
Republican party, to cast Republican ballots, 
anu to give the honorable Senator and his 
friends the permanent control of this Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. President, I recur again. I do notlike 
to see this great writ of right, for the preserva: 
tion of which the people ot Kngland shed their 
blood, and have ever kept guard over it witha 
sacred vigilance; which has been stamped 
upon every page of their history, so that their 
children are brought up to look upon it as the 
great palladium of their liberty—I repeat it, 
ido not hke to see this great writ, and [ say 
it wih all respect to my fellow-Senators on 
this floor, made the plaything or the instru- 
mont of partisans, und for purely poliical 
ends, {tise sad trifling with great things. 

What rebellion is there to suppress? What 
insurrection, what invasion, what domestic 
violence is there that you cannot suppress 
without the suspension of that writ? What 
does the suspension give you in fact and in 
addition to what you have got? You have 
your Army without tt, you have your Navy 
without it, you have your Governors and all the 
paraphernalia of the law to arrest and try and 
punish the people in the southern States, aud 
you can do without it and do ali these things, 
tool ‘Then why trifle thus? Why confer upon 
the Execuiive this supreme power of suspend- 
ing tbis piivilege we all prize so much, and 
thut itis our highest duty to guurd against all 
encroachments ? 7 

Now, Mr. President, to come toanother sub- 
ject, I desire to draw the attention of Senators 
to the law we passed the other day as an 
ameudment to the election law. We have had 
that Jaw in process of execution in Marylaud, 
and our experience shows that when you com- 
mit one error there is no difficulty in commit- 
ling another, and when you yield an atom of 
power an ellis taken. There is no limita:ion, 
there is nu control when once you yield a prin- 
ciple in the eye of power. . 

We all know that the act to enforce the 

right of citizeus to vote in the several States 
of this Union, &e., was passed fur the pur- 
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pose of enforcing the fifteenth amendment ; 
and: in this connection allow me to call the 
attention of the Senate to the exact wording 
of that amendment: 

“The right of a citizen of the United States to 
vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United 
States or by any State on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude.” 

So that the whole gravamen of that amend- 
ment rests upon ‘‘race, color, or previous con- 
dition of servitude.” The act, however, that 
you passed for the purpose of enforcing that 
amendment and securing the electoral privi- 
lege to the colored element used this language: 
“An equal opportunity to perform such pre- 
requisite for regisiration, and to become qual- 
ified to vote without distinction of ‘race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude.”’ 

Thus instead of the phrase ‘‘on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude,” 
you incorporated in the law the words ‘ with- 
out distinction of race, color, or previous con- 
dition of servitude.” You incorporated that 
word ‘* without’? instead of the words ‘on 
account of,” the very language of the fifteenth 
amendment, and that change has entailed trial, 
imprisonment, injury, and wrong upon a most 
estimable citizen of my State. | call attention 
to the charge made by the judge to the jury 
on the trial uf that gentleman, Mr. Murdoch, 
recently in the city of Baltimore, indicted for 
corruptly refusing to give to colored men, or 
to men generally, equal opportunities to regis- 
ter as voters wiih others. I desire to show 
the Senate how the United States district 


"court at Baltimore construed that section and 


to show what Congress has unwittingly or de- 
siguedly done in the enforcement of the tit- 
teenth amendment. Instructions for the jury 
were asked by the counsel fur the traverser in 
that case, and the instruction was given. The 
first was, and the only one to which I shall 
refer. for an exposition of what { am endeav- 
oring to show: 

“First. If the jury find that the parties, or either 
of them named in the indictment, by means of an 
erroneous judgment or determination of: the trav- 
erser, were not furnished with the sume and equal 
opportunities enjoyed by others to become regis- 
tered voters, they cannot on that account find him 
guilty under this indictment, but the jury mast 
further believe that such error of judgment or de- 
termination was willfully and knowingly made with 
intentto deprive them of the sume and equal oppor- 
tunities to become registered voters, and on account 
of their race, color, or previous con dition of servi- 
tude.” 

In this prayer you have the very words of 
the fifteenth amendment, ‘fon account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude ;’’ but 
the court in granting this instruction to the 
jury struck out those words, leaving it for 
that jury to find the fact without regard to 
color, race, or servitude, ‘thus by one fell 
swoop gathering into the fold of the Federal 
jurisdiction every case of registration and of 
voting in local elections, for this was purely a 
State election, for State officersonly. By this 
construction of the law, in every case where 
a colored man undertaking to register or vote 
was prevented from doing so the registrar or 
judge of election is responsible to the Federal 
authority, although the fact of his color had 
nothing whatever to do with his rejection as a 
voter, and it is because we put in the law the 
words ‘without distinction of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude’ instead of the 
words ‘‘on account of race,” for the latter 
would have brought home to the traverser in 
the case the special cause of offense as set 
forth in the fifteenth amendment, and of course 
it must be proven on the trial as it is averred 
in the indictment, and it must be so averred 
in the indictment that it was on account of 
his color, race, or previous condition of servi- 
tude that the party was refused to be regis- 
tered or had not equal opportunities to be 
registered, : 

the insertion of that word ‘without?’ in 
lieu of the words * on account of” in the law 

gives to the Federal authorities control of all 


State registrars and judges.of election, and if 
they in any manner or on any occasion reject 
any man at all, white: or black, and for any 
cause, the Federal authorities, with their grasp 
of power, will hold them responsible in their 
tribunals. 

We see now how this assumption of au- 
thority goeson. We here see thatthe Federal 
authority, when once power is granted to it by 
this kind of laws, how they exercise it, to the 
infliction of every kind of wrong and injustice; 
and we see a jury instructed under this statute, 
passed, as it was supposed, to enforce the 
fifteenth amendment, that if they should find 
that a registrar, not given equal opportunicies 
for registration with others, from whatever 
cause, so that it was corrupt, that then the 
jury should pay no regard to the fact that they 
were of any race. color, or previous condition 
of servitude, or that he was refused registra- 
tion because of either of these conditions. 
I bring this matter to the attention of the 
Senate and the country. If the court so ad- 
judging is in error as to the true construction 
of this law because of its wording, and it hes- 
itates to say that the act is unconstitutional, 
as not conforming in the cause of offense to 
the fifteenth amendment, I hope we may 
remedy the defect and make it conform to the 
fifieenth amendment, as it ought to do, if we 
intend by legislative action to carry it into 
execution. 

Mr. President, I might say much more on 
this subject; but 1 do not desire to detain the 
Senate. Ihave said what I have said ina 
hasty, desultory manner. I have given my 
views briefly in order that they may stand upon 
the record against this monstrous bill. It is 
a monstrous bil}, in my judgment, and in the 
name of my State and of my people, some 
of them now suffering under the infliction of 
wrongs caused by kindred legislation, 1 protest 
against the passage of this measure. It will 
be for the people finally to determine the right 
and the wrong of all this for themselves. I 
trust the people will see by the contest made 
against it here and by a deliberate judgment 
passed upon the acts of to-day that in the 
language of the honorable Senator from Wis- 
consin, if he preferred his party to bis coun- 
try he would rather not pass this bill, thus 
acknowledging the appreheusion upon his part 
that the poople are not yet willing to yield up 
this great heritage of theirs to executive dis- 
cretion and control. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I did 
not intend to occupy any of the time of the 
Senate on. this question, I discussed at some 
length the subject when the original bill was 
before us at the last session and have no dis- 
position to do so now; but I cannot consent 
that a measure of this kind shall pass this body 
without at least entering my protest against its 
enactment. Sir, I take occasion to say that 
lam proud to be associated with gentlemen 
outhis floor who are raising their voices in 
protest against a measure so iniquitous and 
monstrous. While weare in a minority here, 
we have struggled to oppose this legislation 
which isstrikiug down the very liberties of the 
people of this country; we have interposed 
by our votes and our voice in behalf of the 
rights of the people and in defense of that 
liberty secured to us by our fathers, 

Now, Mr. President, what is proposed by 
this bill? The bill now under consideration 
proposes to continue the enactment of April, 
1871. What are the provisions of that law? 
It undertakes in substance to declare that cer- 
tain crimes enumerated therein shall be deemed 
rebellion. ‘* Rebellion” bas a fixed and deti- 
nite meaning, and was understood at the time 
of the adoption of the Federal Constitution to 
be armed resistance to rightful authority. It 
is something different from the mere existence 
of ordinary crimes; and yet the language of 
the act of April, 1871, ig that certain acts 
therein enumerated shall be deemed rebellion, 


1872. 


not that they are rebellion, not that they have 
ever been considered. rebellion by any civil- 
ized country in the world, bat for the pur- 
poses of that enactment those crimes are to 
be deemed rebellion. That is the provision 
of your law. 

In order to justify the power with which you 
mean to clothe the President you declare that 
the acts which you enumerate in certain sec- 
tions of the law shall be deemed rebeliion, 
and then confer upon the President absolute 
power to suppress that rebellion which you 
yourselves create. You call thatrebellion which 
never has been regarded as rebellion under 
any law in any civilized country; and to sup- 
press the rebellion which you have thus pro- 
claimed by your statute, you clothe the Pres- 
ident of the United States not only with the 
power of ewployiug the Army and the Navy, 
but you clothe bim with the frighiful power 
of declaring martial law and suspending the 
writ of habeas corpus, and denying to the 
people of this country the rights which were 
secured to them by their fathers iu the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. 

Sir, the right to tha writ of habeas corpus is 
a right whichis the heritage of freemen, Jt 
came to us not by the adoption of the Federal 
Coustituiion. It descended to us as our iu- 
heritauce from our forefathers; and for two 
hundred years that writ has been sacred in 
Engiand. In the days of Charles IL even 
his prime minister, Clarendon, dared not. ad- 
vise Charles to suspend the writ of kabeas 
corpus, but in order to evade it he sent British 
subjects out of the reach of the benefit of that 
writ, and he was impeached by the British 
Parliament because he auempted to deprive 
the cinzens of England of the benefit of 
habeas corpus. And yet in the American Sen- 
ate 10 day you propose to clothe the President, 
of the Onired States with the fearful power of 
depriving the citizens of this free country of 
the benelit of the wiit of habeas corpus. You 
confer upou bim immunity to do wat which 
led to the impeachment of Clarendon, and 
which if attempted by Charles would have 
Cost him his head. Aud why do you propose 
to confer upon the President this power ? 

The excuse is made that crimes are com- 
mitted iu certain xourhern States. I am not 
here to deny that crine may exist in the 
southern States; but let me ask whose fault it 
is that it does exist? Isay ithere, and I say it 
in the presence of the majoriry of the Senate, 
that a large measure of ihe crimes which may 
exist in the southern States exist there because 
of the legislarion uf the majority of Congress. 
That peuple after the termination of the war, 
though despoiled of their property, though 
mourning iheir dead, were comparatively 
peacelul and happy. But you stepped in with 
your Jegislation. {n order that you might 
control the poliies of the country you stirred 
up strife between the white men aud the 
negroes; and you ought to take to yourselves 
the unwholesome and unpleasant recollection 
that at least a portion, and a large portion, of 
whatever crimes may exist there is justly 
aitributable to the. legislation which you 
yourrelves have enacted. 

But suppose crime does exist there, have 
you not I'ederal courts in every State in this 
Union, and are not those courts clothed with 
umple power to suppress it? You have the 
judges, you have the marshals, you bave all 
the machinery for extirpating ime in every 
Siate in this Union, and if you do not do it 
through the medium of the Federal courts, it 
is your fault; itis not the fault of the Demo- 
critic party. 

Mr, President, I think it is not diffieult to 
discern what is the object of this legislation. 
You propose to continue this law unul the 4th 
of March. . Why umitthe4th of March? Ifa 
rebellion exists in the southern States, how do 
you know it will not exist longer than the 4b 
of March? When the original bill was here, 


intended to effect the elections, and in order 
to escape that conclusion Congress limited it 
to the end ‘of the present session; but now, 
when the presidential election is coming on, 
you propose to extend it to the 4th of March. 
Task, why until the 4th of March? Is it not 
evident that the object is to clothe the Repub- 
lican party withthe power to control the elec- 
tions if they see proper to doso? Is not that 
a fair and a legitimate inference from the law 
itself? 

Bat, gentlemen, you cannot escape the 
judgment of this country. Your party has 
been derelict. If these crimes exist while 
you bave had the power through the courts to 
suppress them, you have been derelict, and it 
is one of the couuts of the indictment against 
you to day that according to your own confes- 
sion in the very States which you have recon- 
structed according to your own plans, in the 
very States in which you have had the whole 
control of the Federal courts, you say by this 
legislation your acts of reconstruction have 
proved an utter failure. If that is true, it is 
time you had abdicated; and I am glad to 
believe that the day is not far distant when, 
if you do not abdicate voluntarily, by the judg- 
ment and voice of the American people at the 
November elections you will have to give up 
power. 

The honorable Senator from Indiana and 
other Senators in this debate have undertaken 
to arraign the Democratic party. Why, sir, 
the Democratic party has not been in power 
for ten years. That party is not responsible 
for whatever may have taken place in this 
country during that time. We have been in 
the minority, and therefore we cannot be held 
respousible for what has occurred in the ad- 
ministration of affairs in this country. - Sir, 
the Democratic party has steadily protested 
against your usurpations of power. The Dem- 
ocratic party lias strenuously protested against 
every invasion of the rights of the people; and 
yet you have not heeded its voice. It has stood 
as a bulwark against your legislation, and 


though it has not been potent enough to pre- |} 


vent the enactment of unconstitutional laws, 
yet it has protested aguiust them. Why, sir. 
when | look at the position ot the Democratic 
party for the last ten years it remiuds me of 
Menelaus standing over the prostrate body of 
Patroclus. We have been protesting against 
the insults which your party have given to the 
Constitution of your country. We have been 
the defenders of the Constitution to the extent 
of our ability, and only regret that we bave 
not had the power to save it from the violence 
which you have iuflicted upon it. 


But, sir, I simply desired to enter my pro- | 


test against this measure, and did not expect to 
discuss it or to say anything upon it. E felt, 
however, that I could not permit it to come to 
a vote without raising my voice against this 
usurpation of power, this monstrous legisla- 
tion, and without stating that I was utterly and 


irreconcilably opposed to conferring upon the ! 


President of the United States any such fear- 
ful and dangerous powers as you propose to 
confer by this bill., 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion ison ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read the third time. 

The bil was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Chief Cieik proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALCORN. I have been requested to 
state that the Senator from Alabama [Mr 
GoLptuwatre] is paired with the Senator 
from Nebraska, [Mr. Hircucock.] ‘The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska would vote tor the bill, 
and the Senator from Alabama against it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Hiit] is paired with the Sens- 
tor from Pennsylvauia, [Mr. Cameron.] The 


the argument was then advanced that it was || Senator from Georgia would vote “ uay,” and 
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the Senator from Pennsylvania would vote 
t yea,’ : : hares 

Me. NORWOOD. .T:am paired with the 
Senator from Indiapa [ Mr. Morton] on this 
bill. ifbe were here he would vote ‘+ yea,” 
and [ should vote © nay.” ; 

Mr. WILSON. Lam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, [ Mr. Senurz.] Sat 

Mr. WRIGHT. fam paired with the Sena: 
tor from Nebraska, [Mr. ‘Trvros.]. He-would 
vote © nay,” and [should vore ‘yea.’ ooa 

Mr. CAMERON. I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mc. Hin1.} If he were 
here he would vote against this bill, and I 
should vote for it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Srocxroy] is paired with the Sen- 
ator irom New Hampshire, [Mr. Craciy.] ‘The 
Senator from New Jersey, if he were here, 
would vote against the passage of the bill, and 
the Senator from New Hampshire would vote 
for it. 

Mr. OSBORN. -I wish to state that my col- 
league [Mr. GILBERT] was too ill to remain in 
the Chamber until this late hour. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, naya 
15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett. Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 

relinghuysen, Hamlin, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pome- 
roy, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, and 
Spencer—28, 

NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Cosserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginian, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Johnston, Kelly, Ransom, Sxalsbury, Sprague, 
Stevenson. Thurman, and Vickers—15, 

ABSENT~—Measrs. Brownlow, Buckingham, Cam- 
eron, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg; 
Lewis, Morton, Norwood, Ramsey, Rice, Schurz, 


Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner. Tipton, Trame 
ball, West, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—31. 


So the bill was passed. 
CIVIL RIGHTS, 


Mr. CARPENTER. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 1441, to declare and enforce the civil 
rights of ci izens of the United States. 

Mr. STEVENSON, I call forthe yeas and 
nays on that motion. ` 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being: 
taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Catm- 
eron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hamlin, Morrill. of Vermont, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Robert- 
son, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Sprague, Wilson, and 
Wright—28. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginin, Hamilton of Maryland,. 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, 
Stevenson, Thurman, and Vickers—l4. ; 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cole, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fen- 
Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldtinvaite, 
Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Litcheock, Howe, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, 
Ramsey, Rice, Scburz, Sherman, Stewart, Stock- 
ton, Sumner Tipton, Trumbull, West, and Win- 

om—32. ‘ 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BOREMAN, (at five o'clock and forty- 
five minutes a.m.) I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Several SENATORS. 
bill. 

Mr. NYE. Letus pass this billand amnesty, 
and then go home to breakfast. 

Mr. CHANDLER. IL hope we shall pass 
this bill now. ž 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from West Virginia persist in his 
motion? 

Mr. BOREMAN. Yes, sir, I do. 

Several Senators. Let us vote it down. ` 

Mr. STEVENSON. I demand the yeas 
and nays on the motion to adjourn, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. F 

Mr. SPENCER. Iask the Senator. to. withe: 
draw his motion for a moment: oes 

Mr. BOREMAN. No, sir, I insist on 
motion. ` Sey i 


No, no; let us pass the 
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The being taken by yeas.and nays, resulted 
yeas 16, nays 26 ; as follows : á 

SIPAS- Meet. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, oaa- 

5 5 is West < ginala; Hamilton 

of Maryland, J ohnston Kelly, Norwood, Ransom 


Saulsbury, Sprague, “Stevenson, ‘Thurman, an 


Vickers—16, ` , 

NAYS—Messrs.. Ames, Anthony Caldwell. Cam- 
éron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, 
Pomeroy, Pool,: Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, 
Spencer, and Wilson—26, g 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
‘Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitecheock, Howe, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Ramsey, Rice, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, 
Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, West, Win- 
dom, and Wright-—32. - 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. THURMAN. I makea point of order. 
We are still in the session of Tuesday. This 
bill was introduced this day. The point of 
order is that the bill cannot be read the third 
time to-day—cannot be read the second time 
even. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
has been read twice. 

Mr. THURMAN. Imake the point of order 
that it cannot be read the third time to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CARPENTER. We have not reached 
that point of order yet. 

Mr. THURMAN. The point of order be- 
ing made you cannot pass the bill beyond its 
third reading. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Your point of order 
is not going to prevent its consideration. 

Mr. THURMAN. You cannot pass it to- 
day, and there is no use in taking it up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We want to consider it 
to order it to a third reading, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Has the 
bill been printed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not 
been printed. ` 

Mr. CARPENTER. Itis printed as an 
amendment to another bill. [ move to lay 
this bill on the table. 

Mr. CASSHRLY. 
Cau that be déne? 
read a third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the motion is in order at any time. 

Mr. CARPENTER. ‘The bill is before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
before the Senate by order of the Senate and 
a motion is made to laythe bill on the table, 
which does not admit of debate. [Putting the 
question.] That motion is carried, and the 
bill is laid on the table. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move now the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
numbered one on the Calendar, which is Senate 
bill No. 99, supplementary to an act entitled 
“An act to protect all citizens of the Uni- 
ted States in their civil rights, and to furnish 
means for their vindication,” passed April 9, 
1866. 

Mr. THURMAN, (at five o'clock and fifty 
minutes a.m.) I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENSON and Mr. CASSERLY 
called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 15, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Johnston, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, 
Spragne, Stevenson, Vickers, and Wright—l6. 

NAYS—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Gorpeit, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy. Pool, Pratt, Robert- 
gon, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, and Wilson—27. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry. of 
Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill-of Maine, Morton, 
Bamsey, Rice, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, 


I make a point of order. 
That bill has not been 


Certainly, 


Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, West, and 
Vindom—32. : 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. What is 
the stage of the bill now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on taking up this bill for consideration. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. And the 
former bill has been laid on the table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Let the bill be read for 
information. š 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is to take up the bill, to proceed to its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Imake a point of order. 
I have always understood that abill may be 
read for information. How are we to know 
what the bill is? i i ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has 
not been taken up, 

Mr, CASSERLY, But a Senator always 
has a right, I respectfully submit, to have a 
bill read before he is called to vote on taking 
itup. It has always been done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The bill is not be- 
fore the Senate and cannot be read until it is 
taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
read by its title. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What is the pending 
motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motioa 
is to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I move to lay that mo- 
tion on the table. f 

Mr. STEVENSON. TJ eall for the yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 13, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Johnston, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Stevenson, 
Thurman, and Vickers—13. 

AYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Sprague, 
Wilson, and Wri ù. 

ABSEN T—Mes Ateorn, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticat, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hiteheock, Howe, 
Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Ramsey. 
Rice, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Tipton, Yrumbull, West, and Windom—8L. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on taking up the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, (at six o’ clock 
and two minutesa. m.) I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from West Virginia moves that the Senate do 
now adjourn. : 

Mr, CASSERLY. IL call for the yeas and 
nays. ; 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CARPENTER, I wove that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be requested to notify the 
absent Senators to attend the session of the 
Senate immediately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No motion 
can be entertained until the result of the roll- 
call is announced. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the absentees be 
called. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
ment of the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the list of votes—yeas 
8, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Johnston, Saulsbury, Sprague, and 
Vickers—8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 


It may be 


I call for the announce- 


The vote 
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Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, -Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Wil- 
son, and Wright—29, 

ABSENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connec- 
tieut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Har- 
lan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, 
Logan, Morton, Norwood, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, 
Schurz, Sherman, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman. Tipton, Trumbull, West, and 
Windom—3s7. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the 
motion to adjourn the yeas are 8, and the nays 
are 29. The Senate-refuses to adjourn, but 
the vote discloses the lack of a quorum. 

Mr: CARPENTER. No quorum is neces- 
sary on a question of adjournment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the call 
of the roll shows that there is no quorum vot- 
ing. The motion is lost, but the vote discloses 
the lack of a quorum. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be directed to invite absent 
members to attend the sessions of the Senate 
immediately. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. On that I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 7 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the absentees be 
called. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator 
from Delaware moves to lay the motion on the 
table. 

Mr. CARPENTER. [withdraw my motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I rise to a question of 
order. My point of order is that the roll-call 
having disclosed the absence of a quorum, no 
business is in order except to adjourn or to 
send for absent Senators, and that the motion 
of the Senator from Delaware is therefore out 
of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin has withdrawn the motion, 
and it is not before the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. 1 suggest to the Senator 
that he need not have withdrawn his motion, 
because the motion to lay on the table is not 
in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
entertains the point of order of the Senator 
from New York, but the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin has withdrawn his motion. 

Mr. CARPENTER, I move that the ab- 
sentees be called. 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the Chair decide 
that it is not in order to move to lay that mo- 
tion on the table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
is in order. 

Mr. THURMAN. A motion to send for 
absentees may be laid on the table? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Oh, no; you cannot 
do that. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I inquire whether the 
motion to send the Sergeant-at-Arms is in 
order until we have a call of the Senate. 

Mr. CARPENTER. My present motion is 
for a cali of the absentees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Wisconsin is that the ab- 
sentees be called. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Pending 
that, ig a motion to adjourn in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mz. CONKLING. Irise to a question of 
order. Was not the last vote taken on a 
motion to adjourn, and no business has inter- 
vened? I submit to the Chair that business 
has not intervened. When that one thing has 
been done which the Constitution says may be 
done with less than .a quorum, that isto pro- 
ceed to ascertain who the absentees are, sup- 
pose 1t turns out that there is a quorum in the 
Chamber, that Senators have occupied their 
seats and have not- voted, although their names 

were called, we have the right to know how 
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that“is; and it is not business intervening, I 
submit, to proceed to ascertain that; so. that 
a motion to adjourn is notin order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Wisconsin to 
move-a.call of the absentees. That- being a 
motion intervening, the motion to adjourn is 
inorder. . : 

Mr. CARPENTER. I submit that that is 
not a motion; it is a mere proceeding founded 
on the fact that the last roll-cali developed 
the absence of a quorum, and it is a proper 
proceeding to obtain a quorum. ‘The last 
vote was. on a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The motion to send 
for the absentees was a motion made, and I 
think voted upon and carried once during the 
night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the Senator from Wisconsin 
made a motion that the names of the absentees 
be called; which is a motion of business inter- 
vening between the prior motion to adjourn 
and this motion. The Senator from West 
Virginia moves that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. The Chair entertains the motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I call for 
the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Cas- 
serly, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Johnston, 
Norwood, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, Thur- 
man, and Vickers—13. 

NAYS—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pom- 
eroy, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Spen- 
cer, Wilson, and Wright—30. : 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 

aryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitch- 
cock, Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Morton, Ram- 
sey, Ransom, Rite, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, 
Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, West, and 
‘Windom—3l. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
are 13 and the nays are 80. The Senate re- 
fuses to adjourn; and the vote discloses the 
presence of a quorum. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I withdraw the motion 
I made, and call for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to proceed to the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill No. 99. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, f 

Mr. CONKLING. That is not in order 
pending the yeas and nays, I submit. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Has that bill been taken 


up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is to take it up, upon which the Senator from 
Wisconsin has demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CASSERLY, Now I ask the Chair to 
rule whether a motion to go into executive 
session is in order pending a motion to take 
up a bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
was about to put the motion of the Senator 
from West Virginia, that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered ; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrg. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Johnston, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sprague, 
Stevenson, and Vickers—13. 

NAY S—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Patterson 
Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Wil- 
son, and Wright—2y, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite,. Hamilton of 
Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Lewis, Morton, Norwood, Nye, Ramsey, 
Rice, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Sum- 
ner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, West, and Win- 
dom—32. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, to take up the bill named by him. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, (at six o'clock 
and twenty-one minutes a. m.) I move that 
the. Senate adjourn, on which motion I ask 
for the yeas and nays. - ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 14, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Johnston, Kelly, Ransom, Saulsbury, Sprague, Ste- 
venson, Thurman, and Vickers—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Car- 
penter, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Saw- 
yer, Scott, Spencer, Wilson, and Wright—26, 

BSENT~Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Brownlow, 


Buckingbam, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morton, 
Norwood, Osborn, Ramsey, Rice, Schurz, Sherman, 
Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, 
West, and Windom—34, ; 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, to take up the bill indicated 

yhim. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is the motion to take up 
the bill debatable ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tt is debat- 
able, except that the merits of the bill pro- 
posed to be taken up cannot be debated onthe 
motion to take up. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am not going to detain 
the Senate for the purpose of consuming time, 
but I do wish to say this: I do notthink it is 
right to take up a measure of this kind ina 
Senate very little more than half full. I do 
not know exactly what the last vote was, but 
I think 25 to 14, wasit not? Not over thirty- 
nine or forty were present, just one or two 
more than a quorum, thirty-eight being a quo- 
rum. Hereare a few more members than one 
half of the Senate. I do not think it right to 
take up a bill of this kind and pass it at this 
hour, when Senators did not expect that it 
would be done, when the Senate did not expect 
it would be taken up. There is certainly one 
Senator who did not expect it. ‘The whole 
Senate thought of nothing but of the bill under 
consideration lastnight. The Senate are tired 
out after this long session. I know you have 
the power to do it on one side if we come toa 
vote, and there is power on the other by dila- 
tory- motions to keep it off until eleven o’clock. 
I do not want to see any such difficulty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think my friend will 
listen to me for a moment. I understood the 
object of the majority here to be not to oppress 
any one or to weary anybody out; but this 
subject of civil rights and of amnesty, as Sen- 
ators all know, has been before the Senate 
three or four times, and both bills finally 
failed because gentlemen who were in favor 
of each separately would vote against both 
together. There was such a combination— 
and by that I do not mean combinations ar- 
ranged beforehand, but it so happened that 
there were such votes as to defeat them both 
when put together. But now I understand 
what the majority wish to do is this; to take 
the civil rights bill shorn of the features 
which are said, to be most objectionable to 
various Senators, and pass that, and send it 
to the House, and then take up the amnesty 
bill and pass that and send it to the House. 

Mr. THURMAN. What amnesty bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The very amnesty bill 
that has been reported from the committee in 
order that the House of Representatives may 
have both measures before them. 

Mr. THURMAN. Why not take up the 
last amnesty bill as ıt came from the House 
and pass it without amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am speaking for my- 
self., Now, I am willing to go civil rights, and 
if the country is so anxious about it | am will- 
ing to go amnesty with civil rights, and I do 


not mean by that that- both. should: be in-the 
same bill; but with the civil rights bill passed 
even in a modified form so that it ought to 
satisfy almost everybody, tben to let amnesty 
go with it—as you call it amnesty—the removal 
of disabilities. That is all I'wish to do and I 
do-not think that is very unreasonable. This 
civil rights bill has been discuased over: and 
over again. : : pend 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not want to såy one 
word upon it; I have said all I wish to: say 
upon it; but here is the point with me: I do 
not know that a majority of the Senate, if the 
Senate were full; would be in favor of this 
civil rights bill. I am opposed to it. I know 
by the votes that have been taken that there is 
a majoriy here now in favor. of it: but those 
who are here in favor of it constitute really 
nothing like a majority of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I could say the same 
about amnesty. We must go on and do the 
business of the Senate without waiting for 
people. who have been sent for and will no 
come. ; i 

Mr. THURMAN. That is not the thing. 
I am opposed to the civil rights bill; I am in 
favor of the amnesty bill, Of course wë can- 
not make any bargains; but if we pass one law 
is there to be an understanding that we are to 
pass the other? ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
bargain. 

‘Mr. THURMAN. I do not say that, and 
we cannot do such athing. A Senator would 
not help to pass a Jaw that he was opposed to in 
consideration of some other law being passed: 
Now, I want a full Senate on this civil rights 
bill, in the hope that if we havea full Senate 
we can defeat the bill. If there were a full Sen- 
ate here I should agree that the vote might be 
taken now, so far as I am concerned, without 
any word being said in debate. I agree that 
it has been debated enough. But now it is 
proposed to take this bill up and then to amend 
it by striking out from it some provisions of it 
which I agree ought to be stricken out, as 
indeed the whole bill ought to be. That it is 
proposed to do in the absence of the Senator 
who introduced the bill, to mutilate his work, 
as he will consider it, doubtless, and to pass 
that bill by considerably less than one half of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SPENCER. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. THURMAN. ` Certainly. 

Mr. SPENCER. Will the Senator consent 
to take the vote on the civil rights bill to-day 
at one o’clock without debate? 

Mr. THURMAN. As far as I am con: 
cerned, I will. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will my 
friend from Ohio allow me to make a sugges- 
tion for which I ask unanimous consent? E 
believe it is generally eonceded that the bill 
should be read for information so that we may 
know what is going to be stricken out. The 
Senate does not know but what the bill to be 
passed is just as it was introduced. Part of 
the bill, I understand, has been amended. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Let us take up the 
bill and then it will be reported and an amend- 
ment can be proposed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 


I have not proposed any 


Why not 


‘for information let it be read by general con- 


sent? 

Mr. CASSERLY. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on taking up Senate bill No. 99. 

Mr. CONKLING. TL object to the bill being 
read until it is read in order, and I will assign 
my reason. Jam willing that the bill should 
be read under the rule which allows it to be 
read as soon as it is taken up; not by consent, 
however. The Senator who makes this mo- 
tion has himself been leading in a series of 
filibusteriag motions on which we have been 
voting over and over. and over again. i 
course the Senator will see that if that is the 
policy he is pursuing, it would be very unnat- 
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nral. for us. to consent.to have done what he 
wants to have done to arrive at his purpose. 
The Senate is not very full; but.it is just about 
as full as it was. when we voted on a measure 
more. important than this, if. we are to believe 
our friends on the other side; and yet we were 
kept here until the Senate was reduced to 
a yery.thin Senate before we were permitted 
to vote on that measure. Here is a matter 
which has: been discussed over and over again, 
which has been voted on over and over again. 
Therefore,’ I do not see that anybody is to 
suffer by allowing a vote to be taken in the 
Senate as.the Senate shall be found when the 
vote'is reached.. Now, I suggest. to. the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia to allow the bill to 
be taken up. He loses nothing by that. Then 
he will beable to have it read, as a matter of 
course. I would not object to that if I could, 
and I could not if Iwould. 

Mr: DAVIS, of West Virginia. My friend, 


the Senator from New York, says I have been į 


leading ina series of motions here. Of course 
the Senate knows that this bill was not taken 
up in the regular order after we had been. sit- 
ting here all night, but it was taken up for a 
purpose ; and what was that purpose? I sup- 
pose it was to force the minority to accept. it 
and pass it at once. When the bill has been 
amended in several particulars the minority 
only ask to know what it is before they are 
askéd to proceed to consider it. I think the 
request reasonable, and the minority all say 
that it ought to be done. We ask it, and if it 
cannot be done, the motions will have to pro- 
ceed, I suppose. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I do not 
know that T understood the Senator from Ver- 
mont. What proposition did he make about 
the amnesty bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not make any dis- 
tinct proposition. I stated frankly what m 
purpose was in trying to get on with this bill 
now which has been so much discussed. As 
we all know, we have been coupling these two 
bills together.. Now, I want to pass the civil 
rights billin such form as itshould be amended 
so that it would be much less objectionable, 
I understand, than it has been to those who 
are opposed to it. Perhaps it is satisfactory 
to me as it is; but. [ always yield to the 
wishes of the majority when I cannot help it. 
[Laughter.] Then I stated that I understood 
it was the purpose of the majority to take up 
the amnesty bill reported by the Senator from 
South Caroling [Mr. Rozerrson] from his 
committee. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
the House bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; itis the Senate 
bill, and then to send them both to the House 
of Representatives, and our duty would have 
been done. They can pass either, or both, or 
neither, just as they like. i 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have voted, I believe, 
uniformly to put these two bills together. I 
will do so no more. If we can get up the 
civil rights bill and vote upon it, { am ready 
to vote on and to vote for the amnesty bill 
that L have never done, and I am willing to 
take the bill that is before us from the House 
and vote for it. I prefer it, for that ends it. 
That is my position. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
provision about applying for it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I prefer the last bill that 
came from the House to any bill we have had 
before us, and I will vote for it, and there are 
several Senators who have not been in favor 
of amnesty who will vote for it. I supposed 
we might take up the two bills. The civil 
rights billis not acceptable to gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber. Very well, let 
them vote against it, The amnesty bill has 

_ not been acceptable to my side of the Chamber, 
but still the last bill of the House Dam now 
ready to vote for. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I wish to make a prop- 
osition, which I hope will be accepted by my 


Ts that 


That does not have the | 


į 


friends on both sides of the House, that: we 
take up the bill known as the civil rights bill 
and vote upon it without discussion, and vote 
on any amendments that may be offered with- 
out discussion, and that having disposed of 
that, we take up the amnesty bill and vote on 
any amendments without discussion until we 
reach a final vote-on both bills. s 

Mr. CASSERLY. It seems that under the 
ruling of the Chair one -objection is sufficient 
to prevent our knowing what the bill is which 
it is proposed to take up; in other words, that 
a single objection forbids the reading of the 
bill for. information. Now, sir, if it be fili- 
bustering to resist an attempt to take up a 
bill under those ciréumstances,: I should 
imagine it was the most righteous filibustering 
that ever was heard of. At all events, E am 
willing to stay here as long as anybody to test 
the question whether the majority of this Sen- 
ate will seriously insist on refusing to allow a 
bill to be read for information before the vote 
is given on taking it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe Sen- 
ator from California will allow the Chair a 
moment, the Chair understood objection was 
made, and under the fourteenth rule he was 
compelled to rule as he did, and he will in 
accordance with that rule, which he will now 
read, submit the question to the Senate: 

“Id. Whon the reading of a paper is called for, 
and the same is objected to by any Senator,.it shall 
be determined by a vote of the Senate, and without 
debate.” 

Objection having been raised to the reading 
of the bill, as requested by the Senator from 
West Virginia, the Chair will now submit the 
question. to. the Senate. i 
P Mr. CASSERLY. I have not yielded the 

oor. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. CASSERLY. | Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. There is no sort of 
ambiguity about this subject. The proposition 
is to take up Senate bill No. 99, which is’ the 
first bill on the Calendar. As soon as that is 
taken up, I propose to move this amendment: 

Whoever, being 2 corporation or natural person, 
and owner, or in charge of any public inn; or of any 
place of public amusement or entertainment for 
which a licenso from any legal authority is required; 


‘orof any line of stage-coaches, railroad, or other 


means of public carriage of passengers or freight; 
shall make any distinction as to admission or accom- 
modation therein, of any citizen of the United States, 
because of raco, color, or previous condition of servi- 
tude, shall, on conviction thereof, be fined not less 
than $500 nor more than $5,000 for each offense; and 
the person or corporation so offending shall be liable 
to the cidzons thereby injured, in damages to be 
recovered in an action of debt. 

Sec. —. That the offenses under this act, and ac- 
tions to recover damages, may be prosecuted before 
any territorial, district, or circuit court of the Uni- 
ted States having jurisdiction of crimes at the place 
where the offense was charged to have been com- 
mitted. 

That is just what it is proposed to do. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The question is. whether 
a minority here has a right to have a bill read 
for information before they are compelled to 
vote on taking itup. Now the Senator from 
Wisconsin has read something. ‘Thatis amat- 
ter which it was in his discretion to do or not 
to do. It never can be, I think, a correct 
view to say that whether a bill or paper shall 
be read, before taking a vote on taking it up 
for consideration, is a matter depending upon 
the discretion of a single Senator. i 

Now, sir, I must confess to having heard of 
the conversation, some of it quite public, in 
regard to taking up a bill upon the under- 
standing that another bill is to be taken up. 


Ido not think that comports with the dignity 


of the Senate or the dignity of the work .we 
have to do. 

Mi CHANDLER. I call the Senator to 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from. Michigan will state his point of 


order. ; ma ii 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Chair had sub- 


mitted the question whether this paper should 


be read to the Senate, and that must be 
decided without debate. : : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California had yielded to the Chair 
to make a suggestion, but had not yielded for 
the purpose of submitting the question. So 
the Chair overrules the pointof order made by 
the Senator from Michigan. P 

Mr: CASSERLY. Isay that all such bar- 
gaining neither befits the dignity of the Senate 
nor the importance of the work we have to do: 
The Senators of the majority know exactly 
what they propose to do, and whatever they 
propose to do they can do within certain limit- 
ations. Ifyou take such a course as is satis- 
factory to the minority, you will, I take it, 
meet no further resistance from the minority. 
Ido not undertake to say what that course 
will be for obvious reasons. I do not wish 
to have the appearance of dictating to the 
minority, still less do I wish the appearance of 
speaking for them. I speak for myself. 

Something has been said here about filibus- 
tering. I know nothing that can be better 
characterized as filibustering than the effort 
made here, after a protracted session upon the 
bill disposed of at five o'clock this morning, to 
commence new legislation, to. take up the civil 
rights bill, so called, a bill which has led to 
much debate and must lead to more, and after 
that to follow it with another bill. If that be 
not filibustering, I know not the meaning of 
the word. I understand by filibustering any 
irregular proceeding that is carried on to the 
embarrassment of the regulars dispatch of the 
public business under the cover of parliament- 
ary forms. It is a clear embarrassment to 
the just and proper dispatch of the public 
business that the majority should attempt 
now to take up such a bill as this at this hour, 
after so long a session as we have had .a ses- 
sion which would have failed hours ago for the 
want of a quorum but for the attendance of 
the minority. And under the circumstances, 
to compel us to stay here perhaps all day to:de- 
bate the very first of these bills without having 
had sleep or food, is filibustering of the most 
censurable character, in my judgment. 

If we are to be punished for the crime that 
we committed in acting in good faith upon 
our understanding of the rule under which the 
bill last disposed of was adopted, then we 
shall have to submit to. the punishment with 
the best grace that we may. It does not seem 
to me a just use of the power of the majority. 
Whether our construction of that rule was 
right or not, it certainly was in good faith ; 
and that it was right, I believe would be ascer- 
tained by a vote of this Senate in five minutes 
if the question could be put..: It was a con- 
struction put upon it by the most experienced 
parliamentarian that we have in this body, the 
Chief Clerk, who sits under you, sir,.at this 
moment, and whose experience and. authority 
on these subjects are known to us all. But 
we are to be punished, it seems, for having 
acted in good faith upon a just construction 
of the rule. | Well, sir, as I said, if we are to 
be punished, the majority have the power. to 
inflict that punishment, and we shall have to 
bear it as best we may. I do not think that 
this bill should be taken up at this hour., I 
do not think that this bill or. any bill should 
be taken up and brought before the Senate. 
under any bargain express or implied. I do 
insist that the bill shall -be read for informa- 
tion before itis taken up. ` 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from California asks—— : 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Chair to 
suspend a moment, that I-may-reply to the 
Senator from California. Wilibustering here 
is factious action by a minority to prevent the 
majority from proceeding with business.’ This 
is the accepted meaning’ of filibustering, and 
using the word in that’ sense, the Senate hag 
rarely been the theater of such doings, so arrant 
and pointless. 

So much for the homily of the Senator from 
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Cal ifornia, so much for the lecture he has read 
the majority. Mr. President, there bas been 
so much clap-trap and pretension on the sub- 

ject of amnesty, as it-is miscalled, so much 
effort made to mislead the pablicin regard to 
the attitude of men and parties upon the ques- 
tion, and tolocate where it does not belong the 
responsibility of the failure of amnesty. bills, 
that I want to call pointed attention to what is 
now passing here, and to put the facts on. the 
record. A majority ofthe Senate, as hasbeen 
plainly. stated, stand ready now to vote: upon 
amnesty. The majority now offer and ask to 
vote on amnesty pure and simple, and we are 
met with factious obstruction. There is au 
aninesty bill from the House and an amnesty 
bill from the’ Senate committee, both before 
us awaiting action, The noisy friends, the 
original friends, as they insist, of amnesty, 
have it in their power now to secure amnesty, 
and that too without aid from themselves if 
they will only allow the business of the Sen- 
ate to go.on. One of the two bills: will. be 
adopted if we can vote, If the’ House ‘bill 
should prévail, as I think ‘it would, an‘ end of 
legislation on the subject’ would be reached at 
once. The only thing needed is that the ma- 
‘jority of the Senate be allowed to proceed, 

leaving every man to vote his convictions. If 
we cannot proceed, ifamnesty shall be lost, if 
amnesty will not be accepted by its professed 
especial friends, so be it. Here is the oppor- 
tunity; this is the day and this is the hour 
when the loudest friends of amnesty may 
have amnesty if they will take it. I believe 
they may have the House bill, because I hear 
so many Senators declare their’ preference 
for it; the Senator from Vermont alone. of 
the Senators who have expressed themselves 
has indicated a preference for the Senate bill. 
But it is certain that one bill or the other— 
and either will accomplish the purpose—can 
be passed now. No member of the majority 
stands in the way 

Mr. POMEROY. If itis desired to move 
the House bill asa substitute for the Senate 
bill, I have no objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well; in one way 
orthe other I say again, and no Republican 
Senator ‘1 think repudiates the statement, that 
the House bill or the Senate bill can be adopt- 
ed, certainly adopted in an hour; and an end 
made of amnesty here if the minority will cease 
to be factious. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the 
Senator from New York allow me a word? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, -Would the 
Senator have any objection to voting to take 
up the House amnesty bill now and pass it? 

Mr. CONKLING. I would have objection 
to defeating my friend from Wisconsin, who 
wishes a vote first on the bill securing civil 
rights to colored men. I want to vote on it 


too. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
sent, of course, I meant. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, Mr. President, after 
the night we have passed, and after the attempt 
to thwart the orderly proceeding of the Seu- 
ate, we should not at the behest of a filibuster- 
ing minority, surrender the control and man- 
agement of the business of the Senate. Let us 
vote first on civil rights, then, as has been 
repeatedly promised, amnesty may be acted 
on at once. 

There is no civil rights bill here from the 
House. You can make no end of civil rights 
by legislation here. There is an amnesty bill 
here trom the House, and therefore the just 
order of precedence is that that bill should 
come first which must necessarily await 
action in the other branch of Congress. At 
all events, such is the motion made by my 
friend from Wisconsin; and I hope the 
Senate will stand by him, and I warn my 
friend from West Virginia that if he succeeds 
and those with him in their present proceed- 
ing, he and they will defeat amnesty. Let 


By cons 


us this’ time ‘at least make sure and plain to 
all men whose votes it is, whose objection ‘it 
is, whose refusal to allow it pass it is that kills 
amnesty. — 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. When the 
amnesty bill is before the Senate that will. be 
the question. Now the civil rights bill is be- 
fore the Senate, or is sought to be brought 
before the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. For all practical pur- 
poses but for the course of the minority the 
amnesty bill would be before the Senate now. 
For all purposes of information it is before 
the Senate. Why? Because many Senators 
openly or in conversation, as the Senator 
knows, have declared the. purpose of the ma- 
jority to act first upon the bill that the Senator 
from Wisconsin has moved, and to follow it 
immediately by the amnesty bill. The cer- 
tainty of this is too clear to be doubted.’ 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Which 
amnesty bill? “There are two amnesty bills. 

Mr. CONKLING.. Iam aware of that; 
and I have said to the Senator that butone 
Senator in my hearing has declared a prefer- 
ence for the Senate bill. All other Senators 


‘have declared their preference for the House 


bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator 
from New York, and everybody else, what 
difference it makes on the principle of being 
for amnesty which bill you take? 

Mr. CONKLING. I too ask what difer- 
ence does it make? lIt makes no difer- 
ence, I submit. The object is to remove from 
former rebels disabilities excluding them from 
office. Two bills are within reach of the 
alleged special champions of these excluded 


persons. Hither bill will accomplish the 
opject. They who have clamored for action 


can have it now, either by the House bill or 
Senate bill, and I repeat again my belief by 
the House bill. The honorable Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. Hamuiy,] who has looked at 
these bills carefully, and whom we are accus- 
tomed to follow, declared some moments ago 
his preference for the House bill. None dis- 
sented from him except the Senator from Ver- 
mont. J think the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, therefore, is very safe between these 
two bills, and the probability is that he’ may 
have the bill he seems to prefer, namely, the 
House bill, without the dot of an 7 or the cross 
ofa Zé. Will the Senator and hisassociates take 
it? Thatis the question. If he will, he has only 
to cease his motions, his dilatory motions so 
often repeated, and let the majority of the 
Senate dispose of one bill already fully de- 
bated, which can be disposed of at once ; and 
then, tarrying no longer, the Senator and his 
friends can have amnesty, as they call it. If 
they will not take it, let it no longer be pre- 
tended that the Republican party is responsi- 
ble for the loss of amnesty in the Senate. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I again 
renew this proposition, to which I can see no 
objection, that we take up the biil known as 
the civil rights bill and vote upon it and all 
amendments that may be offered without dis- 
cussion, and that immediately on the final vote 
upon that we tale up the amnesty bill and 
vote upon all amendments that may be offered 
to it without discussion. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Which 
amnesty bill? f 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The House bill. Is 
there any objection to that proposition ? 
yur CARPENTER. Let us consent to 
that 

Mr. THURMAN. No; let us see about 
that. In the first place, I have to observe that 
it cannot with any propriety be said that the 
minority, are improperly filibustering, as the 
term is, on this bill. It is certainly parlia- 
mentary, and it is certainly proper when a 
minority as the Senate stauds at the moment 
is uncertain whether there is actually a major- 
ity for the bill it the Senate were full—it is 
perfectly right to try and delay the passage of 


the bill or the taking of a ‘vote’ upon it under 

such circumstances until there can bea full 

Senate. Now, if. we were absolutely certain | 
that there, was a majority of the Senate if the | 
Senate were full for this bill now, it might be 
said that we were wrong in resorting to a dila: 
tory measures. We do not know that... Ido 
know that this bill was thrust upon the am- 
nesty bill, so called, by the casting vote of the 
Vice President. It’ may be that some persons 
voted against putting it on that bill who will 
nevertheless vote. for it as a separate measure. 

On the other hand, it may be that some per: 
sons will not vote for the bill in the form in 
which the Senator from Massachusetts desires 
to amend it who did vote before against put- 
ting it on the amnesty bill. It cannot, there- 
fore, be presumed by anybody here that there 
is an ascertained majority of the Senate for 
this bill; and that being the case, it is. not 
unparliamentary, it is nota waste of time, 
it is not filibustering at all for any. Senator 
to try and delay this bill until the Senate is 


full. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ts it agreeable amuse- 
ment? (Laughter. ] 

Mr. THURMAN. No, it is not agreeable ; 
it is most disagreeable, and. anything but an 
amusement afier this long session we have 
had. But I say that to vindicate. those who 
opposed the taking up of the bill, who have 
opposed it because we do not know that there 
is a majority of the Senate in favor of this 
civil rights bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ascertain it. 

Mr. THURMAN. You cannot ascertain it 
by a vote unless you have a full Senate. If a 
full Senate were here,-I, for one, would raise 
my voice in favor of taking the vote without 
one single word of debate upon it. 

Mr. LOGAN, Allow me to ask the Senator 
this question < has there been a vote taken at 
pest session where the result has shown a full 

en 

Mr. THURMAN: We have had some votes 
very near it; but now there is very little over 
half the Senate here, and I do not know that 
there is a majority in favor of this bill. Jam 
never in favor of wearing a majority out where 
they are determined to pass a bill, 

Now I think of another thing. It is said in 
favor of this bill being taken up that if it be 
taken up and voted upon then the House 
amnesty bill which came from the House last 
will be taken up. But- suppose that is taken 
up and amended? 

Several Senators, It will not be. 

Mr. THURMAN. How do you know that? 
My opinion is that if that bill be taken up it 
will be amended, and the reason why it will 
be amended will be that that bill may be re- 
turned to the House in order that it may carry 
the civil rights bill through the House. That 
is exactly what I think i is the game. Ido not 
think that that House. bill, if taken up, will 
be passed without the crossing of a ¢ or the 
dotting of an i. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. The bili- has. certainly 
received a two-thirds vote in the House. 
Three of these bills have received a two- 
thirds vote there. Now, can the. Senator 
doubt that that same two thirds will have the 
power even in the case he puts to pass the 
amnesty bill if they choose without reference 
sare other bill or the vote on any other 

ill? 
Mr. THURMAN, They have the power to 


do it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then. why néed the 
Senator doubt when they have made’ the 
record four times? 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido doubt it very much, 
and I wiil tell the Senator why I doubt it. We 
are now within ten days of the close of the 
session: In the other House a motion can 
now be made at any time to suspend the rules, 


3132 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 21, 


and the minority, if they are strong enough 
and see fit to do it, can prevent the passage 
of any bill; but if you send these two bills to 
the House together, it may be, if the vote the 
other day on the motion to suspend the rules 
in-order to direct the Judiciary Committee to 
report the civil rights bills is to be taken as 
any criterion of the opinion of the House, then 
they may stop the amnesty bill until the civil 
rights bill is passed upon, just as it is proposed 
‘to do. here; for it was stated in the Senate the 
other day that òn that motion to suspend the 
rules in order that the civil rights bill might 
be reported to the House and put upon its 
passage, there was a majority of thirty-six. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me to suggest 
to the Senator that the House has two or three 
times by a two-thirds majority passed an am- 
neésty bill without any reference to a civil 
rights bill. Now, ‘suppose both are thrown 
back on them to-morrow morning, who doubts 
that they will do what they have already agreed 
upon; that is, pass the amnesty bill without 
reference to the civil rights bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the 
amnesty bill is amended, it will have to go 
back to the House. The House and Senate 
may disagree and we may have no amnesty 
pill at all at this session. That is the diff: 


culty. 
Mr. LOGAN. Ibeg leave to say just one 
word. I have been for amnesty all the time. 


Senators on the other side of the House say 
they are for it; but I do not think they are 
now. I have never voted for this civil rights 
bill. I voted against putting it as an amend- 
ment on the amnesty bill every time the vote 
was taken. But you will find this to be the 
case: you will never pass amnesty through the 
Senate until you vote on the civil rights bill. 
That we may take notice of as a fact. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Wecan stand that, if the 
Senator’s associates can. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; I can stand it, 
as far as I am concerned. I have been a friend 
of amnesty all the time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I can stand it. 

Mr. LOGAN. So can I. I have nobody 
needing amnesty in my country. It does not 
affect me. I am ready that you shall pass the 
bill or not, as you please. I know the fact to 
beas I have just stated, or at least I presume 
it to beso. IL bave heard no such remark 
made, but that is the inference that I drew 
from the votes which have been given. I 
‘judge from the debate that the majority will 
not back down from one of their associates 
who has made the pending motion, but will 
stand by him. I want to vote for amnesty, 
but I do not expect to vote for it without first 
voting either for or against the civil rights 
bill. Lagree with the Senator from New York. 
Although I have been a friend of amnesty and 
have stood with the gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber on that question, I agree 
with him now that if they refuse to do it they 
are responsible for it themselves. 

Mr. WILSON. ` Mr. President, I desire not 
to deceive anybody nor be deceived myself. 1 
propose to take up this bill. I shall vote for 
the original bill that we take up and not for 
the amendment, but if the amendment is 
adopted I shall vote for the bill then as 
amended. I leave it to the majority of the 
body to'detérmine. I thinkthatistair. Ishall 
vote to take up the amnesty bill immediately 
after if we can. I shall vote for the Senate bill 
for this reason: I want to go to the House of 
Representatives with both bills and give them 
both a fair chance, and if that is not agreed to 
J shall vote for the House amnesty bill. Tam 
willing to leave this to a majority. That is 
how. I feel about it.. I am tor the amnesty 
and for the civil rights bills, and have been all 
winter and expect to be to the end of the 
chapter. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isimply wish to say that as 
far as the responsibility is concerned, I, as an 
individual Senator, am not willmg to assume 


the responsibility of standing in the way of 
the amnesty bill. Iam for it. I do not say 
whether what has been said by Senators on 
the other side is altogether in good taste as 
far as I am individually concerned, but I 
mean to relieve myself entirely of all respon- 
sibility of being in the way of the amnesty 
bill. Iam foraccepting the proposition which 
has been made. I wish it distinctly under- 
stood that I do not mean to interpose any 
obstacle in the way of amnesty, and I desire 
that a record shall be made so far as I am 
concerned on the subject. : 

Mr. STEVENSON. I heard with pleasure 
the gentleman from New York, but I have 
not yet understood what the proposition is. 
Now, I want to understand what this agree- 
ment is. If the proposition is to take up 
House bill No. 2761—- 

Mr. SAWYER. That is not the present 
proposition. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
s¥ion is to take up the civil rights bill. Then 
if that is taken up, is the proposition to take 
up and pass House bill No. 2761 without 
amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not my proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. POMEROY. Oh, no. 

Mr. STEVENSON. There is no such propo- 
sition. 

Mr. POMEROY and others. No. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Then there is no such 
proposition made. 

Mr. CONKLING. Allow me to interrupt 
my honorable friend a moment. Of course 
we can make no proposition which shall bind 
any Senator as to the way in which he shall 
vote. Doubtless the Senator knows that there 
are several members of the Senate who will 
not vote for amnesty at all. There are mahy 
more than two thirds who will vote for it, and 
that is all he wants to accomplish; it is all 
I want to accomplish, I intend myself at the 
proper time to vote for an amnesty bill, which 
the Senator may suppose Ido not. So as to 
civil rights. The Senator of course cannot 
expect that any agreement will be made. He 
would not ask any agreement to control any 
Senator's vote on this side about civil rights. 
He will vote his convictions. Scas to amend- 
ing these bills. I suppose, from what I hear, 
that the civil rights bill will be amended in 
those respects as to which objections have 
been made to it. I hear many Senators advo- 
cating that, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Logan] and other Senators. Of course every 
Senator votes his. convictions upon that. 
When we come to amnesty, the same thing 
will happen; and therefore unless the Senator 
shall take the trouble to canvass the Senate, 
neither he nor I could find out bow on partic- 
ular propositions to amend, to strike out an 
exception, for example, the vote of the Senate 
would be; and if | have said anything by 
which I have led him to suppose that I have 
any knowledge of the sort, 1 beg to correct it, 
for I do not wish to mislead anybody. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I am perfectly satis- 
fied the Senator from New York will do what- 
ever he says. [ understood him to say he was 
speaking for himself. I have the utmost faith 
in whatever that Senator may say. But it 
cannot be said that we stand in the way of 
amnesty when we do not know, in allowing 
the civil rights bill to be taken up, whether we 
are going to get amnesty or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You know you will get 
an opportunity to vote directly on some bill 
which you had not before. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Are we going to have 
an opportunity to vote on the House bill or the 
Senate bill, which? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Either will become a law 
if it passes both Houses. My opinion is that 
that is pretty plain. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It makes a great dif- 
ference with me, and I am frank in the expres- 
sion of my opinion that I would not vote to 


I say the first propo- ` 


take up the civil rights bill if I thought the 
Senate amnesty bill was to be passed, because 
I do not know that I would get amnesty then ; 
but if I thought the House bill could be passed 
without amendment, then I should interpose 
no objection. Therefore we disagree. There 
has been no agreement, there has been, no 
basis of agreement. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me once more to make a suggestion? i 

Mr. STEVENSON. | Certainly. l 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend 
must observe this, and I am very sure he and 
I will not differ about it: the Senate amnesty 
bill is much better than no bill at all.. So far 
we agree. Nevertheless, if the Senate bill 
should pass and it should fail in the House, 
amnesty would fail. Now, I want to present 
to the Senator this consideration: by the rules 
of the House, although earlier in the session 
a motion to suspend the rules is not in order 
except on Monday, every day now for ten 
days it is in order all the time to move to sus- 
pend the rules. A two-thirds vote does that, 
precisely the vote necessary to pass an am- 
nesty bill. That vote the Senator has seen 
recorded in the House four times on the final 
vote, and many, many times on test questions. 
Now suppose, although the Senator and I may 
be willing to take up the House bill, the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. WiLson] moves 
to take up the Senate bill and gets a majority 
for it and substitutes it, against the vote of the 
Senator from Kentucky and myself; what of 
it? It goes to the House where he has an 
assurance that it is res judicata, as I may say, 
that the bill will pass and pass by itself with- 
out reference to anything else. Is not that 
better than nothing? And is it not far better 
for the Senator to take it at this stage of the 
session, with the tariff and tax bill pending, 
in which I will be very frank to say to the 
Senator, and I can speak for a good many, 
more interest is felt than in the amnesty bill ; 
and I believe I may say that many Senators, 
if they have the power to distinguish between 
bills, will go for that bill which releases forty 
or fifty millions of taxes if every other bill is 
lost in going for it, amnesty and everything 
else. With that, situation of things, had not 
the Senator better make hay while the sun 
shines, and take this bill and let it go to the 
House and be passed there, even if we get 
only the Senate bill ? . 

Mr. STEVENSON. IfI could arrive at the 
same conclusion that my friend does I might 
agree to the proposition. In the first place 
instead of ten days we have but seven days. 
To-morrow week, this being Tuesday, the 
House adjourns at twelve o'clock. Sunday is 
to be deducted. 

Mr. CONKLING. And every day itis in 
order to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Every day itisinorder 
to move to suspend the rules, but whether it 
will be done or not is more than I can tell. I 
am only answering the objection that we have 
amnesty in our. keeping, We have not got 
amnesty in our keeping. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, Will the Senator 
allow me to make a remark? : 

Mr. STEVENSON. With great pleasure, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. One thing. is 
clear, that if you make this arrangement it will 
give an opportunity immediately and without 
debate to have a vote on the two bills ;. first on 
this proposition for civil rights, and then im- 
mediately thereafter on the proposition for 
amnesty. That is precisely what 1 assume the 
Senator desires in regard to amnesty, to say 
nothing. of civil tights. By voting for civil 
rights now, you come immediately to amnesty, 
and I submit to the Senator whether upon the 
assurances that have been given. with regard 
to. the House bill, he does not think under the 
circumstances the way to favor the adoption 
of the House bill is to take up this bill now. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Lam obliged to the hon- 
orable Senator from Maine for his suggestion. 
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Iam willing to take any responsibility so far 
as my vote goesin defeating amnesty if I think 
my duty requires it. I am already on the 
record on that point. Much as I desire am- 
nesty, I do not desire it-by voting for the civil 
rights bill. oof 

Mr. LOGAN. Noone asks you to do that. 

Mr. STEVENSON. | I understand no man 
asks meto vote for it, because Ihave already 
announced that I never would vote for it. If 
amnesty perished forty thousand times I never 
would do it, simply because I do’ not believe 
the bill-is constitutional, and I could not 
therefore vote for it. Taking up the bill is a 
different thing. I do not wish to interfere 
with that; but if the civil rights bill is taken 
up when I have got the power to prévent its 
being taken up, then I want to know when 
the House amnesty bill which has passed the 
House shall pass the Senate. On that subject 
nobody can enlighten me. I have got to take 
the chances, and it may be that when the 
civil rights bill is taken up and passed, only 
the shadow of an amnesty bill will be taken 
up which may or may not pass. It is not 
within the power of the Senate, and Ido not 
question the good faith of the Senate; but if 
you pass the Senate bill it is then within the 
discretion of a body which we cannot control. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has not the Senate done 
its duty? You cannot say we shall be to 
blame in that case. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The honorable 
Senator from Kentucky will see that he has 
got to take no more risk now than he has 
whenever the question comes up, and now he 
does have an opportunity of voting on the bill. 

Mr. SAWY ER. I wish to say to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky that this point ought to be 
considered. It has been perfectly manifest 
for the last three months that we never can 
get.a vote on amnesty square in this Chamber 
until.we dispose of the civil rights bill. We 
may higgle as much as we please about taking 
this order of business that is suggested—— 

Mr. BAYARD. Who prevents the vote 
being taken, let me ask the honorable Senator? 
What prevents it? 

Mr. SAWYER. We must take facts as they 
are. We know the amnesty bill will not be 
reached until we have had a square vote on 
the civil rights bill, no matter whose fault it is. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
make a suggestion, that we take up the civil 
rights bill and vote upon it without debate or 
any amendment, and that the understanding 
shall be that no other business shall be done 
until we take up the amnesty bill and vote 
upon that without debate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The House amnesty 


bill? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. No; the 
Senate amnesty bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on taking up Senate bill No. 99. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Let the title of that bill 
be read. 

The Cuter Crurx. A bill (S. No. 99) sup- 
plementary to an act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
tect all citizens of the United States in their 
civil rights, and to furnish the means for their 
vindication,’’ passed April 9, 1866. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I willask what was the 
motion before the Chair when the motion just 
made was made? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
before the-Senate-is to take up this bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
pending? There was a question pending. 

The PRESIDING: OFFICER. That was 
the pending motion. The Senator rose and 
made a remark in relation to the reading of 
the bill, and the Chair observed that if the 
Senator insisted on the bill-‘being read, objec- 
tion being made by the Senator from New 
York, the Chair would submit that question 
to the Senate. , 

Mr. CASSERLY. Then the question. still 
is on taking up that bill. 


What was the question. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on taking up that bill. i 
_ Mr. CASSERLY. Upon that I wish to say 
a few words. , i 

The Senator from New York gave a defi- 
nition of filibustering. In his idea filibuster- 
ing was factious conduct on the part ofa 
minority against the will of a majority. The 
Senator did not undertake to define the con- 
duct of a majority in undertaking at. six 
o'clock in the morning, after a session of the 
Senate extending from eleven o’clock the day 
before, and after the only bill had been dis- 
posed of that was ever thought of for that 
session—I say he did not undertake to define 
or to give a name to the conduct of a majority 
insisting upon taking up another bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to make a remark? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. [ insist the Senator 
should state the proposition in this way: the 
question is, what appellation should be applied 
to the disposition of the majority to gratity the 
minority ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ihave no objection to 
accepting the suggestion of the Senator. I will 
think it over, and let him know the result 
before we get through this debate. 

The Senator from New York did notgive any 
appellation—I thank the Senator from Wis- 
consin for that word—for the oppressive con- 
duct of the majority, as I have stated, as I 
regard it to be. Filibustering hasat least the 
merit of courageous resistance on the part of 
a minority to what they regard as an attempt 
under the forms of parliamentary procecding 
to deprive the minority of iis rights. What 
name should be given to the action of the 
majority in undertaking to inflict punishment 
upon the minority by mere force of numbers, 
for standing in good faith upon their clear 
rights, I leave to the Senate to determine. It 
would want one element that does honorably 
distinguish what the Senator has described as 
filibustering on the part of the minority. 

The Senator from New York also said, in his 
most emphatic manner, that he wanted the 
country to see who they were who, by objec- 
tions and otherwise, stood in the way of the 
passage of an amnesty bill. He went on to 
say—and I heard him with surprise—that am- 
nesty is now before the Senate. How is it 
before the Senate? In what way? In what 
stage? A bill is only before the Senate on a 
motion to take up, or after it istaken up. Is 
amnesty in either of these stages? Why, sir, 
if amnesty is before the Senate, let us discuss 
it. That we cannot discuss it proves that it 
is not before the Senate. There is another 
motion of that kind in regard to another bill 
that has priority, and we cannot make that 
motion. Therefore it is not before the Senate. 
There is nobody standing in the way ofamnesty, 
except the majority who declare and avow here 
their determination that amnesty shall not 
pass until something else is passed before it. 
They are the men who stand in the way of 
amnesty, and who, if they can be judged of by 
their actions, are determined it shall not pass, 
whatever other bills pass. Ido not doubt the 
good faith of the declarations made here and 
there; but when these declarations come to 
be sifted they will be found, most of them, not 
to come to the point. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If the Senator will 
allow me to interrupt him, he is a practical 
man and wants to accomplish practical results. 
Here are two measures, both of which the 
Senate desire to pass; one of which he de- 
sires to pass. Now a motion has been made 
to take up the first, which he is opposed to, 
and which the Senate is in favor of. Now, he 
says that if he could only vote to take up am- 
nesty he would do it. If the minority of the 
Senate cannot trust the honor of the majority, 
they have no right to ask the majority to trust 
the honor of the minority. Let me put this 
practical question to my friend from Califor- 


nia: is he not satisfied’ from the assurances: 
that have been given to him by Senators hére; . 
this morning that at least amnesty stands ‘a 
better chance this morning than it ever did 
before? j n 
Mr. POMEROY. Or ever will again. > 
Mr CARPENTER. Or ever will again.: 
Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, J have 
not yet heard. one definite proposition that 
looked to me like affording a reasonable guac-’ 
antee for the passage of such an amnesty. bill’ 
as I would be willing to vote for. I amin 
favor of amnesty, Everybody knows that, “[ 
am not in favor of the civil rights:bill. I deem 
it to be grossly and wattonly unconstitutional 
in many of its leading provisions. Í say “ wan- 
tonly’’ because it is unnecessarily so. I was 
so much opposed to it that I was willing the 
other day to votedownthe amnesty bill rather 
than be compelled to violate my conscientious 
sense of duty to the Constitution. I am will- 
ing to do the same thing over again, and 
to do it ten times a day while we sit here if 
necessary. I am like the Senator from 
Kentucky——— í 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Irise toa question of 


order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont will state his point of order.: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely suggest to my 
friend from Californiathat he is now debating 
the merits of the civilrights bill, which is not 
fair, as we cannot reply. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will withdraw that on 
reflection. I believe I was speaking on the 
merits of the civil rights bill, and not with 
reference to the question of taking up, but 
with reference to an entirely different view. 

I say there has been no proposition here 
which affords to me a reasonable guarantee of 
any amnesty bill that I should be willing to 
vote for. I think that‘an amnesty for which 
the minority here would not be willing to vote 
would not be an amnesty bill, On the con- 
trary it would be a misnomer; it would be a 
bill of further irritation, of further oppression. 
Of course I do not doubt the good faith of 
what gentlemen say; but every Senatorspeaks 
for himself, and as was justly remarked awhile 
ago, the Senate is govermed by its votes, and 
unless two thirds shall vote in favor of the 
amnesty bill what avail is there inthe promises 
or declarations of Senators? None whatever. 
I repeat I do not impeach their good faith; I 
do not impeach their intentions; but. after all 
the power which is to decide the fate of amnesty 
in this body is a power entirely independent 
of the declarations and even the strongest and 
most earnest purpose of Senators. I-hopethe 
Senate will understand me, that while I have 
not the slighest doubt of the good faith of 
Senators who have given assurances, yet I 
have not seen any explicit proposition or as- 
surance, and in the next place I do not know 
that any Senator’has any right or indeed has 
the power to make any. Nobody claims it. 

Mr. NORWOOD. The few remarks of the 
Senator from New York to the Senator from 
Missouri make it, in my judgment, necessary 
for me to submita few words in reply. 

The Senator from New York seeks to put 
the members on this side of the Chamber, the 
Democrats, in the position of having amnesty 
tendered to them and refusing to take it. He 
says, ‘‘ Here is amnesty; you'cantake it now ; 
we tender it to you;’’ and in that way he puts: 
tbe impression upon the country that we who 
are the professed friends of amnesty refuse to 
take it. But, sir, how is it offered to us? Jt 
is coupled with civil rights. Ithas never been 
tendered to us as a separate, distinct propo: 
sition, and it is not now. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me 
to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think the Senator is mis- 
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taken-in saying that it is tendered to the friends 
of amnesty together with civil rights, It is 
not. You aré not required to vote for civil 
rights. The only question is whether you will 
allow a vote to be taken on the motion to take 
up that bill, and you will have. to, do it avy- 
how, because the majority of the Senate. can 
takë it up, and the majority will take it-up 
uncoupled with anything. The only propo- 
sition is to get one bill out of the way and 
take the other up. 

Mr. NORWOOD. The Senator from New 
York says, ‘Here is an amnesty bill; and 
when the préposition was made to take up the 
House bill we could not get the consent of the 
other side of the Senate to doit.’ Now I will 
state to the Senator from New York and to the 
Senator from Mississippi, I think it was, who 
expressed their views on this subject, what I 


think would be the. effect of these bills being. 


passed in the manner they propose to pass 
them. Itis said by the Senator from New 
York that it is almost res adjudicata so far as 
the action of the House ‘on this question of 
amnesty isconcerned ; they have already three 
or four times declared by a two-thirds majority 
their will as to this measure. Sir, if the 
amnesty bill goes back to the House as a 
proposition of the Senate, and civil rights goes 
there also, the effect is simply this: the minority 
in that House can do as a minority, I under- 
stand, have done, if I may be allowed to refer 
to the action of the House. They can filibuster 
and prevent any action. upon the amnesty bill 
unless those who are in favor of amnesty will 
consent that the civil rights bill shall be taken 
up and both go through part passu, so that 
the two thirds who are now in favor of am- 
nesty as a separate and independent propo- 
sition, when they have civil rights there will 
probably adopt the operation of amending the 
amnesty bill by tacking the civil rights bill to 
it, just as it has been done in the Senate time 
and again and defeated; and for that reason 
I will not vote in favor of that measure. I 
gay to the Sevators frankly, much as I desire 
amnesty, much as my constituents desire it, 
they are not willing to take it if they have to 
take civil rights with it. hey would, rather 
than have the civil rights bill passed, let 
amnesty sleep, and I therefore cannot bea 
party consenting Lo the passage of that measure. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish to say a 
word, Lam satisfied it is not the intention 
of the minority to allow the majority this 
morning to take a vote or to proceed to the 
consideration of the eivil rights bill, although 
they are advised that everybody on the part 
of the majority is willing to procecd next to 
consider the amnesty bill separate and inde- 


pendent, and it does not make the least differ-, 


ence in justice or principle whether we take 
up the Senate bill or the House bill. Both 
of them are bills; both of them must have 
the approval of both Houses; and it is no 
answer to say that because we choose to con- 
sider a bill of our own and send it to the 
House, if they cannot have a particular am- 
nesty bill, they will not have any. I am will- 
ing to leave it in that atitude, and therefore 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont moves that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
Senator from Vermont give way? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, If the Senator will re- 
new. the motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator to with- 
draw the motion for a moment. I am not at 
all satisfied 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will withdraw the 
motion if my honorable friend will renew it 
when he concludes his remarks. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope no bargain will be 
made about that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.: 

Mr. BLAIR. 


Does the 


I withdraw it. 
lam satisfied, Mr. President, 


that the proposition which has been made by 
our friends of the majority will be. accepted 
by the Democrats, or by our friends on this 


side. ; 
Several Senators. And the Liberal Repub- 
licans. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. BLAIR. And the Liberal Republicans 
on this side if time is given for a clear under- 
standing of the matter. I am satisfied, from 
the declarations that have been made to me 
by Senators all around me, and from their 
known views, that there isa majority in the 
Senate who will take up the House amnesty 
bill and pass it without amendment. It re- 
quires but a majority to take up that bill and 
vote down all amendments, and then the two 
thirds will pass it, which I believe we can-have 
in the Senate. The gentlemen on the other 
side do not ask us to consent to take up the 
so-called civil rights bill. Weare not asked 
to consent to it. We are simply asked not to 
interpose dilatory motions, but to vote and to 
offer any amendments we please, and vote for 
amendments, and then allow the vote to be 
taken on the bill, not consenting to ils passage 


in any sense, but protesting against it by our’ 


votes. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly; that is it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I know if we attempt to 
oppose it by dilatory motions ever so much 
our effort cannot survive for more than a few 
hours; that we simply obstruct the passage 
of the bill through the Senate just as they 
choose to pass it for three or four hours; 
and we lose the chance, perhaps, of getting 
that which I consider the greatest possible 
boon that can be conferred upon thousands 
and thousands of men in our country. Hence 
it is that I have said to the Senate that I was 
perfectly willing to accept the proposition 
which has been made here in good faith, and 
that I did not intend any human being should 
suppose that I stood in the way of amnesty, 
which J regard as having been offered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. :l renew, the motion to 


adjourn, 

Mr. HAMLIN. TI ask the Senator from 
Vermont to give way to me for a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There will be no objec- 
tion to the Senator’s saying a word by unan- 
imous consent while the motion is pending. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I voted to unite amnesty 
and civil rights. Idid not hanker after am- 
nesty. I did vote for it after it was put in 
connection with the civil rights bill. Ishould 
not have voted for amnesty in a separate bill. 
Now, we have a bill from the House which 
suits me better than any bill we have had. I 
saw that both measures fell by uniting them, 
aud I stated, I believe, on that occasion, and 
again this morning, that I would not again 
vote to unite those two measures. I have 
asked my friend from Vermont to withdraw 
the motion to adjourn simply for the purpose 
of retracting what I have said. We have ten 
dered to the gentlemen on'the other side a 
proposition. that would give them amnesty. 
They scorn it, They thrust it from them. 
change my position, and 1 will not be bound 
by what | said here this morning, but I will 
vote, if I choose, to unite these bills, and thus 
make them go together or not goatall. When 
we tender it to men here who want amnesty as 
a separate measure, the way in which they can 
have it, they do not seek it. They must not 
ask for my vote again; and there are other 
Senators around me who are against amuesty 
who stand just as'I do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [I insist on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘the Senator 
from Vermont moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senate will vote 
the motion down. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I hope the Senator 
will withdraw it, and let us see if we cannot 
get a vote. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is perfectly. useless.. 
T insist on the motion. i 


| amendment. 


Mr. CARPENTER. Then let us vote it 
down. . 

The question being put, there. were, on a 
division—ayes twenty-four 


Mr. CAMERON.. I ask 


nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So do I. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
mission to. make a proposition. aat 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By. unani- 
mous consent it can be done. - : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us go ahead.: 

Mr. SPENCER. Go on with the roll-call. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont.. I was merely 
going. to propose that we shall vote on the 
civil rights measure with any amendments 
with the understanding that no other business 
shall be taken: up until we take up the am- 
nesty bill and vote upon that, and any amend- 
ments that are offered, until it is disposed of 
without debate. : 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I. shall propose: to 
amend that as I did some time ago. š 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . Go ahead with the roll- 
call. i 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 
will be voted down. : 2 

The question being taken. by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 23;:as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Caldwell, Chandler, 
Clayton, Conkling, Edmunds, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Hamilton of‘l'exas, Osborn, Pomeroy, Sauls- 
bury, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, Vick- 
ers, Wilson, and Wright—20. à 

NAYS— Messrs, Anthony, Blair, Cameron, Car- 
poenter, Onsgerly, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of 

Vest Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, Johnston, Kelly, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- 
wood, Nye, Patterson, Pratt, Ransom, Robertson, 
Sawyer, and Scott—23. 

ABSEN'T—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Iowe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morton, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, 
Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, ‘Lip- 
ton, Trumbull, West, and Windom—3l, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn, ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on taking up Senate bill No. 99. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am. op- 
posed tothe civil rights bill. in all‘its forms, 
I believed this morning when it was moved to 
take it up, and it was said it would pass, it 
was intended to be forced upon the minority ; 
but I accept now, in good faith, what many of 
the members of the majority have said. Of 
course I shall not vote for the civil rights bill 
in any form, not even to take it up; but E 
understand that after that, the House amnesty 
bill will be taken up and passed without 
Believing thatit is intended by 
the Senate that. that shall be done, and that 
all who have expressed themselves favorable 
to that course will so vote, I am now disposed 
and ready to vote on the pending motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The ques- 
tion is on taking up Senate bill No. 99. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 


for the yeas and 


I ask. per-. 


I hope the motion 


i} as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 


consideration of the bill (S. No. 99) supple- 
mentary toan act entitled ‘‘An act to protect 
all citizens of the United States in their civil 
rights, and to furnish the means for their vin- 
dication,’’? passed April 9, 1866. 

Mr. WILSON. The bill has been read sev- 
eral times. 

Mr, CARPENTER, I move to amend the 
bill by striking out all after the enacting 
clause, and inserting in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: ; 

Whoever, being a corporation or natural person, 
and owner, or in charge of any public inn, or of any 
place of public amusement or entertainment for 
which a license from any legal authority is required; 
or of any line of stage-coaches, railroad, or other 
means of public carriage of passengers or freight, 
shall make any distinction asto admission or accom- 
modation therein, of any citizen of the United States, 
because of race, color, or previous condition of ser- 
vitude, shall, on conviction thereof, be fined not less 
than $500 nor more than $5,000 for each offense; and 
the person or corporation so offending shall be liable 
to the citizens thereby injured in damages to be 
recovered in an action of debt. 


1872. 
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Src. —. That the ofensesunderthis act, and actions 
to recover damages, may be prosecuted before any 
territorial, district, or circuit court. of the United 
States having jurisdiction of crimes at the place 
where the offense was charged to have been com- 


mitted. ; . 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend the 


amendment in lines two, three,.and four, by: 


striking out the words ‘‘or of any place of 


- public aniusement. or entertainment for which 


+ 


a license from any legal authority is required.”’ 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope neither of these 
amendments will be. adopted. I am in favor 
of civil rights, and I want the bill as originally 
introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
I shall ask for the yeas and nays on each and 
every, amend meni. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Let the amendment be 
read by the Clerk as “it will read if amended 
as proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment as 
proposed to be amended. 

Mr. THURMAN. .My amendment is to 
strike out the provision in regard to places of 
public amusement and entertainment. - Then 
the bill will be confined to public inns and 
public conveyances, railroads, stage-coaches, 
and the like. . 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask for the. yeas and 
nays on that amendment. .I hope the amend- 
ment will be voted down. ` 

Mr. CAMERON. Oh, no; do not call the 
yeas and nays; we will vote it down, 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to have the 
yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 14, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Ste- 
venson, Thurman, and Vickers—~14. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Caldwell, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 

ragin, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Logan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy. Pool, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Sprague, Wilson, 
and Wright—29. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Davis of Kentucky, Ed- 
munds, Fenton, ery, of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Kel- 
logg, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Rice, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, West, and Windom—al, 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend the 
amendment in line twelve by striking out the 
word ‘‘hundred.’? It now provides that any 
person who ‘shall make any distinction as to 
admission or accommodation therein, of any 
citizen of the United States, because of race, 
color, ox previous condition of servitude, 
shall, on conviction thereof, be fined not less 
than $500 nor more than $5,000 for each 
offense.” f 

T'he deprivation may be the slightest in the 
world, it may not be an injury to the person 
to the extent of one cent even; and yet here 
is this enormous and monstrous minimum fine 
of $500. I move to strike out:‘‘ hundred” 
so as to leave it five dollars, and I ask for the 
yeas and nays. - [“No 1} “Nol’’} - 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment in the form of 
a substitute. 

Mr. WILSON. 
on.the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish simply to say I do 
not desire to argue this question; that I hope 
the amendment will not prevail. I shall vote 
against it. . 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihopeit will prevail. 

Mr.SPENCER. I hopethat the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin will not pre- 
vail. I consider it emasculating the bill en- 
lirely, and I hope it will be voted down, and 
that every genuine friend of civil rights will 
yote against it. 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I hope the 
amendment will not prevail. We have had 
several votes upon this subject; the subject 
has been discussed, and the -opinion of the 
Senate bas been expressed over and. over 
again in favor of. retaining the provisions in 
reference to public schools. 


thereby very much impairs the effect of the 
bill. Now, as to public schools at the North, 
in mostof the States they have already adopted 
this provision, and: it works. well; and if it 


works well at the North, there is greater pro-, 


priety that in States where the colored people 
are so large a proportion of the population 
they should have. equal rights. I shall vote 
against the amendment, and hope it will not 
prevail. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope the amendment 
will not prevail. .I desire to see this question 
settled for all time. I believe the adoption of 
the proposition as embodied by the bill of the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SumyeEr] will settle the question and make any. 
future legislation unnecessary. l believe that 
if this substitute is adopted this vexed ques- 
tion will be. still before the country, a source 
of trouble in future legislative bodies. 

Mr. LOGAN. But a word, sir. I do not 
ask anybody to accommodate me in arranging 
the bill, and do not suppose it would be done 
anyhow. But the Senator from New Jersey 
is mistaken when he says that this provision is 
the only one stricken out that was in the other 
bill. There was a provision in reference to 
jurors in the other bill that probably prevented 
several Republicans from voting for the bill, 
as well as the provision in reference to com- 
mon schools. Now, I am in bopes that. the 
question of common schools will be settled ; 
and the question of common schools in my 
State is settled. 

I have persistently voted against this bill as 
an amendment to the amnesty bill, and should 
have voted against it separately, on the ground 
that it interfered with State laws. I was will- 
ing to vote for any proposition that would not 
have interfered with the laws of the States; 
but I find gentlemen who are not willing to be 
as accommodating on my side. I say that 
where you interfere with State laws you will do 
more injury to the colored people than you 
will by passing a law leaving that matter out to 
be regulated by the States to suit themselves, 
as has been done in nearly every other State. 
For that reason, I hope this amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be adopted. 

Mr. SPENCER. Iam very much afraid that 
the civil rights bill is going to be this morning 
in this thin Senate entirely emasculated and 
rendered practically useless. It is unfair and 
unjust to take a vote upon this bill during the 
absence of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Oh P? Oh ?] and as the bill will be the 
unfinished business at twelve o’clock, I move, 
therefore, in order that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts who has introduced this bill may be 
present, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CARPENTER. lask the Senator to 
withdraw that motion for a moment. 

Mr. SPENCER. Very well. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator from 
Massachusetts has been sent for and requested 
to attend. He has had fair notice. This mat- 
ter has beer discussed for several days. Now 
do let us settle it. I hope the motion to adjourn 
will be voted down. 

Mr. SPENCER. I insist on the motion to 
adjourn, as the Senator from Massachusetts is 
not here. I want to allow every opportunity 
for him to be here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Alabama moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

‘A division was called for on the motion. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I suggest. that a committee 
be appointed to wait on the, Senator from 
Massachusetts and request his attendance, 
[laughter,] and that the Senator from Ala- 


Tunderstand that. 
this substitute strikes out public schools, and. 


H 


Hri be chairman of the committee. [Laugh- 
ter. ae : 
The question being ‘put, the: ayes were six; 
noes not counted. So’ the motion was not 
agreed to. $ eT tea es 
_The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The: ques- 
tion recurs: on the substitute, and the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. ge 8, 
The question being taken. by yeas and nays, 
résulted—yeas 22, nays 20; as follows: o oi a7 
YEAS— Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Caldwell. Carpeén- 
ter, Casserly, Cole; Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Pool, Ransom; Sauls» 
bury, Scott, Stevenson, Thurman, .Vickers, and 
Wright—22. , EAR 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, : Robertson, Sawyer, 
Spencer, Sprague, and Wilson—2u. : 
ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Hdinunds, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Morton, Patterson, Pratt, Kamsey, 
Rice, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Tipton, Trumbull, West, and Windom—382. 


So the amendment. was agreed to. | 
Mr. THURMAN.. I: move to lay the-bill 

on the table. Sa 
The motion was not agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole was concurred iu. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Imove an amendment, 
the object of which is simply to give the right 
of appeal or writ of error in all these cases. 
I will state before the amendment is read, for 
the benefit of those who are not lawyers, that 
as the law now stands no appeal to the :Su- 
preme Court can be taken unless the amount 
of money involved is $2,000, and if there is a 
conviction here ‘there is no provision for an 
appeal. That ought to be provided for. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to add to the bill the words “ with a right 
of appeal or to have a writ of errorin any case 
to the Supreme Court of the United States.” 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘The Senator from Cali- 
fornia is speaking’ of civil cases. This bill 
provides for a crime punishable by indictment, 
and in criminal cases there is no appeal or writ 
of error to the Supreme Court, and therefore 
there is a double necessity for. adopting : the 
amendment. i 

Mr. CASSERLY. There is a provision for 
civil actions in this bill. 1 believe I am right. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Yes, sir. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 


| tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 


California. ' 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. I move in line twelve to 
strike out the word ‘five’? and insert ‘‘one,’’ 
and to strike out the word “ thousand’? and 
insert ‘‘ hundred ;” so as to read, ‘‘be fined 
not less than $100 nor more than $500.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will observe that part of the amendment has 
been concurred in in the form in which it 
stands, and cannot be amended. 

Mr: BAYARD. ‘That is not the same 
amendment which was offered by the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio. He moved to strike 
out “hundred” entirely, so as to make it 
“five dollars.’? My motion is to make it 
it $100.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment was rejected in Commiitee of the Whole, 
and the Senate has concurred in the amend: 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole as 
it appears now in the bill. The Senator can 
move to reconsider, and. thus accomplish his 
object. [Nol “No!??] 

Mr. THURMAN. I submit to those who 
are better advised that it is not in order to 
move simply to strike out part of the amend- 
ment that has been adopted in Committee'of 
the Whole, because it has been inserted in the 
bill, and you cannot then move to strike out 
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part; but isit notin order to move to strike 
out and insert? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
did not understand the Senator to move to 
strike out and insert. i 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes he moved to strike 
out ‘five’? and insert ‘‘one.”’ a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is not 
adding to the substitute as concurred in. 
the Senator moves to strike out and add to 
the language of the substitute, it would be in 
order, 28 2 

Mr. BAYARD. I expressly stated that I 
proposed to. insert ‘‘ one’? instead of ‘‘ five,”? 
and the word ‘hundred’? instead of the word 
‘thousand,’ in the twelfth line. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third ‘reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the. passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPENCER. As this is-ouly a partial 
civil rights bill, I cannot vote for it, and. I hope 
all the real genuine friends of civil rights will 
do the same thing. 

Mr. OSBORN, I desire to say in this con- 
nection that my colleague [Mr. Gitperr] is 
absent on account of illness. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Corbett, Cragin, Forry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hamlin, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Scott, Sprague, Wilson, and Wright—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, 
Stevenson, Thurman, and Vickors—l4. 

ABSEN'T—Messrs, Alcorn, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Davis ot Kentucky, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Harlan, Li, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellocg, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Morton, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Rice, Schurz, Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Stock- 
ton, Sumner, Tipton, ‘Trumbull, West, aad Win- 

om-—82. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. CARPENTER... I move to amend the 
title by substituting the title prefixed to the 
amendment which { send to the Chair, so as 
to read, “A bill to declare and. enforce the 
civil rights of citizens of the United States.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. ‘1 move to reconsider 
the vote by which this bill was passed, and I 
move to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, We never do that here. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. l move to recon- 
sider——[‘* No P? “No!??] 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from South 
Carolina is right. He would be wrong if he 
were to Jay the motion on the table, because 
that would pass the bill; but he can make a 
motion to reconsider, and then if the amnesty 
bill does not pass, if there is not good faith 
about that—— 

Mr. POMEROY, He can move it within 
two'days. He need not hurry now. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the bill will be 
reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina moves to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. CAMERON. I, for one, will vote 
against the amnesty bill if this is to be recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. POMEROY. So will I, too. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina moves to recousider 
the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr, CAMERON, I will not allow myself. 
to be put ìn that position. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. My object in making 
the motion was to have the motion to recon- 

- sider voted down, not agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. The motion can be 
made at any time within two days. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion is on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I withdraw the motion. I] 


The ques- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 


to reconsider is withdrawn. 
REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to take up the 
House bili No. 2761, to remove political dis- 
abilities imposed by the fourteenth article of 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States. i : ` 

Mr. CLAYTON. I ask the honorable Sen- 
ator from South Carolina to give me. one’ 
moment, Pi ‘ 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I decline to yield 
until the motion is agreed to. The agreement 
was to take up this bill immediately after the 
passage of the other bill, and I call on Sen- 
ators to stand up to their agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of ihe Senator trom 
South Carolina. i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2761) to remove 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
article of amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Believing that the result 
of the vote just had on the civil rights bill will 
not be the same as if a full Senate were here, 
ĮI enter a motion to reconsider that vote. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘That is right. Let the 
motion be entered. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bill and insert 
the following —— 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask that the House 
bill be first reported. I have never heard it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be read by the Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senute and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, (two thirds of each House concurring 
therein,) That all political disabilities imposcd by 
tho third section of the fourteenth article of amend- 
ments of the Constitution of the United States are 
hereby removed from all persons whomsoever, ex- 
cept Senators and Representatives of the Thirty- 
Sixth and Thirty-Seventh Congresses, officers in the 

udicial, military, and naval service of the United 


States, heads of Departments, and foreign ministers 
of the United States. 


- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama.isto strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert a 
substitute. : 

Mr. SPENCER. It is Senate bill No. 5, 
with the exceptions contained in it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the amendment, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope it will not be 
agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY. I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. The substitute, I 


understand, is the Senate bill. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Chair understands. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Chand- 
ler, Clayton, Frelinghuysen, Morrill of Vermont, 
Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Spencer, Wilson, 
and Wright—l4. 

NAYS— Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Casserly, Cole, Conkling, Cooper, Corbett, 
Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Reny of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamlin, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, and Vickers—32, 

ABSENT—Messrs, Aleorn, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds. Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
‘Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Morton, Pratt, Ramsey. Rice, Schurz, Sher- 
man, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Trumbull, West, 
and Windom—28, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. AMES. Would an amendment to this 
bill be in order at the present time? 
The. PRESIDING OFFICER.. 

order. j 
Mr. AMES.: Imove as an amendment the 


So the 


Tt. is in 


z 


-each offense; 


following, which is the. civil. rights bill which 
passed a few moments since. 

The Cmr CLerx. It is proposed to insert 
as. additional sections the following : 


Whoever, being a corporation or natural person, 
and.owner, or in charge of any public’ inn; or of 
any place of public amusement or entertainment 
for which a license from any legal -authority is ro- 
quired; or of any line.of stage-coaches, railroad, or 
other means of public carriage. of, passengers, or 
freight, shall make any distinction as to admission 
or accommodation therein of any citizen: of the 
United States, because of race, color, or. previous 
condition of servitude, shall, on conviction thereof, 
be fined not less than $500 nor more than $5,000 for 
and the person ‘or. corporation so 
offending shall be liable io the. citizens thereby 
injured, in damages to be recovered in an action of 

ebt. 4 

Sec. —. That the offenses under this act, and 
actions to recover damages, may be prosceuted be- 
fore any territorial, district, or circuit. court of the 
United States. having jurisdiction of crimes at tho 
place where the. offense-was charged to have been 
committed. 

Mr. AMES. I offer this as an amendment 
simply because I believe that the bill as it 
passed a ‘short: time’ since as a separate bill, 
called the civil rights bill, will be defeated in 
the House, and'it is my desire that it should 
become the law; and while I may have my 
doubts as to its being. appended to this bill; L 
think it my duty to offer itas an amendment. 
--Mr. ROBERTSON. Iappeal to the Senator 
from Mississippi; it is not in good: faith ; the 
understanding we had—— ~- 

Several Sewarors. ` Vote it down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The under- 
standing was that amendments should be 
offered. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from. Mississippi. 

Mr. AMES. I wish to say that those per- 
sons who made this understanding stated ex- 
pressly that they only spoke for themselves, 
that they did not attempt to bind any one else ; 
and it was agreed that amendments should be. 
offered. I submitted myself to no under- 
standing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. : Ty os 

Mr. POMEROY called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 81; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Chandler, Clayton, Flana- 
gan, Frelinghuysen, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Spen- 
cer, Wilson, and Wright—11, : 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland; Hamlin, Johnston, 
Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Pool, 
Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, Tipton, and Vick- 
ers—ol, 

ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Conkling, Davis of Ken-' 
tucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitch- 
cock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Verniont, ù 
Morton, Patterson, Pratt, Ramsey. Rice, Schurz, 


Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Trumbull, 
West, and Windom—s2. 


So the amendment was rejected.. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 offer'as an 
amendment what I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to add as an additional section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. —. That before any person shall be entitled 
to the benefit of the preceding section of this act he 
shall, within the district where he resides, before a 
clerk of some court of the United States, or a United 
States commissionor, take and ‘subscribe an oath or 
affirmation to supportthe Constitution of the United 
States, and to bear true faith and allegiance to the’ 
same; which oath or affirmation shall be forwarded 
by said officer to the Secretary of State of the United. 
States, who shail cause a list of all.persons comply- 
ing with the provisions of this act to be laid before 
Congress at the opening of each session thereot; 
and the officer before whom such oath or affirmation 
is madeshali give to the person taking. it a certifi- 
cate of the fact, under such forms andregulations as 
the Secretary of State shall prescribe. 


Mr. THURMAN. I really: hope. that will 
notbe adopted. - I think it never ought to have 
been in any of these bills.: It has no other. 
effect in the world than to make fees, and to 
make conspicuous the names. of men on record 
as having been disloyal to the Government, to 
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be thrown up to their children and children’s 
children for generations to come, the very 
thing of all others we ought to avoid. 

Mr. BLAIR. I want to make a remark. 

There is no sort of necessity for this, because 
no man can hold office without taking the oath 
anyhow. ; 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. This is one of 
the sections of the bills that passed the House 
that received the approval of two thirds of the 
House, and it seems to.me-a very proper amend- 
ment to be made to the bill. | : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I offer as an 
amendment to the bill these words, to-be in- 
serted after the word ‘‘ officers” in the eighth 
line; ‘‘ who were at the time of the rebellion.”’ 
It reads now— ; 

That all political disabilities imposed by the third 

section of the fourteenth amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States are hereby removed from 
all persons whomsoever, except Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in the Thirty-Sixth and Thirty-Seventh 
Congresses, officers in the judicial, military, and 
naval service of the United States. 
My amendment makes it read, ‘ officers who 
were at the time of the rebellion in the judi- 
cial, military, or naval service of the United 
States,” and then after the word‘ States” I 
propose to insert ‘who,’ and in the tenth 
line to substitute the word ‘‘ or” for “and.” 

Mr. CONKLING.. I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey, if he will allow me, 
‘the provision being that the disabilities im- 
posed by the fourteenth amendment shall be 
removed, and those disabilities only acting 
upon such persons as are there described as 
were such persons when the rebellion broke 
out, are his words of. definition at last neces- 
sary to the meaning, the exception being from 


the operation of the fourteenth amendment, į 


and that amendment operating upon none 
such officer¥ except those who were so when 
the rebellion broke out? Is it not, although 
perhaps not in the form the Senator would 
have employed, unmistakably plain in its sig- 
nificance? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. My answer to 
the suggestion of the Senator from New York 
is this: that the exception is notto the opera- 
tion of the fourteenth amendment; the excep- 
tion is to the operation of this act. 

Mr. CONKLING. No; if my friend will 
pardon me, that misled me a little at first. 
This, as I understand, is the. provision: all 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment are removed from all persons whomso- 
ever except the following persons, thereby 
meaning ‘but said disabilities are not re- 
moved;’’ that is, the operation of the four- 
teenth amendment does not cease as to the 
following persons. Now, inasmuch as such 
persons were operated upon only provided 
they were such persons when the rebellion 
broke out, I submit to the Senator it is like 
an exception from a grant. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is perfectly clear, 
the Senator from New Jersey will see on a 
moment’s reflection. The disabilities are re- 
moved from all persons except certain per- 
sons; they must be persons under disability ; 
otherwise they are not under the fourteenth 
amendment. They are persons under dis- 


ability and excepted from this amnesty. They 


cannot be under disability unless they were 
persons who were such at the time of the 
rebellion. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The question is 
whether those military officers who were offi- 
cers of the rebel army are by that provision 
excepted from this exemption. It does not 
say that, unless these words mean that; it says 
“those in the judicial, military, and naval ser- 
vice of the United States.’ It speaks in the 
present time. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator’s idea is, 
if I understand him, this, and I should like to 


understand him: suppose there should be, as 
in theory there is, somebody who is nowin the 
judicial service of the United States, and upon 
whom this amendment did operate, the Sen- 


ator’s idea is that the exception is confined to 
him, whether there is such a person in fact or- 


not; and that thus the operation would be con- 
fined to him. I think there is some. force 
given that idea. That is a different view of 
the subject. } ; 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That isthe way 
it strikes me. That class of persons whom we 
want to except from this exemption are not 
described in this exception. 

Mr. BLAIR. Whois it you want to except? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We want toex- 
cept those who were at the time of the rebel- 
lion in the judicial, military, or naval service 
of the United States, 

Mr. CARPENTER. That should be “at 
the commencement of the rebellion’? if it is 
to be changed at all, £ 

Mr. THURMAN. I submit that it is not 
necessary to change it at all. That is to be 
taken in connection with the disqualifying 
clause in the fourteenth amendment, which 
only applies to the persons named. This 
bill is absolutely just as certain ag if it said 
‘6 political disabilities shall be removed from 
everybody except Jefferson Davis and Alex- 
ander H. Stevens.” 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We had better 
make it plain. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is no necessity to 
send the bill back to the House for any such 
purpose. It is an exceedingly well-drawn bill. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I simply call 
for the yeas and nays on it. If the Senate 
think it sufficiently plain they may so vote. I 
think that there is grave doubt whether that 
class of persons who are intended to be ex- 
cepted from this removal of disabilities are 
described in the exception. These words will 
describe them, and I ask for the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I submit that this’ bill 
is full and complete. It not only excepts 
those who were officers of the Army and Navy 
at the very time the rebellion broke out, but 
those who were officers of the Army and Navy 
at any time previous to the rebcilion. I sub- 
mit that this bill is full and complete. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say one word 
to relieve myself from whatever may have been 
the impression made by the question I asked 
my honorable friend from New Jersey. Iam 
satisfied, after hearing him, upou reflection 
that there is more of this question than was 
answered by the snggestion I made to him. 
Now, let me state it if I can in a single word. 
Intheory of law, however it may be in point 
of fact, there are men disqualified by the 
fourteenth amendment who now occupy the 
places there discribed. Therefore, the excep- 
tion is satisfied by its operation upon those 
men. Let me illustrate a little further: here 
is a man who was in the service of the United 
States, and had taken an oath; he added per- 
jury to treason, and the fourteenth amendment 
disqualifies him ; that man is now in a judi- 
cial place. 

Mr. THURMAN. How can he be in it? 

Mr: LOGAN. Has he been relieved? 

Mr. CONKLING. If Senators will allow 
me, I am coming to that point. The Senator 
from Illinois puts a very proper question, 
“ Has he been relieved?” Yes, I say to the 
Senators, hundreds and thousands have been 
relieved. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then it does not apply to 


him. 
Mr. CONKLING. Let us see whether it 
does not: 


All thedisabilities imposed by the third section of 
the fourtcenth amendment— . 


Not ifthey have not been relieved hereto- 
fore, but all disabilities imposed— 
are removed from all persons whomsoever except 


Senators and Representatives ofthe Thirty-Sixth and: 
Thirty-Seventh Congresses, officers:in the judicial, 
military, and naval service of the United States: 

- Now. stop there. Here isa: man who was. 
disqualified ‘by. the fourteenth amendment: 
That man has: been relieved; although: that is 
immaterial; at any rate in point-of fact; or in: 
theory of law, he is now.or may be in, one of, 
the Departments here.: He is excepted. Does: 
not that satisfy us? That is. the question) Sup- 
pose, if the fact is important to aid the theory, 
of law, there is only one man.  Sapposé now 
some man has been restored to the:naval:ser- 
vice who was disqualified, this exception takes 
effect upon him. 

Mr. LOGAN. Could he have been restored 
without being relieved of his disablities ?: 

Mr. CONKLING,. Probably not. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. Then it does not apply to 
him ; it only applies to those who are under 
disabilities by the fourteenth article of amend- 
ments to the Constitution. e 

Mr. CONKLING. -Bat there is one of the 
troubles; it does.not say so; if it said that all 
disabilities now resting upon these persons.are 
removed, so be it. But. what does it say? 

“All disabilities imposed by the third: section: of: 
the fourteenth article of amendments to,the Consti- 
tution are hereby removed, except,” &e. ` 

I do not mean to argue this, but I am bound 
to say as to the question I put to the Senator 
from New Jersey, that I think” that. question 
did not meet the whole point, and I think this 
bill in place of being very carefully drawn, as 
I heard some Senator say, was drawn by some- 
body holding the pen to whom this idea did 
not occur one way or-the other. If it did I 
do not think this choice of phraseology would 
have been made, : i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qués- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey. : 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 27; ds follows : f 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Chand- 
ler, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, 
Opora, Patterson: Pomeroy, Spencer, Sutaner, and 

right—18. 4 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Cameron, Carpen- 
ter, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Davisiof West yiginia, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Jobn- 
ston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Pool, 
Ransom, Robertson, Saulshury, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, Tipton, and Vick- 


ers-——27, ` 

ABSENT--Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Buckingbam, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Morton, Pratt, Rumsey, Rice, Schurz, Sher- 
man, Stewart, Stockton, Trumbull, West, Wilson, 
and Windom—29. 


-So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. : 

Mr. SUMNER. I send to the Chair an 
amendment known as the supplementary civil 
rights bill. : 

Mr. STEVENSON. I rise to a question 
of order. That has already been offered by 
the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. SPENCER. That was in Committee 
of the Whole, not in the Senate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have withdrawn: it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator desire the reading of the amendment? 

Mr. SUMNER. Not unless the Senate de- 
sire it. 

Several Sevators. It has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I under- 
stand that in my absence and without any 
notice to me from any quarterthe Senate have 
adopted an emasculated civil rights bill, with 
two essential safeguards wanting, one con- 
cerning the common schools and the other 
concerning the jury. The otiginal bill cons 
tains both, and I now ask the Senate ‘most 
solemnly to consider whether, while deereeing - 


The Chair 
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equal. rights for all. in this land, they.will say 
that:those-equal rights shall not prevail in the 
common schools and inthe jury-box. Such, 
sir, l-understand to have been the vote of the 
Senate: : What- will ensue should it be’ con- 
firmed: bythe other House? The spirit of 
caste will receive new sanction in the educa- 
tion: of childrens: justice will find a new im- 
pediment in the jury-box:: Sir, I plead forthe 
colored race, who unhappily have no. repre- 
sentative on. this floor. a , 

Lask the Senate to set: its face against that 
spirit. of caste now prevailing in the common 
schools, against that injustice which is now in- 
stalled in the jury-box. LT insist that the Sen- 
ate shall not lose this great opportunity. You 
recognize’ the commanding principle of the 
pill.” Why not, then, apply it throughout, so 
that hereafter there shall be no question ; for, 
sir, be well assured there is but one way of 
settling this great cause, and that is by con- 
ceding these equal rights. So long as they 
are denied, you will have the colored people 
justly” complaining and knocking at your 
doors, and may I say so long as I remain in 
this Chamber you will have me, perpetually 
demanding their rights. I cannot, I will not 
cease. I ask, sir, that this great strife may be 
brought to an end, and the cause settled for- 
ever. Now is the time. But this cannot be 
except by tha establishment: of equal rights 
absolutely and completely wherever the law 
can reach. ` 

Sir, early in life I vowed myself to nothing 
less than the idea of making the principles 
and promises of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence a living reality. This was my aspiration. 
For that I have labored constantly ; and now 
at this moment, as its fulfillment seems within 
reach, I appeal to my fellow-Senators not to 
lose the great opportunity, Make, I entreat 
you, the Declaration of Independence in its 
principles and promises a living letter; make 
it a practical reality. 

I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. One word more. You are 
about to decree the removal of disabilities 
from those who have been in rebellion. Why 
will you not with better justice decree a simi- 
lar removal of disabilities from those who 
have never injured you? Why will you not 
give to the colored race that same amnesty 
which you now offer to former rebels? Sir, 
you cannot go before the country with this 
unequal measure awarding amnesty to rebels 
and still keeping the colored race under the 
ban of exclusion. Therefore, sir, do I insist 
that amnesty shall not become a law unless at 
the same time the equal rights of all are 
secured. In our debates this winter I have often 
said this, and I repeat it now with all the 
earnestness of my nature. Would that I were 
stronger, that I might impress it upon the 
Senate, ; 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Clayton, Elan- 
agan, Frelinghuysen, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Spencer, Sprague, Sumner, and 
Wilson—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of 
West, Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Johuston, Kelly, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, Stevenson, 
Thurman, Tipton, and Vickers—27. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Brownlow, 


Buckingham, Chandler, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of į 


Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitch- 
cock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morton, Osborn, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Rice, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, 
Trumbull, West, Windom, and Wright—32. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. 


for it, but, sir, 1 should be unworthy of my 
seat us a Senator, if I voted for it while the 
colored race are shut out from their rights, and 
the ban of color is recognized in this Cham- 
_ber. Sir, the time has uot come for amnesty. 


You must. be. just to the-colored race. before 
you are generous to former rebels... I do not 
like to. present that idea, bat it belongs to this 
moment, 


now let it not go forth that I am against am- 


nesty.. Isay here from my seat I am for am-, 
nesty, provided jt can be associated with: the: 


equal rights of the colored race; but.if not 


‘so associated, then, so help me God, I. am 


against it. . 


The bill was ordered to a third reading and. 


read the third time. : . l 

Mr. SUMNER. Iask forthe yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. be 3 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 38, nays 2; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamlin, Hill, Johuston, Kelly, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- 
wood, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Sawyer, Scott, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, 
Tipton, Trumbull, and Vickers—38. 

NAYS—Messrs. Nye and Sumner—2. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Chandler, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morton, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Schurz, Sherman, 
Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, West, Wilson, Windom, 
and Wright—34. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Two thirds 
having voted in favor of the bill, the bill is 
passed. 


IOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I move to proceed 
with the consideration of the motion which 
was made to reconsider the vote on the passage 
of the civil rights bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mean time Task consent 
of the Senate to introduce a motion that when 
we adjourn we adjourn to meet at two o’clock 
on Wednesday. 

. Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senator will 
say three o'clock.. We who belong to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections have 
been in session now twenty-four consecutive 
hours with the exception of one hour’s recess. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 will modify it, and say 
three o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maine moves that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be to meet to-morrow, the 
22d, [{laughter, ] at three o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL RIGBTS. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to consider the motion to recon- 
sider the vote passing the civil rights bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope that motion will 
not be proceeded with now. This is a thin 
Senate. There ought to be a full Senate to 
decide finally upon that important measure. 
It is proposed to sacrifice in two important 
respects the equal rights of the colored race, 
and I insist that the sacrifice shall not be con- 
summated except in a full Senate. Many are 
now absent who, if here, would become the 
defenders of the colored race. I ask that the 
Senate shall wait for them, that it shall not 
at this late hour undertake to decide on this 
important question-——— 

Several Senators. Let us adjourn. > 

Mr. SUMNER. Itherefore move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Oh, no; I hope not. 

The motion was not agreed to ; there being 


|| ona division—ayes 12, noes 28. 
Mr. President, I long to! 
vote for amnesty, [ have always hoped to vote | 


Mr. CARPENTER. Now I insist on my 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. SUMNER. Onthat motion Task for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. CONKLING. Before I vote I should 


Lutter.ié. with. regret, for I long to. 
record my name in. behalf of. amnesty, and. 


like to be sure that I-vote understandingly. 
Before the Senator from Massachusetts came 
in, it was the intention of the Senate to vote 
upon the amnesty. bill, but. not to: do so until 
after.the civil rights bill had been. voted upon 
and passed, ifthere were votes enough to pass it. 
Now, if I understand the motion remaining 
pending to reconsider the civil rights bill, and 
no.such motion being made about. the amnesty 
bill, the amnesty. bill is. passed as the House 
passed. it, it becomes a law, and the civil rights 
bill is left hanging; and. if. any..majority can 
be. found ‘hereafter to reconsider it, then we 
shall: have. lost. entirely everything for which 
we contended on the subject of civil rights. 

I thought the Senator from Massachusetis 
might perhaps give me his: attention, as I was 
seeking information from him. I.wish to pre- 
sent to him the question whether the present 
predicament of this matter is quite what he 
wants. I should like to get a civil rights bill, 
and I would like to get, in, accordance with 
the votes I have given, the largest. civil rights 
bill we can get, which: I believe isthe identical 
bill the Senator is for. I submit to. him, there 
having been an understanding that no vote 
should be taken on the amnesty bill until the 
civil rights bill had a full opportunity and had 
been. passed, if we had votes enough to. pass 
it, and this motion having been entered, to 
reconsider the civil rights bill, if no such. mọ- 
tion is to be made in regard to the amnesty. 
bill, that goes, it is a House bill unamended, 
it becomes a law, it passes entirely beyond our 
reach, andin the mean time the Senator objects 
to having this motion to reconsider taken up or ' 
considered. Ifat any time hereafter, in the Sen- 
ator’s presence or in his absence, anybody shall 
be found an enemy of the civil rights bill to call 
up this motion. to reconsider this bill, I am 
afraid the Senator will see no civil rights bill, 
good, bad, or indifferent, during the residue 
of this session. Therefore, if the bill which 
we have passed is so inadequate that it is 
worse than. nothing, if civil righ®® as:to all 
public conveyances, as to inns, as. to all 
places of amusement, as to cemeteries, as to 
churches, and all that, are of no avail what- 
ever, because a majority of the Senate wus 
found to vote out the jury clause and the 
school clause, then the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is quite safe, and I am quite safe, in 
so voting now as to deprive ourselves. ulti- 
mately of the civil rights bill which we. have 
passed. But I submit to the Senator, if, on 
the contrary, this bill is worth something, it 
ought to go, inasmuch as his two propositions 
about the jury and about schools can stand 
by themselves as well as they can in this bill, 
whether he had not better try them hereafter 
by themselves; in other words, whether he 
had not better hold on to as much as he has, 
inasmuch as he can command just.as many 
votes in a separate bill. for the jury clause and 
for the school clause as he can here. 

With one other. suggestion I have done. 
The bill we passed is a Senate bill. It is 
therefore no better nor no worse than another 
bill which the Senator may introduce and 
carry, if he can, on the school question and 
the jury question, no more advanced.. It is 
not a House bill. If it is amended, that 
amendment will be no more advanced and no 
more likely to become a law than if he adopts 
it inaseparate bill. I only want to suggest 
to the Senator from Massachusetts that it is 
not worth while for him or for me to fall. be- 
tween two stools. We have the power to vote 
down or to carry the motion to reconsider, Í 
am told. Very likely; but if it is left bang- 
ing, and if at sometime hereafter, on the sug- 
gestion of some enemy of the bill, it is called 
up and the bill shall be reconsidered, and 
civil rights shall go by the board, it would 
certainly be not what those of us intended 
who struggled here for two or three hours this 
morning to insist that the civil rights bill 
should be considered before we would even 
allow a vote to be taken on the amnesty bill. 
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Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I had sup- 
posed that there was an understanding among 
the friends of civil rights that the bill for.their 
security should be kept on a complete equality 
with that for amnesty, which could be only by 
awaiting a bill from the House securing civil 
rights precisely as we have a bill from the 
House securing amnesty.. The two measures 
are not put on an -equality, when the Senate 
takes up a Howse bill for amnesty and takes 
up simply a Senate bill for civil. rights. : I do 


not wish to characterize the transaction; but 


to me itis painful, for it involves the sacri- 
fice of the egal rights of the colored race, as 
is plain, very plain. All this winter I have 
stood. guard here making:an ineffectual effort 
to: secure those rights, insisting always that 
they should be recognized side by side with 
those. of, former rebels. -Many Senators 
agreed with me, as I understood, but now at 
the last moment comes the sacrifice. The 
amnesty bill, which has already prevailed in 
the House, passes, and only awaits the signa- 
ture of the President; while an emasculated 
civil rights bill which has never passed the 
House is taken up and rushed through the Sen- 
ate. Who can tell its chances in the other 
House? And that, sir, is the way in which 
the Senate treats the rights of the colored 
race! 

Sir, E sound the cry. The rights of the 
colored race have been sacrificed in this Cham- 
ber where the Republican party has a large 
majority—that party by its history, its tradi- 
tions, and all its professions bound to their 
vindication, Sir, [sound the cry. Let it go 
forth that the sacrifice has been perpetrated. 
Amnesty has been adopted, but where are the 
equal rights of the colored race?’ Still afloat 
between the two Houses on an imperfect bill, 
and what is their chance? Pass theimperfect 
bill and still there is a denial of their equal 
rights; but what is the chance of passing even 
this imperfect measure? Who can say? Isit 
notasham? Is itnot a wrong which ought to 
ring through the land? 

Sir, I call upon the colored people of this 
country to take notice of the way in which their 
riglts are paltered with. I wish them to under- 
stand that bere in this Chamber, with a large 
majority of Republicans, this sacrifice has been 
accomplished, and let them see how it was 
done. They will take note that amnesty has 
been secured while nothing is secured to them. 
Now, sir, would you have your work effective, 
you should delay amnesty uatil a bill for civil 
rights has passed the House, and reaching this 
Chamber the two measures will then be ona 
complete equality. Anything else is sacrifice 
of the colored race; anything else is an aban- 
donment of an imperative duty on us. 


. Now, sir, lam unwilling that this sacrifice 


should proceed. I prefer, therefore, that. the 
bill which bas unhappily passed should be re- 
considered and amended, and I hopethat some 
friend of equal rights who has voted for am- 
nesty will enter a motion for reconsideration 
of that measure also, so that the two may be 
on an equality. Sir, I appeal to the Senator 
from South Carolina, I appeal to both Sen- 
ators of South Carolina, the Senator nearest 
me and the Senator over the way, who are 
declared friends of civil rights; I appeal to 
them not to see this sacrifice consummated. 
Let them at least enter a motion to reconsider 
the bill for amnesty, and allow it to wait until 
there has been definite action in favor of civil 
rights. Otherwise these two Senators, repre- 
senting large constituencies of colored fellow- 
citizens, will be ia this predicament, that they 
have speeded amnesty to final success while 
they have been content with a barren bill of 
civil rights, which is only a begianing and 
may end in nothing. To therebels they give 
. the rights they have claimed all. secured: by 
law ; to the colored people they award a piece 
of paper which may never bea law, 

Sir, I appeal to those Senators; let them 


now stand by the colored race. They need 
not desert those at the South whom they would 
gladly befriend by amnesty. I do not ask 
that, for I too am for amnesty. Let them now 
do their best endeavor to make amnesty and 
civil rights go-hand in hand.. Failing to make 
this effort they place themselves in: the. posi- 


tion of helping amnesty at the: expense of- 


civil rights. 

I hope, sir, that this question will go over 
until another day when we shall have a fall 
Senate, when I trust there will be:others who 
will be willing to stand by the equal rights of 
our colored citizens. 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope the Senator will 
allow me one moment. : . 

Mr. SUMNER, Certainly. =>>- : 

Mr. ANTHONY. I voted for both these 
bills.. I voted for them together several times, 
but I finally made-up my mind to vote for each 
of them separately. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts was absent when the first bill passed 
in which he has felt so. much interest, and of 
which he was the father. I think it will be 
fair to him to allow the question of reconsid- 
eration to be taken when the Senate is full, or 
to adjourn now if it is more agreeable to him. 
I do not suppose that motion can prevail; I 
do not know that Ishall vote for it, but I think 
the civil rights: bill we have passed is all that 
can be accomplished at this session, and per- 
haps more. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ifthe Senate will allow 
me to move to reconsider the other bill I have 
no objection to adjourning. 

Mr. CLAYTON. When I moved to recon- 
sider the civil rights. billl was aware of the 
fact that that bill was passed when the Senate 
was very thin. There was but a bare quorum. 
I did it for the purpose of allowing such an 
important measure to receive the action of a 
full Senate. I hope, therefore, that action 
will not be taken on the motion to reconsider 
now. I desire also while I have the floor to 
move to reconsider the amnesty bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now I am thankful to the 
Senator. Then the two will be on an equality. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to lay the 
motion to reconsider the amnesty bill on- the 


table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Illinois moves to lay on the table the 
motion of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Several Senators. ‘That carries the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not- 

Mr. THURMAN, Letus understand that. 
The rule of the House is that ifyou lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table, that kills 
the motion and does not carry the bill to the 
table. That is not the general rule of parlia- 
mentary law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator will allow 
ine, a few days ago I moved to reconsider an 
order by which the Senate tied itself up. A 
motion was made to lay that motion to recon- 
sider on the table, and it was carried, and the 
Vice President, then presiding, decided that 
the resolution was in force and the motion did 
not carry it tò the table. 

Mr. THURMAN, I want to know if that 
is the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was so decided on 
that oceasion. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is not the rule of par- 
Hamentary law. 
` Mr. CARPENTER. I rise to a point of 
order. The pending question, as I understand 
it, before the Senate is: will the Senate pro- 
ceed to consider the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the civil rights bill was passed. 
Pending that motion is it inorder for a Sen- 
ator to make a motion to reconsider another 
bill? 

Mr. SUMNER. It can be entered, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
sustains the point of order made by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, The question is on the 


I therefore move that: 


motion of the Senator from Wisconsin to: pro: 
ceed to the eonsideration -of :the- motion tò 
reconsider the civil rights bill. Ei gees 

Mr. THURMAN. : Iibeg leave: to say one: 
word. [hope our time: will not be: wasted in 
talking. The civil rights: bill’of the Senator 
from: Massachusetts: as an amendment: to the: 
amnesty ‘bill:this. morning- was: defeated’ by 
three ‘to one ;‘the bill-itself as:it passed; which 
he calls an emasculated bill, passed by two to 
one.. I was certainly against it, aid would 
like to see it defeated very much, but we-were' 
defeated two to one, aud theré‘is no necessity 
in the world for taking the yeas.and nays upon 
it-when there:can be:but.one resulti Fdo not 
think itis fair to those who have been in ses- 
sion in -committee-andin theSenate-for twenty 
four and a'half hours to: come in and delay us 
here upon this matter by merely taking the 
yeas and nays. [et us vote: ; : 

Mr. POMEROY.: If the motion’ to lay a 
motion to reconsider on the table prevails; the 
motion to day lays upon the table. It can be 
renewed at any time within two days: : In this 
body a motion to lay on the table ‘doesnot 
prevent us-going to the table and taking it 
up again. : fe EES N 

Mr. CLAXTON. I merely want to referito 
the remarks of the Senator from Ohio. = It is 
true that the civil rights bill was passed; and 
it was passed by a very large majority ;'butcif 
I recollect aright, the amendment striking ‘ont 
the school and jury clauses was very closely 
contested. ; : 

Mr. POMEROY. Only two majority. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Only two majority: I 
think, and there is where the whole question 
rests. While the Senate was-thin, with a bare 
quorum, that was only carried: by two ‘major- 


ity. : : : ; 

Mr SUMNER. I really think that: does 
make aground of appeal to the ‘fairness of 
the Senate, when you consider the importance 
of the question, and as it was carried by only 
two, I think the Senate ought to allow a vote 
to be taken ina fullSenate. [have no desire 
to occupy time. I move that the Senate do: 
now adjourn. f 

Mr. CARPENTER. I hope not. 

The motion was not agreed to. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, to take’ up the motion ‘to recon- 
sider the vote on the passage of the’ civil 
rights bill. l 

Mr. SAWYER. I will not trespass“upon 
the attention of the Senate more than two 
or three minutes; but I wish to say this: 
when the civil rights bill was brought‘up: to- 
night I voted against the substitution of the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin; 
I voted to adhere to the bill of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. “The Senate decided that 
the ‘substitute. offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin should be adopted in ‘place of the 
bill of the Senator from Massachusetts. The 
Senator from Massachusetts calls it an emas- 
culated bill. 

It is not all I desire, but it was perfectly 
evident tome from the expression in the Sen- 
ate at that time that it was all we could get 
at this session of Congress, When, therefore, 
the question was put-upon the bill itself, I voted 
for the bill, as I believe the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts himself would have done if be had 
been here. I do not think the Senator from 
Massachusetts would, with his record on this 
question, have consented to vote against taking 
so much as he could get. 

I do not see how the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts can vote to reconsider the passage of 
the bill we have passed to-night. It is not all 
that I wished. Ithink we ought to have had 
the bill of the Senator from Massachusetts” 
very nearly pure and simple; bat if we are to 
vote to reconsider this measure now: because 
it is not-all we desire, we should on the same’ 
principle have voted against or ‘voted © to 
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reconsider the. original civil rights bill becaüse 
it did: not contain all that this bill contains. 
Now, Mr. President, I do not-consider that I 
am false to the: colored people because I am 
willing: to-take for them all that this Congress 
will give. --Onthe other hand; it seems to me: 
we are doing a good work to get all- we can... If 
we allow: these: bills: to:stand; another. vote 
of the Senate may ‘embrace the two: subjects 
which have been:excluded from this bill, and 
which in the Senator's opinion have ‘ emas- 
culated”? ite ooo oe 
Mr. SUMNER: Mr. President, I have a 
reply to the Senator from South Carolina: He 


says. that the emasculation took place by a: 
majority. of two votes—two votes only in-a thin: 


Senate! And now. I ask, to save the equal 
rights of the colored race, I ask the vote and 
influence of that Senator to secure another 
opportunity for consideration in a full Senate, 
trusting that instead of two votes against those 
equal rights there will be a majority in their 
favor:; and the Senator refuses the opportun- 
ity. He says he has already voted, and this 
sacrifice was made by two majority. He sticks 
to the sacrifice, and will not allow. an oppor- 
tunity for reconsideration. 

But that is not all, and now I put the point 
to the Senator. He represents a large col- 
ored constituency, and.I had supposed, I had 
been induced to believe, that he was really in 
favor-of their equal rights. Perhaps I have 
been mistaken, but I have always understood 
that he was willing to require the recognition 
of their equal rights hand in hand with am- 
nesty.. Am I not right? Has not the Sen- 
ator declared his willingness, nay, bis desire, 
that the recognition of the two should go to- 
gether? Sir, I give him that credit, I so 
understand. He has so declared, and bas so 
insisted on this floor. Now, sir, he pushes 
amuesty forward and leaves the equal rights 
of the colored race to the uncertain issue of a 
bill which. has never yet passed the doors of 
the other House, Is that letting these meas- 
ures go hand in hand? Is that treating his 

colored fellow-citizens as he treats those once 
rebels? 

I have no desire to criticise ; I do not speak 
in any critical spirit; but I do defend a much 
oppressed people, and I appeal to the Senator 
who represents them in such large numbers to 
withhold his sanction from the sacrifice. I 
ask him to allow another opportunity that 
their equal rights may be secured, and I appeal 
to him—oh, sir, I wish that I had more power 
than L have—from the bottom of my heart do 
I appeal to that Senator, not to allow amnesty 
to become a law without at least a sincere, 
serious, and earnest effort to place equal rights 
by its side. 

Sir, I make the appeal. Iappeal to that 
Senator to arrest the amnesty measure until 
equal rights are secure. The Senator must 
not say that they are secured now. Nothing 
of that. The Senate bill is all he offers to 
them. To the others he offersalaw. When the 
two are on an equality, then will the Senator 
be justified in his course, but not till then. 
Not till then will his vote be otherwise than 
a.sacrifice of the colored race. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President——— 

Mr. WILSON, Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion. As we have agreed to meet at three 
o'clock, I suggest that we take the vote on 
this reconsideration at four o’clock, when we 
cam have a. full Senate and test the sense of 
the body and then adjourn, 

Mr. SPENCER. Without debate. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not suppose anybody 
desines to debate. 

Mr. SAWYER. I shall object to any ar- 
rangement that prevents my replying for a few 
moments to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Sumyver.] : 

Mr. President, this is not the first time when 
on this floor an appeal to. my constituents has 
been made by the Senator from Massachusetts 


against me, This is not the first time, nor the 


fifth, that that Senator has assumed here to: 


hold the whip of his disfavor over my head, 
and menaced me with the disapprobation of 
the colored people of this country. Now, let 


me tell that Senator, that illustrious as is his 
record, important as his movements: in favor ||. 


of equal rights:‘have been ‘in this. country, dis- 
tinguished as he is in this Chamber, in the 
nation, and in the world; his position gives him 
no right to crack the whip of bis arrogance 
over the humblest Senator who sitshere. And 
yet the Senator from Massachusetts loses no 
opportunity to charge upon his fellows here a 
betrayal of the rights of their feilow-citizens 
unless they consent to follow in a path which 
they know leads only to.a defeat of any meas- 
ure calculated to secure thosé rights. 
The honorable Senator stood here for years 
in almost a hopeless minority. He stood up 
bravely for the rights of man. The arrogance 
and tyranny of the spirit of slavery brought 
all their force upon him, yet he constantly, 
faithfully, and honorably represented not only 
the people who sent him here, but the interests 
of human liberty. A revolution has placed 
him in the majority; his opinions and princi- 
ples have triumphed; all the obstacles which 
opposed him have been overcome. I would 
that I could believe he had imbibed in that. 
struggle none of the tyrannical and arrogant 
spirit which governed those. who once uttered 
their voices in this Chamber against him. 
But, Mr. President, his course this winter, 
his course this night, forbids us to hope 
that his triumph over his old foes has not ‘left 
in his own constitution something of that 
overbearing temper in matters of opinion from 


which he in his early history in this Chamber ; 


suffered so much. 

I would that in his zeal for the rights of his 
colored fellow-citizens—a zeal in which he is 
not ‘alone—he were also zealous for the rights 
of those who are associated with him in this 
Chamber. 

Mr. President, the fact is, and the Senator 
ought to know it, that the moment he links bis 
civil rights proposition with the amnesty prop- 
osition, they are both defeated. I say he ought 
to know that defeat is the natural result of such 
action, and he must be presumed to intend 
the natural consequences of his acts. He 
must be presumed, I say, to intend the nat- 
ural consequences of his acts. ‘he experience 
of two attempts in the Senate to pass the am- 
nesty bill with the civil rights bill shows that 
it is an impracticable scheme, unworthy a mo- 
ment’s serious consideration by a friend of 
either bill; and yet the Senator says he would 
have these measures go hand in hand. I say 
too I would have them go hand in hand, but I 
would not have them goin manacles so that 
they are not only powerless to assist each other, 
but positively retard each other’s progress. 
We have kept them separate. They have both 
passed this body. We have done our duty by 


‘both, so far as the temper of the Senate will 


allow. That the civil rights bill is not all I 
would have it, is notall the Senator from Mas- 
suchusetts would have it, is certainly not the 
fault of those who have been robbed of their 
needed rest and stayed here for nearly twenty- 
four consecutive hours in the interest of civil 
rights. 

We agreed here to-night, and I voted for 
that proposition, to take up the civil rights 
bill first. We resisted all endeavors to place 
the amnesty bill first. I myself voted to insist 
upon the civil rights bill offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. The Senate over- 
ruled us by a vote of 22 to 20. 
had been full, had every Senator been in his 
place, the result might have been different. 
l ask the Senator from Massachusetts if, de- 
sirous of securing all he could to the colored 
citizens of tbis country as security for their 
equal rights, he would have voted to throw 
away the half loaf the Senate chose to give 


If the Senate - 


because he could not at that. moment get the 
whole? I say to that Senator, in answer to hig 
appeal to stand up here. and give him one 
more ‘chance: for equal rights to. the colored 
people, that I am as ready as be is to give one 
more chance. : 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well, then, do it: 

Mr. SAWYER. That I am ready to vote 
for covering the omitted parts of his bill at 
any time he will introduce it.. More than that, 
if when we come to pass upon this. pending 
question it shall be decided to reconsider the 
bill we have passed to-night, I shall vote as I 
did before to make his bill a law rather than 
the bill of the Senator from Wisconsin. I 
have voted with him all the time when I could 
do any.good by so voting. . Whenever I have 
failed to vote with him it has. been because he 
has proposed a course’ which was, not only 
injurious but probably fatal to the object in 
view. I cannot vote with him to reconsider a 
vote whereby we have secured a considerable 
share of the benefits we hoped to obtain by the 
passage of the Senator’sown bill. I prefer to 
hold fast to what we have, and stand ready 
to take another. step forward whenever. the 
way is open. This is common sense. This 
is. the way all the rights our colored citizens 
have obtained in the past have been won, 

The experience of the Senate and the coun- 
try shows this to be wise; and when the Sen- 
ator gets up here and, singling out one of all 
the Senators who as earnestly as the Senator 
himself desire to secure equal rights for all 
our fellow-citizens, cracks the whip of hig 
wrath over the head of one.of the humblest 
Senators here, in substance appealing to his 
constituents to denounce and disapprove his 
conduct, he forgets the dignity due to his posi- 
tion, dishonors the laurels which he has won 
in a glorious cause, and prostitutes his powers 
to, parposes unworthy bis cause and his fame. 

r. THURMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I hope the 
Senator will let me—— 

Mr. THURMAN. No; I will not. I will 
not let a Senator who has spent his hours in 
bed last night prolong a debate over the heads 
of Senators who have stood here for twenty- 
four hours and more, if I can help it. Ido not 
understand this thing which we have seen here 
repeated again and again. The Senator from 
Massachusetts has got into a habit, instead 
of addressing the President, of addressing par- 
ticular Senators, making appeals to them, and 
lecturing them upon their duty, and my friend 
from South Carolina is so unfortunate that he 
always thinks that he has to apologize and 
explain to the lecturer what is the course of 
his conduct and what were his motives and 
the like. We have had that over again five 
or six times in the Senate this very session, 
acd, in my judgment, it is time there was an 
end of it. 

Here the Senate voted on these measures. 
If the Senator from Massachusetts was so anx- 
ious about the rights of the colored men why 
was he not here to defend their rights? Now 
he can introduce another bill if he wants to. 
If he thinks there is anything which has been 
omitted that ought not to have been omitted, 
he can make that the subject of a separate bill. 
Task now that we may come toa vote on these 
propositions that are before the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I believe I have the floor 
now, which the Senator from Ohio seemed to 
give notice that I should not have, and now 
allow me to say to the Senator from South Car- 
olina, that I certainly have no desire for any 
personal controversy withhim. I make no per- 
sonal controversies. He shall not answer me 
by saying that Í seek to hold over him any whip, 

“Mr. SAWYER. It is the universal judg- 
ment of the country. 

Mr. SUMNER. I say -the Senator shall 
not. answer me in that-way; he shall not use 
a phrase: I asked him for votes. 1 asked 


l him by his vote:to give an opportunity for 
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the reconsideration of that measure by. which 
equal rights in two important respects have 
been denied to his constituents. Will he give 
his vote? I asked him also by his vote or by 
his action, or. by his influence, to stay final 
action on the amnesty bill so tbat that meas- 
ure and equal rights may go hand in hand. -It 
is no answer to me for him to say that I 
have moved civil rights as: an amendment 
to amnesty. I do.not now move. it; I do 
not now ask the Senator. to vote for any 
proposition. If he isin earnest for the equal 
rights of the colored. race, then let him come 
forward and insist that amnesty shall not 
become a law until those equal rights are 
secured.. It will be no reply, allow me to say, 
that he has voted for a Senate bill, a piece of 
paper which has never seen the other House ; 
and that is all the Senator has to show for the 
sacrifice he has made. 

Now, do not say that Iam holding any whip 
over him. I am merely stating the: simple 
truth and calling to him in all sincerity to give 
me. the opportunity of another vote on that 
important measure of sacrifice, and also to 
give to the colored people of this country an 
opportunity of having their rights go hand in 
hand with amnesty. The Senator will. not. 
He replies by saying that I hold a whip over 
him. No, sir, it is no such thing. I only make 
to him an appeal in behalf of his own constit- 
uents. 

Mr. WILSON. I now renew the suggestion 
that we take the vote on the resonsideration 
at four o’clock. We have agreed to adjourn 
until three, Some of us have been here nearly 
twenty-five hours and we want a few moments 
of rest. Let us come here and take the vote 
on reconsideration precisely at four o'clock. 
We shall then have a full Senate and the 
deliberate judgment of the body. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; then let it-be so. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let us vote now. 

Mr. POMEROY. I will agree to that if 
the Senator from Arkansas is allowed to enter 
his motion to reconsider the amnesty bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. That is entered. 

Mr. POMEROY. No, it is not entered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
was made to receiving that motion. ‘The Sen- 
ator from. Massachusetts nearest the Chair 
[Mr. Witsow] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. [suggest that by common 
consent we take the vote at four o’clock on 
the question of reconsideration without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the proposition ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ` Then the 
agreement cannot be made. 

Mr. SUMNER, Then I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I wish to know if my 
motion is entered to reconsider the amnesty 
bill? ; 

Mr. CARPENTER. No; Iraisedthe point 
of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point 
of order was raised; it cannot be done. now. 
The question is on the motion to adjourn. 

- The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, to take-up for consideration the 
motion to reconsider the vote on the civil 
rights bill. : x 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihopeitwillnotbetaken up. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I hope it will. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like toask a 
question of order of the Chair.. If this motion 
prevails and the motion to reconsider is taken 
up, will. it then be in order for the Senator 
from Arkansas tomake-his motion to recon- 
sider the amnesty bill also? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to reconsider the civil rights will lie pending. 

Mr. POMEROY. He can at any time, when 
he is entitled to the floor, enter his motion to 
reconsider. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, He can if 
there is no pending motion, 

Mr. CONKLING.. That is: my question. 
This being taken up for consideration, it will 
not be in order for the Senator from Arkansas 
whenever he gets the floor to enter his motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
so rulesif he gets the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He can get the floor on 
his motion to take up. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
make a ruling upon the point suggested by the 
Senator from New York, so that there shall be 
no. misunderstanding about the ruling of the 
permanent occupant of the Chair. He renders 
his thanks to the Senator from Michigan for 
presiding during the night. A motion. to 
reconsider is pending on the civil rights Dill. 
As long as that remains undecided it arrests 
the passage of the civil rights bill by this body. 
The question of its passage, therefore, remains 
undecided. If the motion to reconsider be 
taken up, no other proposition can be consid- 
ered during its pendency except by unanimous 
consent. No Senator cancall up a resolution ; 
no Senator can move to take up a bill; no 
Senator can enter:a motion to reconsider some 
other business transpiring during the last two 
days of the session except byeunanimous con- 
sent. The motion to reconsider, like the 
motion to take up a bill, must be mado when 
there is no other business pending before the 
body, or when the pending business has been 
laid on the table to enable a Senator to call up 
other business or to enter a motion to recon- 
sider, The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the civil rights bill was passed. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to make what they 
call in the other House a parliamentary in- 

uiry. Does the rule of the House obtain in 
this body that if the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table the bill is passed ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That incidental 
question the Chair heard discussed among 
Senators before he resumed his place. Ifthe 
Senator would like to have his opinion upon it, 
he will state it, because his opinion is clear 
upon the question. 

The Senate have themselves incidentally 
decided this question on an amendment to the 
thirtieth rule with regard to appropriation bills. 
That amendment- reads : f 

“Any pending amendment to a general appropria- 
tion bill may be laid on the table without affecting 
the bill.” 

Whenan appropriation bill is-pending, if an 
amendment is proposed and laid on the table, it 
is the same as if the amendment had not been 
before the Senate; it removes it from the con- 
sideration of the Senate. Ifthe Senate, how- 
ever, afterward pass that billand send it to the 
other House or to the President, that amend- 
ment goes for naught, because it was removed 
from the consideration of the Senate. If, 
however, the bill remains in the Senate for a 
couple of days, any Senator can move to take 
from the table that amendment, because the 
bill to which it is attached is still in possession 
of the body. 

A motion to reconsider is pending in this 
body. ‘That motion while still remaining 
undecided by the Senate suspends the opera- 
tion of the vote by which the bill was passed. 
A Senator moves to lay that motion to recon- 
sider on the table. It is laid on the table, it 
remains onthetable. The effect of itsuspend- 
ing the operation of the passage of the bill is 
lost, because itis. not before the Senate, and 
therefore the bill goes to the President, and he 
returns it with his signature. -Could a Senator 
then move to take from the table a motion to 
reconsider? No more than he could move to 
take from the table an amendment to an appro- 
priation. bill after the appropriation bill had 
passed. That is an incidental question, how- 


ever. pR 
Mr. EDMUNDS: | I wish to state, in refer- 


ence to the opinion‘ of the Chair as to the right 
of any Senator to enter a motion to reconsider 
not existing unless the table is perfectly: clear 
of any pending question, that: I think that:is: 
contrary ‘to the usage of the Senate and to the 
common law. here. I believe it has been the 
universal construction of the rule; withoutany 
exception that I remember since I have.been 

here, that any Senator had a right to:enter a. 
motion to reconsider within the time allowed 
by the rules. Of course it could not:be taken 
up until any pending question was: disposed 
of. Any other construction of the rule inthis 

body I am sure would be found. extremely 

inconvenient to the whole of us.» If any one 

Senator could prevent a motion to reconsider 

being entered until every pending question. is 
disposed of, it would be almost impossible for 
any one Senator ever to get the floor to do-that 
thing, and I think the usage. of the Senate has 
been the. other. way. ; Liew er! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from. Vermont that. by 
courtesy, which prevails. very largely in this 
body, a motion to. reconsider unquestionably 
is often, in fact generally, entertained.:during 
the. pendency of other business; but the Chair 
will read from the eleventh rule, which he is 
required by his official position to administer in 
this body as a judge administers the law; and 
this rule has been so rigidly construed by the Sen- 
ate that a motion to adjourn over and motions 
for a recess have not been allowed to be enter- 
tained by the Chair during the pendency of 
other business for the sole reason ‘that they 
are not specifically named in this rule... ‘The 
eleventh rule reads: : : 

“ When a question is under. debate, no: motion 
shall be received” — l a 

The Chair does not know what language 
could:be more positive than this, tbat—=; +: 
“‘No motion shall be reccived but to. adjourn; to 
proceed to the consideration of executive business,; 
to Jay on the table; to postpone indefinitely; to 
postpone to a day certain; to commit; or to amend; 
which several motions shall have precedence in the 
order they stand arranged.’’ LP er. 

Now, if the English language. means any- 
thing, it says to the Chair that when. a ‘ques- 
tion is under debate no motion shall be re- 
ceived by him but those named, and -the Sen- 
ate have so construed this rule that they do 
not allow him to entertain a. motion for a 
recess. except by the specific order. under 
which the Senate .is now acting for the remain- 
der of this session, although that motion is in 
order in the British Parliament when other 
questions are under debate,and so of a motion 
for adjournment over, except by laying on the 
table whatever may be the pending business, 
or by obtaining unanimous consent of the 
Senate to do it. shies da 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido notappeal from the 
decision of the Chair, for so far as I amper- 
sonally concerned I do not care which way the 
rule is. I am sure that the rule has been con- 
strned by universal acquiescence to admit of 
the entering of the motion to reconsider, and 
Inever knew an instance in my short expe- 
rience here of six or seven years in which any 
business was laid aside in order to entera mo- 
tion to reconsider. Of course, however, the 
ruling of the Chair will be binding upon the 
Senate unless it is appealed from, because.it 
is taken to be the unanimous voice of the Sen- 
ate. I only call attention to it in order that 
we may understand hereafter that one single 
objection will prevent a motion to reconsider 
being entered at any time without disposing of 
the pending business and taking it up in reg- 
ular order. Of course, whatever the rule-is 
we must'stand by. I only speak-of it now so 
that it shall not be understood as being a rule 
oue way to-day and another way to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair en- 
deavors always to make his rulings uniform on 
all subjects, irrespective of what may be the 
particilar pointon which he‘rules. The Chair 

as no power in the: making,or-amending of 


the rules. As he has stated, it-is for ‘the Sen- 
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cate. when. they: find’ a rule too rigid-to amend 
or:modify. it; but the Chair is called upon to 
‘construe its language. If the motion to recon- 
sider; is: “a motion,” then the eleventh rule 
says that the Chair shall -not.receive a motion 
while another: subject is under-debate, except 
“by-unanimous consents: osiy. : 

: Mr. CARPENTER. move: to lay the pend- 
ing motion on. the table. 

Fhe: VICE PRESIDENT. -It is not called 
up.» it must first:be takenup. - 3 

-Mr CARPENTER, I withdraw the mo- 
tion. : ae Loge 3 Eass 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish.to say one word 
in-reply: to what the Senator from Vermont 
said about this motion to.reconsider. I think 
the.usage of:the Senate has been to allow any 
one: to entera motion to reconsider. : That is 
done::by: that. kindof::courtesy that obtains 
here, by which we introduce bills every morn- 
ing without having given one:day’s notice. 
Under the rule, if anybody wished to enforce 
it; we must give one day’s notice of the inten- 
tion to introduce:a bill, We have been iw the 
habit of allowing, :by the general courtesy of 
the Senate, after a .bill has passed, any one 
to move at any time to reconsider; that is, to 
enter the motion so as to hold the bill; but 
we. have never understood it to be the rule of 
the body if anybody-objected to it. I have no 
doubt that the decision of the Chair is entirely 
correct: . If anybody objects to it, it cannot be 
done. . Itis that-sort.of courtesy by which we 
read newspapers ‘sometimes. Not frequently, 

. but occasionally, a member of the Senate wiil 
read a.newspaper here in violation of the rule. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not object to the 
ruling of the Chair on that point. I dissent 
from one remark of the Chair if I understood 
it, When a bill has passed both Houses of 
Congress and a motion 10 reconsider is entered, 
and that motion is laid on the table, the bill 
can go immediately to the President, because 
there is no rule allowing us to have two days 
in which to enter a motionto reconsider; but 
in the case‘of a bill’ that ‘has. passed only one 
House, where we have an explicit rule that we 
may havetwo days to reconsider, and a motion 
to reconsider is made, and that motion is laid 
on the table, that does’ not conclude the ques- 
tion.. Youmay renew that motion at any time 
within the two days, becanse we may proceed to 
the table at any time within those two days 
and'take up that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
to ‘proceed to the consideration of the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the civil rights 
bill was passed. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 88, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, 
Hitcheock, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morton, 
Norwood, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Scott, Stevenson, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, and 
Viekers—33..° : e g 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Clayton, Conkling, Ed- 
munds, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Howe, 
Morrill. of Vermont, Nyc, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 
Spencer, Sprague, Sumner, and Windom—17, 

ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Chandler, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Kellogg, Morrill of Maine, Osborn, 
Patterson, Rice Saulsbury, Schurz. Sherman, Stew- 
art, Stockton, West, Wilson, and Wright—24. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
reconsider is now before the Senate. 

_ Mr. CARPENTER. I move to lay the 
pending motion on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. . I rise to a question. I 
understand. that this is a Senate bill, not 
having passed both Houses. Now, if this 
motion is laid on the table, any Senator under 
our rules has. two days within-which to move 
a reconsideratigi, and I ask whether within 
those two days we cannot proceed to recon- 


sider this bil if this ‘motion is laid on. the 
table now? : 

-The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair. will 
state to the Senator that by the parliamentary 
law the effect of an undecided motion to re- 
consider, a pending motion to reconsider, in 
the language of parliamentary law, is to arrest 
that vote proposed to be reconsidered.. While 
it remains pending it affects the vote proposed 
to be reconsidered. But if the motion to ré- 
consider. is laid on the table, in the opinion 
of the Chair it is not- pending any more than 
an amendment to an-appropriation~ bill is 
pending if it is laid on the table; and there- 
fore if it is laid on the table it does not affect 
or suspend the vote by which the. Senate 
passed the bill. : : 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I will ask, is there 
any parliamentary law against renewing the 
motion within the two days, making a new 
motion within that time? Under our procedure 
laying on the table is a mere temporary opera- 
tion, to dispense with the consideration of the 
matter for the time being. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I 


order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kentucky will state his point of order. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have a point which 
must be first decided. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The Chair has decided 
your point. 
. Mr. POMEROY. I have got another one 
up now. 

Mr. STEVENSON. State it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas will state his second point of 


order. 

Mr. POMEROY. My point is whether, if 
this motion be laid on the table, another 
motion of the same sort cannot be made within 
the two days allowed for reconsideration ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that it is not his habit to decide what can 
be done in regard to other matters ; he decides 
the pending question. He has decided that 
question, that if the motion to reconsider is 
laid upon the table it is no more pending than 
an amendment to an appropriation bill which 
has been laid on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not arrest. the 
pending bill? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. | It does not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . From tbat decision I 
appeal to the Senate. ; 

‘he VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont appeals from the decision of 
the. Chair, and the question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment .of 
the Senate? 

Mr. THURMAN. There is a motion 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought bad the floor. 

The VICI PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Ohio rose to make an inquiry. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to know whether 
there is any question from. which the. Senator 
can appeal? A motion is made to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. What will 
be the effect of that motion, if adopted, is not 
now before the Senate, except by mere parlia- 
mentary inquiry of the Chair. There is neth- 
ing to appeal from. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator has had 
his turn in making bis speech while I have the 
floor, I will say what I was going to say, and 
that was that if there is any decision of 
the Chair, then I take it I have a right to ap- 
peal, and the Chair having given an opinion 
I appeal from it, of course with all respect, in 
order that the sense of the Senate may be 
authoritatively taken upon the question, which 
is of great importance. I may be entirely 
wrong, but unhappily my recollection is that 
we have had these motions. to reconsider on 
the table from year to year here, and having 
the name, perhaps, of unanimous consent, as 
it seems that is all we ever do here now, hang- 
ing up the proceedings. Of course it is of 
great importance to us on-all bills, this with 


rise to a point of 


others, to know in the authoritative judgmest 
of the Senate what is the effect of laying a 
motion to reconsider on the table.” Hitherto, 
I have no hesitation in saying, I believe the 
effect has been in this body to hold:the bill or 
other proposition in respect to which: the mo- 
tion was made, for the reason that the leying 
of the bill itself on. the table is nota. disposi- 
tion of it by us any more than: postponing it 
until to-morrow. : It is really laying it om the 
Vice President's table. 

We have no Clerk’s table, so to speak, as 
they have in the House. It is the table for 
action and not the table for oblivion and death. 
That.being the case, I think Iam safe in saying 
that it has been the universal practice here to 
table a motion to reconsider, not in order: to 
separate it from the bill or the question, but in 
order to hold it for consideration with the 
measure at any time when it was convenient 
for the Senate todo so.: That being-my belief 
and whatever the history may’ have -been; it > 
being of great importance that we should know 
for all cases what the law is, I respectfully 
appeal from the decision of the Chair in order 
to have a vote of the Senate upon jit by yeas 
and.nays. : : . Be oe 

The. VICE. PRESIDENT. ‘From the de- 
cision of the Chair the Senator from Vermont 
appeals, and the question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the. judgment. of the 
Senate? on which he demands the yeas and 
nays. , oN 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to know if there 
has been any decision from which there could 
be an appeal. : What is the state of the case? 
The Senator from Wisconsin moved to lay a 
certain motion on thetable. A parliamentary 
inquiry was made of the Chair as to what 
would be the effect of that motion to lay on 
the table being carried. The Presiding Officer 
gave his opinion. As that was simply an 
opinion, and not a decision upon any. point 
thatis before the Senate, how. can there be an 
appeal from that? eed 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is 
disposed, whenever any Senator dissents from 
his decision, to submit the question to the Sen- 
ate, so that they shall not be trammeled-by his 
decisions.: The Senator from Vermont a few 
moments ago challenged the decision of the 
Chair in regard to the eleventh rale on the 
right to enter a motion to reconsider: It was 
not, however, ina.condition then to be appealed 
from. The Chair now decides upon the motion 
to lay on the tablea motion to reconsider, that 
that motion is in order. The Chair thinks 
there is. no doubt about that. That is the 
exact position of the Chair. But the Senator 
from Kansas and the Senate desired to know, 
and the Chair by unanimous consent, after first 
asking it of the Senate, stated what was in his 
opinion the effect of laying on the table the 
motion to reconsider would be, assimilating 
it toa proposition familiar to all the Senate, 
that is, to an amendment to an appropriation 
bill, which by a specific rule can be laid on the 
table, and the bill goes on; and if the bill is 
passed the amendmentis notregarded as pend- 
ing or having any vitality, The Chair, there- 
fore, decides that by that assimilation and by 
the. usual parliamentary. law, the motion to 
reconsider could not be regarded as pending 
if it were laid on the table, and not being 
pending it does not arrest the execution of 
the order, that is, the passage of the bill. If 
he decided otherwise, a Senator, by moving 
to reconsider upon.a question involving large 
debate, would hold the Senate for a long time 
before they: finally decided the question, a 
motion to layon the table having no vitality 
or effect. whatever, and if laid on the table by 
the person moving to reconsider, it: would 
hold it in precisely the same way as if he had 
a motion to reconsider. pending. 

Mr. POMEROY, The Chair. omitted. to 
decide the other point. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did 
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not decide a hypothetical case, because he did 
not wish to have many appeals pending at the 
same time. This appeal is now pending. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to lay the ap- 
peal taken by the Senator from Vermont on 
the table. “x ks 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that if this appeal shall be laid on the 
table, in his ‘opinion the appeal will not be 
pending, and therefore the decision of the 
Chair will stand as the judgment of the Sen- 


atese ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that question I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. ae 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 36, nays 10; asfollows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, Flana- 
gan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, 
Hill, Howe, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Mor- 
ton, Norwood, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, Stevenson, Thurman, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and Windom—35, 


_NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Clayton, Edmunds, Fre- 
linghuysen, Gilbert, Nye, -Pomeroy, Spencer, 


Sprague, and Sumner—10. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Chandler, Conkling, Davis 
of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ilam- 
ilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Patter- 
son, Ransom, Rice, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, 
Stockton, Tipton, West, Wilson, and Wright-28. 

So the appeal from the decision of the Chair 
was laid upon the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, to lay upon the table the pending 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
civil rights bill passed. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understand from the 
Chair that it will be in order to call that up 
to-morrow,  - i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
stated before to another Senator, when the 
Senator from Massachusetts certainly did not 
hear him, that he would decide questions 
when they came up. This question about 
to-morrow does not yet come up. - The pend- 
ing question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. [“ Nol’? ‘*No!?’] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor insist on. his motion ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I was going to 
suggest to the Senator from Kentucky and the 
Senate whether we had not better adjourn over 
until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WILSON. Oh, no; we do not meet 
until three o’clock this afternoon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kentucky insists on his motion that the 
Senate do now adjourn, : 

The motion was agreed to—ayes thirty- 
three, noes not counted; and the Senate (at 
ten o'clock and twenty minutes a. m., Wednes- 
day morning, May 22) adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 22, 1872, 
The House met at eleven o'clock a.. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D. D 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. . 
REVISION. OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. POLAND, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Revision of the Laws of 
the United States, reported the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revision of 
the Laws of the United States: are hereby author- 


ized to meot in committee on the 11th day of Novem- 
per next, and to continue in session ‘to the begin- 


United States now being prepared by commissioners 
appointed for that purpose. : 


The resolution was agreed to. 


i 


CHARGES AGAINST THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. SARGENT: [rise to make a privileged 
report. I report back from the special comi 
mittee appointed to investigate certain charges 
against the Navy Department the testimony 
heretofore reported, and present also the re- 
port of the committee. The testimony does 
not: require to be printed. I move. that the 
report be printed and laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. = ` 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. On behalf of 
the minority of the committee, I submit a 
separate report, and move that it be printed. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will not object to that, 
except that I desire that the majority report 
be printed by itself. ‘ i 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
the report of the minority will-be printed 
separately. : t 

There was no objection; and the motion of 
Mr. Biar, of Michigan, was agreed to. 


DAKOTA SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. RUSK. I ask, unanimous: consent. to 
report back from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, with the recommendation. that it 
do pass with an amendment, the bill (S. No. 


| 611) in relation to the Dakota Southern Rail- 


road Company. 

The bill was read. It provides that the act 
passed by thé Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Dakota, and approved by the 


Governor on the 21st day of April, 1871, enti- 


tled *“ An act to enable organized counties and 
townships to vote aid to any railroad, and to 
provide for the payment of the same,” be, 
and the same is thereby, disapproved and an- 
nulled, except in so far as is therein otherwise 
provided. But the passage of the act shall 
not invalidate or impair the organization of 
the company heretofore organized for the con- 
struction of the Dakota Southern railroad, 
leading from Sioux City, Iowa, by way of 
Yankton, the capital of said Territory, to the 
west line of Bon Homme county, or any vote 
that has been or may be given by the counties 
of Union, Clay, Yankton, and Bon Homme, 
or any township granting aid to said railroad, 
or any subscription thereto, or anything author- 
ized by and that may have been done in pur- 
suance of, the provisions of the aforesaid act 
of the Legislative Assembly of said Territory 
toward the covstruction and completion of 
said railroad; and the said Dakota Southern 
Railroad Company, as organized under and 
in conformity to the acts of the Legislative 
Assembly of said Territory, is thereby recog- 
nized and declared to be a legal and valid cor- 
poration; and the provisions of said act’ of 
said Legislative Assembly, so far as the same 
authorize, and for the purpose of validating 
any vote of aid and subscriptions to said com- 
pany for the construction, completion, and 


| equipment of the main stem of said railroad, 
| between the termini aforesaid, are thereby de- 


clared to be and remain in full force, but no 
further, and for no other purpose whatsoever. 
The second section provides that for the pur- 
pose of enabling the said Dakota Southern 
Railroad Company. to construct its said road 
through the public lands between the termini 
aforesaid the right of way through the said 
public lands is thereby granted to the said com- 
pany to the extent of one hundred feet in 
width on each side of said road. 

The amendment of the committee was read, 
as follows: 


Atthe end of section two add the following: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall relieve 
said Dakota Southern Railroad Company, from con- 
structing. and completing said railroad in accord- 
ance with the conditions and stipulations on which 


the citizens of said counties voted aid to said rail- į 


road, in accordance with the law cf said Territory, 


! approved April 21, 1871: Provided further, That said 


Dakota Southern Railroad Company shali issue to 


ning of the next session of Congress for the purpose || the respective counties and townships voting aid to 


of examining the. revision of the statutes of. the i Sime in amounts equal to the sums voted by the 


said railroad paid-up certificates of stock in the 


respective counties and townships. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope this amendment 


will be adopte; and; as° amended, I’ think 
the bill should pass, © 00 0 iisa DEn A RIU 
The bill as amended: wag ordered to be réad 

a third time ; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed, $= 5 Si Pe T) 
Mr. RUSK moved to reconsider: the voté 
by which the bill was passed y aind:also moved 
that the motion’ to reconsider’ be: laid:on the 
table. D CED 
‘The latter motion was agreed to. “>: : 
DAVENPORT AND ST. PAUL RAILROAD. «2: 


Mr. HOLMAN. in behalf of the Commit= 
tee on Commerce I. ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R..No..1672) 
granting to the Davenport: and. St. Paul. Rail; 
road Company the right of way, and I shall 
move the. House concur in the: amendments 
of the Senate... “4 a ae 

I will state ina word the effect of the amend- 
ments, and I trust gentlemen will.observe what 
it is... The billas it passed the House provided 
that the whole of the money paid by the Dav- 
enport and St. Paul Railroad Company for 
the use of the right to.pass over, the bridge 
should be paid into the United States Treasury: 
The Senate by its amendment. provides that 
half of that sum shall go: to the Chicago and 
Rock Island Company, and the. other half. 
into the. Treasury, so that the United. States 
shall retain its interest in the bridge. That is 
the only important amendment made to the bill. 

The Clerk read the amendment of, the Sen- 
ate, as follows: i Tie 
ae the first section strike out ‘superstructure of: 

e 


In, the second section, after ‘United States,” in- 
sort “of one half;” after “act” these words: “and 
the payment to the Chicago, Rock Islind, and Pa- 
cific Railroad Company of the remaining half.of 
said sum of monoy;” and after “* direction.” these 
words: ‘‘and shall continue under the control? 

At tho end of section three add-the following: | 

And when completed, any other railroad company 
or companies shall be permitted under the direction 
of the Secretary of War to pnas their trains of-cars 
over said last-named bridge and track and. ap- 
proaches thereto, upon paying to the parties then in 
interest their proportionate share of the cost thereo 
and of keeping the same in repair: And provide 
further, That nothing contained in this act shall be 
so construed as to interfere with any right or claim 
of the United States to, control so much of the 


original line or bridge as is located east of the main 


channel of the Mississippi river, 
d the following new section: : 

Seo. 4. That the Davenport and St. Paul Railroad 
Company shall have the right to use the approaches 
to said bridge, and in case the parties hereto cannot 
agree upon the terms for using said approaches to 
said bridge, then, and in-that case, thesame shall be 
fixed by the Secretary of War upon such ‘terms and 
in such manner as he may deem just and proper. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will be seen that the 
object is to retain the control of the Govern- 
ment over the bridge so far as it is necessary 
to reach its works on Rock Island ; so that one 
part_of the money goes: into the Treasury of 
the United States and the other part goes to 
the Chicago and Rock Island Company. 

The amendments of the Senate were con- 
curred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote . 
by which the amendments of the Senate were 
concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


PATENTS, 


Mr. L. MYERS, by- unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on Patents, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 2857) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to revise, consolidate, and amend the 
statutes relating to patents and copyrights;’’ 
which was read a. first and second time, re- 
comwmitted.to the committee, and: ordered 
to be printed, not to be brought. back by a 
motion to reconsider. f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
` À message from the Senate, by Mr. GORHAM; 
its Secretary, announced that the Sénate had 
passed, without amendment, (two thirds con- 
curring therein,) the bill (H. R. No. 2761)'to 
remove political disabilities imposed by the 
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fourteenth article.of the amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

The message. further announced thatthe 
Senate. had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which he was. directed to ask the concur- 
rence of the House: : 

A. bill (S. No. 98) to declare and enforce 
the civil rights of citizens ofthe United States; 


an 

A bill (S. No, 656) to.extend the provisions 
of the fourth section of the act approved 
April 20; 1871, 2 Son 
JOHN: Wi “MEARS: AND WILLIAM HOULTON, JR. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I now ask leave to report 
from the Committee on Patents, for considera- 
tion at-this time, a bill for the relief of John 
W: Mears; administrator, and Willian ‘Houl- 
ton, jr. | l 

; ‘aie SPEAKER, The bill willbe read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objections, 

The bill was read. It provides that John W. 
Mears, ‘administrator of the estate of the late 
Henry D. Mears, and William Houlton, jr., 
shall have leave to make a new application to 
the Commissioner of Patents for the exten- 
tion of létters-patent granted to the late Henry 
D. Mears and William Houlton, jr., July 14, 
1857, for improvement in car seals, for four- 
teen years from said date, in the same manner 
as they could have done at least ninety days 
before the expiration of the patent; and that 
the Commissioner of Patents shall be author- 
ized to consider and determine said applica- 
tion in the’ same manner and with the same 
effect as if it had been filed ninety days before 
the expiration of said patent; provided that 
no damages shall be collected from any per- 
son for any infringement of ‘said patent after 
the expiration and béfore the extension of the 


same, 

Mr, L. MYERS. I desire to state that this 
bill is simply for.the correction of an error. 
The ‘party applying did not send in the letters 

f administration within the time by a few 
days, andthe Commissioner of Patents re- 
questa that this be passed. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Has this party 
had this patent for fourteen years ? 

-Mr. L. MYERS. He has had it for fourteen 
years, but not.for twenty-one years. 

Mr. SPARK WEATHER. I must object to 
this bill. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The party never has had 
hia hearing before the Commissioner of Patents 
for an extension. The letter of administration 
was sent more than sixty days, but not quite 
ninety days before the expiration of the patent. 
The law requires a publication of sixty days, 
and in this case one or two days were lacking 
of the time. ‘his bill is merely for the cor- 
rection of an error. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. As this patent 
has had its fourteen years, I must object to 
this bill, 

Mr. L. MYERS. The Committee on Patents 
report this bill unanimously. It is merely 
for the correction of an error; we pass upon 

` nothing, but merely allow the party to have 
a hearing. 

Mr, STARK WEATHER. This is the plea 
in every case, and under that plea patents are 
extended, to the great injury of the public, 
patents that have gone into public use. 

Mr, L. MYERS. This patent Ias not gone 
into public use; there is no extension granted 


by. this bill; itis merely for the correction of | 


an error. I move that the rules be suspended, 
and the bill passed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 5 


Mr. HANCOCK. Mr, Speaker, as was 
explained by one of my colleagues, [Mr. Cox- 
NER, ] I was unavoidably absent on yesterday 
when the Post Office appropriation bill was 
voted upon. I wish to state had I been pres- 
ent when the Senate amendment donating 
$1,000,000 annually for ten years to the Pacitic 
Mait Company was acted upon I would have 
voted in the negative. 


; l AMNESTY BUL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the 
Clerk to read for the information of the House 
a bill of the House just returned from the 
Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (H. R. No. 2761) to remove political dis- 
abilities impoged by the fourteenth article of the 
amendments of the Constitution of the United 
States. à . 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 

tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 

bled,(two thirds of each House concurring therein,) 

That all political disabilities imposed by the third 

section of the fourteenth article of amendments ofthe 

Constitution of the United States are hereby re- 

moved from all persons whomsoever, except Sena- 

tors and Representatives of the Thirty-Sixth. and 

Thirty-Seventh Congresses, officers in the judicial, 

military, and naval service of the United States, 

heads of Departments, and foreign ministers of the 

United States. 


Fassed the House of Representatives, May, 13, 1872. 
ttest.; 
= ' EDWARD McPHERSON, Clerk. 


In TAR SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
May 21, 1872. 


Resolved, That this do pass, two thirds of the Sen- 
ate agreeing to pass the same. 


Attest: GEO. C. GORHAM, Secretary. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Arethese indorsementson 
this bill special or extraordinary, and does the 
reading of them mean. that the bill is not to 
be sent to the President for approval? I do 
not understand exactly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
stand that the language of the Constitution 
requires that it shall be sent to the President. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Such bills always have 
been sent to the President, and he has always 
signed them. 

Mr. BROOKS. Why so? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Because it is an act of 
legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had it read 
under the impression that it was not necessary 
to send this bill to the President. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They have always been 
sent to the President. 

Mr. BROOKS. I think not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It differs from ordinary 
legislation in no way except that this special 
provision of the Constitution requires that this 
act shall pass by a two-thirds vote. But it is 
perfectly clear that it is a power vested in the 
Congress of the United States in the form of 
legislation, and, therefore, although a two- 
thirds vote is required for this special pur- 
pose, it is like every other act of legislation, 
and heretofore such acts have been presented 
to the President for his approval. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the 
Clerk to read the third section of the four- 
teenth article of constitutional amendments. 
It has been the impression of the Chair, in 
view of the provisions of this section, that the 
bill does not require the signature of the Ex- 
ecutive. If, however, it has been the practice 
to send to the President for his signature 
special amnesty bills, many of which have 
been passed, the Chair will direct this to be 
sent. 

Mr. RANDALL. What does the constitu- 
tional amendment provide? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
third section of the fourteenth article of 
amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Sc. 3. No person shall be aSenator or Represent- 


ative in Congress, or elector of President and Vice 
President, or hold any office, civil or military, under 


| the United States, or under any State, who, having 


previously taken-an oath asa member of Congress, or 
as an officer of the United States, or as a member of 
any State Legislature, or as an executive or judicial 


| officer of any State, to support the Constitution of 


the United States, shall have engaged in insurrec- 


| tion or rebellion against the same, or given aid or 


comfort to the enemies thereof, But. Congress may, 
by a vote of two thirds of each House, remove such 
disability.” 

Mr. BROOKS. Let me suggest that in case 
of amendments to the Constitution. which, like 
bills for the removal of disabilities, require a 


two-thirds vote of Congress, it has been de- 
cided that it is unnecessary to’ send them to 
the President for signature, especial attention 
having been called to this question during the 
administration of. Mr. Johnson. The pro- 
vision of the Constitution just read, that, ‘‘Con- 
gress may, by a vote of two thirds of each 
House, remove such disability,” seems to me 
to imply clearly that this power is independent 
of the President. 

. Mr. DAWES. President Lincoln once sent 
to Congress a message withdrawing his ap- 
proval of a constitutional amendment which 
had been inadvertently sent to him, and which 
he had signed without having his attention 
called to the question. But the removal of 
disabilities may stand upon a somewhat dif- 
ferent ground, and I think we had better send 
this bill to the President. 

_ Mr. BROOKS. I cannot understand the 
anxiety of gentlemen to send this bill to the 
President when the power of Congress in this 
matter is clearly independent of any concur- 
rence by the President. : 

Mr. COX. They want to give the Presi- 
dent the credit of doing at the eleventh hour 
what he has refused to do for seven years. 

Mr. DAWES. We desire that there shall 
be no doubt of the efficacy of this bill. . : 

Mr. BROOKS. I have no doubt it. will be 
entirely effective in virtue of the approval of 
two thirds of both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. Of. course, 
two thirds having voted for the bill, it would 
be passed over a presidential veto; but no- 
body expects that. 

Mr. DAWES. _ It seems to me that. this bill 
is a congressional act differing from other bills 
only in the number of votes necessary to pass it. 

Mr. BROOKS, It is the express provision 
of the Constitution that ‘‘ Congress may, by a 
vote of two thirds of each House, removesuch 
disabilities.” I have not the least doubt of 
the entire validity of the bill as it now stands. 
We run no risk by declining to send ‘it to the 
President. ; j 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that all special 
acts which have been passed under the same 
provision have been sent to the President for 
his approval. Why make this an exception? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the 
Chair that all amnesty bills heretofore passed 
since the adoption of the fourteenth amend- 
ment have been submitted to the President for 
his approval, The Chair directs that this bill 
be enrolled and sent to the President. 

Mr, RANDALL. I would like to put a 
question to the Speaker. If this bill goes to 
the President, and is signed, well and good ; 
butif he should not sign it, what then? 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for 
Congress, not the Chair, to decide. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not understand that 
Congress decides it. I understand it is decided 
by the letter and spirit of the constitutional 
amendment, 

The SPEAKER. Itisthe duty of the Chair 
to follow the precedents and practices which 
have received the sanction of the House. The 
sending of this bill to the President is purely 
a matter of ministerial duty on the part of the 
Chair, and does not involve the constitutional 
question. i 

Mr. RANDALL. Thave no objection, if it 
gratifies the Republican party, that their Pres- 
ident should sign a bill of this kind even at 
the eleventh hour. 

Mr. BINGHAM.. Especially after the Pres- 
ident has recommended such a measure in hig 
message, ; 

Mr. BECK. I desire to offer a resolution 
on the subject. 

, The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot enter- 
ain it. 

_ Mr. BECK. It isa resolution declaring that 
in the opinion of Congress 

The SPEAKER, The Chair declines to 
entertain it. 

Mr. BECK. By what authority, then, does 
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the Chair direct that this bill be sent to the 
President? 

The. SPEAKER. .. Because all other bills 
of this kind have been so sent. The Clerk 
informs the Chair that it has been the univer- 
sal custom to send amnesty bills to the Presi- 
dent for his signature. ‘ we 

Mr. BECK. That may be true; but—— 

The SPEAKER.. Why, then, should the 
Chair assume to depart from the practice of 
the House? 3 

Mr. BECK. Why should not the Chai 
allow the House to express its opinion on ‘the 
subject? . i 

The SPEAKER. If there be unanimous 
consent, the Chair will entertain the resolution. 
The Chair will ask whether there is any objec- 
tion, . 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iobject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not en- 
tertain it as a question of privilege, as it 
changes the rules of the House, which require 
one day’s-notice. The Chair is bound by the 
practice of the House. l 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to have the 
question of order settled at this time. It 
makes no difference to me whether the bill 
goes to the President or not; but unless we 
settle it now, however, the question might 
hereafter become an embarrassing one. Sup- 
pose, for instance, the bill should be sent to 
the President of the United States, and he 
should keep it until after the adjournment of 
Congress? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Then it will be as good 
as it is now. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But suppose such 
an event takes place, what then ? 

Mr. CONGER,. Idemand the regular order. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX. I should like to avoid any com- 
plication in reference to this matter. Suppose 
the President should retain this bill for ten 
days? 

‘Mr. BINGHAM. I object to any further 


debate. l 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rises to a 
parliamentary inquiry, and he will state his 
parliamentary point. 

Mr. COX. The inquiry I wish to address to 
the Chair is this: ifthe President retains this 
bill for ten days and the two Houses should 
adjourn, then what effect would it have on the 
legislation proposed ? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliament- 
ary point to be decided by the Speaker of the 
House. It is not for him to answer questions 
as to the probable course of the President of 
the United States in reference to matters of 
legislation. 

Mr. COX. I wish to avoid all trouble in 
this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there 
will be none. 

Mr. COX. J wish this amnesty to be effect- 


ive. 
- The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will take 
his seat there will be no trouble. 

Mr. DAWES. If there be no objection, I 
should like to say a word, 

My. AMBLER. I wish to suggest, in con- 
nection with this matter, to my mind there is 
grave reason to doubt, notwithstanding the 
words of the amendment, whether this could 


be-——— 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, 
and the regular order of business has been 
demanded. ` b 

Mr. AMBLER. I simply desire to call the 
attention of the House to the words in the 
eighth section of the first article—— 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
The billin reference to which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. L. Myers] moved to 
suspend the rules will now be submitted to a 
division of the House. l 

Mr. RANDALL. J rise toa question of the 
highest privilege. I ask that Mr. Rogers, & 
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member-elect from ‘the State of North Caro- 
lina to this House, be now sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania in that way brings up the same ques- 
tion which has been before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the House will 
not object. That gentleman has been waiting 
here for many months to take his seat. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object until the bill has 
been returned signed by the President. 

Mr. RANDALL. » I should like to have the 
decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair 
will be given with great promptness. 

Mr. YOUNG. Let me state to the Chair 
there are precedents: Mr. Tift was sworn in 
within twenty minutes after his disabilities had 
been removed by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Before the bill was signed 
by the President? 

Mr. YOUNG. Yes, sir; his disabilities were 
removed by the two Houses, and he was im- 
mediately sworn in. : 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from the 
fourth district of North Carolina who has been 
debarred from taking his seat by political dis- 
abilities the gentleman from Pennsylvania now 
moves be sworn in under this bill which had 
two thirds of both Houses in favor of the re- 
moval of these disabilities. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does not the Speaker 
say so himself? 

The SPEAKER, 
opinion. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to express my re- 
gret that all the anxiety for amnesty on the 
other side seems to be changed into solicitude 
lest the President of the United States should 
approve the bill. 

a RANDALL. I raise no such issue 
at all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [I object to this debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not enter- 
tain the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] as a question of 
privilege. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought it was ‘a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege. 

The SPEAKER. It would be if the bill 
were signed by the President. - And if it will 
be any satisfaction to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, }] the Chair will give 
it as his opinion that the House will not have 
to-wait very long for that. 


JOHN W. MEARS AND WILLIAM HOULTON, JR. 


The SPEAKER. A division was called for 
on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [ Mr. L. Myrrs] to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill he has reported. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I did not yield 
for that. 

The SPEAKER. The motion was made 
and declared to be carried, and a division was 
then called for. P ; 

Mr. DAWES. And at the same time the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD} was 
calling out loudly that he did not yield. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I said several 
times that I did not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Obio [Mr. GARFIELD} not having yielded for 
a motion to suspend the rules, the Chair will 
direct the bill to be returned to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. L. Myers. J 


SUPERVISING ARCHITECT OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent to offer the following resolu- 
tion: š i 


Whereas, Hon. Joun F. Farnsworra, a member 
of the House of Representatives, and chairman of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
did in debate in the House, on the 2lst day of May 
instant, use the following language: | 4 

“Tdesire to explain my purpose in offering that 
amendment, and I cannot do it in any other way so 
well as by reading from a roport made to the House 
of the last Congress by Hon. Mr. Churchill, of New 
York. The committee of which he was a member 
made an examination and investigation of this sub- 


That would bea personal 


ject, and, among othér things, of ‘a patent obtained. | 
by some one in one of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment here in. Washington. The committee then 
go on to say: $ v 

“ ‘Another somewhat similar case was the sale be 
the supervising architect to. Av:R.Shepherd ‘of: a 
half interest in two patents, one fora patent roofing 
and the other for a patent anti-freezing pipe. These 
patents had been procured by EB. P. Vaux, whose 
claims had been at first rejected by thé Patent Office, 
on the ground that they covered nothing. novel: 
but afterward, with somo advice and assistance from 
the supervising architect, patents were obtained, 
and a half interest conveyed to him in compensation 
forsuch assistance. This half interest was conveyed 
to A. R. Shepherd in April, 1869, for $6,000, and about 
three months afterward a contract was entered into 
with the owners of the patent, including Shepherd, 
by which they were to do such work in roofing. and 
plumbing as the Government might assign them, 
and applythese patents to such work, and to receive 
in addition to the net actual cost of labor and ma- 
terial fifteen per cent., and, in addition, ten. cents 
for cach lineal foot of piping and for each square 
foot of roofing. The amount realized by the owners 
of these patents, for royalty, under this contract; iù 
less than one year, was $5,615 65.’ ; EAR 

* Now, I have the papers here in my hand to show 
that since Mullett sold that patent to A. R. Shep 
herd he has paid to Shepherd for putting on publie 
buildings this Vaux patent. roofing, which no man 
under the sun ever used on any building of his own, 
$130,000. This is the amount which Shepherd has 
received since 1869, under that patent which Mullett 
got through after it had been rejected at the Patent 

fice on account of want of novelty, and which 
Mullett ‘sold to Shepherd for a consideration ‘of 
$6,000. For this roofing Mullett pays Shepherd ‘4 
royalty of ten or twelve. cents per square.foot and 
fifteen per cent. additional, besides paying all the 
expense of putting on the roofing. . 

“The accounts which I have here show that 
Shepherd has been carrying materials for that roof- 
ing trom Washington, or wherever he may purchaso 
them, to Philadelphia; to Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire; to Windsor, Vermont; to Detroit, Michigan’; 
to Buffalo, New York: to Chicago, Illinois; Des 
Moines, Iowa; to Mobile, Alabama; and in fact ail 
over the United States. He employs Shepherd with- 
out any advertisement, without any contract except 
this private contract to carry to. different parts of 
the United States materials tor this roofing, which 
no private citizen anywhere was‘ever known to put 
upon a building. The material and the workmen 
to put it upon our public buildings are taken from - 
Washington, the car-fare being paid at the oxponse 
of the Government to these remote places to pat on 
this roofing ; and Shepherd receives his royalty and 
percentage, in addition to pay for the work, Thes 
are the sume two men who are upon the Board o 
Public Works in the city of Washington. They 
hunt in couples. They are the same two men who 
are Democrats or Republicans by turns, their poli- 
tics depending upon the reigning dynasty. 

“These are the two men who worship at the feet 
of power here in Washington, that they may get 
their hands into the Treasury. L know that because 
Tam trying to pull them away from the public crib 
it will be said that I am making a personal attack. 
It has come to this that whenever:you catch a man 
stealing from the Treasury of the United States and 
attempt to pull him away by his coat-tail, or his 
heels, or his ears, the cry is raised at once, * Perse- 
cution! persecution! Why should you persecute 
an individual in this way?’ ‘Thus this stealing goes 
on, and on, and on, as it is likely io go on during 
the life-time of the pcople engaged in it. It goes 
on under the eyes of your Sccretary of the Treasury. 
I do not think that he really approves of the steal- 
ing, but that he has so much todo, and is such a 
good, easy man, that these people are enabled in 
that way to pocket their unlawful gains, | Notwith- 
standing the report of Mr. Churchill in the last 
Congress, and notwithstanding the report of acom- 
mittee in a former Congress, condemning this method 
of erecting public buildings without contract, with- 
out inviting proposals—a practice which, if followed 
by the Postmaster General in the manner of letting 
contracts for carrying the ‘mails, would cause his 
impeach ment—you allow this supervising architect 
to spend millions upon millions of dolars. You 
appropriate money from year to year in an increas- 
ing ratio ; and then, to cap the climax, inasmuch as 
the President has kindly given this man another 
office for which he cannot lawfully draw an extra 
salary,you increase his pay as supervising archi- 
teet.” Therefore, 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
informed of the charges made, and he be requested 
to cause the same to be investigated, and to take 
such action thereon as the results of such investiga- 
tion shall require. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iask that this 
resolution be passed. I yieldto the gentleman 
from Hlinois, (Mr. Farysworrn. | i 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ido not think that thig 
matter should be open to debate. 

- Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Before yielding 


ito the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Farns- 


WORTH, } I desire simply to say that rather than 
have a continued warfare upon this question, 
or rather than be in ‘doubt as to the. truth or 
untruth of any of these statements, I-thinkita 
better way that the House of Representatives 
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'. shall call the official attention of the Secretary 

of the Treasury. to these charges and direct 
him to make an investigation of them. This 
resolution is offered in no other spirit than that 
of finding the truth, whatever it may be, and 
of showing that the House of Representatives 
desires that the truth shall be known. I now 
yield a. few: moments to the gentleman from 
Ilinois, [Mr. FARNSWORTH. ] 

` Mr. BINGHAM. ` I: hope this will not. be 
thrown. open for general debate. 

Mr. GAREIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man from Illinois desires to offer a suggestion, 
as Ihave quoted from his speech in the reso- 
lution, I shall be glad to hear him. 

: Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iam glad the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has brought this matter to 
the attention of the House, because in doing 
so he has attracted more attention to it than 
I could get or did get last evening, when I 
made the remarks I did, and which I find on 
review this morning to be true, bat not up to 
the whole truth. 

I should like to have the resolution of the 
gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GarrieLp] amended 
by asking the Secretary to report to the House 
specifically whether the charges I have made 
are true, according to the testimony submitted 
to him heretofore by reports of committees of 
this: Honse. 

Now, the report which I hold in my hand, 
and from which I read yesterday, is a report 
of a committee of the Forty- First Congress, 
the report of the Committee on Expenditures 
on Publie Buildings. ‘Thatis what I read 
from, but I did not read the whole paragraph. 
I stopped at the word ‘ roofing.’’ The com- 
mittee went on to say in that paragraph : 

The amount realized by tho owners of these pat- 
ents, for royalty, undor this contract, in loss than 


one year, was $5,615 65, as appears from the follow- 

ing statement: 

-Marine hospital, Portland, Maine, royalty on roof- 
$915 80 


AMG sa E tessnssesedatocnstsvucttvnss veasvens “aeisi 
Court-house and post offico, Portland, 


Maine, royalty on roofing 245 50 
Same building, royalty on pipe. GA 00 
Custom-house, Portland, Maine, royalty on 

LOODE srrcsecesteerenersersseresersegeetstsereeesereeraene 181 10 
Same building, royalty on pip 93 60 
Custom-house, Portsmouth, New Hi 

shire, royalty on roofing 75. 00 
Custom-house and post otlice, New Haven 

Connecticut, royalty on rootin 672 60 
Same building, royalty on pipe 28 80 
Custom-house and post ollice, 

Virginia, royalty on roofing.. 865 00 
Same building, royalty on pipe assess A1220 
Court-house, Madison, Wisconsin, royalty 

ON TOORN, ossosssssnprsaseneasvarsensyeoenineosrenreseennes 722 30 
Custom-house, Cairo, Illinois, royalty on — 

ON T OA OA 270 95 
Court-house and post office, Des Moines, 

Towa, royalty on roofing... ccceeeeeeeeereee 758 80 

Totals PRAE EN vos sek stovestetoress $5,615 65 


Now, these facts were all shown to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury then, and the commit- 
tee go on to say that— 

* Soon after tho examination of Mr. Shepherd by 
the committee, this contract was modified by the 
order of the Secretary of the Treasury, so as to re- 
duce the royalty for use of the patents one half.’”’ 

Thus showing that the Secretary of the 
Treasury knew it, aud after this investigation 
did not put a stop to it, but only reduced the 
royalty, Shepherd himself, in his testimony, 
I think, says that he has never put this roof- 
ing on private buildings ; nobody. used, and 
nobody is expected to use it. The patent 
was refused in the first place because “‘it was 
not novel;”’ there was nothing in it; but by 
the influence of the supervising architect 
of the*Treasury a patent was obtained, as 
patents sometimes are. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Does the gen- 
tleman mean to say that the Commissioner of 
Patents allowed it? Does he also wish to 
attack the Commissioner? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I did not say the 
Commissioner of Patents allowed it. 

Mr. STARK WHATHER. Did you mean 
to say that. the Commissioner of Patents im- 


properly allowed a patent? ! 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ididnotsay whether 
he did or not. Iam reading from the report 
of the committee: 


*“ Another somewhat similar case was the sale by 
the supervising architect to A. R. Shepherd of a 
half inserest in two patents, one for a patent roof- 
ing, and the other for a patent anti-freezing pipe. 
These patents had been procured by E. P. Vaux, 
whose claims had been at first rejected by the Pat- 
ent Office, on the ground that they covered nothing 
novel; but afterward, with some advice and assist- 
ance from the supervising architect, patents ‘were 
obtained, and a half interest conveyed to him in 


‘compensation for such assistance.” 


That. was the report of the Committee on 
Expenditures on the Public Buildings. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. | On full hearing 
and with additional testimony? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iknow nothing about 
that. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Then I would 
not attack the Commissioner of Patents. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Another report was 
made to this House by the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads of the last Con- 
gress, signed’ by J. F. Farnsworra, T. W. 
Ferry, now Senator from Michigan; JAMES 
N. Tyner, S. H. Boyd, Gtorce M. ADAMS, 
J. S. Smith, which stated that the law had 
been “ flagrantly violated” by the supervising 
architect. They close their report in this 
language: 

“The committee also recommend that the con- 
tracts with the Dix Island Company and the Cape 
Ann Granite Company be annulled, and that no 
further appropriation be made for these’ buildings 
without a provision limiting their cost, and making 
it the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, or other 
officer charged with tho responsibility, to sce to it 
that plans are perfected and proper contracts made 
forthe entire completion of the buildings within the 
amounts thus limited.” 

That was all shown to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. He knew that it was the opinion 
of a committee of this House, after full and 
searching investigation, that certain contracts 
were in flagrant violation of law and should 
be annulled, but no attention was paid to it. 
I wish we could get the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay some attention to these matters, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iyield the floor 
for a few moments to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Burer. j 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. After the 
debate which took place yesterday and es 
pecially after the mistake, I doubt not, into 
which the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Porrer] fell, who said that $7,000,000 had 
been paid for the use of this patent, I thought 
it my duty to make some inquiries on the 
subject. I find that he is mistaken. 

Mr. POTTER. I desire to interrupt the 
gentleman from Massachusetts here, to say 
that I had applied for the floor before he rose 
to make of my own motion the correction to 
which-he refers, and which, although the 
remark to which he alludes was not taken by 
the reporters, should nevertheless be made. 

I had heard the words ‘‘ seven millions” 
used by gentlemen about me in reference, as I 
understood it, to this roofing, and on looking 
at the footing of the account handed me I was 
thus misled into reading dollars for cents, 
and I read the figures $7,638,481 instead of 
$73,384 81, as they should be read. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Well, 
now as this whole immense plunder all over 
the United Statesdescends from $7,000,000 to 
$76,000, it is not so bad as I thought it was, 
because if in making roofing only $76,000 has 
been expended all over the United States, 
nobody has got very rich from it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thatis not my state- 
ment at all. ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I observed 
that nobody corrected the statement of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Porter] when 
he made it, but sat by very quietly and allowed 
it to go to the country without correction. 

Mr. POTTER. The gentleman from. Illi- 
nois [ Mr. Farnsworrs] at thetime said ‘not 
millions ;*? but the reporters did not catch it, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I appeal 


to anybody to state whether any one heard the 
correction till now: 

Mr. POTTER. 
here. ; 

Mr. HAZELTON, of ‘Wisconsin. It was 
not heard on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts.” Very 
well; now we all hear it; now it is set right; 
now the country is not shocked that we have 
been paying $7,000,000 for a patent roofing. 
The next point I wish to call the attention of 
this House to, for I have made inquiry about 
thig thing, is this: itis said that nobody uses 
this patent roofing. 1 find that is true, but it 
ig not the whole truth. This roofing com- 
pany, in the first place, is a gas-fitting com- 
pany, a plumbing company, and a roofing 
company; it deals in tin and copper roofing, 
This patent used by the Government is for 
copper roofs. No builder now puts on copper 
roofs, because they are liable by expansion to 
tear And this patent, which is used by the 
United States, is a patent for mending old 
copper roofs. This company guarantees that 
the five years mended copper roofing shall not 
tear if they do the mending. Therefore, this 
patent is used in repairing old copper roofs, 

Nobody now puts up buildings with copper 
roofing; in the first place, because copper is 
worth forty-two cents a pound, and they can- 
not afford it; and, in the next place, it is not 
a fit material for roofing anyhow. The whole 
amount paid during the last year to this com- 
pany for copper roofing, mending copper roof- 
ing, gas-fitting, and plumbing, was $76,000, as 
was stated yesterday. A 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Oh, no;. $130,000. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Well, be 
it so; $180,000 has been expended all over 
this country for all this plumbing, gas-fitting, 
copper roofing, and mending copper rooting, 
under a guarantee that the roofing should be 
kept perfect for five years, free of expense to 
to the Government of the United States. 

Now, sir, after the complaint was made 
here two years ago, on the 8d of July, 1870, 
the Secretary of the Treasury took up these 
contracts with the roofing company. After he 
had investigated the whole subject he ordered 
what should be done, and I have in my hand 
two of his letters that I shall ask the Clerk to 
read. Since June and July, 1870, the work 
has been going on under a contract made 
directly with the Secretary of the Treasury, 
with which Mr. Mullett has had nothing to do 
whatever. I ask the Clerk to read those 
letters, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, June 27, 1870. 

Sır: My attention having been called to the ar- 
rangements made with Shepherd & Co. forthe Vaux 
copper roofing, I am satisfied that they are so un- 
favorablo to the Government as to justify me in 
ordering their suspension. You will therefore give 


no further orders for roofing. 
Very respectfully, 


GEO. S. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
A. B. MULLETT, esq., 
Supervising Architect Treasury Department. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Gentle- 
men will see that that letter is dated the 27th 
of June. Now listen to what the Secretary 
says on the 23d of July. 


The Clerk read as follows : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or THE SECRETARY, July 23, 1870. 

Sir: The treasurer of the Vaux Roofing Company 
may be notified that the Department will continue 
the contract for roofs constructed by them upon the 
following terms: 

The commission of fifteen per cent. to be limited 
to the cost of the materials and the wages of the 
workmen; and the royalty be five cents instead of 
ten cents per square foot. 

Very respectfully, 

GEO. $. BOUTWELL, Secretary, 
A.B. MULLETT, esq, ` 
Supervising Architect Treasury Department. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Now, if 


anybody is to blame, it is the Secretary’ of the 
Treasury, l 


It was: heard all iaround 


1872. 
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Mr. PLATT. I desire to offer a substitute 
for the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. I cannot yield 
for a substitute. 

Mr. PLATT. I appeal to. the sense of 
justice of this House not to permit a merito- 
rious public officer. to be attacked here, and 
then to choke off all debate upon the subject. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. I will hear the 
amendment of the gentleman read, D 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas charges have been made by a member 
of this Mouse, Hon. J. F. Farnswortu, affecting 
the integrity of the supervising architect of the 
Treasury, Mr. A. B, Mallettt: Therefore, 

Resolved, That Hon, J. F. Farnsworrs be, and 
he hereby is, requested to. present all inform- 
ation in his possession touching the official integrity 
of the said A, B. Mullett to the United States attor- 
ney for the District of Columbia, for the purpose 
of enabling the said attorney to institute such crim- 
inal proceedings against the said A. B. Mullett as 
may be deemed proper. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio yield to allow this substitute to be offered ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man desires to make remarks, I will yield to 
him for five minutes, 

Mr. PLATT. A gentleman near me remarks 
that this resolution is very strong. It is so. 
Ihave made it just as strong as possible in 
order that this officer may have every oppor- 
tunity given by the laws of the country to meet 
in the proper place the charges made here, 
and to show how unfounded every one of them 
is. The charges made yesterday on this floor 
by a member of the House would, if they can 
be established, render the officer against whom 
they are made amenable to the laws of the 
country by which provision has been made for 
the punishment of jnst such offenses. If the 
charges made here be true, this offcer is liable 
to fine and imprisonment under the laws of 
the country for malfeasance in office and for 
fraud. A tribunal of justice is the proper 
pies for the gentleman from Illinois to take 

is charges; and it is his duty as a good citi- 
zen and a member of Congress, in view of the 
responsibility resting upon him, when he ob- 
tains knowledge of facts affecting the integrity 
of an officer of the Government, to take meas- 
ures for bringing that officer before the bar 
of justice. f 

For three years I have heard these charges 
made and reiterated in every possible form. 
The gentleman from Illinois, on all other 
questions so fair and generous, seems almost 
insane with reference to the supervising 
architect. Over and over again the gentle- 
man has cn the floor of the House attacked 
this officer as derelict in_his duty and guilty 
of official malfeasance. Now I will give the 
House a statement of the facts in relation to 
this contract for roofing—a simple statement 
which will fully vindicate the officer aspersed. 
I will state the facts without prejudice; and I 
hope the House will do this man the justice 
of giving attention to my statement. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I hope the gentle- 
man will give the source of his information 
asto these facts. I obtained mine from an 
investigating committee. 

Mr. PLATT. The facts which I propose 
to state are facts which will appear fully 
whenever this officer has the opportunity to 
vindicate himself. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Who told the gen- 
tleman what he proposes to state? 

Mr. PLATT. I obtained my information 
from the Treasury Department and from per- 
sonal investigation. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. From what officer 
of the Treasury Department? 

Mr. PLATT. I obtained my information 
where the gentleman can get all the facts. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘ell us where you 
get your facts, 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to interruptions, 
when the gentleman has but five minutes, 

Mr. PLATT. Idesire to say that the con- 
tract with the Vaux Roofing Company was not 


“ 


made by the supervising architect. with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, as 
is usual in such cases; but it was made under 
written orders from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the letter being dictated by himself to 
his phonographie clerk. The. merits of this 
roofing and the nature of the contract were 
fully explained to the Secretary, who, after 
taking the opinion of experts and mechanics 
in whom he had confidence, renewed the con- 
tract. It is therefore the contract of the Sec- 
retary himself, and not in any respect that of 
the supervising architect, who has had nothing 
to do with the matter except by direction of 
the Secretary of the Treausury. 

The price paid as royalty for this roofing is 
only five cents per foot, instead of ten or 
twelve, as stated. it is also untrue that this 
roofing is being used on all public buildings. 
It is used only for the cheeks of Mansard 
roofs, in which no material but copper can be 
used, and in repairing the defective roofs of 
old buildings, originally covered with corru- 
gated iron, and in which the pitch is too flat 
for slate, It has been stated here that the 
supervising architect is introducing this spe- 
cies of roofing on all the public buildings in 
the United States. That is very far from be- 
ing true. For the past three years nota sin- 
gle building has been designed in the office of 
the supervising architect, except for a slate 
roof. The contract is simply this: the Vaux 
Roofing Company get fifieen per cent. on the 
cost of material and labor. No material has 
ever been shipped from this city; it has, in 
every case, been shipped directly to the point 
where it was to be used from the manufactory, 
the vouchers of the roofing company being 
supported and verified by the bills and vouchers 
of the original manufacturers, and in every 
case the material is charged to and paid by for 
the Governmentat the lowest cash trade prices, 
which all gentlemen familiar with commercial 
matters understand to be from ten to fifteen 
per cent. below the wholesale prices. It is 
true thaton various occasions it has been found 
necessary to send men who were skilled cop- 
per workers to points where no such mechan- 
ics can be found, but this certainly is not the 
fault of the supervising architect, who cannot 
be charged with responsibility for the absence 
of skilled labor at remote and unimportant 
points of the country; and it is only where 
this has been the case that skilled copper- 
smiths have been sent to do the work, their 
fare to and from being paid as a matter of 
course; but it is not true that fifteen per cent. 
is added to this cost for the benefit of the 
roofing company. 

The company guarantee the roofs for ten 
years, making all necessary repairs during that 
time, without cost to the Government. The 
gentleman making these charges proclaims, as 
a remarkable and damaging fact, that no pri- 
vate parties use the Vaux roofing. Certainly 
not, for no private parties use copper for roof- 
ing. Having the management of their own 
affairs in their own hands, private parties use 
cheaper material, tin or iron for metal roofs, 
and preserve them by frequent painting; but 
tin andiron roofs were found expensive, and 
liable to destruction on Government buildings 
from the frequent neglect of Congress to make 
appropriations for their repair when needed, 
many roofs were totally lost by this neglect; 
and Government finds it vastly more econom- 
ical to use the better though more expensive 
material in repairing the roofs of old public 
buildings. The first trial of the Vaux patent 
by the Government was on the north wing of 
the Treasury Department, when erected. It 
has there stood the severest tests, never has 
cost one dollar for repairs, and is now in as 
good condition as when laid, while on the 
remainder of the building the roof laid only 
two years earlier, but of different material, has 
been repaired and patehed until it looks like 
an old-fashioned bed-quilt. 
limited that I can only allude to one other 


My time is so’ 


portion ofthe remarks of thé gentleman’. from 
Illinois, in which he charges that gas-fixtures 
have been purchased in Washington “from 
Mr. Shepherd by the supervising architect, 
and shipped at great aud needless expense to 
remote points to be placed in Government 
buildings. There is not a particle‘of truth’ in 
this assertion. The gentleman hasbeen totally 
misinformed on this subject, and: in simple 
justice ought to have investigated ‘the facts 
before uttering such grave and unfounded 
charges. In every case where gas-fixtures 
have been purchased by direction of the super- 
vising architect for any building under his con® 
trol they have been purchased directly from 
the manufacturers without the intervention of 
any third party. Mr. Shepherd has had no 
more to do with it than the gentleman from 
Illinois himself. Nor has he any interest ‘in 
any establishment from which purchases have 
been made. These fixtures have been bought 
at even lower prices than they have ever been 
sold to any private parties, lower. than’ the 
most extensive wholesale dealer has been able 
to purchase them, and with-a great saving of 
expense and careful guarding of Government 
interests which should and will meet the appro- 
bation of the House. ; i 

Let us pass this resolution and give the ac: 
cusers of this officer an opportunity to make 
good their charges, if they can, Should he 
prove unfaithful or unworthy, I will raise my 
voice for his condemnation and punishment 
as loudly as does my friend from Illinois, but 
I was and am unwilling that these charges 
should go to the country unchallenged and 
uncontradicted. I believe the supervising 
architect of the Treasury Department to be one 
of the purest, ablest, and most valuable of our 
public officers. 1 have no doubt but that he 
will emerge from this investigation vindicated 
from every aspersion made here or elsewhere. 
He is saving millions yearly to the Govern- 
ment, and by his ability, fearlessness, and un- 
ceasing vigilance has revolutionized the old 
and corrupt system of building public struc- 
tures, and is erecting a class of buildings equal 
to those of any country on earth, which shall 
be enduring monuments to the wisdom and 
liberality of the Government which authorized 
them, and to the skill and genius of the archi- 
tect who designed them and under whose super- 
vision they are being erected. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iyield fora few 
moments to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Hoar,] and will then yield to the 
gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. STARK- 
WEATHER. | 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Piarr] will with- 
draw his amendment, The resolution ori- 
ginally proposed isjust to everybody concerned. 
it recites the charges made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworru]' and refers 
them for investigation to the official superior 
of the supervising architect. On the other 
hand a secret investigation by a grand jury, 
whatever the result, will render no justice to 
anybody. In the next place itis a violation of 
the privileges of this House to require a mem- 
ber to substantiate words uttered in debate 
before a grand jury. I trust niy friend will 
leave the matter as 1t was originally. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ` I will yield now 
tor one minute to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. STARKWEATHER. ] 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Mr. Speaker, 
members of the House who have been here for 
the last two years are aware of the fact that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworru] 
periodically makes this attack upon Mr. 
Mullett, the supervising architect of the Treas- 
ury. But on this occasion it seemed to him 
necessary, in the progress of the debate, not: 
only to attack Mr. Mullett, but the Commis- 
sioner of Patents and the Secretary “of the 
Treasury, and Mr. A. R. Shepherd of this. 
city. I think the gentleman: cannot: afford. to: 
make charges of official corruption against all 
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of these officers without at least some shadow 


of. proof, Et 
i fe speaks of this matter of roofing, and 
yet it is a fact, proved here, that this roofing 
has not been used on a single building for the 
past three years—not on one single building 
designed and built under the supervision of 
this supervising architect. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Howabsurd! when 


you know it was put on here during the last 


spring. 
PM STARKWEATHER. That may haye 
been’ done in the way of repairs. Take 
another fact. He'accuses the Commissioner 
of Patents. of being improperly influenced in 
granting a renewal of the patent for this 
roofing. The simple factis that on full testi- 
mony and after full hearing that renewal of 
patent was granted as itis done in all other 
similar cases. Can the gentleman from Ili- 
nois afford, is bis position such that he can 
afford to attack the Secretary of the Treasury 
without proof, as well as the Commissioner 
of Patents and Mr, A. R. Shepherd? 

‘He accuses Mr. Mullett and Mr. Shepherd 
of changing their politics. Now it is far bet- 
ter to be right occasionally than to be in such 
a position as the gentleman from Illinois so 
that nobody in the world can ‘‘tell where 
he is.’? A gentleman who lives in a district 
in Illinois having a Republican majority of 
eight thousand which dwindles down in a 
short time to only three hundred Republican 
majority cannot afford to attack any man’s 
politics or any man’s integrity without proof, 
- Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I can- 
not allow the remarks of the gentleman from 
Connecticut to pass without some reply at least. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I will yield for 
one minute to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not know why 
my friend from Connecticut should interfere 
in this matter. Nobody has attacked him. I 
do not know but some one who is interested 
in granite contracts who isa friend of his may 
have had his corns trampled upon; but if I 
have done so I did not know it. 

I do not.know why he should on all occasions 
spring forward to the rescue of everybody con- 
nected with the Boardof Public Works in this 
city. I have not said a word about the Com- 
missioner of Patents I read from the report 
of a committee of this House. I do not know 
what right he has to thrust himself forward 
here to champion these officers whether they 
are attacked or not. I cannot be deterred 
from exercising my privileges of debate by 
holding the rod of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury over me or anybody else. 

The gentleman seems well acquainted with 
the affairs in my district. I congratulate him 
on his knowledge, but he had better look to 
his own district. Whether my majority be large 
or small will not affect me in doing my duty 
in this House, and when I see the head of a 
man stealing from the Government I will hit it. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Then the gen- 
tleman ought not to criticise anybody else’s 
polities, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I decline to 
accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia, and demand the previous question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to lay the whole 
subject on the table. The Secretary of the 
‘Treasury will take care of himself. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I demand the 
previous question, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to lay the whole 
subject upon the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
24, noes 100. 

So. the motion was disagreed to. 

‘The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. . 

The Clerk read Mr. Farnsworru’s amend- 
ment, as follows: š 

That the Secretary of the Treasury report to this 


House specific answers to the charges made by said 
FARNSWORTH in the above remarks. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I-did not:admit 


that. 


Mr. RANDALL. Why not? > isoo 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I offered that amend- 
ment when I was speaking, and the Chair asked 
me to draw my amendment up in writing. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I didnot admit 


that. : : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Ohio as consenting to. the 
amendment, and it was reduced to.writing at the 
request of the Chair. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope that will not. be 
allowed. 

The question being taken on Mr. FARNS- 
WORTH’S amendment, there were—ayes 76, 
noes 53. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the reso- 
lution of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, as amended. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found duly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2761) to remove political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth article 
of the amendments of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now insist on 
my motion that the rules be suspended and 
that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
104, noes 21. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

NEW YORK AND CANADA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. WHEELER, Task unanimous consent 
to introduce for present consideration a bill 
authorizing the Secretary of War to release 
twenty-five acres of the lands of the United 
States at Plattsburg, New York, to the New 
York and Canada Kailroad Company, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Ireserve the right to object 
until the bill shall be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for 
information, alter which objections, if any, 
will be in order. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WHEELER. I send to the Clerk’s desk 
a letter from the Secretary of War, in answer 
to a resolution of the House of April 15, 
1872. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


War Department, May 16, 1872. 

The Secretary of War has the honor to state to 
the House of Representatives, in reply to the reso- 
lution of the 15th ultimo, asking his opinion of the 
expediency of selling fifty acres of the northern 
portion of the garrison lands, and a right of way 
through other lands connected with the military 
barracks at Plattsburg, New York, that there is no 
objection to asale, at an appraised value, of twenty- 
five acres of the Plattsburg military reservation, 
(most northerly portion,) on condition that the 
dwelling-house now on it be removed to such place 
as may be designated by the War Department with- 
out expense to the United States, the sale to be with 
such restrictions as the Secretary of War may think 
necessary to protect the interests of the United 
States. _ Rtas 

There is no objection to selling the right of way to 
said twenty-five acres through the reservation in 
such a manner and course, and with such area, and 


under such restrictions as the Secretary of War may- 


think necessary to protect the interests of the United 
States. M. W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War.. 


Mr. WHEELER. The bill complies liter- 
ally with the instructions of the Secretary of 
War. It has been shown also to the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and has their approbation. i 


the Secretary of War. 


Mr. HOLMAN. -The dill does not provide 
for any mode of ascertaining the value of this 


Jand. : Fy ; 
Mr. WHEELER. It provides that the Sec- 


retary of War shall ascertain and. determine 
its value. - 5 : RT 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill, I-believe; is not 
reported: from any committee ? 7 

. Mr. WHEELER. It is not reported from 
any committee... A bill on the subject was 
referred to the Committee on. Military Affairs, 
before this communication from the Secretary 


‘of War came in; and L have now introduced 


a new bill to comply with the instructions of 
I adopt this means of 
passing the bill, because little time is left to 
consider it in committee. The company is 
anxious to go on with its work without delay. 
As I have already stated, the members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs have examined 
the bill, and they approve it. : 
Mr. COBURN. I may state that I have 
personally, outside of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, looked at the bill, and it has my 
approbation. I have no knowledge whether 
other members of the committee have seen it 
or not. I think it might be referred to the 
committee, with leave to report at any time. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I should ‘be satisfied if 
the bill were sent to the committee with leave 
to report at any time, as suggested by my col- 


league. 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. a a 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the bill be passed. 

The SPEAKER. That motion cannot be 
made, the House having agreed to go into 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I give notice that 
T will embrace the earlist opportunity of mak- 
ing that motion. 

SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER announced, as members 
of the committee of conference on .the part 
of the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1914) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to nego- 
tiate with the chiefs and head-men of the Sho- 
shone and Bannock tribes of Indians for the 
relinquishment of a portion of their reserva- 
tion in Wyoming Territory, Mr. Burperr of 
Missouri, Mr. Saanxs of Indiana, and Mr. 
Wixirams of New York. 

NEZ PERCE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior relative to the purehase 
and improvement of the Nez Percé Indian 
reservation in the Territory of Idaho; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONER OF THE WAR OF 1812. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Seere- 
tary of the Interior, relative to the transfer of 
an appropriation for widows and dependent 
relatives and pensioners of the war of 1812; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. SNYDER, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the. House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in relation to the claim of 
John W. Snyder for. alleged Indian depreda- 
tions in. 1869; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, 


ELECTION CONTEST—-BOWEN ‘VS. DE LARGE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
additional papers in the contested-election case 
of Bowen vs. De Large; which were referred 
to the Committee of Elections. 
MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The House then resolved itself into Commit: 
tee of the Whole on the*state of the Union, 
(Mr. WHEELER in the chair,) and resumed the 


` 
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consideration of the bill (H.-R. No. 2705) 
making. appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1873, and for other purposes. 
The CHAIRMAN.. The Clerk will report 
the pending amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: | 
Add to line two Hundred and 


following: 
Provided, That no part of the money appropriated 
by this bill shall be paid to the Vaux Patent Roof- 
ing Company or assigns. pei 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Í withdraw that 
amendment. : 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment to come in at the end of 
line two hundred:and seventy-four: 


To purchase additional ground adjoining the site 
and building occupied for the United States court- 
house and post office at Madison, Wisconsin, $11,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BECK. I move to strike out from the 
word “and,” in line two hundred and sixty- 
six, down to and including line two hundred 
and seventy-four. . The law-requires, and the 
committee have complied with the require- 
ments, that the total amount appropriated 
shall be set forth in the bill. The amount 
appropriated in this bill seems to foot up 
$17,541,000, of which $2,038,000 are for 
public buildings under the supervising archi- 
tect of the Treasury. The portion of the bill 
which I move to strike out begins thus: 

And the balances of appropriations for the con- 
struction of public buildings which may remain 
unexpended at the close of this fiscal year are hereby 
reappropriated. 

Now, if that provision were confined to ap- 
bropriations made during the last Congress or 

uring this Congress, it might not be objection- 
able, but I know that there are very many 
cases of old appropriations that have. lapsed 
more than ten yearsago. I know that we had 
to go. on with a building at Knoxville, Ten- 
messee, because they had an appropriation in 
1858, and how many others there are, I do not 
know; but this bill reappropriates all former 
appropriations that have lapsed, without any 
limitation as to when those appropriations 
were made, what their amounts were, or 
whether the buildings ought to be built now 
orno. It surelyis a mistake on the part of 
the committee to make an appropriation so 
broad. This clause ought to be amended at 
least by saying “the balances. of appropria- 
tions for the construction of public. buildings 
heretofore made by the present or last Con- 
gress,’’ or some limitation as to time should 
be put in-in order to make it safe. 

The remainder of the clause which I propose 
to strike out is as follows: 

And any balance of epproprintion made for the 
building for post office and sub-Treasury in Boston, 
Massachusetts, is hereby authorized to be applied to 
the constructing and furnishing the necessary fur- 
niture and outfit for the said building, and preparing 
the approaches thereto and the sidewalks around 
the same. í 

We know the trouble we had about that 
Boston post office, and the amount of the 
appropriation, and now. the committee reap- 
propriate ali that remains unused—how much 
it is, whether it is $100,000 or $1,000,000, Ido 
not know, and the House does not know—for 
the purpose of furnishing and fixing up the 
sidewalks, &c. 

I think the committee ought to tell us how 
much they propose to reappropriate to finish 
up this building, and for sidewalks and ap- 
proaches to this building in Boston, before it 
is appropriated again in this general form, 
after all that has taken place in regard to the 
Boston post office. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would at once 
accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] if his apprehension in 
regard to the facts was correct. He will re- 
member that under a law, which he so wisely 
aided to pass, all unexpended balances of ap- 
propriations were covered into the Treasury 
on the 30th of June last. Therefore there are 


seventy-four. the 


now no unexpended balances of appropria- 
tions except for the current fiscal year. If the 
gentleman thinks it will be stronger to put in 
a clause to that effect, Fam willing to accept 
it. This is only intended to make the work 
continuous, by reappropriating. what was ap- 
propriated last year. Eg 

r. BECK.. My recollection was that we 
had repealed the law in regard to unexpended 
balances, so far as public buildings are con- 
cerned, before the law took effect, for the rea- 
son the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations suggests. If that law went into 
effect in regard to publie buildings, and also 
in regard to all old appropriations, and the 
unexpended balances were covered into the 
Treasury, I have no objection to this. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. All unexpended 
balances have been covered in except for the 
current year. This provision is simply to 
facilitate the work on the building already 
contracted for. 

Mr. BECK. That much I approve. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man has any doubt about it, I am willing to 
consent to an amendment to restrict it to the 
appropriation for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. BECK. That will make it correct. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In regard to 
the Boston post office building there is a small 
amount of the appropriation on hand, which 
is wanted to finish out the work for the current 

ear. 

Mr. BECK. If the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Garv1eLp] is satisfied that it is only such 
an amount as we ought to appropriate for this 
purpose I will not object. But I did not 
know but the amount. might be very large. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Committee 
on Appropriations considered the matter care- 
fully, and they have letters on file covering 
the whole case. If the gentleman will suggest 
any amendment that he deems necessary 

Mr. AMBLER. I would suggest that in 
line two hundred and seventy, after the words 
* balance of appropriations,” the words ‘ for 
the current fiscal year’’ should be inserted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no ob- 
jection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following: 


Light-houses, beacons, and fog-signals: - 

Burnt Coat harbor light-station: for two beacon- 
lights, to serve as arange on the coast of Maine, 
$10,000, and any balance of the appropriation of 
$10,000 made by act of March 8, 1871, that may remain 
in the Treasury June 30, 1872. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move to insert after the 
paragraph just read the following : 


Rebuilding south tower, Cape Elizabeth, Maine, 


Isend to the Clerk’s desk to be read an extract 
from the report of the Light-House Board. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


“Cape Elizabeth, Coast of Maine.—The westerly 
tower of the two, at this light-station, was built in 
1828 of rubble stone, andis now in such a state as to 
render it necessary to rebuild it in a better manner, 
for which an estimate has been submitted in the 
annual estimates. The station is one of the most 
important on the eastern coast, serving the double 
purpose of a sea-coast light-station and as a mark 
tor phe entrande into Casco bay and to Portland 

arpor, 


Mr. LYNCH. As reported by the Light- 
House Board that light is one of the most im- 
portant upon the coast of Maine. A recom- 
mendation has been made for rebuilding the 
tower, which I understand to be in a danger- 
ous condition, having been built many years 
ago of rubble stoné. Itis estimated for in the 
book of estimates, and recommended by the 
Light-House Board. I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Committee 
on Appropriations have given more careful 
attention to the light-house portion of this bill 
than to any other. A sub-committee of that 
committee sat a good part oftwo days with the 
Light-House Board, and then the whole com- 
mittee spent two or three full sessions in con- 
sidering the subject of appropriations for light- 
houses, 


The gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. Hae, |: who 
was chairman of the sub-committee on:this 
question, and is thoroughly acquainted with all 
these matters, joined with several other mem- 
bers of the committee in requesting the Light- 
House Board to make two classes of estimates 
for light-house appropriations, class one being 
those most important, and class two thoseinot 
so highly important. In framing this bill: we 
took only those of the first class. The total 
amount asked for light-houses was $2,116,000. 
The Committee on Appropriations felt bound 
to reduce that amount, and did reduce it: to 
$740,000 for the light-houses themselves, thua 
making a deduction of sixty-six per cent. 
Even after this reduction we are still appro- 
priating morë money for this purpose. than 
was appropriated in this bill last year. 

Now, theappropriation asked for by the gen- 
tleman from Maine is among those of classnum- 
ber two, not number one, in importance; and 
I hope the Committee of the Whole will not 
break through the lines. This is one of the 
cases that will keep for another year. - If the 
lines are broken in Maine, they will be broken 
all the way round to Puget sound. 

Mr. LYNCH. The lines have already been 
broken in Maine. Light-houses'a little further 
east than my district have been taken care of. 
I can inform the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] that asa member of the Committee 
on Commerce, having this matter to some 
extent in charge, I have made some inquiries 
in reference to it, and I have been told by 
the chairman of the Light-House Board that 
i is very important that this work should be 

one. i 

The sub-committee upon light-houses hav- 
ing divided their appropriations. by two, went 
before the Light-House Board and stated that 
but one half of the appropriations asked could 
be obtained, and inquired where the appropri- 
ations should be made.. Of course the board 
were obliged to confine themselves somewhere, 
and they designated certain works; but I 
undertake to say that there are works re- 
ported in this bill, in which perhaps some other 
members have some interest, which are: not sò 
important as the work contemplated by my 
amendment, I say this after inquiry of ‘the 
Light-House Board. I hope the House in view 
of the recommendation—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted 
upon the amendment. ` 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Lyncu, there were—ayes 10, noes 55.3 
no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Lyncn and 
Mr. Dickey were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers. ré- 
ported—ayes 46, noes 83. 

So the amendment of Mr. Lyyow was not 


-agreed to. 


Mr. LYNCH. I modify my amendment by 
making the amount $20,000. This appropri- 
ation is recommended as strongly by the Light- 
House Board as any other embraced in their 
report. The circumstances which render the 
appropriation necessary have been fully stated 
in the extract which was read by the Clerk. 
This light-house is in a dangerous condition, 
and there is an urgent necessity for repairs. 
The only question is whether the appropria- 
tion shall be made this year or next. The 
appropriation is estimated for in the book of 
estimates, and 1 hope it will be sanctioned by 
the House. I would not ask for it if I did not 
know that the work ought to be done. I should 
have gone before the Committee.on Appropri- 
ations and urged the appropriation had I not 
supposed that being recommended so strongly 
by the Light-House Board an appropriation 
for this purpose would of course be reported : 
and I was surprised to find that it had not been 
reported after so strong a recommendation. ` 

Mr. DICKEY. I represent a district. in 
which there is not a single light-house. 
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“Mr. LYNCH: Nor much light of any other 
kind. (Laughter. J 

Mr. DICKEY. Exceptsuch as we may get 
from the. remarks of the enlightened gentle- 
man from Maine. But as a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations, I went before 
the Light-House Board with perfect impar- 
tiality. We were obliged to cut down these 
appropriations to a reasonable limit; and we 
asked the Light-House Board to number the 
appropriations they recommended according 
to the order of their merit and necessity, 
number one, number two, and number three. 
The light-house named in the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maine was one of those 
embraced in class number two. We put into 
this bill none but light-houses of the first im- 
portance—those included in class number one. 
If the appropriation proposed by the gentle- 
man from Maine be adopted, there are twenty 
others of equal merit that will have to be in- 
serted. The Light-House Board says that this 
light-house will keep very well for another 
year; that there is no immediate necessity for 
the work being done; that there is no reason 
why this light-house on the coast of Maine 
should be made an exception from the action 
that may be taken upon all others embraced 
in. classes number two and number three. 

If you increase this appropriation you will 
have to increase all the other appropriations, 
and we may have an aggregate increase of 
seven or eight hundred thousand dollars 
before we get through. I call the attention 
of the House to the fact that we gave just as 
much appropriation as the Light- House Board 
insisted on as being necessary for the pur- 
pose of commerce, and to those works which 
were of prime necessity. This they say 
is not one of those cases, and for that rea- 
son it is not in this appropriation bill. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 14, noes 44; no quorum voting. 

Mr. LYNCH demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dickey and 
Mr. Lyxou were appointed. 

_ The committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported—ayes 40, noes 70. 

Mr. LYNCH. I do not insist on any further 
count ; but I will make a proposition that this 
shall be built of Americaniron and the lanterns 
plated with nickel, and perhaps I may get the 
gentleman’s support. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is re- 
jected. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


For light-house at Wood-End, Provincetown har- 
bor, Massachusetts, $15,000. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of line two hundred-and eighty-six. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For retstablishing and setting up two small bea- 
con-lights in the harbor of Newburyport, the site of 
one of which has beon washed away by a storm, 


UV, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I should 
like to have. the attention of the House while 
I explain this case. This does not come in 
as any new case, militating against the report 
of the Committee on Appropriations. These 
are two small beacon-lights that range the 
harbor. The Light-House Board recommend 
a new light-house and the reéstablishment of 
these beacon-lights.’ Unfortunately, since the 
report, one of these sites was washed down by 
a storm. I desire now to get this to reéstab- 
lish these beacon-lights, and not to build any 
light-bouse. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. What the gen- 
tleman says is correct, and this appropriation 
ought to be inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For erecting a portable beacon at Bullock’s Point, 
on the east side of Providence river, Rhode Isiand, 
Mr. LYNCH. I move to strike that out for 
the purpose of asking of the Committee on 


Appropriations where is the recommendation 
in these estimates or in the report of the Light- 
House Board for the establishment of a steam- 
fog signal at the mouth of the Kennebec river? 
I have looked through the book of estimates 
and the recommendations of the Light-House 
Board, and I do not find it. Now, while these 
new works are appropriated. for in this bill, 
old works falling to pieces and in a dangerous 
condition, and which ought to be reéstablished, 
are entirely left out of the bill, although we 
have estimates forthem and recommendations 
from the Light-House Board. If any explana- 
tion can be given I should like to have it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, the steam-fog 
signal referred to by the gentleman from Maine 
is on the coast of Maine; and in the first place, 
I wish to ask if he objects to it? 

Mr. LYNCH. Notat all; on the contrary, 
I supported it, and did not oppose it, but the 
gentleman did not help me in having the 
amendment agreed to which I offered. 

Mr. HALE. Now I will answer the gen- 
tleman’s question that this steam fog signal 
was strongly recommended, and the commit- 
tee had the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and one from the Light-House Board, 
and on that the committee acted. 

Mr. LYNCH. Task any of the gentlemen 
of the committee to point out in the book of 
estimates or in the recommendation of the 
Light- House Board where the steam fog- signal 
is recommended or appropriation asked for. 

Mr. HALE. Itis not in the book of esti- 
mates; it came in afterward. 

Mr. LYNCH. It is not in the book of esti- 
mates or in the recommendations, yet an ap- 
propriation is made for it, while appropria- 
tions are refused for works which are to be found 
in the book of estimates and in the recom- 
mendation of the Light-House Board. I think 
the discrimination is an unjust one. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise to a point 
of order, that there is no amendment pending 
and debate is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amend- 
ment pending offered by the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. LYNCH. I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For a light-house on the middle ground in the 
Hudson river, near the city of Hudson, New York, 


,000. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to cor- 
rect a mistake. That appropriation ought to 
be $35,000 instead of $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For continuing the improvements at the light- 
house depot of supplies, on Staten Island, New York, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I move 
the following amendment to come in after line 
three hundred and thirty: 


For _fog-bell on Fort Hamilton and Fort Colum- 
bus, New York harbor, $1,500. 


I move this amendment to remedy an appa- 
rent oversight. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was supposed to have the power, but there 
seems to have been some doubt aboutit. The 
matter should have been brought before the 
Light-House Board before. Tog bells would 
have been provided, but private individuals 
cannot obtain possession because it is Govern- 
ment property. I may state also that New 
York harbor is being gradually so occupied by 
ferry-boats, while the incoming shipping fre- 
quently amounts to twenty or thirty vessels 
an hour, that this matter becomes one of very 
great consequence. Ido not think the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will object to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


For frst-class light and fog-signal at Piedras 
Blancas, California, $75,000. 
I offer the fol- 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
lowing amendment, to come in after the para- 
graph which has just been read: 

For rebuilding and reéstablishing the steam fog- 


i} signal station at Point Reyes, California, $10,000. 


` I desire to state that since this’ bill was re- 
ported a light-house on the California coast 
has been burned up. This appropriation, there- 
fore, has become necessary. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


Department of the Interior, : 
Public lands: ei. 
For rent of office of surveyor general of Louis- 
iana, fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental 
expenses, $2,500; and for clerks in his office, $3,700. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to move 
to amend that paragraph by striking out 
tt $3,700,” and inserting in lieu thereof 
*$1,700;’’ reducing the amount of appropria- 
tion for clerks in this office, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For rent_of office of surveyor general of Flor- 
ida, fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental 
expenses, $1,500; and for clerks in his office, $2,700. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to 
amend by striking out ‘‘ $2,700” and inserttng 
66 $1,700.” : . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

For rent of office of surveyor general of Califor- 
nia, fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental 
expenses, $7,000; and for clorks in his office, $9,000. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to amend by 
striking out ‘‘$9,000” and inserting “$20,000.” 
And I will state that in connection with this 
amendment, when we reach the appropriation 
on page 24 for surveying the public lands in 
California, I will move to reduce that appro- 
priation from $70,000 to $50,000. I propose 
to add in this instance $11,000, and to take off 
in the other $20,000. Thereason is that there 
is not enough appropriation for office work in 
proportion to the appropriation for surveys. 
The proposition isto cut down the surveys and 
use part of the money that will be saved in 
working up the field-notes now lying in the 
office of the surveyor general. offer this 
amendment by order of the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

For rent of office of surveyor general of Nevada, 
fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental ex- 
penses, $3,700; and for clerks in his office, $2,300. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move toamend by strik- 
inig out “* $3,700 and inserting ‘‘$2,700.” 

r. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ido not know 
any reason why that change shouid be made. 
We have followed the estimates in determin- 
ing this appropriation, 

Mr. DUNNELL. I cannot see why $3,700 
should be allowed for expenses of the office in 
the State of Nevada, while elsewhere the ap- 
propriation is $2,000 or less. Ido not under- 
stand why rents should be so much more 
expensive in Nevada than in any of the other 
States. 

Mr. SARGENT. What isthe amendment? 

Mr. DUNNELL. To reduce the appropri- 
ation by $1,000. Twothousand dollars is the 
average amount voted for the other States. 

Mr. SARGENT. These estimates are made 
up from accounts in the Treasury and in the 
Laud Office. These estimates are originally 
made in the Land Office, are based upon ex- 
perience, and are adapted to all parts of the 
country. They are then supervised in the 
Treasury Department. And any attempt to 
strike down a particular appropriation, simply 
because an individual member may not have 
as much information as the committee had, if 
yielded to, would only lead to confusion. [ 
think the gentleman should be content to rely 
on the estimates framed in accordance with 
the law and experience, 

I can state to the gentleman that it is true, 
as a matter of fact within my own knowledge, 
that rent and expenses of this kind are higher 
in Nevada than in my own State, or in any 
other in the Union. 

Mr. DONNELL. My attention was called 
to the very large discrepancy between the 
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amount allowed to this State and to some of 
the others; in some States only $1,800 is al- 
lowed, while bere isan appropriation of $3,700. 
I was unable to see how rents should be so 
much higher in Nevada than elsewhere. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is for fuel, among 
other things. Fuel in Virginia City costs 
twenty dollars a cord, and is very poor wood 


at that. 
Mr. DUNNELL. ‘I withdraw the amend- 


ment, 
. The Clerk read as follows: 


For rent of office of surveyor general of Montana 
Territory, fuel, books, stationery, and other inci- 
dental expenses, $2,000; and for clerks in his office, 


Mr. CLAGETT. I move to amend that 
clause so as to increase the amount for clerk 
hire to $2,500. 

Mr. SARGENT. This is not the whole 
appropriation for your Territory for this pur- 


pose. 

Mr. CLAGETT. I know that, but under 
the new mining law which Congress passed, 
even last year there was considerable failure 
in clerks’ work in this office. 

Mr. SARGENT. This appropriation, taken 
in connection with the one in the legislative 
bill, is more than was given last year. 

Mr. CLAGETTY. Iwill state to the House, 
and to the gentleman from California partic- 
warly, that this year we shall probably bave 
four times the amount of business we ever had 
before. The whole amount of land entered 
last year was sixty-five thousand acres: In 
the last month alonc over forty thousand acres 
of land were entered, and the amount will 
probably ran up to at least two hundred thou- 
sand acres. The location of the Northern 
Pacific railroad through the Territory has 
stimulated the entry of lands by two or three 
hundred percent. I offer the amendment to 
increase the appropriation for clerical force 
by the small amount of $500. I have received 
an application from the surveyor general of the 
Territory asking to have it increased to 
$38,000; I only ask $500. 

Mr. SARGENT, We allowed in the legis- 
lative bill the amount which was given last 
year, but complaints were made by the gentle- 
man and others that the amount allowed last 
year was not enough, and the committee took 
the difference between the amount allowed last 
year and the estimates and put it in the bill, 
and we can stand by it in the Senate because 
it conforms to the estimates. 

Mr. CLAGETT. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. i 

Mr. KERR. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the paragraph 
last read, and. I hope the committee will allow 
it to be adopted: Í 


` For expenses of the United States commissioner 
to the international penitentiary congress at Lon- 
don, in 1872, $5,000. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. here is no 
objection to that amendment if the gentleman 
will allow it to be placed over under the mis- 
cellaneous head. Let it be adopted with that 
understanding. 

Mr. KERR. Ihave no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

- Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in after line five 
hundred and twenty-two: 


` For rent of office of the Assistant Treasurer of the 
United States at St. Louis, Missouri, $3,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


For surveying the public lands in Montana Terri- 
tory, at rates not exceeding fifteen dollars per linear 
mile for standard lines, twelve dollars for township, 
and ten dollars for section lines, $40,000. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to strike 
out ‘* $40,000"? and insert in. lieu thereof 
“© $50,000.” a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: T 

For surveying the public lands in California, at 


rates not exceeding fifteen dollars per linear mile 
for standard lines, fourteen dollars for township, 
and twelve dollars for section lines, $70,000: Pro- 
vided, That the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, in his discretion, may hereafter authorize 
public lands in said State, and also in Washington 
Territory, densely covered with forests or thick un- 
dergrowth, to be surveyed at augmented rates, not 
exceeding eighteen dollars per linear mile for stand- 
ard parallels, sixteen dollars for township, and four- 
teen dollars for section lines. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move to reduce the ap- 
propriation in line five hundred and seventy 
from $70,000 to $50,000, for the reason which 
I have stated, that a part of this amount has 
already been allowed for clerical hire in a 
previous appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in after line six 
hundred and one: 


For completing the surycy of Fort Gratiot mili- 
tary reservation and marking streets and blocks and 
lots already sold thereon, $2,000; or so much of it 
thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For survey of the northern boundary of Nebraska 
at a rate not exceeding forty dollars per linear mile, 
the estimated distance being two hundred and twenty 
miles, $8,800, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I move 
to amend by inserting after the paragraph just 
read the following: 


For the continuance of the system of land maps 
of the Committee on Public, Lands, under direction 
of the Clerk of tho House, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KENDALL. I move to amend by 
inserting after the paragraph just read the 
following : 

For survey of the northern boundary of Nevada, at 
a rate not to excecd fifty dollars per linear mile, 


In this amendment I have followed the 
estimates for appropriations. I wish to state 
the reason why this boundary line should be 
surveyed, All the northern part of Nevada 
bounded by southern Oregon and the southern 
portion of the Territory of Idaho is being rap- 
idly settled. There is now a conflict of juris- 
diction between these two States and that Ter- 
ritory. Thesettlers going into that region of 
country are uncertain as to what jurisdiction 
they are under, and hence results infinite con- 
fusion as regards titles to property aud as 
regards the jurisdiction oftheir courts. There- 
fore there is a very strong reason why this 
boundary line should besettled and established. 
The distance—the length of this line—is about 
three hundred and ten miles, and the amount 
asked for here is certainly not too much con- 
sidering the desert nature of the country, a 
great portion of which is also mountainous. 
To show the rapidity with which this country 
is being settled up, I submitto the committee 
a statement made to me by the surveyor gen- 
eral and land register of Nevada, which I ask 
to be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Statement of the number of acres, of land applied for |; 


and sought to be purchased by individuals from the 
State of Nevada. 


In 1867........06 


In 1872, ( + , 
or at the rate of 225,600 during 1872. 

Mr. KENDALL. It will be noticed, Mr. 
Chairman, from that simple statement that 
the public lands in the State of Nevada are 
being rapidly located and occupied by settlers, 
and hence the inference to be drawn directly 
from that statement is that there is a necessity 
for having the boundary: lines of that State 
established and fixed. Ido notthink it neces- 
sary to make any further argument to show 
the importance of this amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of. Ohio. I desire to 
state that the only reason the Committee on 
Appropriations had for omitting this item was 


E 


t 


that, on a review of the whole situation of ‘our, 
surveys of western Territories and the bound+ 
aries of States, itdid not appear to the commit- 
tee that a State having now but forty-two thou- 
sand population, and having, as the gentleman 
from Nevada [Mr. KENDALL] ‘says, a great 
deal of sterile land, should ask us to pay out 
so much money for surveying. If the remarks 
of the gentleman have satisfied the Committee 
of the Whole that this ought to be put in, let 
it goin. It is included in the estimates. : 
he.amendment was agreed to. ~ S 


The Clerk read the following: 


Metropolitan police: 

For salaries and other necessary expenses of the 
Metropolitan police for the District of Columbia, 
$155,917: Provided, That an equal sum shall be paid 
to defray the expenses of the said Metropolitan 
police force by the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown and the county of Washington beyond 
the limits of said cities, in the District of Colum- 
bia, in the proportion corresponding to the number 
of privates allotted severally to said precincts; and 
the corporate authorities of said cities, and proper 
authorities of the District of Columbia, are hereby 
authorized and required to levy a special tax, not 
exceeding one third of one per cent., which shall 
be specially deposited once in each week, as such 
collections are made, to be appropriated and ex- 
pended for said purpose only, for the service of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1878. G 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In order to 
make this paragraph correspond to the -esti- 
mates, I move to strike out ‘¢ $155,917" and 
to insert ‘* $207,890,” and to amend the pro- 
viso by striking out the words “an equal 
sum’? and inserting ‘a further sam amount- 
ing to $108,945.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following: 


For annual repairs of the old portion of the Capi- 
to! building, for painting, glazing, keeping roofs in 
order, water-pipes, pavements, and approaches to 
the building, $10,000. : 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts.. I move 
to amend the paragraph just read by adding 
to it the following: ` 

Provided, That a sufficient portion of such appro- 
priation shali be expended under the direction of 
the architect of the Capitol extension to keep in 
order the archways and door-ways of the Rotunda |7 
and corridors of the Capitol. : 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That does-not 
add to the appropriation. I have no objection 
to it. j 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Forcontinuing the work of grading and filling, l 
and for planting the grounds around the Capitol, 
paving B street north, from Delaware to New Jersey 
avenues, and the quadrant, thence to Pennsylvania 
avenue, and for curbing and paving the toot-ways 
around the Capitol grounds, $35,000; which shall be 
available immediately. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend the paragraph by adding to it the 
following : 

Providing that the avenues, streets, and ap- 
proaches to the Capitol and grounds within one 
thousand yards shall have their grades established 
by the architect of the Capitol extension, under the 
direction of the Committees on Public Buildings and 
Grounds ofthe Senate and House of Representatives. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Thatis allright ; 
it simply makes a rule about grading. 

Mr. BROOKS. What is the change pro- 

posed? 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The 
change is this: the Board of Publie Works of 
the District of Columbia claim the right to 
establish the grades of all the streets that ap- 
proach the Capitol, irrespective of the grades 
that the architect of the Capitol extension 
and the Committees of Public Buildings and 
Grounds of the two Houses of Congress may 
deem it expedient to establish. 4 

Mr. BROOKS. What if they come in 
conflict? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The 
object of this amendment is to prevent a con- 
flict. Without some law of Congress regu- 
lating the matter, the District authorities 
might cut down the grades adjacent to the 
Capitol ten feet. : 

The amendment was agreed to... - 
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Ehe; Clerk read as follows: 


Library of Congress: i a 
: For additional heating apparatus in the Library 
òf Congress, to be expended under the direction of 
the architect of the Capitol extension, $2,000, or so 
youch thereof as may be necessary. ene 


«Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by adding 
to the paragraph just read the following: 


To enable the Librarian to procure for the Library 
of Congress the. English county histories, $5,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. 


I understand there is no objection to this 
amendment on the part of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

. ‘The Clerk read as follows: 


. Por extending the triangulation of the Coast Sur- 
vey. so as to form a geodetic connection between the 
Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the. United States, and 
assisting in the State surveys, including compensa- 
tion of civilians engaged in the work, $36,000. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I move to amend the 
paragraph just read by striking out ‘‘ thirty- 
six” and inserting “fifteen,” so as to make 
the amount of the appropriation $15,000. 
This is the amount which was appropriated 
last year, The estimate for the present year 
is only $30,000. I donot understand why the 
committee have made an addition of $6,000. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The committee, 
since those estimates were made, have received 
special letters from the Coast Survey. Pro- 
fessor Peirce, of the Coast Survey, came before 
the committee, and made an elaborate state- 
ment of what he proposed to do. He asked a 
larger appropriation than we have. reported, 
but finally $36,000 was agreed upon as suffi- 
cient to meet the immediate necessities of this 


work, 

Mr. MAYNARD. I find on page 267 of 
the book of estimates this paragraph, of which 
I would like an explanation : 


“In the vicinity of St. Louis, and in Illinois, Ohio, 
and Kentucky, points have been determined in the 
triangulation which has been authorized for con- 
necting the survey of the Atlantic coast with that 
of the Pacific.” 


I do not understand why there should bea 
larger appropriation for next year than was 
made for this year. Besides, Professor Peirce 
only asks $80,000, as the gentleman from Ohio 
will see by reference to page 274 of the book 
of estimates. 

Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio. I sent to the 
desk to be read a letter on this subject, which 
the committee have received; but before it 
is read, I will state that the work inaugurated 
last year has for its object a connection of the 
two lines of triangulations on the Atlantic and 
the Pacific coast. A large chain of triangula- 
tions has been completed onthe Atlantic coast, 
and a similar one, though not so large, on the 
Pacific coast. The object is to utilize the 
State and territorial surveys, so that all these 
surveys may be a part of one general whole. 

The Coast Survey last year recommended 
the beginning of a work to connect these two 
chains of triangulations by interior surveys, so 
that the two chains might become a part of a 
consistent whole. The work was commenced 
last year with $15,000, and it was attended 
with some very striking results. Hor instance, 
it was found that the capital of the State of 
Ohio, instead of being located in the latitude 
and longitude we had supposed, was nearly 
three miles out of the way; and several other 
interior points were found to have been wrongiy 
located, thus dislocating and disarranging all 
State and interior maps. The work has grown 
in importance and extent, so that an appropria- 
tion of $50,000 was asked by Professor Peirce; 
but the committee thought that a portion of 
the work could be laid over for the present 
year. The letter which I have sent to the 
desk is of a date subsequent to the printed 
estimates. If the gentleman does not care to 
have the whole letter read I will append it to 
my remarks. f 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to hear it 
read, although the gentleman’s remarks are 
very interesting. Many of us donot know the 
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nature and importance of this geodetic survey; 
but if the appropriation of $15,000 made last 
year was sufficient for the making of these 
important: discoveries, showing that the capital 
of Ohio is not located where it has previously 
been supposed to be, but in an altogether 
different place, may not another appropriation 
of $15,000 be sufficient to displace the capitals 
of several other States? [Laughter.] Be- 
sides, I would like the gentleman to explain 
why, the $30,000 asked for in the original esti- 
mates is not sufficient. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Secretary 
of the Treasury followed the old estimates of 
Professor Peirce. Last year the appropriation 
was asked merely to start this work. To con- 
tinue it $36,000 is, we think, as low an amount 
as ought to be appropriated. 

Mr. MAYNARD. But I have here the 
estimate under the superintendent’s own hand. 
I read from page 274 of the book of estimates: 

“ For extending the triangulation of the Coast Sur- 
vey, so as to form a geodetic connection between the 
Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the United States, and 
assisting in the State surveys, including compensa- 


tion of civilians engaged in the work, per act of 


March 3, 1871, $30,000.” 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. J wish to have 
the letter read. After that the Governor of 
California sent to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury a letter in which he set forth the fact that 
the geological survey and the location of min- 
eral lands throughout California could not be 
carried on with any degree of accuracy unless 
this geodetic interior connection was made by 
the Coast Survey, so as to give grand base lines 
on which mineralogical and State surveys 
could be established. In obedience to the 
request of the Governor of California the new 
estimate was made. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Ishould like to have the 
letter read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Unirep States Coast Survey OFFICE, 


WASHINGTON; April 26, 1872 

Siz: I am informed to-day that there are un- 
avoidable delays in the proposed execution of the 
triangulation in California, in the year 1872-78. 
They arise partly from, illness, and partly from the 
impossibility of obtaining the requisite instruments 
in season for the operations. I therefore respect- 
fully request that the appropriation for this purpose 
may be reduced to an amount which will be suffi- 
cient to cover the expenses for the outfit of instru- 
ments and preliminary reconnoissance, so that the 
work may be actually undertaken during the follow- 
ing year. Thé estimate for this purpose, which has 
been carefully made, is $6,000. I respectfully sub- 
mit to your committee that the item for transcon- 
tinental operations may be increased by this amount 
instead of by $20,000, which was at first proposed. 
With this augmentation the estimated item will be 
$36,000 instead of $50,000. 

Yours, very respectfully, 

BENJAMIN PEIRCE, 
Superintendent United States Coast Survey. 

Hon. James A. Ganvirip, Chairman of Committee 

on Appropriation, House of Representatives. 


Mr. MAYNARD. That is all very well, 
but the reductions are not made as suggested 
in the amendments. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Another letter, 
after the estimates and before the letter read, 
asked for an increase of the appropriation to 
$50,000. This letter asked that that estimate 
might be cut down to $36,000. 

Mr. Mayyarp’s amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. MAYNARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
move to reduce it to $30,000, and I wish to 
call attention to the effect of the letter which 
has been read. Mr. Peirce states on April 
26, 1872, that he is informed to-day there are 
unavoidable delays in the proposed execution 
of the triangulation in the year 1872-73 ; they 
arise partly from illness and*partly from not 
obtaining the requisite instruments in season 
for the operation. He therefore respectfully 
requests that the appropriation for this pur- 
pose may be reduced to an amount which will 
be sufficient to cover the expenses for the 
outfit of instruments and preliminary recon- 
noissances, so that the work may be actually 
undertaken daring the coming year. Now, 
the point I make is that this recommendation 


is nowhere incorporated: in this:bill, ::It is 
manifestly doing the Superintendent of the 
Coast Survey injustice to: appropriate-more in 
this bill than he asks. 2 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . It is precisely 
what'the letter asks, The.former letter asked 
for $50,000, composed of two “items, -one for 
$30,000. and the other for $20,000, and: he 
asks that the latter item shall be reduced 
+0.$6,000, which makes $26,000, and: that is 
the amount we appropriated. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Let me call the:gentle- 
man’s attention to page 272 of the estimates 
of appropriations. There the Superintendent 
of the Coast Survey makes an estimate for 
making the requisite observations for latitude, 
longitude, &c., on the coast of California, as 
well as for the coast of Oregon and Washing- 
ton Territory. and the coast of Alaska. He 
now asks that his former estimate shall be 
reduced, because from unavoidable delays in 
the execution of the triangulation in California 
he would not be able to go on with the work 
during the next fiscal year, and only asks a 
sufficient sum for the expenses for the outfit of 
instruments and preliminary reconnoisance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows : 


Rock Island armory and arsenal, Rock Island, 
Illinois: for new forging-shop of same dimensions 
and architecture as shops already built, except that 
it will be only one story high, $155,000; for new 
finishing-shop for armory, $200,000; for new fire- 
proof barracks for enlisted men, including mess- 
building, bakery, and laundry-building, $95,000; for 
new powder-magazine, $15,000; for completing de- 
velopment of the water-power, $110,000 ; for the con- 
struction of avenues and roads to the Rock Island 
wagon-bridge, and to the new bridgeacross the Mis- 
sissippi river to the city of Davenport, and for build- 
ing a railroad to connect the present arsenal rail- 
road with the Chicago and Rock Island railroad 
when changed to its new location at the lower end 
of the island, and for building two entrances to the 
island from the two bridges, and an iron fence con- 
necting the two entrances, and between the railroad 
and the public wagon-road on oneside and the arsenal 
on the other side, $28,000; for new machinery for 
the new shops already completed, $20,000; for laying 
water-pipe, $3,000; for putting six \water-wheels 
sixty-five horse-power each) in the new- dam, with 
shafting and machinery, for transmission of power 
to the shops already in use, $26,000; in all, $652,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike that, out. 
There is no exigency at present demanding 
we should keep. these arsenals up to the same 
extent as during the war. I find that the 
appropriations for arsenals in this bill amount 
to nearly a million dollars, J trust the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] who has 
charge of this bill, will take occasion to explain 
this extraordinary feature of it. Iam not 
complaining so much about the appropria- 
tions for those arsenals, though they seem to 
be enormously great. For this one arsenal 
the appropriations are $652,000, and that, too, 
after we have been spending millions of dol- 
lars upon it, from year to year, for the last 
four or five years. And here in addition is 
$100,000, when we supposed we had spent 
the last dollar necessary for that purpose, for 
the completion of the wagon-road bridge con- 
necting Moline with Rock Island. 

I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, that it will be 
found that many of the improvements in con- 
nection with Rock Island arsenal are not so 
much for the benefit of the arsenal, or neces- 
sary for the publie works as they are matters 
of local convenience to persons holding prop- 
erty in that vicinity. For it seems to me im- 
possible that after all the vast sums of money 
already expended at that point $720,000 
more should be required. I take it for granted 
these estimates will be sustained by the com- 
mittee ; but they are so enormously out of all 
proportion that I felt I was not discharging 
my duty if I failed to call the attention of the 
committee to them, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Tf IT can have 
the attention of the Committee of the Whole 
for a moment, I think I can satisfy them as to 
the necessity of this appropriation. 

There are twenty-three arsenals and armories 
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in the United States scattered over. the coun- 
try at widely separated points. In each of 
these very considerable amounts: of public 
property are stored. In some of them the 
work of manufacture is going forward. In 
making appropriations for the maintenance 
of these arsenals the Committee on Appropri- 
ations adopted this plan, which they believe to 
be in accordance with the views of the Gov- 
ernment: that there should be but three great 
arsenals, instead of- twenty-three little ones 
scattered everywhere.. And the Government 
has manifestly selected three: points for these 
arsenals: one for the eastern portion of the 
country at Springfield, Massachusetts; one for 
the great Mississippi valley at Rock Island; 
and: the third for the Pacific coast at Benicia, 
California. 

It is the policy of the Government, and the 
Committee.on Appropriations have approved 
that policy, that as soon as we can we sbould 
abandon all other arsenals, at least as places 
of manufacture and repair of arms, as rapidly 
as.possible, and concentrate in each of these 
three great central arsenals the work of the 
manufacture and the repair of arms. We 
will need probably a few more places for stor- 
ing arms and a few more workshops for their 
repair; but for the work of manufacture only 
these three are needed. In making appropri- 
ations, therefore, the committee have reduced 
all the estimates to the lowest figure consistent 
with keeping up the public property at the 
whole of the twenty-three arsenals, except the 
three to which I have referred. There we 
have liberally but carefully provided for con- 
tinuing the work of building up these arsenals 
and making them fit for the business of the 
country. The one.at Rock Island is the cen- 
tral one that is to supply the great Mississippi 
valley. it has been laid out on a grand scale, 
and when completed will no doubt be much 
the largest and much the best arsenal in the 
world. Itis so far in the interior that it will 
be a safe depot in the event of any foreign 
war for all our great stores of military supplies. 
` We thought, therefore, the wisdom of Con- 
gress would be best shown in standing by 
the building up and perfecting of these three 
arsenals, and reducing to as low a point as 
possible the appropriations for all the rest. 
Last year the estimates for the arsenals were 
$1,088,000; this year they are $947,000. The 
Committee on Appropriations have very con- 
siderably reduced the estimate of the Depart- 
ment. I hope the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Horman] does not propose to press his 
amendment to strike out the. paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe, Mr. Chairman, 
that the public service would be actually pro- 
moted by abandoning this attempt to build up 
an arsenal at Roek Island, if these expenses 
are to come.upon us from year to year. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Hormax, to strike out the paragraph, it 
was disagreed to. 

Mr. CLAGETT. I ask unanimous. consent 
to go back to page 26 for the purpose of 
offering an amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no objec- 
tion, The gentleman’s amendment. makes a 

roper correction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Olerk will read 
the paragraph which the gentleman from 
Montana [Mr. Ciacerr] proposes to amend. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That all the foregoing appropriations: 


for surveys of public lands that are within the lim- 
its of the railroad land grants shall. be conditional 
upon the compliance of said companies or parties 
in interest with the reqniromonti of the twenty-first 
section of the act of July 2, 1864, entitled “ An act 
to amend an act to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road and telegraph line from the Missouri river to 
the Pacific ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,” approved July. 1, 1862, Statutes, volume 
18, page 365, f í 


Mr. CLAGETT. 
amendment : 


‘In line six hundred and eleven strike. ont the 


I offer the following 


words ‘conditional upon the compliance. of said 
companies or parties in interest with,” and insert 
the. words “ subject to.” ` i 


Mr. HOLMAN. I object to that amend- 
ment without an explanation. 

Mr. CLAGETT. Iwill explain it in a mo- 
ment. The law referred to in this paragraph 
provides that whenever the United States 
shall survey the lands that fall within the 
limits of a railroad grant therailroad company 
shall reimburse the United States the money 
so expended. And the way the clause reads 
now the expenditure of the money in the first 
place is made. conditional on compliance with 
a thing that can only happen after the sur- 
vey is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the payment for 
the surveys? 


Mr. CLAGETT. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly that is 
right. 
Mr. CLAGETT. The survey is condi- 


tional, and under this provision they cannot 
expend the money until the survey is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The company, I suppose, 
have to advance the money. 

Mr. CLAGETTL. No, sir, the Govern- 
ment advances the money in the first instance 
and the company reimburse it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I find on ex 
amination that this language was used last 
year. 

Mr. CLAGETT. That simply referred to one 
railroad company, and I say, as it stands now, 
in my Territory not one dollar can be expended 
on surveys. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is safest not to 

o back. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has 
been admitted and discussed, and the question 
is on its adoption. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unanimous consent was 
not-given to going baek in the bill until we 
understood what the amendment was. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment was 
admitted. 

The question was taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Here the committee rose informally ; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message 
from the President, by Mr. Horace PORTER, 
his Private Secretary, informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed a bill 
(H. R. No.. 2189) to confirm the action of the 
board of aldermen and common council of the 
city of Washington, designating a depot site 
for the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany, and for other purposes. 

Mr. Porrrr also communicated to the 
fe a message, in writing, from thé Presi- 

ent. 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Committee of the Whole on the state 


_of the Union then resumed its session. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For completion of the wagon-road bridge con- 
necting Moline with Rock Island, $100,000. 


Mr. CONGER. I move to strike out that 
clause for the purpose of making some in- 
quiries. The United States has expended 
$1,000,000 in completing a railroad bridge, 
with a wagon track, across this river to the 
island. I would like to inquire why it is ne- 
eéssary now, when the House this morning 
ordered that $350,000 shall be paid to the 
Rock Island: Railroad Company, we should 
expend $100,000- more for another wagon 
bridge ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The island is 
three and a half miles long. The present 
wagon and railroad bridge is at the extreme 
southern end of the island. Opposite the 
northern end of the island, three and a half 
miles away. from the bridge we now have, lies 
the city of Moline, with.a population of about 
seven thousand, where large manufacturing 
operations are going on, and which bas con- 


j 


‘a nn 
stant communication: with the: business “and 
work going on on the island: -A ‘large*share: 
of the workmen employed on the island live 
at Moline, and much of the ‘eartage and trans- 
portation. is done there. -- In order to getround 
to the Government works they have to måle . 
a circuit. of seven miles so as to reach ‘the 
northern end of the island. : ee 
The piers of this bridge have already- been 
constructed by the United States under pre-. 
vious appropriations. It remains to lay the 
superstructure on the piers already there, ‘The: 
Secretary of War recommends this appropria- * 
tion, and Major General. Schofield and General 
Rawlins, former Secretaries of War, recom 
mend it. The chief of the Ordnance Bureau 
of the War Department recommends it. I 
append as a part of my remarks these letters: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, February 13, 1872. 
The Secretary of War has the honor to send tothe 
House of Representatives a communication from.the 
chief of ordnance, recommending an appropriation 
of $100,000 for the completion of the wagon-road 
bridge connecting Moline with Rock Island, Illinois, 


Secretary of War. 


OrDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, Vebruary 12, 1872, 
Sır: On the lth April, 1869, authority. was given 
by General Schofield, Secretary of War, for the con- 
struction of a wagon-road bridge connecting the 
town of Moline, Illinois, with the upper end of the 
island of Rock Island. On the 9th December, 1869, 
upon the recommendation of General Rodman, . 
commanding the arsenal, the piers and abutments 
of the bridge were, under your authority, ordered 
to be built. No appropriation for building the 
superstructure of the bridge has been asked for, 
and the work is in the same condition it was left 
upon the completion of the piers. Funds have not 
been heretofore requested to prosecute the work to 
final completion, because other objects at Rock 
{sland arsenal, of more immediateimportance, de- 
manded earlier attention, and J felt that this project 
might be deferred for a time without serious incon- 
venience to the Department. It was for this reason 
that the Department refused the application of the 
commanding officer of the arsenal to permit the 
bridge to be built from appropriations that were 
under its control. aie . : 
Tam entirely of the opinion that the bridge will 
be a great public convenience, and inure to the ben- 
efit of the public service, and do recommend that 
$100,000 be appropriated for its completion, this 
being the sum estimated. $ 
lt may be well to state that the town of Moline 
has pledged itself not to ask to be allowed to use 
the road between the bridge and the lower part of 
the island as a public highway. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
A. B. DYE 


Chief of Ordnance, United States Army. 


Mr. CONGER. My objection is that the 
House. voted $350,000: this morning to the 
Rock Island’ Railroad. Company, and now we 
are asked for $100,000 more to complete a new 
bridge. J withdraw my motion. 

The Clerk read the following: 

Allegheny arsenal, Pittsburg, Pennsylvania: For 
grading, paving, and curbing Pennsylvania avenue, 
from the center of Thirty-ninth street.to center of 
Fortieth street, six hundred and seventy-seven feet. 
and eight inches, running measure, at. ten dollars 
per foot, (approximate,) $6,776 66; for grading, pav- 
ing, and_curbing Thirty-ninth street, from Butler 
street to Pennsylvania avenue, one thousand three 
hundred and fifty-two feet and nine inches, at $4 15 
per foot, $5,613 91; in all, $12,390 57. k 

Mr. HOLMAN. I moveto strike out this 
paragraph. Iwish to call the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to this item of expenditure. L under- 
stuod him to designate three. arsenals which 
the Government should keep up, one at Spring- 
field, Massachnsetts, one at Rock Island, Ii- 
nois, and one at Benicia, California. Jam 
willing to codperate with the gentleman in 
favor of that proposition. But there are also 
arsenals which are entirely unnecessary, and 
which area source of constant expense year 
after year; they ought to be abandoned at 
once. 

Now, hereis an appropriation of $12,390 57 
for an arsenal which the gentleman from Ohio 
knows it is unnecessary to keep up, for pav- 
ing streets, and for the improvement of the 
town of Alleghany, Pennsylvania. I trast the 
gentleman who has charge of this. bill will'see 
that his own idea of public economy is carried 
out, and that instead of having arsenals all 
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ever the country, with: expenses that do not 
appear:upon the face of this bill, for these are 
only incidental expenses, we will have but the 
three which he says are necessary. I. hope 
that this monstrous outrage of having arsenals 
everywhere in time of profound peace, arsenals 
which are not. necessary even in time of war, 
will be discontinued. 

Mr..GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Dicxey,] 
my colleague on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. DICKEY.. I think the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Hotman] has made his motion, 
upon which he has hung his speech, in the 
wrong place. The United States owns a square 
of ground within the corporate limits of the 
city of Pittsburg, upon which they have an 
arsenal.and large military stores. Like every- 
body else, they must pay for the paving, curb- 
ing, macadamizing, and grading of the streets 
there. That is all thatis provided here. There 
is no appropriation at all in this paragraph 
for the arsenal property. This is for a debt 
incurred or to be incurred. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this arsenal is aban- 
doned there will be no necessity for this appro- 
priation. 

Mr. DICKEY. If the arsenal is abandoned, 
the parties who buy it will have to pay for this 
work. Until it is abandoned, as long as you 
own the property, you are bound to pay for 

these improvements, as you do here in Wash- 
ington and everywhere else where the Gov- 
ernment own property. One more remark: 
although the Committee on Appropriations, 
in the language of its chairman, have felt the 
necessity of concentrating the armories aud 
arsenals of the United States at three great 
points, on the Pacific coast, the Atlantic coast, 
and in the Mississippi valley, the fact remains 
that we still own this property. The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have been maturing 
bills for that purpose, and should have brought 
them in ‘here before this time. We did not 
originate this; we must take the machine and 
run it as we find it, and that is all we are at- 

tempting to do here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending 
amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the last word, for the purpose of saying 
that the whole subject of disposing of this 
arsenal at Pittsburg was discussed during the 
last Congress. A bill was passed. by this 
House for the sale of it, but failed to pass the 
Senate on account of Pittsburg influence. 
Now, does it follow that the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall continue to appropriate money 
for the pavement of the streets of Pittsburg 
just so long as we keep that arsenal there? 
if we stop grading their streets, stop appropri- 
ating money for the benefit of Pittsburg, then 
they will allow us to sell this arsenal, as the 
interest. of the country requires. 

The items in this paragraph form but an 
inconsiderable part of the expenses of that 
arsenal, which isofnousetous. ‘These items 
are not one fiftieth part of the annual expenses 
of that arsenal; and yet no good whatever 
comes to.us from it. Let us siop paving the 
streets about this arsenal and then Pittsburg 
may consent to our selling it. Sbe will never 
consent until we do this. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is any work forthe 
Government done at that arsenal ? 

Mr, SLOCUM. None has been done there 
for years.. 

Mr. DICKEY. The idea of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Stocum] is that while 
the Government of the United States is the 
owner of this property it shall not discharge 
its duty and pay its debts. I say thatif the 
Government does. not want to pay for the 
paving of these streets, let it get out of the 
way and allow somebody else to do it. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Thatis just what this House 


proposed todo. We passed a bill during the 
last Congress to sell this very arsenal, but you |} 


would not consent to it; you stopped the pas- 
sage of the bill. k 

Mr. DICKEY. I do. not know anything 
about that. : 

Mr. SLOCUM. We passed a bill to cut up 
the arsenal grounds and sell them to the high- 
est bidder. You people defeated that meas- 
ure with the very view of having the paving 
of your'streets paid for by the Government. 

Mr. DICKEY. The gentleman says ‘‘ you 
people. I do not know whom he means. 
The fact of the case is simply that the Con- 
gress of the United States did not pass the 
bill. In the mean time, while the Government 
neither sells this property nor improves it, the 
gentleman would refuse to the city payment 
for paving and curbing the streets around 
these grounds, expenses which all other prop- 
erty-owners are required to pay. To refuse 
payment is neither generous nor honest. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. HoLMAN, there were—ayes 51, 
noes 60; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman 
from Ohio will give us a vote on this question 
in the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave no ob- 
jection to a vote being taken upon it in the 

ouse. I do not want the amendment re- 
corded as adopted, because that would not be 
true; but by agreement let the amendment be 
reserved for a vote in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With that understanding 
I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Columbus arsenal, Columbus, Ohio: for grading 
and improving public grounds, $1,250; for intro- 
ducing water-pipes into publie grounds, $3,000; for 
extending gas-pipes to rear of grounds, $1,800; for 
repairs of public buildings, $950; in all, $7,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have already made ap- 
propriations for three of these arsenals—those 
at Springfield, Benicia, and Rock Island— 
which the gentleman from Ohio says are 
necessary for the public service. I trust the 
gentleman from Ohio will see that the appro- 
priations for these other arsenals are struck 
out. Here is an appropriation of $7,000 for 
an arsenal at Columbus, Ohio, which is not 
necessary even in time of war. As I have 
been informed, there never has been a day’s 
work done there; there never has been a 
single gun made there. Itis kept up without 
any kind of necessity. 


Mr. COX rose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. STEVENSON. - Let the gentleman 
from Columbus speak. 

Mr. COX. I want to say to the gentleman 


from Indiana [Mr. Horman] that when he says 
there has been no work done at this arsenal, 
he speaks without sufficient knowledge on the 
subject. R 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has a gun ever been made 
there? 

Mr. COX. It was never intended to make 
guns there. It is a place for the repair of 
guns. I happened to be in this House when 
this arsenal was established. I had the honor 
to be instrumental in establishing it, and I 
kuow something about it. I have taken an 
interest in it ever since; 1 have felt a sort of 
love for it, and have been glad to see the work 
there carried on in a proper and economical 
spirit. The city of Columbus has done a good 
deal for this arsenal. It is all the city has had 
from the Government. ‘That city has never 
had any public buildings. It has had no court- 
house, post oflice, or anything of that kind, 
although it numbers forty thousand inhabitants 
or more. Yet my friend from Indiana would 
strike out this small appropriation of $7,000, 
designed to make that arsenal, with its grounds, 
really worthy of the city. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man whether there is any public reason for 
making this appropriation and maintaining 
that arsenal? 


Mr. COX. Yes, sir.. The gentleman from || 


Ohio [Mr.. GARFIELD] can state the facts in 
detail better than I cans: I know this: that 
iron and the second growth of wood, so useful 
for the repair of guns, can be: had there 
cheaper. than in Springfield, Pittsburg, or 
almost any other place. .This is. the most 
economical arsenal in the country for the 
repair of arms. That has already been tested. 

Mr. GARYIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I can relieve the apprehension of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Hoxtman,] and I 
assure him the Committee on Appropriations 
have behaved with entire consistency. In 
view of the remark I have made about the 
three arsenals which he thought ought to be 
kept up, we have put in a large appropriation 
for them. In all the others we have followed 
the rule that we should only appropriate 
enough for them to take care of the public 
property, and to see that it did not run down, 
and furthermore to. pay all honest debts due 
against that property. It was on the score of 
paying an honest debt that we put in the appro- 
priation for the arsenal at Alleghany, and on 
the score of taking care of the public property 
that we put in the appropriation for Columbus 
arsenal. 

I am glad the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Cox] has attracted ‘my attention to a 
mistake in the print or on the part of the 
Clerk. The amount was not intended to be 
$7,000 for Columbus. The estimates embraced 
four items only, one of which the Committee 
on Appropriations agreed to report in favor 
of. Instead of $7,000, it ought to be only 
$950 for the care and keeping up of the arsenal. 
I move, therefore, to strike out. ‘ $7,000,” 
and to insert ‘‘for care and repairs of the 
buildings and grounds at the Columbus 
arsenal, $950.” . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Indiana insist on his motion to strike out 
the paragraph as amended? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I certainly do; and I wish 
to say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] that so long as we continue to make 
appropriations for these works they will be 
kept up. We ought to make appropriations 
for the arsenals at Benicia, California; Rock 
Island, and Springfield, and for that purpose 
appropriations have been made for over eight 
thousand dollars. In reference to the others, 
I object to a single appropriation being made 
for them. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
care of the public buildings. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So long as these appro- 
priations are made from year to year all these 
buildings will be kept up, and the appropria- 
tions for keeping them up amounts to hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars every year. The 
sooner we stop making these appropriations 
and do away with these arsenals the better it 
will be for the Government, 

Mr. SLOCUM. Mr. Chairman, it is well 
known the arsenal at Columbus was estab- 
lished, not upon the recommendation of the 
War Department or of the ordnance depart- 
ment, but was established simply because there 
had been one established in Indiana, and be- 
cause local politicians at Columbus demanded 
their share of the public money; and that is 
all that gave rise to it. Nobody ever dreamed 
it would ever be of any use to the Govern- 
ment; but some member of Congress asked 
for this $100,000 or $200,000 for his district, 
and it was expended there because he wanted 
it, not because it was of any use. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman does not know 
the history of that. The Indianapolis arsenal 
and the arsenals at Rock Island and at Colum- 
bus were put into one bill. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Yes, and log-roiled through. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was alog-rolling scheme 
of course, The one at Indianapolis should be 
done away with, because itis a monstrous out- 
rage, and this ought to be done away with 


We must take 


likewise, 
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Mr. COX. That was because they did not 
know how to expend the money appropriated 
for them ina handsome way. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Iam sorry to see my friend 
from New York, who the other day was in 
favor of the abolition of the marines on ac- 
count of their being useless, insisting on our 
continuing appropriations for the Colambus 
arsenal, which is.and can be of no use to the 
Government. It-can be justified on no other 
ground than that they have no otherplace upon 
which the public money çan be pended 
That is the only plea here in behalf of them, 
that they do not have any post office, no cus- 
tom-house, and this is the only place where 
they can have public money spent ; that is my 
friend’s argument. 

Mr. COX. Thegentleman promised to help 
me in getting ridof the marines, and just as 
we came toa vote, like an ungallant soldier, he 
was against me, and has been against me ever 
since, 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 35, noes 55. 

- The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Horman and 
Mr. Cox as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 50, noes 76. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Charleston arsenal, Charleston, South Carolina; 
for putting slate roof on foundery building, $1,300 : 
for relaying floors in storehouses, $1,200; for gen- 
eral repairs of public buildings and grounds, $200 ; 


in all, $2, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike that out 
for the reasons I have already stated. 

Mr. WALLACE. I hope that will not be 
stricken out. Thereis now no Representative 
here from the Charleston district. This ap- 
propriation is not large, and much less, in my 
judgment, than it ought to be. 

Mr. DICKEY. I beg to read the note to 
this appropriation contained in the book of 
estimates. It is as follows: 


“ This is a first-class brick building in good repair, 
except the roof of tile, which is very much decayed, 
It is absolutely necessary to prevont the decay of 
the roof timbers and frame-work. The building is 
now used as a storehouse for artillery and ammuni- 


tion.” 
The motion to strike out the paragraph was 
disagreed to. 


The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


Detroit arsenal, Dearbornville, Michigan: for 
painting and repairing public buildings, $500. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out that 
paragraph. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
strike out, there were—ayes 18, noes 50; no 
quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and appointed Mr. Houman and Mr. 
CoONGER. 

The committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported—ayes 30, noes 94. 

So the motion to strike out the paragraph 
was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


Fort Monroe arsenal, Old Point Comfort, Virginia: 
for completing gun-yard fence, brick, foundation- 
wall, and fence of old musket-barrels, $3,000; for re- 
pairing. storehouses, for painting und repairing 
public buildings, $3,000; in all, $6,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike ont that 
paragraph for the reasons which have already 
been discussed. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


Fort Union arsenal, Fort Union, New Mexico 
Territory: for repairing storehouses, magazine, 
barracks, workshops, office, quarters, inclosing wall, 
and fences, $3,500. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
paragraph. 

The motion was disagreed to. ‘ 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Frankford arsenal, Bridesburg, Pennsylvania: 
for repairs of public buildings and grounds, $3,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. ‘I move to strike out that 
paragraph. There is a regular succession of 


I move to strike out that 


these arsenals, and now we have come to this 
one in the State of Pennsylvania, for which 
there is an appropriation of $3,000 for the 
repairs of buildingsand grounds. Ifthe chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations really 
intends that this outrage upon the country shall 
cease, I ask him upon what principle we appro- 
priate so large a sum as $3,000 for this par- 
ticular Bridesburg arsenal ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I would remark to the 
gentleman from Indiana that this is not an 
arsenal which sprang up with the war at all. 
It is an old arsenal, and it is a very large and 
important one, and thisis a miserably small 
appropriation. I admit that there is justice, 
in some measure, in what the gentleman says 
as to the numerous arsenals of the country. 
But this is not one of the arsenals that will 
fairly come under his criticism. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course there is no arse- 
nal that ought to be stricken out, although 
gentlemen think that only three should be sus- 
tained. 

The motion to strike out was disagreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to insert 
the following, which by a mistake was omitted 
from the bill: 


_Indianapolis arsenal: for care and repair of pub- 
lio buildings and grounds, $4,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will not be 


inserted. I know there is'no public reason 
for it. 
Mr. COX. I move to strike it out. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It is not in yet. 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD. ] 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Kennebec arsenal, Augusta, Maine: for repairing 
public buildings, grounds, and fences, $1,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out that 
paragraph. 

‘The motion was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


Leavenworth arsenal, Leavenworth, Kansas: for 
additions to subalterns’ quarters, $1,036 90; for 
repairs to public buildings, cisterns, drains, and 
walks, $3,600; for building a cistern for use of steam- 
engine, $550; for purchase of steam-pump, boiler, 
pipe, and putting up the same for the purpose of 
supplying water to the arsenal, including construc- 
tion of water-tank, $1,000; for putting up fence 
along new wagon-road to railroad bridge, and along 
railroad to railroad bridge, $3,282 50; for repairing 
main fence inclosing arsenal, $1,078; for macadam- 
izing road Jeading to arsenal from main road to 
Leavenworth, and for roads around arsenal build- 
ing, $1,500; in all, $12,047 40. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am not certain, but there 
may be a good reason for this appropriation. 
I move to strike out the paragraph for the 
purpose of asking the chairman of the com- 
mittee on what ground this is claimed as an 
arsenal. If he gives a satisfactory explanation 
I will not insist on my motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will explain 
this matter to the gentleman and to the com- 
mittee. When I said that the Committee on 
Appropriations were in favor of maintaining 
three great arsenals, I also remarked that it 
was necessary to have some depots of supplies 
at the frontier posts and at other.points. Fort 
Leavenworth is one of these points. In the 
Army bill now pending between the House 
and the Senate the Senate put in an appropri- 
ation of $225,000 to enlarge Fort Leavenworth 
as a military depot. It is necessary that the 
arsenal now in existence there shall be kept 
up sufficiently to be astore-house for ordnance 
supplies, and that there shall be a sufficient 
force there to make slight repairs. Therefore 
it is an exception to the general rule I laid 


down. . 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is it for stores only, or 
for stores and repairs also? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
pairs also. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move to strike out the 


For slight re- 


last word. ‘There would have been some 
force in the argument of the gentleman ‘from 
Ohio some years ago at the time when it: took 
a month to transport supplies from New -York 
to Fort Leavenworth, but: to-day: there is no 
need of these depots for stores; as supplies can 
always be forwarded by railroad transportation’ 
quicker than they are needed. - The railroads 
can transport arms, powder, or anything else 
in one fifth of the time in which they could 
be transported when these arsenals were estab- 
lished. You do not need them. tie 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . The Govern- 
ment proposes to enlarge. this arsenal ‘into a 
depot for troops.as well as supplies. A letter 
from Lieutenant General Sherman was before 
the Committee on Appropriations this morn- 
ing when we were considering the Senate 
amendment to the Army bill appropriating 
$225,000 for the enlargement of this arsenal. 
This is near enough to the frontier, consider- 
ing that we have railroad transportation, to be 
a good border depot for supplies and. troops. 

Mr. SLOCUM. That is all very well if the 
frontier was not constantly changing. The 
border ‘is all the time moving, and you would 
have to build another arsenal further West ‘by 


and by. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This isnot an 
appropriation for building, but for keeping up 
slight repairs on the buildings we have already 


there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

New York arsenal, Governor’s Island, New York 
harbor, New York: for repairs of steam-engines, 
tanks, firo-apparatus, docks, drains, and grounds, 
and purchase of hose, $9,000; for grading and im- 
proving public grounds, $2,090; for repairs of public 
buildings, $6,000; for extending and repairing fences, 
$500; in all, $17,600. oe 

Mr. COBURN. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the paragraph last read: 

After line nine hundred and thirteen insert: ‘‘ for 
Indianapolis arsenal, Indianapolis, Indiana, for 
streets and roads and repairs of buildings, $5,000. 

I desire to say a word or two only about this 
amendment. I know that on the south side 
of the arsenal a street has been improved, and 
I am informed that the work has not been paid 
for, and the contractors have been doing the 
work with the assurance that Congress would 
make an appropriation forthat purpose, These 
men have honestly gone on and done the work, 
as I am informed. I-supposed an appropria- 
tion would be in this bill for this purpose, and 
until we came to this point I never thought it 
worth while to look at it. Certainly this is 
nota great amount, not more than has been 
allowed to Columbus and other arsenals of the 
same size. l am not here asking favors for 
the people of my district. ‘This appropriation 
will not be of any advantage to me any more 
than to any other man in the United States or 
in the world. Itis an appropriation to take 
care of the property of the Government of 
the United States, and it would be no benefit 
to the people of my district except that it isa 
fair thing, in so far as men have expended 
money in making public improvements, that 
they should be repaid. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Have there ever been 
any arms manufactured or repaired in this 
arsenal ? 

Mr. COBURN. 
agreat inany. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I donot suppose there ever 
were. Ido not believe the Government ever 
got one farthing’s benefit from it. lt is kept 
up merely for the purpose of spending money 
there, and I suppose every body knows it. 

Mr. COBURN. I suppose everybody that 
has any sense knows no such thing. : 

Mr. SLOCUM. You dare not say on this 
floor that there has ever been a musket manu- 
factared there. a 

Mr. COBURN. The gentléman is speaking 
aboutsomething that has nothing to do-with 
the case. ; 5 


I suppose there have been 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 22, 


‘Mr. SLOCUM, The gentleman dare not 
say that a.single musket.bas ever been made 
there.: — ` 
-Mr COBURN. . I want my five minutes; 
let the. gentleman: do hig talking in his own 
time, : ‘The object of these arsenals. is not for 
the manufacture of arms, and everybody knows 
that; it is-for the repair of arms, but mainly. 
to provide places for the deposit of. arms. 
When the war of the: rebellion broke out there 
were not arms enough: in the State of Indiana 
to arm a single regiment, All the arms: were 
in places where they conld be used to destroy 
the Government. -The great. need and policy 
of these various arsenals is not for the manu- 
facture. of arms, not. even. for the repair. of 
arms to any great extent, but in order to have 
them ‘as depositories of arms, where the men 
who-are called upon to defend the country can 
obtain arms for that purpose. J would deplore 
the day when these armories and arsenals 
should all be broken up. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. That. is all well 
enough. But every year we are called upon 
to ‘appropriate four or five thousand. dollars 
for each place to improve itand. make new 


works. 

Mr. COBURN. Ifthe property of the Gov- 
ernment is getting out of repair it is nothing 
more than the part of wisdom and good sense 
to. put.it and Esap it in repair. Now, what 
man who has $200,000 invested in buildings, 
fences, and grounds, does not éxpend upon 
that property every year from one to three or 
five thousand dollars? Iknowofno man who 
can maintain buildings and grounds of that 
value without some expense. This is not an 
unreasonable sum. It is nothing more than 
common sense to make an appropriation to 
take care of this property and keep it in good 
condition, 

Mr. SLOCUM. Will the gentleman go for 
selling this arsenal? 

Mr. COBURN. I will not. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Committee 
on’ Appropriations not long since moved an 
appropriation of $4,000 for this arsenal, but 
the Committee of the Whole would not agree 
to it. Now the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Cosurn]} moves an amendment appropriating 
$5,000 for some work that he says has already 
been done on this arsenal. 

Mr. SLOCUM. What is the work? 

: Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. New roadways 
and roads through the arsenal. 

Mr. COBURN. No; outside of the arsenal. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Now, if any 
such appropriation as that is needed, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations would have heard 
of it in connection with the deficieney bill; 
but we did not hear of it then. Last year 
$21,000 was given to this Indianapolis arsenal. 


This year $9,000 was estimated for in two | 


items. 

Mr.. HOLMAN. This is for no public pur 

ose, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I only say 
that $21,000 was appropropriated last year, 
and I have no reason to believe that all that 
sum.has yet been expended. The year has 
not yet- ended, and if any debt is. due for roads 
outside of this arsenal or in it, I have no doubt 
that $21,000 will be sufficient to pay it. 

This year two items were estimated for, 
$5,000 for making roads, improving the 
geounds, and for roadways, which I took to 
mean the ornamentation of the grounds by 
making walks and drives. The Committee 
on Appropriations were unwilling to expend 
any more money for decorating these arsenals. 
We recommended the second item of $4,000 
for care of the grounds, but. the Committee 
of the Whole has refused to.agree to it, prob- 
ably in compliment to the gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. Houman, ]-who takes exalted views 
of pubhe matters of this sort. But now, when 
the chairman of the: Committee on. Military 
Affairs [ Mr., Copurn] asks us to. put in $5,000 
for the decoration of the grounds of this 


arsenal, after the Committee of the Whole has 
refused to put in an appropriation to take 
care of the public buildings, to repair them 
and keep.them in order, I hope the committee 
will vote. down the amendment. 

Mr. COBURN.. I do not ask for anything 
of the kind. The object of my amendment is 
for repairs of the building and fences; just 
exactly what the gentleman proposed in his 
amendment, with the addition of paying: for 
the roads. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
decorations. 

Mr. COBURN. For roads outside; for 
roads, not for roadways. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. Copurn; and it was not 
agreed. to. 


Mr. COBURN. I move to insert $4,000 
for care and repair of buildings and grounds. 

‘Mr. COX. Before the vote is taken I would 
like to understand if there is anything in con- 
nection with the decoration of these grounds 
that requires the expenditure of $4,000? . 

Mr. DICKEY. Nothing at all. 

Mr. COX. Why is it that Columbus gets 
only $950, and it is proposed to give Indian- 
apolis $4,000? 

Mr GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suppose a 
point of order would lie against the amend- 
ment, as the same proposition has already been 
objected to. : 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Conury, it was not agreed to, there 
being—ayes fifteen, noes not counted. 


The Clerk read ag follows: 

Pikesville arsenal, Pikesville, Maryland: for re- 
pairing public buildings, fences and grounds, $200. 

Mr. MERRIAM. I move to strike out the 
clause just read. This arsenal is a very small 
affair and useless to the Government. It ought 
to be discontinued, 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


St. Louis arsenal, Missouri: for purchaso of new 
boiler for steum-engine at water-works, $1,000; for 
general repairs of public buildings and inclosing 
oncas, Jefferson barracks, Misgouri, $2,000; in all, 


Mr. HOLMAN. On the grounds already 
stated, I move to strike out the paragraph just 
read. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being— 
ayes seventeen, noes not counted. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, New York: for 
repairing public buildings, $2,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the 
clause just read. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Watertown arsenal, Watertown, Massachusetts: 
for repairs of roofs and painting buildings and 
fences, $5,000; for repairing and painting officers’ 
ree: and renewing furnaces and water-closets, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the 
paragraph just read. This is a case which 
presents strongly the question in regard to the 
discontinuance of these arsenals. At Spring- 
field, Massachusetts, not far from the arsenal 
named in the pending paragraph, there is an 
arsenal which it.is agreed is to be a perma- 
nent establishment. I think the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations must see that 
if we are ever to begin retrenchment here is a 
suitable place to commence, ‘This arsenal is 
almost under the shadow of the Springfield 
arsenal. $ 

Mr. BANKS. There is no reason for strik- 
ing out this. appropriation that would not 
apply to every other arsenal in the country. 
This is one of the best appointed of our arse- 
nals; it has been of the greatest service in 
years past, and unless the Government intends 
to abandon every-kind of defense, this arsenal 
building ought to be kept in repair. Even if 
the Government contemplated selling the 


For roads and 


: property, it still ought-to.bẹ kept in repair in 


order.to prevent further injury. : ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . This case does 
not come strictly under the rule to which the 
gentleman has. alluded. -At the Watertown 
arsenal a very large work in'the way of repair- 
ing arms is done, and done continually.. -The 
time will come, I doubt not, when the Water- 
town arsenal ought to be abandoned ;..but:s0 
long as. work is actually going on there.as it 
ig now, in the repair of arms, the committee 
thought it only reasonable and just that appro- 
priations should be made to maintain the 
arsenal. - : : 

Mr. BANKS. Besides that, it is but a year 
or two: since, upon the recommendation of the 
War Department, after a thorough examina- 
tion of the whole question, a large addition 
was made to the grounds of this arsenal. To 
refuse now to repair the buildings when we 
have made such an acquisition to the grounds 
is an absurdity of which I think this committee 
will not be guilty. . : 

Mr. HOLMAN. This $8,000 is but a small 
portion of the appropriatious for the support 
of this arsenal. Now, would it not bea great 
economy to the Government in connection 
with the manufacture and repair of arms, and 
especially as to the personnel of the. officers 
who are to superintend this work, if the whole 
business were concentrated at one arsenal—say 
Charlestown? 

Mr. BANKS. It certainly would not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. BANKS. Such a measure would nòt 
atall advance the interests of the Government 
in point of economy, because the necessary 
increase of buildings and machinery would 
cost much more than could be realized from 
the sale of this arsenal. It is the old question 
which has been tried hundreds and thousands 
of times by every town and city and State, and 
by almost every university or other public in- 
stitution. These corporations or institutions 
not needing a particular piece of land ‘at, a 
particular moment, have coticeived that they 
would never need it, and therefore have sold 
it; but afterward they have been obliged to 
buy back the same property, or to purchase 
other property for the same purpose at one 
hundred, two hundred, or three hundred fold 
what they had realized by the saie. 

Mr. SLOCUM. If the Government would 
sell this property, why should it ever buy it 
back again? f 

Mr. BANKS. For the same purpose. 

Mr. SLOCUM. What for? 

Mr. BANKS. For the purpose for which 
it was first purchased. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Take the appropriations 
made to this single arsenal in the past three 
years and you will find for every single arm 
repaired there, for they only repair arms there 
and none are manufactured, you can buy a 
hundred new arms for what it has cost the 
Government for each one that has been re- 
paired in that arsenal. 

Mr. BANKS. I admit what the gentleman 
states; but when he says that, he is arguing 
against.the Government of the United States. 
But why does he not carry the argument fur- 
ther? Why does henot abolish the Navy, abolish 
the Army, abolish the Academy at West Point; 
for it is assuredly true we could go out and 
hire a hundred men for what one man has cost 
the Government, and perhaps better men? 
Let him abolish the Government of the United 
States and take from the people the protec- 
tion of all the institutions of Government, 
because we can get some Englishman or Dutech- 
man to discharge the same duties at so much 
per day. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] i 
_Mr: SLOCUM. Mr: Chairman, I should 
like to know why the gentleman. from Massa- 
chusetis. did not.extend his theory, why he 
would not have boots and shoes. manufactured 
the same as arms? - Why not -have boots and 
shoes manufactured by the Government the 
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same: as your arms? On his theory why should 


not the Government raise its own corn and 
fatten its own pork? Why not carry out the 
whole theory? Why do you say it is absolutely 
necessary the Government should manufacture 
its own arms and keep up all these-extensive 
establishments ?: : 7 i 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman, who is a 
graduate from the Military Academy at West 
Point, ought to understand the reason why. 
He ought not to ask a question like that. It 
is because arms, muskets, cannon, and all the 
munitions of war are only used by the Gov- 
ernment. Boots and shoes are another thing. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I wish to answer that ques- 
tion. The very best arms used in any country 
are made in private factories. Allthearms used 
by Prussia in the. recent war against France 
were made by private manufacturers. The 
best arms in: this country are made by private 
manufacturers. 

Mr. RANDALL. Where were the arms 
made that the French used against the Prus- 
sians? { Laughter. ] 
. Mr. SLOCUM. 
Connecticut. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
gentleman from New York whether the very 
best. arms we had during the late war were not 
manufactured by private manufacturers ? 
Mr. SLOCUM. ‘Certainly they were. I 
have no doubt two thirds or three fourths 
used by us during the late war were made by 

rivate manufacturers. 

~The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot per- 
mit so many gentlemen to debate the question 
at the same time. 

` Mr. SLOCUM. Iam entitled to the floor. 
Ts the gentleman from Massachusetts answered 
on that question? 

Mr. BANKS. 
answer, 
` The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. COX. I move to insert after the nine 
hundred and forty-eight line the following: 

Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, New York: for 
repairing public buildings, $1,500, 

That was stricken out from this bill by mis- 
take. It was not understood, Iam sure. 
wish to say in defense of the appropriation 
that it is necessary for the protection of the 
public property there. There is an immense 
amount of stores belonging to the Govern- 
ment there, and we should do something to 
protect them and keep this building there. I 
make the appropriation $1,500 to keep the 
buildings in repair where there, is so much 
public property stored. 

Mr. HOLMAN, That same proposition was 
stricken out. 

. Mr. COX. Not the same one, for I have 
cut it down to $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

-. The Clerk read as follows: 


Contingencies of arsenals: for repairs of smaller 
arsenals, and to meet such unforeseen expenditures 
at arsenals as accidents or other contingencies dur- 
ing the year may render necessary, $10,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Imove to strike that out. 
After having appropriated many hundred thou- 
sands of dollars for these arsenals we are now 
asked in addition to appropriate $10,000 for 
contingencies. I hope it will be stricken out. 
“The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 50, noes 46; no quorum voting. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. - I desire to say 


a word. : 

Mr. HOLMAN, I make the point that 
debate is not in order, as the committee is 
dividing. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does. not 
sustain the point of order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. - The appropri- 
ation of $10,000 for contingencies for all the 
twenty-three arsenals in the'United States to 
meet unavoidable accidents in the event of ex- 
plosions or anything of that sort isthe smallest 
sum this House can with any sense of.propri- 
ety give for thispurpose. Wehavespecitically 


By the Remingtons, of 


Certainly not. It is no 


I wish to ask the’ 


appropriated, for definite, specific purposes, the 
sams named. Now, for accidents and contin- 
gencies which have always been provided for 
m a clause like. this we have reduced the 
appropriation to $10,000, and this the gen» 
tleman proposes shall be stricken out. So if 
there should be an explosion in any one of 
our arsenals, an end of a building biown out, 
an explosion ofa boiler, an engine blown up, 
a flue collapsed, there would not‘be a dollar 
appropriated to repair the accident. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If an explosion should 
occur in any of these arsenals except three 
it would be providential ; but it would be one 
of those happy events which do not often 
occur. I oppose any appropriation of $10,000 
which any man who chooses can get-disposed 
of without any accountability to Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having 
voted on the division, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. Horman, and the gentleman 
from Ohio, Mr. GARFIELD. 

The committee again divided; 
tellers reported—ayes 34, noes 91. 

So the motion to strike out the paragraph 
was disagreed to. 


_ Mr. FARNSWORTH. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment to come in after the paragraph 
which was last read: 

Provided, That no money appropriated by this 
act shall be paid as commissions on any labor or 
materials furnished to the United States, and all 
materials for buildings or repairs for buildings, 
shall, after advertisement, be purchased in the city 
i the same shall be needed. whenever pos- 
sible. 


It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, very much 
better to require that the materials which may 
be needed for these various works should be, 
as far as possible, purchased at the point where 
they are needed. | When that is done people 
know the price; the sabject is canvassed and 
talked about, and if too large a price is paid it 
is known. This would prevent the purchase 
of materials at a great distance, and the very 
considerable expense of shipping them and 
bringing them to the point where they are to 
be used. 

As regards public buildings, there are none 
of them erected except in cities. 

Mr. PETERS. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman a modification of his amendment by 
inserting the word “ practicable ’’ instead of 
the word ‘‘ possible.’”? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. . I accept that modi- 
fication. As I was remarking, public build- 
ings are always erected in cities, and materials 
for repairing and improving these buildings 
are almost always to be obtained on the spot 
where builders get the materials for other 
buildings, if you invite proposals for those 
materials as they are required to be invited by 
general law in other Departments. Every 
quartermaster invites proposals in that way, 
as you ean see by taking up the Washington 
papers any day. You will see the adver- 
tisements in which they invite proposals for 
grain, hay, &e., to be supplied at various 
points in the United States. 

So, as it regards public buildings, invitations 
should be issued for proposals, and: materials 
should be obtained, wherever that is possible, 
in the city or place where the work is to be 
done, where the people know what the work 
is worth and what the materials are worth 
according to the market price; and where 
there is a market price forthem well established 
in the locality, you will always get building 
materials the cheapest. I offer the amend- 
ment in good faith. . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
from Illinois proposes an amendmeat that in 
relation to all public.buildings provided for in 
the arsenals the materials therefor shall be 
obtained in the cities where the buildings are 
to be erected. 1 wish: to say that in all this 
bill there is but one casein which -buildings 
are authorized to be constructed in an arsenal, 


and the 


and thatis the Boek Island arsenal, which is | 


+ 


not situated in a city, buton an islandi Now, 
it seems to methat the amendment of the gen- 
tleman is utterly nugatory. as it relates to 
these arsenals.. These appropriations-are for 
care and repairs, and it would. be absurd:to 
require advertisements and bids for-every little 
repair; costing perhaps $1,000 or $500.or $200. 
Tn many instances what the Government wants 
is peculiar machinery that. perhaps the: Gov: 
ernment can get nowhere but in New York; 
It seems to me that this provision would-em- 
barrass the operations of the War Department, 
and do no good in the world; for, as T- have 
shown, there is but one arsenal, that at Rock 
Island, where any public buildings are to be 
erected, during the coming year, and that is 
not in a city at all. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, The gentleman's 
remarks are very well, but they do not apply 
to my amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly they do, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman did 
not notice the reading of the amendment.: It 
only requires that this shall do done where it 
is practicable. I wish to apply this principle 
to all public buildings. - : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It- seems to’ me 
that it is as much as to say that the Secretary 
of War and the different officers of the Gov- 
ernment who have charge of public buildings 
are not to be trusted in this matter. We are 
to assume that they are going off to distant 
places to get the materiai, and are so mis- 
managing matters that we must restrain them. 
I do not think the gentleman means that, but 
it seems to me that his amendment has that 
effect. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to strike out 
the last word. As I have said before, no 
uartermaster is allowed to purchase supplies 
or the Army without advertising, There isa 
general law requiring that they shall advertise. 
‘They always do it. Now, myamendment merely 
requires that these materials wherever practi- 
cable shall be purchased at the place where 
they are to be used, and if it isnot practicable 
to get the materials there, if what is needed is 
some kind of machinery which can only be 
obtained somewhere else, of course it will not 
be practicable to get it there, and my amend- 
ment has no effect. ButI desire tohold them 
to this rule, that wherever it is practicable in 
erecting a public building they shall obtain the 
materials they reqaire in the city where the 
building is to be erected, that they shall adver- 
tise there, where the builders know what the 
prices ofarticles are, and where these things are 
well understood, and where there is not room 
for cheating in prices, as there is room if they 
go away to a remote pointand buy the material 
there. : 

Suppose a public building is being erected 
at Detroit. Now, if the contractor may go to 
Butfalo or New York to purchase the mate- 
rials nobody in Detroit knows what he pays tor 
them, but if he asks for proposals in Detroit 
for articles to be delivered in Detroit, the 
builders there know what is paid, and they 
know. what the market price of the article is; 
the matter is canvassed over and talked about. 
I think my amendment is in the interest of 
economy. Itis proper enough that every city 
which has the facility should furnish the mat 
terials for the building to be erected in it. 

Here the hammer fell:] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
amendment, ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, I renew 
it. If I thought this amendment was in the 
interest of economy I should vote for it; but 
the difficulty I find with it is this : the reason 
why public buildings and other public works 
cannot be done as cheaply by the Governnient 
as- by private individuals is that there are 
associations formed: to. control- prices. Now; 
if you require all your buildings to be made 


I withdraw my last 


‘of materials purchased in thë city where the 


building is there will bè. combinations ‘made 
there to put op the price of the: articles 
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required... Suppose a court-house is tobe built 
in: some city; and $150,000 is appropriated 
for that purpose, how many men are there in 
the city.that-have the means to supply mate- 
rials to ‘that: amount? And how quick there 
would be formed what are called ‘t rings’ or 
associations to control it, every man engaged 
in the business being willing to divide. his 
profita with his neighbors. That is the diffi- 
enity. 

Now, then, as to the general proposition of 
letting the work under contract to the lowest 
bidders... Work that may be done by anybody 
may be done cheaper in that way, but take the 
buildings of the State Department, for in- 
stance. . There are at present but four quarries 
in. the United States that can furnish this 
stone... Now, if the contract is to be let to the 
lowest bidder these four quarries. will combine 
and make an arrangement by which the lowest 
bid shall be at a price which will pay them alla 
handsome profit. The case would be the same 
with regard to the great iron beams which are 
used in our public buildings. There are but a 
few establishments in the country where they 
can be manufactured; and in case of an ad- 
vertisement for the lowest bidder these estab- 
lishments would agree upon a fixed price and 
would divide the profits. 

Now, sir, if you have honest men iu control 
of these matters the thing can be very readily 
arranged so as to secure the interests of the 
Government; and if you have not hovest men, 
then it will be very easy, even in spite of ad- 
vertisements for the lowest bidder, to defraud 
the Government. The same method can be 
followed which was pursued in one of the De- 
partments here in regard to stationery. Ad- 
vertisements were issued inviting proposals 
for contracts which were to be given to the 
lowest bidder. ‘hose who understood the 
matter would offer, for instance, gold pens at 
twenty-five cents apiece, there being perhaps 
only a dozen to be furnished, while paper, 
of which a great deal was wanted, would 
be offered by the ream or quire at double 
price. The man whose bid was the lowest, 
adding up the single items in this way, was 
considered the lowest bidder, although the 
aggregate cost of the articles to be furnished 
might. be far in excess of the proposals put in 
by others. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
draw my amendment, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
by striking out the first word of my original 
amendment. I do this for the purpose of 
showing that there is just as much opportunity 
for a combination of four granite-quarry men 
in the matter of private contracts as there is 
iu public ones. If there are but four quarries 
in the United States that can furnish stone for 
the State Department I do not see why the 
proprietors of those four quarries may not 
combine to put up the price of their granite 
as well in a matter of private bargain as in 
answering advertisements for bids. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
gentleman allow me to answer him? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. In a 
matter of private bargain the Government 
may or not accept the offer; but if it is bound 

: to accept the lowest bid, there is no protection 
of that kind. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. When bids are pub- 
licly invited the Government is never bound 
to accept any of the bids, if all be considered 
too high. The Governmentadvertises for pro- 
posals. If the proposals are too high, the 
Government may reject them all and adver- 
tise again; and if the material advertised for 
cannot be obtained at a fair price it may 
change the kind of material, But I do not 
think that in the United States we shall ever 
be reduced to such a strait as not to be. able 
to find stone for a public building in Wash- 
ington, for instance, except by contract with 


I with- 


persons who may combine to put up the price. 
It is an absurdity to suppose such a thing. 
Granite is the substratum in many parts of 
the country. You have it in New York, in 
Virginia, almost everywhere. It is ridiculous 
to talk about four men having a monopoly 
of a particular kind of building material in 
the United States, whether the material be 
granite, or Seneca stone, or red sandstone, or 
limestone, or what not. I cannot believe that 
we shall ever be put in such a strait as to be 
obliged to choose between four proprietors in 
the United States in order to get material for 
building a State Department in Washington. 

Why, sir, the law requires that if a quarter- 
master of the Army at a little post away out 
in Arizona wants some oats to feed a couple 
of cavalry horses he must advertise for them ; 
and you will generally find those advertise- 
ments published in the Chronicle or Repub- 
lican here in the city of Washington. So with 
everything else. If aquartermaster has a few 
old blankets to sell, if there is a condemned 
mule and an old cart to be sold, he must 
advertise the sale; and you will find the ad- 
vertisement published in the papers of the 
city of Washington, no matter though the sale 
is to take place out in Oregon or Washington 
Territory. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I agree 
with the gentleman that that is one of the 
vices of the advertising system. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is one of the 
vices, not of the system, but of its administra- 
tion. ‘The system of advertising is good, It 
is a system simply of giving public notice of 
what the Government wants, so that all men 
may have an equal opportunity to furnish the 
materials or to do the work. That is the sys- 
tem of advertising, which is a good system if 
fairly and properly administered. The fact 
that there is much of this advertising at remote 
points is only one of the abuses of the system. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand this amend- 
ment to bea renewal of the proposition ad- 
vanced by my colleague [Mr. Farnsworrn] 
yesterday. He proposed an amendment to this 
bill yesterday, requiring that. all public build- 
ings should be constructed afier advertising. 
I proposed an amendment to that limiting 
it to the buildings constructed by the Treasury 
Department, and that amendment was adopted 
by a large majority; indeed by so large a ma- 
jority that it was hardly resisted. ‘The force 
of my objection I think was then seen. It 
was also seen that my colleague was aiming at 
the buildings constructed under the direction 
of the Treasury Department, and that he was 
willing to confine his amendment to those 
buildings 

Now, this proposition opens up the entire 
subject which was covered by the amendment 
adopted on yesterday. I think it should not 
be extended to buildings constructed by thé 
War Department and the other Departments 
of the Government. The Committee of the 
Whole seemed to be satisfied with the amend- 
ment adopted on yesterday, and I think the 
question should not again be opened. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pend- 
ing proposition has been exhausted. ~ 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. FARNSWORTH ; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 55, noes 50; no 
quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD of 
Ohio, and Mr. FARNSWORTH, were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported that there were—ayes seventy- 
two, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For continuing the surveys of the northern and 
western lakes, $175,000. 


Mr. PACKARD. I move to amend the 
paragraph just read by adding to it the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That the said survey shall include a 


. 


survey of a route for a steamship canal from the 
southern end of Lake Michigan to the Mississippi 
river, at or near the mouth of the Ohio river. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. I raise the point 
of order that that amendment is not.authorized 
by existing law. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the 
point of order. i : 

Mr. UPSON. I move to amend by adding 
to the paragraph the following: ? 

And this appropriation shall be available from the 
time of the passage of this act.to the close of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
objection to that amendment. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
how much has heretofore been appropriated 
for this purpose? 

Mr. MAYNARD. The estimates first sent 
in called for $200,000,-and $175,000 was ap- 
propriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much was appropri- 
ated last year? 

Mr. SARGENT. Just the same amount 
there is now proposed tobe appropriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this amount was appro- 
priated last year I see no reason why this ap: 
propriation should not be reserved, for next: 


ear. : 
: Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will say why 
I am williag to accept the amendment of my 
colleague, [ Mr. Urson.] The fiscal year ends 
in the middle of the season. There has been 
a large portion of the season when the lakes 
are frozen, and nothing can be done upon this 
work. In order to have the advantage of a 
good season to do this work, it is not advisable 
to cut the year in two in the middle of the 
summer. The proposition is that this appro- 
priation shall be made available until the end 
of the following fiscal year. I hope there will 
be no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I move to further amend 
this: paragraph by adding the words ‘to be 
expended under the direction of the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast Survey.” I desire to say 
a word in behalf of this amendment. This 
survey has been done hitherto, and is being 
done now under the direction of the Engineer 
Bureau of the War Department. I have been 
of the opinion for many years, and I have 
tried to impress that opinion upon the House, 
that our surveys should be carried on under 
one directing and controlling department. I 
have attempted to get Congress to place the 
whole business of the Coast Survey under the 
direction either of the War Department or the 
Navy Department, so that the large number 
of educated officers in these Departments which 
we now have, and who would have a profes- 
sional pride ‘in having this work doue in a 
manner worthy of the dignity of this great 
nation, would have the entire charge of it. 
But in that I have always failed. I had not 
moved the proposition again. . I did not think, 
in view of my previous experience, it was 
worth while to do it.. I make this motion as 
coming next to what I would be glad to see. 
My preference would have been to put it under 
the War or Navy Department. “As l have 
failed in that I would be glad to have this 
amendment adopted. 

Mr. DICKEY. The gentleman’s argument 
isan excellent one if he made the motion to 
put the Coast Survey under the engineer de- 
partment of the Army. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I have made several at- 
tempts to do that very thing, but 1 have failed 
heretofore. 

Mr. DICKEY. Having failed in that, then 
he introduces this as a piece of sarcasm on the 
past action of Congress. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Not at all. 

Mr. DICKEY. ‘Then I do not see what 
other purpose the gentleman has in view. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


There is no 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For. lighting the Capitol and Executive Mansion 
and grounds: for lighting Capitol and Executive 
Mansion and public grounds, $45,000; and the officer 
charged with the disbursement of this appropriation 
shall have the entire care and control of the con- 
sumption of the gas used for lighting buildings and 
grounds herein provided for. 

Mr. BUTLER, of. Massachusetts, Mr. 
Chairman, you will observe that for lighting 
the Capitol and Executive Mansion and pub- 
lic grounds we have here an appropriation of 
$45,000. The purpose of the additional words 
in the paragraph is that the engineer oficere 
of the Army shall have the entire care and 
control of the consumption of the. gas used in 
lighting all the public buildings, the Capitol 
included ag well. I wish to exclude the Cap- 
itol from this provision, for the lighting of this 
Hall should be under the contro! of our own 
Sergeant-at-Arms or Doorkeeper. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We put in this 
provision because we want it all under one 
head. There is a tremendous waste of gas in 
the Capitol in the Halls and in the lobbies and 
corridors. The police of the Capitol have 
charge of the consumption of gas in this build- 
ings and grounds, and the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings and Grounds has charge of 
the supply of gas in other grounds and build- 
ings. ‘Ihe result has been the cost for gas 
has beeti unreasonable and exorbitant. In 
order to save the waste, and in order to put it 
under one head, this clause was inserted in the 
bill, The gentleman in charge of the public 
buildings and grounds often passes by here at 
night and sees many hundred burners in full 
blaze when there is no one here. There is no 
way to control that but to provide that this 
officer shall have charge of the whole matter, 
and by so doing I have no doubt hereafter the 
saving will be very great. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike ont 
tt $45,000"? and insert‘ $40,000” forthe pur- 
pose of calling the attention of the chairman to 
the general character of these appropriations. 
He will find the appropriations here far exceed 
anything we have had before by all.odds. The 
appropriations by the preceding paragraph are 
some thirty thousand dollars larger than has 
ever occurred before except during the very 
first year of the presidental term. Here is an 
appropriation of $45,000 for lighting the pub- 
lic grounds, and iu the preceding paragraph 
we have an appropriation of $10,000 for re- 
pairs and care of greenhouse at the White 
House, when the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] must certainly know there is not a 
greenhouse in this capital or all of them to- 
gether which with reasonable economy cannot 
be kept up and supplied with a proper addition 
of plants and shrubs and exotics for a much less 
sum than that which is here proposed to be ap- 
propriated for only one greenhouse attached to 
the Executive Mansion. Any one who has 
noticed this class of expenditures must know 
that finer collections than are anywhere about 
this capital are superintended and the conserv- 
atory and everything else looked after at a cost 
of: not more than $3,000 a year, and yet here 
in connection with the Executive Mansion we 
are asked to appropriate $10,000 for this one 
greenhouse, : 

We have now reached the enormous appro- 
priation of $45,000 for lighting the Capitol 
and public grounds. Congress certainly can- 
not be so little informed on this subject as not 
to know that a conservatory and the finest col- 
lection of plants and exotics can be kept up 
for a much less sum than $10,000. 

But, sir, if you will go back ten years, and 
will then go back all the way in your history, 
you cannot find any period of ten years within 
which as much as $10,000 were expended for 
any such purpose in connection with the Exec- 
utive Mansion of this country. f 

I am in favor of reasonable, and even liberal 
appropriations for such purposes. But I must 
say that this appropriation of $45,000 isin my 
judgment without any precedent, unless it. be 


> 


in the first year of a new presidential term; 
and in some instances there might then seem 
to be an excuse for it. But here, sir, is an 
appropriation of $45,000, of which $10,000 is 
for the conservatory connected with the White 
House, when there are not $10,000 appropri- 
ated for all the other collections of exotics in 
ithe Botanic aud Propagating and Agricultural 
greenhouses. I do not believe that yeu will 
find that the whole estimates for all three of 
these put together will run up to the amount 
of this estimate of $10,000 for the conservatory 
connected with the Executive Mansion alone. 

i would like to sce the bill of particulars on 
which this item of $10,000 is predicated. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Committee on Appro- 
priations made a special visit to the Executive 
Mansion for the parpose of inquiring into the 
necessity of the repairs and expenditures 
which are authorized by this paragraph. We 
went as a body all over the house, on. to the 
roof and. underneath it, and all through the 
conservatory, and ascertained to our own satis- 
faction what was necessary in the way of re- 
pairs. And the conclusion of the committee 
from their observations was unanimous, with- 
out regard to party differences. We found the 
roof leaky in nearly every part. It is a cop- 
per roof. We found it cracked and broken, 
and the solder at the joints open, so that the 
rains had been beating in and coming down 
and staining the ceilings of several apart- 
ments. We found the underpinning of the 
building, if L may so call it, all its underwork, 
in a state of extreme rottenness. We found 
the great beams rotten, so that they looked to 
me, perhaps in my inexperience, asin a danger- 
ous condition. -It is certainly in a very rotten 
condition, and requires extensive repairs. 

The sewer, which makes a part of this item, 
ig necessary in order to take off the water 
which stands in pools in the basement, mak- 
ing it extremely unhealthy. There is needed 
a sewer to draw off this water, so that it may 
be no longer found standing in a filthy pool 
breeding sickness in the White House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In my remarks I did not 
deal so much with those matters. Did the 
gentleman find that it required $10,000 to 
keep up a greenhouse? 

Mr. SARGENT. I cannot answer every- 
thing ina breath. Ifthe gentleman will have 
‘patience I will answer him in regard to the 
greenhouse. 

‘The greenhouse was built under the last 
Administration. It was built with wooden 
floors. The gentleman may not be surprised 
by the statement I make, considering the time 
of its origin, that it is in an entirely rotten con- 
dition. Jt was made of boards, whereas it 
ought to have been made of iron with brick 
floors, like the conservatory near this Capitol. 
Instead of that it was made of wood. All the 
underpinning is entirely rotten. There is not 
a board in the floor, as I know by experiment, 
which a person cannot run through with his 
cane. 

Itis with difficulty a person can go along 
the walks, even those most remote from the 
pots, where the water slops most, without 
putting his heels through the rotten plank. It 
is absolutely necessary that the underpinning 
of the building and the floor be put in new, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was all repaired within 
the last four years. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not care if it were 
done yesterday. A gentleman near me sug- 
gests that it was a rotten administration; but 
I have not time to be diverted from my state- 
ment by that pleasantry. But the gentleman 
from Indiana will see that whether it was 
built four years or two years ago, makes no 
difference. The fact was observed by every 
member of the committee that the flooor was 
rotten through, so that a cane could be put 
through it in any place. 

Now, sir, a word or two with regard to the 
amount allowed here for refurnishing, which 
is. very. small. 


In going through the White || amendment. . 


House we observed that there-was'not'a:roòm 
in it, bed-chamber or other room, unless we 
except the rooms on the first floor which. are 
used. for reception purposes, where there was - 
not the most grotesque admixture of furniture, 
black walnut, rosewood, and. mahogany mixed 
up together. No room contained two articles 
of furniture of the same wood, or in the same 
style of workmanship, the furniture ‘having 
come down from former generations, and: it 
would be impossible to gather enough. furni- 
ture of one material to furnish a room decently. 

Now, I do not _beliéve in that mean parsi- 
mony which would say that the residence-of 
the President of the United States shall be 
kept in a condition like that, with the roof 
leaking, with the underpinning of the building 
falling out, with a noisome pool in the cellar 
for want of adequate drainage, and with far- 
niture so shabby that no private gentleman 
would allow it for a moment in his best bed- 
room. 

For these reasons the committee have rec- 
ommended this appropriation, which is a little 
less than the estimates and very little more 
than the amount appropriated every year. The 
necessary repairs make the item a little larger 
than usual. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall not ask fora vote 
on my amendment, but 1 wish to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from California to the 
fact that we appropriated $10,000 for this same 
purpose last year. 

Mr. SARGENT. And I am in favor of 
appropriating it every year if necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the amend- 
ment, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Improvement and care of public grounds: for 
annual repairs of fences around reservations, $2,000; 
for manure, and hauling the same on public grounds, 

85,000; for painting iron fences around reservations, 
and around Warand Navy Departments, $4,000; for 
improvement, care, and protection of seats, and for 
fountains and fish-ponds in Capitol grounds, $3,000; 
for purchase of seatstor Capitol grounds, $1,000; for 
hire of carts for public grounds, $5,000; for purchase 
and repair of tools for public grounds, $2,000; for 
purchase of trees, tree-boxes, and whitewashing 
fences, $5,000; for purchase of flower-pots, mats, 
twine, and glasses, $1,000 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like ex- 
ceedingly to strike out the appropriations for 
repairing fences around reservations. I will 
move to strike out that item, for the purpose 
of asking the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations if we cannot stop making 
appropriations for repairing these great high 
fences, which Iam sure the gentleman from 
Ohio, with his good taste, willagree with me 
are not what we ought to have. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They are 
necessary to protect the trees from spoliation, 
in La Fayette square and in the other reser- 
vations. We have some beautiful grounds 
containing choice trees, and if the fences were 
taken ‘away they would be destroyed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Animals do not run 
at large here. 

Mr. DICKEY. Two-legged ones do. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. We have cut 
down the estimates for improvements about 
this city very largely, and I think we have 
gone as far as it is wise to go. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. We have guards and 
watchmen to take care of these reservations, 
and J do not think any other city in the United 
States has such fences around its public 
grounds, and yet they have trees as valuable 
and grounds as much ornamentedas these are, 
These fences are anything but ornamental ; 
they ought either to be cut down one half or 
taken away altogether and a railing substituted, 
instead of our voting year after year to repair 


them. 

Mr. DICKEY. I call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that a very small por- 
tion of this appropriation is devoted to this 
purpose. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. . I withdraw . the 
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= Phe Clerk read:as follows: 
Ror itnprovement of monument grounds, grading 
road; walk, draining, purchase and hauling gravel 
‘or. walks and roads, trees, and shrubs, as per plan, 
$15.000; and said grounds shall be considered as a 
portion of the public grounds of the city of Wash- 
ington, and shall be under the control of the officer 
detailed by the chief engineer of the Army to take 
charge of the public buildings and grounds in the 
city of Washington, in conformity with the act of 
March 2, 1867. ; ‘ 

Mr: AMBLER. . I raise a point of order on 
thatparagraph. [understand that these grounds 
aré not now public grounds, and that this is an 
appropriation not in accordance with existing 


law. : 
. + Mr: GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
is‘mistaken as to the fact. The grounds about 
the monument clearly belong to the United 
States. “It is true the Monument Association 
have certain rights and easements there, but 
they do not own the fee of the ground. In 
order that we may not appear to be waiving 
our real rights there, this clause was put in by 
the committee as a mere assertion of what we 
believe tobe true. Itcan do no harm and we 
thought it best to put it in. It does not change 
the law as we understand it. The United 
States never ceded this ground; it only gave 
the Monument Association the right to put up 
such works around the monument which are 
necessary for its construction. 

“The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules 
the point of order, 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. If the purpose 
be what: the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] has indicated, I do not see the neces- 
sity for making the appropriation $15,000. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man will allow me, I will say that the grounds 
about the monument form the connecting links 
between the executive grounds and the 
grounds lying between the Executive Mansion 
and this Capitol. And the moment these ten 
or fifteen acres are put under fence as pro- 
posed here, and the street is cut through from 
the Executive Mansion acroas the canal, now 
being filled up, and the improvements. are 
ra ede which are now being made, we 
shall have a continuous line of public grounds 
from the Executive Mansion to this Capitol. 

Mr. FINKELNBORG. How about the 
railroad depot? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
this proposition. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The gentleman 
spoke about continuous grounds. 

Mr. GARFLSLD, of Ohio. Continuous as 
it has been hitherto, I think the casement 
which has been granted for that railroad com- 
pany has been granted unwisely. But that is 
not now involved. 

The putting these grounds into proper con- 
dition will be an act.of long-delayed justice. 
I feel ashamed every time [look upon these 
grounds, and see how the nation has allowed 
them to remain till this time around that long- 
begun monument. 

Mr. AMBLER. I move to strike out this 
paragraph, As I understand it,it is in the 
direction of what has been talked about very 
frequently for a few years past, the construc- 
tion of a magnificent park out of the mud- 
holes between the Capitol and the monument. 
In my judgment, we had better never com- 
mence that park. For one, I was very glad 
indeed to vote to give a railroad company the 
right to make some sort of use of a portion of 
this ground, and I would be very glad to vote 
to anybody else the same right. 

Now, the idea of expending $15,000 to 
commence the grading and cutting down of 
the grounds around the monument—for that 
is what this means and nothing else—is to my 
mind an absurdity that we had better avoid, 
I hope never to see the day when we shall 
have any such proposition earried into effect 
as this parking proposition. Itheréfore move 
to strike out this paragraph, because I under: 
stand it to be'a step in that direction. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope that motion will 


That is not in 


i 


not prevail. No one who has had occasion to 
go into that part of this city, as most of us at 
one time or another have done, and see that 
magnificent structure, begun by the patriotic 
spirit of the country years ago, and which the 
patrioti¢ spirit of the country will eventually 
eomplete—noone has been there and not been 
pained at witnessing the state of neglect and 
disrepair in which those grounds have been 
left for so many years. It is unworthy of the 
Government, a source of regret to the stran- 
gers who come here to visit the capital. It 
is desirable in every respect that those grounds 
should be taken charge ofand put into proper 
condition, not asa portion of a splendid park, 
because I sympathize very heartily with the 
gentleman from Ohio'{Mr. AMBLER} On that 
subject. But they should be put into the 
same condition that a. gentleman of taste would 
like to put his own private grounds in. I 
trust, therefore, that the Committee of the 
Whole will concur with the Committee on 
Appropriations in making this appropriation. 
When the proposition shall be presented for 
constructing the park which has been referred 
to, I will stand shoulder to shoulder with my 
friend from Ohio in opposition to it. 

Mr. AMBLER. Iam much obliged to my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. Maynarp] for his 
promised assistance in the future. But let me 
remind him that such things are not done im- 
mediately and directly, but by indirection from 
time to time. This is a step in a direction 
which will eventually involve the expenditure 
of hundreds of thousands of dollars for the 
construction of a park. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 1 suppose my friend from 
Ohio would hardly refuse to pay for blacking 
his boots, because it might be regarded as a 
step in the direction of ultimately purchasing 
a silk dress for his wife. [Laughter.] 

Mr. AMBLER, Certainly not, my dear sir. 
But on the other hand Ido not propose to 
commence an improvement of this kind, when 
in my judgment the best thing we can do is 
to get rid of this land as soon as possible, for 
it will never be anything but a nuisance while 
it is the hands of the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on 
the pending proposition. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. The gentlemen who have 
reported this bill claim something, I believe, 
on the score of economy. Now Í have had 
the curiosity to look back to the appropriation 
act of June, 1860, and to compare it with the 
present bill in regard to appropriations for the 
President’s grounds, &c. | find that the appro- 
priations in this bill for fuel, repairs, and gas 
for the President’s House and the grounds 
about it, as well as for refurnishing it and for 
constructing a sewer for drainage, amount to 
nearly $150,000 ; whereas in the old and better 
days when we had an unassuming style of 
living in the Executive Mansion, the expense 
for fuel was but $1,800, while now it is $5,000. 
Why is so much more caloric needed now 
thau formerly? I am sure the present Presi- 
dent of the United States does not stay as 
much at home in the Executive Mansion as 
some of his predecessors. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We have passed 
those paragraphs. We are on the Washing- 
ton monument now. 

Mr. COX. Iam coming to the monument; 
I will be along there in a moment. Then 
again take the item of repairs. In 1860, $6,000 
wag appropriated for this purpose; now the 
appropriation is $10,000. There is a corre- 
sponding increase in the appropriation for gas. 
Why, sir, in 1860 the appropriation for gas 
for lighting the Capitol, the President’s House, 
the public grounds, executive offices, Penn- 
sylvania avenue, Four-and-a-half street, and 
other public places about the city was only 
$42,000. Now we have an appropriation cf 
$45,000 for gas for lighting only the Capitol, 
Executive Mansion, and publicgrounds. In 


1860, $250 was appropriated for a library of 
the White House. I do not see in -this bill 
any appropriation which indicates any increase 
of intelligence in the White House. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman object 
to putting the White House in repairs, if any 
of his friends are to come into it? [Laughter. } 

Mr. COX. Why, sir, if we had there a 
plain, unpretending man he would take a - 
pride in staying there; he would emulate the 
simplicity of Jefferson and Madison ; he would 
have no cottages by the sea. Why do you not 
make an appropriation at once for Long 
Branch? Be bold about this matter as you 
generally are. : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr, 
Buair, of Michigan, having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. WHEELER reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, pursuant to tke order of the 
House, had had under consideration the state 
of the Union generaliy, and particalarly the 
bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1873, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. 


PUBLIC LAND AT PLATTSBURG, NEW YORK. 


Mr. WHEELER. As I am obliged to leave 
the city, I ask tie House as @ favor to allow 
me to introduce and put upon its passage a bill 
which was read this morning. Since that time 
I have changed its provisions so as to obviate 
the objections then made. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H, R. 
No. 2858) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
release twenty-five acres of the lands of the 
United States at Piattsburg, New York, to the 
New York and Canada Railroad Company, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WHEELER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. TYNER. I move that the House now 


adjourn. 

Mr. BANKS, A session has been ordered 
for this evening. We should take a recess. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion 
to adjourn takes precedence of a motion for a 
recess, 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 83, noes 39. 

Mr. LEACH called for tellers. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I ask unanimous consent 
to make an appeal to the House. ` 

Several members objected. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion of Mr. TYNER was agreed to; 
and accordingly (at four o’clock and forty-five 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


- I move that the 


PETITIONS, ETO, 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: f 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of Cau- 
doce M. Millen, widow of John Millen, de- 
ceased, for a pension. 

Also, the petition of Moses Hughes, for com- 
pensation for quartermasters’ stores furnished 
to the United States Army. 

Also, the memorial of John T.. Burchell, of 
Knoxville, Tennessee, praying that Congress 
i grant him arrears of pay: i 


1872. 


By Mr. SHERWOOD: The petition of | 


Cyrus Sunderlind and 24 others, of Tioga and 
Potter counties, Pennsylvania, asking the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 1788. 


__ IN SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, May 22, 1872. 


The Senate met at three o'clock p. m. 
Prayer by Rev. B. D. Owex, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the reading of the Journal will be 
dispensed with. The Chair hears no objec- 


tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Senate, as they 
have kindly consented for two days before, to 
take up the moment the regular morning 
business is through with the apportionment 
bill, in order that we may complete it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We can decide that 
when we get through with the morning business. 
It seems to me this is the very time that the 
Journal ought to be read ifitismade up. We 
ought to know what: the proceedings of last 
night were. ; 

, Mr. CAMERON. The motion which I will 
make will show probably to the Senator. I 
shall make a motion immediately to go into 
executive session, and in the meanwhile the 
Clerk will havetime to make up the Journal of 
yesterday. Certainly he has notyet had time. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair did 
not understand the Senator from Illinois to 
object, but if he did the Journal must be read. 

Farm CAMERON. He does not object, I 
think. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We shall get through 
the Journal probably in a few minutes. I do 
not know that it will be very long; but I think 
we ought to know what the Journal is of 
such sessions as we had yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did 
not hear objection, but the Senator states that 
he made it. That is sufficient for the Chair. 
The Journal therefore must be read. Its read- 
ing can only be dispensed with by unanimous 
consent. 

ne Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In listening to the Journal 
I did not hear any note of the order of the 
Senate to send for absentees. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois moves to correct the Journal. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No; 1 only called atten- 
tion to the fact that I did not hear in the read- 
ing of the Journal any notice of the order to 
send for absentees. I understand there was 
such an order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator speak 
from his own knowledge? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think I ought to have 
some knowledge of it when an officer came to 
me and stated the fact. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, | think thatis satisfactory 
evidence. 

Mr. POMEROY. There was such an order. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Illinois move to correct the Journal ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to know 
whether I was awakened in the night without 
authority of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that he is informed by the Senator from 
Michigan, [Mr. Ferry,] who was presiding 
at the time, that a motion was made by the 
Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. ANTHONY] 
requesting absent Senators to appear in the 
Senate Chamber, and it was agreed to. It 
was found that there had been a.quorum pres- 
ent on the previous roll-call, and it was a 
question in the. Secretary’s mind whether the 
case came. within the eighth rule, which pro- 
vides- that * no Senator shall. absent himself 
Trom-the service of the Senate without leave 
of the Senate first obtained, And- in cage -a 
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léss number than a- quorum of the Senate 
shall convene, they are hereby authorized to 
send the Sergeant-at-Arms, or any other per- 
son or persons by them authorized, for any or 
all ahsent Senators,’? &. Bat the Senator 
has a right to have the Journal corrected. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not care abont it. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I was not in 
when the Senator from Illinois made his point. 
I should like to know what it was. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘ There was no 
motion to correct the Journal. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was awakened, and I 
wanted to know whether it was by authority 
of the Senate. Perhaps the Senator from 
Michigan can tell. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I will merely 
answer the Senator by saying that I did not 
know the Senator was awakened; but the offi- 
cer was authorized to awaken all the Senators, 
or notify them that the Senate desired their 
presence, ; 

Mr. CAMERON. In corroboration of what 
the Senator on my right said, I will say that I 
was awakened a little before two o’clock this 
morning, and I responded; that is, I got out 
of bed and came here and remained. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPORTIONMENT BILD. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Senate the 
moment the morning business is gone through 
with to take up and finish the apportionment 
bill that has been so long under consider- 
ation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to that proposition? The Chair hears 
none. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the House had-disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 1914) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to negotiate with the chiefs and head- 
men of the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of 
Indians for the relinquishment of their reser- 
vation in Wyoming Territory, asked for a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Sam- 
veL S. Burperr of Missouri, Mr. Joan P. C. 
Suanks of Indiana, and Mr. Wirum Wii- 
LIAMS of New York, managers at the same on 
its part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 1672) granting to the 
Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Company 
the right of way. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 373) for 
the relief of J. Ross Browne, late minister to 
China. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 617) in relation to 
the Dakota Southern Railroad Company, with 
an amendment; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills ; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 338) for the relief of Mrs. 
M. S. Morse, administratrix and widow of 
Isaac E. Morse, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 772) to incorporate the 
Loomis Aérial Telegraph Company; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1121) to granta pecuniary 
allowance to the families of diplomatic and 
consular officers who die abroad ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2568) for the relief of 
John Black, late consul of the United States 
at the city of Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2570) for the relief of 
T. H. Holderness, owner of the British’ ship 
Duke of Edinburg ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2708) relative to the cen-; 


tennial international. exhibition to be held in: 
the city of Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania,” 


in the year of 1876 5 ° 
A bill (H. R. No. 2622) for the relief. of 


James De Long, late United States consul at 
Aux Cayes, Hayti ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2854) to establish. certain 
post routes; and . 

A bill (H. R. No. 2855) relative to the pur- 
chase of articles for the Government. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced thatthe Speaker ` 
of the. House had signed the enrolled’ bill 
(H. R. No. 2761) to remove political disabil- 
ities imposed by the fourteenth article ofthe 
amendments of the Constitution of the United 
States; and it was thereupon signed by. the 
Vice President, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: 

A bill (H. R. No. 388) for the relief of Mrs. 
M. S. Morse, administratrix and widow of 
Isaac E. Morse, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1121) to grant a pecuni- 
ary allowance to the families of diplomatic 
and consular officers who die abroad ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2708) relative to the cen- 
tennial international exhibition to be held in 
the city of Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, 
in the year 1876; i 

A bill (H. R. No. 2797) providing for the 
payment to the Government of Japan, from the 
indemnity fund, the sum due on account of 
rents for lands and buildings occupied by the 
diplomatic and consular representatives of the 
United States to Japan, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2799) to provide for the 
appointment of a secretary of legation at the 
court of Japan, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2858) relating to tele- 
graphic communication between the United 
States and foreign countries. . 

The following bills were severally read 
twice by their tities, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. No. 837) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act to regulate the diplomatic and 
consular systems of the United States,” ap- 
proved August 18, 1856; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2568) for the relief. of 
John Black, late consul of the United States 
at the city of Mexico ; 

A bill (H. R. No 2570) for the relief of T. 
H. Holderness, owner of the British ship 
Duke of Edinburgh ; i 

A bill (H. R. No. 2622) forthe relief of 
James De Long, late consul at Aux Cayes, 
Hayti; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 772) to incorporate the 
Loomis Aérial Telegraph Company. 

The bill (H. R, No. 2850) authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, for the use of the post 
office and United States courts in said city, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2854) to establish cer- 
tain post routes was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2855) relative to the 
purchase of articles for the Government was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2851) to provide for 
the restoration of the records of the proceed- 
ings of the court of inquiry concerning the 
operations of the army under the command 
of General Don Carlos Buell, in Kentucky and 
Tennessee, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to have that 
bill put on its passage now. 

-Mr EDMUNDS. What is it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection the Chair will reserve this bill, as he’ 
has a large quantity of business on his. table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. -E suggest that the bill’ 
be referred, and when the committec examine 
it they can report it readily. - 
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-, "The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK RESERVATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives asking a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H.R. No. 1914) to, authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to negotiate with the chiefs 
and head-men of the Shoshone and Bannock 
tribes of Indians for. the relinquishment of 
their reservation in Wyoming Territory. 

_,On motion of Mr. WILSON the Senate 
proceeded to consider its amendments to 
the said bill, disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives. ° 

» On motion by Mr. WILSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the said bill disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Wiisoy, Mr. Harran, and Mr. Kymunps the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


DAKOTA SOUTHERN RAILROAD. 


` Mr. BOREMAN. There is a bill on the 
table in relation to the Southern Dakota rail- 
road, a Senate bill that has come back from 
the House with a small amendment, to which 
nobody will object. Task thatit be concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDEN. The Chair will 
submit the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 617) in relation 
to the Dakota Southern Railroad Company. 

The amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives was at the end of the last section to 
insert: | 

Propided, That nothing in this act shall relievo 
said Dakota Southern Railroad Company from con- 
structing and completing said railroad in accord- 
ance with the conditions and stipulations under 
which the citizens of.the counties therein named 
voted aid to said railroad in accordance with the 
laws of said Territory, approved April 21, 1871: 
Provided further, That said Dakota Southern Rail- 
rom Company shall issue to the respective counties 
and townships voting to aid said railroad paid-up 
cortilicates of stock in mmount equal to the sums 
paid by tho respective counties and townships. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
NATIONAL SAVINGS BANK. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented the an- 
nual statement of the National Savings Bank, 
of Washington, District of Columbia, for the 
year ending December 81, 1871; which was 
ordered to he on the table, and be printed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. ALCORN. I desire to make a brief 
personal explanation. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Mississippi asks consent to make a personal 
explanation. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. : 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to state that I re- 
mained in the Senate the night before last and 
last night and until this morning, when what is 
known as the Ku Klux bill passed. My under- 
standing was that the civilrights bill was then 
to be taken up and that the Senate was to 
adjourn, and I left the Senate with that under- 
standing and went to myroom. Subsequently 
that bill was taken up and passed, and the 
amnesty bill was also taken up and passed. 
Both bills I have felt an interest in. I am 
very glad indeed that the amnesty bill was 
passed by so large a majority. I wish to say 
that had I been here I should have voted for 
both those bills. 


BRIDGE ON ARKANSAS RIVER. 


Mr. CLAYTON, Some days ago I entered 
a motion to reconsider the vote on the pas- 
sage of the bill relative to the construction of 
a bridge across the Arkansas. river at Little 
Rock. I now ask leave to withdraw that 
motion. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 


tion to withdrawing the motion? The Chair 
hears none. ‘The motion is withdrawn. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. POMEROY presented the petition and 
papers of Chester Thomas, praying for pay- 
ment of beef cattle taken for the use of the 
United States Army; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. : 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of the United States, praying the passage 
of House bill No. 1738, granting pensions to 
partially disabled soldiers ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented three petitions of late 
soldigrs and sailors, praying that industrial 
homes and training schools be established for 
the orphans of soldiers and sailors who served 
the United States in the war of the rebellion ; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, presented the 
petition of Morris Ketchum, praying to be 
allowed to substitute an American for a for- 
eign register ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I ask leave to 
withdraw the petition of Ingersoll & Granger 
from the files of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Hasthere been a report? 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Yes, sir. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Which way? 
Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Adverse. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Then let copies -be re- 
tained. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont proposes to couple the order with a 
condition that the parties shall leave copies 
of the papers. ‘The Chair hears no objection, 
and the order will be made in that form. 

Mr. SCOTT. J ask that an order be made 
authorizing O. B. & O. S. Latham to with- 
draw from the Senate Committee on Claims 
their memorial and papers. There has been 
no report in the case, 

Leave was granted. 


On motion of Mr. POMEROY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of H. W. 
tho Read, praying compensation for superintending 
transportation of money belonging to the United 
States from St. Louis to Santa Fé, New Mexico, in 
the year 1863, be taken from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1982) to provide for the holding 
a circuit court of the United States in and for 
the western district of Missouri, have directed 
me to report it back and recommend its pas- 
sage. I think we can pass this bill in a mo- 
ment. There will never be an opportunity to 
pass such bills unless we run them through 
when we report them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The struggle on the ap- 
portionment bill has been stopping everything 
for two or three days, which was reported 
from the same committee before. I do not 
want to object to my chairman. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we ought to 
run through some of these bills that there is 
no objection to. This is a bill to establish a 
circuit court at Jefferson City. . Nobody will 
object to it. It will be passed as soon as it is 


read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand a Senator 
wishes to move an amendment providing for 
another circuit court. I hope we shall have 
an order to-day or to-morrow to take up un- 
objected cases, and I think this ought to wait 
with the others. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The same committee, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 846) to 
provide for holding a circuit court of the United 
States in and for the western district. of Mis- 
souri, haveiustructed me to report it back and 
recommend its indefinite postponement, This 


is a duplicate of the bill which the House has 
passed and which I have just reported, 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was refewred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2775) for the relief of Samuel B. 
Elliott, late acting purser of the United States 
vessel of war the Flirt, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1891) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish 
the Department of Justice, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H, R, No. 2774) to pre- 
vent certain officers of the United States and 
Territories from practicing as attorneys or 
solicitors in courts of the United States in 
certain cases, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 681) to 
amend an act entitled “An actregulating pro- 
ceedings in criminal cases, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 8, 1865, reported it 
without amendment, ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 867) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘ An act regulating proceed- 
ings in criminal cases, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 8, 1865, moved that 
it be indefinitely postponed, being a duplicate 
of the preceding bill; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred sundry petitions of citizens 
of Louisiana, asking for additional district 
courts in that State, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a memorial of members of the 
bar of Leavenworth, Kansas, for the estab- 
lishment.of a term of court in that city, asked 
to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion; which was agreed to, 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of the 
Governor of the State of Tennessee, praying an 
appropriation to that State for materials be- 
longing to the Winchester and Alabama Rail- 
road Company, which were used by the’ Gov- 
ernment during the late war, submitted an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom’ 
was referred the letter of the Secretary of War, 
transmitting the claim of S. E. Ward for sup- 
plies furnished for the Indian service, sub- 
mitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
1142) for the relief of S. E. Ward. 

The report was ordered to be printed; and 
the bill was read and passed to a second 
reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 668) for the 
relief of David L. Wright, late captain of 
company E, fifty-first regiment Indiana vol- 
unteers, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. f 

IIe also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1274) for the 
relief of Thomas F. Spencer, of Indiana, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1261) for the 
relief of Thomas D. West, of Sandusky, in 
the State of Ohio, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2709) for the relief of the State of Connecticut 
and other States, reported it without amend- 
ment, i 


i He also, from the same committee, to whom 
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was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2582) making 
appropriations for the payment of claims re- 
ported allowed by the commissioners of 
claims under the act of March 3, 1871, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the 
Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2421) referring the claim 
of the heirs and legal representatives of Colo- 
nel Francis Vigo, deceased, to the Court of 
Claims for adjustment, reported it. without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 403) for the relief 
of Rufus M. Pickel, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 847) for the 
relief of Tinsley, Van Horn & Co., Glenn, 
Overall & Clark, and J. N. Henderson & Co., 
of Louisiana, Missouri, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Finance; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1181) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to correct an Army officer's record, 
reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STOCKTON asked, and by unanimous 
conseut obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1148) for the relief of James D. 
Willoughby, of Vineland, New Jersey; which 
was'read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents, 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, asked, and 
by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bili (S. No. 1144) to give the bark 
Jewess an American register; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee orf Commerce. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1145) for the relief of Christian W. 
Mornhinoeg ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NORWOOD asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introdude a bill 

- (S. No. 1146) granting aid to the Atlantic and 
Great Western canal; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER (by request, as he stated) 
asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1147) for the 
relief of J. L. Henry; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. CLAYTON (by request, as he stated) 
asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to inicoduce a bill (S. No. 1148) to 
amend the organic act of Montana Territory ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 


KENTUCKY WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. STEVENSON submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the bill (S. 
No. 1054) to reimburse the State of Kentucky 
for moneys expended for the United States 
in enrolling, subsisting, clothing, supplying, 
arming, equipping, paying, and transporting 
militia forces to aid in suppressing the rebel- 
lion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


Mr. SUMNER. I ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the District school 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thereis a billalready up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont had unanimous consent for the 
remainder of the morning hour for the cousid- 
eration of the apportionment bill. There seems 
to be no further morning business. ; 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


No. 1343) supplemental to an act entitled 
‘An act for the- apportionment of Represent- 
atives to Congress among the several States 
according to the ninth census,’’ the pending 
question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Morton, to strike out the words. “to the 
Forty-Third Congress only,” in line fourteen. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I wish to offer an amend- 


ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
will send it to the Chair, the Chair will see 
whether it is in order or not. 

The Cursr Crerx. The amendment is to 
insert at the end of the bill—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That would not 
be an amendment to an amendment. It will 
be in order after the question shall have been 
taken on this amendment. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I must ask for the yeas 
and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays was ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Ido not wish to spend 
any time over this, but only to say that the 
Senator from California and others yesterday 
were mistaken in supposing that this was 
giving an unlimited liberty to nine States to 
have Representatives by fractions, and to elect 
the members at large; but, asa matter of 
fact, it will only apply to two or three States 
that have already under the law of February 
made their distribution of districts, until they 
shall be able to make a redistribution, just as 
was provided for ten years in the case of IHi- 
nois, so that the matter, as a practical matter, 
has not the large proportions that Senators 
supposed it had. I hope, in orderto accom- 
modate the difficulty arising from the fact that 
some districts have already been adjusted 
under the act of February, there will be no 
particular opposition to this, because Con- 
gress can at any time, at the next session, if 
they find any State uureasonably delays a 
further apportionment, provide that it shall be 


made. 

Mr. CASSERLY. As I understand the 
matter, the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana allows the States an indefinite option 
for the next ten years whether they will elect 
at large or by districts the extra Representative. 
That applies to all the States where an appor- 
tionment was made previous to the allowance 
of the additional Representative. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. No, it only applies to the 
additional member provided by this bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Precisely, and, accept- 
ing that explanation, it corroborates entirely 
what I say, that in each of the nine States 
where an apportionment has been already made 
the effect of the amendment is to leave it open 
to the State for ten years to come, that is, un- 
til another congressional apportionment is to 
be made, to elect by the State at large or else 
to provide a district for the Representative 
allowed by this bill. Iam not mistaken as to 
that position of the whole subject; and that 
is the particular view with which I oppose the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

I stated the other day at some length what 
I regarded as the evils of the practice of elect- 
ing a Representative by a State at large. I 
shall not, of course, detain the Senate now by 
repeating them. 

Mr. CONKLING. The other day, when 
the Senator from California explained the 
objections to this amendment, I could not see 
any better than I am able to see now the 
force of them. He says truly that the purpose 
is to give for ten years to each of the States 
affected the option to choose by particular dis- 
tricts or this one added Representative upon 
aticketat large. Whatis the objection to that? 
The Senator discusses it as if he could find 
something in the Constitution or at least in 
the genius of our Government rendering such 
an arrangement abnormal, objectionable, and 
yet we know it is not so. . 

There is nothing in the Constitution, we can 
find nothing in any law, to prevent any State in 


the Union choosing Representatives located 
where she pleases, in the district choosing them 
or anywhere else. . This must bevery familiar 
to every Senator. It must be especially familiar 
to the Senator from Massachusetts; because a 
distinguished chief magistrate of his Common: 
wealth, now no more, in a very able veto mes- 
sage, defeated a bill passed by the Massachu- 
setts Legislature to which he found no objec- 
tion excepting that it required Representatives 
to be elected each in the district for which he 
was chosen, and he rested his veto upon the 
ground thatthe Constitution first and last fixed 
the qualification of Representatives, and inas- 
much as it nowhere required that they should 
reside in this district or in that, the act of 
the Massachusetts Legislature was not merely 
a work of supererogation, but was in controven- 
tion of the Constitution. In that it had- the 
very qualification which the Senator from Cali- 
fornia seems now, in fact, to deem so import- 
ant. Why, Mr. President, in practice it is 
not true that constituencies choose Representa- 
tives in all cases from the district choosing 
them. It has scarcely been true of the Sena- 
tor’s party in my own State once for a decade, 
I doubt if it has occurred a single time in the 
State of New York that the Democratie Rep- 
resentatives in Congress have resided in the 
districts in which they were chosen. 

My friend [Mr. Pomeroy] reminds me of 
an occasion when a citizen of New York rep- 
resented Oregon in a convention; but I need 
not come to that. That same citizen is now 
the candidate of the Senator’s party or of one 
wing of his party, having been repeatedly a 
candidate for Congress, but I believe never 
ran in the district in which he resides, and 
although I am not sure how the fact is, my 
impression is that on the occasion when he 
was chosen to fill a vacancy he was not chosen 
for the district in which he lived. Be that 
as it may, nothing is more familiar than such 
occurrences as I speak of. Martin Van Buren 
was chosen by the county of Otsego a delegate 
in the constitutional convention. He did not 
live in Otsego at all. But do not let me multi- 
ply instances. We all know that neither the 
Constitution nor the theory of the Govern- 
ment prohibits at all or stands in conflict with 
the idea that representatives may be chosen 
not residing in the district which selects them. 
So, too, they have been formerly, and have been 
recently chosen upon a ticket at large, My 
honorable friend from Illinois, whom I do not 
see in his seat at this moment, [Mr. Locan, | 
was elected from his State as Representative 
at large, and did anybody find objection to it? 
Not at all that ever L heard of. 

Now if there be no objection in Jaw, no 
objection in fact, to allowing this option to a 
State, what is the occasion and the use of 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana? 
Simply this: in certain States, not in all those 
to which this applies, the Legislature has gone 
through the labor of establishing districts in 
the State. The effect of the amendment will 
be to exempt those States from the obligation 
to go right over this ground again; that is all. 
Every State that chooses to do it, every State 
in which the adverse party can obtain a ma- 
jority in the Legislature in the next year, or 
the next year, or any succeeding year, will have 
the power to do it. The adverse party will 
have the power to doit. Therefore if. it be 
supposed that there is partisan advantage in 
this, there is none. Of course, if parties in 
Legislatures remain as they are, they will have 
the power to do it; only under this amend- 
ment we commit to each State the question 
whether she will undergo the inconvenience 
of a rearrangement, of a new turmoil, of a 
fresh grapple in the State for partisan advan- 
tages or for other advantages where such may 
be gained by the establishment of districts; 
or whether, avoiding that labor, avoiding that’ 
difficulty, she will. stand where sbe is, and’ 
elect, as California did for years, a Represent~: 
| ative at large, elect, as Ilinois did for years, 
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a Representative at large, the only practical 
effect’ of the last arrangement peculiar to 
itself being. this: first, that the office is dig- 
nified, that the Representative at large holds, 
as we all of us remember the present Senator 
from Illinois held, a representative place in 
public estimation of more'consideration some- 
what than if he had been chosen by a single 
district ; and second, thatthe whole people of 
the State by a popular majority may choose 
the Representative, whereas he might be 
chosen as of the party in the minority were 
his election to take place in one congressional 
district. 

That is all there is of it, Mr. President, and 
I trust that if this is to be done (and I did not 
mean and do not mean to consume any time 
of the Senate upon the bill) it may be in that 
form least offensive to the consistency which 
we ought not to violate. I use the word ‘‘ con- 
sistency” for a double reason. In the first 
place, two provisions of the Constitution re- 
quire, taken together, that every ten years the 
enumeration of inhabitants shall be made, and 
that Representatives shall be apportioned ac- 
cording to the number of citizens among those 
States. It has so happened of late that when- 
ever we apply this rule, whenever, taking a 
divider, working out a mathematical rule in 
the best way we can do, it happens, as it almost 
must, that some State or States feel aggrieved. 
Forthwith we have a special act like this to 
cure it. 

At the beginning of this decade, in 1862-63, 
we apportioned representation according to 
the judgment of the two Houses of Congress. 
At once several States, among them several 
of the States who come here now, were dis- 
satisfied, and therenpon by special enactment, 
by arbitrary provision, by provision in dero- 
gation of the general act, we turned around 
and added these Representatives. 

As [said I do not wish to comment upon 
that, [ will not occupy time now in doing it; 
but if such is to be our action, and if we do 
not follow the general bill with a special act 
until the Legislatures have gone on and made 
their districts and the States have arranged 
accordingly, L humbly submit that the least 
we can do is by an amendment so easy as this 
to commit to each State the right not to un- 
settle and redistrict and go over again unless 
it chooses. That much, | think, the States 
have a right to expect of us. 

If this had been a part of the original bill, 
if it had followed immediately upon the heels 
of the original bill, there would be very little 
practical need comparatively. of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana; but the 
Houses sit down here and wait until a late day 
in May after the adjournment of the Legis- 
latures—in my own State, for example, two 
weeks have been spent in perfecting and re- 
districting the State—and then when it is 
scarcely done we turn around and not only 
pass an actin alteration and derogation of the 
general act under which they have acted, but 
serious objection is made to so framing that 
act as to allow the State of New York and 
other States to say whether they will redistrict, 
or whether, as has been done in the instance 
to which I have referred, they will elect their 
additional Representative upon a common 
ticket. 

Mr. President, I beg pardon for occupying 
so much time, but I express the earnest hope 
that weshall not go off upon any spectral 
theory, upon the strength of any imagination 
as to what might take place, how corruption 
might nominate a Representative at large, and 
shrink from a provision under which we nom- 
inate our Governor, our State officers, and 
which in years past has presented nothing to 
warrant fears which are held up to us now in 
regard to it, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
has expired. There is no unfinished -business 
from the last adjournment of the Senate, but 
the Senate some days since made a special 


order, the river and harbor bill, for twelve 
o'clock of this day. The Senate was not in 
session at that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then let us proceed with 
this bill. - Let us go right on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There being no 
unfinished business this bill continues, and is 
before the Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CORBETT. What is the condition of 
the river and harbor bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was made the 
special order for to-day at twelve o'clock. The 
Senate was not in session at that time. It 
remains a special order liable to be ealled up 
hereafter with all its specialty pertaining to it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am not sure but that 
the Senator from Pennsylvania wished the 
floor for some purpose. If he does, of course 
ĮI will yield to him. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. He is not claim- 
ing it atthis moment, 

Mr. CAMERON. I am much obliged to 
the Senator from California. I intend to let 
the Senator from Vermont get through the 
bill if it can be got through without any long 
debate. I am very desirous of going into 
executive session for reasons well known to 
every Senator, but I will make no objection to 
the bill now before the Senate being concluded. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from New 
York who last spoke upon the pending ques- 
tion urged several grounds upon which he 
thought my objections to the bill could not be 
sustained. Among those grounds were many 
which I never expressed or even suggested. 
For instance, the Senator argued that there 
was no constitutional objection to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana. I never 
supposed or suggested that there was. The 
Constitution, on the contrary, gives to Con- 
gress very plenary powers over the subject in 
the particular affected by the amendment of 
the Senator from Indiana. The objections 
which I urged were not rested upon any letter 
of the Constitution. They were rested on the 
general scheme and spirit of our institutions 
as representative institutions throughout the 
United States. So the Senator from New 
York argued at some length that there was no 
requirement that the Representative to Con- 
gress should reside in his district. I never 
said there was, 

The Senator then proceeded to argue at 
some length that there was no objection to a 
Representative who was a non-resident in the 
district for which he was elected. In support 
of that he mentions a case in the State of 
New York, in which a Representative elected 
to Congress did not reside in his district. 
The Senator did not name the New York Rep- 
resentative who was, as he says, a non-res- 
ident of the district from which he was elected. 
if I understood him, he spoke of him as a 
candidate for the office of President or Vice 
President of the Democratic party. Istill do 
not recall the person to whom he refers, It 
is rot of any consequence, because the cir- 
cumstance that the Senator can count on his 
fingers all the Representatives that have ever 
been elected to Congress in that way since the 
present system was enacted into law proves 
what everybody I think knows, and no one 
better than the Senator himself, that prac- 
tically, in the popular application of the law, 


jin the selection of candidates, Representa- 


tives in Congress are residents of their dis- 
tricts; in other words, the people themselves, 
in the election of members, under the law, 
recognize as a rule almost universal in its 
application the truism that the Representa- 
tive should be brought as near his constitu- 
ents as possible, should have as much informa- 
tion as to the interests of the district as pos- 


|| sible; should be as much as possible identified 


with them; so that under all circumstances 
his responsibility to the voters of his district 
should be sharp and definite and brought 
home directly to him. 


Now, what does it matter that Mr. Van 
Buren, as the Senator says, was once elected 
to a constitutional convention of the State of 
New York from the county of Otsego, in which 
he did not live? I doubt not that other cases 
beside that of Mr. Van Buren might be men- 
tioned in which delegates elected to a consti- 
tutional convention in the State of New York 
were not residents of the districts which elected 
them. What does that prove in the face of 
an almost unvarying practice throughout the 
country in regard to Representatives in Con- 
gress? The exceptions, very few in number, 
do in fact prove the rule. 

The Senator from New York adopts the idea 
urged by the Senator from Indiana the other 
day, that to elect a Representative at large 
dignifies the office. I have to repeat now 
what I said then. The essential want in the 
selection of a Representative to Congress has 
two branches: one is that he shall be fit, and 
the other is that his responsibility should be 
distinct: and direct. Dignity is a secondary 
consideration. As the poet says— 


“Act well your part; there all the honor lies.” 


When your Representative discharges with 
fidelity his responsibilities to his constituents, 
he has all the dignity which the institutions 
of this country contemplate or allow him, and 
all the dignity which any right-minded man 
should desire. 

If there be any dignity outside of that aris- 
ing from the fact that the Representative at 
large represents a vast constituency of four 
or five million people rather than a con- 
stituency of one hundred and fifty or two hun- 
dred thousand, that is a dignity which belongs 
to centralization in government rather than to 
the American theory of government, The 
American theory of government is the distri- 
bution of powers, the division of the voting 
power of the country into districts equal an 
reasonable in size. The dignity of which the 
Senator from Indiana spoke the other day, 
and of which the Senator from New York 
speaks now, is found in far greater measure 
in the empire of China than it can be found, 
or ever ought to be found, in the American 
Union. 

An esteemed associate on this floor has been 
referred to specifically as an instance of a Rep- 
resentative elected at large from his State, the 
State of Illinois, and as furnishing a justifica- 
tion for the practice. There is no doubt, I 
believe, that no complaint has been made with 
regard to the usefulness or the ability of that 
Representative while he was such; no com- 
plaint could justly be made probably ; bat his 
merits were his own, and his fidelity and eff- 
ciency were in spite of the system, and not 
in consequence of it. The system of electing 
Representatives atlargeis nearly certain sooner 
or later, and sooner rather than later, to de- 
generate into a mere representation of the 
central power of the State, of the State-House 
influence, of the State-House ring, whatever 
it may be. 

The Senator from New York says that the 
consistency of our legislation should be pre- 
served. I join with him in that invocation. . 
I, too, appeal to the consistency of our legis- 
lation on this subject. How long has the act 
of Congress prescribing the election of mem- 
bers of the House by districts been in force? 
If I recollect aright, more than twenty years. 
Has there been anywhere any desire to return 
to the old system of election by States? No- 
where, I think. There is a little outcropping 
of it in this amendment, which is principally 
important as an amendment, and principally 
objectionable on that ground. If it is a good 
thing to elect one Representative from a State 
at large, why not elect them all at large? Why 
not return to the system which prevailed 
before the Whig party changed it in this coun- 
try? If one Representative from the State 
of Illinois elected at large has a great amount 
of dignity, thirteen of them elected in the 
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same manner will have thirteen. times that 
amount of dignity. Let us by all means have 
the greatest amount of dignity that can be 
thrown around this office, even if in doing 
that we entirely subvert the whole theory of 
republican institutions ! 

My friend, the Senator from New Jersey, 
[Mr. Srock'ron,] reminds me that the act of 
Congress for the election of Representatives 
by districts is older than I supposed. It was 
passed in 1842. It is now thirty years old. 
Lhe country has acquiesced in it. The results 
of the law have proved its superior wisdom. 
Here is a proposition on some fancied ground 
of convenience, in a State here or there, to 
establish a precedent in defiance of that sys- 
tem and of the judgment of the American 
people which has so amply sustained it. 

As the measure came from the House it 
was eminently proper in the particular now in 
hand. The proviso is in these words: 

Provided, That in the election of Representatives 
to the Forty-Third Congress only, in any State which 
by this law is given an increased number of Repre- 
sentatives, theadditional Representative allowed to 
such State may be elected by the State at large, 
unless the Legislature of said State shall otherwise 
provide befere the time fixed by law for the election 
of Representatives therein. 

The manifest effect of that is to give to every 
State which has not already provided for the 
election of the extra Representative by a dis- 
trict two years within which to conform its 
apportionment to this law. What is the ob- 
jection to that? Is not the time sufficient? 
The time is more than two years from the pas- 
sage of this law. The Representatives of the 
Forty-Third Congress will mainly be elected 
this year, and after that from the time of that 
election there will be two years in every State 
withiu which the State may, and if the House 
proviso is adopted must, conform its legislation 
to the general system. ; 

I repeat, sir, the district system isa good 
one. It is one now of thirty years’ standing ; 
it was established after full debate, and as the 
result of a pitched battle between the two 
great parties of the country. Por thirty years 
the House of Representatives has been elected 
under that system. No one has ever proposed 
a change so extensive as is now proposed. 
There is no call for it from the people, no 
demand anywhere, no discernible public ob- 
ject to be subserved by it. ‘The objections to 
it are manifold. I shall not repeat them. I 
have once stated them, but far less strongly 
than they deserve. The House proviso gives 
ample time for every State to accommodate 
its legislation to’ the law of Congress on the 
subject. ‘The question now is whether you will 
adopt an amendment which for ten years per- 
mitsa number of States, which may be variously 
estimated from six to a dozen, practically to 
defeat the law of Congress, and the whole 
object of it and. the whole system instituted 
under it in regard to the election of Repre- 
sentatives at large. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana, to 
strike out in line fourteen the words ‘‘to the 
Forty-Third Congress only,’? upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulled—yeas 87, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, Cor- 
þett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Hlana- 
gan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hamlin, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, 
Sumner, Tipton, West, Wilson, and Windom—37. 

NAY S~—Messrs. Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ran- 
som, Sprague, Stockton, and Vickers—15. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Clayton, Davis of Kentucky, 
Eerry of Connecticut, Harlan, Howe, Nye, Pomeroy, 
Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sherman, Spencer, 
Stevenson, Stewart, Thurman, Trumbull, and 
Wright—22. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment wasconcurred in. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move to amend the 
bill in line twelve by inserting after the word 
“ Alabama * the word “ Nebraska.’’ 

Mr. CONKLING. If my friend will pardon 
meone moment I suggest to the Senator having 
charge of the bill, I believe the Senator. from 
Vermont, that there are four or five words 
there which should be stricken out. ‘They are 
only surplusage now and look awkward in view 
of the amendment we have adopted. They are 
the words ‘‘and be elected by separate dis- 
triets, as in said act directed,’’ for the proviso 
immediately is that any State may do the con- 
trary. They are not needed, and therefore I 
suggest to the Senator they had better be 
stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will look at it while the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska is 
being considered. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Nebraska the ground on which 
he makes his motion? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. So far as the official 
returns of the census of 1870 go, there is no 
fractional excess of representative population 
in Nebraska, and therefore on that basis we 
have no ground for asking an additional Rep- 
resentative in the Congress of the United 
States; but believing as I do from personal 
knowledge of the facts that my State is to-day, 
on the basis of the present apportionment, 
entitled to one additional Representative, I 
feel it my duty to offer this amendment, and 
to state a very few facts in support of the 
claim for this amendment. 

At the time the census was taken in June, 
1870, Nebraska was on the threshold of a new 
era of development and growth and prosperity. 
At that time there was but one railroad in 
operation within her limits. The Union Pa- 
cific, stretching from east to west, running five 
hundred miles across her territory, was the 
only railroad in operation within the limits of 
the State. To-day there are ten others in 
operation to a greater or less extent. To-day 
we have nearly eleven hundred miles of run- 
ning railroad within our State. Each of these 
roads have land grants. Hach of these roads 
are corporations interested in inviting emigra- 
tion from the East and from Europe, and hav- 
ing agents in the Hast and in Europe for that 
purpose. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 
my friend, the Senator from Nebraska, if he is 
asking for an additional member to the one 
already apportioned to the State of Nebraska ? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I notice by 
the report from the Census Bureau that 
Nebraska is even short for the one she has. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. . That is precisely what 
I have stated. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Of course 
the Senator will see that anything of that kind 
would defeat a bill of this sort entirely. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. | I stated at the outset 
that on the basis of the report of the census 
of 1870 we had .no excess and claimed no 
ground for this additional representation ; but 
I stated that I proposed very briefiy to present 
three or four facts and leave the matter with 
the Senate. 

I stated that we had eleven railroads in 
actual operation within the limits of our State; 
that each of these railroads owned lands; each 
of them had at the East and in Europe agen- 
cies to bring emigration to that State. Within 
the few hours that I have been aware that this 
bill was to be acted on in the Senate, I have 
been unable to obtain from these railroads the 
exact amount of lands disposed of by them 
since the taking of the censas, except in two 
instances. I have a report by telegraph from 
the Burlington and Missouri River railroad 
extension in our State. They tell me that 
they have sold within that time two hundred 
and eight thousand acres of land. The Pacific 


Railroad Company have sold also within that 
time some five hundred and thirty thousand 
acres of land. This land is sold mainly to 
actual settlers. The other eight railroads I 
have been unable to hear from; but assuming 
that they sell one fourth the amount. sold ‘by 
the two railroads from whom I have heard, it 
is safe to say that at least five thousand fami- 
lies within that time have purchased homes 
on the lands.donated to these railroads.’ 

Now, sir, 1 have a report of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office giving me 
the actual number of preémptions, home- 
steads, and cash entries on the public domain 
made during the twenty-one months since the 
taking of this census, and the actual number 
of preémwptions was 8,319, of homesteads 
10,905, and of cash entries 4,672. That 
amounts to 25,000 families actually settled 
upon the public lands and upon lands owned 
by the railroad companies in the twenty-one 
months since the taking of this census. 
Thirty thousand families, estimating four to 
each family, would be 120,000 people; and 
here I say is a basis that is sufficient and these 
statistics alone present a reasonable ground 
for a claim for the amendment I move. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall occupy the time 
of the Senate only to say that under the Con- 
stitution it is totally impossible, in the first 
place, to do this thing, the Constitution re- 
quiring that Representatives shall be appor- 
tioned upon an enumeration, to be made 
under the authority of Congress, of the whole 
people of the United States, and therefore it 
has to be made one enumeration and at the 
same time. That the Constitution absolutely 
requires, and therefore States increasing in 
population in this way—and there are many 
such, of course—bhave to submit to that 
inconvenience, their people having been mem- 
bers of other States when the census was 
taken, until the time comes around again; 
there is no help for it. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think the statement of 
the Senator from Nebraska is an entirely truth- 
ful one, J know, so far as relates to my own ` 
State, both Nebraska and Kansas have in- 
creased very largely in population since the 
census, I suppose full as many as the Senator 
has represented; and yet I could notsee how I 
could move for an additional member for my 
own State. I suppose the State which I try to 
represent here in part has half a million of peo- 
ple; it isso represented in our papers ; and yet 
the census does not show that by more than one 
hundred thousand. But Ido not know any 
basis on which I could move fora new menj- 
ber. I think, however, the Senator has made 
a very decided statement, showing the amount 
of public lands that have been entered, and that 
and the number of homesteads show an actual 
settlement, even though the census does not 
show it. The amendment, however, does not 
come within the provision of the Constitution 
which says thatthe enumeration shall be takeu 
by the Government. . This is an enumeration, 
I believe, made by the Senator from Nebraska. 
I think that equitably Nebraska and Kansas 
are entitled to an additional member each, but 
I do not know on what basis we can move for it. 

Mr. MORTON. Under the Constitution and 
the law the apportionment for represeptation 
must be made according to the population in 
1870, not 1872, If Nebraska had acquired 
five hundred thousand people since that time, 
it would give her no right to have an appor- 
tionment made for that five hundredsthousand. 
It must be made according to the population 
of 1870, and there cannot be another appor- 
tionment made until 1880, no matter how many 

eople may settle within her borders. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Ishould like to inquire 
of the honorable Senator if there is no in- 
stance where that apportionment has. been 
made in the interest of the Government.? 

Mr. MORTON. For an iucrease of pop- 
ulation afterward? ‘ 


Mr. HITCHCOCK.. Yes, sir. A 
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Mr. MORTON. _I think not. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. In California. 

Mr. MORTON. I should not understand 
how it could be. 
a Representative allowed subsequently for a 
fraction at the time the enumeration was 
taken, but not for a subsequent increase of 
population, because that would be unconstitu- 


tional. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I offer the following 
amendment as an additional section : 

Thatif prior to December, 1873, it shall be shown 
by a census taken by the authority and at the ex- 
pense of the State of Nebraska that the population 
of said State is sufficient to entitle ber on the basis 
of the present enumeration to an additional Repre- 
sentative in Congress, such Representative shall be 
allowed her, who may be elected in accordance with 
the provisions of this act. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. There is the same ob- 
jection to that. It is right in the face of the 
Constitution. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


LABOR COMMISSION, 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 
No. 874, to provide for the appointment of a 
commission on the subject of labor and the 
division of profits between labor and capital 
in the United States. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator from 
South Carolina, after he takes up his bill, to 
allow it to layaside informally, that I may pass 
two or three private matters, to which there is 
no objection, two little pension bills and one 
other bill. 
` Mr. SAWYER. I shall have no objection 
if this bill can be taken up and considered as 
the unfinished business at the close of the 


<- Bessron. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina moves to procced to 
the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. After that bill 
is called up I desire to have it laid aside in- 
formally, with the consent of the Senator from 
South Carolina, and take up the bill that has 
been partly considered in relation to the transit 
of cattle. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope my friend will 
not make that suggestion until Ican get a hear- 
ing about what I previously asked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

The motion was agreed to. 


L. ADELIA FOSTER. 


Mr. CONKLING. Now there are on the 
Calendar two little pension bills which were 
passed over by mistake, as the chairman of 
committee explains to me. There will be no 
objection to them whatever. ‘There is also a 
bill reported from the Judiciary Committee 
which they are quite anxious should go back 
to the House, which the Senator from New 
Jersey remembers, will take but a moment, 
about Simpkin’s sureties. Therefore, Lask, if I 
may be allowed to do so, that these three bills, 
which [I am gure will not lead to a moment’s 
debate, be considered; and I ask first. to take 
up Senate bill No. 1063, reported from the 
Committee on Pensions, granting a pension to 
L. Adelia Foster. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New York asks that the pending | 
bill be informally laid aside for the purpose 
of considering the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. CAMERON. Igave notice yesterday, 
and repeated it again to-day, that immediately 
after the morning hour | should ask the Sen- 
ate to go into executive session. I gave way 
this afiernoon at the request of the Senator ! 


Sometimes there has been | 


from Vermont, in the belief that but a very 
few moments would be occupied by his bill. 
I now desire to have an executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. CONKLING.. I ask my friend to allow 
a vote to be taken on these bills. If there is 
any debate upon them I will not ask him to 
forbear any longer. They will not take three 
minutes, and I am sure he will not. interpose 
against a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Pennsylvania withdraw his 
motion? 

Mr. CAMERON. I will withhold it. If 
there is any debate at all I shall renew it. 

Mr. CONKLING. There will not be any 
debate. These are a couple of pension bills 
which have been passed over by mistake by 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
1068) granting a pension to L. Adelia Foster, 
was read the second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of L. 
Adelia Foster, widow of. George Foster, late 
acting major of the sixty-seventh regiment 
New York volunteers, and to pay hera pension 
as the widow of a major, in lieu of the pension 
of the widow of a captain, which she is now 
receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. W. CRONKITE, 


Mr. CONKLING. The other pension bill 
is Senate bill No. 1064, which I now ask to 
have taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthere be 
no objection, the pending bill will be laid aside 
informally and the Senate will proceed to con- 
sider the bill indicated by the Senator from 
New York. | 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 
1064) granting a pension to J. W. Cronkite 
was read the second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
direct the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of J. W. Cronkite, late acting lieutenant colo- 
nel one hundred and twenty-first regiment 
New York volunteers, and to pay him a pen- 
sion as a lieutenant colonel in lieu of his pen- 
sion as a major. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE J. SIMPKINS. 


Mr. CONKLING. Now, the only remaining 
part of my request is that the bill in reference 
to Simpkins’ sureties be taken up and the 
amendment reported by the committee con- 
curred in, so that it may go back to the House. 
The bill has been reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1390) for the relief 
of the sureties of the late Jesse J. Simpkins, 
deceased. 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported 

the bill with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and to insert the 
following: : 
_ That the Attorney General of the United States 
ishereby authorized and, required to demand and 
receive from the State of Virginia all moneys de- 
posited with the State treasurer of said State by 
Jesse J. Simpkins, late of Norfolk, Virginia, de- 
ceased, and, when received, to pay over the same 
into the Treasury of the United States. 

Sec. 2. Thatthe sureties of thesaid Jesse J. Simp- 
kins, upon his bonds as collector and public deposit- 
ary in said Norfolk, shail. upon the payment of said 
moneys by the State of Virginia, and the- receipt 


thereof by the United States, be released and dis- 
charged from Hability on said bonds to the United 
States, to the extent of the moneys so received by 
the United States, and no further. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendment be 
engrossed, and the bill read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. CAMERON. Now I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER. While the doors are being 
closed, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill No. 2832, to fix 
the salary of the members of the Board of 
Health of the District of Columbia. I donot 
think that there will be any objection to it. 

Mr. POMEROY. You cannot pass that 
bill now. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senátor from Kansas object? 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. I ask leave to introduce a bill, 
and desire to ask for its immediate considera- 
tion. I should like to have the attention of 
the Senate while I make a statement in regard 
to it. This bill—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenate 
is in executive session, and the motion of the 
Senator from Georgia is not in order. 

Mr, HILL. I did vot know that. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business, and after one Hour and 
twenty minutes spent therein, the doors were 
reopened. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. I move to take up the fortifi- 
cation bill. j 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I move thatthe Senate 
adjourn. ; 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senator will not 
make that motion. It will take but a moment 
to dispose of this bill. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. Question on the motion 
to adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The fortification 
bill was called up with the understanding that 
the labor commission bill would remain as the 
unfinished business, and it is so understood. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I desire to 
appeal for one moment to the Senator from 
Texas. ([‘‘Question!’’ ‘ Question !’’} 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Texas does not seem inclined to yield. The 
Chair must put the question on the motion, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Will the Sen- 
ator allow me to make a motion which is 
necessary to be made now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Texas moves that the Senate do now adjourn, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. If the Senator 
from Texas denies me the courtesy of a motion, 
I will divide the Senate. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Ihave no objection to 
a motion being made. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Texas withdraws the motion to 
adjourn. 

SIMEON SAVAGE. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I move that the 
bill (S. No. 649) for the relief of Simeon 
Savage be recommitted to the Committce on 
Patents. It is necessary that it should be done 
now, in order that the bill may be considered 
to-morrow. I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I now renew the motion 
to adjourn. ; 

Mr. COLE. I ask the Senator to yield to 
me for a moment.: Iwill state'that the fortifi- 
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cation bill will probably not take over five or 
ten minutes. It isa very short bill, and ought 
to be disposed of at once. There are no 
amendments proposed by the Senate at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Texas declines to yield. The labor com- 
mission bill will be before the Senate as the 
unfinished business if the Senate now ad- 
journs. 

Mr. COLE. J ask forthe yeas and nays on 
the motion to adjourn. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 35, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly, Clayton, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hill, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Ransom, Saulsbury, Schurz, Spencer, Steven- 
son, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—35. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Cole, Cor- 
bett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Morrill of Maine, Nye, Ramsey, Sawyer, Sprague, 
Wilson, and Windom—15. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Carpenter, 
Chandler, Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Texas, Howe, 
Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Morton, Pratt, Rice, Rob- 
ertson, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Thurman, and W est—24. 

So the motion was agreed to; and (at six 
o'clock and fourteen minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 23, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings 
was read and approved. | 


OREGON AND WASHINGTON WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. CORBETT. I ask the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 511, and then_I will give 
way to the morning business. It is a local 
matter relating to the Oregon and Washing- 
ton war claims. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will make no objection 
if I be allowed to take a resolution from the 
table and refer it to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Oregon asks unanimous consent to take 
up the bill in regard to the Oregon and Wash- 
ington war claims, yielding to morning busi- 
ness, Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

ASSOCIATED PRESS REPORTER, 


On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the following 
preamble and resolution submitted by him on 
the 20th instant were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections: 

Whereas there was published in the Boston Daily 
Advertiser, a newspaper printed in Boston, Massa- 
chusetts, on the 18th day of May instant, a card in 


the following words, to wit: 
A Card, 
Wasuineton, D, C., May 17, 1872. 
Zo the editor of the Boston Daily Advertiser: 

As you haveto-day published Senator ConKLina’s 
slanderous attatk upon the Associated Press and 
some of itsemployés, please give me space to say that 
all his statements relating to me, except that I sit 
in the reporters’ gallery, are absolutely false. 

Respectfully, A. DEVINE, 

henorter United States Senate for Associated Press. 

And whereas the said Devine has held and now 
holds his place in the Senate gallery as reporter for 
the Associated Press by the favor and courtesy of the 
Senate; and the said Devine being justly censurable 
for the publication of said card, and having for- 
feited all claim to the future courtesy of the Senate: 
Therefore, : , 

_ Resolved, That the said A. Devine be, and hereby 
is, expelled from the galleries of the Senate for the 
future. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. POOL. I ask the Senate to take up 
for consideration, subject to the morning 
business, House bill No. 2192, relative to the 
western judicial district of North Carolina. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. One bill is 
already up subject to the morning business. 


Mr. POOL. Then {shall ask the Senate, 
when the bill of the Senator from Oregon is 
through, to take up this bill. 

Mr. COLE. Ihave been trying for several 
mornings and two or three times. during the 
day to get the consideration of the fortification 
appropriation bill, and I shall object to every- 
thing that leads to discussion until I can 
have that bill considered. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The presenta- 
tion of petitions and memorials is in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of 
tobacco merchants of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the continuance of the 
tobacco bonded warehouse system ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of 
Sallie E. Herrick, daughter of Penuil Everett, 
a soldier of the revolutionary war, praying to 
be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the 
petition of Leonard J. Rose, praying compen- 
sation for Indian spoliations, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed, and the committee was discharged 
from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion. 

Mr. COLE. I desire to call up House bill 
No. 1671, making appropriations for the con- 
struction, preservation, and repairs of certain 
fortifications and other works of defense. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have some reports to 
make. 3 

Mr. COLE. If itis taken up, I will then 
yield to morning business. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is better to get 
ronal with the business and then take it up, 

think. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois objects, and reports of commit- 
tees are still in order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2773) to amend section five of an 
act entitled ‘An act making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government for the year 1841,’’ approved 
March 3, 1841, and to authorize the proper 
construction_thereof, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Finance ; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 1028) to amend an act entitled “An 
act relating to members of Congress, heads 
of Departments, and other officers of the Gov- 
ernment,” approved June 11, 1864, have in- 
structed me to report it back and recommend 
its passage. The whole effect of this bill is 
simply to extend the law prohibiting members 
of Congress practicing before the Departments 
so as to embrace Delegates from Territories. 
I hope it will be considered now. 

Mr. COLE. I think we had better go 
through the regular order. ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator object 
to passing such a bill as this? 

Mr. COLE. ‘The Senator objected to the 
passage of an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I objected to taking it 
up out of its order. 

Mr. MORTON. This is out of its order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Sénator objects, 
of course it cannot come up; but the Senator 
must know that it would save time to have a 
great many of these bills passed at once on 
being reported. I have no interest in it more 
than the Senator from California has. 

Mr. COLE. I thought so when the Senator 
objected to the appropriation bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator thinksit 
proper in the morning hour to get up those 


bills before reports can be made, and then has 
the obstinacy to prevent. the public business 
being done, he can take the responsibility of 
doing it. j 

Mr. COLE. There is just'as much obsti- 
nacy in asking the passage of this bill now, 
out of order, f ; 

Mr. CONKLING.. Ihope my friend from 
California will forgive me if I call him to order 
now. I insist on the regular order, because 
penatórs are discussing away. the morning 

our. o 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill goes 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2777) for the relief of the sureties 
of S. F. Marks, former postmaster at New 
Orleans, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 482) regulat- 
ing the compensation of eriers and bailiffs of 
the United States courts, reported adversely, 
and moved its indefinite postponement; which 
was agreed to. ; ; 

He also, from the same committee, to. whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2779) to re- 
peal certain statutes prescribing an oath of 
office, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 21) to allow 
persons accused of crime to testify in their 
own behalf in the courts of the United States, 
reported it adversely. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let the bill go on the Cal- 


endar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be placed 
on the Calendar with the adverse report of the 
committee, 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1017) to prevent and punish the 
obstruction of the administration of justice in 
the courts of the United States, reported it 
with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2683) to grant 
additional. compensation tothe marshal of the 
district of South Carolina for the period of 
four months and ten days, reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 726) to grant addi- 
tional compensation to the marshal of the dis- 
trict of South Carolina for the year ending 
June 80, 1872, moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 717) to establish 
the western judicial district of Florida, and 
provide for the appointment of a judge to 
the same, reported adversely, and moved its 
indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 767) to establish 
the western judicial district of Florida, and 
to provide for the appointment of a judge to 
the same, reported adversely, and moved its 
indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H, 
R. No. 1864) to extend the provisions of the 
act of April 10, A. D. 1869, entitled ‘‘ An act 
to amend the judicial system of the United 
States,” have directed me to report it back 
adversely. The Senator from Maine has an 
interest in that bill. It relates to the salaries 
of the retiring judges. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want it placed on the 
Calendar. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar with the adverse report 
of the committee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
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(S: No. 814) to divide the State of Iowa into 
two judicial districts, reported adversely. 

Mr. HARLAN. Let that bill go on the 
Calendar. $ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go on 
the Calendar with the adverse report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 813) to provide for the refunding of 
taxes paid by the State officers upon their 
salaries,reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill(S. No. 1069) establishing 
two judicial districts in the State of Indiana, 
reported it adversely. 

Mr. MORTON, [ask that that bill go on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go on 
the Calendar with the adverse report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, towhom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1083) to amend the various acts re- 
lating to agents and: attorneys prosecuting 
claims or demands before Congress and the 
Executive Departments of the Government, 
and for other purposes, reported adversely, and 
moved its indefinite postponement ; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bili (H. R. No. 630) in rela- 
tion to new trials in the Court of Claims, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam instructed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report back the 
bill (S. No. 7386) to prevent and punish the 
obstruction of the administration of justice in 
the courts of the United States, and the bill 
(S. No. 993) to prevent and punish tampering 
with jurors in the courts of the United States, 
We have reported a bill favorably on the same 
subject, and we recommend that these bills be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The bills were postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to whom were referred the 
petition and papers of George D. Wooley, 
praying for additional compensation for ser- 
vices rendered the United States as captain 
of the watch in the Interior Department, asked 
to be discharged from its farther considera- 
tion; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2029) for the 
relief of Charles H. Thompson, of New Or- 
leans, Louisiana, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2037) for the 
relief of Alpheus lobes, late pension agent 
in the city of New York, reported adversely 
thereon, and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee on 
Patents, to whom was referred the petition of 
Edward and Joseph L. Hall, praying for the 
extension of a patent for an improvement in 
fire proof safes, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration ; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Patents, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 648) for the relief of the heirs 
of Jonathan Haines, deceased, reported ad- 
versely, and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was. referred the bill (S. No. 1148) for the 
relief of James D. Willoughby, of Vineland, 
New Jersey, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Hayward A. 
Harvey, praying the extension of patents for 
the benefit of the heirs of Thomas W. Harvey, 
asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Horace L. Emery, 
praying that the Commissioner of Patents be 
authorized to hear and determine his applica- 


tion for the extension of his letters-patent for 
an improvement in the endless railway horse- 
power, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 840) for the 
relief of Anson Atwood, reported it without 
amendment. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Joseph L. Britt, 
praying aid to enable him to accomplish a cer- 
tain invention, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred the petition of the widow of Har- | 


vey W. Sabin, praying the extension of his 
patent for improvements in horse hay-rakes, 
submitted a report accompanied bya bill (S. 
No. 1151) for the relief of Calista E. Cox, 
widow of Harvey W. Sabin, deceased. 

The bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading; and the report was ordered to be 
printed. f ; 

He also, from the same committee, towhom 
was referred the petition of Hiram W, Hayden, 
praying for an extension of his patent for a 
process to manufacture brass kettles, sub- 
mitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
1152) for the relief of Hiram W. Hayden. 

The bill was read, and passed to a second 
reading ; and the report was ordcred to be 
printed. 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Territo- 
ries, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
1148) to amend the organie act of Montana 
Territory, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2628) to 
amend an act entitled ‘“ An act to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of 
Wyoming,’’ approved July 25, 1868, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 614) for the allowance of expenses 
incurred by marshals of the United States in 
certain cases, reported with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1758) to 
authorize the appointment of deputies of clerks 
of circuit and district courts, reported it 
without amendment, 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2424) granting a pension to William B. 
Lilly, reported adversely,and moved its indefi- 
nite postponement; which was agreed to. 

SAMUEL SHAFFER, 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2428) 
granting a pension to Samuel Shaffer, late a 
private in company I, seventy-eighth regiment 
of Pennsylvania infantry volunteers, have in- 
structed me to report it without amendment; 


and I ask that the bill be now put on its: 


passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which is a direction to the Secretary 
of the Interior to place upon the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Samuel Shaffer, 
late a private in company I, of the seventy- 
eighth regiment of Pennsylvania infantry vol- 
unteers, and that he be paid a pension at 
the rate of eight dollars per month from the 
passage of the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the 
bill (S. No. 478) to further the administration 
of justice, have instructed me to report. it 
back with a recommendation that the Senate 


disagree to the amendment and ask for a 
committee of conference. I ask that that 
motion be put now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is one subject which 
ought to be considered in connection with that 
bill, and it is contained in a bill which has 
been referred to our committee touching the 
holding of special sessions of the circuit courts 
of the United States, which properly belongs 
in that bill, and I had framed an amendment 
on that subject. Perhaps by calling attention 
to it now, as it is on the same subject, the 
Senate would not think that the committee of 
conference had transcended its duties by in- 
corporating it. It is merely a provision which 
belongs to this bill but is not specifically 
named init. Therefore, having called the at- 
tention of the Senate to the fact that we all 
agreed that whatever ought to be done on that 
point ought to go into the amendments made 
to the law by this bill, I presume the Senate 
would make no objection if the committee of 
conference should think proper to put it in. 

Mr. CARPENTER, That is a provision 
entirely germane to the bill itself and it ought 
to have been put into it. 

The House amendment was non-concurred 
in, and a conference asked on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, 

By unanimous consent, the Vice President 
was authorized to appoint the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


CATHARINE CROWELL. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I am directed by the 
Commitiee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Catharine Crowell, praying to 
be allowed a pension, to report a bill and ask 
that it be considered now, 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 
1149) granting a pension to Catharine Crow- 
ell was read three times, and passed. It 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Catharine Crowell, widow of William 
Crowell, a private of compeny G eighteenth 
regiment Kentucky volunteers, and to pay 
her a private’s pension from the passage of 
the act. 

ABIGAIL RYAN, 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam directed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred the 
veto message of the President of the United 
States returning with his objections the bill 
(S. No. 805) granting a pension to Abigail 
Ryan, to report a new bill, which obviates 
the objection; and I ask that it be put on its 
passage at once. k 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 
1150) granting a pension to Abigail Ryan, 
widow of Thomas C. Ryan, was read three 
times, and passed. It provides for the pay- 
ment of a pension of two dollars 4 month for 
her minor child under sixteen years of age. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


_ Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred-the bill (H. R. 
No. 2410) granting a pension to the minor 
children of Benjamin Franklin Browne, re- 
ported it adversely, and moved its indefinite 
postponement, which was agreed to. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to consider the bill (S. No. 527) to reim- 
burse United States marshals for moneys ne- 
cessarily expended by them in taking the ninth 
census inexcess of the compensation allowed 
them under the law in force before the passage 
of this act, which was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations some time since. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate have 
granted unanimous consent to the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Corzerr] to call up a bill 
in regard to the Oregon war elaim after the 
morning business is concluded. 

„Mr. CORBETT. T wish to have the Dill 
disposed of. It will not take long. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator object? 

Mr. CORBETT. I do not like to object to 
the request of the Senator from West Vir- 


nia. 
$ Mr. TIPTON. Are not reports of commit- 
tees in order? . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They are, and 
have priority, . . 

Mr. TIPTON. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Ebene- 
zer Mitchell, of Cornish, New Hampshire, 
praying fora pension, have instructed me to 
ask to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, and that the petitioner be permitted 
to withdraw his papers in order that be may 
renew his application in the Pension Office. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2415) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Simms, reported adversely thereon, 
and moved the indefinite postponement of the 
bill; which was agreed to. 


GEORGE W. PARRIS. — 


Mr. TIPTON. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2418) 
granting a pension to George W. Parris, have 
instructed meto report it back with one amend- 
ment and recommend the passage of the bill. 
I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It authorizes and directs the 
Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of George W. Parris, of 
Dayton, Ohio, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, to take effect from and after the 12th 
day of January, 1870. 

The amendment reported by the Committee 
on Pensions was in line six, to strike out the 
words “ 12th day of January, 1870,” and insert 
t“ passage of this act.” 

Lhe amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, andthe amendment was concurredin. The 
amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and 
the bill to be read a third time. The bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I ask the 
Senate to take up the bill (S. No. 1060) for 
the relief of Sarah S. Stafford, and I will just 
say a word. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that by unanimous consent, before the 
Senator came in, the remainder of the morn- 
ing hour was given to the Senator from Ore- 
gon for the bill in regard to the Oregon war 
claims, and the Senator from California has 
asked to take up the fortification appropria- 
tion bill. . 

Mr. CAMERON. I am sure if these gen- 
tlemen will listen to me one minute 

Mr. BOREMAN. I have morning busi- 


ness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That has pri- 
ority. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will make my motion 
again after the morning business is received. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees are still in order. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the application 
of H. B. Denman, late superintendent of In- 
dian affairs for the northern superintendency, 
praying the passage of an act relieving him 
from the payment of certain moneys stolen 
from him at Omaha, Nebraska, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
that the petitioner have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers ; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 1144) to give to the bark Jewess an Amer- 
ican register, reported it without amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom. 


was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2340) to 
change the name of the pleasure-yacht Ellie, 
of Boston, Massachusetts, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 991) 
providing for the relief of certain invalid pen- 
sioners, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and have directed. me to report it ad- 
versely. As this is a case of some interest I 
move that the report be printed and the bill 
placed on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1841) authorizing the removal of 
restrictions upon the alienation of certain 
Miami Indian lands in the State of Kansas, 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SPENCER. The Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1124) to authoriz e the Orange, 
Alexandria, and Manassas Railroad Company 
to run trains and transport freightand passen- 
gers within the District of Columbia, have 
instructed me to report it back without amend- 
ment, and to recommend its passage. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think 
that bill has been reported unanimously, and 
by general consent Ihope it will be passed 


now. 
Mr. SPENCER. I trust it will be considered 


at once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objec- 
tion to considering the bill? 

Mr. COLE. I think it ought not to be con- 
sidered now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
petition of James Englesby, late a private 
sixty-first infantry, United States Army, ask- 
ing for a pension, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2482) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel Beatty, reported it 
adversely, and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the’ bill (H. R. No. 2431) grant- 
ing a pension to Jobn Davis, corporal of the 
night-watch on board the United States ship 
Octorara, reported it adversely, and moved its 
indefinite postponement ; which was agreed to. 


PRISCILLA HARRISON, 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I am also 
directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2433) 
granting a pension to Priscilla Harrison, to 
report it back without amendment, and to 
recommend its passage. J ask for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which is a direction to the 
Secretary of the Interior to place upon the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Priscilla Harrison, widow of Samuel Har- 
rison, deceased, late a private in company C, 
sixty-third regiment Pennsylvania volunteers, 
and afterward a private in the one hundred 
and fifth regiment Penusylvania: infantry vol- 


unteers. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Howdid that bill come 


from Texas reported this pension, and like 

several of his colleagues on the Committee on 

Pensions, be asked for its present considera- 
. tion, and no objection was made. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me we had 
better have the same rule for all Senators. A 
few minutes ago the Senator from New York 
insisted on the regular order, and the Senator 

| from California insisted that a little bill should 


up? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator | 


not be acted on.. Now, a bill is acted upon, 
Let us have one thing or the other, either 
the regular order—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Ilinois objects. TE 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope I may be allowed 
to correct the Senator from Illinois. I-did not 
do what he supposes. I said to the Senator 
from California that I must be indulged in ‘call- 
ing him to order for debating out of order and 
wasting the time, -so. that we could neither pass 
bills nor do anything else. I simply called the 
Senator from California to order. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Sena- 
tor from California to call for the regular 
order. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I thought it 
was the settled sense of the Senate to take up 
these pension bills and pass them as soon as 
they were reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Five or six pen- 
sion bills reported this morning have been, by 
unanimous consent, considered.. The Senator 
from Illinois probably did not notice them. 
This is one reported by the Senator from 
Texas, from the same committee, and the 
Chair stated distinctly that if there was no 
objection the bill would be read, subject to 
objection after its contents should have been 
disclosed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I think we ought to act 
upon some principle here. I have no interest 
in the public business that does not pertain to 
other Senators; but I find it impossible to do 
any business from the committee with which 
I act. I have tried here for three weeks, 
probably, to secure the passage of a bill that 
I thought the public service required should 
be acted on; but somebody always objects. 
Now, we should go through with the morning 
business and then take our chances to call up 
bills—either have the regular order or not have 
it. I do not want to object to pension bills or 
any other bills; but it seems to me there 
should be some rule observed. While the 
Senator from California is very quick on his 
feet objecting to a bill that 1 desire to have 
considered, he makes no objection to the Sen- 
ator from Texas; but I will make no objec- 


The Senator 


tion, 

Mr. COLE. It is not often that I observe 
the lex talionis, particularly against the Sen- 
ator from Illinois; but he objected to a bill 
that I was trying to get up just prior, and in- 
sisted on the regular order, and I thought I 
would insist upon it, too, against the Senator. 
The morning business, I believe, is through. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports .of 
committees are still in order. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I understand the Senator 
from Illinois to withdraw his objection to this 


bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not so understand. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not make any 
objection. I was merely referring it to the 
sense of justice of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill (H. R. No, 2483) granting 
a pension to Priscilla Harrison is still before 


the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of.the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of April 22, 1872, informa- 
tion in regard to assistance rendered by the 
Navy Department in pursuance of the provis- 
ions of an act to encourage and facilitate telè- 


| graphic communication between the eastern 


and western continents; which was ordered to 


| lie on the table, and be printed. 


CHANGE OF LOCATION OF A BANK. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. - I ask: the 


| Senate to take up the bill changing the loca- 


3770 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 23, 


tion of a national -bank in Massachusetts. 
It is- Senate bill No. 1086, I think, and it 
ought to be passed. It was nearly finished a 
few days since. Iam sure there will be no 
objection to it, 

Mr. CORBETT. If that will not take any 
time, I will not object. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. No. 1086).to change the location of 
the Kailroad National Bank, of Lowell, Mas- 
sachusetts, to the city of Boston, Massachu- 
setts, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1153) to amend an act relating to soldiers’ 
and sailors’ homesteads; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HILL asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1154) 
to remove the political disabilities of certain 
citizens of Georgia therein named; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Disa- 
bilities. 

Mr, CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1155) to adjudicate the claim of J, C. 
Lemon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1156) to define the limits of the collection 
district of the Teche, in the State of Louisiana, 
and for other purposes; which-was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ommerce. ‘ 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1157) to amend the charter of the Colum- 
bia Railway Company of the District of Colum- 
bia ; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLAYTON, Mr. CONKLING, and Mr. 
VICKERS submitted amendments intended to 
be proposed by them to the bill (H. R. No. 
2705) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. ` 


SARAI S. STAFFORD, 


Mr. CAMBRON. I ask unanimous consent 
to take up the Senate bill No. 1060, for the re- 
lief of Sarah B. Stafford, reported on the 1st 
of May from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. This bill has been before Congress 
for over twenty-five years. At least twenty- 
five years ago, Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, 
Mr. Bayard, the elder, from Delaware 

Mr. CORBETT. If there is no discussion 
I will yield to the Senator, although a number 
of widows are waiting for the bill I wish to pass. 
, Mr. CAMERON. Very well; I will say 
nothing. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 
1060) for the relief of Sarah S. Stafford was 
read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. Jt proposes to re- 
quire the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
Sarah S. Stafford, only daughter and surviving 
heir of James Bayard Stafford, an officer in the 
Navy during the revolutionary war, the aggre- 
gate amount of the half pay of a lieutenant in 
the Navy while at sea, under the present laws 
of Congress, for seven years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a report in that 
case ? 

Mr. CAMERON. There is. 


read, 


Let it be 


Mr. CORBETT. If there is a long report, 
I shall have to object. 

Mr. CAMERON. It isa short report. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It would have 
been read by this time. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, 
submitted by Mr. Poor, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims on the Ist instant. 


The Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Sarah S. Stafford, for 
payment of the services of her father, James Bayard 
Stafford, an officer in the Navy of the Revolution, 
report: 

te fully appears from the testimony before the 
committee that James Bayard Stafford entered the 
Navy at the beginning of the war of Independence, 
and was in constant and active service, and in fre- 
quent battles, and remained in the service until the 
close of the war; that his ship was captured by a 
British, cruiser, and subsequently recaptured by 
John Paul Jones, when he volunteered in the Bon 
Homme Richard, where he received wounds, which, 
owing to unskillful treatment, broke out afteratime, 
disabling both his arms. i g 

Commodore Barry, of the Alliance, writes that 
“ Lieutenant Stafford served through the whole war. 
Atthe request of the secret committee of Congress, 
ł sent him with a message to Henry Laurens, esq., a 

risoner in the Tower of London. ‘This duty he per- 
farmed with great fidelity and success.” It will be 
remembered that Colonel Laurens, ex-President of 
Congress, and embassador to Holland to negotiate 
foraid in our revolutionary struggle, had been taken 
prisoner and confined_in the Tower of London, as 
stated by Commodore Barry. Thesecret committee of 
Congress felt the necessity of warning Colonel Lau- 
rens not to make any terms or accept of any com- 
promises which the British might propose. This 
dangerous and dificult communication was offered 
to Lieutenant Staiford, because his patriotism had 
been proved by his abandonment of a lucrative 
business for the naval service, his courage often 
tested in action, while his education in England and 
Ireland gave him a familiarity with localities and 
manners most necessary for success. Your com- 
mitteo have the affidavits of many aged persons, 
cognizant of the above facts, and of the difliculties 
of the service. Disguised as an_ Irish laborer, 
Lieutenant Stafford walked from Wexford, in Ire- 
land, to London, except the short passage from 
Dublin to Holyhead. The log-book of an Ameri- 
can officer describes the fate Lieutenant Stafford 
would have been subjected to had he been captured 
in this perilous undertaking. ‘‘ They were marched 
upon afloating machine, their bodies, legs, and arms 
so ironed that they could not bend either; the ma- 
chine was towed at high water to a gallows erected 
by Government. orders; the hangman made the 
halters fast to the gallows, and left them to die at 
leisure—that is, by inches, as tho tide fell.” 

It has been urged against the payment of naval 
service, that the revolutionary Congress promised 
to pay the Army only. This cannot be proved to be 
other than an omission, andis no reason why merit- 
orious services should not be rewarded by us. Your 
committee believe that the sufferings and perils en- 
dured by Licutenant Stafford in the Navy were equal 
to those undergone by any officer in the Army. 

To show how much was received by the Navy in 
the way of prize-money, it should be remembered 
that only one third was allowed to the captors. By 
far the greater number of the prizes were sunk or 
burned as a matter of necessity. Sixty valuable 
merchantmen were abandoned to secure the Serapis 
for the use of the naval service. It was long before 
the prize-money was distributed. In the instanco of 
the Serapis, just referred to, the money was not 
ordered to be paid until the year 1837, when but few 
of the captors were left to receive it. 

Lieutenant Stafford was a volunteerin this world- 
renowned action of the Richard; his name, there- 
fore, was not on the rolls, and his daughter can 
receive no prize-money under the law. 

Congress annually appropriates money for secret 
service which requires neither patriotism, great 
ability, nor involves any danger. The pay for such 
service is always in proportion to the ability 
required and the hazards to be encountered. 

In consideration of Lieutenant Staffurd’s naval 
service throughout the war, ef his wound, of the 
secret services rendered, for all of which he never 
received any payment or prize-monoy, your commit- 
tee decide that the prayer of the petitioner should 
be granted, and report a bill accordingly. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims how much money this bill involves the 
payment, of. 

Mr. POOL. I undertook by a letter ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of the Navy to ascer- 
tain exactly what would be the amount, and a 
satisfactory answer was not returned. I was 
referred to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
from that Department I did not get the exact 
information. But it is referred here to the 
Auditor to find out and state. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator says he did 
not get it exact, How near did he get it. 

Mr. POOL.. I did not get any amount. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 bave seen it stated in 


the newspapers—if I am not very much mis- 
taken this is the name—that this lady is to get 
about fourteen thousand dollars, and if thatis 
so, or if half of it is so, then I think it is alto- 
gether wrong, for all that we pay nowadays 
or for these ancient days for. services of that 
kind in the way of pensions or allowances 
would not be one quarter of any such sum. 
I do not think we ought to pass this bill with- 
out knowing how much money is to be taken, 
so as to know how much compensation we are 
paying this lady. Iam prepared to say that 
to pay this lady $14,000. would be an enorm- 
ously improper thing ; at least I should sup- 
pose so. 

Mr. CORBETT. This leads to discussion, 
and J must ask that it be laid aside. 

Mr. POOL. I think from the best informa- 
tion that I can get, and I tried to get it exact, 
the amount will not exceed $6,000; it is 
between five and six thousand dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator got the 
communication of the Secretary of the Navy 
on the subject? 

Mr. POOL. I suppose it is among the 
papers. It was filed. He did not state an 
amount, 

Mr. CORBETT. This leads to discussion. 
I think a limit ought to be fixed, and then 
there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. We can get through ina 
minute. i 

Mr. CORBETT. I ask for the considera- 
tion of the bill I called up. 

Mr. CAMERON, It seems to me this is 
rather cool. 


OREGON AND WASHINGTON WAR CLAIM. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate gave 
unanimous consent to the Senator from Ore- 
gon for the consideration of a bill, and if the 
morning business is through that bill will be 
taken up. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 511) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the payment of expenses incurred by the Ter- 
ritories of Washington and Oregon in the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities therein in the years 
1855 and 1856,” approved March 2, 1861. The 
bill proposes to amend the “act to provide 
for the payment of expenses incurred by the 
Territories of Washington and Oregon in the 
suppression of Indian hostilities therein in the 
years 1855 and 1856,” approved March 2, 1861, 
so as to allow the Third Auditor to settle all 
claims on file in his office, or that may be pre- 
sented, embraced in and in accordance with 
the resolutions of the Senate of February 15 
and February 27, 1871, and reports from the 
Third Auditor dated November 10 and No- 
vember 14, 1871; but these claims are to be 
paid out of any money heretofore appropriated 
in the act of 1861. 

Mr. CAMERON. This is a bill which is 
going to take a great deal of money out of the 
Treasury, and I want to understand it. 

Mr. CORBETT. I ask to have read the 
letter from the Third Auditor of the Treasury 
Department in relation to it, which I send to 
the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows : 

TREASURY DEPARTMEN, 
Tarp AupriTor’s Orricu, December 17, 1870. 


, Sir: In pursuance of our conversation of this morn- 
ing, I refer to my letters to you of July 1, 1870, and 
May 14, 1870. Vinslose a copy of the latter, as you 
stated that you had mislaid the original. The report 
made on the 7th of February, 1860, to the House of 
Representatives by the Third Auditor (Mr, Atkin- 
son) was made the basis of the Oregon and Wash- 
ington act of March 2, 1861; and the act authorized 
the settlement only of the claims embraced by the 
report. The “Hathaway vouchers” having been 
entirely omitted from the report, there has been and 
is now no authority for their settlement. 

The reason for the omission is not so easy to state, 
These vouchers were all regularly passed upon by 
the Oregon commission, and were all in this office 
when the report was made, and the experience of 
nine years of investigation of the Oregon and Wash- 
ington claims have developed no reason why those 
vouchers should not have been placed upon the foot- 
ing of those which have been paid. There is no clerk 
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now in this office who was engaged in the ‘“‘Oregon 
branch” when the report was made, but from inform- 
ation derived from Mr. Thomas J. Hobbs, who was 
then a clerk in that branch, and is now the disburs- 
ing clerk of this Department, itis supposed that the 
packet containing the ‘‘ Hathaway vouchers’’ was 
misplaced, and was overlooked when the report was 
being prepared. It is reasonably certain that Mr. 
Atkinson never gave directions to omit them, and 
never rendered any decision that they ought not to 
be included ; for even while he continued to be Aud- 
itor it was, as I am informed, a mystery to the clerks 
in that branch why they had not been included in 
. the report; and certainly this would not have been 
tho case if the omission had boen intentional and 
in pursuance of some direction or decision by Mr. 
Atkinson. 

In my letter of May 14, 1870, it was my intention 
to express my entire concurrence in the recommend- 
ation of my predecessor (Ilon. John Wilson) that 
the amendment drafted by him, to provide for pay- 
ment of those vouchers, be adopted, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, |. 

. ALLAN RUTHERFORD, Auditor. 
Hon, JOSEPH S. MITH, , 
Ebbitt House, Washington, District of Columbia. 

Mr. CORBETT. The money is already 
appropriated. It is simply in consequence of a 
technicality that these and a few other claims 
were not paid. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is an 
amendment reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, l 

The amendment of the committee was to 
add to the bill the following proviso : 

And provided further, That the claims which may 
arise under this law shall be settled on the same basis 
as similar claims heretofore adjusted by the Third 
Auditor, and that settlement or payment shall not 
be made under this act in any case wherein it shall 
appear that any person or party obtained an interest, 
in whole or in part, in such case on account of any 
assignment, transfer, power of attorney, or other 
agreement executed after the 15th day of February, 
1871; but this proviso shall not apply to any claim 
which shall have changed hands after that date by 
reason of the death of any person or party interested 
in such claim before said date. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘‘ Third Auditor” 
and inserting “Treasury Department,” for 
these claims go through two or three offices, 
and I want to have the Treasury Department 
responsible instead of the Third Auditor. 
oe CORBETT. I have no objection to 
that. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the 
text of the bill in the ninth line by striking 
out the words ‘‘ Third Auditor’ and inserting 
‘* proper officers of the Treasury Department,’ 
so that these claims will take the regular 
course. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, in the tenth line, 
I move to strike out the words ‘his office or 
that may be presented’? and insert the words 
“ that Department;’’ so that it will read, ‘all 
claims on file in that Department.” This is 
an amendment of substance 
ae CORBETT. I have no objection to 
that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendments being 
adopted, 1 will only say that I know nothing 
about this bill, except that these Oregon war 

- claims have been heretofore the subject of dis- 
cussion and reproach between parties ever 
since 1856, and | am a little afraid that this bill 
is likely to reopen questions that ought to have 
been settled and were settled long ago; but I 
ain not sufficiently advised about it to make 
any successful opposition, I presume, to this 
bill if 1 were to undertake it. I only call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that it is 
reopening claims which were settled long ago, 
and claims in respect to which it has been 
frequently charged, and rarely denied, that 
rather too much had been paid them. But, as 
I said, I am not in possession of the facts. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should 
like to. know. what amount of money is iù- 


I have no objection to 


volved and whether this is a Senate or House 
bill. ; 

Mr. CORBETT. It is a Senate bill, re- 
ported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
and recommended by the Department. The 
money is already appropriated, and there is 
no appropriation in the bill. It is simply to 
remove a technical difficulty, and allow these 
claims to be settled on the same basis that 
others were settled; claims that are on file in 
the Department, not allowed in consequence 
of a technicality, they not having been re- 
ported upon by the Third Auditor and the 
commission. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West-Virginia. The ques- 
tion, how much money is involved, is not 
answered by the Senator. 

Mr. CORBETT. About.sixty- five thousand 


dollars in all. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. Presi- 
dent 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the bill relative to the 
appointment of a labor commission is before 
the Senate as the unfinished business. 

Mr. CORBETT. I hope we may have a vote. 
Task for five minutes to pass this bill or have 
a vote upon it. Let it be passed or rejected. 

Mr. SAWYER. If it can be passed without 
debate, I have no objection. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think there will be no 
further objection. i 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
ask one other question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to passing over the regular order for the 
purpose of seeing whether a vote can be taken 
on this bill? 

Mr. CAMERON. I gave notice yesterday 
that I would to-day at twelve o’clock ask the 
Senate to go into executive session, and now 
I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina is on the floor on the 
unfinished business. Does the Senator from 
Pennsylvania object to the extension of time 
for the bill of the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the unfinished business will be 


E wish to 


passed over without losing its place. The 
Oregon bill is still before the Senate. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Sen- 


ator from Oregon said the money had been 
appropriated. I should like to know where 
and how? 

Mr. CORBETT. When the report was 
made by the Third Auditor the money was 
appropriated to pay these claims, the amount 
as reported on by him. The money appro- 
priated has not been exhausted, and there are 
a few claims on file that were not included in 
the Third Auditor’s report ; but there is suffi- 
cient money to pay them ; it requires no further 
appropriation. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should 


like to know whether the bill is recommended | 


by the Department. 
Mr. CORBETT. It is, by the Treasury 
Department and by the’ Secretary of War 


also. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This claim is so much 
larger than I supposed it was when I made 
my suggestion, that I feel justified in occupy- 


ing a moment of the time of the Senate about | 


it. I saw from the printed table which was 
furnished by the Third Auditor that the foot- 
ing of the list of claims there given as the 
foundation for this bill was $17,000. 

Mr. CORBETT. Yes, I will explain that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And yet the Senator 
now says he thinks it will go up to $65,000. 

Mr. CORBETT. There are two reports 
referred to in the bill, and the Senator did 
net stay at my desk long enough for me to 
show him both reports. One report embraces 
$17,421 73; the other is for $52,492 91. That 
is to say, the Third Auditor says that if these 
claims are settled on the same basis with the 


other claims, there will be due these parties’ 
that amount of money. These were claims 
that were not included. by the Third Auditor 
in his report of $17,420. The others were 
claims that were not reported on by the com- 
mission, that were in the hands of our citizens 
at the time the commission was sitting in 
Oregon, and they did not present these ¢laimg 
to the commission. They are on file in the 
Department, but there is no good reason 
why these people should not receive pay the 
same as though they had been reported ‘on 
by the commission, provided they are properly 
proven, and they are paid at the same rate 
that the other parties were paid, according 
to the Third Auditor’s report. These have 
been on file some fifteen or seventeen years, 
and I have been trying to get the bill up for 
some time. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator 
from Oregon how many times these claims since 
1855, a period now of seventeen years, have 
been presented for the consideration of Con- 


gress? 

Mr. CORBETT. They never have been 
presented before. A 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They have just slept in 
the Treasury Department; then, for seventeen 


years? 

Mr. CORBETT. They have, from fifteen 
to seventeen years. I presume all the former 
Delegates supposed they would be paid:there 
without any trouble, and no one brought the 
matter to the attention af Congress until a 
short time ago. I think there was a bill in- 
troduced by Mr. Smits, possibly, in the other 
House for them. I am not positive about 
that; but it has never been before the Senate 
before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President--—— 

Mr. SAWYER. Ithink it is evident that 
this bill cannot be passed without great dis- 
cussion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
cannot take the Senator from Vermont off the 
floor if he insists on his right to the floor. 
As soon as he is through, the Chair will recog- 
nize the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I certainly should not 
feel justified in preventing the Senator from 
South Carolina calling for the regular order 
if he wishes to do so. Iam more and more 
convinced, with all respect to my friend froin 
Oregon, who I kuow would not press any claim 
he did not believe to be just, that we ought to 
have a pretty careful inquiry and discussion 
on this bill, which involves so much money, 
before we pass it. It may be that some of 
these claims, although the words ‘‘that may 
be presented” have been stricken out of this 
bill, have been very recently hunted up aud 
filed in the Department, so that they are there 
now, and the bill as it is now left would re- 
quire asettlement and payment of all.claims 
that are in the Department now. It may be 
that there are claims that have not been inthe 
Department for seventeen years. 

Mr. CORBETT. I will state it is according 
to this report which I have read, and there 
capnot be any more claims allowed but those 
that may be on file in the Department, accord- 


‘ing to this report. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. ThatI understand ; that 
is not the point. The point is that seventeen 
years ago these asserted claims arose, if they 
had any existence, and it is said they were 
filed in the Department at that time, and they 
have slept there for a period of seventeen 
years, Now, what I want to get at is whether 
any part of the claims referred to. have been 
filed recently, within five years, 

Mr. CORBETT. After I introduced the 
resolution, I requested the Third Auditor and 
the Secretary of the Treasury to make an 
inquiry as to these claims, how many there 
were of them, and how much it would amount 
to in case they were paid on the same basis ag 
those on file in his Department. There were 
a few sent and placed on file in his Depart 
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ment. He made a report upon all those claims 
that were on file in the Department at the 
commencement of this session of Congress. 
The bill only provides for those that were on 
file when he made this report and according 
to the report that is now here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator does not 
answer. my question as to how lately some of 
the claims have been filed. 

Mr. CORBETT. A portion of the claims 
may have been filed within twelve months, 
although Lam not positive that there has been 
one; but they could have been up to the time 
this report was made. Any that may have 
been filed in the Department up to the time 
the report. was made can be paid. That is my 
answer. 

Mr. SAWYER. Itis obvious this bill can- 
not pass this morning without a great deal 
of discussion, and claims that are seventeen 
years old I think can wait a few days longer. 

Mr. CORBETT. That is the reason why 
the bill onght to pass now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
South Carolina demands the regular order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. As the 
amount bas been referred to 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Just a 
moment. , 

Mr. SAWYER. I will only yield in case a 
vote can be taken without one word of further 
debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
South Carolina calls for the regular order. 

LABOR COMMISSION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business of yesterday is before the Senate, 
being the bill (H. R. No. 874) to provide for 
the appointment of a commission on the 
subject of labor and the division of profits 
between labor and capital in the United 
States, upon which the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Sawyer] is entitled to the 
floor, ‘The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Cameron] appeals to him to yield for a 
motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, allowing this bill to remain 
as the unfinished business. 

Mr. SAWYER. I understood that this bill 
was to come up at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is up; but 
the Senator from Pennsylvania now desires 
to go into executive session. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not desire to oppose 
my wish to that of the Senate, but I prefer we 
should finish this bill before the motion is 
made for an executive session. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the question will 
be put to avote of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from South Carolina yields, the Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
make the motion; if he does not, the Chair 
will recognize the Senator from Pennsylvania 
after the Senator from South Carolina con- 
cludes. ays 

Mr. SAWYER. I will yield to allow the 
motion to be made if the Senate desires to go 
into an executive session, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from South Carolina desires the Senate to 
consider the labor commission bill at this 
time, but yields to allow the question to be 
pat on the motion of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I ask for the yeasand nays 
on the motion to go into executive session. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, but 
five Senators rising to second the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

The Senate accordingly proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 
four hours and forty-five minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened. 


The Senator 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had agreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1297) amendatory of an 
act entitled “An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agricultural 
and mechanic arts,’? passed July 2, 1862, 
and acts amendatory thereto ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2565) to provide for the 
issue of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced 
bonds of the United States. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 446) to abolish the office 
of surveyor at the port of Chester, in Penn- 
sylvania, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2858) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to release twenty-five acres of 
the lands of the United States at Plattsburg, 
New York, to the New York and Canada Rail- 
road Company, and for other purposes. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(S. No. 478) to further the administration of 
justice, Mr. Conxuine, Mr. CARPENTER, and 
Mr. THURMAN. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States, by Mr. Horace Porrer, his Secre- 
tary, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 327) to establish the collec- 
tion district of Duluth, and to create St. 
Paul, in the collection district of Minnesota, 
a port of delivery; 

An act (S. No. 468) to regulate criminal 
practice in the Federal courts ; 

An act (S. No. 618) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Nixon, of West Virginia; 

An act (S. No. 691) giving the assent of 
Congress to the subscription of the District 
of Columbia to the stock of the Piedmont and 
Potomac Railroad Company ; 

An act (S. No. 816) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to establish a uniform time for hold- 
ing elections for electors of President and 
Vice President in allthe States of the Union,” 
approved January 23, 1845 ; 

An act (S. No. 877) to create an additional 
land district in the State of Kansas; and 

An act (S. No. 988) to provide homes 
for the Pottawatomie and absentee Shawnee 
Indians in the Indian territory. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 685) for the relief of B. C. 
Pressley ; 

A bill (S. No. 812) to provide for furnishing 
trusses to disabled soldiers ; and 

A bill (S. No. 1086) to change the location 
of the Railroad National Bank of Lowell, 
Massachusetts, to the city of Boston, Massa- 
ebusetts. 

The messagealso announced that the House 
had concurred in the resolution of the Senate 
for the printing of the first eight tables of the 
census report. 

The message further announced that the 
House of Representatives had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2862) to confirm the pur- 
chase by the executive department of three 
acres of land more or less, in the vicinity of 
Nashville, Tennessee, known as the site of 
Fort Houston, and to donate and convey the 
same to the Fisk University for educational 
purposes ; ; ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2863) to extend to the 


State of Nevada the benefits of an act to enable 
the State of Arkansas and other States to 
reclaim the swamp lands within their limits ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2860) for the relief of W. 
A. Howard ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2861) for the relief of 
H. G. Ankeny, late a captain in the fourth 
Towa infantry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2865) to fix the compensa- 
tion of gaugers and measurers at the port of 
Boston; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2864) for the relief of 
John W. Mears, administrator of the estate 
of Henry D. Mears, deceased, and of William 
Moulton, jr. 

The message also announced that the House 
insisted on its amendment to the bill (S. No. 
478) to further the administration of justice 
disagreed to by the Senate, asked a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Bengamin F. 
Bururr of Massachusetts, Mr. Jons A. BING- 
HAM of Ohio, and Mr. Clarkson N. Porrer of 
New York, as the managers at the same on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House 
had disagreed to the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 1585) to abolish the 
tribal relations of the Miami Indians, and for 
other purposes, asked a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Joun A. Smiru of Ohio, 
Mr. Joux P. C. Suanxs of Indiana, and Mr. 
Grorce M. Apams of Kentucky, managers at 
the same on its part. 

The message further announced that the 
House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the resolution of the House 
authorizing the printing of the report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office for 
1870. E 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a concurrent resolution for the 
printing of eight thousand copies of the re- 
port of the Commissioner of the General 

and Office for 1871. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a concurrent resolution for the 
printing of two thousand extra copies each 
of the reports of the Smithsonian Institution, 
of which the stereotype-plates are now in the 
Government Printing Office, for distribution 
by the Smithsonian Institution to libraries, 
colleges, and public establishments, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 765) for the relief of the heirs 
of Captain B. R. Perkins, of the United States 


rmy; 

A bill (S. No. 1062) to change the name of 
the schooncr La Pette to La Petite ; . 

A bill (S. No. 378) for the relief of J. Ros 
Browne, late minister to China ; and 

A bill (S. No. 881) to provide for the abate- 
ment or repayment of taxes on distilled spirits 
in bond destroyed by casualty. 

On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS (at five 
o’clock and five minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, May 28, 1872, 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Frayer bythe Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 1 move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House 


f resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 


the consideration of the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill. Bat, pending that motion, L yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. FINK- 
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ELNBURG, } who desires to introduce a bill for 
reference. 


ORDNANCE STORES FURNISHED MISSOURI. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2859) for 
the relief of the State of Missouri on account 
of ordnance stores furnished said State dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MIAMI INDIANS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, reported back the bill (H. 
R. No. 1535) to abolish the tribal relations 
of Miami Indians, and for other purposes, 
with amendments by the Senate; and moved 
that the House disagree to the amendments 
of the Senate, and request a committee of 
conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was so 
ordered. 


AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANICAL COLLEGES. 


On motion of Mr. SLATER, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (H. R. No. 1297) amendatory 
of an act entitled ‘‘ An act donating public 
lands to the several States and Territories 
which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
the agricultural and mechanical arts,” passed 
July 2, 1862, and acts amendatory thereof, 
with a Senate amendment, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 

At the end of the bill insert the following: 

Provided, That such lands shall not be sold by the 
said State for less than $2 50 per acre, and where 
settlement is made upon the game, preference in all 


cases shall be given to actual settlers at the prices 
for which said lands may be offered. 


Mr. SLATER. I move that the amend- 
ment be concurred in. 
Mr. RANDALL. I should like to hear 


some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. SLATER. The bill is merely a legisla- 
tive confirmation of the selection of lands 
heretofore given which the State is entitled to, 
but which, owing to the Jands not being offered 
for sale in sufficient quantity, were selected 
from unoffered lands. The amendment pro- 
vides that the land shall be sold at $2 50 per 
acre. 

The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 


Mr. SLATER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was concurred in; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SURVEYOR AT CHESTER, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back, with the recommendation that it do 
pass, the bill (H. R. No. 446) to abolish the 
office of surveyor at the port of Chester, in 
Pennsylvania, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read. It abolishes the office 
of surveyor at the port of Chester, in the dis- 
trict of Philadelphia, provided by the act 
establishing said port, approved March 29, 
1867. 

The bill in its second section provides that 
a deputy collector of customs, to reside at the 
said port of Chester, or a resident inspector 
of customs, with the powers of a deputy col- 
lector, shall be appointed for said port, and 
shall perform such duties as may be devolved 
on him according to law, but the compensation 
of such officer shall not exceed that allowed 
by law to inspectors of customs at the port of 
Philadelphia. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
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that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES W, WHITNEY. 


On motion of Mr. ARCHER, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 329) for the relief 
of Charles W. Whitney was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, 
and. referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

W. A. HOWARD. 


Mr. TERRY, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 2860) for the relief of W. A. 
Howard; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. TERRY. This bill is approved by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and also by 
the Secretary of War. I ask that it be put 
upon its passage. 

The bill was read. It directs the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to cause 
to be paid to the legal representative of W, 
A. Howard, deceased, late of the New York 
marine artillery, and of the thirteenth New 
York heavy artillery, the full pay and emol- 
uments of a colonel of artillery from Septem- 
ber 21, 1861, to May 29, 1862; provided, that 
all pay and emoluments received by said W. 
A. Howard, as an officer of the United States 
during the aforesaid period, shall be deducted 
from the amount authorized by this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some 
explanation given of this bill, 

Mr. TERRY. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have very carefully considered this 
case, and the services performed by Howard 
in the Burnside expedition that went South. 
He held the position of colonel and per- 
formed the duties of colonel, and under the 
circumstances it is believed he is entitled to 
the compensation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TERRY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DESTROYED OR DEFACED BONDS. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I ask unanimous consent 
to report back from the Committee of Ways 
and Means the amendment of the Senate to a 
bill (H. R. No. 2565) to provide for the issue 
of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced bonds 
of the United States, with the recommenda- 
tion that it be concurred in. 

There was no objection ; and the report was 
received. 

The Clerk read the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, as follows: 


Strike out the following: 

That whenever it shall appear to the Seeretary of 
the Treasury, by clear and unequivocal proof, that 
any interest-bearing bond of the United States has, 
without bad faith upon the part of the owner, been 
destroyed, wholly or in part, or so detaced as to 
impair its value to the holder, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall, under such regulations and with 
such restrictions as to time and retention for security 
or otherwise as he may preseribe, issue a duplicate 
of such bond, of the same date, to be so marked, 
and bearing like interest, as the bond so proved to 
have been destroyed or defaced: Provided, That the 
owner of each destroyed or defaced bond shall sur- 
render the same, orso much thereof as may remain, 
and shall file in the Treasury a bond in a penal sum 
equal to the amount of said destroyed or defaced 
bond, and the interest which would accrue thereon 
until the principal thereof is due and payable, with 
two good and sufficient securities, residents of the 
United States, to be approved by the Secretary of 


| the Treasury, with condition to indemnity and save 
! harmless the United States from any claim because 


of the said destroyed or defaced bond. 
And in lieu thereof insert the following: 
That whenever it shall appear to the Secretary of 


| the Treasury, by clear and unequivocal proof, that 


H 


any interest-bearing bond of the United States has, 
without bad faith upon the part of the owner, been 
destroyed, wholly or in part, or so defaced as to im- 
pair its value to the holder, and which bond shall 
be identified by number and description, the Seere- 


tary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations 
and with such restrictions as to time and retention 
for security or otherwise ag he may prescribe, issue 
a duplicate of such bond, having the same time to 
run, bearing like interest as the bond so proved to 
have been destroyed or defaced, and so: marked as 
to show the original number of the’ bond destroyed 
and the date thereof: Provided, That where'such 
destroyed or defaced bonds shall appearto have been 
of such a class or series as has been or may, before 
such application, be called in for redemption, in- 
stead of issuing duplicates thereof they shall’ be 
paid, with such interest only as would have been 
paid if presented in accordance with such call. 


Suc. 2. That the owner of each destroyed or de- 


faced bond shall surrender the same, or so much 
thereof as may remain, and shall filein the Treasury 
a bond ina penal sum double the amount of said 
destroyed or defaced bond, and the interest which 
would accrue thereon until the principal thereof is 
due and payable, with two good and sufficient sure- 
ties, residents of the United States, to be approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, with condition to 
indemnify and save harmless the United States 
from. any claim upon the said destroyed or defaced 
ond. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment of the Senate 
was concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to recousider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


H. @. ANKENY. 


Mr. DONNAN, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 2861) for the relief of H. G. 
Ankeny, late a captain in the fourth Iowa 
infantry; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of War be, and he is thereby, in- 
structed to reimburse to H. G. Ankeny, late 
captain of the fourth Iowa infantry, the sum 
of $259 50 out of avy appropriations made or 
hereafter to be made for the recruiting service 
of the United States Army. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FISK UNIVERSITY. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, by 
unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2862) 
to confirm the purchase, by the executive de- 
partment, of three acres of land in the vicinity 
of Nashville, Tennessee, known as the site of 
Fort Houston, and to donate the same to the 
trustees of the Fisk University for educational 
purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
purchase from Russell Houston, by order of 
the executive department of the United States, 
of the tract of land. known as the site of Fort 
Houston, situated in the suburbs of Nashville, 
in the State of Tennessee, containing three 
acres, more or less, which was conveyed by 
Houston to the chief engineer of the Army of 
the. United States for the sole and exclusive 
use and benefit of the United States of Amer- 
ica by his deed executed on the 21st day of 
August, A. D. 1865, be confirmed. And the 
tract of land is thereby donated to the Fisk 
University, Nashville, Tennessee, for educa- 
tional purposes, provided that no further 
expense relative thereto shall be incurred by 
the United States; and provided further that 
whenever the tract of land shall cease to be 
used for educational purposes by the Fisk 
University, the tract of land shall revert to the 
United States; and provided further that the 
right to use the tract of land for military pur- 
poses in case of necessity is thereby reserved 


j| to the United States, and the chief engineer 


of the Army of the United States is thereby 
authorized and directed to grant and convey 
to the Fisk University all the right, title, 
interest, and estate of the United’ States 
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in and for said tract of land for the, purposes 
and ‘on the terms and conditions thereinbefore 
mentioned. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the Committee on 
Military Affairs ought to pass on that bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Ihad 
a conference with the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and he says that he 
is perfectly satisfied that the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has nothing to do with 
military affairs; it is not a fort now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. AndI understand that it 
is recommended by the Secretary of War?’ 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. The 
Secretary of War says that there is no further 
use for it. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
“ Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider ‘be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SWAMP LANDS IN NEVADA. 

Mr. HAWLEY, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
a bill (H. R. No, 2868) to extend to the State 
of Nevada the benefits of an act to enable the 
State of Arkansas and other States to reclaim 
the swamp lands within their limits; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
provisions of an act approved September 28, 
1860, entitled “An act to enable the State of 
Arkansas and other States to reclaim the 
swamp lands within their limits,” shall be held 
to apply to the State of Nevadain the same 
manner and to the same extent that it is ap- 

licable to the States admitted into the Union 

efore that date. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I believe there are no 
swamp lands in Nevada, 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The benefits of that act 
have been extended to all the States except 
Nevada. 

Mr. SARGENT. And it is the greatest 
curse that was ever extended to any State. 

Mr. KENDALL. The gentleman says it is 
the greatest curse ever extended to a State | 
The uction of the Legislature of the State of 
Nevada is the best answer to such ao asser- 
ton. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not debatable. 

Mr. KENDALL. IL do not wish to debate 
the bill. f hope it will pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to reserve objec- 
tion to the bill until 1 understand what it 
means. 

Mr. HAWLEY, The bill is the unanimous 
report of the Committee on the Public Lands. 
It simply extends to the State of Nevada the 
benefits of the swamp-land act. They have 
been extended to all the other States in the 
Union, and to the other new States which have 
been admitted since the bill was passed in 
1850. They have been extended to Minnesota 
and to Oregon, and the State of Nevada is 
now the only remaining State which has not 
the benefit of the. act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘here might be justice 
in extending the provisions of this law to 
Nevada, provided the law is agoodone. Has 
the committee ever considered the fact that 
this law has clearly operated injuriously to 
the public, and has been generally made use of 
for private speculation? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say, in answer to 
the gentleman from Indiana, touching that 
point, that the commitiee are considering the 
wisdom of further egislation upon the subject 
of confinaig the definition of swamp lands to 
such as are clearly swamp lands, so that there 
may be no frauds in connection with that 
subject. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I shall be obliged to 
object to the bill, unless the gentleman from 
Nevada can tell us that there are swamp lands 


in the State of Nevada. It is the only State 
I have ever been in where I never saw any 
swamp lands at all. 

Mr. KENDALL. I desire to say a word in 
explanation only. I do not wish to prolong 
the debate, but simply to say that I drew and in- 
troduced this bill in obedience to the instruc- 
tions of the Legislature of my State, and those 
instructions I ask the Clerk to read for the 
information ‘of the House, and in answer to 
the objection of the honorable gentleman from 
California, [Mr. Sargent. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“Resolved by the senate, (the assembly concurring,) 
That our Senators be, and are hereby, instructed, and 
our Representative in Congress requested, touse all 
honorable and proper means to procure the passage 
of an act of Congress extending to the State of 
Nevada tho benefits of an act approved September 
28, 1850, whereby swamp and overflowed lands were 
granted to. the State of Arkansas and other States 
of the Union.’’ 


Mr. KENDALL. Now, in answer to the 
question of my distinguished friend from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Maynarp,] are there swamp 
lands in Nevada? Isay yes. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TRUSSES VOR DISABLED SOLDIERS, 


Mr. SHANKS. I ask unanimous consent 
to have taken from the Speaker's table and 
considered at this time Senate bill No. 812, 
to provide for furnishing trusses to disabled 
soldiers. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, after 
which objections to its present consideration 
will be in order. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that every soldier of the Union Army 
who was ruptured while in the line of doty, 
during the late war for the suppression of the 
rebellion, shall be entitled to receive a single 
or double truss of such style as may be desig- 
nated by the Surgeon General of the United 
States Army as the best suited for such dis- 
ability. The second section provides that ap- 
plication for such truss shall be made by the rup- 
tured soldier to an examining surgeon for pen- 
sions, whose duty it shall be to examine such 
applicant, and for every such applicant found 
to have a rupture or hernia shall prepare and 
forward to the Surgeon General an application 
for such truss, without charge to the soldier. 
The third section provides that the Surgeon 
General of the United States Army is thereby 
authorized and directed to purchase and pro- 
cuve the number of trusses which may be 
required for distribution to such disabled sol- 
diers, at a price not greater than the same are 
sold to the trade at wholesale; and the cost 
of the same shall be paid, upon the requisition 
of the Surgeon General, out of any moneys in 
the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read a first, second 
and third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN W. MEARS AND WILLIAM HOULTON, JR. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I again ask unanimous 
consent to report from the Committee on 
Patents, for consideration at the present time, 
a bill for the reliefof John W. Mears and 
William Houlton, jr. It is the same bill 
which I supposed I had obtained leave yester- 
day to report and have passed. 

The SPEAKER. This is the bill for the 
passage of which the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania [Mr. L. Myers] moved on yesterday 
that the rules be suspended. The vote was 
taken and the Chair announced that the affirm- 
ative appeared to have it. Some business 
then intervened, gnd while being transacted 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania left the Hall 
under the impression that the bill had passed. 
Afterwards a division was called for, and 
finally objection was-made to the passage of 
the bill. The bill will now be read. 

The bill was read. It provides that John W. 
Mears, administrator of the estate of the late 
Henry D. Mears and William Houlton, jr., 
shall have leave to make a new application to 
the Commissioner of Patents for the exten- 
sion of letters-patent granted to the late Henry 
D. Mears and William Houlton, jr., July 14, 
1857, for improvement in car seals, for four- 
teen years from said date, in the same manner 
as they could have done at least ninety days 
before the expiration of the patent; and that 
the Commissioner of Patents shall be author- 
ized to consider and determine said applica- 
tion in the same manner and with the same 
effect as if it had been filed ninety days before 
the expiration of said patent; provided that 
no damages shall be collected from any per- 
sons for any infringement of said patent after 
the expiration and before the extension of the 
same. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 
No. 2864) was received and read a first and 
second time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. L. MYERS moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GAUGERS AND MEASURERS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Commerce to report for con- 
sideration at this time a bill to fix the com- 
pensation of gaugers and measurers at the 
port of Boston. 

The bill was read. It provides that the 
compensation of gaugers and measurers at the 
port of Boston shall be the same as provided 
for the same class of officers at the port of 
New York under existing laws. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does that increase the 
compensation ? 

Mr. SAWYER. It does not. 

Mr. BROOKS. It ought to provide that 
these gaugers and measurers shall be better 
than those we have in New York. . 

Mr. SAWYER. I have a letter from the 
Treasury Department which will explain the 
necessity for this bill. 

The letter was as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 11, 1872. 

Sır: Ianin receipt of your letter of the 2d in- 
stant. fnelosing bill (H. R.1953) to fix the compon- 
sation of gaugers at the port of Boston, upon which 
the Committee on Commerce desire an expression 
of my views, 

In reply, I have the honor to state that this De- 
partment is not aware of any reason for allowing a 
less rateof compensation tọ gaugers at the port of 
Boston than is allowed to the same class of officers 
at New York, nor of any reason why gaugers should 
be paid less than weighers, and hence no objection 
is perceived to the passage of the present bill. 

would state further, however, that the bill in its 
present shape would, as the Department learns, 
operate to exclude from the readjustment of back 
pay therein provided for, one of the gaugers at Bos- 
ton who was never commissioned as “weigher and 
gauger,” but was coummissioned in 1869 as gauger 
only. Itis thought that such exclusion would bo 
unjust, the officer in question having performed like 
duty with the others, and I therefore suggest a 
modification of the bill to obviate this objection, 
by inserting, after the word ‘‘weighers ” in the tenth 
line of the second section, the following : “or who 
have been commissioned as gaugers since the pas- 
sage of said act.’’ 

I am, very respectfully, 

GEORGE S. BOUTWELL, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Puruerus Sawyer, Acting’ Chairman Com- 
mittee on Commerce, House of Representatives. 
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There heing no objection, the bill (H. R. 
No. 2865) was received, and read a first and 
second time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. SAWYER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CENSUS TABLES. 


Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee 
on Printing, reported back the following con- 
current resolution of the Senate ; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 

, Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring,) That there be printed in muslin covers twelve 
thousand copies of the first eight tables of the cen- 
sus report, of which three thousand shall be for the 
use of the Senate, six thousand for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and three thousand for 
tho Census Bureau, 


Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAND OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. PENDLETON also, from the same 
committee, reported back the Senate amend- 
ments to the following concurrent resolution 
of the House: 

Resolved, (the Senate coreurring,) That there be 
printed five thousand copies of the report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office for 1870, 
of which three thousand shall be for the use of the 
House, one thousand for the Senate, and one thou- 
sand for the land department. 


Mr. PENDLETON. The amendments of 
the Senate are to double the amount in each 
case. The Committee on Printing recommend 
concurrence in those amendments. 

The amendments of the Senate were con- 
curred in. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 
vote just taken; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON also, from the same 
committee, reported the following concurrent 
resolution; which was read, considered, and 
adopted: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed of the report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office for 
1871 eight thousand copies, of which four thousand 
shall be for the use of the Louse of Representatives, 
two thousand for the Senate, and two thousand for 
the land department. 


Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SMITHSONIAN REPORTS. 


Mr. PENDLETON also, from the same 
committee, reported the following concurrent 
resolution; which wag read, considered, and 
adopted: 


Resolved, (the Senate coneurring,) That two thou- 
sand copies of each of the reports of the Smithsonian 
Institution, of which the stereotype plates are now 
in the Congressional Printing Office, be printed for 
distribution by the Smithsonian Institution to libra- 
ries, colleges, and public establishments. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES ACROSS TILE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Commerce to ask unanimous 
consent to report and put upon its passage a 
a bill further regulating the construction of 
bridges across the Mississippi river. 

The bill, which was read for information, 


provides that all bridges hereafter to be con- 
structed over and across the Mississippi river, 
under authority of any act of Congress, shall 
be subject to all the terms, restrictions, and 
requirements contained in the fifth section of 
an act entitled “An act to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
river at or near the town of.Clinton, in the 
State of Iowa, and other bridges across said 
river, and to establish them as post roads,’’ 
approved April 1, 1872; and in locating any 
such bridge the Secretary of War is to have 
regard to the security and convenience of nav- 
igation, to convenience of access, and to the 
wants of railways and highways crossing the 
river. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I hope the gentle- 
man from Indiana will tell us what are the 
provisions of the sections which this bill pro- 
poses to extend. 

Mr, HOLMAN. That is what I propose 
to do. 

Mr. MAYNARD. T hope the gentleman 
will also tell us how much money this bill will 
take out of the Treasury. 

Mr. SAWYER. Not any. It is all right. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ask the Clerk to read 
the fifth section of the act of April 1, 1872. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“That the structure herein authorized shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regula- 
tions for the security of navigation of such river as 
the Seerctary of War shall prescribe; and the said 
structure shall be at all times so kept and managed 
as to oifer reasonable and proper means for the pas- 
sage of vessels through or under said structure; 
and the said structure shall bo changed at the ex- 
pense of the owners thereof from time to time as 
Congrese may direct, so as to preserve the free and 
convenient navigation of said river; and the author- 
ity to erect and continuesaid bridge shall be subject 
to revocation or modification by law whenever the 
publie good shall, in the judgment of Congress, so 
require, without any expense or charge to the United 


States.’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
to in the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. That was my 
reason for having it read. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will not the bill give a 
job to some pet bridge-builder ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. How? If it would, it 
ought not to be passed. 

Mr. MAYNARD. A pet bridge-builder 
may say, ‘* Here is a bridge that ought to be 
changed.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Some one must have 
control of the location of these bridges and 
their regulation with reference to the interests 
of navigation. We propose to confer this 
authority upon the Secretary of War. If the 
gentleman from Tennessee can suggest any 
better means of securing the interests of the 
public than intrusting the matter to the engin- 
eer department of the Army, the Committee 
on Commerce will very gladly accede to his 
suggestion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not see that the 
control of the matter can be in better hands 
than those of the engineer department. 

Mr. WELLS. I object to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had supposed it was for 
the benefit of the gentleman’s constituents. 


ADMINISTRATION OF NAVY DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. SARGENT, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred, under the law, to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of the 
report ofthe select Committee to Investigate Charges 


against the Navy Department be printed for the use 
of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the com- 
mittee had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 373) for the relief of J. Ross 
Browne, late minister to China; 

An act (S. No. 765) for the relief of the heirs 


Is that the section referred 


of the late Captain B. R. Perkins, of the Uni-+ 
ted States Army; : 

An act (8. No. 881) to provide for the abate- 
ment or repayment of taxes on distilled spirits 
in bond destroyed by casualty; and 

An act (S. No. 1062) to change the name 
of the schooner La Pette to La Petite. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MERRIAM. Task consent: to report 
for action at the present time a bill which has 
been unanimously agreed to by the Commitice 
on Banking and Currency. . . 

Mr. BECK. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Garrizip,] 
that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of the 
miscellaneous appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN GARSED. 


On motion of Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in 
the case of John Garsed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent. was 
granted a leave of absence for the remainder 
of this week. 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wueeuer in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No, 2705) 
making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report 
the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strikeout the folowing: A 

For improvement of monument grounds, gradin 
road, walk, draining, purchase and hauling grave 
for walks and roads, trees, and shrubs, as per plan, 
$15,000; and said grounds shall be considered as 
a portion of the public grounds of the city of 
Washington, and shall be under the control of 
the officer detailed by the chief engineer of the 
Army to take charge of the public buildings and 
grounds in the city of Washington, in conformity 
with the act of March 2, 1867. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say 
a word or two on the pending motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Al debate is exhausted 
on the pending amendment. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, I move in line 
one thousand and three to strike out ‘‘ fifteen’? 
and insert ‘‘five,’’ so as to reduce the appro- 
priation from $15,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

or completingimprovements of La Fayettesquare, 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Imove after the 
word ‘“improvements,’’ in line one thousand 
and fifteen, to insert the words ‘‘and for the 
care,” - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe we have reached 
line one thousand and fifteen, which makes an 
appropriation of $3,500 for La Fayette square. 
Now, I wish to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to the fact that we are 
appropriating large sums for the supervision 
of these public reservations. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whatamendment does 
the gentleman propose? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the 
entire paragraph. ; 

Mr. Chairman, we are appropriating over 
thirty thousand dollars a year for the supervis- 
ion of these reservations. The gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. GARFIELD, ] chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, who is charged with 
the management of this bill, must be awarethat: 
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we aregoing. beyond all appropriations hereto- | 


fore made. for these reservations. It seems 
to me there is a systematic effort to spend the 
public money in this capital in any way. which 
may present itself, inutterdefiance of the policy 
heretofore pursued of making only necessary 
appropriations for taking care of the public 
buildings and grounds. Here is an appropri- 
ation of $8,500 for taking care of La Fayette 
square. I hope it will be stricken out. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
if he will listen to me for one minute I will 
answer the speech which the gentleman from 
Indiana’ has made several times since we 
have been on this bill. Last year the {otal ap- 
propriations for buildings and grounds around 
the Capitol in Washington in the bill corre- 
sponding to this were $290,778. In this bill 
the total appropriations are only $246,500, 
being less by $44,000 than last year, and yet 
the gentleman is constantly telling the House 
we are swelling these appropriations. Some 
are larger and some are smaller, but the aver- 
age is less than heretofore. We have cut down 
the estimates sent to us by the Secretary of the 
Treasury from $500,000 to $246,500. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But. last year we had to 
make all the improvements counected with 
the agricultural grounds. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. On this bill the 
committee held forty full meetings, and de- 
voted two Saturdays when the House was not. 
in session in traveling all over this town to 
inform themselves perfectly in reference to all 
these matters. They went to the top of the 
President’s House to see whether the roofing 
needed répair, and into the cellar to test the 
soundness of the timber alleged to be unsafe. 
‘They made a careful inspection of all the items 
in this bill. I may say they could not have 
been considered more carefully than they were 
by this committee. And I hope we shall not 
be annoyed by the constant repetition of the 
charge that we are spending large amounts 
unnecessarily. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by re- 
ducing the amount one dollar. 

I do not care, Mr. Chairman, about the 
annoyance the gentleman is subjected to. 
That i do not take into account at all, The 
appropriations for this capital are swelling 
beyond any just public reason. Task gentle- 
men to compare the appropriations of this 
bill with the appropriations made ten years 
ago, and to observe the enormous progress 
we are making in extravagance in our expendi- 
tures in this capital. This miscellaneous ap- 
propriation bill, which used to be a bill ap- 
propriating a few million dollars, has swelled 
into a bill which appropriates over seventeen 
million dollars. The gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Garren] need not talk about the care 
the committee has taken. The only real care 
they have taken seems to have been to make 
these appropriations as large as possible. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
takes no notice of the fact that the committee 
have cut down the estimates under this head 
from $500,000 to $246,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ipay no attention to the 
estimates here whatever. The extravagance 
begins with the officers of the Department 
who have charge of the estimates, and then 
their extravagant estimates are sustained by 
the action of Congress. 

This it appears to me is a great big job. 
Men coming here from all portions of this 
Union, Representatives in Congress and out 
of Congress, speculate in real estate, and the 
resultis that hundreds and thousands of dollars 
are being appropriated here year after year, 
not so much for the purpose of embellishing 
the national capital, as for the purpose of 
making property here available for purposes 
of speculation, In no place in the United 
States is the spirit of speculation so rife as in 
this city of Washington, and this policy of 
making enormous appropriations for the im- 


provement of public grounds and the embellish- 
ment of the city is simply playing into the 
hands. of sharpers about this Capitol, who 
make the appropriations out of the national 
Treasury a source of speculation and profit. 

I withdraw my amendment. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say 
one word further. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment 
ending. 
` The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Washington aqueduct: for dwellings for keepers 
of the water-gates, $1,500. 

Mr. AMBLER. I move to strike out this 
paragraph. I desire to have an understand- 
ing if Í can as to whom these water-works 
belong to. Can the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations tell ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They belong 
to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. AMBLER. Yet the city of Washing- 
ton collects all the water-rents, It seems to 
me that if we have built water-works for this 
city at an expense of $4,000,000, which I un- 
derstand is about the amount, and have given 
them over to the city authorities for their own 
use,it is about time we turned over the care 
of the water-works to them also. I think that 
if the city gets the benefits resulting from 
these water-works it ought to be willing at 
the same time to take upon itself the expense 
of maintaining them. 1 hope this appropria- 
tion will be stricken out. 

Mr. PALMER. Itis true that the original 
cost of this work was borne by the United 
States, and the expense of maintenance, so 
far as the appropriations for the salaries of 
officers and for repairs are concerned, is 
borne by the United States. But the benefits 
also of the work are shared by the United 
States. The Treasury Department derives a 
large benefit from it in the use of the water 
furnished for the machinery there. The navy- 
yard also-has the benefit of it. Ifthe benefits 
were to be measured in dollars and cents, they 
would more than compensate for the amount 
that is annually appropriated by Congress for 
the. maintenance of this work. That is my 
rag to the statement of the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. AMBLER. Will the gentleman from 
Iowa allow me to say a word further? 

Mr. PALMER. Iyield to the gentleman 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. AMBLER, I understand, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the expense of the construction of 
this work thus far has been about four million 
dollars. ‘The interest upon that would be 
about two hundred and forty thousand dollars. 
In addition to that, we appropriate by this 
bill $70,555 to the support of the work, mak- 
ing an aggregate of over three hundred thou- 
sand dollars a year which we are paying for 
water-works for this city. Weuse some water 
at the Treasury Department and some at the 
Navy Department, undoubtedly ; but that all 
we use amounts, at fair water-rates, to a tenth 
part of the expense it is to us, taking into 
consideration the interest on the investment, 
I think no gentleman will undertake to say. 

The question being taken on Mr. AMBLER’S 
motion to strike out the paragraph, there 
were—ayes 30, noes 50; no quorum voting. 

‘The Chairman, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and appointed Mr. AMBLER and Mr. 
Swany. f 

Thecommittee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 50, noes 75. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For purchase of land for road from the Great falls 
to conduitroad, $3,139; and all theforegoing appro- 
priations for the serviceof the Washington aqueduct 
are hereby made available immediately upon the 
passage of this act. : 

Mr. COBURN. I offerthe following amend- 
ment to come in at the close of the paragraph: 


Provided, Thatihe water-rents shall be applied to 


the payment of all sums herein appropriated for 
work, repairs, and salaries, and if they shall not be 
sufficient then the balance shall be paid from the 
Treasury. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the point 
of order that that amendment changes the 
existing law. 

Mr. COBURN. In what respect? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Because by ex- 
isting laws the corporation of Washington are 
entitled to these water-rents. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. COBURN. I wish the gentleman would 
point out the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Indiana appeal from the decision of the 
Chair? : 

Mr. COBURN. I think the House is enti- 
tled to know what law the gentleman refers to. 
I desire, if there is any such law which inter- 
feres with this amendment, that it shall be 


read, : 

The CHAIRMAN. Asto that part of the 
amendment which provides for the payment 
of the deficiency out of the Treasury of the 
United States, that certainly creates a new law. 

Mr. COBURN. Then I will strike out the 
latter part of the amendment. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is still liable to a point 
of order. ` 

Mr. DICKEY. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. It isa restriction on the 
appropriation, and I do not think it is out of 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not a restriction 
on the appropriation at all. It provides for 
another mode of disposing of the water-rents. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr, COBURN. I desire to know what law 
it changes. j 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
cannot debate the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman de- 
sires to debate an appeal it is bis right to 
do so. Does the gentleman appeal from the 
decision of the Chair? . 

Mr. COBURN. I dislike to appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. AMBLER. I move to amend by in- 
serting at the end of the paragraph these 
words: 

Provided, That the water-rents hereafter collected 
shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
same point of order on that amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 

oint of order. 

Mr. AMBLER. I wish the gentleman 
would tell us where the law is. I supposed 
there was such a law, but Ihave been unable 
to find it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to strike 
out the paragraph for the purpose of asking 
what is the necessity of building this road 
from the Great falls to the conduit road, and 
what use is it to be to the Government ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will tell the 
gentleman.. The Government owns the right 
of way to the aqueduct, but there is a olif 
of rock through which the aqueduct was dug 
so precipitous that there are no means of 
traveling around it to superintend the aque- 
duct without making a detour. There is a 
piece of ground near the aqueduct over which 
we have not the right of way, but we have 
had by sufferance the right to go over the 
ground. The parties are no longer willing to 
have it used in this way, and if they close it 
up, as they have a right to do at any day, we 
shall be compelled to go around several miles 
to get at the head of the aqueduct at the Great 


falls. j 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw my 
amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
„For rebuilding the Chain bridge, on the Potomac 
river, $100,000, orso mùch thereof as may be necessary: 
Provided, That the bridge shall be rebuilt as asub- 
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stantial iron structure, upon plans to be approved 
by the chief of engineers of the Army, and under 
his supervision and direction. 

Mr. COBURN. I move to strike out that 
paragraph ; but first I make the point of order 
that there is no law authorizing anything of 
the kind. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will state, as a matter 
of fact, that this bridge belongs to the Gov- 
ernment, and is now rotting, and of course 
they have a right to rebuild their own prop- 
erty. If the gentleman will allow me, F will 
give him a history of the matter. 

Mr. COBURN. I do not care about the 
history of the matter. : 

Mr. SARGENT. This bridge was pur- 
chased by the Government years ago, and has 
always been kept in repair. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules 
the point of order. This appropriation is in 
continuation of existing work. 

Mr. COBURN. I move then to strike out 
the elause. This bridge is not in the city of 
Washington, nor in the District, of Columbia, 
but it is proposed to make a bridge outside the 
limits of the District of Columbia into the 
State of Virginia. ; 

The people of the District of Columbia are 
very rarely accommodated by the use of this 
bridge; it is away out at the northwestern 
corner of the District. If the people of Vir- 
ginia want to use it for the purpose of coming 
into the city of Washington or the District, 
they can afford to maintain their own bridge. 
After we have furnished them a bridge for all 
this time they should be willing to support 
their own bridge now. The people all over 
this eon should not be taxed for the pur- 
pose of making a bridge merely for the accom- 
modation of people who live beyond the Poto- 
mac river and want to come into the District 
of Columbia. 

This bill proposes to give $100,000 for this 
bridge, and it is provided here that it shall be 
a substantial iron structure. Now, I have no 
idea that $100,000 will complete a bridge of 
that kind. We have done very liberally for 
this District in every respect, and now the 
proposition is to go outside of it and give 
$100,000 for a pdrpose that never ought to be 
contemplated. 

Mr. SARGENT, Before 1833 this bridge 
was a toll bridge. In that year it was bought 
by the Government, and afterward it was 
kept open as a free bridge. 

Mr. COBURN. That was before the actof 
retrocession of Alexandria to Virginia. 

Mr. SARGENT. That makes no difference. 
It was bought by the Government, the title 
was in the Government, and ever since that 
time the Government has kept itup. From 
1861 to 1863 it was the only connection which 
this Government had between this District and 
the State of Virginia; it was the only bridge 
that was open for the passage of our troops. 
At that time the Government put a new floor- 
ing upon this bridge, a flooring of plank sev- 
eral inches thick, on account of the immense 
travel over the bridge. The effect of this floor- 
ing upon the bridge was to keep water stand- 
ing there so that upon nearly the whole length 
of the bridge there was water all the time, 
which rotted away the supports of the bridge, 
the flooring, &c. To such an extent did this 
rotting finally go that a year or two since the 
bridge fell down. 

The piers of the bridge, being of stone, re- 
main in perfect order. The wood-wor« of 
the bridge has rotted and fallen into the 
stream. The bridge is used now, and can be 
used till the first rise of the river, although 
the flooring between the piers is almost at 
right angles, the timbers having been bent 
or broken down till they rest upon the bottom 
of the stream, and from there reach up to the 
piers on each side. With extreme difficulty 
teams are still enabled to pass over this bridge. 

- Now, the proposition made by the engineer 
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department, under whose charge this bridge 


is, is that it be replaced, not bya mere wooden 
structure, continually -needing repairs, and 
which will cost at first five sixths as much as 
the other, but by an iron bridge which will 
never need much repair. We had before us 
plans and drawings and photographs of vari- 
ous kinds of iron bridges, and we have in- 
quired minutely into the eost, and we have 
come to the conclusion that as this property 
belongs to the Government, as it was so highly 
useful to the Government, especially during 
the war of the rebellion, and may be useful 
again, the Government ought to put this 
bridge into a permanent condition of useful- 
ness. I find by reference to General Mich- 
ler’s report, September 30, 1869, page 5, that 
the number of foot passengers who crossed this 
bridge in one year was 81,395; of horses and 
riders, 52,195; of horses and wagons, 58,400; 
of teams, 67,525; of cattle, 25,550; of hogs, 
7,800; and of sheep, 49,275. This amount of 
travel took place while the Aqueduct bridge 
was open to the public, and during a year 
when the bridge was closed for several weeks 
for repairs. 

It is a very important bridge indeed for this 
District, and avery important bridge for the 
Government. Ihave shown that in its mil- 
itary operations it was absolutely essential to 
the Government during the war. It is Gov- 
ernment property, and the Government should 
putit ina good condition. And all that is 
necessary for that purpose is to build the 
superstructure, as the piers are still in perfect 
order. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRAXTON. I move to strike out the 
last word, for the purpose of saying that this 
bridge was taken by the United States upon 
the express condition that it should be kept 
up. It was formerly owned by a corporation, 
and the United States took it under an agree- 
ment that it would keep it up as long as it was 
necessary to have a bridge there. 

Mr. SARGENT. That I believe to be the 


fact. 

Mr. BRAXTON. Good faith requires that 
the Government shall keep up this bridge. 
There is no other free bridge from Virginia to 
this District. All the other bridges are owned 
by companies that fix most exorbitant rates of 
toll, and people coming to and going from the 
District are subject to their exactions. I trust 
the appropriation reported by the committee 
will be made. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move pro forma 
to amend the amendment so as to make the 
amount of the appropriation $50,000. I un- 
derstand—indeed { may say that I know, for 
I have been there frequently—that the location 
of this bridge is several miles above George- 
town. Ihave crossed it frequently during the 
war and since. There is a bridge at George- 
town—the Aqueduct bridge. There is a bridge 
across the Potomac here at Washington. 
Thereare toll roads leading to this Chain bridge. 
The bridge is undoubtedly a great accommo- 
dation to the peopieof Maryland and Virginia, 
and it is quite remunerative to those toll roads 
that lead to it, if the Government chooses to 
build a bridge for them. If you undertake to 
go to this bridge you must pass through a 
toll-gate upon a turnpike road leading to the 
bridge on this side; and I believe there isa 
corresponding toll road on the other side. 

Now, if any gentleman can give a good rea- 
son wby he should tax his constituents to pay 
$100,000 to commence this iron bridge—for 
yoa are not guing to complete an iron bridge 
across the Potomac for $100,000—if any gen- 
tleman can give a sound reason why he should 
tax his coustituents to build an iron bridge 
across the Potomac between Maryland and 
Virginia, let him vote for this appropriation. 
My constituents are not interested in those 
toll roads, nor in the bridge across the Poto- 
mac; and I cannot vote for the appropriation. 


Mr. AMBLER. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman whether he ever saw an iron bridge in 
such a locality anywhere? i 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime ofthe 
man from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I want to correct a mis- 
apprehension of fact into which the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Fanvawonril] and. perbaps 
other gentlemen have fallen. This bridge is 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I did not say it was 
not. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The gentleman stated that 
it was a bridge from the State of Maryland to 
the State of Virginia, It is not so. 

Now, it seems to me that the salient points 
in this question are, first, that this is the prop- 
erty of the United States-—— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does the District 
of Columbia’take in the southern end of the 


gentle- 


bridge? 
Mr. CHIPMAN. I will speak of that in a 
moment. The Government of the United 


States provided by an act of Congresa some 
years ago that the turnpike leading to that 
bridge should pass into the possession of the 
United States, so that the right of way over 
the turnpike as well as over the bridge should 
be in the Government. The statutes now so 
provide; the right to that turnpike was aban- 
doned by.the persons who built it, and is in 
the United States. 

Now, this bridge is a national bridge, not a 
local bridge. The estimate of crossings over 
the bridge, as read. by a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, [Mr. Sargent, ] 
shows that the foot- passengers, horses, cattle, 
sheep, and wagons that travel over this bridge 
are nearly half a million annually. The bridge 
is not for local purposes. It is a means of 
transit from the Southwest to the Northwest, 
and to the East. 

There is another point in this case. The 
Government of the United States absolutely 
wore this bridge out during the war; and it 


owes—— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Government 
of the United States built it. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Very well; and the United 
States ought to rebuild it. The United States 
have property there to the amount of about 
two hundred thousand dollars, and it is a 
question for the House to decide whether this 
property shall be swept away and destroyed 
utterly, or whether it shall be saved by an 
expenditure of $100,000, thus putting the Gov- 
ernment in possession of a valuable bridge. 

I am not advocating this measure merely 
because it is of local importance. It is of 
local importance, but it is also of national 
importance. As explaining the reasons why 
this bridge should be rebuilt, I submit the 
following letter from the engineer ia charge 
of publie buildings and grounds: 


Orricz or Pusiic BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
Wasurxeron, D.C., January 30, 1872. 


Sır: Iam in receipt of your communication of the 
2th instant, making certain inquiries relative to 
Chain bridge, and I have to reportin reply thereto 
the following: 3 5 . g 
sg The title of Chain bridge rests in the United 

tates. 

2. The cost of restoring the bridge according to the 
plan upon which it was built was estimated to be 
$60.000. An appropriation for this amount passed 
the House at the last session, but failed to receive 
the support of the Senate, 

3. To replace the present superstructure with an 
iron bridge it is estimated will cost seventy-five 
dollars per lineal foot, and as the bridge is thirteen 
hundred feet long, it will cost $97,500. , 4 

As the stone piers are in fine condition, and will 
require nochange but to prepare the upper course 
to receive the iron structure, but a small amount 
will be necessary for that purpose, and an appropria- 
tion of $100,000 it is believed will be sufficient to erect 
a durable bridge of iron, complete. Photographic 

lans of an iron bridge are herewith sent you, which 
is estimated can be erected for the price named, 
namely, seventy-five dollars per lineal foot. 

While it is estimated that an iron bridge as per 
photographie plan, can be built and put atthe figure 
named, it is possible a more advantageous offer 
might be secured by public advertisement for pro- 
i posals. j 
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Aša wooden bridge is almost continually needing not be without connection here: very long, 


repairs, and as the cost of an iron bridge exceeds 
the cost of a wooden one by but about forty thou- 
sand dollars, L am of opinion that an iron bridge in 
the end would be more economical. 

4, The records of this office show that the year 
previous tothe destruction of the bridge the amount 
and kind of travel were as follows, namely: 


Foot passongers..... 81,395 
Horses and riders.. 52,195 
Horses and wagons.. 58,400 
Teams and wagons 67,525 
Guttas 25,550 


R * ® ba +% * * £ # * 
. This bridge is the only free bridge passable be- 


tween tide-wator and Harper’s Ferry, and it will be 
seen that the destruction of this bridge will be very 
detrimental to the public, compelling many of the 
péople coming tothe District from Virginia with 
stock, provisions, and other supplies, to take a cir- 
cuitous route and cross the toll-bridge at George- 
town. $ å 

~ The bridge is in bad condition, but two spans re- 
maining in position and serviceable. They are much 
dilapidated, and were in a dangerous condition, 
The Legislature of the District appropriated $2,000 
last August, to be used under the direction of the 
officer in charge of public buildings and grounds, 
for tho repair of this bridge. Nearly eighteen hun- 
dred dollars were spent in placing the two spans 
near the Virginia shore in a passable condition. 
Crossing is now effected from the Virginia shore by 
first crossing the two. spans standing, and then by a 
ramp about one hundred feet long descending to the 
island, across the island, and up another ramp to 
the temporary span built across tho canal. By this 
it will be seen that in case of high water to over- 
flow: the island the bridge will be unserviceable, 
and the freshets may carry away the ramps. ‘These 
ramps are very steep, requiring the locking of wheels 
of loaded wagons in descending, and also that cleets 
or slats should be spiked to the planking to secure 
a foothold for animals crossing. Inthe presentcon- 


dition it is hazardous in crossing in tho daytime 
and dangerous at night. ie 

In view of these facts, [am of the opinion thatthe 
bridge should be rebuilt during tho coming season, 


ae ay 0, E. BABCOCK, 
Major of Engineers, United States Army. 
Hon. H. H, STARKWEATHER, Chairman Committee 

District of Columbia, Louse of Represeniutives. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I wish to make 
some remarks on this question, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. L move the pro 
forma amendment to strike out the last word 
of the section. 

Mr. Chairman, when this bridge was built all 
of this territory belonged to the Government 
of the United States, but since then that por- 
tion lying south of the Potomac river has been 
ceded to the State of Virginia. There was at 
the time a necessity for this bridge. Why the 
necessity? Why did the Government build 
the bridge forty years ago, and why has the 
Government kept it up from that time to this? 
Because there was a paramount necessity for 
it, Iask gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, as well as on this side, has that neces- 
sity diminished because the south bank of the 
Potomac is in Virginia? Notin the least, for 
that bridge was built not for the benefit of 
Virginia, but for the accommodation of the 
city of Washington. ý 

It was built in order that the beef and 
mutton and pork and the flour and corn of 
Virginia might be brought iuto this city to 
feed you and all others. The fact that the 
south bank of the Potomac is in Virginia has 
not in the least changed the circumstances, 
for to-day, as in the past, the city of Wash- 
ington must depend for its provisions upon 
the farmers in Virginia, and in order that 
they may get those provisions it is necessary 
they should have this bridge. Suppose the 
channel of the river were changed from where 
it now is, and it were to run to the north of 
the city a mile wide and twenty feet deep, 
is there a gentleman here who would be in 
favor of refusing an appropriation for the 
construction of a bridge across the river in 
order that the capital of the nation might be 
placed in immediate connection with the whole 
northern and eastern portion of the country? I 
venture to say if that were the case we would 


because a bridge would be instantly built. 

I am not surprised that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Horman] should be in favor of 
striking out this appropriation, for, as my col- 
league has said, he has been in favor of strik- 
ing out every appropriation in the bill. I am 
not surprised that the junior member from 
Indiana, [Mr. Copurn,] following the exam- 
ple of his colleague, should make the motion 
to strike out. Í am somewhat astonished, 
however, that my friend from Illinois, [Mr. 
FARNSWORTH, | who is generally so liberal, and 
who takes enlarged views of these questions, 
and is not at all circumscribed by mere local 
considerations, should be in favor of striking 
it out. He must see that this bridge is of 
much more importance to the national capital 
than it is to Virginia; for while Virginia has 
many other places where she can dispose of 
her agricultural productions, the city of Wash- 
ington cannot be supplied in the same way she 
can be from Virginia. As the necessity which 
induced the building of this bridge still exists, 
I hope it will be the pleasure of the committee 
to retain the appropriation, and thus let us 
have a good iron bridge connecting Virginia 
and the city of Washington. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message 
was received from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, notifying the House that 
that body bad passed a bill (H. R. No. 1890) for 
the relief of the sureties of the late Jesse J. 
Simpkins, with an amendment; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (H. R. No. 1848) 
supplemental to an act entitled ‘An act for 
the apportionment of Representatives to Con- 
gress among the several States according to the 
ninth census,” with an amendment; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

‘The message further announced ; that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

An act (S. No. 1063) granting a pension 
to L. Adelia Forster; and 

An act (S. No. 1064) granting a pension to 
J. W. Cronkite. : 

MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee then resumed its session. 

The question recurred on Mr. Cosurn’s 
motion to strike out the paragraph. 

The committee divided ; and there were— 
ayes thirty, noes not counted. 

Mr. COBURN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Copurn and 
Mr. Braxroy were appointed. 

‘The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes twenty-eight, noes not counted. 

Mr. COBURN. Ido not ask fora farther 
count, 

The CHAIRMAN. There are twenty-eight 
in the affirmative and the balance of the House 
in the negative. [{Laughter.] 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. BEATTY. I move the following: 
Add to line ten hundred and sixty-six the fol- 


lowing: 

And provided further, That the District of Colum- 

bia shall pay one halfof the cost of the said bridge. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise to a point 
of order on that amendment. = 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and Abandoned 
ands: 

For collection and payment of bounty, prize- 
money, and other legitimate claims of colored sol- 
diers and sailors, namely: for salaries of agents and 
clerks ; rents of offices; fuel and lights; stationery 
and printing; office furniture and repairs; mile- 
age and transportation of officers and agents ; tele- 
graphing and postage, $100,000: Provided, That 


+ 


the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and Abandoned 
Lands shali be discontinued from and after June 30, 
1872, and that all agents, clerks, and other em- 
ployés then on duty shall be discharged except 
such as may be retained by the Secretary of War ior 
the purposes of this proviso; and all acts and parts, 
of acis pertaining to the collection and payment of 
bounties or other moneys due to colored soldiers, 
sailors, and marines, or their heirs, shall remain in 
force until otherwise ordered by Congress, the same 
to be carried into effect by the Secretary of War, 
who may employ such clerical force as may be neces- 
sary for the purpose: And provided further, That 
the present Commissionerof the Bureau of Freed- 
men, Refugees, and Abandoned Lands shall be 
granted, under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, such period after June 30, 1872, as may be 


„necessary to enable him to settle all legal claims 


against said bureau, and to perfect tho records 
of the same except such as may be transferred 
hereby; and for the purposes of this proviso the 
sum of $75,000 is hereby appropriated. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I move to 
strike out all after ‘‘purpose’’ in line ten 
hundred and eighty-five, being the last pro- 
viso. Itis to make the transfer absolute and 
immediate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANKS. I offer the following amend- 
ment: $ 

After the word purpose, in line ten hundred and 
eighty-five, add the following: 

And who is hereby authorized to send a special 
officer to Helena, Arkansas, to pay to the soldiers 
of the sixty-third regiment United States colored 
infantry, amounts which may be found due them 
for bounty and back pay. 

Mr. SARGENT. I make the point of 
order on that amendment that it is new legis- 
lation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. : ‘ 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I offer 
the following amendment: 

After $100,000, in line ten hundred and seventy- 
four, add the following: 

And a like sum is hereby appropriated for the 
benefit of white soldiers and sailors. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I make the 
point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out what 
remains of the paragraph, for the purpose of 
saying a few words. have found that this 
bureau, instead of being beneficial to the col- 
ored soldier, is actually an embarrassment to 
him in his claims for back pay and bounty. 
The white soldier finds no such embarrass- 
ment. My experience is that it requires more 
time and Jabor on the part of the friends of 
any colored soldier to secure his rights from 
this bureau, twice told, than it does for a 
white soldier to secure his rights to back pay 
and bounty on the same terms and conditions. 

A case has come to my observation where 
for more than two years efforts were made to 
get payment of claims for bounty allowed by 
the Second Auditor. It took two years of con- 
stant correspondence before asingle fact could 
be elicited. I found it necessary to get the 
records of the Second Auditor’s office, and to 
make repeated applications myself to the 
Freedmen’s Bureau before I could induce 
them to sign the warrant which had been 
issued long before in behalf of the soldier. I 
have no doubt that this has been the case with 
claimants all over the country; and if the 
experience which I had myself in doing busi- 
ness through the Freedmen’s Bureau is gen- 
eral, then I claim that it is simply an obstruc- 
tion to freedmen in obtaining their rights 
rather than an agency to help them. 

Mr. SARGENT, If what the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] states is true to 
its fullest extent it would show at any rate that 
the Government is very weil protected by 
means of this bureau. And the duties now 
proposed to be taken away from the bureau 
and devolved upon the Secretary of War, the 
bureau being thereby abolished, must be per- 
formed by some one. . ; 

Bat there are some factswhich go to modify 
the statements. of the gentleman which are 
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very important. One great difficulty making 
it almost impossible to get at the rights of 
colored claimants is that the names of colored 
men formerly slaves are so much alike; there 
are so many George Washingtons and so many 
other great names all alike, with nothing to 
distinguish one from the other without a care- 
ful sifiing of the evidence. that there is an ele- 
ment of much greater. difficulty in regard to 
the payment of these bounties to colored 
soldiers than any thing that exists in the case 
of white soldiers. 

Then again the white soldiers are intelligent. 
They know their rights and can seek for them 
themselves, without any outside help, whereas 
the colored men cannot read or write, and are 
peculiarly the prey of sharpers; and it has 
been found, in fact, that there is an organiza- 
tion in the South for the very purpose of. prey- 
ing upon colored soldiers and robbing them 
of their pittance. And this organization, 
whose agents infest the Capitol, would get the 
amounts coming to the colored soldiers and 
appropriate them to their own use, without the 
protection of this legislation, which puts a 
eheck upon this by requiring evidence of iden- 
tity of the colored soldier, and that those per- 
sons are his agents. 

I admit that, in consequence of these diffi- 
culties, a little more time may be required to 
settle in a just manner the claims of the col- 
ored soldiers. But the objectthe Government 
has in view, and to be effected by this provis- 
ion proposed to be stricken out, is beneficial 
to the colored soldier. Under this system it 
may takea little longer, but he gets his money 
in the end ; while by the other system he would 
not get it at all, and the Treasury would not 
be protected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman speaks of 
protection to the Treasury. There was acase 
some time ago in which it was shown that pay- 
ments were made on forged papers for two 
colored regiments of Louisiana, It was found 
on examination by a committee organized on 
the motion of Mr. Lincoln, of New York, that 
this Freedmen’s Bureaux was no protection at 
all against fraud. 

T might say with safety that there were two 
entire regiments paid on forged papers, as the 
files of this House will show. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. YOUNG. I move to strike out all after 
the word ‘ provided,” in line ten hundred 
and seventy-four, down to and including the 
word ‘‘ proviso,” in line ten hundred and 
seventy-nine, as follows: . 


That the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and 
Abandoned Lands shall be discontinued from and 
after June 30, 1872, and that all agents, clerks, and 
other employés then on duty shall be discharged, 
except such as may be retained by the Secretary of 
War for the purposes of this proviso. 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That on and'after the passage of this bill the 
Bureau of Freedmen and Abandoned Lands is hereby 
forever discontinued, 

Mr. WALLS. There is one particular reason 
why this amendment should not be adopted. 
It will be remembered by the gentlemen who 
served in the Army in 1863-64 that the colored 
soldiers did not receive the sme pay that white 
soldiers received. 

Mr. YOUNG. This has nothing to do with 
the pay of colored soldiers at all. 

Mr. WALLS. It repeals the bureau through 
which justice has been done to the colored 
man. 

Mr. SARGENT. But it devolves the same 
duties upon other officers. 

Mr. WALLS. Then I have no more to 
say. 

ME COX. I move to amend by striking 
out $100,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
“ $50,000,” and | want to call the attention 
of gentlemen of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to this fact: this $100,000 proposed. to 
be appropriated, I take it, is not intended to 
be a part of the fund.that is to be paid to the 
soldiers. Itis for the purpose of keeping up 
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this bureau, this instrumentality for clerk- 
hire, rent, stationery, &c. Now, I would 
like to know if they propose to abolish the 
bureau, why pay $100,000 for its dying throes? 
Why should it not beat once abolished and 
the papers, &c., turned over to the War De- 
partment at once? That seems to be the sen- 
sible way of closing up the business. I am 
not now discussing whether the bureau was 
good or bad. We have already heard some- 
thing about that. 

A word now as to the first proviso which 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Youye] 
proposes to strike out. I will not say that it 
is bunglingly drawn, but it is very unartist- 
ically drawn. It goes on to say ‘‘that the 
Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and Aban- 
doned Lands shall be discontinued from and 
after June 80, 1872,and that all agents, clerks, 
and other employés then on duty shall be dis- 
charged except such as may be retained.” 
That is a very curious way of discharging per- 
sons, 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman fails to 
read ‘by the Secretary of War for the pur- 
poses of this proviso.” 

Mr. COX. That is for the purpose of keep- 
ing up the bureau. 

Mr. SARGENT. No, sir, for the purpose 
of doing justice both to the Government and 
to the colored soldiers. 

Mr. COX. Well, that is all that the bureau 
is doing now, asthe gentleman knows. 

Mr. SARGENT. I admit that there is no 
necessity for a separate bureau for this pur- 
pose. ‘The original dutiés of this bureau were 
very much larger, but they have been nar- 
rowed down to this, and we think it unneces- 
sary to keep up the bureau for these purposes, 
because the work can be finished up by the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Commit- 
mittee on Appropriations had before them the 
regular estimate for the Freedmen’s Bureau 
as it has been for several years past. They 
were of opinion that it would be better to 
transfer the bureau to the War Department. 
They consulted with the Committee on Freed- 
men’s Affairs, and found that that committee 
had a bill in partial preparation for this pur- 
pose, making the transfer. The Committee on 
Appropriations took that bill, went over it, 
made some amendments in it, and then sent 
to the Secretary of War, asking him to report 
if he could take the business that is now being 
done by the Freedmen’s Bureau, the payment 
of back pay and bounties to the colored sol- 
diers throughout the country, and carry the 
work on with his force inthe Department. He 
sent us back a long letter, which [hold in my 
hand, accompanied by a letter from the Sec- 
ond Auditor, in whose office they were settled, 
setting forth what work is now on hand which 
the bureau has not yet done, and what remains 
to be done, and stating that if we gave him 
the necessary clerical force, whichis provided 
for in this bill, he could take it. 

He suggests in another letter which I have 
here that the transfer to his Department 
should be absolute. The last proviso which 
has just been stricken out on my motion, 
made by authority of the Committee on 
Appropriations, continued the service of the 
present Commissioner of the Freedmen’s 
Bureau. The Secretary of War said he would 
prefer that the transfer should. be made abso- 
lutely, and he could detail any officers of the 
Army he should choose to carry on the work. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] says this continues this work for 


twelve months. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ‘The gentle- 
man from Ohio” says nothing of the sort. 
It continues it until the 30th day of June next, 
and no longer. The payment of bounty, of 
back pay, and all that belongs to this matter, 
are turned over absolutely to the War Depart- 


ment. 
Mr. COX. Why do you want $100,000, 


enough to pay a hundred men a-year at a 
$1,000 each? l 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. To pay the 
obligations already incurred in. the bureau. 
I call attention to the documents from the 
War Department.to which I have referred. 
The documents are as follows: : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
R Secor AoD on a Orrick, April 24, 1872. 
IR: Your letter of the 12th instant, stating that a 

bill H. R. 1359, providing for tho abolishment of the 
Freedmen’s Bureau, and for continuing in force all 
acts pertaining to the collection and payment of 
bounties, &c., due colored soldiers or their heirs, to be 
carried into effect by the Secretary of War, had been 
referred to your Department by the Committee on 
Freedmen’s Affairs, and inviting suggestions upon 
the expediency of transferring that portion of the 
Freedmen’s Bureau to this office, has been received, 

In reply, I have the honor to state that from the 
examination and settlement of the claims of 
colored soldiers, or their heirs, I bave long since 
been convinced of the utility and necessity of some 
such a system as that organized by the Freedmen’s 
Bureau. Since the commencement of the settlement 
of claims under tho joint operation of the Freed- 
men’s Bureau and this office there have been. ad- 
justed over seventy thousand claims, and about 
fifteen million dollars disbursed; here have 
been rejected for different causes about twenty 
thousand cases, many of which, however, may be 
received and settled, leaving at present in the: files 
awaiting initial or final action about thirteen thou- 
sand claims, which will involve a disbursement of 
not less than two million dollars. The difficulty 
of reacbing by mail persons generally so illiterate 
and obscure, seldomresident near a post office and 
so little likely to be known toa postmaster: the 
chaotic character of the social and domestic relations 
of the colored race while in a state of slavery, which 
renders it often an extremely difficult and delicate 
matter to decide between several contesting parties; 
the irregularities permitted in respect to marriage, 
the long separation of near relativesin many cases, 
and the general credulity with which the race is apt 
to listen to the proposals of a sharper, render it 
almost impossible to attempt to settle this class of 
claims without far greater precaution and checks 
than are required in the case of white soldiers, 
It has been the uniform experience of the office 
that for the prevention and detection of fraud, 
the proper identific.:ion of claimants, and their 
protection, not only against the chicanery of unseru- . 
pulous parties, but their own ignorance, there ig 
needed some kind of an organization that can deal 
directly with the claimants themselves. This is 
impossible for the officials of the Treasury to do 
in their capacity as accounting officers, from the 
technical limitation and definition of their duties 
by statute, the lack of any appropriation from which 
to pay the agents who must be omployed on such 
service, the absence of any authorized mode of 
extending such agencies over a large extent of 
country, and the nature of the service itself, which 
appears to be foreign to the purposes for which an 
accounting bureau is created. From the fact that 
numerous attempts at fraud have been prevented 
before fruition, and that committed frauds have in 
many instances becn detected and dishonest parties 
brought to punishment through the coöperation of 
the bureau, it is shown that a well organized system 
for investigations of this kind, be it attached to 
what Department of the Government it may, is abso- 
lutely necessary ; and in fact it bas been found that 
such investigations are more likely tobe uninfluenced 
by local considerations than when made by persons 
constantly resident at the place of investigation. 
And in the absecce of the bureau as it was no 
branch of the Government appears, by its central- 
ization of power, the number and wide distribution 
of its officials, their general intelligence and fidel- 
ity, and their immediate responsibility to headquar- 
ters, so well fitted tor a work of this kind as the one 
indicated in the bill. I therefore earnestly express 
the belief that the true interests of both claimants 
and the Government require that the investigation 
with reference to the settlement and payment of 
such claims shall be made by the War Department. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

E. B. FRENCH, Auditor. 


To the SECRETARY OF WAR. 


WAR DEPARTMENT. 
WASHINGTON City, Apri? 26, 1872. 

Sır: In reply to your reference of the bill H. R. 
1359, proposing the abolishment of the Bureau 
of Refugees, Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands for 
the views of this Department thereupon, I have the 
honor to report as follows: i z 

The bill which provides for the discontinuance 
of the bureau proposes to require tbe continuance 
of the work now performed under its auspices, under 
the authority of the several acts relating to the col- 
lection and payment of bounties and other moneys 
duc to colored soldiers, sailors, or marines, their 
heirs, &c., under the direction of the War Depart- 
ment, and appropriates $100,000 for the purpose of 
enabling the present Commissioner to settle ail legal 
claims against said bureau, and to perfect its ree- 
ords, except such as may be transferred under the 
provision requiring the Secretary of War to settle 
the claims referred to. It is believed that the-inter- 
ests of the Government would be best subserved by 
requiring all the business of the bureau and ‘2 ite 
records to be immediately transferred to the Secre- 
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tary, of. War, for settlement and arrangement under 
his immediate supervision. | , 

The following is an. itemized estimate of the 
amount required to settle the affairs of the bureau, 
as prepared by the Gommissioner, and to the ex- 
planatory remarks following each item attention is 
respectfully invited: 

Twenty-five thousand dollars for the payment of 
amounts plodged for the construction of the follow- 
ing-named school buildings, namely: 


For Leland University, New Orleans... 


For Berea College, Berea, Kentucky... 000 
For orphan asylum, Helena, Arkansas.... s... - 2,000 
For normal school, Chattanooga, Tennessee, 1.000 
For high school, Augusta, Georgia........ 5,000 


For high school, Washington, North Carolina, 1,200 


For school, Chesterfield, South Carolina........ 600 
Por school, Mount Pleasant, Maryland 250 
: Eorschool, Hyattsville, Maryland... 300 
For school, Camp Nelson, Kentucky.. 181 

“MPObOL escini rreren ains assa iia 20,400 


The above institutions were promised the sums 
named by the Commissioner of the bureau as aid in 
the construction of school buildings. Assistance 
Was extended to many similar institutions from the 
appropriations for the past fiscal year, which, how- 
ever, were found to be too limited to justify the ful- 
fillment of the promises made to thoseabove named. 
No legal contract was made with any of these col- 
Jeges, or obligation other than a moral one assumed, 
putit is understood that some of them, relying upon 
this promise, have commenced the construction of 
thoir school buildings, and are now unable to pro- 
ceed for want of funds. a 

Fifty thousand dollars for deficiencies for current 
expenses of the bureau for the present fiscal year. 

At the time this estimate was made the bureau 
was in full operation. Since then all business of 
paying bounties has been stopped, all offices out- 
side of that at Washington closed, and if the busi- 
ness of the bureau is not resumed this estimate can 
be reduced to $25,000. This suspension of the work 
of the bureau is, however, a great wrong to the 
colored soldiers, and if continued would cause a 
heavy loss to the Government by destruction of its 
defenses against fraudulent claims, In this connec- 
tion attention is invited to the accompanying com- 
munication trom the Second Auditor of tho Treas- 
ury, which will partially illustrate the importance 
of the work now suspended. 

Ten thousand dollars for payment of officers and 
clerks while engaged in putting the records in order 
for future reference. 

There aro now but two regular clerks employed 
by the bureau, and some three or four others on 
half duty. These are students at tho university. 
Until within a year and a balf, when appropria- 
tions were reduced, the records were generally kept 
up; but reduction of clerical force became neces- 
sary, and thoy have been falling behind ever since, 

Ten thousand dollars for settloment of transport- 
ation accounts and accounts for subsistence stores 
not yet examined. 

Large numbers of transportation and subsistence 
accounts which have been sent to the bureau from 
the Quartermaster Genueral’s office and subsistence 
olfice are ponding unsettled, and this item is for 
their settlement. It is believed that the whole 
amount of the estimate will bo required. i 

Threo thousand dollars for ofice rent, fuel, lights, 
and stationery. 

The records oceupy quite a number of large rooms 
upand down stairs in the university building, 
and are partially arranged for access for reference. 
A building will be required to contain thom, Rent 
is now being paid for the rooms at present occu- 


pied. 

Might hundred dollars for transportation of rec- 
ords from outside offices to Washington. 

All outside offices being closed, (as now ordered,) 
the records are to bo sont to Washington, and this 
amount is estimated for their transportation. The 
final accounts of many officers have been received, 
while others are still delayed, but in the great 
majority of instances the records have not been 
transmitted to Washington. ese 

With the foregoing remarks the bill is respectfully 
returned to the committee. 

- Very respectfully, your obediont sorvant, 
WM. W. BELKNAP, 
Seerctary of War, 
Hon, J, A. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on Appro- 
priations, House of Representatives, 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Wasnineron City, May 22, 1872. 

Sır: Ihave the honor to request your attention 
to that part of the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making ap- 
propriation for sundry civil expenses for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873, which relates to the Freed- 
mons Bureau. ` 

The paragraph in question first appropriates 
$100,000 for collection and payment of claims, sal- 
aries of employés, and other items, and then pro- 
vides: “that the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, 
and Abandoned Lands be discontinued from and 
after June 30, 1872, and that all agents, clerks, and 
other employés then on duty shall be discharged, 
except such as may be retained by the Secretary of 
War for the purposes of this proviso.” 

The purposes of this proviso seem to me to be 
elearly the discontinuance of the Freedmen’s Bureau 
as such by the 30th of Juno; and the retention of 
clerks and employés alluded to in the proviso is for 
the purpose of winding up its affairs by the Secre- 
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tary of War. But then follows this clause: “and 
ali acts and parts of acts pertaining to the collection 
and payment of bounties or other moneys due to 
colored soldiers, sailors, marines, or their heirs, shall 
remain in force until otherwise ordered by Congress, 
the same to be carried into effect by the Secretary 
of War, who may employ such clerical force as may 
be necessary for the purpose.” i 

Taking the two parts of this proviso together, it 
would appear that the intention of the bill is, first, 
to wind up the affairs of the Freedmen’s Bureau as 
such; and, second, to transfer its duties in carrying 
out the laws of Congress in regard to bounties of 
colored soldiers, &c., to the Secretary of War, and 
for this purpose permitting him to use the $100,000 
appropriated, . 

But there is a second proviso as follows: “And 
provided further, That the present Commissioner of 
the Bureau of Frecdmen, Refugees, and Abandoned 
Lands shall be granted, under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, such period after June 30, 1872, 
as may be necessary to enable him to settle all legal 
claims against said bureau, and to perfect the records 
of thesame exceptsuch as may be transferred hereby; 
and for the purposes of this proviso the sum of 
$75,060 is hereby appropriated.” 

This proviso still continues the present Commis- 
sioner of the bureau for an indefinite period, for the 
purpose of settling claims against the bureau and 
perfecting its records, and for this purpose $75,000 is 
appropriated. 7 

f it is the desire of Congress to transfer to the 
Secretary of War the duties now performed by the 
Freedmen’s Bureau, I am of the belief that that 
desire would bo more effectively carried out by re- 
lieving the present Commissioner from its charge 
altogether, and placing the whole matter without 
reserve in the hands of the Secretary of War. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WM. W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. J. A. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on Appro- 
priations, House of Representatives, 


(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX. I will withdraw my amendment. 
I move another améndment, to reduce the 
appropriation to $30,000. I want to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] to the fact that there must be at 
least a hundred men or more employed. Who 
are they? Are they agents to go down South 
during the coming presidential contest, or are 
they clerksto be retained here? Ifthis bureau 
is to be kept up for a year or more, where are 
these men to be employed? 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In the War 
Department. 

Mr. COX. Why do you want $100,000 or 
a hundred men? What are they to do? 


The Second Auditor is bound by law to attend 
to all this business, and he has a force for that 
purpose, and a large appropriation is made 
for that force. J will adhere to my original 
motion, made in good faith, to reduce this 
appropriation to $50,000. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have reduced the ap- 
propriation more than seventy-five thousand 
dollars from the estimates. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] wants to 
know what is the object of this $100,000. 
The Second Auditor gave the committee to 
understand that there were ten thousand 
soldiers still unpaid, and it is necessary to 
have this $100,000, not to pay the soldiers, 
but to pay those who pay the soldiers, 

Mr, COX. . The gentleman misapprehends 
me ; this $100,000 is not for the pay of soldiers. 
eat BUTLER, of Tennessee, {understand 
that. 

Mr. COX, Well, go on then. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. Whenever a 
certificate is issued for the benefit of the colored 
soldier it goes to the bureau, and they send 
it to their agents at some point in the State 
where he resides, there being but two or three 
points in each State for that purpose. There 
are but three points designated in my State, 
Memphis, Nashville, and Knoxville. The 
agent, when he gets the certificate, has to go 
from one to three hundred miles to hunt up the 
colored soldier and pay him his money, Ae- 
cording to the estimates, $100,000 is not half 
enough for the purpose. Still the committee 
for the present are satisfied with that amount. 
The colored soldiers who livein the free States 
have been paid as white soldiers; their checks 
and certificates go directly to them. But in 


regard to colored soldiers in the States lately 
slave States, the checks and certificates go to 
the bureau, and they are paid through the 
agentsofthe bureau. This $100,000is to pay 
the expenses of those agents while hunting up 
the soldiers and paying them their money. 

Mr. YOUNG. lask avote on my amend- 
ment. It does not interfere at all with the 
payment of bounty to the colored soldier, and 
does not seek to deprive him ofit. The propo- 
sition in the bill is to keep up this Freedmen’s 
Bureau, which should no longer exist, 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question will 
be upon the amendment moved by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Cox,] to strike out 
“ $100,000” and to insert ‘* $50,000.” 

The question was taken ; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 72, noes 64. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 
. Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD, of 
Ohio, and Mr. Youne were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 80, noes 81. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Youne, which was read as 
follows : 

Strike from the paragraph, after the word “pro~ 
vided,” the following: 

That the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and 
Abandoned Lands shall be discontinued from and 
after June 80, 1872, and that all agents, clerks, and 
other employés then on duty shall be discharged, 
except such as may be retained by the Secretary of 
War for the purposes of this proviso. 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Thaton and after the passage of this act the Bureau 
of Freedmen and Abandoned Lands is hereby for- 
ever discontinucd. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make a point 
of order on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is too late. The 
amendment was offered some fifteen minutes 
ago, and has been quite fully discussed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I heard it just 
now for the first time. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the 
amendment, there were—ayes 58, noes 70. 

Mr. YOUNG called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Youne, and 
Mr. GarrieL of Ohio, were appointed. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 75, noes 77. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. COX. I move to strike out the words 
‘fone hundred ” and insert “sixty,” so as to 
make the appropriation $60,000. 

*Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say, 
if the Democratic members of this House do 
not want the Government to pay the debts due 
to the colored soldiers of this country let 
them go on the record. 

Mr. COX. This appropriation is not to pay 
the colored soldiers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has nothing to do with 
that matter. It is an appropriation to main- 
tain a number of unnecessary officials. 

Mr. MORGAN made some remarks which 
were not audible at the reporter’s desk, in 
consequence of the loud and continued rap- 
ping of the Chairman’s gavel. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Morea] is out of order. He has 
not the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Neither had my colleague 
[Mr GARFIELD] the floor by right. I simply 
said—— 

The CHAIRMAN, (rapping loudly.) The 
gentleman is out of order. 

Mr.COX. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD} who has charge of this appropri- 
ation bill cannot complain of any interrup- 
tions, however excited, because he struck 
into my time to interject something political 
in connection with this question. I say to 
him that there is no political. motive on our 
part. whatever, except. the apprehension that 
this money may possibly. be used as similar 
appropriations have heretofore been used. It 
| can be proved that the money of the people, 
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expended through the Freedmen’s Bureau, and 
other bureaus, has been used to carry elee- 
tions ; and men now sit on the other side of 
the House by the agency of the money of the 
people whom we represent. 

We do not propose to deprive the colored sol- 
dier of his dues. That was a beautiful intima- 
tion for the gentleman to make; for he knows 
that not one dollar of this: appropriation of 
$100,000 is to go to the soldier. It goes to 
the harpy who preys upon the soldier. It goes 
to the men who, as the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [ Mr, Butter] said awhile ago, do the 
work of hunting up the colored soldiers—not 
always for the best purposes. ‘The intimation 
thrown out by the gentleman from Ohio im- 
pugning the character and probity of this side 
of the House upon a measure of this kind 
was unwarranted and uncalled for, and un- 
worthy of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In the first place I 
did not take the floor in the gentieman’s time, 
for he did not show any disposition to speak. 
I now risein my own time; if there is any ques- 
tion on that subject. I call:theHouse to wit- 
ness that the Committee on Appropriations 
have brought no political topic in here. 

Mr. COX. We have not either. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have never, 
as the chairman of that committee, alluded to 
polities until this occasion. 

I call the attention of the House to another 
fact. So much having been said, whether 
justly or unjustly, against the Freedmen’s 
Bureau, the Committee on Appropriations has 
been desirous to close up the affairs of that 
bureau absolutely and finally, and against some 
opposition, against many objections and mis- 
givings of men on this side of the House, 
and without regard to party polities or party 
feelings, the Committee on Appropriations 
have thought it wise and best that whatever 
remains of the Freedmen’s Bureau with all its 
obligations, orto the payments to the colored 
soldier, should be transferred to the War De- 
partment, where its administration will be 
under the sanction of military trials for any- 
body who may not do right and justice in pay- 
ing the dues of colored soldiers, and settling up 
the remaining obligations of the bureau. I say 


in that the Committee on Appropriations have’ 


acted for the whole country, and without any 
regard whatever to political influence or ap- 
peals. We comein here having cut down the 
estimates sent to us by the Department nearly 
one hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. MORGAN. It could and ought to have 
been cut down $9,000,000. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Ohio is out of order. 

Mr. SARGENT. We have the advantage 
of never hearing what he says, his voice is 
so peculiar, or for some other cause. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We have cut 
down the estimates $100,000 for this purpose. 
We have guarded this by all the means in our 
power. We do not believe it wise to say from 
the passage of this bill, without regard to the 
fiscal.year, there should be au absolute stop- 
page, as the amendment moved on the other 
side of the House provides, so that all the 
payment should cease the moment the Presi- 
dént approved of this bill. We provided it 
should be at the end of the fiscal year, about 
five or six weeks hence. Now, with all this 
done on our part, gentlemen on the other side 
have moved to abolish it the moment the bill 
passes, and thus cut off absolutely the pay- 
ments being made to the soldiers and sailors 
or to any of those colored troops. 

Mr. COX. That is not true. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentle- 
man from Ohio has expired, and no further 
debate is in order, 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out the last 


word. 
The CHAIRMAN, That amendment.isnot 
in order. 
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Mr. HALE. Then I move to increase the 
appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is in 
order. ` 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Clerk to read the 
paragraph as it will stand if the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox} 
be agreed to. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PBuroan of Refugees, Freedmen, and Abandoned 
ands: 

For collection and payment of bounty, prize- 
money, and other legitimate claims of colored sol- 
diers and sailors, namely: For salaries of agents and 
clerks; rents of offices; fuel and lights; stationery 
and printing; office furniture and repairs, mileage 
and transportation of officers and agents; telegraph- 
ing and postage, $60,000. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend that amend- 
ment, and on that I propose a few words. 

The CHAIRMAN. How does the gentle- 
man propose to amend it? 

Mr. HALE. I move to increase the appro- 
priation to $99,000. 

Mr. Chairman, the committe should under- 
stand, if it does not, the position of the subject- 


‘matter of this appropriation reported by the 


Committee on Appropriations. The $100,000 
reported by the committee is for the collection 
and payment of bounty and prize-money, and 
all other legitimate claims on the part of col- 
ored soldiers and sailors. It is what is due 
them. The proposition is simply to carry out 
in good faith the payment to the colored sol- 
diers and sailors of what is due them. With- 
out this money to put it into operation it can- 
not be done, and these men will remain with- 
out the money that is due them. Now we 
come here, and the committee, as the chair- 
man has stated, cut down this bureau and 
rovided for it ceasing as soon as practicable, 
ut it has here provided there shall be ma- 
chinery continued in force to pay the colored 
soldier and sailor what is due. Gentlemen on 
the other side of the House tise up in a body 
to oppose it, and have brought amendment 
after amendment here to make the whole in- 
operative, and to leave the colored soldier or 
sailor without the money which is his due. If I 
could have had my way I would have theother 
side to carry their amendment, and then I 
would go to the House and put them on rec- 
ord by the yeas and nays that they are opposed 
to it after this side of the House is willing the 
Freedmen’s Bureau shall be brought to a head 
in proper time and ended by the War Depart- 
ment. I would be glad to have them put 
upon the record whether they are in favor of 
striking out this appropriation or not. 

The committee believe, on fair investiga- 
tion, that $100,000 is not too much for the ma- 
chinery of paying what is due. It has noth- 
ing to do with the future. Itis simply a plain 
question of paying what is owing to these peo- 
ple. And I say again that. if gentlemen on 
the other side succeed in striking that out, we 
will have a vote on it in the House by yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. YOUNG. Idesire to say, and I believe 
that in saying so I am speaking for this [the 
Democratic] side of the House, we are willing 
to pay these soldiers their bounty. But it is 
just this particular machinery that we do not 
want to pay for. 

Mr. HALE. - I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. MeNEELY. I move to amend the 
amendment, by making the appropriation 
$55,000. 

I will always, Mr. Chairman, vote for carry- 
ing out all the laws and paying all the obliga- 
tions of this Government, no matter what they 
may be. I think that all bounties and every- 
thing of that sort should be honestly and 
promptly paid, no matter whether the recipi- 
ents be colored or white. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to 
make appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1873; and this paragraph contains 
a proviso that this bureau shall end on the 
30th June, 1872. This appropriation bill is 
for the carrying on of the Government and 


paying the expenses for the purposes: hero. 
spécified, between the 30th June, 1872, and 
the 30th June, 1873. If, then, yon propose 
to abolish this burean, if. you propose to stop 
its machinery on the 80th of June, 1872, why 
do you propose an appropriation of $100,000 
to carry on that machinery forthe year end- 
ing June 80, 1873? This is not a deficiency 
bill. It is not to pay what is already due. It 
is to meet expenses which will be incurred 
between the 80th June, 1872, and the 30th 
June, 1873. You thus propose to continue 
this appropriation a year after the machiner: 

is stopped. ` 

I offered a bill in the last Congress pro- 
posing just what this proviso does, that this 
entire matter should be turned over to the 
War Department ; that colored soldiers should 
be paid precisely as white soldiers are paid. 
That is what ought to be done, and all this 
machinery ought to be stopped. 

I do not propose to answer the remarks of 
a political nature made by gentlemen on the 
other side. I know that their object isto retain 
as much of the colored vote as possible in the 
coming campaign. I do notknow that Ihave 
done anything to entitle me peculiarly to that 
vote, and I have therefore nothing to say on 
that subject. But I wish to say this, that if 
this machinery is to stop on the 380th of next 
month, I would like to know why we should 
appropriate $100,000 for that purpose? . That 
ig enough to carry on the machinery for a 

ear. Í would be willing to appropriate 
$50,000, but I cannot see the necessity of 
‘appropriating $100,000. ` : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. McNerity} has made a 
point which deserves a very specific answer, 
which I will give if the committee will hear 
me for a moment, 

The gentleman asks, why retain this ma- 
chinery? Why not turn it all over tothe War 
Department without conditions and without 
appropriation? I answer the gentleman, and 
in proof of what I say I refer him to the 
papers sentto the Clerk’s desk and made part 
of my remarks, the letter of the Secretary of 
War and the letter of the Auditor of the 
Treasury, who is charged with the settlement 
of these accounts; that these accounts are 
peculiar; thatit is very difficult to identify the 
colored soldiers in consequence of the simi- 
larity of names, and the mode of disbursing 
this money, which is very different, and must 
necessarily in the nature of things be different 
from the mode of disbursing money to white 
soldiers. 

Mr. M¢NEELY. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
moment, ; 

Now, therefore, by this bill we turn over to 
the War Department on the 80th day of June 
next the machinery necessary for settling up 
ali the remaining accounts; and therefore 
we make the appropriation necessary to carry 
on the machinery. But it ig all to be done 
under the orders and supervision of the Secre- 
tary of War and paid through the regular offi- 
cers of the Government. That is my answer. 
I yield now to the gentleman from Illinois for 
a question. 

Mr. MeNEELY. Do I understand the 
gentleman to say that he proposes to retain all 
the machinery now existing under the form 
of the Freedmen’s Bureau, but simply to turn 
it over to the War Department? In other 
words, instead of carrying on the business 
under the Commissioner of the Freedmen’s 
parean to carry it on under the Secretary of 

ar? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The office of 
the Commissioner of the bureau is abolished, 
and the bureau is abolished, but the method 
of the payment of the colored soldiers: in the 
southern States and the elerks-—— > a 

Mr. McNEELY. And all the machinery? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.” Listen to me. 


Not at this 
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The clerks that must be employed to keep the 
accounts, the necessary force that transact the 
clerical business, if you call that machinery— 
that much of the machinery is transferred to 
the War Department to finish the work. 

Mr. McNHEELY. Then this does not 
abolish the Freedmen’s Bureau ? 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 

d 


oes. : 
Mr. HOLMAN. I. believe it is in order to 
strike out the pending section and offer a sub- 
stitute for it? . 

The CHAIRMAN. Not so long as there 
are two amendments pending. 

The question was taken on Mr. MeNEELY’S 

amendment to the amendment, and it was dis- 
agreed to. 
. Mr. HIBBARD. I move to amend the 
paragraph by reducing the appropriation to 
$70,000, and my object is to ascertain the 
facts, for if I am to vote on this question I 
desire to know what I am voting on. Now, 
my understanding has been that no part of 
this sum was for the payment of soldiers, but 
that all of it was for doing the business of pay- 
ing them, and I call upon the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Hau, ] who has alluded to that 
subject, to inform the House if it is correct, 
as | understood him to say, that a portion of 
this money is for the soldiers, and if so what 
portion is for the soldiers. I yield the remain- 
der of my time to him to answer. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman misunderstood 
me. J stated that this appropriation was 
simply to pay for the machinery by which the 
bounty and back pay due the colored soldier 
ean reach him. 


Mr. HIBBARD. I withdraw the amend- 


ment. i 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move to strike out the 
paragraph and to insert in lieu thereof what I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first 
upon perfecting the section by the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. IT hope my substitute will 
be adopted. i 

The Clerk read the substitute as follows: 

That theBureau of Refugoos, Froedmon, and Aban- 
doned Lands shall be discontinued from and after 
June 30, 1872, and all omployés, except such clerks 
as may be retained by theScoretary of War for clos- 
ing up the accounts of said bureau, shall be then 
discharged, and the sum necessary to pay the sala- 
ries of such clerks is heroby appropriated; and all 
acts and parts of acts pertaining to the collection 
and payment of bounties, or other monoys due to 
colored soldiers, sailors, and marines, or their heirs, 
shall romain in force until otherwise ordered by 
Congress, the same to be carried into effect by the 
Scoretary of War, who may employ such clerical 
force as may be necessary for the purpése. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say a word 
upon that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order until 
the question be taken on the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken on Mr. Cox’s amend- 
ment, to reduce the appropriation to $60,000 ; 
and there were—ayes 66, noes 72. 

Mr. COX. . I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now offer my substitute, 
and I ask the Clerk to read the paragraph 
which I send up, from the act of last year mak- 
ing appropriations for the present fiscal year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


,_ Bureau for Refugees and Abandoned Lands: 

“For collection and payment of bounties, prize- 
money, and otherlegitimate claims of colored soldiers 
and sailors, for salaries of agents and clerks, rent 
of offices, fuel and lights, stationery and printing, 
for furniture and repairing, mileage and transport- 
ation of officers and agents, telegraphing and post- 
age, $37,500. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Now, I wish to state a 
few propositions about which there is no dis- 
pute. This paragraph has nothing to do with 
the payment of back pay and bounty to the 
colored soldiers. There is a separate appro- 
priation made for the pay and bounty of sol- 
diers without reference to color, This para- 


Certainly it 


H 


graph applies only to the payment of persons 
employed by the bureau. An appropriation 
of $87,500 was made for this purpose for the 
carrent fiscal year, and is now being expended, 
and it has not- been said that a deficiency has 
occurred in that appropriation, so that if the 
bureau is discontinued on the 30th day of June 
next there is not a dollar to be appropriated 
except for the pay of such clerks as may be 
retained by the Secretary of War. 

I therefore submit. that it is impossible to 
explain, and no attempt has yet been success- 
fully made to explain, why any sum of money 
should be appropriated beyond what is neces- 
sary for the clerks that may be retained after 
the 80th day of June next; and I have pro- 
vided for them in the substitute I have offered. 
The trouble is that this $100,000 does not 
seem to be required for the purpose. It is 
not for the pay of soldiers; if it was L would 
not raise my voice against it. It is not to pay 
bounty to soldiers, because that, as every one 
knows, is paid out of the appropriations made 
for the purpose. This $100,000 is for expend- 
itures during the next fiscal year ; it is not for 
a deficiency; it is not to be expended at ali 
during the present year. Does any gentleman 
say that for the additional clerical force which 
will be required by the War Department for 
this purpose the sum of $100,000 is necessary ? 
Certainly not; for $87,500 was the entire 
appropriation made last year for the present 
fiscal year. It is therefore clear that this 
$100,000 is unnecessary for the purpose. 

Mr. PERCE. I desire to say a word or two 
in reference to the law of last year, which has 
been read by the Clerk at the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Houman.] An- 
nually an attack has been made upon this 
bureau ever since it was in existence by the 
Democratic side of this House. Last year they 
succeeded in cutting the appropriations down 
so low that the head of the bureau, in order 
to keep within the appropriation, bas been 
obliged form time to time to discharge portions 
of his force, till now, inthe State of Mississippi, 
where there is due to colored soldiers over 
$100,000 by way of bounty, there is no agent 
to pay it to them, and they are lying out of 
money which is due them. Becausethe appro- 
priations were so small, made so small by the 
resistance of members on the other side of tha 
House last year, those soldiers are to day 
going without what is their due. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This $100,000 is not for a 
deficiency. 

Mr. PERCE. I understand that, because 
the head of the bureau was too honest to go 
on and expend money when his appropriation 
was exhausted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then what is this for? 
Itis not for paying the amount due the sol- 


diers. : 5 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. Itis because 
the colored soldiers in the South are not paid 
in the same manner that soldiers in the North 
are. 

The question was then taken upon the sub- 
stitute moved by Mr. Hotman; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 76, noes 94. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and 
Mr. SARGENT were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported that there were—ayes 61, noes 89, 

So the substitute was not agreed to. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend the pending paragraph by striking out 
$100,000 `° and inserting ‘‘ $80,000.” The 
attempt has been made upon the other side of 
the House to charge upon this side opposition 
to the colored soldiers. Nothing could be 
further from the truth than such a charge. 
There is no opposition to the soldier receiv- 
ing his bounty and pay; there is no opposi- 
tion to doing the amplest and fullest justice to 
the soldier, whether white or black. But the 
House and the country. must remember that 


bounty. 


not a dollar of this appropriation. is for the 
soldier. It is all for the middle-men, the offi- 
cials, the hangers-on, the men who feed and 
fatten upon what should go to the soldier— 
upon what stops in their hands between the 
Government and the soldier. 

Now, I want to state another fact. Ifa 
soldier living in. Pennsylvania desires to make 
application to the Government for his bounty 
he does it through an agent, and he must pay 
that agent out of the bounty which he receives. 
But if the colored soldier living in Missis- 
sippi or Alabama makes application for the 
same bounty, for the same service, to the same 
Government, the Government is asked to pay 
the fee for collecting his bounty, while in 
Pennsylvania the white soldier pays the fee 
out of the $100 bounty allowed him. 

Mr. WALLS. The gentleman is mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. This appro- 
priation is made for that very purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. Not for that 
purpose. 

Mr. MOREY. The gentleman is mistaken 
in regard to that. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
purpose is it made, then? 

Mr. MOREY. I know that the colored 
soldier pays out of his bounty ten dollars’ fee 
to the private agent who presents his claim. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. If that is 
the case, and the Government then pays for 
carrying the money to the soldier, what is the 
private attorney paid for? It is double pay 
for the same service. 

I ask the 


For what 


Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee. 
gentleman whether the agent pays the white 
soldier his money? 

Mr. SPEER of Pennsylvania. Ten dollars 
of the white soldier’s bounty are deducted by 
the Government and paid over to the attorney, 
and the remaining ninety dollars are sent to 
the white soldier. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. Who sends 
tit to him? 

Mr. ‘SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. The Gov- 


ernment also sends the colored soldier his 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. How much 
does the Government send out of the $100? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. The same 
aa it sends to the white soldier—ninety dollars, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Then, if the 
Government deducts ten dollars from the pay 
of the colored soldier, why does it need this 
appropriation of $100,000 to pay the expense 
of sending in each case the ninety dollars to 
the colored soldier? 

Mr. PERCE. It is to pay the agent. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. For carry- 
ing the ninety dollars to the soldier? 

Mr. PERCE. No, air. 

Mr. McKEE. If the gentleman will allow 
me to explain, the difference is this: the 
Government under the law pays the bounty 
directly to the colored soldier, so that there 
shall be no opportunity to cheat him. . 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. What does 
the Government do with the ten dollars that it 
deducts from the bounty of the colored soldier? 

Mr. McK ER. It is paid to the attorney who 
puts the claim through. But there has been 
so much cheating in reference to the bounties 
of colored soldiers that the Government does 
not allow the attorney to receive and pay over 
the money. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Very well; 
then the Government recognizes the private 
attorney and his services so far as to retain ten 
dollars to be paid over to him, and yet it says 
he is a scoundrel not to be trusted with the 
bounty, and sends its own agent down to pay 
it to the colored soldier. ° 

Mr. McKEE. The reason is this—- 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Is not that 
the fact? 
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Mr. MeKEE. The reason of the provision 
of law. with reference to paying the bounties of 
colored soldiers is that generally the coloréd 
soldier cannot read. or write, and does not 
know to what paper he puts his mark; hence, 
he can be easily cheated. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Who cheats 
hin? If the Government itself sends the 
colored soldier the bounty, must he not be 
cheated by the agents of the Government—the 
agents of the Freedmen’s Bureau? 

Mr. McKEE. No, sir; by the attorney or 
claim agent. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. If the 
claim agent never gets control of the money, 
how is he able to cheat.anybody? 

Mr. PERCE. The- gentleman is not will- 
ing that an appropriation shall be made to pay 
the agents of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. There istoo much con- 
fusion in the Hall. Gentlemen standing will 
take their seats. : 

Mr. MAYNARD. I think the gentleman, 
from Pennsylvania had better go to the De- 
partment and get some information on this 
subject. He will then be able to discuss it 
intelligently. ` 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. What was 
that remark of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. MayxarD?)] I did not hear it. If he 
made a remark that is to go into the Globe I 
want to hear it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. It need not go into the 
Globe. 

Mr. SPEER, of' Pennsylvania. I am in- 
formed that the gentleman directed my atten- 
tion to the Treasury Department, or perhaps 
be would have me go to the Freedmen’s 
Bureau. I suppose, however, that if I would 

o to the courts of Tennessee I would have a 
etter chance of getting the information to 
which he refers in. regard to the collection of 
bounties. . I think that the modus operandi as 
to the payment of bounties might be better 
ascertained in the courts of Tennessee than at 
any of the Departments. 

Mr. MAYNARD. What I said (and I said 
jt in no unkind spirit) was that if the gentle- 
man would get from the Department the 
details of the workings of this matter it would 
save us a good deal of trouble in imparting 
information, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The remark 
was made in a low tone of voice, and I did 
not understand it. I thought it was intended 
for the Globe without reaching my ear. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Oh, no. I did not in- 
tend it for the Globe or for the gentleman ; it 
wasa remark made merely to some of the 
gentlemen near me. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, I have no 
prejudice against the colored soldier, I want 
to do him justice. I desire that he shall be. 
treated precisely as white soldiers are treated ; 
that he shall get every dollar of bounty to 
which he is entftled. But if the Government 
deducts ten dollars from the bounty of the 
colored soldier and pays it to an attorney for 
collecting it, Isay itis a fraud upon the people 
to turn round and pay somebody else for 
doing what the Government had already paid 
the attorney for doing. I say that is wrong, 
and the appropriation of $100,000 for the pur- 
pose I think is unjustifiable on any principles 
of common. honesty I can conceive of or any 
principles of public policy which should govern 
this House. .. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, perhaps 1 
do not understand this question as well as 
those gentlemen who have been discussing it 
on the other side, and it may be a little ven- 
turesome on my part to presume to make an 
explanation of the law which seems so hard 
for them to comprehend and interpret. If I 
am not at fault, the appropriation asked for in 
this bill of $100,000 for the purpose of pro- 
gressively, closing up the business of this 
bureau is certainly not an extravagant. appro- 


priation. A portion of this money. is to be 
used for the purpose of paying the Govern- 
ment agents who may be sent out to find legal 
claimants for bounty or prize-money, or other 
legitimate claims of the colored soldiers. It 
is necessary.that these agents should have their 
expenses paid, and consequently that is pro- 
vided for in this bill. It is also necessary that 
they should have offices properly furnished 
with stationery, fuel, and light; consequently 
these are included in this appropriation. We 
propose that these agents shall perform cer- 
tain work, and be paid therefor, all of which 
is comprised in this appropriation of $100,000. 
The duty of the agent, who is thus paid for 
his services, is to visit in person parts or 
sections of our country for the purpose of 
finding out those colored soldiers who have 
made applications to the Department for their 
bounty, or who, for the want of information, 
have failed to apply as the law directs, and after 
satisfying himself as to the right-of the claimant 
or claimants, he gives the necessary instruc- 
tions, and reports to the Department. If the 
claim is found correct a check is remitted to 
the claimant, and he is in this manner paid 
directly his bounty. 

That the papers may be duly executed, and 
the technicalities of the law duly complied 
with, an attorney is gencrally employed, who 
is usually allowed ten per cent. on these 
claims. A deduction is usually made at the 
time the bounty is paid. Mark you, this is 
not taken out of the appropriation, but de- 
ducted from the amount due the claimant; 
thus the papers are all properly qualified and 
filed in the bureau. 

Now, with this $100,000 there is something 
else to be done besides paying these agents 
for superintending the paying -of bounties. 
An enormous amount of work has accumu- 
lated in this bureau within the last twelve 
months. The same has been alluded to by 
the gentleman from Mississippi, [ Mr. Perce. } 
This is owing to a deduction of $100,000 less 
the amount asked for to run the bureau dur- 
ing the last eleven months of the fiseal year. 
For that reason the work could not go on. 

It is highly requisite that everything should 
be in perfect order before the affairs of the 
bureau can be turned over to the War De- 
partment. The books have to be posted, the 
work examined, and everything properly closed 
up. Can you expect the Commissioner to 
perform this work without an adequate appro- 
priation from Congress, or without one dollar 
froin former appropriationsin his hands? Cer- 
tainly not. Such an exaction, gentlemen, 
would not be right; it would be unreasonable. 

How can you require the Commissioner to 
turn over the bureau to the Secretary of War 
unless he is able to have his books in proper 
shape? Out of this appropriation of $100,000 
all of this work has to be paid for, besides 
paying other expenses which have been re- 
ferred to. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a word more to 
say. I regret the persistent opposition from 
the other side of the House to all appro- 
priations designed in any way for the ben- 
efit of colored citizens. Why is it, gentle- 
men, that you are continually interposing 
opposition to these measures? Why do you 
object to paying the poor colored soldier, halt 
and maimed as he is, perhaps with one leg 
or with one arm, who has suffered these losses, 
and more, in defense of his country? Why do 
you want to deprive him of this right which he 
ought to enjoy by reducing this appropriation? 
I say, gentlemen, this is not comely. Surely 
this ought not to be ; and I hope there will be 
no further resistance to this desired appropri- 
ation as proposed in this bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Here the committee informally rose ; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, a mes- 
sage from the President, by Mr. Horace Por- 
TER, his Private Secretary, informed the House 


| 


that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: Pee 

An act (H. R. No. 2761) to remove polit- 
ical disabilities imposed by the fourteenth arti- 
cle of the amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States; : ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1323) making appropri- 
ations for the consular and diplomatic services 
of the Government for the year ending June 
80, 1873, and for other purposes; $ 

An act (H. R. No. 1191) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending. 
June 80, 1878, and for other purposes ; s 

An act (H. R. No. 2055) for the relief o 
li. C. Christopher, G. W. Beard, C. A. Uber, 
Edward Stiles, and N. H. Lamdin; 

An act (H. R. No. 2048) for the relief of 
Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia; 

An act (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of 
S. B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, John W. 
Mitchell, and William Webster ; 

An act (H. R. No. 584) to provide. for 
holding the United States district court in the 
city of Toledo; ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2690) defining and limit- 
ing the appropriation of certain moneys for 
the preparation, issue and reissue of the 
securities of the United States, and for other 
purposes ; : 

An act (H. R. No. 2195) relating to certain 
lands in the State of Alabama ; 

An act (H. R. No. 752) to appropriate to 
Henry Clay Williams the sum of money found 
due him on the adjustment of his accounts ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1766) to authorize the 
Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company 
to change their projected line of railway in the 
State of Michigan ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2681) to withdraw from 
settlement and sale a certain section of Wyom- 
ing Territory; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1661) making appropri- 
ations for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1878. 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session. 

Mr. HOAR. While the Speaker was in 
the chair I did not succeed in securing his 
attention, to put the inquiry whether it would 
now be in order to have a member sworn in. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. For the pur- 
pose of allowing a member to be sworn, [ will 
move that the committee rise, if it is under- 
stood that the House will immediately after- 
ward return into Committee of the Whole. 

The motion that the committee rise was 
agreed to. 

MEMBER SWORN IN. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having taken the chair, Mr. ScorreLp 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, pursuant to the order 
of the House, had had ander consideration 
the state of the Union generally, and particu- 
larly the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 80, 
1878, aud for other purposes, and had come 
to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. HOAR. Since the passage of the bill 
to remove political disabilities imposed by 
the fourteenth article of amendments to the 
Constitution, the signature to which has just 
been aunounced to us by message from the 
President, I believe there is no objection to 
the swearing in of Mr. Sion H. Kogers, a 
member of the House from North Carolina. 
I move that he be now sworn in. Thereby 
the representation of the entire Union in this 
House will be complete, 

Mr. RANDALL. Happy event! 

Mr. COX. After seven years. f 

Mr. STEVENSON. Was not Mr. Rogers 
a member of Congress? i es 

Mr. HOAR. I understand he was a mem» 
ber of the ‘Thirty-Third Congress. 

‘The motion of Mr. Hoar was agreed to. 
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Mr. Sion H. Roosers appeared at the bar, 
and qualified by taking the oath preseribed by. 
law. i i 

MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, and pend- 
ing that motion, I move that debate on the 
pending paragraph terminate in five minutes. 

The motion to close debate was agreed to. 
The motion that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole was also agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Scorrenp in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropri- 
ations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 80, 
1878, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MOREY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: f 

Strike out the pending paragraph, and insert the 
following: 

That the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and 
Abandoned Lands shall be discontinued from and 
after June 30, 1872; and all employés, except such 
clerks as may be retained by the Secretary of War 
for closing up the accounts of said bureau, shall be 
then discharged, and the sum necessary to pay the 
salaries of such clerks is hereby appropriated, and 
all acts and parts of acts pertaining to thecollection 
and payment of bounties, or other moneys due to 
eolored soldiers, sailors, and marines, or their heirs, 
shall remain in forco until otherwise ordered by 
Congress, the same to be carried into effect by the 
Seoretary of War, who may employ such clerical 
force and agencies as may be necessary for the pur- 
pose, and the amount necessary for the payment of 


e S 


such force is hereby appropriated. 


I believe that this amendment will obviate 
all the objections that have been urged against 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Hormax, ]} and at the same time 
provide a sure and expedient way of closing up 
the affairs of the bureau. 

I think that under the Secretary of War and 
the regulations he will prescribe, the payment 
of these bounties can be made much more 
expeditiously than they can be under the pres- 
ent machinery of the Freedmen’s Bureau. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Burver] said 
that a part of this money was necessary to pay 
agents to go up aud down the States in search 
of these colored soldiers. Now, it is within 
my knowledge that no such work is done in 
the State of Louisiana. There is: great difti- 
culty, after all the legal requirements have 
been met and fulfilled, for the colored soldiers 
in remote portions of the State, distant from 
New Orleans, to receive their money. From 
my part of the State they have to go to New 
Orleans at an expense of thirty dollars, two or 
three times, in order to ascertain that their 
claims have been allowed. Then frequently, 
as it is within -my knowledge and the knowl- 
edge of my colleague from the third district, 
the money has been put in the Freedmen’s 

» Savings Bank in New Orleans, and the officers 
of the bank have said that it was not there, and 
that money while retained in the Freedmen’s 
Savings Bank has’ frequently been loaned to 
the Canal Bank of New Orleans at six per 
cent. pèr annum, It has been to the interest 
of the agents of the bank to keep the money 
there and not to pay it promptly. Now, I wish 
to see this matter put under the charge of the 
Secretary of War. This amendment allows 
him all the necessary force and all the neces- 
sary agencies that in his judgment may be 
necessary; but I wish toseethis system broken 
up. by which the money of the colored soldiers 
and sailors of the southern States is detained 
in savings banks when it should be paid to the 
sailors and soldiers themselves, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This is an 
indefinite appropriation, and I hope it will 
not prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate upon this 
paragraph is now closed by order of the House. 

The question was put upon the amendment 


of Mr. Seger, of Pennsylvania, to strike out | 


‘£ $100,000 and insert ‘‘ $80,000," and it was 
disagreed to. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Morey’s 
amendment; and being put, there were—ayes 
69, noes 76. 

Mr. MOREY. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. HANKS, [I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the word ‘‘ proviso” in 
line ten hundred and eighty-five: 


And who is hereby authorized to send a special 


officer to Helena, Arkansas, to pay to the soldiers 
of the sixty-third regiment United States colored 
infantry the amount found to be due them for 
bounty and back pay. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That amend- 
ment has been voted down once in the same 
words, ; : 

Mr. HANKS. No, sir. The point of order 
was raised on it by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. Sarcent,] but he withdrew it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
point of order now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. McNEELY. 
amendment: 


Strike out all after the word ‘‘ proviso,” in line 
ten hundred and seventy-nine, to the word “ Secre- 
tary,” in lino ten hundred and eighty-four, and 
insert the words, “and all bounty, prize-money, 
and other legitimate claims of colored soldiers and 
sailors shall be paid in the same manner, under the 
same laws, and subject to all conditions and restric- 
tions under which bounty, prize-money, and other 
legitimate claims are paid to white soldiers and 
sailors. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
point of order that that amendment changes 
the existing law. 

Mr. McNEELY. It puts upon the same 
footing the white and colored soldiers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. The amendment changes the 
existing law for the payment of these boun- 
ties. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support of Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum 
at Washington, District of Columbia, namely: pay 
of medical officers and attendants; medicines, med- 
ical supplies, and rations; clothing; rent of hospital 
buildings, fuel, and lights; repairs and transporta- 
tion, $74,000: Provided, ‘That no part of said appro- 
priation shall be used in the support of or to pay 
any of the aforesaid expenses on account of any 
persons hereafter to be admitted to said hospital 
and asylum, unless persons removed thither from 
some other Government hospital: Provided, That 
after June 20, 1872, the Freedmen’s Hospital in the 
District of Columbia shall, until otherwise ordered 
by Congress, be continued under the supervision 
and control of the Surgeon General of the Army, 
who shall submit all estimates and pass all accounts 
through the Secretary of War, and be accountable 
to the Treasury of the United States for all expendi- 


I offer the following 


Y tures. 


Mr. RAINEY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


Strike out all after the word *‘the,” in the eleven 
hundred and eighth line, page 46, and insert the 
following: “Secretary of War, who shall make all 
estimates and pass all accounts, and be accountable 
tothe Treasury of the United States for all expendi- 
tures;”’ so that it will read: 

Provided, That after June 30, 1872, the Freed- 
men’s Hospital in the District of Columbia shall, 
until otherwise ordered by Congress, be continued 
under the supervision and control of the Secretary 
of War, who shall make all estimates and pass all 
accounts, and be accountable to the Treasury of the 
United States for all expenditures. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There is no 
objection to that. It leaves it substantially as 
itis now., It is the same thing. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Signal office: , 

For manufacture, purchase, or repair of meteoro- 
logical and other necessary instruments; for. tele- 
graphing reports; for expenses of storm-signals an- 
noancing probable approach and force of storms: 
for instrument shelters; for hire, furniture, an 
expense of oflices maintained for public use in cities 
or posts receiving reports; for maps and bulletins, 
tobe displayed in Chambers óf Commerceand Boards 
of Trade rooms; for books and stationery; and for 
incidental expenses not otherwise provided for, 
$225,000: Provided, That no part of this appropria- 
tion, norof any appropriation for the several Depart- 


graphic company which shall neglect or refuse to 
transmit telegraphic communications between said 
Departments, their officers, agents, or employés, 
under the provisions of the second section of chap- 
ter two hundred and thirty of the statutes of the 
United States for the year 1866, and at rates of com- 
pensation therefor to be established by the Post- 
master General. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to in- 
sert after the word ‘‘storms,’’ in line eleven 
hundred and sixteen, the following: 

Throughout the United States for the benefit of 
commerce and agriculture. 

That is to improve the language, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am also in- 
structed to offer the following proviso to come 
in at the end of the paragraph now pending: 

Provided also, That whenever a telegraph com- 

any shall have filed its written acceptance with the 
Postinaster General of the restrictions and obliga- 
tions required by the act approved July 24, 1866, 
entitled “ An act to aid in the construction of tele- 
graph lines, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and otber pur- 
poses,” if such company, its agents or employés 
shall hereafter refuse or neglect to transmit any 
such telegraphic cémmunications as are provided 
for by the. aforesaid act, or by the joint resolution 
of the Senate and House of Representatives No.9, 
approved the 7th day of February, 1870, to authorize 
the Sceretary of War to provido for taking meteor- 
ological observations at military stations, and at 
other points of the interior of the continent, and for 
giving notice on the uorthern Jakes and sea-board 
of the approach and force of storms, such telegraph 
company shall-forfeit and pay to the United States 
not less than $100 and not execeding $1,000 for each 
refusal or neglect as aforesaid, to be recovered by an 
action or action$at law in any district court of the 
United States. ig 

Mr. BROOKS. Why recite all this in the 
amendment ? . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio It refers to the 
acts that gave privileges to a telegraph com- 
pany, as I explained a few days ago. The 
amendment: provides that if any telegraph 
company, having accepted the terms of the 
acts referred to, shall refuse to do the work 
according to:the terms agreed upon, they shall 
be liable to a fine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE, I move to amend the paragraph 
so as to make the’ appropriation $250,000. 
And I ask the Clerk to read it as it will stand 
if so amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For manufacture, purchase, or repair of meteoro- 
logical and other necessary instruments; for tele- 
graphing reports; for expenses of storm-signals 
announcing probable approach and force of storms; 
for instrument-shelters; for hire, furniture, an 
expense of offices maintained for public use incities 
or posts receiving reports; for maps and bulletins to 
be displayed in Chambers of Commerce and Boards 
of Traderooms; for books and stationery ; and for 
incidental expenses not otherwise provided for, 
$250,000. 

Mr, HALE. This is undoubtedly a large 
increase over the appropriation of last year. 
-But I doubt whether in any single matter'that 
has been initiated and adopted by the Gov- 
ernment so much general interest has been 
felt and so much general good been obtained 
as from this distribution all over the country, 
at the expense of the General Government, of 
the weather reports. The North, the South, 
the East, and the West are all alike interested 
in them. It is of course a thing that bas in- 
creased and grown upon our hands as the 
necessity and want for it have been developed. 

The Department estimated for $250,000. 
The Committee on Appropriations, which I 
may say has been very much inclined where 
ever it-could to cut down the estimates, cut 
down that estimate to $225,000. Ido not claim 
that I: offer this amendment restoring ‘the 
amount of the estimate, $250,000, by the au: 
thority of the Committee on Appropriations. 
Yet I believe that no member of the com- 
mittee, after having heard all that we heard 
upon that subject, will oppose it. I believe 
they are fully as much convinced of the im- 
portance of the work, and that $250,000 is not 
too much, as I am; but that may not be so. 


| I hope my amendment will be agreed to. 
ments of the Government, shall be paid to any tele- |} 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as follows : 


Miscellaneous objects: 
To provide for the payment of horses and other 
property lost or destroyed in the military service of 
the United States, $100,000. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I move to 
amend by inserting after the paragraph just 
read the following: 

Provided, Thatgaid appropriation shall be avail- 


able for the payient of claims from the date of the 
passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, PERCE. I move to further amend by 
inserting the following : 

In the settlement of judgments by the Court of 
Claims or the Supreme Court of the United States 
heretofore or hereafter to be rendered for captured 
or abandoned cotton, or in settlements for cotton 
saized after Juno 30, 1865, the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury is hereby directed to pay such judgments or the 


amounts ascertained upon such settlements in full, 
without deduction on account of internal revenue 
tax on cotton. 


Mr.SARGENT. I raise the point of order 
that that proposes to change existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. PERCE. Will the gentleman from 
California, [Mr. Sarcenv,] before he insists 
upon his point of order, permit me to read 
the existing law, to show that this does not 
change it? 

Mr. SARGENT. If it does not change the 
existing law, then there is no necessity for the 
amendment. 

Mr PERCE. I will state my reason for 
desiring to offer this amendment. The law 
provides that cotton sold by or on account of 
the Government shall be exempt from duty ; 
but by an arbitrary ruling of the Secretary of 
the Treasury he retains upon the settlement 
of a judgment of the Court of Claims two 
cents per pound on the cotton for which judg- 
ment is rendered, giving to the claimant a cer- 
tificate, that he may go to the Supreme Court 
and have the question decided. 

Mr. SARGENT. Cotton that had never 
been seized would also have to pay this duty ; 
so I do not see the point of the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Mississippi [ Mr. Perce] appeal from the 
decision of the Chair? 

Mr. PERCE. What was the decision? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the 
point of order made by the gentleman from 
California, [Mr. Sarcent. ] 

Mr. PERCE. I move, then, to strike out 
the paragraph in order that I may say that 
when this paragraph shall come up in the 
House I shall move to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of adopting the amendment I 
have sought to offer, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Military convicts at State ponitentiaries: for pay- 
ment of costs and charges of State penitentiaries for 
the care, clothing, maintenance, and medical at- 
tendance of United States military convigts confined 
in them, $65,000. 

Mr. COBURN. I move to amend by in- 
serting after the paragraph just read the fol- 
lowing: 

To provide for the payment to Benn Pitman for a 
‘transoript of his phonographic copy of the record 
and proceedings of the court of inquiry in relation 
to the conduct of General D.C. Buell, while in com- 


mand of the army in Kentucky, and Tennessee, the 
sum of $1,200, 


Mr. MAYNARD. Is that in order? 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to saya word upon 
this amendment. It is a provision to pay—— 

Mr. MAYNARD. I make a point of order. 

Several MEMBERS. . Oh, that is all right. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Chairman, it has been 
found that the record of the Buell court-mar- 
tial, which was deposited in the War Depart- 
ment, has been lost; and the Committee on 
Military Affairs have been making an investi- 
gation of the matter. We have been unable 


to find that record; but the committee have | 


learned from Mr. Benn Pitman, who was a 
witness before us, and who was the official 
reporter of the court, that he has the complete 


phonographie notes of the inquiry. A bill 
was passed by the House the other day to employ 
him to make a transcript of those notes to be 
deposited in the War Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objece- 
tion, the amendment will be considered as 
adopted. 


Mr. COBURN. Before the question is taken 
I wish to say a word to correct a false impres- 
sion that has gone out. The question was 
raised before the committee whether we should 
go into the hearing of verbal testimony.as to 
the contents of that record; and in relation to 
that question there was some controversy in 
the committee. When that question arose I 
took the position that we should not admit 
verbal testimony of the contents of that record 
until farther inquiry; and because of my ac- 
tion upon that point a hired slanderer, of the 
New York Tribune, has said that I was opposed 
to the admission of the testimony of Mr. Benn 
Pitman, who was the reporter of the court in 
that case. y 

That there may be no mistake in this mat- 
ter I quote a portion of the letter of the cor- 
respondent of the Tribune showing the nature 
of this charge: 

“Mr. Cosury stated that the committee had been 
unable to ascertain who bad abstracted the records 
from the Department. He said that the reports 
which had been published that the committeo showed 
a desire to prevent a full investigation were ‘to- 
tally, absolutely, and utterly without foundation,’ 
and that the committee had tried to ascertain * the 
truth, tho whole truth, and nothing but the truth,’ 
The reports that Mr. Conurn alluded to, it will 
be remembered, did notrelate tothe committee as 
a whole or to a majority of it, but chiefly to the 
chairman, who, it has been stated without contra- 
diction, strongly opposed any action that would re- 


sult in ascertaining the contents of the lost record, 


or in supplying its place with a true copy. and voted 
against sending for Mr. Pitman as a witness.” 

This statement is utterly and absolutely 
false. That hired slanderer has said that 
I was compelled by a vote of the committee 
to send for Mr. Pitman. That is false. There 
was no vote in the committee upon that sub- 
ject; but immediately upon finding out that 
Mr. Pitman had possession of those pho- 
nographie notes I sent for him without a 
request from anybody, without a vote of the 
committee, without any action in the commit- 
tee. I wish now to brand again as utterly and 
abominably false the report of a man who 
occupies a seat in the gallery of this House, 
having once been a clerk of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

I have made no personal explanation about 
this matter, although from day to day during 
this examination falsehoods like this concern- 
ing theaction of the committee have been circu- 
lated. The only object | have now in making 
this statement in connection with the amend- 
ment I have offered is to show that the com- 
mittee as well as myself have been uniformly 
in favor of getting the truth, and the whole 
truth, and now, in good faith, desire to supply 
the records as best they can. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Why was 
the clerk of the committee discharged? 

Mr. COBURN. Ido not know that that is 
a proper question. But I will answer it. He 
was dischargrd for various reasons. He was 
discharged, for one reason, because he was not 


in harmony with the majority of the committee. | 


He was discharged for other reasons not as- 
signed at that time, and good reasons which I 
will give. He was a poor clerk. He kept no 
records of the committee. He kept no minutes. 

Mr. MAYNARD, Irise to a point of order. 

Mr. COBURN. I hope not, but that the 
gentleman will permit me to go on with my 
explanation. 

Mr. MAYNARD. My question of order is 
this: Ido not think the committees ofthe House 
ought, in this indirect method, to give to the 
House the reasons which have influenced them 
in taking what they deemed to be a proper 
course of action. 

"Mr. DICKEY. The gentleman’s point of 
order comes too late, 


| 


Mr. COBURN., - No minutes were kept of 
the proceedings of the Committee on Military’ 
Affairs by their clerk. There is not in the 
possession of that committee during all the 
time he was clerk any minutes or journal of 
what was done; not the copy of a ‘single 
letter written by order of the committee or its 
chairman, not one. me 


Mr. ELY. He bas been employed by that 
committee eight years. ey 


Mr. BROOKS. Why did you not find that 
out before? : 

Mr. COBURN, I did find it outand toler- 
ated him patiently. 

But Mr. Greeley has no right to complain. 
He, through the New York ‘Tribune, long be- 
fore, or some days before bis nomination, in- 
sulted the committee bya threat that we should 
give the Buell court ofinquiry matter a thorough 
investigation or suffer severely forthe neglect ; 
and I regarded this as a wanton and gratuitous 
insult coming from his employer before the 
committee had time to do anything whatever. 
Again he says that I have violated the prin- 
ciples of civil service reform, in that I dis- 
charged an old and faithful clerk for mere 
political reasdns. : 

Bat, that I may not do Mr. Greeley injustice, 
I will quote his article of the 8th of May: 


“Reforming the Civil Service.—Mr. E. V, Smalley, 
formerly an Ohio journalist, has been for nearly 
seven years the clerk of the Military Committee of 
the House of Representatives. During a vacation 
of Congress, a year anda half ago, ho was engaged 
to furnish some correspondence for the Tribuno 
from the South. The work was so satisfactory that 
we gladly availed ourselves, on his return to Wash~ 
ington, of whatever service his official duties left 
him time to render, and would at any time have 
welcomed more. General Joun Cozury, of Indiana, 
the chairman of the Military Committee, has. now 
done us a favor by releasing Mr, Smalley from bis 
official duties, for the assigned reason that the 
editor of the Tribune was nominated by the Oin- 
cinnati convention, The Tribune tenders General 
Copurn thanks. We can pay Mr, Smalley a better 
salary than Congress did, and we shall have the ben- 
efit of his full time, which we have all along wanted. 
So far, therefore, as private interests are concerned, 
we have every reason for welcoming, not one for re- 
gretting, General CogBurxy’s action, Jn what we have 
to add of thelightit sheds on the professed devotion 
of.the Administration to civil service reform wo 
shall speak without the least personal feeling, and 
without the least personal interest. But these are 
matters for the public to consider. On what possi- 
ble grounds can General Coury or his friends just- 
ify to themselves so gross a violation of the prinz 
ciples they have all this winter pretended to favor? 
Forseven years this gentleman has fulfilled without 
blame the duties of clerk to an important commit~, 
tee. He jis better fitted to perform them now than 
ever before by his added maturity and experience. 
He is dismissed, illegally let it be observed, by Mr. 
Copurn for a reason too whimsical to be seriously 
considered—because the editor of this paper has 
been nominated for a high public office. It is not 
Mr. Smalley’s connection with this paper which is 
objected to; that has continued more than a year 
with the full knowledge of the committee. This 
valuable and irreproachable employé is dismissed 
without a word of warning, simply because a con~ 
vention of citizens have made a nomination which 
is not agreeable to Mr. Cosurn.” 


Here is the distinct charge that I have dis- 
missed a good and experienced. clerk for polit- 
ical reasons purely. What are the facts? ‘The 
clerk did not do his duties, but had employed 
for that purpose a youth, his brother-in-law, I 
believe, Mr. St. Clair, a good young man, but 
without experience asacommittee clerk, to do 
the general duties of the office. For this the 
clerk, Mr. Smalley, paid him two dollars a day 
out of his pay of six dollars a day. The only 
person I miss in the committee-room as a 
working man is this young gentleman ; not 
the experienced, well qualified, capable, and 
faithful clerk I appointed. 

Now, if it be according to the new testa- 
mentof eivil service of Mr. Greeley to substitute 
youth and inexperience poorly paid for com- 
petency and experience, let it be so under- 
stood, and let the country know it. I want 
none of it. Ifa good clerk be appointed, a 
good clerk should do the duties: What De- 
partment of the Government would tolerate 
this thing? Who ought to do it? 

Mr. MAYNARD. How is that? 

Mr. COBUBN. . The young man named waa 


‘or call it anything else. 
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employed to assist or.to act as deputy by the 
clerk himself. He was the clerk of the clerk, 
an. assistant, proxy, or whatever you may 
call him. og 

Mr. MAYNARD. Do I understand the 
gentleman from Indiana. to say that the clerk 
he speaks of farmed out his office? 

Mr. COBURN. Ido not know about that. 
I merely state the fact. You can call it farm- 
ing ont, or employing a deputy or assistant, 
He employed him 
for two dollars a day, and himself got six. 
The clerk did very little work, the assistant 
was regularly at his post and did as well as he 
could. It was a matter of kind accommoda- 
tion to the clerk for me to allow this, and I 
felt so. 

The Clerk, about the time of his appoint- 
ment, obtained my permission to employ and 
pay for an assistant, with the understanding 
that he would do fully all the duties of clerk, 
but soon, about all that was done was done 
by Mr. St. Clair, and virtually he was clerk. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I had not intended to say anything on the 
amendment offered by the geytleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Conurn.] The Committee on 
Appropriations, hearing from the Committee 
on Military Affairs that it was desired to make 
an appropriation to pay for getting up the rec- 
ords of the bureau of court-martials, I was 
authorized if the Committee on Military Affairs 
asked for any such appropriation to agree that 
it should be made in this bill. When the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Copurn] offered 
his amendment it was accepted. ‘here was 
no objection to his amendment. I believe the 
chairman of the Cominittee of the Whole had 
declared that it was passed, but the gentleman 
himself seemed to be unwilling to let it pass, 
and continued on into a discussion of other 
matters which ought, in my judgment, to be 
confined to the committee room itself. I do 
not think it is quite the proper thing to bring 
in here a discussion of the internal affairs of a 
committee of this House. 

I think it a matter of justice to the man he 
denounces to say that for a period of two 
years under the chairmanship of General 
Schenck, when I was a member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and for another 
period of two years more when I was myself 
chairman of the Committee on Military A ffairs, 
to my personal knowledge the gentleman re- 
ferred to wag an intelligent, faithful, capable 
clerk. I never before heard a word to the 
contrary. That same gentleman was employed 
for two succeeding years under General LOGAN, 
who was chairman of.the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. He was again employed by the 
same committee under the genileman now at 
the head of the Committee on Millitary Affairs. 
But a few days since, I think after the conven- 
tion held in my own State, it seems to have 
been discovered by gentlemen that that geutle- 
man. was an unfaithful. clerk, an inefficient 
clerk, and -he was given notice to quit. I do 
not myself personally believe that is quite the 
way to transact public matters. I do not be- 
lieve itis quite the right thing for the Republican 
party to begin to cutoff heads on a cause of 
that sort. If that is the gentleman’s view of 
propriety, of course I have nothing more to 
say. Butas he has aired his opinions I have 
thought it right to air mine also. 
` Mr, HAY. I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. Ido not iatend to make 
any speech; but as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Military A ffairs of this House I wish 
to bear my testimony to the fidelity, ability, 
and worth of the clerk of the committee up to 
the time of the action of the chairman in dis- 
charging him. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, 
name? 

Mr. HAY.. Mr. Smalley. 

Mr. COBURN. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Garris.p]| has seen fit to bear testimony 


What is his 


to the good conduct of this gentleman as clerk 
of the Committee on Military Affairs; and 
my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. Hay,] has done the 
same. . 

When this charge was made Idesired in as 
quiet and kind a manner as possible to let him 
off. But my object-was defeated, The matter 
was made public. And now, as a matter of 
fact, L will ask any man to look at the records 
of that committee and see ifa faithful, accurate, 
and competent clerk has been doing his duty 
there. 

Mr. DAWES. When did you discover it? 

Mr. COBURN. I discovered it some time 
since. There is no record of the proceedings 
of the committee, and I will ask any sensible 
man if it is the part of a good committee clerk 
to fail to keep minutes of the proceedings or 
copies of the letters of the committee. Why, 
sir, we are talking now about restoring the 
Buell court-martial papers. The papers of 
the committee are almost as bare as the War 
Department of records in that case. There is 
nota record of a single vote that has been 
taken for years in that committee until after 
the removal I made and the recent appoint- 
ment of anew clerk. There are no letters, 
no minutes of proceedings ; and if gentlemen 
are satisfied that that is the way in whicha 
good and faithful clerk should discharge his 
duties they are welcome to their opinion. If 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
calls that a correct, proper, and complete dis- 
charge of clerical duty to his satisfaction, the 
House can judge of his standard of excellence. 

I make no personal attack upon the charac- 
ter of the former clerk, upon his integrity, or 
upon his previous standing ; but I simply say 
that in a business point of view he was worth- 
less to me and to the committee as a clerk. 
The only services we had of any value were 
those of a young man who, as I again repeat, 
got two dollars a day for the work he did; 
while the man who employed him reported for 
the Tribung andspent his time mainly on the 
floor of the House, and in the galleries of the 
House, and outside, anywhere else than in the 
oom mittee! room, and for it got six dollars a 

ay. 

Mr. Greeley says in his paper that he can 
afford to pay him as much as the Congress of 
the United States can. There is where the 
shoe pinches. That is why day after day and 
week after week I am slandered and the Mili- 
tary Committee of this House is slandered. 
Mr. Greeley has now to pay a man full pay for 
a full day’s work. I suppose that that is civil 
service reform, and that it is according to the 
rules that the employer shall give full pay for 
full work. Hereafter Mr. Greeley must pay 
this correspondent at least for his time. His 
experienced clerk and experienced correspond- 
ent cannot do double duty and get half pay or 
do single duty and get double pay any more: 

The question being taken on Mr. Copurn’s 
amendment, it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Refunding to States expenses incurred in raising, 
volunteers: to indemnify the States for expenses 
incurred by them in enrolling, equipping. and trans- 
porting troops for the defense of the United States 
during the late insurrection, $500,000. 

Mr. BECK. I offer the following amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “$500,000” and insert ‘$1,500,009 :? and 
after the word “insurrection” insert the following; | 
“including all expenses incurred by the several 
States under tho provisions of an act entitled ‘An 
act to indemnify the States for expenses incurred 
by them in defense of the United States, approved 
July 27, 1861.’ ” 

Mr. BECK. I will state in a very few words 
my reason for offering this amendment: I 
desire to put into the hands of the Secretary 
of the Treasury a sufficient sum of money to 
enable him to settle the claims of the States, 
and especially that which the State of Ken- 
tucky has against the Government, under the 
act of 1861, for troops furnished to aid the 


United States under the law which I shall 
now read, and which is referred. to in my 
amendment: ; 

“Phat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the Governor 
of any State, or to his duly authorized agent, the 
costs, charges, and expenses properly incurred by 
such State for enrolling, subsisting, clothing, sup- 
plying, arming, equipping, paying, and transport- 
ing its troops employed in aiding to suppress the 
present insurrection against the United States, to be 
settled upon proper vouchers filed and passed upon 
by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury.’ 

All I desire by this amendment is that the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall have a suffi- 
cient fund under his control to pay the claims 
when promptly made out. ‘The House has 
heard enough about the Kentucky claim, and 
last year it was understood that it was allowed 
by all the officers of the different Departments, 
approved by the War Department, and ap- 
proved by the Treasury Department officials ; 
bat by a limitation of the law passed a year 
or two ago the time had expired before the 
warrant was delivered, and therefore it fell. 

I do not wish to say one word as to the 
merits of that claim now. AllI desire is that 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall be in pos- 
session of sufficient funds to enable him if he 
finds the claim to be correct to pay it, and 
not say he has not the money to do it. This 
appropriation, as I understand, pays nothing ; 
it enables the Secretary of the Treasury, when 
claims are made out in accordance with the 
provisions of law, to pay them if they are right, 
and $1,500,000 would perhaps be required to 
pay the claims of all the States. If that 
amount is not required it will be covered into 
the Treasury at the end ofthe fiscal year. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish to say 
to the gentleman that we have put $1,000,000 
for this purpose in the deficiency bill which 
has just been printed and is now on our 
tables as a iaw. We have put $500,000 here, 
believing that the $1,000,000 put into the 
deficiency bill and the $500,000 here will be 
enough to meet all the claims now adjudicated 
or that will be adjudicated during the coming 
year. I hope, therefore, the amendment will 
not prevail. 

Mr. BECK. Would it do any harm to have 
the money subject to the order of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think Con- 
gress had better see the accounts. The Sec- 
retary has sent in here a list, which. we have 
had printed as a document, showing the num- 
ber of outstanding claims and the number 
already adjudicated, giving them State by 
State, in part and in total. The Committee 
on Appropriations came to the conclusion that 
if we gave $1,000,000 in one bill and $500,000 
in another that would be sufficient. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, but not in a hostile spirit. I 
agree that itis right that Kentucky should be 
paid her claim. I offer the following amend- 
ment; á 

To indemnify tho States for expenses incurred in 
enrolling, equipping, and transporting volunteers, 
and for making defensive military works under the 
direction of the Government, the expenses of which 
have been duly audited by the commissioners 
äppointed under the provisions of law, $1,000,000. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I must make 
a pointof order on that amendment. Itin- 
cludes a class of cases for fortifying which 
have never been authorized by law. “A com- 
mission was appointed to report the amount, 
but there is no law authorizing the payment 
of such claims. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That is 
just what I want. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair rules that so 
much of the amendment as relates to defensive 
works is not in order. 

_ Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
like to say one word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
appeal from the decision of the Chair? 
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’ Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do 
not want to appeal from the Chair, but to the 
Chair. I want the Chair to understand the 
facts. If the statement of the fact made by 
the gentleman from Ohio were correct, the 
decision would be correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair takes the 
statement of the chairman of the committee 
as to the law as it is to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I want 
to puta different view of the law before the 
Chair. I differ from the learned chairman of 
the Committee’on Appropriations. ` 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Is this by 
unanimous consent? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No; it is 
by consent of the Chair. In 1866 a resolution 
was passed by Congress providing for the 
appointment of commissioners to audit these 
cases. The report of that board of commis- 
sioners I holdin my hand. Being appointed 
by Congress 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inter- 
rupt the gentleman at this point. Did the res- 
olution to which he refers provide for anything 
beyond auditing ? a 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Nothing else 
in the world, - 

The CHAIRMAN. Did it provide for pay- 
ment after auditing? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. No sir, only 
for laying the result before Congress. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thenthe Chair adheres 
to his ruling upon the point of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Irise for the purpose 
of opposing the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
like to say a word upon the matter. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pend- 
ing amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Imove to reduce the 
amount proposed in the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky by $500,000. 

Mr. BECK. Will the gentleman yield to 
me fora moment? 

Mr. MARSHALL. - Certainly. 

Mr. BECK, I rise principally to ask the 

entleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] whether 
fo understands, and his committee are satis- 
fied, that the $1,000,000 appropriated in the 
deficiency appropriation bill, in addition to 
the $500,000 appropriated here, can all be 
used in the payment of these claims after they 
are found to be correct? If so, that may be 


enough. f 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think that is 
enough. 

Mr. BECK. I was not aware that that 
$1,000,000 could be used for that at all. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I rise simply for the 
purpose of saying that in my judgment the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Was I 
not recognized by the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I did not yield the 
floor to the gentieman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Bucx.] I yielded merely for a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Illinois (Mr. MarsHa.r] will then proceed. 

Mr. MARSHALL. This appropriation 
gives into the hands of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, of its auditing officers, a very dangerous 

ower, which ought not to be given without 
being properly guarded. The estimate of the 
Depariment was for $600,000. Butin looking 
into the necessities of the Government, it was 
ascertained that. last year they estimated for 
$800,000, while in fact up to the present 
time not half a million dollars could have 
been properly’used for this purpose. 
may. refer in this connection. to another 
matter which has just been passed, showing 
the danger of making large appropriations of 
this. kind to be .adjusted.at.the diseretion_of 
the subordinate. officers. of the. Treasury: De- 


The gentleman from | 


partment. We ought to keep our appropria- 
tions within proper limits. The Department 
estimated for the present fiscal year for the 
payment of loss of property $850,000. That 
bill was lost, and -no appropriation was made 
therefor.. For the present year they have 
estimated for $600,000 for the same purpose. 
Upon inquiry in the Third Auditor's office it 
was ascertained that up to the present time 
there had been adjusted scarcely forty thousand 
dollars of claims of thiskind. Therefore, the 
$100,000 appropriated in this bill will be 
amply sufficient, not only for the present year, 
but for the next year, although the Department 
estimated for $850,000 for the present year 
alone. 

In reference to this subject upon which I 
am now speaking the Department estimated 
last year for $8,000,000, and no appropriation 
was made whatever. This year the Depart- 
ment estimated for $6,000,000. Yet, as I 
have already stated, there have not been claims 
adjusted amounting to $500,000. I do not 
think it would be wise to make an appropria- 
tion for a larger amount than is shown to be 
absolutely necessary for the purpose of meet- 
ing the claims that are likely to be allowed. 
If these claims are adjusted the money will go 
to the sovereign States, that can afford, I 
imagine, to wait a few months, if found neces- 
sary, for the purpose of receiving the sums 
found to be due them. If the sum appropriated 
in the bill before the House should not be 
found sufficient to cover all claims that may 
be allowed during the ensuing fiscal year, there 
will be less harm done to the States that may 
be entitled to more money than they will 
actually receive, than there would be injury 
done to the Government by making an exor- 
bitant appropriation. I therefore think that 
with this explanation the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Becx] will consent to withdraw 
his amendment. 

Mr. BECK. After the explanations which 
have been made upon this subject I will say that 
perhaps the amount proposed to be appro- 
priated by the committee will cover the claim, 
and [ withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to offer the amendment which I have sent to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Toindemnify the States for expenses incurred in 
enrolling, equipping, and transporting volunteers, 
and for making defensive military works under the 
direction of the Government, the expenses of which 

ave been duly audited by commissioners appointed 
under the provisions of law, $1,000,000 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Upon that 
amendment I make the same point of order 
that bas already been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. . 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to modify the amendment by striking out so 
much as speaks of defensive military works, 
because that has been ruled out of order by 
the Chair. That modification will leave the 
remainder of the provision, which I want 
applied to other States that may ask payment 
for these expenses as well as Massachusetts. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
order is still good. A claim which is merely 
audited is not a claim authorized by law to be 


aid. 
j Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Why, then, 
do we audit claims? l propose to limit this 
appropriation to claims that have been audited. 
I suppose I have a right to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not 
understand the point made by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I say that if 
the last clause of the amendment be retained 
it still appropriates money forthe payment of 


The point of | 


claims that have only been audited but never | 


authorized to be paid; and therefore there is 
no authority of law for their payment. >>- - 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is 
well taken. pel ai 2 


| ment, 


| being in order. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I cannot 
understand on‘what groand. + Potentiam 

Mr. BANKS. I must take exceptions 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I-will state 
more fully what I mean. When- I was chait- 
man of the Committee on Military. Affairs we 
authorized several commissions. for Iowa‘and 
some other States to examine and report. ‘to 
Congress what might be found to be due them: 
When that report was presented a bill was 
introduced authorizing the payment of ‘the 
amounts found due whenever the same should 
be appropriated. The bill was passed in that 
form without an appropriation. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman is mistaken, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. At least: that 
was the way it was recommended by ovr. com- 
mittee. The House may have added after- 
ward an appropriation. 

Mr. DAWES. The case was just this: Iowa 
and Massachusetts were put together; ` þat 
Iowa had more friends than Massachusetts ; 
and while the proposition to pay the claim of 
Jowa was voted in, that to pay Massachusetts 
was ruled out of order. j S 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. May I ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Butter] 
this question: is there any law authorizing the 
payment of this money? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No; that 
is what we want to get passed. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Then the gen- 
tleman wants to put legislation on an appropri- 
ation bill. 

Mi BANKS. Ibeg permission to say. one 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts { Mr. Burier] will proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If I could 
be allowed togo on without having every other 
man’s speech interjected-into mine, I should be 
glad to do so. aaa 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires that 
this point of order shall first be understood. 
The Chair rules that as to military expenses 
which have simply been audited, without any 
provision of law for their payment, they are 
not admissible in this appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, I have 
not proposed that. Striking out the clause 
for defensive works, I propose to provide that 
the claims for drilling, mustering, and enroll- 
ing volunteers shall not be paid unless they 
have been audited by a commission appointed 
under authority of law. That is a restraint 
on the appropriation. 

Mr. DICKEY. That is new legislation. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is new legisla- 
tion. In this there is law directing the pay- 
The Chair must rule the amendment 
out of order. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. My point 
is this: whatever I desired before, I iow de- 
sire simply to limit this appropriation. to the 
payment of such claims as have been audited 
by commissions, and not to allow every clerk 


| with a pen behind his ear to audit millions; 


and I am going to state, if the Chair will give 
me permission, why I wish’ to have this done. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot allow 


i the gentleman to argue the matter unless he 


takes an appeal from the decision of the 


hair. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It is not 
to get in a claim to be paid, but to limit the 
appropriation. JI do not expect to get the 
Massachuseits claim paid; because it is just, 


land because we cannot pay our.agent, like 


Pennsylvania, more than a quarter of a million 
of dollars for getting it through. ets 
Mr. DICKEY. l insist on the gentleman 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I: have 
the floor, and if I am not interrupted I pro- 
pose to go on. are 

The CHAIRMAN. The 


gentleman. from 
Massachusetts has the floor. pean fe es 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ‘Forse’ to a 
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point of: order:; If the gentleman from Mas- 

“sachusetts is ruled out of: order, 1. insist. he 
has no right to speak unless he takes an appeal 
from. the decision of the Chair, and then. he 
has aright to:speak.. - : $ 
The CHAIRMAN.. The Chair has so in- 
formed -the gentleman. from : Massachusetts, 
There will not be any misunderstanding be- 
tween the gentleman‘ from. Massachusetts and 
the Chair... If he desires. to go further than is 
provided for -under. -existing laws, he. goes 
urther,-then,in his amendmentthan is admis- 
sible under the rules. ; 

'. Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
wish my amendment to go any further. I will 
make a new amendment, to insert after line 
eleven. hundred and fifty a proviso that no 
payment shall be made out of this fund until 
the claims are audited by a commission ap- 
pointed by law. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object to that, because it 
is not.in order, as it changes existing law. 

Mr..GARFIELD, of Ohio. They are aud- 
ited now, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Doesthe 
Chair overrule the point of order? i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, but averrules the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to. provide that. no portion of this shall be 
paid on claims not authorized by existing law. 

Mr.. DICKEY. Iagree to that. 

Mr..BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
ask your acceptance, 
amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order, 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If it be 
in order, then I propose to speak to it, unless 
some one steps in before me. 

. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be 
protected in his right, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Let us 
see. where we are. There have been many 
claims for raising and equipping volunteer 
‘troops.not authorized by law paid. There 
have been agreat many of them. Pennsyl- 
vania has already been paidto such an extent 
that she could afford to give a quarter of 
a million dollars to her agent to get her 
claims through. Illinois had such, whether 
rightly or. wrongly [ do not know, and they 
have bse paid, Kentucky attempted to get 
hers, but the Secretary of the Treasury said 
there was no law for.it. Iam not now asking 
to pass any law about these claims. Iowa got 
hers paid under an appropriation bill. ‘These 
claims seem to be ruledin one day and out 
the next at caprice. Now Massachusetts 
comes. in with a small claim of $200,000 for 
doing what, when the Alabamaand other con- 
federate cruisers were on our coast, the Gov- 
ernment had not the funds to do, and that is, 
erecting fortifications and mounting thereon 
the necessary big guns. The General Govern- 
ment called upon Massachusetts and New York 
todo it. They did defend by earth works that 
long line of sea. coast at their own cost, exactly 
what the General Government ought to have 
done at its cost. All this was done by the 

- direction of the General Government under 
a. promise to pay the expenses, and the works 
were done under the direction of the Federal 
officers. 

In 1866 Congress appointed a commission 
to audit the claims of Massachusetts for this 
class of expenditure, and to ascertain how 
much was justly due. That commission re- 
ported, and I have the report in my hand, 
stating that so much was due to the State of 
Massachusetts for money advanced to protect 
the sea-coast of the United States during the 
war from the Alabama and other pirates. We 
have been trying to get this claim considered 
by Congress for eight years, and six since the 
claim was audited ; but when we appeal to the 
justice of the House for an appropriation for 
that purpose, the gentleman from Ohio, which 
State is here with a claim for two per cent. 


I donot 
Mr. Chairman, is that 


for not making a national road years ago, and || tached mines. 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania also, which 
State has been here with its claim, which has 
been paid, object, not on the justice of the 
matter, but raise some point of order, which 
is raised whenever this just claim is brought 
up for consideration. If it was larger we 
might get it, but it is too small apparently to 
command the proper attention. 

Now, sir, all I desire is that we shall be 
squarely dealt with by the House, and that 
after we have had our claim audited we shall 
be paid, what the commissioners have found to 
be justly due. If these sums are not to be 
paid, what. did you appoint that commission 
for? Was it merely to put us to the expense 
of appearing before the commission, and not 
to get payment of our claims when they were 
duly audited, allowed, and approved? 

It is said on the other side that there is no 
law for the payment. If there was a law for 
the payment of our claim, it would be paid at 
once I suppose, and I would not be here ask- 
ing for one to authorize the payment. The 
object of my motion, which was read, is. to 
have a law. 

I withdraw the present amendment. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

To onable the Secretary of War to pay the ex- 
penses incurred on the part of the United States in 
the arbitration had between the United States and 
the Green Bay and Mississippi Canal Company, 
$11,206 98, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to 
amend the paragraph by striking out “ $11,- 
206 90,” and inserting ‘' $18,718 97.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COBURN. Toffer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the paragraph last 
read: 

For the erection of head-stones upon the graves 
of soldiers in the national cemeteries, the sum of 
200,000. 

Mr. SARGENT. Has the bill providing 
for this passed both Houses? 

Mr. COBURN. The bill has passed this 
House. 3 

Mr. SARGENT. This isa very large amount, 
and I must make the point of order on the 
amendment unless there is legislation author- 
izing it. 

Mr. COBURN. There is such legislation. 
The act of 1867 provides as follows: 


“That in the arrangement of the national ceme- 
teries established for the burial of deceased soldiers 
and sailors, the Secretary of War is hereby directed 
to have the same inclosed with a good and substan- 
tial stono or iron fence, and to cause each grave to 
be marked with asmall head-stone or block.” 

I will state that the head-boards which have 
been erected are rotten and must be renewed. 
It is highly proper that this appropriation 
should be made. f 

Mr: SARGENT. I withdraw the point of 
order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

For the establishment of an astronomical base, 
and continuance of military and geographical sur- 
veys and explorations west of the one hundredth 
meridian of longitude, under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, $75,000. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Chairman, some 
months ago, on the question of printing, when 
the legislative bill was under consideration, I 
called attention, by way of illustration, to the 
work of Clarence King and accompanying 
maps.. Among other statements which Í made 
at that time was that the maps printed in the 
volume were reproductions of the working 
drawings of the mining engineers on the Com- 
stock lode, and were not the result of original 
explorations by the King corps. The state- 
ment was subsequently challenged, and I took 
pains to verify my previously entertained ideas 
on the matter. The result is that I am satis- 
fied that I was correct in stating that the ori- 
ginal working drawings were used, but incor- 
rect in undervaluing the work done. by. the 
corps iu creating new maps from these mate- 
rials, _ The original maps only: showed de- 
The maps published: group 


i 
H 


| difficult to collect. 


together the mines and give a connected show- 
ing, from which experts and scientific obser-. 
vers can form conclusions as to the nature of 
the great Comstock vein, and get a perfect 
idea of the workings. The results are valu- 
able to science. The exhibition of the sur- 
veys before was fragmentary, now it is a con- 
nected whole. The work seems to have been 
done patiently and with great fidelity, and the 
result is a valuable contribution to mining 
knowledge. To the-general merits of Mr. 
King’s work, and. that of his corps, I desire 
to testify; and I did not intend to detract 
from it in my former remarks. My criticism 
was to its dress and not to its value. As my 
remarks may have tended to detract from the 
well-earned credit of Mr. King and his assist- 
ants, and have implied that such credit was 
assumed where it was not due, I wish cheer- 
fully and generously to do him and them the 
reparation in my power. To this end I ask 
that the letter I send to the desk, from one of 
his principal assistants, may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, March 18, 1872. 


My Drar Sie: I have little to add to whatI said 
to you in our conversation last Saturday evening, 
but I beg leave to submit a brief written statement 
concerning the atlas plates which were the subject 
of discussion, as I think it very desirable that their 
true purpose and character should be clearly appre- 
hended. by you or any one disposed to criticise them. 

When Mr. King’s party went to Virginia City it 
became partof their plan to make a complete study, 
description, and discussion of the Comstock loge, its 
geological features, structure, and mode of occur- 
rence of its ore bodies. To do this efficiently it was 
not only necessary to study it underground at the 
time of our visit, but to collect all the available 
material in the form of past surveys and records, 
Fortunately, we found the best of data of thischar- 
acter, for nearly all the leading mines have em- 
ployed for eight or ten years the excellent survey- 
ors whose names are given on the title page of our 
atlas, in keeping up the survey from month to 
month. À 

These surveys, however, (especially the ground 
plans, for longitudinal elevation existed before,) were 
all or nearly all disconnected, each mine being dis- 
tinct and separate from itsneighbors, As such they 
were mere fragments of a whole, the relations of 
the several parts being very imperfectly studied, and 
not affording the desired foundation for any zareful 
reasoning or generalization as to the form ofthe vein 
orits general structure. oa 

To collect all these heterogeneous materials, to 
study them carefully, reducing them all to uniform 
scale, map them so as to present a comprehen- 
sive view of the vein as a whole, was Mr. King’s 
work. The fragmentary surveys existing before 
would be of no use or interest to persons not con- 
cerned in the particular mine to which they referred, 
but brought together asa whole, asin our atlas, 
they became a valuable contribution to the world’s 
knowledge of the character of mineral veins in gon- 
eral, and specially of one of the most remarkable 
silver veins ever known. In this form the structure 
and character of the vein can be studied by profes- 
sional men all over the world, and the atlas con- 
taining these plates will thus have a permanent 
value, since it contains records and surveys that 
a few years hence, or even now, it would be very 
t I am assured that this very work 
placed in the hands of the recent Sutro tunnelcom- 
mission most valuable material which would have 
cost much time, trouble, and money to obtain if the 
results of Mr. King’s labors had not been at their 
command; and Iam told that eight. of these atlas 
plates are to be copied to illustrate the report of 
that commission. - $ 

Now, thé credit of this work—as to itsconception, 
purpose, and general execution—is entirely due to 
Mr. King. Mr. Emmons, one of his permanent as- 
sistants, spent some wecks in collating and studying 
the old surveys aided by theseveral local surveyors of 
Virginia City and Gold Hill; and Mr. Stretch, whose 
special experience was the largest, and whose skill 
in drawing very great, was employed to prepare the 
plates forthe engraver. All these gentlemen re- 
ceive due credit, either on the title page of the atlas 
or in the main volume, ` 

I trust that this statement will relieve your mind 
of the impression you have hitherto had that these 
plates are presented underany false pretense. They 
are compiled chiefly from preëxisting data; they 
must be to be authentic and useful; but they aro 
compiled with a purposé far more comprehensive 
than that for which the isolated fragments. were 
made; and in this respect the work has all the merit 
of originality in design and execution. 

I need not repeat what I said of the fidelity and 
patient labor with which. the. main volume and its 
illustrations (chiefly my own) were prepared; nor 
need Iremind you of the serious effects which your 
late comments may have upon my professional rep- 
utation among business: men in this country and 
England. The candid and friendly manner in which 
you acknowledged the justice of my remarks ‘the 
other evening assitres methat you wilt bens earnest 
in repairing an injustice when. you: ones apprebend 
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the truth, as you werein depriving us of a credit 
which you thought wasfalsely claimed, 

J am, very respectfully, yours, 

JAMES D. HAGUE. 
Hon. A. A. Sancent, Washington, 

Mr. HOAR. [offer the followimg amend- 
ment, to come in after the paragraph last 
read: , . 

For the observation of the transit of Venus across 
the dise of the sun, to.be expended with the ap- 


provalof the Secretary of the Navy, for the con- 
struction of instruments, $50,000. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
amendment will be adopted. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


For pedestal for the equestrian statue of General 
Dona Scott, authorized by act of July 15, 1870, 


Mr. CHAFFEE, I offer the following, to 
come in as an additional paragraph after the 
paragraph last read : 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to provide 
alaw library for the Territory of Colorado, $2,500, 
said library to be selected by the chief justice of 
said Territory. 

Mr. SARGENT. I presume thereis no 
objection to that amendment., 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to make an 
inquiry of the Chair. Before the paragraph 
was read making an appropriation for a pedes- 
tal for the equestrian statue of General Win- 
field Scott L rose to move to strike out that 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Colorado, 
[Mr. Cuarrex. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Irose at the same 
time as the gentleman from Colorado, to move 
to strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not 
observe the gentleman from Illinois until 
the Clerk had concluded reading the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Colorado, [Mr. 
CuaFres. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that 
it is notin order to return to the paragraph 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 supposed that the 
amendment the gentleman from Colorado was 
about to offer was to that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I makethe point of 
order that the amendment is not in order, not 
being germane to the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that it 
is in order. 

The amendment of Mr. CHAFFEE was agreed 


to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I now move to strike 
out the paragraph in relation to the paragraph 
for a pedestal for the statue of General Scott, 
and I do it for the purpose of asking a ques- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. - The gentleman cannot 
move to strike out what the committee has 
just inserted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rose to move to 
strike out the paragraph in relation to the 
pedestal for the statue of General Scott as soon 
as it was read, but the Chair recognized 
another member. I hope the Chair will not 
be quite so technical, but will allow me to 
make an inquiry about this appropriation 
of $40,000. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled 
on that point of order and ruled that the gen- 
tleman may return-to it by the consent of the 
committee, 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, I insist that 
I rose in time to move the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was not 
recognized in time. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to ask a 
question, and I hope the gentleman from Maine 


I hope that 


Is my motion not 
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[Mr. Hate] will allow the question to be 
asked. p 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to move to 
add to the paragraph: 


The CHAIRMAN. Thatamendment is not 
in order, as the paragraph has been passed 
upon. The gentleman from Illinois evidently 
does not understand the Chair. The para- 
graph was read and passed, and after that the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Cuarrez] 
offered his amendment relative to a law 
library for his Territory, and it was not until 
after that amendment had been adopted that 
the gentleman from Illinois rose. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Bat, Mr. Chairman, 
I was on my feet at the time the Chair recog- 
nized the gentleman from Colorado to offer 
his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not see 
the gentleman. 

Mr: FARNSWORTH. Well, I cannot help 
that; I am tall enough to be seen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not de- 
bate the matter further with the gentleman 
from Illinois, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. From what decision? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That I am not in 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not ruled 
that the gentleman is not in order in rising 
now. He rules that an amendment to the 
paragraph in relation to the pedestal for the 
statue of General Scott is not in order, that 
paragraph having been passed by the commit- 
tee and other matter inserted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is just what I 
appeal from. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to state to the 
Chair that I myself saw the gentleman from 
Illinois rise while the paragraph was being 


read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not 
dispute that; but the Chair did not see the 
gentleman. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I only desire to 
know whether there is any law authorizing this 
appropriation for a pedestal ? 

Er. BINGHAM. Certainly there is. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to know 
while we are appropriating $42,000 for a ped- 
estal how much is appropriated for a statue, 
and what law there is authorizing it, and where 
it is to be put. These items of appropriatiou 
of $40,000 and $200,000 are of some account, 
and we ought not to pass tem over in this 
hasty manner without at least getting the in- 
formation that may be desired on the subject. 
The gentleman from Ohio says there is author- 
ity, but I think very few of the members of the 
House have ever seen it. Very likely there is 
such authority, but if there is, there is no harm 
in producing it and reading it. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Two years ago we made an 
appropriation, I think, of $20,000 for a statue 
of General. Winfield Scott. Subsequently I 
think the appropriation was increased in some 
manner so as to make the amount $30,000, I 
do not know exactly how much. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well now this seems 
to be a very extraordinary state of facts. 

Mr. DAWES. This appropriation is fora 
pedestal for the statue for which we appro- 
priated some two years ago. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. What I want to know 
is, how much we are to pay for the statue? 
One gentleman near me says $10,000, and 
another $20,000. I want to know if this statue 
is completed? We are paying more for a 
pedestal to put this equestrian statue on than 
we pay for the statue. 

Mr. SARGENT. T rise to a point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may state 
his point of order. 

Mr. SARGENT. My point of order is that 
the only question before the committee for. 
consideration now. is the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. ae 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like to in- 

uire of the gentleman from California, [Mr. 
SARGENT, | who is a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations, if he knows—— 

Mr. SARGENT. I did not. rise to answer 
any question of the gentleman, but to make a 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 


| point of order, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I inquire of“ 
the Chair if he knows where this pedestal is 
to be put? [Laughter.} ` 

The CHAIRMAN. That is nota question 
for the Chair to answer. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does any gentle- 
man in the House know where it is to be put? 
Some gentlemen say it is to be put upon one 
of the wings of the Treasury Department. ` 

Mr. SARGENT. I insist upon my point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sus- 
tained the point of order. The five minutes 
of the gentleman has expired also. The ques- 
tion is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw my 
appeal, i : 

‘Lhe Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yards: 

Navy-yard, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: for 
repairs of all kinds, $75,000; for repairs of floating- 
docks, $80,000; for permanent improvements, 
namely, for bridge connecting Seavey’s Island, 
$4,000; in all, $159,200. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I move 
to amend the paragraph just read by adding 
the following: 

For constructing and testing experimental breech- 
loading boat-howitzers, $10,000. 

Iask the Clerk to read a letter from the 
Navy Department which will explain the 
necessity for this amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, April 24, 1872. 
Sır: A proposition has been made to this Depart- 
ment, the details of which are before your commit- 
tee, for furnishing and testing a new system of 
breech-loading howitzers for boat service, which 
is deemed to possess such merit that wo desire to 
have it put to proof. I therefore ask that an amend- 
ment be inserted in the naval appropriation bill 
adding $10,000 for the purpose named. 
I am, sir, very respectfully, 
GEO. M. ROBESON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. A. H. Crain, Chairman Committee on Naval 
Affairs, United States Senate. 
The amendment. was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following: 


Navy-yard, Mare Island, California: for repairs 
of all kinds, $75,000; for repairs of floating-docks, 
$100,008; for permanent improvements, namely, for 
commencing dry-dock, $200,000; continuing quay- 
wall and wharves, $30.000: continuation of rail- 
tracks, $5,000; in all, $410,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the 
paragraph just read, for the purpose of inquir- - 
ing of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] who has charge of this bill whether it 
is the purpose of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to try and reduce the number of 
pavy-yards in the same way that they propose 
to reduce the number of our armories and 
arsenals. I notice that in this bill the appro- 
priations for navy-yards are very heavy. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will say to 
the gentleman that in general we follow the 
same line of policy, but not to the same ex- 
tent that we adopted in regard to arsenals. 
There must be a greater number of places 
where ships can be repaired than of places 
where guns can be repaired. Wherever there 
are harbors there must be, not a great way. 
apart, places where-ships can take refuge and 
be repaired. wih 
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_ The navy-yard at Mare Island is the great 
navy yard for the Pacific coast. The commit- 
tee are of theopinion that we must make large 
and constant appropriations for a series of 
years, until that navy-yard is brought up. to 
the full power and efficiency of a great navy- 
yard. . The gentleman will see that in regard 
to all the other navy-yards we have put in but 
small appropriations, only those deemed neces- 
sary for the purpose of taking care of the 
public property there, and carrying on the 
necessary work of slight repairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio in this connection whether it is 
not the purpose of the Government to have on 
the Atlantic coast one or two great navy-yards, 
say at League Island, Philadelphia, and at 
New London, Connecticut? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. From the action 
of Congress at its last session it is, I have no 
doubt, the clear purpose of the Government 
to make League Island a great navy-yard. 
Last year we appropriated $200,000 for dredg- 
ing a channel and for building up the surface 
of the island. Iam authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to propose an amend- 
ment to this bill, adding $100,000 to the 
League Island appropriation for that purpose. 
No recommendation has come to the commit- 
tee for any increase of the amount proposed 
to be appropriated for the navy-yard at New 
London. But within the last week the Depart- 
ment hagasked for $500,000 for League Island. 
The Secretary of the Navy came before the 
committee, brought his maps, and brought an 
engineer with him, and pointed out to us the 
ries of work that he proposed to have done 
there. 

On full consultation, the Secretary of the 


Navy said that be could carry on the branch of 


the work he was now doing at League Island 
with $100,000. 

Mr. DAWES. What branch of the work? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It thus appears that while 
our Navy declines, the appropriations for 
navy-yards are actually to increase. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] asks what 
branch of the work is being carried on at 
League Island. I answer that this appropri- 
ation was designed to dredge out the channel 
between League island and the main land, 
and to deliver the earth thus dredged out upon 
the island, which I understand is so far below 
high-water mark that it needs to be built up in 
order to be an island at all stages of the tide. 

Mr. DAWES. Ts it possible that League 
Island is below high-water mark ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will say to the 
gentleman that League Island and all the pro- 
visions of law with reference to it have come 
down to the Committee on Appropriations 
from their distinguished predecessors, who 
have delivered it over to us with the appro- 
priations and laws befitting it in their judg- 
ment. We have taken the Jegacy and en- 
deivored to treat it as well as we can. In 
this proposed amendment we give only half 
as much money as the committee, under the 
lead of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Dawes, ] gave last year. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to direct the atten- 
tion of the House to the’fact that the appro- 

tiation here proposed for both navy-yards at 

hiladelphia is much Jessin the aggregate than 
the appropriation for the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire. 

Mr. L. MYERS. In addition to that, there 
are large appropriations for nearly every other 
place in the United States. This is a reduc- 
tion from the estimates of the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair insists that 
gentleman shall speak to some proposition. 

Mr. SPARK WEATHER. { would like to 
know what amendment is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know 
of any. 


Mr. COX. I move to amend by adding at 
the end of the pendicg paragraph the follow- 
ing: 

Provided, Thatno removal of artisans or workmen 
shall be made in said navy-yard for political or 
party reasons. . 

This was substantially adopted by the House 
on another proposition. I could give a great 
many good reasonsin its favor, but I want to 
be gentle toward the members from Cali- 
fornia, [Laughter. ] 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval station at League Island, Pennsylvania; 
for repairs and maintenance of embankments, 
$15,000. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to amend 
the paragraph just read by inserting the words 
‘one hundred and,’’ soas to make the amount 
of the appropriation $115,000. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I move toamend 
the amendment by adding ‘and for naval 
stations at New London, Connecticut”? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thatis not an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. We had a distinct 
ruling of the Chair on this point last year. The 
Chair will see, by referring to the Congres- 
sional Globe, that precisely this amendment 
was offered last year to the same proposition, 
and the Speaker decided, as the Globe will 
show, that it was in order. 

Several Members, It was not the same para- 


graph. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. STARK- 
WEATHER] belongs to the next paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thepresent incumbent 
of the Chair is responsible only for his own 
rulings. He rules that a proposition for work 
at New London, Connecticut, is not germane 
to one for work at League Island. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Will the Chair 
allow me to say a word? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. When this par- 
agraph was reached last year I moved this 
amendment. The proposition was then to 
ROMS ange for League Island $250,000. I 
moved an amendment appropriating $50,000 
for New London. The Speaker was then in 
the Chair. A point of order was made upon 


i) my amendment in the interest of League Isl- 


land ; but, on consideration, the Speaker ruled 
the amendment to be in order, saying that the 
subject being appropriations for navy-yards, 
it was germane, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not 
question the statement of the gentleman; but 
he must see at a glance that the gentleman 
from Ohio having moved to increase the ap- 
propriation for lyeague Island by the addition 
of $100,000, this proposition is not germane. 

The Chair will rule on his proposition when 
it is offered separately. Itis not germane to 
the proposition offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Garrietp.] This is a proposition 
to increase the amount allowed by the bill for 
League Island, and the question is upon the 
adoption thereof. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I modify my 
amendment by inserting the words ‘and for 
dredging.” 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I move to insert 
after line eleven hundred and ninety-four, the 
following: 

For naval station at New London, Connecticut, 
building wharf, grading ground, building storehouse, 
and for care and protection of stores, $25,000. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 31, noes 50; no quorum voting. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Iwill withdraw 
that amendment and move another amend- 
ment to the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval station at New London, Connecticut: For 


work on wharf, and care and protection of public 
property,.$5,000.. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER. I move to ins 
crease that appropriation from $5,000 te 
$20,000. 

Mr. COX. Was not the committee dividing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 
withdrawn his former amendment. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Mr. Chairman, 
the naval station at League Island and the 
naval station at New London, Connecticut, so 
far as legislation is concerned, and the action 
of the Navy Department, stand precisely on 
the same ground. Several yearsago, as mem- 
bers will remember who were then here, a 
commission was appointed, consisting of naval 
officers, to make examinations asto the proper 
site for a naval station. It consisted of 
Admiral Stringham, Commodore Gardner, 
Commodore Van Brunt and Engineer Sanger. 
This commission cousisting of these able naval 
officers for more than one year pursued that 
investigation. They examined New London 
and other places, and finally reported in favor 
of New London. I am not able, of course, 
in five minutes to go over this whole subject, 
The Committee on Naval Affairs at that ses- 
sion, of which Mr. Rice was chairman, and on 
which were Mr. Pike of Maine, Judge Spalding 
of Ohio, and Mr. Brandegee of New London, 
Connecticut, made a most searching investiga- 
tion into the whole question. They examined 
New London and League Island, and other 
places; and that committee by a large major- 
ity reported in favor of New London. That 
report, I have in my hand; but I have not time 
to refer to it at any length. That committee 
one, of the ablest ever seen in this House, 
reported in favor of New London. In connec- 
tion with this report, League Island was offered 
tothe Government. The station at New Lon- 
don, Connecticut, was also offered to the Gov- 
ernment. It was provided that if the State of 
Connecticut should present to the United States 
a tract of land on the Thames river one mile in 
extent for naval purposes, then the Congress 
of the United States would accept it for naval 
purposes. The legislation was complete. That 
tract of Jand one mile in extent on the Thames 
river was accepted by the United States for naval 
purposes, just as League Island in the Delaware 
river was accepted for naval purposes. ‘Thethen 
Secretary of the Navy, Secretary Welles, said 
that the Government was obliged to make appro- 
priations to carry on that naval station as New 
London after the Government accepted from the 
State of Connecticut that land on the Thames 
river for that purpose. Secretary Welles said 
that the good faith of the Government was 
pledged in that regard. 

I should like to have the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. We have had but one appropriation 
of $10,000 for the purpose of building a wharf 
on a portion of this property. Let me read 
what the present Secretary of the Navy says 
on that subject: 

“The act directing its acceptance provides that the 
property shall ‘be held by the United States for 
naval purposes,’ and good faith requires that action 
should be taken looking to its occupancy by some 
branch of the service. An appropriation will bo 
needed for inclosing the land, and for the care and 
preservation of the buildings. Soon after its aceept- 
ance, Commodore T. A, Huut was directed to take 
charge of the property and see that nodepredations 
were made uponit; but for want of an appropria- 
tion nothing further has been attempted.” 

As I have said, but a small appropriation 
has been made for the purpose of building a 
wharf. The entire front of that wharf is 
crowded by vessels from other States. Why? 
I have the testimony here of Admirals String- 
ham and Godon that the Government would 
save $50,000 in copper and repair by trans- 
ferring the vessels to the naval station at New 
London, Connecticut. 

The Secretary of the Navy.in his annual 
report this year, recommended $15,000 for the 
work at League Island and $5,000 for the 
New London naval station. I went before the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the chair- 
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man stated to me that no other. appropriation 
could be granted. I stated to the gentleman 
that the government of my State had ap- 
pointed a committee to come here, and that 
they desired to have ahearing. I was informed 
that neither League Island nor New London, 
Connecticut, could have any additional appro- 
priation above what the Secretary had recom- 
mended. But after this bill was made up, ap- 
propriating only $15,000 for League Island, the 
Secretary of the Navy sends in an estimate of 
$500,000 for dredging and filling there. And 
after this bill was made up, they come into 
this House, and withont notice to anybody 
recommend an appropriation of $100,000. 
All ʻI have now to do is to call upon the 
chairman of the committee to say whether 
there is any reason for this, so far as the inter- 
ests of the public service are concerned, at 
League Island, which does not apply with 
equal force to New London. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will, with the 
consent of the committee, make a statement 
which will clear the Committee on Appropria- 
tions from any action that is in the least degree 
unfair, and from the charge of doing anything 
in the way of a surprise to the gentleman from 
Connecticut, [Mr. Srarcweatuer.] The gen- 
tleman did call upon meas chairman of the 
committee to inquire whether any further ap- 
propriation could be had for the naval station 
at New London. [informed him that the com- 
mittee had gone over the subject, and had 
allowed New London all that was estimated 
for, $5,000; but at his request the committee 
changed the language of the appropriation so 
that the dock or wharf at New London might 
be finished. The gentleman then asked if any- 
thing further than the $15,000 estimated for 
League Island was to be recommended. I 
said the committee had no information of any 
additional appropriation whatever then, and I 
promised the gentleman that if anything new 
should occur I would inform him. Inow ask 
to have read the letter which shows what new 
thing did happen. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Wasnineton, May 17, 1872. 


Sir: I have the honor to submit the. following 
estimate forimprovements at League Island, recom- 
mended by the chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, and to ask the favorable action of Congress 
thereon, namely: 
For dredging and filling in 
For commencing quay wall 
For temporary buildings for store- 

houses, & eseese 50,000 


Total .....sssceccossseceseressscsaass aensonsovsovoaroneoreses $500,000 


..8250,090 
200,000 


stfully, &e., 
Very rospectfully, “rng M, ROBESON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


Hon. James A. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on 

Appropriations, House of epresentatives. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It will be ob- 
served that this communication is dated the 
17th of May. On the following day it reached 
the committee. The Secretary of the Navy 
was sent for and appeared before the commit- 
tee. And the very first opportunity I had I 
informed the gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. 
STARKWEATHER] that this new estimate had 
come in, that the committee had heard the 
Secretary of the Navy, and had cut down the 
estimate from $500,000 to $100,000. But no 
estimate whatever from the Secretary of the 
Navy or from any other quarter for any addi- 
tional appropriation for New London has 
come before the Committee on Appropriations. 

I will say to the gentleman that so far as I 
am personally concerned [ have always, since 
J knew anything about it, believed in New 
London as a naval station; and if my vote 
could determine the matter, my action would 
sustain the claims of that place. But we have 
no estimate for the appropriation sought by 
the gentleman, and I must ask the House not 
to go beyond the amount that is authorized. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend by making 
the amount $10,000, 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. STARKWEATHER] of course speaks, 
and speaks well, as he always does, for this 
navy-yard or for this locality. It may be that 
he considers, or that others may consider that 
as a member from New England on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations | should favor the 
appropriation of money for New London. I 
would be glad to do so if any man in the 
House should point out to me now to-day, when 
we are trying to economize, and when we be- 
lieve that in the future our navy-yards and 
naval stations will be cut down, why we should 
start out into the broad field of expenditure 
for another yard. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. I would like to 
ask the gentleman one question. He speaks 
of economy. Task him if he did not vote for 
an appropriation of $250,000 for League 
Island last year, and does not now propose to 
appropriate $100,000? 

Mr. HALE. I am coming to that. We 
have now got eight navy-yards. We have 
gone so far in regard to League Island that 
the Government has adopted it by a large 
expenditure ; but Iam not here to argue for it, 
and I may say that so far as I have examined 
the question I doubt whether, if I had been 
here years ago, I would have favored the pro- 
posal for a new yard. This, however, can be 
said in favor of League Island, that it carries 
with it all the time the counter-project of 
giving up the Philadelphia navy-yard, and it 
is claimed and asserted, and perhaps demon- 
strated, that if we build up League Island we 
can sell the property of the Government at 
the Philadelphia yard for enough to pay the 
expenses at League Island. Now, there is no 
claim of that kind with reference to New 
pondon, It stands out there bald, bleak, and 

are. 

There has beena good deal of controversy here 
between the two yards that excited public 
comment, and I believe more or less slander. 
I do not know that there was anything wrong 
about it or what it was; but the two stood u 
here and fought it out,and while Congress did, 
in order to settle the matter for the time and 
get rid of the two which had bunted in couples, 
declare that both should be accepted, to my 
mind it would have been better if Congress 
had pursued the old principle that as these two 
projects had been lovely in their lives, in death 
they should not be divided. Butit did not; it 
wentonand has gone on since and appropriated 
for League Island, 

Now, all the committee has to settle bere 
to-day is whether you will start out at New 
London in the same direction. I want, for 
one, that our navy-yards shall be reduced. We 
do not need any more. We have got eight, 
and in my judgment we do not need more than 
three. We have one in Maine, and I expect 
sooner or later that will go. 

We do not need more than two great navy- 
yards on the western coast of the country and 
one on the eastern, aud now the question is 
whether the [louse will start out by a rela- 
tively large appropriation for New London ; 
for 1 warn the committee that when it is once 
made and the leverage is gained there will be 
no possibility of stopping it. Give to one of 
these new projects twenty or fifty thousand dol- 
lars this year and you will be in the same 
position next year that you are in regard to 
League Island now; you cannot go back. If 
we yield the first inch there is no use in con- 
tending after that. 

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Chairman, the station 
at New London is really only a station, aud as 
yet there is no navy-yard there. I see no 
necessity; none whatever, for the building up 
of that yard. 
the United States could be done easier at the 
present navy-yards which we have. and teu 
times the number could be built that are now 
being built. ‘The navy-yard at Brooklyn is in 
perfect order, and the navy-yard in this city is 
in perfect order, and there is no necessity that 
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we should inaugurate a policy which would 
build up a spot which has only been designated 
for a navy-yard, but’which bas now nothing 
but the name. I trust that the yards which 
we have will be cared for. I think that it is 
the proper policy of the Government to care 
for them and keep them in good. order, and 
although we may pursue the policy which the 
present Administration seems to be pursuing, 
that of giving out the greater part of the work 
to private contractors, yet we should have the 
yards in perfect order so that we may keep the 
contractors within proper bounds. The work 
ought to be done in the yards, as they are now 
constituted and well constituted todo our work, 
and no other yard should be built up, at least 
for the present. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER, Mr. Chairman, 
I desire to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been ex- 
hausted upon the pending amendment and 
amendment to the amendment, and no further 
amendment is mow in order. 


Mr. HALE. I will withdraw my amend- 
ment to the amendment. 
Mr. STARKWEATHER addressed the 


committee in remarks which will be published 
in the Appendix. 

Mr. ARCHER. I move to reduce the amend- 
ment to $19,000. It is true that I voted for 
the League Island navy-yard appropriation 
last year, not so much because it was for the 
establishment of a new yard as for the re- 
moval of the navy-yard from the city of Phil- 
adelphia to League Island. 

I am not altogether certain that I was right 
when I voted for that, having since become 
better informed about it. But I am certain 
that I am right in opposing this navy-yard at 
New London. It is true (and for that reason 
I doubt the propriety of my vote with regard 
to League Island) that the running of the 
ice in the Delaware river sunk a vessel there 
last year which cost the Government nearly 
a million dollars. But in view of the present 
disposition of this House to prevent the en- 
largement of the Navy, there can be no earthly 
use in building up a new navy-yard, when 
the navy-yards we already have are worked 
to only one tenth of their capacity. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the committee rise for the purpose of closing 
debate, unless there can be unanimous con- 
sent that we shall come to a vote. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I shall object to 
closing debate. We have not been heard in 
the committee, and we mean to be heard here. 

he motion of Mr. GARFIELD, that the 
committee rise, was agreed to; therë being— 
ayes eighty-five, noes not counted, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker: having resumed. the chair, Mr. 
WHEELER reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Onion, pursuant to 
the order of the House, had had under con- 
sideration the state of the Union generally. 
and particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2705) 
making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1878, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise for the 
purpose of moving that the House again resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
miscellaneous appropriation bill. As a pre- 
liminary to that motion I move that all debate 
in Committee of the Whole on the paragraphs 
concerning naval stations be restricted to tea 
minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. One minute. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. No, I will say 
ten minutes, in order that two gentlemen may 
be heard. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. My colleague 
[Mr. KeLruoce] and Ihave not had an oppor- 
tunity to disenss this subject properly. We 
want at least five minutes apiece. 

A Memeer, (to Mr. Garreto, of Ohio.) 
Say fifteen minutes. 
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Mr: GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have said ten 
minutes. Iwill agree to occupy none of the 
time myself, so that each of the gentlemen 
from Connecticut may have five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
son; one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles ; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

An act (S. No. 981) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas river 
at Little Rock, Arkansas ; 

> An act (S. No. 1149) granting a pension to 
Catharine Crowell ; 

An act (S. No. 1150) granting a pension to 
Abigail Ryan, widow of Thomas A. Ryan; and 

An act (S. No. 1086) to change the location 
of the Railroad National Bank of Lowell, 
Massachusetts, to the city of Boston, Massa- 
chusetts. 

The message algo announced that the Senate 
‘had agreed to the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. No. 617) in relation to the Dakota 
Southern Railroad Company. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment bills of the 
following titles: 


An act (H. R. No. 2428) granting a pension || 


to Samuel: Shaffer, a private in company 
I, seventy-eighth regiment of Pennsylvania 
infantry volunteers; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2488) granting a pension 
to Priscilla Harrison. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had passed a bill of the following title with 
an amendment; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested: 

An act (H. R. No. 2413) granting a pension 
to George W. Parris. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had insisted on its amendments, disagreed to 
by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 1914) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to negotiate 
with the chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone 
and. Bannock tribes of Indians for the relin- 

uishment of a portion of their reservation in 

yoming Territory, had agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as 
conferees on the part of the Senate, Mr. WIL- 
son, Mr. HARLAN, and Mr. EDMUNDS. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had disagreed to the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. No. 478) to further the 
administration of justice, asked a confer- 
ence with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, and had appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate, Mr. CARPEN- 
TER, Mr. Conkiine, and Mr. THURMAN. 

RAILROAD NATIONAL BANK OF LOWELL. 


Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to call 
up from the Speaker’s table a bill (S. No, 
1086)'to change the location-of the Railroad 
National Bank of Lowell, Massachusetts, to 
the city of Boston, Massachusetts, and to put 
it on its passage. 

Mr, RANDALL. What is it? 

Mr. COX, It is a bill that has just come 
over from the Senate, and it simply changes 
the location of the Railroad National Bank of 
Lowell, Massachusetts, to the city of Boston, 
Massachusetts, ; 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

The first section of the bill, which was read, 

rovides that the Railroad National Bank of 
Lowell, now located at Lowell, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, is 
hereby authorized to change its location to 
Boston, in the county of Suffolk and State 
aforesaid. Whenever the stockholders, rep- 
resenting three fourths of the capital of said 
bank, at a meeting called for that purpose, 
determine to make such change, the president 
and cashier shall execute a certificate, under 
the corporate seal of the bank, specifying such 
determination, and shall cause the same to be 


recorded in the office of the Comptroller of 
the Currency, and thereupon such change of 
location shall be effected, and the operations 
of discount and deposit of said bank shall be 
carried on under the name of the Railroad 
National Bank of Boston, in the city of Bos- 
ton, county of Suffolk, and State of Massa- 
ebusetts. 

The second section provides that nothing in 
this act contained shall be so construed as in 
any manner to release the said bank from any 
liability or affect any action or proceeding in 
law in which the said bank may be a party or 
interested. And when such change shall have 
been determined upon as aforesaid, notice 
thereof and of such change shall be published. 
at least in one weekly newspaper in each of 
the counties of Middlesex and Suffolk, in the 
State of Massachusetts, for not less than four 
successive weeks. 

The third section provides that this act shall 
take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage. 

r. COX demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, of Massachu- 
setts, by unanimous consent, the request of 
the Senate for a conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on a bill (S. No. 
478) to further the administration of justice 
was taken fromthe Speaker’s table, and 
agreed to. i 


LANDS SOLD FOR DIRECT TAXES. 


Mr. KERR. I desire to call up the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which Senate bill 
No. 780, to provide for the redemption and 
sale of lands held by the United States under 
the several acts levying direct taxes, was re- 
committed to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. I desire to put the bill on its pas- 
sage, : 

Sir. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot yield 
for that purpose. Let me go on with the appro- 
priation bill, and we will soon get through. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio takes precedence. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wueever in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2705) 
making appropriations for. sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1878, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate on the pend- 
ing amendment has been limited to ten min- 


utes. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I ask leave to 
print with my remarks all the reports I have 
referred to. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. STRONG. New London is in the dis- 
trict of my colleague, [Mr. STARKWEATHER, ] 
and his constituents are more immediately 
interested than mine in the question before 
us. But, sir, the people of our entire State 
are deeply in earnest in asking Congress for a 
liberal appropriation to commence this navy- 
yard. The Connecticut Legislature of 1871 
appointed a commission, consisting of Gov- 
ernor Jewell, ex-Governor English, and Hon. 
Augustus Brandegee, to press this matter upon 
the attention of the Navy Department and to 
prosecute it before Congress. I allude to this 
simply for the purpose of showing the feeling 


of Connecticut upon this subject, and of the 
importance there attached to it. 

Ido not propose to go into the discussion 
of the relative merits of League Island and 
New London. They have been discussed over 
and over again by members in this Chamber, 
as well as by nearly every newspaper in the 
country. The superiority of New London for 
a navy- yard I think will be very generally 
admitted. You know her harbor is one of the 
very best on the Atlantic coast, and that she 
presents nearly all the natural advantages 
which are desirable for a first-class naval 
station. 

There is no comparison between the fitness 
and desirability of the two places, New Lon- 
don and League Island, as sites for a navy- 
yard. That matter has been fully inquired 
into over and over again, and there have been 
reports upon it by committees of this House 
and by commissions appointed to investigate 
the subject ; and never, sir, has a committee 
or a commission which has investigated it 
hesitated for a moment to recommend New 
London in preference to League Island. 

But what could examinations and reports 
avail here where votes decide everything? 
League Island has the great State of Pennsyl- 
vania behind her, and New London can only 
count upon the active support of little Con- 
necticut. Yet, sir, the merits of our case were 
so strong that after some years of contest Con- 
gress decided to establish navy-yards at both 
places, and the Government in 1868 accepted 
conveyances of real estate in New London and 
on League Island, which it was agreed should be 
used for the purpose for which it was donated. 
How has that agreement been performed? 
Perhaps League Island has no reason to com- 
plain. The work there is being prosecuted 
with a reasonable degree of vigor. She re- 
ceived from last Congress an appropriation of 
$250,000, and we have just voted her another 
of $100,000. But how with New London? 
She has received the magnificent sum of 
$10,000, and it is now proposed to give her 
$5,000 more. And now, when my colleague 
[Mr. STARKWEATHER] asks to increase the 
amount to $20,000, the Committee on Appro- 
priations rise up as one man to oppose his 
extravagant request. How happens it that 
League Island is thus kindly treated while 
New London is turned almost empty away? 
Can itbe because Pennsylvania is represented 
on the Committee on Appropriations by a gen- 
tleman who looks out for her interests? You 
will note that in this asin other bills the para- 
graph giving League Island. its appropriation 
must be acted upon before New London can 
be considered. Of course on all occasions 
League Island must be first taken care of, and 
then New London may have a few dollars if 
she loudly insists upon her rights. I do not 
complain of the influence of the honorable 
gentleman from Pennsylvania in his commit- 
tee. It is quite natural that he should have 
its sympathy. Other members: of the com- 
mittee doubtless have matters to look after in 
their own sections of country which require 
his sympathy in return, Bat, sir, I am sur- 
prised that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Hae] deems it his duty to oppose this small 
appropriation for New London. Can it be 
that he is influenced at all by the little navy- 
yard on the borders of Maine, which we some- 
times call Kittery? I think not; for I under- 
stand him to-day to say that be supposes 
Kittery will at no distant day be abolished. 

I quite agree with him that it would be 
sound policy to abolish several of our navy- 
yards, abandon Kittery, Charlestown, and 
Brooklyn, and make New London a substitute 
for them all, and Government gain vastly by 
the change. Go farther, and give up League 
Island, with the hundreds of thousands already 
sunk there, and we should save a vast sum 
still required to make land upon which to 
construct a navy-yard. It will doubtless take 
$1,000,000 now to fill up the spot selected so 


that high water will not overflow it: What 
nonsense to sink money in this way! And yet 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. ARCHER] 
and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hare] 
say that having commenced the work at League 
Tsland.it must be carried on. I tell them that 
instead of throwing away hundreds of thou- 
sands.and possibly millions of dollars more in 
addition to what has been already sunk at 
League Island, it would be better for them 
and for the country to make a reasonable 
appropriation to New London and abandon 
League Island altogether. Pree 
© Mr. Chairman, our State gave iñ 1868 a 
large and valuable property. to thé Govern- 
ment for a navy-yard, and Gdvernment ac- 
cepted it for that purpose. Well might the 
Secretary of the Navy say tat the honor and 
the faith of the Government are pledged to 
the prosecution of the enterprise ‘contem- 
plated. That being the case, I ask, shall we 
not now have the small: sum of $20;000 with 
which to commetice the werk?” League 
Island can havé ‘her. $100,000. “We ‘promise 
to do more with $20,000 than shé. gan: with 
five times that awonut. We said nothing 
against giving League Island the $100,000. 
It would have been ‘useless ‘for‘us to have said 
anything against ite Pennsylvania with her 
twenty four. members can outvote Connecti- 
cut. She can command an appropriation; we 
can only petition forit. It seéms to me this 
House will not refuse to: grant our reasonable 
request.” : i 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield the rest 
of the: time: which remains for debate except 
one half’ minute ‘to the gentleman from Con: 
necticut, [ Mr. KerLoce. } keeta ae 
Mr. KELLOGG.: -I thank the ‘gentleman 
for his courtesy ‘in yielding his time; and I 
will be sure to. give him the last half minute 
allowed tor debate): if he desires. ` : 
Jam sure this’ committee does not need. any 
further argument to ‘show that they should 
grant this small pittance of $20,000 for the 
wrpose of having a naval station kept up at 
ew London. . We have got-everything ready 
there fora naval station, and your ships have 
been sent there during the last winter: and all 
that we ask is that you will give $20,000 for 
building wharves there at which to moor your 
vessels, and making such improvements as are 
necessary. . : : ; 
This generation.will haye passed away, and 
another generation, if not a third, one, will 
have come, before you. will get. your chanuel 
dredged out at League Island, ;and the island 
fitted up and made solid, and your wharves 
built so that you. can moor a vessel there to 
hein safety. But I bave no antagonism with 
League Island; that is made a naval station; 
so is New London. Isimply say that it is 
right. and the duty of this Congress to carry: 
out the pledge of the Government, and give 
us proper wharves for a naval station at New 
London, as it: has been, recognized as a naval 
station by the Government. You. have no 
years to wait to dig out and make a harbor; 
youhave a harbor there where the whole Navy 
of the country can ride in safety, and no 


vessels, as it has done at League Island the 
past winter, . 

Sir, it is one of the oldest naval harbors in 
the country. It has been distinguished in the 
past. history of. the country, and there is a 
historical fitness in making New London a 
naval station. During the war of the Revola- 
tion Governor Trumbull fitted outsome of the 


most efficient cruisers that we had to fight the | 


enemy upon the element they claimed as their 
own, and these were a large part of the Navy 
that we bad during that period, During the 
last war with England the first British fag 
upon the sea that fell before the stars and 
stripes. was struck to a son of Connécticut, 
and to.one, if I remember rightly; who had 
learned the rudiments of seamanship and the 
elements of his naval knowledge in. sailing 
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from the harbor of New London. You have 
got there, as the reports of your best officers 
say, one of tbe finest harbors on the whole 
Atlantic coast for a thousand miles or more. 
It is ready for your service, excepting that this 
small sum of $20,000 is asked for the purpose 
of building wharves and making proper and 
necessary improvements for a naval station 
and for your vessels to be moored. The water 
is just right for this purpose; your copper and 
iron upon your ships will not be corroded; 
your vessels will not be injured; there is just 
the right admixture of saltand fresh water for 
their preservation, as the testimony of all these 
reports shows. Now, I say that on so small 
an appropriation, on a matter of $20,000 
only, as asked for the purpose of this naval 
station, there ought. to be no question, but 
that. the. committee will grant.it without fur- 
ther-argument. It is to be borne in mind, too, 
that when itis once fully known to the country 
how. superior. New London is fot a naval sta- 
tion, and what its great advantages are, 
another naval station can be given up; and if 
it becomes a navy-yard, you ean dispense with 
the Brooklyn navy-yatd; and several million 
dollars will be saved to the Governmeni ; be- 
cause the people of Brooklyn want the land 
now, occupied by that yard, which is worth 
millions of dollars, for other purposes than a 
navy-yard. You ean remove your Brooklyn 
yard to New London, and do it without a dol- 
lar of cost to the Treasury when the proper 
time comes for it. . I will not encroach further 
on the time of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD. J]. ; ates 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I want to say a 
word to:the committee in relation to this mat- 
ter. Ifwe were distributing money simply to 
give it to good fellows, who represént nice dis- 
tricts, I should certainly vote for. this appro- 
priation; if we were distributing it so as to 
give every district an equal share ‘of money, 
then I should vote for it. If we were dis 
tributing it according to my views of navy- 
yards, then I should vote forit; but if we are 
to follow. the estimates. of the Department, L 
cannot vote for this: appropriation. 

The. question wasupon Mr, StaRKWEATHER’S 
amendment to strike out, in line, eleven. hun- 
dred and ninety-six, the word ‘‘five’’ and to 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘twenty;’’ so that the 
clause would read, ‘“ Naval station at New 
London, Connecticut: for work on: wharf and 
care and... protection of public property, 
$20,000.” i 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
61, noes 58. 

Mr. HOLMAN... I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr.‘ STARK- 
WEATHER and Mr. ARCHER were appointed. 
The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 89, noes 87. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows under the head 
of ‘the Department of Agriculture:”’ 

Buildings and grounds: 

For improvement of grounds: forlabor. $12.000; for 


heating apparatus for new grapery, $2,000; for mate- 
rial for roads and walks, $1,500; for cast-iron labels 


flood of ice will come: down: to destroy:your 1} for naming trees in arboretum, $1,500; for tools, re- 


pairs, and blacksmithing, $1,009; for draining-tiles 
for grounds, $500: for terrace walls, $2.500; for ro- 
pairing fence around grounds, $1,000; and for a fur- 
nace in the laboratory, $400; in all, $22,409. 

Mr. HOAR. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the paragraph 
just read : ; 

For completing the museum under the charge o: 
Professor Townsend Glover, $3,000. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
point of order on that amendment. | 

Mr. HOAR. No point of order is possible. 
This is a public work in course of completion, 
for which appropriations are made every year. 
It is a collection of insects injurious to vege- 


Mr. HOLMAN... I-thought the point of 
order had been made. that this is not authorized 
by. existing law. : 


_ The CHAIRMAN. Tt is a pndlie work now. 
in progress, and isin order. ©" ee 2 
Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly no appropria- 
tion has ever been inade for it. ee 
Mr. HOAR. If the gentlemän from ‘In- 
diana will allow me to make my statement he 
will see that the amendment is in order: 2 i 
Mr. HOLMAN. Will-the. gentleman: pro- 
duce the law that authorizes it? = noes 
Mr. HOAR. This museum has been in 
course of collection in the Agricultural. De- 
partment, and has been paid for out of the 
ordinary appropriations’ for that’ Department 
for several years. It is under the charge of 
a subordinate *of that Department, Professor 


‘Townsend Glover, and itis the most interest- 


ing and useful experiment for the promotion 
of agricultural sciente which: is inow’ going on 
on the face of ‘thé earth. I am quite sure, if 
the gentléman from Indidna would attend to 
the subject, he would agree! with me in désir- 
ing this appropriation ‘te: be: made" for. the: 
purpose.- : re ie i 

HOLMAN. 


Mr. T insist. that there is. no 
law. authorizing the appropriation. (60055 s, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair. overrules 
the point of order. > BaO Miah a 

Mr, HOAR. - This gentleman is au enthus 
siast and a man‘ of genius.: In this particolar 
work he has collected. specimens. of woods, 
fruit, garden: vegetables,. cereals, and. grasses, 
and specimens of the insects whith prey upon 
each, and specimens of the. birds which de- 
stroy those insects, with a statement of the 
remedy, He bas also specimens of fruits. and 
other articles affected, by diseases, with refer- 
ences to standard works. where the matter is 
described, all arranged by States, showing 
where the article is grown... ‘Therefore, if any, 
man in the United. States: wishes to know. in 
regard to anything, whether it is used for in- 
troduction, or for cultivation in his. garden or 
on his farm, all he has to do is to go ‘to. that 
spot, and there he, can see at a glance every- 
thing that is known in regard to it, the place 
where it grows, the disease or insect affecting 
it, the. remedy for it, and. the latitude for 
which it is best adapted. Lt isa mostvaluable 
and most wonderful. collection already.. I 
trast this small sum will be granted, ` 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. | I desire. 
to indorse all that has been said by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, (Mr. Hoar.] This 
isa most wonderful collection, and must take 
rank with the science of meteorology in im» 
portance to the country. This is a very small 
appropriation, and 1 think this committee can 
do no better than to adopt it. - ae 

The question was taken on the amendment 
by a viva voce vote, and the Chairman de- 
clared the amendment adopted. , 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. <I desire, to offer 
an amendment. ta a ai 

Mr. HOLMAN. ` T call for a division upon 
the amendment ofthe gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Hoare] (= cnno 

The CHAIRMAN. Ft is too late for a 
division ; the Chair‘has announced the result. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was on the floor listen- 
ing for the announcement by the Chair, and I 
insist Upon a division. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must insist 
upon’ his own statement; he declared’ that 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe Chair had declared 
it distinctly I should have insisted upon a 
division. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman insists 
upon a division it will be had. 

The committee dividéd; and the amend- 
ment was agreed to—ayes seventy-six; noes 
not counted. 

Mr. WALLS. Iask unanimous consent to 
go back to the paragraph relating to the navy- 
yard at Pensacola, in order that may move 
to increase the appropriation from $25,000 to 
$50,000. 

X Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object.to geang 
ack. Ss : 
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Mr.. WILSON, of Ohio.. I move to amend į 
by inserting after the paragraph last read the | 
following: : h ‘ 

For two additional clerks of class one, $2,400. 


It will: be.remembered that when the exec-. 
utive, legislative, and judicial appropriation 
pill was being discussed in the House J tried to 
obtain- an- appropriation for’ two additional 
clerks of class one for: the Agricultural De- 
partment.: f was voted down, or rather. the 
point ‘of order was made upon me that I had 
offered the amendment too late, that that por- 
tion: of the: bill had been passed. Now: the 
fact-is, and I: wish every member in the House 
was as. familiar with it'as I am,‘that the pres- 
ent clerical. foree in: the- Agricultural Depart- 
partment is overworked. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I raise the 
point of order on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is 
toó late, the amendment having been received 
and discussion uporeit commenced. 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. There is not a 
sufficient clerical force in the Agricultural De- 
partment to. discharge the duties of that De- 
partment; and more especially at this time. | 
It will be remembered that when the bill first | 
came before the House ‘there was an ap- 
propriation of $40,000. for’ the purchase of 
seeds ‘to’ ‘be distributed: by this Department. 
Subsequently that was amended by adding 
$10,000 for the purpose of importing and dis- 
tributing foreign seéds‘and plants. Of course 
that adds just so much more labor to be per- 
formed -by the clerical force of this Depart- 
ment: I-speak of that ‘which E believe to be 
absoltitely trie y they cannot, with their pres- 
ent ‘force, properly: distribute those ‘seeds in 
due time, and more force must be given for 
that purpose. I ask for but $2,400. Itis a 
small appropriation for the benefit of a lead- 
ing industry of this country, and I trust no one 
will object to it. 

Mr. GARFUELD, of Ohto: ' This is another 
example of being called upon to give’ more 
and more and more every time you give aty- 
thing.’ We gave $10,000 additional for seeds, 
the value of which the gentleman can estimate 
perhaps n- little better than Ican. Now, be- 
cause we have givén that mach more for seeds, 
we are importuned to give two additional clerks 
to this Department. Dhope the amendment 
will not be adopted. 

© Thé question was taken; and the amend- 
ment was agreed to, upon a division—ayes 83, 
noes 50, 
“Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
by adding the following proviso to the para- 
graph last read: © O i 

Provided, That no part of the money appropriated 
by this bill shall be. paid for advertising in any 
paper published: in the city of: Washington, except 
the matter advertised is to be donein the District of 
Columbia or in the State of, Maryland or Virginia. | 

. Coffer this amendment for the purpose of 
calling the attention of the Committee.of the 
Whole to the subject of advertising, and at the 
same time to an, attack. upon myself in the 
Washington Republican of this date, occupy- 
ing. twọ columns, It is-the joint. production 
of two members of the Board of Public Works 
of this. District, and..T suppose the editor of | 
that: paper, who isa brother of one of these 
gentlemen, assisted in its. preparation. This! 
paper is an official paper, as appears from the 
four columns of: Government advertisements 
in it, nearly all of which advertisements are 
of no earthly account to the Government. | I 
will show some examples of them. Here is 
an, advertisement for drayage in San Fran- 
cisco; here is one for fresh meat to be deliv- 
ered at Omaha; here is one for supplies at 
Sioux City; here is one for fresh meat at the 
Government barracks in Louisville; here is | 
one fora gate-way for a national. cemetery in| 
Tennessee, and so on through four. columns 
of solid advertisements in very small type, | 
amounting to thousands of dollars every | 
mouth, which is paid to this paper, which. is i 


i 
| 
I 
| 


made the vehicle of attack upon members 
of Congress who denounce corruption and 
stealing. 

In connection with this I desire the Clerk to 


proprietor of that paper before the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. : 

The Clerk réad as follows: 

“William J. Murtagh sworn and examined. 

“By Mr. GREEN: K : Es 
tt Question: State your occupation, > ; 
i “ Answer, Lam proprietor of the National Repub- 
ican. : tolls T 
*‘ Question. Tlave you done any advertising or 
printing forthe District governmentsince last-June? 

“ Answer. Ihave. pTi 

“ Question. Have you been paid for it? 

“ Answer. Fora portion of it. wok 

t Question. Have you a statement of the bills ren- 
dered by you forthe work done? - 

“ Answer. I have here an abstract which contains 
everything I have done for the District yovernment: 
that which has been paid and that which has not 
been paid. Itisacopy taken by my book-keeper 
from the books, and embraces everything which has 
been done from the beginning of the present govern- 
ment until the present time, or until December 1, 


Question, What is the total of the bill? í 
“ Answer. The total amount is $27,220.” 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thusit appears that 
$27,220 was paid to that one paper by the 
Board of Public Works and. the District. gov- 
ernment between last June and the Ist day of 
last December. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER rose, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH... I decline to be 
interrupted at present. ` 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. | I wish to correct 
the gentleman. i ' 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot be cor- 


rected. i n E 
ARKWEATHER. You can be; and 


Mr. ST 
will be hereafter. eae : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Clerk hasread 
from the sworn testimony of Mr. Murtagh, the 
proprietor of the Republican—— : l 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I will correct 
the gentleman after he gets. through: 

Mr: FARNSWORTH, Very well. I say 
that upward of twenty-seven thousand dollarg 
has been paid by the District government tor 
advertisiug in that one papér between June 
and December of last year. Is any man sur- 
prised that the paper should rush to the rescue 
of the Board of Public Works or any member 
of it? Is any man surprised:that, as an organ 
for those:two members of the Board of Public 
Works whose conduct. was discussed here the 
day before yesterday, this papershould occupy 
two columns in epithets and low abuse upon 
myself? In this’ connection Lask the Clerk 
to read an extract from the testimony of A: 
R. Shepherd, taken’ before’ a committee of 
the last Congress, updn the subject of the price 
paid for copper, which,as he states in the news- 
paper, he sellstothe Government for less than 
it can buy it anywhere else. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“By Mr. Eva: 

“ Question. In charging these things against the 

Government, as I sce you do in these vouchers, 


do you charge just the same pri¢e you would to 
private individuals? 


price of.the material to us. : 


thenet cost to you? À Y 
“Answer. Why, we keep an account of what 


Goverment the same. 
‘* By the Chairman: 

“Question. But where you are carrying a large 
amount of these things. do you- charge nothing as 
interest on the money invested ? ony 

“Answer, Yos, sir; of course. In such cases we 
have to charge enough to cover interest on the 
outlay.” 

{Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. I trust this 
debate may be brought to a close.: If this bill 
does not go to the Senate to-night or to-mor- 
row morning we shail have to extend the 
session. ` 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I do not wish 
to discuss this matter. further than to’ correct 
the gentleman from. Hinois, [Mr. FARNS- 
wortH.] He has said that the Board of Pub- 


read apassage from thesworn testimony of the, 


“Answer. Oh, no, sir; we charge the net cost: 


Question. How do you go to work to make-up. 


we have to pay for material, and we charge the 


lie Works paid the printing bill to which he 
referred. The Committee for the District of 
Columbia investigated that subject. All the 
members of the committee disapproved of 
those extravagant charges, as will be seen by 
reference to.the majority and minority reports, 
but we found that. Mr. Shepherd knew no;more 
about, those printing bills than did the gentle- 
man from Illinois. Mr. Shepherd had noth- 
ing to do with them. They were audited and 
paid by the Legislative Assembly... Mr. Shep- 
herd condemned, as:did the committee, the 
extravagant charges in.that regard. i 

Mr. CREBS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? , 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. Certainly. 

Mr. CREBS. The gentleman has just said 
that Mr. Shepherd kuew nothing about. those 
bills. ‘Will he state what member of the Dis- 
trict government did know anything about 
them? i . . 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I will tell you 
who knew. The Legislative Assembly:audited 
and paid those accounts. We say that they 
did wrong;.that they should have cut them 
down; that. such extravagance ought not to 
have been countenanced.. But Mr.. Shepherd 
knew nothing about those bills, nor did any 
other member of the Board of Publie Works. 
They were not audited or. paid.by,the Board 
of. Public. Works, nor was the advertising 
ordered by that board. .The gentleman. from 
Illinois charges. upon Mr. Shepherd. that for 
which the Legislative Assembly is responsible, 
as the committee have found.’ These bills for 
adyertising were three times what. they ought 
to have been, and they should never have 
been paid. © $ ip a 

Mr. DICKEY.: I riseto a question of or- 
der. J-ask: that this discussion be confined to 
the pending proposition.’ What has the Board 
of Public Works or A. R. Shepberd to do 
with the question :before the House ? 

.. The CHAIRMAN... Debate is exhausted. 

Mr FARNSWORTH. | I ask the.Clerk to 
go on and get through. with the reading of the 
extract which I sent up to the Clerk's desk. - 

Mr. GARFIELD,.:of Ohio. Let. it be 
printed: © ta, ; S 

The CHAIRMAN. -Is there objection ? 

Mr. DICKEY. : There ‘is no objection: -to 
having it printed... - : . i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish to say a 
word farther. The remarks of the gentleman 
from Connecticut, [ Mr.: STARKWEATHER, | that 
his committee condemned this extravagance, 
does not at all change the facts. The fact 
still exists that this paper charged in less-than 
one year for printing for the Board óf ‘Public 
Works and the : District: government ‘over 
twenty-seven thousand dollars.’ It. does’ not 
change the fact that that paper now attempts 
to-attack'a member of Congress for doing his 
duty, and is used as the organ of members of 
the Board of Public Works. I now ask the 
Clerk to read the remainder of' the testimony, 
part of which he has already read, = ~ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Question: Is that‘all you include? 


‘t Answer, Yes, sir. : 
* Question. Nothing for rent: 
kind? - ; See 
~“ Answer, Oh, yes; we may put on a little for rents 
and the cost of our tools, und some little expenses 
of that kind. ' a, : 
Question, I see that in thecase of the Des Moines 
court-house you charge the Government with twenty- 
four hundred and ninety pounds of copper at: forty 
cents per pound. ‘I see that the price in Boston and 
Philadelphia is thirty cents.. By what calculation 
did you make the price of that copper up to forty 
cents per pound? 
`‘ Answer. Copper has greatly depressed. in value 
since that was bought. That copper.cost usin New 
York thirty-seven or thirty-eight cents. I put on 
two. cents per pound to cover the.cost of transporta- 
tion and other contingencies; but I do not believe 
it did cover them.” 


[Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
amendment. 2 _ ; 
The Clerk read as follows: 


S, or anything of that 


I withdraw the 


l 


Sxc. 3. That the sum of $225,751 08 is hereby appro- 
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priated to ‘enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
return to the clerk of the United States district 
court for the southern district. of Illinois the one 
half of $451,502 16 paid to said Secretary by said 
clerk as prize-money, in pursuance of a decree of 
said court, made on the llth day of Mry, 1864, which 
decree was afterward, to wit, on the 9th day of Jane, 
1865, held to be erroneous and set aside by said court, 


and said money ordered to be returned to said court | 


for distribution to the lawful owners thereof; and to 
this end that tho said Secretary cause to be trans- 
ferred the said sum of $225,751 08 from the Navy pen- 
sion fund to the credit of the Treasurerof the United 
States; the moneys so directed to be returned hav- 
ing been deposited to the credit of said fynd on the 
23d of May, 1864, by, warrant No. 169, ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rose to` make a point of. 
order on that section; but I will yield to hear 
what the. gentleman from Illinois has 10 say. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, the pur- 
pose of this ‘appropriation. is, simply to, return 
a fund in the Treasury which does: net belong 
tothe Government. During the Porter expe- 
dition in J8ĝ4 up the Red, river, they seized a 
large amount of cotton, which was taken, to 
Cairo, Illinois. “The district court for the 
southern district, of INinois condemned that 
colton and ordered it to be sold and the pro; 
ceeds paid into the. Treasury, of the United 
States as maritime prize. It was ascertained 
subsequeitly or immediately, thereafter, that 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in 
the prize cases, reported in. 2 Wallace, haq 
decided, that cotton so seized was not maritime 
prize. ‘The condemnation was clearly unlaw- 
ful, and the districtcourt on motion entered.an 
order to return the money, Inthe mean time it 
had been covered into the Treasury and distrib- 
uted, one half as prize-money to the captors 
and the other half to the credit of the naval 
pension fund. The Secretaries of the Treas- 
ury and Navy had, as it had: been covered 
into the Treasury, no authority to return it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. That for the payment, to: Rafael Madrazo; 
owner of the bark Teresita, which was illegally cap- 
tured by the- Unitet’ States: steainer Granite City 

near the mouth of the Rio Grande, on the 16th of 

November, 1863, and restitution of which was ordered 
by the district court of the eastern district of Louis- 
jana, (after sale of the said bark and the deposit of 
the proceeds thereof, under the order of the court, 
inthe First National Bank of New Orlcans,) which 
said judgment of restitution was afterward, at the 
December term in 1868 of the Supremé Court of the 
United States, affirmed, a’ sufficient sam (not ex- 
ceeding $10,859 20) is hereby appropriated to return 
tosaid Madrazo or his lawful assigns, without intor- 
ost, the proceeds of said sale, deducting therefrom 
whatever sum may have been recovered from said 
bank either before or after the failure thercof. - - 

Mr. HOLMAN... I am reluctant to make a 
point of order on this items. but I must-do so, 
because I do not see any good reason. why this 
should stand upon a different footing from 
other claims against the Government. ‘This 
money, I believe, or most of it, was lost in 
the bank. . - 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Not this money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This is in ac- 
cordance with the decree of. the court. 

The CHAIRMAN. .The decree’ of the 
court is not law. - ia e 

The Clerk read'the following section : 

Suc. 5. That for the payment to W. H, Turley, 
John D. Fondrew, and Isaac N. Barker, their assigns 
or legal representatives,- owners of the steamboat 
T. D.,Hine, which was libeled and sold under order 
of the United States circuit court for the eastern 
district of Louisiana, issued August 3, 1865, and 
which order wasreversed by adecree ofthe Supreme 
Court of the United States on the first Monday of 
December, 1868, the sum. of” $9,000, or so much 
thereof as maybe necessary, is hereby appropriated 
to pay said ownersthe amount derived from the 
sale of said vessel under the sale which was made by 
virtue of the aforesaid order of the United States 
circuit court for the eastern district of Louisiana, 
deducting from the proceeds of said sale any 
amounts which said owners may have already 
received, directly or indirectly, from the fund 
realized by the Government. upon said sale. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. I ofer an 
amendment to that section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [reserve the point of 
order on the section until the amendment is 


read, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot 


reserve his point of order. If he desires to 
make the point of order on the section, he 
must make it now.” ` j 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order. 
-I do not think an` appropriation bill should 
contain this item, f 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. ; 

The Clerk read the following section: 

Sec. 7. That to enable the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to pay. Standish and Ballard, attorneys, their 
account for defending the register and the receiver, 


at Ionia, Michigan,thesum of $1,000 is hereby appro- 
priated. ` i 


Mr. HOLMAN. It does. not seem to me 
that this isa proper ifem in. an appropriation 
bill. It does not seem, however; to be a large 
sum: 3 : at 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. “Ihave a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior recommend- 
ipg this, which I will have read if the gentle: 
man desires to hear it. Jt. is an account. for 
defending officers of the United States. 

- Mr. HOLMAN. I do not press the- point 
of order. os : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The bill has 
now been gone through, and I am instructed 
by the committee to offer severalamendments. 
L send the first to the Clerk's: desk. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For loss and expense involved in therscoinige of 
gold coin in the Treasury. which are betow stand- 


ard, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may preseribe, $150,000, nt 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that before this 
appropriation is voted some explanation. will 
be given. - : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. IT ask the Clerk 
to read the letter which’I send to the desk. 

The Clerk.read as follows:,., >: : ae 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, May 16, 1872. 

Sm: Ihave reecived a letter from the Assistant 
Treasurer ut New York’ giving the amount and 
classification of gold coins on deposit in his office, 
from which it appears that he holds $9,690,000 of 
half eagles, and $16,710,000 of the denomimation of 
three dollars and under, a considerable portion of 
which are so much below the standard weight and 
limit of tolerance provided by Jaw. that they can- 
not be reissued. _ These coins can be recoined with 
but little additional expense to the Mint, but it will 
be necessary to provide by law for the loss occa- 
sioned by the gonversion of light coins into cobi of 
standard weight; and I therefore recommend the 
following amendment to the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill now under consideration in the House: 

“For loss and expense in the recoinage. of gold 
coins in the Treasury which are below standard 
weight, under such regulations as the Seeretary of 
the Treasury may prescribe; $150,000.” > 

Very respectfully, . 
GEORGE S. BOUTWELL, 
. i Secretary. 
Hon. James A. QARTIELD, Chairman of Committee on 

Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


The amendment was agreed to. l 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I offer the fol- 


lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To defray, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, the expenses of redeeming, and re- 
issuing the minor coinage of the United States, 
$20,000, pursuant to the act of March 3, 1871; as 
much of the same as may be necessary to be avail- 
able tor expenses incurred during the present fiscal 
year. he 


Mr. COX. ` I would like an explanation of 
this. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ‘There is a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior stating 
that a large proportion of this coin is worn 
and abraded, and must be replaced. 

Mr. COX. Does this refer to nickels or 
shin-plasters? [Laughbter. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

Lhe Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay the 
officers and crew of the United States steamer Kear- 
| sarge for thedestraction ofthe rebel cruiser Alabama, 
under the provisions of the act entitled “An act for 
the relief of tha officers and crew of the United 
States steamer Kearsarge,”’ approved April 17, 1872, 
$160,777 62, i 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask that a 


The Chair sustains the 


letter from the Secretary of the. Navy relatiñg 
to the subject of the amendment last submit- 
ted be printed in the Globe. © l 
There was no objèction;' and it was bo 
ordered. The letter is as follows: ` 
ay _ Navy DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, May 13; 1872. 


Sra: The copy of an act forthe relief of the officers 
and crow of the United States steamer Kearsarge, left 
at this Department by Hon. Mr, HIBBARD, was re- 
| ferred to the Fourth Auditorof the Treasury forthe 
information required, and ‘he replies ‘‘that tho 
amount of bounty to be deducted from this $190,000 
is $29,227 38, bout sixteen per cent., leaving a bal- 


ance of $160,772 62? . 

Very respectfully, GEO: M. ROBESON, 
Paa = lg tee had >. Secretary 'of the Navy. 
Hon. J, A.GARFIRLD, í : 

House,o7 Representatives, Washington, D. C 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I offer the 
following amendment... gi 062 0020 A 
, The, Clerk read as follows: 


- That the sum, of $19,000. be: appropriated for the 
purpose of constructing n pneumatic tube on the 
plan invented by Albert Brisbane, from the Capitol 
along Nortli Capitol street tothe Government Prin t- 
ing. Office, for’ the transmission of books, packages, 
&e., to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and the work to be done under 
the supervision of thesarchitect of the Capitol exten- 
sion, A k i P 

Mr. POTTER. ‘I objéet to ‘that amend- 
ment.. „Appropriations of $40,000 and $50,000 
are put in here without any explanation. ‘Noth: 
ing shall. pass without objection from me until 
I have an explanation of it, “We have just 
appropriated $50,000 for the recoinage of the 
nickel coins. 9 a te totoe oi 

Mr. GARFIELD, of.Ohio. If the: 
man will allow me to explain——_. ane 

Mr. POTTER, : That ‘is exactly what I 


desire. : be tis sf eetGe tn ce lls 
Mr.. GARFIELD, of Ohio. - The Secretary 
of the Treasury sent word to us in ‘a letter 
which I have: handed toi the reporters to be 
printed in the.Globe—— $ is. <a 
The CHAIRMAN. That matter has been 
passed, and it is not in order to discuss. it 


now. i 

. Mr. POTTER. We cannot have .any ex- 
planation of that now. : Will the gentleman 
give.us some explanation 4s to this pneumatic 
tube? : : Uine £ 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man: will allow me=——= > ' 

<Mr- POTTER. I. not only allow, but I 
insist omit. oo sio ie ees E 

Mr. GAREHESLD, of Ohios: -Well now, det 
us not be punctilious about it, -I willexplain 
as long as the gentleman may désire me to, 
although I am sure the House must be tired 
of my voice, and I am sure I am myself. 

Mr. COX. Oh, no; it is muasie tous. 

Mr. POTTER. I object to voting without 
any reason being given. g . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The: committee 
kon Appropriations bave unanimously recom: 
mended this appropriation ; first, because they 
want to try a measure for reducing the expense 
of cartage between this Capitol and the Pub- 
lie Printing Office, but chiefly because they 
believe a great invention has been made and 
they. desire that it may be tested, an invention 
which, as they think, will have great results in 
the future if a fair test should be made here. 
There is now in operation fora mile and a half 
in the city of Paris a pneumatic tube that 
carries small parcels at a rate almost out- 
stripping the wind. . There is another three 
quarters of a milé in length in the city of Lon- 
don, from the general post office to the tele- 
graph office, that does similar work. 

But an American, a man of genius has made 
| an invention on a different plan, which has 
| been explained to the Committee on Appro- 
| priations, and which they believe will be 

found more efficient than any of the English 
or French patents or plans, and to try it the 
Committee on Appropriations have. unani- 
mously recommended this experiment to cost 
but $15,000. Tpresnme there-will be no objec- 
tion to the amendment, certainly none from 
a gentleman so astute and so much a lover of 


gentle- 
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learning and the. arts as the gentleman from 
New. York, [Mr, Porrsr.] 

Mr. POTTER. Will the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations inform us if 
this $15,000 will complete this work ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Jt will, An 
estimate has been made by the supervising 
architect of the Capitol extension, and the 
work is placed under his supervision, and the 
cost is limited to this amount. 

Mr. POTTER. Does the limit apply. to the 
completion of the work or to the-experiment? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. To the com- 
pletion of the work. i 

Mr, POTTER. One question more. Has 
this invention for which $15,000. is'to be ap- 
propriated ever been put in practical working 
anywhere ? : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In models, yes. 
A model of it was brought into the committee- 
room, and every gentleman who witnessed ‘its 
working, I believe, became a convert to its 
feasibility. We may be wrong, and we stand 
the risk of being laughed ‘at if it be a failure. 

Mr. POTTER. Is the gentleman from 
Obio [Mr. Garrietp] convinced thatit will be 
a practical success? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am. I am 
pot much versed in the mechanic arts, bat: IJ 
think it will be a. success. 

Mr, SARGENT. That isthe impression of 
every member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

--Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am further 
instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to offer the following amendment: 

To ensblo-the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
contractors for carrying the mail for services ren- 
dered prior to July 1, 1809, $13,416, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some 
explanation of this amendinent. This seems 
to be a claim against the Government. 

Mr, GARFUSLD, of Ohio. 1 will explain 
the amendment. Several members of the 
House. have forwarded to the Committee on 
Appropriations letters from the Department 
in regard to small sums of. money due, but 
which could not be paid because allold appro- 
priations had lapsed. Among others, the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. ELDREDGE] 
forwarded one for a sniallamount. ‘Fhe com- 
mittee thought it better to send all these let- 
ters to. the Pos master General and ask him to 
report how much money would be needed to 
cover that class of unpaid claims. The follow- 
ing. letter from the’ Postmaster General will 
show upon what the amendment was based. 

The letter was as follows: - | 

: Post Orrick DEPARTMENT, 

WASHINGTON, D. C., May 14, 1872. 


Sir: In answer to yvur inquiry of the lst instant, 
you are informed thatareference to the books of the 


Auditor of the Treasury for this Departinent shows - 


that there is due from the United States to contract- 
ors for carrying tho mail, for service rendered prior 
to July T, 1869, the sum of $13.416 66, which under the 
restrictions contained in the fitth, sixth, and seventh 
sections of. the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation act of July 12, 1870, cannot be paid 
without a previous appropriation by Congress. This 
sum does not include amounts due, apparently, for 
services previons to tho rebellion, : 
The letter of the Auditor to Mr. Exprrper, dated 
February 8, 1872, is herewith returned, as requested. 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN A.J. CRESWELL, 
Postmaster General, 
Hon. J. F. Fannsworru, Chairman Committee on the 
Post Ofice and Post Roads, House of Represent- 
atives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not. wish 


to take members by surprise in any matter, 
and 1 will call attention to an amendment | 
desire to offer, but which I suppose can be 
ruled out on a point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
Dempsey & O'Toole as indemnity for losses sus- 
tained by them by annulment of their contract with 
the Post Office Department for furnishing newspaper 
wrappers and stamped envelopes, 
433 89 is hercby appropriated, 


the sum of $29,- | 


Mr. COX. I make the point of order on 
this amendment. __ AS : 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the 
point of order. . ; 

' Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Gentlemen have, 
asked me to make a statement. _ , 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Reserving our right 
to make the point of order on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot per- 
mit an amendment to be debated and then 
ruled out on a point of order. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] has raised a point 
of order on this amendment, and the Chair 
has sustained the point of order. ; 

Mr. COX. I think we are now ‘running 
eimptyings,’’ and that we had: better quit. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Tam instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to offer 
the following amendment: ~~ 

To pay Edward R. Ferguson his salary as super- 
vising inspector of steamboats from March 3, 1871; 
to May 22, 1871, $428 57. 

I will call attention to the following letter 
from the Treasury Department-on this subject: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
. -May 22, 1872. 

Sir: During the recess of the Senate prëcedmg 
the session of December, 1870, Edward R. Ferguson 
was appointed supervising inspector of steamboats. 
His appointment, by constitutional limitation, ex- 
pired March 4, 1871. In the mean timehe was nom- 
inated to the Senate, but that body did not actupon 
the appointment. ` hee S : 

The steamboat act of February 28, 1871, continued 
inspectors then in office until new appointments 
were made, and it was believed that Mr. Ferguson 
was also continued with other supervising inspect- 
ors, but the accounting officers decide that the ap- 
pointment ceased with the 3d of Marth, and was not 
continued by the steamboat act. Mr. Ferguson 
coutinued to discharge the duties of the office until 
May 22, 1871, and isfairly entitled to the compensa- 
tion attached toit. The sum due him is $428 57, 
and I recommend that provision be made for its 
payment. 

am, very respectfully, * 


.GEO.S. BOULRWELL, Secretary. 
Ilon. J, A. GARFIELD, : ase 
Chairman House Commitice on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. I now move 
that the committee rise and report ‘this: bill 
with amendments to the House. 

Mr. COX. That is a comfort, any way. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Before 
the committee rises to report this bill I desire 
to offer the following amendmeat. to prevent 
an act of injustice: 

For unpaid mail-carriers and contractors in the 
South and between the South and the North justly 
due and not capable of being paid because of lapse 
of appropriations, $10,000, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihad forgotten 
an amendment which I was authorized by the 
Committee on Appropriations to report. I 
will offer it as a substitute for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Burien] unless he wiil accept it in lieu of his 
own. à é 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof. as 
may be necessary, is hereby appropriated to pay un- 
settled claims against the Government of the United 
States on account of services rendered in carrying 
the mailsin the States lately in rebellion previous 
to the 3lst of May, A. D. 1861: Provided, That 
before any. payment shall be made under this act 
proof of loyalty shall be made in accordance with 
the provisions of the act of March 2, 1867, and satis- 
factory evidence shall be furnished that no compen- 
sation has been received from any source for such 
services, i 


Mr. RANDALL. I raisea poing of order 
on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend the substitute 
by striking out the proviso. We have amnesty 


now. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I want 
to make a word.of explanation. I am in- 
formed that there area few small amounts due 
mail carriers and contractors in the South. I 
do not know whether they were loyal or dis- 
loyal. It is for work done prior to the war, 
which would have been paid before this time 
if the Postmaster General could have paid it 
from appropriations which have been covered 


into the Treasury. The amounts in these cases | 


are small, from $100 and upward; perhaps 
none as high as $1,000. F had heard of a 
number of thése cases, and finding that noth- 
ing was done, I have offered this amendment, 
which I think is just and right. lt is for but 
asmallsum. If, then, it should appear that 
there are more of these claims, the claimants 
will report themselves when they find that there 
is a prospect of their being paid; and at the 
next session we can make an additional appro- 
priation. ; 

Mr. COX. I move to amend by striking 
out the following proviso of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Garrie.p:] 

Provided, That before any payment shall be made 
under this act proof of loyalty shall be made in 
accordance with the provisions of the act of March 
2, 1867, and satisfactory evidence shall bo furnished 
that no compensation has béen recéived from any 
source for such service. : À 

I beg to say, in reference to'this hateful 
proviso, that it ill becomes the other side of 
the House, after their boasted actión of yes- 
terday in regard to amnesty, to throw ‘this 
question of loyalty or disloyalty upon the 
House, especially when it ‘concerns a matter 
of claim—fair, just, equitable claim. ` 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have 
put nothing of that kind in my amendment. 

Mr. COX. I am not speaking of the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
I speak of the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Ohio.’ ae 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope the 
gentleman from New York will not waste time 
in discussing—— ; f 

Mr. COX. I propose to occupy my own 
time as I please. I have the same right to 
speak as the gentleman from Ohio, who spoke 


in my time awhile ago. ; 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to say that I have no objection 
to this amendment. 
Mr. COX. No, sir; Ido not. yield to the 
gentleman. era 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If I cannot 
have the ear of the gentleman fora plain, kind 
word, then I have no terms:to make with him. 
Mr. COX. I want to say a ‘plain, ‘kind 
word’? to the gentlemen on the other side of 
the House. For seven long years we have 
worked here to bring about if possible a kindly 
feeling toward the people of the South. We 
have labored for amnesty; we have sought 
to create a better feeling; we have endeavored 
to pass bills and resolutions having that end 
in view. From some political complication 
we had yesterday all at once a general bill on 
this subject. It was rushed up to the Presi- 
dent, contrary to the provisions of the Con- 
stitution ; and it was rushed down here—an 
horseback, I suppose—with the signature of 
the President.’ Thus the’ Republican. party 
flatter themselves that they can go to.the South 
exclaiming, ‘‘ We are the men that gave you 
grace and amnesty.”? : 
Mr. DAWES. Do you not feel-bad about it? 
Mr. COX. No; sir; anything that is in 
accordance with a spirit of Christian grace I 
feel happy about, even if it comes from. the 
‘father of the House’? [Mr. Dawes] himself, 
Mr. DAWES. Let us shake hands over it, 
Mr. COX. I will come over there directly 
and shake hands with the gentleman. “I un- 
derstand now that the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GarrieLtp] is willing to withdraw this 
proviso. That is very well; but-Lask why do 
gentlemen on the other side go out to the 
country claiming that they are the~ special 
authors of measures of kindness and charity 
toward the South? I say to this House now, 
as I said yesterday, that amnesty coming tiow 
from gentlemen on the other side is a “‘ death- 
bed repentance.” They come in at the elev- 
enth hour, They want now to make some 
show of kindness toward the South, when their 
political life is in jeopardy, when they are én 
articulo mortis. The gentleman from Ohio, 
however, keeping up his old hate, his old 
spite, attaches to the end of this proposition, 
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which does not amount to much, his small, 
miserable proviso that men shall swear again- 
to their loyalty before their little equitable 
claims shall be paid. Iam glad the gentle- 
maù from Massachusetts [Mr. Burner] has 
shown a kinder and better spirit than thé 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I have daring the past two years endeavored 
in this House to soften so far as I could all 
asperities between parties or sections in this 
country and between members of this House. 
Now, acting under the orders of my com- 
mittee, I go so far as to propose an appropria- 
tion for $250,000 to pay claims that have been 
shut: out from payment: for: the last twelve 
years. In drawing this provision I sought to 
put itinsuch a form that it might not be ruled 
out of order; and I call gentlemen of the 
committee to witness that it was drawn before 
the amnesty bill was passed. I drew it when 
it was necessary to put. that clause in to make 
it conform to the law. I have myself voted 
for amnesty every time the question has come 
before the House; but now, when in spite of 
this proposition for the payment of $250,000, 
and my expressed willingness to modify it, 
the gentleman from New York assails myself 
and my political friends as truculent and un- 
kind, I withdraw the amendment altogether. 

Mr. HAYS. I object to the withdrawal of 
the amendment. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Two amendments are 
already pending, and no further amendment 
is in order. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman from 
Ohio yields to me the rest of his time, and I 
wish to call attention to the language of the 
amendment. Am I in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. No one is in order, 
and the Chair will recognize nobody until 
order is restored. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield what- 
ever time I have left out of my five minutes 
to the gentleman from California. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amend- 
ments now pending on which debate is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. SARGENT. The time of the gentle- 
man from Ohio had not expired, and he yielded 
to me the portion that was left. Because the 
House was in such confusion at the time does 
not cut me out of my right. 

i Mr. FARNSWORTH. How much time is 
that ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Two minutes. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iwill make this sugges- 
tion to the committee and to my colleague: 
that these words may be well stricken out in 
view of the legislation since this was drawn 
and authorized by the committee, while the 
other portion of the proviso should stand. I 
refer to these words: ‘‘proof of loyalty shall 
be made in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of March 7, 1867,’’ and every gentle- 
man will agree, I think, that those words 
ought to go out, because this Congress, with 
an overwhelming Republican majority in the 
Senate and with a very large Republican 
majority. in this House, have decreed there 
shall be amnesty. As the Republican party 
will be held responsible and liable to blame 
for whatever was: wrongly done, so the Repub- 
lican party in this Congress should be entitled 
to eredit when it carries out that which is 
admitted to be right and proper. 

But these words should be- retained in the 
paragraph: that ‘‘ satisfactory evidence shall be 
presented that no compensation was made 
from any other source for such services.’’ 


I will moveanother 


Those words ought to be retained, because į 


the fact was brought out before our committee 
that some of these contractors carried on 
their service afterward at the suggestion of 
the confederate government, and were paid 
some of these amounts. If the confederate 
government paid them, then we ought not to 


| protect the Government. 


pay them over again; and if this Government 
paid them we should not pay them over again. 

Mr. COX. I withdraw my amendment, 
provided the gentleman from Illinois will 
renew 1b. ‘ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iam obliged to th 
gentleman, and will renew it for the purpose 
of saying a few words. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not a question of 
loyalty, but a question of debt. If we owed a 
man in the spring of 1861, before the war 
began in 1861, and we have not paid him, we 
owe itto him now. If he never got his pay 
he should have it, and the question of loyalty 
has nothing to do with it. And when we have 
passed an amnesty bill as strong as we have, 
I cannot see what reason there can. be for urg- 
ing it. We require, in the cases of pensions 
wkich are being paid out from month to month 
and which extend into the future, that the 
persons drawing pensions shall be loyal. 

This is a question of debt, and there is no 
necessity for requiring proof of loyalty. Ifa 
man held a bond of the United States ata 
certain date, the Government is not going to 
repudiate that bond because the man went 
into the rebellion, unless we should pass a 
confiscation law and confiscate it. ‘hat has 
not been done. 

The suggestion of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia is a good one; and this section should 
be so guarded as to prevent the same man from 
being paid .twice for the same service. In 
many cases the confederate government took 
our organization of the postal system and went 
right along without making auy change, em- 
ploying the same postmasters and the same 
mail carriers, and the balances of money on 
hand in the South were paid out to the con- 
tractors for carrying the mails in many in- 
stances. If we are not careful, therefore, we 
will find that the money due the Post Office 
Department has been paid out to these par- 
ties. We cannot recover much of that money 
now, because the postmasters who paid it out 
are worthless. Butif we are not careful we 
will find we will be paying these contractors a 
second time. The section should be guarded 
catefully. That is not to be done by requir- 
ing loyalty in a money transaction. All we 
have to do is to pursue such a course as will 
That is‘all I have 


to say. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
oppose the amendment. T desire to meet one 
or two objections which may occur to the 
minds of some gentlemen in connection. with 
this matter. The sum I have stated is a very 
small one. What I desired was to inaugurate 
this principle: that where we owed a just debt 
for a just service, it should be paid, North or 
South, irrespective of loyalty; because there 
is no more reason why we should confiscate a 
debt than why we should confiscate a man’s 
land. Ifwe are going to take property, let us 
take itall. Ifwe are not going to take prop- 
erty, let us not take any. That is the propo- 
sition on which I went. 

Now, my amendment is guarded by the 
insertion of the words ‘‘ what is justly due.” 
And that meets another point. Many of these 
postmasters have balances in their hands; 
and they have got to settle their accounts 
before they can come in for what is due. 
Whether they are men of property or not men 
of property, they can claim only for a balance. 
Thea, again, if they paid the contractor in good 
faith before for services rendered before the 
rebellion, they have done nothing but pay a 
just debt of the United States, and they can- 
not be called upon to pay twice if they have 
paid it once. That ought to beallowed them. 

Mr. MAYNARD. How about payments 
made by the confederate government? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
believe there were so very many of those pay- 
ments by the confederate government. The 
confederate government did not pay any old 
debts of the United States. But they took up 


the work from the point: where it was laid 
down, and carried it down from that date.: 

1 hope the amendment of the committee 
will be voted down, for that pays $250,000 
before any account is: taken: I-propose to 
establish the principle. Let the Postmaster 
General audit the accounts, dnd thén “they 
will be paid. e SEG 

The CHAIRMAN. © The qiestion is first on 
the amendment of the. gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] to strike out so much’ of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] as relates to the question of am-. 
nesty. © A j g 

The question being taken, Mr. Cox’s amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The question was next on the substitute of 
Mr. Garrietp, of Obio, as amended, for the 
amendment of Mr. Burizr, of Massachusetts, 

The question being taken, the substitute 
of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, as amended, was 
agreed to. ` i ah i 

The question recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Burier, of Massachusetts, as amended. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to sub- 
mit an amendment which I hope will mect the 
approval of the House. There ig a joint reso- 
lution which has been repealed so far as the 
action of the House is concerned, but which 
has not yet been acted upon by the Senate, 


| which prohibits payment unless loyalty is 


proven. I propose now in accordance with 
the judgment of the House to add to the 
amendment a proviso dispensing with proofs 
of loyalty. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
necessary. 

The question being taken onthe amend- 
ment of Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, as 
amended, it was agreed to. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the committee rise and report the bill with 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr, 
WHEELER reported that the committee, pursu- 
ant to order, had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the. fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and 
for other purposes, and had directed him to 
report the same with sundry amendments. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Imove the pre- 
vious question on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. PERCE. Will the gentleman yield to 
me to offer an amendment? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the settlement of judgments by the Court of 
Claims, or the Supreme Court of the United States 
hereafter to be rendered for captured or abandone 
cotton, or any settlement for cotton seized subse-. 
quent to June 30, 1865, the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby directed to pay such judgments on the 
amounts as ascertained upon such settlements in 


fall, without deduction on account of the internal 
revenue tax upon cotton. : 


Mr. PERCE. This makes no appropria- 
tion of money at all. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If unanimous 
consent is given I will not object. I now 
move the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will indicate 
on what amendments they desire separate 


votes. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire a sep- 
arate vote on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, which requires all public 
works under the Treasury Department to be 
done by contract, proposing a return to the 
old contract system. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I shall call the yeas 
and nays on that amendment. 

Mr. BANKS: I think the gentleman had 
better let the bill go over until to-morrow. ` 


That is not 


I will hear it. 
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: Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, For the sake 
of saving time I withdraw the call for a sep- 
arate.vote, and move that the rules be sus- 
pended and the bill passed as reported. from 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 
. The. question, was put on Mr. GARFIELD’S 
motion ; and there were—ayes 97, noes 26. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I- call. for the yeas and 


nays. : 

l Mr, YOUNG. Task for tellers on the yeas 
and. nayss s 

_ Tellers were notordered, only eighteen mem- 
bers voting therefor. 

‘The yeas. and nays were not ordered, only 
seventeen members voting therefor. 

„So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended ; and the bill, as re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, was passed. 

SURETIES OF JESSE J. SIMPKINS. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, of Massa- 
chusetts, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
No. 1890) for the relief of the sureties of Jesse 
J. Simpkins, returned from the Senate with 
amendments, was taken from the Speaker's 
table; the amendments of the Senate were 
non-concurred in; and a conference asked on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

BRIDGE ACROSS WITH ARKANSAS RIVER, 


Mr, HOLMAN. I ask to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (S. No. 981) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge across the 
Arkansas river, at Little Rock, Arkansas. 
The billhas the approval of the Committee 
on Commerce, and I presume there will be no 
objection to it, 

Mr. ELLIOTT. TI object. 

ENROLLED BILE SIGNED. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the com- 
mittee had examined and found truly enrolled 
a bill of the following title; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (8. No. 617) in relation to the Dakota 
Southern Railroad Company. l 

Mr. SCOFIELD. 1 move that the House 
now take a recess until half past seven o'clock. 
“Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. i 

The question was put on’ Mr. RANDALU S 
motion, aud there were—ayes 44, noes 81. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question was then put on Mr. Sco- 
FIELD'S motion, and it was agreed to; and the 
House ‘(at five o’clock and fifteen minutes 
p. m.) took a recess until half past seven 
o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House 
resumed its session at half past seven o'clock. 
. APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATION. 
"Mr. WILLARD. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill (H. R. No. 1343) supplemental 
to an act entitled ‘* An act for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives to Congress among. 
the several States according to the ninth 
census,” which has been returned from the 
Senate with an amendment, to be taken up, the 
amendment of the Senate non-concurred in, 
and a conference asked on the disagreeing 

votes thereon. Í 

Mr. BROOKS. I object until I can have 

an opportunity of examining the amendment, 
CHINESE INTERPRETERS. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a letter from the Secretary of State, in- 
closing correspondence upon the insufficient 
appropriation made for the employment of in- 
terpreters in China; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. . : 

CLAIMS AGAINST VENEZUELA, 


Mr, BANKS also presented a letter from 
a 


[i 


i 


the Secretary of State, inclosing a letter in re- 
lation to- thè claims of American citizens 
against the Government of Venezuela; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 


Mr. MOREY, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read, and referred under the law 
to the Committee on Printing: Shue 

Resolved by the. House.of Representatives; (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed twenty thou- 
sand copies of the report of the special committée 
of the House on the: Mississippi levees, and of the 
report of the special committee of the Senate on the 
Mississippi levees, in one volume or pamphlet, fifteen 
thousand copies to be for the use of the House, and 
five thousand copies for the use of the Senate. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TIHE ARKANSAS RIVER. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire unanimous con- 
sent to take from the Speaker's table the 
bill (S. No. 931) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across the Arkansas river at Little 
Rock, Arkansas. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read three times, 
and passed. 


Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 

that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

table. ? é 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will again ask leave to 
report, from the Committee on Commerce, a 
bill for regulating the construction of bridges 
across the Mississippi river. It is important 
that the bill be passed before the building of 
any more bridges over the Mississippi, in order 
to keep open the channel. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill provides that all bridges hereafter 
constructed over and across the Mississippi 
river, under authority of acts of Congress, 
shall be subject to the terms ‘and restrictions 
of the fifth section of an act to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
river at or near the town of Clinton, in the 
State of lowa, and other bridges across ‘said 
river, and to establish them as post roads, 
approved April 1, 1872, and in locating any 
such bridge the Secretary of War shall have 
due regard to the security and convenience of 
navigation and convenience of access and wants 
of railways and highways across: the Missis- 
sippi river. 

No objection was made; and the bill (H. 
R. No. 2866) was accordingly received, and 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
objection to this bill. It is reported by order 
of the Committee on Commerce. The sec- 
tion referred to in the bill is as follows: 


“That the structure herein authorized shall be built 
underand located and subject tosuch regulations for 
the security of navigation of said river asthe Secre- 
tary of War shall prescribe, and the said structure 


shall be at all times so kept and managed as to offer | 
reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels i 
tbrough or undersaid structure; and the said struc- ¢ 
| ture shall be changed at the costand cxpense of the | 


owners thercof, from time to time as Congress may 
direct, so as to preserve the free and convenient 
navigation of said river. 
and continue said bridge shall be subject to revoca- 
tion, modification by law whenever the publie good 
shall in the judgment of Congress so require, with- 


outany expense or charge to the United States.’ 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 


| by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
ii that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SILLPPING COMMISSIONERS. 
Mr. CONGER. Lask unanimous consent 


I think there can be no | 


And the authority to erect | 


to: have taken. from the Speaker's. table the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the 
House No. 2044, to authorize the appointment 
of. shipping commissioners by the several cir- 
cuit courts of the United States to superintend 
the shipping and discharge of seamen engaged 
in merchant ships belonging to the United 
States, and for the further protection of sea- 
men. - I desire to. ask the House to. non-con- 
cur in the amendments of the Senate and 
request a committee of conference thereon, 
_No ‘objection. was made; and the amend- 
ments were accordingly taken from the Speak- 
er’s table and non-concurred in, and a com- 
mittee of conference was asked thereon. 

The SPEAKER announced as the con- 
ferees on the part of the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the above bill, Mr. 
Concer, Mr. Hare, and Mr. HOLMAN. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. WILLARD. Task unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the House bill No. 
1348, supplemental to an act entitled ‘ An 
act for the apportionment of Representatives 
to Congress among the several States accord- 
ing to the ninth census.”’ 


Mr. BURCHARD. What is the amend: 


ment? : : 

Mr. WILLARD. The amendment is to 
strike out the words ‘‘to the Forty- Third 
Congress only.” ~ as : 

The SPEAKER. The bill of the House 
provided that the additional members given 
to the States by this bill should be elected at 
large for the Forty-Third Congress only. The 
amendment of the Senate strikes out that 
limitation. 

Mr. WILLARD. I desire to ask that the 
amendment of the Senate be non-concurred in. 

Mr. BROOKS. The objection to the amend- 
ment of the Senate is that it allows the States 
to keep their additional Representatives to be 
elected at large for more than the Forty-Third 
Congress. I think. the States should be re- 
quired to be districted as soon as possible, 

Mr. RANDALL. And this is also in vio- 
lation of the act already passed by Congress 
upon apportionment. ; 

No objection being made, the amendment 
of the Senate was taken from the Speaker’ s 
table and non-concurred in. l 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN CINCINNATI. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. I ask unanimous 
consent to introduce for action at this time a 
bill to regulate tbe exercise of the rigbt of 
emivent domain in securing a site for public 
buildings in the city of Cincinnati. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to the bill for 
the purpose of inquiring whether it has ever 
been before a committee. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. 
make a statement, 

The SPHAKER.: As the bill is very long, 
perhaps the gentleman from Ohio had better 
have it printed and referred to some commit- 
tee, and then-enter a motion to reconsider. 

Mr: BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Let it be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to 
that course. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the bill (H. R. No. 2867) will be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed, and a motion to reconsider will 
be entered. 

There wag no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, _ 

Mr. SCOFIELD. . I call for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. This evening has, by 
order of the House, been devoted to reports 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A EDWARD L. YOUNG., 

Mr. SCOFIELD moved that the Committee 

on Naval Affairs. be discharged from the fur- 


I. was about to 


& 
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ther consideration of the petition of Edward 


L. Young for a pension; and that the same | 


be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. MARY C. - BELL. 


Mr. SCOFIELD moved that the Committee 
on Naval Affairs be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial of Mrs. 
Mary C. Bell, of Evansville, Indiana, praying 
an increase of pension, and that the same be 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. MARY A. DODD. 


Mr. SCOFIELD moved that the Committee 
on Naval Affairs be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition of Mrs. Mary 
A. Dodd, of Portsmouth, Virginia, widow 
of Matthew M. Dodd, late a carpenter in the 
United States Navy, praying for a pension, 
and that the same be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PILOTS OF MISSISSIPPI SQUADRON. 


Mr. SCOFIELD moved that the Committee 
on Naval Affairs be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 38) for the relief of the pilots of the 
Mississippi squadron and their surviving fami- 
lies, and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ANNA A. M` MANUS. 


Mr. SCOFIELD moved that the Committee 
on Naval Affairs be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition of Anna A. 
McManus, widow of A. C. McManus, late of 
Boston, Massachusetts, who was killed while 
making repairs on board the United States 
ship Kearsarge, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEWIS CHESTER. 


Mr. SCOFIELD moved that the Committee 
on Naval Affairs be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the papers in the case 
of Lewis Chester, formerly assistant surgeon 
in the United States Navy, praying for a pen- 
sion, and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RECONSIDERATION OF REFERENCES. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to reconsider the 
votes by which these various petitions, &c., 
have been referred; and also move that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WIDOW OF ADMIRAL FARRAGUT. 


Mr. SCOFIELD reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs a bill (S. No. 746) 
granting a pension to the widow of the late 
Admiral Farragut. i 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 

` sion-roll the name of Virginia L. Farragut, 
widow of D. G. Farragut, deceased, late 
admiral of the United States Navy, and to 
allow and pay her from the interest on the 
Navy pension fund a pension at the rate of 
$2,000 per annum from and after the passage 
of this act. 

The SPEAKER. To the passage of this 
bill the Chair hears no objection. It will be 
considered read the third time and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. , I desire 
to enter an objection merely for the purpose 
of saying that the amount is not one half 


enough. : 

The SPEAKER. In that opinion the Chair 
agrees. 

Mr. DICKEY. Suppose we double it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
move an amendment of that kind if it would 
not endanger the passage of the bill. 


| grast, and W. P. McCann, respectively, to 


| provides that in addition to the number of ii 


Mr. SCOFIELD. It is a Senate bill, and it 
grants all that was asked. At this period 
of the session an amendment might endanger 
the final passage of the bill. 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That is 
the consideration that deters me from offering 
an amendment. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
passed. 

Mr. SCOFIELD: moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN NAVAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. SCOFIELD, from the same commit- 
tee, also reported back a bill (S. No. 854) for 
the relief of certain officers of the Navy, with 
an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, provides that in 
conformity with, and to carry into effect the 
recommendation and conclusions of the board 
of officers organized in pursuance of the “ res- 
olution for the relief of certain officers of the 
Navy,” approved July 1, 1870, the President 
of the United States be authorized, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to restore Commodore Joseph F. Green 
to his original position on the Navy list, 
next below Rear Admiral Boggs; to promote 
Commodore John De Camp to his original 
relative position as a rear admiral on the 
retired list; to promote Commodore Charles 
W. Pickering to the grade of commodore 
on the retired list, with the retired pay of 
his advanced rank; to advance Captain 
Egbert Thompson in rank next below Captain 
Thomas G. Corbin; to promote Commander 
Samuel R. Franklin, to take rank next after 
Commander James S. Thornton; to restore 
Commander Edward Y. McCauley to his 
original rank, next after: Commander W, D. 
Whiting; to restore Commanders John H. 
Russell, A. W. Johnson, P. O. Johnson, Jobn 
Watters, A. B. K. Benham, Austin Pender- 


their original places on the Navy list; and to 
advance Lieutenant Commanders James H. 
Sands and Charles D. Sigsby each ten num- 
bers in his grade for gallant service. 

The amendment.of the committee was read 
as follows : 

Strike out these words: 

And to advance Lieutenant Commanders James 


H. Sands and Charles D. Sigsbee each ten numbers 
in his grade for gallant service. 


Mr. RANDALL. I hope the chairman of 
the Committee.on Naval Affairs will state why 
that portion of the bill is stricken out. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Those were not included 
in the original law which authorized this board 
to act on officers who felt themselves aggrieved. 
Nobody had been promoted over them. They 
had their original places. The Committee on 
Naval Affairs were of the opinion this com- 
mission ought not to have gone into the regis- 
try at large to see who should be promoted 
for gallant services and who should not. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then these gentlemen 
have not suffered any injustice or any apparent 
injustice. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. That is the opinion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SCOFIELD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EFFICIENT SEAMEN FOR THE NAVY. 


Mr. SCOFIELD, from the same committee, 
also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 930) to 
promote the efficiency of seamen for the Navy 
of the United States, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 


men and boys now authorized by law in the 
Navy of the United States, there shall be an- 
nually received into the naval service, as. far 
as practicable from all parts of the country, 
not more than three hiadred boys, of not less 
than fifteen nor more than seventeen years of 
age, who, upon examination, shall have been’ 
found of good moral character and physically 
capable to servé in the Navy as apprentices 
until the age of twenty-one years, unless 
sooner discharged therefrom for incapacity. 
or misconduct, and to be distinguished from 
other boys in the service by the appellation 
of Union apprentices, and to receive such 
rate of pay as may be fixed by the President 
of the United States. 

The second section provides that any such 
apprentice serving until the age of twenty-one 
years, and certified by his commanding officers 
to have been of good character and -conduct 
during his service, shall be entitled to an 
examination for promotion to the grade of 
Union seaman; which examination shall be 
made by aboard of officers detuiled for that pur- 
pose; which board shall report upon the pro- 
fessional and physical qualifications of the ap- 
plicant, and, if their report be favorable, the 
Secretary of the Navy shall issue.to the appli- 
cant an appointment as a. Union seaman, 
which appointment shall be held by him, 
unless taken from him by sentence of a gen- 
eral court-martial, until his death or resigna- 
tion. 

The third section provides that Union sea- 
men shall be of two classes: those of the first 
class shall be considered tv correspond to the 
rate of seamen, and those of the second class 
to the rate of ordinary seamen. Union ap- 
prentices may be promoted to either class. as 
they may be found qualified. > : à 

The fourth section provides that Union sea- 
men shall be borne on the Navy Register; shall 
wear a distinctive uniform or badge; shall be 
eligible to promotion to petty officers’ ratings 
and to the position of warrant officers, and 
may receive permanent appointments as such; 
shall be entitled, when within the limits of 
the United States, and when not attached to 
a séa going vessel, to resign their appoint- 
ments, and to receive such leave of absence 
as the regulations may allow; and shall al- 
ways be subject to orders for duty. ; 

The fifth section provides that the Secretary 
of the Navy shall require of all commanding 
officers having Union apprentices or Union 
seamen under their command to give special 
attention to their training and conduct, and 
to make periodical reports of their general 
character and conduct, and also as to the 
working of the system established under this 
act. Pree 
The sixth section provides that seamen and 
ordinary seamen over twenty-one years of age, - 
now or hereafter enlisted in thé Navy, may, 
after a service therein of five years, including 
any service prior to the passage of this act, 
upon producing certificates from their com- 
manding officers of good character and con- 
duct, and upon passing an examination, as 
hereinbefore provided in the case of Union 


| apprentices, be entitled to receive appoint- 
i ments as Union seamen, with the same force 


and effect as authorized in the case of such 
apprentices. 

The seventh section provides that Union 
seamen appointed under this act shall not be 
in addition to, but a part of the whole num- 
ber of seamen which may at any time be 
allowed by law in the Navy. 

_ The eighth section provides that from and 
after the passage of this act there shall be 
made to the petty officers and others of infe- 
rior rating in the naval service of the United 
States, the same allowance for clothing as is 
now or may hereafter be made to the non- 
commissioned officers, privates, musiciais, 
and boys in the Army or-in the Marine corps 
of the United States. Bo tide ga ae heed 

Mr. SCOFIELD. The Committee on Naval 
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Affairs recommend thatthe bill be agreed to 
with -an amendment striking out the eighth 
section. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
étigrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read. the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SCOFIELD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. CECILIA BARR. 


On motion of Mr. SCOFIELD, by unanimous 
consent, a bill (S. No. 885) for_the relief of 
Mrs. Cecilia Barr, widow of William Barr, 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, and read 
a firstand second time. 

The bill was read.. It provides that there 
be paid, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000, to 
Mrs. Cecilia Barr, widow of William Barr, in 
consideration of the valuable information and 
services of William Barr, rendered to the 
forces of the United States in the harbor of 
Savannah in the winters of 1861 and 1862. 

The bill was ordered to be reada third time; 
and itwas accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. SCOFIELD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Cc. W. CRONK, 


Mr. KETCHAM, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2817) author- 
izing the President to appoint C. W. Cronk 
a first assistant engineer in the Navy of the 
United States. 

The bill was read, It authorizes the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint Charles 
W. Cronk, late an acting first assistant engin- 
eer in the Navy of the United States, a first 
assistant engineer in the Navy of the United 
States, with commission to date from the pas- 
sage of this act. 

‘The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. KETCHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


A. J. MOREHOUSE. 


Mr. KETCHAM also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2868) au- 
thorizing the promotion of A. J. Morehouse 
from mate to master on the retired list in the 
Navy; which was read a first and second 
time. 

, The bill was read. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent of the United States to nominate, and 
by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate to appoint, A. J. Morehouse, now a 
maie on the retired list of the Navy of the 
United’ States, to master on the retired list 
of the Navy of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should like to have 


from the gentleman who reports this bill some | 
I can easily understand i 


explanation of it. 
why there should be a promotion on the active 
ihe But this is a promotion on the retired 
ist i 

Mr. KETCHAM. This is frequentiy done 
for meritorious service. This man bas been 
for twenty years. in the service, and has the 
very highest recommendations. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Is there any public reason 
to justify this ? 

Mr. DICKEY. I should like to know on 
what principle you advance-a man who is on 
the retired list? IPfhe isretired, why should 


he be promoted? Ifa man is retired, let him 
be retired. i 

Mr. KETCHAM. I yield to the chairman 
of the committee, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. SCHOFIELD. ] 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Itis properthatI should 
say that I do not indorse this bill. I do not 
wish to antagonize what our committee has 
done, but it is proper that the House should 
know the facts. The object of taking this 
mate from the active list and puttinghim on 
the retired list, advancing him two. grades, 
from mate to master, is to increase his pay 
and relieve him from service. Asa mate he gets 
$700 a year. When retired as a master, the 
half pay of that rank is something more than 
the pay for active service asa mate; so that he 
will have for life what we call pay, but what 
in strictness is a pension for'a larger amount 
than he now gets on the active list. 

As I have always myself opposed these things 
I have thought it no more than fair to state 
the facts to the House without seeking to antag- 
onize the judgment of other members of the 
committee, to whom I am always ready to 
defer. 

Mr. KETCHAM. 
question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that this 
bill ought to be recommitted. I will not, 
however, make that motion, but will ask a 
division on the passage of the bill. 

On seconding the demand for the previous 
question, there were—ayes twenty-one, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I move that the bill be 
recommitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it might as well 
be disposed of when it is bere. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I move to lay the bill 
upon the table. 

The SPEAKER, That motion has already 
been made by the gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. HOLMAN, ] but the gentleman who re- 
ported the bill asks that it be recommitted. 

Mr. HAYS. I hope the gentleman from 
Indiana will notinsist upou his motion to lay 
the bill upon the table, but will let it be re- 
committed. There are several other bills of 
the same character which the committee wish 
to consider in connection with this biil, and I 
hope the gentleman will withdraw his motion, 
and let it be recommitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my motion. 

The biil was recommitted to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, not to be brought back by a 
motion to reconsider. 


J. H. UNDERHILL, 


Mr. STARKWEATHER. [ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar be discharged from the 
farther consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
2050) for the relief of J. H. Underhill. 

‘The bili was read for information. It di- 
rects that there be paid to J. H. Underhill 
the sam of $23,310 75, in full payment and 
discharge of the claim of said Underhill for 
work done and material furnished in the con- 
struction of the iron-clad vessel Keokuk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that that 
bill had better remain in Committece of the 
Whole. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. If the gentle- 
man will give me bis attention for a moment, 
I will make a brief statement. This bill is 
the unanimous report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, but objection was made to its 
consideration in the House by the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. BLAIR,] the chairman 
of the Committee of Claims, without his 
knowing anything about it. That gentleman 
and my colleague, [Mr. Srrone,] another 
member of the Committee of Claims, have 
since examined the case, and they are satisfied 
that the bill ought to pass. It is simply to 
pay Mr. Underhill for work done, for which 
he has never received-one cent. -There can 
be no objection to the bill. Jt has been 


I move the previous 


examined thoroughly, together with all the 
papers in the case, by the chairman of the 
Committee of Claims. ; 

Mr. HEREFORD. What 
House? : 

The SPEAKER. The question whether the 
House will grant unanimous consent to have 
this bill taken from the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I believe there 
objection made some time since. 

‘TheSPEAKER, The gentleman from Con- 
necticut obtained unanimous consent to make 
a statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. - This claim was before the 
Committee of Claims of the last Congress, aud 
with my present recollection of the case I 
would not wish to withdraw my objection to 
its being taken up in the House. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I wish 
to add one word to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Connecticut. This is undoubtedly 
a just claim. ‘This gentleman, Mr. Underbill, 
happens to be a constituent of mine, and his 
claim is for completing an iron-clad at the 
time when the commerce of the country was 
almost at the mercy of the Merrimac, No 
claim which has been presented in this House 
at this session has any greater hold upon the 
American people than this claim. 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut was objected to. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. As the matter 
has been examined twice by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and also by the chairman of 
the Committee of Claims, I move that the 
rules be suspended and the bill brought before 
the House for consideration. l 

The question was put; and there were— 
ayes 51, noes 81; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. STARKWEATHER 
and Mr. HouMan were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 95, noes 28, 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill was brought 
before the House for consideration. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER, IT move the pre- 
vious question on the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Inasmuch as the Commit- 
tee of Claims in the last Congress rejected this 
claim, I shall have to ask the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the oper- 
ation thereof the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time. i 

The question was then put on the passage 
of the bill; and there were—ayes 87, noes 338. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays: were not ordered. 

So the bill was passed. : l 

Mr. STARKWEATHER moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
aud also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARTIN FREEMAN. 


Mr. STARK WEATHER also, from the same 
committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2869) 
for the relief of. Martin Freeman; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Navy to pay to Martin Free- 
man, owner of the schooner Delight, for her 
loss while in the service of the United States, 
the sum of $6,000, out of any money hereto- 
fore or which may hereafter be appropriated 
for the purchase of vessels and equipments, 
which sum if received shall be in full of claims 
by said Freeman against the United States. 

Mr. DICKEY. Why should not this be 
paid out of the Treasury, and not be charged 
to this particular fand? 


Mr, STARK WEATHER. 


* 


is before the 


was 


It is properly 


1872. 
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charged to this fund on the recommenda- 
tion or suggestion of the Navy Department. 
This Freeman was found by Admiral Farra- 
gut at New Orleans with his vessel. His 
vessel was taken by Admiral Farragutinto the 
service, and this man was made his first pilot. 
I bave here two original letters from Admiral 
Farragut, commending this man in the high- 
est terms. l have here proof of the value of 
the vessel. There can be nò question as ito 
the value of the property taken or the obli- 
gation on the part of the United States. to 
vote—— i 

Mr. DICKEY. I only inquired as to. the 
unusual form of the appropriation; 

Mr. HOLMAN. if theré is a report in 
this case I hope it will þe read. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. There is no writ- 
ten report. But the whole case is this: the ves- 
sel was taken, by Admiral Farragut; it was 
proved to have been worth $6,000. The whole 


proof is before us; there is no sort of question | 


about, the propriety of the claim. 

Mr. SCOFIBLD. I will say that in con- 
nection with other members of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs I examined this bill, and 
came to the conclusion that it was avery de- 
serving and honestclaim, and one that should 
be paid. 

Mr. DICKEY., I do not oppose this bill. 
I only thought it was an unusual mode of 
making an appropriation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third ‘time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER moved to recon- 
sider. the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FREDERICK E. UPTON. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER also, from the 
game committee, reported a bill (I. R. No. 
2870) to authorize the President to appoint 
Frederick B. Upton, of Bath, Maine, a mas- 
ter in the Navy of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, 

‘The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
President to appoint Frederick E. Upton, 
of Bath, Maine, a master in the United States 
Navy, with the grade in his rank that he held 
at the date of leaving the service. 

Mr. DICKEY. Task for some explanation 
of this bill. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. The facts in the 
case are these: this young man, of great 
promise, was called home, as he supposed, to 
the death:bed of his father, who was ill of 
consumption. During his absence he was 
dropped from the Navy. He now wishes 
merely to be restored to bis old place. All 
the testimony shows that he was È young man 
of remarkable promise, faithfully performing 
his duty, and that there was no complaint 
against him. The Navy Department recom- 
-mends that be be restored to his former posi- 
tion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SVARKWEATHER moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


` ADMIRAL AND VICE ADMIRAL, 


Mr. HAYS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill (H. R, No. 2871) to 
abolish the grades of Admiral and Vice Admiral 
in the Navy of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, 

The question was upon ordering the: bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that va- 


cancies occurring in the grades of Admiral and 
Vice Admiral in the Navy of the United States 
shall not be filled by promotion orin any other 
manner whatever, and that when the offices of 
said grades shall become vacant the grades 
shall cease to exist. f 

Mr. HOLMAN. . This is a very excellent 
biil, and I hope it will pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

‘Mr. HAYS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RETIRED LIST. 


Mr. HAYS also, from the same committee, 
reported abill authorizing the nomination and 
appointment to the retired list:of the Navy of 
certain volunteers -on the active list of the 
Navy who are disabled in consequence of 
wounds received during the late war; which 
was read a first and second time. 

~ The bill, which was read, provides that the 

President of the United States be, and is there- 
by, authorized to nominate, and, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 
point upon the retired list of the Navy, with 
the rank of master, John Swanson, a mate 
who has been in the naval service for nearly 
twenty years, and who was disabled in the line 
of bis duty; and Louis R. Chester, who was 
disabled iu the attack upon Fort Fisher, while 
an acting ensign in the Navy. 

Mr. ARCHER. Does the gentleman from 
Alabama report this as an original bill, or does 
he propose to take up the House bill from the 
Speaker's table and concur in the amendment 


‘of the Senate? 


Mr. HAYS. I will not report an original 
bill, but will withdraw it, and will ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table 
a bill (H. R. No, 2058) authorizing the nomi- 
nation and appointment to the retired list of 
the Navy of certain volunteers on the active list 
of the Navy who are disabled in. consequence 
of wounds received during the late war, and 
that the amendment of the Senate be con- 
curred in. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
President of the United States be, and is 
thereby, authorized to nominate, and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
appoint, upon the retired list of the Navy, 
with the rank of master, L. R. Chester, form- 
erly an acting ensign in the Navy. 

‘The amendment of the Senate was read as 
follows: 

Strike out these words: 

L. R. Chester, formerly an acting ensign in the 
Navy. | 

And in lieu thereof insert the following: 

Jobn Swanson, a mate, who has been in the naval 
service for nearly twenty years, and who was dis- 
abled in the line of his duty; and Louis R. Chester, 
who wus disabled in the attack upon Fort Fisher, 
while an acting ensign in the Navy. 

Mr. HAYS. I move that the amendment 
of the Senate be concurred in. 

Mr. ARCHER. I object, because the case 
of one of the gentlemen named-in that bill 
has not been considered by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. I move that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on Naval A ffairs and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HAYS. I am willing to agree to that 
m 


taken from the Speaker's table by unanimous 
consent, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

D. J. DRAPER. 

Mr. HAYS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, also reported a bill (H. R. No. 2872) 
to authorize the appointment of D. J. Draper 
an assistant surgeon in the Navy of the United 
States, which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 


= 


otion. 
The bill, with the Senate amendment, was | 


| case, 


| shal and imprisoned. 


President of the United States be, andis thereby 
authorized, if in his. opinion the. good of the 
service. will be promoted thereby, to promote 
D. J. Draper an assistant: satgeon-in the: Navy 
of the United States, to take rankat : thesfoot 
of the list of assistant surgeons, and torédeive 
pay only from the ‘date of liis appointment... 
Mr. DICKEY. I do not see why.we should 
legislate to-authorize the appointment of DiJ. 
Draper, when, the President -of the ‘United 
States has authority: now. to: make «appoint: 
ments of surgeons ind the Navys: i «4 of 
Mr. HAYS. Only within certain limits. “Dhis 
gentleman was once an assistant. surgeon inthe 
Navy of the United States, and “he was dis- 
missed from the Navy on account. of having 


gone with a prisoner during the war:to the 


city of Baltimore. While.there he was arrested 
with the prisoner and put in prison. He was 
there, however, under a leave of absencéfrom 
Lieutenant Commander Calhoun. He went to 
Baltimore for the purpose of visiting some 
friends there. He was dismissed from. the 
Navy without ever having: been, tried -by a 
court-martial. He never has had his matter 
adjusted before: any. tribunal. or any court- 
martial. He was dismissed: by.an order :of 
Secretary Welles. He now comés before Gon- 
gress and asks that he may be restored atthe 
foot of the list of assistant surgeons.. I hope 
there will be no objection to the passage: of 
the bill. ; 

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry 
to antagonize this bill reported by the gentle- 
man from Alabama from the Committee on 


| Naval Affairs, but-I feel it to be my duty to 


do so. In the first place, I thinkit is a wrong 
principle for this House to make recommenda- 
tions to the: President. of the United: States.to 
make appointments to positions in the Navy; 
but my objection extends further than that in 
this case. ‘he gentleman recommended for 
appointment in this case was dismissed by the 
late Secretary of the Navy, and that dismissal 
was afterward withdrawn, and he was'allowed 
to tender his resignation, which was accepted. 

His first application was to be restored 
to his original position upon the list ofsurgeons; 
and by the construction which is given to the 
laws granting pay to officers so restored, he 
would have drawn from the Treasury: of the 
United States $13,500. It is true that this 
bill : : 

Mr. HAYS. This bill does not propose to 
give him one dollar, > > ea 

Mr. ARCHER, | It is true that this bill pro- 
vides against that. But I know, Mr. Speaker, 
how these bills are followed up. Time and 
again officers come and ask for restoration ; 
they say that they will be perfectly satisfied if 
they can only get back into the Navy or the 
Army. The bill is passed, and a very short 
time afterward they come here and say that 
the fact that they were restored proved that 
injustice had been done them, and they suc- 
ceed in getting their back pay granted them. 
That has been done time and again. 

Mr. HAYS, How is that possible. in this 
when the bill expressly provides 
against it? l 

Mr. ARCHER. It will bedone, as such 
things have been done before, by another act 
of Congress, when we shall have passed away. 

But I would say further, Mr. Speaker, in 


| regard to this case that this man, acting as a 
| surgeon in the United States Navy, went with 


a blockade runner from Philadelphia to Balti- 
more at the expense of the blockade-runner, 
and he was arrested there by tbe provost. mar- 
Those are the facts in 
this case. 

Mr. HAYS. Did he not have leave from 
his commanding officer to go there with the 
prisoner? 

Mr. ARCHER. No; sir, The grand diff- 
culty in his case was that he had permission 
to go to Philadelphia, but against express Or: 
ders he went beyond the city of: Philadelphia 
and went on to Baltimore. 5 00 00: : 
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Mr: WHITTHORNE. My colleague on the 
committee is mistaken as to that. 

Mr: SCOFIELD. If my colleague, the 
geéentléman from Maryland, (Mr. Arcuer,] 
will allow’ me, I will say that I fully concur 
with him'in his view of this case: I did not 
vote. for it iv committee, and will not vote for 
it here.» i ; pni 

Mr. COGHLAN.’ I believe there was an 
injustice done'to this man. I believe he was 
turned out of the ‘Navy to cloak the miscon- 
duct of a higher officer. ‘In my judgment, the 
evidence: shows that. ` The evidence shows 
that Draper; being an inferior officer, was 
turned out of the Navy as acat’s-paw to cloak 
the ill-doings of the commanding officer at- 
that station. He had the orders of his com- 
manding officer to take a prisoner to Balti- 
more, and when there, with that man in his 
custody, not allowing him to escape at all, but 
acting according to the orders of his command- 
ing officer, he was arrested, and was subse- 
quently dismissed the service for being in 
Baltimore, away from hisduty, witha prisoner. 

Every particle of the evidence, so far as I 
can see into it or understand it, went to show 
that his commanding officer had allowed him 
to take this prisoner and go to Baltimore and 
have a certain dental operation performed, 
and when it was found that he had the consent 
of the commanding officer, he was himself dis- 
missed the service, but was afierward allowed 
the poor privilege of resigning. The poor 
subaltern, therefore, if I understand the case 
at all, and I- believe I do, was made to suffer 
for an order given by his commanding officer. 

These being the circumstances of the case, 
I ask the House to reinstate! the man, as pro- 
posed by the bill, without a dollar of money 
being paid to him; without giving him even 
the place he occupied when this great wrong 
was committed against bim, while he is put in 
- at the foot of his grade. He is too old to be 
appointed again, and this merely allows him 
to withdraw his. resignation, and come in at 
the foot of his grade without a dollar of com- 
pensation being given him. I ask this House 
then, to vote to restore this man, whom i 
believe to have been wronged in order to 
cloak the misdoings, if it was a misdoing, of 
a superior officer. 
`. Mr. DICKEY. Will the gentleman. yield 
for a question? 

Mr: COGHLAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. DICKEY. Has this the recommenda- 
tion of the Navy Depart ment? 

Mr. COGHLAN. I do not believe it has. 

Mr. DICKEY. Then do you propose that 
the House of Representatives shall legislate 
men into the Navy as officers of the Navy 
without any recommendation of the executive 
department of the Government? 

Mr. COGHLAN. I believe that when the 
Navy Department commits a wrong upon an 
officer of the Navy itis the duty of the Repre- 
sentatives of the people to right that wrong. 
That is what I believe. 

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man from California wants to reinstate a man 
as surgeon in the Navy who had to take a 
prisoner to Philadelphia or Baltimore to have 
a tooth pulled. I would say, further, that the 
Surgeon General of the Navy came to me and 
told me that this was not a proper case for the 
restoration of the man to his former position. 

Mr.. HAYS. There is a vital question 
involved in this matter, and itis this: whether 
the Secretary of the Navy has the right to dis- 
miss an officer at any time without court-mar- 
tial, without a fair trial, without a fair hear- 
ing before the people of this country. If he 
can do that itis but justice that the man should 
have the right to appeal to the Representatives 
of the people of this country to have justice 
done him, and I insist upon this floor that this 
man should be restored, and that the Repre- 
sentatives of the people, in the face of the Sec- 
reiary ofthe Navy, who dismissed him without 
a fair hearing and without trial, should come 
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tò his rescue and restore him at the foot of the 
list. Sir, he does not ask a. dollar, and only 
claims his just right as an American citizen 
and as a surgeon in the Navy of the United 
States. ; 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to ask the gen- 
tleman whether this bill provides for the: re- 
appointment of this person; or whether it only 
allows the President to reappoint him? 

Mr. HAYS.. It only allows the President 
to reappoint bim if he deems proper. ~ 

Mr. DICKEY. He can do it without this 
law. 

Mr. HAYS. I move the previous gnestion. 

Mr. ARCHER. I move to lay this bill on 
the table. 

The question was put, and there were—ayes 
55, noes 47; no quorum voting. i 

Mr. HAYS. Task that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the committee. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I object to that. 

Mr. HAYS. Then I call for tellers on the 
motion to lay upon the table. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hays and 
Mr. ARCHER were appointed. | : 

The House again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 72, noes 53. 

So the bill was laid upon the table. 


Mr. ARCHER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was laid upon the table ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRANK M. ASHTON. 


Mr. COGHLAN, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2878) authorizing 
the President to permit Frank M. Ashton, 
late second assistant engineer in the Navy of 
the United States, to withdraw his resignation 
of that office ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

The bill authorizes the President of the 
United States to permit Frank M. Ashton, 
late second assistant engineer of the Navy of 
the United States, to withdraw his resignation 
of that office, which was accepted by the Navy 
Department January 4, 1871, and to reinstate 


him in his former position in the service. The | 


bill, however, is not to be construed so as to 
grant the said Ashton any pay for the time he 
was out'of the service, but his pay is to recom- 
mence only from the time of his being per- 
mitted to withdraw his resignation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as this isa bill 
to restore an officer to a grade that lie volun- 
tarily gave up more than a year ago, I hope 
some explanation will be given. It seems 
to me it will be doing injustice to the other 
officers of the Navy. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Iwill say in a few words 
what I think will be necessary to satisfy the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] of 
the justice of this bill. The Committee on 
Naval Affairs were unanimously in favor of 
this bill. In 1863 this man entered the Navy 
and served until 1871. During that time he 
had his ankle badly hurt while in the line of 
his duty. He resigned from the Navy entirely 
as second assistant engineer and went into 
business in private life. He resigned in Janu- 
ary, 1871, after nearly eight years of service, 
and alter having his leg almost entirely crushed 
so as to disable him to a certain extent, 
but not to disable him from duty in bis pro- 
He was in the practice of his profes- 
sion in the city of Chicago when the great 
fire occurred there last fall, and all his 
property was burned up. He now asks that 
he may be appointed by the President to his 
old position in the Navy. There are at this 
time some thirty vacancies in the engineer 
department of the Navy, and they are appoint- 
ing men from civil life almost every day. 
Having received this injury in the service of 
his country, he asks thatthe President may be 
authorized to appoint him again. 

Mr. L. MYERS. He lost all his property 
in the Chicago fire. $ 


# 


Mr. HOLMAN. This bill seems to be all 
right. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COGHLAN. moved to ‘reconsider the 


| vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on-the table. a3 ; 
-The latter: motion was agreed to. 


LAZARUS D. REAMEY. 


“Mr. COGHLAN. Task unanimous consent 
to have taken from the Speaker’s table Senate 
bill No. 1027, to restore Lazarus D. Reamey 
to the Navy of the United States as midship- 
man. 

The SPEAKER. Hasthe gentleman given 
notice to the Clerk, so that he could select 
the bill? 

Mr. COGHLAN. I believe I have not. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will rec- 
ognize some other meniber of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to make a report while the 
gentleman looks up the bill. ` The Chair has 
often given that notice to members of the 
House. ; 

Mr. COGHLAN. The Chair has never given 
me that notice, or I would have complied 


with it. ‘ f 
The SPEAKER. The Chair may not have 
given the notice to the gentleman individually. 
MRS. R. A. KENNEDY. 


Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported back, with a recom- 
mendation that the same do pass, House bill 
No. 2826, for therelief of Mrs. R. A. Kennedy. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be evgrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to pay to Mrs. R. A. Kennedy 
a sum not exceeding $739, in payment of 
naval stores delivered at the Gosport navy- 
yard by Mr. R: A. Kennedy in 1861, and for 
which payment has not been made. 

Mr. ARCHER. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs are unanimous in recommending the 
passage of this bill for the payment of this 
small sum of money. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
readathird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ARCHER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unanimous 
consent that in engrossing the miscellaneous 
appropriation bill, passed this afternoon, the 
enrolling clerks: may be authorized to take 
some of the miscellaneous amendments near 
the. close of the bill and put them back in the 
portion of fhe bill relating to miscellaneous 
appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman means to 
properly classify them. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is what I 
mean. It will secure the good order of the 
bill, and I will superintend it myself. 

No objection was made; aud it was ordered 
accordingly. 


ABSALOM KIRBY. 


Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported abill (H. R. No. 2874) 
to restore Absalom Kirby as second assistant 
engiveer in- the Navy; which was read a first 
and second time. i 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
President of the. United States to restore 
Absalom Kirby to his originial position on 
the active list as a second assistant engineer 
in the Navy of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ttrust there will be some 
explanation as to. the necesgity or propriety 
of this restoration, This man resigned, I 
presume, 
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Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Kirby, who is recom- 
mended for restoration to the active list of the 
Navy, is now on the retired list. He could 
not be promoted in his rank because he was 
obliged to undergo a medical examination 
prior to promotion; and when examined oy 
the board be had just returned from sea and 
had undergone a spell of sickness, so that the 
board reported him physically unfit for pro-: 
motion. He has now been in the Navy eleven 
years. Although: during four years of that 
time he had been on the retired list, he has 
nevertheless been on. active duty (and most 
of the time at sea) for nine and a half years. 
During the whole time he-has only been on 
leave of absence, including sick leave, one 
year and a half. The Navy Department rec- 
ommends his restoration. He has just. been 
ordered off on a two year’s cruise. 

The bill.was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
. Mr. ARCHER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. HARRIET B. PENDLETON. 


Mr. ARCHER. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to ask to have 
taken from the Speaker’s table and put on its 
passage the bill (S. No. 259) for the relief of 
Mrs. Harriet B. Pendleton, widow of George 
H. Pendleton, late of the United States 
Navy. 

‘There being no objection, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and read a first and 
second time. 

The billgrovides that Mrs. Harriet B. Pen- 
dleton, widow of George H..Pendleton, late 
acting master in the United States Navy, who 
was captured January 7, 1864, on the coast of 
South Carolina, in the discharge of his duties, 
shall be entitled to receive the share of all 
prizes captured by the United States steamer 
Montgomery during the time of his imprison- 
ment, to which vessel Pendleton was attached 
at the time of his capture, and that his name 
shall be considered as being borne upon the 
ship’s books the same as though he had been 
temporarily absent. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. ARCHER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OFFICERS ON RETIRED LIST, 


“Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2875) to prevent the employment of officers 
on the retired list to active duty; which was 
read a first and second time. i 

The bill, which was read, provides that no 
officer on the retired list of the Navy shall be 
employed on active duty except in time of 
war; and that all laws and parts of laws in- 
consistent herewith be repealed. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ARCHER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN C. BEAUMONT. 


Mr. ARCHER also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2876) for 


the relief of John C. Beaumont; which was 


read a first and second time. 

The bill authorizes the President of the 
United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to restore John C. 
Beaumont to his position of captain on the 


active list, to take position at the foot-of the 
list of captains; but the passage of this act is 
not to entitle him to draw any additional back 


ay. 
P The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ARCHER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider’ be laid on: the 
table P 

The latter motion was agreed to.“ 

LAZARUS L. REAMEY. 


On motion of Mr. COGHLAN, by unani- 
mous consent, a bill (S. No. 1027) to restore 
Lazarus L. Reamey to the Navy of the United 


States as a midshipman was taken from the 


Speaker’s table, and read a first and second 
time, 5 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
President-of the United: States be, and he is 


thereby authorized, if in his opinion the good: 


of the service will be promoted thereby, to 
restore Lazarus L. Reamey to the Navy of 
the United States as a midshipman at the foot 
of the class of 1870, of which he was a mem- 
ber at the time of his resignation. 

‘The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 3 

Mr. COGHLAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHILDREN OF O. H. BERRYMAN, DECEASED. 


Mr. COGHLAN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take from the Speaker’s table a bill 
(S. No. 927) for the relief of Otway H. Ber- 
ryman, deceased. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury be 
authorized and directed to allow and pay to 
Mrs. Columbia N. Payne, Mrs. Alice Brom- 
well, Calvert O. Berryman, and William M. 
Berryman, children of Otway H. Berryman, 
deceased, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,106 02, 
being the amount of losses- sustained by 
Otway H. Berryman while commanding and 
acting as purser of the United States schooner 
Onkahye, provided that the same shall not 
exceed the amount which a purser would have 
received for performing the same duties on 
board. of the vessel. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this ought to go 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. COGHLAN. ‘The Naval Committee 
of the Senate unanimously passed this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not waive my. right 
to objet to taking the bill from the Speaker’s 
table. 

Mr. COGHLAN. This bill was passed 
unanimously by the Naval Committee of the 
Senate, and it has the approval of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs in this House. I think 
after the report in this case has been read the 
gentleman from Indiana canot find it in his 
conscience to object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think that the 
Naval Committee have anything to do with this 
matter. 

Mr. COGHLAN. It is a naval matter en- 
tirely. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Thatthegrounds relied upon by Licutenant Berry- 
man are substantially those which induced Congress 
to grant relief to Lieutenant Charles G. Hanter in 
1959. and your committee cannot distinguish between 

"Lieutenant Berryman assumed the command of 
the United States schooner Onkahye_in October, 
1846, under an order from the Navy, Department, 
dated October 20, 1846, and he immediately entered 
upon special duty, and performed active and ardu- 
ous service in the Gulf of Mexico, to Brazil and 
Chagres, during twenty-two months, which ‘was 
terminated by the total shipwreck of the vessel on 


a sunken reef in July, 1848. 
With bis command he was ordered to perform the 


duties of purser to tho vessel, and these duties ‘he 
performed throughout the whole period of :his com- 
mand. - : 

No adjustment of his accounts took place until his 
return to the United States, when it was found that 
he had actually expended as purser: more ‘money: 
by $2,325, than he could produce the requisite youch- 
ers for: This sum he paid to the Government, and. 


his ‘accounts were balanced accordingly; 74i 

The memorialist alleges that he has diligently and 
faithfully kept and disbursed thesneang intrusted’to 
him as purser to pay the lawfal Niabitities of the. 
Government, and that the omission to take’ and 
return the proper vouchers for all his expenditures 
wasalone theresult of hisignorance of and his want 
of practice in the duties of purser. > ee 

The memorialist has a family to'support, déepernd- 
ent upon him. Hebad.a small landed: estate, which 
he sold to pay hisdeticiency, and himself and family. 
have thereby become subjected to great, pecuniary 
embarrassment, i a 

Your committee, from an, examination, of the 
memorial and its accompanying papers, and, ‘from 
inquiries also at the Navy Department, are satisfied 
that the’ memorialist, whose chiracter and’ standing 
as an officer and aman are irreproachable, did faith- 
fully disburse the means intrusted to him in the 
payment of the proper liabilities of the Government; 
and that his ignorance of his accounts, and of the 
importance of carefully preserving: vouchers for 
every expenditure, was due to his goneral want. of 
familiarity with the duties of his incidental post of 
purser. He received no compensation for thé per- 
formance of these duties, nor could he réceive any 
legally. His deficiency is theresult.of no misapplt- 
cation of the means of the Government, of no want 
of duo care and diligence in guarding and preserving 
them. Ihe Government has bad tho benefit of the 
expenditure and of his,services—services which his 
education and training as an officer of the Nayy, did 
not make at all peculiarly fitting to perform, They 
belong wholly to another department of the Navy 
and to men differently educated. They. areim posed 
on officers in command of public vessels by the 
Government for its own convenience, and it should, 
unless some fraud is established, bear the losses of 
its own neglect in not appointing the proper, officer 
to perform theso services. : 

The amount of disbursements by’ memorialist as 
purser, during the period referred to, for which he 
obtained eredit atthe Department, was $21,951 50. 

Your committee deem it a proper case for relief, 
and reporta bill accordingly. ass 


Mr. COGHLAN. | Now, Isay to the gèn- 
tleman that when he objects to this bill -he ‘is 
objecting to the five children of this man get- 
ling what the Navy Department, and what 
every other Department of the Government 
has decided time and again is due to them, 
This man sold his little homestead to pay this 


debt. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Does the Navy Depart- 
ment say this money was due? 
Mr. COGHLAN. It certainly does. __ 
Mr. HOLMAN. Then letushave the letter 


read, 

Mr. COGHLAN. I hope the gentleman 
will not ask me to go over all these papers to 
hunt up what he wants. All of the Depart- 
ments have examined and declared, it to be 
due this man. They say this man by not 
taking receipts when he paid out the money 
and not taking vouchers could not have the 
money refunded to him. There is no doubt 
he paid it out in. the service, aud it is ow pro- 
posed to refund it to his children. There are 
letters. here from those who were above him at 
the time, showing his honesty; that it was sim- 
ply a matter of businéss which he did not under- 
stand, that he was made purser while a lieu- 
tenant, and that, not being familiar with 
business, he paid out this money and did not 
take receipts for it. And they ask that this 
be remitted. aa: : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why was this not settled 
daring his life-time? When did be die? 

Mr. COGHLAN. About the beginning of 
the war. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Ten years after he paid 
this money; and now, twenty years after the 
date of these transactions, the matter is 
called up. 

Mr. ARCHER. I ask my colleague on the 
committee to allow me one moment. i 
This officer, after he he was found deficient, 
immediately paid the debt. He petitioned 


| Congress for relief, and three or four several 


times in his life-time, the Senate at one time, 
and the House at another, would pass his bill, 
or it would pass the committee; but somehow. 
it so happened that it never passed both bodies 
at the same time. And { will say to the gen- 
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tleman, from Indiana, that.one of the daughters 
of this officer Berryman is now living in this 
city earning her daily bread by her own toil. 

Mr. HOLMAN.. Let the case be put upon 
its proper ground of dealing generously with 
these people. But to put iton the ground of 
an obligation on the part of the Government is 
all nonsense. : 

The bill wasorderedto be read a third time; 
and if was accordingly. read the third time, 
and passed. : 

Mr. COGHLAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which. the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider. on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRIZE-MONEY FOR CAPTURN OF THE LAURENS. 


Mr: COGHLAN. Task that by unanimous 
cousent the bill (S. No. 899) for the relief.of 
the children of O. H. Berryman, deceased, and 
others, be taken from the Speaker’s table and 
put upon its pasage. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to 
Mrs. Columbia N. Payne, Mrs. Alice Brom- 
well, Calvert O. Berryman, and William M. 
Berryman, children of Otway H. Berryman, 
deceased, and the other officers and crew 
of the United States schooner Oukahye, the 
sum: of $20,664 69, being the balance of the 
prize-money obtuined by the capture of the 
bark Laurens by that schooner in ‘the year 
1848; and provides that the sum of $26,664 69 
be distributed among the officers and crew in 
such proportion as shall be designated by the 
Secretary of the Navy, according to the pro- 
visions of the sixth section of the act of April 
28, 1806, entitled ‘‘An act for the government 
of the Navy of the United States.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should likesome explana- 
tion from the gentleman who has charge of 
the bill. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I think it will not take 
two minutes to give an explanation which will 
satisfy the gentleman. In 1848, Lieuteuant 
Berryman was the commander of the United 
States schooner Onkahye, and as such he and 
the other officers and crew captured a slaver 
called the Laurens. The amount obtained by 
the capture of the Laurens was about twenty- 
three thousand dollars, which was covered 
into the Treasury of the United States. This 
bill provides for distributing among the offi- 
cers and crew of the schooner which made the 
capture the sum of $20,664, being the amount 
realized, less the cost of the suit. These par- 
ties came before Congress with their claim. 
There were at that time certain Spanish gen- 
tlemeu who came here and claimed the vessel 
on the ground that it was not aslaver. The 
matter was referred to the Court of Claims, 
and the Court of Claims decided that it was a 
slaver, and that these parties were entitled to 
the amount mentioned in the bill. The judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims is here, stating 
that Lientenant Berryman and the officers and 
crew were entitled to the amount here named. 

Mr. HOLMAN, . In what year was this 
decision given? 

Mr. COGHLAN. I cannot tell the gentle- 
man the year; but it was within the the last 
few years, The parties have been before Con- 
gress fighting for it. Itis notin any way astale 
claim. They made their fight in Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ten years ago? 

Mr. COGHLAN. They have been met every 
year by the gentleman from Indiana, or gen- 
tlemen like him, asking that it shall go to 
the Court of Claims, or the Committee of 
Claims, or to some other committee, and they 
have been in that way prevented from getting 
justice. The bill has now passed the Senate, 
and I trust the House will do this justice to 
these people, who, working at very small 
wages to make a living, have been at a great 
disadvantage in fighting through these claims. 
I move the previous question. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It still seems to me that. 
this bill should. be considered by some com- 
mittee. 

Mr. COGHLAN. 
question upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill is not yet before 
the House. : 

The SPEAKER... The gentleman. reserved 
the right to object: i 

Mr. COGHLAN. If the Committee on 
Naval Affairs is a proper one to consider- the 
question, which L think the House will bear 
me out in saying it is, then this bill has been 
considered by a proper committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The bill has not been re- 
ferred to that committee. p 

Mr. COGHLAN. I beg pardon; the bill 
has been before thecommittee and considered 
by it. 

TMs. HOLMAN. 
there. f 

Mr. COGHLAN. It was not referred to us, 
but we considered the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, There must be great inter- 
est on the part of the committee to induce 
them to consider a subject that they have 
never been authorized by the House to con- 
sider. 

Mr. COGHLAN. The gentleman knows 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs has had 
no Opportunity to report during this session. 
It was willing and anxious to report adversely 
or favorably on all legislation which would be 
referred to it. This isa part of the legislation 
which has passed the other branch of this Con- 
gress, aud which we knew the House would 
refer to us to report upon, and therefore we 
considered it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe gentleman will have 
the salient points of the opinion of the Court 
of Claims read, we may be able to knowsome- 
thing about the case. Here is a claim that 
occurred twenty-four years ago for some 
twenty-odd thousand dollars, and it went to 
the Court of Claims years ago and was decided 
there, and now it is to be passed through the 
House without even a reference to a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. COGHLAN. If I only knew what was 
salient enough to reach the gentleman from 
Indiana I would have it read. [Laughter.] 
I ask the Clerk to read the passage I have 
marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1 “The commissioner concludes. his report as fol- 
ows: 

_ And your commissioner, after a careful applica- 
tion of the rules of distribution established by the 
said naval laws of the United States to the list of the 
sollicers and crew of the schooner Onkahye, who 
were on board the said vessel at the time of thecap- 
ture of the bark Laurens, reports the following 
details of distribution of that portion of the prize 
fund which by law belongs to the captors: 

“1. Otway H. Berryman, Heutenant and com- 
manding officer of the capturing vessel—three twen- 
leths. 

“2 To R. J. Renshaw, passed midshipman and 
acting master; George Wells, lieutenant; Alex- 
ander Robinson, assistant surgeon—each one third 
of four twentieths. A 

“3, To Leonard Paulding, passed midshipman; 
A. T. Byrens, midshipman; Frank Zantzinger, 
captain’s clerk—each one third of three twentieths 
and a half, 

“4, Lo Edward Williams, carpenter’s mate; John 
Hopkins, quartermaster; W. B. Miller, quarter- 
master; Henry Stamsworths, ship’s cook—each one 
fourth of two twentieths and a half, 

“5. Lo William Thompson, ordinary seaman; Wel- 
lington Lancaster, ordinary seaman; George Wilson, 
ordinary seaman; Richard Murtough, ordinary sea- 
man; William Howard, ordinary seaman; Thomas 
Moore, ordinary seaman; Joseph Wilson, ordinary 
seaman; Bradford Potter, ordinary seaman; Charles 
Belts, ordinary seaman: John Pearsall, ordinary 
seaman; Charles Smith, third ordinary seaman; 
Robert Wilson, third ordinary seaman; Charles 
Smith, second ordinary seaman; James Wilson, 
second ordinary seaman ; Thomas H. Disney, second 
ordinary seaman; Jobn Retailic, second ordinary 
scaman; William Potter, second ordinary seaman; 
Francis Smith, second ordinary seaman; Edward 
Smith, second ordinary seaman; Joseph Ward, sec- 
ond ordinary scaman ; John McKay, secondordinary 
seaman; William C. Leeson, second ordinary sea- 
man; John Bogert, Jandsman; William C. Coles, 
first-class boy; John H., Wilkins, ordinary sea- 


I will call the previous | 


It was never referred’ 


man—each one twenty-fifth of seven twentieths. 
` On the 16th of May, 1851, the decree of the court i 


was passed confirming the report of the commis- 
sioner, and directing the distribution to be made in 


i! conformity with it, and directing that the commis- 


sioner’s fees should be ‘three per cent. upon the 
amount of the property and its proceeds condemned 


by the decree of the court.’.” : 


The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from 
Indiana object to the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I donot see that what has 
been read throws any particular light apon 
the subject. i 

Mr. COGHLAN: Then I move to suspend 
the rules ‘and pass the bill. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
74, noes 5. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman 
from Indiana insist on a further count? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs will say that the 
committee have considered this bill when it 
was properly before them and recommend its 
passage, I will withdraw my objection. But 
we are appropriating here nearly twenty-five 
thousand dollars in a bill that has never 
been legitimately considered by any commit- 
tee‘of the House, and there is no intelligent 
understanding of the case, although my friend 
from California presents it very well from his 
stand-point. A 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Iwill inform the gentle- 
man from Indiana that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs did examine all the papers in 
this -case and. heard parties in interest. I - 
paid a gcod deal of attention to the case per- 
sonally at the time, and 1 came to the conclu- 
sion that it was a fair and honest claim, and 
that I ought to vote for it, but a portion of 
the facts upon which I came to that conclu- 
sion, and on which my judgment was based 
at the time, have escaped my mempry. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was the decision of the 
Court of Claims in favor of the claim? 

Mr. COGHLAN. I have just had the 
decision read. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. 
question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman say 
thatthe decision of the court, taken altogether, 
was in favor of the claim? ae 

Mr. PLATT. 1 desire to know whether 
discussion is in order ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under any ordinary cir- 
cumstances I should have to ask for a full vote 
upon this question, but under the existing cir- 
cumstances, and as the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia is so sensitive over the matter, I will 
withdraw ebjection. 

Mr. COGHLAN. 
it at all. 

No further count being insisted on, the rules 
were suspended, the bill was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, received its several readings, 
and was passed, 

Mr. COGHLAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES W, WHITNEY. 


Mr. ARCHER also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, witb a recommendation 
that the same do pass, Senate bill No. 329, for 
the relief of Charles W. Whitney. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which ‘was read, appropriates the 


I could not answer that 


Iam not sensitive about 


| sum of $50,000 to pay Charles W. Whitney 


for the enlargement of the iron-clad battery 
Keokuk, upon the execution and delivery by 
the said Whitney of a receipt in full for all 
demands against the United States on account 
of the construction of said vessel, including 
all labor and. material and all damages. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House 
now adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to ; 
upon a division—ayes twenty-two, noes not 
counted. 


1872, . 
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The question was upon the third reading 
of the bill, i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this bill contains 
an appropriation. I make the pojnt of order 
that under the rules of the House: it must re- 
ceive its first. consideration in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore,.(Mr. RAN- 
DALL.) The point of order is made too late; 
it would have been good if made in time. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move that this bill be 
Jaid on the table. he 

The question was taken ; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 8, noes 87 ; no quorum 
voting. : 

Tellers were ordered; and. Mr. SCOFIELD 
and Mr. Homan were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 13, noeg 110. 

So the motion ta lay the bill on the table 
was not agreed to. ` 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that this bill be. 


referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. ARCHER. [hope not. This bill has 
been considered by three Naval Committees 
of the Fortieth, Vorty-First, and Forty-Second 
Congresses. Pere 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. AncHer] yield 
for the motion to refer? = 

Mr. ARCHER. I do not yield the floor 
for that purpose. I claim the floor myself, 
and call the previous question on the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 rise to a question of 
order, I submitted a motion to refer this bill 
tothe Committee of Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro ‘tempore. “The Chair 
recognized the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. ArcuEr] as entitled to the fluor, he 
having reported the bill, and he said he did 
not yield for a motion to refer, but called the 
previous question. - f 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe previous question is 
seconded, it will cut off my motion to refer, 

Mr. ARCHER. That is what I want to do. 

The question was taken upon seconding the 
previous question; and upou a division there 
were—ayes 105, noes 17. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered; and 
under the operation thereof the bill was read a 
third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the 


bil. 

Mr. HOLMAN. At this point, because of 
the lateness of the hour and the total inability 
to manage affairs with discrectness, E move 
that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Total inability on your 
part? (Laughter. ] 

‘The question was taken on the motion to 
adjourn; and it was not agreed to, upon a 
division—ayes 14, noes 105. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Dida quorum vote? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It does 
not require a quorum to decide the motion. to 
adjourn, $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [ Mr. BurLer] is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the vote show 
that there is nota quornm present ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It shows that 
no quoram voted; that is all. The gentleman 
can ascertain whether there ig a quorum pres- 
ent or not on the passage of the bill.» 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the bill be 
laid on the table, 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Task the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Hormax] not to make any more 
dilatory motions on this bill. It is evident 
that a very large majority of the House are in 
favor of the passage of this bill. Although 
his judgment may be against the bill, I think 
the evident desire of the House should be 
respected. After having made a fall and fair 
fight against the bill, I ask the gentleman to 
cease his oppositioù now, Wehave other bills 
that we want to report. 


Mr. HOLMAN. A million dollarsis involved 
in the passage of this bill. . 

Mr. ARCHER. There is only $50,000 de- 
pendent upon this bill. 

The motion to lay the bill on tbe table was 
not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 17, noes 


10. . 

Mr. ARCHER. As time is valuable to us 
I move that the rules be now suspended and 
this bill passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will inform the gentleman that the next ques- 
tion is on the passage of the bill. — 

Mr. ARCHER, Very well; let that ques- 
tion be taken. of ; 

Mr. COX. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ARCHER... Then I mast insist upon 
my motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. COX. And 1 insist upon my motion 
to adjourn. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
is on tbe motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. COX. - Is not the question on my mo- 
tion first? ‘ f pats 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
recognized the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
ARCHER} to move'to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill. At the suggestion of the Chair 
that the next question was upon the. passage 
of the -bill, the gentleman from Maryland 
waived. that motion. Then it was: that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] inter- 
posed his motion to adjourn. Under the cir- 
cumstances, the Chair felt bound to. give the 
preference to the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. COX. l see the Chair has exercised 
his preference for that gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN., Is not one motion to ad- 
journ in order pending a motion to suspend 
the rules? i : : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is.. 

Mr. COX. Will the Chair recognize me to 
make that motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman to make any 
motion that is in order; but not anything that 
is notin order. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. I thank the Chair. I now move 
that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to 
adjourn, and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Aronen to suspend the rules and pags the 

ill, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
107, noes 16. 

So (two thirds having voted in the afirma- 


tive) the rules were suspended and the bill į 


was passed. 
TEN STEAM VESSELS OF WAR, 


Mr. SCOFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I am di- 
rected by the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
report a bill to authorize the construction of 
ten or more steam vessels of war, and’ for 
other purposes, which I ask to be read. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2877) was read’ a first 
and second time. 


The bill provides that the Secretary of the 
Navy be authorized to construct ten or more 


steam vessels of war, each carrying ten or 
more guns of large caliber; the hulls to be 
built of iron or wood, as the Secretary may 
decide ; and that $3,000,000 be appropriated 
for that purpose out of any money in the 
Treasury hereafter to be appropriated. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Mr. Speaker, owing to 
the lateness of the hour, I propose to call the 
previous question on the passage of that bill. 
‘The Committee on Naval Affairs were unanl- 
mously in favorofite . 

Mr. BINGHAM. And the country needs it. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. And the country needs 
it, as the gentleman from Ohio sitting near 
me suggests. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. COX. How much money is involved 
in this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Over three million dollars. 
I move the House adjourn, 


Mr. BINGHAM: 1 object to any further 
debate. PARRETS 
Mr. SCOFIELD. ‘There is no approprja- 
tion in this bill; but the money is to be‘appro- 
priated hereafter. PEE ie eos 
Mr. COX. Everybody can ‘see from’ the 
saturnalia into which we have fallen ‘we are 
not fit to- attend to the business’ of | the 
nation. i paces 
Mr. HOLMAN. All sorts of jobs have 
been gotten through to-night, and we ought 
to adjourn at once. ni a | 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 
58, noes 60. ‘ : ae 
Mr. HOLMAN. I demand 
nays on the motion to adjourn. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, ite > 
Mr. BECK. I move that when the House 
adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday’ 
next. ` , Filer 
The House divided; and there. were—ayes 
39, noes 64; no quorum voting, § 0 000, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore... No.quorum 
voting, the Chair will order tellers, 
Mr. BECK. [I withdraw my motion. 
Mr. YOUNG. I renew it. i ; 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; let us take the 
vote first on the motion to adjourn... <. tae 
Mr. YOUNG. I withdraw my motion.. | 
The question was taken ; and it was decided. 
in the negative—yeas 63, nays 73, not voting, 
104; as follows: i 
YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Beck, Biggs, Bird, 
Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 


Caldwell, Campbell, Comingo, Cotton, Cox,: Crebs, 
Dox, Du 


the yeas and 


Merrick, penjamin, 
later, 

Slocum, Sloss, Thomas J. Speer, £ Storm, 
, Whiteley, Willard, 


ter,and Wood—104. 
So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


During the roll-call the following announce- 
ments were made: 

Mr. PACKARD. My colleague, Mr. Tyner, 
is absent this evening on account of il] health. 
If he were present he would vote ‘*no.”’ 

Mr. L. MYERS. My colleague, Mr. NEG- 
LEY, is absent on a committee of conference. 
If he were present he would vote “no.” 

Mr. PERCE. My colleague, Mr. Morruis, 
is detained from the House by sickness. 

Mr. WALDRON. My colleague, Mre 
STOUGHTON, is absent on account of ill health. 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. Pe 

Mr. BECK, I move that the House take: a 
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recess. till half past ten. o'clock to-morrow 
moring. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Rax- 
DALL) having put the question, said: The ayes 
appear to have it. . 

Mr. YOUNG., I call for tellers.. 

Tellers were ordered ;: and Mr. Beck and 
My. Scorre.p. were appointed. .. . 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayeg 104, noes 17. ; 


So the motion fora recess was agreed to. 
During the count by tellers: the following: 
proceedings took place :. ; Bole 
Mr. YOUNG, Is a motion to adjourn in 
order orant ch eu Tse OY ae 
The SPEAKER.. Ifthe count. by tellers, 
should show: the presence of less than a quo- 
rum, no motion would be in order except to 
adjourn or to bave a call of the House. . p 
“Mr. HOLMAN. Then 1 shall move. to 


adjourn. ied. A ; 
Mr. DICKEY. And I shall move a call of 
the Houses © 000000 ; f 
Mr. RANDALL. I wish tọ make a parlia 
mentary inquiry. If the House should now 
take a recess till half past ten o'clock to- 
morrow morning, would this bill then come 


up? R : 
"The SPEAKER. The Chair does not, re- 
gard that as a parliamentary inquiry within 
his ruling. The Chair always declines, to 
answer questions of that kind. affecting a 
motion to adjourn. ines 
Mr. DICKEY.’ I want to know whether a 

small minority of this House can, by refraining 
from ‘voting, control the action of the House? 
“The count by tellers was reported as above 
stated, . i i 

© So the motion of Mr. Brek was agreed to; 
and the House (at ten o'clock and twenty five 
minutes p. m.) took a recess till half past ten ` 
o'clock to morrow morning. 5 


m MORNING SESSION. 
~The recess having expired the House (at 
half past ten o'clock a. m., Friday, May 24,) 
resumed its session, 
| ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. As this House has been 
in session withoutadjournment since yesterday 
morning at eleven o'clock, I think it time 
we should adjourn. I therefore make that 
motion. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I hope we shall not 
adjourn, Let us get the previous question 
upon: the: bill which: was pending last night. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; you will not get 
any previous question if we understand our- 
selves. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
motion to adjoarn. 
The question being taken on the motion, 
there were—ayes 49, noes 24; no quorum 

voting. ; 
. Tellers. were ordered; and Mr. Scoriep 
and Mr. RANDALL were appointed. 

Mr. RANDALL. . I believe a quorum is 
not necessary to adjourn. ` 

‘The SPEAKER. That is true ; but tellers 
must .be appointed when. a further count is 
insisted upon. 

. Mre SPEER, of Georgia, I move a eall 
of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. Thatis notin order. The 
tellers will take their places | 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 43, noes 29, 

Mr. SCOFIELD.. I call for the yeas and | 
nays. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ibelieve the House caa 
adjourn without a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. That is true; but the 
question has not-yet been tested in all its forms. | 
‘Lhe gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sco- / 
¥iu1)] has called for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 


I insist on a vote upon the 


in the affirmative—yeas 75, nays 60, not.voting | 
105; as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Barnum, Beatty, 
Beck, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, Brooks, Caldwell, Carroll, Comingo. Cross- 
land, Darrall, Dawes, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Forker, 
Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Hamble- 
ton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, John T. Harris, 
Ilay, Holman, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, Lewis, 
Manson, Marshall, MeCormick, McCrary, McGrew, 
Mchenry, McIntyre, McNeely, Merrick. Benjamin: 
EF. Meyers, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, 
Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, Robinson, 
Jobn Rogers, Sion H. Rogers, Roosevelt, Shanks, 
Shellabarger, Slater, Sloss, Strong, Terry, Tutbil, 
Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, Walden, W arren, 
Wells. Williams of New York,. Wood and Y oung—15. 

NAYS-=Messrs. Banks, Barber; Bigby; Buckley, 
Buffinton, Burdett, Coghian, Dickey, Donnan, Dun-: 
nell, Eames, Elliott, Charles. Foster, Frye, Hale, 
Halsey, Harmer, Havens, Hawley. Hays, Ifoar, 
Kelley,. Kellogg, Ketcham, Killinger: Lamport, 
Lowe, Maynard, McKee, Merriam, Monroe, Morey, 
Leonard Myers, Negley, Packard, Palmer, Peck, 
Pendleton, Poland, Ellis H. Roberts, Sargent, Saw- 
yer, Scofield, Seeley, Shoemaker, H. Boardman 
Smith, John: A. Smith, Worthington ©..-Smith, 
Snapp, Thomias J. Speer, Starkweather, Stevenson, 
Sutherland, Tafe; Washington: Townsend, Walls, 
Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, and 
John T. Wilson—60, z ; 

NOT VOTING—Messrs, Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Archer, Averill, Barty; BeH, Beveridge, Bingham, 
Boles, Bright, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, Rod- 
erick R.: Butler, Campbell, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, 
Conger, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Crébs, Creely,Crifcher, 
Crockér, ‘Davis, De Large, Duell, Hidredge, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Rinkelnburg, Henry D; Fos- 
ter, Wilder D. Foster, Giddings, Goodrich, Halde- 
man, Harper, George £. Harris, Gerry W. Ilazelton, 
John -W. Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, 
Hill., Hooper, Houghton, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, 
Lynch, McClelland. McJunkin, McKinney, Mercur, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morphis, Orr, Packer, Isaac C. 
Parker, Porce, Aaron `F. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, John M. 
Rice, Ritchie, William, R, Roberts, Rusk, Sessions, 
Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Slocum; Snyder, R 
Milton Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Storm, Stoughton, 
Stowell, St. Jobn, Swann, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Voorhees, 
Waddell, Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Wheeler, 
Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and Winchester—105. 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at ten o’clock and fifty min- 
utes a. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions weré presented 
under the rule, aud referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of An- 
thony Lawson, asking a return of moneys 
arising from sale of his property for direct 
United States taxés. ` 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of George 
W. Axtell, of the Brighton Citizen, Brighton, 
Michigan, in favor of amending the postal 
laws. 

Also, petitions on the same subject from 
Jobu Trevedick, of the Mount Cleneens Press ; 
S. J. Tomlinson, of the Lapeer Clarion, and 
Henry Jenkins, of the Holly Register. 

Also, the petition of. J. S. Botsford, and 28 
others, citizens of Port Huron, Michigan, in 
favor of protection to salt. : 

Also, the petition of John. Galbraith and 17 
others, of Worth, Michigan, against the recog- 
nition of God in the Constitution. 

By .Mr. COX:.The petition of. Charles 
McCartie and others, citizens of Brooklyn, New 
York, in favor of preserving religious liberty 
in the Constitution, 

Also, the petition of Lewis Masquerier and 
others, against the absorption of any more 
public lands by railroads. - . 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition of John F. 
Wheeler, of Syracuse, New York, late a 
second lieutenant company D, one hundred 
and forty-ninth regiment New York volun- 
teers, asking for the passage of a bill granting 
him the pay of a second lieutenant from May: 
18, 1864, to May 20, 1865. 

Also, the petitions of Colonel H. H. Wal- 
pole, Colonel N. Grumbach, and others, of 
Syracuse, New York, praying Congress to 
grant relief to John F. Wheeler, late second 
lieutenant one hundred and forty-ninth regi- 


ment New. York volunteers... 
By Mr. L. MYERS: A petition forthe relief 


} 


of Charles. B: Holbrook,: assignee of J. H. 
Hammond. 

. By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of 
J. W. Hatcher, for increase of pension under 
act of February, 1871. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, May 24, 1872. ; i 

The Senate met at eleven o'clock a: m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
may, D.D. E 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journa 
of. yesterday's proceedings: f 

Mr. COLE. I move that the further read- 
ing of the ‘Journal be dispensed with. I 
should like to take up the fortification appro- 
priation bill this morning, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the further reading of the Journal 
will be dispensed with, and the Senator from 
California asks unanimous consent that the 
fortification bill be taken ‘up subject to the 
morning business. say ; 

Mr. POOL. Ihave asked on several ocea- 
sions that I might be allowed to get up a bill 
relating to my. own State, being House bill 
No. 2192...” tei 

Mr. WEST. Are reports in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They are not 
yet in order. The Chair has not yet. ascer- 
tained whether the Senator from North Caro- 
liva objects to the appropriation bill being 
taken up. or. not. If he does not, there ap- 
pears to be no objection to the request of the 
Senator from California, a3 

Mr. POOL. I do not like to.object to the 
taking up of an appropriation bill, . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then it is taken 
up subject to the morning business. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, communicating, in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate of March 12, 1872, 
information respecting- the amount of, money 
expended by the Government during the last 
three years for telegraphing by.ocean cables ; 
which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND OFFICH REPORT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. laid before the 
Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of ‘Representatives ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Ttesolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate coneurring,) That there be printed of thé report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office for 
1871, eight thousand copies, of which four thousand 
shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, 
two thousand for the Senate, and two thousand for 
the land department. ; 


SMITHSONIAN REPORTS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That two thou- 
sand copies of each ofthe reports of the.Smithsonian 
Institution, of which the stereotype plates are now 
in the Congressional Printing Office, be printed for 
distribution by the Smithsonian Institution to libra- 
ries, colleges, and public establishments. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The folowing bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. No. 446) to abolish the office 
of surveyor at the port of Chester, in Pennsyl- 
vania, and for other purposes—to: the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2858) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to release twenty-five acres 
of the lands of the United States at Plattsburg, 
New York, to the New York and Canada Rail- 
road Company, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Military. Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2861) for the relief of H. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


7 


G. Ankeny, late captain in the fourth Towa | 
infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2862) to confirm the pur- 
chase by the executive department. of three 
acres of land, wore or less, in the vicinity of 
Nashville, Tennessee, known as the site of 
Fort Houston, and to donate and convey the 
same to the Fisk University. for educational 
purposes—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2864) for the relief of 
John .W. Mears, administrator. of the estate 
of Henry D. Mears, deceased, and of William 
Moulton, jr.—to the Committee on. Patents. 

W. A. HOWARD. | 

The bill (H. R. No. 2860) for the.relief of 
W. A. Howard, was read twice by its title. — 

Mr. WILSON. ‘I should. like to have that 
bill put on its passage if there be no objec- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. The bill will be read, subject 
to objection. _ . : 

The Chief Clerkread the bill. It directs the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
cause to be paid to the legal representatives 
of W. A. Howard, late of the New York ma: 
rine artillery, avd of the thirteenth New York 
heavy artillery, the full pay and emoluments of 
a colonel of artillery from September 21, 1861, 
to May 29, 1862; but all pay and: emoluments 
received by him as an officer of the United 
States during that period are to be deducted 
from the amount authorized by the act. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Has that bill been re- 
ferred? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ithasnot. The 
Senator from Massachusetts asks for its present 
consideration. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It ought to be referred. 
Does any one know how mùch money it appro- 
priates? 

Mr. WILSON. It appropriates a few 
months’ pay as colonel. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. If I heard it correctly, 


itis for ten years as a colonel of artillery; it ! 


goes back to 1861. 

Mr. WILSON. From 1861 to 1862. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not know how Jong 
it rung; as I heard it, itwas to commence from 
1861, I think the bill had better be referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis from Septem- 
ber 21, 1861, to May 29, 1862. The Senator 
from Illinois, however, moves that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, 

GAUGURS AND MEASURERS AT BOSTON. 


-The bill (H. R. No. 2865) to fix the com- 


pensation of gaugers and measurers at the port 
l 


of Boston was read twice by its title. 
Mr. WILSON. 
should like to have that bill put on its passage. 


Itis simply, to correct an error in a former j 


law, which. has done wrong long enough. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
read for information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk. read the bill, which pro- 
vides that the compensation of gaugers and 
measurers at the port of Boston shall be the 
same as that provided for the same class of 
‘olficers at the port of New York under exist- 


ing laws. i : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. WHas-.that bill been 
referred to.a committee? 

Mr. WILSON, [twas reported by the com- 
mittee of the House, and it passed the House 
unanimously. Èri 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Has it been to the 


Finance Committee of the Senate? . 
Mr. WILSON. No.. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. -Then I move it be re- || 


ferred to that committee. 
Mr. WILSON. 
ought to go to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. A bill relating to the | 
compensation of weighers and gaugers in the 
custom-house ? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Jt came from 
the Committee on Commerce of the House, 


If there be no objection L: 


If it is to be referred it} 


and such matters are generally referred to the 
Committee on Commerce in the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL... Very well. I. move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to.. 

SWAMP LANDS IN NEVADA. 


` The bill (H. R. No. 2863) to extend to the 
State of Nevadathe benefit of an act to enable 
the State of Arkansas and other States to 
reclaim the swamp lands within their limits, 
was read twice by its title. ; 

Mr. STEWART. Let the bill be read, and 
then I desire to have it indefinitely postponed. 
There are no swamp lands in Nevada. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

. Mr. STEWART. There are noswanip lands 
there unless you bring the water and put it on 
them, and water is valuablé there. We have 
no swamp lands- that we want to reclaim, and 
we do not want any of that swindling business 
in Nevada. I hope, therefore, the bill will be 
indefinitely postponed. ` 

Mr. NYE. I think it had better be referred. 
I do not know anything about it myself. 

Mr. STEWART.“ I do Know about it. It 
is in the nature of an ex post facto law in the 
first place, and if it goes into effect it will dis- 
turb the'title of a great many settlers where 
the lands have beén sold. 

Mr. NYE. I think the bill had better be 
referred, RA 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. Srewarr] insist ou his 
motion, or yield to the suggestion of his col- 
league for the reference of the bill? i 

Mr. STEWART... The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands ‘may not meet again; and I should 
like to see it settled at this session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
indefinitely postpone has priority of the motion 
to refer, it it is insisted upon. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If there is any dispute 
about it, certainly the bill which has Just come 
in ought to be referred. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 move its reference to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE OUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. MePuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
2044)-to authorize the appointment of ship: 
ping commissioners by the several circuit 
courts of the United States to superintend 
the shipping and discharge of seamen in mer- 
chant ships belonging to the United States, 
and for the further protection of seamen, asked 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 


Omar D. Concer’ of Michigan, Mr. EUGENE 


Hares of Maine, and Mr. Winitam S. Hor- 
man of Indiana, managers at the same on its 
part.. : 


had disagreed to‘the amendment of the Senate 


to the bili (H.R. No: 1390)-for-the relief of: 


the sureties of the late Jesse J. Simpkins, de- 
ceased, asked a conference-on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Bexsamiy F. Burner of Massa- 


chusetts, Mr. Joux A: Brscuam of Ohio, and | 


Mr. CHARLES A. ELDREDGE of Wisconsin, man- 

agers at the same on its part. i 
The message further announced that the 

House had passed the following bills:-- > ~ 


A bill (S. No. 259) for the relief of Mrs. | 
Harriet B. Pendleton, widow of George H. | 


Pendleton, late of the United States Navy; 


A bill (S. No. 829) for the relief of Charles ; 
: ‘| cers of the Navy. ; 
No.:746) granting a pension to | 


W. Whitney ; 
A bill (8. 
the widow of the late Admiral Farragut ; 
A bill (S. No, 885) for the relief of Mrs. 
Cecilia Barr, widow of William Barr ; 


A bill (S. No. 899) for the relief of the i 


The message also announced that the House 


children of O:°H. Berryman, deceased; and 


1 others ; 


A bill (8. No. 927) for the relief of the 
children of Otway H. Berryman, deceased; 

A bill (S. No. 931) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Arkansas river at 
Little Rock, Arkansas; and o 045 0° 0 50> 

A bill (S: No. 1027) to*restore Lazarus L. 
Reamey to the Navy of the United States as 
a midshipman. BL uoe eS St ee 

The message: further announced that: the 
House had passed the bill (8. No.. 854). for 
the relief of certain officers of the Navy, with 
an amendment; in which it requested the cons 
currence of the Senate. Poe 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. — 

The message also “announced. that: the 
Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (S. No. 617) in relation to the Dakota 
Southern Railroad Company; and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice President. ——— ` 

“SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. oj: +o 


The Senate proceeded to consider ifs amend- 
ments to the bill(H. R; No. 2044) to authorize 
the appointment of shipping commissioners: by 
the several circuit courts of the United States 
to superintend the shipping and discharge of 
seamer engaged in merchant ships’ belonging 
to the United States, and for the protection of 
seamen, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives; and i a? 

On motion by Mr. CHANDLER, it. was 

Resolved, That the Senato insist apon its amend- 
ments to the said bill disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. i eae 

Ordered, That the con faroes on the part. of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President, :. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr.: 
BockrneuaM, Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr, 
VICKERS. : 

MIAMI INDIANS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ment to the bill (H. R. No. 1535) to abolish 
the tribal relations of the Miami Indians, and 
for other purposes, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives ; and Seg ote 

On motion by Mr. HARLAN, it was 

Resolved, That:the Senate insist upon :its:amend- 
ments to-the said bill disagreed to $y the House of. 
Representatives, and agree to the cohference asked 
bythe Ilouse on the disagrecing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. ee 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate be appointed by the Vice President,” 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Har 
LAN, Mr. Pomeroy, and Mr. PRATT. : 

JESSE J. SIMPKINS. = 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives disagreeing to thè améndment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1390) for.the 
relief of the sureties of the late Jesse J. Simp- 
kins, deceased, and asking for the appoint- 
ment of a committee of. conference. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from New 
York: [Mr. Conxiixg] who has uot yet come 
in has charge of that bill. I ‘suppose, how- 
ever, we might move to insist on our aniend- 
ments and agree to the committee of confer- 
ence asked by the House, and I will make that 
motion. f 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Vice President was, by unanimous con- 


\ 


‘| sent, authorized to appoint the conferees on 


the part of the Senate. 
` OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S. No. 854) for the relief of certain offi- 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which’ 
was to strike out all after the word‘! list’? in 


|| line twenty-two to the end of the bill; in the 


following words: ‘and to advance Lieutenant 
Commanders James H. Sands and Charles D- 
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Sigsbee each ten numbers in grade for gallant 
service.’’ 

. Mr.. CRAGIN. I ask the Senate to concur 
with the House in thatamendment. It merely 
strikes out two names from that list, and the 
Committee on Naval Affairs are in favor of 
concurring with the House. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requésted the concurrence of the 
Senatet > | : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2871) to abolish the 
grades of Admiral and Vice Admiral in the 
Navy. of the United States ; : 

“A bill (H.R. No. 2866) further regulating 
the constraction of bridges across the Missis- 
sippi rivers; | : 

A bill (H.R. No. 2826) for. the relief of 
Mrs, R. A. Kennedy; ` 

A bill (H. R. No. 2317) authorizing the 
President to: appoint C.-W. Cronk a first as- 
sistant engineer in the Navy of the United 
States; ; tae 

A bill (H. R.. No. 2050) for the relief of J. 
H. Underhill; and... ° . 

A bill (H. R. No, 980) to promote the secur- 
ing. of ellicient. seamen for the Navy of the 
United States. j; ar ne 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WRIGHT. -Y ask theindulgence of the 
Senate. this morning, in view of my necessary 
absence from the Senate on the Committee on 
Finangs, to take up a private bill, and espe- 
cially in view of the fact that the Committec 
of: Claims have'the floor in the House this 
evening--a bill ‘that thas’ passed this body 
twice, | believe, and has failed in the other 
House for wantiof time. [am compelled to 
leave the Chamber immediately to attend ‘the 
meeting of the Committee on Finance, and I 
ask the Senate to take up this little bill for 
the relief’ of a party in Keokuk. It is a 
vety Meritorious case, aid the amount is very 
small, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California (Mr, Conn] obtained consent 
this morning to have the morning hour after 
the morning business devoted to the fortilica- 
tion bill, He shakes his head in his seat, 
which .is. in the nature of an objection 
[laughter] to the proposition of the Senator 
from Lowa. , 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of 
Satona Shaw, of Attleborough, Bristol county, 
Massachusetts, praying the Senate to pass 
House bill No. 2571, to amend an act grant- 
ing pensions to the survivors of the war of 
1812,.and to their widows, approved Febru- 
ary 14, 1871; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON presented two petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors, praying that indus-- 
trial homes and training schools be established 
for the orphans of soldiers and sailors who 
served the United States in the war of the 
rebellion; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of Arkansas, asking the con- 
firmation of titles of land to actual settlers 
under the act known as the graduation act; 
which was referred to the 
Publie Lands. © : 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of Ben- 
jamin Clark, father of Roland, Daniel, Frank, 
and Henry Clark, latesoldiers in the volunteer 
army of the United States, praying that a law 
may be enacted granting hima pension ; which 
was referred tò the. Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Beech Creek borough, Clinton county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the passage of a law 
granting a pension to Benjamin Clark, father 
of Loland, Daniel, Frank, and Henry Clark, 
late soldiers in the volunteer army of the Uni- | 


Committee on! 


ted States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the concurrent res- 
olution of the House of Representatives for 
printing the report of the Commissioner of 
Edueation,’ have instructed me to report it 
back without amendment, and recommend 
concurrence. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and concurred in, as follows: ` 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring, That there be printed twenty thou- 
sand copies of the second volume. of the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior containing the report 


|| of the Commissioner of Education,’ five thousand 
| copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 


ten thousand for the use of tha House of Represent- 
atives, and five thousand for the use of the Bureau 
of Education. ` i 


SMITHSONTAN REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the amendment of the 
House of Representatives te the concurrent 
resolution with regard to printing the Smith- 
sonian report, have instructed. me to report it 
back and recommend that the Senate non-con- 
cur in the amendment. The amendment in- 
creases the number from twelve to twenty 
thousand. We recommend the lower num- 
ber. 

‘The amendment was non-concurred in. 


MAPS OF SURVEYS, 
Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee, to 


whom was referred a resolution for printing 
maps of the survey of the upper Mississippi 


-and Minnesota rivers, have instructed me to 


report back the same with amendments. I 
ask for its present consideration, 

m > 

Tlie resolution, as proposed to be amended 
by the committee, reads : 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring,) That the maps of the survey of 
the upper Mississippi and the Minnesota rivers, 
made under the direction of the War Department, 
be printed nnd bound in quarto form, and that 
twenty-five hundred additional copies be printed, 
of which five hundred copies shall be for the use of 
the Senate, ono thousand copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and one thousand eopies 
for the use of the War Department. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I should like 
to. inquire of the Senator what is the necessity 
fora thousand copies for the War Department? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Theseare the-surveys of 
the upper Mississippi and Minnesota rivers. 
The War Department through the corps of 
engineers always have a great demand for 
surveys of this kind. The rivers arc improved. 
under the direction of the War Department. 
The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ramsey] 
can explain it better than I can. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It is for the use of the 
commerce of these upper rivers.. You want 
to utilize a survey that.has been made at great 
expense. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I am speaking 
about that; but why do the War Department 
need a thousand copies? 

Mr. RAMSEY. For distribution. They 
are called upon all over the country for copies 
of them. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think we had better 
leave off the distribution to members rather 
than to the War Department. : 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like to ask a 
question of the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing. I observe that the resolution is a 
concurrent resolution. I thought it must be 
a joint resolution? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No, sir, a concurrent 
resolution. Printing has always been ordered 
by concurrent resolution. I have said here 
before that 1 do not know how the constitu- 
tional provision that every order, resolution, or 
vote that requires the concurrence of the two 
Houses should be presented to the President 
is got around; but the lawyers all say it can 
be done. a 

Mr. CONKLING. In what case? 


Mr. ANTHONY. | In any ease. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Nobody doubts the 
authority to order printing done. 

Mr. SUMNER. Except that there is a law 
regulating it, as [ understand. 

Mr. ANTHONY.. This is a concurrent 
resolution that goes to the House. 

Mr. CONKLING, ‘The law, as I under- 
stand, provides that in place of each House 
printing extra copies separately, paying for it 
out of their own contingent fund, it shall be 
by the order of both Houses. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Where the cost exceeds 

500. 

Mr. CONKLING., Is there any doubt that 
we can doit, each House for itself; and if so, 
cannot each House concur? 

“Mr. ANTHONY. Ido not raise the qies- 
tion. ` ` 

Mr. SUMNER. I merely asked for inform- 
ation, as I had an idea it was by joint reso- 
lution, ; , 
Mr. ANTHONY. No; always by concur- 
rent resolution. ; z 

Mr. RAMSEY. Ihope.tke resolution will 

ass. ; 

The resolution was adopted. 


HAYDEN’S GEOLOGICAL REPORT, 


Mr. ANTHONY. . The Committee on 
Printing, to whom wasreferred the concurrent 
resolution of the House of Representatives, 
for printing Professor Hayden’s report, have 
instructed me to report:it back, and recom- 
mend that. the Senate concur therein. 

The resolution was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and concurred in, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the 
Senate coneurring,) That there be printed and 
bound, with maps and other illustrations, fifteen 
thousand copies of Professor Hayden’s annual re- 

ort of the United States geological survey of the 
Lerritories for 1871, of which nine thousand copies 
shall be for the useof the Louse of Representatives, 
three thousand for the use of the Senate, fifteen 
hundred for the use of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and fifteen hundred: copies for distribution by 
the Smithsonian Lastitution. ; 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. 'T have one more con- 
current resolution of the House, and this isa 
resolution for printing the agricultural report, 
which is the mest expensive document we 
print. I have several times endeavored to 
reduce the number of it but always without 
success. This resolution provides for pre- 
cisely the game number that was printed last 
year, I believe. ‘They cost about sixty cents 
apiece. p 

-The resolution was read as follows: 


, Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring.) That there be printed of the annual 
report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 1871 
two hundred and fifty-five thousand extra copies; 
one hundred and eighty thousand of which shall be 
for the use of the House, fifty thousand for the use 
of the Senate, and twenty-five thousand for distri- 
bution by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


‘The resolution was concurred in: 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing report back and ask to be discharged from 
the consideration of various resolutions which 
the adoption of these makes unnecessary. 

The request was granted. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 5 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Crinvon.Luoyn, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for 
other purposes; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. , 

The bill was read twice by ‘its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. WINDOM submitted the following re- 
port; which was read; - 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No, 1070)-making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department for the year 


1872. 
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ending June 30, 1878, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do 
recommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered four, and 
agree to the same. a 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendments of the House to the seventh 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the tenth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: at the 
end of said amendment add the following words: 
tand hereafter payment for carrying such tree mat- 
ter shali be made out of the annual appropri- 
ations:’’ and the Senate agree to the same. F 

That the House recede from their disagreoment to 
the eleventh amendment of the Senate and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: substi- 
tute for said amendment the following: “that it 
shall not be lawful for any person who shall here- 
after be appointed an officer, clerk, or employé in 
any of the Executive Departments, to act as coun- 
sel, attorney, or agent tor prosecuting any claim 
aguinst the United States which was pending in 
said Departmenis while he was said officer, clerk, 
or employé: ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the original text 
of the bill by striking out on page 1, lines seventeen 
and eighteen, ** $698,031,” and insei ting in lieu there- 
of ** $950,090, ’’ and agree to the same with the follow- 
ing amendment: on page 6, lines six and seven of 
the bill, strike out “$4,749,001,” and insert in Jieu 
thereof ‘*$5,700,970;"” and the House agree to the 
gaine. 

They are unable to agree upon the eighth amend- 
ment, and reportit back for further action of the 


two Houses, 
WM, WINDOM, 
Ç, COLE, 
JOUN P. STOCKTON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
F. W. PALMER, 
A. A. XARGLENE, 
WILLIAM E. NIBLACK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iwill explain this report 
very briefly if the Senate will give me their 
attention. 

The fourth amendment, from disagreement 
to which the House recedes, isthe amendment 
of the Senate to pay Augustine Bacon, of 
Georgia, for service as post route agent, 
$487 69. A bill to pay him this amount had 
passed both Elouses. ‘he bill provided that 
the amount should be paid out of any moneys 
in the Post Office Department not otherwise 
appropriated. ‘The Postmaster General de- 
cided there were no funds; and hence it be- 
came necessary to insert this amendment to 
provide an appropriation. 

The first amendment. of the House to the 
seventh amendment of the Senate, which is 
agreed to, is an amendment by the House afler 
the word ‘‘ bidder’’ in the ninth line to insert 
“ within three months after the passage of the 
act.” This applies to the China mail service. 
It was thought by the House that it would 
make more free competition among all bidders 
to require the contract to be let within three 
months, thus giving a whole year ufter the 
contract was let to the successful party to pre- 
pare for the service. The other amendment 
to the seventh amendment was in the clause 
which requires the vessels to be wholly of 
American construction. The House added 
the words, ‘‘ with their engines and machin- 
ery, to which the Senate agreed. 

The tenth amendment was the one repealing 
the law making a permanent appropriation of 
$700,000 for the Post Offce Department, from 
their disagreement to which the House recede 
with an amendment to our amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understood, when the 
Secretary was reading the report touching the 
tenth amendment, that it was agreed to with 


some modification or amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM, It was agreed to with an 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I. should like to have 
that explained. 

Mr. WINDOM. The amendment is to add 
to our’tenth amendment, ‘and hereafter pay- 
ment for carrying such free matter shall be 
made out of the annual appropriations,” which 
was simply designed to avoid a conclusion. 
The eleventh amendment I will ask the Clerk 
to read again that it may be distinctly under- 
stood. ‘Ihe amendment was to strike out seg- 
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tion six of the bill which prohibited the prac- 
tice of clerks in the Departments. The Senate 
struck it out. The House insisted on their 
position, but by this reportagree to the amend- 
ment with an amendment which will be read 
from the Clerk’s desk. 

The Corer CierK. The eleventh amend- 

ment of the Senate was to strike out the sixth 
section of the bill in the following words: 
_ Suc. 6. That if any person who has held an office 
in any Executive Department of the Government, to 
which he was appointed, shall act as attorney, soli- 
citor,or agent in the prosecution ofany claim against 
the United States in such Department, within two 
years after the date at which he ceased to be such 
officer, he shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, on conviction inany court of the United States 
having jurisdiction thereof, shall pay a fine not ex- 
ceeding $5,000, or be imprisoned in the penitentiary 
not. exceeding one year, or both, atthe discretion of 
the court. 

The committee of conference report: 


That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the eleventh amendmentof the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: substi- 
tute for suid amendment the following words: 
“That it shall not be lawful for any person who 
shall hereafter be appointed an oficer, clerk, or 
employé in any of the Executive Departments to act 
as counsel, attorney, or agent for prosecuting any 
claim against the United States which was pending 
in said Departments while he was such officer. clerk, 
or employé, nor in any manner nor by any moans to 
aid in the prosecution of any such claims within two 
years next after be shall have ceased to be such 
officer, clerk, or employé.” 


Mr. WINDOM. ‘That simply provides that 
persons hereafter appointed shall not so act. 

The other amendment is in lines nineteen 
and twenty, page 2, of the bill. The House, 
by unanimous consent, upon a letter which I 
hold in my hand from the Post. Office Depart- 
ment, struck out ‘‘ $698,081, and inserted 
t: ¢950.000."’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Please read the context. 

Mr. WINDOM. “For the pay of railway 
post office clerks,” they made it $950.000. 
They did it on a letter which I hold in my 
hand, and will send it to the Secretary’s desk 
to be read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
it can be stated. 

Mr. WINDOM. The statement is that they 
made an error in their estimate, that certain 
lines of railway which require postal clerks 
had not been included in the estimate, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much does that make 
the appropriation for this year’s service on 
that particular item greater than last year’s 
appropriation ? 

Mr. WINDOM. It increases it $251,969 
over the original amount. I have not the 
amount of last year’s appropriation. 

Mr. TRUMBOLL. £t understand that the 
estimate of the Department shows that amount 
to be necessary to pay the clerks? 

Mr. WINDOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to have that 
letter read. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is not very long. 
it to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. RAMSEY. ‘the Senate will recollect 
there are six thousand miles more of railway 
postal service this year than last. 

The Chiet Clerk read the following letter: 

Posr Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., May 18, 1872. 


Sir: In estimating the amount to be appropriated 
for the pay of raiiway post office clerks for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873, at $698,031, (the sum 
named in the Post Office appropriation bill now 
belure Congress.) the same was arrived at by acom- 
parative increase on previous years. 

Negotiations had been completed for the railway 
post office service upon the lines named below, and 
inadvertently omitted in the calculated expenses, 
namely: 

From Bangor to. Vanceborough, Maine; 

From San Francisco, California, to Ogden, Utah; 
yapm Baltimore, Maryland, to Canandaigua, New 

ork; à 

From Humboldt, Tennessee, to New Orleans, 
Louisiana; 

From Washington, Distriet of Columbia, to Chat- 
tanooga, Tennessee; P 

From St. Louis, Missouri, to Atchison, Kansas; 
and, 

From Milwaukee, Wisconsin, to St. Paul, Min- 
nesota. R 

At the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 


It need not be read; 


Isend 


1871, there were five hundred and thirteen clerks of 
the several grades employed, their annual compen- 
sation amounting to $649,400. : 

The annexed tabular statement will show the 
status of the clerical force employed in that service 
up to May 15, 1872. The total. increase is also 
stated, and the several lines to which the increase 
has been assigned. ; 

The number of clerks of the several grades em- 
ployed May 15, 1872, was six hundred and forty— 
an increase of one hundred and twenty-seven 
since June 80, 1871, and an increase of pay amount- 
ing to $161,400.. f ' s 

Eight new lines have been inaugurated, adding 


2,909 miles ofservice; the increase of daily service ig 


6,084 miles, or equivalent to 2,224,310 miles annually. 

Many additional lines have been asked for, and four 
to six of these arc deemed to be necessary. 

To provide for the necessary increase of the sor- 
vice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, an ap- 
propriation of $950,000 will undoubtedly be required, 

This is $251,969 ubove the sum named in the pend- 


ing bill. 
ermit me to ask that you will bring the subject 
endeavor to 


to the attention of your committee, an L 
procuro tho appropriation of tho necessary additional 
amount, : 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


J. W. MARSHALL, 
Acting Postmaster General, 


Hon. Corngxivs Coun, Chairman Committee on Appro- 

ations, Senate United States, Washington, D. O. 

Mr. WINDOM. I believe the matter is 
fully understood from the letter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish. to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact here devel- 
oped. This is one item, which is only one of 
aclass, for these railway postal offices, because 
there are ‘‘mail messengers’? and ‘route 
agents,” ‘‘ mail route messengers” and '‘ local 
agents’? and “railway post office clerks ;’’ 
and we are now on this one item of ‘ railway 
post office clerks.” The very last appropria- 
tion of the 8d of March, 1871, for the current 
fiscal year, was $585,338, and we were asked 
to give about one hundred thousand dollars 
more this year, being the proportionate esti- 
mated increase of railways, as it was said, 
over last year. Now the committee of con- 
ference has carried it up to $950.000, making 
a-clear increase on this one item, for this one 
set of people out of the half dozen sets that go 
on the railway lines, of $364,662—more than 
sixty per cent. increase over the cost of that 
work for last year. 

I think the Post Office Department must 
have fallen into a much greater error in send- 
ing us this letter than they themselves think 
they fell into in sending us the regular official 
estimates of appropriations through the Treas- 
ury Department for the service this year, for 
the Senator from Minnesota himself, I think, 
must see that it is impossible that there could 
have been an increase of the railway postal 
service, of whom these people are only one 
class, of over sixty per cent. in the last year. 
Last year’s appropriation was sufficient, There 
is no complaint upon that subject. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think they show over 
two million miles added this year? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Two million miles? 

Mr. WINDOM. Two million miles of ser- 
vice. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Running miles? 

Mr. WINDOM. Running miles; there'are 
six thousand actual additional miles of railway. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the proportion 
of six thousand miles to the total postal ser- 
vice by railways? {rtis not sixty per cent. 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘The railway postal service 
is a very large item, and the committee have 
acted on the recommendation of the Depart 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I, of. course, do not ex- 
peci to stand against a conference report; no 
man has the power to do that; 1 only expect 
to call the attention of the Senate to the ex- 


; traordinary fact that no increase is asked for 


over the regular estimate in respect to any 
other of these railway items. Take that of 
messengers, for which last year we gave $506,- 
000; or route agents, for which last year we 
gave $786,000; or mail-route messengers, for 
which we gave last year $59,000 ; local agents, 
for which we gave $49,000 last year ; but we 
come to this item of railway post office clerks, 
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for which: we gave. $585,888 last year; you 
propose to increase that sum by $364,662, 
being, as I say over, sixty per cent. of the 
total appropriation of last year. I say, Mr. 
. President; it is obvious that the Post Office 
Department must be laboring under a gross 
‘mistake in asking this enormous sum. 

- Mr. POMEROY. I think I can explain 
that to the Senator. It is only during the last 
year that they have been putting this service 
on the western through long lines, like the 
line from St. Louis to my State and through 
my State. . They are discontinuing distribu- 
ting offices. Several distributing offices are 
discontinued, and the clerks put on the cars to 
do the. distributing on the cars. This is the 
system they have adopted all through the West 


now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why then do we not 
save a like amount? 

Mr. POMEROY. We save a large amount 
of clerk hire in the distributing offices. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it so happens that 
they increase upon us in the clerk hire of the 
distributing offices at the same time. 

Mr. POMEROY. The through mails in 
several of our States were in the habit of going 
into the distributing offices and lying over a 
night. To avoid that, the Postmaster General 
has put distributing clerks on the cars, and has 
the work done on the cars, so that our mails go 
directly through without stopping at any dis- 
tributing office. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is a very recent ser- 
vice, too. 

Mr. POMEROY. It has all been done 
during the past year. i 

Mr. CAMERON. I know from my own 
knowledge and observation that this postal 
service has been very much increased. _ For 
instance, the railway mail service has been 
established within the last two months between 
Baltimore and Niagara Falls, There were 
three or four distributing offices on the ronte 
before; but now the postal clerks, with all the 
machinery of the Post Office, have been trav- 
eling constantly day and night. This has not 
only accelerated the transit of the mail, but 
reduced the expenses. in the office. All this 
has been done in the last year by the head 
of the Post Office Department. I believe my- 
self that it is a very great improvement on the 
old system both as to speed and economy, and 
I think that is the opinion of all who have 
thought on the subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I concur in what the 
Senator from Pennsylvania has said as to the 
great importance of distributing the mail on 
the cars. I think it of vast importance ; and 
it facilitates the transit of letters very much, 
It is a very great advantage. I am also aware 
that this is a new service. It is only a few 
years since this system of distributing on the 
cars was adopted. It has been in operation 
several years on a few lines, but it is now 
introduced on other lines. I can see the ex- 
pense might be increased, but I do not think 
tbat answers the other suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, Certainly by distributing 
on the cars we ought to be relieved from the 
distributing at the distributing offices, but the 
Senator from Vermont says our. expenses are 
inereased there too. That I do not under- 
stand, 

Mr. RAMSEY. But does not the Senator 
see that in the meantime, with the extension 
of these postal accommodations to the coun- 
try, the country at large is growing? 

_ Mr. TRUMBULL. The country is grow- 
ing undoubtedly, but the distributing offices 
are not increasing, The distributing offices 
are being very largely relieved. For instance, 
in the city of Chicago it will not take one clerk 
in ten to distribute the mails in the Chicago 
city post office where it would have taken 
betore this system of distribution on the cars 
was adopted. Now, every great line that 
comes into the city of Chicago has its postal 
clerk on the cars, and the distribution is made 
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there. There is no distribution in Chicago at 
all. Of course it must relieve a great many 
clerks, and I do not see why the expense should 
be increased in the distributing offices. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think the Senator from 
Vermont is in error in saying that the bill pro- 
vides for any increasein the distributing offices. 
The bill provides for an increase of clerks in 
the post offices, and that: includes all the post 
offices. There is no specific provision that I 
can find for distributing offices. I move the 
adoption of the report of the committee of 
conference. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator be 
good enough to state to me what is the eighth 
amendment?. I do not know it by number. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is the amendment 
with reference to the Brazilian line. 

Mr. CONKLING. And the report of the 
committee is that they disagree? 

Mr. WINDOM. We disagree, and I shall 
propose a new conference upon it with the 
consent of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the report of the conference 
committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. Without detaining the 
Senate a moment, I wish to inquire of the 
Chair if it is not an unusual result to have a 
report of a conference committee agreeing to 
everything except one amendment, and dis- 
agreeing as to that, and I should like to in- 
quire what is to be the effect as to the eighth 
amendment? Will it be in order to move a 
separate conference committee on that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that has been done quite often, several 
times at least, within eight or ten years, a 
committee of conference agreeing on all points 
except one on which they could not agree. 
When that report has been agreed to by both 
branches, a conference committee can be or- 
dered on the remaining point of disagreement, 
or the branch inserting the amendment can 
recede from it. If the report be agreed to, 
the bill is still here; and any Senator can 
move to recede from the amendment in rela- 
tion to the Brazilian line, or to insist, and ask 
for another conference with the House on the 


subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I should like to 
inquire of the Senator having the bill in 
charge if it is not his purpose to ask a further 
conference on this amendment? 

Mr. WINDOM. It is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I Should like to inquire 
whether it is practicable at this stage, as we 
are likely to have another committee of con- 
ference on the steamship service to Brazil, to 
agree to the report as to all the other amend- 
ments except this one item in regard to postal 
clerks, and let that also go before the other 
committee, so ag to ascertain how the fact is 
in regard to the increase of service in the 
distributing offices? , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It isnot. The 
conference report must be accepted or rejected 
as a whole; but by refusing to accept this con- 
ference report, and asking for the appointment 
of a new committee of conference, that ques- 
tion, with all others, would be submitted to 
the new conference. It could not be done 
with an exception, because the report is made 
in both branches. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I did not know but that, 
being a partial report, we might divide it. If 
we could do that, I should like to have this 
other item considered also. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It could be 
reached by declining to agree to this report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make a point of order 
on this conference report on the fact—I was 


not aware of it when I was discussing this | 


$950,000 item—ihat it. was not within the 
competence of the committee to make any 
change of the original text of the bill agreed 
in by both Houses. The sum of $698,081 
was in the bill as it came to us, and the Sen- 
ate passed that item just as it came from the 


House entire and clear, as the Chair will see 
by looking at it. 

Mr. WINDOM. On that point of order I 
will say that the House by unanimous consent 
amended the text before it went to the com- 
mittee, so that the committee did not make it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The House has no busi- 
ness to amend the part of the bill that we 
have agreed to any more than the committee. 

Mr. WINDOM. Still such a practice exists. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Ihe Senator 
from Vermont makes the point of order that 
the conference committee have no right to 
alter any part of the text agreed to by both 
branches. The Chair will submit that ques- 
tion, as it admits of very large debate, to the 
Senate for their decision. The Chair will 
state at this time, as it has been the subject 
of debate heretofore, that when the fifteenth 
amendment to the Constitution—probably the 
highest legislation known to our system of 
government—was before the two branches of 
Congress the committee of conference struck 
out one word in the fifteenth amendment 
which had been agreed to by both branches, 
and so reported to both branches. There was 
a debate as to their power to do so, and both 
branches agreed that they had the power to do 
it, and it seemed to be necessary in order to 
have the language correct. The Chair, how- 
ever, will submit this question to the Senate, 
because he thinks it is going beyond the usual 
power, under parliamentary law, of a confer- 
ence committee. 

Mr. WINDOM. The conference committee 
would not have ventured to put this in, but 
the House, by unanimous consent, finding it 
absolutely necessary, changed the text in this 


regard. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
will the Senate receive this report? : 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope we shall not have 
any decision of the Senate on that question 
now, because the Senate have decided both 
ways just according to whether they wanted 
to put the thing in or not. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithink we ought to de- 
cide it on principle, especially as this bill is 
yet open for a further conference on a point 
not yet agreed to. I should much prefer to 
pass an additional bill, or put it in the miscel- 
laneous bill, or do anything rather than be 
guilty of so clear and positive a violation of 
the security there is between the two Houses 
in knowing what a conference committee does, 
as to bolt right into the whole text of the bill 
that has been agreed to by both Houses and 
make that change. My friend from Minne- 
sota knows just as well as I do that the fact 
that the House wish to do it has no influence 
upon the law of the thing or the propriety of 
it. ButI do not wish to oceupy the time of 
the Senate. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not desire to pro- 
tract this debate, but let me say to the Senata 
that there is no safety in our legislation if we 
allow a committee of conference to bring new 
matter intotheirreport. Itjeopardseverything. 
Wecannotamendtheirreport. A committee of 
conference is appointed upon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, not on the agreeing 
votes, and if when the two Houses have agreed 
upon the subject-matter a committee of con- 
ference can change that, we have no safety at 
all. I hope the Senate will not set such a pre- 
cedent. We had better by all means not re- 
ceive this report. Iam in favor of this amend- 
ment, because I believe this postal service on 
the cars is a very valuable service to the coun- 
try. It facilitates very much the transmission 
of the mails. I think it a valuable improve- 
ment; and assuming that the amount estimated 
for it is requisite, I should be for it. But, sir, 
I do hope we shall not establish any such pre- 
cedent in the Senate as that a committee of 
conference can change what both Houses have 
agreed to. i 

| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state, if the Senator from Vermont will give 
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the Chair his attention, that yesterday, where 
there was a difference between the two Houses 
aud a conference committee asked on the bill 
to further the administration of justice, the 
Senator stated: s 

“There is one subject which ought to be consid- 
ered in connection with that bill, and it is contained 
in a bill which has been referred to our committee 
touching the holding of special sessions of the eir- 
cuit courts of the United States, which properly 
belongs in that bill, and I had framed an amend- 
ment on that subject. Perhaps by calling attention 


to it now, as it is on the same subject, the Senate 
would not:think that the committee of conference 
had transcended its duties by incorporating it.” 

The House, it appears, if the Senator from 
Minnesota has correctly stated its action, as 
the Chair supposes he has, adopted that idea 
of unanimously changing a proposition so that 
there should be notice given of it to the confer- 
ence committee. The Chair does not know 
whether that would bear on this particular 
point; but he would like to have the Senate 
themselves decide the question whether, even 
with that notice by either branch of new mat- 
ter to be incorporated and the text to be 
changed, it would justify the conference com- 
mittee in so changing the text. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not precisely aware 
of the object of the Chair in reading that clause 
of what I said yesterday. Ifit wasin the way 

. of argument to show that anything I have said 
this morning was inconsistent with that, then I 
respectfully dissent from the opinion of the 
Chair. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair cer- 
tainly did not read it with thatview. He quali- 
fied his remarksto exclude any such conclusion. 
Jt was whether either branch, by giving notice 
previously to the conference, could add new 
matter or change matter which had been in- 
cluded in the text; and the Chair stated that, as 
the Senate had ruled differently on this ques- 
tion, he would like to have the ruling of the 
Senator himself as to the power of the confer- 
ence committee, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. WhatI said yesterday— 
ag it seems that my views are on trial and not 
the main question just now, I must stand up 
in my own defense—was calling the attention 
of the Senate, when we were agreeing to the 
appointment of a conference, to the fact that 
there was one provision which, as the Senator 
from Wisconsin stated, was perfectly germane 
to the amendments, and which he thought 
might come in without any attention being 
called to it, and I, understanding this rule, 
and wishing even then (that going pretty near 
its limit) to have the Senate advised in ad- 
vance of what might be brought into the con- 
sideration of the conference, stated what I did. 
T did not maintain, and I hope I never shall, 
that a conference committee can make any 
change in the text of any bill agreed to by 
both Houses, or that either House ean, with- 
out the unanimous consent of the other. Of 
course unanimous consent here in this case 
would do it; but I respectfully submit to the 
Chair that the remarks I submitted yesterday 

. have no tendency to show that the proposition 
just now before us is one which ought to be 
maintained. 

Mr. POMEROY. Would it be in order to 
recommit this report to the committee of 
conference before we decide this question of 


order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would not, 
pending the question of order, That has pri- 
ority of all other matters; and by recommit- 
ting the report the Senate recieves it. The 
Senator from Vermont makes the point of 
order that it ought not to be received. 

Mre POMEROY. I think if the Senator 
will withdraw that, I would move to recommit 
the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That comes to exactly 
the same question; it not being received it is 
left in the hands of the committee to adjust it 
on ‘parliamentary principles, and I do not 
wish to embarrass the bill. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning I 


hour has expired. 

Mr. WINDOM. I beg the consent of the 
Senate to let us proceed for a few minutes till 
we dispose of this report. = 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The labor com- 
mission bill is before the Senate, on which the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Sawyer] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. WINDOM. I appeal to the Senator 
from South Carolina to let us finish this ap- 
propriation bill. It may have to go to a com- 
mittee of conference again. 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask unanimous consent, 
pending this discussion, to introduce a bill for 
reference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chairmust 
first recognize the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, and he will state to whom he yields if to 
anyone. 

Mr. SAWYER. I decline to yield except 
by vote of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suppose the Senator 
will not decline to allow abill to be introduced. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will yield for that pur- 
pose, but not for any motion to go into execu- 
tive session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then it must be 
done by unanimous consent. The Senator 
from South Carolina states that he will yield 
to allow bills to be introduced, but not for a 
motion to be made to gointo executive session. 
However, if the Senator from Pennsylvania 
obtains the floor, the Chair cannot prevent 
him making that motion, which is one of high 
privilege. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1159) to relieve the legal and political 


disabilities of George S. Houston, of Lime-: 


stone county, in the State of Alabama; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1160) to permit the importation, free of 
duty, of certain targets and appurtenances for 
the National Rifle ‘Association; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. T give notice 
that I hope to find the business of the Senate 
to-morrow in such a condition as to permit 
me to call up Senate bill No. 693, and the 
amendment which I propose to it, in relation 
to land grants to colleges. I trust it will take 
but a short time to consider it. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES., 


Mr. CAMERON. I am directed by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to report—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina yielded only for the 
introduction of bills. i 

Mr. CAMERON. This is to introduce a 
bill from the House and from a committee. 
[Laughter.] Iam instructed to report back 
House bill No. 2708, relative to the centennial 
international exhibition to be held in the city 
of Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, in the 
year 1876. The committee make a favorable 
report, and direct me to ask immediate action. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania desires to report a bill 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
instead of introducing one himself. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not understand the 


Senator. ; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. He desires to 


report a bill in regard to the centennial com- 
mission from the Committee on Foreign Re 
lations, instead of introducing one himself. 
It will be reported; but the Senator from 
South Carolina does not yield for ita present 
consideration. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to make a report. 

„Mr. SAWYER, I have no objection -to 
yielding for morning business; but I have a 
decided objection to yielding again on this 
bill, which has been before the Senate so long, 
for the passage of any other bill whatever. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
yields for everything excepting the present 
consideration of the Senate for the passage 
of any bill, The Senator from: Pennsylvania 
can make his report, but cannot ask consent 
for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CAMBRON. I make the report then. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will move to take it up 
very soon. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 575) for the relief of Seth M. Whit- 
ten, late private of the fourth regiment of 
Michigan cavalry, reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the memorial 
of the owners of the Printers’ paper-mill, at 
Lancaster, Pennsylvania, asking a rehearing 
before the Committee on Printing of their case, 
asked to be discharged from its further'con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Come 
mittee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WEST, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 755) for the relief of the former occu- 
panta of the present military reservation at 
Point San José, in the city and county of San 
Francisco, reported it without amendment. 

“Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, to whom were re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 732) amendatory of an 
act entitled “An act to provide a government 
for the District of Columbia ;’’ the bill (S. 
No. 768) annulling all laws of the District of 
Columbia imposing a license or tax as a requi- 
site for the transaction of business with ‘any of 
the Departments of the General Government ; 
and the bill (S. No. 980) authorizing the ex- 
tension of the Metropolitan Railroad Com- 
pany in the District of Columbia, reported 
them adversely and moved their indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VICKERS, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of Alexander Henderson, praying to be 
reimbursed for certain expenses incurred while 
consul at Londonderry, Ireland, and disal- 
lowed by the State Department, reported a 
pill (S. No. 1158) for the relief of Alexander 
Henderson; which was read and passed to a 
second reading. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


. Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. F should like 
to obtain an hour some evening for the dis- 
position of business from. the Committee on 
Patents. I propose this evening. 

Mr. NYE. Will the Senator from Connec- 
ticut allow me to make # suggestion? The 
Committee on Territories have some quite im- 
portant bills, though they are very short, and 
they ought to be considered. I propose that 
we set aside this evening for the Committee 
on Patents and the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut.» Very well, 
let me begin at half past seven; I will not 
take more than an hour probably, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut arid the Senatorfrom Nevada 
ask for an evening session, commencing at half 
past seven o’clock this evening, for the con- 
sideration of bills from the Committee “on 
Patents first, and: afterward, if any time re- 
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mains, for the Committee on Territories, what- 
ever remains undisposed of at the close of the 
evening to be returned to the Calendar. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘I do not think we ought 
to agree to that at this time. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to appeal to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, and ask permission 
to make a statement to him why I do so. The 
bill reported by my colleague is a bill provid- 
ing to incorporate a company to take charge 
of the centennial exhibition at Philadelphia 
for the purpose of raising the necessary funds, 
The commission is sitting in Philadelphia at 
this time.. It is a bill in which I feel an inter- 
est and I think one to which there will be 
no: objection; and as I am compelled to be 
absent from the Senate at the sessions of the 
Finance Committee, I would ask him to con- 
sent to let that bill be considered and passed. 
I think there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. SAWYER. There is a very simple 
mode to get at the consideration of the bill, 
and that is to lay the pending bill on the table. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator from 
South Carolina yield to me to test that ques- 
tion in order to finish the appropriation bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. Of course I have no choice 
but to yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina yields to the Senator 
from Minnesota, who moves to lay on the 
table the labor commission bill for the pur- 
pose of continuing the consideration of the 
conference report on the Post Office appro- 
priation bill. > 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
not debatable. 

Mr. WILSON. Let that 
informally. 

Several Senators. We can take it up again. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WINDOM. I move to proceed again 
to the consideration of the conference report 
ou the Post Office appropriation bill. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
of order is submitted to the Senate whether 
they will receive this report from the confer- 
ence committee. If they refuse to receive it, 
of course the conference committee must 
again assemble. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Chair be good 
enough to state to the Senate the matter upon 
which the Senator from Vermont makes his 
point, the alleged change in the text? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would 
if he exactly knew the point of the Senator 
from Vermont. The Senator can better state 
it himself. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The point is that on the 
first page of the House bill as agreed to by 
the House and Senate together is an item for 
the pay of postal railway clerks of $668,081. 
The Senate agreed to it just as it came from 
the House; and no amendment was agreed to 
by the Senate which had any relation to that 
branch of the subject. Now the conference 
committee go back and change that text to 
$950,000. Í make the point of order that it 
is not competent for the conference commit- 
tee to do that thing. 

Mr. CONKLING. After the bill went back 
to the House, was there not action in the 
House? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the House 
unanimously consented that their committee 
of conference might make the change. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think that introduces 
rather a controlling element in the case. Al- 
though the Senator would still be correct in 
saying that technically it was not a disagreeing 
vote, nevertheless if the House, by what must 
have been unanimous consent, and so far the 

action of the House, indicated to the confer- 


bill go over 


ence committee that they expected them to 
change that item or paragraph, I submit to 
the Chair and to the Senator from Vermont 
whether, though not in form a disagreeing 
vote, it did not introduce a disturbance into 
the bill which fairly committed the question 
to the committee of conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My answer to that is 
that the House itself had no more power to 
change the text of the bill by unanimous con- 
sent or otherwise than they had to change the 
law after it had been passed. That text of the 
bill had passed, according to the distinct state. 
ment of parliamentary law, from their juris- 
diction, and therefore the House itself, sup- 
posing there had been no conference agreed 
to, and the bill had been returned with our 
amendments without a conference, could not 
have gone back and made this change by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. But does my friend 
mean all thathe says? Could not the House 
add to the bill a provision which would have 
enlarged the scope of this part of the text? 
Certainly it could. My friend does not mean 
that the House had not the power to add a 
substantive provision, which would have 
changed the effect of this particular text upon 
which the two Houses had agreed; and there- 
fore his reply becomes a question of the form 
in which the House might do it. Very likely 
both Houses having agreed, it would prevent 
the House of Representatives changing that 
identical language, but it would interpose no 
objection, when we sent the bill back to the 
House with amendments, to the House mak- 
ing additional amendments or concurring in 
our amendments with an amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. 1l ask the Senator from 
Vermont whether the House has made any 
change in this bill in any way except by agree- 
ing to the conference report? 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the Senator’s 


point? 

Mr. MORTON. I ask if the House has 
made any change in the bill except by agree- 
ing to the conference report? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, it has not. 

Mr. MORTON. It amounts to this, then, 
that a conference committee may report any- 
thing, and if either House agrees to it, it then 
becomes legitimate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what it seems to 
amount to in the view of the House. The 
House did not undertake by vote to change 
the text of the bill, but the House by unani- 
mous consent in some way authorized the 
committee to do that thing. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Indi- 
ana asks his question somewhat iu reply to 
me, and therefore I beg to state to bim what 
he evidently does not accept as the point I 
make. The proposition, as he states it, no- 
body will maintain ; but this is it: the House 
pass a bill and send it tous; we amend that 
bill and send it back. There is a respect—if 
there is only one that will illustrate it—in 
which we did not amend it; and therefore the 
two Houses have coincided upon the bill as it 
stood in that respect; but the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in place of attempting to change 
(as the Senator from Vermont insists they 
would not have a right to do) this text con- 
curred in by the two Houses, informally make 
a suggestion that they want additions made to 
the bill or changes made which will enlarge 
the effect of this particular legislation. Now, 
I say that two questions arise: first, whether 
this informal suggestion made in the House, 
which must have been by unanimous consent, 
amounts in effect to action upon that subject; 
and second, the ques:ion is, as suggested by 
the Senator from Vermont, whether that was 
within the power of the House. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Right there, if the Sen- 
ator from New York will allow me, would not 
the proper course have been when they made 
this informal suggestion by unanimous consent 


to have notified the Senate, and then it could 
have been done? 

Mr. CONKLING. Very likely that is so. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think the Senator from 
New York misapprehends this to some extent, 
It was not, as I understand, an informal sug- 
gestion. When the bill came back from the 
House it was amended in the text in this way. 
Whether they had the power to do it was 
another question. 

Mr. CONKLING. Amended how? 

Mr. WINDOM. Amended by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. By adding to it? 

Mr.WINDOM. By striking out ‘*$698,081,"" 
and inserting ‘* $950,000.” The Senate non- 
concurred in that. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I submit to the 
Senator from Vermont that although there 
may be room for another point of order, there 
is no ground for his point of order, This is 
manifestly a case of disagreeing votes, and 
the Senator’s point must go behind the dis- 
agreeing votes and raise the question whether 
the House had a right thus to disagree, hav- 
ing previously acted upon this item. That is 
the point. If that be the question to be sub- 
mitted to us, certainly we should understand 
it, because it is a wholly different question. 

I have no doubt of the power of the House, . 
as far as I am instructed, to change the effect 
of this provision upon which the two Houses 
had agreed, not by altering the text, perhaps, 
as they did, but certainly by agreeing to the 
amendments which we had with amendments, 
one of which could change the effect of this. 
Therefore the question degenerates to'a very 
technical one. It reduces itself to a mere 
question of form, namely, whether the House 
in one of its disagreeing votes in the action 
which it took adopted the proper mode of 
doing it; or whether, hada point of order been 
made in the House, the Chair would have 
ruled that that was an improper way of doing 
it. Whether that question can be raised here 
in this way, I should very much doubt. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iwill read from the memo- 
randum sent by the House: 

“By unanimous consent, lines seventeen and eight- 
een of the original text were amended by strik- 
ing out ‘$693,031,’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
“$950,000.” ”” 

That came over from the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I should like to 
have the message from the House read which 
accompanied that bill, and see if we were 
informed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
was that done? 

Mr. WINDOM. Before the bill went to the 
conference committee. After the bill went 
from the Senate with these lines agreed to the 
House by unanimous consent amended them. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Was it done 
after the conterence committee was asked by 
the House? . 

Mr. WINDOM. No; before the conference 
was asked. It was done in their action upon 
the bill, and that is the message sent to the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to hear the message 
that was sent with the bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
will report the message. 

The Cuier CLERK, A portion of the mes- 
sage was: 

“By unanimous consent, lines seventeen and eight- 


een of the original text were amended by strik- 
ing onta $698,031,’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
50,000. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. This part of the 
message was not read. The bill came over 
here, and, as appropriation bills generally are, 
was referred to the conference committee with- 
out reading, 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I was sure my attention 
had not been called to it. 

Mr. MORTON. Didthe bill come back to the 
Senate after that amendment was agreed to? 


At what time 


The Secretary 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. It must have come. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It came in the 
message with a request for a conference. The 
Chair did not notice this point, and therefore 
did not apprise the Senate of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If this message had been 
read, then the point would properly have arisen 
upon which the authorities and precedents are 
perfectly clear, that we ought to have refused 
to receive the bill; but we having received the 
bill, and disagreed to all their amendments, I 
am bound to say that we have waived our right 
to make the objection. I withdraw my point 
of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of 
order is withdrawn. The question is on agree- 
ing to the conference report which agrees upon 
all points except as to the Brazilian service, 
which is left undecided. After action on this 
report, it will be in order to have another con- 
ference on that. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate 
insist on the Brazilian service amendment 
and ask for another committee of conference 


on that. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I move 
thatthe Senate recede. It isa subsidy, and I 
am opposed to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
recede has preference. 

Mr. WINDOM. ILask this question, as itis 
guid in the House ‘‘a parliamentary question,”’ 
whether, if we recede, as the bill now stands, 
it does not leave the Brazilian line without any 
appropriation for the existing service? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not remember whether the appropriation of 
$150,000 was stricken out by the Senate 
amendment or not. The bill itself will show. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to make another 
inquiry. ‘This amendment is now before the 
Senate, and I want to know if it is within the 
power of the Senate to further amend the 
amendment before we recede. It is our own 
amendment. The House have not concurred 
init. Js it notin order to amend it further? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The billis here. 
The bill being here, and this being a Senate 
amendment, the Chair thinks it is amendable. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is in order to strike itout 
from the bill; that is the effect of receding. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland moves that the Senate recede 
from its eighth amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to know which has 
priority. I want to know if it is not in order 
to strike it out; and if it is in order to 
strike it out, would it not then be in order to 
strike that out and put in something else? 

Mr. POMEROY. We cannot amend that 
bill now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Maine that by parlia- 
mentary law, when there is a conflict between 
the two Houses, those motions that bring them 
together have priority of those motions that 
keep them disagreeing. For instance, if a 
motion were made to adhere, a motion to 
recede would have priority of it, though last 
made, because it brings the two Houses to- 
gether by receding. The Chair, therefore, 
thinks the motion to recede is first in order; 
but if that be decided in the negative, then a 
motion to amend the amendment, the Chair 
thinks, would be in order. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I want to say simply 
that I hope the Senate will not recede, that we 
will keep this amendment before us, and that 
we may have it in our control to do something 
like equal justice to either coast ; and if Brazil 
goes out let Shanghai go out. I want to hold 
the two things together; and if we will not 
recede, then we will put in something else in 
the very place of this amendment, so that if 
this is not to be a part of the bill, that which 
relates to the line of steamers from San Fran- 
cisco to India shall also go out. I voted for 
both. I want to do something like equality 


and justice to both coasts of the country. I 
believe they are both deserving of the atten- 
tion of the country, and are both calculated 
and designed to promote the commercial in- 
terests of the whole land; and I do not want 
to see fish made of one and flesh of the other; 
and by my vote it shall not be done. 

Mr. CAMERON. I see this will probably 
occupy the whole day, and I think the Senate 
will see the necessity of going into executive 
session. Therefore, I make that motion row. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think there will be no 
more debate on this question. 

Mr. CAMERON. [ insist on the motion. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being 
on a division—ayes 17, noes 28. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, If the Senator will 
indulge me, we shall be through with this 
conference report while we are taking the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORTON. You will not get through 
in three hours. You have the the whole ques- 
tion of subsidy. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on receding from the Brazilian amendment 
to the Post Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I desire 
to say just one word. I was opposed to both 
these appropriations because they were sub- 
sidies. The honorable Senator from Maine 
says he is not disposed to make fish of one 
and flesh of the other. I am disposed to 
reject what 1 can. Favoring neither, 1 will 
oppose both and any one when I get the 
opportunity. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS~Mesgrs. Anthony, Buckingham, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Cooper, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Kdmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hitcheock, Howe, John- 
ston, Kelly, Morton, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, 
Pratt Šaulsbury, Schurz, Stevenson, and Vick- 
PNA YS—Messrs. Alcorn, Caldwell, Casserly, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Mich- 


igan, Flanagan, Hamlin, Hill, Logan, Morrill of 
Ramsey, Ransom, 


aine, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Sawyer, Sprague, Stewart. Stockton, Sumner, Trum- 
bull, West, Wilson, and Windom—28, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Rice, Robertson, Scott, 
Sherman, Spencer, Thurman, Tipton, and Wright—18. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The yeas are 28, and 
the nays 28. So the motion to recede is lost. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate 
insist on that amendment, and ask for another 
committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT being authorized, 
by unanimous consent, to appoint the second 
committee of conference, Messrs. WINDOM, 
Fenroy, and Hamitton of Maryland, were 
appointed. 

LABOR COMMISSION. 


Mr. CAMERON. 
an executive session. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator will 
allow us, before that takes place, to call up 
from the table the bill which was laid on the 
table for a temporary purpose in regard to the 
labor commission. Let it be taken up so as 
to be before us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts asks that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the labor com- 
mission bill. 

Several Senators objected. 

Mr. SAWYER. Before the motion is put 
Lask what I think I have a right to ask, that 
the Senate take up the unfinished business, 
House bill No. 374. I move to take it up, 
and after it is taken up I will yield to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well; I have no 
objection to that. 


I renew my motion for 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina, Taw 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Ts it now 
in order to move to go into executive business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis The 
Senator from Pennsylvania made that motion, 
and gave way in order to have this bill takea 


up. 
` Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. This bill 


will certainly take some time. 

Mr. CAMERON. The understanding is 
that it is not to be finished. 

Mr. WILSON. It is not to be acted on now. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

The motion was agreed to, there being ona 
division—ayes 22, noes 20. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. 
R. No. 874) to provide for the appointment of 
a commission on the subject of labor, and the 
division of profits between labor and capital 
in the United States, is now before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced. 
thatthe House had passed, withoutamendment, 
the following bills : 

A bill (S. No. 417) fixing the rank of pro- 
fessors of mathematics in the United States 
Navy; 

A bill (S. No. 934) to provide for the com- 
pletion of three volumes of Wilkes’s United 
States Exploring Expedition; and 

A bill (S. No. 876) to provide fora building 
for the use of the post office, United States 
circuit and district courts and internal reve- 
nue offices at Utica, New York. 

The message also announced thatthe House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 780) to provide for 
the redemption and sale of lands held by the 
United States under the several acts levying 
direct taxes, with amendments ; in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested, 

The message also announced that the House 
of Representatives had disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill(H. R. No. 1843) 
supplemental to an act entitled “An act for the 
apportionment of Representatives to Congress 
among the several States according to the ninth 
census.”’ 

The message also announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2109) to authorize the 
issuance of college scrip to the State of Ark- 
ansas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2869) for the relief. of 
Martin Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2870) to authorize the 
President to appoint Frederick Æ. Upton, 
of Bath, Maine, a master in the Navy of the 
United States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2873) authorizing the 
President to permit Frank M. Ashton, late 
second assistant engineer in the Navy of the 
United States, to withdraw his, resignation of 
that office; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2874) to restore Absalom 
Kirby as second assistant engineer in the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2875) to prevent the em- 
ployment of officers on the retired list ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2876) for the relief of 
John C. Beaumont; 

A bill (H. R. No. 902) making an appro- 
priation for the repairs, furnishing, and orna- 
mentation of the United States custom-house 
aud post office at Bath, Maine ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2838) to increase the capi- 
tal stock and to extend the works of the Wash- 
ington Gas-Light Company; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2878) to pay the county 
of Ontario, in the State of New York, the 


il sum of $25,500; 
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A bill (H. R. No. 2879) granting a pension 

to Eliza B. Anderson; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2880) for a public build- 
ing at Atlanta, Georgia. 

The message also announced that the House 
has passed a resolution for printing in Ger- 
man for the use of the Treasury Department 
ten thousand copies of the report of the chief 
of the Bureau of Statistics on immigration, 
and ten thousand copies in French. 

The message further announced that the 
$ House had agreed to*some and disagreed to 
X other amendments of the Senate to the bill 
*(H. R. No. 1641) making appropriations for 

the support of the Army for the year ending 
June 80, 1873, and for other purposes, asked 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Messrs. OLiver J. Dicxey of Pennsylvania, 
Jonn Coznurn of Indiana, and THOMAS SWANN 
of Maryland, managers at the conference on its 
part. : 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CAMERON, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and after four 
hours and twenty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and the 
Senate at five o’clock p. m. took a recess till 
half past seven o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 

The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o'clock p. m., meeting in executive session. 
Five minutes after the meeting, the doors were 
opened temporarily for the consideration of 
the centennial exhibition bill. 


CENTENNIAL EXHIBITION. 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask consent for the 
consideration of House bill No. 2708. Iris 
important that it should be done at once, as 
the centennial commission is now in session in 
Philadelphia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider tho bill (H, R, No. 2708) relative to the 
centennial international exhibition to be held 
in the city of Philadelphia, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, in the year 1876, 

The bill was read, 

Mr. POMEROY. If the bill is to be 
passed, as I suppose it is, I do not want to 
make any objection to it; but I must say that 
I do not think it is proper to set up a corpo- 
ration in the city of Philadelphia that is not, 
in the first place, subordinated to the police 
authority of that city. These men can put 
the police at defiance under this act of incor- 
poration, I know there isa phrase there that 
they shall be subordinated to the laws of the 
State of Pennsylvania, or that they shall not 
do anything that interferes with the laws of 
the State; but these commissioners are set up 
in that corporation so that they can defy the 

olice regulations of the city of Philadelphia 
if they choose. They may all be so good that 
they will not want todo anything of that kind; 
but I do not believe in incorporating an insti- 
tution of this kind with ten millions of capital 
to go into any city. 

Mr, HAMLIN. It will not happen but once 
in a hundred years. ; 

Mr, CAMERON. I have only risen to 
repeat what the Senator from Maine has said, 
that this will only happen once in a hundred 
years. Commissioners are selected from every 
State and Territory in the Union. They go 
there for the purpose of doing honor to their 
country, This is the only way in which the 
money can be raised without expense to the 
Government. A million people, it is ex- 
pected, will each subscribe ten doilars, and 
thus $10,000,000 will be subscribed. It is 
necessary to have some responsibility for this, 
All they ask of the Government is that the 
Treasury Department shall print their certifi- 


cates: of stock, so that if they are counter- 
feited- the counterfeiter may be punished. 
They ask nothing else of the Government. 
There is no doubt they will raise the money. 
Besides, the press of the country, who have 
had the bill before them for a good while, 
have everywhere approved of it, even our 
friend with the white hat in the Tribune. I 
think in an article a column long in his excel- 
lent paper he approved it. I do not think 
anybody will object to it. The only reason I 
desire it passed now is that the commissioners 
are in session at Philadelphia, and they are 
anxious about it, and are, telegraphing that if 
the bill is passed to-night they will to-morrow 
go to work immediately to procure this money. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know that the 
Cincinnati convention adopted this as part of 
its platform, although the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania seems to think that the gentleman 
with the white hat has -somehow adopted it. 
Ido not remember that itis in the epitome, 
even, of the platform. I do not know what 
authority there is for suchan act as this, Per- 
haps the Senator from Maine, who has looked 
into these acts of incorporation somewhat—I 
do not mean the Senator sitting near me, 
[Mr. Hamein, ] for he seems to see the author- 
lty; but perhaps his colleague farthest from 
me [Mr. Morritt] may know what clause of 
the Constitution of the United States it is that 
authorizes us to incorporate some gentlemen 
in the city of Philadelphia to raise $10,000,000 
or to borrow $10,000,000-—— 

Mr. CAMERON. Allow me to correct the 
Senator. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Very well. 

Mr. CAMERON. It is not incorporating 
certain gentlemen in Philadelphia; it is incor- 
porating several hundred gentlemen, including 
men of every State and every Territory of the 
United States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know, then, 
by what authority the Congress of the United 
States incorporates gentlemen residing in 
every State and Territory ofthe United States 
with authority to borrow $10,000,000, and to 
mortgage the property that they shall acquire 
in the city of Philadelphia in the way of build- 
ings, &c., and requires the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue bonds or certificates for 
them under the seal of the United States, I 
suppose—I do not know whether the seal is 
provided for or not—but they are to go onand 
put up buildings, and fix rates of charge, and 
wake what money they can out of it, and 
when the great exhibition is over they are to 
divide the profits among them, whatever they 
may be. I do not know the clause of the 
Constitution that authorizes this; but I pre- 
sume the authority is to be found in the Dec- 
laration of Independence. [Laughter.] I 
understand this relates in some way to the 4th 
of July; and if my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Sumner] were here, I have no doubt he 
would find the constitutional authority for this 
in the Declaration of the 4th of July, 1776, 
which of course would regulate a celebration 
on the 4th of July, 1876. 

Now, unless it is to be traced to that source 
of constitutional power, I really do not know 
where it is to be found. However worthy this 
object may be, and however near the heart of 
my friend the centennial celebration of the 4th 
of July, 1876, is—and I know he is full of 
patriotism, aud he will be particularly patri- 
otic on this occasion because it is for the 
city of Philadelphia and the goodly State of 
Pennsylvania where he lives; and I know in 
his patriotism he would be willing to go a 
great way—but really is there and authority in 
the world for creating such a corporation as 
this? There is no personal responsibility 
about it. It isexpressly provided that nobody 
is to be personally responsible. They are 
authorized to borrow $10,000,000, are char- 
tered by the Government of the United States 
to give them credit; and it is expressly pro- 
vided that there shall be no personal respons- 


| 


ibility whatever. I have no idea that the 
people in the good City of Brotherly Love 
would make a speculation out of this thing, as 
they are honest people there and wonld doubt- 
less deal honestly in this case; but where is 
our authority to charter these persons who are 
to be scattered all over the United States, lam 
now told, but the headquarters are to be in 
Philadelphia. We all know this will be man- 
aged by a few persons. The headquarters 
could not be in a better place than Philadel- 
phia; Iam not objecting to that; but I am 
objecting to creating a vast corporation like 
this. In the good intentions of the persons who 
are promoting this thing, and in the desire of 
every Senator and of the whole country to 
make this celebration a grand success and 
this fair a world’s fair that shall eclipse any 
that has gone before it, I fear we are likely 
to forget our constitutional powers and do 
what we have no right to do. 

Mr. CAMERON. I said along while ago 
here that I was glad I was no lawyer. After 
hearing the speech of the Senator from Illi- 
nois I thank God I am not a technical lawyer 
now, who always finds difficulties instead of 
trying to do right. There is nothing in this 
bill that any man of common sense, if he is 
not disposed to find objection, could object to. 
This act of incorporation is only allowing these 
people to get subscriptions at ten dollars apiece 
or more, if persons think proper to give more 
to advance this great enterprise. The whole 
object of the corporation is to take care of the 
subscriptions made by individuals, and if 
there be more money than the fair shall re- 
quire, it is to be returned to the subscribers. 

I thought that the Senator from Illinois, 
who I believe descends from revolutionary 
stock, would have been one of the last men to 
laugh at the Declaration of Independence, or 
to make merry at the desire of the patriotic 
men of this country to get together after a- 
hundred years to show to the world what influ- 
ence and what power free institutions had had 
upon the human race, to show to the world 
the progress made here under our institutions 
in carrying outthe instincts and the principles 
planted by the men who suffered in the Revo- 
lution, who gave not only their personal ser- 
vices, but their intellectual resources to make 
this great country of ours. I think the Senator 
from Illinois himself is desirous that we shall 
make such an exhibition there as will make 
every man and every woman and every child 
in the country proud of the display made there, 
making everybody feel from that display how 
much our institutions deserve the example of 
the world. 

There is nothing in this bill that can do any 
wrong te anybody. You may say we have no 
constitutional right to do it. <A friend near 
me has just put in my hand the Constitution 
which contains one clause that we all under- 
stand perfectly well, that gives us this power. 
It provides that Congress shall have ‘‘power to 
lay and collect taxes, duties, and excises’!— 
we do not ask anything under that—'‘to pay 
the debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States.’? 
All we require is under this last phrase, 
‘provide for the general welfare of the United 
States.” This bill passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It met the examination of every 
member of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions personally, and we desire it passed to- 
night only because there are now assembled 
in Philadelphia delegates to this commission 
from almost every State in the United States 
ready to make the necessary preparations. 

It is foily for me to attempt to make a 
speech about this matter, and L regret that L 
have even seemed to tryto do so. I trust we 
shall pass the bill; and if anybody objects to 
it, I shall set him down at once as opposed to 
a proper display of the country’s greatness in 
commemoration of the birth of its nationality 


and independence. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The festival 
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contemplated by this bill does not seem to me 
to be an unreasonable or illogical sequence to 
the Declaration of Independence; but at the 
same time I must say that I do not think that 
the framers of the Constitution contemplated 
exactly this kind of. corporation, I think it 
would puzzle almost any lawyer in the Senate 
to point out precisely the specific grant af 
power under which this bill might be drawn. 

I know how reluctant every one must. be to 
object to any measure which has in view an 
object so laudable as this; and I was very 
willing not ta be present and not to notice 
that such a bill was brought to the attention 
of the Senate. I should not have noticed it 
if my attention had not been called to the fact. 
T take the occasion to say that it is a pity that 
a great people about to celebrate an event like 
this cannot do it in a manly, open way, with- 
outresarting tosuchasubterfuge, I might almost 
feel justified in saying, as creating such a cor- 
poration as this, involying powers so exten- 
sive. Ihave no doubt there is ample power 
to do just what is wanted in a direct way, We 
may levy taxes and we can apprapriate the 
money. 

Where the necessity of this circumlocution? 
If this nation intends to celebrate this great 
day, as I hope and trust it will, and ina man- 
ner becoming, why not say so, and why not 
take the direction of it? Why not appoint a 
committee of Congress to make the necessary 
preparations, either independent of the States 
or in conjunction with any of the States that 
choose to move in that matter? That would 
involve no questionable authority, and itis a 
direct method of doing it, and then you have 
steered clear of all the speculations and impli- 
cations and everything that may come out of 
the creation of a mammoth corporation of this 
description to operate in the way this neces- 
sarily. will. 

If I bad not been called on I would not have 
said this much, but having said enough to 
indicate my own notions as to the propriety 
of this thing, I conclude by saying that it would 
seem to me vastly more proper that Congress 
should take the direction of the thing itself, 
not commit it to anybody, and make the 
appropriations necessary for its success. 

Mr. SCOTT. I suppose the Senator from 
Ilinois really desired more to occupy a few 
moments until the Senate would assemble than 
to muke any serious objection to the passage 
of this bill. When the subject was first intro- 
duced in Congress it was feared that an ap- 
propriation would be asked. Everybody in 
both Houses was so sensitive on that question 
that an express disavowal of all responsibility 
on the part of the Government had to be 
incorporated in the act. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Is that so? 

Mr. SCOTT. That is so. Now, in order 
to make this national enterprise successful, 
some means must be adopted to earry out the 
end which the Government has already sanc- 
tioned by an act of Congress. When it was 
suggested thal, an act of incorporation by the 
State Legislature would accomplish it, the 
objection was at once raised in various quar- 
ters that thet would localize it, and that the 
charge would be made that it was a local spec- 
ulation, It was therefore deemed better that 
it should come to Congress, and that Congress 
having already given its sanction to it as a 
national enterprise could certainly exercise 
the necessary means to make that enterprise 
successful. 

My colleague has already made all the con- 
stitutional argument that I propose to make 
on the question. But I do ask now for action, 
as the commission is sitting, and as it is very 
desirable the act of incorporation should pass, 
that the necessary means may be taken to 
carry it out. I do not think there is ever any 
danger of this being drawn in as a precedent 
that will startle the Senator from illinois 
upon any other occasion, for it will not again 
be calle 


for, as the Senator from Maine, 


remarked, for one hundred years, and then it 
will not disturb the Senator from Illinois. 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. But it is a 
precedent for chartering a corporation, and 
may be drawn into a precedent for any kind 
of corporation in any State; and all evil pre- 
cedents take their origin in something that is 


good, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Presi- 
dent are we not in executive session? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The doors are 
considered open by unanimous congent. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Does it 
not require unanimous consent to keep them 


open? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order was 
that the doors be considered open to consider 
this bill. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Then let us close the 
doors and go on with our business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If objection be 
made, the Chair thinks the objection would 
cause the doors to be closed. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I think 
we ought to go on with our executive business, 
This bill will probably undergo some further 
discussion. We came here to-night for other 


purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland objects, and the bill must 
therefore resume its place on the Calendar. 
Before the doors are closed the Chair would 
like, with the indulgence of the Senate, to 
have several matters on his table disposed of. 
[“ Agreed 1] 

PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuursoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a concurrent reso- 
lation for the printing of twenty-two thougand 
copies of the message of the President to the 
Senate of April 22, 1872, transmitting the 
British counter case under the treaty of Wash- 
ington. 

“he message also announced that the House 
had passed a concurrent resolution for the 
printing of twenty-two thousand copies of 
the British counter case under the treaty of 
Washington. 

The resolutions were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a concurrent resolution of the House 
for the printing of twenty thousand copies of 
the report of the chief of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics on immigration in the French and Ger- 
man languages for the use of the Treasury 
Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, transmitting, in compliance with 
section two of the act approved July 11, 1870, 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending June 30, 1871, 
and for other purposes,” a copy of the report 
of De B. R. Kleim, agent to examine consular 
affairs; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 1848) supple- 
mental to an act entitled ‘* An act for the 
apportionment of Representatives to Congress 
among the several States according to the 
ninth census,” disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives; and i 

On motion by Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ment to the said bill, and agree to the conference 
asked by the House of Representatives on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President, 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr, 
EEpwuxps, Mr. Morron, and Mr. THURMAN, 


ARMY APPROPRIATION. BILL. 

The Senate proceeded to consider itsamend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 1541) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 80, 1873, disagreed to by 
the House. : ea ` 

On motion by Mr. WEST, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the said bill disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, and agree to the confercuce asked 
by the House on the 
Boyes cherson: A 7 A 

rdered, That the conferees on the part of tho 
Sonate bo appointed by the Vice President. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Wusz, Mr. Logan, and Mr. BLAIR, 


TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Į am directed by the 
Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2822) to reduce duties on 
imports, and to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes, to report it back with amend- 
ments, and I give notice that to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, if it is the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate, I will move to take it up. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

The bill (H. R: No. 980) to promote the 
securing of efficient seamen for the Navy of 
the United States; i ` 

The bill (H. R. No. 2050) for the relief of 
J. H. Underhill; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2870) to authorize the 

President to appoint Frederick E, Upton, of 
Bath, Maine, a master in the Navy of the 
United States; 
_ The bill (H. R. No. 2878) aythorizing the 
‘President to permit Frank M. Ashton, late 
second assistant engineer in the Navy of the 
United States, to withdraw his resignation of 
that office; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2874) to restore Abso- 
lom Kirby as second assistant engineer in the 


Navy; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2875) to prevent the 
employment of officers on the retired list; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2317) authorizing the 
President to appoint C. W, Cronk a first assist- 
ant engineer in the Navy of the United 
States ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2826) for the relief of 
Mrs. R. A. Kennedy; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2369) for the relief of 
Martin Freeman ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2871) to abolish the 
grades of Admiral and Vice Admiral in the 
Navy of the United States; and 

The bill (IJ. R. No. 2876) for the relief of 
John C. Beaumont, ; 

The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred ag indicated 


below; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2109) to authorize the 
issuance of college scrip to the State of Ark- 
ansas—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 902) making an appropri- 
ation forthe repairs, furnishing, and ornament- 
ation of the United States custom-house and 
post office at Bath, Maine—to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1833) to increase the 
capital stock and to extend the works of the 
Washington Gas-Light Company—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2878) to pay the county 
of Ontario, in the State of New York, the sum 
of $25 ,500-—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2879) granting a pension 
to Eliza B. Anderson—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2880) for a public build- 
ing at Atlanta, Georgia—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

The bill (H. R. No. 2866) further regulating 
the construction of bridges across the. Missis- 
sippi river—to the Committee on Commerce. 


isagreeing votes of the two 
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DISTRICT JAIL. 


Mr. SUMNER submitted the following 
report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1552) ‘‘in relation to the 
construction of a new jail for the District of Colum- 
bia,” having met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend to their 
respective Houses, as follows: 4 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the first amendment of theSenate, and agree to the 
sume, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
second amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
same, with an amendment, as follows: on page 2 
of said amendment, line one, after the word “ bun- 
dred,” insert the words *‘ and twenty-five;’”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

CHARLES SUMNER, 
GEORGE VICKERS, 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 


anegers on the part of the Senate. 


LUKE P. POLAND, 
H. IL STARK WEATHER, 
C. A. ELDREDGE, 


Managera on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June.80, 1878, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular 
order being demanded, the doors will be 
closed. 

The Senate thereupon proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three 
hours and forty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at eleven 
o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOOSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Friway, May 24, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, 
D. D 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, 
when, 

On motion of Mr. FINKELNBURG, the 
further reading of the Journal was dispensed 
with. 

TEXAS ELECTION CASE. 


Mr. HOAR. I riseto a question of priv- 
ilege, and offer the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That Witiram S. HERNDON is entitled 
to retain the seat he now holds as member from the 
first congressional district of Texas. 

diesolved, That there be allowed and paid to 
George W. Whitmore, from the contingent fund of 
the House, the sum of $2,000, the same being ex- 
penses incurred by him in contesting in good faith 
tho right to a seat in this House. 

Mr. BANKS. Irise to a question of order. 
T submit that this is not a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. On what part ofthe resolu- 
tion does the gentleman raise the point ? 

Mr. BANKS. The resolution includes 
matter which is not privileged, and therefore 
the whole of it is excluded from the privilege. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks that 
where provision for the compensation of a 
contestant has been included in the resolution 
confirming the right to a seat, the whole has 
been held to be privileged. But a resolution 
offered separately for the compensation of a 
contestant has not been so regarded. ` 

Mr. BANKS. It certainly is not privileged 
any more than any otber private claim. 

Mr. DAWES. A resolution offered after a 
vote deciding a contest, and in connection 
with it—a separate resoluvion—has always been 
ruled in order as a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. That does not present 
the case which the Chair spoke of. In the 
case presented by this resolution, although the 


House has a right. to a divided vote upon the 
two branches of the resolution, yet the Chair 
cannot rule out the second branch ; because 
the precedents are in favor of regarding the 
two proposions as presenting a single question 
of privilege. 

Mr. BANKS. It is not a question of 
privilege. It does not touch the privileges of 
the House. But I do not make any objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The two propositions are 
divisible. I believe. 

The SPEAKER. They are divisible ; and 
if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Houtman] 
so desires, they will be voted on separately. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say but one word 
in regard to the second resolution. The ex- 
penses of the contestantamount toa very much 
larger sum than the committee have reported. 
The district was very turbulent and there was 
great difficulty in some parts of it in taking tes- 
timony. While personally I hope we shall be 
able to bring to an end after the present Con- 
gress the practice of allowing these election 
expenses Lo contestants, yet in this case the 
committee are unanimous in their report ; and 
I trust there will be no objection tothe resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. RICE, ofIllinois. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
state so faras tbe first hranch of the resolution is 
concerned I understand it to be the unanimous 
report of the Committee of Elections. So far 
as that branch is concerned which allowscom- 
pensation to the contestant asa member of 
the committee l did not give my consent to it, 
and I never had an opportunity before to give 
my dissent to it. I think it is a case in which 
he is not entitled to compensation. 

The question recurred on the first resolution, 
confirming the right of Mr. Hernpon to his 
seat; and it was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
on the resolution giving $2,000 for expenses 
to the contestant, Mr. Whitmore. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope gentlemen will not 
ask a vote on that resolution until we have had 
some explanation—— 

Mr. HOAR. With permission I will make 
a brief explanation. The Governor of the 
State of Texas accompanied the certificate 
given to the sitting member with an expres- 
sion of his belief that on full investigation it 
would turn out that the sitting member was 
not entitled to his seat. The contestant was 
a former member of this House, and expended 
in good faith large sums in inquiring into, tak- 
ing testimony, and learning all the facts in 
the different counties of the district. Consid- 
erable testimony was taken, and the expenses 
of the contestant in traveling to Washington 
and back and remaining here amounted toa 
considerable portion of the sum which the 
Committee of Elections have agreed to allow. 
The whole sum for which he made application 
was $4,000. I was in error in stating that it 
was a unanimous report of the Committee of 
Elections. What I meant to state was that it 
was the unanimous report of the sub-commit- 
tee of the Committee of Elections, consisting 
of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Mer- 
RICK, ] the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. Perry, } 
and myself; and I understood we had the au- 
thority to consider our report as a unanimous 
report in this behalf. 

Mr. MERRICK. Mr. Speaker, this is one 
of those cases where there was at least color 
for the contest. The party himself made his 
affidavit that he made the contest in good faith, 
and in good faith he incurred sundry expenses. 
Now, although there may have been great 
looseness heretofore in allowance of expenses 
to parties making contests, yet certainly when 
the party came here with a certificate from the 
Governor of the State himself setting forth 
there was good ground for the proceeding, it 
cannot be denied there was just reason for the 
entertainment ot the contest, although after 
it was entertained the Committee of Elections 
were unanimously of the opinion it was not 
well founded. It seems to me, therefore, right 


and proper he should be paid the expenses 
allowed by the committee, which do not cover 
the actual amount claimed by him. We cut 
down the amount claimed by him to those 
expenses necessarily and justifiably incurred. 
The sub-committee came to the conclusion 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] has stated. The sub-committee hay- 
ing the matter confided to them by the com- 
mittee, presumed they had the right to speak 
for the committee. 

Mn RICH, of Illinois. I will only ask the 
House to indulge me in one statement in ex- 
planation of my own own position about this 
matter. So far as the justice of this claim is 
concerned I will not argue that now, having 
expressed my views about it. Asa member 
of the committee, and I speak for myself and I 
am authorized to speak for my colleague on the 
committee from Kentucky, [Mr. Arruur, ] so 
far as we are concerned, the question of com- 
pensation to the contestant was never discussed 
in the committee, and if any measure was taken, 
as stated, authorizing this claim I do not know 
of it, nor does my colleague, the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. ARTHUR,}] know of it. 
I have never seen the account or claim on the 
part of Mr. Whitmore for compensation. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill make the motion to 
reconsider the last vote, and then move to re- 
committhe whole matter to the Committee of 
Elections. 

Mr. RICE, of Illinois. Does the gentle- 
man propose to embrace the whole question in 
his motion to recommit? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question 
has partly executed, and itis in order for the 
gentleman to make the motion to reconsider, 

Mr. RICE, of Illinois. Ihave not yet fin- 
ished my statement. 

I desire to say further that while I do not 
wish to make any point on the action of other 
members of the committee in bringing this 
before the. House without my knowledge, 
although I believe I have attended all the 
meetings of the committee, I have, independ- 
ently of that consideration, very grave doubts 
whether the unsuccessful contestant in this case 
should have compensation. I have always 
supported, in deference to precedent, propo- 
sitions to compensate contestants who have 
failed where there was good reason to sup- 
pose that the contests had been conducted in 
good faith, 

But in this case the certificate was given to 
the sitting member, and then after various 
delays in taking testimony and getting it before 
the committee, the end of it is that the contest- 
ant himself admits, as I understand, that he 
has no claim to the seat, and the case was 
never investigated as a contest upon the testi- 
mony before the committee. The contestant 
in his final review of the testimony says that 
he has no case. And there is nothing in it to 
induce me to believe that he ever in good faith 
supposed he had. These liberal compensa- 
tions invite contests when there ought to be no 
contests, 

The question being taken on agreeing to 
the resolution allowing compensation, there 
were—ayes 93, noes 39. 

Mr. MANSON demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
ayes fourteen ; not a sufficient number. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HOAR moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the resolutions were adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERR. I rise toa privileged question, 
but yield for a moment to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 


have a correction made in the sundry civil 
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appropriation bill, which passed yesterday. 
We intended that it should appropriate 
$40,0UU, for emergencies which may arise at 
naval stations. The estimate of the Depart- 
ment was $100,000; but by some freak of 
print it appears in the bill as $40. Task that 
the amount be made $40,000 in the bill before 
it goes over to the Senate. 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have the following appropriation in- 
serted in the sundry civil appropriation bill: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to reimburse 
the funeral expenses of the late Admiral David G. 
Farragut, to be paid to his widow, $2,000, 

If the House will indulge me a single mo- 
ment, I will say a word or two in explanation. 

Mr. COX. ‘hat is unnecessary. ‘I'he pro- 
position is all right. 

There was no objection, and the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. MAYNARD was ordered to 
be included in the bill. 


REPORT OF MAJOR W. E. MERRILL. 


Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, directed to transmit the report made by 
Major William E. Merrill, United States engineers, 
to General A. A. Humphreys, chief of engineers 
United States Army, January 30, 1872, with accom- 
panying papers, in regard to the construction of a 
dam with lock and shute across the Ohio river, at 
McKee’s rocks, &c., for the purpose of having the 
said report printed for the use of the House. 


DAMAGE TO NEW YORK HARBOR, 


Mr. KERR. Tyield to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Bearry,] the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. BEATTY, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution ; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
House tive hundred copies of the report, with accom- 
poring papers, relating to the damage done to the 

arbor of New York. 


REPORTY ON IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. BEATTY, from the same committee, 
reported the following concurrent resolution: 
Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed in German, for the use of the Treasury De- 


partment, ten thousand copies of the report of the 
chief of the Bureau of Statistics on immigration. 


Mr. BROOKS, Whatis the object of that? 

Mr. BEATTY. These copies are to be 
printed for circulation in Europe. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will not this necessitate 
a translation and a resetting of type? 

Mr. BEATTY. The report has already been 
translated. The expenses will be $1,150. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman will 
allow me to move that the report be printed 
alsoin French. A translation can be furnished 
if none has been made. 

Mr. BEATTY. There has been no resolu- 
tion to that effect before the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is amend- 
able. 

Mr. BANKS. I thought a proposition to 
print copies in the French language had been 
referred to the committee. A translation can 
be procurred. This isan important document 
both for the French and the Germans. It repre- 
sents the advantages of this country for immi- 
grants, and is very important for us. I hope 
no gentleman will object to my amendment, 

Mr. DICKEY. Youmust increase the num- 
ber of copies if your amendment is adopted. 

Mr. BANKS. I move to amend the resolu- 
tion so that there shall be ten thousand copies 
printed in the German language, and ten thou- 
sand copies in the French language. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the 
resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr. KERR. I yield for a moment to the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Prrers,] chair- 
man of the Committee on the Library. 


` UNITED STATES EXPLORING EXPEDITION, 
Mr. PETERS. Iask,on behalf ofthe Com- 


mittee on the Library, to have taken from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (S. No. 934) to pro- 
vide for the completion of three volumes of 
the Wilkes United States Exploring Expedi- 
tion. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the joint 
Committee on the Library to contract for the 
completion of three unfinished volumes of the 
United States Exploring Expedition of the 
years 1838 to 1842, to consist of the physics 
and hydrography of the expedition by Charles 
Wilkes, and the volume of botany of the ex- 
pedition, by Jobn Torrey and others; said 
publication to be made in the same style as 
the volumes heretofore published, and dis- 
tributed in the same manner, provided that 
no more than $9,000 shall in any case be 
required to finish said volumes. i 

Mr. PETERS. I can explain the bill in a 
moment. The Wilkes Exploring Expedition 
was to be published in twenty-four volumes; 
seventeen have been completed and seven are 
uncompleted. The committee, after a great 
deal of painstaking, have come to the conclu- 
sion to publish three more volumes, and com- 
plete the work with twenty volumes instead of 
twenty-four. We thought from the estimates 
it would cost $7,000, and we have put in the 
bill “not to exceed $9,000.” A large share 
of the work will be done at the Public Printing 
Office. 

Mr. BEATTY. Does not the law require 
this bill to go to the Committee on Print- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. It came from the Com- 
mittee on the Library of the Senate, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. PETERS. From thejoint Committee on 
the Library. I think it is judicious to com- 
plete a work which has been on our bands for 
so many years. Congress bas already spent 
$300,000 on this work, and this bill does not 
appropriate any money. 

Mr. BEATTY. That is no reason why we 
should expend $50,000 more. 

Mr. PETERS. These volumes are to be 
sent to the public libraries, and to those foreign 
nations with whom we have exchanges. 

Mr. BEATTY. I make the point that the 
law requires that this bill shall go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. PETERS. A good deal of the work 
hasalready been done. The sheets are printed 
of two of the volumes. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from 
Obio [Mr. Begarry] insists on the point of order, 
the Chair thinks he is compelled to sustain it. 
This is a piece of printing which will cost more 
than five hundred dollars. 

Mr. PETERS. I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done. lt 
is a law which requires the reference. 

Mr. PETERS. This matter has been under 
consideration by the Committee on the Library 
for two Congresses, and the Government has 
already spent $300,000 on this work. 

The SPEAKER. That does not go to the 
point of order. if the gentleman from Ohio 
insists upon the point of order, the Chair must 
sustain it. : 

Mr. BEATTY. Ido. 

The bill was then taken from the Speaker's 
table, read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred under the law to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Subsequently the objection was withdrawn 
by Mr. Bearry, and the bill was read a third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. KERR. Iyield for a moment to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes. ] 
Mr. DAWES. I have a little bill from the 
Committee of Ways and Means which I desire 


to have passed. It will not cause any debate. 
It is merely to authorize the sale of a portion 
of a light-house reservation. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I rise to a point of order, 
and itis that a member cannot obtain the floor 
on a privileged question and then parcel out 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York objects to the gentleman from Indiaua 
yielding, and he must therefore proceed. 


LANDS SOLD FOR DIRECT TAXES. 


Mr. KERR. I now call up the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which Senate bill No. 
780, with the Honse substitute therefor, to 
provide for the redemption and sale of lands 
held by the United States under the several 
acts levying direct taxes, was recommitted to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, for the 
purpose of having it considered at this time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I ask the gentleman to 
allow me to offer an amendment at the proper 
time, so that it may be acted upon by the 
House. 

Mr. KERR. I will do so. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. KERR. I now withdraw the motion to 
recommit, 

The SPEAKER. The. question is upon 
agreeing to the substitute reported from the 
ae of Ways and Means for the Senate 

ili, 
The substitute was as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
the following: 

That all the lands now owned or hold by the 
United States by virtue of proceedings under the 
act entitled “An actforthecollection of direct, taxes 
in the insurrectionary districts within the United 
States, and for other purposes,” approved June 7, 
1862, aud under acts supplementary thereto, or upon 
the same subject-matter, may be redeemed and re- 
stored to such persons as shall make application 
therefor to the Secretary of the Treasury, through 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, within two 
years from the passage of this act, and furnish satis- 
factory evidence to said Department that such per- 
son or applicait in each case was at the time the 
United States acquired title thereto the legal owner 
of such land, or the heir at law, or devisco, or 
grantee, in good faith, and for valuable considera- 
tion, of such legal owner; but before such redemp- 
tion shall be awarded and title restored on any such 
application and proof, such anplicant shall pay into 
the Treasury of the United States the direct tax 
charged against the lands described in such applica- 
tion, together with the cost of advertising and of the 
sale of said lands, and all other proper charges 
against the same, and interest on said tax from the 
date of its assessment at the rate of ten per cent, 
per annum, and interest on said costs and charges 
at the same rate, fromthe time they accrued and were 
payable: Provided, however, That if any other person 
or persons than such applicant shallin any case mako 
satisfactory evidence to said Department that he or 
they, after the acquisitionoftitle by the United States 
and before the passage of this act, made valuable and 
permanentimprovements on said land in good faith 
and under color of legal title, it shall then bethead- 
ditional duty of such applicant for redemption to pay 
to such person or persons the reasonable value of 
such permanent improvementsat the time of actual 
redemption; and if the applicant and such person 
or persons fail to agree upon and amicably settle 
such claim for improvements, then the value thereof 
shall be assessed and reported to the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, under oath, by three competent and dis- 
interested freeholders, residents of the county or 
parish in which such land is situate, who shall be 
appointed for that purpose by the United Srates 
district judge of the district where the lands are 
situate, upon information from the Secretary of tha 
Treasury that a claim for compensation for such 
permanent improvements is pending in any case, 
and unadjusted by the parties thereto. Itshall als 
be the duty of said board of freeholders to state in 
their report the nature of said improvements, when 
they were mado, by whom, and the reasonable value 
thereof, as aforesaid, and any other facts that may 
be in their judgment material to a fair and just de- 
termination of the rights of the parties, They shall 
send one copy of such report to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and filea duplicate thereofin the office 
of the clerk of the highest court of record of the 
State, in the county or parish where such land is 
situate. The reasonable fees of said board shail be 
borne and paid equally by the parties to said con- 
troversy. 

Sec. 2. That whenever the foregcing conditions have 
been complied with, and redemption and restora~« 
tion of titie has been awarded in any case by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, it shall bo the duty of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to make gat & 
certificate of release of the interest and title of the 
United States in and to such lands, in duplicate, 
which shall be approved in writing by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and his approval indorsed theroong 
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and then one copy thereof shall be delivered to such 
applicant and the other filed in the office ofsaid 
ommissioner. Boye 

Sro, 3. That the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue; with the approval of the Seeretary of the 
Treasury, shall, as soon as may be after the passage 
of this act, prescribe and promulgatesuch rules and 
regulations, not inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act, as may be necessary and pruper to facilitate 
the execution of this act and secure the most speedy 
and least expensive attainment of the purpose here- 
of that is practicable, ; i f 

Sec. 4. That if at the expiration of the time hers- 
inbefore allowed for redemption there shall remain 
any of said lands unredeemed, it shall then be the 
duty of the said Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
to proceed to sell at public auction, as soon as may be 
consistent with the public interest, the lands not 
redeemed and restored, and’ to release and convey 
the same to the purchasers in the manner aforesaid, 
and in the mean time and until so sold to lease the 
same, 

Bro. 5. That all lands now owned by the United 
States acquired under the provisions of any of the 
United States direct tax acts, situated in the State 
of South Carolina, including all tracts or lots of 
land purchased under Army and Navy sales, not 
paid for in full at the present time, shall be included 
in the provisions of this act: Provided, however, 
That the applications of the purchasers under Army 
and Navy sales shall, for six months after the pas- 
sage of this act, have precedence so far as relates to 
the land purchased by them., 

Sxo. 6. That all money derived from the sale of 
school-farm lands, under the provisions of sec- 
tion eight of an act entitled * An act to continue in 
force and to amend ‘ An act to establish a Bureau 
for the reliefof Frecdmen and Refugees, and for 
other purposes,’ ” approved July 16, 1866, and which 
money js now in the gastody of the Freedmon’s Bu- 
reau, be, andthe sameis hereby, appropriated for 
the use and support of free public schools in tho 
parishes of St. elena and St. Luke, South Carolina, 
in equal parts, to be expended under the direction 
and control of a special board of three commis- 
sioners, who shall be appointed by and act under 
the direction of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, and 
shall be duly sworn that they will faithfully discharge 
their duties as such commissioners, and shall give 
such good and suflicient bonds therefor as said Sec- 
retary shall require, and who shall not reecive more 
than $100 per year each for their services. 

Ske. T. That the provisions of this act shall not 
be construcd to apply to or embrace any lands, 
farms, plantations, or lots which are now, in whole 
or in part, used or occupied by the United States 
for national cemeteries, or other public purposes 
or which, under the instructions of tho President of 
the United States, have been reserved for military 
or naval purposes, or such lots of tand on Hunting 
Island, South Carolina, as may be necessary as a 
site for the ercetion of a light-house, or the lot in 
the town of Beaufort, in said State, designated on 
the plat of the late commissioners of direct taxes 
for said State as fot B, block sixty-one. 

Suc. 8. That the premises known and designated 
as block one hundred and twenty-three on the plat 
aforesaid, in the town of Beautort aforesatd, now 
occupied as a court-house for the county of Beau- 
fort, in said State, be, and the samo are hereby, 
released unto said county, for the public uses of said 
county; and that alk sums of money due to the 
United States on account of said pretnises be, and 
they are hereby, released in favor of said county. 

Suc. 9. That section two of an act entitled “An 
act for the relief of purchasers of land sold for direct 
tuxes in the insurrectionary States,” approved May 
9, 1872, be, and the same ís hereby, amended to read 
as follows: 

“Sue. 2. That in all eases where the owner of any 
Jand sold for taxes as aforesaid, his heirs or assigns, 
has recovered or shall recover the same from the 
purchaser, his heirs or assigns, without collusion on 

is or their part, by the judgment of any United 
States court, by reason of a failure, without his or 
their fautt or neglect, of the title of the purchaser 
derived from said sale, the Secretary of the Treas 
ury, on the payment into the Treasury, by the clerk, 
of the money deposited with him as aforesaid, and 
on being satisfied that any purchaser, his heirs or 
assigns, without his or their collusion, has been 
evicted from or turned out of possession of any such 
land by the judgment of any United States court, in 
the manner before mentioned, is hereby authorized, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to repay to the person or persons enti- 
tied thereto a sum of money equal to that originally 
paid by the purchaser of the land so recovered if 
the same has been paid into the Treasury, or to any 
person legally authorized to receive the same for the 
United States,” 


Mr. MAYNARD. I ask the gentleman 
from Indiana to yield to me at this time to 
move to amend section one of this substitute 
by striking out the words * or grantee in good 
faith and for valuable consideration. ”? 

Mr. KERR. I have no objection to that 
amendment. 

Lhe amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to offer 
an amendment. 


Mr. KERB. T will hear the amendment 
read, | 


‘Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, I move to 
insert as a new section the following: 

That in any case where lands have been sold for 
taxes and the net proceeds paid in the Treasury, the 
former owner of said land so sold shall, upon pro- 
per proof, be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury 
the amount for which said land was sold less the 
taxes and expenses attending the sale. A 

Mr. KERR. I cannotyield for that amend- 
ment, and I will state in a few words why I 
cannot, I concede that the object of the 


amendment is a good one, that it is equitable. 


and honorable, and should be granted by Con- 
gress; but I am sure if it is incorporated in 
this bill it will lead to antagonisms and debate. 
I think it had better be made the subject of a 
separate bill. Further, I desire to say that 
this bill, as it came from the Senate, has been 
carefully considered by the Committee of Ways 
and Means. It relates almost entirely to that 
portion of land now held by the United States, 
and againstthe present possessors of which the 
United States hasinstituted proceedings to dis- 
possess them. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. 
to embarrass this bill at all. 

Mr. KERR, I cannot yield for the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House just a 
few moments to state the chief points of dif- 
ference between this substitute and the Senate 
bill. First, it gives two years instead of one 
for redemption of these lands bought in by 
the Government, This is really necessary to 
the granting of the relief needed by the peo- 
ple. A year is not sufficient time. Then the 
substitute is, in its details and regulations, bet- 
ter guarded and more complete. The substi- 
tute also makes a reservation for a light-house 
on Hunting Island, South Carolina, for the 
uses of the Government. To this there can 
be no good objection. It also releases the 
claim oi the United States to a certain square 
in the town of Beaufort, South Carolina, used 
for a county court-house for Beaufort county, 
and for its other public buildings and offices, 
and cedes its claim thereto to that county for 
such public uses. This is an act of both jus- 
tice and charity, and there can beno objection 
toit. Then the last section of this bill is a 
reénactinent of section two of the act of May 
9, 1872, and is added on the recommendation 
of the Department, and to make that act of 
May 2 accomplish what it was intended to 
do, but failed for lack of two, and only two, 
verbal amendments. These needed amend- 
ments are incorporated in the section as it 
is here reéuacted. They consist, first, in in- 
serting in the second line of the section, after 
the word ‘ assigns,” the words ‘* has recovered 
or,” before the words “ shall recover,” and in 
adding at the end of the original section two, 
these words only, ‘‘or to any person legally 
authorized to receive the same for the United 
States.’? These are the only changes made, 
and their objects and purposes are readily 
apparent. They are right and proper. I hope 
the bill will now pass. 

Mr. MORPHIS. What is the provision of 
this bill in relation to national cemeteries? 

Mr. KERR. I willread that portion of the 
substitute, which is as follows: 


That the provisions of this act shall not be con- 
strued to apply to or embrace any lands, farms, 
plantations, or lots which are now, in whole or in 
part, used or occupied by the United States for 
national cemeteries, or other public purposes, 

That excludes all questions of controversy, 
1 now call the previous question. 


‘Lhe previous question was seconded and the 


I do not desire 


main question ordered; and under the opera- 


tion thereof the substitute as amended was 
agreed to. 

‘The bill, as amended, was then read a third 
time, and passed, 

Mr. KERR moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERR. I move to amend the title by 


| adding thereto the words. “for other pur- 


poses.’’ . 
The amendment to the title was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL SCRIP FOR ARKANSAS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, reported back, with an 
amendment, House bill No. 2109, to authorize 
the issuance of college scrip to the State. of 
Arkansas. 

The preamble of the bill states that the State 
of Arkansas has complied with all the provisions 
and requirements of an act entitled * An act 
donating public lands to the several States 
and Territories which may provide colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts,” approved July 2, 1862, and other acts 
amendatory thereto. 

The bill therefore directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to issue at once, and deliver to 
the secretary of State for the State of Arkan- 
sas, the full amount of college scrip, to wit, 
the sum of $200,000, as provided for in the 
act, to be used and appropriated to and for 
the purposes and objects in the act specified, 
and none other. 

The amendment was to strike out the words 
“the sum of $200,000,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘ fifteen thousand acres.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The question was upon ordering the Dill as 
amended to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. SARGENT. Has the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Wiuson] any objection to confining 
the location of this land to the State of Arkan- 
sas, where there are ten million acres of pub- 
lic lands? 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. We do not pro- 
pose to lay any restrictions on Arkansas that 
were not laid on other States, That State has 
complied carefully with the law, but the Sce- 
retary of the Interior has held back this scrip 
because the State was in debt to the Chick- 
asaw fund, which has no more to do with the 
right of the State to this land, under the law 
of 1862, than a debt of mine would have todo 
with my right to a seat in this House. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the gentleman will 
allow me a moment, I would like to say that 
in the western States we have found that the 
location of this scrip, going as it does into the 
hands of speculators, is one of the greatest 
curses ever inflicted upon us. Now, if there 
is some disability to be removed, if there is 
some favor asked of Congress with regard to 
the issuance of this scrip to any particular 
State that has not received it, I do not object ; 
but I do ask that such State may have the 
benefit and the curse, whatever they may be, 
within its own limits, particularly where, as 
in the case of Arkansas, there are ten mil- 
lion acres of unoccupied land. I wish to pro- 
pose an amendment, that the location of this 
scrip—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio yield for an amendment? 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, I do not yield. 
I call the previous question, 

Mr, SARGENT. I hope the previous 
question will be voted down, 

Mr. HAYS, Why should the location of 
this scrip be confined to Arkansas, when 
under the general law various States have 
received their scrip and have located it where 
ever they chose? 

Mr. SARGENT. Because we have found 
by experience that those who obtain this serip 
come right to the western and Pacific States 
and locate it there; and the result is that 
sometimes almost counties are taken up 
under this scrip by a few speculators. In my 
own State there is a piece of territory that a 
man with a fleet horse cannot pass over m a 
day which is held under this law by specu- 
lators. 

Mr. HAYS. Why should not Arkansas 
have the same rights with reference to thig 
scrip that other States have had? 
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Mr. SARGENT. I speak in the light of 
experience. In 1862, when the general law 
was passed, we did not know the nefarious use 
which would be made of this serip in our 
western country. If there are States that 
have not received their rights under that act, 
they ought to have them; and I raise no 
objection ; but I think that where a State has 
within its own limits so many million acres 
that may be made available for this scrip, it 
ought not to seek to locate it in other States. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope that the gentle- 
man from California, because he is located in 
_8o fine a region of country, would not keep out 
others who may desire to settle there. There 
are a great many people who appreciate the 
advantages of his State, and.would like to go 
there to settle. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is the very thing 
that we want. Wewantroom for settlements; 
and we want settlers to come in. In conse- 
quence of the manner in which this scrip has 
been located, in many parts of our State they 
cannot come in; they are kept out. If they 
come to San Joaquin valley and other great 
valleys of our State they will find the land 
taken up in immense quantities by a few in- 
dividuals and held at speculative prices which 
repel immigration. We want people to settle 
among us and help build up and share our 
prosperity, but it is impossible for them to do 
so under the system which this bill proposes to 
entend. For that reason, I protest in the 
name of every western State against this 
scrip being located among us. 

Mr. HANKS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Sarcenr] need have no 
fear that we are going to locate this land in 
his State. We have abundance of good land 
in Arkansas, and I have no idea that a single 
acre of this scrip will be located in any other 


State. 

Mr. SARGENT. Why, then, do you object 
to the restriction proposed? 

Mr. HANKS, Ido not propose that Arkansas 
shall be made an exception to the provisions 
of the general act which was passed in 1862, 
and under which numerous other States have 
obtained their scrip without any discrimination 
being made. I think that this exception as 
regards Arkansas would be unjust. I how- 
ever assure the gentleman from California 
that we have no disposition to emigrate from 
Arkansas to California. We are perfectly 
content to remain in our own State, where we 
have abundance of good land. 

Mr. HOAR. JI desire to call attention to a 
very important consideration in connection 
with this question. ‘These agricultural col- 
lege grants which have been made under the 
statute of 1862 have been made without any 
sufficient security, either against the improper 
or wasteful disposition of the scrip, such ag 
the gentleman from California [Mr. SARGENT] 
has alluded to, or against the misuse of the 
funds when received. Some of the States have 
nearly or quite lost or wasted their funds ob- 
tained under this act; and one or two States 
have given them to institutions from the ben- 
efits of which some of their citizens in consid- 
erable numbers are wholly excluded on account 
of their color. 

Now under the existing laws there is no way 
way of reaching these people, because the fund 
isin possession of a State which cannot be 
made a party toa suit in court. For the future 
there is but one method of protecting this 
matter, aud that is to require the sale of lands 
shall be made under the direction of the United 
States authorities, and that the fund when re- 
ceived shall be received into the United States 
Treasury and investedin registered bonds, the 
interest of which shall be paid semi-annually 
to the institution in the State. In that way, 
and that way ouly, we can have a permanent 
and sufficient safeguard against any diversion, 
embezzlement, loss, or waste of this important 
fund. : 

Now, I do not propose to interpose in the 
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single case of the State of Arkansas to require 
security which has not been required of the 
other States, but I give notice, as the result 
of much reflection and study of this special 
subject, I will resist any further gift or grant 
of Jand or of money to any State for any insti- 
tution of education unless the fund is kept in 
the United States Treasury, invested in regis- 
tered Government bonds or some other similar 
way, and the interest only paid over by the 
Government, so that for all time the fund will 
be preserved for the benefit of the States and 
the people for educational purposes. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask that my amend- 
ment be read. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I wish to say a word. 
The State of Arkansas is entitled under the law 
to these one hundred and fifty thousand acres, 
thirty thousand for each of her three mem- 
bers and two Senators, but they have been 
held by the Government as security under a 
construction given to the State by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. It seems thatsome years 
ago some Indian trust funds were invested in 
Arkansas bonds, and these lands have been 
held as security for those bonds. The dona- 
tion was made by Congress for educational 
purposes, not to any particular State, but to 
all of the States of the Union, and I do not 
see any good reason why a technical objection 
should be interposed to prevent Arkansas 
receiving the benefit of this fund for educa- 
tional purposes when it has been accorded to 
all of the other States. 

The Clerk read the amendment moved by 
Mr, SARGENT. 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. 
have that come in. 

Mr. HANKS. Ido not see any objection 
to allowing an amendment to be made to this 
bill providing these lands shall not be located 
in California. 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. Ido not yield to 
the amendment, and now demand the previous 
question. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
ninety-seven, noes not counted. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered to be now 


ut, 

i Mr. SARGENT. I move the bill be now 
laid upon the table; I wish to save my State ; 
and on that motion I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The amendment of the committee was 
agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. SARGENT. I demand the reading of 
the engrossed bill. We will have a record on 
this subject one way or another. 

Mr. NiBLACK. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeus 5, nays 172, not voting 
68; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Garrett, Houghton, Kendall, Mor- 


phis, and Sargent—d. 
NAYsS—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, Arthur, 


Ido not yield to 


Averill, Banks, Barnum, Barry, Beatty, Beck, Bigby, - 


Bingham, Bird, Austin Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Clarke, Coburn, Comingo, Conner, Cotton, Crebs, 
Critcher, Crossland, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, 
Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Dunnet, Games, Iiliott, 
Ely, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder 
D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, 
Goodrich, Haldeman, Hale, Hambleton, Hancock, 
Handley, Harmer, Harper, John £, Harris, Havens, 
Hawley, Hay, Hays. Gerry W, Hazelton, John W. 
Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Hoar, 
jloinan, Hooper, Keiley, Kellogg, Killinger, King, 
Kinsella, Lamison, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Mar- 
shall, McClelland, McCormick, MeGrew, McHenry, 
McIntyre, McJunkin, McKee, McNeely, Mercur, 
Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Monroe, 
Moore, Morey, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Nibiack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Hosea W. 
Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, 


il 


Townsend, 
Vaughan, Waddell, 

Warren, Wells, 
liams of Indiana, Williams of New York, J 
T. Wilson, Wood, and Young—172. 

NOT VOTING-~Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Barber, 
Bell, Beveridge, Biggs, James G. Blair, Boles, Brooks, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Carroll, Cobb, Coghlan, Conger, Cox, Creely, Crock- 
er, Darrall, Davis, De Large, Eldredge, Farnsworth, 
Forker, Henry D. Foster, Griffith, Halsey, Hanks, 
George E. Harris, Kerr, Ketcham, Lamport, Lowe, 
Lynch, Manson, Maynard, McCrary, McKinney, 
Merrick, Aaron F 


Swann, Sypher, Tatfe. Terry, Thomas, 


r . Perry, Porter, Price, Ritchie, 
Robinson, Rusk, Sherwood, Shober, Snyder, 
Sprague, Stevens, Storm, Stowell, Sutherland, 
Dwight Townsend, Tyner, Voorhees, Wakeman, 
Wheeler. Whitthorne. Willard, Jeremiah M, Wil- 
son, and Winchester—63. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. SARGENT. I withdraw the call for 
the reading of the engrossed bill. : 

The question was on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to bave 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 
Iam satisfied that a foot of this cannot be 
located in Arkansas. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were— 
ayes seven; not a sufficient number. 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SARGENT. I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for three minutes on 
this bill. 

Objection was made. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BANKS. I offer a resolution which I 
send to the desk to be read, and Iask the atten- 
tion of the House while it is being read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That a commission of five members, of 
which the Speaker shall be president, be and horeby 
is appointed, with authority tosit during tho recess, 
whose duty it shall beto revise the rules of tho 
House, and report at the opening of the session in 
December next such changes as will facilitate the 
presentation of reports of committees, enlarge the 
means of an intelligent transaction of general busi- 
ness, and secure to every member a proper oppor- 
tunity to examine all legislative measures before 
they are submitted for consideration and action by 
the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope there will be no 
objection to that resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the resolution pro- . 
pose a limited or a general revision of the 
rules? 

Mr. BANKS. It contemplates those changes 
only which will give members an opportunity 
to understand everything which is presented 
for the action of the House. ALOA 

Mr. DAWES. I would not have it limited. 

Mr. BANKS. It gives the commission 
power to revise the rules, but specially con- 
templates a revision of the character I have 
stated, so that every member of the House 
will have an opportunity to understand in 
advance what measures are to be presented 
for consideration and to be acted upon. 

Mr. WOOD. I hope that the resolution of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts may go so 
far as to cover the whole of the rules govern- 
ing the legislation of this House. 

Mr. BANKS, Iask that the resolution may 
be again read. I think it is so drawn as to 
satisfy the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


Woop. ] 
Mr. BROOKS. T have no objection to the 
resolution. But I understand that it only con- 


templates the revision specified in the resola- 
tion ; that it does not sweep over all the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. WOOD. The House can make the 
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final determination when the report of the 
commission is presented. ý 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that the reso- 
lution as it reads covers the whole thing. 

Mr. BROOKS. It does not. If it did, I 
should seriously object to it. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ‘ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BANKS. I move that the Speaker 
shall have authority to appoint the members 
of the commission not designated by the reso- 
lution, 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 

Mr. BANKS. Imay be permitted also to 
remark that, although I have offered the reso- 
lution, I do not wish the Speaker to under- 
stand that I desire to be on the commission. 
I do not wish to be on it. 


REVISION OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. POLAND. Yesterday the House gave 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws 
of the United States authority to meet three 
weeks in advance of the next session of Con- 
gress, to examine the revision of the statutes 
being made by the commissioners appointed 
for that purpose. But we forgot to ask au- 
thority to employ a clerk. I now send to the 
desk a resolution to supply that omission. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws of the United States, while authorized to sit 


in vacation, be allowed to employ a clerk at the 
compensation now fixed per day. 


The resolution was adopted, 
PAYMENT TO ONTARIO COUNTY, NEW YORK. 
Mr. SESSIONS. I move that the rules be 


suspended, so as to allow the introduction and 
assage of a bill to pay the county of Ontario, 
Biante of New York, $25,500 for the perpetual 
use of a portion of the court-house and post 
office building at Canandaigua, New York. 

The bill was read. It proposes to authorize 
and require the United States Treasurer to pay 
to the county of Ontario, in the State of New 
York, the sum of $25,500, for the perpetual 
use of half of their court-house and post office 
building, out of any money in the United 
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated ; 
the same to be paid on the order of the treas- 
urer of Ontario county, New York. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
point of order that this bill contains an 
appropriation, and must have it first consid- 
eration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SESSIONS. My motion is to suspend 
the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
proposes to pass this bill without any estimate 
and without a word of explanation! 

Mr. SESSIONS. This amount is due to the 
county of Ontario under a contract executed 
by the Secretary of the Interiorin 1860, under 
a law of Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. 
mated for? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
no letters? 

Mr. SESSIONS. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds have the estimates. 
J repeat that this amount is due under a con- 
tract entered into by the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. DAWES. It may be all right; I do 
not say it is not, but nobody knows it. 

Mr. SESSIONS. It is right; the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds have had 
the matter under consideration, and unani- 
mously agreed on a bill to pay for the rent 
already due. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. [hope the House 
will not pass the bill. 


The question was put on the motion to sus- 


Then why was it not esti- 


Why are there 


pend the rules; and there were—ayes 74, noes 
40; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Szssions and 
Mr. RANDALL were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 92, noes 31. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, called for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to make 
a proposition to the gentleman from New York. 
If he will so amend the bill that this money 
shall only be paid when approved by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, so that the 
accounts shall be audited, I will not object to 
the bill. As the bill is now framed it requires 
an absolute payment from the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. DAWES. And nothing goes on the 
record to show what it is. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I have no objection to 
that amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman to put 
in the Globe something which will explain 
this matter. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I have a report here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Icallfor the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered on the motion to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will withdraw 
the demand for the yeas and nays if the 
amendment can be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and can only be dispensed with 
by unanimous consent, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then I move 
to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. Entirely. The gentle- 
man will find it is specifically provided for in 
the rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam learning something 
about the rules every day that I never knew 
before. 

The question was put on Mr. GARFIELD’S 
motion to reconsider ; and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon ordering the 
yeas and nays. f 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Would it be in order now 
to move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were refused? 

The SPEAKER. It would not; you can- 
not reconsider twice. The Clerk will read the 
rule on the subject. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


“An order of the yeas and nays or refusal of the 
yeas and nays may be reconsidered.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Then the Speaker was 
wrong in refusing to entertain my motion. 

The SPEAKER, No, the Chair was not 
wrong. Ifin the first instance the House had 
refused to order the yeas and nays it would 
have been competent to reconsider and put 
the question again whether the House would 
order them, but the House having once ordered 
them and reconsidered that, and then refused 
to order thei, it has exhausted the question 
of reconsideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
for me. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. SESSIONS. I have modified my bill 
at the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
and I ask that it be read as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is hereby authorized and required to pay to the 
county of Ontario, in the State of New York, the sum 
of $25,500 for the perpetual use of half of their court- 
house and post office building, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
to be paid on the order of the Treasurer of Ontario 
county, New York: Provided, That on due ex»mina- 
tion the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
shall find the same due. 


No further objection being made, the bill 
(H. R. No. 2878) was read a first and second 
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time, ordered to be engrossed fora third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN EXPENSES IN MONTANA. 


Mr. DONNAN, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, witha substituteand a reportin writing, 
a joint resolution (H. R. No. 23) to enable the 
Secretary of War to pay the expenses incurred 
in suppressing Indian hostilities in the terri- 
tory of Montana in the year 1867; and the 
same were ordered to be printed and recom- 
mitted. 

Mr. DONNAN. I now desire to enter a 
motion to reconsider. . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. DONNAN: Very well; let the question 
be taken, and we will in that way reach a vote 
on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Not if the motion to 
reconsider should be laid on the table. 

Mr. DONNAN, I hope the motion to lay 
on the table may be withdrawn. I am ‘sure 
that when gentlemen shall see this report and 
bill in print they will not object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will withdraw the 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motionto reconsider 
will be entered on the Journal. 


PUGET SOUND AGRICULTURAL COMPANY, 


Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington, by unan- 
imous consent, submitted the following pream- 
ble and resolution; which were laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed; 


Whereas, by virtue of certain treaty stipulations 
between the United States and Great Britain, the 
United States became entitled to purchase certain 
lands in the Territory of Washington belonging to 
the Hudson Bay Company and the Puget Sound 
Agricultural Company, for such sums as should be 
awarded by commissioners, which award was duly 
made; and whereas the said lands belonging to the 
Puget Sound Agricultural Company were subject to 
and liable for taxes laid thereon under the laws of 
said Washington Territory, for the sum of more than 
fifty thousand dollars; and whereas the Congress of 
the United States, on the 2st day of February, 1871, 
passed an appropriation of $325,000 for the payment 
in gold coin of the last installment of said award to 
the said Hudson Bay and Puget Sound Agricul- 
tural Companies, and to the said actofappropriation 
attached a proviso in the following words, to wit: 
“ Provided, Ihat before payment shall be made of 
that portion of the above sum awarded to the Puget 
Sound Agricultural Company, all taxes legally as- 
sessed upon any of the property of said company 
covered by said award, before the same was made 
and still unpaid, shall be extinguished by said Puget 
Sound Agricultural Company, or the amount of such 
taxes shall be withheld by the Government, of the 
United States from the sum hereby appropriated;’” 
Aad whereas proper and jegal evidence of thedue 
assessment and non-payment of such taxes was duly 
filed in the Department of State, but notwithstand- 
ing said proviso in said act, and in violation thereof, 
the said full sum appropriated to pay said award has 
been paid, without requiring the taxes on said lands 
to be paid or extinguished: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the House the 
reasons for making such payment in violation of 
the proviso to said act, and all facts and documents 
relating to the same. 


Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington. I desire 
to give notice that during the present session 
I sball, if I can get the opportunity, call up 
this resolution for action. 


NAVAL PROFESSORS OF MATHEMATICS. 


Mr. SCOFIELD. Task unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
for consideration at this time, Senate bill No. 
417, fixing the rank of professors of mathe- 
matics in the United States Navy. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
ninth section of the naval appropriation bill, 
approved March 3, 1871, be amended by 
iaserting, after the clause relating to the chap- 
lains, the following clause: 

There shall be three professors of mathematics 
who shall have the relative rank of captain; four 
that of commander; and five that of lieutenant com- 
mander or lieutenant, 

No objection was made; and the bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SCOFIELD moved to reconsider the 
vote by whieh the bill was passed; and also 
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moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, reported back the amendments 
of the Senate to House bill No. 1541, making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 30, 1873, and for other 
purposes, with a recommendation that some 
of the amendments beconeurred in and others 
non-concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House 
these amendments of the Senate will be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, under the five-minutes rule. If no ob- 
jection be made, as the amendments are read, 
the recommendations of the Committee on 
Appropriations will be considered as agreed to. 

The second amendment of the Senate was to 
strike out ‘* $4,350,000’ and insert ‘ $4,000,- 
000,” in the following clause: 

And of stationery, including blank-books for the 
Quortermiasiers department, certificates for dis- 
charged soldiers, blank forms for the pay and quar- 
termaster’s departments, and for printing of division 
and department orders and reports, $4,350,000. 

The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be upon 
concurring in the amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was not concurred in, there 
being, upon a division—ayes twenty-nine, noes 
not counted, 

The fourth amendment of the Senate was 
to strike out ** $450,000” and insert ‘ $300,- 
000,” in the lollowing clause : 

For purchase of horses for the cavalry and artil- 
lery, and for Indian scouts, and for such infantry as 
may be mounted, $450,000. 

The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The question was taken upon concurring ; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 41, noes 
58; no quorum voting. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. As there is $150,000 at 
stake in this amendment, and as the Senate 
never makes a mistake in the line of economy, 
I must call for tellers on concurring in this 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Committee on 
Appropriations ought to explain the reason 
why they recommend non-concurrence or con- 
currence in these amendments. 

Mr. DICKEY. 1 have looked in vain to 
find in the Senate debate any reason assigned 
for this amendment, and none could be found. 
The appropriation in the House bill is the 
same as the appropriation made last year for 
the same purpose, including the deficiency. 
There was no reason assigned in the Senate 
tor cutting down this appropriation. The 
appropriation made by the House is according 
to the estimate of last year and the deficiency 
passed by the House during the present ses- 
sion. 

There seems to have been an effort in the 
Senate to cut down these appropriations indis- 
criminately and without reason, so as to make 
a good showing I suppose, and with the expect- 
ation of coming in next year witha large defi- 
ciency bill. I do not believe that that is good 
or honest policy. 1 think that this Adminis- 
tration is bound to make proper estimates and 
to take the responsibility of those estimates. 
There are the same number of men in the 
Army this year that there were last year; the 
same number of cavalry horses; the sume 
requirement for forage; everything in the 
Army is precisely the same this year that it 
was last; and- there is no reason why the 
appropriation should be reduced. It is not 
proper, it is not honest to attempt to cut down 
an appropriation when we know that it will 
result in a deficiency next year. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This appropriation 
is not for the subsistence of horses or mèn. 

Mr. DICKEY. It is for the purchase of 
horses 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is for the pur- 
chase of horses for cavalry and artillery, and 
for Indian scouts, &e. Itis all for the pnr- 
chase of horses. 

Mr. DICKEY. Exactly. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Now, there is no 
sort of logic, it seems to me, in supposing 
that the same number of horses must be pur- 
chased forthe Army every year. 

Mr. DICKEY. Why not? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Because one year 
it may be necessary, on account of casualties, 
to remount a large portion of our cavalry, 
while the next year, when there are not such 
casualties, the cavalry may be all mounted. 

Mr. DICKEY. They were already mounted 
last year. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, sir. 

Mr. DICKEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then there is no 
necessity for purchasing more horses. 

Mr. DICKEY. This is to provide for 
casualties. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seems to me a 
very unsafe rule that we must go on. year 
after year purchasing $450.000 worth of horses 
every year. I see no reason in such a thing. 
Horses ordinarily last more than a year unless 
there is some casualty. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum having voted 
on the division tellers will be ordered ; and the 
Chair appoints the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. Dicxry, and the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. Houman. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes eighty-four, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was non-concarred in. 


The fifth amendment of the Senate was read 
as follows: 


Strike out ‘'$4,000,000” and insort ‘‘ $3,500,000;” 
80 asto make the paragraph read as follows: 

For the transportation of the Army, including 
baggage of the troops when moving either by land 
or water; of clothing, camp and garrison equipage 
from the depots of Philadelphia and Jeffersonville 
to the several posts and Army depots, and from 
these depots to the troops in the field; of horse 
equipments and of subsistence stores from the places 
ot purchase, and from the places of delivery under 
contract to such places as the circumstances of the 


| Service may require them to be sent; of ordnance, 


ordnance stores, and small-arms from the founderies 
and armories to tho arsenals, fortifications, frontier 
posts, and Army depots; freight,wharfage, toll, and 
ferriage; the purchase and hire of horses, mules, 
oxen,and barness,and the purchase and repair of 
wagons, carts, and drays, and of ships and other 
sea-going vessels, and boats required for the trans- 
portationof supplies and for garrison purposes ; tor 
drayage and cartage at the several posts, hire 
of teamsters, transportation of funds for the pay 
and other disbursing departments ; the expense of 
sailing public transports on the various rivers, the 
Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific: for 
procuring water at such posts as, from their situa- 
tion, require it to be brought from a distance ; and 
for cleaving roads and removing obstructions from 


t roads, harbors, and rivers to the extent which may 


be required for the actual operations of the troops 
in the field, $3,500,000, for one year. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Appro- 
priations recommend non-concurrence in this 
amendment. 

Mr. DICKEY. The reason the Senate made 
this reduction of $500,000 was that the com- 
mittee had inserted an amendment repealing. 
the law with reference to railroad transporta- 
tion, and compelling the companies to pay the 
interest on their bonds, whereas under the 
existing law the Government is only author- 
ized to collect one half, the other half being 
applied to payment for transportation by the 
Government, The amendment repealing that 
law was defeated, but the committee forgot to 
restore this $500.000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the Government 
transportation on the Pacific railroads amount 
to $500 000 annually? _ 

Mr. DICKEY. Yes, sir. 

The question being taken, the amendment 
wag non-concurred in. 

The seventh amendment of the Senate was 
read, as follows: 

Strike ont ‘$500,000’ and insert *‘ $1,000,000;” so 
as to make the paragraph read as follows :' 
For hire of quarters for officers on military duty, 
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hire of quarters for treops, of storehouses for the 
safekeeping of military steres, of offices, and of 
grounds for camps, and for summer cantonments, 
and for temporary frontier stations; for the con- 
struction of temporary huts and stables; and for 
repairing public buildings at established posts, 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Appro- 
priations recommend non-concurrence in this 
amendment. 

Mr. DICKEY. The peace policy adopted 
in reference to the Indians bas rendered it 
necessary to establish a military post upon 
every Indian reservation for the protection of 
the Indians against marauders, and from par- 
ties who would sell them whisky. The Northern 
Pacific railroad is now completing its road, and 
it is necessary for the protection of the Indians 
as well as the railroad to build additional posts 
upon that line. The estimate of the Secretary 
of War for this purpose was cut down by the 
House committee $300,000. The Senate hag 
cut it down $500,000 more, without assigning 
any reason for it. The Secretary of War 
insists that this reduction will cripple the 
operations of the Army in the Indian country. 
In consequence of the policy which we have 
adopted it has not only become necessary to 
have military posts at strategic points for the 
purpose of putting down armed hostility, but 
it is necessary to have military posts wherever 
we have an Indian reservation, so that the 
Indians may be kept upon the reservation and 
that bad white men may be kept off. The 
Secretary of War insists that this appropria- 
tion is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume the Senate 
reached the very proper conclusion that the 
protection of the Union Pacific and the Cen- 
tral Pacific railroads should devolve on those 
great corporations, in view especially of the 
large grants of landand money made to them, 
and the further fact that they do not pay any 
interest upon their bonds. 

Mr. DICKEY. The gentleman does not 
apprehend the real state of the case. The 
Northern Pacific railroad is now going in the 
course of its construction into this Indian terri- 
tory, and the construction of the road-into 
that Indian territory is liable to lead to Indian 
hostilities. This appropriation is necessary 
for protection against Indian hostilities upon 
the Yellowstone and throughout the country 
from the Missouri to the Pacific. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This appropriation is for 
$1,500,000. ‘The Senate have stricken out 
$500,000, and left the appropriation at 
$1,000,000, which I think is enough. I ask 
for a division on the amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Indianato hearme fora moment. 
I do not think either the gentleman or the 
House gave the attention which it deserved to 
one of the points made by my colleague on the 
Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman 
from Pensylvania, [Mr. Dickry.] The Indian 
peace policy recommended by the President 
of the United States requires that there shall 
be a military post established at each one of 
the Indian reservations, and therefore the 
appropriation for the establishment of camps 
and frontier stations must necessarily be in- 
creased by the amount required to keep up 
these posts upon Indian reservations. That 
is a contingency of the service which cannot 
be overlooked. The policy of the Govern- 
ment makes this appropriation an absolute 
necessity. 

i call the attention of the House to a further 
fact, that it is manifest throughout the whole 
bill the Senate have cut down without any 
considerable regard to details. 

Now, since this bill passed the Committee 
on Appropriations they have had the Secre- 
tary of War. before them, and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Dickey] who is in 
charge of this bill went over with the Setre- 
tary all the items. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations cut down the estimates of the Sec» 
retary ‘of War $300,000, believing that amount 
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would be sufficient; but I do not believe the 
appropriation will stand any further reduc- 
tion with any justice to the service to be 
performed, and I desire to say that I know 
of no Secretary of War during all of my pub- 
lie life who in reference to the establishment 
of barracks, and. posts has shown so much 
thorough. economy as the present. Secretary 
of War. We received a statement from him, 
which is now printed as one of the public 
documents, containing. a list of all appli- 
cationg made by commanders and commis- 
saries of the different departments for the 
building of barracks and quarters. In one 
list. we have all of the requests made by 
these officers to the Secretary of War for 
barracks and quarters, and in another list we 
have all the requests which were allowed by 
the Secretary of War himself before he made 
a recommendation, with estimates, to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. He had cut down 
the requests to him for this purpose some sixty 
per cent., and those estimates, thus reduced, 
the Committee on Appropriations still further 
reduced to the extent of $300,000. I hope no 
further reduction will be made by the House. 
The Senate has made this redaction without 
rhyme or reason, and, as it would seem, only 
for the sake of cutting down the appropriation. 
In, my judgment it ought not to be cut down 
any further; and if gentlemen cut it down now, 
they must expect next winter to have an item 
in the deficiency bill to make good this appro- 
priation to the extent to which it is now pro- 
posed to be reduced. They must not say the 
Committee on Appropriations have made an 
underestimate for the purpose of meeting the 
presidential election, and when it was over 
came in here and asked for a deficiency to 
cover the reduction. I give gentlemen notice 
now that the Committee on Appropriations 
has in no one of the twelve appropriation bills 
made any underestimate for the purpose of 
bringing in a deficiency bill next winter. If 
the House now cut down this appropriation 
as proposed by the Senate, after it bas been 
reduced to the extent I have already spoken 
of, I give them fair notice that I expect 
to. bring in a deficiency appropriation for 
$500,000 to meet this case. I hope we will 
non-concur in the Senate amendment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. [insist on a division. 

The amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. 

The. Clerk read the eighth amendment of 
the Senate, as follows: 


Add these words: 
_ To enable the Secretary of War to onlarge the mil- 
itary depot at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, to meet 
the necessities of the publie service, the sum of 
$200,000 is hereby appropriated, to be expended 
under the direction of the Seerctary of War, 


The SPEAKER, In that amendment of 
the Senate the Cominittee on Appropriations 
recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should have liked that 
the Committee on Appropriations had resisted 
this amendment of the Senate. This is the old 
controversy as to establishing a military depot 
at Fort Leavenworth. It might have been 
proper ten or twelve years ago, but clearly now 
ut is entirely unnecessary. Leavenworth is 
not a frontier town any more. It ceased to be 
80 years ago; and there is no reason for main- 
taining barracks there. This is simply an 
appropriation for building permanent barracks 
and other buildings for a permanent military 
depot. I trust the House will not concur in 
the amendment, 

Mr. DICKEY.. In reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio, I will only say that the Committee 
on Appropriations is nota military committee, 
and that in agreeing to recommend concurrence 
in this amendment ofthe Senate, they were actu- 
ated by the recommendations of the Secretary 
of War; of General Pope, the commander of 
that department; of General Sheridan, the 
commander of the division ; and by an urgent 
letter of General Sherman, the Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army. All these authorities 


united in recommending, in letters directed to 


the committees of the Senate and the House, 


this appropriation. They recommended, in- 
deed, an appropriation of $350,000, which the 
Senate committee cut down to $200,000. I do 
not care about this appropriation, but merely 
state what it was that actuated the committee 
in recommending it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These recommendations 
were made two years ago. Has there been any 
recent recommendations? 

Mr. DICKEY. The recommendation has 

been reiterated in a letter from the Secretary 
of War. - 
Mr. HOLMAN. When this proposition or 
recommendation was formerly defeated, it was 
defeated on the ground that there was no pub- 
lic necessity for spending these large sums of 
money merely for the purpose of improving 
the town of Leavenworth, because Leaven- 
worth was no longer a frontier town and a 
proper place for a military depot. The case 
would have been different if this had been an 
appropriation for a military a io four or five 
hundred miles further west, where our forces 
would have to operate; but we might as well 
talk about a military depot at Cincinnati or 
St. Louis, or even Pittsburg, as of one at 
Leavenworth. Leavenworth has ceased to be 
a frontier town. There are no military opera- 
tions organized from that point. 

Mr. SARGENT. I would like to have read, 
in connection with this amendment. a letter 
from the General of the Army, showing the 
importance of this post. : 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. The same letter was read 
twelve months ago. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[ Indorsement.]} 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Wasuineton, D. C., January 7, 1871. 

Respectfully forwarded to the Secretary of War, 
approved and recommended. o. 

Fort Leavenworth is the most valuablo military 
reservation in the West. It will always be the most 
appropriate depot’ and headquarters of a depart- 
ment, and should have barracks fora battalion of 
infantry, regiment ofcavalry, and suitable buildings 
for headquarters, These in part already exist, and 
the appropriation herein asked for is deemed ample 
to begin and complete the whole. In my judgment, 
it is better to ask this appropriation “special,” 
rather than to undertake the work by driblets out 
of the annual appropriation forthe maintenance of 
the Army. Though theamountasked for may seem 
large, it is, in fact, small as compared to the sums 
expended on our sea-coast forts, which are not half 
as important for the immediate uses of the Army. 

W. T. SHERMAN, General. 

Mr. SARGENT. The highest military au- 
thority in the country, and one certainly above 
all suspicion of any ulterior motives, informs 
us that this is of the tirst importance. I trust 
there will be no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. COBURN. A letter of the General 
of the Army is certainly entitled to very great 
weight in a matter of this kind; and T am 
inclined to defer very much to his opinion: 

But after all this is a matter not so much 
of military judgment as of mere common 
sense. It is a mere question as to the growth 
of the country, as to the point where the 
frontier is, as to the existence or continuation 
of Indian hostilities. Now we have adopted 
the peace policy in relation to the Indian. It 
is hoped that in a very short time we will 
have removed our Indians to reservations, and 
that hostilities in a great measure, so far as 
nations of Indians are concerned, will have 
ceased. There may be a few sporadic cases, 
if I may use that term, of hostility; an indi- 
vidual here and there may be murdered or 
robbed; but it is confidently believed that 
within a very short time we will have done 
away with Indian war. 

Now, sir, where are the Indians who could 
fight, or who could possibly endanger the 
country? Why, the Sioux are away out in 
Montana, a thousand or fifteen hundred miles 
removed from this-point. What is Fort Leav- 
enworth? A point on the Missouririver, which 


Very well; let it be read 


once derived very considerable importance be- 
cause it was then a point reached by steamboat 
navigation, but now it makes no difference about 
steamboat navigation. Points are reached 
by railroads, and those railroads can transport 
forage and food and building materials at points 
very much further west. Why, you can now 
take pine Inmber from Chicago to Salt Lake 
City ; all the plains of Iowa and Nebraska and 
Colorado are to be supplied in great measure 
by pine lumber from Chicago, and by wheat 
grown in Iowa, Illinois, and Missouri, so that 
the idea of having a depot of supplies on the 
Missouri river, as my colleague [Mr. Hormax] 
says, is almost as much an anachronism as it 
would be to put one at Cincinnati or Pittsburg 
or Chicago. 

The accommodations at Fort Leavenworth 
are very large now. ‘There are a great many 
buildings there, and I should regret to see a 
single dollar expended at that point until we 
had abandoned the peace policy of the Indians, 
and until we found it was utterly and abso- 
lutely impracticable to do anything with the 
Indians but fight them, and even then I ven- 
ture to say that if we had to carry on actual 
hostilities we would have to establish depots 
as far west as Denver, or Cheyenne, or Lara- 
mie. Weshould never start from Leavenworth ; 
our cavalrymen would never start from Leaven- 
worth, but there would be gathered together 
stores and supplies and all the materials of war 
at points hundreds of miles further west. The 
idea of taking and depositing them at Leaven- 
worth only to be taken up again and trans- 
ferred hundreds of miles to another depot 
seems to me not in accordance with common 
sense or with the progress of the times. 

Mr. LOWE. Ít is not strange that gen- 
tlemen who have given no attention to this 
subject should hesitate before concurring in 
this amendment, but the fact that this appro- 
priation has been approved by the General of 
the Army, by the general commanding the de- 
partment, and by the Secretary of War, raises 
at least a presumption that it is not without 
merit. It may readily be conceded that thig 


‘depot or fort is not for the protection of the 


immediate vicinity in which itis located. Fort 
Leavenworth is situated on the western bank 
of the Missouri river five hundred miles from 
the Mississippi river. It has been for the last | 
thirty years, and still is, the general head- 
quarters of the department of the Mississippi, 
or of the West, by different names. It has 
been, and still is, a great depot of supplies 
and food for the outfitting of campaigns for 
the West for the purpose of protecting the 
frontier settlements of Kansas, Nebraska, 
Colorado, Arizona, and New Mexico. i 

It was originally established as a cavalry 
post and its buildings were erected for that 
purpose. There are at present quarters for 
the accommodation of some six or eight com- 
panies, and officers’ quarters, and it is in fact 
the headquarters of the department. ‘The 
object of this appropriation is to put the fort, 
its buildings and appurtenances, upon such a 
basis as will constitute ita depot or station for 
the Army and supplies for the central western 
portion of the country. Itis desired to enlarge 
the works so as to provide at. least twelve 
companies of cavalry with the necessary accom- 
modations. It is suggested here that it would 
be cheaper for the Government to make these 
depots and concentrate these -supplies on the 
further frontier of the West. It is,as an 
economical measure, and for the express pur- 
pose of restricting the expenses of the Army 
in that department, that this appropriation is 
recommended and urged by the Secretary of 
War and the General of the Army. 

Who is there who does not know that the 
transportation of forage and other ‘supplies 
from the Mississippi valley to the West is 
one of the greatest expenditures of the Army? 
In Arizona, in Nevada, and in New Mexico, 
where armies have to be concentrated for the 
defense of the country, you pay four or five 
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dollars per bushel for corn, twenty dollars a 
cord for wood, and equally high rates for 
hay and all other kinds of forage for the cavalry 
horses. Now, these articles can be obtained 
and supplied in the Mississippi valley and in 
the Missouri valley at Fort Leavenworth at 
one fourth of the prices they can be obtained 
for further West, in the theater of actual field 
operations. The economy in transportation, 
as stated by the General of the Army and 
the Secretary of War, would save the whole 
amount of this appropriation in two or three 
years. . 
This appropriation is not for the benefit of 
‘any particular locality. Gentlemen have sug- 
gested that it was for the benefit of a city. Sir, 
this fort is not at any city. Although it is of 
the same name as the city of Leavenworth, it 
is three miles removed from it. This appro- 
priation is for supplying material and for the 
accommodation of the cavalry service during 
the winter months ; it is for that it is especially 
desired. The cavalry is not used in Indian 
warfare during the winter months, for winter 
campaigns are seldom, almost never, made in 
that season; but they have to be subsisted 
during the several winter months. 

The small depots, such as Fort Gibson, 
Fort Abercrombie, Fort Smith, Fort Zarah, 
and others, have all been abandoned. It is 
now the policy of the Government to have at 
least one general station and depot of supplies 
where the cavalry can be quartered during the 
winter and subsisted at an economical expense 
to the Government. It is for this express 
purpose that this appropriation is desired, to 
reéstablish, to reéquip and enlarge the accom- 
modations already existing at Fort Leaven- 
worth, so as to meet the necessities of the 
Army. In this connection I ask the Clerk to 
read an extract from the recommendation of 
Major General John Pope. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Fort Leavenworth was built originally for a cav- 
alry post. Ltcontains barracks and quarters for ten 
companies. The barracks for four companies are 
now used (though badly fitted for the purpose) for 
the offices of department headquarters, and the 
officers’ quarters for the officers of the department 
staff and the depot. : 

Rae a should be made for constructing 
suitable buildings for department officers and 
quarters for officers belonging to the department 
staff elsewhere on the reservation, 

“The depot buildings should be enlarged and eon- 
venience of storage of publie supplies increased. 
By these means the entire post could be given up to 
the cavalry. During the summer one building for 
parracks for two companies should be put up, so 
that the post would hold twelve companies of cav- 
alry. Tho quarters for officers for that number of 
companies aro already built, 

“J therefore ask that the Secretary of War recom- 
mend a special appropriation for these purposes of 
$350,000, to be expended under his direction, and in 
accordance with plaus approved by him, , 

“Tt is my well-considered opinion, as I know it to 
be that of the Gencral-in-Chief of the Army, Gen- 
eral Sheridan, and every officer of rank who has 
ever served here, that every interest of the Govern- 
ment in its military service would be promoted by 
such legislation as is here recommended. 

“ In this connection I invite attention to the ro- 
marks and recommendations contained in my annual 
report, dated October 31, 1870, under the head of 
*Fort Leavenworth,’ to the nature of the services 
of the cavalry in thisdepartment, asset forth therein, 
and to the want of suitable quarters and stabling for 
that arm of the service at the posts on the plains 
during the winter season, as well as to the largely 
increased expense of maintaining it at those posts 
as egmparad leone Leavenworth hedisnta 

“Tam, General, respectfully, your obedient ser- 
vant, i JOHN POPE, 

Brevet Major General, Commanding, 
General W. T. SHERMAN, Generalzin-Chief United 
States Army, Washington, D.C.” 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Does not 

that refer altogether to the building of stables? 

Mr. LOWE. For stables, and for enlarg- 

ing the military quarters. I ask the Clerk 
now to read a letter from the Secretary of 
War upon this subject: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTHENT, February 28, 1871. 


The Secretary of War has the honor to report to 
the Senate of the United States, in answer to the 
resolution of Fobruary 27, 1871, that certain recom- 
mendations of the commander of the department of 
the Missouri, for the enlargement of the military į 
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depot at Fort Leavenworth, have already been sub- 
mitted to the Senate in answer to its resolution of 
February 9, 1871, and it remains only for the Secre- 
tary of War to state that the military interests of 
the United States could not fail to be greatly pro- 
moted, and the military expenditures in future 
greatly economized, by the proposed enlargement 
and improvement of the military establishment at 
Fort Leavenworth: and for those reasons, concur- 
ring with the department commander and the Gen- 
eral of the Army, a grant of the necessary appro- 
priation is strongly roeommenged, 
; ILLIAM W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. LOWE. I desire to say further, in the 
one minute that remains to me, that the peace 
policy of the Administration with the Indian 
tribes can only be carried outand appropriately 
supplemented by the concentration and preser- 
vation of forces in such a position as will show 
to the Indians of the West that the Government 
is ready and prepared at all times to enforce 
its policy of peace by war if it cannot other- 
wise be obtained. This measure is an abso- 
lute necessity in that direction. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seems to me that 
Indians a hundred miles away from Fort 
Leavenworth would not be very much affected 
by the building of stables there, however large. 
The spectacle of twelve companies of cavalry 
at Fort Leavenworth would not have a very 
great moral effect upon Indians out in Mon- 
tana or in any other remote Territory. I 
remember that last year this item of appro- 
priation was attempted to be passed, and I think 
it failed in the Senate. Possibly it passed 
the Senate and failed here. : 

Mr. LOWE. It came from the Senate dur- 
ing the last spring session to the House, and 
was excluded on a point of order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It was passed in 
the Senate and defeated here, so the gentle- 
man says. I hope it will be defeated again. 
Why, sir, the quarters which we have had at 
Fort Leavenworth have answered very well 
thus far. Are the Indians increasing in that 
neighborhood? Are Indian hostilities increas- 
ing there? Are we never to get rid of them? 
I had hoped that some way or another we 
might sell this reservation at Fort Leaven- 
worth, get rid of it entirely, and stop that great 
leak of the Treasury. I had hoped that we 
might, as we have done heretofore from time 
to time, dispose of these reservations as the 
march of settlement has passed beyond them 
for thousands of miles, and as the Indians 
have receded before the advancing wave. But 
instead of that we are asked to appropriate 
$200,000 to enlarge the stables at Fort Leav- 
enworth. Why, sir, the very statement of the 
case shows its absurdity. You might as well 
throw $200,000 into the sea for all the good 
it will do. We do not need to build bar- 
racks and stables and establish reservations 
for the mere purpose of feeding horses or dis- 
posing of our corn and hay. We build bar- 
racks and stables at convenient points from 
which in case of alarm and danger troops and 
horses may be ready to start. But suppose you 
have your horses and your troops, your cav- 
alry and artillery at Fort Leavenworth ; and 
suppose Indian hostilities break out one thou- 
sand miles away, how are your troops and 
horses to reach the scene of hostilities? You 
will find it much more expensive to transport 
your animals, your ammunition, and your men 
to the scene of hostilities than to transport 
your forage. 

Mr. SHANKS. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
particular objection to the passage of this 
proposition ; in fact I am in favor of it; bat I 
do not like to have all the arguments in favor 
of these propositions saddled upon the Indians. 
I think that some of them should rest on the 
ground of the needs of the Army; and we 
should not pass propositions here to provide 
against Indian hostilities where there are no 
Indians left. i : 

I believe this proposition ought to pass. I 
think there ought to be some place where the 
Government can recuperate its horses; and 
I think such place should be at some cen- 
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tral point. I sustain the proposition; but I 
gay again I hope we shall: not insist upon 
basing every proposition of this kind upon the 
fact that there are in the country some Indians 
who are mischievous. eae 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. What do you want 
to keep horses for, except to be used in fight- 
ing Indians? ‘ : : 

Mr. SHANKS. To také care of bad white 


people. _ i ae i 
Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to say a word on this proposition. 
Some gentlemen who oppose it seem to for- 
get that, on account of the inclemency of the 
climate, it is necessary for the safety of these 
troops with their horses that during about one 
half of the year they shall be subsisted else- 
where than on the frontier. Every one who 
has ever visited these posts on the extreme 
western frontier knows that it is absolutely 
unsafe to the health of the men and the horses 
that they should be kept there al seasons of 
the year when they cannot. operate against 
these hostile bands of Indians. Now, what 
place could be more suitable for this purpose 
than Fort Leavenworth? I venture the asser- 
tion that no military post anywhere in the 
United States is so well adapted to the sub- 
sistence of men and horses of our Army as 
this military post at Fort Leavenworth. or 
is there any post where subsistence for cavalry 
can be obtained upon as reasonable terms as 
at that point. Those who have visited the 
posts upon the western frontier know that 
they are practically useless except while the 
Army may be operating directly against the 
Indians or other marauders. 

Gentlemen say that we ought to sell these 
military posts and get rid of them, Why is 
it to be presumed that we shall never need 
them again? We must have some places as 
depots for supplies, and for the subsistence 
of men and horses. Nothwithstanding the 
intimation on the part of my friend from In- 
diana [Mr. Suangs] that there are no hostile 
Indians, we occasionally hear of such things 
in our distant Territories. Those who are in 
command:of our Army there find it necessary 
to keep troops out there so Jong as they can 
be maintained there during the summer sea- 
son. Daring the winter months they have 
to be withdrawn from there to keep them from 
freezing, and frequently from starvation. L 
say this proposition is a good one. . It comes 
here from-men who know what they are talk- 
ing about; and I believe the House ought to 
adopt it. I believe that this military post at 
Fort Leavenworth, and all others like it that 
are well adapted for the purposes for which 
such posts are necessary, ought to be kept in 
repair and maintained in a condition suitable 
to meet the necessities and wants of our Army. 

Mr. SLOCUM rose. f 

Mr. DICKEY. I hope this matter will not 
be further debated; I trast we shall have a 
voteat once. We have only thirty minutes to 
get through with this bill, or it will go over for 
a day. 

The question being taken on concurring in 
the Senate amendment, it was non-concurred 
in; there being—ayes thirty-seven, noes not 
counted. f 

The ninth amendment of the Senate was 
read as follows: 


Strike out the words “and seventy,” so as to make 
the clause read as follows: 

For purchase and manufacture of clothing, camp 
and garrison equipage, and for preserving and 
repacking stock of clothing, camp and gurrison 
equipage, and materials on hand at the Schuylkill 
arsenal and other depots, $700,000. 

TheSPEAKER. The Committeeon Appro- 
priations recommend non-concurrences in this 
amendment. ; , 

Mr. DICKEY. To facilitate matters I will 
state that this amendment, as well as. the 
eleventh and thirty-first, are non-concurred iu 
so that in. a conference they may -be better 
arranged. . 

There are some things the committee would 
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cordially concur in and some they would not 
concur in. We hope, however, to arrange it 
aatisfactorily in the committee of conference. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
The Clerk read the tenth amendment, as 
follows: 


Add the following: 

Provided, That no more than $80,000 of the sum 
hereby appropriated shall be devoted to preserving 
clothing. 


Mr. DICKEY. The committee recommend 
non-concurrence in that amendment, and I 
hope it will be non-concurred in so it may go 
to a committee of conference. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The Clerk read the eleventh amendment, as 
follows: 

Add the following: 

For the necessary expenses of such sales of stores 
or material belonging to the Army establishment 
as may be authorized by law, $20,090. 

Mr. DICKEY. We move non-concurrence 
in that amendment also. ; 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The Clerk read the twelfth and thirteenth 
amendments, as follows: 


Strike out “three hundred” and insert ‘two 
hundred und fitty ;” and strike out ‘fifty thousand 
of which shall be available for use immediately 
after the passage of this act;’’ so the section will 
read: 

For establishing and maintaining national military 
cemeteries, $250,000. 


Mr. DICKEY. We recommend concurrence 
in those amendments. We put in an appro- 
priation for $50,000 in a deficiency bill, and 
therefore it is necessary to reduce this appro- 
priation. 

The amendments of the Senate were con- 
curred in. 

‘The Clerk read the fourteenth amendment, 
as follows: 


Strike out “seventy-five” and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so 
it will read; 

or Army contingencics, namely, such expenses 

as are not provided for by other estimates, embrac- 


ing all branches of the military service, $50,000. 

Mr. DICKEY. We recommend non-con- 
currence. In the Senate amendment it was put 
at $50,000 because it was that last year. We 
allowed in the deficiency bill an appropriation 
of $50,000 for coutingentexpenses. The con- 
tingent expenses of the Army last year were 
$100,000, which have been paid. We pnt it at 
$75,000 for the next year, and we think they 
can stand that, and we mean to hold them to it. 

The amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. ` 

The Clerk read the fifteenth amendment, as 
follows: 

Add the following: 

For providing surgical apparatus or appliances for 
the relic! of persons disabled in the military and 
naval service of the United States, and not included 
within the terms of any law granting artificial limbs, 
or othor special relier, $10,000, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War: Provided, 
That a report shall be made to Congress at its next 
annual session, showing the namo and residence of 


each person relieved, and the nature and cost of the 
apparatus provided, 


Mr. DICKEY. The committee recommend 
nor- concurrence in that amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust there will be con- 
currence in that amendment, as it seems to be 
a very proper one. 

Mr. DICKEY. The gentleman will observe 
that naval pensiouers are put under the Secre- 
tary of War, and there will have to be some 
amendment made. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
that now? 

Mr. DICKEY. Let it go to the committee 
of conference, where it can be arranged 
properly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this had better be 
concurred in, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Secretary 
of War cannot attend to naval matters. 

Mr. DICKEY. We intend to concur with 
an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well, then ; I-do not 
object. 

‘The amendment was non-concurred in, 


Why cannot we amend 
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The sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth, nine- 
teenth, twentieth, twenty-first, and twenty- 
second amendments of the Senate were con- 
curred in. : 


The Clerk read the twenty third amendment, 
as follows: 

Add these words: 

For expenses of trials with torpedoes for harbor 
and land defense, and material for same, $10,000. 

Mr. DICKEY. The committee recommend 
concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The twenty-fourth and twenty-fifth amend- 
ments of the Senate were concurred in. 


The Clerk read the twenty-sixth amendment, 
as follows: 


Strike out ‘‘one hundred and fifty” and insert 
“one hundred and seventy-five;” so that it will 
renl; overhauling, preserving, and cleaning new 
ordnance stores on hand in the arsenals, $175,000. 

Mr. DICKEY. The Committee on Appro- 
priationg recommend non-concurrence in that 
amendment. The reduction is disproportion- 
ate. If afterexamination we find we can reduce 
it further we are willing to do so, but no reason 
was assigned to the Senate for this reduction, 
and we therefore non-concur. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United Statesby Mr. Porter, 
one of his Secretaries. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Clerk read the twenty-seventh amend- 
ment, as follows: 


Strike out these words: ‘‘ for experimental twelve- 
inch rifled cannon, and testing the samo, $180,000 ;” 
andin lieu thereof insert: 

For experiments and tests of heavy, ordnance, 
$180,000: Provided, That this appropriation shall be 
applied to at least three models of heavy ordnance, 
to be designated by a board of officers to be appointed 
by the Secretary of War, which report shall include 
both classes, breech and muzzle cannon, 


Mr. MERRIAM I move in line one bun- 
dred and ninety-nine to strike out “three ” 
and insert ‘fone.’’ a 

Mr. DICKEY. The Committee on Appro- 
priations recommend non-concurrence in this 
amendment. And we will insist on some 
amendment by which the ammunition will be 
found, for it costs some seventy-five or one 
hundred thousand dollars to fire a thousand 
times. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let me ask the 
gentleman if this amendment has reference to 
testing any particular kind of gun? 

Mr. DICKEY It has not, so far as I know. 
I believe, however, that the Woodbridge gun 
has been recommended to be tested by the 
Department. If we are going to test these 
guns we must provide for the ammunition, 
which will cost $60,000 to fire a thousand 
rounds out of a twelve-inch gun. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seems to me that 
with that view the Senate amendmentisa very 
good one. 

Mr. DICKEY. I am willing to concur in 
the Senate amendment as far as to say that 
two or three guns shall be tested; but I do 
not wish them tobe muzzle guns. We do not 
want to experiment any more with muzzle 
guns in this country. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I only wanted to 
know that it was not in the interest of some 
fellow who has got a new gun and wanted an 
appropriation of $180,000 to bring his gun 
before the Department. 

The amendment of the Senate was non- 
concurred in. 

Mr. DICKEY moved to reconsider the 
several votes of non-concurrence; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DICKEY moved that the House request 
a committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill. 


The motion was agreed to; and it was so 
ordered. 
MRS. ELIZA B. ANDERSON. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I send to the 
desk a bill which I desire to bave put upon its 
passage. I also send a letter which I am sure 
the members of the House will be glad to hear 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: ; 
Lonpon, May 1, 1872. 


DEAR GARFIELD: Mrs. Anderson, widow of Gen- 
eral Robert Anderson, is here on her wag to the 
United States, to sail from Liverpool! to-morrow. 
She will land, with her three fatherless daughters,, 
on the wharf at New York, literally withoutahome, 
Her pension, and uow only means of support, is, I 
think, $360 per year. All else was used up during 
his long sickness. Now, need I add anything to 
this, to bring her case fully to your attention? Will 
not Congress, at this session, make some additional 
provision for her? Will not you confer with others, 
and move, or have somebody move in the matter? 


Very faithfully yours, 
ROBT. ©. SCHENCK. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill(H. R. No. 2879) 
granting a pension to Eliza B. Anderson; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place the name of Eliza B. Anderson, 
widow of the late Brigadier General Robert 
Anderson, on the pension-roll, and pay her a 
pension of fifty dollars per month Eon and 
after the passage ofthis act. 

Mr. HALE. Why not make it $100? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] to the fact that there is now before the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions a bill which I 
introduced a few days ago, giving Mrs. Ander- 
son a pension of fifty dollars a month. The 
form, however, is of no consequence; and 
the bill may as well be passed now, as go 
through the form of being reported from that 
committee. I presume there can be no possi- 
ble objection to it, and I am very glad the 
gentleman from Ohio has adopted this mode 
of bringing the matter before the House. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TAXES ON FERMENTED LIQUORS. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG, by unanimous con- 
sent, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2881) to regulate 
the collection of taxes on fermented liquors; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. This bill makes 
no change at all in the tax. It merely makes 
a change in the regulations as to the collection 
of the tax. 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest that the 
gentleman should explain the way in which 
the bill has been drawn, and as it is of con- 
siderable length the House will perhaps dis- 
pense with the reading of it. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The bill has been 
submitted to and approved by the revenue 
department. It has been in great part drawn 
up by that department, and it has received the 
unanimous approval of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. It makes no change in the. tax 
at all. It merely changes and simplifies the 
regulations concerning the collection of the 
tax. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
read. f 

The Clerk having read the bill in part, 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand that the 
bill relates only to the collection of the tax on 
fermented liquors. I withdraw the request 
for the reading of the bill. 

Mr, WOOD... Ido not feel inclined te vote 


I think the bill shouldbe 
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for a bill.which I have not heard read.. I 
renew the demand. ee f 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WOOD. If we can have a clear and 
distinct explanation of the provisions of the 
bill, I shall not detain the House by insisting 
on its being read at length. i 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. As I said before, 
the bill make no change in the rate of taxa- 
tion, It makes some changes in‘the manner 
of collection. For instance, it changes the 
entries. which brewers are to make on their 
books. The changeis made with the approval 
of the Revenue Bureau. Itmakesa change in 
the manner of removing beer from the brewery 
to the brewery warehouse under a permit sys- 
tem which prevents frauds better than the 
present system. It makes some changes in 
the manner of selling beer by one brewer to 
another, and in one or two other minor details 
which I do not now call to mind. I will state 
to the gentleman from New York that the bill 
meets with the approval of the brewers them- 
selves, of the revenue department, and of 
every member of the Committee of Ways and 
Means; it is a unanimous report. - ` 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third lime, and passed. 

Mr. FANKELNBURG moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. AT ATLANTA. 


Mr. SESSIONS. I move to suspend the 
rulesand to pass a bill, which I am instructed 
by the Committee on Public Bnildings and 
Grounds to report, for a public building at 
Atlanta, Georgia. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to cause to be ‘constructed a 
suitable building at Atlanta, Georgia, for the 
accommodation of the United States courts 
and post office and other Government offices, 
aud to cause to be procured an eligible site 
for the same; the lots and buildings when 
completed not to exceed a cost of $100,000. 
None of the money appropriated under the 
bill is to be available until a valid title to 
the site shall be vested in the United States, 
and uatil the State of Georgia shall duly re- 
linguish jurisdiction over the same, and the 
right to tax or otherwise assess the said prop- 
erty while in the possession of the United 
States. t 

The question was taken upon Mr. Sessions’ 
motion ; and (two thirds voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended, and the bill (H. R. 
No. 2880) was passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT BATH, MAINE, 

Mr. ORR. On behalf of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds I move that 
tbe rules be suspended and that the bill (H. R. 
No. 902) making an appropriation for repairs, 
furnishing, and ornamentation of the United 
Slates custom-house and post office at Bath, 
Maine, be passed. 

‘Lhe bill was read. - It appropriates $5,000 
for repairs, furnishing, and heating the United 
States custom-house and post oflice at Bath, 
Maine, and for grading the grounds around 
the said building, the money to be expended 
in accordance with existing law. . 

The question was taken upon Mr. Orr’s 
motion; and (two thirds voting in favor thereof) 
the bill was passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT UTICA. 


Mr. ORR. Iam also directed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds to 
move that the rules be suspended and the 
bill (S. No. 876) to provide for a building 
for the use of the post office, United States 
cireuitand district courts, andinternal revenue 
offices at Utica, New York, be passed. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to cause to be constructed a 
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suitable building with fire-proof vault, extend- 
ing to each story, at Utica, New York, for the 
accommodation of the post ofice, United 
States circuit and district courts, and internal 
revenue offices, and for other purposes; and 
appropriates the sum of $200,000, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, who shall cause proper plans 
and estimates to be made, so that no expendi- 
ture sball be made or authorized for the fall 
completion of the building and payment for 
the site beyond the amount appropriated. It 
provides further that-none of the money ap- 
propriated shall be used or applied until a 
valid title to the land for the site. of the build- 
ing shall be vested in the United States, nor 
until the State of New York shall duly re- 
lease and relinquish to the United States the 
right to tax or otherwise assess said site, or 
the property thereon, during the time the 
United States shall ‘be or.remain the owner 
thereof. 


The question was put; and (two thirds voting 


in favor thereof) the rules were suspended, and 


the bill was passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. ' The House on Friday 
last, by unanimous consent, gave the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia the same rights 
to-day from two o'clock p. m. that it would 
have bad on that day if it had not yielded for 
other basiness. ‘The hour of'two o’¢lock bav- 
ing arrived, reports are in order from that com- 
mittee, and the chairman of. the: committee, 
the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. STARK- 
WEATHER, ] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. T will yield for 
amoment to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Hoorrr.] . : 


MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I am 
instructed by the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures to move a substitute 
for House bill No. 1427, revising and amend- 
ing the laws relative to the mints, assay 
offices, and coinage of the United States, 
and to move to suspend the rules and pass 
the substitute for the bill. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. If this long bill 
is to be read and discussed, I cannot yield. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
think it will occasion any discussion, or take 
any time. 

Mr. POTTER. I entirely disagree with the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoorgr. ] 


| It will take considerable time. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER. 
for that bill. ‘ 
Mr. BEATTY. Task the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. STARKWEATHER] to yield to 
me to make some reports from the Cummittee 
on Printing. ; 
Mr. STARKWEATHER. 
they give rise to no debate. 
GENEVA ARBITRATION. 


Mr. BEATTY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to report back, with- 
out recommendation, two resolutions which 
were referred to the committee. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ateconcurring,) That there be printed twenty-two 
thousand copies of the case presented on the part of 
the Government of her Britannic Majesty to the 
tribunal of arbitration constituted under article one 
of the treaty concluded at Washington on the 8th 
of May, 1871, between her Britannic Majesty and 
the United States of America; seven thousand of 
which shall be for the use of the Senate, and fifteen 
thousand for the use of the House. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 


I cannot. yield 


I will yield if 


! ate concurring,) That there be printed twenty-two 


thousand copies of the message of the President of 
April 26, 1872, transmitting, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of the Honse, the British counter case under 
the treaty of Washingtonb, and ofsaid counter case; 
and ten thousand copies of the volume of appendix 
accompunying the case presented on the pari of the 
Government of her Britannie Majesty; seven thou- 
sand copies of the case for the use of the Sonate, and 
fifteen thousand for the use of the House : and three 
thousand copies of the appendix for the use of the 


Senate, and seven thousand for the: use, of the 
House. : 


The resolutions were adopted. ` 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolutions were adopted; and 
also moved that the motion’ to reconsider be 
laid on the table. — sate i 

The latter motion was agreed:to.. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Con- 
necticut, (Mr. STARKWEATHER,] the chairman 
of the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
is entitled to the floor. eae 

Mr. L. MYERS. Task unanimous consent 
that the session of Monday evening next may 
be assigned to.the consideration of reports 
from the Committee on Patents. ` 

Mr. DAWES.. I object. 

Mr. L. MYERS. It is for public business, 
as much so as any report from any commit- 
tee. I move to suspend the rules for the pur 


pose I have indicated. : 
MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE : 

A message from. the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
son, one of their clerks, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the amendment of the 
House to a bill of the Senate of the follow- 
ing title: ; 

A bill (S. No. 854) for the relief of certain 
officers of the Navy. 

‘The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed concurrent resolutions of the 
House, as follows: 

A concurrent resolution to print extra copies 
of the annual report of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture for 1871; i 

A concurrent resolation to print extra copies 
of the second volume of the report of the Com- 
missioner of on Education; and 

A concurrent resolution to print extra copies 
of Professor Hayden’s annual report for 1871 
of the United States geological survey of the 
Territories. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to the concurrent resolution of the 
Senate to print additional copies of the Smith- 
sonian report for 1871. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed; and requested the con- 
currence of the House in a resolution to print 
extra copies of maps of the survey of the 
upper Mississippi and Minnesota rivers. 

The message further announced that. the 
Senate bad agreed to the report: of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (EL R. No. 1070) 
making appropriations for the service. of the 
Post Office Department for the year ending 
June 30, 1873, and had further insisted upon 
its eighth amendment to the said bill, upon 
which the committee of conference had been 
unable to agree, and asked a further confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WIN- 
vom of Minnesota, Mr. Fenroy of New York, 
j and Mr. Hammron of Maryland as the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced. that the 
Senate had insisted upon its amendments 
disagreed to by the House to’ tbe bill of the 
House No. 2044, to authorize the appoint- 
ment of shipping commissioners by the several 
circuit courts of the United States to superin- 
tend the shipping and discharge of seamen 
engaged in the merchant ships belonging to 
the United States, and for the further. protec- 
tion of seamen ; had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Buoxrxenam, Mr. Cuanpuer, and. Mr. 
Vickers, as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

‘The message further announced that the 
Senate bad insisted upon its amendment dis- 
agreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 
1535) to abolish the tribal relations of the 


| Miami Indians, and for other purposes ; and 
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had ‘agreed to the conference asked by the 


House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Haer- 
LAN, Mr. Pomeroy, and Mr. Prart, as the 
conferees'on the part of the Senate. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT. 

: Mr. STARK WEATHER. I desire to re- 
port from the Committee for the District of 
Columbia——. 

Mr.L. MYERS. T have moved to suspénd 
the rules: to assign next Monday evening for 
business of the Committee on Patents. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. Srarkwearner] yield for 
that motion ? 

Mr, STARK WEATHER. I decline to yield 
for the present. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia to report 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 
2620) relating to the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was read. The first section author- 
izes the justices of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia to provide for the hold- 
ing simultaneously of two separate terms 
thereof for circuit court business ; to prescribe 
the time for holding such terms, and change 
the same at their discretion; to direct the 
drawing of juries, and make all other rales 
and orders necessary or proper for the trans- 
action of business at either of said terms. 

The second section provides that from and 
and after the 80th of June, 1872, the salary 
of the chief justice of said court shall be 
$5,600, and thatof each of the other justices 
thereof $5,000 per annum, payable quarterly 
in equal payments at the Treasury. 

Mr, STARKWEATHER. IL am directed 
by the committee to move an amendment, 
striking out the second section of the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Does not this 
bill make an appropriation? 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. It does not. 
The second section provides for an increase 
of the salary of the judges; but we propose 
to strike out that section. 

Me. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
contain an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
second section, which, in the opinion of the 
Chair, does not make au appropriation, 

‘fhe second section was again read. 

Mr. GARELELD, of Ohio. I withdraw my 
objection to the consideration of the bill. 

The SPHAKER. ‘There is no appropria- 
tion in the bill. 

The amendment of the committee, to strike 
out the second section, was agreed to, 

The bill as amended, which was treatead asa 
new bill, (H. R. No. 2882,) was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR DEAF AND DUMB. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER. I ask to have 
taken from the Speaker’s table for considera- 
tion at the present time, the bill (S. No. 885) 
to regulate the admission of pupils into the 


Bat it does 


Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb. | 


‘The bill was read for information. It author- 
izes the Secretary of the Interior to admit into 
the collegiate department of the Columbia 
Justitution for the Deaf and Dumb properly 
qualified deaf mutes from the several States in 
the manner following, namely: from each State 
anumber of students not exceeding one half the 
number of its Representatives in Congress; 
but in the case of States the number of whose 
Representatives is not divisible by two. with- 


out a remainder, the fraction in the quotient | 


is to be counted as a unit. Applicants for 
admission to the Columbia Institution, under 
the provisions of this bill, must be nominated 


to the Secretary of the Interior by members 
of Congress representing the States to which 
they respectively belong; but in filling vacan- 
cies no Representative is to exercise the right 
of nomination twice in succession, to the exclu- 
sion of other Representatives from the same 
State who may desire to make nominations, 
the right of nomination being exercised in 
alternation. ` f 

Mr. NIBLACK.  Ihopethegentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. STARKWEATHER] will yield 
to me for a moment. i AEA 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I will not object to this 
bill being taken up if the gentleman will allow 


j some debate upon it, and also a proposition to 


amend. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. The bill comes 
from the Senate, where it was passed after a 
very full investigation. It does not require 
any appropriation. The subject has been 
before our committee, another bill in sub- 
stantially the same language having been 
referred to us by the House. We have very 
fully investigated the question, and we concur 
with the Senate committee in regarding this 
measure as entirely perfected. I should hope, 
therefore 

Mr. NIBLACK. I shall not object. to 
taking up the bill if the gentleman will allow 
me. to be heard very briefly and to offer an 
amendment. Otherwise I shall have to object, 
though I do not wish to do so. f 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Iwill listen to 
the gentleman’s remarks, and afterward hear 
his amendment read. If possible I will allow 
it to be offered. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Speaker, I have 
always been from the beginning a friend of the 
institution for the deaf and dumb, and assisted 
on all oceasions in getting through appropria- 
tions for its benefit, but this is, however, a 
new future to which | never agreed, and to 
which I must object unless some modification 
be allowed, my idea being that these pupils if 
admitted at all to this institution from the 
States ought to be admitted on the recom- 
mendation of the Governors of the States and 
at the expense of the States themselves. I 
object to building up an institution in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia like this to. run parallel to 
some extent with our naval and military 
academies, I wish no patronage of the sort for 
myself or my district, and none for my State. 

J desire to offer an amendment to the propo- 
sition that if these pupils from the States shall 
be admitted at all into this institution it shall 
be on the recommendation of the Governors 
of the States and at the expense of the States 
themselves; and unless that amendmeut is 
adopted 1 must oppose the whole measure. - 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no objection myself to the feature the 
gentleman proposes, that these pupils shall be 
admitted on the recommendation of the Gov- 
ernor, although I think, in order that jus- 
tice may be done in the States, in the large 
States especially, the recommendations ought 
to be made by members of Congress. Itis a 
matter worthy of observation that the most of 
these deaf mutes are from the poorer classes of 


j our people, and are, therefore, unable to pay 


the expenses necessary to go to the capital of 
the State and hunt up the Governor for the 
purpose of making application for admission 
into this institution. They can, however, very 
easily apply to their member of Congress. 
They can do it without trouble and without 
much expense. Members of Congress can 
know of these cases themselves. They can 


| know of worthy cases of deaf mutes, of those 
I| who can neither speak nor hear, and on their 


recommendation can give them an opportunity 
for education in this institution which they can- 
not get anywhere else. 

J am aware that we have these institutions 
in some of the States, but [am also aware 
that in some of the States we have no such 


institution, and it is proposed by this bill to 
give these deaf mutes an opportunity for edu- 
cation which they cannot get in the States. 
The gentleman from Indiana will agree, I 
know, that in large States like his own, one 
of these deaf mutes living in a remote part 
of the State, away from the capital, could 
better make application to his member of 
Congress than to the Governor of the State. A 
poor boy who could neither speak nor hear 
could go to his member of Congress and have 
hint speak for him and: make application for 
admission into the institution in this city. It 


i| seems to me, under all the circumstances, it 


would be better to leave the recommendation 
to the member of Congress, rather than to 
require these poor people to go hundreds of 
miles to hunt up the Governor and to present 
their cases to him. i 

Mr. NIBLACK. Under this bill there must 
be an alternation ofrecommendations of pupils 
to be admitted into this institution between the 
several congressional districts, without any ref- 
erence whatever-to the candidates. I do not 
think that is the way in which this thing should 
be done if it is to be done at all; but on the 
contrary those who are to be permitted to 
enter this institution ought to be selected 
from the very best pupils without regard to 
locality. As it is proposed here, it is to 
be a matter of patronage, to be given to the 
various congressional districts all over the 
United States.. Now, I do not wish it to be 
a matter of patronage, but that the recom- 
mendation should be left to the Governor of 
each State, and that it should be explicitly 
provided that all the expenses should be paid 
by the States themselves. If any State has 
sufficient institutions of its own it will uot 
desire these pupils here, or if any State does 
not happen to have an institution, then it will 
send deserving pupils to this institution in 
Washington; but it ought to be done at the 
expense of the State itself, In my judgment 
we ought not to..do anything to establish a 
great overshadowing Federal institution here 
with large patronage to be distributed through 
the various congressional districts. As one 
of the original friends of this institution I am 
opposed to. the establishment .of this patron- 
age to.be exercised by members of Congress 
each in his own district. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. The provision 
in the bill is that the number of pupils shail 
not exceed one half the number of Representa- 
tives; it therefore cannot be an overshad- 
owing Federal institution. It seems to me it 
is well for us to recollect the fact in refereace 
to these expenditures that we have in this 
country a elass of poor people who cannot 
speak or hear, who ought to be taken care of 
in the way here provided. We are not asking 
for any additional appropriation. We merely 
provide that members of Congress shall desig- 
nate the pupils who will be allowed to come 
here and receive the benefits of this institu- 
tion. Can we afford, when we have been so 
liberal in reference to all these educational 
institutions in the country, to say that these 
destitute people shall be deprived of the bene- 
fits of this institution, especially when we ask 
for no additional appropriation ? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. The bill as it 
now stands gives the right to nominate to 
members of the House of Representatives; 
but it provides that no Representative shall 
exercise the right to nominate twice in suc- 
cession, to the exclusion of other Represent- 
atives from the said State. I think the pro- 
vision should. be that the district shall have 
the nomination. A district may change its 
Representative, and the restriction would not 
then apply. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. 
that is meant. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Letthe bill say so. 
_ Mr. STARKWEATHER. I do not think 
it necessary to make the change. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the House ought ta 


It is the district 
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extend the principle upon which this bill is | 
based. Through the courtesy of the Speaker, | 
during the last few Congresses I have been 
one of the directors of this institution, and 
have had some occasion to know its founda- 
tion, its progress, its mode of managenient, 
and its support. If there are any gentlemen 
in the House who have kind hearts. toward 
that institution I know that Iam one of them. 
I have had occasion to consider this measure 
in the board of directors, and felt it my duty 
there to express my opposition to it. And 
having taken that ground there, I cannot be 
silent here. I desire, therefore, to state to the 
House what appeared to me the just grounds 
of opposition to the bill. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. As there is an 
evident wish on the part of some gentlemen to 
look over the bill, I will withdraw it for the 
present and report it again. -` 

Mr. DAWES. So far as I am personally 
concerned, I have looked it over carefully and 
have discussed it with the president of the 
institution. and the board of directors... The 
gentleman, however, may suit his own con- 
venience as to proceeding with- the bill, 

Mr.. STARK WEATHER, | I withdraw. the 
bill for the present. ag f S 

The SPEAKER. The bill will resume its 
place on the Speaker’s table.” f 

WASHINGTON GAS-LIGHT COMPANY. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER, from the same 
committee, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill (H.R. 
No. 2833) to increase the capital stock and 
to extend the works of the Washington Gas- 
Light Company. 

The bill was read. It provides that the 
capital stock: of the Washington Gas-Light 
Company be increased $200,000, with the priv- 
ilege of increasing it not exceeding $1,000,000, 
as the same may be required. from time to 
time, for extending their works in the District 
of Columbia east of Rock creek; provided, 
however, that said increase of capital. stock 
shall not be made from undivided profits of 
said company which have already accrued, or 
may hereafter accrue, but from capital actually 
paid in, and that said increased capital stock 
shall be subject to all the conditions of the 
charter of said Washington Gas-Light Com- 
pany. : 

‘he bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORANGE, ALEXANDRIA, ETC., RAILROAD, 


Mr. STARKWEATHER, from the same 
committee, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 
2847) to authorize the Orange, Alexandria, 
and Manassas Railroad Company to run trains 
aud transport freight and passengers within 
the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read. ` It provides that it shall 
be luwful for the Orange, Alexandria, and 
Manassas Railroad Company, a corporation 
chartered under the laws of the State of Vir- 
ginia, to exercise its functions as a common 
carrier, and transport passengers and freight 
within the District of Columbia, and for this 
purpose shall have authority to run locomo- 
tives and trains upon and over the bridge which 
has been constructed by the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company across the Poto- 
mac river at the western terminus of Maryland 
avenue, in the city of Washington, upon the 
terms and conditions prescribed in the act of 
Congress granting to said Baltimore and Poto- 
mac Railroad Company the privilege to con- 
struct and operate said bridge; and the said 
Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas Railroad 
Company may put down a single track along 
Maryland avenue from its western terminus 


to its intersection with the Washington canal, 
now in process of being filled up, and thence 
by a curve southwardly along the ground here- 
tofore occupied by the said canal to the inter- 
section of B, C, or D streets, south, as may 
be determined by the engineer in charge of 
the public buildings and grounds, and thence 
along one of said streets by a tunnel under the | 
public grounds east of the Capitol building, 
upon such route and in such manner as the 
said engineer may prescribe, to Delaware ave- 
nue or First street east; thence along said 
avenue or street tothe line of the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad; and the track of said rail- 
road company, except so much thereof as is 
laid in the said tunnel or its approaches, shall 
conform to the grade of the streets oceupied 
as above, as shall be prescribed by the Board 
of Public. Works; and any damage caused to 
the property of individuals by the construction 
of said railroad shall be paid by said Orange, 
Alexandria, and Manassas Railroad Company ; 
provided that the said Orange, Alexandria, 
and Manassas Railroad Company shall pay to | 
the District of Columbia one half of the cost 
of arching the Washington canal from Mary- 
land avenue to the street on which the said 
railroad track enters the funnel aforesaid; 
and provided further that nothing herein con- 
tained shall be coustrued to grant to said com- 
pany the right to establish a depot along said 
avenue or streets until consent for the same 
has first been obtained from the Legislative 
Assembly of the District of Columbia. ` 

The second section provides that Congress 
shall have the right to regulate the rates of 
fare collected by said company from passen- 
gers and the rates of charge for transport- 
ing freight; that the rates of charge for the 
transportation of freight per ton per mile for 
all freight passing into the District of. Colum- 
bia on said railroad shall be not more than 
the rales charged per ton per mile on that 
part of the said Orange, Alexandria, and 
Manassas railroad not in the said District, 
and that all property owned by said company | 
within said District shall be subject to taxa- 
tion by the proper municipal authority, and | 
Washington city shall be considered as a term- 
inal point, and entitled to all the privileges and | 
facilities of any other terminal points on said | 
road. 

The third section provides that said railroad 
company shall give to other railroad companies 
connecting therewith the right to pass through 
and use said tunnel on such reasonable terms 
as may be agreed upon between the respective 

arties or Congress prescribe. 

The fourth section provides that this act | 
may be at any time amended or repealed by 
Congress. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to ask 
the gentleman who has charge of this bill, at 
what point north of the Capitol this railroad 
is allowed to pass ont? As I understand, from 
the reading of the bill, the track will pass out 
north of the Capitol along Delaware avenue, 
till it intersects the line of the Baltimore and 
Ohio railroad. If 1am correct in that under- | 
standing, it seems to me it results in this: that | 
we increase, by a new bond, the power of the 
railroads to keep the depot of the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad where it is, under the very 
eaves of the Capitol, a nuisance which ought 
long since to have been abated. If now we 
allow another railroad to lay its track down 
so as to intersect the track of the Baltimore 
and Ohio, within a stone-throw of the depot, 
we will have two depots to remove, whenever | 
we proceed, as I hope Congress some day will 
have the courage to do, to remove the exist- 
ing depot from under the shadow of the | 
Capitol. ; 

l hope we will not allow any more railroad 
tracks to be laid down so near us as that. Let 
them pass off two or three streets furiher to 
the east and intersect the Baltimore and Ohio 
railroad, so that the time may come when we 
shall set. that depot back. I hope the gentle- | 


! direction a little east of north. 


man will consent to that mach of a change in 
the language of his bill. I have no other sug- 
gestion to make about it, and I hope this will 
be adopted. ee ; 

Mr. STARKWEATHER." This bill pro- 
vides for a connection on the same line of 
tracks that now exists, until we get up to the 
canal entirely beyond the Capitol grounds 
here, and then this road goes upon the line of 
that canal through the hill here, by a tunnel, 
near where the Potomac railroad tunnel is, 
and connects with the Baltimore and Ohio. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It goes under 
the public grounds. Where is the point of 
junction? 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. It is a point 
entirely away from the present depot of the 
Baltimore and Ohio road. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Delaware ave- 


| nue is the avenue that runs directly from the 


northeast corner of the Senate, a little east of 
north, : iy 

Mr. CREBS. But this road is to go over 
First street. Be 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The bill says 
Delaware avenue or First street, giving them 
a choice, or even if it goes on First street that 
is within one sqnare of the northeast corner 
of this Capitol; and, if I remember right, it 
is exactly along the line of the new grounds 
which are to be established by the taking in 
of the two squares. When these two squares 
are added we shall have a broad and beautiful 
park along the east frontof the Capitol and 
along the east line of that park, out will go 
the track, and out will go the locomotive 
directly northward to the Baltimore and Ohio 
railroad. I lived on Delaware avenue one 
winter, and I know precisely where the road 
will run. 
Mr. STARKWEATHER. T yield for a 
moment to the gentleman from the District, 
who understands ‘these localities better than 


I do. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I think the gentleman is 
mistaken in point of fact. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
allow me to read the language of the 
bill? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Itis as follows: 


And the said Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas 


| Railroad Cotipany may. put down a single track 


along Maryland avenue from its, western terminus 
to its intersection with the Washington canal, now 
in process of being filled up, and thence by a curve 
southwardly along the ground heretofore occupied 
by the said canal tothe intersection of B, C, or D 


| streets south, as may be determined by the engineer 


in charge of the public buildings and grounds, and 
thence along one of said streets by a tunnel, under 
the public grounds east of the Capitol building, 
upon such route and in such manner as the said 
engineer may prescribe, to Delaware avenue or 
First street cast ; thence along said avenue or street 
to the line of the Baltimore and Ohio railroad. 

Now, Delaware avenue, if continued, would 
run through the Rotunda. diagonally, north- 
east and southwest. It runs directly from 
the northeast corner of the Senate wing, in a 
Now, the 
road is to be tunneled under the Capitol 
grounds east of the Capitol, and is not to 
come out until it intersects Delaware avenue 
or First street east; that is to say, until it 
shall strike this Delaware avenue, which, if 
continued, would go through the Rotunda, or 
else itis to come within one square of it. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER. What is the 
proposition that the gentleman makes? 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is to so 


amend this bill that this railroad shall not 
come within three squares of the east front 
of the Capitol. 


Mr. DUKE. You mean the outlet from the 


tunnel. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I mean the 
track. 


Mr. DUKE. The tunnel is underground. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ido not care 
about the tunnel, but wherever the track is 
exposed and comes into public gaze I desire 


3828 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 24, 


that it shall not be at any point nearer than 
three squares from the eastern boundary of 
our bare east of this Capitol. : 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The theory of this billis 
this: first tò provide a connection between the 
Baltimore abd Ohio railroad, which now term- 
inates. at the depot to which the gentleman 
has referred, through atunnel, instead of across 
Pennsylvania avenue below the Capitol, and 
their southérn connéctions. Now, the com- 
mittee examined the ground. somewhat care- 
fally and found that the most economical as 
well as the most direct ‘connection was by 
means of one of these three streets, B, C, or D 
street, thence underground, coming out again 
at Delaware avenue or First street easi. In 
coming out at either of those points they will 
then be one square from the proposed exten- 
sion of the Capitol grounds and not in sight of 
the Capitol at all. If you drive the north- 
eastern entrance of this tunnel three squares 
away, you will force it under at least three 
squares of private property. But, by taking 
the route which the committee has suggested, 
the road will pass under public property, and 
not interfere with private property atall, except 
for the last square near Delaware avenue, 

I believe.it is the purpose of Mr. Garrett, 
of the Baltimore and Ohio railroad, to remove 
his depot. He recognizes the fact that it is 
no longer adequate for the public accom moda. 
tion, that it is improperly located, and that 
the publie sentiment demands its removal. 
This connection will furnish a solution of that 
question, and enable Mr. Garrett to remove 
that depot. It is suggested that all of the 
depots should be in the lower part of the city, 
to the south of the Mall, or public grounds. 
That cannot be accomplished except by this 
tunnel, or by passing across Pennsylvania 
avenue, which is abhorrent to the feelings of 
all of us. 

This is nothing but the right of way granted 
by this bill. The whole question as to the 
depot is left subject to future legislation, I 
believe our committee are unanimous in re- 
gard to this measure, It is put in the alterna- 
tive ‘* B, C, or D street south,” and *‘ Dela- 
ware avenue or First street east,” and left 
discretionary with the engineer in charge of 
public buildings and grounds, for the reason 
that we supposed he was probably the best 
officer to guard the interest of the public 
grounds. ‘I'he committee did not feel them- 
selves competent to say which street or which 


route should be adopted; and they considered | 


that the engineer in charge of public build- 
ings and grounds ‘was a safe and proper 
officer to leave that discretion with. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHIPMAN,. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Is not 
B street south the street right out here by the 
engine-house, south of the Capitol? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. B strect south is the first 
street south of the Capitol grounds; and this 
tunnel should not pass under it. 

Mr, BOTLER, of Massachusetts. 
this bill give that right? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. It leaves it in the alter- 


native. 
Well, 


Does not 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
we may be sure that they will take the best 
alternative. 


Mr. COIPMAN. Iam willing to strike out | 


B street. | 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave prepared 
two amendments to carry out the views I have 
suggested. ‘The firstis to strike out ** B, C, or 
D,” and to insert in lieu “D or B.’? My sec- 
ond amendment is to strike out ‘Delaware 
avenue or First street east, thence along said 
avenue or street,” and toinsert in lieu thereof 
“Third or Fourth street east, and thence 
along said Third or Fourth street.’ 

Mr. CHIPMAN. ‘That last amendment is 
impractic ble. 

The first amendment was agreed to. 


The question was upon agreeing to the sec- 
ond amendment. | 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, I desire to say 
that gentlemen will remember that when these 
two additional squares are brought into the 
public grounds of the Capitol, First street east 
will be the boundary of those public grounds’ 
Tying along the front of the Capitol. Now, 
if we say that this road may come out on First 
street east we will allow it to come out on the 


very line of our public grounds. aba 

Mr. CREBS. Not at all. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly you 
will; you cannot help it ; itis all square, rec- 
tangular work. First street east is the street 
on which our public grounds here front. If 
you allow that railroad track to be on that 
street and to proceed along it until it makes 
connection with the track of the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad, of course on the very street 
on which the grounds front there will be a 
railroad. We will then have a railroad before 
us, and a railroad bebind us, and a railroad 
under us. 

Now, I ask that this railroad. may be re- 
moved as faras Third street or Fourth street, 
which will be eithér two or three squares away 
from the Capitol grounds. i 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. The gentleman 
is mistaken, One object we had in view iu 
reporting the biil was to get rid of this depot 
down here. f 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We shall cer- 
tainly get rid of it if we put the railroad. as 
far off as I propose. 

Mr. SVARKWEATHER. We know that 
if this connection be made, the tendency will 
be to put this depot at some distance away, 
where it will not be an inconvenience or an- 
noyance. Now, I have no objection to Second 
street or Third street, but Fourth street would 
be entirely impracticable ; indeed I think that 
Third street would be. Second street would 
place the road two squares beyond our Capi- 
tol grounds as extended. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. No, sir; one 
square. First street is one of the boundaries 
of our grounds; Second street would be one 
square away; Third street would be two 
squares away. My amendment allows..the 
road to come within two squares. Let me say 
that I am delighted that the gentleman in 
charge of the Baltimore and Ohio railroad 
has intimated to somebody his sovereign will 
and pleasure to relieve us some day or other 
of the depot down here. Now, if we allow 
him to come within two squares of one of the 
loveliest parks in front of any Capitol in the 
world, I think he ought to be satisfied. 

Mr. CREBS. You now allow a railroad to 
come right through your Capitol grounds. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And we have 
been trying in vain to get rid of it. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. There is a charter this 
day in existence that allows this very thing to 
be done, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
(Mr. Dawes in the chair,) I recollect a quo- 
tation made one day by you in this House, aud 
the same day in the Senate by a colleague of 
yours, [Mr. Sumyer]— ; 

“Ihear alion in the lobby roar: 

Say, Mr. Speaker, shali we shut the door 
And keep him there, or shalt we let him in 
To try if we can turn him out again ?” 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Mr. Speaker, 
you have said a great many good things, and 
you never said a better thing than that. Do 
we not by this proposition as effectually ‘shut 
the door’? as by the proposition wbich the 
gentleman from Ohio is urging? We simply 
seek to establish the natural connections of 
this road, as a result of which the tracks in 
front of the Capitol will be removed, and the 
depot will be placed some squares distant. If 


j| the gentleman from Ohio will say Second or 


‘Third street, his proposition’ will be practica- 
bie; that will place the road two squares be- 


yond the Capitol grounds as extended; and 


"out the words ‘and 


that can be done without interfering with any- 
body. But if you say Fourth street, there can 
be no proper connection, and you will still 
have the depot down here, and still have the 
track in front of the Capitol grounds. 

I now yield for a moment to the gentleman 
from Vermont, [Mr. Porayn.] 

Mr. POLAND. I moveto amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio by inserting 
in lieu of the words proposed to be stricken 
in Second or Third 
streets east.” The gentleman from Ohio seems 
to think that this railroad is going over the 
public grounds. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, no, sir; I 
donot. I. understand: that matter. . 

Mr. POLAND. ‘lf this railroad should go 
through at Delaware avenue or First street, it 
must emerge at a considerable distance from 
our public grounds, even when enlarged as we 
have proposed to enlarge them. If the gentle- 
man from Ohio has for so many years endured 
with great patience, as he endures everything, 
that a railroad should run right in front of the 
Capitol grounds, it seems to me he ought to 
possess his soul in patience even if this rail- 
road should come’ out on First street. In that 
case it would not interfere with the public 
grounds in any such respect as would be objec- 
tionable. ; 

Besides, one ‘great object of the’ present 
measure is to establish:such a connection that 
we may get rid of the depot down here. Ifthe 
two roads be united by a track that shall go 
under the Capitol grounds, and the depot be 
removed, they. must then have a permanent 
depot away off near the canal. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think I under- 
stand the topography of this matter very well. 
I do not understand that it is proposed to lay 
this track on the surtace of our public grounds, 
ĮI understand very well that this road is to go 
underneath. But as the bill now stands the 
road is to emerge in Delaware avenue or First 
street, so as to make an intersection with the 
Baltimore and: Ohio railroad. Now, I say 
this, without boasting very much of my power 
of arms, that I can‘stand on ‘the track of this 
railroad and its-intersection with the Balti- 
more and Ohio railroad, if he makes it at 
Delaware avenue and ‘Second street east, and 
throw a stone into the window of the Senate. 
It is in such close proximity as that. The 
gentleman seems to doubt whether I could do 
it or not, but I think 1 could do it without 
much difficulty. If we put this as far out as 
Third street east, so as to emerge two squares 
distant from our public park, then it will cer- 
tainly bring the Baltimore and Ohio railroad 
far enough back-when they come to remove 
to putit at a respectful distance from the Cap- 
itol of the nation, k 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I am willing to 
allow a vote on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Vermont, to make it Second or 
Third street east, and then I shall call the 
previous question.” . 

Mi. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not ask a 
vote on. my amendment. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. 
prévious question.” 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Before the gen- 
tleman demands the previous question, I hope 
he will allow me to ask him a question. 
Do we give by this bill the land from the 
canal? i 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. We only grant 
the right of way, and they are compelied to 
pay their part of the expense. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. What is the 
canal; is it not a part of our public grounds? 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. It belongs to 
the navigation company. ` 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. It is being filled 
up, and when filled up, of course constitutes a 
part of. our public grounds. Here then is 
another gift of public lands in the city of 
Washington to another railroad corporation 
without any ‘compensation on the part of the 
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railroad company. We should at least require 
them to pay for it. l : 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. This is merely 
granting the right of way over one of the pub- 
lie highways. where it will not. all. interfere 
with the general public. a 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This is not a 
highway, but a part of the publie grounds. 
The canal is being filled up, and we have: to 
pay the expenses of it. ; ; 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. It is specially 
provided in this bill the company shall pay its 
part of the expenses, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. When filled up 
it is part of the public grounds, and not a 
highway, and we ought not to give away the 
public grounds for these purposes. Ido not 
object to giving a railroad the right of way 
along the public highway. without injury to 
ordinary travel, but I-do object to giving a 
large tract of the public lands in this ‘District 
to one of these railroad. corporations. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. As [have already 
said, this does not’ propose to give away any 
of the publie grounds, but merely grants to 
this company. the right of way, [insist on my 
demand for the previous question. 

' The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. j ; 

` The question then recurred on the amend- 
ment-of Mr. Potanp, to insert ‘Second or 
Third street east’? in lieu of ‘Third or Fourth 
street east.” 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
6 


4, noes 50. a 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, demanded the 
yeas and nays. re 
The yeas and nays were ordered.. , T 
Mr. POLAND. I wish to say that this is 
not within fifty yards of any of the public 
grounds or buildings. oh 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 118, nays 62, not 
voting 65; as follows : : 


YEAS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Banks, Beck, Bingham, Bird, Austin Blair, Brax- 
ton, Buflinton, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, 
Critcher, Crossland, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, 
Dunnell, Hames, Sidredge, Biy, Farnsworth, Charles 
Foster, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, 
Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Halsey, Hambleton, 
Hancock, Handley, Harper, George E. Harris, Jobn 
T, Harris, Hays, John W. Hazelton, Hereford, Iern- 
don, Hibbard, Hill, Holman, Hooper, Kellogg, Kerr, 
King, Lamison, Lansing, McGrew, McHenry, McIn- 
tyre, McJunkin, Merrick, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, 
Morphis, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Hosea W. Parker, 
Peck, Hli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Potter, Price, 
Read, Edward Y.Rice, John M. Rice, Ellis H. Rob- 
erts, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Shoemaker, Sla- 
ter, Slocum, Sloss, John A. Smith, Worthington C. 
Smith, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Stoughton, Swann, Taite, Terry, 
Thomas, Tuthill, Twichell, Tyner, Van Trump, 
Vaughan, Waddell, Walden, Warren, Wells, Wil- 
lard, Wood, and Young—113. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Barber, Barnum, Beatty, 
Bigby, James G. Blair, Buckley, Burchard, Burdett, 
Benjamin I’. Butler, Clarke, Coghlan, Dickey, Duell, 
Wlliott. Finkelnburg, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield. 
Goodrich, Gerry W., Hazelton, Hoar, Houghton, Kel- 
ley, Keridadl, Ketcham, Killinger, McClelland, Me- 
Cormick, Mercur, Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Monroe; Morey, Leonard Myers, Negley, Packer, 
Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Prindle, Rainey, 
Randall, William R. Roberts, Sargent, Scofield, See- 
ley, Sessions, Sheldon, Shellabarger, H. Boardman 
Smith Snapp, Sypher, Washington Townsend, Up- 
son, Wakeman, Waidron, Wallace, Walls, Whiteley, 
Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, and Jeremiah 
M, Wilson—62. — ; i 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Barry, 
Beli, Beveridge, Biggs, Boles, Bright, Brooks, Car- 
roll, Cobb, Coburn, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, 
Dawes, De Large, Farwell, Forker, Frye, Hale, 
Hanks, Harmer, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Kinsella, 
Lamport, Leach, Lewis, Lowe, Lynch, Manson, 
Marshall, Maynard, McCrary, McKee, McKinney, 
McNeely, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Porter, Ritchie, 
Join Rogers, Sion H. Rogers, Rusk, Shanks, Sher- 
wood, Shober, Snyder. Sprague, Stevens, Storm, 
Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Dwight Town- 
send, Turner, Voorhees, Wheeler, Williams of New 
York, John T. Wilson, and Winchester—65, 


So the amendment to the amendment was |} 


agreed to. 
The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 


engrossed, it. was accordingly read the third | 
time, and passed. | 

Mr. STARKWEATHER moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. _ : j 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COLUMBIAN COLLEGE. l 

Mr. POLAND, from the samé committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that it 
do pass, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. No. 
1308) a bill (H. R. No. 2883) supplemental to 
the act entitled “An act to incorporate the 
Columbian College in the District of Colum- 
bia,” approved February 9, 1821; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It repeals so much of 
the act to incorporate the Columbian College 
in the District of Columbia, approved Febru- 
ary 9, 1821, as limits the annual income of 
said college to $25,000. i : 

In its second section it approves and. con- 
firms the act of the Legislative Assembly of 
the District of Columbia entitled +f An act 
for the reliefof Columbiau College,” approved 
July 25, 1871, and provided that the first sec- 
tion of said act of the Legislative Assembly 
shall not-be construed to authorize Columbian 
College'to sell or to use the proceeds of any 
sale of lands granted by Congress to said col- 
lege for any other purpose than that expressed 
in the act granting the same; and the bill 
accordingly modifies and limits the first 
section to that extent. 

Mr: POLAND. I will state the effect of 
this bill in a word. The act which was passed 
hy the Legislative Assembly of the District of 
Columbia authorized the Columbian College 
to sell any property in land which they had 
and to apply the proceeds in payment of their 
debts. A good many years ago Congress gave 
$25,000 worth of land in this city to the col- 
lege, and it is provided in that act of Congress 
that this shall be a part of the perpetual fund 
of the college; the only income to be used, 

We have reported in favor of confirming the 
act of the District so faras it authorizes change 
of time for the election of trustees, &c., but 
disapproving so much of it as authorizes them 
to sell this permanent fund, which we gave 
them to pay their debts. 

I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
ma the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CRIPPLED EMPLOYÉS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, submitted the following resolution ; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, Thai the Doorkeeper be instructed to 
retain in his service during the vacation of Congress 
the crippled and disabled soldiers now in his employ, 
and that they be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion.to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH 8. BREWER. 


Mr. POLAND, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 2884) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to adjust and pay the claim in favor 
of Elizabeth S. Brewer, executrix of John 
Brewer, for the services of said John Brewer 
for obtaining the eéndemnation of lands for 
the Washington aqueduct; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary || 


of the Interior to examine the claim of Eliza- 
beth S. Brewer, executrix of John Brewer, 
deceased, for professional services of the said 
John Brewer for obtaining the condemnation 
of lands for.the Washington aqueduct, and any 
expenditures made by him forthé same pur- 
pose, and ascertain the sum justly due for such 
services and. expenditures. Fhe ‘bill appro- 
priates’ a sufficient sum to pay the amount 
found due on said claim, noy to ‘exceed the 
sum of $14,000. Rie Ceres es ape 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

“Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motioti to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. ` 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS, CITY OF WASIELNGTON, 


Mr. ELDREDGE, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, with amendments, the bill 
(S. No..299) amending an act entitled *‘ An act 
directing the. conveyance of a lot of ground for 
the use of the public schools of the city of 
Washington.”’ f 

The bill. was read. It provides that. the 
proper authorities of the District of Colum- 
bia be authorized to sell and convey. part of 
lot numbered fourteen, in square nambered 
two hundred and fifty-three, being particulatly 
described as follows, to wit: beginning at 
northwest corner of said lot, and thence run- 
ning south thirty-six feet nine inches, thence 
east fifty-five feet four inches to cast: line of 
said lot, thence north thirty-six feet nine 
inches, thence west to place of beginuing ; 
the proceeds of said sale to be invested by the 
authorities aforesaid in another lot or part of 
lot in the city of Washington, and in improve- 
ments thereon, the said property so purchased 
to be used forthe purpose of the public schools 
and for no other purpose ; and the conveyance 
of the authorities aforesaid of the property 
hereinbefore described shall vest in the pur- 
chaser thereof an absolute and perfect title. 

The first amendment was in line one, to 
strike out ‘‘ proper authorities ’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘*. Governor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line two, to 

* i 1 » ? . 
strike outthe words ‘‘ they are,” and insert in 
J É y are, i 
lieu thereof ‘‘ he is.” 

The amendment was agreed to. aa 


The third and last amendment reported by the 
committee was to add to the billthe following : 

Provided, That said sale shall be made at public 
auction in the day-time, to the highest bidder, upon 
notice of the time, place, and terms of sale pub- 
lished in the National Republican and Daily Pa- 
triot, newspapers published in the city.of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, once on each day respect- 
ively, in their respective issues, for thirty days im- 
mediately preceding the said sale, and. the Governor 
may, if in his opinion tho said lot will bring a 
higher price, give time for the payment of a part 
of the purebaso-money, taking the usual security 
upon said lot, which he is authorized to take, and 
discharge when full payment shall be made. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. This is simply a bill to 
sell a lot which has been conveyed by the 
United States to the District of Columbia, or 
to the city of Washington, for school purposes. 
The lot is’ situated upon the corner of G and 
Fourteenth street, and was formerly the stable 
of President Jefferson. It has becume useless 
for school purposes, and this bill simply gives 
authority to the Governor to sell the lot and 
invest the proceeds in another lot, which shall 
be eligible and suitable for school purposes. 
That is all there is in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
the third time, and passed, 

Mr. ELDREDGE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. j 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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consent, Senate bill No. 298, directing the 
conveyance of certain lots of ground, with the 
improvements thereon, for the use of the 
public schools of the city of Washington, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, and read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. POLAND.. The Committee for the 
District. of Columbia recommend the adoption 
of a substitute for the billas it comes from the 
Senate. : 

The bill of. the Senate was read. Its first 
section directs the ‘Commissioner of. Public 
Buildings to convey to the corporation: of the 
city of Washington, in the District of Colum- 
bia, all the right, title, and interest of the Uni- 
ted States in and to,that certain piece or par- 
cel of land marked and designated upon the 
map of said city as part of lot No. 11, in 
square No. 141, being particularly described 
as follows, namely: beginning at the north- 
west corner of the lot-and running thence 
due south on the west. line of the square fifty 
feet; thence due east thirty feet; thence due 
north fifty feet; and thence due west, on the 
north line of the square, to the point of begin- 
ning, together with the improvements thereon, 
for the use of the public schools of the city; 
provided that if the lot shall ever be sold, 
assigned, or conveyed, or diverted by the cor- 
poration, the entire proceeds of. the same 
shall be invested in another lot or part of lot 
in the city, and in improvements thereon ; 
the property so purchased to be. used for 
the purpose of the public schools, and for no 
otber purpose. The second section directs 
the Commissioner of Public Buildings to con- 
vey to the corporation of the city of Washing- 
ton, in the District of Columbia, all the right, 
title, and interest of the United States in and 
to that certain piece or parcel of land marked 
and desiguated upon the map of the city asa 
public reservation, located between Kighth 
and Ninth streets and K street and Virginia 
avenue, southeast, together with the improve- 
ments thereon, known as the Anacostia engine- 
house, for the use of the publie schools of the 
city, and for no other purpose. 

The substitute reported by the committee 
was then read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the cnacting clause and insert: 

That the following deserided lands in tho city of 
‘Washington, to wit, a pareel of Jand marked and 
designated upon the map of the city of Wasbington 
as part of Jotnumbered eleven in square numbered 
one hundred and forty-one, beginning at the north- 
west corner of said lot and running thence duo 
south on the -west Jine of said square fifty. feet; 
thence duo east thirty fect; thence due north fifty 
feet; and thence due west, on the north line of said 
square to the point of beginning; also a certain 
piece of land, marked and designated upon the map 
of the city of Washington asa public reservation, 
located between Kighth and Ninth streets and K 
street and Virginia avenne, southeast, kuown as 
the Anacostia engine-house, and improvements on 
said lot are hereby appropriated for the ase of the 
public schools in said city of Washington so long as 
they shall be oceupicd for that purpose and no 
longer. 

Mr. POLAND. These aretwo small lotswhich 
have been occupied: by sufforance for a great 
many years for school purposes; on one of 
them is an old engine-house. The Senate bill 
proposes that the Jots shall be conveyed by 
the Government to the District. The House 
committee thought that this ought not to be 
done, and their substitute provides that the 
city of Washington may continue to occupy 
the lots for school purposes as long as they 
choose, but makes no conveyance of the title 
to the lots; the title remains in the Govern- 
ernment, : $ g 

Mr. GARFIELD, of. Ohio. Where is this 
property? 

Mr. POLAND. One of the lots is what is 
called the Anacostia engine-house. They are 
two very small icis, which have been occupied 
for many years as schools. The substitute 
reported by the committee merely provides 
that these two lots may continue to be keptfor 
school purposes, but that the title shall remain 
in the Government, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If we should 
not pass this bill at all, would they not con- 
tinue to occupy them? 

Mr. POLAND. The difficulty is this: there 
were two old buildings entirely unfit for school- 
houses, and the District. wauts to build new 
school-houses. They do not want to build 
school-houses upon land from which they can 
be turned. off the next day. 

: Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . What equity 
will there be in our ever taking the land again 
if we allow them to build school houses on it? 

Mr. POLAND. Probably none. : 

Mrr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Very well; I 
will not object to the bill; it gets rid of this 
property, gets it out of court. ; . 

The substitute was agreed to; and the bill, 
as amended, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. l 

Mr. POLAND moved to réconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and-also moved 
that the-motion to: reconsider be laid on the 
table. ae 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR DEAF AND DUMB. 


Mr. STARK WEATHER. [now ask unan- 
imous consent to have taken from the Speaker’s 
table and passed, with the, amendment. pro- 
posed by the gentleman: from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Dawes,] Senate bill No. 885, to regu- 
late the admission of pupils in the Columbia 
Institation for the Deaf and Dumb. 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I snpposed there 
would be no objection to the. bill:with the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. I move that, the rules be sus- 
pended and the bill passed with. that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let the amend- 
ment be read. ` 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

And providedfurther, Thatall the actual expenses 
incurred by said institution in the education and 
support of said students shall be repaid to it by said 
States respectively, the ‘amounts thereof to be aud ~ 


ited and settled under : uch rules and regulations as 
shall be prescribed by the Secretary ofthe Interior. 


Mr. HALE. I have never heard the bill 
read yet; I ask that it be read. ` 

The bill was read. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . I suggest that 
the bill should be amended by striking out the 
words ‘member of Congress,” and inserting 
t Governor of the State.” Let: us not give 
this vast patronage, which we are striving. to 
get rid of, to members of Congress. Let the 
Governor of the State, who has charge of the 
State institutions and knows the wants of them, 
take charge of this matter. F 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. The Governor 
of a State does not know near as well as a 
member of Congress what is necessary. I 
regard it as mere buncombe to talk about this 
vast patronage in connection with a few deaf 
and dumb children. ae 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think that. 
‘buncombe is quite on the other side. It will 
not be buncombe if we do not have it. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Ihave accepted 
the amendment of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] which was all that 
was desired. I now Call for a vote. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Certainly, for a 
brief time. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish-to say simply that the 
parents of deaf and dumb children will want 
to have somebody here at Washington with 
whom they can communicate in regard to them. 
I think it is very desirable that members of 
Congress should be those persons. 

Mr, STARKWEATHER. That is so; 
members of Congress can be correspondents 
better than Governors of States. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon 
suspending the rules and passing the bill with 
į the amendment indicated. ` 


The question was taken į and upon a division 
there were—ayes 56, noes 65. 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish the House would 
permit this bill to be brought up for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. COX. No. 

Mr. DAWES. TF think that with the amend- 
ment I proposed and the explanation that can 
be made of it the House will be satisfied. 

‘The SPEAKER. Objection being made, 
the bill is not before the House. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


‘Mr. KENDALL asked and obtained leave 
to have ‘printed in the Globe remarks on the 
bill to require uniform charges for transport- 
ing freight and passengers by railroad com- 
panies and other common carriers. [See 
Appendix. ] «: 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


“Mr. DUELL asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House papers:in 
the case of Henry R. Messenger. 

Mr: McKEE ‘asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House papers 
in the case of Greenwood Le Flore. . 

_Mr. HOLMAN asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House papers 
in the case of Mrs, Houghton. i 

“Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, asked and obtained 
leave to, withdraw from the files of. the House 
papers in the case of James A. Bell. 

: Mr. LOWE asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House papers 
in the case of C. W. Willey. f : 

Mr. FARWELL asked and obtained leave 
to. withdraw from the files of the House papers 
in the case of Wait & Dodge. 

Mr. T'WICHELL asked and obtained leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers 
in the case of Joseph H. Williams. : 

Mr. WARREN asked and obtained leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers 
inthe case of J. Green. . 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, asked and ob- 
tained leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House, papers in the case of G. S. Baker. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


' By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. SHerwoop and Mr. Stor for the 
remainder of the session ; to Mr. TOWNSEND, 
of New York, until Monday next, on account 
of sickness in his family ; and to Mr. Porter 
for ten days, by:reason of important business. 


T ELECTION CONTEST—BOWEN VS. DE LARGE. 


. The SPEAKER laid before the House addi- 
tional papers in. the contested-election case 
of Bowen vs. De Large, from the second dis- 
trict of South Carolina; which were referred 
to the Committee of Elections. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PALMER. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion to submit a conference report." 

Mr..ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, does that 
take precedence of reports from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia? 

. The SPEAKER. It does. A conference 
report is ‘so highly privileged that it can be 
received even while a motion to adjourn is 
pending. : j 

` The.report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bili CH. R. No. 1070) “making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending J une 30, 1873,’’ having met, afterfulland free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered four, and 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendments of the House'to the seventh 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
tenth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
same with an amendment, as follows: at the end of 
said amendment add the following words: ‘and 
hereafter payment for carrying such free matter 
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shall be made out of the annual appropriations ;” 
and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the eleventh amendment ofthe-Senate, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: substitute 
for said amendment the following: ‘‘ That it shall 
not be lawful forany person who shall hereafter 
be appointed an officer, clerk, or employé in any 
of the Executive Departments to act as counsel, 
attorney, or agent for prosecuting any claim against 
the United States which. was pending in said De- 
partments while he was ‘said officer,» clerk, or 
employé, nor in any manner nor by any means to 
aid in the prosecution of any such claim, within two 
years next after he shall have ceased to be such 
officer, clerk, or employé;” and the: Senate agree to 
the same, : OO 

That the Senate recede trom their disagreement 
to the amendment of the Iouse to the original text 
of the bill by striking outon- pagel, lines seventeen 
and eighteen, the words “six hundred and ninety- 
eight thousand and thirty-one,” and inserting inlieu 
thereof “nine hundred and fifty, thousand,” and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
on pages, lines six and seven of the bill, strike out 
the words “four million seven hundred and forty- 
nine thousand and one,” and insert in licu thereof 
five million seven hundred thousand nine hundred 
and seventy ; and the House agree to tho same. 

They are unable to agree upon the eighth amend- 
ment, and report it back for further action of the 


two Houses. ° ‘ : 
os F. W. PALMER, . 
A, A. SARGENT, 
WILLIAM E. NIBLACK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


WM. WINDOM, 


C. COLE, 
JOHN P. STOCKTON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The question recurred on the adoption of 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, it will be seen 
that it is a full report exgept in reference to 
the eighth amendment of the Senate, touching 
the mail steamship service of Brazil. í 

Mr. WOOD, I move the House recede from 
the disagreement to the eighth amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That would not be in 
order until the House accepts the report of the 
committee of conference. If the House adopts 
the report of the committee of conference, then 
jt leaves but one question of difference between 
the two Houses, which may be adjusted by 
another committee of conference. 

Mr. PALMER. I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered, and under the oper- 
ation thereof, the report of the committee of 
conference was adopted. 


Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the conference report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter. motion was agreed to. 


BRAZILIAN MAIL STEAMSHIP SERVICE, 


The SPEAKER. The question now remains 
in reference to the eighth amendment of the 
Senate disagreed to by the House. It is as 
follows. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out these words: “‘ for steamship service he- 
tween the United States and Brazil, $150,000,” and 
in lieu thereof insert as follows: oe 

‘And the Postmaster General is hereby directed to 
increase the mail service with Brazil now in oper- 
ation under the act approved May 28, 1864, so as to 
provide for deliveries of the mails at New York and 
Rio de Janeiro twice cach month; and in the con- 
tract therefor he shail require said semi-monthly 
service to be performed for the term of years pro- 
vided by tho original contract, and by steamships 
wholly constructed in the United States; (two of 
which shall be of not less than twenty-five hundred 
tons burden, and the others of not less than two 
thousand tons burden,) all of which shall be offi- 
cored by citizens of the United States, or those who 
have declared theirintention to become citizens; and 
the contractors shall be required to carry the United 
States mails without extra charge on all the steamers 
they may run upon said line, or any part of it, or any 
branch or extension thereof: Provided, That all 
steamships hereafter accepted for said service shall 
be constructed so as to be readily adapted to the 
armed naval serviceof the United States in time of 
war: and before acceptance the officers by whom they 
may bo inspected shall report to the Secretary of 
the Navy and the Postmaster General whether this 
condition has been complied. with; and the Govern- 
ment shall have the right, in case of war, to take 
any of said steamers for its own use, and pay, in 
such case, a reasonable compensation therefor: 
Provided, That the contract herein authorized shall 


commence on the Ist day of October, 1873, and shall 
be awarded to the lowest responsible bidder, after 
sixty days’ public notice; and the Postmaster Qen- 
eral is hereby authorized and directed, pending the 
commencement of the contract for permanent ser- 
vice, to arrange temporarily with the present con- 
tractors for the additional monghly service at the 
rate of $250,000 per annum thagefor: Provided Jur- 
ther, That. the entire cost. to Mo United States of 
said service, performed twice each month, shall not 
exceed $400,000 per ‘annum; and any sum of money 
which may be hereafter contributed by the Govern- 
ment of Brazil toward such additional service sball 
be deducted from the amount of compensation 
authorized for such service. 


Mr. WOOD. I move that the House recede 
from its disagreement to that amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask that all 
debate on this subject shall be under the five- 
minutes rule. 

The SPEAKER. That-will be the case. 

Mr. WOOD. I have made the motion to 
recede because I am convinced when the ques- 
tion was before the House last Monday it was 
not generally understood. Iam satisfied, in 
the confusion on all sides of the House the 
moment the question was taken on the amend- 
ment of the Senate, the attention of gentle- 
men was called to other matters and they did 
not fully understand it. Iam myself included 
in that list of persons. I had the impression 
that this was a bare, bold proposition of sub- 
sidy, and voted myself under that supposition. 
On a more full examination of the case, how- 
ever, and I have devoted much time and at- 
tention to it, I am satisfied the proposition 
is a meritorious one, and we ought on every 
principle of right and judgment to vote for it. 

This is pretty much the only line left on the 
Atlantic ocean. We have been doing every- 
thing on the Pacific side. In money and lands 


‘we have appropriated over one hundred and 


ten million dollars for the Pacific coast, while 
to the marine service of the Atlantic ocean 
we have given nothing at all. This is an 
American line. It is, by order of the Post- 
master General, compelled to put on double 
service, and all this proposition provides for 
that double service ordered by the Govern- 
ment is that they shall receive justand proper 
compensation. There is no subsidy in that. 

This line under the original act of Congress 
was provided to be exclusively American. It 
runs almost as far as from San Francisco to 
China and Japan; it does a service of almost 
five thousand miles; it has been in existence 
seven years and has never yet declared one 
doilar profit; it is the property of an indi- 
vidual and not of speculators aud bankers and 
brokers who use the stock for operations in 
Wall street or elsewhere. 

It is an honest proposition in the line of the 
development of our commerce. It is to build 
up and further develop the great trade of the 
South American continent, which is in compe- 
tition to-day with England in that trade. It 
has produced $4,000,000 to the Treasury of 
the United States in duties on importations. 
It is struggling for life, struggling to maintain 
our relations with the whole South American 
continent through the port of Rio Janeiro—to 
maintain our right to the trade in American 
waters in American bottoms. 

Now, sir, under these circumstances, you 
have an application froma humble individual 
who has not surrounded your Capitol with 
efforts or influences of any kind whatever to 
procure support. And in view ofthese circum- 
stances and the considerations I have stated, I 


‘for one, as one of the Representotives of the 


great commercial city of New York, shall be 


| compelled, in pursuance of the line of duty 1 


have established for myself, to vote for this 
proposition that the House revede from its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] 
if he can furnish the House with a statement 
of the amount of postages realized from the 
mails carried by this line; and also, if he can 


state what they will be under the rates now. 
established by law, with the increased service 
now proposed? : 

Mr. WOOD. If I have enough time left 
to allow the reading of: the report on this sub- 
ject of the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Offices and Post Roads of the Senate 
the gentleman from Ohio will there: find: his 
question fully answered. Iask that the report 
be read as part of my. remarks. ; : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committeo on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
to whom were referred the memorial and supple- 
mentary memorial of the United States and Brazil 
Mail Steamship Company, respectfully report : 

That mail steamship service to Brazil was inau- 
gurated under act of Congress approved May 28, 
1864, Brazil had agreed to bear part of the expenso, 
thus preferring the United. States to all other na- 
tions. The Postmaster Goneral attests the fidelity 
of service under the contract, but he states that the 
route is too long for monthly service; that under 
the best possible schedule of running the outgoing 
steamer must leave New York two days after the 
arrival of the incoming steamer. As neither letters, 
nor remittanċes, nor shipments under commercial 
orders cau be prepared in this limited time, and as 
they cannot well await thirty-two days for the next 
departure from New York, they necessarily fall into 
British steamers. Our people, deprived of the ro- 
ciprocal opportanities for exchange of commodities, 
lose tho main bénefits contemplated when this ser- 
vice was begun. Theo Postmaster General urges 
double service as a practical necessity. ‘The con- 
tractors offer to bind themselves to perform this for 
amodorate mail pay. They state that they have 
pee four millions in gold for duty on coffee imported 

y theirsteamers, besides increasing the tradelargely 
in divers ways. They offer proof that,owing to dis- 
jointed service they bavo, in seven years, (although 
they have paid nothing for insurance,) not carned, 
altogether, five per cent.; in other words, ‘have 
barely managed to keep out of debt. They are con- 
fident that double service will secure a large export 
trade. If they are refused this, they ask to be re- 
leased from their contract. They are known to be 
able and economical managers. Thoroute is there- 
fore presented practically, on both sides, as one 
capable of yielding great public benefits with ade- 
quate service. The alternative seems to bo semi- 
monthly steamship service or no steamship sorvice 
whatever. 

Petitions have been received by the committee 
from somo of the most important commercial and 
moneyed interests in the land, asking for extension 
of this service. As a postal route the Postmaster 
General states that it is very imperfect at present, 
and ‘a majority of the letters” go via England. 
In fiscal year 1869-70 we exchanged with Brazil by 
American steamers one hundred and sixty-six thou- 
sand letters, yielding over twenty thousand dollars, 
With British opportunities coustantly increasing, 
and with no increase of our own, these receipts 
must be diminished; but it is claimed that to double 
the American service will immediately treble this 
amount. r 

In a national and commercial point of view, the 
entire people of the United States feel the deepest 
interest in the Brazil trade. We are dependent 
on Brazil for almost a necessary of life, importing 
thence annually two hundred and fifty. million 
pounds of coffee. We are the largest single con- 
sumer of her produce. We should pay for this, 
if not with manufactures, with our produce and 
provisions. The route is in American waters, In 
last fiscal year we exported to Brazil the value of 
$5,945,307. We imported thence $30,560,468, The 
imports and exports of Great Britain in the 
same trade balance each. other. They now seek to 
do more—to cut off our exports by triangular voy- 
ages, going direct to Brazil from Great Britain and 
returning via New York. By perfect transportation 
they defeat the laws of nature. Weconsume twice 
as much coffee as England, but sheexports to Brazil 
between six and seven times as much value as wo 
do. Franco is not far behind her in exports, Brazil 
and contiguous markets purchase $150,000,000 of im- 
ported articles; but they buy naturally trom those 
who ean furnish them at a stated early timc, There 
isnot a nation of Europe indifferent to this trade. 
Few nations are untaxed by their efforts to secure 
it. Nature offersa large portion of it to the United 
States, but the efforts of other nations exact from 
us tho highest class of transportation. Trance alone 
pays over five hundred thousand dollars currency 
per annum (two million three hundred and six thou- 
sand one hundred and seventy-two francs) for mail 
service, (monthly, we believe.) S 

We find much of interest on this point in the 
dispatebes of Mr, Blow, United States minister. to 
Brazil. (Senate Document, No. 92, Forty-First Con- 
gress, second session.) ‘ While we have been pay- 
ing gold almost entirely for our coffee to Brazil, 
other nations more remote buy almost entirely with 
their manufactured goods and produce,” simply be- 
cause their early efforts “were directed to estab- 
lishing close and rapid communication by every 
means in their power.” Again, he says, our pro- 
duce and manufactures “‘ are now necded atremun- 
erative prices, but are kept back for the want. of 
regular and fair transportation.” “A people paying 
$60,000,000 per annum for an article so essential as 
coffee have aright to demand the most enlightened 
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legislation in regard to it.” “Almost every day some 
splendid steamer. arrives with every article needed 
by the people of Brazil from England and conti- 
nental European ports.” We bave a steamer once 
a@ month, while a dozen three thousand ton steam- 
ers would soon be fully employed.” The greatest 
need of the masses of Brazil is bread, and as they 
become accustomed: to flour and corn the consump- 
tion of their mandioca wiil decline. 


Mr. HALE. I hope the House will not 
recede from its position. Three days ago it 
voted down this subsidy by a vote of two to 
one. It seems that the conferees on the part 
of the Senate, where ‘this subsidy: passed, I 
believe, by only one majority, have insisted 
that it shall again come back here before us. 
Ido not know that there will ever be‘an end 
to claims of this kind for the public money 
until the House and the Senate, until the 
American Congress, shall give these men all 
they choose to ask. 

1, for one, am not frightened at the word 
“subsidy,’’? but neither am I enamored of the 
word. Wherever I can be made to see that 
an appropriation from the Government. will 
revive drooping conimerce, and by opening 
new lines of transportation will increase com- 
munication ; will increase the interchange of 
products; will take our products that are 
needed in a country abroad and carry them 
there, and bring their products that are needed 
here back to us; wherever I can eee that a 
fair field is thus open for the enterprise of the 
American people, I will vote for such a prop- 
osition. It was for that reason that I voted for 
the Japanese sleamship subsidy, the strongest 
argument, I believe, that was urgedin favor of 
that subsidy being that it was a distinctive 
“ease, 

It was said that this was a line tothe Pacific, 
not to the Atlantic shores; that this was a 
virgin field, its waters yet unplowed. We 
lie midway: between England and those far- 
off eastern countries. We should have their 
commerce, which Great Britain and France 
have hitherto monopolized; and the simple 
question was. whether we were to put our lines 
on there or allow those European countries to 
retain the whole of that commerce. 

But, sir, no such question is presented’ in 
this case. This is a case of bald aud bare 
subsidy, Itis a subsidy to help a man out of 
a scrape that he has got into. 1 want to tell 
the House how I came to this conviction, I 
have never heard a word from any one against 
this subsidy. There are no lobbyists against 
it. The only men I have heard are the men 
whoappeared before the Committee on Appro- 
priations, the proprietor of this line, and his 
‘lobbyists and attorney. We listened to them 
attentively, and they gave us the summary of 
what has been read here at the Clerk's desk ; 
and when they had got through some member 
of the committee said, “Mr. Garrison, how 
is it? Do your vessels, running once a month, 
carry freight, or do they run comparatively 
empry?? He wriggled tor a time, but finally 
answered that they ran comparatively empty. 
We have therefore one linea month there which 
runs comparatively empty. Hight or ten lines 
are running from: England or France with full 
cargoes aud ours are empty; aud it is only 
a question whether we shall give so much 
more for two lines a month to run empty or 
not. TL acknowledge that in my investigation 
of this question I bave come nearer to striking 
hord-pan than L ever did iu my lite before. 
You may put on three lines a month and still 
they will run empty, and for this reason: that 
Brance’ and England can produce and will 
produce merchandise aud send it there, filling 
the vessels of their lines, and ours will go 
emp'y where theirs are filled. i 

ldo not mean this in the direction of free 
trade simply; it is another thing- than that. 
Our broad expanse of country, with new 
regionsalways opening, and a vastly inéreas- 
ing population, makes a market for our pro- 
ducts here at home. Our manufacturers are 
prosperous and are not broken down. It does 


not follow that because we do not send mer- 
chandise to Brazil we are not manufacturing. 
Weare manufacturing more and more every 
year, and you may put a double or treble line 
on this routeto help this man out of the scrape 
he is in, outof this enterprise that he entered 
into with his eyes wide open, and yet you will 
not have your products going down there. 
Why do they.not go there now, if not for the 
reason which I have given? No other reason 
so good can be given. Is any man here in- 
clined to believe the puerile reason that is 
urged here, that because we havé only a 
line now once a month our vessels go empty, 
and that if we had two lines a month they 
would go filled? Why, sir, the products 
we could send there are products which are in 
constant use; wheat, manufactures, and boots 
and shoes, not fluctuating articles: Men need 
them there to wear or to eat allthe time. If we 
could afford to send them there they would 
take them ‘once a month. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BANKS. . Mr, Speaker, it is certain 
that the House did not fully comprehend the 
merits of this question when it was submitted 
the other day, as it should have done, because 
the elements of fact and truth connected with 
it were not then expressed, and are now very 
little understood by the House or by the country. 

My connection with the business of the 
House in an entirely different direction has led 
me carefully to examine with great interest 
this subject, and I can say with ail candor and 
fidelity that the American people do not ap- 
preciate the important relations which the 
South American States bear to us and to the 
commerce of the world. We have but an im- 
perfect appreciation of its importance, and 
when I say to the House, as I do, that such 
States as Buenos Ayres, the Argentine Repub- 
lic, and Brazil are increasing in population 
and in the development of wealth as rapidly 
as the most prosperous portions of the United 
States, they will no doubt question ‘the truth 
of that which I say, and yet it is true.” 

Some time ago, when we were considering 
the relations of this country with foreign Gov- 
ernments, it was stated that with Uruguay we 
had a trade of only $620,000, when in fact 
our trade amounts to nearly three million dol- 
lars, and Uruguay, a country scarcely known 
to us, and which is represented.as producing 
nothing, has an import and export trade of 
$80,000,000 a year, and it is the least import- 
ant of the South American States. The Bra- 
zil and River Plate Mail, published in Lon- 
don 22d January, 1872, says that the value 
of the exports. of Uruguay increased from 
fifty to one hundred per cent. over those of 
1869. ‘The sum total, including cereals, was 
330,000,000. “ The Banda Oriental,’’ it says, 
“isa country which does not know its riches. 


| It is oue of the most favored spots of nature, 


; and only requires peace, economy, and liberty 


to make it one of the most prosperous States 
of the world.’? Uruguay increased its custom 
receipts in the last three years eighty per cent. 
and its exports upon the same authority 
$15,000,000 in the same period. S 

The commerce -ofthe Argentine Republic 
in 1869 with great Britain amounted to $14,- 
317,986, against $12,394,000 in 1866, and 
with France from five to seven million dollars. 
lt has a territory of twelve hundred thousand 
square miles and a population of eighteen 
bundced and fifty thousand, which is increasing 
as rapidly as that of any State in our own 
couutry. In 1860 it bad no steam communi- 
cation except by the royal mail to Southamp- 
ton, England. It had the benefit in 1871 of 
nine lines of ocean steamers, connecting with 
Liverpool, Glasgow, Southampton, London, 
Bordeaux, Lisbon, Marseilles, Havre, Ant- 
werp, Genoa, and Valparaiso. 

In 1860 Buenos Ayres received six thousand 
emigrants; in 1870 it had forty thousand. 
The same increase in proportion to population 


would give the United States eight hundred 
thousand emigrants. These facts are given in 
a pamphlet upon the river Platte, published in 
London in 1871. 

The commerce of Brazil with foreign States 
exceeds one hundred and seventy million dol- 
lars. Its industrial development is most re- 
markable. Twenty-five years since, its coffee 
product. was fifteen- million. pounds. It now 
exceeds five hundred million pounds. - Its ter- 
ritory is half as large as that of Europe, and 
is capable of producing almost every product 
of temperate and tropical zones. Its popula- 
tion is over ten million, which is rapidly aug- 
mented-by: European emigration. Brazil ex- 
pended Jast year $50,000 for encouragement 
of emigration, which is placed. in the hands of 
its ministers:and consuls in different parts of 
Europe. - Six of these States, Brazil, Buenos 
Ayres, Argentine Republic, Uruguay, Para- 
guay, and Bolivia, have an export and import 
trade of $800,000,000, and all are: rapidly in- 


-creasing in prosperity and population, with the 


exception of Paraguay. They are establish- 
ing communications between the coast and the 
interior of thé respeetive States by railways 
and lines of steamers. . Brazil has in opera- 
tion and in construction fifteen hundred miles 
of railway and thirteen lines of steamers with 
the interior of that portion ef the continent 


-which she commands. 


Brazil is a most importaut country. It is to 
the South American continent what.the Uni- 
ted States isto the northern continent. Now, 
sir, the line of steamers which we are asked to 
aid has a connection with six of these States, 
Brazil, the Argentine Republic, Bolivia, Uru- 
guay, Paraguay, and Buenos Ayres. They have 
an import trade of $150,000,000 a year, anda 


larger trade than thatin exports. ‘The exports 


exceed imports in all of these States, with one 
exception, and they are all struggling for the 
development of their resources with the same 
energy and success that Brazil has given to 
her industry. ene p 

Their trade is more than three hundred mil- 
lion dollars a year. Who shall have the bene- 
fit of it? That isthe question. Great Britain 
now has nitety-six pér cent., while the United 
States has only thrée per cént. We take 
twenty-five per cent. of the exports of Brazil 
and supply but four per cent, of her imports. 
Jt is of vast importance to us, not only com- 
mercially but politically, that we should share, 
at least, this trade with Great ‘Britain and 
Europe. Asitis, the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Har] has stated the fact: that while we 
hy means of tbis line import from Brazil that 
which we desire, we have no. power to send to 
her our productions. We take her products 
but we cannot send ours in return. | : 

Mr. HALE. Do the vessels that are run 
by this Brazilian line at present go to Brazil 
loaded with our products? 

Mr. BANKS. ; No, sir. 

Mr. HALE. Why not? 

Mr. BANKS. Because the trade with Bra- 
zil is monopolized by the English and Euro- 


‘pean steamers, 


Mr. HALE. We have the products. 

Mr. BANKS, Let me make a statement. 
Great Britain sends seventy-one steamers to 
South America, and has nearly one hundred 
thousand tons of steam tonnage engaged in 
the South American trade. The resto! Hurope 
has some ‘fifty thousand more of steam tonnage 
in that trade, making from one hundred and 
fifty to one hundred and eighty thousand tons 
of steamers. engaged in the British and Eu- 
ropean trade with South American. They 
run ten or twelve. steamers a month, and 
they have thus the control of the trade. We 
have but one steamer a month, and we can do 
nothing. f 

What does the Postmaster General say in 
regard to our letters from Brazil? He says, 
in the report just read by the Clerk, that 


‘letters from Brazil to the United States are 
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sent by the way of England. England has a 
steamer to Brazil every six, eight, or ten: days; 
and we have but one in thirty days. Ofcourse 
the letters go by English steamers. No one 
waits a week ora fortnight, still less a month 
for a chance to mail a letter when he can 
find one when he is ready for it. The Post- 
master General has told us that we are 
losing the carrying of American letters, for 
they are now carried from Brazil to Great 
Britain and brought from thence to this coun- 
try. Still more is it certain that we will lose 
not only our letter carriage and our import 
trade, but our own export trade as well, be- 
cause with these nine or ten lines of ocean 
steamers between Brazil and Europe, we can- 
not expect to get control of thattrade. Now, 
why do we not send these: ships full of our 
products? 

Mr. HALE. What is the reason? 

Mr. BANKS, I will tell the gentleman why. 
Tt is because we aré not: ready for them when 
they ate ready for us. Nearly half-of our 
exports are now- sent in foreign bottoms. The 
reports of oir own Statistical Bureau will show 
that to be the fact. And as we are unable to 
send to Brazil in our own ships our own exports, 
it follows of course that we cannot’ control but 
must be subject to the trade as it exists between 
that country and Great Britain. We have but 
the refuse of Brazilian commerce. We take 
that which others reject. We can import pro- 
ducts for which we are ready to pay gold, but 
not that for which we can exchange our bread- 
_ stuffy or manufactures: We take one half of 
the five hundred million pounds of coffee'which 
Brazil produces, but we must pay in gold. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not like to interrupt the 
gentleman, í 

Mr. BANKS. I beg 
I have only five minutes. 

Mr. HAL. I would like to have the gentle- 
man answer me one question. = 

Mr. BANKS. Very well—a question. 

Mr. HALE, If we now send oul a ship 
there once a month, comparatively empty, 
how would it change the matter any if we 
should send out ten ships a mouth ? 

Mr. BANKS. I will tell the gentleman. 
This line going there once in thirty days is not 
able to receive orders. It must return before 
the orders which it carries out can be filled ; 
and orders which are ready in the intervals 
will not wait its arrival. It is the case with 
American letters. The British steamers, one 
of which leaves every four or five days, are 
ready for every shipment, and cause no delay 
in the operations: of importers or exporters, 
and they thus take not only our trade but our 
letters. Jt was not so when our clipper ships 
ruled the sea, as they did before the war. We 
then balanced our imports by our exports. 
We shipped to Brazil five hundred thousand 
-barrels of flour a year, and now a quarter less, 
when we'should have doubled or tripled our 
export of breadstuffs. We have lost our clip- 
per ships, and England has supplied their 
place by ocean steamers. The trade, of course, 
that once was ours, now is monopolized by her. 

Mr. DICKEY. Let me ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. BANKS. No, not now. Let me state 
another fact, more important than this. Not 
only wiil they take our own exports in foreign 
bottoms, but they will go from Brazil to 
Kurope in order to obtain the exports which 
are carried from this country to England. We 
have to pay gold for what we buy; we cannot 
pay in our manufactures.. Let us double this 
line, and then we will have some opportunity 
to compete in this trade: ‘This is the only line 
that Brazil has assisted; the only instance in 
which she has given liberally of her own treas- 
ures to maintain steam communication with 
foreign countries. Being weaker than we are, 
she is wiser, and appreciates better than we 
do the necessities as well as advantages in 
fostering and Strengthening the friendly rela- 
tions between the two countries. Naturally, 


you will not, because 


{ 
q 


| 


-cent from it in five ‘years. 


so:far as personal interests are concerned, her 
rulers would be drawn toward Europe} but 
she seems desirous to sever this connection, at 
least to strengthen her connection with the 
United States. I hope we may never refuse 
our coöperation in a policy so eminently wise 
afd just. We might wish to do more and bet- 


| ter for the different branches of commerce; but 


we cannot now accomplish all we wish ;:it 
remains to be done hereafter: Let us not on 
that account: obliterate the faint traces that 
remain of that splendid commerce which was 
oncethe admiration of the world. 

‘Mr. KERR. I am thoroughly persuaded 
that this is not a question of commerce or no 
commerce; it is nota question whether we 


‘shall have commerce between this country and 
‘South America or not; it is not a question 


whether it shall be carried in this particular 
line or not, or whether this line shall prosper 
or fail. It-is a question, and that is all there 
is of it, whether we will subsidize another 
steamship line in addition to the one to which 
we have already given such a disgraceful sub- 
sidy but the other day. It is a question 
whether the success of that job has prepared 
the way for the success of another. - 

This iga subsidy, and nothing else ; and itis 
being engineered here by a lobby. Tle gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Woon,] whose 
conversion to this scheme i most heartily de- 
plore, need not tell me that this line is owned 
by an htimble individual who has not made a 
J say it is owned 
by Colonel Garrison, of New York, a million- 
aire, who is too sharp and too successful a 
man to be for five years the owner ofa steam- 
ship line that makés him nothing. Wealth 
does not conduct itself in that way; itis too 
sagacious for that, But it comes here when 
it wants to add'to its earnings, when it wants 
to multiply its dividends, when‘it is not con- 
tent with five or six or ten per cent. profit, and 
secks to put its hands into ‘the public Treas- 
ury and take therefrom additional ‘dividends 
out of the revenues paid from the toil, labor, 
and sufferings of the people. ‘That is what 
this “humble” citizen now seeks to do. I 
know that he has had his lobby here. No 
gentleman need deny it. It has been patent 
to almost all men about this House during the 
last two months. I can name some of its mem- 
bers. This bad scheme is no better than any 
other that aims to secure something for noth- 
ing. ‘There is no honest reciprocity in it. It 
is all for the advantage of one party to it, and 
his friends in and out of the lobby. 

Mr. Speaker, I confess frankly that it is dif- 
ficult for me to command language in which 
to express my detestation of this kind of legis- 
lation. It seems tome to strike at the very 
heart of the purity of this Government, not 
only to violate the manifest and clear rights 
of the people, not only to do violence to the 
public Treasury, but toaffect the public morals, 
and to be therefore such a scheme-as comes 
here with no merit at all. 

Mr. Speaker, the country knows what it is 


-that has destroyed American commerce so far 


as it is destroyed, and intelligent men the world 
over know what will build it up. Not boun- 
ties, not subsidies, not swindling protective 
tariffs, but honest and equal laws, taxation 
for revenue alone, and freedom of exchange. 
The people of this country have not money 
enough with which to buy it up. Commerce, 
to be safe and strong and honest, must, like 
the winds of heaven, come and go by its own 
laws and its own power. It must-be regulated 
by the wants avd demands of the country; 
and when it thus springs up it will be honest 
commerce, legitimate commerce; it will be 
such as will make a country wealthy ‘and pow- 
erful. But that commerce which is purchased 
at the expense of the people and of public 


l morals, by schemes like this, is a curse to the 


country. it does not cheapen importation or 


| transportation by a penny. It does not cheap- 


en by one farthing the commodities consumed 


i 
i 


and paid for by the: people. - It confers upon 
the people literally no ‘advantage they would: 
not enjoy inas full measure: if nota: cent of 
subsidy were paid. But it does extort much 
from them, it increases: their burdens, it adds 
to their already unjust and oppressive: taxa- 
tion, it reduces their ability :to purchase-for 
their: individual comfort; and: thas -direely 
diminishes their ‘happiness. © ‘All: taxation 
diminishes happiness. : This. scheme < robs 
the people of their revenue, which it is ‘the 
imperative duty of their Representatives here 
to expend only for honest and legitimate. pur- 
poses. i E 

All this talk about commerce is to cover a 
scheme, a job, and: nothing else. It is the 
plea that millionaires make when they come 
here, in order to conceal their realy secret, 
moving purpose. It: is: against schemes. like 
this that, while God gives me strength of 
voice and band, I- will forever protest; ‘and: I 
hope, Mr. Speaker, that the Representatives 
on this floor to-day willnot relax one jot or 
tittle of their hostility to ‘this scheme. : I. re- 
gret profoundly that they: did the other day 
suffer that other scheme to succeed, ‘which had 
no: merit, and in- my judgment should have 
been repelled with indignation. - To-day, as 
always happens on these schemes, the friends 
of this assume a great number of facts, ‘all of 
which are either untrue or unmeritorious and 
valueless if true. : ‘They say this steamship 
line does not pay. Admit it, although it is not 
true. Arethere not millions of ventures made 
all over the country every year by other citi- 
zens that do not pay ? - Who proposes to make 
them pay? Do they come here to have their 
bad. bargains or. their unsuccessful enter- 
prises made good out of other people’s money? 
No, and-if they did: they would be repelled, 
because they could not first subsidizethe lobby. 
This is no’ part of the business: of Govern- 
ment; Itis wrong aud outrageous toward the 
poor tax-payers. He Oe 

[Here the hammer fell.] n Dk 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts; I have 
sought the floor, Mr. Speaker, not that I feel 
any emotion upon this question, but:simply to 
state to the House why I shall vote for assist- 


l ance to this line while I steadily declined. to 


vote to aid the Pacific mail steamship line. 
.L saw, as the gentleman from Maine says, that 
the:Pacitie line had virgin soil, anplowed by 
steam, on which to operate; that it had four 
thousand miles of land and -three thousand 
miles of water, as protection between its 
routes between it and British competition. 
Further, the House was told that that line was 
running full of freight, was-doing all the busi- 
ness it could, and much freight was-lying wait- 


ing for transportation, I thought thataf that 


line wasever going to thriveit must thrive under 
such an overcrowding of business, and that it 
could get along without a subsidy now, if it 
ever could do soatall. But, as I understand, 
the fact to be, here is a line established some 
ten years ago, which has been running, as I 
believe, and I do not think any man who. will 
examine the circumstances will doubt the 
fact, at no profit at all. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] 
says that no shrewd man. would so conduct 
bis business. The trouble is the successtal 
and able man who manages this Brazil line has 
not the control of this matter. He agreed 
with the Post Office Department to run a line 
for ten years at a certain price, and, come weal 
or woe, he must run it. He does so out of 
the fortune which came from clear business 
capacity and hard labor; for he is one of 


| those who started with his own hands to earn 

his own fortune. By thorough basiness talent 
i he has become able. to sustain himself and to 
pay any damages the United States might call 


upon him for if he should take off the line. 
He has, therefore, run it all the time. 

Now, why does it not pay? =Let me state 
one or two facts. Because it only runs once 
a month. My friend from Maine says it would 
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only have half: as much trade if it ‘were to 


yun twice a month. The answer is this: if 
a horse railroad were to run only once every 
half hour, would. anybody wait. for the car 
until it came along rather than walk the dis- 
tance of:a mile? That illustrates. this case. 
It is not ran often enough... A man in Brazil 
must’ give- hig order. to. go’ by Mr. Garri- 
son’s ship to be filled in the United States. 
He must then wait a month before it can reach 
there, then a month before the return cargo 
can start—that makes sixty. days; and- then 
thirty days more.to cross the seas, making in 
all ninety days before he can get his order 
filled. In the.-mean time he must lay out his 
capital and take all the. risk. of a fall in the 
price of the merchandise for a quarter of:a 
year 3-whereas running out: of the same port 
are lines to Trieste, to France, to England, to 
Bremen; and they are ranning so. that the 
same man can be. able to get a return within 
sixty days. Mr. Garrison cannot give an im- 
mediate return by his: returning vessel; for 
long before the order ean be filled in New 
York he must return to make his monthly 
trip.: It takes twenty-seven or twenty-eight 
days to.make the trip over the sea, and an the 
80th he must come back again, ‘That is the 
reason why our products cannot be sent to 
Brazil by this line and meet. European com- 
petition. . I wish to state another fact to the 
House. . While Brazil: uses our flour very 
largely, she gets most. of it through Inglish 
vessels carried out from New York to England 
and then exported to Brazil from England in 
English bottoms.. Why? Because they have 
numeroug lines of steam communication by 
which that country is keptin weekly commun- 
ication with Europe, 

Now, Mr, Speaker, we have taken the duty 
off of tea and coffee; und coffee is a large 
export from Brazil. We are largely supplied 
by Brazil. Now, by steamers coffee can be 
brought very much to the advantage of mer- 
chants. They do not lose too much time; It 
does ‘not suffer the damage which it does in 
sailing vessels. About fifteen or eighteen per 
cent. of coffee in. sailing vessels is damaged, 
while the percentage is very small in steamers. 
I desire to see American commerce built up 
in South America on the Atlantic side which 
shall supply them directly with our productions, 
instead of having them supplied, as now, in 
foreign bottoms, with our flour and agricul- 
tural implements by the way of Liverpool or 
‘Trieste. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, SHELLABARGHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
was gratified at the accession we had to those 
who lavor this method of aiding American 
commerce in the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Woop.] Although he does not acknowl- 
edge the principle of sustaining our commerce 
by subsidies, yet the logic and effect of his 
position most manifestly are that his position 
is where the gentleman from Indiana has 
placed him. I regret that I cannot in five 
minutes state all I should like so much to 
state in regard to this and some other mat- 
ters before the House. 

Now, it is true, as stated by the gentleman 
from. Indiana, [ Mr. Kerr,] this vote is a vote 
for a direct subsidy to the. commerce of the 
United States. And it is always wise in Con- 
gress to call things by their right names, and 
to look at the measures they have:to take up 
and dispose of right in the face. 

Now, this is almost wholly and purely a 
subsidy. : The mail service between this coun- 
try and Brazil, as performed by this line, 
yields, according to the last report of the 


Postmaster General of the United States, in i 


postages. $13,267 59. That is the answer I 


desired to get from my friend from New | 
York, [Mr. Woop.}] Now, everything else | 


than that amount, of course, the gentleman 


will grant is subsidy, for the total postages | 


only amount to that and no more. And, by 
the way, that was a decrease as compared 


with the receipts-in. -the last. preceding year, 
which were $30,079... Therefore, we are voting 
on the question whether it is wise or unwise 
to.aid American commerce by paying money 
to: keep-our ships afloat. That is the question, 
and nothing else. . - ar 

Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman permit 
me to say that Brazil pays.one quarter of the 
amount—$100,000 out of $400,000? .. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER.. Iam not alarmed 
at the word ‘subsidy.’’.. Like my friend from 
Maine, [Mr. Hatz,] Iam willing to take.the 
word with all its significance. 1 repeat what 
I began to say, but could..not finish the other 
day, that we must come to a decision as to 
what we shall do.. As. a nation, we have the 
largest carrying trade.there is on the globe 
to-day, and. have the- best facilities, by our 
geographical position, by our adaptation, and 
everything else, except in those particulars. in 
which we cannot compete, and in, whieh the 
inequality, must be removed by the payment of 
moneys, namely, the cost of our capital to be 
put into.such enterprises, the cost of our labor 
in running,the ships,.and the gost of supplies 
furnished to them. In every. other respect 
than this we have permanent physical advan- 
tages over every other nation inviting us to do 
our own carrying trade; and: in the presence 
of such facts as these we have got.to decide 
whether we will do. it-or whether we will 
not. I repeat that there is:no contrivance, no 
ingenuity that will enable us to carry the com- 
merce of our own country. in our own ships, 
unless we put-ourship-owners and our ship-ruu- 
ners on an equality with those of other nations; 
for on the seas where they compete with the 
shipping of other nations they must be on an 
equal footing. 

Now, how will you accomplish that? Some- 
thing may be done by admitting free ships, but 
that will not do it all. Something may be done 


„by letting in ship supplies free; but that will 


not do it all, . The residue, whatever that. resi- 
due is, must, be done-by.subsidy. 

What, then, does England do? I have in my 
room, and regret that E do-not have it here, 
a statement handed to me the day before yes- 


.terday by Mr. Nimmo of what England pays 


in subsidies. With all her advantages over 
us, advantages in cheaper labor and better 
facilities for. building ships cheaply, she last 
year paid to foster: and perpetuate her own 
lines extending all over the world nearly six 
million dollars in gold. Now, bow are we to 
sail our ships—after we have got them—unless 
we do something of this. kind? That is the 
reason why I said the other. day that the 
American mind must be educated up to the 
problem. - ‘ 

And that brings me to another point. It is 
that we must call this thing first by its right 
name, a subsidy. 

Mr. CONGER. How many millions of sub- 
sidy did you say were given by England? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. The amount is 
between five and six millions. . I cannot give 
the exact figure. . . 

I was saying that we must call this a subsidy. 
And then we must decide the great question 
of fact, and that is a question on which I now 
wish to. make a remark or two onthe question 
whether the granting of this subsidy to this 
line is fair and just to those other lines that 
demand our support. I say it is not. 

Now, what does England do in this regard ? 
She keeps that. eye of hers in, her Board of 
Trade eternally awake and watching where her 
lines need fostering, and there instantly she 
places her money; wherever one languishes 
and needs support there the subsidy goes; and 
until you come to that, you will not have imi- 
tated your rival, for you have but one on the 
seas, and that is England. in that particular 
alone in which you can master her. Create 
a Beard of Trade that will know where you 
can afford to develope and pay subsidies, and 
there put your money, and place American 
citizens on an equality in this regard with 


British subjects, and then you will begin to 
have a commerce, and until you do that you 
will not. ; : 

Now, this-line already have a subsidy suf- 
ficient to continue them for five. years, and to 
enable them to carry the commerce that.they 
have, . Let us give it to others. 

- [Here the hammer fell.] . ora 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to ask, the 
gentleman from Qhio if he isin favor of this 
amendment of the Senate? A : 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Jamnot. ~ 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, I am 
naturally opposed to subsidies, but I am op- 
posed to them precisely as [ am opposed to a 
protective tariff. I donot believe inthe general 
principle of fostering any iudustry at the ex- 
pense of any other. But, looking to what has 
been done in the immediate past and to the 
condition of things as they are now—although 
they will: probably be somewhat improved 
by. the action of this Congress—it seemsto me 


to be necessary. that we should suffer the evils 
of subsidies, as we have to endure the evils of" 
protection.. Our.ships are loaded down with 
protection and can carry nothing else. They 
are oyerfreighted with its dead weight. You 
have’ put the. tariff on until you: have filled 
them and sunk them beneath the sea. -When 
the war began thecity of New York had large 
ship-building. interest and a magnificent com- 
merce in American ships. We built ships 
there by the bundreds every year. Our ves- 
sels visited. every port on the globe our flag 
floated over, and our sails whitened every 
ocean, The Republican party have had the con- ` 
trol ofthis. country since, and by their protective 
tariffs, by their unjust and discriminating legis- 
lation, they have wiped out every vestige, | might 
almost say, of that glorious commerce. They 
have left us absolutely nothing but a few feeble 
steamship lines, which depend upon public 
bounty for their existence, and unless you will 
favoras now and help usa little to keep what we 
have remaining, there will not be a nucleus even 
on which to. found. future marine for our 
country. . - Ses dle ke, f 

Why look atit! The gentleman from Maine 
has put a tarif on lumber, on the material of 
which the hulls. and spars arc made, and thus 
increased the cost of construction by a bounty 
to his people from our ship-buitders. In other 
words, you may see him walking off with one 
ship of ours out of ten, under his arm, carry- 
ing it up to bis benighted region and recon- 
verting itinto the timber of which it was built. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts has seized 
our sails and taken them from us until we have 
had to pay him another ship, out of the ten to 
get them back, and he. carries. that to Mas- 
sachusetts. and turns it.into a cotton or woolen 
manufactory. Gentlemen—and I am sorry 
hat when I make this remark I must point to 
both sides. of the House—gentlemen from 
Pennsylvania by their protective duty on iron, 
a duty which yields them millions at our ex- 
pense, haye taxed us. on every nail we drive, 
on every ring, bolt, rod, or chain we use, on 
our boilers and machinery, aud have taken at 
least two ships, adouble share, out-of our ten, 
and carried them off and turned them intoa 
smelting furnace or iron manufactory in Penn- 
sylvania, -And thus they have goue on upon 
one hand or the other until they have left us 
nothing but a few steamship lines, of which 
this is one. - These remain, indeed, but remain 
how? Unable to compete with the lines of 
| Other nations, unable to keep afloat, they will 
be inevitably swamped by the quantity of pig 
iron you have put in their holds unless you 
-stretch forth the national hand to help them. 

Gentlemen have talked of this subsidy as 
being a mere gratuity, and unnecessary to 
keep the line afloat. I am confident that they 
are mistaken, and not well advised on the 
Subject. This line has made but two per cent. 
a year during the last five years. The gentle- 
man who owns it bas it throwmup agaiust him 


i that he is a millionaire. Well, if that be a. 
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crime, it is acrime that we arè all trying very 
hard to commit. Certainly if he is a million- 
aire he is a sensible one, and will try to keep 
what he has got and not waste it in vain schemes 
forthe public good. He will look for some 
other means of investing his money, where he 
can wake more profit.” If you refuse him the 
assistance he asks for he will withdraw this 
line and send his ships elsewhere, and our 
steam connection with Brazil will be discon- 
tinued. : : ee 

What then will the nation lose’ by refusing 
this subsidy? We will surrender the whole 
South American trade, which a few years ago 
almost belonged to us, for we bad the most 
and best of it, and were‘in’a fair way to con: 
trolitall. We have somé even now, although 
it is only a mere remnant of what we formerly 
possessed, This very Brazilian line connects 
with a line up the Amazon river, established 
and owned by Americans, extending two thou- 
sand miles into the interior of South America, 
and this has lately built a railroad around the 
falls óf the Amazon, and carried communica- 
tion two thousand miles further up that river. 
Will you willingly resign: all this? Is our 
nation to lose the whole of that vastand lucra- 
tive commerce? Will you surrender it all, 
and throw away the last remnant that we have 
left tous now? Will you destroy what Amer 
can enterprise started so successfully and 
has maintained so bravely? Will you drive 
these steamers, as you have already driven so 
many, from the ocean and compel their own- 
ers to pat their capital in other enterprises ? 

Go along the miles of New York's water- 
front and explore the empty ship-yards to- 
day, empty so far as American’ ship-building 
is concerned, where ‘some ten years‘ ago 
all was bustle and activity, and you might 
have had ships‘in various: stages of comple- 
tion in sight at every stèp through the entire 
distance. Yon will now find there little bet- 
ter than a desert—silent, untenanted, exhibit- 
ing the utter decay of this business. Ship- 
carpenters turned house-carpenters; calkers, 
sail makers, and riggers driven to other trades, 
till the art is dying out; and skillful artisans 
could not be had if they were wanted. Would 
you make this worse? It is impossible for this 
line to compete with those of foreign Powers, 
weighed down as it is with discrimination from 
abroad, if it is also to be weighted down by 
unfair discrimination at home, unless it re- 
ceives some assistance from the publie that 
imposes òn it such heavy loads. France has 
paid and is now paying to her steamship lines 
running to Brazil the sam of $500,000 annu- 
ally ; England has paid as much to her lines, 
though she isnot paying so much now; and 
if we would retain what little we have left, if 
we would keep this line afloat, we must also 
do as other nations have found it to their 
advantage to do. : 

Sir, who will oppose this bill?’ These very 
protectionists, these very men who have taken 
all they could from the publie purse for their 
districts, seizing so much that they have left 
to us poor free-traders little or nothing; left 
us with such melancholy prospects that some 
of us felt constrained a few days ago to rise 
in our seats and complain that, they have 
stolen so thoroughly and- exhaustively that 
there was nothing at all left for us to steal if 
we would. [Laughter.] Sir, £ am rejoiced 
that I have been given this poor chance ‘to 
steal something for the benefit of the poor 
people of my district, for they want it badly. 
While stealing is going on all around, we want 
our share. ‘Theft may not be right, but mu- 
tual theft is a modified wrong. I shall, not 
only vote for this subsidy, but for every other 
subsidy that shall be for the benefit of my 
people, until the burdens which have been 
laid on the section of the country which I rep- 
resent, in the interest of other sections, shall 
have been removed. Then we will ask no 
aid from any one. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


4 


‘Mr. KELLEY.  I-desire ‘to say to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Rooseverr] wlio 
has just taken his ‘seat, and who, whenever 
opportunity permits, denounces the protective 
system as a system of theft and robbery, that 
Tin part represent a State that receives nearly 
as much of the so-calied bounty afforded by 
protection as ‘the State of New York. Penn- 
sylvania produced in 1870 $725,000,000 worth 
of protected manufactures, and what he would 
call the thieving State of New York, whichis 
in part represented by him, took the bounties 
on $790,000;000 worth of like protectéd’ pro: 
ductions. T hope, therefore, that he will share 
the swag with some of us. 

Sir, as a protectionist, representing an’ in- 
land: city, I have obtained the floor to plead 
against the gentleman from Maine [ Mr: Hane} 
and others, who claim to’be the special repre- 
sentatives and champions of the ship-building 
and commercial interests, in behalf ofa meas- 
ure for the promotion of American commerce. 
The gentleman from. Maine,- to promote 
these: interests, demands free salt, free: coal, 
free cordage, free wrought iron, and ‘free ship- 
stores—indeed free everything but: lumber, 
which: Maine produces and for which. he pleads 
for protection, Hig views are of the most 
expansive and disinterested character. But 
heis not fora subsidy to the only American 
line of steamers that connects us with Brazil, 
and to which the emperor of Brazil has ex- 
tended a helping hand. Of all the steamers 
sailing into the ports of South America, none 
gets a South American subsidy but this line. 
It receives a subsidy of $100,000, to: be in- 
creased to $150,000, because the enlightened 
emperor of Brazil desires to promote com- 
mercial and other kindly relations between 
hig country and ours.: ` : cee 

The sum asked for is so small that it will be 
felt by nobody if’granted. It may be true as 
stated that the ships of this line go hence almost 
empty for the very reason assigned by the gen- 
ieman from Maine, [Mr. Havu,] which was 
that (and be it remembered that it is under 
protection) our people are so prosperous that 
we cannot manufacture enough to supply their 
wants. But it is also true that our agricultural 
products are carried. in great quantines to 
England and shipped thence to Brazil, aud 
that these ships bring-heavy return cargoes of 
coffee and other South American. productions. 

It is intimated that the proprietor of this 
line must be a bad man because he is said 
to be a millionaire. Sir, it is my privilege 
to know him and to know and appreciate 
his worth; and knowing him as I do, I have 
never been solicited by him personally, or 
through an agent to vote for this bill He 
did not inherit millions. A poor boy, gifted 
with genius and ‘energy, he has, though still 
in the vigor of life, carved out’ of this rough 
world a fortune which each and all of us may 
envy, and has steadily applied his growing 


means to increasing the power, the grandenr,’ 


and the prosperity of his country. At a loss, 
not an absolute but a relative loss of the 
profits his money wonld have yielded him had 
he put it in Government bonds, he has carried 
the flag of our country among the steamers— 
‘subsidized steamers—of England and other 
foreign nations into the ports of South Amer- 
ica. He has made it familiar to the people of 
the broad empire of Brazil and five other 
South American States. He has also made 
the people who dwell along two thousand miles 
of the rivers of the southern part of our con- 
tinent familiar with the stars and stripes of our 
country and the productions of our workshops 
and fields. Shall ke who has done all this 


| be stigmatized because in great ventures like 
these he has shown discretion and has realized |; 


a fortune? His biographers will not discredit 
hin with posterity by stating these facts. 
Now, what is the whole case? It is simply 
this: an enterprising American citizen has 
embarked in a great commercial movement. 
A single citizen has attempted to do, and for 


i 


five years has‘ done, what the statesmen: of 
this country ought to do at the cost if need 
be of ‘millions of dollars ‘annually to weave 
together in intimate relations’ of commerce 
and social life our peopte with' those occupy- 
ing the southern ‘part of ‘our continent. The 
time hag come wheti the’ number of ‘his ships 
and their mail serviée should bé doubled.’ To 
protect him against absolute loss ‘in’ doing this 
he asks nid from ‘the Goverment.’ ‘The dri- 
peror of Brazil appreciates his enterprise, 


| liberality, and energy, and thanks hint for 


this display of those’ qualities, and endeavors 
to apply from his exhausted ‘treasury $150,000 
a year to aid his commendable enterprise. 
He is, howevet, unable to do this ifi full at pres- 
ent, but appropriates. $100,000 a’ year, and 
pledges himself: to give’-thé other $50,000 
when he can, and agreés that the’ additional 
sum shall-be dedacted from ‘whatever subsidy 
the United Statés ‘may meanwhile agree ‘to 
give, Shall we repel Brazil? Shall we yield 
the commerce of the South’ Aihericati States 
and the magnificent rivers. now opening to 
commerce by withholding the. paltry. sum: of 
‘$200,000 or $250,000 a year?..If we do-it 
will be alike discreditable to. our judgment 
and our patriotism. ©. a 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BECK obtained the floor. : 
Mr. BIGGS, ‘If the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. Beck] will yield. I will move that 
the Hause take a recess. 
Mr.. BECK. I will yield for that motion. 
The SPEAKER. The session of this even- 
ing has been,assigned to the business of the 
Committee of Claims. ae , ; 
Mr. BLDREDGE. If the House should not 
take a recess, when will this question come‘up 
The SPEAKER. After'the teading'of the 
Journal to-morrow morning, 9% 5° 0i 
The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Braes; it was agreed to, there being-— 
ayes 117, noes 45. ; ' 
So the House (at four o'clock and forty 
minites p; ni.) took a récess until half past 
seven o'clock p. m. i 


Dy EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the: House re- 
sumed its session, TOET y 
; ORDER: OF BUSINESS. 

Mr: WHITTHORNE. Mr: ‘Speaker, I 
desire to presenta bill for action at the pres- 
ent time. eevee See ay ce 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I demand the 
regular order. The Committee of Claims will 
need all their,time. ` ick 

The SPEAKER.” The business specially 
assigned for this evening is the consideration 
of reports from the Committee of Claims. 

JOHN MILONE, , i : 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan,. from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill (H.R. No. 
2885) for the relief. of John Milone, postmas- 
ter at Uhricksyille, Ohio; which. was reada 
first.and second time. 7 : 

The bill provides that the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury. be authorized and 
directed, in settling the. accounts. of John 
Milone, postmaster. at Uhrickville, Obio, to 


allow and credit to him the sum of $210, an 


amount of postage stamps stolen from his 
office by burglars on the night. of October 6, 
1868, without fault or neglect on his parts 

The bill was ordered to. be engrossed. and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved tò recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table, ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DAVID SERGEANT. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. Jam requested to report 

from the Committee of: Claims, with a favor- 
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able recommendation, a bill (H. R. No. 1912) 
for the relief of David Sergeant. 1. present 
this bill upon the statement of the chairman, 
who has examined the case, (as I. have not,) 
that it is a proper bill, and should be passed. 
The bill, which was read, directs the Quar- 
termaster General of: the. Army to pay to 
David Sergeaut,: late a captain: in company 
H, seventh regiment Michigan. cavalry, out of 
any money for the transportation-of the Army, 
the sum of $860,:0n the presentation by him 
of satisfactory proof that he paid that sum for 
transportation of enlisted men of his command 
from Denver, Colorado. Territory, to Fort 
Leavenworth, Kansas. T ei 
The bill was- ordered. to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordivgly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HOLMAN: moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was. passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. : ; 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL LAND SCRIP. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Wixsoy,] chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture, who is about to leave town, 
desires to present a report, and I yield to him 
for that purpose. ; f 

Mr, WILSON, of Ohio, by unanimous con- 
sent, from the Committee on Agriculture, sub- 
mitted a report in relation to the disposition 
of the agricultural college land scrip; which 
was laid upon’ the table, and ordered to be 
printed. f niz 
` MARGARET FILLEBROWN. 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2886) for 
the relief of Margaret Fillebrown; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope no gentleman will 
raise a point of order on that bill until I have 
had an opportunity to. make some explanation. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Sceretary of the Treasury shall be directed to 
pay Margaret Fillebrown, widow of Henry C. 
Mllebrown, who lost his life hy being drowned 
in the Coosa river, in the State of Alabama, 
while engaged in the service of the United 
States as an engineer, the ‘salary Henry C. 
Fillebrown would have been entitled to from 
the date of his death, namely, August 11, 
1871, to the end of the fiscal year in which 
his death occurred, being at the rate of $200 
per month. 

Mr. L, MYERS, 
case? ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is, but it is too long 
to read, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word 
about this case so that gentlemen may not be 
under any misapprehension about the charac- 
ter of the bill,, The effect of it will be to give 
some two thousand dollars to Mrs. Margaret 
Fillebrown, being the salary her husband 
would have received for the balance of the 
fiscal year-during which he was drowned while 
in the Government service. The testimony 
shows that Fillebrown lost his life while a civil 
engineer in the service of the Government, 
while surveying one of the rivers of the South 
named iu this bill, the Coosa river in Alabama. 
He lost his life by the capsizing of aboat. His 
superior officer who was with him, a gentleman 
now living in Ohio, whose affidavits I have be- 
fore me, barely eseaped with his life. The ques- 
tion involved here is whether under such cir- 
cumstances it is proper to pay this widow, who 
I understand is poor with a family of six little 
children, the. balance of the salary her hus- 
band would. have been entitled to have re- 
ceived for the remaining portion of the fiscal 
year if he had not lost his life in the service 
of the Government. 

Mr. CONGER. What regiment did the 
gentleman say he belonged to? 

Mr. HOLMAN. He was a civil engineer 
in the service of the Government, and that is 
ihe reason why I desired to make some explan- 


Is there a report in this 


i 


ation in. order that there might -be:no -misap- 
prehension in the mindsof gentlemen as to the 
character of this. bill. I put it on the same 
ground of a bill passed. some weeks ago, by 
which the widow of a judge.of a district court 
in Florida was. yoted the. balance. of the pay 
to which her husband would. have-been.entitled 
during the fiscal year when he lost his life by 
yellow fever-in. the discharge of his duties. 

Mr. MAYNARD. This gentleman, I under- 
stand, this:man wag a member of the engineer 
corps of the Army, and lost his life in the 
discharge of his dutjes, and I hope the gen- 
tleman from Indiana will consume no more 
time but let us pass the bill, which I believe to 
be perfectly just. =i- à: e 

Mr. MOORE, of Niinois.. I want to know 
of the gentleman from Indiana what difference 
there is between this case and the case of ‘the 
man who, while in. the service. of the Govern- 
ment in a civil capacity, fell through a batoh- 
way while measuring the tonnage of a vessel, 
and was totally disabled from all further em- 
ployment. ‘As I understand it, they were both 
engaged in a. civil capacity in the service of 
the Government. If there be:any difference 
between the cases, the case of the man who 
fell through the hatchway while rendering the 
most singularly efficient services to the Gov- 
erument is far more meritorious. Why should 
this civilian have-allowed to him that which 
gentlemen denied: to the officer who in my 
judgment, had afar more: meritorious case ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my friend will not 
consume the time the- committee have. I 
quite understand the gentleman’s point. It.is 
impossible for me to stop to discuss the differ- 
ence between the cases. I have only this to 
say, that the practice of the Government has 
been in such cases to pay to the widow the 
balance of the year’s salary. In this case:the 
Committee of Claims have taken the balance 
of the fiscal year, which is about. ten months. 
I call the previous question. 

Mr. L. MYERS. . Does the report state all 
these facts? A 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does. 

‘Mr. ARCHER. Exactly the same thing 
was done in the case of the Oneida. 

The bill was ordered: to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to. reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


WILLIAM JOHNSON. 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2887) for the relief 
of William Johnson, of Ripley county, Indi- 
ana ; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill makes an appro- 
priation, and I will have a word or two to say 
as to that in the event:of the point of order 
being made. ; : oa 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to William Johnson, of 
Ripley county, Indiana, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $130 for one horse belonging to him, 
and which was, on the 14th day of July, 1868, 
taken by the military force under General 
Hobson and applied to the service of the 
United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will make a brief state- 
ment of the facts in this case. This man, 
Johnson, was a soldier in the third Indiana 
cavalry, and was at the time in the service. 
In the pursuit, in the State of Indiana, of Mor- 
gan by the Union general, Hobson, as the 
horses gave out from time to time the soldiers 


took what horses they could get hold of.’ 


The residence of this soldier, Johnson, was on 
the route of the raid. The proof is abundant 
that as the solders passed his little farm, not 


tar from Versailles, Ripley county, a -sol- | 
pley 


dier’s horse gave. out and the- soldier took 


yn 


| 


| 


Johnson’s horse, and.: it was afterward dis- 
posed of by the provost marshal for the bene- 
fit of the Government. f 

I desire to say in this connection that but 
one bill of this class has passed before. Ifa 
voucher had been given by an officer the horse 
would have been.paid for. But the testimony 
of credible witnesses is that. no officer was 
present. Or if any aflidavit byan officer had 
been obtained, it would: have been sufficient ; 
but there is no affidavit by an officer. The facts 
are as | have statedthem. I call the. previous 
question. 

Mr. MOORE. . I hope the gentleman will 
be willing to hear some statements in reference 
to this case, and not insist on hurrying it 
through. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam willing to answer any 
question the gentleman may put. ButI hope 
this case will not be allowed to occupy time. 
There are a. number of bills to. be reported by 
other members of, the committee. _ 

Mr. MOORE. I hope the gentleman will 
not be so.wery sensitive about consuming time. 
When the gentleman is himself. appealed to 
about consuming time he is not so very ready 
to. yield to such appeals. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not my time that is 
being occupied; it.is that of. the committee. 

Mr. MOORE. Now,as regards this case, I 
believe it was. before the Committee of Claims 
in the Forty-First Congress, and was rejected 
along with: a number of other claims which 
rested upon precisely a similar state of facts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman say 
that this bill was before the Committee of 
Claims in the Forty-First Congress? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes, sir; this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; these papers only 
came in a few months ago. 

Mr. MOORE. A claim which I myself pre- 
sented before the committee in the Forty- 
First Congress, alleging that certain soldiers 
had taken the property.of a certain merchant 
in the State of Iliinois, was rejected by the 
Committee of Claims.on the ground that the 
Government.was not responsible for what an 
individual soldier did. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. 

Mr. MOORE. And that it could not by 
any means make itself responsible, Now,a 
soldier without any show of orders from the 
Government takes possession of this horse, as 
soldiers have taken posscssion of thousands of 
horses in that very identical way ; and this bill 
proposes to make the Government responsible 
for what every individual soldier may have 
done. It would be impossible to give com- 
pensation in all those cases. d 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam in favor of the pay- 
ment of any just claim. 

Mr. MOORE. TI object to the principle on 
which this is based. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I should like to hear the 
report in this case read. 

Mr. DONNAN. Iam inclined to think that 
when the Committee of Claims is reporting, 
we need another Horman in the House, from 
the fact that the bill No. 1902 has just been 
passed, which was a bill referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and which that 
committee refused to recommend. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Fillebrown case? 

Mr. DONNAN. No; the bill for the relief 
of a man named Sargeant. I thinic all these 
cases of a military character ought to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will excuse 
me fora moment. I hope he heard me make 
the statement that I had not examined that 
case, but thatthe chairman of the committee 
had examined it and thought that the bill 
ought to pass. I have no doubt that it ought 
to pass, although I have never examined it. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. And my chief 
authority was a member of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. L. MYERS. T think this is a case in 
which, at all events, there should be a report. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman thinks 
this $130 ought not to be paid to the soldier 
let him object. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I understand there is no 
dispute about the facts in the case.. ~ 
Mr. HOLMAN. There is no dispute about 
the facts. $ i Í 

Mr. MAYNARD. T understand that the 
gentleman has personal knowledge of the 


tacts. 
Mr. HOLMAN, I know the facts, but T do 
not ask the passage of the bill on that ground ; 
the evidence is aniple. on 
Mr. CONGER. I understood that the ‘Com- 
mittee of Claims promised ‘some time ago ‘to 
report a general bill which would ‘cover all 
this class of cases. ee 3 
Mr. HOLMAN. The reason that has not 
been done is that there are’so few of them. 
Mr. CONGER. ‘I insist that this should 
come in under a general law. pias 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. f ; 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


DWIGHT J. M’CANN. 


Mr. HOLMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reporteda bill (H. R. No. 2890) for the 
relief of Dwight J. McCann ; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to examine the claim of 
Dwight J. McCann on account of losses sus- 
tained by a breach of contract for the trans- 
portation of Indian -supplies from Omaha, 
Nebraska, in May, 1866, and to adjudicate 
and pay the same, the amount not to exceed 
$4,890 75, in full satisfaction thereof. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the billwas passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laidon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN POTTS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I am instructed by the 
Committee of Claims to report back the Senate 
bill No. 908, for the relief of John Potts, 
chief clerk of the War Department, with an 
amendinentin the nature of a substitute. ‘The 
bill is subject to a point of order, and. before 
that point of order is made I hope that the 
substitute will be read and a moment allowed 
for explanation. Itis not necessary to read 
the Senate bill, which merely appropriates 
$2,500. 

The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c:, That the sum of $2,000 be paid to 
John Potts, chief clerk of the War Department, for 
services as disbursing clerk at the rate of $200 per 
annum, from the 15th of February, 1861, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated ; 
Provided, That itshall be lawful hereafter to pay for 
such services at such rate, whether such clerk shall 
have been appointed from class four or from a 
higher grade, any existing law to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire now to make a 
brief explanation. Up io this time the Com- 
mittee of Claims have strenuously resisted 
the paying of double compensation to the 
same officer, and I wish to point out the dis- 
tinction between this case and cases that come 
within that classification. John Potts was 
chief clerk of the War Department when the 
late war broke out. The law which was then 
in foree, and which is still in force, and which 
the proviso which we report proposes to 
modify, provided that the disbursements of 
the War Department should be made by a 
fourth-class clerk, who should receive the ad- 
ditional compensation for the responsibility of 
disbursement of $200 a year. When the war 


broke out the disbursements began to increase 
enormously, and all the Secretaries of War 
from the spring of 1861 up to the last: few 
months, and through the whole war, insisted 
that John Potts should perform these duties. 

The committee do not propose to do any- 
thing except to avoid the. mere technicality of 
the law. The $200 a year additional would 
have been paid to Mr. Potts had he been a 
fourth-class clerk. ‘The duties that were per- 
formed by him were such that he should have 
received additional compensation for them. 
It is very clear that as the duties and respons- 
ibilities of the position were greatly increased 
it was proper enough that they should devolve 
upon a clerk of the highest grade. TheSenate 
bill proposes to pay bim $2,500 in gross. The 
substitute reported from the committee pro- 
poses to pay him $2,000, or'at the rate of $200 
a year, and to provide that hereafter a dis- 
bursing clerk may be either a fourth-class clerk 
ora clerk of the highest grade. A S 

Mr. L. MYERS.. I desire to state that there 
is a precisely similar case under the same law 
in‘the Patent Office. The disbursing clerk of 
that office discharged additional duties, but 
did not receive what he ought to have received 
on account of not being a fourth-class clerk, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that is not a 
similar case. The only ground upon which 
this bill can be sustained is on account of the 
very large disbursement made during the war, 
greatly increasing the duties of the’ chief 
clerk. I now call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the substitute was agreed to.’ 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to 
be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN ‘moved to. reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SEMKON STANSIFER, 

Mr. HOLMAN also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2888) for the 
relief of Simeon Stansifer; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill contains an ap- 
propriation, and is subject to a point of order. 

Mr, L. MYERS. ‘Lhen I reserve the point 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe, upon reflection, 
that it does not contain an appropriation, and 
therefore is not subject to a point of order. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in adjusting the ac- 
counts of Simcon Stansifer, late collector of 
internal revenue in the third district of Indi- 
ana, to allow him a eredit of $800 on account 
of an error committed in regard to revenue 
stamps alleged to have been delivered to him 
as such collector. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the Clerk to read the 
last clause of the statement by the Commis- 
‘sioner of Internal Revenue in this case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

* In conclusion, I think it very doubtful whether 
under the circumstances, and in view of the ac- 
knowledged laches of the Government, a suit for 
the recovery of the balance in question could be 
maintained in any court of competent jurisdiction.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to state the char- 
acter of this case in a word. Mr, Stansifer 
was 2 collector of internal revenue in the third 
district of Indiana. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If there are any objec- 
tions to this bill I hope the gentleman will state 


them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to state the facts 
so that the gentleman. can judge for himself. 
There was an alleged mistake in the accounts 
of this officer. ‘The House will understand 
from the statement of the Commissioner of In- 


H 


ternal Revènue exactly what is the: condition 
of this case. The ‘question is whether, under 
the circumstances, a reputable citizen should 
be subjected to asuit or not. He was removed 
from office during the administration of Mr. 
Johnson, and promptly settled his: accounts. 
Between one and two years afterward it was 
alleged that a mistake had been discovered in 
regard to certain stamps. This gentleman is 
avery high-minded man, and his réputation is 
well known throughout the State of Indiana. 
His own affidavit’ of the facts would seem ‘to 
leave no doubt that instead of there havin 
been a mistake in his favor, there was‘actually 
a mistake made against him. But I rely 
mainly upon the statement of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, who, after review- 
ing the whole case, expresses the opinion thatit 
is doubtful whether: on account of the’ laches 
of the Government a suit could be maintained 
against this individual.’ I submit that in such 
case a citizen: should not be subjected to the 
expenses of a suit where a Government official 
thinks such a suit could not bé maintained. 

Mr. L. MYERS. . I think the gentleman’s 
statement is satisfactory. es ees 

Mr. CONGER. T desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Horman] whether in 
view of all the facta he would recommend the 
passage of this bill? i ane 

Mr. HOLMAN. | In viewof all the cireum- 


- stances, I think I would. 


Mr. CONGER. I did not learn exactly 
which way the gentleman’s argument leaned. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it. was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HOLMAN, moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed. ‘and also 
moved that the motion ‘to reconsider be laid 
on the table. : ; : a 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SILAS D. FIELD. > + : 


Mr. HOLMAN also, from the Committe 
of Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2889) to 
refund to Silas D. Field certain moneys. be- 
longing to him; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this bill is also 
subject to a point of order. 

Mr. L. MEYERS. I desire to reserve the 
point of order. [Laughter.] 

The bill was read. ‘1t authorizes and directs 
‘the Secretary of the Treasury to refund to Silas 
F. Tield the proceeds now in the ‘Treasury 
(not exceeding $2,000) ofany real estate owned 
by him, heretofore sold for United States taxes, 
first:deducting therefrom the taxes, charges, 
and expenses of the same. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire that the facts of 
this case shall be understood. Mr. Field was 
the owner of certain real estate in Little. Rock, 
Arkansas, which was sold for taxes, amount- 
ing to eleven dollars. The. property brought 
$2,000, which was paid over to :the tax com- 
missioner, as appears. from the statement 
which I shall submit. This bill proposes to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
refund that money, deducting the tax and 


costs. . , 2 
Mr. MAYNARD. I object to this bill. We 
to-day passed a general bill- which covers this , 


case. 
Mr. HOLMAN, I submit the following 
letter explanatory of the circumstances of 


, this case: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or INTERNAL REVENUE, 
WASHINGTON, May 17, 1872. 
Sin: In reply to your inquiry as to whether the 
purchase-money paid for a. certain lot of land in 
Little Rock, Arkansas, which was sold for non-pay- 
ment of United States direct taxes, formerly owned 
by Silas F. Field, has been paid into the United 
States Treasury, I have to say that I find: apon 
examination of the records of this office that a lot 
formerly owned by Silas F. Field, situated in Little 
Rock, Arkansas, was'sold for taxeson the 4th day: of 
May, 1865, and that the sum of $2,000 was paid. to the 
United States direct tax commissioners on the 8t 
day of May, 1865, 


3838 


May 24, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Section six.of:an act.of Congress approved March 
8, 1865, provided that ‘““the expenses caused by or 
incident to the proceedings of any board of tax com- 
missioners shalt be paid by the commissioners out 
of the proceeds. of sales which have been or shall 
be made by them of any lands or tenements,” 

~The'tax commissioners used part of the proceeds 
of ‘sales in payment of their expenses, and money 
turned over by:them to the Treasury. was turned 
over in large. amounts without specifying the par- 
ticular source from which it was obtained. 

Tt is therefore impossible to ascertain as to whether 
the money, paid by any. particular individual. as 
Bana money was ever turned over to the United 


tates Treasury; 
Very respeettully, J.W. DOUGLASS, 
Commissioner. 


Won. Janes M. HANKS, : 
2" =" i House of Representatives, Capitol. 
‘Mr, MAYNARD. It is a wholly unneees- 
sary consumption of time to pass this bill. 
We have passed to-day a general bill pro- 
viding completely and fully for these cases. I 
trust that further time will not be consumed in 
the consideration of. this éase. ` : 

Mr. HOLMAN. JI call the previous ques- 
tion, f 
“The previous quéstion was seconded and 
the’ main’ qugstion ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed. for a third reading; and being eù: 
grossed, it was accordingly réad-the third time, 
and passed. oo 

Mr. HOLMAN moved toreconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 
- The latter motion.was agreed to, 

TREADWELL 8S. AYRES, 


Mr. HOLMAN also, from the Committee 
of Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2891) 
for the relief of Treadwell S. Ayres; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 'I wish to say that this bill 
refers toa case which has been before the 
Court of Claims. The claim is for rent of a 
large building in the city of Memphis, the 
owner of which, Mr. Ayres, appears to have 
been avery loyal man. It is desirable, how- 
ever, that thig matter should be examined a 
little farther, and hence I ask that the bill be 
recommitted and a motion to reconsider en- 
tered, so that if it be found advisable at any 
time during this session to bring’ the subject 
again to the attention of the House, it may be 


one, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. POTTER.) 
Tf there be no objection, the bill will be recom- 
mitted and a motion to reconsider entered. 
There was no objection. 


JOHN CLINTON, 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No, 
2892) for the relief of Jobn Clinton, of Browns- 
ville, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to John Clinton, 
of Brownsville, Tennessee, $375 out of any 
“moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to make good his loss in replacing 
money stolen from the post office in Browns- 
ville, Tennessée, on the Ist of November, 1870. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there any report in this 


case? 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I will state the 
substance of the report. On the 1st of Novem- 
ber, 1870, $395 of money received for money 
orders was stolen from the drawer of the post 
office at Brownsville, Tennessee, the drawer 
being, as was supposed, securely locked. The 
thief was arrested and twenty dollars of the 
money recovered. The postmaster refunded 
the balance, $875. The committee find him 
guiltless of any negligence, and recommend 
the passage of the bill, I demand the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main. question. ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed.. : 
Mr. SMITH, of New York; moved to recon- 
i sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laidon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PHEBE HEPBURN. 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, from the same 
! committee, also reported back a bill (S. No. 
201) for the relief of Phoebe Hepburn, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
The preamble of the bill states that it is 
| alleged that Phebe Hepburn was the owner 
by purchase and assignment of. the following 
bounty- land warrants, issued under the act-of 
March 3, 1855, to wit: Nos. 69896, 59419, 
86157, 88619, 91724, 31558, 67417, 59978, 
87277,.91707, 17481, and 95820, for one hun: 
dred and twenty acres each; and Nos. 61881 
and 57532, for one hundred and sixty acres 
each; in all, fourteen warrants; that in the 
year 1857 she placed said warrants in the 
hands of Salmon Sharp as her agent, to locate 
or otherwise dispose of them for her; that 
said agent did ‘sell four of said warrants, to 
wit, one of the one hundred and sixty acre 
warrants, and three of the one hundred and 
twenty acre warrants, and made a memoran- 
dum of their respective numbers, and to whom 
sold, and placed it among the ten remaining 
unsold warrants; that by an accident said 
memorandum and. the ten warrants were 
‘ dropped in a cattle-yard and were eaten up 
| by the cattle, and, having no other memoran- 
dum, he is unable to state the number of the 
warrants that were sold, consequently cannot 
| arrive at the numbers of the ten warrants 
that were not sold; aud whereas it appears 
from the records of the General Land Office 
| that warrant No. 61881 for one hundred 
{aud sixty acres, and Nos. 69419 and 17481 
‘for one hundred and twenty acres, being 
three of the above-named warrants, have been 
| returned to said office located, leaving but 
one of the sold warrants not accounted for, 
the bill therefore provides in the first section 
that upon satisfactory proof being made to the 
| Commissioner of Pensions that Phoebe Hep- 
I burn was the bona fide owner, by purchase 
| and assignment to her, of said warrants, Nos. 
| 69896, 86157, 88619, 91724, 81558, 67417, 
59978, 87277, 91707, and 95320 for one hun- 


dred and twenty acres each, and 57532 for one 
| hundred and sixty acres, all issued under act 
| of March 3, 1855, being eleven of the warrants 
mentioned in theabove preamble, he is thereby 
authorized and directed to issue duplicates of 
the warrants, and to indorse on the back of 
each his certificate stating that this duplicate 
is issued in pursuance.of this act, and that 
Phoebe Hepburn is the bona fide owner there- 
| of; that she is thereby authorized to locate or 
sell and assign the same in the same manuer 
|as though the duplicate warrant was duly 
assigned to her by the warrantee. Thereafter 
the Commissioner of Pensions will transmit 
the duplicate warrants to the Commissioner 
i of the General Land Office, whois authorized 
to deliver ten of the duplicate warrants to 
Phocbe Hepburn, or her legal representatives, 
under such rules, regulations, and require- 
ments as to the Commissioner may seem just 
and proper, in order to preserve as well the 
i rights of the parties interested as that of the 
| United States, and upon Phoebe Hepburn 
‘giving such seearity as the Commissioner 
shall require to indemni-y the United States 
| against loss in the premises ; and to this end 
| he will retain the remaining duplicate warrant 
on the files of his office, until the warrant said 
to have been sold shall be returned to his 
. office, located or otherwise. 
| The second section provides pthat upon the 
' final adjustment of the matter, and when the 
| number of the sold warrant not accounted for 


i shall be ascertained, then, and in such case, 


the corresponding duplicate warrant shall be, 
by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, returned to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions for the purpose of being canceled, thus 
leaving but ten. of the duplicate warrants to 
be satisfied by the United States. 

Mr. CONGER. Isit ia order to call for a 
division on the preamble and bill?. It seems 
to me that the preamble should be referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I demand the 
previous question. i 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tiou thereof, the bill was ordered to a third 
reading, and it. was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALEXANDER WATSON, DECEASED., 


© Mr. SMITH, of New York, also, from the 
same committee, reported back a bill (H. R. 
No. 400) for the relief of Jane Allen Birck- 
head and Virginia Campbell, sole heirs at law 
of Alexander Watson, deceased, with an 
amendment. `` ` 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be directed to pay 
to Jane Allen Birckhead: and Virginia Camp- 
bell, daughters and sole heirs at law of Alex- 
ander Watson, deceased, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $60,000 for property lost, captured, 
or destroyed in Florida during the Indian hos- 
tililies commencing in 1885. 

Mr. COGHLAN. . How much does the biil 
appropriate? It seems from what I can catch 
of the reading that it appropriates $60,000. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. The recom- 
mendation of ‘the committee is that the bil 
be amended by inserting ‘‘ thirty ” instead or 
“sixty,” so as to. appropriate $380,000 instead 
$60,000. ; 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. COGHLAN. Is there a report in this 
case ? 

Mr. SMITH, of New’ York. I hold the 
report in my hands, but in order to save time 
will state the substance of it., It seems that 
Mr. Alexander Watson was the owner of a 
sugar plantation in’ Florida, which was in all 
its buildings and appointments, as the testi- 
mony shows, the best in that State. It appears 
that the chiefs of the Seminole Indians often 
visited his plantation, and were entertained by 
him. The Indian warin Florida, which broke 
out at the time, arose from the attempt on the 
part of the Government forcibly to remove the 
Seminole Indians to reservations west of the 
Mississippi. They resisted the removal, and 
war ensuing, the Government erected a fort 
near this plantation, and soon after the erec- 
tion of that fort military possession was taken 
of everything abouthis farm. By reason of the 
occupation of his farm by a military force 
the buildings were attacked by the Seminoles, 
aud they were destroyed with all their con- 
tents. This bill has passed one or the other 
House several times, but by reason of Mr. 
Watson’s losses he was unable to come to 
Washington to present his claims, and relief 
has never yet been granted to him. I ask the 


previous question. 
Where did this Mr. Watson 


Mr. WALLS. 
live? 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. Ata place 
ealled Carleton, on the Suwanee river. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts., I desire 
to ask the gentleman from New. York, in the 
first place, if Mr. Watson is so poor, as he has 
stated, that he could not come. to press his 
claim, how it happened that the bill has 
passed one or the other bradch of Congress 
four times? That is one point. 
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- Further, I would say that this is establish- 
ing a very remarkable precedent. This is 
paying for property destroyed in war by an 
enemy; and if we pass this bill I do not see 
why we must not pay for all properties de- 
stroyed in all wars by all enemies, 

Mr. BANKS. This isa very different case 
from what my colleague states: 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Let my 
colleague wait a moment. As I understand 
the statement of the gentleman from: New 
York, the Government had a fort near this 
man’s house, and the Indians came there and 
destroyed the-house in an attack ‘on the fort. 
That was war, or what they called war in those 
days in 1835, when little things’ were war. 
That was war by ‘an Indian tribe against our 
forces, and they destroyed this man’s property. 

. Now, doesnot that cover the whole case? > 

Mr. BANKS. If my colleague will allow 
me to say just one word, I will remark that 
my understanding of the statement of the gen- 
tleman from New York was that the United 
States took possession of this property, and 
whileit was in possession of the United States 
it was destroyed by Indians. Thatis not an 
act of war. i 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Let the 
report be read. cy 

Mr. BANKS. This property was in posses- 
sion of the United States, having been taken 
by necessity, and if it was destroyed while thus 
in the possession of the United States, of 
course the Government is responsible. 

Mr. WALLS. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Borter] will make no 
opposition to the bill. 

Mr. McGREW. I 
report read. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. The report is 
of great length, covering eight. printed pages, 
It states distinctly that the property was taken 
possession of by United States troops. It 
was in their possession, used as barracks and 
asa place for the deposite of military stores 
at the time of its destruction. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If that be 
the state of facts, I do not press my objection. 

Mr. STEVENSON. On what principle do 
the committee recommend the payment of 
this claim? 

Mr. BANKS. On the principle that has 
just been stated, 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. On this prin- 
ciple, which has never been controverted 
during the last five hundred years, that where 
property is taken possession of and occupied 
by the military forces of a Government, the 
Government is responsible if that property is 
destroyed while in the occupation of the Gov- 
ernment. The law is thoroughly well settled, 
not only by the writings of publicists, bat by 
repeated acts of Congress recognizing it. [ 
call the previous question. f 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and- read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to réconsider 
be laid on the table. f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM HENRY OTIS. 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, ‘also, from the 
same committee, reported back, with the 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill (S. 
No. 97) for the relief of William Henry Otis. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and 
requires the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
or cause to be paid to William Henry Otis, 
of Indianapolis, in the State of Indiana, the 
sum of $3,000, in full consideration for grow- 
ing crop, fencing, and fruit trees destroyed 
upon and damages done by the United States 
troops in and to forty-five and one half acres 


hope we will have the 


of ‘land belonging to the said William Henry 
Otis, known as Camp Burnside, lying and 
being adjacent to the city of Indianapolis, 
while said land was occupied by said troops 
from the year 1861 to the year 1865. f 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 


time; and it wag accordingly read the third | 


time, and passed. 
Mr. SMITH, of New York, moved to re- 


consider the vote. by which the bill was passed; | 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider 


| be laid ‘on the table. > : 


_ The latter motion was agreed to. ` 
` WIDOW OF D, JAY BROWN. 


Mr. SMITH, of New: York, also, from the 
same committee, reported back, with the rec: 
ommendation that :it do pass, the bill (S. No. 
197) for the relief of the widow of D. Jay 
Brown, deceased. . 
<The bill was read.. It appropriates the sum 
of $250, which sum the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is directed to pay, out of any moneys not 
otherwise appropriated, to the widow of D. 
Jay Brown, -iù full compensation for the claim 
made by the deceased against the United 
States for services rendered as their agent in 
visiting various parts of Europe to collect in- 
formation on the production, manufacture, and 
commerce of the flax and wines of that coun- 
try, and to obtain seeds, cuttings, &c., under 
instructions from .the Commissioner of the 
Patent Office, dated April 16, 1861, and for 
alleged losses in consequence of his recall at 
the expiration of one year: from his appoint: 


ment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. How much is it? 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. Ouly $250. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There seem to 
be “consequential damages” here in a most 
palpable form. yas : 

Mr. BANKS. Does the gentleman from 
Oaio object to that? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In other words 
the principle is that if any one is appointed to 
office and removed sooner than he expected to 
be, and he loses something in consequence of 
it, house rent, or something of that kind, he 
has a right to be reimbursed. 

Mr. STEVENSON. We maintain conse» 
quential damages; let us go on with it. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. ‘The facts of 
the case are these. Mr. Brown was formerly 
the editor of the report of the Agricultural 
Department. He was sent to Europe for the 
purpose of inspecting the vine-growing regions 
there, of gathering seeds and collecting plants 
and making reports tothe Agricultural Bureau 
of the Patent Office, ata salary of $2,000 a 


| year, with no limitation as to the time of his 


employment. After the expiration of his first 
year he received a-notice from the Commis- 
sioner of Patents that by reason of the 
exhaustion of the appropriation he must be 
recalled and must return home. This $250 is 
appropriated to his widow, Mr. Brown having 
since died, to compensate for his services over 
and above the first year and for some inci- 
dental expenses that amount to a very few 
dollars. jin the judgment of the committee 
the claim ought to be paid. 

Mr. CONGER. This bill may be all right; 
I presume it is if the chairman of the com- 
mittee agrees to it; but I have an objection in 


| this Congress to. the passage of a bill paying 


up the back salaries of 1860. If I had no 
other objection I have-this objection to it, be- 
cause we are treated every few days by our 
friends on the opposite side of the House to a 
comparison of the expenses of the Government 
in 1860 and the present expenses, and yet I 
find continually: bills introduced: here pay- 
ing up the old expenses of those happy times 
when the Government was run for nothing. 
Now, I should desire as often as we do pay up 
the expenses of 1860, when it cost so little to 
run the Government, that it might be charged 
over against the expenses of that year. Why, 
after ten or twelve years have elapsed, are 


these old debts of the happy time when there 
was plenty of money in the Treasury and the 
civil expenses of the Government cost so very 
little, broaght up bere, and why are: we still 
employed half the time in paying up the. de- 
ficiencies of that year? I wish-some of my 
brethren on the other side of the House would 
explain how it is possible that these expenses 
were not paid when the Treasury was. flush 
and there were abundant means ‘to satisfy all 
demands. a 
- Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the-gen- 

tleman from New York to accept an amend- 
ment to strike out the words ‘‘and for alleged 
losses in consequence of his recall at the expi- 
ration of one year from his appointment.” 

Mr. SMITH, of New. York. I have no 
objection to that. jes frs 

Phe amendment was agreed to. ; 

‘The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ` g 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, moved to recon: 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. ae 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ALBERT WIELAND, `- : 

Mr. SMITH, of New. York, also, from the 
same committee, reported back, with the rec- 
ommendation that it;do pass, a bill (S, No. 
514) for the relief of Albert Wieland. ee 

The bill was read. It directs that the Post- 
master General, in settling the account of 
Albert Wieland, contractor for, carrying. the 
mail on route No. 18692, from Duluth to 
Pigeon River, to allowhim double the contract 
price for the winter ‘months, beginning on the 
15th of November, and ending on the 15th of 


May. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. In what year was 
this service rendered ? 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. At a late 
period. ‘These mails haveto be carried through 
an unbroken wilderness, oftentimes. with the 
snow five, six, and seven feet in depth. The 
bill is recommended by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. Itis utterly impossible forthe contractor 
to carry the mails at the contract prices in the 
winter months. = : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH.  Tbisʻis a very un» 
wise method of doing business—-after a con- 
tractor has made a contract for carrying: the 
mail, for Congress to double his pay. L ask, 
what was the amount of his contract ? : 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. ‘The Commit: 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads of the 
Senate make this report: 


That from the evidence and papers submitted to 
them, the following appear to be the facts in this 


case: : 

That on the 30th day of October, 1869, the Post- 
master General advertised for proposals, for trans- 
porting the United States mail over route No. 
13692, from Duluth to Pigeon river, in the State of 
Minnesota, twico a month, — , . 2 

That on the 20th day of April, 1870, it appearing 
that Albert Wieland was the lowest bidder, the con- 
tract was awarded to him at a compensation of 
$1,080 per ann um, the service to begin on the Ist 
day of July, 1870. 

‘That said Albert Wieland has performed the ser- 
vice to the satisfaction of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, carrying the mails by boat on Lake Superior 
during the summer, and by packers along the north 
shore of the lake during the winter. >; 

That at the time of entering intosaid contract the 
amount of mail matter to be transported was small, 
averaging from twenty to thirty pounds. in weight. 

That since the letting of said contract there has 
been an extraordinary increase in the quantity of 
mail to be transported by said Wieland over said 
route during the winter months by. reason of the 
opening of mines at Silver Isict, Thunder Bay, and 
Fort William, in the territory of the Dominion of 
Canada. 

That the Canadian Government pays $15,000 to a 
steamboat company for carrying the mail from Col- 
lingwood to Fort Wiliam during the summer: Dur- 
ing the winter the same Canadian mail is sent as a 
closed mail, via Detroit, Chicago, and St. Paul, to 
pune, and thence over route No. 13692 to Pigeon 

iver, : 

This route is over a wiid, mountainous, hilly, and 
thickly wooded country, without roads, a distance 
of one hundred and. sixty miles, with only two post 
offices along the route, and with. no. scttlements 
between the post offices; and. the packers who 
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transport, the. mail have, in addition, to carry their 
own provisions, blankets, and camp equipments, and 
to keep schedule time must travel twenty miles a 
day,-often thnough snow:from four to six feet deep. 
‘Ehat since the letting of said contract the sudden 
growth of the settlements at Silver Islet, Arthur’s 
Landing, and stations on the Canadian highway, 
from ‘Lake Superior to Manitoba, have unexpect- 
edly increased the weight of the Canadian closed 
mail from eighty to one hundred and twenty pounds 
each trip, and necessitates the employment of three 
extra packers, at two'dollars per day, making ninety 
Qollars per trip, which is double the amount said 
Wieland reeéives, besides carrying all the mail mat- 
ter that, could reasonably have been expected to be 
transported over the said route at the time said con- 
tract was made. ‘This quantity of mail matter ren- 
ders its ‘transportation by packers—the only possi- 
ble-wayalmost’ impracticable, and the committee 
think the contractor entitled to the relief provided 
forinthe bill... o, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. : Has anything 
occurred since this contract was made to make 
it more dificult than.it was understood to. be 
at the. time it was made? — , 

Mr. A of New York. Yes; thecoming 
of the Canadian mail by this route during the. 
winter months. Ag, I understand from a 
communication from the Postmaster General, 
who has ,examined, this case, he is of the 
opinion that the passage of this bill would be 
more favorable. to.the Government than any 
new contract that would be made. f 

The bill was ordéred to be read a third time; 
and it' was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed: © = È : 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, moved torecon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved'that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table.’ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

= ` MARY LOVE, 

Mr. SMITH, of New. York, also, from the 
same. committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2893) for the relief of Mary Love; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and reada third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary:of the Treasury to pay to Mary Love, of 
Roane county, Tennessee, the sum of $2,000, 
for services:in. carrying dispatches from Gen- 
eral Grant to General Burnside in Knoxville, 
Tennessee, through the confederate lines. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read.a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider. the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be daid on- the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALONZO SNYDER., 
Mr. SMITH, of ‘New ‘York, also, from the 


same committee, reported back, with a recom- 
mendation that the same do pass, a bill (H. 
R. No. 2212) for the relief of Alonzo Snyder, 
of Livingstone county, New York. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to Alonzo Sny- 
der the sum of $250 for the costs and expenses 
incurred: by him in defending certain actions 
for false imprisonment instituted against him 
by Donald’ Campbell, Daniel Mann, and 
George W. Randall, for and on account of 
the arrest of said parties in the years 1863 
and. 1864 by said Snyder, then acting as an 
officer of the provost marshal general's ` de- 
partment in aud for the twenty-fifth district 
of New York. ` 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS C. MAGRUDER, 
Mr. SMITH, of New York, also, from the 


| were destroyed by fire on the New York and 


same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2908) to refund to Thomas C. Magruder cer- 
tain moneys stolen from him in 1859; which 
was. read a first and second time, 

The question was on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read.a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to Thomas C. 
Magruder the sum of $1,250 for Government 
moneys stolen from him, and refunded by him 
to the Government in 1859. ~ l 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Is there a report 
in this case? _ ‘ i 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. There is. I 
ask the Clerk to read it. 

-The report was read.. I states that in 1859 
Thomas C. Magruder was disbursing. clerk 
in the-office of the Washington Aqueduct, the 
Capitol extension, new Dome, Post Office 
extension, &c., disbursing large sums of 
money. During the season he was robbed 
of $2,500 of Government money in bis cus- 
tody for disbursement, which he refunded to 
the Government. Your committee cannot ex- 
culpate him from the charge of carelessness 
in:not discovering earlier that he. was being 
robbed. They therefore recommend that he 
be paid one half ofthe amount stolen from him. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I desire to state 
that Mr. Magruder-has been in the confiden- 
tial employment of the Treasury Department 
for upward: of twenty years. He has the most 
unbounded confidence of Quartermaster Gen- 
eral Meigs and every superior officer he has 
had during.that time. He disbursed all the 
money paid for the Capitol extension, for the 
Dome, for the Washington Aqueduct, &c. And 
though he seems not to have discovered these 
robberies as early as he should have discovered 
them, the committee cannot deny him all 
relief, inasmuch as it cost him his household 
furniture even to refund these moneys to the 
Government. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the vole by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

UNITED STATES EXPRESS COMPANY. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, also, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported back, with a 
recommendation that it pass, the bill (S. No. 
603) for the relief of the United States Bx- 
press Company. 

The bill in the first section authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue and deliver, 
or cause to be issued and delivered, to the 
United States Express Company, a joint stock 
association, having its principal place of 
business in the city of New York, or to its 
assigns, new bonds in lieu of bonds of the 
United States (described in the bill) hereto- 
fore issued. in pursuance of the several acts 
authorizing the same, which original bonds 


Erie railroad on the 80th day of January, 
1866, while in the possession of the express 
company for transportation. 

The second section authorizes the Secretary 
of the Treasury to’ pay to the United States 
Express Company the amount which would 
have been due upon Treasury notes therein 
described at the time when, under the acts of 
Congress and the regulations of the Treasury 
Department, the notes could respectively have 
been presented for payment, or conversion 
into bonds of the United States, including ‘in 
such payment all the coupons due up to such 
time, except those that were due and payable 
previous to January 80, 1866, and adding 
interest at the rate of six per cent. per annum 
upon the principal of the notes from the time 
when they could have been presented until 
the passage of this act. 

The third section provides that before the | 


payment of the notes and issue of the new 
bonds mentioned in this act the United States 
Express Company shall execute and deliver, 
or cause to be executed and delivered to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, such bond of in- 
demity, payable to the United States. of Amer- 
ica, with sufficient sureties, to be approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as. may be re- 
quired by him or by the. regulations of the 


| Treasury Departnsent. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. We have recently 
passed a general. law on this subject. I ask 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. May- 
NARD] whether this and all similar cases are 
not covered by that general law? 

"Mr. MAYNARD. This case comes within 
the. purview of the general law. I think this 
bill.ought not to be passed. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The general law _ 
has been very carefully guarded.. 7 

Mr. MAYNARD. We passed that bill 
because eases of this kind were constantly 
coming up. ‘There were cases in Chicago grow- 
ing out of the late fire; and it was in that con- 
nection that we were indnced to look into the 
subject and pass a general law covering all 
such cases. I trust the gentleman who has 
charge of this bill will not feel it necessary to 
press it at this time. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. If the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is perfectly sure that this 
case is:covered by the general law, I will ask 
that the bill. be recommitted. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the general law cover 
compound-interest notes? A portion of those 
provided for in this bill are compound. interest 
notes, 

Mr. MAYNARD. The language of the law 
is: ‘‘any interest-bearing bonds of the United 
States. ’’ ; 

Mr. FRYE. The question is whether that 
language would cover compound-interest notes. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I shall object to 
the withdrawal of the bill = ` . 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. The facts of 
this case have been investigated with great 
care by the committee of the Senate as well as 
the Committee of Claims of this House. There 
can be no harm in allowing this bill to pass. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have two or 
three times in earlier Congresses reported bills 
ofthis character; and I remember case that 
left a powerful impression upon my mind and 
which I recall whenever we have a ease of the 
kind before us. In a case of this sort, not 
many years ago, this House’ had apparently 
the most complete evidence of the total de- 
struction of certain United States notes and 
bonds. Not only were they represented as 
having been burned, but it appeared that the 
very ashes of the box in which they were 
kept, were scattered on the waters.when the 
steamers went down. Every reasonable ground 
for supposing that any part. of those bonds 
existed seemed to be totally swept away. But 
only a few months later several of those bonds 
and notes were found passing from hand to 
hand in the country. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. The gentleman 
will allow me to call bis attention to the fact 
that this bill provides fora bond of indemnity. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. `I am aware of 
that; but we are here called upon to vote for 
avery long bill which undertakes to identify 
bonds by their numbers merely. There is no 
report to go on the record as the voucher for 
our votés. Now, I beseech members that in 
passing bills. of this nature they will join me ia 
requiring that there shall go into the columns 
of the Globe something in the form of a written 
report, which, when we are challenged for our 
votes in favor of the bill, or for our silence in 
allowing it to pass, we may point to as the 
voucher for our conduct. What right in the 
world have I to cast my vote on this bill sim- 
ply because a gentleman: of ability and prop- 
erty happens to say to me, “ Let us pass it?” 
It seems to me. I ought to have something 
more satisfactory in the way of voucher. I 
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call for the reading of the report, if there be 
a written report in this case. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, we have a gen- 
eral bill covering all these cases, which was 
passed on the ground that a general law was 
needed, I do not see any reason why we 
should pass these separate cases. If the gen- 
eral law covers this ease, let the claim be made 
„under that general law. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. The way to 
relief may be so blocked up with obstacles as 
to make the granting of relief under the cir- 
cumstances a substantial denial of justice. 
In this case there were consumed in the ex- 
press car $83,000 of the bonds of the United 
States. For some four or five years these 
claimants of the United States Express Com- 
pany have been perfecting their proof until 
they have identified the number and amount 
and issue of every Government bond in that 
whole $33,000. Now, it is no small thing to 
require them to come again before ihe Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and bring their witnesses 
from all over the country. I submit this 
House has just as good guarantee from the 
reports of the committees, both of the Senate 
and House, that all the necessary conditions 
and safeguards have been complied with, as if 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury bad audited and 
determined this to be a just claim. And be- 
side, these parties it is provided io this bill 
shall give indemnity, which they are willing 
to do, so that there is no possibility of any 
harm coming to the Government under the 
provisions of this bill. I therefore demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from New York a question. The 
very fact that it took four or tive years for this 
express company to succeed in making out the 
number and character of the bonds, to ny mind, 
is a very suspicious circumstance, lf they did 
not have at the time of the destruction of these 
bonds, a fresh and complete record of the num- 
bers and issue, Í doubt whether in four or five 
years they could dig oat satisfactory evidence 
of what were the numbers and issues, Further- 
more, we should recollect that there are dupli- 
caie numbers of these bonds. 

Mr. SMITI, of New York. But not of the 
same issue. ifthe gentleman from Ohio had 
ever been on a Committee of Claims he would 
understand very well why it took four or five 
years to perfect this testimony. It is because 
a competent lawyer was not employed in the 
peepee of the papers originally, and they 

ad to come back time after time to perfect 
their testimony. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Under the general Jaw 
which was passed a few days ago these parties 
may go to the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to- 
morrow and get the relief which they seek 
under this special bill, Let me réad what it is 
that the general Jawenacts. It provides that: 


That whenever it shall appear to tho Secretary of 
the Treasury, by clear and unequivocal proof, that 
any interest-bearing bond of the United States has, 
without bad faith upon the part of the owner, been 
destroyed, wholly orin part, or so defaced as to impair 
its valuo to the holder, and which bond shall be 
identified by nuinber and description, the Scerctary 
of the Treasury shall, under such regulations and 
with such restrictions as to time and retention for 
security or otherwise as he may prescribe, issue a 
duplicate of such bond, having the same time torun, 
bearing like interest as the bond so proved to have 
been destroyed or defaced, and so marked as to show 
the original number of the bond destroyed and the 
date thereof, 


Mr. SMITH, of New York. 
previous question. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
upon the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
17, noes 90. : 

So the House refused to lay 
table. 

‘Lhe previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 
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I demand the 


I move to lay the bill 


the bill on the 


| 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, moved to re- |j that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


consider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to. reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RELIEF OF CONTRACTORS FOR MACHINERY, 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, also, from the 
same committee, reported back a bill (H. R. 
No. 1698) for the relief of certain contractors 
for the construction of vessels of war and 
steam machinery, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
ou the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was referred; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, also, from the 
same committee, reported adversely on the 
following cases; and the same were severally 
laid on the table: 

Claim of Miss Clara G. Scott; 

Petition of David J. Willard, for pay for 
sabers furnished; 

Petition of James Keenan, together with 
the papers relating thereto; and 

Claim of John A. Montgomery. 


NICHOLAS JOSÉ MERRIMER, 


Mr. FRYE; from the Commitree of Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. No, 2894) tor the relief 
of Nicholas José Merrimek; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
the sum of $1,700, to Nicholas José Merri- 
mek, master: and owner of the schooner 
Amelia Ann, seized by a United States steamer 
on the 15th day of November, 1863, and ap- 
propriated to the use of the Government, the 
same to be in full for all claims for damages 
on account thereof. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


5. D. COCHRAN. 


Mr. FRYE, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2900) for the relief 
of S. D. Cochran; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill was read. It provides that the sum 
of $2,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priaied, out of the United States Treasury, in 
favor of Silas D. Cochran, for services in the 
executive office as acting secretary and exec- 
utive clerk of the Teritory of Idaho. The bill 
in its second section authorizes the Secretary 
of the United States Treasury to pay to Silas 
D. Cochran said sum of $2,000, as provided 
in section one of this act. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not un- 
derstand that there is any law authorizing the 
payment of that money. I will waive the 
point of order, however, if the gentleman in 
charge of the bill will give a satisfactory 
explanation. 

Mr. FRYE. The case is simply this: this 
young man acted as secretary of Idaho Terri- 
tory for three years, was recognized as such by 
Hon. William H. Seward, as Secretary of State, 
and during all that time he has never received 
adollar. He is now working in a stone- yard, 
while we are proposing to pay him this money, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed tor a 
a third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 


table. 
The latter motion was agrecd tô. 


JAMES M. NAGAR. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
the same do pass the bill (A. R. No, 2259) for 
the relief of James M- Hagar. 

The bill was read. .1t authorizes the Sec: 
retary of the Treasury to pay outof any. money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 10 
James M. Hagar, of Riebmond, Maine, owner 
of the ship ida Lilly, $1,375 illegally exacted 
from the master of the ship, and afterward 
covered .into the Treasury of the United 
States. 

The billswas ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OWNERS OF SCILOONER ROBERT CORSON, 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2895) for the relief 
of the owners of the schooner Robert Com 
son; which was read a first and second time, 

The bill was read. It refers the claim of 
the owners of tue schooner Robert Corson 
which was lost off Ilatteras inlet, Norih 
Carolina, while in Government service, to the 
Court of Claims, with authority and jurisdic- 
tion to hear and determine the same, and to 
give such judgment in the premises as shall 
do justice to the claimants, according to the 
practice of said court. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it wag 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES W. DENTON, 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2901) for the relief 
of Charles W. Denton; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, $5,000 to Charles W. Denton, 
of Oregon, in full payment of and satisfacion 
for the use and ocenpation of his lands in 
Oregon, and injuries thereto, by Indians, from 
1854 to 1860. - 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That bill makes 
an appropriation, and ought to have its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. lt has been through the reg- 
ular course. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It isa pretty 
old claim, and L think it will keep till next 
session. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Porter 
in thechair.) The Chair sustains the pointof 
order, and the bill is referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 


FRANCYS A. ROBINSON. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bil (IL. R, No. 2896) for the rehef 
of Frances A. Robinson, administratrix of the 
estate of John A. Robinson; whieh was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Frances A. Robinson, 
widow of Johu A. Robinson, deceased, Jate 
of Independence, Missouri, the sum of $2.500 
in fuil for the use and occupation of the 
deceased’s foundery, the use of property inthe 
same, and damages thereto by the United 
States Army during the years 1862 and-1863. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed aud 
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read a thirdtime; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the, vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES M’GINNIS. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same commitiee, 
reported back with the recommendation that 
it do pass; the bill (H. R. No. 1888) for the 
relief of James McGinnis. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to cause to be examined and adjusted the 
claim of James McGinnis, of Michigan, for 
depredations upon his property committed by 
Sioux and Crow Indians, in the Territory of 
Montana, in the year 1867, in the same man- 
ner and with the like effect as if the said claim 
had been presented to his Department within 
the time prescribed by the statute. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Why was it not 
presented? 

Mr. FRYE. Because the man was away 
beyond the bounds of civilization, and was 
sick about a year, and it was utterly impossi- 
ble for him to reach civilization to present his 
claim within the time allowed by the statute. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then it was no 
fault of his own? 

Mr. FRYE. No fault of his own at all. 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be baid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, the 
bill of the House (H. R. No. 1208) granting a 
pension to Martha Elwell. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1552) in 
relation to the construction of a new jail for 
the District of Columbia. , 

The message further announced that the 
Senate insisted on its amenements, disagreed 
to by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 1343) 
supplemental to an act entitled “An act for 
the apportionment of Representatives to Con- 
gress among the several States according to 
the ninth census,” agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Epmunps, Mr. Morton, and Mr. THUR- 
MAN, managers of the conference on the part 
of the Senate. $: 

The message further announced that the 
Senate insisted on its amendments, disagreed 
to by the House, to the bill (H. R., No. 1541) 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1873, 
agreed to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the twe Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Wesv, Mr. 
Logan, and Mr. Buair, managers of the con- 
ference on the part of the Senate. 

C. C. SPAIDS. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2897) for the relief 
of C. C. Spaids; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to C. C. Spaids $633, as pay for | 
his services as second lieutenant of company 
A, fortieth Illinois cavalry regiment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 1 desire to ask | 
whether this officer was mustered in? | 

Mr. FRYE. He was not, and therefore did | 
not get his pay as second lieutenant. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Why was he 
not mustered in? 


Mr. FRYE. Because his company had not 
the minimum prescribed by law. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then there was 
no law for mustering him in? 

Mr. FRYE. There was-no law. Let me 
add to my statement that he took his com- 


‘pany, and instead of acting as second lieuten- 


ant, acted as captain for six months. He 
led the company in six different battles, was 
wounded three times, and finally was utterly 
disabled, and the bill gives him only $600. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
from Maine { Mr. Frye] isa man far too clear- 
miuded and too comprehensive not to see at 
once that while this is a small amount, the 
man he is asking it for may have been and 
probably was a most gallant and deserving 
man; nevertheless in paying this man he 
adopts a principle which hitherto has been 
sedulously excladed from all our legislation so 
far as I have known anything about it. To 
my knowledge we have never, in a single in- 
stance, paid a man for the grade of the com- 
mand which he held, but only for the grade 
of the appointment or commission which he 
held or hada right to hold under the law, 
unless by some mistake of others, not his own, 
he was kept out of it. In this case it appears 
that this company was below the minimum, 
and under the law of the United States there 
was no power to issue the commission of 
lieutenant to the claimant in this case; there 
could be no such officer as lieutenant in that 
company. There was, therefore, no right to 
issue such commission, because the circum- 
stances of the case were clearly beyond the 
law. 

Now, this man had the honor of a command 
that was higher than that grade, of a command 
as highas that of captain. He fought gal- 
lantly in battle; so much the better for the 
country and for his honor ; so much the better 
for his chance for honor. There were hun- 
dreds of men who fought ina brigadier gen- 
eral’s command who were only captains. 
There were scores of cases of colonels com- 
manding divisions of the Army, really holding 
a major general’s command, men who fell 
while so commanding. Yet not one of them, 
from the highest to the lowest, so far as I 
know, has ever been paid for the rank of the 
command which he held, but always for the 
commission which he held, or for the commis- 
sion he would bave been entitled by law to hold 
if all the formalities had been gone through 
with, 

Let me add one word more. Now, if it had 
been right or lawful to give this man his com- 
mission of lieutenant, and on accountof some 
wrong hot bis own he did not have it-—— 

Mr. FRYE. He did have it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I say if he did 
not have it in consequence of some other’ s 
fault, not his own 

Mr. FRYE. He had his commission. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If he did not 
have it, under those circumstances you might 
say he ought to be paid. But the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Frye] has made a fatal ad- 
missiou in this case when he says the com- 
pany was below the minimum fixed by law, 
because in that case the man could not have 
such a commission. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I think 
my friend from Ohio [Mr. Garrrenp] is mis- 
taken. And I think he will agree with me 
when I call his attention and the attention of 
the House to one fact. Every officer of the 
regular Army who has been retired has been 
retired at the grade in which he commanded 
and not at the grade of his commission. And 
it was but the other day that we passed a bill 
to- correct that practice. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My friend cer- 
tainly will understand that that is rather in 
the nature of a pension. The law in regard 
to retirement is one thing, and a law to pay 
for a command in actual service is quite 
another thing. 3 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. J agree 
to that. This is not in the light of a pension, 
because if a volunteer colonel serving in a 
major general’s command was wounded he 
went home and got nothing; but if a colonel 
happened to be in the regular Army while 
serving with such a command he was retired 
on $7,000 a year pay. It was notas a pen- 
sion, but he was retired on the full pay of his 
actual command in the service. Now here is 
a poor lieutenant who had his command, and 
being commanded without his fault, simply by 
the fault of the mustering officer, exercising 
his duty according to his commission, because 
his company was not up to the minimum, he 
is to be deprived, of bis pay. I think that 
until we repeal the law retiring hundreds of 
officers upon the grade of their command we 
should deal with this man favorably. 

Mr. FRYE. I will simply sar one word. 
The courts have passed upon a case exactly 
like this in every respect, have decided favor- 
ably upon it, and the judgment has been paid 
a year ago. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is utterly 
impossible that the case could have been like 
this if the gentleman has stated this correctly. 

Mr. FRYE. It was exactly like this. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. - Then the court 
decided to give full pay toa man fora posi- 
tion to which he was not’ entitled. I ask the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Fere] to allow 
me to enter a motion to refer this biil to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, who have in 
their hands all questions connected with grades 
and commissions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Maine yield for that motion? 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir. The chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs has been 
consulted about this, and has expressed his 
willingness that as the bill has come into our 
hands it should be passed by our committee, 
I have examined it, and I never passed upon 
aclaim of more merit. I say that this poor 
sergeant, who hasserved in the Army as a cap- 
tain-——~ 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the sympathetic dodge, 

Mr. FRYE. I will say to the gentleman 
from Ohio, ‘ who comes that dodge” as often 
as anybody else, that J will manage this case 
in my own way. : 

I say here is a poor sergeant, who served in 
the Army as lieutenant for five or six months, 
acting in four or five different battles, receiv- 
ing wounds from which when the war closed 
he was disabled for life, who is to-day in 
poverty, and who has taken a sergeant’s pen- 
sion, when he was actually a lieutenant and 
had the commission in his pocket. In such a 
case as this I submit it is not reasonable for 
the gentleman to enter an objection to the 
claim. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will help the 
gentleman to give the man a pension; bot I 
cannot sanction the principle upon which this 
bill is advocated. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it wag 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved.to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUPPLEMENTAL APPORTIONMENT BILD. 

Mr. WILLARD. I move that the House 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
upon the bill (H. R. No. 1848) supplemental 
to an act entitled “ An-act for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives in Congress among 
the several States according to the ninth 
census.’? 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH A. CLAY. 
Mr. FRYE, from the Committee of Claims, 


Do not come 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. ° 


3843 


reported back a bill (H. R. No. 40) for the 
relief of Joseph A. Clay, of Philadelphia. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue certificates of 
Spanish indemnity to Joseph A. Clay for the 
sum of $203 14 and $615 08, to be held by 
Clay in lieu of like certificates of the same 
kind and amount, and to bear the same date 
as the original certificates. The claimant is 
to give security in double the amount of the 
certificates that no claim shall be made upon 
the lost certificates, or that if any such claim 
shall be established thereon he will return and 
cancel the new certificates. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN W. PHELPS, 


Mr. FRYE also, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2898) for 
the relief of John W. Phelps, of Vermont; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury sball be authorized 
to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $555 to 
John W. Phelps, of Vermont, in fall for rent 
of certain land owned by said Phelps in Alex- 
andria, Virginia, occupied by the commissary 
department fora bakery from 1862 to 1865. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. What is this 


for? 

Mr. PRYE. Itis simply for the occupation 
of land used by the Government during the 
war for a bakery. The allowance is small, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I made the 
suggestion the other day that claim for land 
occupied by the Government during the war 
in some cases had gone to the extent of ask- 
ing rent for a battle-field, one of the great bat- 
tles of the war. Somewhere between paying 
rent for places used for bakeries or the ordin- 
avy and necessary purposes of the more peace- 
ful sort, and paying rent for fields to kill each 
other on in great battles; somewhere between 
these two extremes the line should be drawn. 
This was a State in rebellion. 

Mr. MAYNARD. This must have been 
under the commissary department, and gen- 
erally in southern towns occupied by our forces 
during the war, property used by the Quarter- 
master General’s department or the commis- 
sary’s department was rented or paid for at 
the time. $ 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. The gentleman 
from ‘’ennesste must remember that during 
the war in his country our quartermasters ran 
large rolling-mills without paying rent. 

Mr. FRYE. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 should like to 
know what this is for. 

Mr. FRYE. Some town lots over in Alex- 
andria, Virginia, were taken by officers of the 
Army, and they built upon them a bakery and 
remained there for a year after the war. This 
man Phelps paid taxes on the property all the 
time it was occupied by the Government for a 
bakery. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Who paid the taxes; 

Mr. FRYE. General Phelps. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Who is he? ; 

Mr. FRYE. He was distinguished in the 
war, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. He paid the taxes, 
what did he pay taxes on? 

Mr. FERYE. On these lots. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, Were they vacant 
ots? : 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir, they were vacant lots, 
and the Government erected upon them build- 
ings used for a bakery. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. What became of the 
bakery? 


Mr, FRYE. Ido not know. 

Mr. ARCHER. [rise to a point of order. 
Has not the previons question been demanded, 
and is further debate in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It seems to me 
this is pretty good rent for vacant lots. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it because the 
man lives in Vermont or that thé lots are in 
Virginia? 

Mr. FRYE. Tt is because it is a fair rental 
for property used by the Government.. Army 
officers appraised it five dollars to the one 
provided for in this bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seems to me to 
be rather high rent for vacant lots. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
tn order? 

Mr. MAYNARD. These matters all cost 
more during war than in ordinary times. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES F. CARR. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2899) for the relief 
of Charles F. Carr; which was read a first 
aud second time. 

The bill, whieh was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Charles F. Carr, of Bos- 
ton, the sum of $2,447 61, in full for claim as 
informer against Edwards A. Long, chief clerk 
in the Treasury department in Boston. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
point of order that that bill makes an appro- 
priation and should go to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point 
of order is sustained, and the bill goes to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar. 


Is debate 


GILBERT AND GERRISH. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2902) for the relief 
of the estate of Abel Gilbert and William 
Gerrish, late copartners in business unger the 
style of Gilbert & Gerrish ; which was read a 
first and second time. - 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sum of $26,252 to Benjamin W. 
Gilbert, administrator of the estate of Abel 
Gilbert, and Isaac Watts, administrator of the 
estate of William Gilbert, in fall satisfaction of 
damages for violation of a grain contract 
entered into the 21st of May, 1859, by Colonel 
G. H. Crosman, Quartermaster General of the 
United States Army, on behalf of the United 
States and said Abel Gilbert in his own name, 
and on bebalf of said Gilbert & Gerrish. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I sbould like 
to have the report in that case read. 

Mr. FRYE. There isa very long report in 
the case, but I can very briefly state the facts. 
The Government made a contract with these 
parties, and for its own benefit purposely vio- 
lated the contract. Lhe Committee of Claims, 
for the violation of the contract, have not 
allowed so much as in justice they ought to 
have allowed. They have allowed seventy-five 
cents, where in justice they should have al- 
lowed $1 25, which I desire them to allow. 
They cut the claim down to the very lowest 
point possible. _ 

The violation of the contract by the Gov- 
ernment ruined Mr. Gilbert and ruined Mr. 
! Gerrish. Both of them died a short time after- 


ward. Their children are poor, and the ad- 
ministrators make this claim for money on their ` 
behalf. Ihope the point of order will not be 
made upon this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the amount. 

Mr. FRYE. Twenty-six thousand dollar, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand that 
this claim is some eighteen years old. - Is 
that so? i 

Mr. FRYE. The claim is not so old as 
that. The contract was made in 1859. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I thought it was in 
1856. 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman is mistaken. 
If he will hear me one moment I think 1 will 
be able to satisfy him so that he may not be 
consuming time on-this bill, as oiher members 
have bills to report. 

This matter was referred to the Attorney 
General of the United States and he decided 
fairly and squarely, in terms, that the United 
States were bound and ought to pay, and that 
injustice had been done to these parties by the 
non-payment of their claim before now. The 
Government was willing to do it and wanted 
to do it.. But nobody has been here for the 
last six years asking for it, on account of the 
death of those men. There is no question 
about the justice of the case at all. 

‘The contract was for furnishing one hundred 
thousand bushels of grain away out in some 
fort beyond Utah;.and the Government sold 
their mules and did not need the grain, and 
cut the contract square off without any con- 
sultation with the other contracting party. The 
Government saved money by cutting it off, but 
these men were ruined. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Where was the 
grain? 

Mr. FRYE. 
cents a bushel. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Where was it? 

Mr. FRYE. It was away somewhere beyond 
Utah at one of the outside forts. 

Who are the 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
beneficiaries by this bill? 

Mr. FRYE. Children living in Portland, 
and children living in Missouri. 

Mr. MAYNARD. There was no laches in 
the case on the part of the contractors? 

Mr. FRYE. None whatever. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is my impression 
that this is an old settler; that it has been in 
Congress before. 

Mr. FRYE. It never was, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I know that we used 
to have many such cases before the war in re- 
gard to the freighters and contractors for 
Johnston’s army when out in Utah. I never 
knew a case brought to Congress where a man 
got more than the Government proposed to 
give him, or got a better contract than he 
expected. But there is no end to these cases 
of men coming here because they have got 
less than they expected. Now, for an old 
settler like this coming here sixteen or 
eighteen years after the fact, and to pass with- 
out even the reading of a report a claim of 
$36,000 

Mr. FRYE. Twenty-six thousand dollars ; 
and there is no eighteen years to it. Let the 
gentleman confine himself to facts. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, $26,000; that 
does not grow on every bush. It isa very 
suspicious circumstance that these poor orphan 
children should have held back—for how 
many years? 

Mr. FRYE. Five or six years. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, fifieen years ; 
I will take the gentleman’s lowest number. 

Several Members. He said five or six. 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman is evidently 
talking of what he knows nothing at all about. 
I said that the parents died during the war. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. They died during 
the war? The war did not preyent the.chil- 
dren from coming here. i 

Mr. FRYE. F insist upon the previous 
question. í : 


It was sold for twenty-five 
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-Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have the foor, 

-and: I move. that the bill be referred to the 

Committee: of the. Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I do not remember this 
case, and I do not-think that it is an old 
claim, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I rise toa point 
oforder. ‘the gentleman from Maine did not 
yield the floor to the gentleman. from Illinois 
to make the motion. 

A Nenner. Only fora little gas. 

Mr. FRYB. I did not yield for any such 
motion. : : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do not know what 
the gentleman yielded the floor for. I know 
L had the floor, and the gentleman did not 
put any restrictions upon me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Iilinois is correct; bul the point of 
order that the bill contains an appropriation 
comes too late. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Tadmit that, but I 
have made a motion to refer the bill to the 
Comniitiee of the Whole. 

The SPEAK BR pro tempore. The Chair 
did not understand the gentleman from Maine 
to retain the right to the floor, If the Chair 
js mistaken in that, be will be corrected by the 
statement of the gentlemen from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. I did retain the floor, and kept 
on the floor, and I did not yield it to the gen- 
tleman from lilinois for any purpose, but with 
his accustomed habit he took it without ask- 
ing. [Laughter] ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thegentleman from 
Maine had ceased to talk, which is a very 
extraordinary occurrence, by the way, and the 
Chair waa about to put the question on the 
passage of the bill when I rose and took the 


oor, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the 


fact. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH., And I made the 
motion: before I took my seat. 

Mr. FRYE. £ do not object to the motion. 

The question was put upon Mr. FARNS- 
worri’s moticn; and it was disagreed to— 
ayes twenty-nine, noes not counted. 

Mr. FRYE. I demand the previous ques- 

tion upon the third reading of the bill. 
-The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 call for the read- 
ing of the engrossed hill. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Then I move 
that the rules be suspended aud the bill 
passed, l 

‘Lhe question was put; and there were—ayes 
81, noes 2; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. FARNSWORTH 
and Mr. Five were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 112, noes 11. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and ibe bill was passed. 


NORMAN WIARD. 


Mr. FRYE algo, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 334) for the re- 
lief of Norman Wiard, and moved that it be 
referred to Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BARK A 1, 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (S. No. 196) for the relief 
of the owners of the bark A 1. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
bill containg an appropriation? 

Mr. FRYE. It does, bat I do not think 
that point calf be made on a Senate bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I do not think 
the point of order lies to a Senate bill. 


I ask if that 
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à Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
oes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill con- 
tains an appropriation. 

Mr. FRYE. I submit that as this is a Sen- 
ate bill the point of order cannot be made 


on it, ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
holds that it can be made as well upon a Sen- 
ate bill as upon a House bill. The Chair sus: 
tains the pointof order, and the bill is referred 
tothe Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 


Oh yes, it 


JOSEPH SEGAR. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (S. No. 189) for the relief 
of Joseph Segar, of Virginia. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to Joseph Segar, 
of the State of Virginia, the sum of $15,000, 
being the balance siill due him after deducting 
what he has heretofore received for the use 
and occupation of his farm in Elizabeth City 
county, in Virginia, bythe United Siates Army 
during the war of the rebellion. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
same point of order on that bill. It contains 
an appropriation, Moreover, it is to pay for 
the occupation of lands during the war. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Ihave some knowledge 
of this case. Í move that the rules be sus- 
pended and this bill passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I call attention 
to the voucher which we have. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Mayxarp] says he 
knows something about it. 

The question was taken; and, two thirds 
voting in the affirmative, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. { move that the 
rules be suspended so as to pass all the bills 
the Commitiee of Claims may have to report. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. The gentleman 
from Ilinois (Mr. Farxsworm) has not the 
floor. The gentleman from Maiue [Mr. Frye] 
has the floor. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
to suspend the rules is iu order during the last 
ten days of the session. 

Tke SPEAKER protempore. Such a motion 
would be in order by any gentleman who was 
entitled to the floor to make it, but the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Frye] is now entitled 
to the floor. 


I make the 


J. W. PARISIT AND COMPANY. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with an amendment, Senate bill 
No. 159, conferring upon ti e Court of Claims 
power to hear and determine the claim of J. 
W. Parish & Co. for damages for the alleged 
violation of their contract with the United 
States for the delivery of ice. 

The bill, which was read, gives authority 
to J. W. Parish & Co. to commence a suit 
against the United States ia the Court of 
Claims for the recovery of such damages as 
shall appear to have been sustained by them 
by reason of the alleged violation by agents 
of the United States of the contract entered 
into on the Sth day of March, 1868, by and 
between Henry Johnson, medical storekeeper 
United States Army and acting medical pur- 
veyor, and J. W. Parish & Co., for the de- 
livery by said firm of the whole amount of 
ice required to be consumed at Nashville, St. 
Lonis, Cairo, and Memphis, during the re- 
mainder of that year; and the court is invested 
with full power and authority to hear and 
determine the validity of the claim, and the 
amount, if any, of the damages of J. W. 
Parish & Co. 

The amendment was to add to thé bill the 
following: 

Resulting solely from the violation of the con- 
tract in the. refusal of the Government to receive 


the entire thirty thousand tons named in said 
contract. - 


I believe a motion | 


May 24, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This bill refers 
the whole subject to the Committee of Claims? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, with the limitation pro- 
posed in the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to beread athird time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

HARRIET SPRING, 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation thatthe 
same do pass, Senate bill No. 905, for the 
relief of Harriet Spring, the heir of Captain 
William Barker, deceased. 

‘The question was upon ordering the bill to. 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides for pay- 
ing, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Harriet Spring, the 
heir of Capian William Barker, of Waterville, 
Maine, the halt pay ofa captain, from the end 
of the revolutionary war to the death of Cap- 
tain William Barker, February 19, 1819, and 
that a warrant be issued to Harriet Spring for 
such bounty land as she is entitled to receive 
in virtue of the services of Barker as private 
soldier in said war. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the gen- 
tleman to let this bill go to the Committee of 
the Whole cn the Private Calendar, [vis a 
very large claim, and tor a long period of lime. 
I raise the point of order on it, notin any hos- 
tile spirit. but because it makes a large appro- 
priation and reaches back to the revolutionary 


war. 

Mr. FRYE. Thisis a just bill; but as I do 
not want to consume time now in contest over 
it, L will let it go to the Committee of the 
Whole. + 

Ihe bill was accordingly referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 


CHAKLES AND HENRY W., SPENCER, 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that 
the same do pass, Senate bill No. 687, for the 
relief of Charles and Henry W. Spencer. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to Charles 
Spencer and Henry W., Spencer the sum of 
$8,616 50 in full for the illegal seizure and 
destruction of their boat and personal prop- 
erty.on the Mississippi river, at New Madrid, 
Missouri, in the year 1864. a 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES A. WAGNER. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent to 
have taken from the Speaker’s table the 
amendment of the Senate to House bill No. 
1494, for the relief of Charles Wagner. 

No objection was made. 

The amendmeut of the Senate was to strike 
from the bill the words ‘if removed from the 
said Wagner’s premises within one year.” 

Mr. FRYE. I movethat the amendment of 
the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported adversely upon the following; which 
were laid on the table: 

Bill (H. R, No. 28) for the relief of Michael 
Feutenhime ; 


1872. 
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Memorial of John Bulfinch, for damages to 
the schooner Wings of the Morning and the 
brig Ocean Belle; i 

Memorial ot Samuel Flanders, of Massachu- 
setts, asking to be remunerated for moneys 
expended on property belonging to the United 
States Government ; - 

Memoria! of Larnet Hall, jr., of Massachn- 
setts, praying to be reimbursed for moneys 
expended by him on buildings, &c. on Govern- 
ment land in the said State ; 

Petition of Francis Priest, for compensation 
for property used by the Army ; i 

Memorial of the heirs of Charles F. Sibbald, 
deceased ; and 

Bill (H. R. No. 653) for the relief of J. 
Morgan Baker and William H. Beatty, trading 
as Baker & Beatty. 

JOSEPIT L. HEYWOOD AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2909) for the relief of Joseph L. Heywood and 
others; which was read a first and second 


ime, 

The bill authorizes the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to adjust and setile at 
a reasonable sum, and on satisfactory proof, 
suspended or disallowed items in the accounts 
of Joseph L. Heywood, late marshal of Utah, 
for compensation of guards, and provisions 
aud supplies for same; escorting the judges 
to court; guarding the court-house; for com- 
pensation und supplies of aids and guards em- 
ployed to assist in the execution of process, 
and in guarding prisoners after arrest ; for pay- 
ment of rent of court-room ; for personal ex- 
penses incurred while serving process, and foe 
n reasonable allowance for guarding and board- 
ing prisoners in the penitentiary; the amount 
alluwed not to exceed $30,0U0, and to be paid 
from any unexpended balance of appropria- 
tiona for expenses of United States courts 
prior to July 1, 1871, and distributed and paid 
pro rata among the holders of the drafts and 
certificates drawn by said [Heywood and now 
in the Treasury Department. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which tbe bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COLLECTOR JAMES F. CASEY. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee of Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2904) 
for the relief of James I. Casey, collector of 
the port of New Orleans; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to credit to James F. Casey, collector 
of customs for the port of New Orleans, the 
following items in the settlement of his ac- 
counts: $304 18, the sum paid John Hancock 
as assistant auditor in the New Orleans cus- 
tom-house for services from February 25 to 
April 22, 1869, and $605 24, the sum paid 
Robert L. Ream, jr., for services as clerk in 
the custom-house from February 1 to June 7, 
1869; provided the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall Gnd that such services were performed, 
and payment made in good faith by said col- 
lector. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
officers authorized by law? 

Mr. SHELDON. These men were appointed 
in February, 1869, under the administration 
of Perry Fuller, and were in office when Mr. 
Casey came in. ‘There names were borne on 
the rolls and they were paid in good faith. 
They performed the services. It appears at 
this late day that. their oaths of office are not 
on Gle in the Treasury Department. How they 
were lost no one seems lo know. "The services 
were performed and the money paid in good 
faith, and this simply asks tbat credit be given 
the collector for the moneys which he paid. 


Were these 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE REBER. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2904) for 
the relief of George Reber; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be authorized and 
directed to pay to George Rever, of Sandusky, 
Ohio, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $797 15, in 
fuil for damages to his building in Sandusky, 
Ohio, occasioned by quartering therein United 
States soldiers, from January 15, to April 13, 
1864. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

‘Lhe latter motion was agreed to. 


JOIN MMATH. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also from the same 
committee, reported abill (H. R. No. 2905) for 
the reliefof John MeMath; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the accounting oflicers of the Treasury 
Department to audit and pay to Jobn MeMath, 
late private second battalion Veteran Reserve 
corps, transferred from the ninety-eighth Ohio 
volunteers, for military services, the addi- 
tional bounty of fifty dollars provided by law, 
as though application had been made therefor 
according to the provisions of the act of July 
18, 1870. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
‘sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOUN H. NORMAN AND SAMUEL FACER. 


Mr. FOSTER, ofOhio, also from the same 
committee, also reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2906) for the relief of John H. Norman and 
Samuel Facer, of Sandusky, Ohio; which was 
read a first and second ume. 

The bill which was read provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay to John H. Norman and 
Samuel Facer, of Sandusky, Ohio, out of any 
money, in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $72 80, in full for black- 
smith work done for the United States Army 
in Sandusky, Ohio, during the war in 1864, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
aud also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALEXANDER MARTIUR. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
1382) for the relief of Alexander McArthur, 
of the city of Corunna, in the State of Michi- 
gan, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
sum of $756 be, and the same is thereby, 
allowed and ordered to be paid to Alexander 
McArthur, of Corunna, Michigan, for dam- 


ages sustained by him in consequence of inju- 
ries to his house in Corunna, leased to the 
United States onthe 15th day of August, 1863, 
for barracks for the provost: marshal’s oltice 
for the sixth district in said State of Michigan, 
which said injuries were done by the soldiers 
occupying the same. ` 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to recon: 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE W. STURTEVANT, 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with an amendment, the 
bill (LL. R. No. 1310) for the relief of George 
W. Sturtevant. , 

The bill was read. Tt authorizes and directs - 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to George 
W. Sturtevant, of Dodge county. Wisconsin, 
$160, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, in full settlement of 
all cluims on his behalf growing out of money 
paid by Sturtevant to the United States receiver 
of the Milwaukee Jand office by mistake. 

The amendment of the cammittee was to 
strike out in line five, after the word +t Wiscon- 
sin,’ ‘$160 and to insert in leu thereof 
“$100.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to bo 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Me. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OMAILA NATIONAL BANK, 


Mr. FOSTER, of Obio, also, from the samo 
committee, reported a bill (Ui. R. No. 2007) 
for the relief of the Omaha National Bank; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to pay, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the Omaha National Bank 
$1,503 96, in lieu of draft No, 180 on the 
United States depository at Chicago, Illinois, 
dated September 14, 1871, payable to the 
order of J. B. Bogert, and signed by H. ©. 

tansom, colonel and quartermaster of the 
United States Army ; provided that before the 
payment hereinbefore authorized the Omaha 
National Bank shall execute a bond of indem- 


“nity to the United States with sulficient sure- 


ties against the claim of the payee it the draft, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed ; and 
also moved that the motion to recousider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PETER J. BURCHELL. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the sama 
committee, reported a bill (H. Jt. No. 2912) 
for the relief of Peter J. Burchell; which was 
read a first aud second time. g 

The bill was read. It directs. that there be 
paid to Peter J. Burchell, of Kane county, 
Illinois, out.of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $818 05, 
for the occupation and damayes to his house 
and premises by United States recruiting oft- 
cers in the years 1863 and 1854. 

Mr. DICKEY. I should ike to have some 
explanation of the bill. The Committee: of 
Claims in the last Congress rejected this ¢laim. 
I understand it is for the occupation of prop» 


| erty by United States troops.. 
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Mr. PETERS. 
one; let it go. 

The bill was orderedto be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

“Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


T. P. ROBB. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 
2162) for the relief of T. P. Robb, of Savan- 
nah, Georgia. 

The bill was read. It appropriates out of 
the Treasury, from the revenues of the Post 
Office Department, for the relief of T. P. Robb, 
the sum of $1,000, which shall be in full for 
all services rendered the Post Office Depart- 


The bill is a very small 


ment in the matter of collecting the sum of | 


$18,450 81 of one A. L. Harris, formerly a 
special agent of that Department. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDWARD ©. GARLICK. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, with an amend- 
ment, the bill (H. R. No. 2378) for the relief 
of Edward ©. Garlick. 

The billwas read. It provides that Edward 
C. Garlick be paid, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $1,262 on account of damages to timber 
belonging to him, which has been used, de- 
tained, and lost in part by the agents and 
officers of the United States, which timber 
was the property of said Garlick, and retained, 
by order of Colonel Crane, on the pier at 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

The amendment of the committee was to 
substitute for the name ‘‘ Colonel Crane” the 
name ‘t Colonel J. T. Cram.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORVILLE J. JENNINGS, 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the same 
. committee. reported a bill (H. R. No. 2910) 
for the relief of Orville J. Jennings; which 
was read a first and seeond time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to Orville J. Jennings, 
of Fulton, New York, the sum of $8,182 95, 
in fall for work performed in removing what 
was known as the déoris of the old outer break- 
water in the harbor of Dunkirk, New York, 
ander a contract with Captain F. Harwood, 
engineer corps, United States Army, dated 
December 80, 1868, 

Mr. CONGER. I makethe point of order 
that this biil makes an appropriations and 
must have its first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
is compelled to sustain the point-of order, and 
the bill must go tothe Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 

Subsequently Mr. Concer withdrew his 
objection, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to- 


MORITZ AUGUSTINE. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the 
same committee reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2911) for the relief of Moritz Augustine; 


| which was read a first and second time. 


The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to examine the claim of Moritz 
Augustine, fordamages under an alleged agree- 
ment made with Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue Pleasonton to furnish saccharometers 
to distillers, and to ascertain and determine 
what amount, if any, is equitably due to the 
said Augustine on account of the failure of the 
present Commissioner of Internal Revenue to 
carry out such alleged agreement; and it 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
the said Augustine such sum as he shall find 
to be equitably due him, not to exceed the 
sum of $7,500, which shall be in full discharge 
of all claims against the Government by the 
said Augustine under the alleged agreement. 

Mr. DICKEY. I make the point of order 
on that bill. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio. I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, . 

Mr. DICKEY. I understand that this bill 
is recommended by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio. Then I withdraw 
my motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Claims at what time 
the committee expect to complete their busi- 


ness? 

Mr. BAIRL, of Michigan. I presume half 
an hour longer will enable us to complete it. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that by unanimous 
consent we take a recess until half past ten 
o’clock to-morrow morning, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I object. 

Mr. MOORE., I understand that there are 
innumerable cases of this kind where distillers 
profess to have claims against the Govern- 
ment in consequence of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue not carrying out the plans 
of the former Commissioner, and I understand 
there is to be a general law to cover these 
cases. I do notsee why this single case should 
be brought up here. 

Mr, BLAIR, of Michigan. The Secretary 
of the Treasury has asked us to do it, and 
there are special reasons for it. 

Mr. MOORE. Then I withdraw the objec- 
tion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BECK, I move thatthe House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I hope the House will not adjourn. The com- 
mittee have labored to prepare business. It is 
now ready, and to adjourn now is to send all 
this business over until the December session. 
Therefore I hope the House will not adjourn. 

Mr. BECK. I will withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I renew it. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
84, noes 54. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


WILLIAM H, COLLEDGE. 
Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, from the same 
committee, reported back, with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass, Senate bill No. 200, 
for the relief of William H. Colledge. 


The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to William H. Colledge 
the sum of $500, in full compensation for ser- 
vices as a temporary clerk in the office of tha 
Third Auditor of the Treasury from. the 11th 
day of May, 1859, until the 11th day of Octo- 
ber, 1859, in auditing and adjusting the Oregon 
and Washington war claims, so called. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a- third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to.. 


THOMAS B. WALLACE, 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that the same do pass, Senate bill No. 
569, for the relief of Thomas B. Wallace, of 
Lexington, in the State of Missouri. 

The question was upon ordering the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read. The preamble states that 
on the 13th day of September, 1861, the dwell- 
ing-house and out-buildings, and the furniture 
and other property therein, belonging to 
Thomas B. Wallace, of the city of Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri, and situated in that 
city, were destroyed by fire by order of Col- 
onel James A. Mulligan, in command of the 
United States military forces then stationed 
at that city, and that the destruction of the 
houses and other property was ordered and 
was necessary for the protection and preserva- 
tion of the property of the United States at . 
that cily, and the protection and preservation 
of the lives of the officers and soldiers 
under the command of said Mulligan, and at 
the time actually engaged in defending the cily, 
and in maintaining the authority of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States against au at- 
tack of the confederate army under command 
of General Sterling Price. The bill accord- 
ingly provides that tbe sum of $18.500 shali be 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, fur the purpose of 
paying Wallace the value of his property, de- 
stroyed as aforesaid, and the damages sus- 
tained by him by reason of its destruction. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I raise the point 
of order that this bill makes an appropriation, 
and therefore must receive its first considera- 
tion in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ trust the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SHELLABARGER] will not insist upon 
that point of order. The House passed a test 
case the other day, and this is a case of ex- 
actly the same kind, and one of unusual merit. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I must insist 
upon my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Potrsrr. ) 
The Chair sustains the point of order, and the 
bill will accordingly be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and placed on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. MOORE. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and this bill passed. 
Mr. SHELLABARGER. 

mitted to make a statement? 

Mr. MOORE. I object to debate. 

The question was taken upon suspending 
the rules; and upona division there were— 


May I be per- 


"ayes 59, noes 26; no quorum voting. 


Mr. HOAR. I must call for a further count, 
unless the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Moore] 
will change his motion so as to suspend the 
rules and bring the bill before the House for 
consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thope that will be done; 
that will be entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. MOORE. JI will modify my motion as 
suggested. 

The question was taken; and two thirds ` 
voting in favor therect, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the Committee of the Whole dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
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bill, and the same was brought before: the 
House. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio. I will yield to my 
colleague [Mr. SHELLABARGER] to make a 
statement. ; 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Myattention was 
very kindly called by the gentleman- from 
Michigan [Mr. BrLarR] to the fact. that this is 
properly a test case, involving a principle, as 
I believe, of the utmost consequence, not only 
in its financial consequences, but in reference 
to the policy of this Government. Hence I 
made the point of order, because I do not 
think that under the circumstances we should 
pass a bill of this character at this late hour 
ofthe night. That point of order having been 
done away with by suspension of the rules, 
I will now make a brief statement in this case. 

I am informed that the report in this case 
shows that this isa claim where the property 

_of doubtless a very worthy citizen was de- 
stroyed by the Government of the United 
States during the late war. It was destroyed 
under circumstances substantially like these: 
ina battle this building was occupied by a mil- 
itary force of the enemy; during a lull of the 
battle our troops became. possessed of this 
building. Apprebending a renewal of the fight 
on the next day, an order was made for the 
destruction of this property, and it was de- 
stroyed in order to meet the exigency of im- 
pending conflict, an actual, present, and 
impending conflict; that is, an impending 
conflict in contemplation of the law, and pro- 
ducing the exact exigency contemplated by 
that rule of law to which I now appeal. That 
rule of law is that the property of friend or 
enemy, it makes no odds where it may be, 
whether in belligerent territory or in our own 
territory, is not the subject of compensation 
when it is destroyed. 

Now, of course I would not make the point 
under. the circumstances were I not absolutely 
conscious of the fact that in these bills we are 
making precedents which will compel us by 
their logic to follow them by expenditures 
which we cannot cover by hundreds of millions 
of dollars. Here, sir, this man’s property was 
destroyed. ‘True there was not actual battle 
going on at the very time; but his house had been 
occupied by the enemy, injuriously occupied 
as a point from which attack was made. That 
attack was suspended, it is true, fora day; but 
here was apprehension thatit would be renewed 
on the next day; and under that apprehension 
the destruction of this property was made. 
Now, I do say that that is a destruction in the 
exigencies of actual flagrant war, and that if 
we pay for such destruction the result will be 
that we shall have to pay for all the property 
of our friends destroyed in war. 

Now let us see where this will lead us. 
Take, for instance, the. case that was taken 
the other day in debate, the destruction of our 
own property by the enemy. Will you let 
that go uncompensated, and yet pay for that 
which was destroyed by our own Government ? 
If so, upon what legal principle? If upon no 
iegal principle, then upon what principle of 
justice will you omit to pay men like Thad- 
deus Stevens and other loyal citizens whose 


property was destroyed in our own territory, | 


not on rebel. ground? k 

The question therefore comes back to us, and 
it is a great question, not oniy with reference 
to the amount of money involved, but in the 
legal consequences as affecting the Govern- 
“ment for all future time, as well as regards 
the settlement of all claims arising out of our 
late conflict; a question which the House 
should pause before deciding, as it will decide 
it by the passage of this bili—— 

. [Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio. I now-yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Parker, ] 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
there will be no substantial difference between 
the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Suzitazareur] 
and myself as to the facts of this case. Tt will 


be remembered by the House that on, I be- 
lieve, the 18th day of September, 1861, our 
Army of about three thousand men was sur- 
rounded at the town of Lexington, Missouri, 
by a rebel army consisting of thirty thousand 
men, commanded by General Price. After 
our troops had been surrounded, and when 
the enemy were forcing themselves up toward 
our lines, this building, belonging to Mr. Wal- 
lace, was occupied by a part of the enemy’s 
sharp-shooters. 

On the first day of that battle those sharp- 
shooters were driven out by a charge made by 
a portion of our forces. Colonel Mulligan, in 
command of our Army, after holding a coun- 
cil of war, conceived that he had not force 
sufficient to keep the enemy out of that build- 
ingif the attack should be renewed on the 
next day; and after deliberating over the mat- 
ter be determined that the building should be 
destroyed, and so notified Mr. Wallace; but 
he did not give him sufficient notice to enable 
him to get his furniture and library out of the 
building. The house with its contents was 
destroyed, leaving this man without a home 
for himself and his family. 

These are the facts, and I am unable to see 
any distinction between this case and the case 
of Dr. Best, which wasdecided—correctly and 
justly decided—by this House the other day ; 
and | am unable to see any principle of justice 
that should dictate to any member the denial 
of the claim of this poor old man who stands 
at the door of this House demanding simple 
justice, nothing more. 

_ The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHELLABAR: 
GER] tells us that we-are to set here a prece- 
dent which will open the door to the allow- 
ance of a large class of claims. “As one mem- 
ber of this House I do not care how large the 
class may be. This Government of ours can- 
not afford to be unjust; it cannot afford to 
act upon a principle of injustice toward its 
citizens, especially when those citizens were 
loyal and in loyal territory. ‘This man, when 
approached as to the destruction of his house, 
remarked that if its destruction was necessary 
to save our struggling army, it ought to be 
destroyed, and that if he had command of the 
army he would detroy the town if it were 
necessary to save our forces. Yet when he 
comes before a loyal Congress he is met by a 
legal technicality and sent away with the dec- 
laration that we are afraid to allow his claim 
lest it may establish a bad. precedent. 

It is unnecessary, I presume, at the present 
time, to go into a discussion of the legal prin- 
ciple involved here; but J differ entirely from 
the gentleman from Ohio with reference to 
the question of law presented in this case. 
This case comes precisely within the purview 
of the case so ably cited and commented on 
by the gentleman from New York the other 
day, and is covered by that case. Ido ask 
gentlemen of the House to act on a priuciple 
of justice, and, I believe, in accordance with 
the principle of law, to pay this man what 
he is jastly entitled to. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to say a single word before we pass from 
this subject. I was anxious myself not to have 
had this case reported at this time, because | 
did think with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SHELLARARGER] it would have been much bet- 
ter to have brought it forward on some occa- 
sion when there could have been an extended 
debate and full consideration of the whole 
subject. 

It is true, as he stated, that it is the enter- 
ing wedge of avery largecleft in the Treasury. 
It willinvolve the payment of large sums if 
the House adopt this principle. I submit it has 
never been adopted before. I feelasif we of 
the Committee of Claims ought to have been 
able to present an argument to the House with 
all the authorities cited, and to have placed 
ourselves On some certain ground in reference 
to this matter before we undertook to decide 
itatall. But I did consent to the reporting 


of this bill, because really, sir, I- could not 
help it; my colleagues had caved in all of them 
on the question, and it seemed useless for me 
to contend any longer.. l 

It is not a case of technicalities, as my friend 
from Missouri says, at all; it is a question of 
a different sort from that. But I am not going 
to debate it to-night; there is no.time for it. 
I wish simply to say the principle of the bill 
does not have my assent. It is not like the 
Best case. as I understood and undertook to 
construe it the other day. Itis simply the 
destruction of property in battle, and must 
stand on that ground. I wished merely to say 
this much. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, E wish to say 
one word on this subject. Itis impossible to 
distinguish between this case and the Dr. Best 
case. It is impossible to distinguish between 
the cases. If it was right as to the Best case 
then it is equally right to pass this bill. If 
unselfish devotion to. the country was the 
characteristic of the Best case, there can on 
that ground be no stronger case than this one. 
I hope we shall now have the previous ques- 


tion, 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
before the vote is taken I wish to say this: 
the constitutional provision that private prop- 
erty shall not be taken for public use without 
compensation is not a new principle; it was 
settled many hundreds of years before it was 
settled in the Constitution. The question I 
wish to ask gentlemen here is this: if the 
property stood adjoining the walls of the fort 
and it was necessary to occupy it by sharp- 
shooters as one of the appurtenances of the 
fort, would not that property have been taken 
for publie use just as much as though it was 
within the walls of the fort? Just so this 
building being within gun-shot of the fort and 
occupied by the sharp-shooters was as one of 
the appurtenances of the fort. ‘The location 
of the fort there was taking private property 
under the Constitution. o voted down an 
amendment here the other day. How it came 
to be done we will not discuss; but property, 
cotton, which was the ham-string of the re- 
bellion, was seized and sold, and $25,000,000 
paid into the Treasury. We have now opened 
our courts of law to allow every man to come 
in and make his claim whether he was loyal or 
disloyal. When our courts are open to men 
whose hands are red with the blood of loyal 
men, I wish to know whether a man whose 
property was taken, not by the casualty of war, 
not by any accident of war, but by the act of 
military authorities in locating their fort close 
to it; I wish to know whether a loyal man with 
such a claim has no right to get compensa- 
tion from the Treasury? ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the atten- 
tion of the members for one moment. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Smita] has 
struck upon a question—and this whole ques- 
tion isa part of it—which is far broader than the 
mere passage of any man’s claim, far broader - 
than the question of night or morning, or 
adjournment or recess. If my colleague from 
Ohio [Mr. SaertaparcER] has rightly stated 
the fact—and the gentleman from Michigan, 
[ Mr. Barr, ] the chairman of the Committee 
of Clatms, says he has—if it be the fact, as 
both these gentlemen say, that this is a new 
case, a test case, if it be the first in a long 
line, the sum of which must be many, many 
millions of dollars, then gentlemen ought not 
to be in haste because some other reports are 
to be made. 

But 1 do not rise to say whether these two 
gentlemen are right or wrong, or to say what 
the merits of this case may be. But I rose to 
call attention to what the gentleman who has 
just addressed the House has stated in regard 
to a former action of the House as bearing on 
this case. : 

The gentleman says that it ill becomes any- 
body to resist a case like this after the House 
has rejected the Morrillamendment-and thrown 
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wide open the doors of our courts to all classes 
of claimants, without regard to their condition 
or former condition at all. Now I say to the 
gentleman that if that be his opinion he utterly 
misconceives the nature of the Morrill amend- 
ment, and utterly misconceives the work’ the 
House did in rejecting it. i 

The House, in rejectiug the Morrill amend- 
ment, did not open the door of any court to any 
claim. It‘only refused to let Congress go into 
a court and take hold of cases and drag them 
out after they.had once been properly: intro- 
duced there and were in process of adjudica- 
tion. ‘That the [louse has done, and nothing 
more. It has opened no new door, it has 
widened no old one. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio. I yield one minute 
to my colleague from Ohio, [Mr. SifeLLabar- 


GER. 

ve SHELLABARGER. I rise for the pur- 
pose of alluding to an authority which was 
referred to, butnot read by the learned gentle- 
man from New York, (Mr. Smirm;] and for 
this authority I have some respect, although 
itis only adecision of the Court of Claims. 

Now, that authority, I submit to the House, 
does not touch the legal question we are now 
upon, and which my colleague has so forcibly 
reminded us is anew case. That was a case 
involving merely the question as to what the 
rights of the Government were in regard to 
the matter of taking property. And the gen- 
tleman und the other members of this Llouse, 
as lawyers and as business men, understand 
the difference between property that is taken 
through the exigencies of war and prop 
erty that is destroyed incouflict, That decis- 
ion relates to that which was taken and appro- 
priated bythe Government when there was no 
pending conflict, This is a case where prop- 
erty is destroyed in couflict. The decision 
does not touch the case. 

Mr FOSTER, of Ohio. 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the muin question was ordered. 

ThesPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
is on the third reading of tuc bill. 

Mr McKME. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I raise the 
point of order that a motion to adjourn is not 
in order, as no business has intervened since 
the motion waa made and lost. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Several speeches 
have intervened, and the previous question has 
been seconded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The, motion 
to adjourn is in order, and the Chair must rec- 
oxnze the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
Mckre] to make thal motion if he insists on 
it. The Chair does uot understand that the 
gentleman insists. 

The bil was read a third time , 

The SPEAKERS pro tempore. The question 
Jis on the passage of the bill. 

Mr, MeKEE. [renew my motion that the 
House adjourn. i 

Toe question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes Tò, noes 21; no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. BEALTY. T demand further count. 

Mr. SPRER, of Pennsylvania. 1 under- 
stood from the gentleman from Massacbusetis 
{Me Hoar] tuat il debate were allowed 
there wouid be no further opposition to the 

t passage of the bill, Trisis a violation of the 
noderstanding of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. No quorum 
having vored op the motion to adjourn, the 
Chair appoints as tellers Mr. Bearry, and Mr. 
Fosren ef Ohio. 

The House agnin divided on the motion to 
adjonru; and the tellers teported—ayes 78, 
noes Y. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPORTIONMENT BILL. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. A conference 


I demand the pre- 


having been ordered on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the supplemental appor- 
tionment bill, the Chair names as managers 
of the. conference, on the part of the House, 
Mr. Mercor of Pennsylvania; Mr. WILLARD 
of Vermont, and Mr. Cox of New York. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was given to’ Mr. Sxarr for ten days. 


CALL OF TUE IL0USE, 
Mr. PETERS. I move that the House do 


now adjourn. 

The question was put; and there werc—ayes 
37, noes 57. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. 1 understand 
that the previous question has been seconded 
on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the main 
question ordered. i 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If that 
is so, the inquiry that [ desire to make is 
whether if the House now adjourns the bill 
will notcome up the first thing after the reading 
of the Journal to-morrow morning? 

Mr. BECK. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. I wish to ask whether seven members 
of this House have a right to stop the business 
of the House? 

The SPISAKER pro tempore. 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BECK. Neither is the other. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
is bound to recognize the inquiry of the gen- 
Uleman from Massachusetts as a parliamentary 
inquiry, and he makes answer to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that he understands 
that it will. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
understand it. 

Mr. YOUNG. I move that there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. PERCE. Pending that motion, I move 
that the House take a recess until balf past 
ten o'clock. to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The last 
court showed that no quorum was present, and 
no motion isin order excepta motion for a call 
of the House or a motion to adjourn. 

The question was put upon Mr. Youxe's 
motion; and there were—ayes 57, noes d3. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

Mr. COGHLAN. trise to a point of order, 
and it is that it is not necessary to put the 
question on a call of the House, but that on 
the refusal of the House toadjourn itis the duty 
of the Chair to order the roli to be called when 
no quorum is present. 

Mr. BECK. I was about to make the same 

oint of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A call of 
the House has been ordered, and tne Clerk 
will proceed to call the roll. 

The roll was accordingly called; and the 
following members failed to answer to their 
names: 

Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, Arthur, Averill, 
Banks. Barber, Beveridge, Biggs, Bingham. Boles, 
Brooks, Caldwell. Carroil,Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Cot- 
ton, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, De 
Large, Dox, Dn Bose,’ Duell, Eldredge, Kiliott, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Garrett, Goodrich, 
Ilale. Hanks, Harmer, Hay, Hays, John W. Hazelton, 
Heredon, iHi, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg. 
Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lam- 
ison, Lamport, Lansing, Lewis, Lench, Marshall, 
Maynard, McCrary, Mellenry, McJunkin, MeKin- 
ney, MeNeely, Mereur, Mitchell, Monroe, Morey, 
Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Packer, 
Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, Axron E, Perry, Eli Perry, 
Piatt. Poland, Porter, Edward Y. Rice,. Jobn M. 
Riee, Ritehie, William R. Roberts, John Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Seofield. Seeley, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Stocuin, Sloss, Worth- 


ington C. Smith. Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, 
Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, 
Swann. Sypher, Dwight Towusend, Putbill, Tyner, 
Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Walden. Walls, Warren, Wheeler, 


That is not 


I so 


Whiteley, Williams of New York, Joba T. Wilson, 
| Winchester, and Wood. : 


During the'call of the roll, 

Mr. CONGER said: I desire to say that my 
colleague [Mr. Sroveurox ] is absent—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not 
the time for excuses. The call of the roll can- 
not be interrupted. 

After the roll-call, : 

Mr. HOAR. L move that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that-in order? | 

Mr. HOAR. I call the attention of tho 
Chairto the Digest, which says that this motion 
is in order at any period of the proceedings 
under a call. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is clearly in 
order, but | appeal to the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachuseus, I desire 
to state that my colleague, Mr. Crocker, is 
absent on account of sickness. ; 

Mr. LEACH. 1 desire to say that the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia, Mr. Davis, is 
absent on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not 
the time for excuses: The call of the roll 
ordered by the House and the call of the 
absentees show that one hundred and nine 
members are present, which is nota quorum 
of the House. It will now be the duty of the 
Chair to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to close 
the doors of the House, and the House will 
then proceed to receive excuses for absent 
members, and to make such further direction 
as it may see fit, unless some gentleman shall 
in the mean time move that further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with, which 
motion is always in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with, 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a question of 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. I claim the privilege on 
this call to make an excuse for my colleague, 
Me. STOUGHTON, for not being present here 
to-night. į claim the right to make that 
excuse while the call is progressing or after it 
is concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. CONGER. I claim that it is a ques- 
tion of privilege affecting the character and 
position of a member bere. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not a question of 
privilege. 

Mr. CONGER. T wish to make excuse for 
my colleague that he is absent on account of 
sickness. ' . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
understands the gentleman from Mighigan 
[Mr. Coxcer] to insist that he has the right 
as a question of privilege to render an excuse 
for his absent colleague. ‘The Chair under- 
stands that it is not in order to make such 
exense until such time as the House has 
directed the doors to be closed, until which 
time no member is understood to be in default 
by reason of being absent. 

The question was upon the motion to dis- 
pense with further proceedings under the call, 
_ Mr. GARFIELD, of Ubio. The bill that 
is now pending has the previous question 
ordered upon it, and thercfore 

Mr. BECK. I object to debate, I want 
to see if seven members, by their absence, 
can prevent the transaction of business, : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I only desired 
to suggest. 

Mr. RANDALL, Tcall the gentleman to 
order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Very well. If 
you do not want any oil, then you can take the 
vinegar. 

The question was then taken on the motion 
of Mr. ioar; and on a division, there were— 
ayes 88, noes 48. 

Before the result of the vote was annoznced, 


That certainly is not a ques 
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Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, and Mr. PETERS 
called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. YOUNG. Js it in order to call the 
yeas and nays on this motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Why not? 

Mr. YOUNG. Jt/is not in order to call 
the yeas and nays when there is not a quorum 


in the House. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
It isin order 


overrules the point of order. 
to call the yeas and nays if one fifth of those 
present direct them to be called. The ques- 
tion is now upon ordering the yeas and nays, 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoarn] that further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and nays; and upon a division there 
were—ayeés 24, noes 68. 

. So (one fifth voting in the affirmative) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. lrise to a parliamentary 
inguiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it be in order to 
ask unanimous consent that a recess be now 
taken until ten o'clock to-morrow morning? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would if 
a quorum were present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I make that request. 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask unanimous consent 
that a recess be taken until half past ten to- 
morrow. l 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to any recess. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. Hoar, and there were—yeas 41, nays 
66, uot voting 133; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
Buckley, Butliuton, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick Butler, Conger, onnan, Eames; 
Fiukeluburg, Wilder D, Foster, Garticld, Goodrich, 
Halsey, IHandley, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazel- 
ton, Hibbard, Hoar, Lowe, Melutyre, McKee, 
Niblack, Packard, Perce, Peters, Potter, Prindle, 
Rainey, Ellis IL Roberts, Sawyer, Shellabarger, 
Il, Boardman Smith, Joba A, smith, Thomas, 
Waldron, Willard, and Jeremiab M. Wilson—dl. 

NAYbd—Mevers, Archer, Barnum, Barry, Beatty, 
Beek, Bird, Braxton, Bright, Burdett, Campbell, 
Coghian, Uomingo, Conner, Crebs, Critcher, Cross- 
Jand, Dickey, Dox, Duke, Dunnell, Charles Foster, 
Henry D. Foster, Frye, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, 
liaideman, Hambleton, Hancock, Lbirper, George 
E. Harris, Jobn T. Uarris, Herciord, Holman, King, 

ueach, Manson, McCielland, McCormick, McGrew, 
lerriam, Benjamin E. Meyers, Moore, Orr, Hosea 
W. Parker, Irano C. Parker, Price, Randall, Read, 
William R, Roberts, Robinson, Sion H, Rogers, 
Sessions. Shoemaker, Slater, R. Milton Speer, Taffe, 
Terry, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, 
Vallace, Wells, Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, 
and Young—66, . 
NO’ VOrING—Mesars. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Arthur, Averitt, Banks, Barber, Bell, Beveridge, 
LBigby, Biggs, dames G. Blair, Doles, Brooks, Culd- 
well, Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Cotton, Cox, 
Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, De Large, 
Du Bose, Duell, Lidredge, Eliott, Bly, Farnsworth, 
Farwell, Forker, Garrett, Griffith, lale, Hanks, 
Harmer, Havens, Hays, John W. Hazelton, Hern- 
don, Hil. Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Kendall, Kerr, Keteham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lawi- 
son, Lamport, Lansing, Lewis, Lyacb, Marshall, 
Maynard, MeCrary, Melfenry, McJunkin, MeKin- 
ney, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, Mitchell, Monroe, 
Morey, Morgau, Morphis, Leonard Myors, Negley, 
Packer, Palmer, Peck, Pendleton. Aaron F, Porry, 
Eli Perry, Platt, Poland, Porter, Edward Y. Rice, 
Jobn M. Rice, Ritebie, John Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, 
Sherwood, Shober, Slocum. Sloss, Worthington C. 
Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stough- 
ton, Stowell, Strong. St. John, Sutherland, Swaun, 
Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Luthill, Tyner, Upson, 

an Tramp Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddelt, Wake- 
man, Walden, Walls, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Williams of New York, Jobn T. Wilson, Winehes- 
ter, aud Wocd--133, : 

So the motioa to dispense with further pro- 
ceedings under the call was not agreed to. 

During the roll call the fullowing announce- 
ments were made: 

Me. DONNAN. My colleague, Mr. Wat- 
DEN, is confined to his room by sickness. H 
present he would vote “ay.” | Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. My colleague, 
Mr. Tyxeg, is absent on account of siek- 
ness. 


The gentle- 


Mr. WILLARD. My colleague, Mr. Po- 
LAND, is absent. If here he would vote “tay.” 
{Langhter. ] : . 

Mr. MANSON. My colleague, Mr. Kerr, 
is absent on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore directed the 
doors to be closed. 

Mr. PERCE. I move that the House now 
adjourn. . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is. the 


- best thing that can be done for all parties. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. . I ask 
unanimous consent that a recess be taken 
until ten o'clock to morrow morning. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That proposi- 
tion has been made and objected to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House, 
in the absence of a quorum, has no power to 
take a recess. ‘Phe only motions in order are 
to proceéd with the cull, to dispense with the 
eall, or to adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 47, noes 55. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I call for 
tellers. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Irise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. J wish to inquire whether proceed- 
ings under the call are going on at this time 
during these dilatory motions? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Certainly not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What does 
the gentleman mean by * proceedings under 
the call?” 

Mr. COGHLAN. Have the doors been 
closet, and has the Sergeant-at-Arms been 
sent for absentees? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors 
have been closed, but excuses have not been 
received, nor has the House made any order 
to send for absentees. The Chair, of course, 
has not the power to make such an order with- 
out the action of the House. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. Does not 
that follow as a matter of course, under the 
rules of the House? 

The SPEAKISR pro tempore. No; it re- 
quires an express order of the House to send 
tur absentees. ‘The pending question is upon 
the motion to adjourn, on which the gentle- 
man from Obio [Mr. GarFieLp] has asked for 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, and Mr. Foster, of Pennsylvania, 
were appointed.. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 35, noes 66. 

Mr. PERCE and Mr. HOAR called for the 
yeas and nays. 

Tbe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I riseto apoint of order, that 
when no quorum is present a motion to recon- 
sider cannot be entertained. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And we cannot 
reconsider an order for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Harrrs] moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered; and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] raises the point 
of order that the House cannot entertain a 
motion to reconsider except in the presence 
ofa quorum. The gentleman from Ohio (Mr, 
GarFiELp] makes the point that an order.for 
the yeas and nays caunot be reconsidered. The 
Chair overrules the point of the gentleman 
from Obio, [Mr. GarrieLp.] Indeed an order 
for the yeas and nays was only to-day recon- 
sidered in this House. © : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It was the first 
precedent of that kind, E believe, and in my 
judgment a wrongful precedent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
directs the Clerk to read a paragraph from 
the Manual. . 


| Arthur, Averill, Banks, Barber, Beveridge, 


The Clerk read as follows : 

“ An order of the yeas and nays or a refusal of the 
yeas and nays may be reconsidered.” a 

Mr. PERCE. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry, whether the yeas and nays can be 
called upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Mississippi.[ Mr. Harnrs 7] : ey 

Mr. RANDALL. They cannot. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
has not yet acted on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, {Mr. Hannis,] and. the 
Chair will reserve his decision until the ques- 
tion actually arises. 

Mr. HOAR., I call the attention of the Chair 
tothe fact that he has notyet decided my point 
of order, that no motion to reconsider is in 


order when the House is without a quorum. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the 


House is without a quorum the House can do 
but one of three things: it can send for the 
absentees, it can adjourn, and it can wait with- 
out doing anything. [Laugbter. ] i 

Mr. DICKEY. If the Sergeant-at-Arms 
had been sent forthe absentees we would have 
had them here long ago—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But on any 
motion it is competent for the House to entep, 
tain the yeas and nays can be ordered, and a 
motion to reconsider the vote ordering thé yeas 
and nays is in order, 

Mr. HEREFORD. I move to send the Ser- 

eant-at-Arms for the absentees. i ; 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question 
is on reconsidering the vote ordering the yeas 
and naya. 

Mr. PETERS. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. Can we reconsider that vote if there 
is one fifth of the members present calling for 
the yeas andnays? There is a constitutional 
right that one-filth of those present can oder 
the yeas and nays. . 

The question was taken; and the House 
refused to reconsider the vote ordering the 
yeas and nays, 

The question then recurred on the motion 
to adjourn, 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 41, nays 64, not voting 
135; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Acker, Beatty, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Benjamin F. 
Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Conger, Donnan, Eames, 
Finkelnburg, Wilder D. Foster, Gartield, Getz, Good- 
rich, Halsey, Handley, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. 
llazelton, Hibbard, Lowe, McKee, Perce, Peters, 
Potter, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Sawyer, 
Shanks, Shellabarger, H. Boardman Smith. John 
A. Smith, Terry, Thomas, Waldron, Willard, and 
Jeremiah M, Wilson—4l, 

NAYS— Messrs. Archer, Barnum, Barry, Beck, 
Bell, Bigby, Bird, Braxton, Bright, Burdett, Camp- 
bell, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, Crebs, Critcher, 
Crossiand, Diekey, Dox, Duke, Dunnell, Charles 
Poster, Frye, Giddings, Golladay, Haldeman, Ham- 
bileton, Haucock, Harmer, George E. Harris, John 
T, jiarris, Hereford, Holman, King, Leach, Manson, 
McClelland, MeCormick, McGrew. McIntyre, Mer- 
riam, Benjamin F. Meyers, Niblack, Orr, Packard, 
Ifosea W. Parker, Price, Randall, Read, Robinson, 
Sion H. Rogers, Sesions, Shoemaker, Slater, R 
Milton Speer, Laffe, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Wallace, Walis, Wells,’ Whitthorne, Williams of 
Indiana, and Young—64, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs, Adams, Ambler, ames: 

18S, 
James G. Blair, Boles, Brooks; Culdwell, Carroll, 
Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Cotton, Cox, Creely, Crocker, 
Darrall, Davis, Dawes, Do Large, Du Bose, Duell, 
Eldredge, Elliott. Biy, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, 
Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Grifith, Hale, Honks, 
Harper, Havens, lays, John W. Ilazelton, Hern- 
don, Hill, Hoar, Hooper. Houghton, Kelley, Kel- 
tosg, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella 
Lumison, Lamport, Lansing, Lewis, Lyneb. Mar- 
shall, Maynard. MeCrary, Mellenry, McJunkin, 
McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, Mitebell, 
Monroe, Moore, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard 
Myers, Negley, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, 
Peck, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, BH Perry, Platt, 
Poland, Porter, Edward Y. Rice, Jobn M, Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, John Rogers, Roose- 
velt, Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Sher- 
wood, Shober. Slocum, Sloss, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Specr, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, 
Stowell, Strong, st. John, Sutherland, Swann, By- 
pher, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Twicbel., Tyner, 
Jpson, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Walden, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Williams of New York, John T. Wilson, Winches- 
ter, and Wood—135. : : 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Poop 


= 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. McKEE said: Mr. Speaker, if my col- 
league," Mr. Morpuis, were here, he would 
vote ‘‘ay.”’ : 

A Memper. Why? 

Mr. McKEE. Because heisa sensible man. 
“Mr. BARRY. I wish. to state that Mr. 
Morrnuis is absent on account of sickness. ` 

The vote was then announced as, above 


recorded. i 

` Mr: HEREFORD. T now move the ysual 
resolution, that the Sergeant-at- Arms take into 
custody all members now absent without leave, 
and bring them to the bar of the House 
forthwith. 

Mr. HOAR. Trise to a question of order, 
that the rules require that all motions shall be 
read aloud by the Clerk of the House. The 
Clerk of the Honse is not present, and the 
rules require all motions shall be made by him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The chief 
clerk of the House is present, and the Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. DICKEY. How does the gentleman 
from Massachusetts know the Clerk is not 
here, when he is looking him in the face? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the 

* Chair puts the question on the resolution of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HEREFORD] 
he will receive excuses for absentees. 

Mr. PERCE. I rise to make a. parlia- 
mentary inquiry. I desire to kuow whethera 
motion to dispense with further proceedings į 
under this call would now be in order? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Such a mo- 
tion would be in order although the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. Hererorp] is pending. 
© Mr. CONGER. Ties to offer an excuse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will hear it. . $ 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague, General 
SroucuTon, is absent on account of sickness. 
I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. My col- 
league, Mr. CROCKER, is absent on leave. I 
desire also to say that my colleague, Mr. 
Hooper, is absent on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKMR, pro tempore. The Chair 
will direct the roll to be called, that excuses 
may be offered for absentees. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and 
called the name of Mr. ADAMS. 

Mr. CROSSLAND. My colleague, Mr. 
ApaMs, left the House only half au hour be- 
fore the tall of the House was ordered, suffer- 
ing witha severe headache. I move that he 
be excused. 

Mr. HOAR. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays, 

Mr. HEREFORD. I rise to a question of 
order. I ask whether the yeas and nays can be 
called on a motion to excuse a member when 
a motion is pending that absent members shall 
be taken into custody by the Sergeant-at-Arms? 

The: SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will receive excuses for those who are absent, 
because those excused cannot be brought in 
by the Sergeant. at-Arms, f : 

Mr. HALDEMAN. 'Iriseto make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Task whether there is 
anything else to be done, after the House has 
refused to adjourn, but to carry out its order, 
which is that a call of the House shall be had? 

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. In order to 
carry out the order for a call of the House, 
the first. thing is to hear the excuses of. ab- 
seutees, ` 

Mr. HEREFORD. The absentees are not 
yet here. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Is itin order 
for any person but the absentee himself to offer 
the excuse? : 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a question of order. 
I called for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
excuse the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, 


in reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
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begs to- state that it isthe practice immediately 
after the doors are closed to-receive from mem- 
bers who are present excuses for members who 


-are absent. The doors have been closed. ‘The 


House is about to order, if so it pleases, that 


„absent members shall be brought in, provided 


they are absent without leave. But, in the 
first place, in order to ascertain who shall be 
brought in, the Chair will hear excuses from 
those who are present for those who are not 
in attendance, ~ | ee 

Mr. HALDEMAN. [rise to aquestion of 
order, I will ask whether, before a call which 
has been ordered has been executed, excuses 
can bė allowed or asked for? : 

Mr. HEREFORD. Until the resolution is 
adopted which I have sent to the desk, we do 
not know that there is to be really any call of 
the House. f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors 
having been closed, excuses will be received 
from those present for members who are 
absent. The Olerk will read the rule appli- 
cable to this matter. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 
`“ Upon calls of the House, the names of che mom- 
bers shall be called over (aiphabetically—Rule 35) 
by the Clerk, and the absentees noted. After which 
the names of the absentees shall again be called 
over. The doors shall then be shut, and those for 
whom no excuse or insufficient excuses are made, 
‘may, by order of those present, if fifteen in number, 
bo taken into custody as they appear, or may be 
sent for and taken into custody wherever to be 
found, . by special messengers to be appointed for 
that purpose.’” : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
will perceive that: the Chair has no power 
to issue bis werrant for absent members to be 
taken into custody until an opportunity has 
been given to offer excuses for them. 

Mr. COGHLAN, Woulda single objection 
prevent the reading of the roll-call, that ex- 
cuses may be made? Is it not the duty of any 
member who has an excuse to make. for an 
absentee, to make that excuse without theread- 
ing of the names? 

Lhe SPEAKER. pro tempore. The Clerk 
will call the roll of the absentees, in order that 
excuses may be offered in such manner as to 
be intelligible and to make a proper record to 
be kept. The gentleman will see that if gen- 
tlemen get up in all parts of the House and offer 
excuses at once, no record can be kept of the 
gentlemen whoare absent. All this goes upon 
the Journal. Every member who is not here 
to answer on the call is in default, and it is for 
his friends and colleagues to make excuse for 
him, and in. order that all this may go on the 
Journal, the business must proceed in an 
orderly way.. ` 

Mr. PETERS. Irisetoa privileged motion. 
I move that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

Mr. PERCE. I desire to call the attention 
of the Speaker to page 36 of the Manual, 
from which, with the consent of the Speaker, 
I will read: . : 

“Tt is not in order for the Howse to take a recess 
during a call of the House. [Indeed, no motion, 
except to adjotrn or with reference to the call, is 
ever entertained ‘during a call.]”’ 

“Now, sir, we have just passed on a motion 
to adjourn, and I submit that a motion is in 
order to dispense with farther. proceedings 
under the call. i 

Mr. DICKEY. ‘I would ask whether there 
is nota motion now pending to send for absen- 
tees? and until that is disposed of no other 
motion can be entertained. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion 
to dispense with further proceedings under the 
càll will be in order when the gentleman from 
Maine can get the floor to make it. The gen- 
tleman cannot get the floor to make it yet. 

Mr. PETERS. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. ` ee a i 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Às to what? 

Mr. PETERS. That it is not in order to 
move at any time that further proceedings 
under the call he dispensed with. - 


- Mr. HEREFORD. 


-I believe I have the 
floor. : 


The SPEAKER. pro tempore. The Clerk 


“has the floor for the purpose of calling the roll 


for excuses. i ; 
Mr. PETERS. Ifthe Speaker will look at 


‘the rule, he will notice that the motion is in 


order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
call of absentees? 

Mr. PETERS. During any stage of the 


During the 


proceedings. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then it 
might be moved in the middle of a division. 

Mr. PETERS. I have known it to be done 
over and over again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It wouldonly 
lead to irreparable confusion. The Clerk will 
proceed to eall’the list of absentees, and when 
that is through, the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HOAR. J rise toa question of order, 
and itis thatthe question has been stated to 
the House on excusing a gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, and on that question I demanded the 
yeas and nays, and no other business isin order 
till that question is determined. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman to call the yeas 
and nays in a moment. 

The Clerk resumed the call of the roll, and 
called the name of Oakes AMES. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that my colleague be 
excused for his absence, as he is called away 
by unavoidable business, and on that motion I 
call for the yeas and nays, * 

The question was put; and there were— 
ayes 24, noes 28. 

Mr. McKER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. I have already called for 
them. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
oint of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man will state his point.of order. 

Mr. TURNER. The sixth article of Bar- 
clay’s Digest shows that this whole proceeding 
is out of order, [laughter,] and that after the 
House finds itself without a quorum, when a 
vote is taken they can do no further business 
according to this rule except to send for 
the absentees. [Laughter and clapping of 
hands. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Alabama makes the point of order 
that the House having ascertained itself to 
be without a quorum, it can do no further 
business except to send for the absentees, 


| The Chair sustains the point of order so far 


as to say that without an order to dispense 
with the call nothing is in order except to 
send for the .absentees who are absent with- 
out leave and without excuse. It is for the 
purpose of ascertaining what absentees there 
are without leave, or without sufficient excuse, 
‘thatthe call of the list of absentees is now 
being made. The Clerk will proceed with the 
cali, 

Mr. HOAR. I called for the yeas and nays 
on my motion that my colleague, Mr. AMES, 
be excused for being absent. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to 
a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mam will state his point of order. 

Mr, SPEER, of Pennsylvania. My point of 
order is that the gentleman from’ Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoan] having moved that his col- 
league be excused, and that motion having 
been put and declared by the Chair to be 
carried, he now has no right ‘to call for the 
yeas and nays.on his motion. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.: On what 
ground ?. That the call was made too late, or 
thatit is on hig own motion? 

Mr. SPEER, of Peunsylvania. On both 
grounds, but. particularly that it was his own 
motion, and declared .by the Chair to have 
been earried, and that he himself voted in the 


The gentle- 
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affirmative. He therefore cannot call for the 
yeas and nays, he having voted with the 
majority. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore... The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Speer] objects 
to the call for the yeas and nays on the part 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar} on two grounds: first, that he did not 
make it in time, and secondly, that he makes 
the call with respect of his own motion that 
was declared by the Chair to have been carried. 
With regard to the first objection the Chair 
holds that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
made his call in time. As to the second objec- 
tion, the Chair does not understand how the 
gentleman from Massachusetts can be de- 
barred of his constitutional right to have the 
yeas and nays called if one fifth of the mem- 
bers present second his call therefor, although 
he himself submitted the motion and voted 
in the aflirmative thereon, in respect to which 
he makes the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I ask consent 
to submit a proposition to the House. I am 
advised that if a half an hour can be given to 
the Committee of Claims at some other time 
they will be able to make the balance of their 
reports. 

Mr.: MOORE. We cannot make such an 
order without a quorum. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I ask unanimous 
consent for that purpose, 

Mr. MOORE. That cannot be done with- 
out a quorum. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. 
by unanimous consent. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I thought it 
might be well to submit the proposition. 

Mr. MOORE. Why not take a half an 
hour now? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I am willing. 

Mr. YOUNG. I rise to a point of order. 
This call is being made to determine who are 
absent on leave of the House, and who are 
not. And according to the rules of the House 
no excuses for absent members can be made 
until the order has been executed for their 
arrest. 

Mr. MKEB, 
in order? 

Mr. YOUNG. I ask that my point of 
order be ruled upon by the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL.  Lrise to a point of order, 
and that is that this call of the roll is made 
at this stage for the purpose of finding out 
who are absent from the House without its 
leave 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. RANDALL. And when that is dis- 
covered, which the Journal will exhibit, it is 
the duty ofthe Speaker to issue his warrant to 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrestsuch members. 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, nol 

Mr. RANDALL. And after that is done 
excuses can be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the 
duty of the Speaker to issue his warrant to the 
Sergeant-at-Arms for the arrest of members 
without leave when the House shall so direct, 
and not till then. i 

Mr. MOORE. Irise toa point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman will state it. 

Mr. MOORE. If the ruling of the Chair 
as I understand itis correct, that in every case 
wherc the name of an absent member is called 
a motion can be made to excuse him if a 
gufficient excuse is rendered for his absence, 
then I submit. that it would be utterly impos- 
gible ever to complete a call of the House. 

Mr. PETERS. That is the fault of our 
rules; that is all. 

Mr. PERCE. Is this debate in order ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. General 
debate is not in order, but gentlemen have the 
right.to present points of order. 

Mr. PERCE. Pending a division of the 
House upon a question? 


Certainly it can 


Is a motion to adjourn now 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Points of 
order relating to that division are in order. 

Mr. McINTYRE. Irise to a point of order. 
I ask the attention of the Chair toa rule which 
Lthink settles this question. I will read the 
whole rule: 

“The order of arrest is not usually made by the 
House unless a quorum cannot otherwise be ob- 
tained; and upon the appearanceof a quorum, & 
motion is ustally made and carried that ‘all further 
proceedings in the call be dispensed with;’ and this 
motion is held to be inorder at any period of the pro- 
ceedings. ‘The order for arrest is usually in this 
form, namely; ‘That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into 
custody and bring to the bar of the House such of 
its members as are now absent without the leave of 
the House;’ and, upon its adoption, a warrant, 
under the hand and scal of the Speaker, and attested 
by the Clerk, with a jist of the absentees thereto 
attached, is immediately placed in the hands of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms. Upon his appearance with mem- 
bers under arrest, he is announced at the bar of the 
House by the Doorkeeper, whereupon he makes his 
return. The members broughtin by him are then 
sevorally arraigned by the Speaker and interrogated 
by him as to what excuses they may have to offer 
for being absent from the sitting of the House with- 
out its leave.” 

Now, sir, I submit that the point made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, Ran- 
DALL} is well taken; that the only object in 
calling the roll is to ascertain what members 
are absent without leave, and that those so 
absent are to be ordered to be brought to the 
bar of the House that their excuses may be 
heard. It is not in order for any one but 
themselves to offer excuses. 

Mr. HOAR. On that theory the Sergeant- 
at-Arms might arrest a man on his death-bed, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
makes answer to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. McInryre] that undoubtedly the mem- 
bers arrested by the Sergeant-at-Arms cannot 
give their excuses until they are brought in by 
that officer; but, in the first instance, before 
members are sent for upon the Speaker’s war- 
rant, the House does receive, according to all 
the precedents which are known to the Chair, 
the excuses of absentees from members pres- 
ent who may offer excuses for them, in order 
that the House may have before itthe material 
upon which to decide as to what members it 
shall direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest. 


Those are the excuses now being received. | 


The Chair regrets the delay from holding that 
they are in order ; but is compelled so to do. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
ADAMS] is absent without leave of the House, 
and without excuse. Would it be in order 
now to move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be 
directed to take Mr. Anais in custody and 


į bring him to the bar of the House? 


Mr. MeKEE. 
to the 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will bear the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr.. MeKug] before answering 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ran- 
DALL. 

ae McKEE. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] called forthe yeas and 
nays on his motion; and pending that call, 
and before the House had decided whether 
the yeas and nays should be ordered, I moved 
to adjourn. I believe that motion is in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion 
of the gentleman from Mississippi to adjourn 
isin order. ‘The Chair did not hear it. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I rise to a point of 
order. It is that the only business in order at 
this time is the resolution of the gentleman 
from West Virginia, [Mr. Hererorp,] that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms proceed to arrest the 
members of the House who are absent without 
leave. I make the point that no other motion 
is in order pending that resolution, and I ask 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr, HOAR. It is too late to raise that 

oint. : 
p Mr. McKEE. It has been already decided 
by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from Mississippi is correct, 


May-I suggest, Mr. Speaker, 


The gentle- 
The Chair 


has already decided upon. the: point. of order. 
made by the gentleman: from California, [Mr 
CocaLax.] It was raised. when the gentleman 
from West Virginia sent hig resolution. to the 
Clerk’s.desk. 
Mr. COGHLAN. I appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair, and on. that appeal I move 
the previous question. 
Mr. FINKELNBURG. I move to lay the 
appeal on the table. aie’ 
Mr. HOLMAN. Icall forthe regular order. 
The SPEAKER “pre tempore. When the 
gentleman from West Virginia sent to the 
desk his resolution instructing the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to take absent members into custody, 
the point of order just raised by the gentle- 
man from California was suggested by an in- 
quiry from the gentleman from Mississippi, 
and was overruled by the Chair. The decision 
was not appealed from, and-thereupon the 
House proceeded to receive excuses. It has 
already heard the exeuse in the case of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Apams;] and 
a division ig asked on the excuse of another 
member, Mr. Ames. Pending that question 
the gentleman from Mississippi moves to ad- 


journ. : n 

Mr. COGHLAN. I appeal from, the de- 
cision just made by the Chair, and on that 
move the previous question. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. And I move to lay 
thé appeal on the table. ; : 

Mr. HANCOCK. I wish to inquire, Mr. 
Speaker, who made the motion to adjourn 
upon which the ruling referred to was made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The gentle- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. McKes.] 

Mr. HANCOCK. That motion was made 
only recently. The Chair spoke of having 
ruled upon some question when the resolution 
was first introduced. I do not recollect any 
motion to adjourn made at that time. f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. While the 
House was receiving excuses for absentees, 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Cocuiay] 
raised the point of order that before any ex- 
cuses were received the House must proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Hururorp,] 
ordering the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest ab- 
sentees and bring them to the bar of the House. 
The Chair overrules the point of order, 

Mr. COGHLAN. Lappeal from that decision 
of the Chair. — 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
appeal upon the table. 

Mr. McKEE. I move the House do now 
adjourn. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
56, noes 40. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, RANDALL 
and Mr. McKee were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 55, noes 40. 

Mr. DICKEY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I ask unani- 
mous consent to make a suggestion. I desire 
that absent members shall be sent for before 
we adjourn. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 47, nays, 68 not voting 
125 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Banks, Beatty, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Roderick R. 
Butler, Donnan, Eames, Finkelnburg, Wilder D. 
Foster, Garfield, Goodrich, Halsey, Handley, Haw- 
Jey. Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Hoar, Lowe, 
McKee, Merriam, Orr, Packard, Packer, Perse, 
Peters, Potter, Price, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Rob- 
erts, Sawyer, Shanks, Shellabarger, John A. Smith, 
Terry, Thomas, Twichell, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, 
Willard, Williams of Indiana, and Jeremiah M. 
Wilson—47. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Barnum, Barry, 
Beck, Bell, Bigby, Bird, James Q. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Campbell, 
Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Crebs, Critcher, 
Crossland, Dickey, Dox, Duke, Dunnell, Charles 
Foster, Henry D. Foster, Frye, Getz, Giddings, Gol- 
laday, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Harpor, 
George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Havens, Here- 


I move to lay the 
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ford. Tolman, King, Leach, Manson, McCletiand, 
MeoCormick, Metrew, McIntyre, Benjamin F. Mey- 
ers, Moore, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac Q. 
Parker, Randall, Read, William R. Roberts, Rob- 
inson, Sion H. Rogers, Sessions, Shoemaker, Slater, 
H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton Speer, Tate, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Turner, Wells, Whitthorne, and 


Young—68. 

NOL VOTING—Messrs.. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Arthur, Averill, Barber, Beveridge, Biggs, Boles, 
Brooks, C:ddwell, Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, 
Cotton, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, 
Dawes, De Large, Du Bose, Duell, Eldredge, Bili- 
ott. Ely. Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Garrett, 
Griffith, Hale, Hanks, Harmer, Hays, Joun W. 
Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Houghton, Kel- 
Jey, Keltogz, Kendall. Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Kinsella, Lawison,, Lamport, Lansing, Lewis, 
Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, McCrary, Mellenry, 
MeJunkin, McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, 


Mitchell, Monroe, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leon- | 


ard Myers, Negley, Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron 
F. Perry, Eli Perry, Piatt. Poland, Porter, Bàward 
YX. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, John Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Shel- 
don, Sherwood, Shober, Slocum, Sloss, Worthington 
C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, 
Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, 
Swaun, Sypher, Dwight ‘Townsend, Tuthill, Tyner, 
Upson. Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Walden, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Williams of New York, Joun T. Wilson, Winches- 
ter, and Wood—-125, $ 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the call, 

On motion of Mr. CONGER, by unanimous 
consent, the reading of the names was dis- 
persed with, 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, stated that his 
colleague, Mr. ‘lyxer, was detained from the 
House by sickness. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I want to call 
attention to the fact that gentlemen have voted 
on this roll-call who have been admitted into 
the House on parole by the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. BANKS. Who are they? 

Mr. MOOK. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts is one, and the gentleman trom Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Packer] is another, 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded, 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the motion that 
the list of ubsentees be called over to see who 
are absent from the House as shown by the 
Journal without the leave of the House, and 
subsequently the Sergeant-at-Arms be fur- 
nished hy the Speaker with his warrant to 
bring in custody to the bar of the House all 
such ab-entees, 

Mr. HEREFORD. My resolution, sent to 
the Speaker a long ime ago, takes precedence 
of that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The con- 
dition of the business is as follows: the gem 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr, Hererorp] 
gert to the Chaira resolation directing the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to take into custody all mem- 
bers absent without leave of the House. ‘The 
Chair ruled that resolution could not be acted 
on until the list of absentees had been called 
over-and excuses heard. From that decision 
of the Chair the gentleman from California 
(Mr. Cocutax] took an appeal, and the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Fixketypure] 
moved to lay the appeal upon the table. While 
the Chair eutertaius ail these motions. under 
the rules, he is as sensible as avy member 
upon the floor, if that resolution be brought 
betore the House and acted upon it will bea 
solution of the difficulty in regard to this pro- 
ceeding. But with that the Chair has got 
nothing to do. Just so long as the present 
occupant. of the Chair happeus to be in the 
position he now temporarily occupies, it is his 
busiuess tu administer the rules of the House 
as he understands them. And he desires to 
say that he bas before hima similar case on 
the Junrnal of the Vortieth Congress, from 
which it appears that. the House can be kept 
from coming to any vote on the resoiution of 
the geutleman from West Virginia [Mr. Here 
FORD] just so long as the yeas and nays can 
be cailed in respect to the excuses of abseutees, 
and which are measured by the number of 
absentees, provided one fitin of the House 
supports that call. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. In the 
Forty First Congress, if I remember aright, 
there was a callof the House. Gentlemen 
present who were then members of the House 
will probably remember it. According to my 
recollection there were no excuses made for 
absentees until they had all been brought 
before the bar of the House. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman is entirely 
mistaken in his recollection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In answer 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Townsenpd] the Chair will state that the pres- 
ent occupant of the Chair was not present at 
the call of the House to which the gentleman 
has referred, nor has he been present at any 
call of the House heretofore ; but he finds from 
au examination of the Journal that constantly 
the course adopted has been different from that 
indicated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
and inthis he is supported by the recollection 
of the older members ofthe House. The ques- 
tion now recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. FinKELNBuRG] to lay 
on the table the appeal of the gentleman from 
California [Mr. COGHLAN] from the decision 
of the Chair in respect to the motion of the 
gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. Hers- 
FORD. J 
Mr. PETERS. On the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Me McKEE. And pending that I move to 
dispense with further proceedings under the 
call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will be 
in order when the question has been put on 
the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, 
ou which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The question being taken on ordering the 
yeas anu nays, there were—ayes 20, noes U1. 

So (more than one fifth of those present 
having voted in the affirmative) the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I under- 
stand that the gentleman from Missouri with- 
draws his motion, 

Mr. KFINKELNBURG. I am willing to 
withdraw it if the gentleman from California 
withdraws his appeal. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I withdraw it. 

Mr. HOAR. lobject. The yeas and nays 
having been ordered, the appeal cannot be 
withdrawn. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman 
from Massachusets (Mr. Hoar] isright ‘The 
yeas and nays having been ordered, the motion 


cannot be withdrawn without unanimous con- | 


sent, 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 48, nays 58, not voting 
139; as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Banks, Barry, Beatty, Bigby, Bing- 
ham, Austin Blair, Buckley, Butfinton, Burchard, 
Benjamin F. Buter, Roderick R. Butler, Conger, 
Crossiaud, Donnan, Dox, Duke, Eames, Finkeln- 
burg, Wilder D. Foster. Gartiefd, Goodrich, lialsey, 
Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Hoar, 
McKee, Merriam, Orr, Packard, Packer, Perce, 
Peters, Rainey, Ellis IH. Roberts, William R. Rob- 
erts, Sawyer, Shellabarger, H. Boardman Smith, 
Jobn A. Smith, Washington Townsend, ‘Twichell, 
Waldron, Walis, Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
Young—48. 

NAY5—Messrs. Acker, Beck, Bell. Bird, James 
G, Blair, Braxton, Burdett, Campbell, Coghlan, 
Comingo, Crebs, Critcher, Dickey, Dunnell, Charles 

“oster, Henry D. Foster, Frye, Getz, Giddings, Gol- 
laday, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, 
George H. Harris; Jobn P. Harris, Havens, Hereford, 
Herndon, King, Leach, Manson, McClelland, Me- 
Cormick, McGrew, Meintyre, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Moore, Niblack, Hosea W., Parker, Isaac ©, Parker, 
Price, Randall, Read, Robinson, Siater, R. Milton 
Speer, Terry, Thomas. ‘Turner, Weils, Whitthorne, 
and Williams of Indiana—ad3. 

Or VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Archer, Arthur, Averill, Burber, Barnum, Bever- 
idge, Diggs, Boles, Bright, Brooks, Caldwell, Car- 
roll, Clarke, Cobb. Coburn, Conner, Cotton, Cox, 
Ureely, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, De Large, 
Du Bose, Duell, Hidredge, EHiott, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Farwell, Forker, Garrett, Griffith, Hale, Hanks, 
Harmer, Harper, Hays, John W. Hazelton, Hill, 
Holman, Hooper, Houghton, Keiley, Kellogg, Ken- 
dali, Kerr, Ketcham. Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, 
Lamport, Lansing, Lewis, Lowe, Lynch, Marshall, 


ney, MeNecly, Mercur, Merrick, Mitchell, Monrce, 
Morey, Morgan, Morphis., Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Palmer, Peck, Pendleton. Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, 
Platt, Poland, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, John Rogers, Sion IE 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, Sestey, 
Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Shoe- 
maker, Slocum, Sloss, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, 
Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, 
Strong, St. Jobn, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, Taffe, 
Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Tyner, Upson, Van 
Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Wakeman, 
Walden, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Wil- 
liams of New York, Joba T. Wilson, Winchester, 
and Wood—139. 

So the House refused to lay the appeal upon 


the table. 


The question recurred upon the appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. McKEE. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. Is not my motion now in order to 
dispense with further proceedings under the 
cali? [Cries of Nol? “No!’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is upon tbe appeal taken by the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. CocnLax] from the 
decision of the Chair refusiug to entertain the 
resolution of the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Hererorp. ] 

The question was put, Shall the decision of 
the Chair staud as the judgment of the House; 
and there were—ayes 28, noes 48. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr, PETERS called for 
the yeas and nays. i r 

Mr. McK EK, And pending that call I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BECK. I make the point of order that 
the genileman from Massachusetts was not in 
his seat when he called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PETERS. l was; and Í called for the 
yeas and nays vociferously. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. I returned to my seat before 
the Chair recognized the call. 

Mr. BECK. The call was not made by the 
gentleman in his seat. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts does not say that. he 
was in his seat when he made the call, but 
the gentleman from Maiue says he was in his 
seat, and made it. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. The gentleman 
from Maine was not recognized to make it. « 

Mr. PETERS. I rose, and called for the 
yeas and nays, distincily and loudly, before 
the gentleman from Massachusetts did. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not only 
does the gentleman from Maine so state, but 
the clerks also so state, and hence the Chair 
must entertain the call for the yeas aud nays. 

‘The House divided on the call for the yeas 
and nays; and there were twenty-one in the 
affirmative aud 71 in the negative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILLARD, (at one o’clock and twenty 
minutes a. m.) I move that the House do 
now adjourn. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will not entertain the motion of the gentleman 
from Vermont. The House has just overruled, 
by a very decided vote, the decision of the 
Chair in respect of the course of its business, 
and the cali of the roll bas begun. [Loud 
cries of Not yet!’7] : 

Mr. PETERS. That is the qnestion before 
the Houxe, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and the House has not yet 
decided it. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I raise the 
question of order that the decision of the 
Chair is not debatable, 

Mr. COGHLAN. The House has just 
decided against the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WILLARD. Not at all; that is the 
very question which isto be decided by the 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
was mistaken. He thought that the first name 
on the roll had been called, in the confusion. 
The gentleman from Vermont made his mo- 
tion before the roll-call-commenced, and that 


i Maynard, McCrary, McHenry, McJunkin, McKin- li motion is always in order. 
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Mr. COGHLAN. We have just this mo- 
ment decided that the gentleman from West 
Virginia, [Mr. Hergronp,] while he had the 
floor, could not be taken off his feet for another 
gentleman to move to adjourn. I appealed 
from the decision of the Chair at the time that 
took place, and the very question involved in 
the vote just taken was the appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from California is partially right. 

Mr. COGHLAN. LT appeal to the Journal 
aud [ think it will show that I am entirely right. 

The SPARKER pro tempore. The view the 
Chair takes of it is this—and he is borne out 
in it by the Journals before him—that when- 
ever one fifth of the members present, al- 
though less than a quorum be present, are 
unwilling that a callof the House shall take 
place, iv is competent for that one fifth of the 
members present to prevent such call so long 
asthey choose to proceed with dilatory motions, 

The motion thatthe House do now adjourn, 
and that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with, can be alternated so 
long as one filth of the members present sus- 
tain the call for the yeas aud nays, which may 
be done as long as members can endure it. 
The Chair thinks also that it is in order to 
call the yeas and nays on excusing members. 
The House has, however, overruled the decis- 
ion of the Chair. [Cries of ** Not yett”? © Not 
ye?) Upon the question of the appeal the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, and peud- 
ing that call the gentleman from Vermont rises 
aud moves, which is always in order, that the 
House do now adjourn. Had the motion been 
to proceed with excuses the Chair, in deference 
to the judgment of the House, would have 
been compelled to refuse to entertain any 
other business than the motion of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia. 

‘The question was then taken on the motion 
to adjourn, and upon a division there were— 
ayes 26, noes 48, 

Betoure the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BEATTY and Mr. PETERS called for 
the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TURNER. Irise to a point of order. 
» The SPEAKER pro tempore. The genile- 
man will state his point of order. 

Mr. TURNER. My point of order is that 
the rule in Barclay’s Digest says that the yeas 
and nays cannot be taken twice upon the same 
subject in the same day. [Great laughter. ] 
Wel, here is the book. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
regrets exceedingly to be obliged, at least on 
this occasion, to overrule the point of order. 

The quesiion was then taken on the motion 
to adjourn, and there were—yeas 37, nays 74, 
not voling 129; as follows: 

Y BAS—Messrs, Banks, Beatty, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Buckley, Buflinton, Burchard, Roderick R. 
Butler, Donnan, Rames, Wider D. Foster, Gurtield, 
perme ilaisey, Hawicy, Hay, Gerry W: Hazelton, 

dow, Lowe, Melee, Merriam, Packard, Pucker, 
Perce, Peters, Potter, Prindie, Ramey, Eilis il. 
Roberts, Wiliam R. Roberts, Sawyer, Shellabarger, 
John A. Smith, Lnomas, Waidron, Willard, and 
Jeremiah M. Wilson—37. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Barnum, Barry, 
Beck, Bigby, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Burdeu, Benjaminu F. Butter, Campbell, Cogiian, 
Comingo, Couger, Conner, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, 
Dickey, Dox, Duke, Duunell, Finketuburg, Charles 
Foster, Henry D. Foster, Frye, Getz, Giddings, 
Golluday, Haldeman, diambleton, Haucock, Hand- 
ley, IHarper, George B. Harris, Jobu Y. Harris, 
Heretord, [Libbard, Holuan, King, Leach, Manson, 
McClelland, McCormick, McGrew, McIntyre, Ben- 
jamin V. Meyers, Moore, Nivilack, Hosea W. Parker, 
dsauc U. Parker, Randall, Read, Robinson, Sion H. 
Rogers, Roosevelt; Ses-ions, Shoemaker, Slater, H. 
Boardman Smith, R. Milton Speer, Late, Terry, 
Washington ‘Lowusend, 'ucner, ‘twiebell, Wallace, 
walis, Nelis, Whittborne, Wiliams of ludiana, and 

oung—Tt 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Arthur, Averill, Barber, Beli, Beveridge, Biggs, 
Boles, Brooks, Caldwell, Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, 
Coburn, Corton, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, 
Dawes, De Large, Du Bose, Dueil, Kiaredge, Kiliott, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Garrett, Gridich, 
Male, Hanks, Harmer, Havens, Hays, Jobn W 
Hazelton, erndon, Hill, looper, Houghton, Kel- 
ley, Kellogg, Kendali, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Kinsella, Lumison, Lamport, Lansing, Lewis, Lyach, 


Marshall, Maynard, McCrary, MeHenry, MeJunkin, 
McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, Mitchell. 
Monroe, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Orr, Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron F. 
Perry. Eii Perry, Piatt, Poland, Porter, Price, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, John 
Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Slocum, Sloss, Worth- 
ington Č. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Stark weather, Stevens, Stevenson, Sturm, 
Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, St. Jobn, Sutherland, 
Swann, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Tyner, 

pson, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Walden, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Williams of New York, John T. Wilson, Winchester, 
and Wood~129. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. CONGER said: I move that Mr. R. 
R. Burer, of Tennessee, be excused from 
voting; he is sound asleep on a lounge. 
{Langhter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. And on that motion I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CONGER. As the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] seems disposed to 
be factious about it, I will withdraw the motion. 
[Laughter] 

The question was upon sustaining the de- 
cision of the Chair against the appeal of Mr. 
CoguLaN, upon which the yeas and nays had 
been ordered. 

ite call of the roll was begun by the Clerk, 
when 

Mr. MeKEE said: As soon as the Chair 
announced the result of the vote on the mo- 
tion to adjourn I rose and moved that further 
proceedings under the call of the House be 


dispensed with. 

‘the SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of 
the roli having been commenced, and a re- 
sponse having been made, it is too late for 
the Chair to entertain any motion. 

The call of the roll was then completed; 
and there were—yeas 43, nays 63, not voting 
184; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Barry, Beatty, 
Austin Blair, Buckley, Butlinton, Burchard, Rod- 
erick R. Butler, Conger, Crossland, Donnan, Eames, 
Finkelubarg, Wilder D, Foster, Garfield, Goodrich, 
Halsey, Hay, Hibbard, Lowe. McKee, Merriam, Orr, 
Packer, Perce, Peters, Prindie, Ramey, Bilis H. 
Roberts, William R. Roberts, Roosevelt, Sawyer, 
Shanks, Sheilabarger, Lf. Boardman Smith. John 
A, Smith, Lhomas, Washington Townsend, Twichell, 
Waldron, Willard, and Jeremiah M, Wilson—43, 

NAYS—Messrs. Barnum, Beek, Bell, Bigby, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Burdett, Benjamin 
F., Butler, Coghian, Conner, Creba, Critcher, Dickey, 
Dox, Dake, Dunuell, Henry D. Foster, Gotz, Gid- 
dings, Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, 
iLandiey, George E. Harris, Johnt. Harris, Havens, 
Ikawley, ddereford, Hoar, Holman, King, Lewis, 
Manson, McClelland, McCormick, McGrew, MeIn- 
tyre, Benjamin F. Meyers, Moore, Niblack, Pack- 
ard, Hosea W, Park, r, Isaac C. Parker, Price, Ran- 
dali, Read, Robinson, Sion Hl. Rogers, Sessions, 
Shoemaker. Stater. R. Milton Speer, Terry, ‘burner, 
Wallace, Walls, Wells, Whitthorne, Wiliams of 
Indians, and Young—63, 

NO! VOLLING— Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Artbur, Averill, Bunks, Barber, Beveridge, Biggs, 
Binghain, Boles, Brooks, Caldwell, Catapbell, Car- 
roll, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Comingo, Cotton, Cox, 
Creely, Crocker, Darral!, Davis, Dawes, De Large, 
Du Bose, Duell, Eldredge, Eliott, Ily, Farns- 
worth, Farwell, Forker, Charles Foster, Frye, Qar- 
rett Grflith, Hale, Hauks, Harmer, Harper, Hays, 
Gerry W. lazeiton, Jobu W. Hazelton, Herndon, 
Hii, Hooper, Loughton, Kelley, Kellogg, Ken- 
dall, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinscila, Lamison, 
Lamport, Lansing. Leach, Lyuch, Marshait, May- 
nard, McCrary, Melenry, McJunkin, McKinney, 
McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, Mitchell, Monroe, 
Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Palmer, Peck, Pendieton, Aaron F, Perry, Eli 
Perry, Piatt, Poland, Porter, Potter, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, John Rogers, Rusk, 
Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, Sho- 
ber, Slocum, Sloss, Worthington ©. Smith, Suapp, 
Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, 
Serong, St. John, Satierland, Swann, Sypher, 
Yatfe, Dwight ‘Townsend, Tuthill, fyner, Upson, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Wake- 
man, Waiden, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Wil- 
liams of New York, John T. Wilson, Winchester, 
and Wood—134, . 


So the decision of the Chair was not sus- 
tained. 

Mr. HOAR. 
just. taken. 

Mr. DICK EY. 
tion on tbe table. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The decision 


I move to reconsider the vote 


And I move to lay the mo- 


ee 


of the Chair in reference to the appeal of the 
gentleman from California has been overruled. 

Mr. DICKEY. ds'a motion to reconsider 
in, order when no quorum is present? 

Mr. HALDEMAN... I rise to a question of 
order. My point is that all dilatory motions 
are out of order: : 

Mr. HEREFORD. I now call fora vote on 
my resolution, and if necessary Í call for the 
previous question. 

Mr, PEERS. I move that all farther pro- 
ceedings under the. call be dispensed with. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. My point of order 
reaches that motion, I sabmut that the mo- 
tion to adjourn, the motion to reconsider, and 
all motions of that kind are dilatory and out 
of order. 

.Mr. HEREFORD. I call for a vote on my 
resolution, and demand the-previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair 
having decided that dilatory motions might be 
received, the gentleman Rom California ap- 
pealed from that decision. The House has 
refused to sustain the decision of the Chair. 
The Chair is therefore bound to give up his 
own opinion. 

Mr. HOAR. I move toreconsider the vote 
by which the decision of the Chair was over- 
ruled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts will wait a moment 
the Chair will recognize his motion. ‘The Chair 
is bound by the judgment of the House that 
dilatory motions are not in order. But the 
gentleman from Massachusetts moves to recou- 
sider the action of the House upon that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. 
dilatory motion? 

Mr. MOORE. I submit that a motion to 
reconsider without a quorum present is out of 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Why? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If we can 
consider without a quorum, why can we not 
reconsider? 

Mr. MOORE. It is a rule of the House 
that the motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
overrules the point of the gentleman from Hi- 
nois, [Mr. Moore. J 

Mr. BECK. I rise to a question of order: 
whether the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Hoar] voted in the affirmative on the 
motion which he has moved to reconsider, — 

Mr. HOAR. I voted on the prevailing side. 
I move to reconsider, and on that motion I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I raise the 
point that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
had notthe floor; that the gentleman. from 
West Virginis [Mr. Heruronp]} had the floor 
on bis resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
would refuse to recognize any other gentleman 
than the gentleman from West Virginia tor any 
purpose except to move to reconsider. If the 
House should refuse to reconsider, the Chair 
would feel bound to recognize the gentleman 
from West Virginia; but a fiual determination 
of the question by the House can only be 
reached by its action upon the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. PETERS. The motion now pending, 
I beleve, is tbat of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to reconsider. ls ituot in order now 
to move to adjourn ? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts moves to reconsider. ne 
vote by which the decision of the Chair was 
overruled. 

Mr. PETERS. I move to adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move-that the motion 
to recousider be laid on the table. 

Mr. BURCHARD. ls not the motion-of 
the gendeman from Maine [Mr. Perens} ia 
order? 

Several Meuzers.. No, no. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.: 


Is not that a 
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will recognize the gentleman from Maine in 


one moment, 
Mr. BEATTY. Idemand theyeas and nays 
on the motion to lay on-the. table. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Let ‘us 
take a division first. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there. be 


no objection, a division will first be taken upon 
the motion. to lay on the table. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
ayes 73, noes 28. ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, called for 
tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 

Mr. PETERS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McKEE. I move the House adjourn, 
and I want the Chair to entertain my motion 
before the first name on the roll is called. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. HALDEMAN, I make the point that 
that motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
does the gentleman make? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. The point I make is 
the motion to adjourn is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Why? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Because it was so 
decided by the House when they overruled 
the Chair, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man is mistaken. The decision of the Chair 
was not on that motion, but that the House 
should hear the excuses of absent members 
before they proceeded to order the Sergeant-at 
Arms to take the absentees into custody. 
That decision of the Chair was overruled by 
the House. The House has not yet decided 
that a motion to adjourn is not in order. 
Whenever it so decides the Chair will submit 
to the ruling in that regard. The question is 
now on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BECK. 1 rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry, which is to know whit was the motion 
made by the gentleman from West Virginia, 
[Mr. HEREFORD ?] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion 
made by the gentleman from West Virginia 
was that the Speaker should issue his warrant 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody 
members absent without leave and bring them 
to the bar of the House. 

Mr. BECK. That is, without further dila- 
tory motions as I understand it. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Iask the Clerk to read 
from the Journal precisely on what point it was 
that Iappealed from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the regular order, 
which is the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. COGHLAN. lask the Jonrnal clerk 
to read from his minutes on what point I ap- 
pealed from the decision of the Chair. My 
appeal was for a different thing than that 
stated by the Chair. 

Mr. McKEE. I see a great number of 
members present who are on the list of ab- 
sentees. Lhe House has ordered the doors 
to be closed, and I should like to know how 
they get in here in violation of the rules of the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
is unable to answer, 

Mr. McKHE. Is it in order to move an 
investigating committee? [Laughter. ] 

The SPHAKER pro tempore. Not now. 

The question recurred on the motion to 
adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
41, noes 60. 

Mr. PETERS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Beck and 
Mr. PETERS were appointed. 

The House again divided 
reported—ayes 41, noes 71. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There is a quorum present. 

Mr. PETERS demanded the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is quite a number 
of members present who have not voted: 


What point 


; and the tellers 


| Shoemaker, Slater, H. 


| : 
man from Massachusetts is correct. 
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Mr. RANDALL. If the officers were to 
wake up the members who are sleeping upon 
the sofas we would have a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
desires to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that he is informed by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms that he has in attendance some ten 
members who are unable to get into the Hall 
as the doors have been ordered to be closed. 

Mr.-McK EEK. In attendance at the bar? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They are 
outside of the Hall and cannot get in, as the 
doors have been ordered to be closed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If those members were 
here we would have a clear quorum of the 
House to do business. 

Mr. PETERS. I demand the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The pending 


| question is on the motion to adjourn. 


The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 40, nays 81, not voting 
119; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Beatty, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
Buckley, Butlinton, Burchard, Cotton, Crossland, 
Dounan, Eames, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, Good- 
rich, Halsey, Hawiey, Hay, Gerry W. Lazelton, 
Hibbard, Hoar, Lamport, Lowe, Merriam, Morey, 
Orr, Packard, Packer, Perce, Poland, Potter, Prin- 
dle, Rainey Hillis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, 
Sawyer, Sheliabarger, John A. Smith, Waldron, 
Willard, Williams of New York, and Jeremiah M. 
Wilson—40. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Barnum, Barry, 
Beck, Bell, Bigby, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Coghlan, Comingo. Con- 
ger, Conner, Crebs, Critcher, Dickey, Dox, Duke, 
Dunnell, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Henry D. 
Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, 
Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Harper, 
George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Havens, Here- 
ford, Holman, King, Leach, Manson, McClelland, 
McCormick, McHenry, Melntyre, Benjamin 
Meyers, Moore, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac 
C. Parker, Eli Perry, Price, Randall, Read, Robin- 
son, Sion H. Rogers, Roosevelt, Sessions, Shanks, 
! e Boardman Smith, Snyder, R. 
Milton Speer, Starkweather, Terry, Washington 
Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Wallace, Walls, W elis, 
Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, and Young—81. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames 
Arthur, Averill, Banks, Barber, Beveridge, Biggs, 


i Boles, Brooks, Caldwell, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Cox, 


Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, De Large, 
Du Bose, Duell, Eidredge, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Farwell, Forker, Gritlith, Hale, Hanks, Harmer, 
Hays, John W. Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, Hooper, 
lloughton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, Ket- 
cham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, Lansing, Lewis, 
Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, McCrary, MeGrew, 
MeJuukin, McKee, McKinney, MeNeely, Mercur, 
Merrick, Mitchell, Monroe, Morgan, Morphis, Leon- 
ard Myers, Negley, Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, 


i Aaron E. Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, Edward Y. 


Riee, John M. Rice, Ritchie, John Rogers, Rusk, 
Sargent, Scotield, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, Sho- 
ber, Slocum, Sloss, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, 
‘Thomas Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Storm, Stoughton, Stowell,-Strong, St. John, Suth- 
erland, Swann, Sypher, Taffe, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Tuchill, Tyner, Upson,. Van Trump, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, 
Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, John T. Wilson, Win- 
chester, and W ood—119. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. NIBLACK. ‘The last vote having dis- 
closed the fact that there is now a quorum 
present, I move that all further proceedings 
under the call of the House be dispensed 
with, 

Mr.. HOAR. Irise to a question of order. 
Before the motion to adjourn was put, the 
House had ordered the yeas and nays on the 
motion to lay on the table an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
But the 
gentlemen from Indiana [Mr. Nrpiacx] calls 
the attention of the Chair to the fact thai the 
vote on the motion to adjourn discloses the 


presence of a quorum, and he therefore moves |i 


that all further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. That motion is in order. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the pending bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
is first on the motion of the gentleman from 


“Indiana, {Mr. Niptacx,] that all further pro- 


ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 


a question of order. I submit that the motion 
to suspend the rules takes precedence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. During the 
last ten days of. the session a motion to sus- 
pend the rules may at any time be entertained. 
And the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] moves that the rules be suspended, and 
that the pending bill, being Senate bill No. 
569, for the relief of Thomas B. Wallace, of 
Lexington, in- the State of Missouri, be passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That cannot be 
done until the proceedings under the call are 
dispensed with. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana is to suspend 
all rules, including the rule which would 
require proceedings under the call to be dis- 
pensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the judg- 
ment of the Chair, the House must first decide 
to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call of the House before a motion to suspend 
the rules can be entertained. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Iinsist on my motion that 
further proceedings under the call of the 
House be dispensed with. 

The question being put on Mr. Nisiacx’s 
motion, the Chair announced, on the vote by 
sound, that the ayes had it. 

Mr. BEATTY. I call for a division. 

Several Members. Too late! 

Mr. HOLMAN. I insist on my motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the pend- 
ing bill be passed. 

Mr. BEATTY. 
the last motion, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I asked ‘for. a division on 


The Chair is 


| very sorry to be obliged to say that the gentle- 


man from Ohio [Mr. Bearry] was in time; 
but he was in time. The Chair did see him, 
and is bound to recognize him. The gentleman 
from Ohio calls fora division on the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana that farther 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with, 

The question being again put on Mr, Nis- 
LACK’S motion, there were—ayes 105, noes 16. 

Mr. HOLMAN. J insist on my motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] calls 
for the yeas and nays on the motion to dispense 
with further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. GETZ. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Houtman] had the floor before the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts called for the yeas 
and nays. 


Mr. PETERS. Do not let us have the gag 


„put on in that way. The gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts was on the floor all the time, vocil- 
erating for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Massachusetts assert that he 
was upon his feet addressing the Chair? 

Mr. HOAR. I assert that I rose on my 
feet, and as soon as the Chair announced the 
vote I called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MOORE. If the gentleman did rise 
from his seat he did not address the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. I did address the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My motion to suspend the 
rules intervened between the announcement 
of the vote and the call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did the 
gentleman from Massachusetts address the 
Chair? ; 

Mr. HOAR. I did address the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The confu- 
sion is such that the Chair might well not have 
heard the gentleman. He is compelled to 
take the statement of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, twenty-five 
members voting therefor. 

Mr. MCKEE, (at two o'clock and forty min- 
utes a.m.) I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. MOREY. I make the point of order 
that that motion is not in order. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point Mr. HIBBARD. As the yeas and nays 


of order is overruled. 

Mr. PETERS, Mr. BEATTY, and Mr. 
MeKEE called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise now to make a 
motion to suspend the rules and pass the 
pending bill, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 

will recognize the geutleman from Indiana to 
make that motion as soon as the House shall 
have agreed to dispense with further prcceed- 
ings under the call, on which question the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, and as soon 
as the House shall have refused to adjourn on 
the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 
_ Mr. HOLMAN. T rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry, and it is this: is it not in order to 
move to suspend the rule to which the Chair 
refers as well as the otber rules? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be in 
order the moment the House passes from this 
proceeding into its regular state. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Cannot that rule be sus- 
pended which brought the House inte its 
present condition? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
would have supposed so, but he is informed 
by gentlemen around bim, of more experi- 
ence, that it cannot. s 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. You can- 
not suspend the Constitution, which gives the 
right to call the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon Mr. McKaw’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 44, nays 79, not voting 117; as tollows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Banks, Bentty, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Buflinton, Burchard, Coburn, Cotton, Cross- 
jand, Dox, Eames, Wilder D., Foster, Garfield, 
Goodrich, Halsey, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Hibbard, Hoar, Lamport, sowe, Melee, Merriam, 
Morgan, Orr, Packard, Packer, Peters, Poland, 
Rainey, Bilis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, 
Roosevelt, Sawyer, Sheilabarger, John A, Xith, 
Starkweather, dt. John, Thomas, Waldron, Willard, 
Williams of Indiana, and Jeremiah M. Wilson—44. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Barnum, Barry, 
Beck, Bell, Bigby, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Buckley, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Rode- 
rick R. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Coghlan, Comin- 

o, Couger, Conner, Crebs, Dickey, Duke, Duannell, 
Minkelnburg, Charles Foster, Henry D. Poster, Gar- 
rett, Getz, Giddings, Gojladay, Haldeman, Hambie- 
ton, Hancock, Handiey, Harper, George 6. Harris, 
John T. Harris, Havens, Hereford, Holman, King, 
Lamison, Leach, Manson, McClelland, McCormick, 
McGrew, McHeary, McLutyre, Benjamin I’, Moyers, 
Moore, Nivluck, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C, Parker. 
Eli Perry, Price, Randall, Read, Robinson, Sion d. 
Rogers, Sessions, Shanks, Shoemaker, Sister, H. 
Boardman Smith, R. Milton Speer, Talte, Perry, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Lwichell, W a‘is, 
Wells, Whitthorne, Williams of New York, aud 
Young—79. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Arthur, Averill, Barber, Beveridge. Biggs. i’oles, 
Brooks, Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, Cox, Creely. Critebor, 
Crocker, Darratl, Davis, Dawes, De Large, Donnan, 
Du Bose, Duoll, Eldredge, Biliott, Ely, Forosworth, 
Farwell, Forker, Frye, Griffith, Hale, Hanks, Har- 
mer, Hays, John W. Hazelton, Herndon, Ail, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendali, Kerr, 
Ketchum, Killinger, Kinsella, Lansing, Lewis, 
Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, McCrary, McJunkin, 
Mekinney McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, Mitchell, 
Monroe, Morey, Morpbis, Leonard Myers Negley, 
Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F, Perry, 
Platt, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Edward Y. Rice, 
Jobn M. Rice, Ritchie, John Rogers, Rusk, Sar- 
gent, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, 
Slocum, Sloss, Worthington O. Smith, Snapp, Say- 
der, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague; Stevens, Steven- 
son, Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, Suther- 
land, Swann, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, 
Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhecs, 
Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, Warren, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, John £. Wilson, Winchester, 
and Wood—ll7. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion recurs upon the motion to dispense with 
all further proceedings under the call, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I rise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will hear the gentleman. = 


K 


about to be called are to. be taken under the 
rules, would not the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Horman] to suspend the 
rules dispense with that call of the yeas and 


nays? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion 
to suspend the rules has not been entertained 
by the Chair, and will not be pending until 
farther proceedings under the call have been 
dispensed with. A motion for that purpose is 
now pending, and the yeas and nays have been 
ordered upon it. The Clerk will proceed to 
call the roll. 

The question was taken ; and there were— 
yeas ‘105, nays. 7, not voting 128; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Banks, Beck, Bell, 
Bingham, Bird, Austin Blair, James Q. Blair, Brax- 
ton, Bright, Buckley, Baffinton, Burdett, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Caldwell, Carroll, Coburn, Coghlan, Co- 
mingo, Conger,- Conner, Cotton, Crebs, Critcher, 
Crossland, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Duke, Dunnell, 
Eames, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Henry D, Fos- 
ter, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, Garrett. Getz, Gid- 
dings, Golladay, Haldeman, Halsey, Hambleton, 
Hancock, Handley, Harper, George E. Harris, Jobn 
T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Lay, Gerry W. Hazel- 
ton, Hereford, Hibbard, Hoar, Holman, King, Lam- 
ison, Leach, Lowe, Manson, McClelland, McGrew, 
MeHenry, McIntyre, Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Niblack, Packard, Packer, Hosea W, Parker, isaac 
C. Parker, Eli Perry, Peters, Potter, Price, Randall, 
Read, Ellis J. Roberts, Robinson, Sion H. Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sawyer, Sessions, Shellabarger, Shoe- 
maker, Slater, H, Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
R. Milton Speer, Geach wey ber, St. John, Swann, 
Terry, Thomas, V ashington ‘Townsend, Turner, 
Fwichell, Waldron, Wallace. Wells, Williams of 
Indiana, Williams of New York, and Young—105. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Barry, Beatty, Bigby, Roderick R. 
Butler, Moore, Tatře, and Jeremiah M. Wilson—7. 

NOT VOLING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Arthur, Averill, Barber, Barnum, Beveridge, Biggs, 
Boles, Brooks, Burchard, Campbell, Clarke, Cobb, 


Cox, OCreely, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, 
De Large, Du Bose, Duell, Kidredge, Elliott, Biy, 


Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Frye, Goodrich, Grif- 
fith, Hale, Hanks, Harmer, Hays, John W., Hazelton, 
Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kel- 
logg, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, 
Lamport, Lansing, Lewis, Lyneh, Marshall, May- 
nard, McCormick, McCrary, MeJdunkin, McKee, 
McKinney, McNeely, Mereur, Merrick, Mitchell, 
Monroe, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Negley. Orr, Paimer, Peek, Pendleton, Perce, Anron 
F. Perry, Piatt, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, 
Edward Y. Rice, Jobn M. Rice, Ritchie, William 
R. Roberts, John Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, 
Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Slocum, 
Sloss, Worthington O. Smith, Snapp, Soyder, Thomas 
Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, 
Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, Sutherland, Sypher, 
Dwight ‘Townsend, Tuthiil, Tyner, Upson, Van 
Trump, Vaughan, Voorbees, Waddell, Wakeman, 
Walden, Walls, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Whit- 
thorne, Willard, John ‘f. Wilson, Winchester, and 
Wood—128. 
So the motion to dispense with further pro- 
ceedings under the call of the House was 


agreed to. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Further 
proceedings under the call having been dis- 
pensed with, the Chair will direct the doors 
of the Hall to be opened. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Icall for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular 
order being called for, the House now resumes 
the consideration of the bill reported from the 
Committee of Claims (S. No. 569) for the re- 
lief of Thomas B. Wallace, of Lexington, 
Missouri, which has been ordered to a third 
reading. 

‘The bill was read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the 
bill. 

M:: GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would sug- 
gest that we had better now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. PETERS. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of this bill. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there 
were—yeas 93, nays 26, not voting 121; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Barnum, Barry, 
Beck, Bell, Bigby, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Buckley, Buflinton, Burdett, Roderick R. 
Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Crebs, 


Criteher, Crossland, Durrall, Dickey, Dox, Duke, 
Dunneli, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Henry D. Fos- 


! ter, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, 


Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Hand+ 
ley, Hank. Harper, George E. Harris, John T. Har- 
ris, Havens Huy, Hereford, Hibbard, Tolman, King, 
Lamison: Lamport, Leach, Lowe. Manson; McClel- 
land, McCormick, McGrew, McHenry, Mefatyre, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Moore, Morey, Niblack, 
Isaac C. Parker, Perec, Bli Perry, Potter, Price, 
Prindle. Randall, Read, William R. Roberts, Robin- 
son, Sion- H.. Rogers, Roosevelt, Sessions, Slater, 
H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton Speer, St. John, 
Swann, Tafie, Terry, Thomas, Washington Town- 
send, Twiebell; Wallace, Wells, Whitthome, Wil- 
lams of Indiana, Williams of New York, and 
Young—%3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Banks, Burchard, Coburn, Con- 
er, Donnan, Garfield, Halsey, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
doar, McCrary, McKee, Merriam, Orr, Packard, 
Packer, Eilis H. Roberts, Rusk, Shanks, Sbella- 
barger, Shoemaker, John A. Smith, Worthington 
C. Smith, Starkweather, Waldron, Walls, and J erè- 
miah M. Wilson—26. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Arthur, Avérill, Barber, Beatty, Beveridge, Biggs, 
Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, Brooks, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Caldwell, Clarke, Cobb, Coghlan, Cotton, 
Cox, Mae Crocker, Davis, Dawes, De Large, 
Du Bose, Duell, Eames, Eldredge, Elliott, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Goodrich, Griffith, 
Hale, Harmer, Hawley, Hays, John W. Hazelton, 
Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lan- 
sing, Lewis, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, MeJunkin, 
McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, Mitchell, 
Monroe, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron 
F. Perry, Peters. Platt, Poland, Porter, Rainey, 
Edward Y. Rice, John Rice, Ritchie, John 
Rogers, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, 
Sherwood, Shober, Slocum, Sloss, Snapp, Snyder, 
Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, 


i Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, Sutherland, 


Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Turner, Duthil, Tyner, 
Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Walden, Warren, Wheeler, White- 
ley, Willard, John T. Wilson, Winchester, and 
Wood—121. 

During the roll-call the following announce- 
ments were made: : 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. My colleague, 
Mr. Strona, is absent on account. of indis- 
position. 

Mr. HANKS. The gentleman from West 
Virginia, Mr. Davis, is absent by reason of 
severe. illness. i 

Mr. PACKARD. My colleague, Mr. TYNER, 
is absent on account of sickness. If he were 
present he would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My colleague, 
Mr. Monnog, is greatly afflicted with sore 
throat, or he would be here, He can hardly 
be out in the evening at all, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (at the close 
of the roll-call.) On the question of the pas- 
sage of the bill there are—ayes 93, noes 26 ; no 

uorum voting. 

Mr. MOORE. I move acall of the House 

Mr. BECK. I offer the resolution which 1 
send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Kentucky offer this resolution 
as a substitute for the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. Moore? ] i 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itwill be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Irise toa parliamentary in- 
quiry. Suppose the House should now adjourn, 
would it not be its duty on reassembling to 
complete the vote by yeas and nays? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the House 
should now adjourn, all proceedings with 
reference to the call would fall. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky sends to the desk a sub- 
stitute for the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois, It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resoived, That there be a call of the House, and 
that allrules be so suspended that no dilatory mo- 
tions shall be entertained, and nothing shall be in 
order except the call of members until after pro- 
eecedings have been so far completed as to direct 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest all members absent 
without leave of the House and bring them before 
the bar of the House. 

Mr. MOORE. I accept that as a modifi- 
cation of my motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
pelled to raise a point of order on the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky. Inthe 
absence of a quorum we cannot proceed, ta 
suspend the rules of the House. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
does not see how less than a quorum can sus- 
pend the rales. 

Mr. McHENRY. How do we know there 
is no quorum present until it is ascertained by 


a vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
is already advised that there is not now present 
a majority of members. f 

Mr. MOORE. Then I renew my motion 
for a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only 
business which the House is competent to en- 
tertain in its present state, as disclosed by the 
last vote, is either to proceed to a call of the 
House or to adjourn. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was not the motion of 
the gentleman from lilinois [Mr. Moore] for 
a call of the House agreed to ? Ee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is still 
pending. The Chair was about to put the 
question when the gentlemau from Kentucky 
offered his resolution. 

Mr. BEALTY. 1 call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Moons. } f 

Mr. MeINTYRE. I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. Iwant to know whether it would be 
in order to move a resolution that 

The SPEA KEP, pro tempore. Nothing is in 
order until the pending question on ordering 
the yeas and nays bas been decided. A 

Mr. BINGHAM. [| rise to make this in- 
quiry; if the House should now adjourn, would 
not this bill come up on the reassembling of 
the [louse at eleven o'clock a. m.? The pre- 
vious question having been seconded, would not 
the bili be the first thing in order after the 
reading of the Journal ? ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
would make answer to the gentleman from 
Onio (Mr. Bincuam] that it would be so ex- 
Cept that. conference reports and any other 
matters of especial high privilege would be 
entitled to precedence. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘That I understand. 

The question being taken on ordering the 
yeas and nays, there were—ayes 21, noes 83. 

So (one fitth having voted in favor thereof) 
the yeas and nays were ordered. i 

Tbe question was taken; and it was decided 
in the atlirmative—yeas 78, nays 36, not vot- 
ing 131; as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Barnum, Beck, 
Bigby, Bingham, Bird, James Q. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Burdett. Campbell, Carroll, Coghlan, Co- 
wingo, Conger, Conuer, Crebs, Critcher, Dickey, Dox, 
Duke, Dunnell, Charles Foster, llenry D. Foster, 
Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Haldeman, Ham- 
bieton, Jduncock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, George 
E. Uarris, dlavens, Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, 
King, liamison, Manson, McClelland, MeCormick, 
McGrew, Mellenry, Melrtyre, Benjamin E. Meyers, 
‘Moore, Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, lsaac O. Parker, 
Eii Perry, Potter, Price, Randall, Koad, Robinson, 
Skon H. Rogers, Roosevelt, Sessions, Siater, H. 
Boardman Swith, R. Miltou Speer, Tafe, Washing- 
tou Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Wallace, Wells, 
Whitthorne, and Wiliams of New York- T3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Beatty, Buckley, Builinton, Co- 
burn, Cotton, Crossland, Donnan, Fiukelnburg, 
Wilder D. Foster, Garficid, Goodrich, Halsey, Haw- 
ley, ilay, Gerry W. Uazelton, Hoar. Lowe, McCrary, 
Mckee, Merriam, Orr, Packard, Packer, Perce, 
Peters, Rainey, Bilis IL Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, 
Shoemaker, Jobn A. Smith, Starkweather, Thomas, 
Waldron, Willard, and Williams of Indiana—36. 

NOL VOLTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambier, Ames, 
Arthur, Averill, Banks, Barber, Barry, Bell, Bev- 
eridge, Biggs, Austin Blair, Boles, Brooks, Bur- 
ebard, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Caldwell, Giarke, Cobb, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Dar- 
rail, Davis, Dawes, De Large, Du Bose, Daeil, 
Hames, Eldredge, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, 
Forker, rye, Griflith. Wale, Harmer, John T. Har- 
ris, lHays, jobu W. dbazelton, Herndon, Hill, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, 
Ketcham, Kulinger, Kinsella, Lampert, Lansing. 
Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, Med un- 
kin, MekKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, Miteb- 
ell, Monroe, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard 
Myers, Negiey, Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron kf. 
Perry, Piatt, Poland, Porter, Prindie, kdward Y. 

Rice, Jobn M. Rice, Ritchie, Wutlam R. Roberis, 
dubn Rogers, Sargent, Seotield, Seeley, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Shellabarger, Suerwood, Shover, Slocum, 
Sloss, Worchington ©. Smith, Suapp, snyder, 
Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Steveuson, 
Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Suih- 
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erland. Swann, Sypher, Terry, Dwight Townsend. 
Tuthill, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Wallis, 
Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley. Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
John T. Wilson, Winchester. Wood, and Young—L31. 

So the House ordered that there should be 
a call of the House. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: I move, by unanimous 
consent, that the reading of the names be dis- 
pensed with. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded. 

Mr. MOORE. I move that the Sergeant at- 
Arms now take into custody the members 
absent without leave. and bring them before the 
bar of ihe House forthwith ; and on tbat motion 
I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
desires to call the attention of the House to the 
fact there has not yet been a call of the House, 


but the House has merely voted that there f 


shall be a call. 

Mr. WILLARD. And I move thatthe House 
do now adjourn. i 

Mr. BIRD. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day itbe to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HALDEMAN, Irise toapointof order 
on that motion. that it is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. | make the point of order 
that no quorum of the House being present, 
it is not in order to adjourn over unul Monday 
next. No quorum being present, it is not in 
order for the Chair to entertain a motion to 
adjourn until Monday. Nothing is in order 
except the absolute motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man is right; it is not in order for less than a 
quorum to do business, and while the Chair 
entertains the motion to adjourn, he cannot 
entertain the motion to adjourn over. 

Mr. MOORE. My motion is still pending. 
Now the House has ordered that there bea 
call of the House, and the call of the House 
uecessarily follows immediately on that order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not unless 
the [louse should see fit, for it is competent 
fur the House to adjourn. The qnestion first 
recurs on the motion of the gentleman from 
Vermont, (Mr. WiLLARD, ] to adjourn. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Is the mo- 
tion to adjourn in order until the Louse has 
fulfilled the order that there shall be a call of 
the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
has not yet had a eallof the House, but has 
merely ordered that there shall bea eall, but 
whether there is a call or not it is competent 
for the House to adjourn, 

Mr. SWANN. What becomes ofthe motion 
to adjourn over? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
has ruled that out of order. 

Mr. MOORE. The House has decided 
there shall be a call of the House, and they 
have ordered there shall be a call now, and 
I make the poiut there is no dilatory motion 
which can prevent that call takmg place. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Of course 
not, unless the House should see fit to adjourn 
and put the call over to another day or take 
some oiher action. 

Mr. MOORE, The House ordered there be 
a call of the House by yea and nay vote, and 
that order is first to be complied with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House, 
to be sare, has acted on the motion of the 
gentleman from lilmois, that there be a call 
of the House, bat pending that, and before the 
call of the House has begun, the gentleman 
from Vermont has moved to adjourn, as he 
clearly had a right to do. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. My point is that the 
call of the House cannot be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of the 
House is notinierrupted, for it has not yet 
begun. . 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
make an inquiry of the Chair. Did the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, [Mr. WILLARD.] who 
makes the motion to adjourn, vote on the last 
division which indicated that there was not a 
quorum present ? 

The SPEA KER pro tempore. The Chair does 
not know whether the gentleman from Ver- 
mont voted on that division, and it is not 
material, The gentleman from Vermont has 
a right to make his motion. 

The question being put on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 80, noes 56. 

Mr. WILLARD demanded teilers. 

On ordering tellers there were—ayes twenty- 
five. 

- So (one fifth of a quorum having voted in 
the afirmative) tellers were ordered ; and the 
Chair appointed Mr. Winuarb, and Mr. SPEER 
of Pennsylvania. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reporied—ayes 81, noes 58, 

Mr. WILLARD demanded the yeas and 
nays. é 

On ordering the yeasand nays there were— 
ayes twenty-seven, 

So (more iban one fifth of those present 
having voted in the atrmative) the yeas gad 
nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 88, nays 74, not voting 
128; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Banks, Beatty, Bingham, Buckley, 
Buflinton, Cotron, Crossland, Donnan, Kinketnburg, 
Wider D. Foster, Garfield, Goodrich, Halsey, Haw- 
tey, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, Lamport, Lowe, Me- 
Crary, Merriam, Morey, Orr, Pucker, Porce, Peters, 
Poland, Potter, Rainey, Bliis H. Koberts, Roosevelt, 
Rusk, Sawyer, Suupp, Starkweather, Thomas, Wal- 
dron, Willard, aud Jeremiah M. Wilsou—38, 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Barnum, Beek, 
Bell, Bigby, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Campbell, Carroll, Coburn, Coghian, Comings, Con- 
ger, Conner, Crobs, Critcher, Durrall, Dickey, Dox, 
Duke, Dunnell, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, 
Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Haldeman, Ham- 
bileton, Hancock, Handiey, Hanks, Harper, George 
E. Harris, John ‘F. Harris, Ilavens, Hibbard, Hoar, 
Hohnan, King, Lamison, McClelNaud, McCormick, 
McGrew, Mekleury, Melotyre, McK ee, Moore, Nib- 
lack, Hosea W, Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Bii Perry, 
Price, Randall, Read, Robinson, Sion H. Rogers, 
Sessions, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, R. Milton 
Speer, Swann, Tete, Ferry, Washington Townsend, 


Turner, Wallace, Weils, Whitthorne, Wiliams of, 
New York, and Young—74. 

NOt VOTiNG—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Arthur, Averill, Barber, Barry, Beveridge, Biggs, 
Austin Blair, Boles, Brooks, Burchard, Burdett, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, 
Ciarke, Cobb, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Davis, Dawes, 
De Large, Du Bose, Duell, Bomes, Lidredge, Elliott, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Frye, Griffith, 
Hale, Harmer, Hays, John W, Hazelton, Heretord, 
Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Hougbton, Ketley, Kellogg, 
Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, Ku inger, Kinsella, Lans- 
ing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Manson, Marshall, May- 
nard, MeJankin, McKinney, MeNeely, Mercur, 
Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Monroe, 
Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Packard, 
Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron I. Perry, Platt, 
Porter, Prindie, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 
Ritehie, Wiiliam R. Roberts, John Rogers, Sargent, 
Scofield, Seeley, Shauks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, 
Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Jobu A. 
Smith, Worthington ©. Smith, Suyder, Thomas d 
Speer, Sprague, Stevens Stevenson, Storm, Stough- 
ton, Scowell, Strong, St. Jobn, Sutherland, Sypher, 
Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Twicheil, Tyner, Upson; 
Vau Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddeil, Wake- 
iman, Walden, Walis, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Williams of Indiana, John 'f, Wilson, Winchester, 
and Wood—128. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER protempore. A call of the 
House having been ordered, the Clerk will 
proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unan- . 
imous consent 10 make a suggestion to the 
House. l desire to suggest to all parties that 
all have had a record on the ay aud no voie 
on this bill, The member who is opposed to 
the bill and was present has voted against it. 
Every member who is in favor of ibe bill and 
was present has voted in favor of it. I sug- 
gest that by unanimous consent further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with, and 
then that the bill be acted on by a rising vote, 
on the assumption that a quorum is present. 

Several Mempers. That will do. 
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“Mr. MOORE: Provided unanimous cón- 
sent is given that the yeas and nays shall not 
be called. = A 
“Mr, GARFIELD of Ohio. -I think that the 
maintenance of good feeling in this House is 
of more consequence than abill of this sort, 
be it good or bade i po Tango nE oi 

Mr, HOAR.: Ido not:see.how what, is pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GAR- 
FIELD] can be constitutionally,done. Another 
method, I think, will: accomplish the same 
object. I believe that in the vote on the pas- 
sage of the bill but two names were wanted to 
make a quorum. If there are two gentlemen 
now in the House who. did not then vote, 
unanimous consent might be given to them to 
have their names recorded on the’ previous 
roll-call, That can be done, but. you cannot 
constitutionally agree that a minority: shall 
pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
desires to reply to the suggestions of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts and the gentleman 
from Ohio. ` ` 

Mr. MOORE. Do I understand the. Chair 
to overrule the proposition to allow two addi- 
tional members to record their votes who were 
present in the House, but did not vote upon 
the yole which was taken upon thebill a while 
ago 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
has done nothing of the kind; there has been 
no such question yet presented to the Chair. 

The Chair will now make answer to the sug- 


gestions of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 


and the geptleman from Ohio.. The vote upon 
the passage -of. this bill. by yeas and nays 
has disclosed the fact that there is not a quo- 
rum in the House. The House thereby be- 
comes constitutionally disqualitied to do fur- 
ther business, except that business which the 
Constitution authorizes the House to do when 
a quorum is not present, to adjourn, or to 
order a call of the House, and the proceedings 
in respect of that bill fell, and the bill, should 
there’ be a quorum in the House, must again 
come before the House for its passage. 

Mr. MOORE. Lam ready to accede to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD, ] provided it is accepted by the 
House by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BEATTY. 1 object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
desires to suggest to the gentleman from Indi: 
ana that it seems to him that we must first 
find a quorum in the House, and that no busi- 
ness action can be taken till there is a quorum į 
and that is the judgment of the Clerk also. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ifthe proceed- 
ings under the call are dispeused with and the 
House proceeds to formal business the ques- 
tion of the quorum is cured. by the failure of 
any record to the contrary. But, Mr. Speaker, 
I will make another suggestion, if the gentle- 
men will allow me, and that is the suggestion 
I rose to make five hours ago, when unfor- 
tunately a friend ou the other side of the 
House, not knowing what | intended to say, 
cut me short. Lintended five hours ago to say 
this: if you will adjourn now there is nothing in 
the way of-this bill coming up as the unfinished 
business the first thing in the morning except 
the conference reports that the Committee on 
Appropriations have charge of, and I was will- 
ing to say then, and am willing to say now, that 
-if a solution of this difficulty can be made in this 
way, I will see to it that no cohference report 
from the Committee on Appropriations shall 
intervene until the bill now pending shall have 
been disposed of. ; 

- Mr. DICKEY. It may be impossible for 
some gentlemen who are now bere to be here 
at eleven o'clock. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We could have passed 
the billin an hour if gentlemen on the other 
side had not resorted to dilatory motions, and 
l am for ‘fighting it out on this line if it takes 
all summer.” 
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Mr: MOORE.. F have another suggestion 


to: make, which:is:that when. the call: of: the: 


‘House is had, if the fact is disclosed that we 
bave a quorum present, then we will ull agree to 
suspend further: proceedings “under: the call 
provided tbere is unanimous consent that: the 


vote. shall then‘bé taken on the bill without 


calling the yeas and nays.” =~ ~ : 
` Mr. BEATTY. T object. ars 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. If gentlemen 
prefer it we might have unanimous consent 
that the vote shall be taken at half past eleven 
o’clock to-morrow morning. Do f 
.Mr. MOORE. Our propositions have been 


of the House. s : . 
The roll was then called, and the following 
wembers failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, Archer, Averill, 
Barber, Barry, Beveridge. Biggs, Austin Blair, Boles, 
Brooks, Burchard, Benjamin F, Butler, Roderick 
R. Butler, Clarke, Cobb, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Davis, 
Dawes, De Large, Du Bose, Duell, Eldredge, Eliott, 
Biy, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Grithsb, Hale, 
Harmer, Hass. John W. Iazelton, Herndon, Hill, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, 


all, Maynard, MeJunkin, Me- 
Kinney, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, Mitchell, Mon- 
roe, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negiey, 
Packard. Palmer, Peck. Pendleton, Aaron E. Perry, 
Platt, Porter, Bdward Y. ‘Rice. Jobn M. Rico, 
Ritehie, William R. Roberts, John Rogers, Sargent, 
Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
Shober, Slocum, Sloss, Worthington ©. Smith, Sny- 
der, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Suther- 
land, Sypber, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, . Tyner, 


B 


Upson, Van Trump, Voorhees, Waddell, Wake- 
man, Walden, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Jobn 
T. Wilson, Winchester, and Wood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Door: 
keeper will now closé the doors of the House 
until farther order of the House. 

Mr. DICKEY. And now I hope they will 
be kept closed, for during the last call fifteen 
or twenty gentlemen got in here. o 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I hope the 
Speaker will let the House know what was the 
result of the roll-call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of 
the roll shows the presence of one hundred 
and thirty-two members within the doors of 
the House. What is the pleasure of the House? 

Mr. MOORE. I now move that all further 
proceedings under this call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. What is the regular order 
of business? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular 
order of business is the consideration of the 
bill of the Senate No. 569, for the relief of 
Thomas B. Wallave, of Lexington, in the State 
of Missouri, reported from the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Icall for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
desires to call the attention of the House. to 
the fact that upon the passage of this bill the 
yeas and nays were ordered to be taken. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And they were 


taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And upon 
being taken it appeared that there was not a 
quorum present.. The House had therefore to 
suspend further proceedings upon the bill, and 
there was a call of the House ordered. Upon 
the call of the roll, a quorum appearing and 
answering to their names, further proceedings 
under the call were dispensed with. Tbe ques- 
tion recurs upon the passage of the bill, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The question was again taken; and there 
were—yeas 94, nays 26, not voting 120; as 
follows: >A 

-YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Barnum, Beck, 
Bell, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Buck- 
ley, Butiinton, Burdett, Caldwell, Campbell, Car- 
roll, Coghlan, Comingo. Conner, Crebs, Gritcher, 
Crossland, Darrall,-Diekey, Dox, Duke, Dunaell, 


Eames, Kinkelnburg, Charles Foster, Henry D, Fos< 
l ter, Wilder D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, 


; York, and Young—94 
N 


rejected, aud we had better go on with the call. 


' Griflith, ł 


Golladay; Goodrich, ‘Haldeman; Hambleton, Han- 
cock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, George, E. Har- 
ris, Jonn it. Harris, Hay, Hereford, Hibbard, 
Holnian, King, Lamison, ‘Lamport. Lowe, Manson, 
McClelland, McCormick, McGrew, McHenry, Mcin-~ 
tyre, Benjamin F. Moyers, Moore, Morey, Niblack, 


‘Hosea W. Parker, Isaac Ce Parker, Perce, ; Bl 


Perry, Potter,’ Price, Prindte, Rainey, Randall, 
Read, Robinson, Sion H. Rogers, Roosevelt, Ses- 
sions, Slater, H. Boardman Smith, Swann, Tuffo, 
Terry, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Twichell, Vaughan, Wallace, Walls, Wells, Whit- 
thorne, Williams of: Indiana, Williams of „New, 


AYS—Messrs. Banks, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, 
Garfield, Halsey, Havens, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hoar, 
McCrary, Merriam, Orr, Packer, Peters, Poland, 
Ritehie, Rusk, Sawyer, Shanks, Shoemaker, Jobn 
A. Smith, Soapp, Starkweather, Waldron, Willard, 


and Jeremiah M. Wilson—26 


NOL VOLING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Arthur, Averill; Barber, Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, 
Bigby. Biggs, Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, Brooks, 
Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R, Butler, 
Clarke, Cobb, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Davis, Dawes, 
De ‘Large, Donaan, Du Bose, Duell, Eldredge, 
Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Frye, 
Tale, Harmer, Hawley, Hays, John 
Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Houghton, Kel- 
ley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr. Ketcham, Killinger, 
Kinsella, Lansing. Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Marshall, 
Maynard. MeJunkin, McKee, McKinney, McNeely, 
Mercur, Merrick. Mitchell, Monroe, Morgan, Mor- 

his, Leonard. Myers, Negley, Packard, Palmer. 
Peck, Pendleton, Aaron- F, Perry, Platt, Porter, 
Edward YX. Rice, John. M. Rice, XHis H. Roberts, 
William R. Roberts, John Rogers, Sargent, S00- 
field; Seeley, Sheldon, Shellabargor, Sherwood, 
Shober, Slocum, Sloss, Worthington. C. Smith, 
Suyder, R, Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, 
Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Sypher, Dwight 
Townsend, Tuthill, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Warren, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, John T. Wilson, Winchester, 
and Wood—120. : 

Before the result was announced, E 
‘Mr. SESSIONS said: If there are any mem- 
bers in the House whose names bave been 
called and who have not voted, they must vote 
under the rule of the House, i f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
surmises that there are several members in the 
House who have not voted, > l 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I ask that the 
name of Mr. Dornan be called. : 

Mr. SLATER. Iask that the names of all 
those members now present who have not 
voted be again called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
knows of no way to compel members to vote. 
As from the length of this day’s session there 
may have been some mistake made in the 
record, the Clerk will again ‘call the names of 
those who have not voted. E 

Mr. CONGER. I raise the point of order 
that if this proceeding be permitted by the 
Chair, it will be a change of the rules of the 
business of this House, and as a member of 
the House I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
done only by unanimous consent. oe 

Mr. BANKS. If there be any member pres- 
ent who has not voted, he should be named 
and required to vote. trae st 

Mr. DICKEY. He. is in contempt of the 
House if he does not vote. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the 
Chair announces the vote, he will direct the 
Clerk to read from Rule 31 of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_Byvery member who shall bein the House when 
the question is put shall give his vote, unless the 
House shall excuse him.” 

Mr. BANKS. I understand that the gen- 
tleman from lowa [Mr. Doxnan] is present 
and has not voted. I move that he be. called 
upon by the Speaker to vote. i 

Mr. SESSIONS. I would inquire whether 
there is.any member of the House who has not 
voted when hig name was called? 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the. regular 
order, as I have heretofore done. 

Mr.. DICKEY. It is the regular order that 
members should vote when their names are 


It can ‘be 


called. : geass 
Mr. CONGER. I. submit that the Chair 


has before his eyes the. proof that there js no 
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quorim: here; -yet he permits business to be 
transacted. eae VRE 
~The SPEAKER pro tempore.. On the pas- 
sage of this bill the: yeas are 94, and the nays 
26. No quorum las voted. ; Ea 
` Mr, MOORE. J move that there be a call 
of the House, : j : 
The motion was agreed to. - . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Ser: 
geant-at-Arms will proceed to close the doors, 
and the roll will be called. reo: 

i The roll was called, when the following: 
members failed to answer to their names: 
„Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, Arthur, Ayerill, 
Barber, Barry, Beveridge, Biges Austin Blair, Boles, 
Brooks, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, Clarke, Cobb, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Davis, 
Dawes, De Large, Du Bose, Duoll; Eldredge Elliott, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Hale, Harmer, 
days, John W. llazelton, Herndon,. Hill, Hooper, 
Loughton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, 
Killinger, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, 
Marshall, Maynard, McJunkin, McKinney, Me- 
Neely, Mercur, Merrick, Mitchell, Monroe, Morgan, 


Morpbis, Leonard Myers, Regloy, Packard, Palmer, 
Peck, Pendleton, Aaron F, Perry, Platt, Poland, 
orter, Edward Y, Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, 


William R. Roberts, John Rogers, Sargent, Scofield, 
Seeley; Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, 
Slocum, Sloss, Worthington ©, Smith, Snyder, R. 
Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevers, 
Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, St. 
obn, Sutherland, Sypher, Washington Townsend, 

uthil, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, Voorhees, Wad- 
dell, Wakeman, Walden, Warren, Wheeler, White- 
ley, John T. Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—125. 


"Mr. GARFIELD, ‘of Ohio. How many 
members are present? . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of 


the roll discloses the presence of one hundred 
and twenty-five members. 

‘Mr. BECK. As there is now a quorum 
present, and the House is competent to-make 
orders, [ submit the following resolution s 

Resolved, That thé call of the House. shall be pro- 
eecded with, and that all rules be so suspended that 
no dilatory motions shall be entertained, and noth- 
ing shall be in order except the call of members 
until after proceedings haye been so far completed 
ps to direct the Sorgeant- at-Arms to arrest all mem- 

ers absent without leave ofthe House, and bring 
them before the bar of the Hause. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
point of order that the House cannot suspend 
the rules until the proceedings: under the call 
are dispensed with, 

Mr, BECK. There is a quorum now pres- 
ent, I understand, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, There is a 
quorum present; but the Chair is compelled 
to rule upon the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Ohio that itis not in order 
to suspend the rules while.a call of the House 
is proceeding. 

Iir. MOORE. I desire to offer a substitute 
for the resolution of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be 
now instructed to take into custody———~ 

Mr. BECK, TI appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. . E 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GarrieLD] has raised 3 
point of order that the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Becx ] is not in 
order. The Chair has sustained the point, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. 
© Mr. BECK. I withdraw the appeal; but I 
, do not believe in the doctrine that the House 
ig acomnetont to enforce its own orders. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man must settle that question with the Consti- 
tution and the rules of the House. Many of 
the questions now arising have arisen for the 
first time in many years. This is the first time, 
as the Chair understands, that a portion of 
the House not’sufficient to form a quorum has 
been unwilling of itself either to adjourn or 
that a quorum should be obtained, 

Mr. DICKEY. Is theré‘any means by which 
the men who created this diticulty and have 
run off can be brought back? ` 

Mr. MOORE. I mové now that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be directed to take in custody 


the members. who. are absent. without leave, 
and bring them to the bar of the House forth- 
with. . : AER gE T 
The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr.: Moorp, it was declared agreed to. 
. Mr. BEATTY called for the yeas and nays. 
On ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes five, noes not counted.: - : 
So the yeas and nays were not ordered ; and 
the motion of Mr. Moore was agreed to. 


Mr. CONGER.. I wish to ask the Speaker 
whether it is now in order to excuse members 
who are absent on account of sickness? 

Mr. MERRIAM. I wish to make an excuse 
in behalf of my colleague, [Mr. WHEELER, | 
who is out of town on account of sickness in 
his family. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am not sure 
that such a motion is necessary, but.I move 
that Hon. James G. Buarne, the Speaker of 
this House, be excused for his absence. 

Mr. MANSON, I object, because he is the 
most useful man in this body. 

Mr. PERGE. The Speaker of the House 
has the right under its rules to designate a 
member of the House to occupy the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
has already recognized the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. Coneer,] who insists upon 
the right to make a motion to excuse his col- 
league. The Chair will first entertain his 
motion. P 

Mr. CONGER. I move that Mr. Stoucu- 
TON be excused from attendance on acconnt 
of sickness. 

Mr. MOORE. Whatever member is excused 
must be by unanimous consent, and not by a 


vote. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, no; it must 
be done by a vote of the House. 

Mr. MOORE. No, sir; they are only ex- 
cused by unanimous consent. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On what 
authority does the gentleman make that asser- 


tion? - : 

Mr. MOORE. By the rulings in this House 
heretafore in all cases. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. Can the 
gentleman from Illinois point the Chair to any 
such ruling? i f 

Mr. MOORE. No other ruling has ever 
been established in this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Onthe con- 
trary, everybody about the Chair declares the 
exact contrary, and such are the Journals 
shown to the Chair. 

Mr. MOORE. There is no such thing in 
the Journal. Where there is a call of the 
House, and where members are excused, it is 
done by unanimous consent. i 

Mr. ARCHER. Let the question be taken 
on the motion to excuse and we will get along 
much faster. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
overrules the point of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, and holds a majority of 
members can excuse any absent .member. 
Does the gentleman from Illinois take an 
appeal? i 

Mr. CONGER. I now insist on my motion 
to excuse Mr, STOUGHTON. 

Mr. MOORE. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair.  - i 

Several Memsrrs. Too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan, to excuse his colleague [Mr. 
SrovcyTon] on account of sickness. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I move that my 
colleague, Mr, TYNER, be excused on account 
of sickness, f Í 

The motion was agreed to. 


: Mr. EAMES. I move that my:colleague, 
Mr. PENDLETON; be excused on account of 
sickness, Me Mee Wied eee Fe i 


. Mr. MOORE... I insistthis must be done by 
unanimous consent. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
has already overruled that point of order and 
will do so again. eee ee ee 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. I move-that my col-' 
league, Mr. Hooper, be excused on‘account of 
sickness; © © : . E 

The motion was agreed to. 


“Mr. GOODRICH., I move that Mr. DUELE 
be excused on‘account of the delicate condi- 
tion of his health. He remained here as long 
as he could. ; ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

` Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I rise to a, point, 
of order, that it is notin order indiscriminately 
to make motions. to excuse members, but that 
the roll of absentees should be called and ex- 
cuses made in regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no 
rule, on the subject, but the mode proposed by 
the Chair has been found to be most conven- 


ient. : _— 
"Mr. DONNAN, I move that my colleague, 
Mr. WALDEN, be excused on accoynt of gick- 
ness. . . 
The motion was agreed to, ; 


Mr. SNAPP. I ask to have everybody. 
excused. [Laughter.] < bog oe i 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague, Mr. Lyncu, has 
been called away in consequence of the dan- 
gerous sickness of his wife. He is absent on 
leave. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Lyyen] being absent 
by leave of the House, no excuse ig required 
in his case. i 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. My colleague, 
Mr. KeLLoGG, is confined to his room by in- 
disposition. I move that he be excused. 


The motion was not agreed to, | 


Mr. SNAPP. I move that the Capitol be 
yemoved, on account of the unhealthiness of 
its present location. [Laughter. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr, Snapp] is out of order, 
and will take his seat. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ACKER. I suggest that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms should look-up the absentees and 
make his return, Of course he will not bring 
any member here who is too sick to come. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. My colleague, Mr. 
NEGLEY, was up all night, the night before 
last, engaged on a committee of conference, 
I move that he be excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. My col- 
league, Mr. Morris, on account of ill health, 
is scarcely able to attend the day sessions of 
the House, and. cannot attend the night ses- 
sions without incurring great risk. I move 
that he be excused. 

: The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague, Mr. Haun, has 
recently married a wife, and I move that he 
be excused. [Laughter.] 

The motion was not agreed. to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague, Mr. KERR, 
it is well known to the House is in very feeble 
health. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. COGHLAN. Mr. LEONARD MYERS, of. 
Pennsylvania, informed me at eleven o'clock 
last night that he was unwell and could. not 
stay longer. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. . i 
- Mr. COGHLAN, My colleague, Mr. Houan- 
FON, resides in Georgetown. I move that he 
be excused. ‘es 

The motion was. not agreed to. 

, Mr. CARROLL. My colleague, Mr. WARREN, 
is in poor health. I move that he be excused. 

Mr. PETERS: Ob, no; his health is good. 

The motion was not agreed to, 3 


F 


Mr: HANKS... Mr. Davis; of- West: Vir- 
ginia, I know is very unwell.. :He. bas had 
fever all night, and has -a physician with him. 
I moye that he be excused... © oan 

The motion was agreed to. 0: = 

Mr. BIRD. I desire to inquire whether my 
colleague, Mr. Forkek, ‘has leave of absence ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
is informed that Mr. Forxer has not obtained 
leave of absence within the last few days. 

Mr. BIRD. I move that Mr. Forxer be 
excused. He has been called home in con- 
sequence of the death of his ‘mother. ` 

The motion was agreed, to. 


Mr. MeCLELLAND. ` Mr. WADDELL, of 
North Carolina, has been very unwell at times 
during the last few weeks. He stayed here 
till late last night, and I sent for him this 
morning, but he sent me word that he was too 
unwell to come: I move that he be excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. RANDALL. _I think this has not been 


understood. . Mr. WADDELL for 4 month back 
has. been in bad health. 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
has negatived the motion to excuse Mr, Wap- 
DELL. 

Mr. MOREY. My colleagues, Mr. SYPHER 
and Mr. SHELDON, are both absent. If here, 
Mr. Sypuer, I presume, would vote ‘ pres- 
ent,” and Mr. Suetpon would vote ‘‘ay.”? 

Mr. SESSIONS. | The condition of my col- 
league, Mr. Sreney, is well known to the 
House. He had a paralytic attack last fall. 
I move that he be excused. 

The motion wag. agreed to. 


: :Mr. DUNNEULL.. I think the action of the. 


House in the case of Mr. Kerg, of Indiana, 
was taken without sufficient consideration. He 
has been: extremely unwell for some days, and 
is not in a state of health to be here. 1 move 
that he be excused. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. After the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Minnesota, is 
there objection to the proposition to excuse 
Mr. Kerr, of Indiana. The Chair hears none, 
and Mr. Kerr is excused. 

Mr. McINTYRE. I move that my colleague, 
Mr. Du Boss, be excused on the ground. of 
ill health. ` 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. LAMPORT. - I desire ‘to ask the 
Speaker to: present to the House my request 
for leave of absence for two days for this 
reason: I had an engagement with a gen- 
tleman at Warrenton, Virginia, to meet him 
there to-day at noon on the arrival of the cars, 
expecting to be able to obtain leave of absence. 
In order to keep that engagement I must leave 
on the seven o’clock train. My request: for 
two days’ leave of absence is on the Speaker’s 
table. 

The SPBAKER pro tempore.. The gentle- 
man from New York, for the reasons he has 
stated, asks leave of absence for two days. 

There was no objection; and leave was 
granted. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio. 
SHEĻLABARGER be excused. 

Mr. MANSON. I object to that. 

Mr. PETERS. He is a very sick man. 

Mr. MANSON. He was-here this evening 
and got us into all this trouble. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. 
‘Foster. of Ohio; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. ‘The House all 
know the condition of Mr. Waxeman. He 
broke his leg some time since, and has had to 
move about on crutches: He bas been very 
unwell, and J move that he be excused. 

The: question was put; and Mr, WAKEMAN 
was excused. f ; 

Mr, HOLMAN. Frise to a:parliamentary 
‘inquiry, and it -is whether the, Sergeant-at- 
“Arms has executed the order of the House? 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. Excuses 
having been‘heard, a list of members who’ are 
absent without leave; and who have not been 


I move that Mr. 


i 


excused, is being: prepared, and the Speaker 
will-then issue his warrant. for the arrest of 
members:who have been.absent without leave. 

Mr. THOMAS. J ask that my colleague, 
Mr. Cops, he excused. -< 

The SPEAKER: pro. tempore. The Chair 
is informed that the gentleman has leaye of 
absence granted by the House. 

- Mr. THOMAS. I-move that he be excused. 
: The: question was put; and Mr. Cosy. was 
not excused. : ; 7 z 

Mr. WILLARD. Tomy personal knowledge 
Mr. Auser, of Ohia, is quite ill, .He.was able 
to be: here yesterday but a short time, and I 
move that he be excused. 

The question was taken; and Mr. AMBLER 
was excused. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise to move 
that my colleague, Mr. Monrox, be. excused, 
and I will say to the House that he has a very 
severe difficulty with his throat and does not 
attend evening sessions at all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He cannot. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I know per- 
sonally that it is not safe for him to be ont at 
nights. : 

The question was taken; and Mr. Morroz 
was excused. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to know whether 
the order of the House is being executed at 
this time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms is waiting until the Clerk can prepare a 
list of the absent members. 

Mr. CONGER. If it is in order, I move that 
while the Sergeant-at-Arms is discharging his 
duties the House take a recess of ten minutes. 

Mr. MOORE. That is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is 
compelled to state to the gentleman from 
Michigan that there is no power in the House 
to take a recess in the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I offer the res- 
olution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. ° 

Mr. SHANKS. I object. 

Mr. CONGER. We have backed and filled 
all night long ; let us make a little progress 


now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If you want to 
make your call effective, you will pass that 
resolution. 

Mr. MOORE. I will hear it read, but I 
reserve a point of order upon it. 

The Clerk read Mr. GARFIELD’ S resolution, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be instructed 
to bring the members absent without leave before 
the bar of the louse at half past eleven o’clock on 
Saturday, May 25, and that they then be required 
to show cause why they were absent from the session 
of the Ilouse without leave, and that they then and 
there abide tho order of the House. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I move to amend the 
resolution by inserting ‘‘forthwith’” in lieu 
of “half past eleven o'clock on Saturday, 
May 25.” ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order 
that it is itself contrary to the rules. 

Mr. SHANKS. There is objection to its 
introduction. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As there 
seems to be some doubt about the ruling of 
the Chair upon the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Concer] that the 
House now take a recess, the Chair will read 
the following from the rule of the House: 


“ Nor pending the call of the House can. a recess, 
| be taken, although a quorum be present, unless by 


unanimous consent.” 


The question now is upon the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gar- 


FIELD. |: A 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us vote upon the rese- 
lution. ; i : : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is only a ques- 


tion whether we shall wait here perhaps three 
or four hours for those delinquents or take a 
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shige and haye them brought here at ga hour 
named. —. : E ; a ain 

Mr. MOORE... Is the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Ganrisup] before: the 


House? If so, J will move that jf be laid.on 


the table. stig ii 
‘The SPEAKER pro tempore... The Hpuse 
having made the orderthatits Sergeant-ateArms 
shall bring forthwith to the bar. of the House 
such of its membera'gs are absent without its 
leave, the Chair is of opinion that ẹ proposi- 
tion to postpone the execution of that order 
until half past eleven o’clock and that the 
House in the meantime taka‘a.recess requires 
unanimous consent. E $ : 

Qbjection was made hy. several members. 

Mr. SESSIONS. There are two members 
of the Committee on Claims who have as yet 
offered no reports. [move that while the Ser- 
geant-at-Arme is serving his process they be 
permitted to make their reports. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending a 
call of the House no business of that charac- 
ter is in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have a resolution to offer 
ta which I think there will he no objection: 

: Resolved, That the memberg present now: pro- 
ceed .to draw for seats, and that no other or 
further drawing shall ho pormittod during the preg- 
ent Congress. i can i ge 

[Laughter.] i 

Mr. ARCHER. Just let tha absent mem 
bers know that, and they will be here quick 
enough. (Laughter. } ; 

The SPHAKER pro tempore. 
tion is out of order. 

* Mr. ACKER. I offer the following rego- 
lution: 


Resolved, That the officers of tho House. not now 
on duty in securing the return of the absent mem- 
bers be required to furnish tho membors remaining 
in the Hall during the night with proper refresh- 
ments. 


[Laughter.] .. 
Mr. PETERS. Specify the kind of refresh- 


ments. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reso- 
lution of the gentleman is not in order. 

After some time, . 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of 
the House and stated that in pursuance of the 
order of the House he had in charge Mr. 
Ricr, of Kentucky. St ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Riom, 
you have been absent from the House during 
its session without its leave. What excuse 
have you to offer? f 

Mr. PETERS. Donotfib now, [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICH, of Kentucky. In the present 
temper of the House Ido not know that the 
excuse I have to offer will avail me. Į wag 
indisposed last night, and am ina very deli- 
cate condition this morning, as all can see. 
(Lenghter | 

Mr. DICKEY. The gentleman does not look 


sick. : . 

Mr. RICE, of Kentucky. I. feel very sick. 
The hitter indisposition of yesterday and the 
inclination to sleep last night kept me away 
from the House. 

Mr. PETERS. When do you suppose you 
will feel better? {Laughter.] i 

Mr. RICE, of Kentucky. Not until I can 
get away from here; that is certain. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I move that the gentle- 
man be excused, j 

Mr. SWANN. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Ricz] has stated that he was 
indisposed. I wish to ask the gentleman, 
before I vote on the motion to excuse -him, 
whether he was so much indisposed as to dis- 
able him from coming here aud taking part 
in the proceedings of this House?’ If he will 
say that such was the case I will be in favor 
of excusing him. 

Mr. RICE, of Kentucky. If Iam to be 
placed on the witness stand, I would like to 
make an additional statement, I had no idea 
that this House was so intent upon work: that 
it would remain in sessional! night, At the 
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very earliest indication of that fact this morn- 
ing I came here and reported for duty. 
-> Mr. HOAR.  Irise to a parliamentary in- 
juiry. - Whatiis the severest penalty: that the 
“Constitution ‘allows this ‘House to - inflict? 
{Laughter. ] , aeri i 
“Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I movethat the 
gentleman from Kentucky be excused'on pay- 
‘ment of the usual fees... - 3 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. PETERS. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the gentleman be passed. 
{Laughter.}: 

- The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, it was agreed to. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I regret to see 
a growing disposition on the part of thé House 
to treat its. business with levity. I must say 
that I do not sympathize at all with anything 
of that kind. ‘I regard it as rather a serious 
inconvenience to be kept here all night in the 
discharge of a pablic duty.. Early in the night 
I endeavored, so far as I was concerned, to 
stop this proceeding; but I was unable to do 
so. I voted for adjournment early in the night 
on one of the first votes taken. But I have 
been kept here by the willful design of some 
and the neglect of others. I therefore desire 
now to see the rules enforced in such a man- 
ner as will prevent a repetition of what we 
have had here to-night. 

‘Mr. DICKEY. - That is sensible. 

Mr. SWANN. ‘In addition to what has been 
stated by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Terry,] I will state that I was arrested in my 
bed to-night by a deputy of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, who informed me that there had been 
an order for the return of all members who 
were absent without leave. I was indisposed, 
aud on that account I had left the House. | 
think gentlemen who know me will do me the 
justice to say that I am in attendance here 
pethaps more regularly than almost any other 
gentleman upon this floor. l i 

I came here, sir, in accordance with what I 
believed to be the order of the House, under 
an impression that I was to witness a grave 
proceeding. Instead of that I have perceived 
nothing but levity, a disposition to ridicule 
the proceedings of the House on this occa- 
sion, Now, Mr. Speaker, I think it is due to 
the dignity of the House that if gentlemen 
come here without reasonable excuse for their 
absence the usual fine should be imposed. 
When I asked just now of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. Rice] whether he 
was really indisposed ] asked it with an object; 
I asked it because I meant to vote to excuse 
that gentleman if he had been detained from 
his piace here by indisposition. 

Sir, this whole proceeding has been turned 

into a farce. Fifteen, twenty, or thirty gentle- 
men, after having absented themselves from 
their duties in this House, will come here 
making one excuse or another, and you are 
. bound to relieve them all. I do not see that 
. you can fine a single individual after your 
action in this particular case. I say, there- 
fore, that this whole proceeding is a farce; 
and I say that great injustice was done to me 
as an individual when I was taken out of my 
bed ina state of indisposition, and brought 
here to witness such proceedings as we have 
witnessed here. I protest against it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would like to ingnire 
what time the gentleman came into the Hall. 

Mr. MOREY. And how he came to be in 


bed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does not lie in the 
mouth of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Swany] to find fault with the action of the 
House, when he did not come here till a call 
had been twice ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. IL rise to a point of order, 
that this House is not in session to receive lec- 

. tures from those who are brought here as delin- 
quents by the Sergeant-at-Arms, . 

Mr. SWANN. Iwill say to my friend that 

I am not delivering any ‘‘lecture.”’ I am 


merely urging that the rules of the House 
should be‘observed. © 00o o7 SRi 
Mr. CONGER. I make the point that. those 


of us who have‘served here from sundown to 


sunrise, and into broad daylight, are ‘not to be 
reproached by those who have been absent in 
neglect of their:duty. ae et t 
_ Mr. SWANN. I'have no desire to make 
any reproach whatever, to cast any reproach 
upon the gentleman or anybody else; but I 


state I have been taken from my bed. «I was |! 


indisposed when I left here; and Iam too 
much indisposed to be here now; and there- 
fore when I witnessed the farce which I have 
witnessed since I have been here, when I saw 
the want of dignity that existed, gentlemen 
must permit me to say that all that has taken 
place during these proceedings I feel as a Rep- 
resentative ofthe American people I am bouud 
to protest against most solemnly, as E do. -I 
meat no reflection on any gentleman of the 
House. Ido say the rules‘of the House ought 
to be observed and executed so thatthe dig- 
nity of the House may be preserved. 

Mr. MERRIAM. In order to satisfy the 
gentleman from Maryland I propose to ‘offer 
the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the members of this House derelict 
of duty and who were arrested at midnight shall 
receive the same punishinent as those now under 
order of arrest. 

Mr.. SWANN. I am perfectly willing to 
submit to the power of the House. Lam 
sorry the gentleman from New York disre- 
garded the statement I made here that I was 
indisposed. I left this House, as my friend 
from Delaware [Mr. Bices] knows, in a state 
of indisposition, unable to remain longer. 

Mr. DICKEY. Irise to a poiat of order, 
that debate is out of order. 

Mr. SWANN. If the gentleman thinks 
proper to censure me, he can do so. 

Mr. MERRIAM. I do not mean to censure 


you. : : 
7 Mr. SWANN. It looks very much in that 
way. 

Mr. DICKEY. And other members called 
to order. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairisnot 
unmindful the House has been in session all 
night long, and he is not unmindful on such 
occasions as this, when there is no busi- 
ness before tbe House, by unanimous con- 
sent members are indulged in a license which 
does not prevail on ordinary occasions. If 
gentlemen insist that the dignity of the House 
sball be preserved tbey must take their seats 
and keep them until there is business to be 
transacted. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move that alldelinquents 
be fined ten dollars unless. excused by the 
House. I do this forthe purpose of not mak- 
ing an invidious discrimination against any 
one particular member. I move that every 
man who is brought before the House be fined 
ten dollars unless he is excused. 

Mr. HARRIS; of Virginia. I raise the point 
of order that we must atlend to each case as it 
comes up. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire, in reply to what 
has already been said, to remark that I have 
been during my congressional career a witness 
to many such scenes as have occurred to-night, 
but I have never known better bumor or better 
decorum than during the whole period from 
eleven o'clock last night until. a short time 
ago. There was good nature from the begin- 
ning to the end. While there was a determ- 
ined will on both sides not to yield to each 
other, there was not, so faras my knowledge 
extends, a single unkind word passed between 
members. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
recurs on the amendment submitted. by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. DICKEY. ] 

Mr. BIRD. ‘That is not in order; no man 


-can be fined until produced at:the bar of the 
: House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 


sustains the point-of order, and rules the reso- 
tion out of order. . a 
.Mr. PERCE. . I should like to ask the Chair 
whether it is not in order.to move to adjourn, 
The SPEAKER pro. tempore. It: is in 


order. . ; Pes 

Mr- PERCE. I do not care to make the 
motion myself, but only ask for information. 

Mr. SNAPP.. I move to take arecess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘There being 
now-a-quorum of the House, itis competent for 
the House to take a recess by unanimous con- 
sent. Without a quorum it could not be done 
atall. 

Mr. BIRD. L object. 

Mr. SNAPP, (at six o’clock and twenty- 
five minutes a.m.) I move that the Honse 


do now adjourn. 


The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to make a parliament- 
ary inguiry. There being a quorum present 
in the House now, is it competent tor the 
‘House by unanimous ‘consent to fix an hour 
to-morrow, or on any ‘other day, when the 
pending measure shall be disposed of without 
dilatory motions, and without being interfered 
with by reports of conference committees ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
makes answer to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts that it would be ‘in order for the 
House to dispensé with further proceedings 
under the ‘call, and then,:a quorum being 
present, to take any proceedings they may 


see fit. 
Mr. PETERS. Within the rules of the 


House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But if, be- 
tween dispensing with the proceedings under 
the call of the House and proceeding to take 
action on the pending bill, gentlemen should 
absent themselves so as to. leave the House 
without a quorum, the same difficulty would 
be again experienced as has already arisen. 

Mr. HOAR. | I desire further to inquire of 
the Chair if there is any rule which provides 


-that proceedings under a call cannot be modi- 


fied by unanimous consent, so ‘that, without 
dispensing with the proceedings under the 
call, unanimons consent might be given to 
such a proposition as-I have suggested. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
having suspended its business and ordered a 
call ofthe House, and having determined that 
absentees shall be brought in by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, must finish that business betore it 
proceeds to other business, or must dispense 
with that business if it sees fit to do so. Then, 
a quorum being present, the pending business 
will be the question on the passage of the bill 
which has been reported by the Committee of 
Claims. Of course on that question the House 
can then take any action under the rules that 
it pleases. aw 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. Would it now 
be in order to proceed to finish the call of the 
Committee of Claims for reports ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not, 
without unanimous consent. krg 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. I suppose 
there would be no objection, 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
had supposed that it could not be done at all; 
but He finds one case, and one only, in which, 
when a call of the House was being enforced 


‘and it was. proposed. to proceed to business, 


the Speaker held that the House might pro- 
ceed to business by unanimous consent. But, 
without that case before him, the Chair would 
have supposed that no business. could. be 
done during a eall of the House even by unan 
imous consent. i 

Mr. SNAPP. I desire to’ make a parlia 
mentary inquiry. If we do not adjourn 1 
would like to. know how we are to. get, our 
breakfast? . [ Laughter. ] 

The Sergeani-at-Arms appeared at the bar 
and stated that pursuant to the order of the 
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House he had arrested and had now at the. bar 
of the House Mr. Stoss of Alabama, and Mr. 
Speer of Georgia. ‘eg noted i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. SLoss 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, in pursuance of the 
order of the House, has arrested. you and 
brought you to its bar for being absent from 
the sittings of the House without its leave. 
What excuse have you to offer? ` de 

- Mr. SLOSS. J have been quite unwell for 
several days, and‘was so unwell last night that 
I had to leave thé House. ` ns 

Mr. HAMLBETON. ‘The gentleman stated 
to me that he was indisposed before he left 
the House. ` 

Mr. DOX.. 
excused. 
_. The motion was agreed to. _- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. SPEER 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, in: pursuance of the 
order of the House, has arrested you and 
brought you to its*bar -for being absent from 
the sittings of the. House without. its leave. 
What:excuse have you to offer? 

Mr.. SPEER, of Georgia. 1 remained here 
last night until half past ten o'clock. I have 
not been absent from.a single day session 
since I have been a member of the House. 
Last night I was physically unfit to remain. 
There are members on this floor, Mr. MeCor- 
mick of Missouri, and Mr. DARRALL of Louis- 
jana, to whom yesterday I mentioned that I 
was unwell, that I was suffering from rheuma- 
tism and liver complaint. It lacked only ten 
minutes of eleven when I left the House last 
night. -Had I not been so unwell I would 
have remained all night, for I like fun myself. 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. PERCE. I move that he be excused. 

_ Mr. MOREY. I move that he be taken to 
the bastile, to be removed therefrom on his 
own motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
declines to entertain the motion of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana. 

The question was put on Mr. Perce’s mo- 
tion, and Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, was excused. 

After a brief interval the Sergeant-at-Arms 
appeared at the bar of the House and an- 
nounced that in pursuance of the order of 
tbe House he had arrested and had at the bar 
of the House Mr. Rice, of Ilinois. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Mr. Rice, you 
have been absent from the sessions of the 
House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? : 

Mr. RICK, of Ilinois. The simple state- 
ment. Í have to make is that I remained here 
during the evening session up to about the 
usual hour of adjournment, when, anticipating 
a speedy adjournment, I went to my hotel and 
did not know until this morning that the. House 
had continued its session. J presented myself 
here voluntarily, and did not know until now 
that Í had been arrested. I learned early this 
morning that the House was still in session, 


I move that Mr. Stoss be 


and I immediately rose and came up here. lj 


acted in the best lights before. me. 
Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. 

that the gentleman be excused. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Afser another interval the Sergeant-at-Arms 
appeared at the bar and announced that in pur- 
suance of the order of the House he had arrested 
and had at the bar of the House Mr. ‘TUTHILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. TUTHILL, 
you have been absent from the sessions of the 
House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. TULHILL. I was in the House till 
about half past ten. o’ciock, and then, not feel- 
ing well, I went home and went to bed. 
have uo other excuse. : 

Mr. MANSON. I move that the gentle- 
man be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 


After another interval the Sergeant-at-Arms 


I move 


appeared at the bar and announced that in 


arrested and had at the bar of the House Mr. 
WINCHESTER. _ HO ra ak 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. WIN- 
CHESTER; you have been absent from the ses- 
sions of the House without its leave. What 
excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. WINCHESTER. I have been detained 
from the House the past two days by sickness 
in my family. J eame to the House last eyen- 
ing and remained a few moments. I under- 
stood no business was to be transacted except 
reports from the Committee of Claims, and I 
returned to my room. $ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. 
the gentleman be excused. 

The motiou was agreed to. 


Mr. EAMES. I bave been here all night, 
and Lask leave of absence until eleven o'clock, 
~The SPEAKER :pro tempore. The House 
having directed a call of the House and ordered 
the doors to be.closed, leave of absence can- 
not be granted to any member of the House 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SEARKWEATHER. The gentleman 
rooms next to me, and | can say truly that I 
believe him to be much ‘more’ unwell than 
many of those whom we have excused. He 
has been unwell for the last week. 

Mr. EAMES. I do not put it on that 
ground, but I have been here all night and 
I now desire to be excused. 

Mr. PETERS. I move to amend the 
motion by including Mr. Sawyer and myself. 
[Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 

will submit that as a separate request. Is 
there objection to excusing the gentleman 
from Rhode Island, Mr. Hames? 
_ Mr. CONGER. L[ object. The gentleman 
says he does not ask it on the. ground of ill 
health, and I do not thivk he has suffered any 
more by his detention here than all the rest 
have, 

Mr. EAMES. 1 think I have. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to granting leave of absence to the 
gentleman from Maine, Mr. Perers, and the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. SAWYER, for 
the remainder of the day? 

Several members objected. 


Afier some further time, 

‘The Sergeant at-Arms appeared at the bar 
of the House having in charge Mr. HERNDON, 
of ‘Texas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Hery- 
DON, you have been arrested by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms by direction of the House for being 
absent from its. session without its: leave. 
What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. HERNDON. I have no excuse except 
that I felt very unwell last evening, and for 
that reason I did not attend at the evening 
session. At eleven o’clock I was informed by 
agentleman who had been here that probably 
the House would adjourn ‘in a few minutes, 
and therefore I did not come up here. That is 
the only excuse I have to offer. 

Mr. SAWYER. . Imove that the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Hernpon] be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ls there 
objection to excusing the gentleman from 
Texas? : 

Mr. CREBS. I object. 

_ The question was then taken upon the mo- 
tion to excuse Mr. HERNDON, andit was agreed 
to, upon a division—ayes 35, noes 25. 

At seven o'clock a. m. 

Mr. EAMES moved to dispense with all 
further proceedings under the call-ordered by 
the House. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The Sergeant-atsArms appeared at the bar 
of the House, having in charge Mr. Peck, of 
Ohio. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. PECK, 
you have been arrested by the Sergeant-at- 
‘Arms and brought to the bar of the House by 


I move that 


pursuance of the order of the Honse he had || its order for being absent without its leave, 


What excuse have you to offer? Maes : 
Mr. PECK. I was here a reasonable: time 
last night. I thought the machine was running 
very well, and that they could do without me ; 
lL therefore went home. oe de heen eee 
Mr. DICKEY. That is the best excuse. I 
have yet heard. Cee fos 
Mr. STARK WEATHER. 
gentleman be excused. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PECK., I must-say that I would rather 
have paid the fine than to have been taken from 
my room. - : 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar 
of the. House having in charge Mr. POLAND, 
of Vermont. l 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. POLAND, 
the. Sergeant-at-Arms, by direction: of the 
House, bas arrested you and. brought you to 
its bar for being absent from its session with- 
out:its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. POLAND. l remained. here’ very 
patiently and diligently until five o'clock this 
morning, and atter- having ascertained - that 
there was a quorum present : 

Mr.. DICKEY. And run ‘the blockade 
twice. [Laughter. ] : 

Mr. POLAND.. I supposed there would be 
no farther necessity for my attendance; and 
being in quite infirm health 1 took the liberty 
to retire. 

Mr. GOODRICH. I move that the excuse 
of the gentleman be received as sufficient. 

Mr. SHANKS. If [am not mistaken this 
is an old offender. [ Laughter. ] f 

Mr. BRIGHT. As the gentleman seems to 


I move that the 


I| be an honest one, I beg leave to say that he 


should be excused. e 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
takes leave to suggest that if all the other mem- 
bers of the House had acted upon the same 
principle, there would have been no House 
present at this time. 

The question was taken upon the motion to 
excuse Mr. PoLanb; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 54, noes 17. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, said: L ask. for 
tellers, so that we may see how large a num- 
ber of members are in attendance. 

“Tellers were not ordered, there being nine- 
teen in the affirmative, (uotone fifth of a quo- 


rum.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Poranp] has. been 
excused, and will resume his seat. 

Mr. DICKEY. And I hope he will remain 
now. [Laughter. ] 

At ten minutes past seven o'clock a: m.; 

Mr. SNAPP moved that the: House adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. ` 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I move that 
when the House adjourus to-day it be to meet 
on Monday next. , 

Mr. DICKEY. That is not in order, unless 
there is a quorum present. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
rum here. i 

Mr. DICKEY. That has not been ascer- 
tained yet. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I withdraw my 


motion, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that all further 
proceedings touching the absentees from this 
House be postponed until half past ten 
o'clock, to the end that the House may pro- 
ceed to vote upon the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Bincuam] moves to post- 
pone further proceedings under this call, to. 
the end that the Llouse, having relieved itself 
of the call, may proceed to take up the bill 
which was pending before the cail was ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. I raise the point that the 
motion is not in order. 


“Mr. BINGHAM. I submit that, it is in 


There is a quo- 


order ; that it has been done more than once 
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when there has been 4 ‘call pending.” Does 
the gentleman suppose that we arë bound to 
wait indefinitely for the return of absentees? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
bay, in answer tothe gentleman from Ohio [Mr 
INGHAM] and the gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. Coneir,] that it is in order to move tha 
further proceedings under the call be dispens& 
with, and that, if the motion be carried, the 
House will, provided a quorum be present, be 
in full possession of its powérs, and ‘can pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the. bill; but 
. the Chair does not understand that; except by 
general consent, an arrangement can be made 
by which the House shall bind itself in regard 
to its action after the call is dispensed with... 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave seen-it done; I 
have seen members brought heté some hours 
after:an adjournment to answer st the bar of 
the House: The power of the House does not 
cease by reason of ati adjournment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unghestion- 
ably that is trae; and aftet the proceedings 
under the call have been dispensed with; ex- 
cept as.to bringing in absent members, the 
House could then. proceed to other business, 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is all I meani. I 
made my motion to postpone the further hear: 
ing of excuses till half past ten o'clock a. th. ; 
but Ido not, care if eleven o'clock be fixed. 
What I desire is that we may have a vote od 
this bill. i 

Mr. GARFIELD; of Ohios ` I offered such 
a resolution some hours ago; but it was not 
listened tu. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to postpone fur- 
ther . proceedings touching absentees, to the 
end that we may proceed to business. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave but one objection 
to the motion of the gentlemiin frorn Ohio. I 
am one of those who have remained here the 
entire night. : 

Mr, BINGHAM. Soam I. . . 

Mr. RANDALL. Our experience in dis- 
pensing with the call has shown that those 
gentlemen who are hostile to this bill bave 
deserted their posts as Soon as the doors were 
reopened, ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have not done anything 
of the kind. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not say the gentle: 
man had, But Ewas about to say that if we 
can have any assurance that that proceeding 
will not be repeated, 1 shall not object to the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. DICKEY. We have twice to-night had 
a quorum here, and after the call of the House 
was dispensed with, some gentlemen Have 
absented themselves. i i 

Mr. BINGHAM, Is that any reason why 
we should not go on and discharge our busi- 
ness and attend to the absentees afterward 
when they are brought in? 

Mr, DICKEY. daperientia docet, We have 
bad two calls and dispensed with them; and 
we have seen the result. o 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
would rule that it is within the power of the 
House to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call except as to the hearing of ex- 
euses and the arrest or discharge of absentees 
at such ume hereafter as may be fixed. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Isimply wish to say that if 
wecan have any assurance from gentlemen who 
have antagonized the bill that they will not run 
out of the House as soon as procéedings under 
the call are dispensed with, the majority of the 
House ate perfectly willing to dispense with the 
call, and after voting on the passagė of the bill 
adjourn. But if the enemies of the bill intend 
to run oùt of the House as soon as the call is" 
dispensed with, the majority must insist on 
remaining here till we get ten or fifteen more 
members. $ 

Mr. PERCE. I object to debate. ` 

Mr. BINGHAM. Such persons can be 
brought to the bar for contempt and put where 
they will not run away. nae 

Mr, CONGER. I make the point that if 


the Housé dispenses with proceedings under 
the call it relievés the Sergeant-at‘Arms from 
his orders. to bring absentees.to. the House. 

- The SPEAKER gro tempore. The Chair 
would say to the gentleman from Michigan 
{ Mx. Conair] that it is competent and usual 
for the House to dispensé with all further pro- 
ceedings únder a call except the bringing of. 
abséntees- before the House, at a particular 
time which the House may designate. That 
igthé nature of the motion of the gentleman 
Front Ohio, (Mt. Bigiiant:)] l 
` The Sergeant-at-Arms presented himself at 
the barʻof the House, having Mr. Bieäs, of 
Delaware, in custody. = 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mi. Bicas, 
you have absented yourself froin the session of 
the House withoutits leave: What excuse have 
you to offer? ; i : i 

Mr. BIGGS: None aball, because [ thought 
évery Christian gentleman ought to retire a 
half past elevéti o'clock. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BECK. [should like to ask the géh- 
tleman from Delaware a question. 

Mr. PETERS. The eyes of Delaware are 
on you. (Laughter. ] i : 

Mr. BECK. Did not the gentleman leave 
the House iii pleasant company? 

Mr. BIGGS. I left with Governor Swani. 
[Ldughter. | : 

Mr: BINGHAM. I object to this colloquy. 

Mr. PETERS. I didve to excuse the gén- 
tletman ftom Delawiie because he has told 
the trtith. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
52, noes 17. a 

So the motion was agtced to. : 

Mr. MOORE. ` It is stated by some of the 
leading members of the House that it is com- 
petëiit for the House when the délinduent 
membéts are here to take a vote, to close the 
dobrs, and to keep them closed during the time 
the vote is being taken: I ask if that is in 
order ? 

The SPEAKBR pro temporé:- The Chair 
will state in-réply td the gentleman from Fli- 
ols that when thé House dispenses with ‘all 
farther proceedings under the call it is the 
duty of the Speaker to direct the Doorkeeper 
to opeu the doors, for otherwise the House 
would proceed to conduct its business with 
closed doors, and the House of Representa- 
tives does not conduct public business with 
closed doors, ` 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, 
having Mr. ARTHUR; of Kentucky; in custody. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. ARTHUR; 
you have absented yourself from the sittings 
of the House without its leave. What excuse 
have you to offer ? 

Mr. ARTHUR. Ihave not any excuse to 
offer, sir. 

Mr. PETERS. I move that he be excused: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 


man from Ohio moves, as the Chair under- 
| stands, that. the absent members shall be 


brought to the bar ata certain day and hour. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I imove, in view of our 


‘business, that farther proceedings touching 


absentees be suspended and postponed until 
half past ten o'clock Monday miorning next. 

The SPEAKER pro. tempore. That dis- 
penses with the call. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Tt does not dispense-with 
the call. The call has been exhausted, and 
now the House is heatiig excuses of absent 
members. . Members absent have been found 


absent. The warrant bas gone out for their 
arrest, There is no call pending before the 
House. It is a proceeding the House can sus- 


end to go to other business. ae 
The SPEAKER pro tempore... The Chair 
does not understand it as the gentleman does, 
The words ‘‘call of the House’’ cover the 
entire proceeding. het 
Mr..BINGHAM. This House can by order 
suspend the hearing of excuses till any time 
it pleases. . tt. E a : 
Mr. BANKS. Ihave seen it done often. — 


SS a A 


Mr. BINGHAM. So have I. I ask unai: 
imous consent to order to postpone the hear- 
ing of excuses. If that could not be done 
this House would be at the mercy of a single 
absentee for a month. I do. not propose to 
wait here for absentees, but to attend to 
business. Supposing’ your warran could not 
overtake him, are we to sit here and await his 
return? $ N a te 
‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The. Chair 
does not differ from the view of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Binenau.] The Chair 
undérstands that the call of the House is a 
procéeding on the part of thé House, when it 
finds itself without a quorum, to bring to its 
bar its members absent without its leave. To 
that end, having ascertained who aré thë de- 
linquents, it directs the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
bring them to the bar. . It may at-any time 
dispense with. further proceedings under the 
call, and it will: thereby discharge the delin- 
quents.not yet brought before the House, uni 
less it fixes:a day and time thereafter at which 
they shall answer. But so long as the House 
sees fit to keep the call open, it continues to 
be thé duty uf the Sergeant-at-Arms to bring 
in absent members ; because the House may 
be unwilling, although a quorum has been ob: 
tained, to go into other business without a 
larger number of members present. At what 
time does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bina: 
am] propose that: the absent members, still 
absent without leave, shall appear at the bar? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I proposed half ‘past tex 
o’clock to-day. : 53 : 
Mr. RANDALL. JI move to amend by 
making the time eleven o’clock'on Monday. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Taccept the amendment, 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let me suggest 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Rax- 
DALL) that eleveri o’ clock is the hour for dpen- 
ing the session of the House, and that that 
would be an inconvenient hour to which to 
défer these proceediiigs. pes SARTO ta 
Mr. RANDALL. Then ‘say half past éleveti. 
Mr. BINGHAM. | L-accept, that’ modifica- 


tions. : é see a 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. : ‘The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mc: Brycuam] moves that 
farther proceedings: under the call bë sus- 
pended, and that the Sergeant-at-Arms be 
directed to bring delinquent. weinbers before 
the House at its sitting on Monday, at half 
past eleven o’clock a.m.‘ 

Mr. RANDALL, Is it in order to sécute 
from members present some sort of under: 
standing that when the proceedings under the 
call are suspended they will remaiti, so that 
we shall have a.quorum? ~ 3 
The SPEAKER pro tempore: The gentle: 
man’s question may be ä very proper one, but 
itis not in order in @ parliamentary sénse, ` 
Mr. HOLMAN. It isvery manifèst that the 
continuance of this call is a matter of no mo! 
ment whatever. It is simply ati embarrass- 
tient to the officets of the House, nothing 
more. It seins to më that the House, with 
a due regard to its ‘businéss, cai now very 
safely dispense with this call entirely. 

Mr. DICKEY. No, air. 

Mr. HOLMAN. it is now half past Beven 
o'clock; and I take it for granted that it is 
an. absolute absurdity to talk about continuing 
this call. We do ndt intend to enforce any 
penalties on the gentlemen -brought to the 
bar. By continuing the proceedings we sim- 
ply embarrass out proceedings when we meet 
again... eet a 

I move, therefore, to amend the proposition 
of the gentlernan from Ohio by simply provid- 
ing that all further proceedings under this.call 
be dispensed with, so that we: may come di- 
rectly to a vote on the pending billi I trust 
there will.be.no objection to that. : © > 

Mr. CONGER. Lobject. 2.0205 atonu 
Mr. HOLMAN. : Then I make the motion 
that all further proceedings under the call; be 
dispensed with, and that. the..House, procced 


r 


to act on the pending bill. 
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The SPEAKER pré tempore. The Chair 
will inquire of the getitleman: from Indiana, 
when the House dispenses with. further. pro- 
ceedings. under this call; and a quorum .ig 
present, is there anything intervening to: pre? 
ee pale House from considering the pending 

i pieni i CPN 

Mr. BINGHAM. Nothing. 


` Mr. HOLMAN. If my motion is agreed toy 


T will immediately call the regular prder... The 
previous question has been seconded om thè 


all. eee eee ne 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore: If the pro: 
ceedings under the call. are dispensed with, a 
call for the regular order, without any motion, 
will bring the bill before the House. She 
r. DICKEY. Then we will encounter 
the old experience—gentlemen will dodge and 
run,.out.to ated a quorum, t 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 do not think the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dickey] is just 
to the members of the House. vison 
. Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. They-will not 
do.so any more... i : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BINGHAM] actept 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Horman] that further proceedings under 
the call be dispensed with? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. My thotiou is to dispense 
with farther, proceedings under the.call. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Let us have 
amnesty and, go ott with tiie bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to: make this re: 
mark: we have for nine long. bours been 
repesting over and: over agdinj till this is the 
fourth time, an. attempt to have a tall of this 
House, and as soon as a call was. commenced 
the House has dispensed with further proceed- 
ings under it. Now, I say that it is due to the 
members of the Housé; aud to the House itself, 
that. we should proveed with this cull. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then. the 
gentleman will vote against the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana. , 

Mr. DICKEY. Is there any understanding 
that these gelitléelnen dré going to stay hère 
and vote? ‘ i 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I désire to 
mike a parliamelitary inquiry. Suppose thé 
Housë meets at thé usual hour, what will bë 
the cotidition of the méimberd wlio are ulidér 
arrest? Will they bé éntlilud to vote? I pret 
sume not. — nn a 

‘Thé SPEAKER pro téirpore. The drdex 
öf thë Houdé dispéhsinig With furthér proceed- 
ings ndër tHe call dischdiges thë delingudit 
metdberd, aird they will Kë avliberty to resumé 
theit seats ih the House to-day or to-morrow, 
this being still Friday’s session. | ines 

The qilestiot wás put of Mt. Hotitan’s 
motion; and there were—ayes 94, noes 19. 
~ So all further proceedings under the call 


were dispensed with, and the doors were re- | 


opened, 2.0, a 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now move to reconsider 
the vote by which the House ordered the yeas 
and nays, on the passage of the bill... 
. Mr. HOAR. The:gentleman did 
inthe affirmative. i 5 ; 
. Mr. HOLMAN. I will modify my motion; 
and move to suspend the rules and pass the 
Dik. cscs oe. ee : é 
..Mr. HAWLEY. , What is the present con- 
dition of. the question? Were not the yeas 
and nays ordered.on the passage of the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They were 
ordered on the passage of the bill, which is 
the quesiion now before, the House. : 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I suggest that 
under the Colistitution you cannot buspend the 
rules go fHat the yes and nays cannot be 


not. vote 


called. . ; ae 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen 
will please understand the situation of the 
question. ‘The House has ordered that ipon 
the passage of this bill the question shall be 
talién by péis and nays. The gentleman from 


Tndiand now moves that the rules be stispended 
atid the bill passed without the taking of thé 
yéas hnd háys 0 0o ; 

Mr. E H. ROBERTS. -I raise the point of 


| ofder that it {8 tot a thld büt & constitutional 


| 


provisidh thatthe yeas and nays may be ordered 
by one fAFtH df the itdiibers present. 

The SPEAKER ‘bro tempore. And theChait 
would. rule’ that the yeas and Hays might be 
chiled otf thé niotion of: the gentleman from 
Indiana. ` ae ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I withdrat my mö: 
tion to suspend the tiles; and ask that the yeas 
and nays may be taken upon the passage of 
the bill. are a 

Mr: CONGER. I make the point of order 
that whith the House found itstlf withoit a 
quorum it was dividing, takibg the yeas atd 
nays on the pasddge of the. Bill, ahid that no 
intervening motion is in otdér until the yeas 
ahd nays have been called on the passage of 
the bill... š ; : 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The Chair 
sustains the point of order so far as it relates 
to the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Loud gties of Olt thé roll? 

Mi. DONNAN: I rise to move that the 
House do now adjöurh:; 

Mr. HAY. I bopé the Chair will ëtiter- 
tain thitt motion: [Loud cries öf “Call the 
FOUN oc cote ar ee ; t9 

The SPEAKER pro iempore. The Clerk 
will proceed to cull the roll when he hs the 
diréctiod of thé Chair go. to do, and the Chair 
will give that direction at the proper tite; 
but he does not propose that ähything sHall be 
done while „he is in the chair that is not 
entirely fair. to every member; without refer- 
ente to whether it ke upre abis ot disagteeable 
toall the test of the Houge combined. The 
gentleman from [owa rose in tiine to make the 
motion’to adjourn: Doés Hb insist upon it? 

Mr. DONNAN. I do insist upon it. 

Mr. ACKER, I move that when the House 
adjourns it adjoiit to meet on Monday next. 

The question wads put of Mr. ACKERS’ mo- 
tion; dnd there were—ayes 73; noes 30. 

Mr. CONGER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays wete ordered. ed 

The question Was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—Yeas 59, nays 76, nob voulng 
105; as follows: l 

YEAS — Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Beck, Bigby. 
Biggs, Bird, Braxton, Bright, Buffinton, Cdldwoll, 
Campbell; Carroll, Conner, Crossland, Dickey; Dox, 
Duke, Henr D. Foster, Getz, Giddings. Golladay, 
Haldemin, lLambleton,, Handley, Hanks, Harper, 
George B. Harris; Hertidon, Ldmison, Manson, Me- 
Clelland, McHenry, Niblack, Orr, Poland, Potter, 
Price, Prindle, Randall, Read, John M. Rice, Rob- 
inson, Sion H. Rogers, Shanks, Slater, H. Board- 
man Smith, Jobn A. Smith, Thomas J. Speer, 
Swann, Terry, Wasbingtod Townsend, Turner, 
Tuthill, Van Trump; Vaughan, Whitthorne, Wil- 
liams of Now York, Winchester, dnd Young—59. 

NAYS—Messis. Adams, Arbhet, Banks, Bakndth, 
Beatty, Bell, Bingham, James G. Blair, Buckley, 
Burdett, Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Cotton, 
Crebs, Critcher, Dunnell, Eames, Fiokelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Roster, Gitficld, Garrett, 
Goodrich, Hatsey, Hancock, Harmer; John T. Har- 
ris, Havens, Hawley, Hay,Gerry W. Hazelton, Herd- 
ford, Hibbard, Hoar, Holman, King, Lansing, Lowe, 
McCofmick, McCrary, McGrew, McIntyre, MeJun- 
kin, Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, Moore; Patker, 
Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Perce, 

eters, Rainey, Edward Y. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, 
Roosevelt, Rusk, Sawych, Scofield, Sessions, Shoe- 
haker, Sloss; Snapp, Starkweather, Strong, Thomas, 
Twichell, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Wells Wil- 
tardi Wiliems of Indiana, and Jeremiah M. Wil- 
son—76. ; í g 

"NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, 
Barber, Barry, Beveridge, Austin Blair,. Boles, 
Brooks, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, Clarke, Cobb, Cox, Crecly, Crocket, Dar- 
rall, Dávis, Dawes, De Large, Donnan, Da Bose, 
Dueli, Eldredge, Biliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, 
Forker, Frye, Griffith, Hale, Hays. John. W, Hazel- 
ton, Hill. Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lam- 
ort, Leach, Lewis, Tiynea, Marsbatl, Maynard, 
Heke, McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, 

itchell, Monroe, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leona- 
ard Myers, Negley, Packard, Palmer, Pendleton, 
Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, Ritchie, 
William R. Roberts, Jobn Rogers. Sargent, Seeley, 
Sheldon, Shellabargét, Sherwood, Shober, Slocum, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, 
Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, 
Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, Sypher,Taife, Dwight 


Townsend,‘ Tyner, Upson, Voorhees,’ Waddell, 
Wakeman, Walden, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
John T. Wilson, and Wood--105. = = 0 7. 

So the motion of Mr. Acker was not agreed 
to. ae i ' 

The qüestion récurred upon the totion of 
Mr. Dornan, that the House adjourn; and 
being taken, upoñ a división, theré were— 
ayes 85, noes 78. hk: Py apes 
. Before the result of the vote was anounced, 

Mr. DONNAN called for the yeas and nays, 

The question was taken upon ordéring the 
yeas and nays; and there weré hineteen in the 
affirmative, not onë fifth of the last vote. 

_ Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. DONNAN called for tellers on Ordering 
the yeas and nays. S A Moe 

Tellers were not ordered, theré being sixteen 
in thé affirmative; hot one fifth of 4 quorum. 

Thé yeas ahd nays wete accordingly not 
ordered. í 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular 


order. F a ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The regular 
order is the question upon the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 589, for the relief of Thomas B. 
Wallace, of Lexington, Missouri, upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. f 

The. question was again taken; and there 
were—yeas 104, nays 36, not voting 100; as 
follows: i 


. YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Banks, 
Barnum, Beck, Bell, Bigby, Biges, Bird, James G. 
Bizit, Braxton, Bright, Buflintdfi, Burdett, Cald- 
well, Campbell; Carroll, Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo; 
Conner, (Crebs, Critcher, Crpseland, ic key, Dox; 
Duke, Dinsell; ames, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D, Foster, 
Frye, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Haldeman, 
Hambleton, Hancoc k, Handley, Hanks, Jlarmer, 
Harper, George E, Uarris, Jobn T. Harris, ‘Havens, 
Hay, Herefurd, Herndot, Hibbiird, Holman, Kerr; 
King, Lamison, Lansing, Lowe, Manson,, MeClel- 
land, McUormick, McGrew, Mellenry, Melntyre, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Moore, Niblack, Palmer, Llosea 
W. Parker, Perce, Eli Perry, Potter, Prico, Rainey, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y, Rice, John M. Rice, Rob- 
erison, Sion H. Roberts, Roosevelt, Sessio is, Slater 
Sloss, H. Boatdman’ Siiith, Suthefland, Swann, 
Terry, Washington’ Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, 
Ewichell, Van Trump, Vaughan, Wallace, Walls, 
Wells, Whitthornc, Williams of Ludiana, Williams 
of New York. Winchestet, and Young—104. 

NAYS—Messrs. Austin Blair) Conger, Cotton, 
Crocker, Dawes, Donnan, Garfield, Goodrich, Halsey, 
Hawley, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hoar, Kelley, McCrary, 
McJunkin, Metriam, Negley, Orr, Packer, Peck, Po- 
ters, Poland; Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Shanks, 
Shoemaker, John A. Smith, Snapp, Stark weather 
Stoughton, Strong, Thomas, Wa: dron, Willard, and 
Jeremidh M. Wilsen—3b. : 
-NOL VYOLING—Messrs.: Adams; Amblér, Ames, 
Averill, Barber, Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bingham, 
Boles, Brooks, buckley, Burchard, Benjamin K, But- 
ler, Roderick R. Butler, Clarke, Cobb; Cox, Creely, 
Darrall, Davis, De Large, Du Bose, Duell, : Bl- 
dridge, Elliott. Ely, Farnsworth, Forker, Griffith, 
Hale, Hays, John W. azelton, Hill, Hooper, 
Houghton, Kellogg, Kendall, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Kinsella, Lamport..-Leach,. ‘Lewis,: Lyneh; Mar- 
shall, Maynard, McKee, McKinney, MeNeely, Mer- 
eur, Merrick, Mitchell, Monroe, Morey, Morgan, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Packard, Isaac ©. Parkér, 
Pendieton, Aaron, Fa Perry, Platt, Porter, Prindle, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, John Rogers, Sargent, 
Sedfield, Seeley, Sheldon, Shellubatger, Sherwood, 
Shober, Slocum, Worthington C. Sinith, Snyder, R: 
Milton Speer, Thomas. J, Speer, Sprague, Stevens, 
Stevenson, Storm, Stowell, St. John, Sypher, Lafe, 
Dwight Townsend, Tyner, Upsoh, Voorhees, Wid- 
dall, Wakeman, Walden, Warren. Wheeler, White- 
ley, John T. Wilson, and Wood--100. ' 


So the bill passed. . 
Mr. HOLMAN moved to recbnsider thë 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. : ` 
The lattet motion was agreed to. 
, __ ~ ORDER OF BUSINESS. L IE 
Mr. POLAND. I rise to make a privileged 
report from a committee of conference. ` 
‘Mr. DICKEY. I möve to postpone the 
report until Monday next at twelve o'clock. ` 
Mr. POLAND. It will not take more than 
à minute or two., 7 (tote Gee 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio; Lask the gén- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. Potanp].to yield 
to me to make a privileged motions: 
Mr. POLAND.. I will yield if I tan have 
the floor again to ‘submit my report. ` 
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oo io ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY.: oy. 
“Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move: that, 
when the House adjourns to-day. it be to meet 
on Monday next. When that motion was 
made a short time since I had not. had an op- 
portunity to.consult with the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, { Mr. Dawss.] 
I make the motion now after consultation 
with him... A aed 

Mr. : BINGHAM. 
days on that, motion. , ; 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there 
being six in the affirmative, not one fifth of- 
the last vote, ` i 
. The motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, was 
then agreed to.. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote just taken; and also moved that 
the motion to. reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
ae VORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Frise for the 
purpose of asking the House 

Mr. DICKEY. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. |: i 

Mr. SHANKS. 
ileged report: ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had 
recognized the gentleman trom Vermont [Mr. 
Powtanp] to submit a report from a committee 
of conference—a question of the highest priv- 
ilege. The gentleman from Vermont gave way 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, | 
by the general consent of the House, to enable 
him to make a motiou for adjourning over, 
with the understanding that the geutlemas from 
Vermont should afterward be recognized. 

Mr. DICKEY. Irise to a question of higher 
privilege, .I move that this House do now 
adjourn, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Is it in order to lay the 
report on the table for the present? 

' Mr. DICKEY. I for one do not propose 
that these gentlemen shall override the motion 
to adjourn. i 

Mr. POLAND. Thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Dicxrey] has not the floor to 
make that motion. — 

Mr. COGHLAN. Irise tọ a point of order: 
My point is that this is a session set apart 
especially for business of the Committee of 
Claims, and that no other business is in order 
or can be entertained except by unanimous 
consent. i 

Mr, POLAND.. Why, sir, yesterday by 
special arrangement under the rules of the 
House, enforced also by unanimous consent, 
the Committee for the District of Columbia 
were entitled to the day alter two o’clock; 
yet we were taken off the floor by aconference 
report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the ses- 
sion of the House for this Friday evening 
[Jaughter] had been specially assigned for 
business of the Committee of Claims, to the 
exclusion of all other business, the point of 
the gentleman from. California [Mr. CoeH- 
LAN} would unquestionably be well taken; 
but the Clerk informs the Chair that the order 
assigning this evening to the Committee of 
Claims for their report was not to the exclu- 
sion of all other business. The Chair, there- 
fore, overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to. make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. With this report pending 
before the House, is it not still in order to 
move an adjournment? 

The SPEAKER pro temporé. It would 
undoubtedly be in order to move an adjourn- 
meat : 

Mr. DICKEY. I have made that motion 
several times already, and I now-renew it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. `The Chair | 


cannot recognize the gentleman from Penn- | 


I call for the yeas, and 


I rise to present a priv- 


sylvania [ Mr. Dicxey] for that motion for this {i 


reason: the gentleman from Vermont had risen | 


to.make.a. conference.report, which. is a ques- 


.tion -of the: highest privilege.. He yielded to. | 


enable the gentleman from Ohio. [Mr.. Gar- 


` FIELD] to. make his motion, upon the assurance’ 


of being again recognized as soon as the mo- 
tion of the: gentleman. {rom Ohio was disposed 
of. Having become thus entitled to-the floor,: 
he isxecognized by the Chair in preference even 


: to a. gentleman who rises to move to adjourn. 


Mr. HOLMAN... Pending the reading of 
that report, is it not in order to move to lay it 
on. the table temporarily ?- : Sih 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. . Unquestion 
ably. oao, ; : 

“Mr. HOLMAN. I make that motion. - 

_ Mr, RANDALL. I move :to: postpone the 
further consideration of the report till Mon- 
day next-at twelve o’clock. Pad a 

Mr. POLAND. Why, Mr. Speaker, the 
consideration: of: the report which I. submit. 
would not take half a minute. Hach one of 
these gentlemen has taken more time than the 
disposition of the report would occupy. 


DISTRICT JAIL. ` 


The SPEAKER pro. tempore. The Clerk 
will read the‘report before the Chair will enter- 
tain any motion in regard to it. . 

The Clerk. read as follows : 


The committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
to the bill (H. R. No. 1552) in relation to the con- 
struction of a new jail for the District of Colum- 
bia, having met, after full -and free conference have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend to their 
respective Houses, as follows: 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the first amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
the same. ` h 

Thatthe House recede from their ‘disagreement 
to the second amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendmentas follows: on page 
2of said amendment, line one, after the word ** hun- 
dred ” insert the words ‘and twenty-five;” and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

¿UKE P. POLAND 
H. H. STARK WEATHER, 
C. A. ELDREDGE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


CHARLES SUMNER, 
GEORGE VICKERS, 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
š Managers on the purt of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
understands the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Hormax] to withdraw his motion that a vote 
may be taken on agreeing to the, report. 
Mr. CONGER. I move that the House 
adjourn. | ` i 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at eight o’clock and fifteen minutes a. m., 
Saturday, May 25,) the House adjourned until 
Monday: next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred tothe appropriate 
committees : : 

By Mr. BANKS: The memorial of George 
Catlin, praying that his collection of Indian 
portraits, costumes, &c., may be purchased by 
the Government. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of H. C. 
Wells, William Hubart, and others, of Michi- 
gan, soldiers in the late war, in favor of a 
bounty of $8 33% per month, ; 

Also, the petition of Joseph Chubb and 
others, of Macomb county, Michigan, in favor 
of a bounty bill of $100. 

By Mr. HALSEY: The memorial of citi- 
zens of New versey, asking Congress not to 
alter the Constitution of the United States 
so as to allow a person of foreign birth to be 
made President. i 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of former 
members of first regiment of Wisconsin volun- 
teers enlisted under the first proclamation of 
President. Lincoln, praying.a bounty of $100 
to each of said members. 

By Mr. PRINDLE: The petition of the 
heirs of Captain Joshua Chamberlain; an officer 
of the revolutionary war, praying half pay 
and bounty land > | bt ine 


May 25, 


: IN SENATE.: 
: ’ Sarurpay, May 26, 1872. 

The Senate met at eleveno’tlock a. me 
Prayer by.the Chaplain, Rev. J. P: NEWMAN, 


The Secretary proceeded toread the Jour nal 
of yesterday’s proceedings. |. 5 

Mr. POOL. I move that the reading ofthe 
Journal be dispensed with, and-that the Sen- 
ate proceed tothe consideration of House bill 
No; 2192. Sot nels Ee ; : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from North Carolina asks that the further 
reading of the Journal bedispensed with, and 
that the Senate proceed to consider the bill in 
regard to a court in North Carolina. Is there 
objection? ; - 

Mr: VICKERS. | Yes, sir: 

The VICE PRESIDENT: 
from Maryland objects. 

The Secrétary resumed the reading of the 
Journal. eae 

Mr. POOL. The Senator from Maryland 
objected by mistake. He now withdraws his 
objection. Ps 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
further objection, the reading of the Journal 
will be dispensed with, and the bill indicated 
by the Senator from North Carolina is taken 
up. The Chair hears no objection. ` 

Mr. SUMNER. Before the Senator pro- 
ceeds, I hope the Senator will not interfere 
with me—— = : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
does not object? ; 

Mr. SUMNER. No, sir: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Chair 
understands that the bill is taken up by unan- 
mous Consent. 

_ Mr. SUMNER. I wish to make a corrée- 


tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
bill, the Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to 'make a personal state- 
ment The Chair hears no objection. : 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr, SUMNER. I find in the New York 
Times of yesterday what purports to be a re- 
port of the debate in executive session the day 
before on what is. understood to be the pend- 
ing treaty with Great Britain. I have no 
right to make a statement of what I said, or 
anybody else said, in executive session, but 
I have a right to vindicate myself against 
calumny, and to deny speeches falsely attrib- 
uted to me. The New York Times contains 
a speech said to have been made by me, which 
is a fabrication; and I particularly denounce 
as absurd and ridiculous this statement attrib- 
uted to me: ' < 3 . hoa 

“Great Britain should have been promptly noti- 


fied. when she proposed to break up the tribunal, 
that the result would be war.” i 


There is nota Senator within tbe sound of 
my voice who does- not know’ that I never 
uttered avy such thing, in open session or iù 
executive session. I deny it positively. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I wish to occupy one half 
of a second. I should not have done so but 
that the Senator from Massachusetts has. I 
merely rise to say that I hope thé Senate and 
the public will not ‘understand, because other 
Senators say nothing in relation’ to the stories 
which are circulated in the newspapers as to 
what has taken place in confidence, it is 
thereby to be inferred that there is any trath 
whatever in any of these statements. That ig 
ali I wish to say. ` ae 

COURTS IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will now report the bill before the Senate. | 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
2192) to establish a western judicial district of 
North Carolina. : : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. Ta f 


Mr. TRUMBULL, I do not suppose that 


‘The Senator 
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anything I can say will stay the passage of this 
bill; but: I think the Senate ought: to: know 
what itis and to vote upon it understandingly. 


My views I expressed the other day in opposi-. 


tion to the creation of. these new districts. 


Now £ hope Senators ‘will vote understand-' 


ingly, and Jet us know what we are doing. 
The State of North Carolina now constitutes 
one district. Courts ‘are held in. that State 
now by law at four. places; and it is by this 
bill. proposed. to.divide the State of: North 
Carolina into two districts, to have another 
judge, another district. attorney, and another 
marshal, and all the paraphernalia of two dis- 
tricts in North Carolina, and to hold court at 
three more places. If. this bill. pass United 
States. courts will be held at seven places in 
North Carolina, au agricultural State, with no 
city of any considerable size, no admiralty 
business of any consequence... You divide the 
State ef North Carolina, with a population of 
a million, into two districts, and hold the 
courts in seven places. 

_ Lam sorry to say the Judiciary Committee 
has reported in favor of this bill. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Morron] introduced 
a bill to divide the State of Indiaua in two 
judicial districts. Indiana has got a popula- 
tion one third more than North Carolina; it 
has got five times the Federal judicial business 
of North Carolina. It has acity in it, the city 
of Indianapolis, of fifty thousaud people or 
more. There is no such city in North Caro- 
lina, or anything like it. The committee 
reported against dividing the State of Indiana 
into two districts. A bill was introduced by 
the Senator from lowa [Mr. Wricut] the 
other day to divide the State of Iowa into two 
districts. The State of Jowa is a larger State 
than the State. of North Carolina, much larger 
ia population, and the State in territorial 
extent is not very different. The committee 
have reported against that. I do not suppose 
the report will make any difference. If the 
Senate is disposed to pass every one of these 
bills that the Senator from the State asks to 
have passed, then there is no stop to it. 

Now, I want the Senate to know that in the 
State of North Carolina they hold United 
States courts in four places. That there is no 
considerable city in the State, you all know. 
That there can be no considerable amount of 
business proper for a United’ States ‘court, 
everybody. familiar with the practice in the 
United States courts must know; and yet 
now you propose to hold the courts at seven 
places in that State, to divide it into two dis- 
tricts, and there is just as much ‘propriety for 
dividing it into ten districts. 

Mr. POOL. The Senator from Ilinois 
seems to be opposed to all bills of this charac- 
ter. I do not propose to take up the time of 
the Senate in discussing the merits of this 
measure to any considerable extent in answer 
to what be has said. It is enough for me to 
say that the bill has passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and come to us; that it has been 
examined by two committees, and reported 
upon, Í think, with almost entire unanimity. 
The State of North Carolina is larger in area 
than the State of New York. It is over seven 
hundred miles from one’end of it to the other. 
It is the third State in the Union in point of 
business. The State of Indiana, reerted to 
by the Senator from Illinois, does uot-stand 
higher than fifth on the list for business. North 
Carolina stands next after Pennsylvania, New 
York standing first. lt was so in 1868, so in 

. 1869, and so in 1871, without any regard to 
the Ku Klux cases as they are sometimes 
called. We have not the railroad facilities 
they have in Indiana, and in some of the 
‘northern States, and there is a large portion 
of the State which is medut to be putinto this 
new district, where we have no. facilities for 
traveling, and it is a great hardship on the 
people in that country to have to-come down 
into the eastern district, The Senator forgets 


that in the State of North Carolina we have: 


an immense admiralty business that takes up 


a great deal of the time of the-court. Nearly 


all the wrecks ofthe country are on our coast, 


and the number of cases growing out of:them 


are large and troublesome. : 

I do not propose to discuss the measure to 
any extent. . The Senator from Illinois opposes 
all these measures. I think there is a very 


good reason why the committee should have’ 


reported this bill favorably and reported the 
others adversely, because of all the bills of 


this class. that have been beforeus since I have 


been here, there is most merit in this, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I think perhaps it would. 


not be very proper to say why this bill is 
reported favorably and the others adversely ; 
but the Senate knows that the Senator from 
North Carolina, who is a very persuasive man 
and very influential, is & member of the Judi- 
ciary Committee. The Senator from Indiana 
is not; and I do not know if the Senator frm 
Indiana had been a member of that committee 
whether bis bill would have been reported 
adversely. It was, however. He was not on 
the committee, but the Senator from North 
Carolina was. The committee certainly could 
not resist the Senator from North Carolina, 
and 1 do not know that they could have resisted 
the Senator from Indiana if he had been a 
member of the committee. 

Mr. POOL. I am not a member of the 
committee of the House, nor of the House 
itself; and the bill comes from the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. WEST. I ask leave to make a report. 

„Mr. POOL. Let the vote be taken on this 


ill. : 

Mr. WEST. I wish to offer an amendment 
to the bill. I have not the amendment ready 
to offer now; and meanwhile | waut to make 
a report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill in re- 
gard to the western judicial district of North 
Carolina is before the Senate. 

Mr. WEST. I inquire of the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee if this is nova bill 
making similar provisions to the biil that I 
introduced in reference to the State of Louis- 
iana; and which was reported upon unfavor- 


ably ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is. There was a 
bill to divide the State of Louisiana into 
two judicial districts, which the committee 
reported unfavorably upon. 
<- Mr. WEST. I have sent to the document- 
room for a copy of that bill, and 1 want to 
offer it as an amendment to this. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator will 
have an opportunity to do so. I think these 
bills ought to be put together. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. While the 
Senator is waiting for the amendment, I ask 
the Senate to take up a bill for the relief of 
one of my constituents. J believe i have never 
asked such a thing before, certainly not atthis 
session. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
North Carolina bill; the Senator from Ver- 
mont asks unanimous consent to consider 
auother bill. 

Mr. POOL. I must object. 

Mr. COLE. I will not object, but I want 
immediately after that to get up the fortifica- 
tion appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from North Carolina that 
the bill will not lose its place, because it is 
now before the Senate as the regular order by 
unanimous consent. as 

Mr. POOL. if Iran any risk I cannot con- 


sent. : 

‘Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This, will 
not take over a minute. į hope the Senator 
from North Carolina will allow this bill to be 
acted on. ; ee SB 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Subject to the 
! North Carolina bill being called up, the Sen- 


aman 


ator: from. Vermont asks unanimous: consent. 
to considera bill. which he-will indicate. 2:00 2 
iMr. MORRILL, of Vermont, «It is House: 
bill No. 1416. ane E ae 


ALBERT W.-GRAY. 5 ee 

By unanimous consent, the Senate; a8 in 
Committee: of the Whole; proceeded to con»: 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1416) for the relief! 
of Albert W. Gray, ‘The bill grants’ leave to 
Albert W. Gray, of Middleton, in. the State 
of Vermont, to make a new application tothe 
Commissioner of Patents for the extension of 
letters-patent granted to him for an improve- 
meut in horse-powers, ‘on the 9ih:day of Sep- 
tember, 1856, and afterward reissued on the 
Ist day of July, 1862;,and authorizes. the 
Commissioner of Patents to consider and 
determine the application in the same manner, 
and with the saine effect as. if it werean ori- 
ginal application for such extension; duly filed 
within the time required by law, and ño appli- 
cation therefor had heretofore. been made. 
But in case the extension shall be granted, ‘all 
persons who, between the date of the expir-' 
ation of the original patent and. the date- of 
such extension, have constructed; or caused 
to be constructed, or used the improvement 
in horse-powers, shall be at liberty during:the 
extended term to use, and vend to. others 
to use, the improvement in horse-powers so 
constructed or used. 

‘Lhe bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JESSE J. SIMPKINŞ. : 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed as con- 
ferees on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. K. No. 1890) for the 
relief of the. sureties of the late Jesse J. Simp- 
kins, deceased, Mr. FreLINGHUYSEN, Mr. MOR- 
RILL of Maine, and Mr. JOHNSTON. : 

COURTS IN NORTH CAROLINA. : 

Mr. COLE, I desire, pending the North 
Carolina bill, to take up House bill No. 1671, 

Mr. POMEROY. Lobject to anything being 
taken up now until we get in the morning busi- 


ness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Kansas objects, and the North Carolina bill is 
before the Senate. i 

Mr. CAMERON. I propose to oceupy the 
time while the Senator from Louisiana is hunt- 
ing his amendment in asking the Senate to 
pass the bill for that poor, little old woman 
who has been here twertty five years, Mrs. 
Stafford, and to which everybody assented the 
other day except one gentleman, the Senator 
from’ Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps,]. who has with- 
drawn bis. opposition. f 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido not know what the 
billis, and I do not care ; bat we have morn- 
ing business todo. cod 

Mr. CAMERON: Surely the Senator can- 
not. object. pijen ene : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (H. R. 
No. 2192) to establish a western judicial dis- 
trict of North Carolina is betore the Senate 
as in Commitiee of the Whole. ; 

Mr.. WES’... I offer the amendment which 
I send tothe Chair. - 

‘The Chief Clerk read the amendment. as fol 
lows: : f : 

Src. —. That for the more convenient: transace 
tion.of business in the courts of the United States 
within the State of Louisiana the said State shall 
be, and the same is hereby, divided into two judje 
cial districts, in the manner following, to wit; the 

arishes. of Rapides, Grant, Natchitoches, Subine, 

e Soto, Caddo, Bossier, Bienville, Winn, Claiborne, 
Jackson, Union, Morehouse, Richland, Ouachita, 
Caldwell, Catahoula, Franklin, Tensas, Madison, 
and Carroll, shall compose one district, to be culled 
the northern district of Louisiana, and the remain- 
ing part of the State shall compose another district, 
tobe called:the eastern district of Louisiana; ‘an 
all criminal actions or civil suits, cither in daw or 
equity, which have arisen in the northern district, 
or against persons therein, or concerning lands <sit= 
uated therein, together with all. process, writs, or 
recognizanees, and records belonging thereto, shall 
be transferred to the northern district; and all civil 
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gaits hetéaltéy instittited dzainst’ persons tesiding’ 


in. said northern district, or Suits: concerning lands 
situated in the sames in the courts of the United 


tates, shall be in said district; and there shail be; 


eld annually, in said district, two stated sessions 
of the court, to wits. at, Monroe,on the first Mondays 
of May and November in each year; and a person 
lédri€d in thé Jaw; residing in said northern dis- 
miet. shall be aupolute (Dy the 2 A 

nited States, by and; with the advice, and consen 
of tte Senate, judge thereat with á salary. of $3,500 
per antitim! payable semiannually, with the sdme 
powers and duties as the district judge of the United 
States for. the district of Lonisiana as it-now exists, 
and such as are conferred upon him or required of 
him by this act, Who is reqiiired to hdll said ternis, 
and authorized and required to hold special sessidns 
of the said. court: in the said northern district, for 
the trial .of civil and criminal cases, whenever he 


may deeni it exbedietit;’ that all processes, writs; 


and recognizances of evefy Kind, wiether respect- 
ihg juries, witnesses, bail, or otherwise, which relate 
to cases to be tried at said special sessions, shall be 
coisidered as belonging to sdid sessions, in the same 
mannor as if they had been tssued or taken with ref- 


erence thereto; that any special session may be. 


adjourned to any timé or times previous tu the next 
stated niécting of the disthict cdurt for said districts; 
that.all busingss pentling. for trial at any-special court 
shall atthe cloge thereof, he considered as of course 
removed to thie next, state: ym of, the çourt; tliat 
the distritt edirt in said notthern district shill per- 
form all the:duties and possess all the powers of cir- 
guitcourts of the United States for the State of Louis- 
iana, except in one oF peal and, writs of error, 
and thd said jidge Shall &Bpoint a clerk öf the cart 
in the ‘northern district, who shall reside and kéep 
the records of the court at.that place, and, shall 
receive for the services performed by him the same 
feés ahd compensation thit are allowed td the tlerk 
of said court bolding its session; in New Orteans; in 
the fe State, aud ghall be. gubject in every respect 


to the same restrictions and responsibilities, And 
the distritt ddbreforthd edéteri Uistrictshall bó held 
in New Orleans as heretofore, and it shill be the 
duty of the clerks of the district and circuit courts 
of the United States in Now Orleans to transmit by 
some safe conveyance; or deliver to the clerks of the 
northern district, or tó their dider, the origibal 
papersii dil stich casks as properly belotig to ths 
eolwt in the northern district by the provisions of 
this act, together with a transcript of the proceedings 
hadtherein, | 0 a j 

‘Ske. —, That the Presideht of the United States be, 
and hereby is, authorized, by and. with thé consent 
and advice of the Senate, tu appoint one person as 
marshal ard ode as district attorney for the said 
panther. jud cal district of Louisiana, created by 
this act; dnd that the terms of appointinentaud ser. 
vice, together with the duties and responsibilities 
of suid marshal and district atiéropy, réspettively, 
for the district aforosaid, be in all respects the same 
within their said district, as to thè ternis 6 fappoirit- 
ment and services, the duties and responsibilities. of 
the marshal ahd digtrict attbrbey, respectively, of the 

resent district of Louisiana; wad said marshal shall 
éceiv¥e stich fees and emoluments as ake recéived by 
the marshal of the United States for the Stite of 
Louisiana; and the said attoniey. shall reveive ‘an 
annual compensation of $250,.and the same fees and 
emoluments as are alowed to the attorney of the 
United States for the district of Lottisiana, f 

, Spo. —. Thatthis act shall notafiect thé completion 
of, the census,of the State of iy isiana for. the year 
1870, and nothing Herein shall dffect existing laws or 
pet officers Bkospt as herdli modified utd pro- 
videds mbes : : 

© Mr. WBST. .Dknow of no reason that: can 
be advanced in favor of a division ofthe State of 
North Carolina into two judicial districts that 
will not-apply to the State of Lotigsiana. . The 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee has re- 
ported adversely in one casé, abd’ the cbm- 
mittee bas reported favorably in the dther. 
But: pethdps. an . additibiial 1réason why. we 
should hive two judicial districts in Louisiand 
is.that we have d more extended population 
than the State of North Carolina; and. before 
the: wariwe had two districts, and thé nature 
of the judicial business there is such as would 
make it very desirablé to our conitbunity. . At 
the same time I am apprised by the Senator 
from: North. Carolina that this ig. a special 
age bat I vduld not sit sill atd see Action 

y, Congress in, favor of dne State and ‘not 
faise my voicé for that which I in. part repre- 
séht} not could I cotikedt tó withdraw this 
amendment. I thereforé. submit it to the 
judgméht of the Senaté whether they con- 
dider it advisable to. attaeh it to the bill or 


nob wk. TO gE 

_ Mr. THURMAN: Tf an anmendhent were 
offeréd without évé¥ bdving Been before the 
committee, 1 imagine „no one would think 
of putting it-on the bills but on- :the ton- 
trdty thére Would bë evident impropriety; ač- 
cording tothe universal practice of the Senate, 


by the President of the: 


in attaching’ it. But it seems that if a bill is 


refefréd to a committee and: the comiiittee 
report, agaitist it, then it statids ina much 
better position than if it had never’ beéh_re- 


ported upon at all. That‘is á little odd. Ido 


not mean to say that the repurt of 4 commit- 
tee ought to bë conclusive against a itéasure 


any more than it Heres be in favor of á 'theas-" 
cure; bit I do think itis not a very good wdy 


to load down @ bill that is tépdited upon 


favorably by attaching to it bills upon which: 
an adverse report has bee made. I under-’ 


stand very. well that thé chaitmiän of the cotti- 
mittee désires this Améndment to be made; 
ie so avowed, dnd he has laid the fotitidation 
for it by some very singular remarks or ihsin- 


uations about the committee itsëlf. He lias. 


said that perhaps if the Sendtor from inal 
had been on thé conimitted his bill wohld have 
been reported favorably, atid I siippode he 
might have gone on to say that if the Senátor 
from Louisiana lad been on the conimitteé 
his bill would have been reported fivotably. 
I confess that thesé observations struck tie 
with something of surprisé. I did not expée 
tie of the oldest Senators in this body, ani 
the chairitian of oné of the most iniportalit 
coitimittees, tò make insiniiations of that kind 


reason ón éarth why the State of Louisiana, 
with the #reat city of New Orleatis and all its 
business, is not as imticl éntitled to two dis: 
tricts as North Carolina?. 

Ms, THURMAN. Thatis altogethér a dif- 
férent thing, sir. ‘The Senator might suppose 
that the members of the committee who votè 
against the Louisiana bill had teasous for it 
that wéie éntirely satisfactory to themselves. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish the Senator from 
Ohio, who is one of. that committee, woul 
stae what the reason is. 

r. THURMAN. If we musi go into a dis- 
cussion of all these bills, well and good j;and if 
the Senator wishes to drag the Committee on, 
the Judiciary, over which he presides, béfore 
the Senate for trial, I am ready to go to trial 
with him on that question whenever thé Sen- 
ate has ample time and opportutiity to heat the 
discussion; and, if he wishes, to take up thesé 
bills one by one and bring up the evidence be- 
fore the committee in reference to thein and 
see whether the committee was justified in itg 
action or not. But, sir, would that be right ? 
I take it that the respect that is due to mem- 
bers of this body forbids any such imputation 
as that or any such insinuation as that. ere 
isa bill which the committee has reported in 
favor of. Suppose it be admitted that Louis- 
jana is equally entitled. That, L takeit, is:no 
reason why this bill should be defeated by be- 
ing lodded down with the amendment. If it 
is to be amended in this particular, then every 
other. bill of the kind is to be attached to it; 
and ihat, I fancy, is exactly the object of the 
Senator from Ilinois.. . ; 

Thè. VICE PRESIDENT.. The question 
is on, thé amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana. ` i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon it. ,I should like to know upon 
what principle this is done. 

The yeas and nays were orderéd, A 

Mr. POOL. I must, appeal to the Senate 
to vote thisamendmentdown. [If it.isadopted 
it will send the bill back to the House and be 
a defeat of the measure. i 

` The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 32; as follows : 

YEAS—Messrs. Aleorn, Ames, Caldwell, Casserly, 
Clayton, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry o 
Connecticut, Flanagan, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Harlan, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of Vermont, Pome- 
roy, Robertson, Schurz, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers; 
West, Windom, and Wright—23, ; 
_NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Cam- 
éroh, Uatpetiter, Chandlér,-Colé, Cdnkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton.of Texas, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, 


Pool, Pratt: Ramsey, Ransoni, Saulsbury, Sawyer, 
Scott, Sherman, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Sum- 
ner, Thurman, and ,Wilson—82. T , 
ABSEN T—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds; Fenton, Ferry 
of Michigan; Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Hill; Johnston, 
Lewis: Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nye, Rice; 

Spencer, and Sprague—19. ek 
“So the amendment was rejected. . 
I offer ` the -following 


Mr: CLAYTON. 
amendment as additional sections to the bill: 


That there shall be held. by.the judge of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the western dis- 


‘trict of Arkansas, two terms of said court in each 


year, on the first Mohdays of April and Octobër, at 
Fort Gibson, in the Iddian:territory ; and that such 


‘public, buildings at said place as the judge of said 


court shall designate, be, and are hereby, set apart 
for the use of said court; and terms of the circuit 
and district courts shall cohtinue to be held at Fort 
Smith;.as now pravided by law.. . ot 

ec. 2, That all male persons over twenty-one 
yeuts ofage residing in said district shall be compe- 
tétit to serve as jurors in said court held in said ter- 
ritory: ‘Provided, That the judge may, in his discre- 
tion, strike from the jury list or exciude from the 
panel any person deemed by him unfit to serve, 
either on account of bad character or for other 
Cause. fe f PAAT j 

Seo. 3, That hereafter, the counties of Benton, 
Boone, Carroll, Pope, Newton, Washington; Madi- 
sot, Johnson, Franklin, Cravdord, Sebastian, Sarbe; 
Scott, Polk, Pike, Sevier, and Little. River, in the 
State of Arkansas, and the Indian territory, west of 
said State, shall be deemed and be the western dis- 
trict of Arkansas, and tle residue of said State shall 
be deemed and be the eastern district of Arkansas; 
and the judge of the eastern district shall hold the 
terms.of the United States district court now re- 
quired by law to be held at the city of Helena, in 
said State: } : , 

-í désiré to say that this is the amendment 
reportéd by thé Judiciary Committee to Sen- 
ate bill No: 628, tind it isin conforitity with a 
messigé sent here by the President. In addi- 
tigh to that I desire to sdy that the western 
district of Arkansas; as now constituted, is 
iéarly eight: hundred miles in extent from east 
to west, and thé expenses of thé western. dis- 
trict 48 how constituted amounted last year to 
abotit two Kifidred atid sixty thousand dollars: 
Thèse figtirés I have from’ thé Department: 
This proposition is to establish a court in the 
liidiad tétritoi'y, and at the sathe tine: te 
change thé tertitétial district so as to reduce 
expéhises. Itis very important that this mend- 
ment should bë passed. l 

Mi. FRUMBULL: I will inquiré of the 
Sétiator i8 this in the precise form id which it 
was téported by the chnimittee? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Itis the precise amend- 
tient teported by the Committéée on the Judi- . 
Clary. : 

_ Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope thé Senate will 
consider this, if it is the bill I havé ‘so fre: 
quently tried to get the attention of the Senate 
to. It establishes a court in thé Indiati cduh- 
try. I stated to-the Senate, but perhaps it 
may havé been forgotten, that terë have beet 
great disturbancesin the Indian coühttý. Somè 
ten persons were killed there a few weeks ago 
and amohg them some two or three United 
States marshals. | Thé Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, who Was in that region of country at thé 
timé, telegraphed here in regard: to it, and we 
had a cominuriication from the President in 
reference to ih. It is a dificult subject to deal 
with, We havereceived many papers inregdrd 
to it, and have had a correspondence with thé 
Attorney General. I have called personally 
at the Department of Justice to get the views 
of the Department in regard to the best maiti* 
ner of dealing with this subject. The trouble 
is in trying persons who commit crimes in 
the Indian country. | The State of Arkansas 
is divided into two judicial districts, and the 
westeri judicial district of Arkansas is ex: 


| tended over this Indian country ; but no court 


is held in the Indian country. © Strangé as if 
may seem, ihe judge of the western “district 
of Arkansas is required by the present law 
to hold A ronrt at Helena, on the Mississippi 
river. His district reaches clear across thè 
whole length of the State of Arkansas; froni 
the Mississippi river, and then over the whold 
Indian country. The éxpense—I hope Sera: 


1872, 
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na 


tors will observe this—the expense of holding 


courts in the western district of Arkansas last 
year was, as the Senator from Arkansas tells 


me, $260,000, and criminals ahd witnesses and 
to 


jütors Were taken all the way frony this Indian 


country to the Mississippi fiver at yery great. 


expense ne ace a ahaa 
This bill now offered as an améndbient te- 


adjusts thé western district of. Arkansas; and: 


detaches from that district all bf the State of 
Arkansas, excepts féw counties on the bor- 
der of the Indian country. Those few countiés 
it was thought ndcessaty to retainas part of 
the. westers district of Arkansis in connection 
with the Ivdian country. This bill makes no 
additional judge, because. the. judge of the 
western ‘district’ of Arkansas how has jutis- 
dictioh over the Indian tountty; but it gives 
him somé ten or a zen counties on the west- 
ern ling of ‘Arkangds adjoining the Indian 
country, aiid reqiiires him to hold a term of 
his eoiirt at Fort Gibson in the India coun- 
try; and hë also holds court at Fort Smith, 
which 18 tight upon the western border of 
Arkansas, in the State of Arkansas.. 
“Tf this bill is passed it will diminish the ex- 
penses of thé western district of Arkdnsas 
very much; it ought to diminish them $200,- 
000. The whole expense of thé. western dis- 
trict of Arkansas ought not to be $80,000, and 
I presunie would not be; and then you have 
a court held in the Indian country, arid you 
have a few of the counties in Arkansas at- 
tached to that country, so that you can if ne- 
. cessaty dtiw jurymen’ from these counties in 
Arkansas. One of the troubles {it drganizing 
this court isin réferéhce to jurbts. If you 
establish the, Indian country as a district by 
itself, where will you get jurors? . : 
‘It night be very objectionable to try white, 
men before Indian jurots; atid we have em- 
bodied a provision here which authorizes the 
court that is held in the Indiad country to 
diaw the jurors frdtn any persons twenty- 
one years of age within the district, to give 
‘the judge a discretion, for such cause as in bis 
judgment shall render it improper for.a per- 
gon to serve, to discharge him from the jury. 
In this way we think the jurors may be pro- 
vided in the Indian country, and very great 
expense saved to the Government, I think it 
would save neat a quarter of a million of dol- 
lars. At any rate we ought to make provision 
for holding thig court in thé Indian country. 
It is a bill thas i have tried to gét tp day after 
day. It was delayed when. it was last up. 
The Senator from Nevada, [Mr. Nve,] not, 
I suppose, béchuse he had any objection to 
the. particular. bill, but because be wanted to 
reorganize the Indian territory, submitted an 
amendment on which he presented some ob- 
servations that occupied the morning hour. I 
do not understand that he wiil press that in 
opposition to the establishment.of this court. 
That involves other questions. : The establish- 
ment of a cdiirt there will not interfere with 
that. If the Senator from Nevada thinks 
proper from: the Committee. on Territories to 
teporta bill to reorganize that country, that is 
another question. This will not interfere with 
that. I trust he will not press the amendment 
on this bill. Pate Ta SE a 
_ Now; I hope the Senator from North Car- 
olina will intetpose no objection. to this, and 
we shall get this important bill through. The 
House can concur at.once, and I think would; 
in an amendment of this kind; and thus we 
shall accomplish an object which it-is very im- 
portant to the public interests to have set- 
ted. 

Mr. POOL. I suppose it will accomplish 
the main object the Senator from, Ulipois has 
in view; that is, the defeat, of thé. particular 
bill: pending for North Carolina. That. seems 
to be the main object that he has in yiew in 
the mattef, and that would be the effect of his 
amendmentif.it were put on. of s 

Now, I appeal to the Senator from Arkansas 
to withdraw this amendment. It can have no 


other. effect except to defeat this measure for: 


my constituents, 0 , 
Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘It will not defeat itatali. 
Mr. POOL. That'is my judgment, and Tdo 

not ask the judgment of the Senator from 

Illinois; who is an enemy to the measure... Ido 

not want any amendment put on this bill, be- 

cause it isa House bill, It came here and has 
been examined by the Committee of the House 
as well as the Committee of the. Senate, and 

reported on, and I desire it to be. passed, and I 

know that any amendment at this late day will. 

defeat it.. I wish the Senator from Arkansas 
would withdraw the amendment. : 

Mr.. FRELINGHOYSEN., | It is very appa-. 
rent that it will defeat the bill. . It wants but 
twelve minutes of twelve o’clock and the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. Nye] is on the, floor 
to. discuss it, I understand: .: =. 

Mr. NYE. Notatlength. -< . ‘ 

Mr. CLAYTON. Task the Senator to yield 
to me. Ko ; 

Mr. NYE. Certainly: . T . 

Mr. CLAYTON. If this amendment ig 
going to defeat the passage of. the bill. of my 
friend from North Carolina, of course I do not 
want to do that, and if it will have that effect 
I will withdraw it at present; but Ido hope 
the Senate will take up this question at an 
early day... . _. : . 

Mr. CONKLING. You can pass it just as 
quick by. itself as by way of amendment, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall renew the 
amendment if the Senator withdraws it. I 
have ttied for three weeks to get the bill up in 
the morning hour. The Senate will bear me 
witness that [have been importunate in tryin 
to get up this bill until I have made myself. 
almost obnoxious to the Senate; I fear. ji have 
tried morning after morning, 

„The VICE PRESIDENT: Does the Sen- 

ator from. Arkansas withdraw the amend- 

ment? ; : 

Mr. CLAYTON. There is no use of my 
withdrawing it if the Senator renews it. How- 
ever, Í withdraw it., 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I renew it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Asa member of the 
Judiciary Committee Í have been in favor of 
passing the Arkansas bill, but I am not in 
favor of putting it on this bill, for two reasons. 
In the first place this is a House bill, and if 
we pass ìt: alone it becomes law without fur- 
ther action of the House. In the next place, 
I never will vote to set the precedent of get- 
ting up an omnibus bill establishing judicial 
courts. If this amendment is carried upon 
this bill, there will be half a dozen other simi- 
lar amendments moved upon it, and if we are 
to set the precedent here, and that precedent 
led by the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, especially after he seems to have lost- 
all confidence in his committee, of passing an 
omnibus bill through establishing judicial 
courts in different. States of the Union, I think 
it would be a very bad precedent. 

Mr. POMEROY... If this. amendment is 
renewed by the Senator from Illinois—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. 

. Mr, POMEROY. Then it is pending. I 

would not want to oceupy a moment’s time 

if the amendment. was out of the way; but 

I have some information on this subject 


whie 7 ; i: . 
Mr. CONKLING. Let us vote. We can 
vote it down.. i . . 
Mr. POMEROY. Iwant to say. that this 
measure of extending the western district of 
Arkansas over the Indian country is the very 
measure that the people who live in that In- 
dian country; including the Indians, do not 
want. 2 Lies TAS A 
` Several Senators. We will vote it down: 
.. Mr. POMEROY... E shall read from the 
President .a communication to Congress to 
show that if is. not-the measure, and I shall 
read.from the communication of the Secretary 
ofthe Inferior to show that it is This. very court 
that has made the trouble. i 


‘Mr. CLAYTON: Will the Senator yidld to 
me? T metély want to correct the ‘Senator 
froth Kansas. ‘This ‘bill doés nöt extend the 
western district of Arkansas ovér' the Indian 
country. ‘It is already extended over the 
Indien ouit o o 

Mr. POMEROY. Thät is the trouble: 

Mr. CLAYTON. ‘This is a mete, change in’ 
the territory of the tio distticts in Arkangas i 
it takes à portiol of the: territoty off the west? 
ert district and puts it in the easteti district,’ 
diid establishes'a court in thé Indiat country: 

Mi. POMEROY. It establishes this very 
court in the [india cotintty,:a thing thé Iri- 
dians protest against; and the President in 
his cottimunication showed that it was the 
cause uf all thé trouble, 9°) 2) to 0 > 

Mt: CONKLING. Let me appeal to the 

erator from Kansas to allow a vote to bè 
tuken by «division at least; he will not. lose 
his opportunity. bah ad : 

‘Mr. POMEROY: I will allow a@:vote by a 
division. - pt ; os 

Mr. CONKLING. My impression is that 
the Setiate will not itdulge this amendment, 
whatever may be its merits separately. Let ud 
take the sense of the Senate upon it. “95% 

Mr. POMEROY. I want’ the Senator from 
North Carolina to succeed, t a 

Mr. CONKLING. | Very well, then; let as 
vote down this amendment. ` A 

Mr. NYE. I understand this is the amend- 
ment retiëwed by the Senator from Illinois. I 
took occdsidii aá few days ago, when this prop: 
osition stood by itself as a separate meastire, 
to introduce an amendment which ‘I think is 
the etre for all this évil. ` I Had nöt concluded 
my remarks on it when the hour arrived wheh 
Ehad to’stop; as it will now. J am unfortun- 
até in my timet but I watit to ask the Sënatot 
from Illinois a question or two, as his éxperi- 
ence of judicitil matters is vety great. I ask 
him how much tore it costs td transport a 
criminal from the Indian country to the place 
where the courts ate now held in Arkansas 
than it does to transport a jury every time 
one is wanted from Arkansas into the Indian 
country? Besides, I was about to suggest—~ 
but Í am not going to take up time—that you 
violate the treaty every time you do it. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. . The Senator is mis- 
taken. If the Senator had noticed what I said; 
Ke’ would have observed that the western judi- 
cial district of Arkansas tow éxtends over thé 
Indián country. i E ve 

Mr. NYE. Iknow. | °° | at 

Mr. TRUMBULL. You do not want to 
take people from the Indian country west of 
Arkansas to the Mississippi river on’ the east. 
Now you propose to change the western dis- 
trict and take off it the counties in Arkansas, 
éxcept à few. on the border, and attach them 
to the eastern district of Arkansas. The Sen- 
ator sees readily that that will redtce the 
expense very largely. It may be much more 
expensive to take jurors and witnesses to the 
place of holding court than for the court to go 
with the jurors into the Indian country or to 
call a jury in the Indian country, , I under- 
stand that in some of these criminal trials hun- 
dreds of persons have been brought from the 
Indian country to the place of Kolding the 
court at an expense of thousands of dollars 
daily, and that is the way these expenses have 
been run up. a D8 , 

‘The proposition of the Senator from Nevada 
inay be a better one for the ultimate ' govern: 
ment of the Indian country. I know we are 
likely to have trouble in reference to it. Lam 
not prepared at the present timé to express ab 
opinion as to what is the best thing to do to 
settle the difficulties that exist in that Indian 
country. But the Senator from Nevada, is 
mistaken when he says that we violate’ the 
treaties. I should like to know from him what 
Indian treaty do we violate? Why, the. very 
treaties that. were made with the Cherokee 
Indians, and, with the Creeks. and Choctaws 
and the various tribes that are settled in what 


nee 
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over the whole “Indian country ; but we have. 
held. no., courts in the Indian country. We. 
bave brought all parties charged. with crim- 
inal ofenses: from the Indian country into the 
western district of Arkansas, extending over 
to. the: Mississippi, river, and at a very keat 
expense,” 

“Why, Mr. President, it uses up a very con- 
siderable portion the whole. judiciary fund . to. 
bear the..expense. of this western district: of 
Arkansas.. L did- not know that. it amounted 
toso, large: assum as was stated by the Senator 
from Arkansas this morning. He says. $260,- 
000.: I knew-that the expense was very great. 
Now this is asimple thing that can be ended. 
and can be'ended this morning. There seems 
to. be a. disposition in. the Senate—I. do- not 
know what the vote may. be—to create an ad: 
ditional judicial district in: North Carolina, 
and’ to give them seven places for holding 
courts in the State of North Carolina, with 
two districts and.only a million of people. If 
they are disposed to do it, let. us certainly. 
attach to the bill :his important measure; which 
ought to have. been passed weeks ago, which. 
the public peace of that country requires. should 
be enacted into a law.. Let us pass it, and the 
House can concur in it asan amendment to 
this bill, and then we shall have this out of 


the way. 

Mr. STOCKTON... I should like to ask a 
question of the Senator from Illinois, with, 
his permission. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. - Certainly. 

Mr: STOCKTON. . He. may be entirely 
right, but I should like to have a little doubt 
cleared up in my mind in reference to the 
proviso, which is as follows: 

: Provided, That the judge may in: his disorstion 
strike from the jury list or exclude from the. panel 
any person deemed by him unfit to serve, either on 
account of bad character or tor other cause. 

That seems to me to give the judge the 
power of selecting the whole panel if he 
chooses, and absolutely to abolish trial by jary 
if the judge should be so disposed. I simply 
want to ask the chairman of the committee if 
that has been carefully considered by, the 
commituee, aud what precedent there is for it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was carefully ¢on- 
sidered and the subject of a great deal of dis- 
cussion, and it is one of the troubles involved 
inthe case. Ifthe Senator from New Jersey 
will observe, that applies only to the court 
which is held inthe Indian territory at- Fort 
Gibson.’ No white people reside properly in 
the Indian country unless they are attached to 
the Indian tribes; but more or less white peo- 
ple are there. They are building a railroad 
through that country, and the railroad con- 
tractors with their hands are there, and diffi- 
culties arise. : 

This court does not have jurisdiction under 
the treaties of causes between the Indians; 
but only where white people are concerned. 
Now, suppose a white man is indicted for mur- 
der in the Indian territory, and he is brought to 
trial at Fort Gibson, where are you going to 
get the jury? There are some Indiaus there, 
half-breeds, educated men, who would make 
good jurors; and this is an anomalous case. 
To bring the jury from the State of Arkansas 
would be very expensive. Sill we have left 
to this district a few of the counties in west- 
ern Arkansas, so thatas a last resort jurors 
may be summoned from Arkansas if they 
cannot be found in the Indian territory. We 
thoughtthat under the peculiar circumstances 
we might authorize the Indians to serve as 
jurors, but thatit would be necessary to give 


the judge a discretion; and if the Senator will 


es he will see this, provisos is DE rdeđ.. 
It authorizes thé judge for cause, spe fom is 
‘the: 


unfitness, to discharge any. person. ; fro 
panel or any of the jurors. . 


LABOR: COM MISSION. 


“The. VICE PRESIDENT. The ‘Senator 
from: Minois will ‘please süspend: - The morg“ 
ing hour has expired, and the Housé‘ “pill: 
(No. 374) ‘establishing a tabor commission -is' 
before thé Senate, on which the Sénator: from? 
South Carolina’ [Mrs Sawyer] is entitled to: 
the floor. 


“Mr. POOL: Task the Senator to yields" 
Mr. SAWYER. [ will yield“to the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina for a vote ` on his 


méasure, not for debate: 
Mr. POOL. 


of taking the vote: ‘=: 

Mr. CONKLING.. Levit be doneiiformally. 

Mr. POOL. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ` The: Senator 
from North Carolina asks that ‘the pending 
business, the labor commission bill, be inform: 
ally passed over to allow the Senate to con: 
tinue the consideration of the bill in regard 
to the North Carolina jadicial districts. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. 


and Lam quite sure, from the-character of the 


amendment now: pending, this bill will lead: 


to debate, and we shall. only waste:time. If 
it is in order, | move to lay on the table the 
pending measure, with a view to take up 
House bill No. 2332, to reduce duties'on im- 
ports, and to ‘reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes. 

>The VICE ‘PRESIDENT. It is in order 
unless the Senator from South Carolina claims 
the floor to speak. He yielded the floor to 
the Senator from North Corolina that consent 
be asked for a vote on the North Carolina 


| bith. ‘That i is objected to by. the Senator from 
Ohio. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I haye 6 objection if: 


there can be a vote on‘ the bill'of’ the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

“The VICE PRESIDENT. `The Chair can- 
not state whether there will be or not. 

Mr: POOL.: Lhope the Senator from Ohio 
will not urge his bill just at this point. Let 
us go On and get a vote on this North Carolina 
bill. It cannot occupy much more time. 

Mr. CAMERON: [desire to move that the 
Senate proceed -to the consideration of exec- 
utive business for the ‘purpose of completing 
the business which has been before us for the 
last couple of days. I hope the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Sawyer] will be as 
gracious as he has been for a couple of days 
‘past. 

' The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina is entitled to the floor. 
lf he surrenders it the Chair will recognize 
others. 

Mr. SAWYER. «I am perfectly willing to 
yield the floor for a vote on the pending 
measure. ~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there unani- 
mous consent for the vote to be taken on the 
pending North Carolina bill ‘and amendment 
thereto 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is when we get 
through the discussion. > 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator from: Ohio; 
who seems to desire very much to make his 
motion to take up the -tarif bill, insists upon 
it, shall not attempt to resist it, but will sim- 
ply suggest that I-shall consider the’ propriety 
of amending the tariff bill by adding to'it the 
labor commission bill, it being an entirely 
cognate subject- > ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now sabmit'a motion 
to lay on the table, and I ‘tell the: Senator 
from ‘Pennsylvania that after the tariff bill is 
taken up lam then perfectly willing that the 
question may ‘be decided by the Senate on his 


debate. 


I move that it be’ laid on the’ 
. table for ‘the present; for the purpose'of con-' 
tinuing House bill Nov 2192, for the purpöse: 


I gave notice that T 
would call up the tariff and tax bill to-day; 


mation Whether we shall proceed , with the 
treaty or with this bill. I wish to get a vote 


of the Senate without wasting time in discuss- 


‘ing the order of business. 


‘The VICE ‘PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio moves that the labor -commission 
bill be laid on the table. . 

‘Mr. WILSON... On that motion I ask the 
yeas and nays. T consider it bad faith. 

Mr. POOL. I hope tie Senator will not——. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I object to 


‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion 
to lay on. the table is not debatable. It is 
moved for, the express purpose of preventing 
debate. ; 

‘Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. ` May Task 
a ‘question of. the Chair? if we take up the 
tariff bill, will ‘that be the unfinisbed business? 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Itwill be. . The 
Senator, frora: Ohio moves that the labor com: 
mission bill be laid on the table for the purpose. 
of proceeding to the cousideration of the tariff, 
bill. Upon that motion, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetis demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr, WILSON. I withdraw the call for the 
yeas aud nays and ask for a división. | 

Mr. CAMERON... I renew the call for the 
yeas and nays. 

> Mr, SHERMAN. If the bill istaken up, the 
motion for an executive session can be made 
afterward. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis | 
onthe motion of the Senator from Ohio. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 


TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move‘now to take up 
the tax and tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. 
R. No. 2322) to-reduce duties on imports, and 
to reduce internal taxes, and for other pur- 
pases, wa was considered as, in ‘Committee of 
the W 

The Vick PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio is entitled to the floor. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. J said a moment ago that 
I would yield to let the sense of the Senate be 
taken on the question of whether we would 
proceed to executive business; and as that is 
a non-debatable question, I will simply say 
that I will not take advantage of the fact that 
I have the foor, to. prevent an expression of 
the opinion of the Senate. I shall vote against 
the motion myself. ern: 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. | 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that: the Senate . 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

: Mr. POOL. ask the Senator to yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. CAMERON. No, sir; I want. this 
motion decided. : ; 
The Vick PRESIDENT. 

not debatable. 

Mr. HOWE; Tappeal-to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania on: behalf of a matter which I 
assume will not occasion a moment’s debate, 
and-on which early legislation is necessary. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will give way for thatif 
it does not cause debate. [" Nol”? ‘Nol’ 
Senators object.. I prefer to have a vote on 
my motion, and then let the motion be made 
by the Senator from Wisconsin before the 
doors are closed. 

Mr. SHERMAN.” I must object, because 
if the Senate refuse to go into executive’ ses- 
sion I wish to go on with the tariff and tax 
bill, which‘is now ready, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ia 
on the ‘motion to proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, unless ihe Senator from 
Pennsylvania withdraws it. 

Mr. CAMERON.: Ido not withdraw it. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes: forty-one, 
noes not t eouated. 


I withdraw ‘the call for 


The motion is 
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- “MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGES. 05) 
“Mr. HOWE. Now T wish to make ‘an 


appeal to the Senate before the ‘doors are | 


closed. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 
proceed if there be no objection. 

Mr. HOWE. Yesterday the Senate referred 
to the Committee. où Commerce House bill 
No. 2866, whicliis‘essentially a local measure, 
and, as I understand, passed the House of 
Representatives by the unanimous consent. of 
all parties interested. It is to give the Secre- 
tary of War the same control over the loca- 
tion of some bridges across the‘ Mississippi 
which he has under an act which was passed 
a short time ago as to other bridges. I ask 
unanimous. consent of the Senate that the 
Committee on Commereé be discharged from 
the further consideration of it, and that the 
Senate concur with the House. 

Tke VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Wisconsin, pending the clearing of the 
galleries, asks that the Senate concur in the 
bill. (H; R. No. 2866) further regulating the 
construction of bridges across the Mississippi 
river, which wasreferred to the Committee on 
Commerce, the Committee on Commerce be- 
ing discharged from its further consideration. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think that ought to 
be examined. I think the Committee on 
Commerce ought to see the effect of it. We 
have a good many bridges across the Missis- 
sippi river now. There is one at Rock Island 
built under special circumstances. Will this 
affect that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ilinois objects, and the bill is not before 
the Senate, l 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SCOTT. 
closed we may have a vote on the centennial 
bill, [Nol ‘Nol? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is morn- 
ing business not touched during the morning 
hour. Is.there objection before the reporter 
Jeaves that’ current morning business may be 
received ? 

Mr. CAMERON. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT., Then the doors 
will be closed. 

The Senate thereupon proceeded to the con- 
sideration. of executive business.. After eight 
hours and thirty minutes » spent in executive 
session, the doors were reopened, 

MESSAGE FROM TILE ILOUSE. - 

A message from the House of. Representa- 
tives, by Mr. MePuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the coneurrence of the 
Senate; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2884) for the settlement 
and payment of the claim of Elizabeth S. 
Brewer, executrix of John Brewer; ` 

A bili (H. R. No. 2883) supplemental to the 
act of February 9, 1821, incorporating the 
Columbian College in the District of Colum- 


bia 

nN bill (H. R. No. 2885) for the relief of 
John Milone, postmaster at Uhriękville, Ohio ; 

ll (H. R. No. 1902) for the relief of 

Daid sey icant: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2886) for the relief of 
Margaret Fillebrown ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2887) for the relief of: 
William Johnson, of Ripley county, Indiana ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2890) for the relief of 
Dwight J. McCann; 

A bill (EL. R. No. 2888) for the relief of: 
Simeon Stansifer ; 

A biil (H. R. No. 2889) to refund to Silas 
F. Field certzin moneys belonging to him ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1810) for the relief of 
George W. Sturtevant ; : 

A bill (BL R, No. 400) for the relief of 
Jane. Allen: Birckhead and Virginia- Camp- 
bell, sole heirs at law of Alexander Watson; 
deceased ; 


I hope before the doors are’ 


Mary Love; 7 
A bill (H: R. No: 2212) for. the relief of 
Alonzo Snyder, of Livingston county, New 


otk; 

A bill (EL. R. No. 2908) to refund to’ Thomas 
c. Magruder certain möneys stolen from ‘him 
in 1859; 

A bill (B. R: No. 2894) fo¥ the relief of 
Nicholas José Merrimet; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2900) for the relief.of 
S. D. Cochran; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2259) for the relief of 
James M. Hagar; 

“A bill (H. R. No. 2895) for the telef of 
the owners of the schooner Robert Corson; ° 

A bill (H. R. No. 2896) for the relief of 
Frances A. Robinson, adniinistratrix of the 
estate of John M., Robinson, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1383) for the relief of 
James McGinnis; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2897) for the relief of 
C. ©. Spaids ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 40) for the relief of Joseph 
A. Clay, of Philadelphia; 

A bill (A. R. Ne 2398) for the relief of 
John W. Phelps, of Vermont; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2902) for the relief of the 
Pee of Abel Gilbert and William Gerrish, 
late copartners in business under the style of 
Gilbert & Gerrish ; 

A bill (H.R. No. 2909) for the relief of 
Joseph l, Heywood and others; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2008) for the relief of 
James F. Casey, collector of the port of New 
Orleans ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2904) for the relief of 
George Reber: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2905) for the relief of 
John MeMath 

A bill (H: k. No. 2906) for the relief of 
John H. Norman and Samuel Facer, of San- 
dusky. Ohio; 

A bill (H, R. No. 1882) for the relief of 
Alexander McArthur, of the city of Corunna, 
in the State of Michigan; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2907) for the relief of 
the Omaha National Bank; 

A bill (H. R. No 2162) for the relief of 

. P. Robb, of Savannah, : Georgia; 

a bill (H. R. No. 2878) for the relief of 
Edward C. Garlick; 

-A bill (H. B. No. 
Orviile J. Jennings; 

A bill (H. R. No. 
Moritz Augenstein ; 

A bill (H, R. No. 2847) to authorize the 
Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas Railroad 
Company to run trains and transport freight 
ind passengers within, the District of Colum- 


bia 

A bill (H. R. No. 2882) relating to the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2892) for the relief of 
John Clinton, of Brownsville, Tennessee; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2881) to regulate the 
collection of taxes on fermented liquors. 

The message also announced that the House 
of Representaiives had passed the fullowing 
bills: 

A bill (S. No. 201) for the relief of Phoebe 
Hepburn ; 

A bill (S. No. 97) for the relief. of William 
Henry Otis; 

A bill (S. No. 608) for the relief of the 
United States Express Company ; 

A bill (S. No. 514) for the relief of Albert 
Wieland ; + 

A bill (S. No. 200) for the relief of William 
H. Colledge; - 

A bili (5 $ No. 569) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Wallace, of Lexington, in tke State of 
Missouri; 

A bill (s. No. 687) for the relief of Charles 
and Henry W. Spencer; 

A bill (S. No. 196) for the relief of the own- 
ers.of the bark AT; 
© A bill (S. No. 889) for the reliefo of Joseph 
| Segar, of Virginia; and 


i “A WUE: Re No. 2893) for the ‘relief of 
f 


2910) for the relief of 
2911) for the relief of 


‘A bill (S. No: 905) for the relief of Harriet 
Spring, the heir óf Captain Williams Barker, 
deceased. `` 

The message also announced that the Honse 
of Representatives had passed the- following 
bills, with amendments; in which the’ con: 
currėnce of the Senate was requested : 

A bill (S.No. 908) for the relief of Tobi 
Potts, chief clerk of the War Department; | 

A ‘bill (S. No: 1977 for: the relief of ‘the 
widow of D. Joy Brown, deceased; 

A bill (S. No. 298) directing the conveyance 
of certain ‘lots of ground, with’ the improve: 
ments thereon, for the use of the public schools 
in the city of Washington ; 

A bill (S. No. 299) amending an ‘act enti: 
tled “An act directing the conveyance of a 
lot of ground for the use ofthe public schools 
of the city of Washington ;’? and 

A bill (S. No. 159) conferring upon thé 
Court of Claims power to hear and determing 
the claim of J. W. Parish & Co. for damages 
for the alleged violation of their contract with 
the United States for the delivery of-ice. 

The message also announced that the House 
had agreed | to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 1094) for the: relief’ of 
Charles A. Weidner. : 

The message further announced” that the 
House insisted upon its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 1348) supplemental to an act entitled “An 
act for the apportionment of Representatives to 
Congress among the several States according 
to the ninth-census,”? agreed to the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed’ Mr. ULYSSES 
Mercor of Pennsylvania, Mr. Cuaries W. 
WILLARD of Vermont, and: Mr. 8, 8. Cox of 
New York, managers at the same on its part, 


PXUCUTIVE COMMUNICATION. i 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating, in compliance with the reso- 
lution of the Senate of May 18, 1872, a state- 
ment of the amount of coin on. ‘deposit in or 
to the credit of the Treasury on the first day 
of each of the preceding four months; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed, 


LANDS HELD FOR DIRECT TAXES., : 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the amendment of the House of Rep: 
resentatives to. the bill (S.No. 780) to- pro: 
vide for the redemption and sale of lands held 
by the United Srates under the several acts 
levying a direct tax; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


WITILDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. SCOTT; it was 


Ordered, That A. Gordon Mullin havo leave: to 
withdraw his petition and papers from. the files of 
tho Senate. 


On motion of Mr. NYE, it was 

Ordered, That A. B. Wilson have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers from the files of the 
Senate. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WEST, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. i. 
No. 1063) to reimburse the State of Kansas 
for moneys expended for the United States in 
enrolling, equipping, and provisioning militia 
forcés to aid in suppressing the rebellion, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
No. 1112) for the relief of Captain Lyman I 
Hissong, of Henry county; Ohio, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1829) for the 
settlement of the accounts of Major Abran 
Beeler, late paymaster. of United States vol- 
unteers, reported it without amendment: ~: 

e also, from the same committee, to whom 
was eiere the petition of Harriet W. Poud, 
submitted a report accompanied by a bill (8. 


RO 


No. 1161) for the relief of Harriet W. Pond. 
The. bill was read and: passed tq a second 
reading, and the report was ordered: tg .be 
printed. i a ee a ey gs | 

» Mn DAVIS, of West Virginia, from, the 


Committee: on. Clgines to pan was referred 
di 


the memorial of Edward N, Calvert, submit: 
ted, a report accompanied by a pill. (S. No. 
1162) forthe reliefof Edward N. Calvert. The 
pill was:read and. passed. to a second readjng, 
and the report was ordered to be printed... .. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the select Com- 
mittee,on-the Remoyal of Political Disabili- 
ties, reported a bill. (S. No. 1168) to remove 
the legal and political. disabilities of. certain 
persons therein named; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. — 
_ Mr. HOWK, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1547) 
for the relief of Henry A. Messenger, asked 
to be discharged from its further’ considera: 
tion, and moved its indefinite postponement ; 
which.was agreed to.. ` f ae: 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No, 2264) to authorize the Cattaraugus 
aud Alleghany Indians in New York to lease 
Jands and confirm leases, reported it with 
amendments. f 

, TAX AND TARIFF BILI, 

-On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, and by 
unanimous consent, it was ` ~ 

Ordered, That three hundred extra copies of the 
pill CH, R. No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports and 
to reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porrsr, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had this day 
approved and sigued the following bills: 

The bill (S. No. 873) for the relief of J. Ross 
Browne, late minister to China; 

The bill (S. No. 554) for the relief of James 
F. Joy; and 
` The bill (S. No. 674) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Blanchard. : 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr.. LOGAN. asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1164) appropriating $10,000 for a statue 
of General John A. Rawlins; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF AMENDMENTS, 


Mr. OSBORN, Mr. RAMSEY, Mr. CALD- 
WELL, Mr. ANTHONY, and Mr. CHAND- 
LER submitted amendments intended to be 
proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1873, and for other purposes; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN submitted. an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 
2822) to reduce duties on imports, and to re- 
duce internal taxes, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON GAS-LIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I am directed by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2833) 
to increase the capital stock and to extend 
the. works of the Washington Gas-Light Com- 
pany, to report it back without amendment, 
and to ask for its present consideration. : 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con. 
sider. the bill. It proposes to increase the 
capiial stock of the Washington Gas-Light 
Company to $200,000, with the. privilege of 
increasing it not exceeding $1,000,000, as the 
same may be. required from time to time, for 
extending their works in the District of Colum- 
bia east of Reck: creek; but this increase of 
capital stock is not to be made from undivided 
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profits of the company -which have already The SPEAKER.: : The gentleman from Cal- 


accrued, or may hereafter accrue, but from 
capital actually paid in, and this ingreased 
capital stock.is to be subject to all-the gondi- 
tions of the charter of the Washington Gag- 
Light Company, 2055 oS Sk 
. The -bill-was. reported ta the Senate. with- 
out amendment, ordered to a third reading; 
read the-third time,.and passed, ' : 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


' The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Commiftee 
on the District of Columbia; : 7 

The bill (H. R. No. 2847) to authorize the 
Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas Railroad 
Company to run trains, and transport freight 
and. passengers within the District of Co- 
lumbia ; Ritts : 

The bill (H. R. No. 2882) relating to the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2888) supplemental to 
the act of February 9, 1821, incorporating the 
Columbian College in the District of Colum- 
bia; and : f 

The bill (H. R. No. 2884) for the settlement 
and payment of the claim of Elizabeth S. 
Brewer, executrix of John Brewer. 

-Fhe bill (H. R. No. 2881) to regulate the 
collection of taxes on fermented liquors was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. : 

On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, (at eight 
o'clock and forty minutes p. m.,) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, May 27, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m, 
err by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


READING OF THE JOURNAL. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
Friday last. ° 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
the further reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with. It is very long, being the Journal of 
the night session. 

Mr. BIRD. I object. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of 
the Journal. i 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Symrson, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had passed the following 
bills of the House of the following titles, with- 
out amendment: ` 

A bill (H: R. No. 1416) for the relief of 
Albert W. Gray; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 8838) to increase the capi- 
tal stock and to extend the works of the 
Washington Gas-Light Company. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate insisted on its amendment to a bill (H. 
R. No. 1890) for the relief of the sureties of 
the late Jesse K. Simpkins, deceased, dis- 
agreed to by the House, asked for acommittee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, and had appointed as managers 
of said conference on its part Mr. FRELING- 
HUYSEN, Mr. MORRILL of Maine, and Mr. 
JOHNSTON. 


READING OF THE JOURNAL, 


The Clerk proceeded with the reading of 
the Journal. G j 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the further reading 
of the Journal, which is a very long one, will 
be dispensed with, , 

Mr. BIRD. Linsist-on my objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is now twenty-five 
minutes after eleven o’clock, and I move to 
suspend the rules in order to dispense with the 
further reading of the Journal. : 

Mr. BROOKS. I wish my friend from 
New Jersey would insist on his-objection, so 


that we may have the Journal regd.. 
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ifornia moves to. suspend. the rules to dispense 
with the further reading of the Journal: 

Mr. BROOKS. How does he get the floor 
when the Journal is ‘being -read, to dispense 
with the further reading? Jt. is: dangerous 
proceeding. . FPN EE gs 

Tbe. SPEAKER. It is quite. within. the 
rules, and ig pften. done during the, last part 
of a session, Indeed, during the last two 
days, if it were not within the power. of the 
Honse ta suspend the rules, no business could 
he.done., During the last ten days.of a session 
the rules may be suspended at any time.. i 

Mr. BROOKS. How does he get the floar 
to make the motion ? 7 

The SPEAKER. By addressing the Chair, 

Mr. BROOKS. We have. almost a gonsti- 
tutional right to have the Journal read, and 


this is a bad precedent. ` . 


The SPEAKER. That may be, but the 
gentleman knows during the close of a ses- 
sian, and especially on the last day, unless 
the reading of the Journal could be dispensed 
with, no business. could be done. The-.Chair 
agress with the gentleman as to the import» 
ance af having the Journal read. At the 
same time a motion to suspend the rules and 
dispense with the reading of the Journal is in 
order... L ae ' te 

The question was put'to the House. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks : tha 
two thirds have not voted in the affirmative: 

Mr. DAWES. I demand a division. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
70, noes 51. 

So (two thirds not having voted in the 
affirmative) the. further reading of the. Jour- 
nal was not dispensed with, 

The Clerk then concluded the reading of 
the Journal. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. | ce 


The SPEAKER. This being. Monday, the 
first business in order during the morning hour 
is the calling of the States and. Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
for reference to their appropriate.committees, 
not to be brought back into the House by 
motions to reconsider. Under this call memo- 
rials and regolutions of State and territorial 
Legislatures may be presented. for: printing 
and reference, 


SIXTEENTH AND SEVENTEENTH JOINT RULES. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 
offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Although the order of 
business is as stated by the Chair, nevertheless 
a motion to suspend the rules is in order at 
this time. . : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the 
Senate concurring,) That the sixteenth and seven- 


teenth joint rules be suspended during the remain- 
der of this present session of Congress. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
two rules to which the resolution refers. They 
seem to.be put in for the purpose of having 
them suspended at the end of each session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“16. No bill that shall have passed one Iouse shall 
be sent for concurrence to the other on either of the 
three last days of tho session.— January 30, 1822, 

“17, No bill or resolution that shall have passed 
the House of Representatives and the Senate shall 
for’ his approbation. en the dace doe eae ee 
sion.—January 30, 18322" 4 eR GaN 05 tho neg 

Mr. BROOKS, I suppose, from his offering 
this resolution, that the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GARFIELD] expects that Congress will 
adjourn on the 29th, : 

Tbe SPEAKER. The resolution can have’ 
only the same effect, no matter: what time 
Congress adjourns. The rale applies in the 
one case to. the three last days, and in the 
other to the last day of the session. . ’ 4 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the rules 
had been suspended two months ago the effect 
would be the same: ` : 


Mr RANDALL, I suppose that this reso- 
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since 1822 they have always been suspended 
every year... The Chair therefore did not in- 
tend any levity when he said he presumed 
those two rules were put in for the purpose of 
having them suspended, © 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to, 
(two thirds voting in favor thereof,) and the 
sixteenth and seventeenth joint rules were 
suspended during the remainder of the session. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that the 
Monday morning hour for the call of States for 
bills and joint resolutions is: dispensed with, 
and the House resumes the consideration of 
the report of the conference committee on the 
Post Office appropriation bill, on which the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Brox] is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent to 
present a bill for reference, 

Mr. KING. I have the same request to 


make, 

The SPEAKER. The Chairhears no objec- 
tion: to the requests of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Pharr] and the gentleman from 
Missouri,-[Mr: Kine.]. The Chair, however, 
will remark that it will be utterly impossible 
for any committee to report during the re- 
mainder of this session, i 
AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANICAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2913) to provide for 
the further endowment and support of col- 
leges for the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanical arts, and the liberal and practical 
education of the industrial classes in the sev- 
eral pursuits and profegsions of life, as estab- 
lished under an act of Congress approved July 
2, 1862; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and ordered to be printed, 

WATSON, HENDERSON AND COMPANY. 

Mr. KING also, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2914) for the relief 
of Watson, Henderson & Co., of Louisiana, 
Missouri; which was read a first and second 
time, and, with accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. g Kee 

SURVEY OF BLACKWATER RIVER, 


Mr. PLATT, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No, 2915) authorizing and 
directing a survey of the Blackwater river, in 
the State of Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

DISMAL SWAMP CANAL. 


Mr. PLATT also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2916) for the 
improvement of the Dismal Swamp canal; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN GEORGE H. COOPER. 

Mr. PLATT also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 157) 
for the relief of Captain George H. Cooper; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. WHEELER. i 

Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced abill (H, R. No. 2917) for the relief 


of John F. Wheeler; which was reada first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to he printed. 
DEPOT OF BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 
Mr, POLAND, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill tH: R, No. 2918) to repeal 
an act entitled “Àn act to confirm the action 
of the board of aldermen and common coun- 
cil- of the city of Washington, designating. a 
depot site for the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 21, 1871; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. : ; i 
PUBLIO BUILDINGS AT ST. ALBANS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Vermont, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bil! (H. R. No, 2919) to 
provide for the erection of a custom-house and 
post office at St. Albans, Vermont; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed, 


W. W. MWFARLAND. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill (H, R. No. 2920) 
for the relief of W. W. McFarland, late first 
lieutenant fifth Ohio cavalry ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE T. COCHRANE. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, also, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2921) for the relief of George T. Cochrane, 
late captain of eighth Indiana battery; which 
was read a first and second time, referred. to 
the Committee ou Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ne 

SCIPIO DONALD. 


Mr. MOREY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2922) for the relief 
of Scipio Donald ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FOURTH IOWA INFANTRY. 


Mr. DONNAN, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No; 2928) to provide 
for the payment of bounty to the fourth regi- 
ment lowa infantry volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. L. BROWN. 


Mr. READ, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2924) for the benefit 
of Mrs. L. Brown, of Casey county, Kentucky; 
which was read: a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed, . 

GEORGE W. GADBERRY. 


Mr. READ also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2925) for the 
benefit of George W. Gadberry, of Casey 
county, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN INSTITUTE. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, by unani- 
mous consent, from the Committee of Claims, 
submitted a report in writing upon the peti- 
tion of the Franklin Institute, of Philadel- 
phia; which was recommitted to the commit- 
tee, and ordered to be printed. nais 

_ TERRITORY OF OKLAILOMA. 

Mr. McKED, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted a report of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on the Territories in relation to the 
organization of the Territory of Oklahoma; 
which was recommitted to the committee, and 
ordered to be printed. : = 

CHARLES B. HOLBROOK. 


Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H,. R. No, 2926) for the 
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relief of Charles, B.. Holbrook, assignee of J, 
H.: Hammond, which :wag read. a. first, and 
second time, referred :to the Committee, of 
Claims, and ordered to be printedy o es a3 
MEDICAL AND SURGIOAT HISTORY OF THE WAR, 

Mr. PENDLETON, by unanimous consent, 
introduced ‘a bill (H. K. No. 2927) for: pre 
paring for publication the second and third 
parts of the Medical and Surgical History 
of the War; which wag read a first and second 
tithe, referred to the’ Committees on Prin ng; 


and ordered to be printed.) 0. ua es. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee 
on Printing, submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution, which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: ` a Ta Sae te 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That of tho five thousand ‘copies 
ofthe Medical.and Surgical History of the Warau- 
thorized to be printed by the. joint resolution of 
Congress, approved March 3, , two. thousand 
copies shall be for the use of the House of Repro- 
sentatives, one thousand for the Senate, and two 


thousand for distribution by the Surgeon General of 
the Army. : 


Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider. the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. » nek esd ANA 

The latter motion wag agreed to, . 


INSURRECTIONARY STATES, 


Mr. PENDLETON also, from the same 
committee, reported the following concurrent 
resolution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to; , i ' 

Resowed by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed thirty thou- 
sand copies of the message of the President of the 
United States of April 19, 1872, and the documents 
accompanying the same, in answer to a resolution 
ofthe House of January 25, 1872, asking all informa- 
tion in his possession upon which he acted in exer- 
cising the powers conferred upon him by the third and 
fourth sectionsof the actof Congress approved April 
20, 1871, the names of persons who have been arrested 
under said act, the number who have confessed, &e., 
ton thousand of said copies to be for the use of the 
Senato and twenty thousand for the use of the House. 


Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. ` 

E SAMUEL MARTIN. 

Mr. LEWIS, by unanimous consent, intro: 
duced a bill (H. R.. No. 2928) for the relief of 
Samuel Martin, late deputy collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the third district of Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed, 


STORM AND FLOOD SIGNALS, 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, 
submitted a report in writing from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs on the bill (H. R. No, 
1783) to test a plan of storm and flood signals ; 
which was ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted. 

JOUN COLTON, 


Mr. BURCHARD, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2829) granting a 

ension to John Colton, of Stevenson county, 
Pilinois; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. MOORE. I ask unanimous consent to 
have taken from the Speaker’s table and con- 
sidered at this time Senate þill No. 1073, in- 
creasing the rates of pensions to certain per- 
sons therein described, 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which objections to its present consider- 
ation will be in order. ` 

The bill, which was read, provides -that the 
act. entitled “An. act supplementary to the 
seyeral acts relating to pensions,’’. approved 
June 6, 1860, shall be so amended that from 
and after the passage of the act all persons 


|| entitled by law to a less pension: than. herein: 
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after. specified, who, while’ in'the military or 
naval service of the United States and in line 
of duty,‘shall have lost thé sight of both eyes, 
or shall have Jost: both hands, or been: perma- 


nently: and, totally disabled in the same, or 


otherwise so. permanently and, totally disabled | 


as to render them utterly helpless, or sò nearly 
soas to require the constant personal aid-and 
atténdance of another person, shall be entitled 
to a pénsion-of thirty dollars per month ; and 
‘all persons who under like circumstances shall 
have lost both feet, or one hand and one foot, 
or-been totally and permanently disabled in the 
same, or otherwise so-disabled as to be inca- 
pacitated for performing any manual labor, 
but notso much as to require constant personal 
aid and attendance, shall be entitled to a pen- 
sion of twenty-five dollars per month. and all 
persons. who under like circumstances shall 
have lost one hand or one foot, or been totally 
aiid permanently disabled in the same, or oth- 
erwise so disabled as to render their incapacity 
to perform: manual labor equivalent to the loss 
ofa hand or foot, shall be entitled to'a pen- 
sion of eighteen dollars per month, the intent 
‘of this act being to increase the rates of pen- 
sion ‘to the persons séverally above described 
twenty per cent. on the present rates from and 
after the passage of this act, 

No objection. was made; and. the bill was 
accordingly taken, from the Speaker’s table, 
and read a first aud second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be réad a third time. 

Mr. MOORE. IL move to amend this bill 
by striking out all after the enacting clause and 
ipserting what [send to the Clerk’s desk, being 
section three of a bill already passed by this 
House, No. 2812, to revise, consolidate, and 
amend the laws relating to pensions. 

The Clerk read the substitute as follows: 

_ That the pension for permanent specific disabil- 
ities, and others of equivalent severity, shall, during 
continuaucein the degrees specificd, be as follows, 
namely: the loss of both hands, or, total disability 

. of the same; the loss of the sight of both eyes, or 
the loss ofthe sight of one eye; the sight of the other 
eye baving previously been lost; the toss of both 
feet, or total disability of the same, or other total 
‘disability rendering the person: utterly helpless, or 
su nearly so as to require the aid and attendance of 
another person, forty dollars per month; the loss of 
a hand and a foot, or total disability of the same; 
or total disability, incapacitating Jor the perform- 
ance of any manual dabor, but not such as to require 
personal. aid and: attendance, thirty dollars per 
month ; the loss ef a band or foot, or total disabil- 
ity of the same, or any disability rendering the in- 
ability to pertorm manual Jabor equivalent to the 
loss ota hand or foot, twenty dollars per month ; and 
the loss of hearing of both cars, or any disability toa 
degree for which, there is no other provision in this 
act, shall be entitled to a pension of thirteen dollars 
per month: /rovided, That the pension for the loss 
of both feet, both bands, or the sight yf both eyes, 
shall not commence prior to the 4th day or July, 
1864; that ibe pension for the toss of one foot aud 
one band shall not commence prior to the 3d day 
of March, 1865; aud that the pension for any other 
disability herein designated shall not commence 
prior to the 6th day of June, 1868; and that the 
pension for loss of hearing of both cars, or other 
equivalent disability, shall not commence prior to 
the approval of this Provided further, That any 
commissioned officer shall receive as much pension 
for the specific disability herein’ provided for as a 
private disabled in like manner: And provided fur- 
ther, That in no case shall the additional increase 
of.pension provided forin this section take effect 
prior to the passage of this act, 

The substitute was agreed to; and the bill, 
as amended, was.ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was ageed to. 

f ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DICKEY. J call for the regular order 
of business. ` 

‘The SPEAKER. The-regular order of busi- 
ness is:the consideration of the Brazilian 
steamship subsidy proposiuion, coming over 
from the day session of Friday lastas unfinished 
business. ‘Upon it the gentleman from Keu- 
tucky [| Mr. Breck] is entitled to the floor. 
-Mr ELDREDGE. I ask the gentleman 


from Kenticky [Mr. Beck] to yield to’me tò | 
offer a resolution of inguiry. » = ESD 
Mr. BECK. I will do gov © 
oS l GEBORG C? TICKNOR, A 
"Mr: ELDREDGE. I ask unanimous’ con- 
sent to submit the following resolution for con- 
sideration at this time: Be tee 
“‘Resolved,That the Secretary of the Interior is di- 
rectéd to inform this House at what time one George 
Q. Licknor was appointed a second-class clerk in his 
Department, to what bureau he is attached, and to 
what service he is assigned: ‘whether he is still in | 
such service, the amount of money paid'to him up to ` 
this date on accountof his regular salary, for travel- 
ing expenses, or.as extra componsatisn, and if the 
said Ticknor is on special service in the Pension 
Bureau; and that he communicate to this House 
copies of all reports made by him in such special 
service. 


Mr. DICKEY. Is this, the regular order? | 


The SPEAKER. It is not. aa 
Mr. DICKEY. Then I object.. 
BRAZILIAN STEAMSHIP LINE. 


The SPEAKER. The House resumes the 
consideration of the Senate amendment to 
House bill No. 1070, making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Olfice Department for 
the year 1870, : psoas ; 

The amendment of the Senate 
lows: 


Strike out these words: “for steamship service 
between the United States and Brazil, $150,000,” and 
in lieu thereof insert as follows: . | os 

And the Postmaster General is hereby directed to 
increase the mail service with Brazil now in oper- 
ation under the act. approved May 28, 1864, so as to 

rovide for deliveries of the mails at New York and 

io de Janeiro twice each month; and in the con- 
tract therefor he shall require said semi-monthly 
service to be performed-for the term of years pro- 
vided by the original contract, and by steamships 
wholly constructed in the United States, (two of 
which shall be of not less than twenty-five hundred 
tons burden, and the others of not less than two 
thousand tons burden,) all of which shall be offi- 
cered by citizens of the United States, or those who 
bave declared their intention.tobecome citizens; and 
the contractors shall be required to carry the United 
States mails without extra charge on all the steamers 
they may run upon said line, or any, part of it, or 
any branch or extension thereof: Provided, That 
all steamships hereafter accepted for said service 
‘shall be constructed so as to be readily adupted tothe 
armed naval service of the United States in time of 
war; and before acceptance the officers by whom they 
may be inspected shall report. to the Secretary of 
the Navy and the Postmaster General whether this 
condition has been complied with; and the Govern- 
ment shall have thé right, in caseof war, to take 
any of said steamers for its own use, and pay, in 
such case, a reasonable compensation therefor: 
Provided, That the contract herein authorized shalt 
commence on the lst day of October, 1873, and shall 
be awarded to the lowest resonsible bidder, after 
sixty days’ public notice; andthe Postmaster Gen- 
eral is hereby authorized and directed, pending the 
commencement of the contract for permanent ser- 
vice, to arrange temporarily with the present con- 
tractors for the:additional monthly service at the 
rate of $250,000 per annum therefor: Provided fur- 
ther, That the entire cost to the United States of 
shid service, performed twice each month, shall not 
exceed $400,000 per annum; and any sum of money 
which may be hereafter contributed by the Guvern- 
ment of Brazil toward such additional- service shall 
be deducted from the amount of compensation 
authorized for.such service. 


The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
upon the motion to concur in the amendment 
of the Senate, upon which the gentlewan from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Becr] is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. BECK. I have but little to say in 
addition to. what has been already. said in: 
opposition to this subsidy for the Brazilian ‘ 
line. I will remark, in the first place, that- 
gentlemen who voted against this subsidy the 
other day owe it to themselves to explain the 
reasons for their action if they intend to vote 
in favor of it at this time. Six days have not 
elapsed since this House by a vote of 112 to 
64 rejected this subsidy. S 
of the members on that question are recorded 
pro and con. That vote was taken after full 
deliberation and a thorough examination of 
all the matters connected with the question 
of subsidy. Of course every man who. voted 
then voted understandingly, When I took the 
floor the other day it was with the view of ask- 
ing that gentlemen who had voted against this 


was as fol- 


| project when by a vote of almost two to one | 


it was rejected: should now explain ‘their 
reasons if they intend to record their votes in 


The yeas and nays | 


favor of it. Meù-aftér voting against a propo- 
sition of this kind to take millions out of the 
Treasury (for, asthe subsidy is to run ten years, 
it will amount to millions) are presumed, when 


| they change their votes within five days,- to 


have some ‘reason for the change. `; . 

_ It was bad enongh that this House having 
after three days’ discussion rejected by a vote 
of 92 to 87 the subsidy for the Pacific mail 
steamship line, should turn round and in less 
than two. weeks by a vote of 109 to 88 vote 
that money away from the people. Men 
who thus changed their votes had doubtless 
good reasons for doing so, though none so far 
as I know gave the reasons. . But the~ fact 
stands recorded that the House, after having 
rejected that proposition by a vote of 92 to 87, 
agreed to itin less than two weeks afterward 
by a vote.of 109 to 88. The fact also stands 
recorded that five days ago by a vote of 112 
to 64 the House rejected this proposed subeidy 
for this Brazilian line, yet now, forsooth; we 
are expected to pass it, and I hope the country 
will demand. the reasons of those who change 
and vote for this. proposition now, if they fail 
to. give reasons satisfactory to the House. 

I have opposed áll propositions of this kind 
because I regard them as the entering-wedges 
toa great system of subsidy. When the ques- 
tion was up before, I referred the House to 
an Executive Document (No. 50) in which 
seventeen. great lines are recommended by the 
Secretary of the Navy to be subsidized, every 
oue of these. lines being, according to ‘the 
statement of the Secretary, as meritorious ag 
that’ now: proposed, and some of them more 
meritorious... If we enter upon this system of 
subsidizing steamship’ lines, ten. or perhaps 
twenty millions. wili before we get through be 
takeu out of the pockets of an. already over- 
taxed people to be put into the pockets of 
private capitalists. If such measures are to 
be enacted, the House and the country ought 
to know why. Be et =. whee 

‘We are to day paying for. our’ postal service 
about ‘thirty-one’ million dollars annually— 
$24,000,000 out of the regular receipts of the 
‘Post Office Department, $6,000,000 to makeup 
deticiencies, and nearly a million in steamship 
subsidies. Gentlemen talk about what Eng- 
land is doing in this matter. The difference 
between England and our country in this re- 
gard is that while she has more steamship 
lines to send her mails to her people than 
we have, she pays a great deal less for her 
inland postal service than we pay. Her peo- 
ple are scattered all over the world ; yet asthe 
official book: of estimates, which can. be always 
seen in the room of our Committee on Appro- 
ptiations will show, her subsidies to steamship 
lines, about which so much has been said, 
amount to only £924,000; or. $4,500,000, The 
British Government makes contracts,. legiti- 
mate contracts, with the lowest bidder for car- 
rying the mails. Upon the contracts, which 
embrace mail service to Burope,. Asia, and 
Africa, only £927,000 are paid, as the following 
tables taken from the British book of estimates 
show: i i 
_ America: 


Liverpool to New York or Boston......s0.000004105,000 
Southampton to New York, every Tuesday... 7,000 


Queenstown and Halifax... eoarsveoeseee 8,125 
New York and Nassau... « 2108 
Halifax, Bermuda, and St. Thomas. see 19,500 
Halifax and St, Jobn’s, Newfoundland.. 4,500 
England and West Indies........ 178,000 
Turk’s Island and St. Thomas : 300 
St. Kitts, Nevis, and Montserrat......... aiia 490 
St. Thomas and Havana, and intermediate 
sete Reet vs Pres ae - 

. Thomas and Puerto Rico. 1,000 
Belize arid New Orleans...... 2,000 
Liverpool and. Buenos Ayres. 6,200 
Falmouth and Buenos Ayres... = 
Liverpool and Valparaiso, (two a b). 6,300 


Liverpool to Puerto Cabello 
Martha... 
Soutbampt 


West: coast 


‘Tampico, and 


West coast of America, (third monthly Ber- 


vice,) rreeermenerreedestesereneetesonerreveesmetes seats srressš 
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Africa: TE 
West coast of Africa and England... 
West coast of Atrica for a second monthly 


£20,000 


.. £485,887 


Yet, gentlemen say that because England is 
subsidizing her steamship lines we must do it. 
Sir, England gives her people’ free ships; she 
gives her sailors free clothes. She gives all 
those who use, employ, or travel on her ships 
everything free that is necessary to make com- 
merce cheap. We tax the farmer and laborer 
sixty-five per cent. upon everything that enters 
into commerce; and then it is proposed to 
tax him to pay subsidies, because, forsooth, 
it is said England does it. We are paying 
to-day for postal service double what England 
pays in proportion to the extent of the land 
and sea service of the two countries. When 
England sets us a good example we should 
follow it; but if she sets us a bad example, 
we should reject it. Yet our policy is just 
the reverse, we insist on following all her bad 
examples and refuse to take or adopt any of 
her good ones, 

Sir, one of the few sensible things that the 
present President of the United States ever 
has done was when two years ago he sent to 
Congress his message of July 15, 1870, urging 
that the necessities of the country demanded 
free ships, and that we should allow our peo- 
ple to buy ships wherever they pleased and 
register them as American vessels to be used 
in our commerce, thus enabling us to com- 
pete with foreign nations. But this House, in 
which the Republican party had a vote of 
two thirds, voted down the recommendation 
of a Republican President because subsidies 
were wanted for somebody. 


ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (S. No. .259) for the relief of Mrs. 
Harriet B. Pendleton, widow of George H. 
Pendleton, late of the United States Navy ; 

An act (S. No. 329) for the relief of Charles 
W. Whitney ; : 

An act (S. No. 376) to provide for a building 
for the use of the post office, United States 
circuit and district courts, and internal rev- 
enue offices at Utica, New York; 

An act (3. No. 417) fixing the rank of pro- 
fessors of mathematics in the United States 


avy; 

An act (S. No. 685) for the relief of B. C. 
Pressley ; 

An act (S. No, 746) granting a pension to 
the widow of the late Admiral Farragut; 

An act (S. No. 812) to provide for furnish- 
ing trusses to disabled soldiers ; 

An act (S. No. 835) for the relief of Mrs. 
Cecilia Barr, widow of William Barr ; 

An act (S. No, 854) for the relief of certain 
officers of the Navy; 

An act (S. No. 899) for the relief of the 


9 
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li 


children of O. H. Berryman, deceased, and 


others ; 


An act (S. No. 927) for the relief of the 
children of Otway H. Berryman, deceased; 

An act (S.: No. 931) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the. Arkansas 
river at Little Rock, Arkansas; 

An act (S. No. 934) to provide for the com- 
pletion of three volumes of Wilkes’s United 
States Exploring Expedition ; 

An act (S. No, 1027) to restore Lazarus L. 
Reamey to the Navy of the United States as a 
midshipman ; : 

An act (S. No. 1086) to change the location 
of the Railroad National Bank of Lowell, 
Massachusetts, to the city of Boston, Massa- 
chusetts; 

An act (H. R. No. 1297) amendatory of an 
act entitled *‘ An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agricultural 
aud mechanical arts,”’ passed July 2, 1862, aud 
acts amendatory thereto ; ; ; 

An act (H R. No. 1672) granting to- the 
Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Company 
the right of way; : 

An act (H, it. No. 2428) granting a pension 
to Samuel Shaffer, late a. private in company 
I, seventy- eighth regiment of Pennsylvania 


infantry volunteers ; 


An act (H. R. No. 2483) granting a pension 
to Priscilla Harrison; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2585) to provide for the 
issue of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced 
bonds of the United States. 


BRAZILIAN MAIL STEAMSHIP SERVICE. 


Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, when I heard 
the honorable gentleman from the Ashland 
district in Kentucky declaiming against the 
appropriation of money by the Congress of 
the United States for the carrying of the mail 
and to support Americanu commerce in for- 
eign countries, and when I contrasted his 
course with what | have heard from former 
Representatives of the Ashlaud district in Ken- 
tucky, Clay and Crittenden, it recalled to my 
mind the exclamation quantum mutatus ab 
illo Hectore! What achange! ‘The gentle- 
man [Mr. Beck} will pardon me, able and 
effective in debate as he is, that be has said 
nothing new on this subject, nay, reiterated 
what was said and referred to years ago when 
Clay and Crittenden were members of Con- 
gress. Almost the same words he has uttered 
this morning, if he will look over the congres- 
sional debates, he will find there recorded ; the 
saine charges, the same species of insinuation, 
when Clay and Crittenden, his predecessors 
from the Ashland district, were supporting the 
very measure which he is now denouncing. | 
will transfer his arguments, therefore, for reply 
to his constituents, to men of older age, to his 


‘own home, who well remember that what the 


illustrious Kentuckians thea supported were 
not jobs or subsidies given under improper in- 
fluences, but great measures for the support 
of commerce, navigation, and for the honor 
of our country both at home and abroad. 

l may be asked, what is the merit of this 
appropriation for this Brazilfan line! Whatis 
the peculiar merit? Iwill answer; in the first 
place, it brings us into closer mail contact with 
three fourths of a continent which is a part of 
ourselves, with the empire of Brazil, the Argen- 
tine Republic, Paraguay, Uraguay, and Boli- 
via, on one part of the coast, and on the other, 
through the source of the Amazon, with Ecua- 
dor, Peru, and the States of Colombia. Is it 
nothing to connect the metropolis of our coun- 
try with three fourths of the South American 
continent by mail twice. a week, and thus to 
secure the natural commerce which the trans- 
portation of the mail givesus? Are these Ameri- 
cans of our own continent to be abandoned to 
Europe, in having ail steamship communica- 


| tion with nations cioseat our own doors, whose 
| trade we are entitled to by all the laws of 


geography and all the laws of nature, and which 


under ‘frequent. steain- communication: with 
Europe, is drawn away from us in defiance of 
the laws of nature. Are we to fold: our arms 
and be content to be thus robbed of a great 
commerce which is ready te some. tous if 
we will but stretch oùt our communications and 
takeit when offered and when ready. to come’? 

I ask the honorable gentlemen. on this. side 
of the House who are thusdenouncing these 
undertakings, with these. precedents before 
them, on the part not only of illustrious Whigs, 
but of Douglas and Cass and Cave Johnson, 
and Polk, the President of the United states 
at that day, when these subsidies were voted, 
is it not possible for us who are supporting 
what they call subsidies now to be as honést 
in our support of them as were the illustrious 
men, both of the Whig and Democratic par- 
ties in Congress, here twenty years ago. Sir, 
all these imputations against us are unfounded 
and unjast, and ought not to be made from any 
quarter, If gentlemen would look up to the 
elevation of patriotisui which they ought to 
reach, they would not throw these obstacles in 
the way of providing facflities for the transport- 
ation of our commerce and. of, our mails. || 
_ And now I desire to call thé attention of the 
House to another merit of this proposition, in 
the advantages it would confer on the cotton 
manufactories, not only of New England but 
of the South. In Brazil, the Argentine Re- 
public, and other South American States we 
would find a large market for our cotton man- 
ufactures. Our exports there on account of 
the want of facilities of transportation are not 
so great as they were in 1859, when we gent 
$389,000 worth of cotton manufactures to 
Brazil, while now we send only $257,000 worth, 

But, above all, 1 would call the attention of 
the wheat:growers of this country to the im- 
mense markets which. would be afforded. by 
Brazil and the Argentine Republic and all the 
States of South America, more or less, for their 
wheat. 

it is known, especially to those who are ac- 
quainted with the country on the James river, 
and latitude corresponding to that, that there 
is a species of wheat with a hard berry which 
will bear transportation to the southern States 
of Spanish America. ‘The same wheat grows 
above New Orleans in similar latitudes. , Im- 
menss quantities of it have gone, in spite of 
the want of facilities of transportation, to 
those countries. Our exports of wheat flour 
during 1859: to -those countries amounted to 
$3,569,765; and in 1871, to $3,497,000-——an 
actual falling off because we have no longer 
the facilities for trade and commerce which 
we ought to have with the South American 
republics, ha 

Sir, I contend for this appropriation for. the 
benefit of my owm country, my own continent, 
with all the earnestness with which.I contended 
for the appropriation to the line to Japan 
and China. It. opens: to: us the commerce of 
two of the. largest rivers. in the world, the 
Rio de la Plata, running through the Argen- 
tine Republic up to Paraguay, and the Ama- 
zon,. the greatest river of the world, which 
stretches for hundreds and hundreds of miles 
through the Brazilian empire, and. by inter- 
communication with other rivers reaches far 
beyond to the shores of the Pacific coast. The 
establishment of this semi-weekly line of com- 
munication with the port of Rio de Janeiro 
gives to us a line of steamers owned. by citi- 
zens of the United States, and-gives us facili- 
ties for the transportation of commerce and 
mails all alang the Rio de la Piata and 
all along the vast. shores of the Amazon, 
from its mouth up far beyond Para, and then 
far beyond that, in smaller boats, on the. up- 
per waters of the Amazon almost to the Paci- 
fic ocean. y 

Sir, if these geographical and commercial 
facts were well presented to the people of the 
United States, Í hesitate not to say that their 
approval of this appropriation would be given, 
I hope it will have the support of the relics 
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of the Old Whig party left.on either side of the 
Louse. I challenge for it the support even 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Box, ] 
who wishes, or.at all events ought to wish, to 
follow: in the footsteps of his illustrious pre- 
decessor, Henry Clay. . But, above all, again 
and again I demand that, for the interest and 
for the honor of our country, that trade shall 
be ours. It will be ours if we will but stretch 
out our hands to grasp it. It will be given to 
us if we have but the enterprise and the hero- 
ism to undertake to. control that commerce 
as against the Powers which are our rivals. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

. Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1192) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 80, 1873, and for 
other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1094) for the relief of 
Charles A. Weidner; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1203) granting a pension 
to Martha Elwell. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


“Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I can- 
not expect to entertain the House as the gen- 


tleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] has | 


done. [rise merely for the purpose of pre- 


senting in the five minutes allotted to me the | 


reasons why [cannot support this measure. 
‘The other day I voted, upon reconsideration and 
reflection, for increased subsidy to the China 
and Japan mail line. I did it tor the reasons 
which Í then gave. There was a new country 
opening to us, a new field for our enterprise, 
a new market for our products. At that time 
J entered my protest against that measure be- 
ing regarded as the entering-wedge to be fol- 
lowed by a whole sea of bills in its wake. 
Now comes up this measure which was at that 
time defeated by a vote of something like two 
to one. It:comes back from the Senate with a 
motion on the part of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to recousider and concur in the 
amendment. It is not anew enterprise. It 
is nota new field but an old one. It opens 
up no new market for our products. Brazil 
has not been shut up as China and Japan have 
been. It has always been open. ‘This is an 
old enterprise. It does not stand upon the 
same footing with the measure in relation to 
the China and Japan line, 1 read in the pa- 
pers this morning that this measure is to be 
followed, probably this very day, if it. passes, 
by a scheme for an Australian line, and that, 
I am told, is to be followed by a whole school 
of bills providing for subsidizing lines from 
every port on the Atlantic to various European 
ports, to be subsidized by a tax upon the 
people of the United States. 

Now, we were told but a few days ago, when 
we were talking about the tariff bill, by the 
high-tariff men in this House, that we were 
making a market for our products by these 
protective. measures; that. Pennsylvania was 
to bea market forthe West; that the great 
workshops which were being fostered by these 
protective duties were to become markets for 
the surplus products of the West and the inte- 
rior. But now we are told by these very same 
gentlemen that we must subsidize steamboat 
lines for the purpose of making markets abroad 
for our products. -And thus it goes on; thus 
our people are ground down and taxed; taxed 
to make a market at home; taxed to make a 
market abroad; taxed at both ends and taxed 
in the middie; taxation upon taxation; and 
all upon what plea? Is it that commerce 
comes here asking this? Has the Committee 
on Commerce of the House recommended this 
measure? No. Has the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads recommended it? 


No. Has the Committee on Foreign Affairs | 


recommended it? -No. Has any committee 
of. the House considered and recommended 
this measure? Yes. What one? The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and. none other; 
the committee to appropriate money; not a 
committee charged with inquiry into the ne- 
cessities of commerce, into the necessities of 
the Post Office. Department, into the necessi- 


ties of our foreign relations—none of these, | 


but simply toreport appropriations, the money 
committee. 

Sir, I would like to see trade go on and 
increase. Ihave no doubt that thegentlemen 
engaged in this enterprise are very worthy 
gentlemen. I know they-are. So are all the 
gentlemen engaged in these enterprises hon- 
orable men and. worthy men: They would 
like to have their enterprises flourishing; and 
Ido not blame them for coming here and ask- 
ing for these subsidies; but I blame and the 
tax-payers will blame the members of Con- 
gress who grant them. 

Sir, [ protest against this everlasting dig, 
dig for subsidy; subsidize this, subsidize that; 
give a bounty to the iron manufacturer in 


order to manufacture for the market at home; | 


give another bounty to the iron manufac- 
turer to make a ship for the foreign trade; 
and then give another bounty to the man who 
runs that ship. It is giving bounty, bounty, 
bounty all the time. 

[Here the hammer fell. J 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I am against this 
subsidy as I was before. I desire to say that 
we would not have it here to-day if the other 
branch of Congress had shown that respectful 
consideration for the House that I think it 
ought to show. These various propositions 
were offered as amendments to the Post Office 
appropriation bill when it was under consid- 
eration in the House. We heard the splendid 
declamations of the member from New York, 
{ Mr. Brooxs ;] we heard the earnest appeal of 
the senior member from Ohio, from the Cincin- 
nati district, [Mr. Perry, ] both of them speak- 
ing as from the inspiration of patriotism, de- 
manding that this subsidy should be granted 
to this corporation. A mighty lobby was all 
around us; the debate extended through days; 
all that could be sard in favor of it was then 
urged. Yetafter that long debate, after care- 
ful consideration and reflection, this House, 
by a clear majority, voted down these prop- 
ositions to give subsidy to the various steam- 
ship lines. 

‘Lhe bill then went over to the other branch 
of Congress, and after some time it was sent 
back here with this amendment, and also an- 
other proposing to give a subsidy to another 
steamship company. Some of the members 
who opposed this proposition before seemed to 
have changed their opinion, and the first 
amendment was passed. The House, how- 
ever, rejected the other amendment, for what 
reason | do not know, because if one company 
is entitled to this favor I hold that the other is 
equally entitled to it. 

i think the House ought not to concur with 
this amendment, { think we should tell‘the 
Senate that we will not recede from our’ posi- 
tion with reference to this policy of subsidy. 
We were told by the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. SHELLABARGER] the other day 
that the American mind must be aroused and 
educated up to this policy of subsidies. Sir, 
I tell that gentleman that he, as one of the 
leading men of this country and this branch 


of Congress, has done more to build up and | 


keep up thissystem of grinding taxation under 
our-high tariff laws than any other member 
probably on this floor. I tell him that it is 
not just to call upon the great body of the 


American people to suffer additional taxation |! 
to supply the loss and to repair the injury done | 


to the country by our present high protective 
tariff system. - It has destroyed oar ship-build- 
ing interest and our commerce, and swept our 
flag from the seas. 


t 


According to distinguished gentlemen here 
who advocate this policy we want no com- 
merce on the seas, we have a market within 
ourselves for all that we can produce, and it 
is proposed by high protective tariff duties to 
be paid in to prevent any country from trading 
with us; that our policy is to have nothing to 
do with them, to have no commercial relations 
with foreign Powers. Inthe name of common 
sense, why then is it proposed to tax the people 
in order to give subsidies to these steamship 
companies? Siete 

In conclusion, I wish to say that I am unal- 
terably opposed to this subsidy. It is estab- 
lishing a precedent which will surely lead to 
the establishment of a policy which in the end 
will burden the American people for the next 
quarter of a century, and require thein to pay 
$20,000,000' a year from their hard-earned 
taxes for this purpose.. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Sir, 
Iam one of the relics of that old Whig party 
of which my friend from New. York [Mr. 


-Brooxs] so feelingly spoke a few minutes ago, 


and whose aid he now invokes. I am glad, 
very glad, that the old principles which he 
used to advocate in earlier times are exerting 
their influence upon him now. I congratulate 
this House and the country that he is coming 
back gradually to the great principles of pro- 
tection which he and Í earnestly advocated in 
1844, under the lead. of that distinguished 
statesman who then carried aloft the banner 
of protection, Henry Clay. I congratulate the 
country that he recognizes the right and the 
duty of the American Congress to encourage 
the commerce of the American people aud 
the industry of the American citizen. I strike 
hands with him there; and I trust that the 
same time-honored principles which actuated 
him then will hereafter actuate him in full 
force, and that his mind may be brought back 
to see the right and the duty of the American 
Congress to protect the labor and industry of 
every portion of the American people. I joia 
with him in the support of this subsidy. 

Gentlemen on the other side have cried out 
time and again aguiust the loss of American 
commerce. They are complaining that it has 
been taken away from our hands; yet when 
the opportunity is fairly presented to us to 
regain a portion of that commerce they refuse 
to accept it; they turn their backs upon it; 
they endeavor to keepus in the same position 
of which they complain, with too much of the 
commerce of the world in other hands. They 
refuse to assist in regaining our proper share. 

Now, sir, let us imitate in this case the 
policy of the prudent farmer. When he finds 
his pump appearing dry because of worn-ont 
buckets, be invests a little in leather for 
their renewal: and pours down a few buckets 
of water, that he maybe enabled to bring 
up millions of gallons, Let us appropriate a 
few hundred thousand dollars in the way of 
subsidy to this steamship line, in_ order that 
it may be returned to us a hundred fold, as it 
willbe in the commerce that will be brought 
to our shores. Mr. Speaker, if we desire to 
get back that commerce we must follow the 
example of other nations. England and 
France know full well the value of the com- 
merce of the seas.. They have taken pains to 
secure it to themselves, and to do this they 
pour out their money without stint or reluc- 
tance. They have each of them subsicized 
various steamship lines, the subsidies amount- 
ing in the aggregate, if I remember rightly, 
to not Jess than $5,000,000 apiece’ per annum. 

Mr. BROOKS. More than that. ; 

Mr, TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. More 
than five million dollars each, as Jam informed 
by the gentleman from New York. If, then, 
with their cheap capital, their cheap labor, 
their cheap ships, they find. it necessary to 
grant such a subsidy in akl of their commerce, 
much more necessary is it for us, with our 
dearer capital, our dearer labor, our dearer 
ships, to appropriate a portion of our money 
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in order to regain that which we have lost. I 
trust that we shall look at this in a liberal yet 
truly economical point of view ; for true econ- 
omy in a case of this kind is not a niggardly 
husbanding of our resources, but an appropri- 
ation of some portion of our money in order 
that we may retrieve that commerce which I 
trust is not irretrievably lost. I feel that the 
energy of the American merchant and the 
American mariner will be able to bring back 
to us that foreign trade which has been par- 
tially destroyed from various causes within the 
last ten years. I believe that this appropria- 
tion is not a subsidy of money taken away from 
the people, but is a small investment which 
will enable us to carry our products to South 
American markets and enable us to bring back 
foreign commodities that will pour into the 
laps of our merchants untold riches, and spread 
throughout the country for the consumption 
of the people the desirable products of South 
American. lands. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, it is very 
far irom my purpose to cast any imputation 
upon gentlemen who take a different view of 
this subject from that which I have taken. I 
desire to say a few words in defense of the 
vote which I gave the other day, of the vote 
which 1 intend to give to-day upon the passage 
of this measure, as well as of a vote which L 
east in this House upon a kindred question 
some twenty years ago. 

My friend from New York, [Mr. Brooks, ] 
when questions of this character are before 
us, invariably refers to what was done in the 
good old days of the Whig party when he and 
J followed the flag that was borne aloft by the 
gallant ‘Harry of the West.” L have quite 
as fond a memory of that distinguished states- 
man, and those who served with him, as has 
my friend from New York. But, Mr. Speaker, 
while confessing that [ voted with him upon 
the question of subsidy during the controver- 
sies between the Cunard and Collins lines, L 
am disposed to, call the attention of the 
House, and particularly of the gentleman from 
New York, to the condition of public affairs 
at that time, as contrasted with the condition 
of public affairs existing now. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, we had an overflowing 
Treasury, and were comparatively out of debt. 
Then, sir, we were operating this Government 
under the low-revenue tariff of 1846, by which 
the people were taxed only twenty per cent. 
But what a change has transpired! Then we 


had the vast staples of commerce which we | 


sent abroad, creating a balance in our favor 
with foreign nations. Since then we have had 
a desolating war, and the fairest portion of 
this land has as it were been brought to abject 
poverty. We bave no longer those balances. 
The resources of the country have been de- 
stroyed, and we are now operating under a 
tariff, as is well known, which taxes the peo- 
ple lilty per cent. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the local taxes of the 
country have increased about threefold, and 
there is now no people upon the face of God 
Almighty's earth who are so oppressed and 
borne down by a system of taxes, both local 
and national, as ours. And yet the gentle 
man cites me to what was done twenty 
years ago as a reason why I should vote for 
subsidies of this kind. 1 recollect well the 
contest between the Cunard line and the Col- 
lus line, and voted for the subsidy then 
granted to the American line with Webster 
and Clay and the statesmen of that day; but 
l apprehend, Mr. Speaker, that could they 
come down from their high abode to-day and 
take a view of the condition of things as we 
find them, and see the nation as it were ina 
rapid race to national bankruptcy, it seems to 


me Clay and Webster and Crittenden, and those | 


great statesmen, would tell us to pause in our 
support of things like this. 

Mr, Speaker, 1 believed then, in that day 
of universal prosperity, it was right to give all 


these facilities that our flag might float over 
every-sea, and that our commerce might pros- 


believe we should adopt a system of rigid 
economy, and instead of opening up these 
new fields for the expenditure of the national 
treasure, we should everywhere possible reduce 
the taxes which bear down the masses of the 
people. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Speaker, I voted 
when this question was before the House the 
other day for giving this aid to -the Brazil 
steamship line. I also voted, for the reasons 
which I gave at considerable length, for the 


China mail line. The Brazil proposition was 
not discussed before the House. ‘The Japan 
and Chinese proposition was discussed for 
several days, and at great length, and when it 
came back from the Senate it was rediscussed, 
and the whole ground gone qver; but the pre- 
vious question was called within the first five 
minutes on the Brazil line, and no opportunity 
was given to its friends to present its merits, 
or indeed to its enemies to attack it. Tor the 
same general reasons that I was in favor of 
the China mail line, that is, for the promotion 
and extension of Amcrican commerce on the 
Pacific, I am in favor of extending our rela- 
tions by the same means upon the Atlantic. 
I would be glad, were it possible, by every 
means to extend American commerce to every 
continent and to every inhabited island in the 
sea. I believe it is the mission of the Amer- 
ican Government to do more than merely lie 
as a log upon the waters, merely to drift. I 
think it should represent the spirit of enter- 
prise of the American people, and facilitate 
commercial enterprises in all directions, en- 
terprises like those which other enlightened 
Governments foster, in order to extend the 
trade and power, and to promote the commer- 
cial importance of its people. 

I believe there is no sympathy on the part 
of the American people with that spirit which 


people, which would forbid any aid on the 
part of the Government to give them success. 

Why, sir, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CAMPBELL] says we are on the verge of bank- 
ruptcy because of our late war, and for tbat 
reason he now opposes these measures which 
twenty years ago he voted in favor of. I say 
neither the American Treasury nor the Amer- 
ican people is on the verge of bankruptey. 
Our trade, our resources, in spite of the war, 
are immensely greater in proportion to what 
they were twenty years ago, when a like sub- 
sidy was given to the Collins line of American 
steamers, Look to your great West and see the 
multiplied towns, the vast railway enterprises, 
our extended wealth, the prosperity and thrift 
in all directions. A further West coutributes 
its millions in gold and grain and wine, while 
the sea-board shows great cities where there 
were villages or virgin nature. 

The American people are strong and able. 
Taxation for a purpose like this is not like 
throwing water into the sea, ‘Taxation which 
aids enterprises like this is like sprinkling 
water upon the soil, watering the plants so 


nation reaps the crop. These national enter- 
prises give bone and pith and power of defense 
to the country. They give opulence and large 
ideas to the people. Commerce by means like 
this goes out and brings us into intimate rela- 
tious with other nations, and the contact is 
necessarily beneficial to the whole of the peo- 
ple. dt makes no difference whether they 
dwell in the city of New York or on the banks 
of the Mississippi; wherever theyare the ben- 
efit they. experience from commerce is direct. 

For these reasons [ voted for aid to a com- 
mercial line on the Pacific side of the conti- 
nent. But Iam not provincial in my ideas. 
I believe in giving aid also on the Atlantic 
side; that this line ought to be fostered; and 
| that in this respect we ought to follow the 


per, but at present I am one of those who | 


would fetter all enterprises of the American | 


that they spring up and bear fruit, and the | 


example of other civilized nations. -For these 
national and public reasons I shall give my 
vote to this proposition, i 
RETURN OF A BILL. 
Mr. STARKWEATHER, by unanimous 
consent, offered the following résolution : 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request 
the return from the Senate of House bill No. 2050, 
in order that the name of the party may be cor- 
rected in the. engrossment. ; 


Mr. HOLMAN. What bill is this? 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. That relating 
to the Underhill claim. The object is to cor- 
rect a mistake in one of the initials of the 
name. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that the 
Senate had agreed to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives for the suspension of 
the sixtecnth and seventeenth joint rules during 
the remaining days of the present session of 
Congress. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to bills of the Senate 
of the following titles: : l 

A bill (S. No. 908) for the relief of John 
Potis, chief clerk of the War Department; ` 

A bill (S. No. 197) for the relief of the 
widow of D. Jay Brown, deceased ; 

A bill (S. No. 159) conferring upon the 
Court of Claims power to hear and determine 
the claim of J. W. Parrish & Co, for damages 
for the alleged violation of their contract with 
the United States for the delivery of ice; and 

A bill (8. No, 998) relating to the ercation 
of new land districts. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION, BILL. 

The House resumed consideration of the 
report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
Post Ollice appropriation, bill. i . 

Mr. FINKWLNBORG. Some time ago I 
expressed my views upon this whole matter 
of subsidies, and I have found no occasion 
since tu change them. I- said then that I 
believed this policy of voting public money to 
aid private enterprises, under some vague 
notion or idea that they are to return some 
public good for it to.the people, is altogether 
wrong in theory and in practice, ` 

I desire to-day simply to refer to repeated 
statements which have been made by gentle- 
men in the course of the debate with reference 
to the policy of England, Germany, and France. 
It has been stated that these nations have all 
adopted the subsidy system as a. part of their 
permanent policy. As to Germany, that isa 
mistake. Germany to-day does a great: portion 
of the carrying trade tor this country, and 
withouta dollar of subsidy. She does it simply 
by buying her ships where she can buy them 
cheapest, and by an economical. management 
of those ships after she gets them. By that 
policy. she has been enabled recently to as- 
sume a prominent. position among. the sea. 
faring nations of- the world, and she is yearly 
adding splendid lines of steamers to her com. 
mercial marine and to the carrying trade of 
this country. 

England subsidizes her steamers; but in ber 
case there is a reason which, it seems to me, 
has been entirely left out of this debate. 

Great Britain is a part of that complicated 
European system, with all its questions of bal- 
ance of power and mutual. relations of 


| strength between the various countries of that 


continent, which compels her to do that. by a 
commercial marine which the continental 
countries of Europe do by standing armies. 
Russia, Prussia, France, and other countries 
of the continent maintain their weight in the 
scale by keeping up immense standing armies 
at great expense; England does it. by. her 
naval power and commercial marine... She has 
the latter-as an auxiliary to her naval: power, 


3876 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 27, 


and she subsidizes her commercial marine and 
expends money for that purpose from a mil- 
itary motive, just as the continental countries 
of Europe expend their money upon their 
standing armies. Weare happily removed 
from all these causes. We are away from 
that political cauldron of Europe, and we have 
no such motive for subsidizing a commercial 
marine in-this country. France has always 
been trying to emulate Egland in- her naval 
power, and: has entered on the subsidy policy 
from these motives... : 

But, sir, I maintain that here when you sub: 
sidize: vessels it can: only: be done upon the 
naked principle that you will aid a private 
business which confessedly cannot be carried 
on without such aid, which isin itself unprofit- 
able, and you take the people’s money to keep 
up a private undertaking under the general, 
glittering, vague idea that they are goingto re- 
turnsome good to the people at large. ‘That 
system I believe to be radically wrong, and 
what is more, it cannot stop there. As the 
gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Farnsworts] has 
said, there are a number of other linesthat are 
going to apply for subsidies. I go further than 
that; when once you enter upon this system 
of assisting private business upon the ground 
thatit will benefit the public you cannot stop 
with steamship lines. Itis bound to be ex 
tended to other projects, other matters not now 
before us, and Plead to think where it will 
land the American Congress. Ishall give my 
vote now and forever against anything that is 
based upon the idea of subsidy to private par- 
ties for the purpose of carrying on their busi- 


ness. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, happily I 
have no occasion to explain any vote which I 
have given touching this section or any other 
section of the bill. Iam not in the habit of 
voting one day for a measure and the next 
against it without some good reason for it, 
but in this particular instance there is no 
occasion for any explanation about it. As 
a Representative of the-people I am here this 
morning ito protest against the proclamation 
made on every hand that every contract made 
for carrying the mails is a subsidy in the offen- 
sive sense of that word, meaning thereby a 
tí bounty; as one gentleman ‘calls it, and 
meaning thereby, as another gentleman calls 
it, a‘ voluntary donation or gitt’? ‘The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, in the heat and tor- 
rentof his excitement, referring to the manner 
in which Great Britain has been in the habit of 
supplying her mail service, said that she let it 
out to the lowest bidder, forgetting that in the 
very section under consideration the language 
is that this contract is to be let to the lowest 
bidder. It is nothing more nor less than a 
provision for increasing twofold: the United 
States mail service with Brazil upon a contract 
to be let after sixty days’ notice to the lowest 
bidder. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is something more 
in this section that commends it to my favor- 
able consideration, and ought to commend it 
to the favorable consideration of this House, 
and that is, that like the section in relation to 
the Pacific mail service which was passed the 
other day, it will tend to-secure the speedy 
supply of the American Government with 
one of its greatest wants, a sea-going navy. 

This section provides. expressly that. the 
ships that are to be employed in this service 
under this contract must be of twenty-five 
hundred or two thousand tons burden, and 
must be so constructed as, after inspection, 
to be deemed fit for the naval service of the 
United States; and by the very terms of the 
section they are to be at the service of this 
Government in time of war, 

Gentiemen come here and argue against this 
proposition, and if we were to follow their 
arguments to their just conclusions, we would 
repeal from our statute books all thoše stat- 
utes which it has been the uniform custom of 
this Government to adopt from the time it was 


instituted to the present day, upon the ground, 
as they claim, that it was a plunder and rob- 
bery of the people. We should be obliged to 
write upon our banners, ‘No duties at all 
upon imports; no payment of money for the 
transportation of mails; no tonnage duties; 
no light-house duties,” because they are all 
equally robbery. 
free trade in ships, in woolens, in cotton, in 
iron, and in everything ` ' mot 

Gentlemen who talk this way point tothe 
example of England and ask us to follow it. 
I trust in. God the American people will never 
follow that example y that is, plundering and 
robbing nine tenths of the English operatives 
who to-day work out’ England’s ‘shame and 
England’s story by being compelled, men and 
women, to work a thousand feet below ‘the 
surface of the earth by the pale light of the 
lamp in mines for the poor pittance of thirty 
or forty cents a day, and in her mills for 
seventy or eighty cents per day. 

Sir, I point proudly as an American to that 
system of legislation which began ih the begin- 
ning and continues to this hour, and which 
has resulted in making American operatives 
and workers the imperial controllers of the 
destinies of this great Republic. Talk to 
me about the system of legislation which has 
resulted in commanding the admiration and 
homage of the operatives, and workers, and 
builders in all lands, drawing them by the 
hundreds of thousands annually to our shores, 
chiefly for the reason that by your legislation 
which you call robbery, which you call plunder, 
the arm of honest toil is energized, whether that 
arm is employed at the plow, the loom, the 
anvil, in the mine or the mill, or before the 
mast. 

Sir, the legislation proposed by this amend- 
ment is in accord with all your legislation. It 
is a proposition to maintain the commerce 
of the United States, especially in the west- 
ern hemisphere, by paying, for carrying the 
mails, such a reasonable amount as may be 
proposed in open market by bidders, after 
sixty days’ notice, the lowest responsible bid- 
der to have the contract. ‘That is all there 
is of it. But if we are to take the lessons 
that are from hour to hour uttered upon this 
floor, there is nothing left for us to do but to 
turn oar backs upon all the brilliant record of 
our past legisiation and repeal every cent of 
duty that is laid upon imports, repeal every 
law upon our statute-books in favor of Amer- 
ican tonnage, repeal every law providing for 
light-house money, repeal every law providing 
for the payment of one cent for carrying the 
mails to any foreign country whatever, and to 
open your ports to the unpaid pauper labor of 
downtrodden Europe. That is- the question 
presented. 

I do not propose that these. positions as- 
sumed so earnestly and so defiantly by gen- 
tlemen shall go before the American people 
unchallenged. It is a sufficient answer to 
all they huve said for me to say that what is 
proposed to be done here to-day stands in 
perfect accord with all the past legislation of 
this country under every Administration and 
under the coiitrol and direction of every party 
organization from the day when Washington 
witb uncovered head first took the oath to 
support the Constitution of his country to 
this hour. I am not ashamed of the American 
record in this behalf if other gentlemen are. 
I promise to follow in the future, as in the 
past, the footsteps of the illustrious men who 
have gone before us, and who by their wisdom 
in national legislation have demonstrated to 
the, world that men, high-minded men, are 
capable of self-government, and of managing 
the affairs of a great nationality covering a 
continent, which is equal to-day to any nation- 
ality upon the face of the whole earth. The 
record of my country is the vindication of the 
vote that I- shall this day give. Lam for the 
amendment without qualification, 

[Here the hammer fell] 


In short, you must have | 


Mr. STEVENSON. It is always with pro- 
found regret that I differ with my colleague, 
[Mr. Brxeuam,] who has just addressed the 
House, not only on account of the esteem I 
bear him, but because he is the master of 
eloquence, and whenever he speaks draws new 
streams from its purest fountains,‘ But before 
we enter on the magic invitation of that or 
any other eloquent gentleman upon this great 
business, let us consider where we go: It is 
extraordinary that such propositions as these 
come before Congress without the recom- 
mendation of the committees having the subject 
in charge, and without the recommendation 
of some Departmentof the Government having 
jurisdiction. We have no such recommenda: 
tion in this case, aud the only official document 
bearing upon the: subject is the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy to the Senate, Execu- 
tive Document: No. 50, containing a plan 
for the revival of American commerce. {tis 
a grand scheme. The Secretary appears in 
imagination to have mounted the mast-head of 
the flag-ship of the world aud looked over the 
waters rolling about the continents in order to 
determine what we should do to seize the trade 
of all regions; and: he lays out a programme 
comprising seventeen lines of steamships, five 
of which he says should be immediately estab- 
lished as pioneer lines. These five pioneer 
lines would, if established, require an expend- 
iture of fifteen or twenty million dollars: How 
much the entire seventeen lines would cost, he 
seems himself unable to calculate—probably 
from fifty to one-hundred million’ dollars. 
They run all around the world, circling the 
shores of all civilized lands. 

Yet this magnificent scheme cannot be con- 
sidered wild, because if this great nation isto 
enter upon the conquest of the commerce of 
the world, valued at $10,000,000,000 a year, we 
should adopt a comprehensive and liberal sys- 
tem. Shall we enter upon this enterprise of 
drawing to ourselves the world’s trate by 
bounties to steamship lines? ‘There is no 
concealing the fact that this is a bounty, a 
subsidy. Gentlemen may gild the grant by 
calling it a contract. “If it is a contraet itis 
one by which we give hundreds of’ thousands 
of dollars for nothing. A grant without ade- 
quate consideration isa subsidy; and we had 
as well follow the example of my honorable 
colleague, [Mr. SuesuazarGer, ] chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, and call these 
things by their true names. “Ist is a subsidy; 
it is a bounty; it is a gratuitous grant; it is 
asked in the interest of commerce ; and if we 
are to begin we have no right to exhaust our 
bounty on ove line or on two. That would 
add partiality to ‘bad policy. ` 

' Before we grant these subsidies let us exam- 
ine all the facts and consider the claims of all. 
Let us consider whéther we'are ‘able to ‘aid 
all the lines which might properly be estab- 
lished by. private efiterprise between Ameri- 
can and foreign ports; and if we are to aid 
them, upon what scale we can do so. The 
Secretary of the Navy has laid out the oniy 
scheme before us. We have not yet en- 
tered upon it, though we propose to double 
the bounty to the Pacific line. It may be too 
late to defeat that project; and to pass it and 
reject this may leave us in the dilemma of 
aiding a line which. does not ‘need assistance, 
aud refusing aid to one which does need it, 
and of making this discrimination purposely. 

Some gentlemen avowedly refuse to ‘give to 
this line because it is a poor pauper line, while 
they give to the other because it is prosperous. 
Singular logic which persuades members to 
vote for a rich line becaise it is rich, and refuse 
to vote for a poor line because itis poor! If 
the principle of subsidies were right we should 
reverse this rule’ and grant aid where it is 
needed ; but I vote fortione, because the prin- 


i ciple seems to me unsound dnd the policy bad. 


Why should we leave our continent and put 
our treasures on to the seas. Gentlemen 
point to small nations, insular Powers, such as 
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England, and invite us to follow their example, 
We are not an insular Power. We are conti- 
nental and will have enough to do, if in. cen- 
turies we develop and cultivate the. land we 
have without seeking to plow.all the waters 
that wash the earth. . The sphsidy policy is 
against the principle on which our Government 
is founded, that ofequality, What right have 
we, Representatives of a free and.equal people, 
to take their money. to.give away to foster pri- 
vate. enterprises, which happen to court. and 
obtain our favor? rare eha 
. [Here the hammer fell. ]. ee 
Mr. COBURN, Mr. Speaker, I oppose this 
subsidy. It has been argued.on the general 
principles of enconragement.of commerce. 


argued upon a principle of that kind. ‘The 
gentleman from, Maine, [Mr. Hape, ] a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations, told 
the House the other day these ships were rua- 
ning backward and forward on this.line at this 
time comparatively empty. If. I am wrong 
about that I should be glad to be corrected. 

Mr, HALE. It is.so. : 

Mr. COBURN. The gentleman from Maine 
says it is so. ‘There is no pressure of com- 
merce, there is no pressure of trade, there is 
no pressure of travel, there is no pressure of 
immigration on this line. 
why a single ship should be added to the line. 


I repeat it again, these ships are coming and | 


going comparatively empty. Why, then, should 
‘gentlemen rise on this floor and talk about the 
encouragement of.commerce?. They must do 
something besides building ships and subsi- 
dizing. steamship lines to secure commerce 
between this country and South America. 

Mr. Speaker, what ig the secret? I do not 
pretend to know... I believe the secret. lies in 
this, that England and France and Germany 
can furnish at lower prices the articles which 
South America needs than we.can. I believe 
South America has sense enough to go to Bng- 
land and France and Germany, to buy at lower 
prices, than cometo the United States in a sub- 
sidized line to trade with us., It seems to me 
to be a case of common sense. Never, never 


until we can furnish the articles which Brazil | 


and the other South American States need at 
cheaper rates than those countries can furnish 


them, can we pretend to get the trade of those |: 


countries, and we may give to steamers.a hun- 
dred millions back and forth and they will run 
empty.. You mightas well say it was good sense 
ina railroad company to puton additional trains 
of cars in order to make money as to say we 
should put on additional. lines of steamers to 
South America in order to make the trade 
profitable by increasing. the trade between that 
country and this. Who ever heard of arailroad 
company increasing its business by running 
additional trains of empty cars? And yet 
that is what weare asked to do here. We are 
asked to subsidize this line in order to increase 
the number of trips, when it is admitted they 
are now running empty ships backward and 
forward. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, the commerce. of 
South America ought to be ours. The right 
ought to be ours. ‘Lhe States of South Amer- 
ica are. our nearest neighbors. The enorm- 
ous amount of their surplus products should 
come here; but in point of fact they do not do 
it, and I do not believe we can reach them in 
the direction which is here proposed. 

Let me call the attention of the House to 
another idea connected with this matter. New 
York and South America are doing all they 
can on the present line.. When the railroad 


lines shall be constructed from the center-of |) 4 
| was.defeated when it. was here before us last. 


this continent to Norfolk, Norfolk will be not 
only much nearer to South America, but will 
be much nearer to the West than New. York 
is, and the day is not far distant when the sur- 


plus products of the West, instead of going to | 
New York, will be exported to foreign coun-. 


tries through Norfolk. There is New Orleans, 
also a great port for the southern surplus-pro- 


There is no reason | 


It 
strikes. me that it cannot be fairly or properly. i 


| ducing portion of the country. From New 
; Orieaus a large amount of goods may be 
| shipped. 
į to see which way the current of commerce will 


Let us wait one, two, or three years 


tend. .lt isthe part of wisdom and good sense 
to do this. If we are to subsidize additional 
lines let us subsidize them to. New Orleans or 
to Norfolk or to Savannah, where all the great 
lines of interior communication have been 
constructed in this country. _ . 
Whatis one of the greatest articles we im- 
port. from Brazil? Coffee. Now. coffee, is 
used mostly. in the Mississippi: valley and in 
all that region. lying toward: the siope of the 
Rocky mountains. If you want to establish 


a coffee market, where. would you put it? | 


Would you put it at New York? Is it right 
and fair to make all the coffee-consuming peo- 
ple of the country go to New York by subsi- 
dizing thisline? This line is already subsidized 
running to New York. If we are to subsidize 
additional lines let them be to New Orleans, or 
Norfolk, or Savannah, or some other place, 


so. that the coffee-consuming portions of the | 


country in the West and in the South may have 


| facilities which they ought to have. I have no 


hostility to. New York when I say this, but a fair 
arrangement of the commerce of the country, 
it seems to we, demands this at our hands. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Two remarks 
have been made this morning to which I wish 
to call attention. The first is that this subject 
has not been considered before any committee 
except the Committee on Appropriations. 
That is true. Why should it have been? The 
subsidy to the Brazilian line, which was, estab- 
lished years ago, has appeared from year to 
year upon the Post Office appropriation bill. 
It-has been there every year since its estab- 
lishment, and it has as usual come from that 
committee this year. here is nothing, there- 
fore, unusual in that circumstance. It has been 
voted on every year. ` 

A Member. Voted off, you mean, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And has never 
been voted off. Lam speaking of what. has 
been done every year since the subsidy was 
created. Gentlemen therefore cannot make it 
appear as an unusual circumstance that this 
subsidy bas been before that committee alone. 

In the next place, it is said that this proposi- 
tion has been rejected in this House, and re- 
jected after full debate. Now, I call attention 
to the fact that it never has been debated ia 
this House at all until this conference report 
was made. It was not before the House when 


the Post Office appropriation bill passed. ‘The | 


subsidy to the Japan and China mail line was 
then before the Llouse, was elaborately de- 
bated, and was voted down bya small majority, 
But the bill was returned from the Senate with 
this increased subsidy to the Brazilian line 
added—a measure which had not been brought 
before the committec at all, and it is now here 
for its first debate. 

I desire to call attention also to another re- 
mark that has been made this morning by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx.] He 
thinks it a remarkable fact, an almost startling 
fact, that there was a considerable change ia 
the votes in this House on the Japan line, and 


he thinks it almost a piece of impudence to į 


ask the House, which so heavily rejected this | 


subsidy to Brazil, as it did the other day, to 
vote on it again. . Now, in the first place, the 
Senate had a perfect right to non-concur in 
our action, and the proposition is here legiti- 
mately and properly. 

But I wish- to ask attention to the peculiar 
circumstances under which this proposition 


The debate was wholly on the Japan line, and 
although the argument may have applied gen- 
erally to the question of subsidies, not a word 
was said on this special amendment. 

Just before the vote was taken the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kintincer] moved 
to put on an amendment requiring that all 


the ships of the Brazilian line be built wholly 
of American iron. Now, it.-is not necessary 
to have iron ships.on the. short line between 
this country and Brazil. It is necessary to 
have them on the line. between the Pacific 
coast and China and Japan, and the subsidy. 
to that line was accompanied with the. proviso 
thatthe ships skall. be built wholly of Ameri- 
can iron. The paragraph granting the subsidy 
to the Brazilian: line did: not: provide.for iron 
ships, because they wére not required on that 
line. It did, however, provide that they should 
be made wholly in the United States; that-is of 
American materials. But because the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
voted down, a large number of gentlemen 
who were in favor of the subsidy if it em- 
braced the iron clause turned around and 
voted against it, I know a number of gentle- 
man who voted on, that ground, and I do not 
myself believe that the vote of this House 
was a clear expression of the sentiments of 
the House on the merits of the case. i 

I have said all I desire to say in referenc 
to these preliminary matters in connection 
with this discussion. -The argument. that has 
weighed most, perhaps, on the minds of gen: 
tlemen is the ingenious and striking one of my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Harg, } which has been 
referred to several times this morning, and 
jast now by the. gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Conurn.]. The gentleman from Maine says 
that our ships now sailing on this line come 
home only partly freighted and go out not 
wholly freighted. Now, if they are not fully 
freighted with a monthly line, what is, the use, 
he argues, of pûtting on vessels to make a 
semi-monthly line, so as to have. twice the 
number of half-empty ships on the ocean? 

If that is a good argument, the proposition 
belore the House should .be voted down, 
think it is nota good argument, and I will tell 
the House why 1 think so. L will illustrate 
the case by an incident which occurs to mein 
connection with the first great omnibus line 
which was started in the city of Cincinnati, 
Many years ago an omnibus line was started 
there to run through certain streets of the city 
once in thirty minutes. The proprietors found 
that it did not pay, and a large-brained man 
said to the chief of the company, ‘+I will tell 
you what to do; put on enough omnibuses to 
run once in.five minutes.” ‘* Why,” said the 
man, ‘if J did that I should be bankrupt ia a 
month.” ‘*Puton enough omnibuses to run one 
every five minutes and your line will be a suc- 
cess.’ He tried it, and it. was a magnifi- 
cent success, and all the great omnibus.com- 
panies in all the great cities of the United 
States followed the example, and have made 
their omnibus lines successful. Why? Be- 
cause the moment you geta live of transporta- 
tion anywhere that offers sufficient facilities to 
do all the work frequently and regularly the 
business adjusts itself to that order of things, 
and flows in the channel provided forit. That 
is precisely. what the owners of this Brazilian 
line tellus. Mr. Garrison came before the 
Committee on Appropriations, and we heard 
him. fully, and cross-examined him. Ibelieve 
him to be, from all I hear of him, a. man of 
great force of character and of good. business 
ability. He said thisto-us: ‘Iwant you either 
| to djscharge me from my present contract or 
help. somebody to -put-on an additional line ; 
it makes no difference whether I have it or 
not; I prefer not.to have it, but if, you 
will give some American the means ofstarting 
another line, making another trip as often.as 
I make mine, then the line L am running. will 
pay and I will be as much benefited by the 
addition as I would be by the doubling of my 
own.” : 

Now, this is reason for believing that this 
will succeed, and why it ought to.be done. . L 
agree with my friends who havespokeu against 


subsidies. I believe that between this, coun- 
| try and South America the conditions. of trade 
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and transportation differ. so widely from the 
conditions of commerce between this country 
and: Europe that no argument can be drawn 
from the one tothe other. [tisa shame that we, 
whorare the nearest neighbor of Brazil, who use 


from thirty to forty million dollars’ worth of 


her- products per year, should send her in 
return only six millions of our own ; and even 
these amounts we send mainly in foreign ships. 
I do not adopt.the general doctrine of sub- 
sidies. Ido not believe that is the best rem- 
edy for our decaying commerce; but in this 
case we have already inaugurated the system; `‘ 
and weshould do more or do nothing atall. I 
shall thereforé vote for the Senate amendment. 
{Here the hammer fell. ] ee 
- Mr. MORGAN. Lopposeall'subsidies upon 
the ground that Congress does not possess the 
constitutional power to levy taxes upon the 
whole people. for the purpose of making 
princely gitts of money to a few individuals. 
We voted the other day to give a subsidy of 
$1,000,000 to the line of steamers running 
between San Francisco and Japan, while the 
postal revenues resulting from the carrying 
the mails on that route is less than tweuty 
thousand dollars. It follows, therefore, that 


the subsidy or bounty given without considera- | 


tion to the handful of men who own that line of 
steamers is $980,000. It is proposed in the 
measure: now before the House to give a sub- 
sidy of $400,000 to a line running from New 
York to Rio, while the postal revenue result- 
ing from mails carried. on that line is only 
$1,800, making'the subsidy or proposed bounty. 
to be taken from the-people and given to the 
owners. of that line $887,000. 


and Key West, which receives a subsidy of 
$76,000, while the postal revenue resulting 
from itis only $1,200, making a bounty of 
$74,800, given without a valuable considera- 
tion to the people in return, 

: I oppose the granting of these subsidies on 
another ground. -Instead of advancing trade, 
instead of encouraging commerce, they neces- 
sarily and unavoidably have the very opposite 
tendency.: “Jt is impossible fora line of steam- 
ers having no subsidy to compete with a line of 
steamers receiving a large subsidy. On the con- 
trary, subsidies encourage monopoly, and are 
to the prejudice of the general interests of trade, 

The honorable gentleman from New York 
who addressed the House this morning re- 
ferred to the fact that in the James river val- 


ley, Virginia, a certain character of wheat is | 


grown from which the only flour.is made which 
will bear the heat of the tropics without being 
spoiled. Such is the fact; and it is also true 
that the principal commodity we send to Bra- 
zil in exchange for their coffee is that. Virginia 
flour, 


that is brought iuto the United States from 
Brazil is consumed south of the Potomac and 
west of the Alleghany mountains, ‘Then, if 
this subsidy is to be granted af all, why not 
give it to a line running from Norfolk to Bra- 
zil, that port being one day’s journey nearer 
to Rio than is New York, and coal at Norfolk 
is one dollara ton cheaper than in New York. 

We have, then, these: facts: we exchange 
Virginia: flour for Brazilian coffee. Norfolk 
is the nearest port from which that flour can 
be exported; and the fuel can be obtained at 
a lower rate at Norfolk than in New York. 
Ifa subsidy is to be given, ought it not to -be 
to a. Norfolk rather than to a New York line? 
And especially when it is remembered that the 
coffee when broaght from Brazil is mostly con- 
sumed in the South’ and West, and a railway 
will soon be ‘completed’ which will connect 
Norfolk with Cincinnati and the great cilies 
of the West. 

Is it wise so to legislate as to require the 


flour of Virginia to be sent through Norfolk |: 
|| on Commerce, because if is an appropriation. 


é We have a! 
line running from New Orleans to Cedar Keys | 


į ence of the lobby in the corridors. 


i lobby. 


And in this connection I wish to state | 
the important fact that two thirds of the coffee | 


| 
! 
i 


| priation Committee. It could not goto the Com: 


` Then there is the port of New Orleans, which 


is at least three days nearer to Rio than is’ 


New York. Prior to the war that port con- 
trolled this coffee trade, and if left alone, left 
free from the unjust discrimination now pro- 
posed in favor of New York by means of 
enormous: subsidies, this trade will return to 
its natural port of entry. 


I desire to refer to another matter brought: 


into this debate. The-gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Brooxs] has two or three times 


turned to this side of the House and made an‘ 


appeal to his Democratic colleagues, and the 


manner in which he has done so might create’ 


the impression in the country that this odious 


measure was to some considerable extent sup- 


ported by this side of the House. Such isnot 
the fact. 
votes in favor of the Japanese steamship line 
subsidy, and of that number there were only 
sixteen Democrats, the other ninety-four be- 
ing Republicans. 
J do not propose to comment upon the pres: 
I do not 
charge that any gentleman has been'‘properly 
or improperly influenced in his actiou by the 
ut whether gentlemen have or have 
not had settlements with the lobby, one thing 
is certain: those who vote for this and other 
kindred measures will find that they will have 
a settlement to make with the people when 
they return to their constituents and are called 
upon to explain why they voted oppressive taxes 
to pay these subsidies. - : 
Mr. BANKS. It affords me great pleasure 
that the House has given attention to this 
subject. When it was under consideration 
before not one word was said upon it, when we 


were called upon to vote, for or against it. And’ 


I venture to say that, apart from the commer- 
cial considerations connected with this ques- 
tion, nothing can be brought to the attention 
of this House more important than our con- 
nection politically aud internationally with the 
South American States. i 

I congratulate the House and the -country 
upon the fact that our ‘attention has been 
brought in this nianner to the consideration 


| of this question in both its aspects. The gen- 


tleman from Ohio [Mr. Morgay ] has said that 
the Constitution gives us: no power to pass an 
act of this kind. Sir, for seventy-five years 
we have heard that same declaration against 
every act that has been undertaken by the 
Government. Now, what is this proposition, 
and what is involved in it? It is a question 
of national defense, that is what it is. This 


| very proposition upon which we are now called 


upon to vote gives the Government the right 
to take these vessels for the national defense, 
and will the gentleman say that we have no 
power to provide for the national defense in 
this way? ne 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] 


: and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Morcay} 
: have spoken against the policy of this prop- 


sition because it is for the protection of an 
nterest. Sir, it is a protection, a national 
interest ; exactly the same measure of protec- 


| tion that was given to Kentucky in the days 
i of thedark and bloody ground, and to Indiana, 


and to every other frontier State, when a peo- 

le too weak to ‘do a thing necessary to be 
done called upou the Government of the Uni- 
ted States for aid and received it. «Now, hav- 


ing been assisted in their infancy, and having’ 


grown in their sttength, they come here, and 
through their honorable Representatives tell us 
that the Government has no right to do for 
others just exactly what it has done for them. 

The honorable gentleman from IHinois said 


that this proposition had not been considered 
Sir, this is ‘an’ 


by any appropriate committee. 
appropriation ; itof course went to the Appro- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs or to the Committee 


There were one hundred and ten- 


ask? But the gentleman ‘is not correct in say- 
ing that this subject has not been considered 
by any other committee. The Committee on 
Commerce has reported a bill embracing this 
very proposition in general terms with many 
others. I hold in my hand the bill of that 
committee, providing among other things for 
the aid of the Government to a lineof steamers 
from one of the American ports to Brazil ;‘and 
if the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SHELLaBARGER] had presented and urged this 
bill, I would have preferred to sustain it rather 
than to vote on this isolated question. Itistrue 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs has not con- 


| sidered this subject, because it does not belong 


to that conimittee; yet I feel authorized to say 
that the record ofthe vote will show a majority 
of that committee in favor of this measure; It 
isas a member of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs alone, and in view of the internatioual 
importance ‘of this line, that I spoke before 
and speak now. i 

Gentlemen: have said that if we grant this 
subsidy we must grant all others that may be 
asked. Why, sir, we spent the whole of last 
Friday night in strife and by-play simply 
because somebody said that if we voted an 
appropriation of two or three thousand dol- 
lars, or perhaps more, it would involve ulti- 
mately an expenditure of $250,000,000 ; we 
spent all night here not in any very creditable 
manner; and ‘when ‘the question came to be 
taken we found that almost everybody was for 
the bill, that thé votes against it were insig- 
nificant in’ number. Gentlemen now bring up 
the same proposition in regard to'this matter. 
Sir, it isa painted devil made to frighten peo- 
ple, and ought not to receive the attention of 
sensible men for a single moment. 

The honorable gentléman from Missouri 
[Mr. FINKELNBURG} has said that this is a 
measure to increase, ‘not to diminish taxes. 
Sir, I take issue with him upon that point. 
This is a bill to reduce tariffs‘and taxes be- 
cause if-is a bill to strengthen the ‘commerce 
of the-country. ` If he will ‘look at the record 
he will find that wherever there has been a re- 
duction of tariffs and taxes it has been because 
the commerce of the country was strong. In 
1824 ‘and 1828 we had high tariffs. In 1882 
we had low tariffs. In 1842 we had a high 
tariff, In 1846-and in 1857 we had thelowest 
tariff we have ever had, because the commerce 
of the country was then most powerfal and 
most prosperous. ‘Let gentlemen give their 
aid to the commerce of the country, and they 
will find that duties and taxes will be reduced ; 
for such has been the uniform experience 
heretofore. If you restrict the people to one 
pursuit, one domestic industry, tariffs and 
taxes may be increased indefinitely; butif you 
have commerce onthe one hand and domestic | 
industry on the ‘other, these having opposite 
interests, though both looking to the welfare 
of the ‘country, harmonize and unite upon a 
common basis as they did in 1857, in 1846, 
and’ still earlier in: 1882, ° i : 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Moreay] ap- 
pealed to the South and the West to oppose this 
bill. Let me ask the House how many mil- 
lrons-and hundreds of millions, I might almost 
say thousands of millions, have been given in 
various ways for the protection and aid of the 
interests of. the West?’ Look at the railway 
grants which that section has -reeéived:; look 
at the protection for its agricultural interests. 
No country or people-on the face of the earth 
has ever had such protection as has been 
demanded by the West; yet now, when we 
ask a trifling encouragement for commerce, 
they say, ‘‘ We have no constitutional power 
to grant such aid, and it is against equity and 
justice’? : 9 - i : $ e 

Sir, let me call the attention of those gen- 
tlemen'to the history of the South. Men of 
that section in former days urged that Con- 
gress had: no right to’ protect any domestic 
interest; and when the great hour of trial 
came what. was the result? Where is the 
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South now? Sir, give us the protection, the 


aid, and the Government favor that has been 
given to the West, and we shall.ask nothing 
more. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. BECK. Mr. Speaker, I would not have. 


risen again to add anything.to what I have said 
before but for. some remarks made by. my 


friend from New York. [ Mr. Brooks] drawing,. 


J admit, very properly an unfavorable contrast 
between myself and my. great predecessors. 
But, sir, the same. contrast could have been 
drawn between. them. and any other gentie- 
man in this House, the gentleman from New 
York not excepted, perhaps not in the same 
degree... Whatever. Mr. Clay may have done 
or would have done when he was alive, I 
know the people of. my district to-day, if they 
could be heard:on this foor—and I only speak 
here because they cannot all speak for them- 
selves—would say to this House and to this 
country, in the present condition of taxation 
and in the present condition of our trade with 
Brazil, it is an outrage to tax the people still 
further and thus add to the cost of their living 
and to. the cost of their productions that much 
more by giving $1,000,000 to subsidize this 
line of steamers. 

Why, sir, if Mr. Clay were bere to-day I 
have no sort of doubt he would be opposed 
to all these. schemes of subsidy which gave 
these enormous sums of money to corporations, 
at the same time adding still further to the 
heavy burdens of taxation imposed upon the 
masses of a tax-ridden people. At the date of 
his death, if you will turn to the financial re- 
ports of the Government for the year 1870, 
page 30, you will find that $44,000,000 was the 
utmost spent in one year by all the Depart- 
ments of this Government. The same report 
shows that in 1870 the expenditures of the 
Government were $702,907,842. Weare pay- 
ing into the Treasury $400,000,000 from 
customs and internal. revenue taxes and in 
subsidies in the way of pensions—bounties, 
call them what you please—to privileged 
classes under the tariff system as now ar- 
ranged, $444,000,000 more. Hight hundred 
and forty thousand dollars is the amount which 
the people are. now paying in the way of 
revenue bounty pensions, more than half of 
it to a few favored individuals, And every 
intelligent man knows that the great mass of 
this taxation falls upon the body of the labor- 
ing people of the country. Though the fact 
may be that it is collected by the tax-gatherer 
from the great manufacturing interests, yet, sir, 
it cannot be denied it is the laboring men, who 
toil day after day, either in the mines under 
the earth or upon the soil, who pay it in the 
Jast resort. i 

Look, Mr. Speaker, at the agricultural in- 
terests. Four thousand and odd millions are 
the aggregate productions of the agricultural 
interests of tbis country, while the manufac- 
turing interests are less than five hundred 


millions; hardly one tenth. Yetthe great mass, 


of our people, have to be taxed over fifty per 
cent. on everything they use to support those 
very manufacturing interests and make their 
proprietors rich enough to fill these lobbies 
and control legislation here. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Bays] talks about the protection given to the 
Westin greatland bounties. There has not been 
a land corporation, whether the Union Pacific, 
the Central Pacilic, the Northern Pacific, or the 
Southern Pacific, or any other great corpora- 
tion to which the enormous grants of land and 
money have been made, which is not and has 
not been in the hands of New England and 
New York speculators.. They are the men, Mr. 


Speaker, who hold these lands, and hold them | 


from ihe men of the West, and yetit-is argued 
that the men of the West are benefited by the 
land grants given to these vast corporations, 
when, in fact, the reverse is true. Every 
man in this House knows that every one of 
these jobs was put through in the interest of 


i 
i 


t 


men living in:the great manufacturing and | 


moneyed cities of the Hast, and that they were 
passed through both Houses of Congress by 
the influence and by the capital of these 
eastern speculators. : 

We are told by granting this subsidy we will 
stimulate trade between this country and Bra- 
zil. What is the result now in the develop- 
ment of this steamship line which is running 
to-day between. the United States and Brazil 


and carrying our mail, the revenue from which: 


is only $18,000 a year? They charge on this 
line of steamers to every man.who sells a bar- 
rel of flour and who wishes it taken to Brazil 
$1 50, while the sailing vessels charge only 
one dollar a barrel, and get it to Rio Janeiro 
within nine days of these steamers. 
of steamships charges $1 50 freight for each 
bag of coffee, which we can get by sailing ves- 
sels at one dollar a bag.. In other words, these 
steamships are running in competition with 
our own American sailing ships; and when 
gentlemen talk about building up our com- 
merce I ask them to look at the statistics which 
show we have the best country to sell to and 
the worst country in the world to buy from. 

It is true that we are closer neighbors to 
Brazil, and that we have better products, but 
our taxes are so great that we cannot afford 
to sell unless we get an enormous price for 
them. Turn to the monthly report of the 
Bureau of Statistics, and you will find that 
the exports from Rio Janeiro to the United 
States for the first six months of 1871 were 
$17,228,000, while to Great Britain they were 
$5,700,000. Turn again, and look at the im- 
ports into Rio for the same period. Great 
Britain sent to them $21,800,000, while the 
United States sent $2,300,000. 1t will be seen, 
therefore, that the United States is a loser to 
the extent of $15,000,000 in gold in a period 
of six months of last year in that trade, while 
England gains almost a corresponding amount. 


| The reason why the balance of trade in this 


respect is so vastly against us and in favor of 
Great Britain is simply because we are. so 


| oppressed by our taxes, as I have already 


said, that while we are the best country in the 
world to sell to, we are the very worst to buy 
from. We are told the owners make nothing 
on this line of steamers. We know that when 
the war was over they bought these ships at a 
very cheap rate, and established tbis line of 
steamers, and that they now charge. fifty per 
cent. more than the same freight can be car- 
ried by sailing vessels. 

And now you are asked to double the boun- 
ties to them, so that you may still more effect- 
ually destroy the cheap wooden ships that are 
carrying two thirds of the trade both ways. 
That is the whole of it. The whole system of 
subsidy is wrong, and extorts from the whole 
to enrich a few. It is folly to talk about re- 
ducing taxation while you pile on subsidy, and 
while tariff taxation is crushing commerce ; you 
are only adding to the burdens of the masses 
by this system. 

Mr. GOODRICH. Mr. Speaker, is it pos- 
sible that the éxtraordinary spectacle is about 
to be set of this House going back on itself 
in the reversal of its own vote by which, a 
few days since, it decisively withheld its as- 
sent to the subsidy that has been incorporated 
in the appropriation bill before us by the Sen- 
ate, and in which we are now asked to concur? 
That concurrence, if it shall be given, will, sir, 
in connection with the concurrence already 
accorded by this House to another amendment 
by the Senate of a similar-character, in favor 
of the steamship service between San Fran- 
cisco and Japan and China, inaugurate a de- 


| parture from. the past course of legislation 


here, and establish a system of subsidizing 


| particular interests at the expense of the 


commou industry of the country, after the 
example of Governments in the Old World. 
I trust, sir, we are not about to enter upon 
that dangerous imitation. 

For what reasons, why, are we asked to do 


This line: 


it? Under the act of May, 1864, for the encour- 

agement of the mail service. between the port 

of New York and Brazil, the Government con- 

tracted on its part to- pay for that service, ia- 
the delivery of the mails between the two 
countries once & month, $150,000: per annum 

for the term of ten years, on: condition that 
Brazil should contribute on her part:acdike 
sum for the same service, which Brazil engaged 
to do. _ Both Governments are under: that con 

tract-with the United States and Brazil Steam. 
ship Company, and will be until: 1875, when 

the contract will expire. But, sir, without 

awaiting its expiration, the proposition now is 

to contract for substituting for the monthly a 

semi-monthly delivery of the mails. between 

New York and. Brazil, and to increase the 

compensation therefor from. $150,000 to a 

sum not exceeding $400,000 per annum for an- 

other period often years: I repeat, upon what 

ground is so extraordinary a proposition 

to be defended? r PIP sought 

Why, sir, it is said that Brazil is a vast) a 
growing, and important country, with which 
it is desirable that we should have a more 
frequent. than monthly communication by 
mail. Quite likely that is so.. It certainly 
has been so in the past, and will doubtless be 
so in the future, in reference to other. coun-. 
tries about us, of equal, perhaps of even 
greater importance to us than: Brazil, and yet. 
it never has been, and never can be, I am 
sure, thought necessary that we should subsi- 
dize steamship or other companies to effect- 
uate the desired intercourse, > 

_ As to the income, our Government has de- 
rived as postages from the monthly deliveries 
of the mails which have thus far been. made 
under the existing contract, I may state that 
the amount has not exceeded about thirteen 
thousand dollars per annum. |. as 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man will permit me, I desire to ask him if he 
is not familiar with the fact that many of our 
great mail lines do not begineto pay ? 

Mr. GOODRICH. JT understand in regard 
to many of the mail lines to other countries 
there has been a falling off in the amount of 
postages received during the last year or two, 
in consequence of a reduction in the rates of 
foreign postages. . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In what I said 
just now, I had reference 1o home lines, 

Mr. GOODRICH. I have before me the 
report of the Postmaster General, which shows 
that the receipts for postages for the past year 
from mails delivered by the steamship line be- 
tween New York and Brazil were $13,276 59. 
Assuming that the sum would be doubled 
under semi-monthly deliveries, still even such 
receipts for postages would, as will be seen, 
go buta little way toward compensating for the 
extraordinary sum of $400,000 per annum, 
which it is now proposed we shall give for such 
carriage of the mails between the two countries. 

In the bill which, if it passes by now re- 
ceiving the concurrence of the House in the 
added amendment, will bind us to the payment 
of this sum. it is stipulated that all the vessels 
‘thereafter’’ accepted for the increased mail 
service to be contracted for shall be con- 
structed so as to be convertible into war ves- 
sels, and the Government of the United States 
shall have the right, if war shall arise, to take 
them for that purpose by paying therefor a 
just equivalent; and this right, it is claimed 
by the friends of the measure, will go some 
way toward compensating for the subsidy that 
is proposed. : 

Sir, the steamship company at present em- 
ployed in making the monthly deliveries of 
the mails have in use for the service three 
steamers. These are already built and “ ac- 
cepted ” for the service. Under the proposed 
contract for the increased service, the addition 
of at most two more vessels would enable the’ 
company to make the semi-monthly trips ;-so 
that the utmost the Government can gain will 
be the right, if war shall arise, to take but the 
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two- vessels for its use under that emergency; 
and: that right. it can exercise only by paying 
for the vessels taken.: Sir, when it is remem- 
bered -how inadequate merchant vessels must 
befor:the purposds of war, even though built 
as far as possible to be convertible into vessels 
of that:character, the. right to be: secured to 
thè- Government thus to take such two addi- 
tional: vessels can be regarded-as of ‘no great 
moment ‘toward compensating for a ‘subsidy 


which whi amount for: the ten ` years to’ 
$4,000,000, a:sum that would enable the'Gov-- 


ernment to build: and equip:half a dozen or 


more of:the best war vessels of modern. times. - 


« [Here the hammer fell. ]- : 

iMr PALMER. : I move the-previous:ques- 
tión onthe pending motion ‘to recede.: * : 
« Mr. GOODRICH. I shall be greatly obliged 
for-the patience of the House in allowing me 
to'add a few words further. > . 

: Mre PALMER: I withdraw:the demand for 
the previous question. - 

Mr. GOODRICH. Mr. Speaker; I am far 
from wishing thus to: press upon the patience 
of the House:otherwise than in the discharge 
of duty. No; sir; by no means. In my judg- 
ment, however, this measure, if it shall pass, 
following the subsidy granted the other day to 
the Pacific Steamship Company, will commit 
the Government to a subsidizing policy after 
the: fashion of French. and British examples, 
which it will be difficult hereafter to arrest, 
and. whieh, if:it-be: not arrested, will fiad its 
consummation.in reducing the laboring classes 
of this country to the same condition to which 
they aré subject in those countries, Against 
such: a result, and all tendencies here which 
are to commit us in that direction, I desire’ to 
raise my. humble but earnest protest. 

“Mr. Speaker, what is the only other ground 
upon which the attempt has. been made dur- 
ing this debate to justify'the drawing from 


the hard earnings of the people these $4,000,- 


000 with which. to subsidize the steamship 
company for the proposed increased mail ser- 
vice to Brazil:for the next ten’ years? 

Why, sir, the claim is—and this is the main, 
the great point’insisted upon—that the line of 
steam vessels thus passing: twice a month be- 
tween New York and Rio de Janeiro -and 
other principal ports of Brazil, in furnishing 
increased means of transportation, will serve 
greatly to increase our exports to that coun- 
try, which: for the last year did not exceed, 
and never have exceeded, about five milion 
dollars per annum; while, that being the 
country whence we derive mainly coffee, the 
great staple of American luxury, we have long 
imported in that and in other of her pro- 
ducts something like thirty million of dollars 
annually, net 


The quantity we imported of coffee alone’ 


during the past year was not less than two hun- 
dred and fifty million pounds: At the same 


time Brazil is largely an importing’ nation. 


importing from England in manufactured 
articles not less thau six or seven’ times the 
value of her imports from our country, and 
scarcely less ‘from France. What we import 
from Brazil, her coffee, rubber, &c., we buy 
because we must. ' Aside from the line of 
steamers referred to, now making its monthly 
trips; there are vessels in ‘abundance ready to 
convey these products to our shores: 

In fact, this’ line of transportation carries 
but a small portion. of our imports from that 
country. And, let me say, it is entirely, abso- 
lutely a mistake to suppose that the meager- 
ness of our exports to Brazil is owing at all 
to any of the facilities of carriage, cither at 
present or in the past. 
cause lies, and always has, and while things 
remain as they are it ever will, wholly in 
our inability to manufacture and sellas cheaply 
as England and France, with their depressed 
laboring classes, can: s 3 

Sir, we feel this even at our own doors; for; 
but for our protective tariff, the manufae- 


turers of these countries would drive ours‘from ` 


On the contrary, the’ 


our own markets at home. How ‘then’ can 
they fail to do so from a foreign market where 
no'shield of protection can be invoked? 

Mr. Speake, to show that this and not the 
want of any further facilities of transporta- 
tion than are already possessed, is the cause 
why, though we import from Brazil so largely, 
we export. thither so ‘little, I send to the 
Clerk’s desk: and ask to have read an extract 
from the report made to our Government by 
the secretary: of our minister residing in Brá- 
zil, on ‘the very point I am seeking to impress 
upon ‘the House. 
November 5, 1870. 

‘The Clerk read as follows : 

“Lard, kerosene, soda crackers, axes, and ma- 
cheres, afew. pine boards, ‘some chairs, Florida- 
water, and patent medicines, close the short list of 
American importations, The first four articles only 
are important in value, and have heretofore with- 
stood European competition, .Collin’’s axes, ma- 
chetes, and other steel manufactures stil) hold the 
high place which their superiority over European 
work of the same class long since gained for them, 
but their sale is limited. by cheap. imitations, par- 
ticularly of machetes imported from Germany, and 
sometimes even bearing the American name and 
trade-mark, Recently, however, an article of Ger- 
man manufacture has been produced, which is said 
to be fully equal to that. made in America and of 
somewhat Jess cost. American axes, machetes, and 
other steel goods have so long maintained à superi- 
ority over all others,.-that we bave regarded them 
as a national specialty; but I fear we are about to 
meet serious competition from continental manu- 
facturers. : tee eae 3 

In heavy cottons, our supply of which was, up to 
1861, chicfly derived from the United States, we can 
no longer compete with England. Unbleached 
goods, (drills, ducks, plain cottons,) stripes and 
blue goods, are no longer looked upon by American 
importers as forming part of their cargoes. A few 
bates only are received, for sale to those who may 
require a superior article for some particular use, 
but the amountisunimportant. Even previous to 
our war, flimsy imitations of American goods were 
appearing in the market at low cost. Our internal 
troubles enabled England to obtain possession of 
the market, which she still holds, by cheapness of 
production and cheapness of transports.. _ 

“ As regards cheapness of production, it is unne- 
cessary forme to make any suggestions. The sub- 
ject:has been. fully discussed for years; it- opens 
many collateral issues, and I could not hope to throw 
any further light upon it. Itis sufficient for me to 
say that England does produce cheaper goods than 
we preduce, and thatshe has driven us-from this and 
other foreign markets by doing so. : 

“Upto about one year ago the direct trade be- 
tween England and this port was conducted through 
Sailing vessels, At that time two. steam lines, un- 
subsidized,.and intended chiefly for freight, were 
started from England, say Liverpool, to this port, 
touching at Lisbon and at.Maranhao and Ceará, 
ports. on the. Brazil coast. Their measurement. is 
about one thousand tons, capacity of freight four- 
teen to sixteen bundred tons weight and measure- 
ment; cost, £30,000each ; and they make the voyage 
from Liverpool to Pará in about twenty-one days. 
They placed their rate of outward freight at the 
same price as that of sailing vessels, forty shillings 
per ton, and though this rate has since been raised 
to fifty, sailing vessels:-cannot compete with them, 


and, in fact, so far as relates to general cargo, have. 


abandoned the trade. - j 
The great variety of cargo, coming not only from 
Bagland but, from the continent, much. of. which is 


of small bulk compared with its value, furnishes. 


abundance of freight, and makes the percentage of 
transport changes very small. Not only has the 
original enterprise increased its tonnage, but a third 
line is already contemplated, . _ . 

“ Commercial relations do not depend upon, indeed 
are scarcely influenced by political sympathies. It 
isnot tó any sentiment of friendship,in this.or other 
countries that we must look for the development of 
commerce, Trade has but one Jaw, which isinya- 
riable, namely, to buy in the cheapest market. 
shall not be able to meet the -compotition of rivals 
until we can produce as cheaply as they ean produce, 
and carry as cheaply as they can carry. Whether 


the advantages of cheap labor are profitably bought. 


by the aggregation of a large population in a lim- 


ited area is another question, and one which it would | 


not become me to discuss, 


t But in answer to your permission “to make such: 


suggestions as | may deem useful,’ I will briefly add 
that the commercial relations between the United 
States and this country will be promoted, first, by 
any means through which the cost cf our home pro- 


ductions may be lessened; next, by such efforts as- 


may reduce the duties of import. and export in this 


country; and finally, by inducing the Government } 


of this country to abandon the idea of protective 
tariff, in order to devote its whole strength to agri- 


| cultural development, in which its true interest lies, 


Whatever may be the benefit of a protective system 
elsewhere, it is certainly an error here. Nor, in- 


deed, is it- within the range of human intelligence - 


to administer such a. system in a country of vast 
extent and varied produétion without injuring one 
portion for the benefit of another.” ` 


Mr: GOODRICH: Thus, Mr. Speaker, it will 


Tt is under the date of 


We: 


merce of the United States, 
'agree upon that. Now, then, being thus agreed, 


be seen that the real cause why we exportso little 
to Brazilis not for the wantof more ample means 
for transporting our exports thither, but simply 
and solely because European countries can 
furnish the people there with what they want 
cheaper than we can, and because: the Brazil- 
ians, like all others, will buy of whom they 
can purchase the cheapest. And this is an ad- 
vantage on the part-éf other countries which 
we-need not deplore; for its price to them, as 
it must’ be to’ every: nation, is the depression 
and ‘subjugation ‘of tteir laboring classes, a 
pricé which we can never afford, and never 
will beable, I'trust, to pay. 

Whilé, therefore, it is the cheapness of Euro- 
pean manufactures that prevents ‘our being 
able to ‘supply Brazil with more’ of what wè 
export than we do, it follows that while this 
cause remains, no increase of the facilities of 
transportation can serve to increase our ex- 
ports thither, ahd consequently that no benefit 
of that kind can be’ expected to be realized, 
to compensate at all for the subsidy proposed. 
Indeéd, sir, itis nothing more nor less than a 
stupendous offering from the earnings of the 
industrious many to enrich a gigantic corpo- 
ration, and as such Itrust it is to meet with 
no favor from this House. ; i k 

Mr. PALMER. Before calling the previous 
question, I yield to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee‘ on Commerce, the gentleman from 
Obio, [My. Suectaparcer.]  . 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Mz. Speaker, T 
have desired to say something in reterence to 
the views-entertained by the Committee on 
Commerce on this subject. “I have been able 
to occupy but ten minutes of the time of the 
House on this subject, and wy solicitude was 
such during those ten minutes to. state the 
views which thé committee entertain so far 
as I know, and which I myself entertain in 
regard to this matter of subsidies, in favor of 
a judicious’ system of subsidies in aid of 
American commerce, that I did not retain 
for myself any time to represent the antag- 
onistic views which T entertain in regard to 
ipcreasing the subsidies to the two lines which 
have been permitted to bring forward their 
claims here. It is to that question that I want 
to devote the five minutes which’ are allotted 
tome. ` And in order to do it sensibly I shall 
be compelled to state facts which seem to me 
to control the question. ` 3 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we cannot’ get at the 
real substantial basis upon which this claim 
must rest for the. subsidy except by some just 
contrast between the amount of that com- 
tnerce which we have between Brazil and our 
own country and the aggregate commerce of 
the United’ States, which has an equal claim 
upon the care and nurture of. the Govern- 
ment. ‘That proposition ‘is so elementary, so 
self-evident, that it ‘is irresistible, ‘and that 
statement tust. carry cofiviction, it seems to 
me, to every ‘mind. “Now, then, nò géntleman, 
and I have watched the debate with care, has 
undertaken to say that there is-any great and 
controlling reason why we should pay the Bra- 
zilian line that is not substantially of equal 
application to all the other great lines of com- 
We shall all 


let me call attention to the fact to which I was 
about to allude. The commerce of the United 
States with Brazil, as indicated by the domestic 


‘exports which we .carry from our. country to 


it, isin éxact numbers $5,777,361. The aggre- 
gate exports of domestic products—and I con- 
fine wy statement now to that class of exports 
which Wwe ate especially solicitous to promote— 
the exports of Lue United Statesto all countries 
in 1870, amounted. to $499,092,142.° It so hap- 
pens, therefore, that about one pér cent. of 
the exports of the United. States go to Brazil. 
Applying the same’ ratio to the residue of 


| your commerce, arid you have already between 


ifteen’and sixtcen ‘million dollars of subsidy 
to make it no larger than what this line to 
Brazil now is: 18 


1872. 
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Mr. HALE, Annually? ` i 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Annually ; nearly 
three times what England allows, under her lib- 
eral system of subsidies, to her commerce, the 
exact amount of which I am‘enabled to give 
from a statement made by the chancellor 


and at ten per gent. premium ‘equivalent to 
$6,042,000 in'eurrency. i j ‘ 

‘Now, Mt. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House of Representatives, this line already has 
a subsidy of twenty-five dollars perton. That 
is nearly three'times the subsidy recommended 
by the Seerétary of the Treasury (Mr. Bout- 
well to this Congress. It is nearly three times 
the subsidy recommended by the Committee 
on Commerce. If it extended to our entire 
commerce it is three times what England gives 
in aid of her commerce. - 

J am not in favor of adding to the subsidies 
which we now give to these lines six times as 
mach as any gentleman on this floor will pre- 
tend that we are able to give to the entire 
commerce of the United States. 

Let us, then, be equitable; let us be judi- 
cious; let us, if we are wise, as we ever must 
be in the matters of finance, deal with this 
subject as one requiring a scrutiny of details 
of the relative claims of our entire commerce. 
We should at this late hour of the session 
postpone this till some time when we may 
mature a bill and get to work agencies that || 
will watch our commerce, that will see what 
lines have commerce, and trade, what ones 
need our help, and will, in the prosperity of our 
entire country, return recompense. This-may 
be done, this ought to be done} nay, I predict 
this will speedily be done by the patriotism, 
the courage, and the wisdom of a great peo- 
ple which will not permit its great interests 
on the seas to either perish or languish. Let 
us give our aid to all the lines that we can 
afford to keep alive, to the lines that there- 
fore ought to be kept alive. Whenever the 
commerce ought to be fostered I tell you our 
people will protect it, and we will not blindly 
and indiscriminately bestow our assistance 
upon a few favored lines in excess of what 
we can mete out to our vast and equally 
deserving iaterests in other and far more im- 
portant seas. : 

We have nota single American steamer going 
to England; we bave not a single American 
steamer going to Europe, except it be in the last 
few weeks in a single line; yet to England we 
send annually of our exports $267,000,000, and 
wedo not givea dollar to any line ofsteamships 
going to thatcountry. Now, I have stated— 
and Í thank the ‘House for the patience with 
which I have been listened to—l have stated 
very imperfectly in a very general outline the 
reagons why we ought not to vote thissubsidy, 
but ought to do that otber and wiser thing, in 
doing which we would imitate that mistress: of 
the ocean and ot one great rival; select the 
lives, discriminate, watch and aid the best we 
can do accordiug to the magnitude and wants 
of our various great lines of trade and the 
equitable claims of all the interests of the com- 
merce of this country. , 

Mr. PALMER. í now call the previous 
question. : ; : 

Mr. WOOD. I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me before he does that. f 

Mr. PALMER. ‘For how long? 

Mr. WOOD. | For five minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘I will yield to the gentle- 
man for five minutes with the understanding 
that at the elose of his remarks the previous |) 
question shall be ordered. ` f 

The SPEAKER. The previous question can |) 
be now seconded gnd thè main question- or- |i 

| 
i 


dered with the understanding, if there be no | 
objection, that the gentleman from New York | 
[Mr. Woop,] who submitted the motion that | 
the House recede from its disagreemeut to the j 


Senate amendment shall have the floor for: 


five minutės to close the debate. 
No objection was made; and accordingly 


the previous question was ‘seconded and the: 


main question ordered. : : 


Mr.-WOOD. Aftersome years’ experience: 


in this House, I can say what very few mem: 
bers can say, that I never have voted for the 
donation of a single acre of land toa railroad 


company, nor for taking one dollar from tite: 
Treasury of the United States as‘a subsidy for’ 
anything whatever. And if this proposition’ 
betore the House was amenable to all the ob-: 
jections which have been reiterated against it’ 


on both’ sides of the Housé, I should be the 


last man here to cast my yote in favorof iti 


I do not know‘ how mùch respect my col: 


leagues and associates on my own side of the 


House have either for my ‘sentiments or for 
my sincerity. But Ihave my own recofd upon 
all these schemes, and whether it be good or 
bad it will stand a close examination and com- 
parison with that of any gentleman ‘who has 
spoken either for or against this proposition. 

Now, sir, I declare again that this is in mo 
sense a subsidy.’ Although every man who 
has spoken against it has repeated ‘from once, 
to ten timesthe word ‘‘subsidy,”’ yet, whether’ 
because I am dull in comprehension or defi- 
cient in intelligence to see the full bearing of 
the proposition, I take exception to the term, 
and repeat that there is no subsidy whatever in 
the measure before the House. 

l desire the Clerk to read ‘the amendnient 
of the Senate from which I have moved that 
the House recede. a: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For steamship service botwoon tho United States 
and Brazil, $400,000, And the Postmaster General is 
hereby directed to increase tho mail service with 
Brazil now in operation under the actapproved May 
28, 1864, so as to provide for deliveries of the mails 
at New York and Rio de Janciro twice each month ; 
and he shali requite said semi-monthlyservice to be 

erformed by steamships wholly constructed in the 
Tnited States (two of which shall be of not less than 
twenty-five hundred tons burden and the others of 
not less than two thousand tons burden) for the term 
of years provided by the former contract; and the 
Government of the United States shall have the 


right,in case of war, to tako any of. said vessels for 
itsown use upon payment of a reasbuable compen- 
sation therefor: Provided, That the expense of tho 
service shall be divided between the Governments 
of Brazil and of the United States, and that the Uni- 
ted States’ portion thereof shall not exceed $100,000 


for service twice performed per month, : 


Mr. WOOD. It will be observed, sir, that 
by the provision just read the Postmaster Gen- 
eral is authorized to advertise for proposals to 
carry these ocean mails. It isan application 
to onr ocean mail carriage of the rule already 
adopted with reference to land mail carriage. 
The contract is to be awarded to the lowest 
bidder. If the service cau be performed for 
forty or fifty thousand dollars .yearly, very 
well; but it is provided that the amount shall 
in no event exceed a specific sum. 

[Here the hammer fell.) eg 

The SPEAKER. Debate on this question 
is now closed by order of the House. » The 
question is upon the motion of the gentleman 


' from New York, [Mr. Woon, ] that the House 


recede from its disagreement and agree to the 
amendment. of the Senate respecting the sub- 
sidy to the Brazilian line of steamers. as 
Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. .. i 
The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 79, nays 113, not voung 
48; as follows: : ‘ 
YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barnum, 
Bigby, Bingham, Brooks, Burdett, . Benjamin E. 
Butler, Roderick R, Butler, Coghlan, Conger, Crock- 
er, Darrall, Dawes, Dickey, Duell, Dunnch, Elliott, 
Henry D, Foster, Frye, Garfield, Halsey, Harmer, 
Harper, Hays, John W. Hazelton, Hoar, Hooper, 
Houghton, (Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Lansing, 
Maynard, McJunkin, MeKee, Morphis, Leonard 
Myers, Negley, Packard, Perce, Peters, Plait, Po- 


land, Rainey, Jobn Rogers, Sion JI. Rogers, Roose- | 


velt, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, Sessions, Shel- 
don, Sloss, Boardman Smith. Jobn A. Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. 
Speer, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Swann, Taffe, 
Thomas, Wasbington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, 


i 


Upson, Waddell, :Wallacė, Walls, Warren, Williams 
of, Fodiane Willians of. Now York: aad Wood—79. 
.NAYS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Aimbler, Archer, 
Arthur, Barber, ‘Beatty, “Beek, Beli, Biggs, Bird, 
Austin Blair, Jates:G. Biait, Bright, Backley, Bat- 


intog.. Burchard, Caldwell «Gin pbell.. Clarke, Co- 
burn, Comingo, Cotton, Crebs, Crittber, Davis, Don- 
nan, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Fames, Eldredge, Parnes: 


worth, Finkelnburg, Forkert, Chartes aster, Wilder 
D. Foster, Getz, Giddings, Goodrich, Griffith; Halad- 
man, Hale Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
George E. Harris, John T, Harris, Havehs, Hawley, 
Hay, Gerry :-W. Hazelton, Hereford, Borddodn, Hot- 
man, Kendall, King,, Lamison,: Lewis, Lowe, Man- 
son, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, 
McGrew, McHenry, Melstytec: 3 eNesly, Mercie 
Merriam, Merrivk, Benjamin F Meyers, Mitchell, 
Monroe, Morgan, Niblack, Orr, Packer, Palmer, 
Hosoya W. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Prindle, Ran- 
dalt, Read; Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, Wilts H. 
Roberts, William: R.:-Roberts,. Robinson, : Scotield, 
Shanks, Shellabarger, Sioemaker, Slater, R. Milton 
Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, Strong. Suther- 
land, ‘ferry,,‘Lyner, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, 
Welis, Willard, Jeremiah: M. Wilson, Winchester, 
a se, Bc, dered ot 

NOT, VOTING—Messrs, Barry, Beveridge, Boles, 
Braxton, SEO STALE ET vox, Creely, Cross- 
land, De Large, Ely, Farwell, Garrett, Golladay, 
Hibbard, HiH, K err, Killinger, Kipgellw, Lamport, 
Leach, Lynch, MeKinnoy, ore, Morey, gaat O. 


Parker: Aaron E: Perry, EM Petry, Porter, Pótter,, 
Price, John M. F 


? „Rice, Sherwood, Shober, Slocum, 
Starkweather, Storm, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, 
Tuthill, Van T ¢ 


rump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Whitthorné, and John T. Witson—-48, © 

So the motion of Mr.” Woop, that the House, 
recede from its disagreement, was not agreed 
to. ' se cre 

During the roll-call the following announce- 
ments were made: . : ee 

Mr. ROGERS, of North Carolina.” I de- 
sire to announce that the gentleman from T'en- 
nessee, Mr. Garner, is detained from ‘the 
House by sickness. 6° 000 t, a 

Mr, VAN TRUMP, J. am, paired on this 
question with the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Wuee.er, who if here would vote,‘ ay,” 
while l should vote no? 0000000 0 0 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. “My colleague, 
Mr. Braxton; is detained at home to-day by 
illuess in his family. ` 

Mr. MANSON. I wish to say that my col- 
league, Mr. Voornsrs, who is absent, sup- 
posed thata pair bad been arranged for him. 

f he were here he would vote no” 

Mr. WEITTHORNE, The gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Cox, with whom I am paired 
on this question, would if present vote ‘‘ay,”’ 
while I should vote ‘‘no.’.. I beg leave further 
to say that. my colleague, Mr. , YavaHay, has 
been compelled by sickness to leave the House 
to-day... : $ i ed es 

Mr. HIBBARD... On. this. vote I_am. paired 
with the gentleman from .New York, Mr., 
Kinsevia. If present be would: vote “ay,” 
while Lshould. vote ‘'no.”’ ` f 
..Mrn KERR. The gentleman from New 
York, Mr..Porrer, is paired on this vote with 
his colleague,. Mr, Perry, who., if present 
would vote ‘‘ay,’? while _Mr..Porrer would- 
vote ‘fno? Jewish to say further that by an 
understanding between. the..gentleman. from 
New York, Mr. Townsenp, and myself, 1 was 
paired for last week. . Lest -lie imay have put 
a different construction upon our understand- 
ing, L decline to vote on this question... ‘Phe 
gentleman from New York if present would 
vote. *‘ay,’’ while I should vote ‘‘no.”? |. 

Mr. ARTHUR. My colleague, Mr. :Cross- 
LAND, is detained from the House by sickness. 
If present he would vote ‘‘no.’? 

Mr. McK EE. I-move that the reading. of 
the names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection ;. and it was ordered 
accordingly. 3 

The.. vote.was -then announced as above 
recorded. ae 

Mr. PALMER.. -I now move that'the bill 
be.recomimitted to another. committee of gon- 
ference on the disagreeing votes between thetwo 
Houses. oe 

The motion was agreed to. Per 

Mr. PALMER moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and -also moved that the-miotion to 


' reconsider be laid on the ‘table. 


The latter motion was agreed to: ~> 
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ENROLLED BILLS. 


“Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee on Enrolled. Bills, reported that they had 


examined-and found truly enrolled bills. of the | 


following titles ; when the Speaker signed the 
same: - 

An act (S. No. 97) for the relief of William 
Henry Otis; 

An_act (S.No. 159): conferring upon the 
Court. of Claims power to hear and determine: 
the claim of J. W.: Parish & Co. for cdam- 
ages, for the. alleged violation of their. con- 
det with the United States for the delivery 
of ice; 

An: act (S. No. 197) for the relief of the 
widow of D. Jay Brown, deceased ; 

An act (S. No. 200) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H., Colledge ; 

An act (8. No o. 201) for the relief of Phoebe 
Hepburn ; 

An. act (8. No. 514) for the relief of Albert 
Wieland ; 

An act (S. No. 569) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Wallace, of Lexington, in the State of 
Missouri; 

An act (S. No. 603) for the relief of the 
United States Express Company 

An act (S. No. 687). for the reliof of Charles 
and Henry W. Spencer; 

An act (S. No.: 889) forthe relief of Joseph 
Segar, of Virginia; 

An act (S. No. 908) for the relief of Jobn 
Potts, chief clerk of the War Department; 

An act (S. No. 998) relating to the creation 
of new land districts ; 

‘An act (H. R. Ne 1416) for the relief of 
Albert W. ary | 

An act (H. R. ao, 2833) to increase the 
capital stock aud to extend the works of the 
Washington Gas-Light Company. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. DAWES. I move the adoption of the 
following resolution, on which I demand the 
previous question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


sever: (the Sena ale concurring, ) That the time 
by the two Houses of Congress for the final 
TEN of the second session of the Fortieth 
Congress is hereby extended to twelve o’elock 
meridian on Monday the 3d day of June next, and 
that at that time the President of the Senate and 
tho Speaker of the Houso of Representatives shall 
adjourn their respective Houses without day. 


Mr. BROOKS. - I hope the gentleman will 
not insist on the demand for the previous 
question until we can ask some questions, in 
order to understand the effect the resolution 

_ will have on the action of the two Houses for 
an adjournment on the 29th instant. - 

Mr. DAWES. My judgment about it is, 
and [have no doubt, that until the Senate con- 
cur in this resolution the resolution of the two 
Houses for an adjournmenton Wednesday will 
‘stand of full force and effect, and the two 
Houses will be adjourned on Wednesday next 
unless some other resolution is passed by pon 
Houses. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH.. If we do not pass a 
resolution extending the time we will be 
called together again, and. be in the power 
of the Senate to “keep us here as long as it 
pleases. 

Mr. DAWES. We will be called here again 
unless we extend the timeto the 3d of June, 
and that will prevent it, 

Mr: BROOKS. A resolution like this ought 
to come from the Senate ; weare far ahead of 
them in the transaction of the public business. 
I am opposed to putting the House in the 
power of. the Senate, as it seems to me this 

oes. 


Mr. DAWES. 


The circumstances under 


which we sent back, concurred in, the resolu- | 


tion of the Senate for a final adjournment on 
the 29th of May lead me to think that it would 
be highly proper for us to tender them an ex- 
tension: of time, ag an extension must take 
place unless we wish to be called together 
again by proclamation. 

Mr. BROOKS. I would ask the gentleman 


if he-hag any assurance: that the Senate will 


concur in the resolution for an adjournment on- 
-the 8d of June? 


-I do not intend, for one, to 
oppose the postponement.of the adjournment 
until June 3, but I would not consent to any- 


thing which would. carry. the session beyond 


thay porte | enh ar O 
Mr. DAWES. That is the very object of: 


this resolution... Without an. extension of the 
time to the 3d of June, the result will certainly 
be that by a proclamation calling us together 
for an extra session we will be transferred to 
a time beyond the 3d of June, and that.without 
limitation. This extension of the session to 
the 3d of June it seems to me is the only way 
in which we can secure. what will really be a 
final adjournment. I have no doubt ihat the 
Senate can get through their. business by that, 
time, and that they will desire to dọ so. 

Mr. BROOKS. I must express the opinion 
again, and reéxpress.it, thatthe proposition in 
my judgment ought to come from the Senate. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I desireto.make 
an inquiry of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Dawes.] Both. Houses .have 
passed a resolution to adjourn on the 29th. 
This resolution, as I understand, does not. in 
terms rescind that one. Will not the question 
still be left open whether this does in effect 
rescind the other or not? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s ques- 
tionis a parliamentary question, and the Chair 
will answer it. Almost uniformly at the end 
of a long session of Congress. the session is 
prolonged beyond the time at first fixed for the 
final adjournment, sometimes to a different 
day, and sometimes to a different hour of the 
same day, by a resolution of this kind. It has 
no effect on the final adjournment unless it is 
concurred in. 

Mr. BANKS. This resolution simply pro- 
poses, with the concurrence of the Senate, to 
extend the time a certain number of days 
beyond the 29th. There can be: no difficulty 
about it; and it belongs to the House, I think, 
under the circumstances, to initiate the exten- 
sion. 

“Mr. KERR. I ask that the resolation be 
again reported, 

Tbe resolution was again read, 

The previoùs question was seconded and the 

main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the resolution was agreed to— 
ayes 133, noes 24, 

Mr. DAWES. moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
ou the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MINTS AND COINAGE, 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to call up the bill (H. R. No. 1427) revising 
and amending the laws relative to mints, assay 
offices, and coinage of the United States. I 
do so for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment to the bill in the nature of a substitute, 
one which has been very carefully prepared and 
which I have submitted to the different gen- 
tlemen in this House who have taken a special 
interest in the bill. I find that it meets with 
universal approbation in the form in which L 
offer it. I move that the rules be suspended, 
and that the substitute be put.on its passage. 

Mr. BROOKS. I ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hooper] to. postpone his 
motion until his colleague on the committee, 
my colleague from New York, [Mr. Porrer,] is 
in his seat. It is my impression that he does 
not concur in this substitute. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. lei is sô 
late in the session that I must decline waiting 
any longer. 

Mr. BROOKS. I would again suggest to 
the gentleman that he should wait until my 
oe comes in. 

HOOPER, of Massachusetts. 
not oe 80. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I-suppose it is intended 


I can- 


to have the bill read before it is put upon its 
passage. oer ee eas : 
ae SPEAKER. The substitute will be 


ead. 

Me ‘HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I hope 
not. Itisa long bill, and those who are in- 
terested in it are perfectly. familiay with its 
provisions. .- 

Mr, KEBR. The rules cannotbe suspended 
so.as to dispense with the reading of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. They can be. 

‘Mr. KERR. 1 want.the House to under- 
stand that. it is attempted to put through this 
bill without being read. 

The SPEAKER. Does. the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoover]. move that the 
reading of the bill be dispensed with ? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I will 
so frame my motion to. suspend. the rules that 
it will dispense with the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. .The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts moves that the rules be suspended 
and that the bill pass, the reading thereof being 
dispensed with. - 

Mr. RANDALL. Cannot we have a divis- 
ion of that motion? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules cannot be divided. 

Mr. RANDALL. I shouldtike to have the 
bill.read, although I am willing that the rales 
elt be ‘suspended. as fo the passage of the 

1 t 

The question was put on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill without reading; and 
(two thirds not votingin favor thereof) the rales 
were not suspended. . 


W. œ GOODWIN AND COMPANY. . 


Mr. WALLACE, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a Dill (H. R. No. 2980) for the 
relief of W. C. Goodwin & Co.; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims. | 


RETURN OF BILLS FROM THE SENATE, 


Mr. POLAND. I offer the: following ri reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return 
ae House bills-of the Senate of the following 
tles; 

Senate 196,a bill for the relief of the owners of 
the bark A 1. 

Senate 905, a bill for the relief of Harriet Spring, 
the heir of Captain Williams S. Barker, deceased. 

I will state that these bills were inadvert- 
ently sent over, being still in the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MINTS AND COINAGE. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I now 
move that the rules be suspended, and, the 
substitute for the billin relation to mints and 
coinage passed ; and I ask that the substitute 
be read. 

The Clerk began to read the substitute. 

: Mr.. BROOKS. | Is that the original bill? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from. Massachusetts. [Mr. Hoopxr] 
applies to. the substitute, and ‘that on which 
the House is called to act is being read. 

Mr. BROOKS. As there is to -beno debate, 
the only chance we have to know what we are 
doing is to have both the bill and the substi- 
tute read. 

The SPEAKER.. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts being to suspend 
the rules and pass the substitute, it gives no 
choice between the two bills. The House 
must either pass: the substitute or none. 

Mr. BROOKS. How can we choose between 
the original bill and the substitute unless. we 
hear them. both read? 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman c can vote 
‘fay’? or “no” on the. question y whether this 
substitute shall be passed. 

Mr. BROOKS. , Lamvery much in the habit 
of voting ‘*no’’. when {do not know. what is 
going on. 

Mr. HOLMAN. . Before the question is 
taken upon suspending the rules and passing 
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the bill I hope the gentleman from- Massachu- 
seits will explain the leading changes made 
by this bill in the existing law, especially in 
reference to the coinage. It would seem that 
all the small coinage of the country is intended 
to be recoined. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. This bill 
makes no changes in the existing law in that 
regard. It does not require the recoinage of 
the small coins. On. the contrary, I under- 
stand that the Secretary of the Treasury pro- 
poses to issue an order to stop the coinage of 
all the minor coins, as there is now & great 
abundance of them in the country. The sal- 
aries are not increased. They remain as they 


were. . - : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not the salary of the 
sub-T'reasurer at New York increased? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. No, sir; 
it is not increased.. 

Mr. GARTIELD, of Ohio. Does the gen- 
teman say that no salary is increased by this 
bill? ; . i 


‘Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. No sal- 
ary is increased by this bill. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Are there any addi- 


tional offices created? 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill dispenses with 
some existing offices. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. It dis- 
penses with certain officers now in the mints, 
and the saving on their salaries will more than 
pay for the expenses of the new bureau of the 
‘Treasury Department. 
` Mr. HOLMAN. What is the new bureau 
called? ` 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. The new 
bureau is to be called the bureau of mines and 
coinage. There is now no general superin- 
tendence; each mint runs on its own hook. 
There is really now no law regulating the minty, 
and no responsibility. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many mints are pro- 
vided for by the bill? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. 
mints. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did the Committee on 
Banking and Currency consider the subject 
of discontinuing auy of the mints? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. They did 
consider it, and did not deem it expedient. 
The Secretary of the Treasury has authority 
now, independent of this bill, to discontinue 
certain mints if he deems it expedient; one at 
Charlotte, for instance. This bill does not 
change his power at ali in that respect. 

Mr. MERRIAM. Has this bill been sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of the Treasury; and 
if s0, does it meet his approval? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. It has 
been submitted to him, and he not only ap- 
proves it but strongly urges its passage. He 
deems it excedingly important, as there are 
irregularities in the Mint now, which cannot 
be controlled by any existing law. 

Mr. KERR. Does the nickel clause, so 
called, and which led to some controversy a 
month or sd ago, remain in the bill as it was | 
at that time? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. It has 
been changed. Any nickel to be purchased is 
to be subject to bids after advertisement. - 

Mr. BROOKS. My colleague from the 
Westchester district [Mr. Porrer] stated the 
other day that this bill provided for the recoin- 
age of more or less of the small currency of 
the country and the creation of a new cur- 
rency. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. That is 
not the case with the bill as it now stands. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. Lask that 
the nineteenth section be again read. 

The section was read as follows: 

Sec. 19. That upon the coins of the United States 
there shall be the following devices’ and legends: 


apon one side there shall be an impression emblem- 
atie of liberty, with an inscription of the word 


No new 


© liberty,” and the year of. the coinage; and upon 
the reverse shall be the figure or representation of 
an eagle, with the inscriptions United States of i 


America’ and “E Pluribus Unum,” and a designa- 
tion of the value of the coin; but on the gold dollar 
and three-dollar piece, the dime, five, three, and one 
cent piece, the figure of the eagle shall be omitted ; 
and the Director of the Mint, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, may cause the motto 
“ In God we trust” to be inscribed upon such coins 
as shall admit of such motto; and any one of the 
foregoing inscriptions may be on the rim of the gold 
and silver coins. ade : : 
Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. What E 
wish to inquire of the gentleman. from Mas- 
sachusetts: [Mr. Hooper] is whether, under 
the provisions of the nineteenth section the 
Director of the Mint is not authorized to re- 
coin all the nickel coin of the United. States 
in order to make it conform to this section ? 
Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. He is not. 
On the contrary, under the existing laws, as. L 
stated before, the amount of minor coinage is 
so large that the Secretary of the ‘Treasury has 
prepared an order prohibiting any further 
coinage until further notice. i 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I under- 
stand that the Director of the Mint says that 
it costs the Government almost as much to 
coin a five-cent nickel picce as it does to coin 
a ten-dollar gold piece. 
Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. Theré 
is nothing in this bill to compel a recoin- 


age. 

SMr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Would 
the gentleman have any objection to strike out 
that section? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. . Cer- 
tainly I would. . f 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Does this bill 
provide what shall be done with those officers 
of the Treasury that are now called Assistant 
Treasurers, and who are ex officio officers of the 
Mint? By this bill they are evidently sepa- 
rated from the Treasury, and belong wholly: to 
this new bureau which is to be established. 
Now, will it not be necessary for us to estab- 
lish new offices in their cases, and togivethem 
a salary appropriate to the duties they will have 
to perform in the Treasury ? 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. The Su- 
perintendent of the Mint (and that officer now 
exists) takes the place of the sub- Treasurer, 
who acted ex officio as an officer of the Mint, 
and provision is: made in this bill that the sub- 
‘Treasurer, who acted ea officio, shall go back 
and confine himself to his duties as Assistant 
‘Treasurer, and: disconnect. himself from the 
Mint. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
Treasury? : ; 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
will then see that that entails upon us the 
necessity of providing a suficient salary for 
those going back to the Treasury. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. [beg the 
gentleman’s pardon; it leaves the Superin- 
tendent of the Mint with the same salary as 


before. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I mean that the 
officers who go back into the Treasury must 
have salaries provided for them. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. They 
were ex officio officers of the Mint; their sal- 
aries were not increased. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I beg the gentle: 
man’s pardon; they hed one salary as ex officio 
officers of the Mint and another as officers of 
the Treasury. apr 

Mr. SARGENT. That was not so exceptin 
one instance, ` : 

Mr. McNEELY. As a member of the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, having carefully examined every section 
and line of this bill, and generally well under- 
standing the subject before us, Lam satisfied 
the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. SARGENT. I 
a vote. : 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. [looper, of Massachusetts, to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, it was agreed to; there 


Go back to the 


hope we will now have 


il being—ayes 110, noes 13. 


MESSAGH FROM THE SENATE... 

“A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sysrpsor, 
one of its clerks, annoticed ‘that the Senate 
had agreed to the resolution of the House to 
provide ‘for printing additional copies of ‘the 
report of the Commissioner ‘ofthe Genéral 
Land Office for 187100 2 09% Bees 

The message also announced that. the Sen- 
ate had passed a bill of the following title iin 
which “thé conéurrence-of the House! was 
requested : aa Os 

` An act (S. No. 1054) to reimburse the’ State 
of Kentucky for moneys expended for ‘the 
United States in enrolling, subsisting, ‘cloth: 
ing, supplying, arming, equipping, “paying, 
and transporting militia forces to aid in’sup 
pressing the rebellion, (9° 0 05cuo n) 

The message’ also announced that the Sen- 
ate had: passed without amendment House 
bills of the following titles: =, i 
-An áct (H. R. No. 2866) further ‘regulating 
the construction of bridges across the Missis: 
sippi river; and >"; ae eae te % 

A bill (H. 'R. No. 1492) to take away the 
circuit court jurisdiction of the district court 
of the United ‘States for the northern district 
of Georgia, to create a circuit court'in said 
district, and for other purposes. © © 4) 

The messdge also announced that the Sét: 
ate had passed ‘House bills of the: following 
titles with amendments; in which the concur: 
rence of the Honse was requested : 

An-act (H. R. No. 255) confirming to the 
Port Huron and Lake Michigan | Railroad 
Company the lands heretofore granted to the 
State of Michigan to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from Grand Haven to Flint and 
thence to Port Huron, and providing for the 
manner of issuing patents therefor, and for 
other purposes; an ER a ET 

An act (H. R. No. 2411) granting a. pension 
to A; Schuyler Sutton. rd teres 

STATE WAR CLAIMS OF 1812. 

Mr. TERRY. I move to suspend the rules, 
that the bill (H. R. No. 2854) to provide for 
the recomputation of the accounts between 
the United States and the several States grow- 
ing out of moneys expended by said States in 
the war of 1812. may be reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and: passed. 

The bill was read. -it authorizes and in- 
structs the proper accounting officers to exam- 
ine the accounts: between the United States 
and the several States growing out of moneys 
expended by such States for military. purposes 
in the war of 1832 with Great Britain, and 
apply in each examination the. provisions and 
principles of the twelfth section of the act of 
March 8, 1857, entitled ‘An act making ap- 
propriations for certain civil. expenses of the 
Government. for: the. year ending June. 80, 
1858,’’ and that there be paid to such States 
any sum that shall be found: to: be dae them 
out of any money in the: Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. Si : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trast thata measure of 
this kind, involving an expenditure of millions 
of dollars, will not be taken up out.of its order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Does the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Terry] move a 
suspension of the rules? ben i ; 

The SPEAKER. 
bill can come in. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Thopethe gen- 
tleman will consent to:a postponement of the 
bill until next December. `> . 

Mr. PETERS... I know enough of this bil 
to know that it could never. pass’ upon proper 
discussion. It contemplates an expenditure 
of millions of-dollars. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly it does. 

Mr. PLATT. What ìs the difference «in 
principle between this bill and thé one which 
the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Perers} advo- 
cated and voted for, which gave Massachusetts 
a recomputation of a claim whick the State of 
Maine assigned to assist in building. a rail- 
road? : pegs : 


ey 


That is the only way the 
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Mr. PETERS. . I will state the difference 
in a word. . :Maine and.Massachusetts did not 
have a recomputation ; they had a computa- 
tion according to the Virginiarule, which gave 
them $680,000. . They will get under: this bill,. 
-if it passes, a recomputation according to the 
Maryland rule, which will. entitle them. to 
$400,000 more: ; 

„Mr. TERRY. No l RREN 

Mr. PETERS.:. Although it gives; that 
amount to Maine and Massachusetts, I am, not 
in favor-of.it.. . Every State has had its settle- 
ment according to the Virginia: rule excepting 
Maryland, which from accident or some other 
cause was omitted... This. bill proposes to re- 
open all:thoge old accounts. 3 

Mr. TERRY. I do not object to discussion 
upon the other side if it can be understood 
that we shall have an opportunity to reply. I 
will say that I think it comes very ungraciously 
from. the gentleman from Maine to resist the 

ayment of these claims to. other States after 
hi State has had a settlement, . 

Mr, PETERS.. This bill will give Maine 
and Massachusetts $400,000.. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] can bear me out 
that Maine and. Massachusetts. gotit. on .the 
Virginia rule, the same as bis State got it on 
the, Virginia rule; but because Maryland ob- 
tained it-under.another rule,they now wish to 
reopen all the settled claims of all the States 
of the Union, and pay them additional sums 
of money, which in the aggregate. will amount 
to many million dollars. oa 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, if I may be 
allowed the floor for one minute, I wish to say 
this: the House understands this legislation 
as well as any legislation before the country 
for years, because it has been discussed in the 
two Halls of Congress for the last twenty 
years, dating back to 1857, and prior to that 
time. The facts in brief are these: in the 
war of 1812 a number of States incurred ex- 

enses for their militia, with the understand- 
ing thatthe Federal Government would refund 
the money:they advanced. ' The principal of 
that money was paid, but-no interest which 
accumulated on it was paid by the General 
Government. In 1826 an act was passed by 
Congress providing fora settlement of interest 
with the State of Virginia. - The accounting 
officers of the ‘Treasury, after Attorney Gen- 
eral Wirt bad decided Virginia was entitled 
to her interest, made a calculation upon the 
absurd principle of calculating the interest on 
the balance due, and never discharging the 
interest: which had accumulated, and where 
the payment exceeded such interest, accord- 
ing to the well-settled principle governing all 
courts, wt : : 

Now, sir, in 1857 there was an act passed 
by Congress after a. full discussion in the other 
House, and.atter discussion here, providing 
for a settlement with the State of Maryland on 
correct principles; and we:now simply ask for 
New York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Baltimore 
city, and for all the States having just demands, 
we shall be: settled. with as Maryland was 
settled with,-and. according to a just and cor- 
rect principle. I do not understand why the 
Government of the United States should claim 
exemption to control her claims, and to adjust 
them:upon:principles different. from those rec- 
ognized by every court in this country.. The 
accounting officers of the Treasury have laid 
down a. rule unrecognized by any court, and 
unrecognized by any people, and in violation 
of every principle of settling debts:and caleu- 
lating interest. Will: the General Government 
of the United States, because she has the 
power, refuse what she herself demands from 
her debtors? It-is a well-known fact that if a 
man owes-the Government of the United States 
he is bound to pay interest:precisely ag it was 
paid in the Maryland case, and when this Gov- 
ernment acts upon this principle when she is 
the creditor and others are the debtors, why 
should she, great and powerful and rich as 
she is, with an overflowing Treasury, refuse to 


No, sir. 


pay her just debts tothe States which helped 
to build her up and to support her? 
_Mr. PETERS. The question before the 
House is whether, when’every State bas been 
paid this money-— as 
. Mr. PLATE. I rise. to a point of order. 
If there is to:be any discussion on-this -bill we 
desire to understand it. We do not wish one 
side of this question to be heard, and then 
when we who are in favor of: this bill ask to 
be heard to have a single objection prevent us 
from stating our side of the case. = = > 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. -T hope gentle: 
men will let this bill go over tò next wititer:: > 
Mr. PETERS. -The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Horman] is perfectly familiar with 
it. -The Speaker knows. all abont it. The 
accounts of Maine and: Massachusetts were 
settled precisely as those of Virginia. were 
settled. Lot . ATE, 
Mr. PLATT. You are mistaken: R 
Mr. PETERS. No, sir; Fai not mistaken. 
Maine and Massachusetts was settled upon the 
Virginia rule. The accounts of Virginia were 
settled precisely as those of Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts, I appeal to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts whether that is not the fact ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. That is my understanding, 
that the settlement of Maine and Massachusetts 
was on the Virginia rule. ` 
Mr. PETERS, Exactly; I know it well. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And we were 
told if the Maryland rule were adopted, it 
would give Maineand Massachusetts $400,000 


more. ches 

Mr. PETERS, . Every State was settled on 
the Virginia rule, and when the act was passed 
in regard to Maryland, the Comptroller of the 
Treasury was directed in the act itself how to 
calculate the interest. These claims have been 
sleeping almost ever since the war of 1812; 
certainly for half a century, and the question 
now is whether you will -adopt the Maryland 
rule and reopen all these cases and readjust 
them, thus taking. millions‘ of dollars. out of 
the Treasury. And I say here knowingly, that 
altbough it will give my State and Massachu- 
setts $400,000, Í am not willing to vote for 
this bill, on 

Mr. ARCHER. The city of Baltimore 
never got principal or interest, 

The SPEAKER. The -:question is on the 
motion that the rules be suspended and the 
bill passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I.desire to offer 
some remarks in reply to the gentleman from 
Maine. ` 

Objection was made. : 

The question being taken on suspending 
the rules and passing the bill, there were— 
ayes 74, noes 69. 

‘So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended. 


NEW JAIL FOR THE DISTRICT, 


Mr. POLAND. I call up the report of the 
committee of conference which I presented 
on Saturday morning. ; ' 

The Clerk read as follows : 


The committeeof conference on the. disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No.1552) in relation to 
the. construction ‘of a new jail for the: District of 
Columbia, having met, after full and free con- 
ferénee, have agreed to recommend, atid do recom: 
mend to their respective Houses, as follows : 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the first amendment ofthe Senate, and agree to 
the same. ` EAE 

That the Heuse recede from their disagreement to 
the second amendment ofthe Senate; and agrec to the 
same with an amendment, as follows: on page 2 of 
said amendment, line one, after the word “ hundred,” 
insert the words “and twenty-five; and the Senate 
agree to the same. __ ia Nee ON 

LUKE P. POLAND, 
H. H. STARK WEATHER, 
C. A. ELDREDGE, : 
Manager's on the partof the House. 

CHARLES SUMNER, 
GEORGE VICKERS, 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 

Managers on the part of the. Senate, 


Mr, POLAND. ‘This isa very small matter, 
and I will not occupy the time of the House 


in explaining it, unless some gentleman desires 
me to do so, a ioe 

The report of the committee of. conference 
was adopted. : a ae 

el ‘POST ROUTE BILL. ` 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, by unanimous con- 
sent, from ‘the Conimittee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2981) to establish eertdin post routes.. ` i 

The SPEAKER. ‘This is the second bill 
of the gession for establishing post roads, and 
contains no general legislation. Men E 
“The bill was’ ordered to be engrossed and 
read a'third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
_Mr, FARNSWORTH moved. to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed;, and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. td eat 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MIAMI RESERVATION. 


Mr. SHANKS, I present the report of the 
conference. committee on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on House bill No. 183, 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

The committee of conference. on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the. bill (H.R. No,-183) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to make 
partition of the reservation to Me-shin-go-me-sia, 
a. Miami Indian, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend to their 


respective Houses, as follows: 


That:the Senate recede from. their amendment 
disagreed to by the House-to the said bill; and that 
the House agree to the following amendment to the 
said bill, namely: strike out in line four, page 2, 
section two, :the words “in quantity” and insert 
in pee thoreof the words ‘share and share alike in 
value.” x 

After the word ‘‘interest,” in line nineteen, sec- 
tion three, ingert the following words, namely :" the 
valuo of said improvements not in any case to be 
estimated where the same shall be in land awarded 
to the person who made or cansed them to bemade.” 


. P. C. SHA Š; 
JAMES N. LYNER, 
ERASTUS WELLS, 
„Managers on the nart of the House. 
JAMES HARLAN, 
‘ cD. D, PRATE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The report was adopted. © = -> 
POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PALMER.’ I present a report of the 
committee of conference ‘on the Post Office 
appropriation bill. B 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tho committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1070) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the year ending June 80, 1878, 
having met, after full and_ free conterence have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: Ah 2 

That the Senate recede from their amendment 
numbered eight, Oe Ore rere 

: F. W. PALMER, 
A, A. SARGE 
W. E. NIBLACK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. WINDOM, 
‘R, E, RENTON, 
À W. T, HAMILTON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
_ The SPEAKER. The question is on agree- 
ing to the conference report. The adoption 
of the report will pass the bill with the addi- 
tional subsidy to the Brazilian line left out, 
The report was adopted. 


Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the report was agreed to; and 
also moved that the motion-to. reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFUND OF DUTIES ON THA AND COFFEE. - 


- Mr. DAWES, by unanimous. consent; from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 2982) in relation to refunding 
duties paid on tea and coffee in bond; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It provides that when- 
ever it shall be shown tothe satisfaction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. that parties are 
entitled to a refund of duties paid on tea and 
coffee remaining in ptiblie stores or bonded 
warehouses, on the: ist day of July next 


1872. 
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under an act approved May 1, 1872, entitled 
“An act repealing the duty on tea and coffee,’ 
it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to draw his warrant upon the Treas- 
urer, directing said. 'l'reasurer to.refand the 
same out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, EUY C 
Mr. DAWES. The necessity for thisamend- 
ment arises from the fact that the act provided 
for the payment, but did not authorize the Sec- 
retary to payit. This makes the appropriation. | 
The bill was ordered to be ‘engrossed ‘and | 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
REMISSION OF DUTIES: 


Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back, with the recommendation that itdo pass, 
the bill (H. R. No. 1957) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to refund duties paid on 
the chime of bells and clock imported for 
St. Joseph's cathedral, Baffalo, New York. 

The bill was read. It remits the duties on 
the sets of bells and clock for St. Joseph's 
eathedral, in the city of Buffalo, in the State 
of New York, and directs the Secretary.of the 
Treasury to repay to the bishop of the Roman 
Catholie church, of the diocese of Buffalo, the 
amount paid by said church for said duties, 
out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is there a report in this 


case? 

Mr. DAWES. There is no report, but I 
will state that this bill is in accordance with 
the precedents established in the House by 
previous Congresses, There are several pre- 
cedents in like cases. 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. What 
is the amount of the duties? 

Mr. DAWES. Abouttwenty-three hundred 
dollars for achime of bellsthat were purchased 
by the cathedral of Buffalo, New York. It is 

recisely like the case of the cathedral of 

otre Dame. In that case a bill was intro- 
duced here remitting the duties on the chime 
of bells several years ago. 

Mr. MAYNARD. i would inquire of the 
gentleman whether there is anything that dis- 
tinguishes this case from any other case where 
a church sends abroad and purchases a chime 
of bells. 

Mr. DAWES. The ground upon which the 
remission of ‘duties has been put in such case 
is this : that these chimes are, in point of fact, 
analogous to musical instruments, statuary, and 
other articles of ornament which are excepted 
by the tariff law, and are admitted duty free. A 
bill precisely like this was passed two or three 
years ago, refunding dutics to a church in 
Indiana tor a chimeof bells that they had pur- 
chased, and previous to that time other cases 
like this, and that cannot be distinguished 
from this, had been favorably acted on. It is 
not deemed desirable to collect any part of 
our revenue from such material. I hope the 
bill will pass. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
cousidered a precedent. 

Mr. DAWES. This bill establishes no new 
precedent, because a former Congress estab- 
lished the precedent. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORT GRATIOT RESERVATION: 

Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, from 
the same committee, reported back, with the 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill (EH. 
R. No. 171) to provide for the sale of a part 
of the light-house reservation at Port Huron, 
in the State of Michigan. 


I object to this being 


Mr,.DAWES. It is not necessary to read 


the bill, It-is recommended by the Treasury 
Department and the Light- House Board. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third. time; and: being engrossed, it was ; 


accordingly read the third time, and passed 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved. 
that the motion to/recousider be laid on the 
table. : i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BANKRUPT ACT. 

Mr. MERCUR. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back, with 
some amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 2475) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to establish 
a uniform system of. bankruptcy. throughout 
the United States,” approved March 2, 1867, 
and the several acts amendatory thereof. I 
will state that the bill is recommended unani- 
mously by the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. -Before my col- 
league on the Committee on the Judiciary pro- 
ceeds, I ask him to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. MERCUR. yield to my colleague. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
son, one of their clerks, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the tvo Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the following bill: . 

A bill (H. R. No. 2044) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of shipping commissioners by the 
several circuit courts of the United States, to 
superintend the shipping and discharge of 
seamen engaged in merchant ships belonging 
to the United States, and for the further pro- 
tection of seamen, 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed and requested the concur- 
rence of the House in a bill of the following 


title ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1168) to amend an act 


entitled ‘An act to remove the charge of | 


desertion from certain soldiers of the thir- 
teenth Tennessee cavalry,” approved April 
11, 1869. 

DISTRICT COURTS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. The Committee 
on the Judiciary, to which was referred House 
bill No. 14, for the better organization of the 
district courts of the United States within the 
State of Louisiana, have unanimously instructed 
me to report in lien of that bill the one which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which objections, if any, will be in order. 

The bill was read. It provides that for the 
more convenient transaction of business in 
the courts of the United States within the 
State of Louisiana, the said State shall be, 
and the same is hereby, divided into two judi- 
cial districts in the manner following, to wit: 
the parishes of Rapides, Vernon, Grant, 
Natchitoches, Sabine, De Soto, Caddo, Bos- 
sier, Bienville, Webster, Winn, Claiborne, 
Jackson, Union, Morehouse, Richland, Oua- 
chita, Caldwell, Catahoula, Concordia, Frank- 
lin, Tensas, Madison, and Carroll shall com- 
pose one district, to be called the northern 
district of Louisiana, and the remaining part 
of the State shall compose another district, to 
be called the southern district of Louisiana, 


and then makes provision for the transaction | 


of business in the districts so organized. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I call the attention of the 
House to the fact that the simple purpose of 
this bill is to create a new judicial district in 
the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. MOREY. This bill simply restores an 
old district which we had in the State of Louis- 
jana before the war. In 1868, while the State 
of Louisiana was without representation upon 
this floor, a bill was passed by Congress con- 


solidating the two districts of Louisiana into į 


one. In the last Congress the Judiciary Com- 
mittec, by a unanimous vole, if I am not mis- 


oi ERAEN 


taken, réported abill identicalwith this bill, 
This bill comes now from the Coniniittee on thé 
Judiciary with aunanimous report in its favor. 
Any one familiar with the amount of businéss 
in Louisiana will understand that’ there is ‘a 
necessity for this additional distrigt, © There is 
an important case there which'has been pend- 
ing for six years, involving the largest railroad 
interest in our State, and it would: have been 
decided long ago but for the want of facilities 
there for the transaction of ‘business before 
the courts. ‘The large amount of business 
growing out of internal revenue matters, and 
the maritime business there, practically re- 
sults in depriving those living in the northern 
part of the State, several hundred miles away 
from New Orleans, of justice under the pres- 
ent arrangement. © My colleague, [Mr: Suet” 
pon, } who iš wellacquainted with the business 
in the district ‘court at: New Orleans from his 
practice there, can testify to the ‘correctness 
of what I say. 7 Sepa Ss 

Mr. SHELDON. Louisiana isa State of 
forty-three thousand square miles of territory, 
and witli a ‘population of ‘about eight hundred 
thousand. New Orleans is in the southeastern 
corner of the State, about eight hundred ‘miles 
from the northwestern corner. It ‘isa duty 
which we owe to the people of the northern 
portion of the State to give them an accessible 
United States court. Shreveport lies in that 
part of the State, a city that is growing 
rapidly. The:Red river runs through the pro- 
posed northern district, ind the Mississippi 
river runs along one side of it. Justice de- 
mands that we should give that portion of the 
State the relief afforded by this bil. `- 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to'me ‘that almost 
the entire business that goes into the Federal 
courts of Louisiana must be the admiralty 
business of New Orleans. The legal business 
of the interior of the country is` declining 
rather than increasing. ‘Day after day, as the 
internal revenue taxes are decreased, the inter- 
nal revenne cases will fall off. Itrust that this 
bill will not pass, that the policy of creating 
new Federal courts will receive a check. 

I feel confident that a single district court is 
sufficient for the State. of Indiana, with a pop: 
ulation three or four times as large as that of 
Louisiana, and with ports upon both ‘sides of 
the State, on Lake Michigan and on ‘the Ohio 
river, and with as large an amountof legal 
business as there is in Louisiana, where it is 
almost entirely concentrated in-one portion ‘of 
the State. I trast this bill will not be passed: 
These courts are attended with enormous 
expenses, and the rapidity with whieh they 
are being increased suggests the necessity of 
stopping their creation. ae 

Mr: SHELDON. The gentleman should not 
begin with the large State of Louisiana. : 

Mr. MOREY. There was a. necessity for 


this court. before the war ; we had two district 


courts there for years before the war. i 
Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. This bill has thè 
unanimous approval of the Committee on the 
Judiciary. As long ago as 1849 the’ State of 
Louisiana was divided into two judicial dis- 
tricts. Those two districts existed up to 1866; 
and then, upon a petition of the members’ of 
the bar of the city of New Orleans, the two 
districts were consolidated into one, 
Now, Ido not know that it is necessary for 
me to discuss the question in the considera: 
tion of this bill-whether or not it is necessary 
to have two districts in Indiana. Additional 
districts have been created in almost all the 
States of the Union; Ohio and Illinois have 
each two districts and are each seeking a third: 
Mr. HOLMAN. The sentiment of the 
people of Ohio with regard to that third dis- 
trict in favor of which the Committee on the 
Judiciary reported in the last Congress is that 
it was entirely unnecessary. a 
Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, That is- not 
material to the discussion. Whether Indiana or 
Ohio ought to have two or three districts is not 
a material question here. ‘I believe it to be 
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the duty of the Government to furnish the 
means by which justice may be administered 
speedily to the people... 

_ In. this. case the courts of the city of New 
Orleans are already overcrowded with. busi- 
ness. Persons are obliged to. travel six or 
seven. hundred. miles over a country deficient 
in railroad facilities for the purpose of attend- 
ing to their business in the Federal courts. 
Instead of. the business of those courts falling 
off, as has. been intimated by my colleague, 
[Mr. HOLMAN, } just the reverse is the fact. It 
is the experience of. every lawyer that foreign 
collections, as they are ordinarily termed, go 
very. generally into the Federal courts instead 
of the State courts. er: 

Mr. HOLMAN.. And one object of in- 
creasing the number of districts is simply to 
enable. gentlemen of large wealth and exten- 
sive business to carry.their suits into the Fed- 
eral conrts insted of the State courts, as here- 
tofore. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, .The right to 
go. into the Federal courts exists under the 
present law. A man living in the State of 
New -York, and desiring to sue another in 
Pennsylvania, has the right to go into a State 
court or a Federal court; and if he can pre- 
vent another from setting up any defense, by 
bringing a suit against him seven hundred 
miles. from where he lives, he will always do 
so... That is. my observation. The expense 
attending the defense of a suit a long distance 
from the defendant’s residence, often makes 
it cheaper to pay even an unjust demand than 
to defend against it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not my colleague aware 
that the Federal judicial system is considera- 
bly abused. by persons going out of the State 
in which they reside for the purpose of getting 
into the Federal courts, with a view to mani- 
fest advantages freqently resulting therefrom ; 
and that claims are constantly transferred by 
the parties interested in a particular suit to 
persons outside of that State for the purpose 
of giving jurisdiction to the Federal courts? 
The whole system is being abused. ‘The law- 
yers are in favor of it because it concentrates 
business at the leading commercial cities of 
the State, 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. My colleague 
on the committee [Mr. Murcur] advises me 
that he will bave to claim the floor unless this 
question is at once disposed of. I therefore 
move that the rules be suspended and the bill 
passed. 

The question being taken.on the motion of 
Mr. Wiisow, of Indiana, there were—ayes 98, 
noes 24, ; : 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
motion to suspend the rules. was agreed to, 
and the bill (H. R. No. 2933) was passed. 


AMENDMENT OF BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


Mr. MERCUR. I move to suspend the rules 
and put upon its passage the bill (H. R. No. 
2475) toamend an act entitled ‘An act to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States,” approved March 2,-1867, 
and the several acts amendatory thereof. ` 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That hereafter itsball be the duty of the 
several circuit courts of the United States to ap- 
point, and for cause shown to remove, all registers 
in bankruptcy in the several districts within their 
respéctive circuits ; and so much of said act as is in 
conflict therewith is hereby repealed. 

Suo. 2. That it shali be the duty of the marshal 
of each judicial district to appoint such number of 
deputies as the district court shall think necessary 
and approve. for the proper administration of the 
bavkrupt act; and said deputies when acting as 
messengers of the court in bankruptcy,and making 
service of notices, sutnmons, and vther process, 
shall not be allowed any fees for constructive mile- 
age, or for any other services than those actually 
performed, 

Src. 3. That the first proviso in section fourteen 
of said act be amended by striking out the words 
“eighteen hundred and sixty-four” and inserting 
in lieu thereof “eighteen hundred and seventy- 
on 


e. 
Sec. 4. That nothing in said act contained shali 


7 


be construed to pass to the assignee any inchoate 
right of dower of the widow of the bankrupt, or 
other estate in lieu thereof, otherwise than accord- 
ing to the laws of the several States in which the 
property is situate. 

Sec. 5. That the marshal shall be accountable for 
all property of any alleged bankrupt which may 
come into the possession of himself or any of his 
deputies, as marshal or as messenger, and for the 
proceeds.of such as may have been sold while in his 
custody or possession by order of the court, and 
shall forthwith deliver and pay over the same to the 
assignee, when appointed; and any neglect to de- 
liver said property, or to pay over the proceeds 
thereof to the assignee, on demand, shall bedeemed 
a contempt of court, and such delivery or payment 
may be enforced by the court by summary proceed- 
ings in the manner provided in the first section 
of the act to which this is an amendment. Any 
marshal, deputy marshal, register, assignee, or 
other person who shall willfully convert any por- 
tion of the property of any bankrupt or, alleged 
bankrupt to his own use while the same is in his 
official custody or possession, or under his control as 
an officer of the court or of the law, orby authority 
of the law, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
anid upon indictment and conviction therefor shall 
be liable to be imprisoned not exceeding three years 
and toa fine not exceeding three times the value 
of the property thus unlawfully converted, either 
or both, at the discretion of the court.” 

Suo. 6. That where the debt:or damage recovered 
in any suit by any assignee in bankruptcy in any 
United States court shall not exceed the sum of 
$500, no costs shall be taxed or allowed to the 
assignee. K 

Sec. 7. That hereafter no person or corporation 
shall be declared an involuntary bankrupt except 
upon his own application, unless his indebtedness, 
provable under said act, shall exceed the sum of 


000, 

Sec. 8. That the liens acquired upon the property 
of any debtor, according to the laws and practice 
of the courts of the several States and Territories, 
prior to proceedings commenced in bankruptey, by 
judgments after due service of process or by attach- 
ment in a suit or proceeding which shall have pro- 
ceeded to judgment, or by virtue of execution issued 
thereon, shall not be affected nor impaired by any 
of the provisions of said act, and executions may be 
issued or executed thereon with the same effect as in 
all other cases: Provided, however, That any lien 
acquired through the collusion or consent of the 
debtor, in order to give preference to any creditor 
or other person claiming any right against him, is 
excepted from the provisions of this section, 

Sec. 9., That the provision of the second clause 
of the thirty-third section of said act, as amended 
by the first section of an act in amendment thereof, 
approved July 27, 1868, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by striking out ** January, 1869,” where 
orit occurs, and inserting in place thereof ‘July, 
Suc. 10, That when a creditor shall hold a judg- 
ment against a person afterward adjudzed a bank- 
rupt, and shall cause the goods or estate of the 
debtor to be tuken in execution, he shall be allowed 
to prove the debt represented by or included in said 
judgment, after deducting the value of the lien 
claimed by him, to be ascertained by the register 
or judge, as fully and effectually, for all. purposes, 
asif he had no lien, 

Sec. 11. That section fourteen of said act is hereby 
amended so that there shalt be further excepted 
from the operation of the provisions of said section 
any or all policies of insurance upon the life of said 
bankrupt, not exceeding in the aggregate the sum 
of $5,000; and any and all debts and demands paid 
in good faith by a debtor of the bankrupt, after the 
proceedings in bankruptcy have been commenced, 
are the assignee is duly appointed and qual- 
ified. 

Src. 12. That section thirty-nine of said act, as 
amended by the second section of the act in amend- 
ment thereof, approved July 14, 1870, is further 
amended by inserting the words “insurer; common 
carrier,” after the word “ manufacturer” and before 

or miner,” ` 

_ Sec. 13. That nothing in said act contained shall 

limit tbe assignee’s right to bring and sustain an 
action to the district court of the district within 
which he was appointed an assignee; but he may 
bring an action in any district in which the defend- 
ant may reside or be found. 

Sec. 14. That no promise hereafter made shall 
revive any indebtedness from which the debtor 
shall have been discharged under and by virtue of 
said act, unless such promise shall be in writing, 
signed by the person to be charged, or by some per- 
son by him duly authorized. 

Sec. 15. Thatitisthe true intentand meaning of the 


several provisions of said act, in relation toa certifi- | 


cate of discharge and the impeachment thereof, 


that such certificate of discharge can be impeached | 
in the court of the United States only which granted | 


the same. 


Sec. 16. That the jurisdiction, powers, and duties | 
conferred upon the several district courts of the | 


United States under the said act be, and the same | 


are hereby, conftrred_upon the several district i 
courts of the several Territories; and the jurisdic- í 
tion, powers, and duties conferred upod the several ! 
circuit courts of the United States, under the said | 
act, be, and the same are hereby, conferred upon the | 


supreme courts of the several Territories. And the 
supreme courts of the several Territories shall have 
power to prescribe the rules of practice which shall 
govern said supreme courts, and the district courts 
of the several Territories, in all. cases arising under 


| 
i 
i 
i 


i 


the said act.. And the justices of the supreme 
courts of the several Territories shall have the same 
powers and jurisdiction within their respective dis- 
tricts as are conferred upon the judges of the dis- 
trict courts of the United States by virtue of the 
provisions of the said act. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Isthis bill a report from 
the Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. MERCUR. It is. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is it aunanimous report? 

Mr. MERCUR. It is the unanimous report 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If I understand the bill 
it extends the period when the bankrupt may 
be discharged, irrespective of the amount of 
debts paid, until July, 1878. 

Mr. MERCUR. It makes some important 
changes in the existing law. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘I object to debate, 
and move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope that such a meas- 
ure as this will not be voted upon without dis- 
cussion. ; 

Mr. AMBLER. Allow me to suggest that 
the bill be printed and called up again to- 
morrow, . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It should certainly 
be printed. . 

Mr. MERCUR, It has been printed a week. 


SHIP COMMISSIONERS, 
Mr. CONGER. I submit the following 


report from a committee of conference. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H.R. No. 2044) authorizing the 
appointment of shipping commissioners by the sev- 
eral circuit courts of the United States to superin- 
tend the shipping and discharge of seamen engaged 
in merchant ships belonging to the United States, 
and for the further protection of seamen, have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend to their 
respective houses, as follows: = 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the first amendment of the Senate, and, with the 
following amendment, agree to the same. In line 
four, section one, strike out the words “ for each,” 
as inserted by the Senate amendment, and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ for such.” aoe 

That the House recede from their disagreement, 
to the second amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same. 

That at the end of line four, section one; after. the 
word “circuits,” the following words be inserted: 
“asin their judgment may require the same, and 
which shall also be ports of ocean navigation.’”” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the Senate amendments. numbered 3, 4, 5, 6, 7,.8, 9, 
10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17, and agree to the same. 

0. D. CONGER, : 
EUGENE HALE, 
W.S. HOLMAN, 

Managers ou the part of the House, 
WM. A. BUCKINGHAM, 
Z. CHANDLER, 
GEO. VICKERS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. CONGER demanded the previous ques- 
tion, f 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main questiou ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the conference report was 
adopted. 

Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the conference report was adopted ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed.to. 


AMENDMENT OF BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. MERCUR. I move to suspend the rules 
ia reference to a bill which was objected to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, That is too import- 
anta billto force through here without amend- 
ment. ; 

Mr. MERCUR. As there appears to be a 
desire to examine the bill I will move that it 
be printed, and will call it up to-morrow, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let it be printed in 
the Globe. ' 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Let it be printed in the 
regular way. 

Mr. MERCUR. It is already printed. 

Mr. POLAND. It is already printed, but 
we desire to print it in the. Globe so that all 
may see it. : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Tf it is printed in the 
regular way I see no propriety in having it 
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printed again either by the Public Printer or 
in the Globe. I therefore object.to the motion. 

Mr. MERCUR. There are slight verbal 
amendments to the bill. 

Mr. AMBLER. I understand it is in print 
now as it has been amended. `’ 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Are the amendments 
of the Judiciary Committee printed? - 

Mr. MERCUR. | They are not. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This istooimportant 
a bill to press through, especially when we 
know the Senate cannot and will not act on 
it at this session. I insist on my motion to 
adjourn. 


ASKING EXCUSES FROM NIGHT SESSIONS. 


The SPEAKER., Mr. Srexr, of Georgia, 
and Mr. Keuuey, of Pennsylvania, desire to be 


excused from any night session of the House. 
Mr. BIRD. I object. 


COLMAN BAHONEN. 


Onmotion of Mr. BANKS, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House 
of the papers in the case of Colman Bahonen, 
of Marion county, Georgia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, by unanimous 
consent, was granted leave of absence for the 
remainder of the session on account of ill 
health, 

Mr. SEELEY, by unanimous consent, was 
granted an indefinite leave of absence. 

Mr. PERRY, of New York, by unanimous 
consent, was granted leave of absence for five 
days. 

LEAVE TO PRINT, 


Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to have printed in the Globe 
some remarks which he had prepared in rela- 
tion to affairs of the District’ of Columbia. 
[See Appendix.] 

LEAVE OF ABSENCK. 

Mr. BIRD. I withdraw my objection to 
the request that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania {Mr. Keniry] have leave of absence 
from night sessions of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I renew the objection. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. RANDALL] objects. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Does any other gentle- 
man object to the request of the gentleman 
from. Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY ?] If there 
be no objection it will be so ordered. The 
Chair hears none. 

SENATE BILL NO. 393, 

TheSPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, in answer to a communication from 
the Committee on Military Affairs of the 
House, in relation to the bill of the Senate No. 
893, with information as to its effect onthe 
Army; which was referred to the Committee 
` on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

CLAIM BY DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
seut, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, trausmitting to the House 
of Representatives information in relation to 
the claim of Dakota Territory for pay, equip- 
ments, services, &c., of troops called out by 
the Governor for the defense of the Territory ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BROOKS, ETO, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting to the House 
papers in the case of Samuel Brooks, &c. ; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1970, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, returning to the Committee 
on Military Affairs the bill of the House (No, 


| and for other purposes,” 
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1970) referred to the War Department for 
information ; which was referred ta the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


J. SCOTT PAYNE, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to the case of J. 
Scott Payne, late first lieutenant fifth United 
States cavalry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


OFFICERS OF ARMY MUSTERED OUT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, iv relation to the restoration 
to the Army of all officers mustered out under 
the act of July 15, 1870, who have been 
wounded; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DISTRICT NATIONAL SAVINGS BANK. 

TheSPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a report of the funds and 
investments of the National Savings Bank of 
the District of Columbia, from its organization 
to December 81, 1871; which was referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT PROPERTY IN WASHINGTON. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings and Grounds, 
in answer to a resolution of the House of the 
8th ultimo, submitting a statement of the con- 
dition of the Government property in and 
around Washington, and estimates of cost for 
the improvement of the same; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

MONTANA INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting to the House of 
Representatives additional papers pertaining 
to the investigation into the Montana Indian 
war claims of 1867; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed, 

EMANUEL MASON AND SON, 


On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by 
unanimous consent, the Committee on Appro- 
priations was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the papers in the claim of Eman- 
uel Mason & Son; and the same were referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the papers were referred to the 
Committee of Claims; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF CONSULAR AGENT. 


The SPEAK ERalso, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


In compliance with section two of the act ap- 
proved July 11,1870, entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the consular and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1871. 
’ Ihave the honor to trans- 
mit herewith the report of D. B. R. Keim, agent to 
examine consular affairs. 

U.S. GRANT. 


Executive MANSION, May 24, 1872. 

The message and the accompanying report 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. As this message hasbeen 
communicated to the Senate and ordered to be 


printed there, an order to print will not be | 


made. 
TREATMENT OF JEWS IN ROUMANIA. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States : 
To the House of Representatives : 


In answer to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 20ch instant requesting me to join 


< 


the Italian Government in a protest against the in- 
tolerant and cruel treatment of the Jews ‘in Rou- 
mania, I transmit a report from the Secretary of 
State relative to the subject. 

: :U. 8. GRANT. 


Wasurixatox, May 22, 1872. 


The message and the accompanying report 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. i 


COMMERCE WITH BRITISH COLONIES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: ` 
To the House of Representatives + 

In answor to the resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the 14th instant, requesting informa- 
tion in regard to the commerce between the United 
States and certain British colonial possessions, [ 
transmit a report from the Secretary of State, and 
the documents by which it was accompanied. 


U.S. GRANT. 
WASHINGTON, May 21, 1872. s e: 


The message and the accompanying papers 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. i 

REPORT OF THE DARIEN SURVEY, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution of the Senate; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


_ Resolved by the Senate, (tho House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That there be printed in quarto 
form seven thousand additional copies of the report 
and accompanying maps of the Darien surveying 
expedition, of which two thousand copies shall bo 
for the use of the Senate, four thousand copies for 
the use of the House, end one thousand copies for 
the use of the Secretary of the Navy. 


SURVEY OF THE UPPER MISSISSIPPT, ETC. ` 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con: 
sent, laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution of the Senate; which was 
referred to the Committec on. Printing : 


_ Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) Thattho maps of the survoy of the 
upper Mississippi and Minnesota rivers, made under 
the direction of the War Department, be printed 
and bound in quarto form, and that twenty-five 
hundred additional copies be printed, of which five 
hundred copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
one thousand copies for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and one thousand copies for the use of 
the War Department. 


REPORT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate sent to the 
‘House a concurrent resolution in reference to. 
the printing of the report of the Smithsonian 
Institution, The House amended it. The 
Senate returns it with the amendments of the 
House disagreed to. The Clerk will read the 
resolution as it originally came from the 
Senate. . ; 

The Clerk read as follows: ; i 

_ Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That twelve thousand. five hun- 
dred additional copies of the report of the Smith- 
sonian Institution for the year 1871 be printed, 
twenty-five hundred of which shall be for the use of 
the Senate, five thousand for the use of. the House, 
and five thousand for the use of. the institution: 
Provided, That the aggregate number. of pages of 
said report shall not exceed four hundred snd fifty, 
and that there shall bo no illustrations except those 
furnished by the Smithsonian Institution, 


The SPEAKER. The House amended the 
resolution so as to increase the number of 
copies to twenty-five thousand, five thousand 
to be forthe use of the Senate, ten thousand 
for the use of House, and ten thousand for 
the use of the institution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will 
recede from its amendments. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

‘The motion was agreed to. f 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. What has become 


TheSPEAKER. Itis pending. [Laughter. ] 
LIGHT-HOUSE AT NEW HAVEN. 

Mr. KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2984) for the 
erection of a light-house on the southwest 
ledge of New Haven harbor, Connecticut; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


i of my motion to adjourn ? 
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F H 
RECONNOISSANCE OF ARIZONA AND NEVADA. 


- Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported back the following concurrent 
resolution of the Senate; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved: by. the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives.cgneurring,) ‘That four thousand additional 
copies of the reconnoissance of Arizona and Nevada 
be printed in quatto form and bound, one thousand 
copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 
two thousand seven hundred and fifty copies for the 
use-of the House of Representatives, and two hun- 
dred and fifty copies for distribution by the chief 
of engineers United States Army. 


ABSENCE OF A MEMBER. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to announce 


thatthe gentleman from New York [ Mr, Cox] 
is detained from the House to-day by indis- 


position. — 
Mr. PERCE. {call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the 


motion of. the gentleman from IHinois [Mr. 
Farnsworra} that the House'do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to; and the House (at four o'clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, BTO, 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. FORKER: The petition of Robert 
Sinnickson, requesting at. amendment to sec- 
tion two hundred and sixteen of the postal laws 
of:-the United States, 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of Henry 
C. Lea, Henry ©. Baird, William W. Harding, 
and 22 others, publishers and booksellers of 
the city of Philadelphia, praying the reën- 
actment of a law imposing a specific duty by 
weight on books. 

By Mr. PLATT: The petition of steamship 
owners and others, for building two light- 
houses on James river, Virginia. 

-By Mr. PARKER, of Missouri: The peti- 
tion of ©. E: Paul, publisher and editor of 
the Andrew County Republican, at Savannah, 
Andrew county, Missouri, asking a modifica- 
‘tion of the law in regard to the transmission 


through the mails of newspapers and period- 


icals by publishers, 

By Mr. ROGERS, of North Carolina: The 
petition of Josiah Turner, jr., praying an act 
of Congress regulating the selection of jurors 
in the Federal courts. 

By Mr. SLOSS: Resolutions adopted by a 
public meeting of citizens of Walker county, 
Alabama, asking for prompt action by Con- 
gress in granting public lands to aid in the con- 
struction of the Klyton, Corinth, and Tennes- 
see River railroad. 

Also, the memorial of W. H. Key, president 
of the North Alabama Agricultural and 
Mechanical Association, the directors of said 
association, and other citizens of Lauderdale 
county, Alabama, asking Congress for an 
appropriation to adyance the science of 
meteorology. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 27, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. NEWMAN, 
D.D. ‘ 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of Saturday last. 

Mr: COLE. ` I suppose nobody wants to 
hear the Journal read, and I should like to 
have the fortification appropriation bill taken 
up, subject to the morning business. 

Mr. POOL.” T ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to give way to me 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will inquire 
if the reading of the Journal has been fin- 
ished? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not quite. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I prefer 
that it should be read through. 


- The Secretary resumed, and coveluded the 
reading of the Journal. : 

Mr. POOL. I now move that the Senate 
take up House bill No. 2192. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from North Carolina asks unanimous consent 
that the bill (H. R. No. 2192) to establish a 
western judicial district in North Carolina be 
taken up, subject to the morning business.: Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the bill is taken up. : 


JOHN POTTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 908) for the 
relief of John Potts, chief clerk of the War 
Department. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to substitute for the bill the following 
words: n Pes 


That the sum of $2,000 be paid to John Potts, 
chief clerk of the War Department, for services as 
disbursing clerk, at the rate of $200 per annum, from 
the 15th of February, 1861, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, 
That it shall be lawful hereafter to pay for such 
services at such rate, whether such clerk shall have 
been appointed from class four, or from a higher 
grade, any existing law to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move to 
concur in the amendment of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 


J. W. PARISH AND COMPANY, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives.to the bill (S. No. 159) conferrin 
upon the Court of Claims power to hear an 
determine the claim of J. W. Parish & Co. 
for damages. for the alleged violation of their 
contract with the United States for the de- 
livery of ice. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to add to the bill the following: 


Resulting solely from the violation of the con- 
tract in tho refusal of the Government to receive 
the entire thirty thousand tons named in said con- 
ract. 


Mr. PRATT. I move that the Senate con- 
cur in the amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

D. JAY BROWN, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 197) for the 
relief of the widow of D. Jay Brown, deceased. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out the words ‘‘and for alleged 
losses in consequence of his recall at the expi- 
ration of ove year from bis appointment.”’ 

Mr. EDMONDS. I should like to have the 
bill read with that amendment, so that we 
may understand it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That there is hereby appropriated thesum of $250, 
which sum the Secretary of the Treasury is directed 
to pay, out of any moneys not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to the widow of D. Jay Brown, in full compen- 
sation for the claim made by the deceased against the 
United States for services rendered as their agent in 
visiting various partsof Europe to collect informa- 
tion on the production, manufacture, and commerce 
of the flax and wines of that country, and to obtain 
seeds, „cuttings, é&c., under instructions from the 
Commissioner of the Patent Office dated April 16, 


Mr. PRATT. I move that the Senate con- 
cur in the amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT PUBLIC SCHOOLS, ` 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 299) amending 
an. act entitled “An act directing the convey- 
ance of a lot of ground for the use of the 
public schools of the city of Washington.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before 
the Senate the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. No. 298) direct- 
ing the conveyance of certain lots of ground, 
with the improvements thereon, for the use of 
the public schools in the city of Washington. 


Mr: EDMUNDS... I. move that those bills, 
with the amendments of the House, be referred 
to the Committee on the. District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


: The following bills from:the House of Rep- ` 
resentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2885) for the relief of 
John Milone, postmaster at Uhrickville, Ohio ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1902) for the relief of 
David Sergeant; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2886) for the relief of 
Margaret Villebrown; 

‘A bill (H. R. No. 2887) for the relief of 
William Johnson, of Ripley county, Indiana ; 

A bill (H.-R. No. 2890) for the relief of 
Dwight J. McCann; ; i 

A bill (H. R.. No. 2888) for the relief of 
Simeon Stansifer ; A = 

A bill (H. R. No. 2889) to refund to Silas 
F. Field certain moneys belonging to him; 

A bill (H. R. No..1810) for the relief of 
George W. Sturtevant ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2893) for the 
Mary Love; : i , y 
-A bill (H. R. No. 2212) for the relief of 
Alonzo Snyder, of- Livingston eounty, New 


York; i ce a 

A bill (H. R. No. 2908) to refund to Thomas 
C. Magruder certain moneys stolen froni him 
in 1859; : . f 

A bill (H. R. No. 2894) for the relief of 
Nicholas José Merrimet; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2900) for the relief of 
S. D. Cochran ; DS 

A bill (H. R. No. 2259) for the relief of 
James M. Hagar; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2895) for the relief of the 
owners of the schooner Robert Corson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2896) for the relief of 
Frances A. Robinson, administratrix of the 
estate of John M. Robinson, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1888) for the relief of 
James McGinnis; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2897) for the relief of 
C. ©. Spaids; nE 

A bill (H. R. No. 40) for the relief of Joseph 
A. Clay, of Philadelphia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2898) for the relief of 
John W. Phelps, of Vermont; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2902) for the relief of the 
estates of Abel Gilbert and William Gerrish, 
late copartners in business under the style of 
Gilbert. & Gerrish; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2909) for the relief of 
Joseph L. Heywood and others ; ' 

A bill (H. R. No. 2908) for the relief of 
James F. Casey, collector of the port of New 
Orleans; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2904) for the relief of 
George Reber; i 

A bill (H. R. No. 2905) for the relief of 
Jobn McMath; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2906) for the relief of 
John H. Norman and Samuel Facer, of San- 
dusky, Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1882) for the relief of 
Alexander McArthur, of the city of Corunna, 
in the State of Michigan; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2907) for the relief of 
the Omaha National Bank; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2162) for the relief of T. 
P. Robb, of Savannah, Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2878) for the relief of 
Edward C. Garlick ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2910) for the. relief of 
Orville J, Jennings; ` 

A bill (H. R. No. 2911) for the relief of 
Moritz Augenstein; and 
_A bill (H. R, No. 2892) for the relief of 
Jobn Clinton, of Brownsville, Tennessee. 

The bill (H. R. No. 400) for the relief of 
Jane Allen Birckhead. and Virginia Camp- 
bell, sole heirs-at-law of Alexander Watson, 
deceased, was read twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This bill will 


relief of 
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be reserved, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Taurmax] desires to have it put on its passage, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ob, no; we cannot con- 
sent to pass a biil in that way. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont objects, and the bill will be referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of 
officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
have served in the Army and Navy of the 
United States, praying to be allowed to sell, 
assign, and transfer lands acquired under a 
recent amendment to the homestead act; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. ' 

Mr. NYE presented the petition and papers 
of Wiliam B. Wilson, praying compensation 
for extra service in carrying the United States 
mails in the State of Nevada; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, presented a 
petition of citizens of Jacksonville, Hlinois, 
praying that a farther grant of public lands 
may be made in accordance with a bill intro- 
duced into the Senate providing necessary 
means for the full support and extension of 
industrial universities and agricultural colleges, 
established under the act of Congress of July 
2, 1862; which was referred to the Committee 
on Edueation and Labor. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 
Weil & Moore, of Moutgomery, Alabama, 
praying indemnification for cotton seized by 
the Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of the offi- 
cers of the Rising Sun Lodge, No. 29, Ancient 
Free Masons, of Decatur, Morgan county, 
Alabama, praying compensation for the burn- 
ing of their building by United States forces 
in November, 1864; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of pub- 
lishers and booksellers of Philadelphia, pray- 
ing that a specific duty be imposed on books ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


LAND OFFICE REPORT, 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a concurrent reso- 
lution of the House of Representatives to print 
additional copies of the report of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, have in- 
structed me to report it back without amend- 
ment and to recommend iis passage, and [ask 
for its present. consideration. 

There being no objection, the House resolu- 
tion was considered and concurred in, as fol 
lows: i 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Ben- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed of the report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office for 
1871, sight thousand copies, of which four thousand 
shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, 


two thousand forthe Senate, and two thousand for 
the land department, 


SURGICAL HISTORY OF THE REBELLION. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing have directed me to report a bill for the 
completion and publication of the Medieal and 
Surgical History of the Rebellion, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

Mr. POOL. If it leads to any debate I shall 
have to object. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not think it will 
lead to any debate. Itis a thing that musi be 
disposed of. If it leads to debate I will not 
press it now, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from North Carolina has obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to have the re- 
mainder of the morning hour for the considera- 
tion of a bill relative to courts in that State. 
The bill of the Senator from Rhode Island will 
be read, subject to objectioa if it gives rise to 
debate. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. It directs 
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| the Secretary of War to have completed the 
Medical and Surgical History of the War, by 
the preparation in the office of the Surgeon 
General of two volumes, of eighteen hundred 
pages, in addition to the first volume already 
compiled and printed under authority of Con- 
gress; and authorizes him to have executed as 
he may deem advisable the necessary engrav- 
ing and lithographing therefor, at an expense 
not to exceed $60,000. Five thousand copies 
each of the second and third volumes are to 
be printed and bound by the Congressional 
Printer, to be distributed with the first volume 
already printed, as may be hereafter directed 
by Congress. 

Mr. SIERMAN, I shall resist the passage 
of the bill unless this printing is to be done at 
the Government Printing Office. I do not 
intend, if 1 can prevent it, that another such 
work as the fortieth parallel survey shall be 
provided for, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the Senator will 
be satisfied when he hears what I state, and I 
shall be very brief. The work is done at the 
Government Printing Office, and has been done 
there; but there are connected with this cer- 
tain chromo engravings of the very nicest de- 
scription to illustrate and explain surgical 
operations, which must be done not where they 
can be done cheapest, bat where they can be 
done best. Although the Senator from Ohio 
knows I have always and the Committee on 
Printing have always favored the giving out of 
such work to public competition, yet there is 
some work of a scientific character that ean 
be dove by but very few persons in the coun- 
try, and the committee think it is best to allow 
the Surgeon General to have that done where 
it can be done best. But the printing is done 
at the Government Printing Office. I have 
before me the first part, and it is a very credit 
able specimen of printing. This work I should 
not have called the attention of the Senate to 
at all but that we do not wish the Senate to 
adopt a bill of this kind without knowing what 
it is. It is a very expensive work, and we 
desire the Senate to knowit. The cost of these 
two volumes with eugravings and illustrations 
will be $60,000, and the cost of printing them 
in the Government Printing Office will be 
about four dollars a volume besides. 

When the first part was printed there was a 
very full discussion, in which the Senator from 
Ohio took part, and I remember that our 
esteemed friend, who sat next to me, Senator 
Grimes, advocated it, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and I think the Senator from 
New York. 

This war developed an amount of medical 
information, discovery, invention, investiga- 
tion, for the relief of humanity in war greater 


‘| than exists anywhere else unpublished ; and 


the question is whether a Government like 
this, so great, so rich, so powerful, having 
such treasures of science, such valuable mate- 
rials for the alleviation of human suffering, 
has any right to withhold them from the world. 
I am no more interested in that question than 
other Senators. I do not wish them to order 
the printing of this book without knowing 
what it is to cost. I do not suppose these 
two parts will be completed altogether at a 
less expense than $100,000; but I say myself 
that if it cost five times that or ten times that, 
I would vote to print it. I do not think we 
have a right to withhold it from the knowledge 
of the world. The printing will be done at 
the Government Office. 

Mr. CONKLING. How much will it cost? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The whole book will 
not cost iess, I think, than $100,000—these 
two parts. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. And there 
are to be two or three more. 


all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill, as it stands, 
places in the discretion of the Surgeon Gen- 
| eral $60,000 to engrave and lithograph, 


| a right to be heard. 


Mr. ANTHONY. No, I think these are 


Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sit. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It seems:to me thatis a 
departure from the practice of the Govern- 
ment, which has always been to do this work 
in some other mode. It ought to be referred 
to the Public Printer, not to the Surgeon Gen: , 
eral, an officer who cannot be familiar wit 
this class of work. i 
Mr. ANTHONY.” If the Senate: had 
time 3 : 

Mr. POOL. It is perfectly evident this 
matter is going to lead to protracted discus- 
Sion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think not. 

Mr. POOL. I shall be obliged to object 
unless we can come toa vole upon it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
North Carolina objects unless the Senate is 
ready to vote. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If this work is going to 
be printed at all, we ought to be getting on 
with it in the recess. Jt will be a great incon- 
venience to the public service and cause a 
great delay of the work if we have to put it 
back six months longer, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of 
committees are still in order, 

Mr. SUMNER. Before we pass from 
that——- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from North Carolina withdraws the objection 
it is open to further debate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ithink we can pass the 
bill now without objection. I do not think 
the Senator from North Carolina ought to be 
so severe. We made uo objection co his bill, 
which I am in favor of, 

Mr. POOL. If this is going to lead to pro- 
tracted debate, I might as well give up all 
hope of passing my bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from North Carolina objects, and it is not open 
to further debate. 

Mr. POOL. 
tinue? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I cannot tell. 
wish to discuss it. 

Mr. POOL. For that reason I object. 

Mr. SUMNER. [wish to make an inquiry 
of the chairman of the Printing Committee. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent 
to make an inquiry. 7 

Mr. ANTHONY. Can I withdraw the bill 
so as to present it on another occasion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 1 withdraw it. 

SALES OF ARMS. 


Mr. SUMNER. The Senate will remem- 
ber that there was a resolution referred to tho 
Committee on Printing for the printing of a 
large number of extra copies of the report on 
the inquiry about the sale of arms to France. 
L wish to know of the Senator from Rhode 
Island when the committee will report that 
resolution ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very soon, I suppose. 
We have got that before us, with a great many 
other resolutions. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I come to another 
point. I wish to know 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator can move 
that the committee be discharged from it at 
any time he wishes, 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I will move that the 
committee be discharged from the consider- 
ation of that resolution, and that it be made 
the special order for Wednesday or Tharsday 
evening, as it may be agreeable to the Senate. 
The report is a personal report touching two 
Senators of this body. ‘Therefore they have 


How far will the debate con- 


I do not 


Mr. ANTHONY. 
ordered to be printed. 
Mr. SUMNER. But the resolation is for 
additional copies. : E 
Mr. ANTHONY. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


The report has been 


it has been printed. 
I understand it has been 
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printed, and my object is to make some 
observations on that report. It seems to me 
that the Senate cannot refuse an opportunity 
to two Senators—my friend from Missouri 
(Mr. Scuurz] and myself, who have been 
treated in that report in such an unprece- 
dented manner. {make no observations on 
the report now; but J think I may claim the 
indulgence of the Senate fora hearing on the 
matters that are suggested by that document. 
I do not like to take the time of the Senate 
when there is such a pressure of business; 
but I ask that the Senate will set apart one of 
the evenings of this week, say Wednesday or 
Thursday, with the understanding that noth- 
ing else shall come up, when we may be 
heard. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
by parliamentary law the postponement of any 
question till after the session of Congress is 
its indefinite postponement. This session closes 
on Wednesday at noon by the concurrent vote 
of the two branches of Congress. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 887) for the relief of Samuel Black and 
Albert R, Cooper, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2088) for the 
relief of William M. Stafford, late acting dis- 
trict attorney for Montana Territory, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 498) to indem- 
nify the State of Kentucky and other States 
for expenses incurred by them in defense of 
the United States, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 114) for the 
relief of the heirs of Lieutenant Colonel Hum- 
phrey M. Woodyard, late of the twenty-first 
Missouri infantry, reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 2188) to dispense with informers in 
the interval revenue service, moved that it be 
indefinitely postponed, the matter of the bill 
being covered by the tax and tariff bill now 
before the Senate, 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He ulso, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1160) to permit 
the importation free of duty of certain targets 
and appurtenances for the National Rifle 
Association, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I am also directed by the 
same committee, to whom were referred the 
bill (S. No. 487) for the relief of Henry Ayers 
and George Wolflin & Co., of Indiana, and 
the bill (S, No. 779) for the relief of Thomas 
Mitchell, assignee of Turner, Clay & Co., of 


Kentucky, to report them adversely, for the | 


reason that they are covered by a general bill 
passed at this session referring all such cases 
to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The bills were postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the | 
bill (H. R. No. 2799) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a secretary of legation at the court 
of Japan, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2800) 
to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint one or more commissioners to rep- 
resent the Government of the United States | 
at the international exposition of agricultural 
industry and fine arts, to be held at. Vienna, 
have instructed me to report it back favorably. 
This is a mere authority to the President to | 
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appoint one or more commissioners without 
compensation. It bas passed the House of 
Representatives, and I ask the Senate just to 
act upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. POOL. Iam obliged to object. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, to whom was referred 
the memorial of James Macdonald, praying 
the passage of a law declaring that all pub- 
lie lands within the Territory of Colorado 
lying south of the Arkansas river be subject. 
to sale under the homestead and preémption 
laws, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration ; which was agreed to. 


KENTUCKY WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I am directed by the 
Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1054) to reimburse 
the State of Kentucky for moneys expended 
in enrolling, subsisting, clothing, supplying, 
arming, equipping, paying, and transporting 
militia forces to aid in suppressing the rebel- 
lion, to report it back with an amendment in 
the form of a substitute. I ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. There is no objection to 
it, and I am sure it wil! not take five minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from North Carolina, who has had consent for 
the consideration of a bill at the expiration of 
the morning business, is resisting all these re- 
quests this morning. The Chair, however, if 
the Senator from Kentucky desires it, will put 
the question on granting unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the bill reported by 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. POOL. It is perfectly evident that if 
bills are thrust in in thig manner there will be 
no chance for the bill which the Senate has 
allowed me to call up. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Task unanimous con- 
sent to pass this bill; there will be no debate 
and no opposition to it. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 


tion? 

Mr. MORTON. I bope the Senator from 
Kentucky will have consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
to be no objection. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It is a unanimous 
report of the Committee on Appropriations. 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] 
himself consents to it. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. The 
amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was to strike out all after the enacting 
clause, and to insert : 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to cause to be 
exawined, setticd. and paid, any properclaimsofthe 
State of Kentucky for money expended by the said 
State in enrolling, equipping, subsisting, and paying 
such State forces of Kentucky as were called into 
service in said State after the 24th of August, A. D. 
1861, to act in concert with the United States forces 
in the suppression of the late rebellion against the 
United States. 

Sec. 2. That said examination, settlement, and 
payment shall be had and made by the proper offi- 
cers of the Treasury Departmentupon the principles 
and conditions and under the limitationsstated and 
provided in the act of Congress approved April 17, 


It requires 


There appears 


ie ontitted “An act to Teimbure {pe ate of | 
issouri for moneys expended for the United States | that bill read before it is acted upon. 


in enrolling, equipping, and provisioning militia 
forces to.aid in suppressing the rebellion. 


Sec. 3, That the sum of $1,000,000 be, and is hereby, | 
: appropriated to pay such claims as shall be found 
| due the State of Kentucky, to be paid upon such set- 


tlement to the said State or to the duly authorized 
agent thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to report back the resolu- 


i| explain it. 


tion of the House of Representatives that each 
House of Congress be adjourned sine die on 
Monday, the 3d day of June, 1872, at twelve 
o’clock m., with an amendment to be added 
atthe endofit. I ask that the amendment 
be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to the consider- 
ation of that resolution to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read, and then 
the Senator can object. If objection is made, 
it will have to go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio, from the Committee on Finauca, 
reports back the concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives, providing for the 
adjurnment of this session of Congress on 
Monday, the 3d day of June, with an amend- - 
ment rescinding the order for its adjournment 
on the 29th of May, and asks for its present 
consideration, to which the Senator from 
Michigan objects. It must therefore lie over 
one day. 


DEBATE ON TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am also directed by 
the Committee on Finance to report a resolu- 
tion in regard to the order of business: 

Resolved, That debate on amendments to House 
bill No, 2322 be limited to five minutes by any Sen- 
ator, and that no amendment to said bill shall be 
in order unless germane to the subject-matter of 
said bill. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the reso- 
lution ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What bill is that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sup- 
poses it is the tariff bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. T object to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the resolution will lie over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I give notice that 
I shall call it up to-morrow if I can. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am also directed by 
the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 780) to provide 
for the redemption and sale of lands held by 
the United States under the several acts levy- 
ing a direct tax, to report it back with a re- 
commendation that the substitute of the House 
be agreed to. This is a bill which southern 
Senators are very anxious to have passed in 
regard to the redemption of lands sold for 
taxes, and it is a bill of general importance 
that ought to be passed. Perhaps a word will 
The amendments are not very im- 
portant. They have been very carefully exam- 
ined, and are concurred in by the committee. 
The bill was cerefully examined, and passed 
the Senate some time ago and was sent to the 
House, and they chose to put their amend- 
ments in the form of a substitute, so as to 
cover the whole subject in one amendment. 
It is for the Senate to say whether they will 
pass it or not. There is nothing in the amend- 
ment except to make several reservations ia 
favor of South Carolina for a court-house and 
some local purposes. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 


| imeus consent for its present consideration. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. I should like to hear 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It must be re- 
ported, if any Senator desires it, in full. 

_ Mr. JOHNSTON. I have no objection to 
its being considered, but I desire to know 
what itis. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I wish to make a report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature of an objection, and the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. SCHURZ, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 333) for the relief of Mrs. M. 8. 
Morse, administratrix and widow of Isaac E. 
Morse, deceased, reported it with an amend- 


ment. 


1872. 
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STEAMBOAT LAW. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask leave to submit 
a report from a committee of conference on 
the bill (H. R. No. 2116) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the better 
security of life on board of vessels propelled 
by steam, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
February 28, 1871. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the 
report, but was interrupted by : 

Mr. CORBETT. I suggest that that is a 
very important matter, and a number of Sen- 
ators have spoken to me about it and desire to 
have the report printed. 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. Itwill be printed 

. and placed on the Calendar, but the usual 
custom is to consider the reports of conference 
committees when presented. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘Then I give notice that 
Ishall callit up at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before that bill passes 
away from the Senate I wish to have a letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury printed with 
the bill, if there be no objection. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It willbe printed 
with the report if no objection be made. 

Mr. BLAIR. What has that to do with the 
report ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not know. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I object. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is a very instructive 
document and pertains to this bill, and I think 
we should have it before us. Does the Sen- 
ator object? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not see what it has to do 
with the conference report. I object. 

Mr. CONKLING. [ do not want it printed 
with the report. I simply ask that the letter 
of the Secretary be printed for our information. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to that. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the letter will be printed separately. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CONKLING subsequently moved to 
rescind the order for printing the letter; which 
was agreed to, he stating that the letter could 
be examined by Senators at the Secretary’s 

esk, 


SWAMP LANDS IN NEVADA, 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 2863) to extend to the State of Nevada 
the benefit of an act to enable the State of 
Arkansas and other States to reclaim the 
swamp lands within their limits, have directed 
me to report it back, and to ask that it be 
indefinitely postponed. This bill provides 
that the State of Nevada shall enjoy the 
blessings of that act the same as if it had 
been in force in Nevada from and after its 
passage, which of course would take away 
from settlers who are on these lands, if there 
are any there—I doubt whether there are—— 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, there are a great 
many. 

Mr. POMEROY. The committee have con- 
sidered the bill, and directed me to report it | 
back, and to ask that it be indefinitely and 
forever postponed, 

Mr. STEWART, I hope that will be done. 
This is an ex post facto measure, and we 
want the reclamation of deserts rather than 
of swamps. We want the water. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, this bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned. A motion tbat it be ‘forever post- 
poned ” is not included within the eleventh 
rule, 

Mr. NYE. Who recommends that? 

Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Publie 
Lands. 

Mr. NYE. Why not let it go on the Cal- 
endar? 

Mr. STEWART, I desire action upon it. | 
Mr. NYE. That is a very important bil, 
and I really am not aware of what the wishes 

of my constituents are on the bill. 


Mr. BOREMAN. Let us go on with the 
regular order. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia objects, and the bill will 
therefore be placed ou the Calendar with the 
adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. STEWART. Before that bill passes 
away from the Senate, 1 wish to make a state- 
ment in regard to it for about one minute. 

Mr. POOL. I object. 


NEW LAND DISTRICTS. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the 
bill (S. No. 998) relating to the creation of new 
land districts, have directed me to report it 
back, and recommend that the Senate concur 
in the amendment of the House. It provides 
that where we divide a land district the busi- 
ness in the old office may continue until the 
new office is established, Thatis all there is 
in it, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendment of the 
House of Representatives, which was to strike 
out all of the bill of the Senate after the enact- 
ing clause, and to insert in lieu thereof the 
following : 

That hereafter, in case of the division of existing 
land districts by the erection of new. ones, or by 
a change of boundaries by the President of the 
United States, all business in such original districts 
shall be entertained and transacted witbout preju- 
dice or change untik the offices in the new districts 
shall be duly opened by public announcement 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sxo. 2. That all sales or disposals of the public 
lands heretofore regularly made at any land office 
after said lunds have been made part of another dis- 
trict by any act of Congress, or by act of the Pres- 


ident, are hereby confirmed: Provided, The same 
are free from conflict with prior valid rights. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
PORT HURON AND LAKE MICHIGAN RAILROAD. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 255) confirming to the Port Huron and 
Lake Michigan Railroad Company the lands 
heretofore granted to the State of Michigan to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Grand Haven to Flint, and thence to Port 
Huron, and providing for the manner of issu- 
ing patents therefor, and for other purposes, 
have directed me to report it back with an 
amendment, and as the Senators from that 
State are present, I ask that the bill may be 
considered at this time and the amendment 
agreed to, so that the bill may go back to the 
House. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to confirm the lands 
heretofore granted to the State of Michigan 
to aid in the constraction of a railroad from 
Grand Haven to Flint, and thence to Port 
Huron, to the Port Huron and Lake Michigan 
Railroad Company, and tbe patents therefor 
are to be issued to the company upon the cer- 
tificate of the Governor of the State of Mich- 
igan that the company has completed the sev- 
eral portions of its road in accordance with the 


|| provisions of law. 


The Committee on Public Lands reported 
the bill with an amendment, to add as an addi- 
tional section the following: 


Sec. 2. That all bona fide purchasers of or settlers 
on lands embraced within the limits of the said 
grant, their assignees or legalrepresentatives, being 
innocent purchasers of tho lands they claim or oc- 
cupy, having in good faith purchased from parties 
hoiding and selling said lands under and by virtue 
of a certain decree of the circuit court for the 
county of Oakland and State of Michigan, rendered 
on the 8th uay of December, A. D. 1863, in a certain 
cause wherein Morgan L. Drake was plaintiff and 
the Detroit and Milwaukee Railroad Company and 
others were defendants, shall have the right, so 
soon as the said Port Huron and Lake Michigan 
Railroad Company shall have complied with the 
conditions of this act, and before the said lands 
shall be certified by the Governor of the State of 
Michigan to said company as herein provided, to 
present tothe United States district judge of the 
western district of Michigan the evidence of their 
title and purchase as aforesaid, andif their title be 


l 


derived by purchase from persons holding under 
the sale made under the decree of the court as aforo- 
said, and upon depositing in the court for the bene- 
fit of the said Port Huron and Lake Michigan Rail- 
road Company $1 25 per acre, each one so proved to 
have beon purchased as aforesaid, then the said 
district jndge shall certify these facts: to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, whereupon tho said Secretary 
shall cause patents in fee-simple to be issued to said 
settlers or purchasers for the lands. embraced in 
their respective purchases and to each separately ; 
and the remaining lands not thus patented to set- 
tlers, occupants, or purchasers as aforesaid shall 
be conyeyed directly to the said railroad company 
according to the terms of the first section of this 
act. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inguire 
who is to decide on the good faith of these 
settlers, whether they have acted in good faith 
or not? i 

Mr. POMEROY. The judge of the United 
States court. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. How are you going to 
get the case before him? 

Mr. POMEROY. The bill provides that 
they shall present their own cases to him. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. He is to give 
his certificate, and upon that the Secretary of 
the Interior is to issue a patent for the land. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have 
some explanation of this bill. Icannot under- 
stand it. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. This is a ques- 
tion between two railroad companies locking 
to the completion of substantially the same 
line of road, and the board of control of the 
State of Michigan have been unable to determ- 
ine the question of right between the two. This 
bill substantially decides as between the two, 
and as more or less citizens had purchased 
under a decree of the State court it assures to 
such citizens as have in good faith purchased 
of parties who purchased under that decree, 
their title by the payment of $1 25 an acre, 
the Government price, for the benefit of the 
Port Huron and Lake Michigan Railroad Com- 
pany; and it also provides that the proof of 
these innocent purchases shall be made before 
the United States judge of the western district 
of that State, within which district the landa 
lie. ‘The bill has the approval of and has 
been reported by the committee, and I think 
there can be no objection to it. Its object 
is to protect innocent purchasers of these lands 
and insure to them a valid title for their pur- 


chases. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to ask one 
question: whether those settlers who get their 
lands by paying $1 25 had a homestead right 
or whether they entered the lands? 

Mr. POMEROY. They had no homestead 
right. ‘They were purchasers under the decree 
of a court, but they found that they did not 
get a good title. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. They supposed 
they had a title, but the title is claimed to be 
defective. 

Mr. MORTON. And this $1 25 isin addi- 
tion to what they have paid? 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. It is in addi- 
tion and compensatory for a good title from 
the Government, and the company get the 
$1 25 per acre therefor also. 

Mr. MORTON. Are the settlers satisfied 
with the bill? 

Mr. POMEROY. They are satisfied with it, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. How are their titles 
defective if they purchased under the decree 
of a court? Has the decree been set aside? 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. It has not been 
set aside, but there is a question in regard to 
the decree; and for that reason, and in- order 
to settle it so far as innocent purchasers or 
settlers are concerned, this is to assure to such 
as have thus purchased from parties under 
that decree; and it further requires them to 
pay $1 25 per acre in addition to what they 
ave already paid, and, as I understand from 
letters I have received from parties thus inter- 
ested, they are satisfied with this because-they 
consider it would cost them more than $1 25 
per acre to test their title in the courts. 
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-e My TRUMBULL... Bat it is. already de- 
soided.: If they ‘purchase under a-decree of 
sours their tithe must be good until that 
decree is set: aside. moe ; 
Mro MORTON. I understand the difficulty 
is that the lands were- sold under a decree 
against one railroad company when the lands 
didnot belong to that company. 
3 Mr TRUMBULL: But the decree. would 
: bé-conclosive- unless it was reversed. 
oMr-CASSERLY. Bay the United States 
are not bound by the decree. ` 
. Mr. TRUMBULL. Is the title in the United 
States? ae ` : 
iMr. CASSERLY. My own opinion is that 
“itis; that the grant’ has lapsed as against the 
company and all the world besides. 
Mr. POOL. -If there is to be debate, I must 
object. $ 
«Mr FERRY, of Michigan. I hope not. 
Mr. TRUMBULL, It seems to me to bea 
very-unsale proceeding for Congress to reverse 
a decree of a: United States court. We ought 
to understand it certainly. 


“Mr. POMEROY. Nota United States court, , 


a State court. > l 

Mr. POOL. T object to the further consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, the decree of a 
State court.) We have no authority to re- 
verse jt iiio an ; 
“Mt. PERRY, of Michigan. I hope the Sen- 
ator ‘from -North' Carolina: will withdraw his 
‘objection. “This is a matter of local interest, 
aid [think it will pass in a moment. 

Mr. POOL. Iwill withdraw the objection 
for a vote. 

| Mr CHANDLER. Let us have a vote, 

1 Mr FERRY, of Michigan. All opposition 
is withdrawn. $ 

: The'amendment was agreed to. 

The, bill was reported to the Senate as 
‘anendéd, and the amendment was. concurred 

in. Lt was ordered that, ‘the amendment be 
‘ossed and the bill read a third time. The 
was read ihe third time, and passed. 
4 tas MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGES. 
-iMr HOW HK. The Senate will remember 
that at .our last morning’s session a bill was 
read. from the House of Representatives 
which: I desired to have very early action upon. 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] 
objected to itat thetime, buthas since become 
entirely satised that the bill ought to pass. I 
believe every Senator is satished. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Conimittee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (HU Ri No. 2866) further regu- 
lating the coustruction of bridges across the 
Mississippi river, the Committee on Commerce 
being discharged from its further considera- 
hon, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 
ve Mr TRUMBULL. :I am directed by the 
Committee on. the Judiciary. to. ask to be 
discharged: from sundry. petitions. These 
petitions are from. many-thousands of. peti- 
tidners protesting. against’ all: amendments 
to the Constitution recognizing the Supreme 
Beings: ‘Tbat-is. one class, Another class 
of them: is\.trom citizens praying for the 
exclusion from, office by. constitutional amend- 
ment of all- persons addicted to the use 
of intoxicating liquors. Another class pray 
for: the: prohibition .of the manufacture, im- 
portation, and: sale ‘of. intoxicating liquors; 
aud still others pray for an act to. prevent the 
manufacture of intoxicating liquors to be 
used among the Indians... L-haveé in this bun- 
dle also quite. a unmber of petitions upon vari- 
ous subjects; some of them relating to the 
establishment of: district ‘courts, and ‘others 
praying that the. Constitution be not amended 
so as to make foreign-born persons eligible.to 
the -oflice of President, aud others ` praying 
that it may be so amended, 


I am instructed by the Committee.on the 
Judiciary to ask to be discharged from the 
further consideration of all these petitions. 

`The report was agreed to. 

.Mr. TRUMBULL. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 400) for 
dividing the State of Georgia into three judi- 
cial districts, and organizing and establishing 
an additional district court of the United 
States with circuit court powers and jurisdic- 
tion, have instructed. me.to report it back 
adversely. ; 


Mr. NORWOOD. Let it go on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. TRUMBULL.: This is a Senate. bill. 
The House has passed a similar bill which the 
committee will report favorably. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senate bill 
will therefore be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Is this the bill making 
the district court a circuit court? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. The bill I 
have reported adversely divides the State of 
Georgia into three judicial districts. It is not 
the same bill that came from the House. This 
is a Senate bill introduced by the Senator’s col- 
league. The bill which came from the House 
repeals the law to authorize the district judge 
to hold a circuit court, and creates a circuit 
court that the committee have instructed me 
to report favorably upon. 

Mr. NORWOOD. © I hope it will be passed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The bill I now report 
is a Senate bill introduced by the Senator’s 
colleague; and that the committee report 
adversely. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That bill will 
be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. TROMBULL. The other bill which I 
am instructed by the Judiciary Committee to 
report favorably is the bill (H. R. No. 1492) 
to take away the circuit court jurisdiction of 
the-district court of the United States for the 
northern district of Georgia, to create a circuit 
court in said district, and for other purposes. 
The effect of the bill is simply to change the 
court held in the northern district of Georgia, 
which is now adistrict court with circuit court 
jurisdiction, to a circuit court, so that the 
circuit court judge can hold it. This is all 
there is to the bill; it ought to pass, and it 
will pass in a moment if there is no objection. 
I ask to have it considered now. 

Mr. NORWOOD. [ hope that will be 
done, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1048) to facilitate the trial of suits, 
causes, and proceedings, the taking of depo- 
sitions, testimony, and bonds, the issuing of 
processes and expediting the proceedings in 
suits ‘at law or in equity in the district conrt of 
the United States for the southern district of 
New York, reported it adversely, and moved 
its indefinite postponement; which was agreed 
to, there being another bill on the same sub- 
ject pending. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 419) to prevent 
cruelty to animals while in transit by railroad 
or otber meansof transportation in the Uni- 
ted States, reported it adversely, and moved 
its indefinite postponement, there being an- 
other bill pending on the same subject; which 
was agreed to. í 
` He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred tbe bill (S. No. 452) extending 
the limits of the United States court for the 
southern district of Florida, reported it. ad- 
versely, and. moved its -indefinite. postpone- 
ment; which was agreed tos =, >i co i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


il was referred the bill (3. No. 531)-to provide for 


the holding of -additional terms of the district 
and circuit courts of the United States in the 
State of Michigan, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it adversely, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed:to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 
3) proposing an amendment to:the Consti- 
tution of the United States, reported it ad- 
versely, and moved its indefinite. postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. No. 654) to provide 
for holding terms of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States in Nebraska City, 
in the State of Nebraska, reported it adversely, . 
and moved its indefinite postponement ; which 
was agreed to. 
- He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 606) to provide 
for the appointment of a commission on the 
subject of prohibitory legislation for the sup- 
pression of intemperance, reported it adversely, 
and moved itsindefinite postponement; which 
was agreed to. 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 629) to provide 
for acircuit and district court of the United 
States for the upper peninsula of Michigan, 
reported it adversely, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1157) to amend the charter of 
the Columbia Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amend- 
ment. . 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. The Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 1125) to enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to acquire from the mayor and cor- 
poration of the city of New York land on the 
Battery for a custom-house and other Govern- 
ment buildings, have instructed me to report 
it without amendment. I would say that the 
Government leased the building now used for 
the barge office, and the lease soon expires, 
When. it expires. the officers of the Govern- 
ment know not what they shall do for facili- 
ties for the duties which are connected with 
that office. For thatreason I would ask the 
present consideration of this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink I cannot consent, 
We had better go on with the regular order. 

Mr. CONKLING. This will take but a 
minute. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees are still in order. 

Mr. FURRY, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land’ Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 584) to confirm the 
title of James V.. Boughner to certain lands 
therein described, reported it without amend- 
ment, 

fe also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Jesse Sutton, pray- 
ing the confirmation of his title to a tract of 
landin New Mexico, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; whieh was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. d¥o. 784) confirming 
the title of Lewis Grignon to a certain tract 
of land at Green Bay, Wisconsin, reported it 
without amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the meémoyial of citizent of Las 
Animas, Huerfena, and Bent counties, in the 
Territory: of Colorado, against- the confirm- 
ation of the Vigil and St. Vrain grant in that 
ferritory, asked to be discharged from its far- 
ther consideration, and that-it be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary; which was 
agreed to. ; ‘ 

REMOVAL OF DESERTION CHARGE. 


. Mr, WILSON; The Committee on Military 
Affairs report: a bill -(S. No. 1168) to amend 
an act entitled “‘An act to remove. the charge 


1872. -~ 
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of desertion from certain soldiers of the thir- 
teenth Tennessee cavalry,’ approved April 
10, 1869. It is simply to remove the charge 
of desertion from five or six soldiers who were 
omitted in the billof three years ago. If there 
is no objection I ask to have it put on its pas- 


sage. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired. If there is no objection 
the bill will be considered, 

There being no objection, the bill was read 
three times, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the tariff bill is before 
the Senate, upon which the Senator from 
Obio [Mr. SuerMan] is entitled to the floor. 
The Chair will state to the Senator from Ohio 
that three or four Senators have been on the 
floor for half an hour endeavoring to make 
reports from committees. Is there objection 
to receiving them? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Provided they do not 
lead to debate or ask for the passage of bills 
I have no objection. 

Mr. HOWE. I ask consent of the Senate 
to set aside to-morrow evening to consider 
pills from the Committee on Claims. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. lt requires 
unanimous consent at this time to make that 


order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We are now under the 
pressure of a resolution which requires us to 
adjourn on Wednesday. 1 know that that is 
impossible, and every Senator knows it; yet 
still we are under that order, and until the 
tariff bill is disposed of it is manifest we ought 
not to do anything that will consume time. I 
for one, although it is unpleasant to stand 
here and object, give notice—and I hope the 
Chair will not pat me to the trouble of rising 
in every instance—that L object to the passage 
of anything until we take up the tariff bill and 
proceed with it, unless the Senate otherwise 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
repeatedly ruled that when Senators require 
him to ask unanimous consent he cannot object 
himself, but must present that request to the 
Senate. Ifthe Senator will remain in his seat 
and nod, the Chair will recognize that as an 
objection ; but ifthe Senator leaves the Cham- 
ber, the Chair cannot recognize a continuing 
objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Min- 
nesota told me that a bill in his charge had 
passed to.its last stages. I will not object to 
disposing of that. 

POSTAL CODE. 


Mr. RAMSEY. It is House bill No. 1. 
Awendments were offered, and I ask that the 
amendments be agreed to and a committee of 
conference appointed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Miunesota ‘asks that the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole to the bill 
(H. R. No. 1) to revise, consolidate, and 
amend the statutes relating to the Post Office 
Department be concurred in by the Senate, 
the bill passed, and a conference asked on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. CONKLING. On page 74 of this bill 
isan amendment which ought not to be con- 
curred in, as I think. It relates to drop- 
letters. J have refrained from making any ob- 
jection because my honorable friend who has 


the bill in charge assures me that he will see. 


to that in the conference committee. There- 
fore 1 hold myself, as between me and my 
constituents, exonerated from making any 
objection now, knowing that he will take care 
to strike out the two lines to which I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the unanimous consent asked by the 
Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me ask a question. 
My honorable friend at my side [ Mr. Hamxin,] 


| 


a 


says that in order to accomplish what I wish 
the amendment must be agreed to in the Sen- 
ate. This is an amendment of the Senate 
upon which the House has not acted, and 
therefore the. conference committee will have 
power over it. I refrain from objecting, rely- 
ing on that. 

Mr. RAMSEY. There are a few amend- 
ments now in manuscript prepared by the 
committee. Let them be agreed to. I send 
them up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chairhears 
no objection to the proposition of the Senator 
from Minnesota. The amendments made as 
in Committee of the Whole are concurred in ; 
the additional amendments are agreed to; the 
bill is ordered to a third reading; will be con- 
sidered read the third time; and it is passed, 
and a conference asked on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. How shall the con- 
ferees be appointed? [‘“ By the Chair!”}] 
That course will be pursued. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I must object to this. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects to the unanimous con- 
sent asked by the Senator from Minnesota. 
The Chair thinks the objection is too late; 
but if the Senator persists in his objection 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that objection 
will not be persisted in. This a bill which 
is a revision of the postal code. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the objection was too late, because he asked for 
objection, and afterward asked how the con- 
ference should be appointed, and the conferees 
were ordered to be appointed. At that time, 
although the Chair had not announced them, 
they were in the eye of the law appointed. The 
Chair thinks the objection is too late. 

The appointment of Messrs Ramsey, HAM- 
LIN, and CASSERLY as conferees on the part 
of the Senate was subsequently announced. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTERS. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2333) toaid in maintaining 
the fire department in the District of Colum- 
bia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill (S. No, 1165) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a board of trustees for colored schools 
in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read and passed to a second 
reading. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will not the chairman put 
that bill on its passage? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ishould be very glad 
to do so if there be no objection. 

Mr. SUMNER. It is a practical measure, 
simply having reference to a board of trustees, 
which, for the convenience of the system ought, 
to be passed at once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts asks for the present considera- 
tion of the bill just reported in regard to trus- 
tees of colored schools in the District. of Colum- 
bia. Is there objection? 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope there will be no 
objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Two Senators 
have risen to object. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2049) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Webber, į 
direct me to report it hack and recommend 
that it be indefinitely postponed, and ut the | 
same time to allow the applicant the privilege | 
of withdrawing her papers with a view of going | 
with them to the Pension Office. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. Thesame committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2429) grant- : 
ing a pension to Sarah P. Wing. direct me to | 
report adversely; but the Senator from Maine | 
(Mr. Hamin] informs me that he desires that | 
this case should go on the Calendar with the | 
-adverse report. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bifl will be 
placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PRATT submitted a report to accom- 
pany the bill; which was ordered to be printed. 
A. SCHUYLER SUTTON, 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator from Delaware, 
who is a member of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, [My. Saunsnury,] placed in my bands 
the papers in a case to report. He designed 
making the report on Saturday morning before 
he left, but had not the opportunity of doing 
so. ' He desired me to report the case this 
morning in his behalf and to request that the 
bill be put on its passage. It is House bill 
No. 2411, granting a pension to A. Schuyler 
Sutton. The bill is reported with an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That can pass at any 
time. If I violate my position in regard to 
this, I shall be compelled to do so in regard 
to others. 

Mr. PRATT. I hope my friend from Ohio 
will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis the first time I have 
objected to a pension bill. 

Mr. PRATT. The party is a constituent of 
the honorable Senator, and it is a very merit- 
orious case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But will the Senate ab- 
solve me from what I said a while ago? 
said I would object to everything; but the 
Senator puts me in the position of objecting 
to a pension to a soldier in my own State. L 
do not think that is fair. 

The VICK. PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Ohio that the Sen- 
ator from Indiana stated the Seuator from 
Delaware desired to report this bill, but could 
not obtain the floor on Saturday, and left it 
with a request that it might be considered to- 


ay. 

Me: SHERMAN. Then I waive the objec- 
tion in this case. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2411} granting a 
pension to A. Schuyler Sutton. It proposes 
to direct the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pensicn-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of A. Schuyler Sutton, late a private in com- 
f pany A, and acting lieutenant colonel of the 
ninety-fifth regiment Ohio volunteers, at the 
rate of thirty dollars per month from the 
passage of the act, and in addition thereto to 
pay him at the rate of fifteen dollars per month 
from the 15th day of December, 1863, to the 
time the act shall take effect, in lieu of his 
present pension. : 

“The Committee on Pensions reported the 
bill with an amendment in lines nine, ten, and 
eleven, to strike out the words “ andin addi- 
tion thereto to pay him at the rate of fifteen 
dollars per mouth from the 15th of December, 
1863, to the time this act shall take effect.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The amendment was ordered to be ens 
grossed and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bul (8. 
No. 1166) making an appropriation to pay for 
fifty bales of cotton taken from Weil & Moore 


| at Mobile, Alabama, in 1965, by United States 


Treasury agents; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. HAMLIN (at the request of the parties 
! interested, as he stated.) asked, and by unam 
| imous consent obtained, ve to introduce a 
| pill (S. No. 1167) authorizing the extension 
| of the railway of the Metropolitan Railroad 
i Company inthe District of Columbia; which 
| was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOWE. The question before the Sen- 
ateis the tariff bill, I believe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio has yielded to allow the mere 
routine morning business to be finished, as 
there was so much of it this morning. 

Mr. HOWE. If that bill is before the Sen- 
ate-——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not yet. 

Mr. CAMERON. Lask the Senator from 
Odio to allow me to bringup a little bill for the 
benefit of the daughter of a revolutionary sol- 
dier. It would have passed the Senate the other 
day without a word had it not been for the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Vermont near me, 
who now withdraws his objection. She is an 
old woman seventy-three years of age. It is 
a claim everybody believes to be right. It 
requires but a vote, as it has been already 


read. I am sure the Senator will allowme 
to pune that up. The Clerk will please 
read i 


t. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Has that bill passed the 
Senate? ` 

Mr. CAMERON. It has passed the House 
and is before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must object. 
are about two hundred such cases. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think if the Senator 
from Ohio would hear me for only a moment, 
he would not object. 

Mr. CRAGIN, Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from New Hampshire is claiming the floor, the 
Chair believes, for reports. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
a private interview with the Senator from Ohio 
would accomplish his object. 

Mr. CRAGIN, I rose for a similiar pur- 
pose to that of the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia. The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred some days ago a House bill, have 
reported it back, and I ask the Senator from 
Ohio to allow the bill to pass. It is to correct 
an error simply that occurred in the passage 
ofan act at the last Congress. 

Nr. SHERMAN. I object. 

Mr. NY., I rise to say that the Commit- 
tee on Territories have three or four import- 
ant bills, some of them pertaining to Utah. It 
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is very essential that they should be passed. I. 


want to know if we cannot fix to-morrow even- 
ing for territorial business partly. I have 
spoken with my friend from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
Howe,] and 1 think we can both get through 
in one evening. It is really important that 
tbese bilis should be passed, as the public 
business is suffering, , 

Mr. SUERMAN. T object. , 

Mr. POOL. I hope the Senator from Ohio 
will allow me to make a motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Ohio yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, I ask the Senator from 
Ohio to yield until I can ask the Senate to con- 
vider Seuate bill 780, which was laid on the 
table on my motion a little while ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That bill was reported 
from the Committee on Finance, and I know 
it is right; bat I cannot yield to it now. 

Mr. CAMERON, 
Monday in December be appropriated to the 
consideration of the French spoliation bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania ? r 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is too far off. We 
can do that when we meet next winter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir, I object. It 
will be time enough when we meet. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (H.R. 
No. 2822) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the 


J 
} move that the second 


Whole, upon which the Senator from Ohio is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not intend to make 
any remarks in opening the discussion on the 
tariff bill; but Iwill ask that the formal read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with, and that we 
proceed to act onthe amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. I wish myself to follow 
the rule I have sought to prescribe for other 
Senators; that is, to confine this debate to a 
practical debate on the amendments and to 
five-minute speeches. I will myself be gov- 
erned by it, and to-morrow I hope the Senate 
will adopt it for each member of the body. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
asks that the first full formal reading of the 
bill be dispensed with, and that the amend- 
ments be acted on in their order as the bill is 
read. [s there objection to that proposition? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is no agreement 
as to the five- minutes rule. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. None at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that I will codperate with 
him if the rest of the Senate will in making 
no speeches upon this bill. I shall be very 
glad to aid him all I can; and I would rather 
do it in that way than have him try to adopt 
the rule he has proposed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To-morrow I will try the 
rule. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihope that if to-day he 
finds he gets along with the bill as fast as 
the public interest will justify its progressing, 
he will feel that that is the most appropriate 


way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, if Senators 
will confine themselves to speeches of reason- 
able length, whether they exceed five minutes 
or not, 1 shall not make ojection; but I know 
they will not. They never have. 

Mr. SAWYER. I beg permission at this 
stage of this bill to offer House bill No. 374 as 
an amendment to it, so that it may be pend- 
ing to come in after the final section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina desires to move, in ac- 
cordance with previous notice, what is known 
as the labor commission bill as an amend- 
ment, that it may remain pending to the bill. 
If there is no objection, it is so ordered. It 
is so ordered. 

Mr. HOWE. I hope the Senator from Ohio 
will indulge me so far as to allow me to make 
a monon to postpone the consideration of this 
bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can move 
to postpone it or lay it on the table if he 
chooses. J cannot prevent him. 

Mr. HOWE. Ido not understand whether 
I have the Senator’s permission to make the 
motion or not; but I will make it any way. I 
will make it for the purpose of saying to him 
that other men have their difficulties besides 
himself, although of course no one has the 
responsibility that rests upon his shoulders, 

My only object in making this motion is to 
try the sense of the Senate. By unanimous 
consent I cannot get an hour, nor a minute, 
assigned to the consideration of bills which 
interest so large a constituency as I am made 
conscious of the presence of every minute of 
the day almost. Now, not being able to get 
unanimous consent, I must see how many of 
the Senators desire to have these matters con- 
sidered. Thereisalarge number of bills now on 


your Calendar interesting not only to individu- | 


als, but interesting to a largenumber of individ- 


uals. The Senator from Ohio knows very well’ 


that there will be no final adjournment without 
the consideration ofthe bill which henow moves. 
He says that this bill cannot be disposed of 
between this hour and the hour already fixed 
for final adjournment. Why press it now?. The 
presence ot that bill and one other bill is your 
guaranty, your security that you can have time 
to complete the public business, While those 
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two bills are here together, it is very safe to 
conclude that there will be no final adjourn- 
ment. Those individuals who are interested 
in the bills assigned to my charge and that of 
the Committee on Claims codperating with 
me, do not feel that they have that security, 
and it is because they feel so insecure that $ 
am urged constantly to move this bill, that 
bill, and the other. I cannot appear here as 
the representative of any one of these indi- 
viduals. I must stand as the representative 
of the class. I desire that the Senate will 
fix a time when the whole may be attended 
to, and, therefore, for the purpose of getting 
the sense of the Senate upon that question, Í 
have submitted this motion to postpone the 
further consideration of the pending bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following con- 
current resolution; in which the concurrence 
of the Senate was requested : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That the sixteenth and seven- 


teenth joint rules be suspended during the remain- 
ing days of the present session of Congress. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon sigued by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (8. No. 259) for the relief of Mrs. 
Harriet B. Pendleton, widow of George H. 
Pendleton, late of the United States Navy ; 

A bill (S. No. 829) for the relief of Charles 
W. Whitney ; 

A bill (8. No. 746) granting a pension to 
the widow of the late Admiral Farragut; 

A bill (S. No, 812) to provide for furnishing 
trusses to disabled soldiers ; 

A bill ( S. No. 885) for the relief of Mrs, 
Cecilia Barr, widow of William Barr; : 

A bill (S. No. 899) for the relief of the child- 
ren of O. H. Berryman, and others; 

A bill (S. No. 927) for the relief of the 
children of Otway H. Berryman, deceased ; 

A bill (S. No. 981) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas 
river at Little Rock, Arkansas; 

A bill (S. No. 1027) to restore Lazarus L. 
Reamey to the Navy of the United States as a 
midshipman ; 

A bill (S. No. 854) for the relief of certain 
officers of the Navy; 

A bill. (S. No. 417) fixing the rank of pro- 
fessors of mathematics in the United States 
Navy; 

A bill (S. No. 984) to provide for the com- 
pletion of three volumes of Wilkes’s United 
States Exploring Expedition ; 

A bill (8. No. 876) to provide for a building 
for the use of the post office, United States 
circuit and district courts andinternal revenue 
offices, at Utica, New York. 

A bill(S. No. 685) for the relief of B. C. 
Pressley ; 

A bill (S. No. 1086) to change the location 
of the Railroad National Bank, of Lowell, Mas- 
sachusetts, to the city of Boston, Massachu- 
setts ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1672) granting to the 
Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Company 
the right of way; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2428) granting a pension 
to Samuel Shaffer, late a private in company 
I, seventy-eighth regiment Pennsylvania infan- 
try volunteers ; : 

A bill (H. KR. No. 2483) granting a pension 
to Priscilla Harrison; and 
_ A bill (H. R. No. 2565) to provide for the 
issue of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced 
bonds of the United States. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

_ Mx STEWART submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. 
R. No. 2705) making appropriations for sundry 
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civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULES. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
at once submit to the Senate the concurrent 
resolution of the House of Representatives, 
suspending the sixteenth and seventeenth joint 
rules during the remainder of this’ session, 
which prohibit bills being sent from one House 
to the other or to the President during the last 
three days of thesession. ‘This is one of those 
days. lf there is no objection it will be con- 
curred in. It is concurred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Hows, to postpone the consideration of the 
tax and tariff bill, (H. R. No. 2822.) 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
say to the Senator from Wisconsin that the 
tariff bill will unquestionably take two or three 
days in the Senate. It must then go back to 
the House and will take some time there, and 
after being considered by both Houses a com- 
mittee of conference ought not to have less 
than two days to revise it. Therefore this bill 
ought to be pressed through at the earliest 
possible moment, even if Congress should 
exiend its time for a whole week beyond the 
day of adjournment now fixed. 

Mr. POMEROY. No one wishes to inter- 
fere with the tariff bill during the day. Ifthe 
Senator from Ohio will occupy every day, no 
one will object to it; we will stand by the 
tariff bill, but without prejudice to that, we 
can have evenings assigned for certain bills 
which must be passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We must occupy day and 
evening. I trust Senators will not consume 
time on this matter. 

Mr. COLE. I think the remaining appro- 
priations bills will be ready for action as soon 
as action is had on the tariff bill; and I shall 
feel it my duty to press them immediately 
after action on the tariff bill. I hope, how- 
ever, the tariff bill will not take so long as is 
anticipated by other Senators, I hope we 
may get through with it after devoting to it 
to-day and part of to-morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘There is a general rail- 
road bill which is pressing for action, and I 
wish to state to the Senate in just one word 
that 1 hope they will give me an opportunity 
to bave a hearing on this before we adjourn. 
There are over one handred special bills ask- 
ing for the right of way and for incorporation 
in the Territories pending in the two Houses. 
Most of them are perfectly legitimate enter- 
prises and the parties desire to put their own 
money in and build them. It is out of the 
question to consider these hundred bills. The 
Committee on the Pacilic Railroad have pre- 
pared a general biil which will provide for all 
the cases, which will relieve the diffculty and 


allow anybody a chance to put his money in j 


and build a railroad in the Territories to do 
so. We have prohibited the Territories from 
incorporating such companies. Consequently 
there is no way to build railroads there unless 
Congress takes some action. {tis very desira- 
ble there should be a uniform and general bill 
well guarded, and with the permission of the 
Senator from Ohio legislation on the subject 
will injure nobody and will enable these peo- 
ple to go on and build railroads where they 
choose. [ do want, when any time is set apart, 
a few minutes for this very important subject, 
but I shall not move it now. I simply call 
attention to it and give notice that I am going 
to insist on a bearing. 

Mr. CORBETT. There is a very important 
bill on the Calendar with regard to—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is this debate in order 
on the tariff bull? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin is to postpone the 
consideration of the tariff bill so that he can 
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enter a motion to assign an evening for the 
Committee on Claims. The motion to post- 
pone is debatable. It is not a motion to lay 
on the table, which has generally been made. 
The Chair thinks, however, that debate in 
regard to other bills is very latitudinary. The 
Senator from Oregon [ Mr. Corzerr] has risen, 
as the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nye] did, to 
give notice of some bills of importance. ‘The 
Chair will state that there are twenty-three 
pages of titles of bills on the Calendar thathe 
supposes are all subject to the same dehite on 
this motion, if any one bill is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If itis in order, as [have 
the floor, I will move to lay on the table—— 

Mr. CORBETT. I believe I have the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio is entitled to the floor. He only 
yielded with the right to resume it at any time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to test the sense 
of the Senate, and save time, I move that the 
motion of the Senator from Wisconsin be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. CORBETT. I would simply like to 
state 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the motion 
fora moment. Ido not wish to be discour- 
teous to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. CORBETT. There is a very important 
bill reported by the Committee on Commerce 
for the purpose of encouraging ship-buildiog 
in this country, and that bill should be con- 
sidered at a very early day. I wish we might 
have an evening set apart for the consideration 
of that and other bills for the encouragement 
of commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That subject is in the 
tariff bill. I renew my motion, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio moves that the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin to postpone the consider- 
ation of the tariff bill be laid on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator from Ohio 
withdraw that motion for thirty seconds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; for one minute. 

Mr. HOWE. I wish to make one sugges- 
tion in reply to the remark of the Senator 
from Vermont and the Senator from Califor- 
nia. I just want to notify those Senators who 
are interested in the private bills on the Calen- 
dar that they have notice now from those two 
Senators that the moment the tariff bill is dis- 
posed of the miscellaneous appropriation bill 
will be moved, and every Senator here knows 
that the moment those two bills are out of the 
way of the Senate the Senate will be out of 
Washington. If they are going to have their 
claims considered, they must defeat this 
motion to lay on the table, and get an evening 
assigned now. Iask for the yeas and nays on 
the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdrew the motion 
for a minute for the Senator from Wisconsin, 
and I will now withdraw it a moment for 
myself. After the tariff bill passes this body, 
it must go to the House for action by the 
Committee of the Whole on the amendments 
proposed by us. That will take time; and 
during that time there will be ample power 
in the Senate to pass any bill it chooses. I 
take it now that until we pass the tariff bill 
no other business should be done, because it 
is a beavy bill, an important bill, which will 
take time in both Houses. If Senators will 
just stick to it day and night, with only a 
recess or adjournment until it has passed, and 
if they will talk as little about it as ! will 
when compelled to do so, I am sure we shail 
get through in a short time, and in that way 
we shall expedite the public business. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I wish to ask the Senator 
aguestion. Providing the tariff bill does not 
pass the Senate until Wednesday, and we ad- 
journ at noon on that day, what chance will 
there be for the Houseto act on it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We propose to extend 


į the session. 


The Committee on Finance re- í 


ported a resolution that can be taken up 
to-morrow and sent to the House. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Does the Senator propose 
to ask the House of Representatives to extend 
the session ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Fi- 
nance have already reported this morning a 
resolution to that effect. It was objected to 
by a single Senator and had to go over until 
to-morrow, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Can we not’ have that 
objection withdrawn and send that resolution 
to the House? Itis very manifest we cannot 
adjourn the day after to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator must appeal 
to the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHAND- 
LER.) If he can get him to yield, I` should 
like very well to have the vote; but for the 

resent. insist on my motion. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I beg permission 
to say a word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 
the motion for the present. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I have been 
listening .to the appeal made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. ‘There are two or three 
things that ought to be done before the Senate 
can think of adjourning. That business to 
which the Senator from Wisconsin has pointed 
is one of those things which ought to be done. 
That includes another class of kindred busi- 
ness. Claims which have been reported by 
our standing committees touching personal 
rights of the citizens of the United States 
ought to be considered before we adjourn; but 
in advance of that are such bills as are pre- 
seuted by the Committee on Finance, and 
now I think it is economy for the Senate to 
say that they will follow the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance until the tariff bill is 
concluded. J do not thiuk it results, how- 
ever, that we necessarily follow the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations on the 
miscellaneous bill to that extent. 

Mr. COLE. Why not? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Because that is 
not a public concern in the sense that this 
tariff bill is. When that bill is finished by the 
Senate, it must go to the House, to be sure, if 
we make amendments, as we are very likely 
to do, but not to involve a protracted discus- 
sion. 

Now, I submit whether it is not better for 
us to go on and finish the tariff with the under- 
standing among ourselves, or the determina- 
tion at any rate, that when that is done, when 
that tariff bill is out of the way, we will divide 
the time which is left, which 1 hope will be as 
early as Wednesday, to the end of the session, 
which will perhaps be on Mouday, between the 
Committee on Appropriations and the com- 
mittees who have charge of these personal and 
private bills which have been submitted to the 
Senate, and which may commend themselves to 
our judgment. Jt seems to me we should save 
time by doing that. 

Mr. HOWE. Allow me to make one sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWE. I want to state to my friend 
from Maine that if the Senate orders that we 
go on with the tariff bill I willadopt his sugges- 
tion and follow the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance to the end. I want the judgment 
of the Senate. For that reason I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SUMNER. As we are merely con- 
versing with a view to arrive at a result—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maine is entitled to the floor, and yields 
to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SUMNER. J ask the attention of the 
Senator from Ohio one moment. It does seem 
to me that the request of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims, is one of very great merit. I‘do not 
see how the Senate, considering his position, 
its responsibility, its burders, the labor it im- 
poses upon him, can refuse to give him his 
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opportunity. Now, I would ask the Senator 
from Ohio whether this evening or to-morrow 
might not be set apart for the Committee on 
Claims, with the understanding that nothing 
else shall be proceeded with; and let us go on 
with the tariff bill until five o'clock, and then 
take our recess until half past seven, and let 
the Senator from Wisconsin have the evening. 
I merely make the suggestion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the question. 
It is manifest now that unless we put an end 
to this debate : 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
postpone is pending. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
withdrew that to allow the Senator from Maine 
to speak; but the Chair now recognizes the 
Senator from Ohio who moves to lay the mo- 
tion to posipone ou the table. The tariff bill 
is before the Senate. The Senator from Wis- 
consin moves to postpone it for the purpose 
of assigning to-morrow evening for the consid- 
eration of bills from the Committee on Claims, 
pending which the Senator from Ohio moves 
that the motion to postpone be laid on the 
table, upon which the Senatorfrom Wisconsin 
demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. COLE. Mr: President ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California asks unanimous consent to 
speak. Is there objection? 

Mr. CONKELING. I want to say a word 
myself. If we can all have the opportunity 1 
do not object. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I object to 
debate on tue motion to lay on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
undebatable under the rule. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What is the motion? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair stated 
at some length. Itis to lay on the table the 
motion tò postpone the further consideration 
of the tariff bill in order to make a motion to 
assign to-morrow evening for the consideration 
of reports from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CASSERLY. l so understood, but I 
feared that other Senators did not. 

The quesuion being takea by yeas and nays, 
resulied—yeas 28, nays 80; as follows : 

YEAS — Mesvrs. Ames, Bayard, Casserly, Cole, 
Conkling, Cragin, Denton, Kerry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Frelingauvsen, Gilbert, Hamlin, 
Hitehcock, Jonuston, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
ril of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Robertson, 


Scott, Sucrman, Stewart, Siockton, Vickers, Win- 
dom, and Wright-<z 


The motion to 


I move to lay it on the 


NAYs~—M Alcorn, Blair, Boreman, Buck- 
jngbam, Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cooper, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, 
Goldihwviaiie, Howe, Kellogg, Norwood, Pomeroy, 


Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Sawyer, Spencer, 
3 nner, Ra Tipton, ‘Trambull, 

ON 
Anthony, Brownlow, Carpen- 
ter, 3 oF rtucky, Edmunds, Uamiiton of 
Maryland, Hamitton of Texas, Harian, Hill, Kelly, 
Lewis, Patterson, Rice, Saulsbury, Schurz, and 
Sprague—]5. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
question now is on the motion to postpone the 
jurther consideration of the tariff bill, so that 
the. Senasor from Wisconsin may enter his 
motion fur an evening session for the Com- 
mittee oun Ciains. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I voted against laying 
that motion on the table because I desired to 
say a word. J think some time should be 
given to the consideration of other business 
before the Senate besides certain specific 
measures lhat certaiu Senators bring forward 
and engross the whole time with. There are 
on the Ualeadar I presume twenty bills, not 
of a private character, like those which the 
Senator from Wisconsin has in charge, because 
the committee over. which he presides confine 
their business chiefly to private bills, but of a 
public chars.cter, reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary. Are not those bills to be 
considered at all? I do not want the. time 


divided, as the Senator from Maine suggested, 
between the private bills of the Senator from 
Wisconsin and the tariff bill. There are other 
public measures besides the tariff bill that 
ought to be considered and disposed of, that 
the public interests require action upon; and 
while I am anxious to have Congress adjourn, 
I am willing to stay one week or two weeks 
to-do the business which is legitimately before 
us and which ought to be transacted before 
we adjourn. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 
the Senator a single question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Does he think 
it would facilitate the business of the session 
to take up the tariff bill and consider it until 
to-morrow at four or five o’clock, and then 
postpone it for other business, rather than go 
on and finish that measure, and then take up 
these other measures that he says are of equal 
importance? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think it will be best 
when we take up the tariff bill to proceed 
with it until we finish it. I think that is always 
an economy of time. But what I rose to say 
was that I do not want the time parceled out 
to the Committee on Claims and the Commit- 
tee on Finance, so that other business of the 
Senate is to have the go-by. I agree with 
what the Senator from Maine so well said, that 
private individuals who have claims before the 
Government, honest claims, who have been 
here year after year pressing them until their 
patience is worn out, and finally have satisfied 
our committee that money is justly due them, 
I think, when they have got this report, if 
Congress adjourns without acting upon it, it 
is treating them very uujustly. Although I 
sometimes object to private bills, I never do 
so when I suppose that the claim has been 
thoroughly investigated and the committee 
that has investigated it has come to the con- 
clusion that something is due the individual, 
and there is no principle involved in it. I 
think it just as wrong for the Government to 
refuse to pay an honest debt as it is to appro- 
priate money to pay a dishonest claim; and 
while I am not willing that the whole time 
should be taken up by that committee, and 
hope the Senate will not fix a time that shall 
exclude other business, I am quite willing that 
the Committee on Claims should have some 
time, and I hope also some time will be given 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and other 
committees. 

Now, I will vote to allow the Senator from 
Wisconsin to have some evening to call up the 
measures from the Committee on Claims, but 
in doing that I do not mean, in answer to the 
inquiry of the Senator from Vermont, to say 


that we should lay aside the tariff bill except. 


at night. Let the tariff bill be proceeded 
with regularly during the day and every day 
until we finish it. 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend from 
Wisconsin is always wise, usually right ia his 
recommendations. He usually prevails in his 
motions, aud this is the first time I have ever 
been surprised at a victory of his in the Sen- 
ate; and Ð think had all Senators attended to 
the effect of his motion to postpone, and then 
the motion to lay on the tabie, it could bardly 
he that he would have succeeded in keeping 
his motion before the Senate. 7 

It seems to me no one can doubt that im- 
measurably the largest problem now before 
the Senate is the tax and tariff bill. It is 
upon that bill alone that we must rely to dis- 
niss fifty millions of taxes. Who is the 
member of this body, what party does he be- 
long to, what interest does he speak for, who 
has not in season at least professed to regard 
as most urgent the duty and need of dismiss- 
ing taxes? And yet when, with a resolution 
hanging over onr heads agreed to by both 
Houses to terminate the session on Wednes- 
day at twelve o’clock, we have this bill before 
us, the Senate finds itself again in one of these 


| 


| 


sloughs discussing the order of business. If 
we are going to consider the tariff bill at all, 
everybody must see that economy of time re- 
quires that we should go on and consider it at 
ounce. Why? First, because. it is important 
aud complicated; second, because it must go 
back to the House; and third, because it must 
undergo a committee of conference. 

Therefore, whether we are to adjourn on 
Wednesday or on the 8d of June, there is not 
one moment to be lost by those who are in 
earnest in saying ‘‘ Down with the taxes!” I 
am in earnest about that, and I will vote 
against considering private claims, bills from 
the Judiciary Committee, appropriation bills, 
or anything else until we consider this meas: 
ure, because although other bills may be con- 
sidered and completely considered afterward, 
I repeat not a day nor an hour is to be lost if 
we want fo revise and reduce the tariff and 
dismiss the internal taxes most unnecessarily 
and perniciously resting upon the people as I 
believe. 

Now, Mr. President, we ought not to parcel 
out the time. Who can forecast what is to 
happen? We do not know yet that the House 
of Representatives, which, under circumstances 
that 1 need not refer to, has surprised us by a 
resolution fixing the day after to-morrow as 
the day to adjourn, in the face of a request of 
ours that they return that resolution, in the 
face of a resolution of its own saying in effect 
that the 3d of June was the earliest day when 
they could adjourn, in spite of this the House 
has surprised us with this extraordinary prop- 
osition to put an end to the session, and we 
do not know that we shall be released from it. 
Therefore, I submit that, as prudent men, 
there is but one course for us to pursue, and 
that is to go on at once and keep going as 
many hours of the day as we can, selecting, in 
the first instance, the most important meas- 
ures; and the most important measure before 
the Senate, I repeat, is that measure in which 
we must find an answer to our demand ‘down 
with the taxes.’’ 

One other point, especially to the Senator 
from California, and I have done. No appro- 
priation bill will pass the Senate, unless I gel 
new light upon it, if I can prevent it, which 
has not passed already, until we know some- 
thing more than we know now about the action 
of the House in reference to the adjournment : 
in other words, by my consent this session will 
not terminate prematurely, leaving undone 
those bills in the charge of the Senate for 
which we are responsible, and leaving con- 
cluded substantially the legislation on the part 
of the House. Therefore, I am in favor of 
reserving the appropriation bills ‘to the last, 
and not allowing them to interfere either with 
the tariff or with any other substantially im- 
portant measure. i 

Now, Mr. President, I know that in occupy 
ing a'moment of the time of the Senate I am 
guilty of an inconsistency, and I have refrained 
trom doing it heretofore since this debate be- 
gan, and, begging pardon for the time I have 
spent, I earnestly hope we may concur to waste 
no more time in discussing the order of busi- 
ness, but to press forward with the tariff bill, 
get that to a conclusion, and then I will gladly 
vote with my friend from Wisecnsin, as I do 
almost always, to take up any bills which he 
is in favor of taking up, and to give everybody 
in charge of important bills the best oppor 
tunity we can under the circumstances, and 
by that time I hope one of the circumstances 
will be an extension of the séssion; for the 
idea of the House compelling us to run away 
leaving important business undone, isa thing 
wbich { cannot think they will entertain; and 
I feel very sure that the majority of this body 
will not suffer itself, until it has exhausted all 
parliamentary expedients, to be driven into a 
corner in which we must adjourn, until we 
have reduced taxes and passed other import- 
ant bills which await our consideration. 


Mr. CAMERON. I voted to lay this tariff 
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bill on the table for the reason that I desire 
that we shall extend our session longer than 
the 29th. I trust we shall extend it until next 
Monday, which is tbe 8d of June, and I believe 
the only way of accomplisbing that is to let the 
tariff bill take care of itself for the present, and 
lct us occupy our time here in passing other 
important measures—measures important to 
the Government and important to our fellow- 
citizens throughout the whole country. The 
House will not adjourn leaving the tariff bill 
untouched, but the House will adjourn the 
moment that is disposed of, and leave all these 
other bills unacted upon. We have more than 
a hundred, perhaps two hundred House bills 
now oa the Calendar, every one of them re- 
quiring the action of the Senate, and every 
one of which is likely to be defeated for want 
of time, and their defeat will be charged to 
the Senate and to the neglect of the Senate. 
Therefore, I wish to put this responsibility 
upon the House of Representatives, which will 
be done undoubtedly if we take our ordinary 
time to act on the tariff bill. We should 
probably have had some hours upon it if the 
chairman of the committee had allowed us to 
take up a few private bills, which could be 
passed in less time than has been occupied in 
talking about the propriety of doing so. I 
desire that private bills and all otber bills not 
exactly private but important to the country 
shall be acted upon in time, and it can do no 
harm to give to-morrow evening to the Com- 
mittee on Claims and in the mean time we can 
act on the tariff bili, and to-morrow evening 
act upon those bills. 

Mr. THURMAN, I voted against the mo- 
tion to lay on the table in the hope that the 
Senate would unanimously and without debate 
agree to give the chairman of the Committee 
on Claims three or four hours after the dispo- 
sition of the tariff bill; but it is perfectly clear 
that more time will be taken up in this debate 
than would be necessary to go over the Private 
Calendar, I therefore renew the motion of 
my colleague to lay the motion of the Seuator 

from Wisconsin on the table. 

Mr. HOW. I hope the Senator, in view 
of what has been said, especially by the Sen- 
ator from New York, will give me three or 
four minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] objects, and the 
motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HOWE. ‘Then I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COLE. I object to debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to say that I did not intend at all to inti 
mate that the Senator from Wisconsin was 
opposing the tariff bill. 

Mr. COLE. I object to debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. And I desire to with- 
draw any remarks of that sort, if [ made any. 
I did not so understand it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects to debate. The mo- 
tion is not debatable and the Secretary will 
call the roll. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resuited—yeus 34, nays 22; as follows: 5 

Y@AS—Mesers. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Casserly, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cooper, Fenton, 
Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldth- 
waite, amilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Ketly, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Norwood, Osborn, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Scott, Suerman, Stewart, Thurman, Vickers, Win- 
dom, and Wright--34, 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of West 
Virginia, Flanagan, Howe, Kellogg, Nye, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Spencer, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Sumner, West, and Wilson—22, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Davisot Kentucky, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hamilton of Maryiand, Harlan, Lewis, Logan, Pat- 
terson, Ransom, Rice, Sauisoury, Schurz, Sprague, 
Tipton, and Trumball—l. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuexson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following reso- 
lution: r 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That of the five thousand copies 
of the Medical and Surgical History of the War 
authorized to be printed by joint resolution of Con- 
gress, approved March 3, 1869, two thousand copies 
shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, 
one thousand for the Senate, and two thousand for 
distribution by the Surgeon General of the Army. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following resolation; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed thirty thou- 
sand copies of the message of the President of the 
United States of April 19, 1872, and the documents 
accompanying the same, in answer to a resolution 
of the House of January 25, 1872, asking all inform- 
ation in’ his possession upon which*he acted in exer- 
cising the power conferred upon him by the third 
and fourth sections of the act of Congress approved 
April 20, 1871, the names of the persons who have 
been arrested under said act, the number who have 
confessed, &c.; ten thousand of said copies to be for 
the use of the Senate, and twenty thousand for the 
use of the House. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following resolution ; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the time 
fixed by the two Houses of Congress for the final 
adjournment of the second session of the Forty-Sec- 
ond Congress, is hereby extended to twelve o’clock, 
meridian, on Monday, the 3d day of June next, and 
at that time tho President of the Senato and the 
Speaker of tho House of Representatives shall ad- 
journ their respective Houses without day. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 2912) for the 
relief of Peter J. Burchell; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the 
House requested the return from the Senate 
of the bill (H. R. No. 2050) for the relief 
of J. H. Underhill, in order that the name of 
the party be corrected in the engrossment. 

‘The message also announced thatthe House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 1073) increasing 
the rates of pension to certain persons therein 
described, with an amendment į; tin which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the 
House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Honses on the amendments 
to the bill (H. R. No. 1070) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office 
Department for the year ending June 80, 
1873; that it insisted on its non-concurrence 
to the eighth amendment of the Senate to the 
said bill, agreed to the further conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. F. W. Pater of Iowa, Mr. A. A. SAR- 


cent of California, and Mr. W. E. NIBLACK. 


of Indiana, managers at the further conference 
on the part of the House. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Portmr, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had this day 
approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No-881) to provide for the abate- 
ment or repayment of taxes on distilled spirits 
in bond destroyed by casualty ; 

An act (S. No. 677) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to accept the peninsula in Lake 
Erie opposite the harbor of Erie, in the State 
of Pennsylvania ; 

An act (S. No. 1062) to change the name 
of the schooner La Pette to La Petite; 

An act (S. No: 617) in relation to the 
Dakota Southern Railroad Company ; 

An act (S. No. 163) for the relief of Mrs, 
Martha L. House Russell ; 

An act (S. No. 896) for the relief of Milo 
Pratt; and 

An act (S. No. 199) for the relief of L. Mer- 
chant & Co. ° 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The concurrent resolution of the House for 
printing copies of the President’s message of 
April 9, 1872, relative. to persons. arrested 
under the act of April 20,1871, and the House 
concurrent resolution relative to the distribu- 
tion of five thousand copies of the Medical and 
Surgical History of the War, printed under the 
joint resolution of March 3, 1869, were referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


MESSAGE FROM THE NOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Ciinron Liorp, its Chief 
Clerk, announced that the House requested 
the return to the House by the Senate of the 
following bills: 

A bill (S5. No. 196) for the relief of the 
owners of the bark A 1; and 

A bill (S. No. 905) for the relief of Harriet 
Spring, the heir of Captain Williams Barker, 
deceased. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. i 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President : 

A bill (S. No. 201) for the relief of Phoobe 
Hepburn; 

A bill (S. No. 97) for the relief of William 
Henry Otis; 

A bill (S. No. 608) for the relief of the 
United States Express Company ; 

A bill (S. No. 514) for the relief of Albert 
Wieland ; f 

A. bill (S. No. 200) for the relief of William 
H. Colledge; 

A bill (S. No. 569) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Wallace, of Lexington, in the State of 
Missouri; 

A bill (S. No. 688) for the relief of Charles 
and Henry W. Spencer; 

A bill (S. No. 889) for the relief of Joseph 
Segar, of Virginia; f 

A bill (H. R. No. 1297) amendatory of an 
act entitled ‘An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculty- 
ral and mechanical arts,” passed July 2, 1862, 
and acts amendatory thereto ; 

A bill (S. No. 908) for the relief of John 
Potts, chief clerk of the War Department; 

A bill (S. No. 998) relating to the creation 
of new land districts ; 

A bill (S. No. 159) conferring upon the Court 
of Claims power to hear and determine the 
claim of J. W. Parish & Co. for damages for 
the alleged violation of their contract with 
the United States for the delivery of ice ; 

A bill (S. No. 197) for the relief of the 
widow of D. Jay Brown, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1192) making appropri- 
ations for thecurrent and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, 
for the year ending June 80, 1878, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1208) granting a pension 
to Martha Elwell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1094) for the relief of 
Charles A. Weiner; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1416) for the relief of 
Albert W. Gray ; and : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2838) to increase the 
capital stock and extend the works of the 
Washington Gas- Light Company. 

TAX AND TARIFF BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
2822) to reduce duties on imports, and to re- 
duce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The amendments 
reported by the Committee on Finance will be 
considered as they are reached in the reading 
of the bill, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section one, lines three and 
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four, to strike out the words “ January, 1873,” 
and to insert, ‘‘ July, 1872;’’ so as to read: 

.. That on and after the Ist day of July, 1872, in lieu 
of the duties heretofore imposed by law on the 
iarticles: hereinafter enumerated or provided for, 
Amported: from foreign countries, there shall be 
Jevied, collected, and paid the following duties and 
rates of duty, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section one, 
after line eight, to insert— 

On all slack coal or culm, or such as will pass 
through a five eighths of an inch screen, forty cents 


per ton of twenty-eight bushels, eighty pounds to 
the bushel. 


Mr. BOREMAN. This is an amendment 
proposed by the committee of the Senate and 
Palah to offer an amendment to it. I do not 
know that itis necessary to go into any dis- 
cussion of it. I propose in the tenth line to 
strike out the word “five eighths’’ and insert 
“three eighths,’’ reducing the size of the coal. 
I believe there is no opposition to it by the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I trust that 
amendment will not be adopted. Five eighths 
of an inch merely lets the smallest particles 
of waste through, and the amount reported by 
the committee is fifteen cents more than the 
duty was in the billas reported when it passed 
the Senate before. It is forty cents now, 
which is more than half the rate proposed for 
coal in the ordinary form. To be of any sort 
of use to enable parties who have waste to use 
it atall, five eighths ofan inch would be neces- 
sary, and it was a moot point whether it 
should not be three quarters of aninch. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I suppose there will be 
no objection to the amendment Í moved. This 
tariff in regard to coal isa greater reduction 
than upon any other article in this bill save 
salt, I believe, and this effort to reduce the duty 
upon coal comes from that section of the 
country more interested in the tariff and the 
principles upon which the tariff is laid than 
any other section of this country. But, sir, 
inasmuch os the House of Representatives by 
the bill which they sent to us had reduced the 
tariff upon coal nearly one half, those inter- 
ested proposed to themselves to allow that 
matter to go and not make a contest about it. 
The bill went to the Committee on Finance of 
the Senate, and now they propose this addi- 
tional amendment inserting in this bill a pro- 
vision which has heretofore been unknown and 
the law fixing a size of the lumps of coal 
which shall not be subjected to duty at all. In 
the present tariff the duty upon what is called 
culm of coal is fixed without regard to its size. 
This provision, which I have proposed to 
amend. I am assured by those familiar with 
the subject, will, in addition to the proposition 
of the bill as it comes from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, seriously affect the interests of 
those who are producing coal in this country. 
If the five eighths, as it is now in this amend- 
ment, is retained, [ am assured that more 
than one half of the coal imported into this 
country which comes from Nova Scotia will 
come in under that provision, and nearly all 
the bituminous coal imported into this country 
comes from Nova Scotia. g 

Why thisis proposed, Ido notknow. Whence 
it comes, I do not know. It is my duty, I 
believe, to move to strike it out entirely; but 
in order to make a sort of compromise, yield- 
ing up something on our part, I am willing 
that that which is regarded as slack, or in the 
strict sense culm of coal, shall be limited by a 
gcreen five eighths of an inch. 

I trust there will be no ‘further objection 
to the amendment I have proposed and that 
it will be adopted. If that is adopted we shall 
have no more difficulty about this matter. If, 
however, we have to fight this question, I 
intend to test the sense of the Senate upon the 
other provisions of this bill on the subject of 
bituminous coal. 

The present tariff upon bituminous coal is, 


the exception of two or three years in 1842, 
1848, and 1846. For half a century the tarif 
on coal has been about one dollar and a quarter. 
For the first time this bill proposes to reduce 
it to seventy-five cents per ton, nearly one half. 

But, sir, as I remarked awhile ago, those 
interested in the production of coal in this 
country had come to the conclusion, inasmuch 
as the bill had passed the House and come 
here, that they would allow this which we re- 
gard as an injustice to us to go; but we can- 
not submit to this further injustice, because I 
am satisfied, and I am assured by those familiar 
with this subject, that one half of the coal im- 
ported into this country will come in at forty 
cents a ton if the amendment of the committee 
be adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator accept 
one half as the size of the screens and let us 
pass it? I will make a compromise on one 
half instead of three eighths ; let it be a half- 
inch screen. Iam assured by those engaged 
in the business that that will relate to only 
very small waste coal. 

Mr. SCOTT. Allow meto say a word. My 
friend from Vermont called attention to the 
fact that this is a larger duty than it was be- 
fore. Now, I want to call attention to the fact 
that in the Senate bill before the duty on coal 
was fifty cents per ton, and graduating this 
slack coal by it the duty was thirty cents per 


ton, 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Twenty-five 


cents, 

Mr. SCOTT. Twenty-five cents. Very 
well. But when the bill went to the House a 
compromise of the whole affair was made by 
putting the duty at seventy-five cents a ton on 
all coal. When it comes back to the Senate 
the Senate committee put in this slack coal, 
graduating it ágain to the seventy-five cents 
per ton, and making the duty forty cents in- 
stead of twenty-five as it was before. But the 
House proposition was seventy-five cents per 
ton on all coal. 

Now, as the Senator from West Virginia 
proposes in the interest of his constituents, 
instead of asking that we go back to the House 
proposition and put seventy-five cents a ton on 
all coal, to make this size five eighths of an 
inch instead of three eighths, I trust his 
motion will prevail if the whole amendment 
does not go out, for I am informed by those 
conversant with this business, particularly 
those who are interested in the gas-coal, that 
the coal can be broken up to such a size that 
a five-eighths ofan inch screen will pass through 
all that will be used very largely for manufac- 
turing purposes. The slack coal, or culm, is 
generally used simply for such purposes as 
lime-burning, not for general: manufacturing 
purposes. It does in some instances answer 
for generating steam when used in connection 
with the lump coal; but I trust that this com- 
promise proposed by the House, if it is to be 
disturbed by the Senate, will not be by making 
this size any larger than that proposed by the 
Senator from West Virginia, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will 
take my proposition to make it a half-inch 
screen. As for these people breaking up the 
coal for the purpose of reducing it to.the con- 
dition of culm coal, that, itseems to me, would 
be absurd. 1t would reduce the value. Coal 
of a larger size is of a higher price, as a mat- 
ter of course. There is more difference between 
the market value of culm of coal and coal of 
the higher sizes than the difference of duty. 
This is in order to make a ratable duty. 
This isa cheap kind of coal, slack coal, wast- 
age, generally thrown out. i 

I merely suggest this compromise. I am 
perfecily indifferent about the matter; but 
this provision was put in for the benefit of 
the coal-men go as to prevent small coal from 
being brought in as waste coal. -The provision 


as to screening was put in to test the charac- | 


ter of thecoal. I think the Senator from Penn- 


and has been since 1824, $1 25 a ton, with jj sylvania had better take the half-inch screen. 


Mr. BOREMAN. Those who are more 
familiar with it than I am say that will not do. 
I wish, however, to correct a statement made 
by the Senator from Ohio. I said nothing 
about coal being broken up—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ireferred to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. BOREMAN. I stated the fact that I 
was assured by gentlemen who are familiar 
with this coal trade that more than one half 
of the coal brought into this country could be 
put through a screen of five eighths, so that it 
amounted to letting one half of the coal come 
in at forty cents a ton duty. . But those who 
know more about it than I do say that it is 
possible we can accept the proposition of the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance as a 
compromise, if that be allowable. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out 
“ five eighths’’ and insert ‘‘one half.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
object to the proposition of the chairman, 
but I desire to disabuse the Senator from West 
Virginia of any idea that coal brought from 
Nova Scotia will ever be broken up into these 
small particles for the sake of avoiding the duty. 
it comes in large lumps, and it is merely to 
obtain tbe dust and the small particles at the 
mouth of the mine and at the place where 
they load it. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I wish to correct the 
Senator from Vermont. I said nothing about 
coal being broken up at all. That did not 
come from me. I believe it was the Senator 
from Pennsylvania who spoke on that subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The amendment of the 
Senator from West Virginia is modified, the 
Chair understands, so as to strike out ‘' five 
eighths”’ and insert ‘‘ one half.” 

‘Lhe amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. f 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section one, after line sixteen, 
to insert ‘fon oatmeal, one half cent per 

ound.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section one, 
after line seventeen, to insert ‘on potatoes, 
ten cents per bushel,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section one, 
after line twenty, to insert ‘on calt:skins, 
tanned, or tanned and dressed, twenty-five per 
cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. CONKLING. I suppose the chairman 
having the bill in charge wants to go through 
with the amendments of the committee before 
any other amendments are offered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir., 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section one, 
line twenty-three, to insert, after the word 
all,” the word ‘* other ;’’ and in line twenty- 
four to insert the words ‘‘not herein other- 
wise provided for ;”’ so that the paragraph will 
read: 

On upper, leather of all other kinds, and on skins 


dressed and finished of ali kinds, not herein other- 
wise provided for, twenty per cent. ad valorem, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section one, to 
strike out the’twenty- eighth line in the follow- 
ing words: ‘‘on calt-skins, tanned, twenty per 
cent. ad valorem.’ ; 

Uhe amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section one, 
after line thirty, to insert, as linesthirty-oneto 
SIXly: 

On all timber, squared, or sided, not otherwise 
provided fur, one cent pereubic foot. 

On sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber 
of hemlock, white-wood, sycamore, and bass-wood, 
one dollar per thousand feet board measure, 

On all other varieties of sawed lumber, two dol- 
lars per thousand feet board measure: Provided, 
That when lumber of any sort is planed or finished. 
in addition to the rates herein provided there shall 
be levied and paid for each side so planed or fin- 
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ished fifty cents per thousand feet; and if planed on 
one side and tongued and grooved, one doilar per 
thousand feet; and if planed on two sides and 
tongued and grooved, $1 50 per thousand feet. 

On hubs for wheels, posts, last-blocks, wagon- 
blocks, oar-blocks, gun-blocks, heading- blocks, and 
all like blocks or sticks, rough-hewn or sawed only, 
twenty per cent. ad valorem, 

On pickets and palings, 
valorem. 

On laths, fifteen cents per thousand pieces. 

On al} shingles, thirty-five cents per thousand, 

On pine clapboards, two dollars per thousand. 

On spruce clapboards, $1 50 per thousand. 

On house or cabinet furniture, in pieces or rough, 
and not finished, thirty percent. ad valorem, 

On cabinet wares and house furniture, finished, 
thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

On casks and barrels, empty, and on sugar-box 
shooks, and packing-boxes of wood, not otherwise 
provided for, thirty per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. THURMAN, Iwant toask aword here 
for information of the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, referring back to the beginning of 
line thirty-three: 

On sawed boards, plank, deals, and other Jum 
ber of hemlock, white-wood, sycamore, and bass- 
wood, one dollar per thousand feet board measure. 
_ I suppose the meaning of that is that on 
sawed boards of these different kinds of lum- 
ber, or planks of these kinds of lumber, the 
duty shall be one dollar per thousand. The 
words‘ white- wood, sycamore, and bass- wood”’ 
limit all that precede? i i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘That being the case, the 
tax is one dollar a thousand feet board meas- 
ure, while on the other varieties of sawed lum- 
ber the duty is two dollars a thousand feet 
board measure, This latter class, therefore, in- 
cludes the pine lumber which is more used than 
any other kind of lumber, and [use the word 
lumber in the large sense as including boards. 
I think Iam right in saying that more white 


twenty per cent. ad 


pine is used than any other kind of lumber or ' 


timber in this country. It is used in every 
house that is built, toa large extent. It is 
used more largely than any other kind in cab- 
inet- work and in carving, so that it isthe most 
important lumber that we have. 

Now, I want to know why it is that the duty 
is twice as highon pine lumber as it is on this 
other lumber. If it is said that it is in order 
to protect our Michigan friends who have pine 
forests, let me remark that other portions of 
this country have hemlock and white-wood 
and sycamore and bass-wood, and my col- 
Jeague and I know very well that Ohio has 
more white-wood perhaps that any other State. 
What the New England people call white- wood 
is our poplar; and here is white oak, which 
next to white pine is more used than any 
other kind of lumber in Ohio, at two dollars 
a thousand feet, white hemlock, white-wood, 


sycamore, and bass-wood are at a dollar, I 


do not exactly understand why the discrim- 
ination should be made. It is discriminating 
in favor of those who have pine forests and 
against those who have other kinds of forests. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague is mistaken 
in supposing that there is any effort to discrim- 
inate in regard to the different kinds of lum- 
ber except as to their value. The value of 
hemlock, white-wood, sycamore, and bass- 
wood, taken as a whole, is not much more 
than half that of other varieties. Pine wood 
includes lumber worth fifty dollars a thousand, 
and some of the very highest and finest grades, 
In the city of Columbus, where my colleague 
lives, if he will inquire he will find that he 
cannot buy clear lumber for less than sixty 
dollars a thousand. Taken on an average it 
might range in Columbus anywhere from fif- 
teen or sixteen dollars to sixty dollars a thou- 
sand. The purpose was to make a difference 
corresponding with the difference in value. 
The hemlock wood everybody knows about. 
It is a very coarse and comparatively value: 
less wood. ‘fhe white-wood, sycamore, and 
bass-wood are used mainly for furniture, and 
are brought almost entirely from Canada, 
Ithink. It is a very cheap kind of wood, and 
as it warps is of very little value except for 
furniture work. 


Mr. THURMAN. What the chairman says 
is perfectly correct about the greater value of 
clear pine. Thereis a very great difference 
between clear pine and the lowest grade of 
pine, which is full of knots. Clear pine isa 
pine which is free from knots and cracks of 
any kind, and it is very much more valuable 
than the lower grades of pine; but here this 
bill puts exactly the same duty upo- the low- 
est grade, which you can bay at sixteen dollars 
athousand in Michigan, that it does upon the 
highest grade, which is worth fifty to sixty 
dollars per thousand. g 

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague can prob- 
ably buy the best hemlock in Michigan for 
eight or ten dollars a thousand, as the Senator 
from Michigan will state. With the limited 
knowledge I have of lumber I understand that 
hemlock is a comparatively valueless timber ; 
it is only used for scantling, joists, and things 
of that kind. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. It is used largely 
for plank on account of the poorness of quality 
and its cheapness, so that there is no real com- 
petition. The object of the committee, I judge, 
in putting the tariff at one dollar was to make 
the article as cheap as possible. ‘The chair- 
man of the committee has well said in relation 
to the other qualities of lumber, pine lumber, 
to which the Senator from Ohio has alluded, 
that the upper grades are most valuable and 
most in use. Away from the principal mar- 
kets, as in Ohio and other States, away from 
the lakes, that is the kind which is mostly in 
use. The old ad valorem rate of twenty per 
cent., I think, would bring the tariff to some- 
thing like ten or twelve dollars a thousand. 
Now, the committee, I understand, have pro- 
posed a specific duty of two dollars, which is 
less than the old rates. Another object, I 
judge, they had in view was to do away with 
the undervaluation of lumber, by which the 
Canadians in their exportation of lumber to 
this country undervalue it for the purpose of 
escaping the duty, lowering its price, and thus 
also the duty. Now, the committee propose, 
upon all grades of lumber that is most in use, 
that there shall be two dollars, thus breakin 
the force of this attempt to evade the law an 
introduce lumber at a less rate of duty. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Ames] 
asks me the relative price of hemlock. <I 
think under the ad valorem system it has been 
entered at six or eight dollars a thousand, 
which is all the lower grades covered under the 
term “plank,” and ‘deals, which are very 
much the same, being a specific kind of lum- 
ber, and ‘plank ” also, well-known in the 
market, as defined in the paragraph. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] 
suggests to me the word “deal” is applicable 
to some other fabric and use, but tbat the 
lumbermen of Michigan know little about it. 
Perhaps those in Vermont know moré about 
it, and therefore I did not give that considera- 
tion to it; but so far as tbe lumbermen are 
concerned, it is well known in the market, and 
I say it should be made use of in that sense, 
because it is well understood by the dealers in 
lumber. I think the committee have wisely 
adopted that course for they have accomplished 
two objects, one lowering the tariff on lumber 
in the same proportion that other articles have 
been lowered, and the other striking a method 
by which the frauds that have been practiced 
are done away with. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I move to 
amend the amendment in line thirty-one, after 
the word ‘‘all,’’? by inserting the word 
t hewn ;” so as to read: 

On all hewn timber, squared or sided, not other- 
wise provided for, one cent per cubic foot. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is already described. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Oh, no; this makes it 
more définite. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no lumber on 
the free list except round and unmanufactured 
i logs; therefore there is no object in putting 
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in these words, but if the Senators from Maine 
think it necessary, I will not object. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. We think the 
description is less liable to be mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This occursto me: that a 
log in rafting may be hewn on one side, and it 
be still a rough unmanufactured log. They 
may be hewn for the purpose of fastening 
together. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. That is not the 
case. The language that follows is particular: 
‘¢ squared or sided.’? This is to make it more 
certain. There is a mass of timber that, as I 
am instructed, would not be described by 
“ squared or sided.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. The lumber section has 
been prepared with a good deal of labor after 
hearing those who were in favor of free lumber 
and ‘those who were in favor of retaining the 
old duty; and ithe classification is made by 
skillfal men whose interests were opposed to 
each other, and after considerable care. With 
the imperfect knowledge I have about ‘the 
trade in lumber, I should dislike to see the 
gradations or descriptions varied. Perhaps 
other Senators are more familiar with the sub- 
ject than I am. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Iwill say to the chair- 
man of the committee that the word ‘ hewn” 
would let in square lumber and sawed. If we 
only impose a duty on hewn timber, there is 
an immense amount of timber that will come 
in free, being sawed square. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think my 
friend from Maine upon examination will find 
that his amendment is not needed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment as reported from the 
Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALCORN. I desire to call the attention 
of the chairman to an amendment which was 
made by the committee on the free list in the 
item of quinine. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will 
be reached in its order presently. The read- 
ing will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read the next amendment 
of the Committee on Finance, which was to 
insert after line sixty the following : 


On fruit, shade, Jawn, and ornamental trees, 
shrubs, plants, and flower-secds, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, twenty_per cent. ad valorem. l 

On garden-seeds, and all other seeds for agricul~ 
tural and horticultural purposes, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, twenty percent. ad valorem, 


Mr. SUMNER. I must say I do not like 
to see so large a tax put on shade, lawn, and 
ornamental trees. There is a reduction, I 
know, from thirty to twenty per cent. here; 
but I should like to see the reduction still 
greater. I know the persons who import 
these trees from Europe in large numbers, 
counting by the thousands, on which they are 
obliged to pay this considerable duty. Now, 
it seems to me such importation is to be 
encouraged. Does not every neighborhood 
gain where a person imports these trees and 
plants them on his place? I would therefore 
make it easy. I happened to know of certain 
persons who have felt this very severely. In 
my own State this tax is felt. On the North 
river it is also felt. J have in my mind more 
than one person there who has spoken to me 
about it. I should like to know why that 
might not be reduced still more? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am rather surprised 
at the Senator from Massachusetts, whe, 
although not an extreme protectionist, yet 
thinks a duty on cotton goods of forty or fifty 
per cent, is not very high, or a duty on wool- 
ens one hundred per cent., and on everything, 
prodnced in Massachusetts 

Mr. SUMNER. I have never expressed 
any opinion on one of those questions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These flowers, shrubs, 
and all these things are agricultural produc. 
tions raised in nurseries, &c. Why should 
we reduce the duty below twenty per cent.? 
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We have reduced the duty, as the Senator 
states. ; ; i 

‘Mr SUMNER. Let me ask the Senator 
does he think that the lawn and ornamental 
trees iniported from Europe come into com- 
petition with those that ere raised in our 
own country? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unquestionably. There 
are nurseries inthe State of New York with 
more capital than-a great manufacturing estab- 


lishment in the State of Massachusetts. There: 


is’ one nursery in Rochester which employs 
more men probably and produces a greater 
result. It would destroy their business if you 
allowed foreign shrubs which are not guaranteed 
by a name that is respectable to come so low. 

Mr. SUMNER. May Lask my friend if he 
monlo not allow that to be reduced to ten per 
cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh,no; I think itis low 
enough. It is reduced now from twenty five 
to twenty per cent. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think these foreign trees 
should come in free. I would encourage that 
importation, 

Mr. SHERMAN. People who want these 
ornamental trees can pay. 

Mr. SUMNER. We should encourage them 
“till Birnam wood do come to Dunsinane.’’ 
I should like to have every tree we could get. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There is more 
capital perhaps embarked in the nursery busi- 
ness than any one other branch of agricultural 
business. Itextends all over the country, to 
every county, and in New York, Ohio, Illinois, 
and Massachusetts. I think thereis more em- 
barked in it than there is in the manufacture of 
cottons, and it is a mistake to suppose that itis a 
groat God-send to the people of this country to 

aveimported trees. I have tried it. ‘Phe im- 
ported trees, nine times out of ten, are entirely 
worthless, They will not flourish at all when 
transplanted from France and Belgium, and to 
other places where they can be obtained very 
cheap; and they can be produced here from seed 
in large quantities and sold at very small prices. 
It would be wrong to reduce the duty below 
what bas been proposed by the Committee on 
Finance, which is a very heavy and a large 
reduction. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not expect to in- 
terfere much with motions to amend this bill. 
There is no time to do that. I only wish to 
say now, in response to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachuseits, that if I am not 
wrong in my impressions of the tariff law as it 
exists, this bill, if it shall pass, imposes a 
much heavier duty upon manufactured articles 
than it does upon agricultural products, and 
that therefore it discriminates in favor of the 
manufacturer and against the agriculturist. 
Of one thing I am very certain, that while the 
great bulk of agricultural products cannot be 
benefited by the imposition of duties at all, 
because there is no importations from abroad 
that comes in competition with them, there is 
searcely a manufactured article that cannot 
be protected to some extent by the imposition 
of a tariff. 

That being the case, Iam in favor, where 
agriculture has any show, of its being upon an 
‘equal footing, as far as it can be, with manu- 
factured articles; and I think that as the 
average duty upon manufactured articles is 
much more than twenty per cent., this little 
agricultural product might be allowed to stand 
at twenty per cent., and then you do not do 
justice to the’ agricultural population. 

In regard to the matter itself, I would say 
to the Senator that taking my own town as an 
instance there is more money invested in the 
nurseries right around Columbus than there 
is in apy one manufacturing establishment. in 
Columbus, although there are sume very large 
ones there. The investment is principally in 
fruit trees. Still there are a great number of 
exotics which are to be found in those nur- 
series, and which are sold to persons who wish to 
ornament their grounds. 1 do not stand upon 


the fact of my own county being particularly 
interested one way or the other; but I stand 
uponthis: that the average of duties on manu- 
factured articlesis more than twenty per cent.; 
and here is an agricultural product, and I think 
it is but fair that it should be as highas twenty 
per cent. J am in favor of reducing duties on 
all, if you please, and would reduce them upon 
everything ; but if you will keep up the duty 
on manufactured articles as high as it is, give 
agricultural products something like an equal 


duty. > 

Mr. CAMERON. I think we have been for 
several years doing a great injustice to our 
country and making ‘ourselves ridiculous in 
importing flowers and fruit trees and all that 
sort of thing. The clause now under consid- 
eration is: 

All fruit, shade, lawn, and ornamental trees, 
shrubs, plants, and flower-seeds not otherwise pro- 
vided for, twenty per cent. ad valorem. 

I would keep these things out entirely. We 
are producing these trees and plants better in 
this country from seeds, in addition to our 
native plants and trees, and those produced from 
the seeds here grow more rapidly and more 
substantially than trees brought from abroad. 
We have in this country the most beautiful 
shade trees in the world. Notlong ago I went 
down to one of the public gardens here and 
the superintendent took me to look at a plant 
which he said was the most beautiful thing of 
the kind he had ever seen he had got some- 
how from somebody in some place, he did not 
know where. I looked at it and found it was 
the spruce pine, which covers every mountain 
we have in this country north of forty-two 
degrees, and it is the most beautiful hedge 
that the world has seen; and yet they knew 
nothing about it. 

Fruit is more rapidly produced by grafting 
or budding than by bringing the trees here. 
You find an old pear tree, for instance in this 
country, fifty. years old if you please, for they 
live to be one hundred and fifty and more 
years old. I have one now at my door a good 
deal more than a hundred years old fully bear- 
ing every year. A graft from a tree thirty or 
forty years old in two or three years at furthest 
will bear as fully asa tree planted here brought 
from abroad after it is fifteen or twenty years 
old. 

There is a great deal of humbug about all 
this sort of thing, and this is one of the hum- 
bugs of the day that we should bring treesand 
plants from abroad, very often carried origin- 
ally from this country there. We import now 
hollyhocks, pinks, roses, honeysuckles, pan- 
sies, violets, and mignonnette. Let me see 
what else; I do not remember the names now, 
but all the very plants whose fragrance has 
given pleasure to the generatious for the last 
hundred years, we are bringing them here all 
the tinte. The lilac is ycarly brought to this 
country, and among the earliest plants brought 
to this country is the lilac. We have produced 
varieties of it here that they have in no other 
country. We have a white lilac, which isan 
anomaly, because there is a color which is also 
-called lilac; but here is a plant of the same 
fragrance and beauty that is perfectly white, as 
white as a sheet of paper. 

Then they bring in peartrees. Why, sir, the 
finest pear tree in the world is the seckel, the 
pear discovered in Pennsylvania about ninety 
years ago. Twenty-five years ago I planted a 
dozen pear trees, every one of them the pro- 
duct of our own country. About the same 
time I had an old pear tree on my grounds on 
which I inoculated them and others. That 
took about five years to produce well. Then 
after awhile I grafted, and | found that three 
years was the utmost time required to make 
an old tree produce new and beiter fruit. 

Since then, and especially in the last twelve 
and fifteen years, nurseries have sprung up 
all over the country, not so many in Pennsyl- 
vania as there are in New York. At Roches- 


| ter there must be a couple of hundred thou- | 


sand, or it may be more, dollars invested in 
a nursery. 

Mr. CONKLING. Five million invested 
in one, 

Mr. CAMERON. Five million dollarsin one 
nursery! ` I do not doubt it. These nurseries 
areallover Ohio andto asmaller degreein west- 
ern Pennsylvania and elsewhere. The people 
engaged in this business, for it is a specialty, 
have been improving on our native fruits and 
vines by bringing in buds and grafis from 
abroad. Belgium and lower down in Hol- 
land is the great place for flowers. The 
hyacinth has been in this country one hundred 
and fifty or two hundred years, and yet every 
year we are bringing inlarge numbers. It bas 
become a great business to bring bulbousroots 
into America. There is the tulip, which a 
long while ago, in the time of Goldsmith, was 
a great speculation in Belgium, just like the 
Morus multicaulis was in this country. It is 
one of the most beautiful flowers we have, but 
entirely without fragrance. We produce it 
here more beautiful than ever it was produced 
in Holland, which was its original country. 
Now they pretend to improve them by making 
them double, but the most beautiful of all the 
tulips is the single one, just as it was two bun- 
dred years ago, and all the improvements made 
there only make us pay higher prices. You 
will find our seed-stores filled every year with 
these plants. 

Then there is the rose. There has been no 
improvement on the rose in a thousand years. 
You can make it produce more and oftenér in 
the year, but the old cabbage rose that every 
man not over fifty years of age must remem- 
ber that ornamented the garden of his mother, 
is the most fragrant not only of all the roses, 
but of all the plants which give pleasure from 
their perfume. 

First in the year is the crocus, without any 
fragrance; and then comes the hyacinth, which 
makes every man who puts it to his nostrils 
glad and happy. After awhile in short suc- 
cession comes the lilac, and then we all believe 
the lilac is more beautiful in its fragrance than 
the hyacinth was; but we forget that directly 
when the rose comes, which is the queen of 
all the flowers. After awhile comes the jessa- 
mine, and then is the honeysuckle. We have 
the most delicious of all that tribe in our for- 
ests. The wild and the red honeysuckle of 
the mountains of Pennsylvania and New York 
in its fragrance is equal to all that were ever 
brought here from abroad, and yet we are 
bringing from every part of the world, for 
there is a variety in every and all honeysuckies 
of every grade and of every color, and the 
jessamine, which is a cousin of the honey- 
suckle, is brought to us from abroad, when we 
produce it here, in the South particularly, more 
beautiful and more fragrant than it is abroad. 

Then why should we not allow our own peo- 
ple to make out of this business all they’ can 
rather than let foreigners abroad compete with 
us in our agriculture, orrather our floriculture 
and fruit culture, and in all that which makes 
every man’s and every woman’s home so 
beautiful. 

In traveling through the country I have often 
said to myself, and 1 have frequently expressed 
it to others, when I saw a beautiful vine or a 
beautiful flower or a handsome tree at the 
door—I have said, ‘‘Some delicate and refined 
woman lives here.” Ido not care how poor 
the household may be, how rough everything 
else, about that home may be, when I see 
flowérs there I say, “That woman is a bless- 
ing to her husband because she brings refine- 
ment into her house and gives refinement to 
her children ;” and I would do nothing which 
would interfere with that which I think the 
most beautiful of all the arts—the culture of 
plants and flowers and fruits. 

Mr. SUMNER. I will not arrest the pro- 
gress of this bill any longer. I did not ex- 
pect to inspire the beautiful and instructive 
disquisition to which we have listened from the 
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Senator from Pennsylvania on flowers. One! 
would think that he was fresh from the 
court of Queen Titania, where he had been 
in the full enjoyment of natare in all her most 
exquisite beauty with flowers. of every kind 
and every hue. We have all heard him with 
delight, and perhaps the Senate will be grate- 
ful that 1 have given him the opportunity of 
presenting these very beautiful remarks. I 
will withdraw the suggestion I made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the reading proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Massachusetts withdraw the 
amendment? 

Mr. SUMNER. I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is onthe amendment of the Committee on 
Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to insert as lines sixty-seven to 
seventy five of section one: 

On lead, in bars or pigs, one and one half cents 
per pound, 

On lead dross, as lead ore, one cent per pound. 

On lead in sheets, pipes, or shot, two and one 
fourth cents per pound. 

On lead, molten, one and one half cents per 
pound. 

On lead, old, and fit only for remanufacture, one 
cent per pound, 

On lead ore, one cent per pound. 

Mr. LOGAN. Imove to make line sixty- 
seven read ‘‘two cents per pound’? instead 
of “one and one half cents per pound.’ I 
believe that was the couclusion the House 
came to, two cents per pound on lead in bars 
or pigs, but here it is reduced to one and a 
half cents. I have no disposition to discuss 
this question ; but it does seem to me that the 
people of the Northwest especially, where lead 
is produced and manufactured, might as well 
he considered as manufacturers in other parts 
of the country. This is reducing the duty to 
a very low rate. [t is well known by all per- 
sons who have examined the question that the 
production of lead in this country does not 
equal one third part of the lead used here. At 
least three fourths of the lead used in this 
country is imported lead. There are very few 
districts in this country that are largely inter- 
ested iu the production of lead. Two of them, 
however, happen to be within the State of 
Hlinois where [ reside. A very large produc- 
tion is in the northern part of the State of Illi- 
nois. Inasmuch as this tariff question is being 
understood now to depend upon the locality 
frora which a person comes as to his views on 
the tariff, and as I am begiuning to believe 
that, as far as the lead question is concerned, 
I am a tariff man, especially so far as the 
northern district of my State is concerned, 
because they are engaged in producing it. 1 
do not know but what referring it to the con- 
gressional districts to regulate the tariff is a 
pretty gocdidea, (Laughter.] At any rate I 
think two cents is not too much per pound on 
lead. I should be very glad ifthe Senate would 
have the same view in reference to it. Ido 
not want to discuss it. 1 ask for a vote. 

Mr. BOREMAN,. I suggest to the Senator 
from Ilinois to move to strike out that irem. 
I see the present duty on lead in pigs or other 
bars is two cents a pound, which is what he 
proposes to put it at. If he strikes out this 
item it will leave it stand as it is. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was not exactly aware of 
the position of the House until I asked, when 
I learned that the House proposition was two 
cents a pound. {Í therefore move to strike it 
out, leaving it as at present in the law. I 
move to strike out lines sixty-seven and sixty- 
eight. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthese lines are stricken 
out all the items in regard to the manufacture 
of lead should be stricken out. They go to- 
gether down to line seventy-five.. They are 
all one amendment. As a matter of course, 
I can have no feeling about this except to 
state the facts. In 1846 the duty on lead was 


twenty per cent., which would probably be 
about half a cent a pound. . In 1857 it was 
fifteeen per cent. In 1861 it was put at one 
eent a pound, and that was considered a pretty 
high tariff. In 1861, 1862, and 1863 it was 
put at one and one half cents a pound. In 
1864 to the close of the war, when metals were 
advanced, it was put for the first time at two 
cents a pound, which was a little over fifty 
per cent. ad valorem. Now, when we. are 
reducing the tax on other articles, we propose 
to restore the duty on lead to one and one 
half cents a pound, which isas high as it ever 
was up to 1864. Besides that, I regret to say 
that even under the benefit of this very heavy 
protection of two cents a pound, or over fifty 
per cent. ad valorem, our domestic production 
of lead has not increased. For some reason, 
I do not know why, even a protection so high 
as that has not increased the quantity pro- 
duced. Our domestic production of lead has 
continually diminished, and there is not now 
enough lead produced in this country to sup- 
ply the wants of the country for lead west of 
the State of Indiana. 

The whole amount produced in 1870, accord- 
ing to the official returns I have before me, was 
about 17,846,000 pounds; in 1871, 16,792,000. 
It is constantly diminishing, while the import- 
ations from abroad have been constantly in- 
creasing. In 1850 they were 36,000,000 ; in 
1861 they were 89,000,000; in 1871 they were 
92,636,000 pounds. So that in order to pro- 
tect a languishing industry, yielding uow but 
16,000,000 pounds, we levy taxes upon a con- 
sumption of over 106,000,000 pounds of lead. 
Itis manifest that itis not right to do this. 
The Committee on Finance therefore report a 
reduction of one half cent.a pound on lead, 
reducing it to the highest rate it was from 
1842 till 1864. It seems to me that while we 
are repealing taxes we ought to throw off a 
reasonable amount on this interest. Besides, 
we have placed manufacturers of lead, not ouly 
of white lead, but sheet lead, ata reduction 
of ten per cent. all around. Asa matter of 
course, this industry, like any other, should 
bear its reasonable and fair proportion. The 
reduction on pig lead is just about tweuty-five 
per cent. ad valorem, or one quarter of the 
present duty. 

I will say also that this classification of lead 
was made after listening to persons interested, 
both in favor of the reduction of daty on lead 
and in favor of the manufacturers of lead. We 
think it is about a fair adjustment of that con- 
troverted question. ‘he manufacturers of lead 
desired the duty reduced stili more, to one 
cent a pound. Indeed, some asked us to admit 
lead duty free, stating that the effect would be 
that they would be able to furnish tin for roof- 
ing and a great variety of useful arucles at a 
much less price than now. But we considered 
it necessary to give to the producers of Jead in 
this country a reasonable protection, about the 
average of what is put upon other metals, and 
bence we have put it at one anda half cents 
per pound, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is ou the amendment of the Senator from 
Llinois to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. LOGAN. In line seventy-five, I move 
to amend the amendment by adding ‘on 
white and red lead, dried or ground in oil, two 
and a fonrih cents per pound.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, 
it ought to be so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Toree cents, Í believe, is 
the present duty; but I have no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 1 think the 
Senator from Illinois is quite right. If we 
reduce the duty on raw lead half a cent per 
pound, the other ought to be reduced so as to 
make them stand relatively the same as they 
do now. : 

The amendment to the amendment was 
| agreed to. 


That isright ; 


The amendment ‘of the 
amended, was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee: on 
Finance was to insert as lines seventy-six to 
seventy-nine of section one: : 

On ginger, three cents per pound: | 

On ginger, preserved or pickled, thirty-five per 
cent. ad valorem; 

On ginger, essence of, 
valorem. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to 
amend the amendment by inserting after the 
word ‘‘ginger,’’ in the first clause, the word 
‘‘ ground.” We make ginger root free, as it 
will be seen, and this should be “ ginger, 
ground.” 

The amendment to 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert as lines 
eighty and eighty-one of section one, ‘‘on 
cocoa, prepared or manufactured, two cents 
per pound,” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to 
insert before the word * cocoa,” the word 
t chocolate,’’ which seems also to have been 
omitted. It is the same article, only prepared 
in a different way. It will then read ‘*on 
chocolate or cocoa prepared or manufactured, 
two cents per pound.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee of 
Finance was in section two, to strike out in 
line one the words ‘day and year when this 
act shall take effect,’’ and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘Ist day of July, 1872;’’ so 
as to read: 


That on and after the Ist day of July, 1872, in lien 
of the duties imposed by law on the articles in this 
section enumerated, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid on the goods, wares, and merchandise in 
this section enumerated and provided for, imported 
from forcign countries, ninety per cent. of the sey- 
cral duties and rates of duty now imposed by law 
upon said articles severally, it being the intent of 
this section to reduce existing duties on said arti- 
cles ten per cent, of such duties, &e, f 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
line fifteen, to insert before the word ‘“‘ani- 
mals,” the word ‘like 7’ so as to read: 

On all wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and other 
animals, and all manufactures wholly or in part of 
wool or hair of tho alpaca and other like animals, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am informed 
by the Treasury Department that that word 
‘like’? ought not to be inserted. It causes 
some contusion there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, let it go out. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I received a dispatch 
from persons who are largely engaged in man- 
ufacturing hair-cloth and in woolen manufac- 
tures, saying that that word “like” should be 
in,and requesting my good offices to have it put 
in, and I was about to move to put it in when 
[ saw that the committee had reported it. 
Perhaps it ought to be passed over until. we 
reach the biil in the Senate, and. the Senator 
from Vermont in the mean time can see the 
Secretary of the Treasury and learn the object 
of leaving it out. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ean inform 
the Senator from Rhode Island at once what 
it is. There is a kind. of cheap so-called 
woolen goods that are absolutely made. of 
cow’s hair, that come in a very coarse mates 
rial. Ido not think it refers to anything else. 
It is merely to prevent a fraud that. is prac- 
ticed by substituting the hair of animals and 
having the article sold here as a woolen fabrie 
when there is very little wool about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do. not think evera 
custom-house oficer would cail a cow a- *‘ like 
animal” with the alpaca. S Ea 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question is whether 
a naturalist would not. PaE an du ñ 

Mr. ANTHONY. .Iiconfess that Iam-not 


committee, as 


thirty-five per cent.. ad 


the amendment ere 


3902 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 27, 


able to advoacte this amendment as I should. 
I bave not the information; I merely have a 
request. I think ifthe Senator from Vermont 
would be satisfied to let it pass over and see 
the Secretary of the Treasury it would be 


better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fre- 
LINGHUYSEN in the chair.) If there be no 
objection, the amendment inserting the word 
“like” will be passed over for the present. 

The next amendment was at the end of the 
paragraph to strike out the following pro- 
viso: : 


Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law and known as clothing wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid ninety per cent. 
of the duty now imposed by law. 


Phe amendment was agreed to. 


to strike out lines nineteen and twenty, in the | 


following words: 

On all iron and on all manufactures of iron of 
which iron is the component part of chief value. 

And to. insert in lieu thereof— 

On alliron and steel, and on all manufactures of 
iron and steel of which such metals or either of 
them shall be the component part of chief value, ex- 
cepting cotton machinery. 

Mr. SCOTT. This is the same language 
that was in the Senate bill, except that before 
the exception covered pig iron and steel rails. 
I move to insert the same words that were 
formerly in the Senate amendment, after the 
words ‘cotton machinery, to insert the 
words “pig iron and steel rails” which will 
then bring the amendment back to what it was 
when the Senate acted on that subject before. 

I wish to say that this whole subject of 
reduction here is based on the assumption that 
the duties as they were fixed by acts ranging 
from 1861 to 1867 can be reduced ten per 
cent. I call attention to the fact heretofore 
stated, that in 1870 there wasa reduction on pig 
iron equivalent to twenty-two per cent. on the 
then existing duty; so that instead of being a 
reduction upon the rates fixed by these acts, of 
ten per cent., this, if now added, will be a 
reduction of thirty-three percent. As the Sen- 
ute upon full consideration of this subject be- 
fore inserted these exceptons, I trust it will do 
so again without going into any lengthy discus- 
sion on the subject, so that we may stand on 
this question where we did when the bill form- 
erly passed the Senate. $ 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. There are no two articles 
better prepared to stand a reduction than pig 
iron and steel rails, I trust that the amend- 
ment will be rejected. I represent a State 
that is largely interested in pig iron, but I 
shall resist making tbis exception. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania whether this has the 
effect to put pig iron and steel rails on the 
free list? 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; it has not the effect 
of putting them on the free list; and I will 
say in answer to the statement of the Senator 
from Missouri that it is just because the 
demand is so large and the price so high 
that 1 desire this duty to continue. I am 
satisfied that if the reduction had not been 
made in 1870 we should have had very many 
more furnaces to supply the large demand 
now existing than we have, that the effect of 
that reduction was to say to capitalists, * Put 
your money in tbis business and we will con- 
tinue this reduction until competition drives 
you out of the business;” but if we now keep 
this duty where it is and the demand contin- 
ues as it is, there will be some encourage- 
ment to capital to go on and supply this 
demand. The demand in Europe is large, 
and therefore the price is high there. I sup- 
pose that if we were to go into a computation 
of this daty upon the ad valorem principle, it 
would not now be twenty per cent. of the 
value of pig iron in Europe, and therefore I, 


7) 


(as I suppose I do,) taking a different view of 
this subject from the Senator from Missouri, 
advocate this duty for the very purpose. of 
reducing the. price of pig iron in this country. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have risen after waiting 
a moment to see whether any person upon the 
Committee on Finance was going to say any- 
thing in opposition to this motion, but Í have 
not observed any of them indicate such an 
intention, and I rise to enter my protest against 
it. I do not want to discuss the question of 
raising prices or decreasing values by the im- 
position of a tariff ; but I do insist that if ten 
per cent. reduction is to be made generally 
on the articles that pay a duty, there is nothing 
which can stand it better than pig iron and 
steel rails. The Senator from Pennsylvania 


: . “ well knows that the price to-day being paid 
The next amendment was in section two, || 


for steel rails and for iron rails isso enormous 
that it is not affected either way by the tariff. 
Rails sold but a few days ago in my State for 
eighty dollars aton. How are you going to 
affect that by this tariff? You do not affect it 
by a reduction of ten per cent., or by an in- 
crease of ten per cent., so far as the manufac- 
turer is concerned; but it may affect it to that 
extent so far asthe consumer is concerned. 
But I do not want to diseuss that. I only rose 
to enter my protest against the reduction on 
everything except steel rails and pig iron, for 
they can stand it as well as anything else, in 
my judgment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to remind the 
Senator from Illinois also that there bas been 
no reduction made upon steel, I think ; but, on 
the contrary, there has been an advance in the 
tariff upon steel rails. 

Mr. LOGAN. It does seem to me to put 
pig iron on the list with cotton machinery 
would be about as good a joke as to legislate 
for all except cotton machinery, pig iron, and 
steel rails. There is a great deal of relation 
between pig iron and steel rails and cotton 
machinery | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not intend to say 
anything about this amendment. I shall vote 
myself for it. I did not wish to advocate any 
amendment proposed to this bill, and would 
not have said anything about this but for the 
remark of the Senator from Illinois. The 
reasou why I will vote to except pig iron from 
the reduction is because the duty on pig iron 
two years ago was reduced a greater per cent. 


| than the other duties are proposed to be re- 


duced in this bill. Itis a less average rate of 


! duty than upon any other metal. For instance, 


take the case of lead, which we were debating 
a moment ago. The duty on lead is about 
fifty per cent., the duty on pigiron at the 
present price is not over thirty per cent. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania says not over 
twenty. { have not the value of pig iron in 
Liverpool now, and I cannot state, but it is 
certainly not over thirty per cent. Ido not 
think myself whether you put pig iron at seven 
dollars a ton or $6 30 a ton would make any 
difference, as the demand for pig iron is so 
great that it keeps all the furnaces of England 
and all the furnaces of this country in full 
blast. 

The production is going on very rapidly. 


| The increase in the consumption of iron is 


unexampled. [ron is being turned to uses 
never conceived of before; but at the same 
time I believe it is better to have a stable 


| policy, and as in 1870 we fixed the rate of 
‘duty at seven dollars a ton, which was about 


thirty per cent., it is better to maintain that 
duty, inviting competition, inviting the erec- 
tion of new furnaces and thus reducing the 
price by our own domestic competition. I 
have no doubt by that policy pig iron in this 
country will, in five or six years from this 
time, be produced as cheaply as it can be in 
Wales. . 

I might, if I wished to take time, go into 
some very interesting details as to the rapid 
growth of this industry in this country, and as 
to its retrograde movement in Bngland to 


t 
i 


i 


show that in this country it is increasing and 
that in England it is not increasing so rapidly. 
I have no doubt in five or six years from this 
time we shall make pig iron as cheaply as it 
can be made in Wales or Glasgow, or any.of 
the markets in England. I therefore do not 
feel very anxious whether this amendment shall 
prevail or be rejected, but I do believe it will 
be good policy to except pig iron and steel 
rails from the reduction in order that those 
who are producing these important articles 
may have some confidence in the stability of 
our legislation. 

The reason why steel rails were not in pre- 
vious tariff lists was simply because they were 
not produced. They are a new article, and 
until the Bessemer process was discovered the 
idea of making steel rails did not occur to 
anybody. The price of steel rails under the 
operation of this duty has gone down. The 
Senator says he can buy them for eighty dollars 
aton., They were sold only five years ago at 
only $240 a ton in the English market. 
They have gone down under the operation of 
our protective policy, and now Bessemer steel 
rail establishments are starting in nearly all 
of the western States. There is one now in 
Indiana, at Indianapolis. 

Mr. MORTON. About to start. 

Mr. SHERMAN, We have one or two in 
Ohio; there are some in New York, some in 
Pennsylvania, and I believe they are starting 
some in Missouri. The process is a very in- 
teresting one. If the duty is left alone so that 
these people may have confidence that they will 
not be disturbed in their industries, I have no 
doubt thatin alittle while there will not be more 
than ten dollars a ton difference between Bes- 
semer steel rails and iron rails of good qual- 
ity. I shall therefore vote for the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, although it 
ig an amendment to this bill,and I do not 
desire to vote for avything that would change 
the scope of the report. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator referred to my 
having said that steel rails were selling at 
eighty dollars a ton. If I said “steel rails” 
I certainly was mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought the Senator 
was mistaken. 

Mr. LOGAN. I said it inadvertently, Rails 
are being manufactured of good quality, and 
were sold for eighty dollars a ton in a manu- 
facturing establishment at Joliet, Illinois, a 
few weeks ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iron rails, 

Mr. LOGAN. Speaking of this I meant to 
say that the article of iron was not affected, 
as Í argued and asthe Senator says, by this 
tariff. 1 think now that while everything else 
is being reduced the manufacturers of iron can 
stand a reduction beiter than anybody else. 
That was the argument I tried to use, that the 
manufacturer is not affected by the reduction, 
but the people who consume it at least think 
they are, and I believe they are. 

I have nothing against the iron manufac- 
turers; I am sure I wish there were a great 
many more in this country than there are; 
but it does seem to me very strange that if you 
touch iron or steel, anything that is manufac- 
tured in large quantities in any one particalar 


| locality, there are a thousand reasons for keep- 


ing the tariff at the highest point on that, and 
just as many reasons for reducing it on every- 
thing else. If the Senator will use the same 
argument and apply is to the manufacturers 
of lead in my country, and we import three 
times as much lead as we manufactare in the 
county, E should think his argument was at 
least generous toward all manufacturers; but 
when it is made applicable to this article it 
only reminds me of the old song, ‘* Whenever 
you touch iron everybody squeals.’’ 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say but a 
word, and it is this: just now iron requires no 
protection. Just at this moment, because of 
the high price of iron, iron establishments are 
being erected-ull over the United. States, in 
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the State of my good friend from Hlinois, and 
many others. I meta most intelligent gentle- 
man the other day, Professor Foster, I think 
his name was, from Indiana, who told me that 
afier a very little while, with the information 
recently obtained, and with the protection 
which bad recently been given to the making 
of Bessemer steel, they will be able to make 
it in the State of Indiana, 1 think he said, 
twenty-five per cent. less than it could be 
made at present in any part of the world. 
The protection given to that manufacture in 
the last three or four years has caused those 
establishments to be built up all over the 
country. Let us alone but a year or two 
longer and you will find every State of the 
Union, every coal region, every district in 
which iron ore is found, filled with manufac- 
tories of Bessemer steel. 

At present the great demand from railroads 
for railroad iron has caused the high price of 

ig metal, andthatina great degree was caused 
by the combination of the manufacturers of 
pig metal in England to reduce the price for 
the purpose of operating upon the American 
market; but so far from benefiting them, it 
has already destroyed their business and given 
an immense profit to the manufacturers of pig 
metal in this country, and that is the first pro- 
cess, as I suppose my friend knows, upon the 
ore. Just now a larger profit is being made 
by the owners of furnaces than they ever had 
before. But that also is stimulating the build- 
ing of furnaces everywhere, and before we 
meet again the number of furnaces in the Uni- 
ted States will be increased by more than 
thirty per cent., 1 think nearly fifty per cent., 
all over the United States. This domestic 
competition will bring down the price. 

A year or two ago, when the alteration was 
made in the tariffon pig metal, it was made 
lower than on any other article because of 
the prejudice against what was supposed to be 
a Pennsylvania interest. Why, sir, twenty 
other States have at least an equal interest 
with Pennsylvania in this question. Iron ore 
is found everywhere, not only on the Dela- 
ware, but in all the valleys, at the foot of the 
Rocky mountains, over the Alleghanies, in 
the valley of the Ohio, in the valley of the 
Mississippi, and away down into Texas. Iron 
ore is found in great abundance in all parts of 
the country, and ag railroads are made all 
that product will find a market, and these 
very States will be more interested within the 
next two years in the production of pig metal 
than any other part of the world; and for that 
very reason the price of the article will come 
down. 

Bessemer steel is a discovery within the last 
five years. Instead of wearing out as the ordin- 
ary iron rail does in eight years, it has never 
yet been discovered how long the Bessemer 
rail will ilast. It will certainly last longer than 
a man; perhaps two or three times as long. 
All that is for the benefit of this country, be- 
cause as you multiply railroads and extend 
them all over the country you add to the 
price of land, you add to the price of labor, 
you add to the prosperity of every individual. 

Look at the State of Delaware, little but 
spunky, as it is. What would it be without 
the iron manufactories of the city of Wilming- 
ton? Wilmington makes more iron ships now 
I think than any other town in the United 
States, and that all comes from the prosper- 
ity of the iron mines in the rear of Wilming- 
ton and in the interior of Pennsylvania. Forty 
years ago the coal mines of Cornwall, which 
are about twenty-eight miles from where I 
live, were so valuable to the neighborhood 
and so perfectly protected by their immense 
extent and great value that Mr. Coleman 
came here to Congress and protested against 
any tariff npon iron. He said, “I want no 
tariff because | have control of the iron busi- 
ness, and if you give protection you enable 
every poor man in the country to build a fur- 
nace, and every farnace that is built is a com- 


petition with me.’’ So it was in New Jersey, 
when that good old man, Mahlon Dickerson, 
discovered that his mines could come in com- 
petition with Mr. Coleman’s, he wanted no pro- 
tection after that for iron; but, liberal man as 
he was, he wanted protection for everything 
that would increase the prosperity of the 
country. 

Theiron of New Jersey, whichis magnetic, and 
that of Pennsylvania until within the last twenty 
years was all the iron of any value in America. 
Since that time the iron of Lake Superior has 
come down asfar as Pittsburg, competing with 
the iron of Pennsylvania. Now they bring 
iron from the Iron mountain of Missouri up 
to Pittsburg, and turn itinto pig metal there, 
because of its superior quality. Recently they 
have discovered in Indiana a coal better than 
any coal we have in Pennsylvania or any other 
part of the world for manufacturing pig metal, 
and in all the region round about there they 
have iron ore, which will enable them, as soon 
as they get capital, which these high prices will 
stimulate to go there, to make iron cheaper than 
they can in Pennsylvania or anywhere else. 
But it will not hurt Pennsylvania, because busi- 
ness is extending, the railroads are increasing, 
and the use of iron is increasing. 

When I first came into Congress and it was 
proposed to make an iron ship, it was laughed 
at ; but after a great deal of trouble and per- 
suasion I got them to build a single iron ship 
at Pittsburg. It was carried down the Ohio 
river ina flood and thence by the Mississippi 
into the ocean, and that was not more than 
twenty-seven or twenty-eight yearsago. Every- 
body sees how the use of iron ships has grown 
since that time. Twenty-six years ago there 
was not a steam vessel on the ocean except a 
single line to England. There was not an 
iron bouse built until about twenty years ago. 
There was not an iron bridge in existence in 
the United States fifteen years ago. All this 
increase in the uses of iron is because of pro- 
tection. 

But, sir, I rose only to say that this is no 
compliment to Pennsylvania ; our iron and 
our coal can take care of themselves ; but it is 
for the interest of the cSuntry that this propo- 
sition should beadopted. We have been bene- 
fited by protection in former years, and every 
man representing Pennsylvania, if he bad no 
other motive than gratitude, should vote for 
protection, to enable the other States of the 
Union to be benefited as we have been by 
that system. Without protection our iron 
mines would have been useless and our iron 
manufactories notin existence. Therefore I 
am in favor of extending the same protection 
for the benefit of others. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to make one state- 
ment with regard to thisamendment moved by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. [I understood 
the Senator from Illinois to say that the price 
of iron was such that the tariff imposed upon 
it had no influence. I understand it has no 
influence upon the price either in this country 
or abroad, no influence upon the manufacture. 
The fact is that the demand is greater than 
can be supplied by all the furnaces in the 
world. If that is the case what is the object 
of taking off ten per cent. of the duty? It 
simply reduces your revenue to that amount 
without accomplishing anything besides. The 
price of iron is at that point where you may 
take off the revenue and lose that, but you do 
not influence the price either in this country 
or abroad, or influence the manufacture. 
Therefore it would simply be a loss of revenue 
without accomplishing any other purpose. The 
duty should not be reduced unless you can 
thereby reduce the price; but the demand now 
controls the price, because the demand is 
Herr than the production throughout the 
world. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator from Indiana 
I think mistakes my position. F said that the 


! price of iron was such that this amount of 


tariff did not affect is so far as the manufac- 


turer was concerned with reference to protec- 
tion. I said that the reduction here would 
affect it only so far as the consumer was con- 


cerned. 

Mr. MORTON. It would not affect it so: 
far as the consumer is concerned unless it 
affected the price, and as the demand is greater 
than the production it will not affect the price» 
We reduced the duty on pig iron two years ago 
two dollars a ton and the price of iron went up.’ 

Mr. CONKLING. Lam compelled to ask a 
question at this part of the bill, and I may as 
wellask it here as elsewhere, ifthe Senator from 
Ohio will give me his attention. The para- 
graph to which the amendment is pending con- 
cludes in line twenty-three with the words 
‘excepting cotton machinery,” and then on 
page 6, line forty-four, the Senate committee 
propose to strike out the provision of the 
House. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio, 
that there. need be no mistake, whether con- 
curring in these two amendments of the com- 
mittee will leave cotton machinery whera it is 


now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. It will leave it 
at twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CONKLING. Thereis where itis now ; 
so that these two amendments taken together 
accomplish that purpose. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. I had no doubt about it 
myself, but others who had looked at it did 
have a doubt about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ev- 
MUNDS in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Scorz,] on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. It had better be reported 
so as to be understood. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment to the 
amendment, which was on page 4, line twenty- 
three, after the words ‘‘ cotton machinery’’ to 
insert ‘ pig iron and steel rails.” 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
order to amend that amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 
There is an amendment pending, and the pres- 
ent amendment is an amendment to an amend- 
ment, so that it is not now in order to amend 
the proposition of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Idesire to 
amend it by by striking out “ steel rails.” Can 
the question be divided? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is informed that the proposition cannot be 
divided ; that that has been the course of 
decision in the Senate hitherto. The Chair's 
own opinion would be that it might be divided, 
but the Chair follows the custom in such 
cases, and decides that the amendment is not 
devisible. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. AsI under- 
stand the amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, it is intended not to makea 
reduction upon steel rails and pig iron, His 
design is that they shall remain as they now 
are. I think there should be a reduction of 
ten per cent., especially upon steel rails, as 
well as upon any article included in that list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Sen- 
ate should be ofthe same opinion, the Senator 
will not be precluded hereafter from offering 
anamendment placing steel rails alone or pig 
iron alone in this catagory. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘This bill in this section 
and elsewhere contemplates quite a general 
reduction of duties on certain articles. ‘That 
a general reduction of duties is very mack 
needed and is much desired by the country 
there is no doubt; but we sball never be able 


Is it in 


| to get anything of that kind unless the various 


interests affected ure willing to submit them- 
selves each to some reduction for the good of 
the whole. If, however, so formidable an 
interest as the iron interest shall object tova 
reduction not greater but precisely the same 
with the reduction which this bill proposes as 
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to several other interests, and pig iron shall 
succeed in that objection, there is. no reason 
in the world that I. can see why the whole of 
this section should not go. Pig iron, so far 
as-I-understand anything about it, can just as 
well: bear a reduction of ten per cent. as wool- 
ens and other articles in which States outside 
of .Pennsylvania are largely interested. If 
we desire to reduce the burdens of the tariff, 
we must exercise.a little self-denial. As we 
have to.divide the burdens of Government, we 
must be willing also to divide the reductions 
of those burdens. I should be very sorry, for 
the sake of the principle which it must -estab- 
lish, to:see the motion of my friend, the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, succeed. I repeat, 
if pig iron and steel rails cannot bear ten per 
cent. reduction, I know of no articles in this 
bill upon which the duties are reduced which 
can bear the reduction; certainly I must be 
entirely right in saying that there are a great 
many here that should not have the duties 


reduged. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator permit 
me to.ask bim a question? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. - 

Mr. MORTON. If the demand is so great 
and the price is such that the reduction of duty 
cannot affect the price, then the reduction 
simply affects the revenue? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I must confess I can 
hardly understand how the proposition of the 
Senator from Indiana can be correct. A re- 
duction of ten per cent. duty may not affect 
the revenue, or it may. ‘Lhe general experi- 
ence is that as you reduce duties you increase 
the consumption. Perhaps { did not fully 
understand the Senator from Indiana. Does 
the Senator think that iron should refuse to 
bear its share of reduction? 

Mr. MORTON, If the Senator will allow 
me, by the last tariff bill we reduced the duty 
on pig iron two dollars a ton, and since that 
time the price of iron bas increased. I ask 
the Senator from Pennsylvania how much 
larger itis now than it was then? 

Mr. SCOTT. it. has gone up from thirty 
to forty eight dollars. 

Mr. MORTON. The effect of that reduc- 
tion of two dollars a ton has been to reduce 
the revenue, not to increase it. ‘he Govern- 
ment has lost that much revenue. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is mistaken. 
There has been no loss of revenne on iron by 
that reduction. It is quite as large, if not 
larger, than it was before the redaction, and 
there is no interest in this country as pros- 
perous at this time as this particular iron 
manufacture, and | cannot conceive of the ob- 
jection to making that industry bear the same 
reduction that is borne by all others. 

Mr. CASSHRLY. Mr. President, iron is 
the metal of civilization, and the more civil- 
ization you have in a country the more iron is 
ia demand. It may very well be, as the Sen- 
ator from Indiana suggests—and the-thought 
had occurred to. me also—that in spite of the 
reduction of duties the demand for iron has 
increased 80 enormously as greatly to increase 
the price. It may also he that those engaged 
in this great interest, requiring enormous 
capital to carry it on successfully, are so few 
in number, and have such facilities for com- 
bining to keep up the price, that they have 
succeeded in producing that increase of price. 
It must be true as nearly a universal proposi- 
tion that in the same degree in which you 
diminish taxes on production you cheapen 


production. Taxes enter into the cost of pro- ’ 


duction. Who will deny that whenever you 
reduce the cost of prodaction you cheapen 
production? In other words, you cheapen the 
price of the product. Accidental circum- 
stances may defeat the operation of the rule 
for a while; combinations may intentionally 
defeat it; the truth, however, remains the 
same, ; 
There seems to be a dispute also whether 
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The Senator from Indiana asserts one state of 


facts in that regard; the Senator from Mis- . 


souri asserts an opposite state of facts. -I am 
not sufficiently informed to be able.to say 
whether Í agree with either Senator: 
the amendment of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania will not be adopted. I must defer fur- 
ther remarks because I am unable to talk 
against the noise of the elements. 

{During the honorable Senator’s remarks a 
heavy rain storm occurred, and the pattering 
of the rain on the glass roof of the Senate 
Chamber made it almost impossible to speak 
or hear in the Chamber. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is unable under the circumstances to preserve 
order. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like very much, if I 
could be heard for one moment, to reply to 
the Senator from California and the Senator 
from Illinois, and if the reporter can hear me 
I will proceed. 

The Senator from Ilinois said that whenever 
the iron interest was touched iron squealed. I 
believe that was his language. Now, sir, I have 
looked very briefly at the few articles upon 
whice this ten per cent. reduction is proposed 
to operate, and bearing in mind what I have 
said that two years ago there was a twenty-two 
per cent. reduction upon pig iron, let us see 
whether this statement about the peculiar sen- 
sitiveness of iron is justified. I know itis made 
the scape-goat upon which all the sins of pro- 
tection are saddled, but it is a total misappre- 
hension. : 

Now, sir, starting with cotton goods in this 
reduction, they have about one hundred per 
cent. protection, and can. bear a reduction of 
ten per cent. and leave ninety; whereas pig 
iron has not more than twenty-five per cent. 
now. Come down to woolen goods, and they 
have more than one hundred per cent. You 
can take off ten per cent. and leave ninety 
there; whereas pig iron and steel rails have 
not more tban twenty-five or thirty per cent. 
Take copper ; it has a protection of forty-five 
per cent., and it can stand ten per cent. off 
and have forty per cent. left.. Take rice; 
it has got a protection of one hundred and 
fifty per cent., and it is not proposed to reduce 
it at all. Take salt; it has a protection of 
one hundred and eighty per cent., and you 
bring it down one hundred per cent: and it has 
eighty left. So you may go on with ali the 
industries that are protected. Take even 
flaxseed, the prodact of your western Srates. 
Flaxseed oil has a duty of fifty-four per cent. 
upon it; it can stand a reduction of ten per 
cent., although it is not touched, and it is 
higher than pig iron or steel raiis. All we 
are asking for here is to be let alone at even 
a lower rate of protection than either cottons 
or woolens, or salt, or rice, or flaxseed oil. 

There is a total misapprehension about this 
system of protection being intended for the 
benefit of the iron interests altogether, and a 
still greater misapprehension that Pennsylva- 
nia is particularly interested in it. Ohio is 
more interested in it than Pennsylvania, and 
Indiana. more yet. I hold in my hand a 
pamphlet received this morning from a most 
intehigent gentlemau in which be lays down 
the fact, and I suppose it is the truth, that 
taking the ores of Michigan, Lake Superior, 
and Missouri, and using them with the coals 
of Indiana, if they are sufficiently protected, 
in a few years they will make the best steel in 
the world. Weare better able to stand this 
reduction probably in Pennsylvania than they 
are in Indiana, for thisreason: we have made 
ourexperiments; we have tried what ores are 


| adapted to this fuel and to-that fuel; but it 


has been at great expense, and very often to 
the total ruin of those who have made the 
experiments. If you permit the products of 
those countries that have been hundreds of 
years in making their experiments and adapt- 
ing their ores to their fuel, finding that which 


the revenue has suffered by the reductions, || is best adapted to make this class of iron and 


I bope | 


that class of iron, finding that which is adapted 
to the manufacture of Bessemer steel, to come 
in competition, you will never enable the peo- 
ple who own the coal mines of Indiana and the 
ores of Missouri and Lake Superior to carry 
on and perfect those experiments, so that we 
shall be independent of those countries upon 
which we have hitherto. and so often been 
dependent. 

The Senator from Illinois is mistaken if he 


' supposes that protection is intended. peculiarly 


for iron, and that it is only the iron interest 
that is sensitive when you propose to reduce 
it. This proposed reduction, as { have shown, 
is a greater reduction upon the iron interest 
than upon any one of those that. are affected, 
while there are mapy protected now ata higher 
rate than the iron interest that are not touched 
atallin this bill. Sir, it is not a selfish in- 
terest, but it is in the highest sense of the 
term a national interest that these industries 
should be protected. 

While Iam up I will say that I am against. 
this whole ten per cent. reduction. We do 
not need it for our own prosperity. We do 
not pay it as a tax. We keep it there asa 
protection. Ido not propose to go.into that 
subject now, nor repeat what I have hereto- 
fore said on this subject; but I do ask the 
Senate to adhere to its former action and 
not within two years make a double reduc- 
tion upon these interests.. Both pig iron and 
steel rails were adjusted in 1870 at what was 
then deemed proper, and now you propose a 
ten per cent. reduction upon duties fixed duar- 
ing the war on other interests, and another 
ten per cent. reduction on duties fixed two 
years ago under different circumstances ou pig 
iron and steel rails, which I have already said 
is making a reduction of thirty-three per cent. 
on pig iron instead of a reduction of ten: per 
cent. ! 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire to discuss 
this question, but let me say to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania that be totally misappre- 
hended my remark. ‘The remark which I 
made, and which has appeared to excite the 
Senator, was not applicable to Pennsylvania 
atall. 1 did not mention his State, nor did I 
mention pig iron. I said this: that while a 
reduction of ten per. cent. was going on in 
reference to every other article, the moment 
you touched pig iron with a reduction of ten per 
cent. every person interested squealed. It 
may not have been a very proper remark just 
at that time, and I will not say that it was; 
but it was not applicable to pig iron particu- 
larly, nor applicable to Pennsylvania. particu- 
larly; it was applicable generally, and it is 
a true remark. I have never known it. to 
fail since I have been in Congress that that is 
the fact. What I did wish to say was, and 
what I wish to say now is this: I do not desire 
to take the protection or the tariff off iron to 
the exclusion of other articles; but I do wish 
to be just, and when a reduction of ten per 
cent. is made ou other articles, all should be 
included, and iron and steel are as capable of 
standing that reduction as any other articles. 

The argument of the Senator from Penusyl- 
vania in regard to flaxseed and the other arti- 
cles he mentioned is not a good argument as 
applicable toiron. When you are selling iron 
rails for eighty dollars per ton, it will. not do 
to compare a ten per cent. reduction on that 
with a ten per cent. reduction on. flaxseed or 
some article of that sort. That is not such 
an article as produces the great profit that 
your rails and your iron do at this time. 

I said at first that so far as the reduction of 
ten per cent. was concerned, the protection 
of the articles to the manufacturer would not 
affect the present high prices, nor do I believe 
it will do so. ‘The prices are 80 exorbitant at 
this time that the protection of ten per cent. 
does not affect the manufacturer, but it does 
to that degree affect the mian who consumes. 
the article; and when we are reducing taxa- 
tion, without looking to that particular item, 
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the effect upon one or the other, it is but just 
and fair that it should bear alike upon all 
manufactures, upon all interests, and upon all 
industries of the country.  That'is the propo- 
sition | desire to make to:the Senate. 

I know this is a great interest, and I would 
be as far from striking it down-as any Senator 

- here to-day. This measure does not strike it 
down, nor does it affect it in the least so far 
as the manufacture of the article is concerned; 
and the very argument made by the Senator 
trom Indiana is an argument in tavor of reduc- 
tion when he says it does not affect the reve- 
nue. Why, sir, is that an argument from a 
statesman, that because the revenues are not 
affected by this decrease except to decrease 
the revenues, therefore it should not be made? 

Let me ask the Senator from Indiana why 
have you made an argument in this Chamber 
for the reduction of revenues at all? Because 
the revenues are more than the necessities of 
the Government require, and hence a reduc- 
tion is proposed upon all. The argument is 
made that the reduction of taxation, either 
internal or external, makes no difference be- 
cause we produce more revenues under our 
tariff and internal revenue system than are 
required, and hence a portion of the bur- 
dens are to be taken off the people, and it is 
because we have more revenue than we want. 
That is the argument for it. If we had not 
more revenue than we needed; we would not 
take off the taxes at all, but because we bave 
more we do take them off. Then if we take 
them off because we have more than we 
require, we should take off equally from all 
the industries of the country. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. LOGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. We have more - revenue 
than we need. We can dispense, I think, 
with fifty or sixty millions, I would be in 
favor of reducing the revenue if I could in 
such cases where it would reduce the price of 
the article, aud relieve the people of a burden 
to that extent; but it so happens that the cou- 
dition of iron and steel is anomalous. The 
demand is greater than the supply, and you 
may take off the revenue in that case without 
diminishing .the price of the article, and of 
course you take no burden off the people. 
‘That is the point, that the condition of iron 
and steel is anomalous, and you do not relieve 
the people by. reducing the revenue on those 
articles. Therefore, there would be an argu- 
ment for keeping the revenue where itis on 
those articles, and taking it off other articles 
where the demand is not greater than the 
supply, and where you will reduce the price 
by reducing the revenue. 

Mr. LOGAN. This argument in reference 
to reducing the price by reducing the tariff is 
an argument that cats both ways. There is 
but one way to test it and to ascertain the 
fact, and thatis by the reduction. Sometimes 
the reduction of the tariff does not reduce the 
price of the article, but that price is not aug- 
mented because of the reduction; it is because 
of some other reason, as in the case of these 
very articles to-day. You reduced the tariff 
on pig iron two years ago, and pig iron is 
higher to-day than it was two years ago; bat 
is that because you reduced the tariff? Cer- 
tainly not. It is caused by other things com- 
bining and conspiring together and producing 
a necessity for a quantity that was not required 
before, aud hence the article is enhanced in 
price. But you might say the same in refer- 


ence to any other article for which there was a | 


great demand, that taking off the tariff would 
not reduce the price. There is but one way 
to test it. While you advance the argument 
that the tariff is for the protection of the 
manufacturer and he must be protected when- 
ever the price is so enhanced that it ceases to 
be a protection so far as the tariff is concerned, 
I should like to know then why you cannot 
reduce the duty upon that article, and at the 
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same time affect the manufacturer? That is 
the point. Is the manufacturer, the man who 
wants to be’ protected, affected by this reduc- 
tion? Ifhe is not, the question as to the coti- 
sumer being affected is a question that will 
solve itself, 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator while he is 
upon the subject of decreasing the revenue 
permit me to give him the figures upon that 
subject with regard to pig iron and steel rails 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1871? For 
the first six months of that year the revenue 
on. pig iron was $617,451; for the second half 
of the year, $835,818; on steel rails in the 
first half of that fiscal year the revenue was 
$439,210 80, and in the second half of that 
year $729,568 81, showing instead of a de- 
crease of the revenue by this decrease of duty, 
an increase of the revenue from the increased 
importation. 

Mr. LOGAN, That is the argument I did 
not exactly understand how to make, and it 
has been made much better in favor of my 
proposition by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
than I could make it. The argument is this: 
that a reduction of the duty on pig- iron: in- 
creased our revenues. Is not that true? 

Mr. SCOTT Byincreasing the importations. 

Mr. LOGAN. Exactly; and it is applica- 
ble to steel rails. If that is true, then what 
becomes of the argument of the Senator from 
Indiana? He says he is opposed to reducing 
the tariff on pig iron and steel rails. Why? 
Because it reduces the revenue; hence, he 
does not want to reduce the revenue, inasmuch 
as the protection is unnecessary. But the 
very moment he says that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania gets up and reads a statement 
which proves that it does increase the revenue 
when you reduce the duty. 

Mr. SCOTT. Permit me to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator to the fact that that was 
before the advance of the price in Europe and 


here. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. It only proves 
that we have a strange way or mode of reason- 
ing to arrive at the same conclusion. The 
Senator from Indiana insists that we must keep 
the tariff up to what it is in order to protect 
the revenues, because taking it off is unneces- 
sary, inasmuch as it does not affect protection. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania argues that 
taking it off does increase the revenuc, and 
hence it ought not to be taken’ off because we 
want to reduce the revenue. In other words, 
if you want to reduce the revenue in this 
country put-on a high tariff; if you want to 
incredse the revenue put on a low tariff. That 


is the argument of the Senator from Pennsyl- | 


vania. The argument of the Senator from 
ludiana is that in order to keep the revenue at 
what it is, you should keep the tariff at what it 
is; and inasmuch as you have more revenue 
than you want, do not take off any revenue, 
but let it reduce itself. That is about the 
reasoning I would use for the purpose of ar- 
riving at the conclusion that the Senator from 
Indiana has arrived at. f 

Mr. MORTON. If the Senator will allow 
me a moment, I think he clearly loses sight 
of the main fact in the case. Two years ago 
the duty on pig iron was reduced two dollars 
onthe ton. Since that time the price of pig 
iron has nearly doubled. There has also 
been an increased importation, owing to the 
inereased demand, and the result of the 
increased importation with a reduced tariff 
has been an increase of revenue, because ‘the 
increase of importation was greater than’the 


reduction of the tariff. In that case clearly}! 


the reduction of the tariff has not influenced 
the price, because it has gone up; and if we 
had not taken off the two dollars per ton we 
should have bad just that much more revenue 
than we did get; but we have got more rev- 
enue than before, because we have imported 
more. So that the only effect of taking off two 
dollars per ton has been a diminished revenue 
without gaining anything in any other respect. 


The material fact that ‘the Senator ovérlooks 
is the increased consamption, the inereased 
demand. i E E E RS Ua a 
Mr. LOGAN. I admit the increased de- 
mand; and that would be my mode òf reason: 
ing if I were reasoning about it. I should 
say that because of the increased demand ‘the 
revenues were increased. But I was not reà- 
soning for myself; I was examining: theres’ 
soning of the Senator from Pennsylvania. and 
the Senator from Indiana to see how they 
arrived attheir conclusion, and to ascertain the 
same fact. If I had been reasoning for my- 
self I would have said it was a question of 
demand and supply, and inasmuch asthe. de- 
mand was greater than the supply, it did not 
affect the revenues of the country. That 
would have been my reasoning, but it was not 
the reasoning of" other Senators. 
` Now, then, the demand to-day is greater 
than the supply, and my opinion is that thé 
demand will still be greater than the ‘supply. 
If so, as 1 said before, the manufacturer is 
not affected in any way whatever; and if he 
is not affected, while you are reduciig thé 
revenues,-why reduce the tariff for that pur: 
pose?  You'do not want ‘any, more tevenue 
than you have. If you have your eight dol- 
lars a ton on pig iron, and it’ produces moré 
revenue than is necessary from that source, 
then you can take it off something else, can 
you not? You do not take it off other: arti- 
cles in proportion. If the demuandis so great 
thatthe more yow take off iron the greater is 
the revenue, then reduce on some other 
article, where it will not have that effect, and 
let us have the revenue reduced to that pro- 
portion to which we desire it shall be reduced 
by decreasing the duties on other articles: 
But while you take ten per cent. off other 
articles, let rou and steel sharé the same fate, 
and let us see whether or not the revenues 
are affected beneficially or in the other direc‘ 
tion. It is only on that point that I dwell, 
that it is just to all interests, to all classes 
of consumers, the manufacturers, and. every 


i interest in this country, that all should fare 


alike. When you make the reduction on one, 
make it on the other, if it is not in sucha 
condition that the reduction will affect the 
interest itself. If the reduction is so great 
as to affect the interest and destroy it, do not 
make it; but where it is not, equalize it, and- 
let all share alike. 
Mr. WILSON, IT shall vote for the amend- 

ment proposed by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. ‘Two years ago a report was made in 
the House of Representatives in favor of, re- 
ducing the duty on iron from nine dollars to 
four dollars per toti. The iron-masters of 


j England, understanding the condition of the 


iron market of the world, held a meeting and 
decided that of this redaction they would. take 
sixteen shillings and allow the shippers four 
shillings; so the consumers , of iron were. to 
have no benefit from the reduction. The iron- 
mongers of England knew better than we did 
the condition of the iron. market and they 
resolved to secure the benefit of the reduction. 
We reduced the duty two dollars instead of 
four dollars a ton. They took the whole ben- 
efit of it, and the consumers here have received 
nothing. What bas been the effect of the 
reduction? I believe iron is higher to day for 
that reduction. It is higher than it would 
have been if no reduction had been made. It 
had a tendency to prevent the erection of new 
milis, to check production. Wehave increased 
during the last two years about one hundred 
thousand tons, when we should have increased 
at léast five hundred thousand tons. To secure 
a reduction in the price of iron the production 
should be increased. Now, sir, I believe a 
reduction at this time, when the tendency is 
to go into the manufacture owing to the high 
prices, will be to keep up prices for a year or 
two longer. What we want in this country .is 
to develop the manufacture of iron, to increase 
it, and increase it enormously in’all parts of 
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‘the country where we have the ores. So 
believing, and beliving that to increase the 
quantity produced is the only mode of making 
a permanent reduction of prices in the coun- 
try, I shall vote for this amendment, : 

. Mr, VICKERS. My own State is interested 
in the manufacture of pig iron. She has im- 
mense quantities of iron and a number of 
furnaces, and she of course is peculiarly in- 
terested in keeping up the duty on that article ; 
but I do not think it would be just that her 
interests alone. should be protected. I think 
the principle of a reduction of ten per cent. 
should prevail in reference to pig iron as well 
às to other articles, oe 
“ Now, sir, the duty on steel rails is a cent 
and. a quarter*a pound, and thai, estimating 
twenty-two hundred pounds to the ton, makes 
a duty of $27 40 per ton, and twenty-two dollars 
perton for iron rails. Is it possible that such a 
duty is necessary to protect the enterprise and 
industry of ourcountry? Can we not compete 
with foreign labor and capital with less than such 
an enormous duty as this? Railroads are mul- 
tiplying all over the country, and vast amounts 
of capital are invested. If the steel rails of 
which they are to be constructed in the main 
are to be taxed at such an enormous rate, it 
must enter into the price. to be paid for pas- 
sengers, also for freights, and ultimately must 
be paid by the people and become a tax. vir- 
tually upon the people., Now, it requires 
about one hindret and twenty pounds of strel 


rails or of iron to the yard. for the construc- | 


tion òf a railroad. 

A sixty pound rail is a good one for a rail- 
road upon which much freight is carried, 
Twice sixty makes one hundred and twenty 
poundsto the yard, and the duty of a cent and 
a quarter a pound is a tax of $1 50 upon every 
yard of railroad thatis made of steel rails, and 
a tax of $1 20 where it is constructed of iron 
rails. Cannot, the steel. rails bear a reduction 
of fifteen cents in the yard and the other of 
twelve cents? Is that a material reduction? 

s it not an enormous tax that $150. ayard 
shall be paid for every. yard of road that is 
constructed of steel rails and $120 a yard for 
every yard of iron rails? 
` I believe that ‘these articles can easily bear 
this moderate reduction of ten per cent. That 
would leave a tax of $1 85 a yard on steel rails 
and about $1 08 on iron rails. The multiplica- 
tion of railroads and the building of iron ships 
have greatly increased the consumption of 
iron, Thé costofthe construction of railroads 
has been greatly increased by this exorbitant 
tax on iron and steel rails. The companies 
must charge for passengers and freight at 
increased prices, The cheaper you can make 
railroads, the less price you will have to pay for 
passage and freight; the higher the tax upon 
the articles that enter into the construction 
of railroads, the greater the tax for passengers 
and freights, Reduce the tax on iron and steel 
rails and you reduce the cost of construction, 
and consequently the charge for passengers 
and freights. 

Mr. THURMAN, IfI understood the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania he stated that the duty 
on steel rails was only about twenty-five per 
cent. Was I right in that, that if it were 
reduced to an ad valorem duty, it would be 
only about twenty-five per cent.? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Forty-five. 

Mr. THURMAN. J understood the Sena- 
tor to say twenty-five. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwas speaking of pig iron 
at the time, and I said the duty on that was 
about twenty per cent. 

Mr. THURMAN, Why, it is very con- 
siderably over fifty, nearly sixty per cent. 
instead of being twenty-five per cent. It will 
be found on page 114 of the report of the 
chief of the Bureau of Statistics, that the im- 
portation of steel rails for 1861 was 58,365,508 
pounds; value, $1,352,496; duty, $729,568. 
That makes a duty of nearly sixty per cent. 
upon the value. If anything in the world can 


bear this reduction of ten per cent., steel rails 
can. bear it. a ; D 
_ L concur in what is stated by the Senator 
from Maryland, and -I say with him I come 
from a State that has immense interests in the 
manufacture of iron and has a number of 
Bessemer. steel rail manufactories; but I am 
not. going to allow that to make me maintain a 
duty that.in my judgment is.entirely exorbitant. 
So far from putting steel rails in this excepted 
class so as to. oaks no reduction at all, if I 
had my way they should be reduced a good 
deal more than ten. per cent. I hope, there- 
fore, the motion will not prevail, ` 

Mr. WRIGHT. I feel it my duty to say 
one word with reference to the action of the 
committee on thig particular subject. Of 
course I need not say to the Senate, that a 
majority of the committee must have. con- 
curred in it, or else the bill would not have 
been reported. in its present shape upon. this 
particular point. When the bill that. passed 
the Senate was reported to the Sénate some 
weeks ago, it will be remembered that pig 
iron.and steel rails, as well as cotton machin- 
ery, were excepted from the operations of the 
ten per cent. clause.. When the bill was re- 
turned from the House and was before the 
committee this question was again discussed, 
and.. instead of excepting pig iron and steel 
rails, as by the former bill, it was deemed 
advisable and better to except cotton machin- 
ery alone. ne 

I desire to give very briefly the reasons that 
influenced my action in the committee, and 
will influence my action here on thig subject. 


| I have no thought or purpose of entering into 


a general discussion upon this much-vexed 
question. We were arranging the tariff in 
committee, as we are here, looking to the rev- 
enues of the country and also to its industries. 
Nothing is more impossible perhaps than to 
arrange the tariff in such a way as to satisfy 
and meet the wishes of the several localities 
or the respective interests. That is. utterly 
impossible. It was deemed advisable by. the 
committee—and thé Senate on the former bill 
approved that action—to have a reduction of 
ten percent. upon certain great leading articles, 
and among others was the general subject of 
iron and steel. Now, there is no clause in 
this ten per cent. provision, no-single line of 
it, perhaps, in which if you were to undertake 
to make exceptions, and it were left. to me, I 
might not be inclined to make exceptions; 
but we had to act upon a general rule and in 
reference to general principles; and if.we 
undertake as a body here to except everything 
that should, perhaps, when you come down to 
consider it upon an abstract rule, be excepted, 
we shall never cease making exceptions. I 
did not stop to inquire, nor do:I stop to inquire 
now, whether there may uot be cases, here and 
there, and perhaps many of them, that should 
be excepted from the general provision of the 
ten per cent. reduction. : : 

I therefore aminclined to have as few excep- 
tions as possible, for while I know in the opera- 
tion of this general rule there may be excep- 
tional cases, there may be instances. where 
injustice may be. done, I am nevertheless 
looking to the operation of the general. rule, 
and I say thatrather than undertake to exeept 
all the cases that perhaps might be or ought to 
be excepted if you come to look at the indi- 
vidual case, I prefer to, have the rule operate 
generally, and apply to steel rails and to pig 
iron as well as to all the other matters that are 
referred to in the section.. i 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator permit me 
to ask a question at that point? 

Mr. WRIGAT. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ifheisgoing upon the basis of 
adopting ageneral rule, why not putin a clause. 
that all existing duties shall berednced ten per 
cent, and make it apply to everything, instead 
of selecting iron? í 

Mr. WRIGHT. For the very reason that 


‘the committee determined, in. view of the in- 


terests of the country, in view of the eonflict- 
ing interests, and in view. of raising revenue 
also, to make specific reductions with reference 
to certain articles, and ten per cent. reduction 
generally. with reference to. certain other ar- 
ticles. . Now, I say when you undertake to ex- 
elude iron from the. operation: of. that general 
rule of a reduction of ten per cent. then you 
egn. carry the argument, further and. except 
again and again and again. While I am as 
anxious as the Senator possibly.: can be to pro- 
tect every interest in the country, I say-to him 
aiso ag. representing that particular. interest 
that he hazards a good: deal by insisting here 
to:day. that these articles shall be excepted 
from the general rule, and my opinion is that 
for the stability of the interest he represents 
and that it may-have certainty he had better 
not insist on this exception... 6.005 | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment, 
on: which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The question being.taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays.35 ; as follows: 
YEAS -- Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cra-~ 
in, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Morton, 
skorn, Patterson, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, and 
Wilson—19, ` i Po WR sek 
NAYS — Messrs: Alcorn, Ames, Bayard,. Blair, 
Buckinghain, Casseriy, Clayton, Cooper, Davis of 
est. Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Hamilton of ‘Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Harian,- Hill; Hitchcock, Kellogg, Kelly, 
Logan, Norwood, Pratt, Ramsey,. Robertson, Saw- 


yer, Schurz, Spencer, Stevenson, Sumner, Thur- 
man, Tipton, ‘Trumbull, Vickers, Windom, and 
Wright—35 : 


ABSEN T—Messrs, Brownlow, Carpenter, Davis 
of Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, 
Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morritt 
of Vermont, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Ransom, Bice, 
Saulsbury, Sprague, Stockton, and Wost—20. 

So the amendment to the amendment was | 
rejected, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing tó the amendment reported by the 
committee on the subject of iron. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I move that at half 
past four o’clock the Senate take a récess 
until half past seven’ o'clock: 

Mr. MORTON and others. Say five o'clock. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Very. well; I will say 
five o’clock. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina moves that at five o'clock 
the Senate take a recess until half past seven 
o'clock. ; 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 
go into exetutive session for a very short 
time. [‘ Oh; no!’’] 

Mr. MORTON. Let us take the question 
on the recess first. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that the motion for a recess under the special 
rule which has been adopted must be taken at 
once and be decided without debate. 

‘Mr. CAMERON. Let me appeal to the 
Senator from South Carolina to allow the Senate 
to go into executive session for a short time. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The Senator can make 
that motion after my motion is put. — 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
motion will not interfere with a motion to go 
into executive session subsequently. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from South Car- 
olina that at five 6’clock the Senate take a 
recess until half past seven o’clock, - 

The motion was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The quéstion 
recurs on the amendment of the Committee on 
Finance. : 

Mr. CAMERON. . Now I. submit my mo- 
tion for an executive session. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I appeal to 
the Senator from Pennsylvania not to make 
that motion until just before: five o'clock. He 
only desires an. executive session. for a few 
minutes, ag I understand; but if we go into 
executive sessian now.we shall waste the rest 
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of the day. I hope therefore he will withdraw 
Be motion for the present.. 

. CAMERON. It will take but a few 
ae and then we can ‘return“again into 
open session. I wish the Senate would do me 
the favor to go into executive session now. It 
will not interfere at all with this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Ae perce Senators, No, no; we will vote it 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I will call for 
a division first. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iknow there can be no 
debate on this motion, but I think in calling 
for the yeas and nays the Senator from Ohio 
has wasted just as much time as we should 
have occupied in executive session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He withdrew 
the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CONKLING. We are now voting by 
a division. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
unfortunate. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
now ison the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance in regard to iron and steel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
line twenty-seven, to insert after the word 
“ ornament” the following proviso: 

Provided, That all wire rope and wire strand or 
chain made of iron wire, either bright, coppered, 
galvanized, or coated with’ other metals, shall pay 
the sume rate of duty that is now levied on the 
iron wire of which said rope or strand or chain is 

made; and all wire rope and wire strand or chain 
made of steel wire, either bright, coppered, galvan- 
ized, or coated with other metals, shall pay the 
same rate of duty that is now levied on tho steel 
wire of which said rope or strand is made. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I move to 
amend by inserting on page 5, line twenty- 
seven, immediately after the word “ orna- 
meut” the words, “and excepting also pow- 
der-flasks, shot-pouches, and percussion caps.” 
A large Portion of the cost of the powder- 

flasks and shot-pouches which are made for 
sporting ‘purposes, consists in ornamental 
work, they being in a great measure articles 
of luxury, and therefore, on ordinary princi- 
ples, there should. be a ten per cent. reduction 
upon them. 

_ With regard to percussion caps, the reason 
is different. The present rate of duty upon 
percussion caps is forty per cent., while on 
other manufactures of copper it is forty-five 
percent. In the manufacture of percussion 
caps the cost to the manufacturer is largely 
euhanced by the necessity of using alcohol in 
preparing the fulminate, and the high tax on 
alcohol increases the price of the manufacture. 
I think, with. these facts, there should be no 
objection to inserting these articles. in the 


Igive itup. lam very 


exception. 
Mr. SHERMAN.. I desire simply to state 
the facts. This application, to put in percus- 


sion caps as an exception was submitted to the 
committee, and was rejected after considera- 
tion. If percussion caps are put on as an-ex- 
ception, as a matter of course powder flasks 
should be. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. ‘Phe amend- 
ment embraces powder-flasks, shot- pouches, 
and percussion caps. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If we put these articles 
on an excepted list, why not every other man- 
ufacture of copper? Iknow this matter comes 
from gentlemen who are interested in manu- 
facturing percussion caps. They manufacture 
them now, and they are sold here, together 
with metallic cartridges and various articles 
of that kind. If you commence making an 
exception in these classes, as a matter of 
course you will extend it to a multitude of 
articles and never get through. The Senate 


has now voted down the strongest exception 
that could be made of any metallic substance, 
that is pig iron, becuse the rate of duty on pig 
iron is less than on any other iron or any other 
iron product. ` 

Mr. FERRY, of Coünecticat: If the Sen- 
ate will- allow mè, I am willing to withdraw 
from my amendment tt powder-flasks and shot- 
pouches,” as: they do fall perhaps within the 
general rule which the committee has ap- 
plied as to all other manufactures of copper ; 
but F do think that percussion caps ought to 
be excepted from the operation of this section, 
for the reason that they are manufactured 
principally of copper, and in producing this 
manufacture there is a necessity in the making 
of the fulminate for the use of alcohol to a 
large extent, and the internal revenue tax 
upon alcohol thus increases the whole price 
of the article to such an extent that it. does 
seem to me that percussion caps do not fall 
within the general principle‘of the committee. 
If the Senate will allow me, I will withdraw 
that .portion of the amendment relating to 
flasks and shot-pouches and leave it solely 
relating to percussion caps. That I think 
ought to be done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think we ought 
to make exceptions of this kind. ‘The whole 
tariff bill was carefully adjusted ; and if you 
make exceptions of articles ‘in this casc, you 
caunot refuse to do it in others. The Senate 
have by a very decided vote shown their indis- 
position to make any exceptions. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have no doubt 
the committee have drawn this bill with a 
great deal, of care; but I want to give one 
reason, in ‘addition to thé one my colleague 
has given, why the duty should be as he sug- 
gests on percussion caps. The manufacture 
of percussion caps abroad is made without the 
heavy tax on alcohol, in consequence of which, 
in connection with the low price of labor, they 
can be imported at a very low rate; and it is 
essential, in my judgment, that this distinction 
should be made’ with reference to protecting 
our production against the foreign manufac- 
ture 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment, offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Ferry, ] 
as modified, so as to include percussion caps in 
the exceptions. 

The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The question 
recurs on the amendinent of the Committee on 
Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section two, line 
thirty-six, to strike out before the word 
“ paper”? the word ‘‘printing,’’ and after: the 
word ‘‘paper’’ to insert the words -‘‘and manu- 
factures of paper, including books and other 
printed matter, not herein specifically provided 
for ;’’ so that the paragraph will read: 

On all paper, and manufactures of paper, includ- 


ing books and other printed mattor not herein spe- 
cifically provided for. 


Mr. LOGAN. 
item. : 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
must first be taken on the amendment of the 
committee to perfect the paragraph. 
Mr. LOGAN. Striking out the word “‘print- 
pitas. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Striking” out 
the word “printing,” and adding what is in 
italics, ‘‘and manufactures of paper,” &ec. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then it will read: “on all 
paper, manufactures of paper,” &c.? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will; but it 
will be subject to striking out the whole para- 
graph afterward. The question is on the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance to 
this item. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


I move to strike out that 


in 


from Ilinois now moves to strike out the par: 
agraph as amended. 

LOGAN.. I move. to: strike out this 
Mo: for the purpose.of leaving. it:in the 
same condition as the House bill stood i in this 
respect, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator i is “histaken. 
If he strikes out the whole paragraph he makes 
no reduction: on paper at-all. ‘The House’ re- 
duced the duty:on printing-paper . alone; and 
not on writing-paper in various forms. > - 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand thatthe duty 
on printing paper is not. higher, but: you have 
proposed to strike ‘out’ that clause; and this 
paragraph was not in the original bill.. The 
bill would stand, as I propose to leave’ it— 

Provided, That the: duty’ on  printing-paper, 

whether sized or unsized, shall be equal, sand: twenty 
per cent. ad valorem., 
_ You vill find that in line sixty-nine on the 
opposite page. . That will be left... ‘The result 
would be to leave the: bill in this respéct in 
the shape in which. it came from the House of 
Representatives. My object in doing this can 
be stated in a very few words. 

The tax, at the present rate of duty i ison rall 
printing. paper thirty-five per cent., while on 
books and printed’ matter it- is, twenty- -five 


per cent. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I. will explain... to, the 
Senator. The House inserted on all printing- 


paper a reduction of twenty per cent. They 
also put on another clause which was incon: 
sistent entirely with. this: 

Provided, ‘That the duty’. on panting -paper 
whether sized or unsized, shall be equal, and: twenty 
per cent ad. valorem. 

The House proposition was therefore i incon- 
sistent, thertwo clauses one with the other, 
The duty on paper other than printing:paper 
is now.thirty-five per cent. Itis founded on 
the difference in the cost.of. manufacture. « If 
the committee's proposition prevails, the duty 
on all paper will he reduced tempercent.'; that 
is, the duty on sized paper will beé reduced to 
thirty-one and a half per cent. andthe dutyon 
unsized paper to-eighteen per cent. ~ 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘The sized. paper, as it is 
called, will be then at thirty-one and a half 
per cent., while books and printed matter will 
be at twenty. five per cent.; and unsized paper 
at eighteen percent: Iam not very-well versed 
myself in reference-to this matter of paper and 
its: composition, not so:well, I:presume, as the 
committee; but, as Í understand, the distinction 
between the sized and unsized paper is not so 
very great as far as the eost is concerned, 
This is sized paper that we use, for writing-paper 
is sized paper ; but the paper usually used by 
the newspaper press for -printing newspapers 
is what is called:unsized paper: Our monthly 
magazines and our periodicals are generally 
printed: an sized paper. ‘They would pay under 
this reduction thirty-one and'a+half.per cent, 
The newspapers, like the! New York - World, 
the New York ‘Tribune, the ‘Chicago ‘Tribune, 
and such papers as thatare printed on unsized 
paper, and would pay eighteen percent. That 
would be the distinction between these papers; 
but if the article called sized paper, which is 
used for printing fine books and everything of 
that kind, is printed and sent to this country, it 
then pays twenty-fiveper cent. There is the con- 
dition in which we are left by this amendment. 

To illustrate my proposition, if a newspaper 
is printed on sized paper, the paper unprinted 
pays thirty-one and a half per cent. when the 
reduction is ten per cent. If a newspaper 
is printed on unsized paper, the unprinted 
paper pays eighteen per cent. If the paper is 
printed before it comes to this country, it pays 
twenty-five. per cent, For instance, Harper 
Brothers, of New York, may print their weekly 
in New York on sized paper. On the paper on 
which this printing is done they pay thirty-one 
and a half per cent.; but if they went to 
Canada and had their paper printed there, 
then they would pay on the printing, paper, 
and all, twenty-five per cent. You levy a 
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greater: percentage on the paper before it is | 


printed than you do on the paper after it is 
printed, If your-tariff is for. the’ purpose of 
encouraging the industries of the country; in- 
stead of encouraging printers and encouraging 
printing on good paper here, you discourage 
. them and encourage printing in foreign coun- 
tries os: goeg ea 
Now, to illustrate: take the paper that Har- 
per’s Weekly is: printed on; or take the paper 


that Mr; Leslie prints his weekly on; take all : 
that elass:of ‘paper. on which our periodicals | 


and: magazines are ‘printed, or the paper on 
whichiyon- print your bills: here, or that: on 
which the Globe is. printed, you chargeon that 
paper: thirty-one and: a half per centi. duty 
when it.comes into this country; but suppose 
they: just-cross into Canada and get that paper 


printed on British presses, then yow charge | 
them: twenty-five per cent. for paper, printing, 


and all.: ‘There isthe difference. 


2 Fdo not wish to discuss this:‘matter, because | 


Tam not qualified to do so; bat newspaper 
men-who have talked: with me, and‘ men who 


tween the ‘cost of: manufacturing the paper 
ealled sized paper. and the unsized paper is 
very slight. 


papers, onr magazines, and our pamphlets on 
the best: class.of paper, Iam ‘in favor of mak- 
ing a uniform rate as the House fixed it of 
twenty per cent..on both classes, sized and 
upsized.. ; : 

Until a short time ago there was no distine- 
tion made in the-tariff on paper; sized and 
unsized paper were at the same rate; but the 
House of Representatives a very few years ago 
in fixing the rate of tariff inserted the word 
$t unsized,’’ which made the distinction reduc- 
ing: that, so that the men who publish the ordin- 
ary newspaper got their paper much cheaper 
than the others got their paper. Before that, 
the duty was-the same and always had been 
up to that time | ; 

: All persons who have been talking to me 
about it say this objection exists, thatif you 
equalize the duty on the two classes of paper, 
then it applies to writing-paper. It is true that 
writing-paper is sized- paper ; but I would pro- 
pose to follow that up so as to regulate it by 
providing that none of this class of paper that 
pays the twenty per cent. duty shall be used as 
writing-paper, or arrange it in some way sò 
that writing-paper shall be in a different class 
from paper imported for the purpose of print- 
ing upon, whether sized or unsized, and letthe 
latter pay a uniform duty of twenty per cent, 
ad valorem. That would be the proposition Í 
would maké, and that isas the House had it. 
I am in favor of striking outthe Senate amend- 


ment and leaving the clause as the House sent. 


it to the Senate. : I would like to hear from the 
Senator from Ohio if lam mistaken about any 
of these matters, 

Mr, SHERMAN. When the Senator is 
through I will .explain tbis matter as we 
understood it after careful examination, 

Mr. LOGAN, I do not doubt but that the 
committee understood it-perfectly, and I do 
not doubt but that. they gave it a careful ex- 
amination; but I have tried to understand it 
and perhaps I do not understand. it, but if I 
can understand why we are, by the rule of 
protection, to encourage the manufacture of 
the best article in. this country, we ought on 
the same rule to encourage printing on the best 
class of paper. That is my judgment about it. 
If we desire to do this, we ought at the same 
time to make a uniform rate so that we should 
at least get as good a class of paper as possible 
for that purpose, and. make. the distinction be- 
tween that and writing-paper which is im- 
ported into this country. 


I have been told what the ingre- | 
‘dients are that are used in sizing the paper. | 
$t: is not necessary to: go into that, because I | 
suppose’ you are all as well versed in it as I; 
am myself, «But in. order: to encourage the | 
ptinting in this country of our books, our news- | 


I presume every Senator here has received 
a memorial sent to the Senate by a number of 
gentlemen who are engaged in this businéss, 
gaitea number in New York and other places, 
to which the names of fifteen prifiting-houses 
are signed; and they say to us that these firms 
use over one hundred and twenty tons of 
printing-paper per week, and'they ask us: to 
make ‘the rate uniform:so that they themselves 
will not come: in competition with printed 
matter. > : f ; 


T ask the Senate tolook at the book I‘have | 
|hereathand. [Exhibiting.avolume.] People 
| may say that 1 have brought here a very. nice 


article.’ Soitis; and-under your tariff, as you 
have it reported by:the Finance Committee, 
books printed on that class of paper can: be 
imported into this country at twenty-five per 
cent, daty; but if you bring the paper here 
without any printing on it. it pays thirty-one 
and a half percent. There is the difference. 
Hence I say- can print that book in Canada 
aud bring it to this country cheaper than I can 


| bring in the paper on which itis printed. 
understand the matter and manufactured the j. 
paper; explain to me that the difference be- | 


. We do not want to encourages our printers 
in New York who are printing books and 


| periodicals to cross the line into Canada: to 


wake the difference between twenty-five iper, 
cent. and thirty-one and a half per cent., the 
difference between the duty on the paper and 
that on the printed matter. I may be mis- 
taken about it; but it does seem to me that if 
you can import a book like that at twenty-five 
per cent. after it is printed, it is .a singular 
argument that would allow you to charge a 
mau thirty-one and a half per cent. for the 
paper without printing on,it. That is a view 
that strikes me with a good deal of force and 
induces me to say what I do say in reference 
to this question, and to ask that the tariff upon 
sized paper upon which printing is done shall 
be less than that on paper with the printing on 
it if imported here in book form, I do think 
the interest of the country and the interest of 
the printing-houses does demand at least that 
they shall not pay more tariff on paper before 
being printed than they pay for both printing 
and paper after a book is printed. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have often heard the 
remark in the Senate that a tariff was only, a 


struggle of. private interests, and there is a` 


good deal of truth in that.. In regard to this 
particular subject-matter, I say to the Senate 
that there has been no representation and no 
complaint made in regard to this matter ex- 
cept by one man in the city of New York who 
wishes to get the sized paper upon which he 
prints a pictorial illustrated magazine and a 
pictorial newspaper, which are broadly circu? 
latedto a great extent over this country, at a 
lower fate of duty. The paper that he con- 
sumes, as he admitted himself; with the excep- 
tion of about one sixth, is manufactured in 
this country; he buys it in this country; and 
this is a struggle for him to get his ‘paper, be- 
cause it is sized paper of a ‘superior quality, 
admitted at a lower rate. All the newspapers 
in this country are printed on unsized paper, 
that is, paper which blots, which is not covered 
over with a coating of matter'to prevent it from 
blotting. “The distinction between sized paper 
and unsized paper is the distinction between 
writing-paper and printing-paper. Printing- 
paper is admitted ata low rate of duty; itis man- 
ufactured in this country and largely, and but 
very little'‘of it is imported. Weonly received 
last year on printing-paper of all kinds, sized 
and unsized, about forty-two thousand dol- 
lars revenue, This, then, simply amounts to 
a struggle by one man to get a peculiar kind 
of paper that he uses at a lower rate of duty. 
The Harper Brothers, who publish the same 
kind of illustrated magazine, and the others, 
do not come here and complain. f 

Mr. FENTON. I wish to correct a state- 
ment of fact. The chairman ofthe committee, 
doubtless, has overlooked the fact that the 
Harper Brothers were represented on the 
paper question before the committee. 


-~ Mr. SHERMAN: I never heard of the 
Harper Brothers or any other publishers mak- 
ing any question on this point except Frank 
Leslie. “Why is it that this particular quality 
of paper is used? Simply bécause the ilius- 
tratéd papers demand sized paper. They can- 
not print their pictures upon paper unless it 
will not blot, unless ‘théy are printed upon 
paper that ‘will not “scatter the ‘impression. 
The newspapers are printed upon. ordinary 
priting-paper; but’these illustrated papers 
are required to be printed on superior paper. 
Therefore’ they have'to use paper that amounts 
to. a writing-paper—sized paper, of superior 
quality and superior cost. ‘Therefore it is an 
effort to get their paper lower. 2 ; 
“But the Senator says we ought to draw some 
other distinction than betwéen sized and un- 
sized paper. ‘Thére is no wayto do it. We 
appealed to these very gentlemen to tell us how 
they could draw 4 distinction as to cost. As 
& niatter ofcourse the higher rate of duty ought 
to be put upon the higher priced article, on 
the’ manufacture that’ has gone to the higher 
stage, and the lower rate of duty on the cheap- 
er article ; but thete:is no.way to draw the 
line except between sized and uusized paper. 
Sized paper ‘is, as & rule, more expensive 
paper, unsized paper is.a cheaper paper’; tliere- 
fore the line is drawn. between sized and un- 
sized paper es, f 

It is true that. there is.some kind of sized 
paper like that used by the Harpers ang Frank 
Leslie that is not much advanced in the cost 
Over uvsized paper; but on the other hand 
the paper that the Senator has exhibited on 
which the finest books are published with fine 
engravings, &¢., is a high-priced paper, cost- 
ing more per pound than some of the writ- 
ting-paper we use daily ; and the distinction is 
drawn between this high-priced valuable paper 
and the cheaper paper. ss 

We reduced the duty some years ago on 

rinting-paper during the war, and put it at a 
ower rate than the average rate of duty. Why ? 
Becatise it entered into the common consump- 
tion of all classes; it was paper on which all 
néwspapers were printed. “They demanded a 
reduction ‘of “duty on paper, and it was yielded, 
and they now’ pay but twenty per cent. ad 
salorem on ‘all'the paper they consume; but 
on writing-paper and on all the higher-priced 
paper the old rate of duty has been maintained 
at thirty-five percent. Whyshould we reduce’ 
the duty on nè and not on the other; or why 
should we make a discrimination in favor of 
the ove against the other? The Senator’s prop- 
osition and the House’ proposition prevent us 
from reducing the duty on the cheaper kind 
of paper, that is, the unsized paper; and so 
we maintain the duty at twenty per cent. on 
that which is cheapest, and reduce the rate of 
duty on that which is the highest to twenty 
per cent. ad valorem. ` 

Mr. NYE. Will the honorable Senator 
from Ohio allow me to ask him a question? 
Wiy is the difference made between sized and ` 
unsized paper? It does not cost one sixtieth 
part of a eent'miore to size paper than it does ` 
to have it unsized. ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Take sized paper, as a 
rule, and it costs twice as much; take partic- 
ular classes, and the Senator may be correct. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont: “If the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will permit me, I.will answer 
the Senator from Nevada. It is simply that 
we may put a different rate of duty upon writ- 
ing-paper and note-paper. If we did not make 
that discrimination, all the writing-paper and 
note-paper consumed in this coantry would be 
brought from France, which levies an export 
duty on rags. ` ao 

Mr. SHERMAN, If you admit the sized 
paper at twenty per cent,, what is the effect 
on the fine writing-paper of the country? Lo 
will come in at that rate, You cannot draw 
the distinetion. ‘Phe very ‘moment you drop 
the words “gized’''and “iansized’” you can- 
not draw the distinction, How can you dis- 
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tinguish between writing-paper. and paper 
intended for pictorial illustrations? You can- 
not doit, In order to meet. the difficulty. we 
drew that line. The gentlemen who appeared 
before us proposed to provide that. sized paper 
of certain dimensions,. thirty-eight. by forty- 
four, should be admitted at alower rate of duty. 
When we came to inquire we found that that 
kind of paper was of the very dimensions and 
shape and form which would: admit paper for 
certain publications at.a lower rate of duty 
and exclude others. Other pictorials might 
be published. on paper a little smaller or a 
little larger, and they would not have the ben- 
efit of this reduction.. You have got two draw 
a line by a description of the character of 
paper, and you have got.to use such words as 
will enable the custom-house officers to draw 
the Hoe. That between sized and unsized 
paper anybody can draw. If he cannot by the 
eye he can by the pen, by trying whether it 
will blot. or not. 
covers all our fine letter-paper, all the beau- 
tiful French paper, the gilt paper, the elegant 
paper. It is true that a portion of the cheaper 
paper that some use for newspapers is: called 
sized paper; but take it as rule there is no 
other way to divide these two kinds of paper 
except by the use of the words. “sized” and 
“unsized.’’? These words were adopted years 
ago, and have been retained ever since. 

Suppose we were to yield to the Senator 
here and admit all printing-paper at twenty 
per cent., sized and unsized, they would bring 
in great sheets of sized paper, and cut them 
up into note-paper. They may bring it in in 
any form and they will at once cut it up into 
note-paper, and then. you have admitted all 
paper at twenty. per cent. But the Senator 
says we can. provide for that by another pro- 
vision. Hewould say that writing-paper should 
be admitted at the old rate of duty, a higher 
duty... But how-easy it is to convert any form 
of sized paper into writing-paper at once by 
cutting it up with a shears. The very moment 
you bring it. in’ in any form as sized paper, it 
could go to any ordinary establishment and be 
cut into any: form desired for the finest note- 
paper. If you permit sized paper to come in 
at a lower rate of duty, the finest French paper 
that can be imagined would come in in great 
sheets and then be cut up. by a simple process 
into the most beautiful and elegant forms of 
paper. You cannot draw the: line except by. 
the words “sized” and ‘‘ unsized.”’ 

To show that no -practical evil has resulted 
from this, look at the fact that the very men 
that have used the sized printing-paper are 
probably the most prosperous newspaper pub- 
lishers in the United Statesof America. Prob- 
ably no newspaper periodicals or publications 
are so profitable as the illustrated newspapers 
printed by the Harper Brothers and by Frank 
Leslie. They are highly profitable. They are 
made now upon American paper, made upon 
paper introduced under the present ad valorem 
rate. Now, we have. given them the benefit 
of a reduction; we have given the cheap print- 
ing-paper the benefit of ten per cent. reduc- 
tion; we have given the expensive forms of 
sized paper used by them ten per cent., and 
if the rate of duty is higher, as a matter of 
course they get the benefit of a greater reduc- 
tion. So on the French paper and,ali other 
forms of paper we have made the same ratable 
reduction ; and not only upon that, but upon 
books. The present rate of duty upon books 
is twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. ‘That, it 
is true, is a little less than the duty on some 
of the paper thatis used.. But how many hooks 
are published on sized paper? What propor- 
tion of them? Notonein a hundred. Only 
the expensive books are published on sized 
paper. The ordinary books which are used 
every day are on unsized paper. 

Mr. NYE. ‘Then why reduce the duty on 
. them? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Because they can beara 
reduction of ten percent. They all growl at 
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that; they all complain of the reduction of ten 
per cent.; but it is fair, equal, and just. Why 
discriminate and reduce fifty. or one hundred 
per cent. on one kind of paper. used by those 
best able to pay the highest rate, and only re» 
duce it ten per cent. or nothing at all on un- 
sized paper? Why reduce the duty on French 
note: paper from sixty-five to twenty per cent. 
and yet refuse to reduce the duty on ordinary 
printing-paper, common stuff, ten per cent. ? 
You cannot justify it: No, sir; these grada- 
tions: of paper, these rates; have been. fixed 
after careful examination, and have: been in 
force now a number of years, and they should 
not’ be disturbed, especially upon. the inter- 
ested demand of those who certainly have no 
claim at all, because from all the information 
we could get the publishers of those periodi- 
cals who are compelled to use for their illus: 
trations the sized paper, are. certainly not 
objects of bounty, anddo not deserve this re- 
duction. Yoy. cagnot grant this reduction to 
Frank Leslie, or the Harper Brothers, or any 
of these men, unless you grant a reduction: on 
all writing-paper and newspaper paper intro- 
duced into this country; and if you do: that 
you destroy the paper-mills in every State in 
this Union. There is searcely a State east of 
the Mississippi river now that does not make 
more.or less writing or printing-paper, and if 
you make this sudden. reduction on all forms 
of writing:paper you cannot draw. the line, and 
you destroy the industry of a great many 
people. 

Mr. NYE. I undertake to say that there 
are no books unless the very cheapest kind of 
hooks tbat are printed on unsized paper. I 
would thank the honorable Senator to find 


one. 

Mr. SHERMAN... I think the Senator will 
find that the great body of them are printed 
on unsized paper. 

Mr. LOGAN. Here is your report, What 
kind of paper do you call that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We use the best kind of 
paper here, : 

Mr. LOGAN. That is not unsized paper. 
Mr. SHERMAN. If that is so, if these 
books are published on this kind of paper, 
what harm is there in that? 

- Mr. NYE. The honorable Senator takes 


‘me up rather shortly. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I think the Senator is 
mistaken about the fact. When the Senator 
upon his own knowledge states to me that 
books are published on sized and not on un- 
sized paper, I shall have something to rely 
upon. 

Mi. NYE. I undertake to say that seven 
out of ten books that are published are pub- 
lished on sized paper. The honorable Senator 
cannot find any book-of. respectability on un- 
sized paper. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know one thing, that 
neither sized nor unsized paper is imported to 
any considerable extent into this country, that 
itis made here, and that this sudden reduction 
from fifty-five to twenty per cent. on the rate 
of duty would perhaps destroy the making of 
paper in this country, which is a very large 
industry. 

I said before the present rates of duty have 
not been unjust; they have not discriminated 
unjustly. ‘hat is shown by the fact that 
neither cheap paper nor expensive paper is 
imported to any considerable extent. It is 
made in this country. Our mills are enabled 
to supply the demand; and if you suddenly 
derange the present order of our tariff or the 
present rates of duty by arbitrary reduction of 
one and arefusal to reduce the other you injure 
the business of paper-making in this country. 
That is now one of the great industries of the 
country. The making of paper and printing 
of bopks is one of the largest industries of the 
country, and we ought to: be very careful not to 
make any sudden changes, especially upon the 
interested demand of a few persons who are 
certainly not objects of bounty. 


The bill, as reported by the committee, does 
give these men a fair and ratable ten per cent. 
reduction all around without disturbing’ the 
relative rates of duty paid by different forme 
of paper; and the striking out of-our tariff 
of the words ‘‘ sized” and “unsized’” will dis- 
turb all the arrangements by which printing: 
paper and writing-paper can be distinguished 
from each. other, and by which. high-priced 
paper and low-priced paper are distinguish 


in our tarif laws. wall 
. I trust, therefore, as the Committee on Pi- 
nance have certairily listened to all these par: 
ties, and have made this ratable reduction all 
around, observing the old form of the tariff, it 
will not be disturbed. _ 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire to detain 
the Seuate; but there are some portionsof the 
argument of the Senator from Ohio that I think 
can be so easily answered that I cannot re’ 
frain at least from attemptingit. When the 
Senator said that the committee had investi- 
gated this subject, I supposed they had, and f 
suppose now that they have; but I will say to’ 
the Senator from Ohio that he is mistaken in 
his statement that the books which are pub- 
lished in this country are not published: on 
sized paper. Every periodical published ‘in 
this country, every tract published: by the 
Tract Society, every book published by the 
Methodist Book Concern,every Biblepublished 
by the Bible- publishing houses in this country 
is published on sized paper. He says -these 
publishing concerns are a great interest. in 
this country. So they are. It is for them 
that I speak and not for Mr. Leslie. «Why is 
it that the Senator so ingeniously slips in the 
name of Mr. Leslie here? Is that for the pur- 
pose of prejudicing votes in the Senate against 
this proposition? Why. not meet it fairly? F 
have no interest in Mr. Frank Leslie; no 
interest in his paper; nor do I care what he 
publishes or what he does not publish. My 
intcrest is, in common with everybody else; to 
have fair play. When I tell the Senator that 
the duty on sized paper is more than the duty 
on a book published on that paper, I but 
tell him a fact that. he cannot gainsay. 
When | tell him that in regard to every Bible 
published by the Bibie- publishing concerns of 
this country they have to pay more: duty on 
the paper on which tbey publish the Bible 
than they would on the leaves after they were 
printed in Europe, I but tell him a. simple 
fact that every man who is conversant: with: 
this trade knows to be true. When I tell him 
that in regard to every tract published by the 
American Tract Society the duty that he levies 
here as a Senator on the paper is more than’ 
we have to pay for the tract after it. is pub» 
lished in a foreign country, I tell him but a 
simple fact that he ought to know if he dogs“ 
not. As chairman of that committee, if he. 
does not know that fact,.it: is a fact that he 
ought to know. i ; 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me, before he sits down, to ask him a ques- 
tion ? Does the Senator understand that books: 
at large, school-books, for example, and. 
Bibles, are published on sized paper? 

Mr. LOGAN. I do. ef, 

Mr. CONKLING. I would not venture to 
put my knowledge against that of my honora- 
ble friend, especially about the way the Bible 
is published, but if he will inquire of those 
engaged in the art, I think he will be satisfied: 
that itis not so. os 

Mr. LOGAN. - That is exactly what I have 
done. I have not been to Mr. Leslie fer my 
information. f 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand, and if I 
am wrong I beg the Senator to correct me,- 
that a Bible, for example, printed upon: sized 
paper is not only an exceptional book, but a 
book of so high a grade that itis regarded as- 
an elegant book, and that the great body.of. 
Bibles, of school-books, and of standard works 
are not at all published upon. sized paper, and 


when they are they are noticeable for that fact.» 
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Mr. LOGAN. -It may. be possible, and 
possibly jt-is: true, that some of the little Bibles, 
are published, ‘on, unsized. paper, but: when I 
speak of the Bible, I. mean: what is. called a 
family Bible. J venture the. assertion tbat the. 
Bible. lying-on the table of the Senator to-day, 
if he has one, and. presume he has, is printed 
on sized paper;.and if he has not, he ought to 
go to the Bible Society and have them send 
him. ones: Iowi. read.a,.starement- that. has 
been published, and I presume these: gentle- 
men who.are:publishing newspapers generally 
publish, what.they know to be. true-so- far. as 
printing. is.concerned:. jc osad oo us 
"None: but: sized: paper ås used on’: Harper’s 
journal, Frank Leslie’s journal, Appleton’s jour- 
nal, Bonner’s Ledger, New. York Weekly, Scientific 
Ameriéan, Moore’s Rural New Yorker, Agriculturist, 
Independent, Methodist Book Concern, American 
Tract: Society’s publications, Bible Ilouse publica- 
tions, and all first-class periodicals.” i ; 
.,, This statement is: made by publishers, by 
men, wha. ought to know, and I make my state- 
ment.based upon the statement of men. who 
ought. to know all about this matter. Their 
information I take and not my own, for I have 


none exvept what: I have acquired from this, 


class of men. { have acquired it by reading 
the statements made by the publishers in refer- 
ence to these facts. I did not know until a 
short. time ago the difference between sized 
and unsized.;paper, and I presume there are 
few Senators who do unless. they have exam- 
ined the question. There are one or two gentle- 
men, or two.or three perhaps,,in. this Cham- 
ber who, have been engaged in the printing 
business heretofore, and knew what it was, 
but I did not until I examined the question. 
- The Senator from Ohio says that I want to 
equalize the duty. I know. that my remarks 
are not very instructive, nor are they so elo- 
quent as those of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance ; but if he will give me 
hig attention for.a moment I should like to 
make a. suggestion to him. He stated that I 
wanted: to have. the duty uniform. He. says 
it .is impossible. to fix.this.up in any. other way 


than the way he has-made. it; otherwise that. 


writing paper would.come in at the lower rate. 
IfI was ebhairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and had charge of the laws regulating 
the finances of this country, my judgment is 
that my ingenuity, if I had any, would. sug- 
gest to me some way to make a. distinction 
between this paper. I can do it, as ignorant 
as I-am of the finances of this country, and 
if the chairman of the. Finance Committee 
cannot, I do not say that he is ignorant, for L 
would say no such thing, but [say to bim that 
I can doit. How would I do it? Provide 
that writing-paper shall be an exception. 

He says you can cut up this sized paper 
and make writing-paper out of it. I would 
provide that all paper to be used for printing 
purposes should pay such a duty. Is it not 
very easy to regulate that? How could you 
regulate it different from other articles that 
come in? You make your. law and custom- 
house rules regulating it. It is very easy to 
be done. But he says this paper will be cut up 
and made: writing-paper of. f will say to him 
that it would be very poor writing-paper. The 
paper these periodicals are printed on would 
not be first-class writing-paper. But he makes 
the duty on writing-paper uniform; and that 
is a question I want to put to him. The finest 
French tinted paper pays what? Thirty-one 
and a half per cent. under this bill.. The 
coarsest common English paper pays thirty- 
one anda half per cent. is not that true of 
writing-paper? Now, if you make the duty 
uniform on writing-paper, why can you not 
make it uniform on printing-paper? The Sen- 
ator says the genius of man cannot make the 
distinction ; his genius has not. made the dis- 
tinction between French tinted paper and 
coarse writing-paper; but his genius has made 
a distinction between printing-paper. .: 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, 1 will ask the Sen- 
ator from Illinois how a custom-house officer 
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in New-York could find out. what. the: paper 
was intended. for... Suppose there were :Im-: 
ported by John Doe:so.many thousand: reams 
of paper, could the- officer tell whether. it -was 
intended to be. used by. Frank Leslie, or by: 


. Harpers, or. by Richard.Roe, or by somebody 


else.. You must give a commercial: name or 
some description which will-enable the custom- 
house officers to designate-the kind of article, 
and the only one we have been able.to find out 
is the: difference between sized and: unsized 
paper. Ifthe Senator can fùd- out any-other, 
very well: Coe ea ee ` 

I will-state.to the Senator that this very: 
difficulty of drawing the line was submitted to 
the gentlemen interested, for there are three 
or four sides represented on this: question, 
some wishing one thing and:some another. 
The proposition was submitted to them to 
draw a line and we would see to curing any 
inequality, if we could. They utterly failed 
to do it, although engaged for their. whole 
lives in the trade. aria 

: One gentleman, in order to draw. the line, 


proposed to levy a certain rate on sized paper: 
of certain dimensions and description; but we 


found that that sized. paper would answer for 
him but would not answer for others: ‘No one 
has been able to give us a commercial descrip: 
tion or designation that would draw the line 


between printing-paper and writing-paper ex-’ 


cept by using the words ‘sized’? and “ un- 
sized.’ .I have several ‘letters here from 
publishers and men engaged in paper-making ; 
and that is the whole difficulty. —_ 

Mr. LOGAN. I can see very readily the 
difficulty, and that is exactly what I want to 
avoid. The suggestion I was making to the 
Senator was that he should explain to the 
Senate why it is that he puts a uniform duty 
on French tinted paper and on coarse writing- 
paper. Why does he not distinguish between 
those two classes? 

Mr. SHERMAN.: We do. 

Mr: LOGAN. You do not. 

f Mr. SHERMAN. We fix an ad valorem 
uty. ` : : : ae 
-Mr. LOGAN. The ad valorem duty is the 
same on both; but suppose the: price is the 

same, one is very superior to the other. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The ad valorem duty 
distinguishes itself, because if the article is 
cheaper the duty is lower. 

Mr. LOGAN. That ad valorem duty is of 
course according to value, but you can -do the 
same thing with this, can you not? Can you 
not put an ad valorem duty on this? Do you 
not do it? Do you not put an ad valorem 
duty on the paper to be printed? Js not that 
true? I ask for information. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; and here is the 
difficulty, the Senator can certainly see it, for 
he has served on the Committee of Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives. You 
put an ad valorem duty of twenty per cent. on 
sized paper, you reduce then:the rate, that 
being a higher grade of paper, and the only 
line by which we can draw.the distinction be- 
tween ordinary printing-paper and the highest- 
priced paper. It has always been a rule in 
our tariff legislation to put a higher rate of 
duty on an article advanced in cost and ma- 
terial. For instance, we put a lower rate on 
printing-paper and a higher rate on writing- 
paper. The Senator will see the justice of 
that. The only line we can draw. between the 
two kinds of paper is ‘‘ sized ” and “ unsized,’’ 
ules the Senator can suggest. some other 
me. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, I will show :you the 
difficulty if I can make myself understood. 
The Senator says he puts an ad valorem duty 
on writing-paper, and therefore the best qual- 
ity of paper pays a duty according to its price. 
That istrue; but he puts an ad valorem duty 
on printing paper, and the same rule then ap- 
plies.. Why not make an ad valorem duty 


apply to sized and unsized paper the same? 


But it does not. He makes it higher on one 


than-on the other, Therefore it is not fair. 
He thinks it is fair on writing-paper and unfair 
on printing-paper. ‘That-is.a strange argument 
tome. I cannot understand it. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I:will ask the Senator 
another question, then.. Why do weput a duty 
of twenty or twenty-five. per cent. ‘on ‘pig iron 
anda duty of forty or forty-five per cent. on 
rolled iron, anda duty of some sixty per cent, 
onthe higher grades of iron? aut 

Mr. LOGAN. To answer whya committee 
does anything in reference to duties, isa thing 
that noliving man on earth can do. Asitis said 
in:the play, ‘t That ’s a.subject no fellow ean 
find:out.’’ Why you do all these many: things 
that are strange, I cannot explain. I leave 
that-for the committee to explain themselves. 
Lam asking you now why not put an ad valo- 
rem rate on all printing-paper the same as on 
writing-paper? ‘That is what: I want to know ; 
and the Senator. replies by asking, why do we 
put a certain duty on-a certain class of iron, 
and a certain other. duty on another class of 
iron? : 

I presume the fact to be that if Mr. Frank 
Leslie, unfortunate man,: had not. been the man 
to urgethis, it might have been seen in a very 
different light; it would not have been soun- 
fair; Now want the Senate to say that a man 
shall not: pay more duty for the paper on which 
a book is printed: than. he does forthe book 
after itis printed. ` I want that explained, if 
any man can explain it. And if the Senator 
from Ohio is so-afraid that we cannot fix the 
duty to suit all classes, why not reduce the 
duty on sized paper below the duty you put 
on books, which is twenty-five per cent. on the 
paper after it is printed. Why not put the 
duty at twenty-five per cent, on the paper be- 
fore itis printed upon? That would bea great 
deal fairer than to say thirty-one and a half 
per cent. on the paper before it is printed on, 
and twenty-five per cent. on the paper after it 
is printedon. it seems to me anybody can 
understand that. Is there any'reason why a 
man cannot understand. that? I think not, 
and yet this committee have put the tariff on 
paper without any printing on it at more than 
the tariff on the paper with the print. There 
is the point I want to make. Therefore I 
move to strike it out. 

Now. I should like to ask the Senator if 
there is as much distinction between these two 
classes of paper which I hold in my hand as 
between the paper on which newspapers are 
printed: Here are two classes of writing- 
paper, one very coarse and one very fine. Yon 
have an ad valorem duty of what on that? 
Of thirty-one and a half per cent. on each. 
That is uniform, but it is according to value 
you say; but you put thirty-one and a half 
per cent. on sized printing-paper and you put 
eighteen per cent. on unsized printing-paper. 
That is the difference. All-we ask is that you 
make it the same thing ad valorem of sò much 
on printing-paper as well as so much: on writ- 
ing-paper, and then you will havea distinction, 
and you will have it fair so that every person 
will be treated alike. 

I know it is a very hard thing, a very up-hill 
matter; it is like trying to row a flat-boat up 
the Mississippi river, to argue against the 
Committee on Finance in the Senate, because 
committees are considered here almost perfect; 
not quite ; -but they are only a little below the 
angels; the Senate always sustains them. It 
is very hard work to argue against them, and 
a man will either get credit for a good deal of 
nerve or-be regarded as a very foolish mau 
who undertakes it; [do not know which, It 
makes very little difference to me, especially 
when ‘the chairman treats one with such non- 
chalance as almost to say ‘You are an igno- 
ramus and I know all about it.” It-isa very 
hard thing to reason before the Senate in ref- 
erence to a matter that you may know a little 
about, aud a matter that he knows nothing 
about, as has been exhibited here before the 
Senate. =, ‘ 
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Now, I say to the Senator that if this lan- 
guage is stricken out, I will propose an amend- 
ment that the ad valorem duty be the same on 
both classes of paper. That will equalize it 
the same as itis on writing-paper.. Iwill pro- 
pose an amendment to except writing-paper, 
and if the custom-house officers cannot distin- 
guish writing-paper fromthe paper upon which 
books and newspapers are printed, it is about 
time they should’ learn to. distinguish. them, 
because I can distinguish them myself, as 
ignorant as Iam on the subject: I will pro- 
pose that amendment, and place it before the 
Senate for them to discuss and fix up. so that 
they can understand it themselves. My objectis 
to reduce the tariff on paper, as I said, below 
the tariff on books aud printed matter, so as to 
give the printers and workmen of our country 
in that line a fairchance. ©; 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am. sure 
that the Senator from Illinois hardly noticed 
the position of he chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finnace when he subjected him to some 
reproaches, As I looked, he was entirely 
surrounded ‘by other members, who were, per- 
haps, asking for various points of information, 
1 have no sort of doubt but that the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance listened with 
pleasure, as I always do, to the Senator from 
Illinois; but in relation to this matter, even if 
it should happen that members of the Finance 
Committee should get a little weary of the 
subject after having gone over it twice in the 
committee and hearing various delegations, 
after having received the representations of the 
various parties in interest, in priut, and by 
letter, itis not a thing to be wondered at, 

But in relation to this particular question 
that is now before the Senate, I desire to say 
that during the war we reduced the duty on 
printing-paper for the sole beuefit of the news- 
papers of the country; and in relation to 
writing-paper I will add that in Trance an 
export duty is levied upon rags, and that is the 
country from which and from Italy we derive 
nearly all the rags of the finest quality, suit- 
able to make the finest quality of printing or 
any other paper, and especially of writing and 
aote-paper. If, therefore, the duty was to be 
reduced upon sized paper to the same point that 
it now is upon unsized, I say withoutany fear 
of contradiction it would shut up every single 
paper manufactory in this country, unless it 
be those that manufacture brown paper, wrap- 
ping-paper, and unsized printing: paper. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senatorallow me to 
ask him one question ? é 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. If there is no disposition on 
the part of the coummittee to reduce the duty 
on sized paper to the same rate as that on 
unsized paper, is it unreasonable to ask that 
it shall be reduced below the duty on books? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I willanswer 
the Senator by admitting very cheerfully that 
there is an anomaly in the tariff in relation to 
duty on the paper upon which books are printed 
and on books, and at the present moment our 
book publishers are nearly being driven out 
ofthe market in consequence of being crowded 
by the cheap literature from Germany and from 
England. liven American tracts are published 
in Ireland as well as in England. I should 
like to remedy that by a specific duty, because 
all ad valorems in relation to books are decep- 
tive and fraudulent. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him # question as a member of the com- 
mittee? Ido not think there is much merit 
in the proposition to bring in sized and unsized 
paper at the same duty; but I suggest to the 
committee that the importation of printed 
matter atthe same rate with paper is an unfair 
discrimination against American publishers. 
You bringin the paper at a duty of twenty-five 
per cent. ad valorem. You bring in the printed 
matter at the same duty ad vatorem. Now, 
putting the impression on in England, labor 
being so cheap there, adds very little to the 


value of the paperad valorem. Consequently 
it is a direct discriminaiion against our own 
publishers. I ask the Senator, therefore, if 
he has any objection to striking out from the 
amendment reported by the committee these 
words: ‘including books and other printed 
matter,” so as allow the ten per cent. reduc- 
tion to operate upon the paper, but not upon 
the books and printed matter? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I cannot 
speak for the committee. I should have no 
objection myself. I will say that there is 
another difficulty in relation to the- descrip- 
tion given by the Senator from Illinois. All 
paper is made usually in large sheets, and it is 
then cut up into note-paper and writing-paper 
at the pleasure of the manufacturers after it is 
made in these large sheets; so that it would 
be utterly impossible for the custom-house 
officers to make that distinction if it were to 
be incorporated in any law of Congress. If 
this measure fails, as I trust it will, I shall, at 
the proper time, move a specific duty on books. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Illi- 
nois, to strike out lines thirty-six, thirty-seven, 
and thirty-eight from the second section of the 
bill as reported by the committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. The present condition of the 
tariff does undoubtedly present the anowaly of 
a premium of ten per cent. offered on foreign 
skill and labor. The present condition of our 
tariff is such that the skill and labor of print- 
ing, embellishing, and illustrating paper is now 
favored by the American tariff with a bounty 
of ten per cent. in favor of foreigu labor. 
That is precisely the condition. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask the Senator 
is not that, instead of being a distinction in 
favor of foreign labor in the mechanical 
sense, foreign production, simply an immunity 
in favor of intelligence, literature, and letters? 
When it assumes the form of a book, does it 
not become a favorite, not because it has been 
the object of mechanical skill abroad, but 
simply because it belongs to the republie of 
letters? 

Mr. BAYARD. Now it occurs to me that 
the honorable Senator is arguing a result and 
nota fact. Any tax—and the tariff is but a 
tax—upon literature of any kind is certainly 
a tax upon kuowledge. Anything that pre- 
vents the free flow of human thought, any- 
thing that prevents the communication of 
human ideas, is to my mind to be regretted, 
The tariff of this country does impose a bar- 
rier between the ideas of the older countries 
and our own. But J am speaking of the fact, 
which I think is stated accurately, and in 
which the Senator from New York musi agree 
with me in my statement, that the present 
condition of our tariff exhibits the anomaly ofa 
bounty to foreign labor—not to foreign brains ; 
but to foreign labor in the matter of the dif- 


| ference of tax by the tariff upon paper printed 


and paper unprinted. In that respect the 
Senator from Illinois is precisely correct. It 
isan anomalous fact, and it is one certainly 
to be regretted, and it is surely one that ought 
to re remedied. 

ĮI regretted very much that a question £o 
important as this could not have had greater 
consideration, more time, and, so far as I was 
concerned, a better informed consideration 
than it has had in the committee. It is one 
of the evils of leaving off questions of this 
kind to the heel of a session, and then press- 
ing them through under the: whip and spur of 
partisan interest. I would be exceedingly 
glad to gather all the information possible from 
persons practically. concerned in the making 
of paper and in the printing of books, and 
also in the importation of paper, whether 
printed or unprinted, but it certainly is our 
duty after we have acquired the information 
not to take the wishes of these parties as our 
guide, but after we have the information to 
base our law upon some principle that shall 
be just and reasonable and sensible. 


Certainly we cannot say that the present 
law is either reasonable or sensible when you 
find that the articles which have béen en- 
hancedin value by labor bestowed abroad, by 
foreign capital bestowed abroad, are actually 
admitted at a less rate of duty than before the 
work was put upon the material. It is anoma- 
lous. It should be redressed: Iam notable at 
this moment to propose a proper remedy. I 
think the proposition of the House has much in 
it entitled to weight. Nevertheless, it is a fact 
for the Senate to judge, that by our present’ 
rate of duty we are bestowing a bounty upon. 
foreign capital and foreign labor involved in 
the embellishment and printing of paper. On 
the form of a book printed and illustrated and 
fit for use we havea tariff of twenty-five per 
cent. On the chief material employed in that 
book before it is so printed and embellished, 
we have an increased duty of ten per cent. 
more, thirty-five instead of twenty-five per 
cent. It is an anomaly that’ ‘does: need a 
remedy. ; : “4 

SHIPPING OF SEAMEN. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM submitted the follow- 
ing report: rer 

The committee of conference on the disagréeinig 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2044) to authorize the 
appointment of shipping commissioners by the sev- 
eral circuit courts of the United States, to superin- 
tend the shipping and discharge of seamen engaged 
in merchant ships belonging to the United States, 
and for the further protection of seamen, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed: to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: fae. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the first amendment of the Sonate, and, with the 
following amendment, agree to the same: in line 
four, section one, strike out the words ** for each,” 
as inserted by the Senate amendment, and insert in- 
lieu thoreof the words *'for such.” ae 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the second amendment ofthe Senate, and agree to 
the same. : 

That at the end of line four, section one, after the 
word “ circuits,” the following words be inserted; 
“as in their judgment may require the same, and 
which shall also be ports of ocean navigation.” 

That tho House recede from their disagreement to 
the Senate amendments numbered 3, 4. 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 
10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15.16, and 17, and agree to the same. 

W. A. BUCKINGHAM, 
Z. CHANDLER, |. 
GEORGE VICKERS, 
Managers on the purt of the Senate, 
0. D. CONGER, 
EUGENE HALE, 
W.S. ILOLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
BILL RECOMMITTED, 


On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 


Ordered, hat the bill (H. R. No, 1068) granting a 
pension to Martha B. Williams, which was indefin- 
itely postponed on the 21st of March, 1871, be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Pensions. 


BROOKLYN NAVY-YARD. 


On motion of Mr. FENTON, it was 


Ordered, That the resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the appointment of a commission to 
examine and report upon the propriety of removing 
the Brooklyn navy-yard, received April 17, 1871, and 
now upon the Calendar, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. Crinron Loyn, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had concurred in 
the report of the committee of conference on 
the ‘disagreeing voies of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. No. 1552) in relation to the 
construction of a new jail for the District of 
Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the report of the committed 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 188) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to make. 
partition of the reservation of Me-shin-go-me- 
sia, a Miami Indian. 

The message further announced that the 
House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
No. 1070) making appropriations for the ser- 
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vice of the Post Office Department for the 
year ending June 30, 1873. hoe Ad 

:? POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILD. 
“Mr, WINDOM submitted the following re- 
ports” : ony 


The committee. of conférence on’ the disagreeing 


votes of‘the two Houses.on the eighth amendment 
of the'Senate to ‘the bill (H R. No. 1070) making 
appropriations for. the. service.of the Post Office 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1873, hav- 
ing met, after a full and free conference have agreed 


to-recommend.and do recommend to their respective. 


Houses as follows: De raink : 
“That the Senate recede from their amendment 


numbered eight. 
Sy WILLIAM WINDOM, 
R. E. FENTON, . 
WILLIAM T. HAMILTON, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate, 
F.W. PALMER, 3 
“A, A. SARGENT, 
W. E. NIBLACK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


‘The report was concurred in. 
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. CARPENTER submitted the following: 


report: 


The committee of conference appointed by the 
Senate and House of Representatives on the dis- 
agreeing votes between the two Houses on Senate 
bill No, 478, entitled “An act to tuther the admin- 
istration of justice,” respectfully report that after a 
full and free conference they advise thoir respective 
Houses: that the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment tothe amendment proposed by the House of 
Répresentatives, and concur therein, with amend- 
ments, so that the same shall read as follows: 


An act to further the administration of justice, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and Houge of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That whenever, in any suit or proceeding 
in acircuit court of the United States, being hel 
by a justice of the Supreme Court und the circuit 
judge. or a district judge, or by the circuit judge 
and a district judge, thero shail occur any differ- 
ence of opinion between the judges as to any mat- 
ter or thing to be decided, ruled, or ordered ‘by the 
court, the opinion of the presiding justice or the 
presiding judge shall prevail, and be considered the 
opinion of the court for the time being; but whena 
final judgment, decree, or order in such suit or pro- 
ceeding shall be entered, if said judgesshall certify, 
asit shall be their duty to doif such be tho fact, 
that they differed in opinion as ‘to any question 
which, under the act of Congress of April 29, 1802, 
might have been reviewed by the Supreme Court on 
certificate of difference of opinion, then either party 
may remove said final judgment, decree, or order 
to the Supreme Court, on writ of error or appeal, 
according to the nature of the case, and subject to 
the provisions of law applicable to other writs of 
error or appeals in regard to bail and supersedeas. 

Suc. 2. That no judgment, deeree, or order of a 
circuit or district court of the United States, in any 
civil action at law or in equity, rendered after this 
act shall take cffect, shall be reviewed by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States on writ of error 
or appeal, unless the writ of orror be sued out, or 
the appeal be taken, within two years after the entry 
of such judgment, decree, or order; and no judg- 
ment, decree, or order of the district court, rendered 
aftor this act shall take cffcct, shall be reviewed by a 
circuit court of the United States upon like process 
or appeal, unless tho process be sued out, or the 
appeal be taken, within one year after the entry of 
the judgment, decree, or order soughtto be reviewed: 
Provided, That where a party entitled to prosecute 
a writ of error or to take an appeal is an infant, or 
non compos mentis, or imprisoned, such writ of error 
may be prosecuted, or such appeal may be taken, 
within the periods above designated after the entry 
of the judgment, decree, or order, exclusive of the 
term of such disability. The- appellate court may 
affirm, modify, or reverse the judgment, deeree, or 
order brought before it for review, or may direct 
such judgment, decree, or order to be rendered, or 
such further proceediags to be had by the inferior 
court as the justice of the case may require. 
_ Sac. 3. That the Supreme Court may at any time, in 
its discretion, and upon such terms as it may deem 
just, and where the defect has not injared and the 
amendment will not prejudice the defendantin error, 
allow an amendment of a writ of error, when there 
is a mistake in the teste of the writ, or a seal to the 
writ is wanting, or when the writ is made returnable 
on a day other than the day of the commencement 
of the term next ensuing the issue of the writ, or 
when tho statement of the title of the action or par- 
ps thereto in the writ is defective, if the defect. can 

remedied by reference to the accompanying record, 
and in all other particulars of form where the defect 
has not prejudiced, and the amendment will not 
injure, the defendant in error; and the circuit and 
district courts of the United States shall possess the 
like power of amendment of all process returnable 
to or before them. 
_ Suc. 4, That a bill of exceptions hereafterallowed 
in any cause shall be deemed sufficiently authenti- 
cated if signed by the judge of the court in which 


the cause wagtried, or by the presidingjudge thereof, | 


if more than one judge sat on the trial of the cause, 
without any seal of court or judge béing annexed 


thereto; and all process issued from the courts of 
the United States shall bear teste from the day of 
such.issue. : : eee 


Seç. 5, That the practice, pleadings, and - forms. 


and modes of proceeding in other than equity and 
admiralty causes in the circuit and district courts 
of the United States shall conform, as near as may: 
be, to the practice, pleadings, and ‘forms and modes. 
of proceeding existing at the time’ in like causes in 
the courts of record of the State within which such 
circuit or district courts are held, any rule of court 
to the contrary notwithstanding : Provided, however, 
That nothing herein contained shall alter the rules 
of evidence under the ‘laws of the United States 
and as-practiced in the courtsthereof. © > coo = 
SEC, è That in common-law causes in the circuit 
and district courts of the United States the plaintiff 
shall bé entitled to similar remedies, by attachment 
or other process against the property of the defend- 
ant, which are now provided for. by the law. of the 
State in which such court is held, applicable to the 
courts of such State; and such circuit or district 
courts may, from time to time, by. general rules, 
adopt such State laws as may be in force in theState 
jn relation to attachments and other process; and 
the party recovering juUgment in such Cause shall 


be-entitled to'similar remedies upon the same, by- 


execution or otherwise, to reach the property of the 
judgment debtor, as are now provided by the laws 
of the State within which. said circuit or district 
courts shall be held in like causes, or which shall be 
adopted by rules as aforesaid: Provided, That sim- 
ilar preliminary affidavits or proofs, and similar 
security as required by such laws, shall be first fur- 


-nished by the party seeking such attachment or 


other remedy. snd orn del i 

Sec. 7. That whenever notice is given of a motion 
for an injunction out of a cireuitor district court of 
the United States, the court or the judge thereof 
may,if there appoar to be danger of irreparable 
injury from delay, grant an order restraining the act 
sought to be enjoined until the decision upon the 
motion. Such order may be granted with or.with- 
out security, in the discretion of the court or judge: 
Provided, Bhat no justice of tho Supreme Court 
shall hear or allow any application for an -injunc- 
tion or restraining order except within the circuit to 
which he is allotted, aud in causes pending in the 
circuit to which he is allotted, or in such causes at 
such place outside of the circuit as the parties may 
in writing stipulate, except in causes where such 
application cannot be heard by the circuit judge of 
the circuit, or the district judge of the district. 

Sxc. 8. That no indictment found and presented 
by a grand jury in any district or circuit or other 
court of the United States shall be decmed insuffi- 
cient, nor shall the trial, judgment, or other pro- 
ceeding thereon be affected by reason of any defect, 
or imperfection in matter of form only, which shall 
not tend to the prejudice of the defendant. 

Suc. 9. That in all criminal causes the defendant 
may be found guilty. of any offense the commission 
of whioh is necessarily included in that with which 
he is charged in the indictment, or may be found 
guilty ofan attemptto commit the offenseso charged : 
Provided, That such an attempt be itself a separate 


offense. ir . 

Sec. 10. That on an indictment against several, if 
the jury cannot agree upon a verdict as to all, they 
may render a verdict as to those in regard to whom 
they do agree, on which a judgment shall be entered 


| accordingly; and the cause as to the other defend- 


ants may be tried by another jury. 

Sno. 11. That any party or person desiring to have 
any judgment, decree, or order of any district or 
circuit court reviewed on writ of error or appeal, 
and to stay procecdings thereon during the pènd- 
ency of such writ of error or appeal, may give the 
sccurity required by law therefor within sixty days 
after the rendition of such judgment, decree, or 
order, or afterward with the permission of a justice 
or judge of the said appellate court. 

Sec. 12. That in all criminal or penal causes in 
which judgment or sentence has been or shall be 
rendered, imposing the payment of a fine or penalty, 
whether alone or with any other kind of punish- 
ment, the said judgment, so far as the fine or pen- 
alty is concerned, may be enforced by execution 
against the property of the defendant in like man- 
ner as judgments in civil cases are enforced; Pro- 
vided, That where the judgment, directs that the 
defendant shall be imprisoned until the fine or pen- 
alty imposed is paid, the issue of execution on the 
judgment shall not operate to discharge the defend- 
ant from imprisonment until the amount of the 
judgment is collected or otherwise paid. 

Sec. 13. That when in any suit in equity, com- 
mencedin any court of the United States, to enforce 
any legal or equitable lien or claim against real or 
personal property within the district where such suit 
is brought, one or more of the defendants therein 
shall not be an inhabitant of or found within the 
said district, or shall not voluntarily appear thereto, 
it‘shall be lawful for the court to make an order 
directing such absent defendant to appear, plead, 
answer, or demur to the complainant’s bill at a cer- 
tain day therein to be designated, which order shall 
be served on such absent defendant, if practicable, 
wherever found, or where such personal service is 
not practicable. such order shall be published in 
such manner as the court shall direct; and in case 


‘such absent defendant shall not appear, plead, 


answer, or demur within the time so limited, or 
within some further time, to be allowed by the court 
in its diseretion, and upon proof of the service or 
publication of said order, and of the performance of 
the directions contained in the same, it shall belaw- 
ful for the court to entertain jurisdiction, and pro- 
ceed to the hearing and adjudication of such suit in 


‘forth the facts. 


thesame manner.as if such absent defendent had 
been served with process ‘within the’ said district, 
butsaid adjudication shall, as regards such absent 
defendent without appearance, affect his property 
within such district only. g 

Sec. 14. That when a poor convict, sentenced by 
any court-of the United States to be‘imprisoned and 
pay.a fine, or fine and cost, or to, pay afine, or fine 
and cost, has been confined in prison thirty days 
solely for the non-payment of such fine, or fine and 
cost, such convict niay make application in writing 
to any commissioner ofthe United States. court in the 
district where he is imprisoned, setting forth his 
inability to pay such fine, or fine and cost, and after 
notice to the district attorney of the United States 
who may appear, offer. evidence, and be heard, the 
commissioner shall proceed to hear and determine the 
matter; and if on examination itshall appear to him 
that such convict is unable to pay such fine, or fine 
and cost, and that-he has not any property exceeding 
twenty dollars in value, except such as is by law ex- 
empt from being taken òn execution for debt, 
the commissioner shall administer to him_ the fol- 
lowing oath: ,“' I do solemnly. swear that I have not 
any property, real or personal, to the amount of 
twenty dollars, except such as is by law exempt 
from being taken on civil. precept for-debt by the 
laws of, (state where oath is adininistered ;) and that 
I have no property in any way conveyed or con- 
cealed or in any way disposed of for my future use 
and benefit. So help me God.” And thereupon such 
convict shall be discharged, the commissioner giving 
to the jailer or keeper of the jail a certificate setting 


, Src. 15. Thatif at any time after‘such discharge 
of such convict it shall be made to appear that in 
taking the aforesaid oath he swore falsely, he may 
be indicted, convicted, and punished for perjury, 
and be liable to the penalties prescribed in section 
thirteen of an act entitled “An act more-effectually 
to provide for the punishment of certain crimes 


_against the United States, and ‘for other purposes,” 
_approved March 8, 1825. 


Src. 16. That the fees of the commissioner for the 
examination and certificate provided for in this act 
shal] be five dollars per day for every day that he 
shall be engaged in such examination. 

MATT. H. CARPENTER, 

A. G. THURMAN, 

ROSCOE CONKLING, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

BENJ. F. BUTLER 

JOHN A, BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. CARPENTER. Thatisa pretty long 
bill. The amendment madeby the House was 
to strike out the bill passed by the Senate and 
insert a substitute, which substitute was in 
the main the Senate bill. The report of the 
committee recommends that the Senate recede 
from its disagreement and concur in the 
amendment. with an amendment, which will 
make the bill read as it stands in the report. 
The changes in it are mostly of phraseology. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Will not that 
report be printed ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. We had better pass 
it now. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would rather 
have it acted on to-morrow. I should like to 
have it lie over until to-morrow that I may 
look at it. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS.) The Senator from New Jersey 
moves that the report. be postponed until 
to-morrow. . 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator from New 
Jersey demands that, I never heard that re- 
fused. I hope it will be done. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Sena- 
tor from New Jersey did demand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the report. f 

Mr. CONKLING. If I may be allowed to 
make a suggestion, I am sure the Senator 
from Wisconsin does not intend to resist the 
request of the Senator from New Jersey to 
let the report lie that he can examine it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly not. 
him examine it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It ismoved 
that the report be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MIAMI INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. HARLAN submitted the following 
report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreein 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 183 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to make 
partition of the reservation to Me-shin-go-me-sia, 
a-Miami Indian, after full and free conference have 
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agreed to. recommend, and do recommend to their- 
respective Houses, as follows, namely : : 

‘That the Senate recede from their amendments 
disagreed to by the House to the said bill, and'that 
tho House agree to the following amendments tothe 
said bill, namely: i ; 

Strike out in line four, page 2, section two, the 
words ‘in quantity,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words ‘‘share and share alike in value.” A 

After the word “‘ interest”? in line nineteen, sec- 
tion three, insert the following words, namely: ‘“the 
value of said improvements‘not in any case to be 
estimated where the same shall be on land awarded 
to the person, who made or caused them to be made.” 

; ; JAMES HARLAN, 
PRATE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
JOHN. P. C. SHANKS, 
. SAMES N. TYNER, 
; ERASTUS WELLS, 

: Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS, 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the.House. of Representatives.to the 
bilt (S. No. 1078) increasing the rates of pen- 
sion to certain persons therein described. 

On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ments of the House to the said bill, and ask a con- 
ferendo on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. : 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


The VICK PRESIDENT appointed Mr, 
Prarr, Mr. EDMUNDS, and Mr. SAULSBURY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. AN- 
raoxy.) The hour of five o’clock has arrived, 
and pursuant to order the Senate takes a recess 
until balf past seven o’ clock, 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o'clock p. m. . 
DAKOTA GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY. 


Mr. TIPTON. Task the gentleman having 
charge of the bill under consideration to give 
way one moment until I present a report from 
a committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
tHONY in the chair.) The tariff and tax bill 
is before the Senate, and the pending question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois, [Mr. Locay,] to strike out the item 
in regard to paper. But the Senator from 
Nebraska asks unanimous consent to, make a 
report. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. TIPTON. laminstructed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to report back the bill 
(H. R. No, 2592) granting the right of way to 
the Dakota Grand Trunk Railway Company, 
aud ask that it be put on its passage. A let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior states 
that no acre of ground has ever been with+ 
drawn in that Territory for railroad purposes. 
This is merely a graut of the right of way. 

Mr. MORTON. In a Territory where no 
lands have ever been granted. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. For the purpose of enabling the 
Dakota Grand Trunk Railway Company, a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of Dakota, 


to extend its road and branches by the most | 


advantageous and practicable lines, in accord- 
ance with its charters, the right of way through 
the public lands in the- Territory of Dakota 
is by the bill granted to the company to the 
extent of one bundred feet in width on each 
side of the central line of the road and branches 
where they may pass over the public lands; 
and there is also granted to the company all 
necessary ground, not to exceed twenty acres 
foreach ten milesin length of the main line of 
the railroad, for station- buildings, work-shops 
depots, machine-shops, switches, side-tracks, 
turn-tables, water-stations, &e. When it may 
be necessary to use material from the public 
lands for the construction of the road, it may 
be done; but no private property is to be 
taken for the use of the company except in 
the manner now provided by the laws of 
Dakota relative to the taking of such property 


for like uses, and.in which manner it may be 


.done,.with compensation to the owners, as 


therein provided. Boas ce act 

The company is to have power to. mortgage, 
in the usual. manner, its franchise, road-bed, 
and all property of every kind belonging to it, 
toan amount not exceeding $25,000 per mile 
for the entire length of the. road, upon. such 
terms as may to the company seem best; but 
in no case shall the United States be. liable, in 
any manner whatever, for any act or thing 
done by said company. i 

The bili was:reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VICKERS, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1916) to authorize the 
Washington City and Point Lookout Railroad 
Company to extend arailroadinto and within 


‘the District of Columbia, reported it without 


amendment. : 
OATHS OF OFFICE. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask the Senate to take 
up a bill which ought to be passed. It is House 
bill No. 2779 to repeal certain statutes pre- 
scribing an oath of office. I will state what it 
is. ; lt repeals what is known as the iron-clad 
oath——— 

Mr. CONKLING. I object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
is made to the request of the Senator from 
Illinois. 

SELAH V. REEVE. 


Mr. FENTON. I move to take up House 
bill No. 475. Itis only a few lines. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 
No. 475) for the relief of Selah V. Reeve, 
late quartermaster sergeant of the fourth 
Michigan infantry volunteers, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. ` Itis a direc- 
tion to the Paymaster General of the United 
States to pay to Selah V. Reeve, late quarter- 
master sergeant of the fourth Michigan in- 
fautry volunteers, full pay and allowances as 
quartermaster sergeant from September 1, 
1861, to June 1, 1862, deducting therefrom 
what he may have received on account of such 
services for that period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERIES. 


Mr. WILSON. I desire to put on its pas- 
sage two very small bills, and.1 should like to 
get them out of the way. The first is House 
bill No. 2699, to amend an act entitled “An 
act to establish and protect national ceme- 
teries,” approved February 22, 1867. 

There being no objection, the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides that from and after its passage all 
soldiers and sailors honorably discharged from 
the service of the United States, who may die 
ina destitute condition, shall be allowed burial 
in the national cemeteries of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, aud passed. 


CITY OF CARONDELET. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice that at a 
quarter before eight o'clock E shall object to 
any more bills being considered, and insist that 
we go on with the regular order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask to take up the bill to 
confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 
hear and determine tbe suit of Carondelet vs. 
the United States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will try another bill 
and see if there is any objection. — 

Mr. NYE. I want to try a bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri first moved to take up a 
bill. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 
to object. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to call up the bill (S. 
No..420).to. confer jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to hear and, determine the suit of 
Carondelet vs. the United States. 2 ae 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont... I should 
like to inquire of the Senator from, Missouri 
how much this involves. —. eked tn 

Mr. BLAIR. This involves the title of the 
United States to the tract of land known as 
the Jefferson barracks, in St. Louis county. 
It is claimed. by the people of Carondelet that 
the barracks tract belongs to them as part of 
their common. i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I supposed 
it was that claim. It is certainly too large a 
claim to be passed’ by a minority of the Sen- 
ate. I therefore object” 

The bill 


I understood some.one. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


goes over under objection. 
GEORGE A STEVENS. 


Mr. CRAGIN. -I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed to the consideration of House bill 
No. 908. i 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 
No. 908) for the relief of George A. Stevens, 
of the United States Navy, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint, and, with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, to commission, George A. Ste- 
vens to such rank in the United States Navy 
as the circumstances of Stevens’s case may, in 
his judgment, seem to justify. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is a strange bill. 
How does that interfere with other parties ? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Not atall, This isa House 
bill. At the last session of Congress we passed 
an act restoring this officer, but made a mis- 
take, and this is simply to authorize the Pres- 
ident to place him where he thinks proper. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Suppose he places him 
over the heads of twenty others? _ 

Mr. CRAGIN. There is no danger of 
placing him above where he was before. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think there ought to 
be an amendment to that bill that it shall not 
interfere with or supercede any officer in the 
Navy. It certainly would be wrong to appoint 
a person in the Navy over the heads of those 
who, have served a longer time. 

Mr. CRAGIN. ‘This man has been in the 
service thirty-one . years, and he was placed 
upon the retired list a few years ago, and be- 
lieved by everybody to’ have been so placed 
anjustly. At the last Congress he was restored 
at the foot of the lieutenant commanders, 
among men who have been in service only 
about ten years, and it was intended to place 
him at the foot of the list of commanders. 
This is a House bill. I should not have drawn 
it in this way, but there is great anxiety to 
have the bill pass, as this officer is about to be 
ordered to sea, and I am fully satisfied that 
justice will be done to him and no injustice to 
others. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me the 
Senate had better amend it. The House would 
concur in the amendment in a moment. Ido 
not want any injustice done to this officer; but 
to authorize the President to appoint a person 
to such rank as he thinks proper in the Navy, 
is letting go our whole control of the Navy, 
contrary to the practice of the Government 
from its foundation. I do not want injustice 
done to others. If the Senator will so amend 
the bill that this Mr. Stevens can be restored 
to the Navy without overslaughing or doing 
injustice to others, I have no objection. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I will add, ‘ not above the 
position originally occupied by him ” i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘I think that would be 
an improvement. 

Mr. NYE. That is just what would be done 
under the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The time is up, unless 
the Senate is ready to vote.on the bills there 


3914 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 27, 


ig ä quorum present, and I insiston the regular 


order, : . 
Mr. NYE. Let us passtiis bill. © -> 
Mr. TRUMBULL.) Ifthe Senator from New 

Hampshire will agree to the amendment I have 

suggested I will not object to the bill: 

Mr. CRAGIN. I move toamend the amend- 
ment by adding thë words, “not above the 
position formerly occupied by him.’” . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. | i ee : i 

“Mr. CAMERON. I object if I have the 

power, This morning I wanted to get a 

pension. for a poor old woman’ who has been 

coming here twenty-five years, and I could not 
etamoment. I object to anything else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is too late 
to make. an objection now. i 

_ The amendment was concurred in. 

It was ordered that the amendment be en- 
grossed and the bill reada third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 


TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask leave to put on its 
passage a bill which is a very important one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular 
order. ‘There is a quorum present, 

Mr. NYE... Will not the Senator from Ohio 
yield to me that I may pass:a bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We must begin some 
time. I gave notice that at fifteen minutes 
before eight I should call for the regular 


order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio calls for the regalar order. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to give notice 
that the very next combination made by the 
Senator from Ohio, the chairman of this com- 
mittee, and the Senator from Illinois, for their 
own particular constituents, I shall object to. 

Mr. LOGAN. Which Senator? 

Mr. CAMERON... Not you, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have had no combina- 
tion with anybody, i 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2822) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
the pending question being on the amend- 
ment submitted by Mr. Logan, to strike out 
the following clause, beginning at line thirty- 
six of section two: 

On all paper and manufactures of paper, including 
books and other printed matter not herein specific- 
ally provided for. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I want to discuss this 
bill long enough to inform the Senator from 
Pennsylvania that I have been unable to get 
anything passed at all. 

Mr. CAMERON. If this is a part of the 
discussion let me say that this morning the 
Senator from Ohio gave way for a pension bill 
because it was said the person was a citizen of 
Ohio. I asked a little pension for a little old 
woman who has been here twenty-five or thirty 
years, and I could not get it. Now the Sen- 
ator from Illinois makes a bargain with the 
Senator from Obio to get a favor again. 

i Mr. TRUMBULL. I have not got any- 
thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
tion is on the amedment of the Senator from 
Illinois, [Mr. Locax. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the para- 
graph about printing-paper and manufactures 
of papers be postponed until we reach the 
eleventh page, when perhaps a vote of the 
Senate may bring the two subjects together 
naturally. Ido it asa matter of convenience 
and to save time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, that course will be adopted, and 
the amendment will be passed over until we 
reach the eleventh page relative to the tax on 
books. Does the Senator from Illinois object? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course 


will be-pursned, and the Secretary will read- 
the next amendment. 9 = oo . 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Financé was in section two to strike out, ‘in 
lines forty to forty-three, the following proviso: 
to the clause relative to the duties: on manu- 
facturesof India rubber, gutta percha, orstraw, 
and on oil-cloths of all‘ descriptions: i 

‘Provided, That the rate of duty upon umbrellas, 
parasols, arid sunshades shall in no-case be less than 
is imposed upon goods ofthe same material and. 
quality as the coverings thereof. 7 
Mr: SHERMAN. That: is merely a trans- 
position to.anothor:place.:. .: ae 

The amendment was agreed.to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thenext two items have 
been transposed also. ; nf ghee 

The next amendment was ‘in section two, to 
strike out lines forty-four to forty-eight, in the 
following words: i S 

On all: steel, and on. all manufactures of steel of 
which steel is the component part of chief value: 
Provided, That the duty upon cotton machinery 


shall not be less than the duty imposed on the ma- 
terial of which such machinery is constructed. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


` The next amendment was in section two to 
strike out lines forty-nine to fifty-seven, in the 
following words: 

_ And all wire rope and wire strand or chain made 
of iron wire, either bright, coppered, galvanized, or 
coated with other metuats, shall pay the same rate 
of duty that is now levied on the iron wire of which 
said rope or strand or chain is made; and all wire 
rope and wire strand or chain made of steel wire, 
either bright, coppered, galvanized, or coated with 
other metals, shall pay the same rate of duty that 
is now levied on the steel wire of which said rope or 
strand or chain is made. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two 
to strike out line fifty-eight, in the words, 
tton all lamberand manufactures of lumber.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two 
to strike out lines fifty-nine and sixty, in the 
following words: . 


On coal-tar reduced, or asphalt, pitch, bitumen, 
or cement, manufactured. from coal-tar, or its 
residuum. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two 
to strike out line sixty-one, in the words, 
‘on plate glass.” 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to ask, does the 
striking out of this mean that the article is 
placed back in the old tariff list? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It isincluded in the very 
next line. This is merely a verbal change. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg pardon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
after line sixty-one to insert: 


On all earthenware, glass and glassware, and on 
unwrought pipe-clay, fine clay, kaolin, and fuller’s 
earth. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I hope that 
amendment will not be insisted on by the 
committee. That is one of the most interest- 
ing businesses and enterprises of this country. 
It sprang into existence with the war in con- 
sequence of the high premium on gold ; and 
there are many manufactories in New Jersey 
and Pennsylvania that are now languishingand 
many of them closed, -I speak especially of 
earthenware, kaolin, and pipe-clay. The 
earthenware is made out of clay found in this 
country, and there is no propriety at this 
time in reducing the tariff upon it. I have 
talked with some members of the committee, 
and I find that they are in considerable doubt 
as to the propriety of this amendment. The 
House of Representatives had it under con- 
sideration, and they determined to leave the 
duty as it now is, and I hope. that the com- 
mittee will not make this reduction of ten per 
cent. on that struggling enterprise. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I agree with my col- 
league on this question. This isa very important 


industry in ourState. I myself asa general rule 
am not in favor of protecting established inter- } 


ests; but this, as my colleague has well said, 
isa struggling interest.: {n the city of Treu- 
ton alone there is manufactured more of the 
common earthenware; perhaps three times as 
much as in any other part of the United States. 
I suppose.three fourths of all the earthenware 


| manufactured in this country is manufactured 
| there.. They located themselves there because 


they could get clay easily, aud they have strug- 
gled to make a national ‘business of it, and 
they are now getting along tolerably well; but 
it has been a struggle all the way through, and 
I think it would be wise not to discriminate 
against them in favor of foreigners. Contrary 
to my general views and general principles on 
this question of protection, I must say that I 
think it would be wise to continue the existing 
duty. I agree with my colleague that the 
clause ought to be stricken out. 

Mr.SHERMAN. All I can gay is that the 
present duty on earthenware is twenty-five per 
cent., and on glass and glassware about forty 
or fifty per cerit. This matter was discussed 
when the subject was before the Senate here- 
tofore, and this particular clause was voted on 
favorably by a very large majority on the yeas 
and nays. If any change is made at all in the 
section it ought to be simply to strike out the 
earthenware, because I have no doubt glass- 
ware can bear the reduction, Besides, the 
reduction ig only two and a half per cent. I 
doubt very much whether it will affect any 
industry now employed. : ' 

Mr. CAMERON. I think it is very likely 
that what the Senator saysis correet as regards 
glassware; but this earthenware, or stone- 
ware as it is called, is.a new manufacture in 
our country. It began in New Jersey and has 
been slightly carried on in Pennsylvania; and 
it wants all the aid it can have. . Everybody, 
as far as I know, who has entered into the 
manufacture, has lost money or been broken 
up. I think the first attempt in this country 
was made in Philadelphia by Judge Hemp- 
hill about thirty years ago, a man then sup- 
posed to have'a large. fortune, and his whole 
fortune was. lost in trying to introduce the 
manufacture of what he called chinaware. It 
was nothing else than stoneware. l think 
Mae this clause ought to be stricken out of the 

1i. 

Mr. SCOTT. As this brings up the whole 
question of this ten per cent. reduction, I avail 
myself of the opportunity to say a word upon 
it. I-wantto call the attention of the Senate 
to their consistency on this question. 

When the report was formerly made this was 
in it, ‘‘all earthenware, glass and glassware,” 


| just as it is here now. A reductionof ten per 


cent. upon silks was also in the bill, and in 
that bill pig iron and steel rails were excepted 
from the ten percent. reduction. The Senate 


| then struck out silk, and they are now asked 


to strike ont earthenware. It would be right 
to do it, for I have in my hand petitions from 
I suppose fifty or sixty establishments scattered 
all over the land, signed not only by the pro- 
prietors but by the operatives, asking that this 
reduction shall not be made. 

But, sir, it is all the same question, with 
regard to earthenware that it is with regard to 
the other industries upon which you are mak- 
ing the ten per cent. reduction; it is simply a 
question of labor; there is where the reduc- 
tion is to come; and that was the testimony 
from all quarters before the committee, that 
no other reduction could be made than upon 
labor. Ibave already called attention to the 
discrimination which the Senate is making in 
going back of its former action, leaving other 
industries with protection ranging from fifty 
up to one hundred per cent. and striking at 


! those industries in other quarters which 


require the same protection. 

Now, Mr. President, as I have already said, 
I wish the Senate to be warned that but one 
of two results can follow from this reduction, 
either utter prostration and rain or the re- 
duction of the price of labor; and if the 
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Senate and the party with which I have ‘the 
honor to act are ready for either of these ré- 
sults, I want them to look: forward to the fact 
that they are preparing the way to:bring them 
about. I do not wish to be responsible ‘for 
the results that are to follow this redaction. 
Looking to Pennsylvania, speaking for it, I 
shall not hold myself résponsible. for. the re- 
sults which will follow from -this- redaction, 
and those who vote. for this reduction must be 
ready to take the consequences which do fol- 
low; for I tell you, Mr. President, upon. this 
question of labor (for it is that only) we are 
more interested in that State, both physically, 
if I may so speak, or pecuniarily and polit- 
ically, than Senators perhaps dreaim of, .- 
Now, sir, having said this on. this whole 
subject, for this is my sentiment on this ten 
per cent. reduction, | shall trouble the Senate 
with no further remarks on that question, but 
content myself with: voting against this reduc- 


tion, : 

Mr. MORBILL, of Vermont. When this 
subject was djscussed before the committee I 
felt that this was one of the most doubtful 
things which were subject to the reduction of 
ten per cent. lf the reduction applied to the 
higher grade of china, the ornamented china, 
it could be very well borne, but this reduction 
applies to earthenware. That includes brown 
earthens, includes stoneware, and includes 
common queensware, the only varieties that 
are being made successfully in the country. 
I desire to see the whole of the crockery that 
is used in the United States made here. 
We have ample material, we have workmen 
that can do it, and Í do not believe that it is 
wise to reduce the duty at this time on earthen- 
ware. I should much rather see the reduction 
upon the other varieties, where it would not 
interfere with interests already established. 

“Mr. CAMERON. , I move to strike out the 
whole section. _- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment as re- 
ported, inserting this provision. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move, then, to strike 
out ‘ earthenware.’? I should prefer to have 
the whole section stricken out. We ought to 
encourage the manufacture of this article 
called earthenware. Senators who have thought, 
about it at all will remember that that is 
the foundation of all those. beautiful pieces 
of art which we now have, ċalled china or china 
ware, which began somewhere in the East, per- 
haps in China proper, but I think long before 
we knew much about China. It was brought 
into England three hundred years ago. Allthe 
world have been trying to imitate it since. 
They have succeeded very well in England, 
buta hey have succeeded to a much greater ex- 
tent in France, and what is now called the 
Sevres ware in France began by the protection 
which the manufacturers there got to their 
coarse ware called china. We have sometimes 
come very near making large vessels of what 
they call china in this country under the name 
of stoneware, but we have nothing very fine 
yet. ‘here is nota Senator here now but has 
felt the difference between taking his tea out 
of a beautiful thin cup such as they make in 
China or such as they make in France, com- 
pared with drinking it out of an old tin cup or 
a rough china cup now called earthenware in 
the United States. : 

if glassware was now as costly as gold and 
silver nobody would have silver or gold upon 
histable, but would supply it with glass, for there 
is no production of the world which comes from 
the artisan’s hand so beautiful as beautiful 
glass. Who has ever taken a drink of water 
from one of those thin glasses that are so light, 
almost as light ag a zephyr, and so transparent 
that you can see the fountain itself almost 
springing up there, and then compare that 
with taking it out of the gourd which we used 
to have to take up water with in the mountains 
when I wasa boy. We ought to do everything 
we can to encourage that sort of production, 


and for that reason I should ‘like to have this 
whole section stricken out;- because while 
glass is a great deal more important in its man- 
ufacture than what we call earthenware, the 
time will come in this country, where we have 
all the material for making :it, that we shall 
have glass just as beautiful and commanding 
as high a price as the glass now furnished 
for the richest people’s.tables in France or 
England. Have any of you thought what high 
prices the most ‘perfect productions of glass 
have brought? I will not trouble you now with 
deséribing the process. That you can all find 
out. Nor shall I dilate upon how beautiful it 
is in the eye of any man or woman of taste. 
That is the sort of thing that we ought to pro- 
duce here, and we’can, because here itis all 
labor, as my colleague -said. We have the 
purest sand, the best sand for making glass 
and for making china and for. making earth- 
enware that there is in the whole world, and 
yet are we to refuse to take care of our labor- 
ers who are trying to turn that worthless sand 
into beautiful works of art, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. My motion spe- 
cifically is to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out the words ‘‘all earthenware,” and 
then we just do what the House did. They 
struck it out. 

Mr. CORBETT. Ibope this may be stricken 
out. It isan article that is now being man- 
ufactured in my own State to some extent, 
not very successfully at the commencement of 
its manufacture, and the. success has been 
rather varied, but at this time I believe it is 
being manufactured with some success. | 
agree with the Senators from New Jersey and 
Pennsylvania that these are industries which 
are now being established and should be en- 
couraged, und that we ought not to make a re- 
ductiou upon the tariff on these industries now 
in their infancy. We should allow them to get 
firmly established before we make a reduction 
of the duties on the foreign article. I hope, 
therefore, that these words may be stricken 


out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
New Jersey striking out ‘‘all earthenware,” 
in line sixty-two. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator from New 
Jersey desires to follow the House provision, 
permit me to say to him that the House struck 
out the whole of. the clause including glass 
and glassware, and I hope there will be no 
such discrimination made as to strike out one 
and leave in the other. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am in favor 
of striking out the whole paragraph ; but I sup- 
pose if the vote is taken on striking out the 
whole paragraph and the Senate refuses to 
strike it out, it would then be too late to move 
to strike out ‘‘ earthenware.”’ f 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator, or the Chair, is not the motion now 
pending a motion to strike out and insert? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
motion of that sort pending. 
to strike out the words “ all earthenware.”’ 

Mr. CONKLING. What was done with 
the previous line? Was that strack out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. lt was. 

Mr. CONKLING. The question might 
have been taken on that motion to strike out 
and insert, and it would have ‘brought up the 
whole question as presented by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 

_ Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to. amend that 
motion by striking out the whole paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on agreeing to the paragraph, and 
this is a motion to amend the ‘portion pro- 
posed to be agreed to. The motion. of the 
Senator from New Jersey is first in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust Senators will not 
regard this as a trivial matter, or treat it as a 
matter that is to be decided by reference to a 
pewter mug or à china mug, or anything of that 
kind. This bill is an effort to relieve the peo- 


The motion is | 


ple of the United States from the burdens of 
taxation. ‘There is imposed upon glass and 
glassware a range of duties from forty-five to 
one hundred per cent. ad valorem. The 
glassware interest in this. country is in apros- 
peroug condition. There never has been a 
substantial complaint made in regard to glass 
and glassware. There was some ‘complaint 
made by the potters of New Jersey that a re- 
duction of twenty-five per ‘cent. ad valorem 
might do them harm. They represented that 
a portion of their industry was now in danger; 
some of their ovens were ‘not used, and they 
thought a reduction of ten ‘per cent: would 
injure them; but I do not now recall a single 
complaint from any manufacturer of glass or 
glassware, 

The duty on cylinder and ground and com- 
mon window-glass is forty-nine and a half per 
cent.; the duty on certain sizes of glass above 
the medium size is sixty-three and a half per 
cent.; the duty on others is sixty-two per cent.; 
the duty on othersis sixty per cent. To say that 
the persons engaged in this industry cannot 
afford a reduction of five per cent. on these 
enormous rates of duty when there has been 
no substantial complaint made from that in- 
terest, is to reduce the argument of an extreme 
protective tariff to an absurdity. 

There is now imported into ‘this country of 
glass and glassware a great amount. The 
duties received from this source alone amount 
probably to over a million dollars. Iam not 
now prepared to state it exactly, but I think it 
is between one and two millions; and besides, 
the domestic production is fairly and profit- 
ably employed. . Now, if we are to relieve the 
people of the United States from taxes, if the 
object of this bill is to reduce taxes, it does 
seem to me that those things which enter iuto 
the ordinary uses of common life ought to have 
some benefit and some relief. 

So far as earthenware is concerned I feel 
very little interest in it. Itis an industry of 
comparatively small importance. The amount 
of earthenware produced in ‘this country, 
except the coarser earthenware, which has the 
market to itself, is not very great. The earth- 
enware of this country which is in danger of 
the. competition of.the Liverpool and other 
wares is comparatively in its infancy, and if 
the Senator from New Jersey had confined 
his effort to protecting the infant industry of 
those people who are engaged in making 
crockery pottery, I should not so much object. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. ‘That is my 
motion, and that only. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But now the effort is 
made, and we hear it all over the Sehate,’ 
‘ We will strike all this out,’ as if it was a 
matter of moonshine. : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. My motion is 
only for carthen ware. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot state without 
reference to the documents, but I take it the 
earthenware produced in this country is com- 
paratively a small industry. The great body 
of the earthenware, like the Liverpool! and 
chinaware, is brought from foreign countries. 
Wehave not yet established the industry. But 
glass and glassware is very different. That is 
a great industry, using millions of dollars of 
capital. The glass that is imported from 
abroad is mainly of the expensive kind, plate- 
glass and what is called window glass of vari- 
ous forms and various kinds, producing be- 
tween one and two millions of revenue. Itis 


: upon those articles where the industry of the 


country is fairly established, articles which 
enter into universal use in every family in the 
United States, that we ought to get the ben- 
efit of the relief proposed by this bill, There- 
fore, when a motion to strike out this clause 
was made, applying only to a small branch of 
this industry, I did not feel myself bound to 
resist it to any extent, but simply.to state the 
facts. [do not believe that any oven will be 
stopped by the reduction of duty of two and one 
half per cent., and I do not believe the Sen- 
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ator from, New Jersey will seriously maintain 
the proposition that a reduction-of two and 
one. half. per cent. upon. the value. of this 
product. will: really break, down the. business.. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.. Iwill say, with. 
the consent. of. the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, that they. donot: now. make more 
than seven per.cent., and ifyou take two and 
one half per, .cent..off that, the.. business, will 
not. be worth following. Two. and one half 
per cent. where the thing is worked down to 
as close a margin. as that, is a, very serious 
reduction. I understand the chairman of the 
Committee..on Finance does : not seriously 
object to the. propriety of striking off this 
reduction of. duty on earthenware, and that is 
the whole of my motion. — : 

Mr. SHERMAN. | I say that is a very:dif- 
ferent, question from striking out the whole 
paragraph. oid . PIR: 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.. That.is all my 
motion. : ; , 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tam perfectly willing to 
take the vote of the Senate on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from New 
Jersey, to strike out, in line sixty-two, the words 
‘all earthenware.” f 

The question being put, there were, on a 
decision—ayes 22, noes 20: ` 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

Several Senators. No; no. . p f 

Mr. BLALR. I insist on the demand for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I was going 
to appeal to the Senator from Missouri to with- 
draw his call for the yeas and nays, for it is a 
fact that a very considerable amount of the 
crockery that is made in this country is made 
from the clay that is obtained in Missouri. 

Mr. BLAIR. T do not agree to that. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I ask the Sen- 
ator to withdraw the call for the yeas and 
nays on account of the fact that the potteries 
are in New Jersey. [Laughter.] 

“Mr. BLAIR. I want the Senator from. Ver- 
mont to understand that 1 am not controlled 
by any such consideration as that. I believe 
it is proper that the taxes should be reduced 
on articles produced in Missouri as well as 
upon others, I voted to reduce the tax on 
railroad iron. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Here isan appli- 
cation which is made for a reduction. ‘Lhe 
House have stricken it out; the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance has told the Sen- 
ate that he does not seriously object to it; 
and I do not see why any question should be 
made against this motion. 

Mr. HILL. Of course it is expected that 
every Senator will give the reason for his vote 
on so important a matter as this. I do not 
know of any earthenware establishments in 
my State. There are some on the other side 
of the Savannah river, in South. Carolina, and 
I think there is a little jugware perhaps made 
in Georgia. But the proposition, as Í under- 
stand it, is to leave crockeryware at the pres- 
ent rates, and not to interfere with it. It is 
stated here, and I believe it to be true, that 
this manufacture is literally in its infancy; 
that there are very few establishments of the 
sort in the country, and they have been strug- 
gling for existence up to this time. If so, and 
if it has not been a profitable business up to 
this period, I think we might as well reduce 
the tariff in some other particular as in this. 
I liken it a good deal to the intended reduc- 
tion upon silks, which happened to be made 
chiefly, I believe, in the same State where 
most of these potteries are located. 

My universal reason for agreeing to this 
amendment, and allowing the tariff to remain 
almost substantially as it is now, is my-anxiety 
to reduce the internal revenue taxes. Every 
one knows that we are obliged to have revenue 
from some source. We must have it either 
from the tariff mainly or we must take it from 


our internal revenue. system. I. prefer. to get. 
rid as much as possible of the internal revenue 
taxes, and to.leave what is necessary, for the 
support.of the. Government and for the., pay- 
ment of the interest on. the public debt and its 
partial reduction, to: come from duties upon 
imports. . Thatis my reason for voting toretain 
the present.duty upon earthenware. 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques: | 


tion is on,the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey to. the amendment of the Com: 
mittee on Finance, `, ae we 
. The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27; nays.25, asfollows: 
YBAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Cameron, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Ham- 
lin, Hill, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine; Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Patterson, Pool, Ramsey, Scott, 
Stockton, Tipton, West, and Wilson=27., A 
NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, 
Casserly, Clayton, Cooper, Davis of. West Virginia, 
Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Stevenson, 
Stewart, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—25. - 


ABSEN T—Messrs. Brownlow, Caldwell, Carpenter, 


Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Ferry_ of 
Connecticut, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, Nye, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Rice; Sawyer, Spencer; 
Sprague, Sumner, Thurman, and Windom—22, 

So'the amendment. to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is‘on the amendment of the commit- 
tee as amended. i 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The read- 
ing will proceed. : f 

Mr. SCOTT. Was the vote taken on the 
latter part of that clause ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was. 

Mr. SCOTT. ` I understood the Senator from 
New Jersey to propose to follow his motion 
by striking out the remainder of the clause. 
If not, { make that motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was 
the question decided; the question being on 
adopting the clause. $ 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from 
Pennsylvania ,was taken by surprise, I havė 
no objection to the vote being taken again. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understood from the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey that he proposed to 
follow his motion by moving to strike out the 
remaining portion of the clause. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. [think I did 
say so; but owing to the closeness of the vote 
on the question of earthenware, I did not 
follow it up. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to strikeout would not have been in order. It 
would have been merely reversing the pend- 
ing motion, which was to insert the clause. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will reserve it until we get 
into the Senate. : 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator by a sepa- 
rate vote in the Senate can accomplish his 
purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator move a reconsideration ? 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir. 5 
Mr. SHERMAN. I would just as lief hav 
the vote taken now as at any other time. I 
would rather settle these matters as’ we go 
along than to have votes postponed until we 

are all tired out. . 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well; I move to strike 
out the latter part of the paragraph. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania moves to reconsider 
the vote by which the last amendment was 
adopted, 

Mr. SCOTT. No; I move to strike out the 
remaining part of the paragraph, 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is an 
equivalent motion. The clause was not in the 
bill, and the question was on the amendment 
putting it in the bill, That question has been 
decided in the affirmative, and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania now moves to reconsider. 


„Mr, SCOTT. I will. reserve the motion 
until we get into the Senate.. i ; 
The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section two, after line sixty- 
four, to insert; ,_ i : 

On all leather not othérwise herein provided for, 
and.on all manufactures of skins, bone, ivory, horn, 
ang leather, and of which either of said articles is 


the component part of chief value. 


“Mr. CONKELING. I moveto strike out the 
word ‘skins,’ and I hope and believe the com- 
mittee will have no serious objection to it. It 
is proposed now to make a reduction ‘of ten 
per cent: ‘fon all leather not otherwise herein 
provided for, and on all manufactures of skins, 
bone, ivory, horn, and leather.” Now, Isug- 
gest. that the word ‘‘skins,”’ in addition to the 
word’ ‘‘ leather,’ is not necessary, because it 
hits nobody, as far as I know, except those 
engaged in a little hamlet of my own State in 
making gloves, whieh is, in the language of 
the Senator from New Jersey,’ a struggling 
industry in its infancy. I think there will be 
no objection to striking out the word ‘‘ skins,’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. That would extend not 
only to skins used for gloves*but would extend 
to.all the skins or hides imported from South 
America. ~ : ; 

Mr: CONKLING. I beg my  honoiable 
friend’s pardon; he does not observe’ this 
language: “and on all manufacturés’’—as it 
will read then—-‘ of bone, ivory, horn, and 
leather.” I simply ask to strike out the word 
‘skins 3’ and if it will apply to anybody 
except the women and children and the few 
men engaged in making gloves in my State in 
a little hamlet, I want to kuow to whom it 
will apply. i ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under this bill, for'the 
first time for many years, we have thrown open 
the doors to the admission of hides duty free. 
The leather trade is the largest trade in the 
United States. Iam rather inclined to think 
if you strike out the word ‘‘skins,’’ those 
skins may be converted into leather partially 
oiled and dressed, and brought in in hat way. 
As we have allowed tanners to. import skins 
duty free, they certainly ought to be able to 
afford a reduction of this duty of ten per cent. 
If the Senator could confine it to skins used 
for the manufacture of gloves, I should not so 
much object. I would ask him, what skin is 
used for the manufacture of gloves? 

Mr. CONKLING. The chamois. a 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is confined to that, 
it is de minimis. As itis now proposed, it is 
a question of great magnitude. f 

Mr. CONKLING. I think my honorable 
friend, if he will reflect one moment, will seé 
that he is mistaken. He allows hides to come 
in free, he says, for the first time. What#has 
that to do with the reduction of ten per cent.? 
It will not apply to them at all. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Manufactures of leather 
are made out of these very hides. 

Mr. CONKLING. But what is made out 
of those hides unless it becomes a manufac- 
ture of leather? ` ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. A great many things. 

Mr. CONKLING. What, for example? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Leather, as I understand, 
is tanned hides, and hides are manufactured. 
in raniony other forms that I am not familiar 
with. f 

Mr. CONKLING. Whynotputin “hides” 
in the place of. ‘‘skins?’’ Now this attaches 
to kid and chamois leather. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think they can bear 
the ten per cent. reduction, and we ought not 
to make exceptions, and the Senator ought 
not to ask ib, - 

Mr. CONKLING. I shall certainly take 
the sense of the Senate upon it, and I am quite 
surprised that there should be any serious 
objection to it. Here, as I said before, in one 
little hamlet they are striving to make gloves, 
and are making very nice gloves of a very low 
grade,and are very near making very nice 
gloves of a high grade. If anything is to be 
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gained by interrupting that industry I should 
like to know it. Ido not care in what form 
itis, but it certainly is not necessary to put in 
this bill for nothing, for no good effect, a pro- 
vision which will injure those people. I will 
insert the word ‘hides,’’ if the Senator pre- 
fers it, in lieu of “*skins,’’ which will answer 
his ‘purpose, or we: can. pass this amendment 
and will draw a. provigo so.that skins imported 
to be used for the purpose of making gloyes 
shall be excepted from the. provision. -I-do 
not want to do anything more than what the 
Senator refers to when he says itis de minimis. 
-Itis; it concerns a, very, small thing, and that 
small thing: I want.to except, inasmuch as it 
will do the revenue no good to destroy that 
very. small matter. - : 

Mr. COLE.: The Semator’s loss is more 
than made up by taking the tariff entirely off 
skins, which it.is stated by the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance is done in this: bill. 
That.will more than. compensate for the loss 
that is-sustained by this reduction of ten per 
cènt., I think. Cen 
. Mr. CONKLING. I do not-think it will. 
` Mr MORRILD, of Vermont. The Senator 
from New York is nearly right in supposing 
that this applies merelyto that kind of leather 
that is used for mittens and gloves;. but there 
ate other skins that are also used: Hog-skins 
are tanned and used for saddle-bags, and are 
tiever called by any other name than hog- 
skins. ‘There is another class of skins, I 
think, taken from yearlings, that are called 
Rip-skins, and never called anything else. 
do not’ know of anything else that is called so. 
“Mr CONKLING. ‘Will the Senator be 
kind enough to tell us what is imported that 
ig manutactured of kip-skin? ` 

» Mi MORRILL, of Vermont. 
children’s shoes. 

Mr. COLE. ‘And boots. * 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, 
other things. 

‘Mr. GONKLING. Then, except the matter 
of gloves and mittens, it is foot-gear only that 
is made of kip-skins? 

“` Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think also 
some kinds of morocco are called goat-skins. 

Mr. SHERMAN, . I will state to the Sen- 
ator from New York, that one of the great 
merits of this tariff bill, if L understand it cor- 
rectly, is to make the raw material of leather 
practically: free. The duty. on leather. is re: 
duced, as the Senator will see when we come. 
to the leather paragraph, to a very low rate, 
while all the raw material is made free; and. 
there is no reason in the world why after the 
passage of this bill we cannot manufacture’ 
boots and shoes. and :ẹvery article made of 
leather to compete with all the nations. of the 
world, Indeed, a. very intelligent gentleman 
who appeared before the Committee on Finance 
said that if we would do what we had done, we 
could compete with England and mankind at 
large and regain our. foreign trade in leather. 
Under those circumstances it seems to me we 


It might be 


_And various 


ought not to retain any tax.or seek to preserve. 


for a small interest the present duties. . 

“Mr; CONKLING. . Now I. will put my 
amendment in a form in which I think it will 
encounter no objection as to what it. means. 
withdraw the amendment to strike out the 
word ‘*skins,’? and I propose in line sixty-six, 
after the word ‘‘leather,’’ to insert the words 
‘“except gloves and mittens;’’ so that. the 
paragraph will read: : i 

On all leather not otherwise herein. provided for, 
and on all manufactures of skins, bone, ivory, horn, 
and leather, except glovesand mittens, and of which 
either of said articles is the component part of chief 
value. yee 

That meets the view of the Senator from 
Vermont. : i i 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tión is on the amendment- tọ the amendment. 


The question being put, a division was called 


for; and the ayes were sixteen. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is a further 
count demanded ?` es ; 
Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir; I ask for’ the 
yeas id nays. © 0 
-- The yeas and nays were ordered. 
“Mr. CONKLING. Now, Mr. President, I 
wish simply to say that the proposition is to 
reduce the-duty on kid gloves, for it comes to 
haaat be ; Piao espe 
“Mri SHERMAN.” And common gloves. 
“Mr. CONKLING. Yes, precisely} but the 
imported gloves are kid gloves; and it is to 
prevent the one community which is attempt- 
ing to compete, and to keep up a manufacture 
which can compete with imported kid gloves, 
from doing it. f i 
Mr. SHERMAN. Kid gloves àre, no doubt, 
an object of dislike to my friend 'from New 
York; but the common gloves that are worn 
by the laboring men in this country are worth 
more in value and produce more revenue than 
all the kid gloves that are worn by ladies and 
gentlemen in fashionable life. Ba 
~ Mr. CONKLING. Are they imported ?. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very largely. The in: 
dustry whith the Senator from New York rep- 
resents is a very interesting one. ‘They have 
a great advantage now by this tariff bill. They 
have their raw materials absolutely free. They 
can compete with all the nations of. the world 
in the kind of fabric they make. I have seen 
their’ gloves, and most Senators here have 
worn them a dozen times, They make very 
beautiful winter gloves, and gtoves of various 
kinds. They do not manufacture the kid 
glove or any fine glove. They are of a differ- 
ént kind entirely. Of course the fine gloves 
aré imported. While Ishould be very dad to 
see the Senator from New York gratified in 
this respect, Lam afraid if we undertake to 
make an exception in favor of gloves, coarse 
and fine, it will break up the whole’ merit of 
this rule, which is a rule of equality anda 
rule of justice. ; 
The question being taken by yeas and pays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 24; as tollows: 
‘YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Conkling, Corbett, Fenton, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, : Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, 
Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Patterson, Ramsey,. Sawyer, Scott, Stewart, West, 
and Wilson—25.. ` on 
NAYS--Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, ‘Bayard, Clayton, 
Cole, Davis of West. Virginia, Jerry. of Michigan, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland: Hamilton ‘of. 
forse, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Ransom, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Stevenson 
Tipton, Trumball, Vickers, and Wright—24. ; 
ABSEN'T—Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Caldwell, Cas- 
serly, Chandler, Coopor, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 


ba 


Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Howe, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Pratt, Rice, Spencer, Sprague, Stockton, Sumner, 
Thurman, and Windom—25. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment of the committee as 
amended. i 

The amendment, asamended, was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, to 
strike out lines sixty-nine, seventy,and seventy- 
one of section two, in the following words: 

On all paper: Provided, That the duty on printing 
paper, whether sized or unsized, shall be equal, and 
twenty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. LOGAN. I suggest to the Senator 
from Ohio that that amendment be passed over, 
for the present, so that the whole subject can 


be considered together. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
passed -over until we come to the eleventh 
page. fare ox 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be passed over by general consent. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to strike out section three, in the 
following words: 


That the provisions of section six of the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1865, entitled “An act amendatory 
of eertain acts imposing duties upon foreign import- 
ations,’ shall not be held te apply to the articles 


I am willing that it be | 


mentioned in the ‘act approved Marth 2, 1867: en- 
titled “An act to provide revenue from imported 
wool, and for other purposes”: o |> 

And to insert'in lien thereof: °°: 

That there stull be’ hereafter collected and paid 
on’all goods, Wares, and merchandise'of the growth 
or: produce. of countries east of- the Capo of ‘Good 
Hope, (except raw cotton and raw, silk, ‘as. reeled 
from the cocoon, or nòt further advanced ‘than train, 
thrown; or organzine.) when ‘imported ‘from places 
west of the Cape of Good Hope, a duty:of tèn per 
cent. ad valorem, in. addition to the duties. im- 
posed on any such arti¢le when: imported directly 
Hs the place or placos of their ¢rowth or produc- 

fon, 0 fi eval bos. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM.: I move to amend 
the amendment by inserting in line ten of the 
matter proposed to be inserted, after the word 
“except, the word ‘ wool.” 

Mr. RAMSEY. Fsuggestto the honorable 
Senator to say ‘wool ‘from Australia’? or 
‘* Australian -wool.”’ er ee 
. Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Twill merely state 
in regard to this amendment that the excep- 
tion has' reference to certain raw materials not 
produced ‘in this country. I-make this excep- 
tion of 4 raw material although it is produced 


in. this country; and my reasons for it are 


these: it is absolutely necessary to have wool 
either from South America or ftom Australia 
to mix with thé wools which are-raised in Ver- 
mont, ‘Ohio, Iowa, and California, in order to 
have them produce a good fabric. It is essen- 
tial- for the manufacturers that they should 
have a part of the wool which they use from 
the countries I have named. ‘They have dur- 
ing the past yéar sent eight or ten agents to 
Australia to purchase a portion of their wools. 
They have been very much embarrassed in 
this way. They find the wools in Australia 
mortgaged to a certain degree by London eapi- 
tal, very much as the cotton of cotton-planters 
was formerly mortgaged ‘to factors’ in New 
Orleans. : . i 

Mr. NYE. If the honorable Senator will 
permit ‘me, the wool crop of Australia has 
grown somewhat since we wanted to subsidize 
the Australian line. [Laughter.] I want to 
remind the honorable Senator of that. 

. Mr. BUCKINGHAM. You shall have all 
the benefits of the increased crop.’ [Laughter. ] 

“I was saying that it is very difficult for the 
American manufacturer or the American pur- 
chaser to‘make a properselection in Australia, 
so that during the past year there have been 
over two hundred and twenty ‘thousand bales 
fmported ‘into Englaiid’ from Australia, and 
only about twenty ‘thousand ‘imported to this 
country: Now,'the American manufacturer 
desires an opportinity to select his-wools; He 
cannot get as good à selection in Australia as 
he can in London ; and that is one reason, ‘in 
my judgment, why you should not charge a 
greater duty upon wools brought through Lon- 
don than upon those that come direct. : 

Another reason ‘is that if you place these 
wools in London ten per cent. higher than they 
otherwise would be, you drive the American 
purchaser to South’ America and have him 
secure all he can to’ mix with the American 
wools ‘from that “section of the world. The 
consequence is that the price is advanced in 
South America by the American manufacturers 
being driven there, and that makes the cost 
of the raw material which he uses here higher 
than it otherwise would be. 

There is another reason: when the Amer- 
ican manufacturer is driven from the London 
market by an extra duty of ten per cent., that 
ten per cent. is for the advantage of the 
European manufacturer, and he buys his pro- 
dacts so much less, and therefore produces 
his fabric so much less, and is the better able 
to compete with the American manufacturer. 

These are the reasons why I ask the Senate 
to include in this exception wool. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut to the amendment of the. com- 
mittee. ; ce 
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Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
and nays upon. it. - : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. - 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. ..As-the yeas 
and nays are. ordered, 1-will.merely state the 
reasons of, my vote... This ,question. between 
wool and: woolens has been‘ settled: now: for 
four. or five years by. a compromise between 
the wool. .interest. and the wool-growers.:. At 
the time of that compromise: this: differential 
duty that is imposed upon’ wool brought by 
the way of: London: from.beyond.;the:iCape 
of Good Hope was not taken into account. 
It existed under à prior and different acti of 
Congress. Upon-assembling together.during 
the.-past year,, the. wool-growers and wool 
manufacturers agreed that this differential 
duty.,..30.far as wool. was concerned, should 
be removed. About three fourths of all the 


woolen manufacturers are supporting the daty | 
upon wool, and in:order to keep up good faith, - 


as I understand it, thigduty should be removed; 

Mr. SHERMAN.. There..is no ` question 
here of good faith between the woolen. manu- 
facturers and the wool-growers of this coun- 
try. lt is purely a commercial. regulation. 


It hag been the time-honored policy of. this’ 


Government of the United States to, make this 
discriminating. duty of.ten per cent. in. favor 
of direct trade .between China and the Hast 
Indies and America... This has, been. sub- 
stantially,.the, law for many. years, during 
many Administrations in order to induce Amer- 
ican vesgels to explore the Hast India seas 
and carry on a. direct commerce between those 
regions of the world and our own country, 
Therefore it is that if goods produced in the 
East Indies are brought to Holland, or Eng- 
land, or France, and there landed, seek a mar- 
ket, and are then imported either in foreign 
vessels or American vessels from this, side of 
the Cape of Good Hope, an additional duty of 
ten per cent. has beenadded. ‘That hasbeen the 
policy, not in favor of the wool-grower,. butin 
favor of commerce; and. I call the attention 
of my friend from. Maine far. MORRILL]. to 
the fact that this has been the most important 
regulation: of commerce ‘in favor of direct 
intercourse between the far-distant regions of 
the world and our own country. . It. has been 
against. the. policy of the country ever.to make 
exceptions,.to this rale.. We did it for cotton 
during the war, because we had to get the India 
cotton here to supply the vacuum caused by. the 
war. We didit forthe benefit of silk, in order 
to induce the raw cocoons to: be brought here 
direct to be spun into silk, so.as to build, up the 
silk industry. We allowed them to be. brought 
to England or to France and. thence here. 
Now it is, proposed to: extend it to wool... 
This section is one copied from the old.laws. 
It is in the very words of the laws of 1846 and 
1842. The principal object of réenacting it 
here is to cure. the imperfect language of the 
act in regard.to tea and coffee. , Among the 
other evil results, that came from the bill re», 
pealing the duty on tea and coffee was that it 
repealed the differential duties, so that. now. tea 
manutactured in England. out of the leaves of 
England can. be brought here into our ports to 
take the place of the Chinese tea from China, 
And so of coffee, which is brought from Java 
and the East India islands to.certain ports in 
Europe and then brought here. It was for the 
purpose of giving to commerce that encourage- 
ment, to make a.trade between those remote 
countries and our own, that it was thought 
necessary to revive this law. It was held at the 
‘Treasury Department. that the act repealing the 


duty on tea and coffee repealed the differential || 


duties. as well as. the duty on tea and coffee, 

This differential duty has been the policy of 
the Government. Ithas been the subject of a 
decision in the Supreme Court. 
maintained as ourpolicy. If there is.any case 
in which this policy ought to be maintained it 
ought to be in favor of the direct importation 
of wool from Australia to this country, If the 


I ask for the yeas- 


it has been | 


amendment of the Senator from Connecticut 
prevails, the wool of Australia will be taken 
to: England, there sold to us- at second-hand, 
and brought to our country for.a market; 
while, if the differentie] Ants maintained, 
wool will..be brought in English or Ameriean 
vessels direct from Australia to our,own coun; 
try... That: is the whole. of it. . If you except 
‘wool, I do not see why you may not except any 
otber..article;, why you, may not except. tea, 
hemp, flax, jute, and a thonsand.other things 
that form, the basis of our East: India com: 
merce.: on ee 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM., :The proposition is 
to have: this bill- go into effect on the Ist day 
of Julynext. There are thousands of bales 
of wool on the way:from Bombay as well. as 
Australia, and there is a large amount of wool 
that ought to come here from. other portions 
of the world besides Australia; but the. dif- 
culty is that. there is so small @ quantity that 
you cannot load ships except in the present 
condition of the American market and of the 
wool markets of the world.. Youcannot bring 
a cargo of wool ordinarily from Australia or 
from Bombay to this country. It must of 
necessity. go to Holland or- to London, the 
gteat majority of it, and unless you give the 
American manufacturer an opportunity to go 
there and. make his selection, you virtually 
give the European. manufacturer a premium 
and enable him to buy the article cheaper than 
we can, eds . : ; 
Mr. MORTON. Weare now, I-believe, on 
the seventh page of this bill. If all the details 
of the bill are to.be contested we shall not be 
able to conclude it this week. For one,-I am 
disposed to follow the ‘committee as a general 
thing in regard to the details of the bill, except 
on matters of which I may have some doubt. 
But I am willing to follow the committee as a 
general thing, and I hope the Senate will do so, 
because otherwise we shall never get through. 
I believe the bill has beén well considered in 
both Houses. _ ee ee : 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is ọn the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut to the amendment of the commit- 
tee, on which the yeas aud ‘nays have been 
ordered. - “ae oH eat 
The’ question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 31; as follows : 
` YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Blair, Buckingham, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Patterson, Pomeroy, Sawyer, Schurz, Tip- 
ton, and Wilson—17. Soe ig fe a A 
NAYS—Messrs.. Alcorh, Ames, Bayard, Boreman, 
Casserly, Clayton, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of West 
Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, ‘Witcheock John- 
ston, Kelly, Lewis, Norwood, Nye, Ransóm, Robert- 


son, Saulsbury, Scott, Sherman, Stevenson, Trum- 
ball, Vickers; West, and: Wright—al. .:: 


ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Caldwell, Cam eron, 


ole, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamlin, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Osborn, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, and Windom—26, ee 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. : oona í i 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. After the word 
“ except,”’ in the tenth line, I move to insert 
the word: “ivory.” ; Se aay ete 


The amendment to the amendment. was- 


rejected, : ; 

The amendment of the committee. was 
adopted. ' 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section four, lines one and 
two, to strike out the words ‘‘day.and year 


when this act shall take effect,” and to insert’ 


the words “Ist day of July, 1872.” 
“The amendment was agreed to. | ; 
. The next amendment was in section four, 
to. strike out after line nine the..following 
clause: - g 
„On all burlaps, and like manufactures of flax, jute, 
or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp shall be the 


component material of chief value, excepting such 


as may be suitable for use as bagging for: covering 


cotton, or for the uses to which such bagging is 
applied, thirty per cent.advalorem ; on all oil-cloth 
foundations or floor-cloth canvas, made of flax, jute, 
or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or: hemp: shal! be the 
component material of chief value, forty per cent. 
ad valorem» on all bags, cotton bags, and bagging, 
and all other ‘like manufactures, not herein other- 
wise provided for, and not.suitable for use as bag- 
ging for covering côtton, composed wholly: or. in 
part of flax, hemp, jute, gunny-cloth, gunny-bags, 
of other material, forty per'cent. ad valorem. `. 

And ‘to insert in lieu thereof: es 

On cotton bagging, or' other manufactures, not 
otherwise provided for, suitable forthe uses to which . 
cotton bagging is applied, composed ‘in -whole-or in 
part of hemp, jute, flax, gunny-bags, gunny-cloth, 
or other material, and valued at seven cents or less 
per square yard, one and one half cents per pound: 
valued at over.seven cents per square yard, two and 
one fourth cents per pound. s 


Mr. FENTON. I desire to add to the mat- 
ter proposed to be inserted the words which will 
be found commencing in line fourteen and 
ending in line seventeen of the preceding.para- 
graph, as follows: : i 

On all oil-cloth foundations, or floor-eloth can- 
vas, made of flax, jute, or hemp, or of which flax, 
jute. or hemp shall be the component material of 
chief value, forty per cent. ad valorem, ` 

"I think it was struck out by mistake, and I 
presume there will be no, objection to having 
it added to the amendment which has just been 


read at the Clerk’s desk. 0 0 a 
Mr. SHERMAN. I wish the Senate tọ un- 
derstand that that. is an increase of duty. The 
present duty is thirty-five per cent. ad valo- 
rem, as I understand, I hope, whenever a 
proposition is made to increase a duty on this 
bill, the Senator making the motion, willinform 
the Senate of that fact, so that, they. may uns 
derstand, it. The committee rejected this 
whole amendment. ; , 
Mr. SCOTT. | My understanding of it is 
this: that while the duty, as the chairman has 
stated, on oil-cloths is thirty five per cent., this 
was inserted in this section in the House for 
the purpose of. meeting the manufacture of 
oil-cloth foundations or floor-cloth canvas, 
which is made, as we were informed, Vy, a, spe- 
cial machinery made for’ that. purpose, and 
which requires frames 'of. so. large’ a size that 
a building has to be erected éspecially for ‘the 
purpose of receiving them. © Such a, manufac- 
tory; or one or two. of.them, I am, told, are 
erected in’ Brooklyn, New York. °° 05. 
“Mi. FENTON. Ore 8 50 on 
Mr. SCOTT. And they’ particularly pon- 
cern the coristituents of the Senator from New 


. York who makes this'‘motion. This was the 


explanation ‘given, ‘and ‘it was stated I be- 
lieve in committee that the omission. of this 
clause in relation to oil-cloth foundations in a 
paragraph ‘which relates chiefly to burlaps was 
a mistake, and the® Senator from New York 
makes this motion for the’ purpose of correct- 
ing that allegéd mistake. ™ °° 0 ee 

Mr. SHERMAN, ‘AICT can say is that the 
committee after' full examination concluded 
not to put’ flax and the'manufactures of flax 
on the ten per cent. reduction, on the ground 
that it was an'industry that was not’ yet well 
established ; but this is a proposition to in- 
crease it. Inever heard in committee, and I 
believe I was there all the time, of any prop- 
osition of this kind! I think‘ it would’ not be 
acting in very good faith toward other inter- 
ests, when we aré reducing them all around ten 
per cent., except this flax interest, to increase 
the duty on manufactures of flax. 

Mr. FENTON. I do not think this’ para- 
graph which’ was struck ‘out in committee was. 
analyzed by the committee at all. ` It was re- 
jected as a whole. The view of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania I haveno doubt would- have 
prevailed with the committee if. the. point had 
been made in committee, and that portion of 
the section. which it is now proposed to add to 
the paragraph as read at the Secretary’s desk 
would have been very likely retained. ‘The 
statement is well made by the. Senator from 
Pennsylvania. One. of. these. establishments 
has been recently. constructed in the city of 


1872. 
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Brooklyn at great expense, and by the intro- 
duction of machinery which is capable of the 
manufacttire of no other cloth exceptthese òil- 
cloth foundations; and in view of the great 
extent and of the fact that this machinery 
cannot be changed to any other purpose, it was 
deemed by a portion of the committee, on fur: 
ther consideration, as it was by the House, 
proper that this addition should be made.” I 
hope it will receive theapproval of the Senate. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont.’ The chair- 
man is entirely correct in supposing that this 
article now-pays a duty of only thirty-five per 
cent. ‘The only objection that. I see to the 
propositionis that I do not see how itis pos- 
sible to distinguish between burlaps made for 
oil-cloth foundations and for any other pur- 
pose. ‘The common coarse canvas comes in 
under the classification of linen goods, whether 
made of hemp, jute, or flax, and they will be 
classified as canvas, and Lodo not see how it 
is possible to distinguish between them, whether 
they come in for one purpose or another. 
Mr. FENTON, - There ‘is no ‘addition to 
barlaps that lean see. 
of this recent establishment for the manufac- 
ture óf oil-cloth foundations, these goods are 
now, aud burlaps to some extent, almost en- 
‘tirely of foreign manufacture; and it is for 
the purpose of protecting this interest that 
has sprung up in the country that this propo- 
sition is made. There can be no addition to 
the interest of burlaps or that portion of the 
rejected section included in brackets down to 


the close of the seventeenth line. Does the 
Senator make any motion? 
Mr. MORRILL, of ‘Vermont. No, I do 


not make any motion in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment ‘of the. Senator 
‘frém ‘New York to’ the amendment of the 
committee. © i : 
The amendment to the amendment was 


ejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The language used in 
this amendment is rather complicated with 
respect to duties. The mode of stating the 
duty is as follows: as to the first class in the 
section the words are, “ valuedat seven cents 
or less per square yard, one and one half cents 
per pound ;’’ and as ta the other class the 
language is,’ “ valued at over seven cents per 
square yard, two and one fourth cents per 
pound.’’ Task the Senator from Ohio to state 
how much ad valorem is each of thése duties. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will simply say that 
this is a reduction of the present. duty on cot- 
ton bagging of one fourth. . That is all there 
is of it. $ ae f 

Mr. WEST. Iwill say to the Senator from 
California that the duty of one and one half 
cents per pound is about thirty-eight per cent. 
‘The duty on that worth over eight cents per 
pound would run from ‘fifty-five to seventy-five 
per cent., and is very heavy. f 
Mr. CASSERLY. What is the reduction 


made? ; 
Mr. WEST. The reduction is twenty-five 
per cent. in the grading, >’ i 
Mr. CASSERLY. In each case?’ 
Mr. WEST. In each case. 


Yr 


Mr. CASSERLY.: I regret that ‘the com- 


mittee have not made a further reduction. 
The question of bagging is one of very con- 
siderable importance to a large grain-growing 
State like California. I think it would not 
have interfered materially with any manufac- 
turing interest had the reduction been much 
greater, while it certainly would have been a 
very desirable relief to farmers who have to 
purchase bags so extensively. It may not be 
known that in the State of California the move- 
ment of wheat is almost wholly in bags; very 
little of it is in bulk until after it reaches the 
elevators; so that this duty, even as reduced 
by the committee, will be very heavy upon 


With the exception | 


them. I think I shall- move to amend: the 


committee’s amendment by reducing the first. 


duty specified of one and.one half cents per 
pound, to three fourths of a cent per pound, 
and the next, duty in the same. proportion; 
that is, reducing it fifty per cent... , sas 
“Mr. SHERMAN, I. o not. think, myself 
the amendment ought to pass, and if the Sen- 
ator proposes to change the duty in this way, 
and we.have got to havea fight over it, we 
might as well’ have it over the whole thing. In 


my. judgment, this attempt to reduce the duty : 


on cotton bagging far below any other reduc- 
tion is a discrimination. made for the benefit 
of the South.” ‘There is no doubt about that. 
But it will be. to the utter ruin, in my judg- 
ment, of a great many factories engaged inthe 
business of making these bags. - L agreed. to it 
in committee with great reluctance ;:but if 
Senators are now disposed to demand a further 
reduction, I shall certainly oppose the whole 
thing... The committee yielded it with great 
reluctance... It. is a very large reduction, more 
than upon any. other textile fabric in the whole 
tariff, {I assure Senators thatthe amendment 
as we have it now will be the. death-knell’of 
many a small manufacturing establishment in 
the northern States, and a farther reduction, 
asa matter of course, would be their utter 
destruction. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER., |The ques- 
tion is ou the amendment of the Senator trom 
California. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The subject is one rather 
new to me, upon which I have not perhaps as 
clear views as I should like to have. The very 
statement of it is artificial in. the highest de- 
gree; and without the explanation given by 
the Senator for Louisiana, it would be wholly 
unintelligible. As it seems to me, it is need- 
lessly artificial. “We all understand what is 
meant when the bill saygso much a pound or 
so much by measurement.. We also under- 
stand what ig meant when the law calls for so 
muchad valorem; but to mingle the two things 
and.to state it as it is stated here, seems to me 
to be making it needlessly obscure to those 
who are not experts in the subject. Under 
the circumstances, and after the declaration 
of the Senator from Ohio that if I should per- 
sist in the amendment he would be disposed 
to abandon even the amendment of the com- 
mittee, I prefer to withdraw my amendment. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the.chair.) The Senator from Cal- 
ifornia. withdraws his amendment, and. the 
question recurs on the amendment. proposed 
by the committee. is 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section four. to strike out lines 
thirty-five and thirty-six, in the following 


| words; 


On frecstone, sandstone, granite, and all building 
or monumental stone, except marble, seventy-five 
cents per ton. 5 ; 


Mr. BOREMAN. I should like to under- 
stand the purpose of the committee in strikin 
out those lines in regard to- a reduction of 
duty upon freestone, sandstone, and so on. I 
understand the duty now is about, $1 25 or 
$1 50 per ton. : 

“Mr. SCOTT. 


on. 

Mr. BOREMAN. The House have reduced 
it to seventy-five cents a ton. I think prob- 
ably it had better remain at that. It seems 
that the House reduced the duty on coal from 
one dollar and a quarter to seventy-five cents 
a ton, and I think the same reasoning would 
induce this reduction. . : 

Mr. SCOTT. I can explain that to my 
friend. from West Virginia. These are pro- 
ductions almost exclusively of Vermont, while 
coal is found in West Virginia and Pennsyl- 
vania. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOREMAN. It is very easily under- 
stood, then. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. - That may be a good 


One dollar and fifty cents a 
t 


joke; but the value ofa. ton of marble -or a 
ton of this stone-is much more than of a ton 
of coal. I hope the Senate will not. disturb it. 
. Mr... MORRILL,.of Vermont. I am sorry 
that- the Senator from ‘Pennsylvania’ should 
have made such a remark as he has. made. 
It is not founded in verity... These stones.are 
not. found in Vermont to any extent. -Bat 
the trath is, in relatión to- this’ matter, that 
these stones had been*reducéd’ in our last 
action on tariff.’ They are found in Ohio, 
Virginia, and Pennsylvanian: 086 os 

‘Mr. BUCKINGHAM. ‘Lhope this: amend- 
ment proposed. by the committee: wilk be 
adopted, aid: that that paragraph willbe 
stricken out.’ The present tariff is‘ $160 per 
ton on this kind:of stone. - This:clause of the 
billas passed by the House proposes’to reduce 
it to seventy-five cents per ton. A gentle- 
man. told me within the last few months-—who 
works more ‘granite. than any: other’man.:in 
America—that be could work granite in Scot- 
land and put up a building in .the city of New 
York, paying $1 50 duty per ton, chéaper than 
he could put it up from any granite cut in this 
country. I believe him, for-the greatest. part 
of the.expense upon granite is labor; and you 
can get stone workers therefor two shillings 
sixpence or tbree shillings sixpence, and here 
they cost from three to three dollars and. a half 
per day. - Surely, in this state of things you 
ought not to strike anything from the tarifon 
that article. awe ; 

Mr. SCOTT. I am very glad that my play- 
ful remark made to the Senator from West 
Virginia has brought ont a verification of the 
truth that it is not- only when you touch pig 
iron.that their is'a squeal. [Laughter.] I am 
very well aware that these. articles are pro- 
duced elsewhere than in Vermont and Connec- 
ticut.. They are produced; perhaps, in. Ohio 
and Pennsylvania. Iplayfully remarked to the 
Senator from West Virginia that coal,:which 
is reduced from one dollar and seventy-five 
cents a ton to seventy-five cents a ton, and 
which also has tò be brought out of the earth 
entirely by labor, is found in West Virginia and 
Pennsylvania. That produces some’ remark 
when it is brought in here, and when there ig 
an attempt to reduce the duty from one dollar 
and fifty cents to seventy-five cents per ton on 
stones, that is stricken out. I made my remark 
playfully; but it seems.to have had much more 
effect than wasintended,.and I trust it may per- 
haps yet- attract the-attention of the: Senate’ to 
the-fact that the discriminations in this bill are 
all running in one direction, and that: we shall 
find that out by the time we get through.. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not want to discuss this, 
buat I hope the Senator. from Pennsylvania will 
come.-to the conclusion that he will excuse me 
for making the remark I did about: squealing 
to-day... I see he still: refers toit.. All [have 
to say, and: I say it. good-naturedly, is that 
when you want to get.a squeal, Ido not: know 
anything that: would-be better to strike than 
‘nig,’ whether. ‘tiron’ is to it or not. 
[Laughter.] — i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed ‘by the 
Committee on Finance. : 

The amendment was agreed to: 


- The next amendment was in sectión four, 
line thirty-nine and also in line forty to change 
the word ‘‘emory’’ to ‘f emery.” i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CARPEN- 
TER.) This béing a mere verbal correction, 
will be considered as agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section four, to strike ont lines 
forty-three to fifty-four, in. the following 
words: 

On acids, namely: acetic, acetous, and pyroligneous 
of specific gravity of 1.047, or less, five cents per 
pound; acetic, acetous, and pyroligness of specific 
gravity, over 1.047, thirty eonts per pound; carbolie, 
liquid, ten per cent. ad valorem; gallic, one dollar 
per pound; stlphuric, fuming, (Nordhausen,). one 
cent per pound ; tannic, one dollar per pound; tar- 
taric, ten cents per pound. 
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:. On acetates of ammonia, twenty-five cents. per 
pound; baryta, twenty-five cents per pound; iron, 
twenty-five cents per pound; lead, brown, five cents 
per pound; white, ten cents per pound; potassa, 
twenty-five cents per -pound;..soda, twenty-five 
cents per pound; strontis, twenty-five cents:.per 
pound; Zinc, twenty-five cents per pound, 

‘On blue vitriol, three cents per pound. ` 
The amendment was agreed to. <i 
. “The next amendment. was. in. section. four, 
after line fifty-five, to insert ‘“argols or crude 


tartar, three cents per pound.” 
‘The amendment, was:agreed’ to. .. : 


The. next amendment was in ‘section. four, ' 


line: -fifty-nine, ta-strike out, after the word 
‘on, the words “ quinia, ten,” anā to in- 
‘pert. in ‘lieu thereof the words ‘‘ sulphate of 
quinine, ; twenty-five ;’’ so as to make. the 
clause read, ‘‘on sulphate of quinine, twenty- 
fiye per cent. ad valorem,” . 
iMr. SAWYER. T should like to have some 


reason-given by the chairman of the commit- ! 


tee for. the: modification proposed here. 

Mr: SHERMAN.. I can only say that the 
present. duty.on the sulphate of quinine is 
forty-five per cent. ad valorem; and it is now 
represented.to us that the best quality ‘of qui- 
nine. in the world is ‘manufactured in this 
country, and that this is the lowest rate at 
which the manufacture can: possibly bë maii- 
tained... A large amount of alcohol and other 
matters. are used in. its: composition, and 
twenty-five percent. is a very low rate of duty. 
We reduce it nearly oue half. That is all the 
explanation there is aboutit. I suppose every- 

- body who takes: quinine knows how good it is, 
and how important: it is to have it manùfac- 
tured in this country; how necessary itis to 
subsistence in some parts.of the United States. 
Therefore we:put a reasonably low rate of duty 


upon its . . : 
. Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to go 
back to the previous sentence, which was 
passed over without my noticing it, in the fifty- 
sixth line,‘ argols or crude tartar, three cents 
per pound.: .[ move to have that stricken 
oub and to substitute ‘‘Rochelle salts, cream of 
tartar; and argols, five cents per pound.” 
‘Lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote 
of the Senate by which that amendment was 
agreed to will be considered as reconsidered 
if there.be no objection, and the Senator from 
New. Hampshire moves to amend the amend- 
ment in the way he has stated. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will state in a word 
why I move this amendment. It is well under- 
stood that tartaric acid and soda combined 
enter into the manufacture of bread univer- 
sally.. The present duty om tartaric acid is 
twenty per cent..; on Rochelle salts fifteen per 
cent,; on -argols three per cent. Now, the 
change which.is proposed by the committee 
will reduce very mick the cost of manufactur- 
ing tartaric acid. When tartaric acid was high, 
about ten: years: ago, Professor Hosford, of 
Cambridge, invented a substitute for it, which 
is. how being manufactured very largely in 
Rhode Island—phosphoric acid, which is much 
better and more healthful in the production 
of bread than the tartaricacid. This establish- 
ment. has had to compete with the establish- 
ments of the country producing tartaric acid. 
Very little has been made; and if the change 
proposed by the committee is really adopted, 
the probability is that this establishment in 
Rhode Island will’ go to the wall; it must 
perish. This product which is now being manu- 
factured there,’ which is very much superior 
to tartari¢ acid, will have to be given up. ` 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Lask fora 
division on the motion of the Senator. I'be- 
lieve the motion ‘is to strike out line fifty-six 


and to insert.’ ` I will state that somehow this’ 


has got into the bill by an error. It ought not 
to have been included in the bill. Argols and 
crude tartar are now free and have been for 
more than two years. So that [think if tbere 
is any establishment in Rhode Island or any- 
where else that is going to be ruined it would 
have been ruined before this time. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Rochelle salts enter 


largely into the manufacture of tartaric acid, 
and the duty on them is five per cent., and 
you propose to make it three. hoses orl 

: Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ï have no 
objection, to your amendment as io Rochelle 
salts, but T have to the other. f 


Mr. SHERMAN, The duty on Rochelle | 


salts is five cents a pound in the bill. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
below, line sixty-two. ei 


The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to amend 


the amendment of the committee so as to read : 


On Rochelle salts, cream of tartar, and argols, five 
cents pér pound. SEGERA 


Mr. SHERMAN. Argols is now free. < 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Tsuppose the 
question will be put on striking out first. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Striking out 
and inserting isone proposition, and cannot be 
divided. eae 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator 
froin New Hampshire will withdraw his amend- 
ment, and then let us strike out the whole line, 
and then he can move to insert what he pleases. 
‘-Mr. PATTERSON: Very well; do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will, if the Senate desire, put the question 
again on agreeing to the amendment of the 
committee. i a 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to 
rejecting it dud: letit stand as in the present 


aw. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of ‘the committee, 
inserting as line fifty-six ‘“‘argols or crude 
tartar, three cents per pound.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment in regard to 
quinine. 

Mr. SAWYER. This article, the sulphate 
of quinine, is used só extensively, certainly in 
many parts of the country, that it is almost as 
necessary as bread. Indeed ‘some people take 
it-every day before they takeany bread. Itis 
an. article which is of so much consequence 
that it seems to me it’ ought not to bear any 
duty at all; but as the House has placed it at 
ten per cent., I hope the Senate will leave it 
there. palin aie AA 

Mr. ALCORN. Before we vote I desire to 
make an inquiry of the chairman of the com- 
mittée. On page 10, line fifty-nine, we have 
the amendment of the Senate Committee on 
Finance. On page 20 of the House bill I find 
that quinine ison the free list. I would ask the 
chairman of the committee which of the two is 
correct. a E 
: Mr. CONKLING. That is the House free 
list which the committee have struck out. 

Mr. ALCORN. But I understand that the 
“ten”? here stricken out is the House list. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. There is no use saying 
anything about that, because the House have 
undoubtedly put quinine in at ten per cent. 
and also put it ‘in free. That is oné of the 
mistakes they made in a hurry. ` i 

“Mr. ALCORN. I did not understand it. 

' Mr. SHERMAN. The proposition of the 
Committee on Finance isto make it’ twenty- 
five per cent. The Committee on Finance 
propose an entirely new free list, striking oat 
the whole House free list. $ f 

“Mr. ALCORN. I had been informed, not 
knowing the fact, for I have not looked at the 
record, that the House’ first passed the bill 
with the duty at ten per cent., and that subse- 
quent to that time an amendment was adopted 
placing quinine on the free list. 
may, however, I trast the Senate will not 
agree to the amendment of the committee. 

` It has been argued here that we have in the 
United: States now establishments which are 
producing the best article of quinine in the 
world, and that the competition at home is 
sufficient to reduce the price of the article, and 
that we can get it by sustaining the tariff npon 
it at as low a price at kome as we can hope for 


In ‘the line; 


Be that as it. 


if we take the duty entirely off. The duty 
upon quinine, it seems to. me, has ‘less reason 
for being sustained than any duty contained in 
the bill before us., -It is an article that is used 


chiefly among the poorer. classes... The labor- 


ing classes, who are exposed to miasma on 
account of the labor they perform .in.the field 
and in the unhealthy regions of country, are 
the classes most subject to the chills and fever, 
and these are the.classes that use quinine. It 
is upon the poor, then, the laboring. class, that 
you place this tax, and not only upon the 
laboring classes, but absolutely upon the dis- 
tressed, the sick, the afflicted of the land. ; 
-There is then, sir, not one particle of benefit 
to the revenue of the country accruing from 
this duty, for the tax is absolutely probibitory. 
In 1857. the tax upon quinine was placed at 
fifteen per cent. if my recollection serves me 
right. Subsequent. to that it. was increased to 
twenty-five per cent., and finally, under thein- 
fluence of the manufacturers. in the United 
States, it was advanced to forty-five per cent., 
and under the advance to forty-five per cent. 
within the last twelve months the amount of 
revenue derived from quinine has been five 
thousand six hundred and odd dollars, There 
are three mammoth establishments in the Uni- 
ted States now that have amassed immense 
fortunes. Iam told, without knowing the fact 
personally, that they have, in truth, paid larger 
dividends than anyother stock companies that 
have been associated together. More. than 
two millions of quinine do they manufacture 
annually. It costs the consumers some five 
million dollars, The. taxis a prohibition. In 
1870 the revenue derived from the importation 
of quinine was some ten thousand and odd dol- 
lars, and in 1871 but five thousand six hun- 
dred and odd dollars, and I am told that 
within the last four months not an ounce of 
quinine has been imported into. the country. 
But it is said that if you take the duty off 
you will destroy the manufacture in this coun- 
try. I maintain that you can.take off the duty 
on quinine entirely and the manufacture will 
be maintained in this country, and why? .The 
barks and materials from, which it is produced 
are inported as cheaply into this country as 
they are to France, and under the operations 
of science in the laboratories in New York 
and Philadelphia it can be produced as 
cheaply in the United States as it can be any- 
where. There is a little labor about it, to be 
gure, But it is said in an article that I saw 
the other day on the table that on account of 
the tax upon alcohol it was more expensive to 
produce quinine in this country than it was in 
Enrope. _ If U am correctly informed, we ex- 
port alcohol from this country, and those, who 
produce quinine in France absolutely pur- 
chase from the United States the alcohol by 
which they bring about the reduction. : 
The honorable Senator from Ohio, the chair- 
man of the committee, said awhile ago that 
the manufactiirers of -boots and shoes here 
could come in competition with all the world. 
There is a manual labor, a. physical. labor to 
be performed; and with alt the materials 
admitted free, if. we can maintain ourselves in 
the presence of the competition, of Europe in 
the manufacture. of. boots and shoes, I. ask 
how it is that with three of the most extensive 
laboratories in the world, situated one in the 
city of New York and two in Philadelphia, we 
cannot maintain a competition in this manu- 
facture with the world? The very fact that 
foreign quinine is entirely excluded from this 
country under the operations of the tariff that 
we have now had since 1867 shows very well 
that it is too high. Under the operation of 
the tariff at fifteen per cent. ten years ago 
these establishments in New York and Phila- 
delphia took their origin. and maintained the 
production of quinine to the exclusion of the 
foreign product. To-day, when they are fully 
established, and when they are sufficient to 
supply the wants of the country and ean man- 


` ufacture sufficient for the wants of the whole 


1872. 
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country, it is. idle to say that the home manu- | 


facture requires this high duty. 

For these reasons, while I would not destroy 
the production in this country, I would relieve 
the laboring classes of. the country and the 
afflicted of the land, because it is to the bed- 
side of the -sick man, to the bedside of the 
sick widow and her child, that you go with 
quinine and there collect the revenue that you 
Jay upon it here. If you reduce or remove 
the duty upon tea and coffee because they are 
used by the poorer classes, why not now re- 
duce the tax upon quinine used by the poor, 
and not only the poor, but the distressed and 
afflicted poor of the land? .There is less rea- 
son for the maintenance of this tax upon 
quinine, I submit, than there is for a tax upon 
any article that is embraced jin all the list of 
your tariff, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not see 
the chairman of the committee here. This 
article is productive of a very large amount 
of commerce with the South American repub- 
lies, It takes an immense amount of bark to 
make a- pound of quinine. . The Senator is 
decidedly mistaken in supposing that the cost 
of the manufacture is not increased by the use 
of alcohol. While we may export alcohol in 
bond, we cannot use it for the manufacture 
of quinine or any other article without its 
being subject to the tax andthe payment of it. 
The present, duty upon this article is forty-five 
per cent. It was reduced by the Committee on 
Finance to’ twenty-five per cent. I esteem 
that as the very minimum upon which the 
trade can be continued for a moment. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to say a very few 
words in reply to the Senator from Mississippi, 
[Mr. ALcorn.] His argument is based upon 
the assumption that the duty upon quinine is 
such ‘as to exclude the foreign article and 
thereby impose a heavy tax upon those who 
use it. Now, I have in my hands a statement 
furnished to me, and’ it is verified by printed 
circulars, showing what the price of quinine 
isin London. This refers toa debate which 
took place in the Senate atthe time the Senate 
bill was before us, when the statement was 
made that quinine here cost one hundred and 
fifty. per cent. more than it otherwise would 
if this duty were not on it: í 

“Is it meant one hundred and fifty per cent. more 
than they would pay were quinine free? If he has 
access to reliable quotations, he will find that Eng- 
lish. (tLoward’s) quinia is now held at- Te, 9d. per 
ounce in London; aud we inclose a list of prices 
from the London, Public’ Ledger—one of ‘the oldest 
and best mercantile papers in the world—to confirm 
our statement, Seven shillings and ninepence, 
taking theshilling attwenty-five cents gold, is equal 
to $1 94 gold. Ten percent. gold premium is equal 
to .19, making the cost equal to $2.13 of our 
currency per ounce in first hands, (without duty.) 
During 1871 it reached as high as eight sbillings in 
London, and the same in January, 1872. 

“One of our London correspondents. wrote usunder 
date of January 25, 1872, ‘ English quinia is wanted 
at eight shillings for immediate delivery, but none 
to be had thereat.’ ” : 

Eight shillings, at twenty-five cents gold a 
shilling, is equal to two dollars gold. Gold at 
ten per cent. premium is equal to .20, or $220 
of our currency per ounce in first hands, (with- 
out duty.) | : : 

“The great bulk of the sulphate of quinia sold 
last year by the American manufacturers was con- 
tracted for at $2 30 per ounce, currency, and at this 
timeitis held by them at $2 50 per ounee, currency; 
the advance of twenty cents being due to the higher 


rates asked for Peruvian barks of equally good 
test. 


Mr. President, as has already been said,. 


the cinchona bark, of which the quinine is 
made, gives employment to quite a number of 
vessels in the commercial trade between this 
country and South America. Instead of shere 
being large corporations manufacturing this 
article, as the Senator from Mississippi seems 
to be under the impression, there are, if I am 


correctly informed, three firms—private firms, . 


not incorporated companies. There is one 
firm, of Powers & Weightman, in Philadelphia; 
another, of Lennig & Company, and the name 


of the firm in New York I am not acquainted. 
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with; but it does require a large outlay of 
capital, and these gentlemen have invested 


| largely.in the manufacture of this article. To 


manufacture: it hére they have to pay the 
internal’ revenue tax upon alcohol, an article 
which enters largely-into:the manufacture of. 
quinine, as-it:basto-be-used in the maceration 
of the bark. When you take the difference in 
labor.in ður country, the difference in the rate 
of interest upon capital, and the tax which they 
pay. upon. alcohol, those differences exceed 
really the’ difference which is here said to exist 
between: the price’of the article in the London 
market and the price at which it has been sold 
in our own market. : 

.In addition to that, my information is that 
the product in Frauce and in Bngland and in 
Germany does not more than supply their own 
demands; and as an evidence of that, my in 
formation is that during the German war the 
price of quinine went up there very largely in 
consequence of the cessation of the manufac- 
ture at that time. : 

So that it is simply a question of whether 
we will continue this rate of duty of twenty-five 
per cent., which is not more than sufficient to 
compensate these manufacturers for the differ- 
ence in the rate of wages, and in the internal 
tax which they pay to our own Government 
upon alcohol, for an article of which we have 
a supply. here, by manufacturing it in our own 
country, that is already sufficient. If this rate 
of duty were taken off, in all probability the 
commerce in cinchona bark would be diverted 
entirely to France and England. Then, at 
their lower rate of wages and their exemption 
from internal: taxation, they might make that 
article at a very slight cost below what we 
make it here; but the reduction of the duty 
would not reduce the price to. any appreciable 
extent according to the figures which | have 
given, and I can show tbe gentleman that 
they come from sources which are entitled to 


credit. 

Mr. ALCORN. I ask the Senator, under 
the statement of facts which he presents, 
whether it would be possible now, with the 
price of quinine as he states it in London 
and in France, to dislodge the manufactu- 
rers of the article in Philadelphia and New 
York, with the large capital they already have 
invested in. the manufacture ofthe article? 
Inasmuch as we derive no revenue from qui 
nine; wby should we, in the. presence of the fact 
that the Senator states himself, continue the 
duty upon it? 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator is mistaken in 
supposing that we derive no revenue from it. 
Mr. ALCORN. Only $5,000 last year. 

Mr. SCOTT. But I am speaking now of 
the revenue paid by the persons who do manu: 
facture it to the Government upon the alcohol 
which they-use, which is much larger than the 
revenue from the foreign article. 

Mr. ALCORN. We export alcohol. from 
this country, and the alcohol that we here use 
in the manufacture of quinine is a mere baga- 
telle, it seems to. me. 

Mr. SCOTT... But when we export. alcohol 
we release the tax upon it; we get no tax. 

Mr. ALCORN. ‘That is true; but. the tax 
upon the item of aleohol used in the manu- 
facture of quinine is a mere bagatelle, and so 
far as the labor, it is science, it is in the lab- 
oratory and not manual labor that is used in 
the manufacture of quinine. 

Mr. KELLOGG. It will be remembered 
that when the tariff bill was under. considera- 
tion by the Senate some weeks since, I made 


a motion to strike out the dariff upon quinine ; 


and put that article on the free list, and that 
motion was lost by only one vote. At that 
time there was a little question as to the cor- 
rectness of certain statistics that T made use of, 


and I find them again questioned here to-night. 


in apparently a more authentic form. Directly 
after that discussion I received a letter, almost 
a duplicate of that read by my friend from 


Pennsylvania, from the same firm, a firm doing 


business in thecity of Philadelphia: The his- 
tory of that firm in connection with the munt- 
facture of quinine is iHustrative of the-force of: 
the argument made by my friend:from Missis- 


ippi. a goat de pat GS aes 

‘a 1856, and down to-1859, ‘ittmy memory: 
serves me right, the: tariff on quinine was 
fifteen per cent. ad valorem:-only, and: since 
that time by a steady increase, mysterious’ to 
everybody, the duty on quinine has graduully 
crept. up ‘to forty-five per ‘cent. ad valorem, 
where it stands to-day. In 1860, in view of 
the fact that fifteen per cent. tariff was put 
upon quinine, ceriain men were induced to 
come from Paris and Jocate in New York, 
where they purchased large amount of prop- 
erty and engaged in the business of manufac- 
turing quinine from the raw material, Peruvian 
bark being imported free of duty. ‘Thereupon 
the Philadelphia firm, the only one then en- 
gaged in this manufacture, the same firm “that 
sends. this- circular ‘here, forthwith ` put down 
the price of quinine. more than. seventy-five 
per cent., and continued to press it down until 
they actually broke up the French firm and 
drove them out of the'country, and they had to 
sell their property ata sacrifice. No sooner 
bad they turned their backs upon this country 
than the price of quinine was put up one-hun- 
dred per cent., and Congress was induced. very 
mysteriously, under what was called the war 
tariff, after 1861, unbeknown to anybody 
nobody could understand it; ‘it is one of those 
mysterious things that have occurred iw legis- 
lation in regard to. duties on manufactured 
articles in this country in the interest of 
monopolies—to increase the tariff to forty- 
five per.cent..ad valorem. ` ` ‘ 

Now, this firm have been busy writing 
letters to. Senators:since the debate some two 
months since; they have laid on our tables a 
printed circular, an exact duplicate of that 
read by my friend from Pennsylvania, ‘They 
are not willing now. to take the amendment 
proposed by the House fixing ten per cent. 
ad valorem, but they are. willing to take that, 
proposed by our committee. of twenty-five per 
cent., which is a reduction of twenty per cent, 
That they cheerfully take. ` pais 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 
the Senator from Louisiana how much ‘it was 
that the duty was raised during the: time of 
the war? ae bah Sent 

Mr. KELLOGG. The tariff of 1861 I think 
increased it from fifieen to forty-five per cent. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That would 
be thirty per cent., and yet I understand ‘the 
Senator from Louisiana to say that the man- 
ufacturers put up the price one hundred ‘per 
cent., and we only mereased the daty: thirty 
per cent, f : ELE SS 

My. KELLOGG. No, sir: I said that 
when the Paris: firmi bad been: broken: up in 
New York by these men putting the price 
down and driving them out. of the country, no 
sooner had that firm turned their backs on the 
country than the price went up immediately. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. One hundred 
per cent. Y 

Mr. KELLOGG. Very néarly ; from sev- 
enty-fivé to one hundred per cent., strange as 
it may appear. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will state exactly how 
the. increase of duties was- made. `The duty 
was twenty per cent. in 1846. The tariff of 
1857 made it fifieen per cent. {t remained 
fifteen. per cent. until March, 1861, when it 
was. carried upto twenty per cent. In August, 
1861, it was carried to thirty per cent.,.and in 
1862 it was carried. to forty-five. per cent., 
where it has remained until this time. © - 

Mr. KELLOGG.. So in 1859 tt was ‘fifteen 
per cent.? ; j 

Mr. SAWYER.. From 1857 to 1861 it was 
fifteen per cent, - Bag a sor 

Mr. KELLOGG. That was my recollection. 
I was about to say that it was: evident-that'the 
two priucipal firms were -content with this 
amendment. If is a matter of vital interest 
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to.them in Philadelphia. They have subsisted 
off the pockets of the fever-stricken patients of 
the South andthe Southwest for now going on 
ten years, and have pocketed by their own 
admission the difference between twenty-five 
per cent: and forty-five per cent. ad valorem 
for the benefit of their: monopoly, and the ap- 
peal made by the.Senator from South Carolina 
and. the Senator from. Mississippi is to-night 
to:reduce the rate of tariff proposed by: the 
Senate committee of twenty-five per cent. to 
that imposed by the House in the House biil 
of ten.per cent. ` k : 

Mr. WEST. I should like my colleague to 
state in his experience as collector of customs 
how: far quinine was used as an article to 
defraud the revenue in. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Immensely. 

Mr. WEST. [tis a favorite article with 
smugglers at the present rate. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Any quantity is smuggled ; 

none pays duty. We constantly seized qui~ 
nine at the port of New Orleans. I do not 
remember ,that any of it came in regularly 
through the custom-house. 
. Mr. SCOTT, Itseems, then, the people of 
Louisiana have’ not been largely burdened 
with it if they -have smuggled the article in 
without paying duty on it. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Not atall. They take it 
as they take sugar in their coffee and in their 
whisky... : ae 

Mr. POMEROY. If they smuggle it the 
tariff.does not. hurt them. 

.-Mr. KELLOGG. It seems to me certainly 
no more than just.that the rate fixed by the 
House should be left at ten per cent. and not 
increased fifteen per cent., as proposed by the 
Senate committee. And it seems to me, even 
if it does, as my friend from Pennsylvania says, 
work hardships, and if it is a discrimination 
against these men who have embarked very 
largely in this business, and who have so much 
at stake, they can afford to surrender some, 
even if it be a sacrifice of their ill-gotten 
gains, when you reflect that for ten years by 
their own admission they have taken twenty 
per cent, from the sick people of the country, 
putting it into their own pockets to build up 
their business. Besides, these same firms man- 
ufacture any quantity of cordials, essences, 
perfumes, and this is only one branch of their 
very extensive business, and they have the 
same system running through all the articles 
they manufacture. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not rise 
to debate this question, though this seems to 
be rather a personal attack against those who 
manufacture this article. I merely rise for 
the purpose of asking the Senate at this hou 
of the night if we will not consent unani 


J 
mously-that further debate upon the bill for 
to-night shall be confined to five minutes for 
each speaker, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator. from Vermont asks unanimous consent 
that future debate this evening on this bill 
shall be confined to five minutes. Is there 
any objection? The Chair hears no objection. 

-Mr MORRILL, of Vermont. Then | will 
say that. the action of the House upon this arti- 
cle is not as it was understood here. Quinia, 
although: L say anything in relation to chem- 
ical: preparations with great diffidence, is not 
the same thing as quinine. It is an article 
from whieh quinine is manufactured. Quinine 
is a salt of quinia, as I understand it. There- 
fore,.the idea-that the House put this article 
at ten-per cent. is erroneous, 

, Mr. LOGAN. The House put it on the 
free list. 

. Mr. MORRIDL, of Vermont, 
that was a mistake. 

Mr. MORTON. : The Senator. from Penn- 
sylvania read a statement to prove that the 
price of quinine in. London was. about. the 
same that it is here, that it costs about ag 


I know; but 


of a tariff to protect the manufacture:here. If 
it was cheaper there than it is heré, then -pro-: 
tection would be required, as in the ĉase of 
most articles that:are manufactured there, but 
if the price is the same there that it is. here, 
protection is not required. : 

Mr. SCOTT. Thereis a 
cents an. ounce. nie a a2 

Mr. BOREMAN. If I understood the re- 
mark of the Senator from Vermont, if we dis- 
agree- to. the amendment of the committee, 
and agree with the House, then the duty upon 
quinine will remain at forty-five per cent. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. < I do not un- 
derstand that the House bill affects the article 
at all here. 

Mr. BOREMAN, 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
on page 20. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


difference of twenty 


That is what I understand. 
It is put on the free list 


tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Finance, to strike out 
“‘quinia, ter” and insert ‘ sulphate of qui- 
nine, twenty-five.” 

Mr. WEST. After the suggestion of the 
Senator from Vermont, I call for a division of 
the question, and I think the Senate should 
agree to strike out ‘t quinia’’ and insert ‘‘sul-. 
phate of quinine.’’ j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amend- 
ment is not susceptible of division. A motion. 
to strike out and insert cannot be divided. 

Mr. WEST. But the committee have made 
two propositions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: 
out and insert—one proposition. 

Mr. WEST. They have made a proposition 
to. strike out ‘‘quinia”’ and insert ‘‘ sulphate 
of quinine,’’ and another to strike out ‘* ten”? 
and insert ‘‘twenty-five.’’? I think, under the 
statement made by the Senator from Vermont, 
it was intended to impose the duty upon sul- 
phate of quinine. Then we can take the sense 
of the Senate afterward on the percentage. 


To strike 


: The Chief Clerk co 
the bill. . he 
- The next amendment was in section four, 
after line sixty, to insert ‘‘on chlorate of pot- 
ash, three cents per: pound.’ nen E 

The amendment was- agrèed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Inow move to insert 


ntinued the reading of 


| in ` lne sixty-two, after ‘‘salts,’’ -the ‘words 


“and argols.’? I made a motion to amend 
before, and instead of increasing, the Senate 
struck out entirely the tarif on argols. I do 
this at the suggestion of friends. ` ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to the consider- 
ation of any amendment until the committee’s 
amendments are through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
sustains the point of order if it be insisted 
upon: The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 
~ The next-amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section four, after line sixty- 
two, to insert “on soda-ash, ‘three dollars 
per ton.” 

The amendment was agréed to. ; 

” The next amendment was in section four, 
line sixty:four, to strike out after the word 
‘‘sal-soda’’ the words ‘‘and soda-ash ;’’ so ag 
to read, ‘on sal-soda, one fourth of ‘one cent 
per pound.” as l ; 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was in section four, 
line sixty-five, to strike out after the word 
fon” the words ‘santonine, one dollar,’’ 
and insert in lieu the words ‘* santonine, three 
dollars ;’’ so as to read,‘* on santonine, three 
dollars per pound.” 

Mr. SAWYER. Itrust the amendment of 
the committee will not be agreed to.. This 
article is one which stands very much in the 
same relationas quinine. It is an article used 
extensively in medicines of the greatest possi- 
ble value and standing perhaps next to-qui- 
nine as a valuable medicine. | think the duty 
proposed by the House is quite enough. Cer- 


Mr. CASSERLY. There seems to be a 
little doubt as to the true way to reach the 
point aimed at. I suggest that we amend the 
amendment of the committee by striking out 
“twenty-five” and inserting ‘‘ ten.” 

Mr. KELLOGG. That is better. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Then the amendment 
of the committee can be adopted in that shape 
if the Senate wishes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California moves to amend the amend- 
meut by striking out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert- 
ing 46 ten. 3 7 

Mr. ALCORN. Itis stated by the Senator 
from West Virginia that-if we vote against 
agreeing to the amendment it leaves the duty 
upon quinine at forty-tive per cent., as it now is. 
Ido not understand it so. I understand this 
is a House bill; that they have fixed the duty 
here at ten per cent., and that the Senate has 
amended that by substituting twenty-five per 
cent. Now, if we refuse to agree to the amend- 
ment of the committee, I ask whether it does 
not leave the House bill. precisely as it was 
when it went to the committee? ; 

Mr. CASSERLY.. I will state to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi that perhaps he has not 
observed that I suggested, as a short way to 
reach the end had in view by him and others, 
first to amend the amendment of the Senate 
committee by striking out ‘twenty-five’ and 
inserting ‘‘ten.’”’ That will leave the amend- 
ment to read, “on sulphate of quinine ten per 
cent. ad valorem.” That brings the Senate 
to a direct vote on the amendment as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
frora California to the amendment of the Com- 
„mittee on Finance. f 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to—ayes thirty-three, noes not counted. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on agreeing to the amendment of 


much to produce it there as it does here, It 
cceurs to me that proves that there is no need: || 


the committee.as amended. 


The amendment, asamended, wasagreed to, | 


tainly the. amount of duty received from it 
must be very trifling so. far as the revenue is 
concerned, I trast the House provision will 


stand. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 1 trust the 
proposition of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina will not prevail. his is an article of 
medicine, and is now subject to a duty of five 
dollars, and it is proposed by the committee 
to reduce it to three dollars. It is made of 
worm-seed and alcohol entirely. 

Mr. SAWYER. I know it is now five dol- 
lars, but it ought-not to be anything in fact. 
No matter what it is made. of, it ig a very valu- 
able article in medicine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section four, 
line sixty-six, to strike out ‘after the word 
‘* strychnia’’ the words “filty cènts,” and to 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘ one dollar ;”” 
soas to read, ‘‘on strychnia, one dollar per 
pound. `? i 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment wasin section four, to 
strike out lines sixty-seven and sixty-eight in 
the following words: ‘on medicinal prepara- 
tions, all, not specified, thirty. per cent. ad 
valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section four, to 
strike out lines seventy-four to eighty-four, in 
the following words: l 


On books, printed, and on allother printed paper- 
bound or in sheets, except books printed in oiherthan 
the English language, and books printed in the Eng- 
lish language of an edition unrevised for twenty years, 
and newspapers, magazines, and periodicals, and 
except books, maps.and charts specially imported in 
good faith for the use of any society incorporated or 
established for philosophical, literary, or religious 
purposes, or the encouragement'of the fine arts, or 
by the order of any college, academy, school, or sem- 
inary of learning in the United States, for its own 
use or that of its instructors, twelve and one half 
cents per pound. š 


Mr. MORTON. I hope this amendnfent 
| will not be agreed toe 1 believe this brings’ 
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ùp the question which was passed over on 
page 6. i 

. Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont: I will say to the 
Senator from Indiana that I will propose here- 
after; if this shall be stricken out, at the proper 
time to offer an amendment: putting a specific 
duty upon books, but differently classified 
from this, and, as I think, better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . -The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance ‘striking out the clause which has 
been read. | : : . 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section four 
to strike out lines eighty-five and eighty-six, 
in the words, ‘‘ on newspapers, magazines, and 
periodicals, unbound, six cents per pound.’? 

Mr. SCOTT. Before we pass from the 
amendment in reference to: books, I wish to 
make a suggestion. I understood that the 
previous amendment with reference to paper 
was reserved until that question of books 
should be reached. 

Mr. MORTON. That was my understanding. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now we arè passing from 
books without disposing of the question in 
regard to paper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was 
the understanding, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am willing to go back 
to page 6, and take a vote on that question, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote 
then by which the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ment striking out this paragraph will be con- 
sidered as reconsidered. : 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. Let us go 
back to the amendment on page 6 and dis- 

ose of that, ` 

Mi. MORTON, I thought they were both 
to be disposed of together. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They cannot be. 

Mr. SCOTT. I cannot consent to pass over 
that duty on books unless it isto be considered 
in connection with the duty on paper. 

Me. MORRILL, of Vermont. Perhaps it 
would be more germane to offer an amendment 
in relation to books while we are on that para- 
graph. 1 therefore offer the following. After 
line seventy-three of this section, page 11 
and in lieu of all there is down to line eighty 
six, I wish to insert: . 

On books full-bound in calf, morocco, or ivory, 
or bound with beveled edges, or bound with metal 
corners or clasps, twenty cents per pound. 

On all other books not otherwise provided for, ten 
cents per pound. 

On newspapers, magazines, periodicals, and pam- 
phiets, six cents per pound. 

I will merely say that this is an extremely 
low duty, but it is specific. I am fuily con- 
scious that it is not what will be quite satisfac- 
tory to the book publishers of the country, but 
at ihe same time it is fixed and certain, and I 
believe they prefer almosi anything to the pres- 
ent ad valorem system. We were all witnesses 
this winter to what was done by an English firm 
that came here and sold books day after day at 
auction, sometimes for a quarter part of what 
they would be invoiced at to any wholesale 
dealer in the country, and the Treasury oflicers 
did all they could to ascertain how they circum- 
vented our tariff laws and the custom-house, 
butit was impossible to track and find them out. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator state how 
much better his amendment would be for the 

ublishers than the present law in his opinion? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
think it is any more. It does not raise the 
duty. J think it myself a little better than the 
present twenty-five per cent., as it is fixed so 
that parties cannot bring in their invoices of 


books at one fifth or one sixth of what they | 


really cost abroad. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does the honorable Sena- 
tor state, in- reply to the Senator from Indiana, 
that his proposition lessens the present duty on 
books? i 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, The ten cents, 


I say does upon the average. 


Mr. BAYARD, Why, sir, the rate of ten 


cents per pound is an increase of some eighty 
er cent. over the present duties. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from Delaware is entirely mistaken, 

Mr. BAYARD.. There are specimens of 
books lying now on the table of the Finance 
Committee, cheap. publications,such as are used 
by the: poorer class of people. The price of 
the book is given, the duty under the twenty-five 
per cent. ad valorem rate, and the ad valorem 
at twelve cents per pound, and the increase of 
duty is one hundred per cent. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is very 
true that you may select a given. book and 
prove anything by it. You may select one 
of the Oxford Bibles that are printed, heavily 
bound in sheep, and which.are stereotyped, and 
show that any rate by the pound is an extrav- 
agant duty ; but I am taking the average run 
of books, and | undertake to say that ten cents 
a pound is not increasing the duty, but israther 
lowering it. It is only fixing it at a proper 
rate: ‘lhe common practice abroad in rela- 
tion to books is this: take what is called a 
fashionable novel; as soon as the season is 
over it sells for little or nothing abroad; they 
use their types then, and all it costs is the 
paper and the labor of striking off copies, of 
which they can ship any quantity here for the 
mere cost of the paper and printing. 

Under the circumstances I believe that the 
only solution of the present difficulty between 
paper and books at this time is to put a spe- 


cific duty upon books; and I am quite sure 
that twenty cents a pound upon: costly: illas- 
trated books with plates, elegantly: bound in 
full calf and morocco and ivory.and with bev- 
eled edges and with metal clasps, will not be 
too much: The parties who use them -are 
those who can afford such articles of luxury, 
and should be made to pay for them: as 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisamendment involves 
avery important question, which was very 
carefully considered by the Committee où 
Finance, and they were very strongly of the 
opinion that it was impossible to levy a spe- 
cife duty upon books. I think I can demon- 
strate to any one who is a lover of books that 
it is impossible to levy any specific duty upon 
books. For years it has been the desire of 
the publishers of this country to have a spe- 
cific duty levied on books, and finally they 
have succeeded in getting the proposition 
through the House to levy a duty of twelve 
and a half cents a pound on books. The àb- 
surdity of that proposition must strike any one 
who will reflect fora moment, You take the 
finest volume bound in calf, gilt-edged, on the 
finest paper, a book that is worth five or ten 
dollars, and you tax that book at the same 
rate per pound that you would a poor man’s 
spelling-book, or the cheapest Bible, or the 
cheapest form of publication. 

Now, what is the result? Ihave here a 
statement summing up in a few figures the 
whole result of this proposition: 


Statement of weight and value of shipment of eleven packages of books received per steamer 


Russia, which 


Package Gross Tare, Net Invoice 
number. vole pounds. ata value. 
s, 8d. 
1 112 uf 105 £5 2s, 8d 
2 113 x 106 10 12 GF 
3 25 7 118 6 15 8 
4 114 7 107 4 19 6 
5 116 8 108 22 1 4 
6 142 8 134 4 5 0 
7 142 , 8 134 4 5 0 
8 142 8 134 4 5 0 
9 142 8 134 4 5 0 
10 tel 8 113 15 13 7 
il a | 6 72 | 12 17 è 
1,347 82 1,265 {£95 2s. 1id. 


left Liverpool May 11, and arrived at New York May 21, 1872. 


Duty at 25 per | p Equal to anad 
uty at 12} cents 
cont. aa va per pound. valorem. duty 
$6 35 $13 12% 53 per cent: 
13 24 13 25 25 per cent. 
8 46 14 75 43 per cent, 
6.18 13 374 53% per cent. 
27 60 13 50 12% per cent. 
5 30 16 75 79! per cent. 
5 30 16 75 79% per cent, 
5 30 16 75 795 per cent. 
5 30 16 75 79%. per cent. 
19 54 14 12 18; per cent, 
15 93 9 00 143 per cent. 
$118 50 $158 123 334 per cent. 


The duty on this shipment at twelve and a half cents per pound would be equal to thirty-three and 


one fourth per cent. ad valorem. 
These books were bought and 
publishers on consignment at cost price, 


invoiced at the current trade price in London, and were not shipped by 


On this shipment nine cents per pound would have been equal to twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 


These figures show that from the nature of 
things it is impossible to levy a specifie duty 
on books. These are things that cannot be 
estimated by weight; they must be estimated 
by their contents and by the cost of produc- 
tion. You may levy a daty on coffee and tea 
and other articles of tropical countries, which 
do not enter into competition with our own 
industry, by the pound, and you may create 
inequality by that mode of levying duties; but 
you cannot in the nature of things levy a duty 
per pound on books, because it is oppressive 
to the poor and absolutely indifferent to the 
rich. ‘The result is that law books, expensive 
books, may be imported into this country at a 
duty of from ten to fifteen per cent., and an- 
puals, expensive Bibles, all the elegant works 
of art that may be brought into this country, 
at arate of duty from seven to fifteen per cent. 


ad valorem, while upon the cheap Bible, a | 


specimen of which my friend from Delaware 
has gone to get, and various forms of books 
that were shown us, the incréase of duty by 
the proposed rate of twelve and a half centsa 
pound is three hundred per cent. 

The Committee on Finance, who approached 
the subject with every desire to have a specific 
duty in order to avoid the clearly proven frauds, 
rejected the proposition for a specific duty and 
felt it was not proper to levy a specific duty on 
books. . We had specimens; for instance, ele- 


gant little Bibles, and prayer-books; one I 
remember that would not weigh more than 
three or four ounces where the actual cost was 
probably three or four dollars, and yet we had 
other books where the cost was twenty-five 
cents, and especially Bibles and books of a 
religious character which are published in 
England, many of them by religious societies 
ata low price, merely for the purpose of dis- 
tributing that kind of information all over the 
world, where the rate of duty of twelve and 
a half cents a pound would be equivalent: to 
one hundred per cent., or four times the pres- 
ent rate. 

Under these circumstances it is obvious to 
any one who will examine it closely that it is 
impossible to levy a specific duty. The prop- 
osition of the Senator from Vermont is much 
better than the proposition sent to us by the 
House. That levies twenty cents a pound on 
the expensive books, which would be an ad 
valorem of ten or fificen per cent., while the 
duty of ten cents a pound on the cheaper 
books would bean average of fifty to sixty per 
cent. on the cheaper forms of books. On a 
Bible that was furnished us the increase’ of 
duty was one hundred per cent. Here, for 
instance, [exhibiting a book,] is a book that 
every one would say was a good book, ele- 
gantly printed ; itis rather better than an aver- 
age boük. - The cost price in London of this 
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book: is fifty-fobr cents; the duty of twenty- 
fivéii per cent. ad ‘valorem is thirteen and a 
alf:-cents. gold; -it-.weighs one -pound and 
twelve ounces ;.the duty per pound. at twelve 


‘anda half cents would be twenty-one and a’ 


squarter cents gold, or an average over the 
present rate of duty. of fifty. per cent. ; and 
this book was exhibited to the men engaged in 


the trades: - i R: 


Ilt is not:necessary to go into farther detail, 


because thesè facts cannot beigainsaid. At the 
same time: there.is an.evil to be remedied, and 
that is, that. books brought in under the ‘pres- 
ent system of ad valorem duties are always 
undervalued. . They are sometimes. shipped 
by large houses in London to-their-agents in 
“New York at a nominal price, and undoubt- 
edly the present rate of duty attwenty-five per 
cent. ad valorem is one easily evaded and 
frauds supervene.’ But between the two we 
thought rather than increase the duty on the 
cheaper: priced books to the poor of this coun. 
try or to the middle classes of: the country, 
-under a bill pretending to reduce ‘taxation, 
while at the same time largely. reducing the 
duty, on books of higher cost to people who 
are wealthy, who are able to pay for expen- 
sive binding and gilt edges and fine paper, it 
would be better to leave the: book-duty alone, 
to letit remain where it is upon the present 
law, or reduce the duty ten per cent., as you 
do other.duties, and let the subject stand over 
for fuller and. fairer investigation. That. is 
the result of my judgment, and I shall so 
vote, ; : 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, the discussion 
which has already taken place upon paper has 
certainly shown that if the duty on paper be 
maintained at anything near like what. it is 
the duty on books is not enough; and yet we 
are met with this difficulty: under an ad 
valorem duty a book which in London cost 
fourteen shillings is invoiced at seven shil- 
lings; a book which costs a pound is invoiced 
at ten shillings; and the consequence is that 
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem is. levied 
upon only half its actual value. You could 
have uo better illustration of it than the Bible 
‘L hold in my hand, which is an Oxford Bible, 
which costs in London, (and perhaps it is about 
the first time.the booksellers have revealed 
-what it really costs,) if I have the figures right, 
seventy four cents, Every one here knows 
that. you. cannot go to a bookstore in New 

’ York and buy that book under two dollars or 
two dollars and a half. I have in my hand 
tables which show that the booksellers can 
make out either of their cases on this sabject 
of the specific duty. Here, for instance, in 
the multitade of communications that the 
Committee on Finance have received on this 
subject, | have one containing a list of thirteen 
books, and it gives the price, the weight, the 
duty there would be upon them ad valorem, 
and the: specific duty that would be put upon 
them at twelve and a half cents a pound, 

‘showing that the specific duty at twelve and a 
half cents per pound on every one of these 
thirteen books is a reduction of the twenty- 
five per cent. ad valorem. This man was ask- 
ing twenty-five cents per. pound on books for 
the purpose of making seventeen to twenty-five 
percent. ad valorem. On the other hand there 
is.a table sent by another publisher, and he 
makes his selection, and he shows that the duty 
of twelve and a half cents per pound would be 
an increase. ranging from fourteen per cent. 
up to one hundred and one per cent. on the 
five or six books that he selects. 

Now, we have to get rid of the two diffi- 
culties. On the one hand there is the under- 
valuation, by which. our booksellers are con- 
stantly undersold and the market flooded with 
foreign productions, and on the other hand to 
encounter what seems to be an inappropriate 
method of levying a duty by fixing it upon the 
pound. I am satisfied that the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont comes 
nearer meeting the real difficulty than any 


adjustment that we can make here at an ad 
valorem duty. He proposes to impose aspe- 
cific: duty of twenty cents a pound upon the 
more costly books, and of ten cents upon. the 
‘cheaper books: -That duty Dam satistied will 
be nearer to giving to the book interest a pro- 
portionate. degree of protection to that which 
is given to paper than any other method that 
we-can adopt. soù ; 

The chairman of the committee says that 
the-views of the committee were very decided. 
Undoubtedly they were very decided upon the 
two sides | suppose, but they were just. so near 
together that it was very hard-to tell on which 
side the majority was when we came to decide 
upon this question. f 

Mr. SHERMAN, A majority were in favor 
of striking out the specific duty. 

Mr, SCOTT. I know, but the majority was 
so small that it did not take long to count it. 
On:the whole question there has been more 
difference of opinion among the parties inter- 


ested than on. any other question we have had , 


before us. We have had. booksellers ard 
manufacturers -before us who. differed very 
largely, one side saying that the duty of twelve 
and a half cents was an actual reduction of 
existing duties, and the other that jt was an 
advance. I think the Senator from Vermont 
has struck the medium between them, and 
that his amendment will be a proper one to 
adopt. : 

Mr. MORTON. It is obvious.-that some- 
thing ought to be done. As the duty now 
stands on books and paper there is a constant 
discrimination against the American publish- 
ers, and if this amendment offered by the 
Senator from Vermont furnishes the adequate 
discrimination in favor of the American pub- 
lishers, as would seem to be indicated by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, I should be dis- 
posed to favor it. f am not familiar enough 
with the: subject to determine just what the 
specific duty ought to be, butit-requires no ar- 
gument to prove that as the duty now stands 
upon paper and on books it is. mnch cheaper 
to have the books printed. in- England and 
import them into this country than it is to im- 
port the paper and print the books here. It 
seems to me that the case is so glaring that we 
ought. to take action in some way. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I merely 
desire to call attention to the book that was 
exhibited by the chairman. ‘There is a book 
filled with beautiful wood plates, and that 
book is represented to have cost fifty-four 
cents. No geatleman who has ever under- 
taken to purchase books in London can go there 
and buy that book-to-day for lessthan a dollar 
anda half. He cannot do it in our country 
for less than two dollars, unless it is imported, 
and yet that book is imported, as it is stated 
here, for fifty-four cents. I do uot doubt the 
fact; and what is it that it is proposed by the 
amendment that I propose.to put on that 
pook Seventeen and a half cents of duty 
only. 

Mr. President, I have a long list books here 
given to me by one of the most respectable 


book sellers in this. country, and it was. for | 


the purpose of ‘obtaining twenty-five cents a 
pound, given to me last year; and here are 
statements. of the weight, the cost, and the 
present duty. He shows, for instance, on 
‘Sunny Days,” that while at one rate, twenty- 
five per cent., it would be fifty-four cents, by 
weight, at twenty-five cents a pound, it would 
be fifty-four and a half cents. Take another 
one, * My Young Days.” That would be 
fifty-eight and three quarter cents one way, 
and seventy-seven cents the other way. Take 
another one, ‘‘ Adriftat Sea;’’ it would be at 
the ad valorem fifty-four, and by the pound 
fifty-four and a half cents. 

‘So I might go through with a long list, show- 
ing that even twenty-five cents a pound would 
not be too much. But, Mr. President, as I 
said before, I do not believe there is any fair 
solution of this question except by putting a 


| ture by the pound. 


specific duty upon books... If it is not done I 
predict that our booksellers will be driven 
from. the market,-and- will: not.be able to pub- 
lish common echool-books.. 

< Mr. ANTHONY... I do not want to set any- 
body to talking, but there is one thing [should 
like:to have explained: on what principle of 
free trade or of protection or of any other con- 
sistent system, do we put a tax ‘of ‘thirty-five 
per cent.. on paper, and then admit the. books 
which are made of that paper at twenty-five 
per cent.? I do not understand how that. can 
be done, and I. wish that some member of the 
committee would explain that to me. 

- Mr.. WRIGHT. Mr. President, upon this 
question perhaps I ani as much responsible for 
the striking out of the clause under consider- 
ation as any other member of the committee. 
There was a time in the progress-of. our delib- 
erations when I favored the proposition of the 
Senator from Vermont, or at least favored a 
proposition taxing books by the pound. . Sub- 
sequent reflection satisfied me that in that | was 
in error. I understand the proposition of the 
Senator from Vermont now to be to discrim- 
inate, and for a certain quality of books to 
provide twenty cents per pound, and upon 
another quality of books ten cents per pound. 
My opposition ‘to this duty of so much per 
pound is found in the first place in the fact 
that. I became thoroughly satisfied that ten or 
twelve cents per pound, and certainly twenty 
cents per pound, would increase the duty upon 
books.. I understand it to be the settled rule 
of the committee, and also of the Senate, that 
in arranging duties at this time there shall be 
uo increase upon anything ; that this is a bill 
to reduce taxes and not to increase taxes; and 
therefore, while with reference to some articles 
I might be willing to leave them stand as they 
are now under the present law, I would not 
favor any proposition that would increase. - 

I say.{ was satisfied that. the proposition to 
make the duty twelve and a, half cents. pec 
pound was an,.increase of duty, and for this 
reason:. {did not find any book-seller or any 
person interested. in the trade but what favored 
the.duty. of twelve and.a half cents a pound. 
Every. person that, came, before us and every 
person that said anything upon ` the subject 
interested in the trade,.was in favor of the 
twelve and a half cents. or of. taxing by the 
pound. I think it can be demonstrated be- 
yond all question, as it has been, that. the 
twelve and ahalf cents per pound, and also 


. the twenty cents per pound upon the. better 


article of books and the ten cents a pound, 
also will be an’ increase over and above the 
present duty. Now, if the. Senate are pre- 
pared to, increase the duties on. books, to 
Increase the. duties upon the importation of 
intelligence and literature, then they. will be 


-in-favor of the ten and twenty cents per pound, 


{ say, therefore, in. the first place I am 
opposed to the proposition because it is an in- 


crease of duty ; in thenext place I am opposed 


to it for the reason that I never will be guilty 
of the absurdity in my place of taxing litera- 
l trust the American Sen- 
ate will never be guilty of so great an absurd- 
ity as publishing to the world that we propose 


.to tax the intelligence that we get through 


books and the literature of the land, by the 
pound. You might as well talk of taxing 
diamonds by the pound. I, sir, am willing to 
arrauge it as we may without increasing the 
duties, but I do beg of the Senate that they 
will not go to the world with the absurd pic- 
ture of taxing literature as you propose here, 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. Willthe Sen- 
ator from lowa yield io me? I want to men- 
tion to him one thing that is still more absurd, 
Tthink. Until recently. England taxed French 
flowers, artificial flowers, by the. square foot. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Is the Senator from Ver- 
mont in favor of that now? : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It has been 
considered by some that. the mode of taxation 
iu England has been pursued with greater sci 
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entific research than it has been in this country, 
and that is one of their taxes. f 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam sure my distinguished 
friend would not thus tax flowers now; and 
will he be guilty now of taxing the literature 
and intelligence of the land by the: pound? 
How will you weigh it? . I say come down toa 
sensible and true rale, and when you get your 
book ascertain what it is: worth and tax it 
accordingly. Regard what it is worth to the 
reading public and to the world, and tax it in 
that way.. Take a book that may be worth 
five dollars because ofits intrinsic value, be- 
cause of its merit, and you tax it at the same 
by the pound that you tax the merest trash 
that comes to you. I trust no man will be 
found here to favor any such doctrine. 

Tam willing to leave the tax on books as it 
now stands without the ten per cent. reduc- 
tion. I believe if you do that, and then tax 
paper as proposed by the Senate bill, you will 
approximate as near what is right as we can, 
and I believe that would be better, and I trust 
there will be no disposition to increase the tax 
on books, `` 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not want to discuss the 
question. I indorse all that my friend from 
lowa says in reference to books, however I 
may dispute with reference to paper. I merely 
rose for. the purpose of holding up two books 
belore the Senate. Here is one that probably 
would cost fifiy cents and the other five dol- 
lars, published in England, and they are both 
the same weight. That illustrates taxing by 
weight. Thatisallthe speech I want to make 
on the question of taxing books by weight. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] to insert the words which 
have been read. f 

The amendment was rejected, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 
tion is, will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment of the committee striking out the para- 


graph? 

Mr. MORTON, Is it in order before strik- 
ing it out to perfect the part proposed to be 
stricken out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. MORTON. If that is in order I will 
move to strike out the concluding words, 
“twelve and a half cents per pound,” and in- 
sert “thirty-five per cent. ad valorem,” I 
believe that increases the duty ten per cent. 
over the present rate. The duty on paper is 
twenty-five per cent., and this will make the 
duty on books thirty-five per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The duty on all print- 
ing-paper is twenty per cent. ad valorem. The 
duty on sized paper, which includes the finest 
French gilt, &c., is thirty-five per cent., and 
the duty on books is twenty-five per cent. If 
there could be an adjustment of this matter 
made, if there could be any mode in which 
intelligent persons could distinguish printing- 
paper sized from writing-paper, | would be 
very glad to see the classification by which it 
could be done. Iam informed now that I was 
entirely correct in the statement 1 made that 
nine tenths of the books are published on 
unsized paper, and that the claim. that books 
are published on sized paper is a mistake un- 
less people differ asto what they mean by sized 
paper. The Senator is therefore in error in 
supposing that the paper of which books are 
made pays a duty of over twenty per cent. 

Mr. LOGAN: The Senator from Ohio says 
he was not mistaken in reference to sized 
paper. Ido not know how thatis. My theory 
has been all the time that the duty on paper 
ought to be reduced below that on books, and 
that books ought not to be taxed at any very 
extravagant rate. In reference to sized paper, 
I do not suppose we shall ever agree unless 


we get a committee of men who understand | 
I was talking with 


paper to decide it for us. c 
the Senator awhile ago about the Bible sent 
around to us for inspection. One insisted it 
is printed on. unsized paper, others that it is 


sized paper. I say it is sized paper.. I have 
on wy table various newspapers printed on 
sized paper, and I have the evidence of the 
fact, and. yet I presume four out of five Sen- 
ators here would say I was mistaken. _ I have 
here numerous pamphlets printed on sized 
paper, and to look at them half the persons 
here would say it was unsized paper, just 
ordinary printing paper. Yet I know the fact 
from the evidence [-have had that it. is sized 
paper. Newspapers are printed in our own 
country on sized paper ; and a newspaper man 
in here to-day would laugh at the idea. Here 
isthe Evening Star of this city. A Senator 
laughed at me because I insisted that it was 
not printed on uusized paper. Yet it is so; 
it is printed on sized paper; and if a- dozen 
newspaper men examined it they would say 
that was unsized paper; and they could give 
the reason for it. 

The reason was given to-day that unsized 
paper would blot and sized paper would not. 
if that is an argument, all the papers I have 
here are printed on sized paper, because they 
will not blot; bat that is not the best test by 
any means. We have got to have it examined 
by men who understand the manufacturing of 
paper before we can agree on it here in the Sen- 
ate. Oue willassert one thing, another another 
according to the evidence he has. Some 
newspaper man will tell you one thing, some 
newspaper man will tell you another. Very 
frequently we find newspaper men who do not 
know anything about printing paper more than 
if they had never written a squib for one. 

But my proposition is to let books remain 
at the tariff they are. My friend, the Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Coyk.ine,}] 1 expect is 
laughing at what I am saying now, for he 
laughed at it a moment ago, but I will go with 
him before a committee of newspaper men and 
decide the question who is right. I do not 
wish to change the tariff on books; but my 
proposition is to put the duty on paper down 
below the tariff on books, which would make 
it fair; and it looks to me reasonable. On all 
the evidence I can find, the difference in price 
between sized paper and unsized paper is im- 
material, and hence I would put it all at the 
same rate; bnt if that is unsatisfactory to the 
Senate, let us do what I have just suggested. 
That would be my first proposition; and if the 
Senate does not agree to that, then [ would be 
in favor of letting unsized paper remain at the 
duty itis now, aud fix sized paper at least below 
that which is upon books, so as not to give an 
advantage in favor of printing books to for- 
eign countries. . I say to day you can print a 
pamphlet in Canada and send it here cheaper 
than you can send the paper on which it is 
printed here, so far as the tariff is concerned. 


This is a plain and simple proposition. I 
am willing the tariff should remain on books; 


but I want an amendment so that all printing 
paper shall be at a fixed rate. I can write an 
amendment for one, that all paper to be used 


| for the purpose of printing upon shall pay a 


certain duly; and all other paper a duty ac- 
cording to that so fixed, “Al other paper ’’ 
would be writing paper. If that is not satis- 
factory, then I will propose an amendment 
that sized paper shall be reduced sufficiently 
below books to make a distinction. 
seems to me to be fair. If the Senate think 
the paper ought to pay a different duty, then 
reduce both. As my friend from Iowa says, 
we are reducing in this bill, not increasing. If 
the object is to reduce the tariff, let us reduce 
it as he says on literature, and encourage print- 
ing newspapers and books and pamphlets and 


. . . a ; 1 
everything else in this country trom which we 


obtain intelligence. If there is no man in the 
Senate can write a proposition that will dis- 
tinguish writing paper from newspaper, I 
think we had better send for an agent to do 
our business for us. I think I can do it. 

Mr. CONKLING. The question of paper 
is not before the Senate at this time, is it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


That | 


tion is on the amendment: proposed by.-the 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morron.]} | 

Mr. CONKLING. 1 have nothing ‘to::say 
about sized or unsized paper at this moment, 
because it is not before the Senate. [have 
nothing to say-in favor of taxing books by. the 
pound, because I:am_ not. in: favor of taxing 
them by the pound. I wish, however,.to ‘say 
a word in atiswer to the difficulty that the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, among others, finds 
in the fact that a book as a book, or in respect 
to the paper upon which it is printed, comes in 
burdened by a less duty than that which rests 
upon the paper. I find. no. difficulty of that 
sort. That seems to me in place of being an 
objectionable thing, as I believe my friend 
from. Indiana thought it was, very much the 
reverse. Why is it that although sawed Jum- 
ber and: planed lumber is visited with a duty, 
and although the material. of which painters 
make tbeir canvas is visited with a duty, when 
they take apiece. of canvas stiffened by sawed 
and planed lumber so as to hold itin ‘its place, 
and put it on an easel and paint a picture on 
it which may be worth a thousand dollars, it 
comes in without auy duty at all? Because it 
is the homage which economy pays to. art; 
because in deference to art, civilization, aud 
refinement you always make such exceptions. 
Why is it. that. you tax marble by the ton, and 
when some man cleaves out of it with his chisel 
and mallet a statue worth perhaps thousands 
of dollars, then it comes in for nothing? Be- 
cause it belongs to the republic of letters, and 
therefore it comes in free. Why is it that when 
a book is made which is a thing of beauty, a 
thing of perfection in its way, you court it, you 
woo it, you invite it? Not because you are 
making an estimate of the paper which is con- 
tained in it, nor of the pasteboard that comes 
in the covers, nor of. the. mechanical labor, 
but because you treat it as an entire thing. 

I am perfectly aware that making books and 
striking them from á press is not like hewing 
a statue with a chisel or painting a picture with 
abrush. The precise application of the prin- 
cipleis different in these cases, but in all alike 
it is in the interest of education, civilization, 
refinement, intelligence, knowledge. That is 
all there is of it. I see nothing wrong in that. 
Indeed, I think that.to the free list as proposed 
by the committee should be added books, which 
they have not added, and in place of deploring 
the fact that books come in with a less duty thau 
rests upon the materials out of which books 
are made, I venture to guess that in the future 
the tendency will be steadily to a minimum of 
duty upon books, engravings, pictures, and 
works of art of every sort, although the mate- 
rials of which they are made may be visited 
with a duty never so high. f 

Now, Mr. President, upon ‘the matter of 
paper, sized and unsized, when ‘that question: 
is before the Senate I shall have a view to 
present about that. I have said nothing: in 
regard to it, although my honorable friend from 
lllmois referred to me as if he knew what my 
views were in regard to it. I shall endeavor to" 
state them when thetime comes, and I hope to 
have him agree with me, or if not, it will be: 
my misfortune. 

Mr. WILSON, 
now adjourn. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Allow me to say a word. 


in reply. 

Mr. WILSON. I withdraw the motion. for : 
the present. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from New 
York carries out his illustration to its legitimate 
consequences when be says that because a piece | 
of marble that is worth perhaps twenty-five’ 
dollars may be wrought into a thing of beauty 
that is worth $10,000; because apiece of 
canvas stretched upon four sticks or boards 
which may be worih five dollars may be put; 
into a piciure worth $20,000, therefore books 
should come in free, paper bearing. the same » 
relation to books that the marble or the caa-; 
vas does to. the statue or the painting. : 


I move that the Senate do 
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2 Mr.. CONKLING. My friend should not 
say that. > I took great pains to disclaim that. 
ĮI said to-him that although the principle was 
the same the application was entirely different 
in the case, because there was a vast discrep- 
ancy. in the:value.. Nevertheless, Isay to him, 
speaking of all these things in a. group, it is 
true, and he knows that as well as I do, that 
into our tariff system has gone this inequality 
in deference to letters, art, and science. ‘That 
is the argument. 

ae Mr. ANTHONY.” Painting and: sculpture 
Ware not trades; painting and sculpture are 
“fine arts. Book-making is a trade. 
are millions of dollars invested in the making 
of books. 


There | 


Mr. CONKLING. How about engravings? 
“Mr. ANTHONY. Engraving is an art. 
The printing of ‘engravings you may liken to 
the manufacture of books, although the pro- 
portion’ of the material that enters into the 
value of a first-rate engraving is nothing at all 
compared with the proportion of material that 
enters into a book. The paper in a book is 
half the value of it; the canvas on which the 
picture is painted is not one hundredth part 
of one per cent. of its value. There is no 
comparison at all. Here we have millions 
upon millions invested in the manufacture of 
books, and we say that the raw material out 
of which the books are mannfactured shall pay 
a higher tax than the books themselves. The 
Senator carries out his illustration to its legit- 
imate consequence when he says books should 
come itn free; and if the principle upon which 
these articles are taxed is a correct principle, 
toen there should be no duty on books, and 
all onr books, not only our elegant books, but 
our school-books, all our Bibles, all our dic- 
tionaries, and all the common books we use, 
should be made in England, where they can be 
made a great deal cheaper than they can ‘here. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. I think itis time. l 

The motion was agreed to; and (at eleven 
o'clock and two minutes p. m.) the. Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Luuspay, May 28, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
p. D 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LYNCH. I now eall up the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the House some 
time since recommitted to the Committee on 
Commerce House bill No. 1748, for the en- 
couragement of the foreign commerce of the 
United States. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the gentleman to 
yield. to me to report from the Committee on 
the Judiciary a resolution which will give rise 
to no discussion. 

Mr. LYNCH. I will yield tothe gentleman 
if it takes no time. 

JUDGE M. W. DELAHAY. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I am instructed by the 


Committee on the Judiciary to offer for con- 
sideration at this time the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be directed-to further investigate the charges against 
the character and official conduct of M. W. Delahay, 
United States district judge for the district of Kan- 
sas; and for that purpose a sub-committee shall be 
authorized to sit during the recess of Congress, and 
may proceed to Kansas, subpena witnesses, send for 
persons and papers, administer oaths, take testi- 
mouy, and employ a clerk and reporter, the expense 
of which shail be paid from the contingent fund of 
the House on the order of the chairman, 


Mr. BROOKS. That will ċost more than 
the investigation is worth. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It will save perhaps 
$20,000 to the House, and in addition to that 


itis needful 
Mr. BROOKS. Better abolish the judgeship. | 


. Mr. BINGHAM. In addition to that it 1s 
needful to inspect. the records of the court, 
which can hardly be transferred to Washing- 
ton.’ ‘They must remain in the possession of 
the court. Itis needfal to inspect those rèc- 
ords: on ‘the spot, and it will bea saving of 
expense to senda committee there. 5 

Mr. RANDALL: I hope ‘the gentleman 
will put in some limitation -as to the expense. 
: Mr. BINGHAM: -That cannot be done; 
there will: be none except the ordinary ex- 


penses. Bas 

The SPEAKER. TheChair desires to make 
a request of a very special nature. All busi- 
ness now must be done by a suspension of the 
rules, and it is greatly confused by gentlemen 
being on the floor in crowds, seeking the at- 
tention of the Chair. The Chair will not pro- 
ceed with business unless the House will keep 
in order. ; : : 

Mr. BINGHAM. T do. not desire to inter- 
fere with the order of business of the House, 
and in order to save time I will. move that the 
rules be suspended and the resolution adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like the gentle- 
man to put in some limitation as to expenses, 

Mr. BINGHAM. The limitation is fixed by 
your general rule. It will save the per diem 
and mileage of witnesses to this city, and result 
in saving ten or twenty thousand dollars to the 
House. by:sending a committee there. f 

Mr. PETERS. Ft will not cost half as much 
to send a committee there as it will to bring 
the witnesses here. 

The question was taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules ; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 83, noes 16; no qnorum voting. 

Mr. BROOKS. © If the gentleman will dis- 
pense with the appendages to the committee, 
the reporter and the secretary, I think objec- 
tion to the resolution will be withdrawn. 

Mr. DAWES. That cannot be. 

Mr. BROOKS. How did you do in old 
times? 

Mr. PETERS. The reporter of the House 
will go with the company, and there will be 
only a little expense. 

Mr. BROOKS. The country did very well 
before stenographers were born, and commit- 
tees did well before they ever had secretaries. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. BROOKS and 
Mr. BincHAM were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes one hundred and 
eight. 

Before the noes were counted, 

Mr. BROOKS said: I give it up; Icall for 
uo further count; the House seems to be in 
favor of this excursion party. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the resolution 
adopted. 
FOREIGN COMMERCE. 

Mr. LYNCH. I now call up the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the House recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Commerce House 
bill No. 1748, for the encouragement of the 
foreign commerce of the United States. I 
give notice if the reference is considered I 
will offer a substitute for the bill, upon which 
I desire to make only a few remarks, and 
unless my colleague, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, [ Mr. SHELLABARGER,] desires to take a 
vote on the first section, as he hasintimated to 
me, I will move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bill to some future day. I 
understand the chairman desires to have a 
vote upon the first section of the bill, which I 
think will cause no delay, - 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 
understand whether it is proposed to act upon 
this bill now or postpone it to some future 
time, If itis to be postponed Í do not think 
the time of the House at this period of the 
session onght to be taken up by debate upon 
it. Ifitis to be acted upon, then there is not 
so much objection to it. i 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Į will make a 


statement to the House. 


“Mr. RANDALE. ‘Ig the bill before the 
House ? ees f ` < 
The SPEAKER. Itis not. 
Mr. RANDALL. Then I raise’ that point. 
The SPEAKER. : Butthe motion to recén- 
sider, which the gentleman from Maine [Mr, 
Lyncu] calls up, isa privileged question. ~ 
“Mr. SHELLABARGER. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to have the House pass the first section 
of the bill now before us. ‘That section simply 
creates a board of commerce, by making the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the 
Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
Postmaster General members ex officio of that 
board. It creates no new officers, and adds 
nota‘ dollar to the expenses of the Govern: 


ment. ` Bout 

Mr. RANDALL. I raise the point that this 
bill is not before the House. TE 
“Mr. SHELLABARGER, This is an import- 
ant question, and I trust we may have action 
upon that single section at this time. . ne 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the objection. 
- Mr. LYNCH. When J-offer my substitute 
the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. SuELLABARGER ] 
cau reach his object ‘by ‘moving ‘to strike out 
ali except. the first section, © 0 00000, 

Mr. MERCUR. I raise the point that a 
motion to susperid the rules to pass the bill 
amending the bankruptcy law is already pend- 
ing before the House, 7 00 SA 

The SPEAKER.: If the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Mercur] ‘will waive that 
for a few moments the ‘Chair will. recognize 
him, Vor 

Mr. GARFILD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman from Maine [ Mr. Lyncu] tell us how 
long a time he will probably occupy? . 

Mr. LYNCH. Notlong; notso longa time 
as the gentleman himself wasted a few morn- 


ings siuce. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 


„inquiry in the interest of the business. of the 


House. 

Mr, LYNCH, Ishall occupy probably thirty 
minutes. Reta E See coer a 
‘Mr. GARFIELD; of Ohio. Very well; if 
not more than that.time is to be occupied, I 
will not object. ee ee ; 
“Mr. LYNCH. I suppose the whole subject 
will not occupy more than an hour. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I shall not occupy 
more than ten minutes. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, this bill has 
received the careful consideration and ap- 
proval of the Committee on Commerce, under 
whose instructions I have reported it to the 
House. It provides first that the Secretaries 
of thé Treasury, Navy, Interior, and the Post- 
master General shall be constituted a board 
of commissioners, to be known as the board 
of commissioners of commerce, whose duty 
shall be to execute all contracts in ‘which the 
Government of the United States is inter- 
ested, and which may be authorized by law to 
be made in aid of foreign or domestic com: 
merce of the United States, to see to ihe due 
execution and enforcement of all contr: 
made for the promotion of commerce and i» 
the faithful performance of their duties by all 
officers having duties to discharge in aid of 
commerce, including officers having charge of 
immigrants and American seamen, to cob c, 
arrange, and report from time to time, dudut 
least once in each year, to the President. ty be 
by him presented with. his recommendations 
to Congress, all such information and stu:is- 
ties concerning the commerce of the United 
States and other nations calculated to show 
the wants of American commerce, together 
with such recommendations as they may dvem, 
proper in aid of such commerce, and to dis- 
charge all other duties: which may be by law 
devolved upon said board ‘in relation to the 


commerce of the United States. 


Second, thatthereshall be established, ander 
directions of the board of commissioners of 
commerce, at least one line of steamships be- 
tween some port or ports in the United States 
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and one or more of the principal ports‘of Great 
Britain, and one or moreof the principal: ports 
of the continent of Europe; alsolines between 
New. York and the West Indies and. Mexico, 
between New Orleans, the West Indies, Mex- 
ico, and Brazil; between San Francisco, Aus- 
tralia, and New Zealand, and other islands of 
ihe Pacific. : fey Gh 

Third, that a bountyiof-not exceeding fifteen 
dollars per toni shall be paid each year for a 
period of five yearsfor the construction of iron 
steamships, and twelve dollars per ton on other 
steamships of not Jess than. one fhonsand tons 
each, and notexceeding five hundred thousand 
tons in the aggregate, and not more than one 
hundred thousand tons in any one year, to be 
employed exclusively in foreign trade. 

Fourth, that the board shall receive proposals 
for the construction of said steamers to be ap- 
portioned fifty thousand tons upon the Atlantic 
and Gulfcoast, twenty-five thousand tons upon 
the great. lakes. and the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers, and twenty-five thousand tons on the 
Pacifie coast, and to be constructed upon 
plans approved by the Navy Department; the 
‘Government to have the right to purchase or 
chartertbem upon appraisal, and the Secretary 
of the Navy, upon certain conditions, to detail 
officers of the Navy to serve as officers of such 
vessels, 

Fifth; that there shall be paid twelve dol- 
lars per ton upon first-class suiling vessels of 
not lessthan three hundred tons, to be engaged 
principally in the foreign trade, and that the 
owner of any vessel upon which a bounty has 
heen.paid may engage in the coasting trade 
upon the repayment of the amount received, 
deducting ten per cent. for each year the ves- 
sel has been in service. 

“Sixth, that vessels engaged in the foreign 
trade and fisheries may purchase stores in 
bond without the payment of duties. 

The amendment which I propose as a sub- 
stitute provides, for the board of commission- 
ers of commerce substantially as in the bill 
of the committee; that materials for construc- 
tion and repairs of vessels for the foreign trade, 
and ship stores to be used on the voyage of 
guch vessels, may be taken in bond free of 
duty, and that vessels built under the provis- 
ions of this act may be taken by the Govern- 
ment when wanted upon paying their appraised 
value, or by payinga reasonable compensation 
for the charter of such vessels while in Gov- 
ernment employ. Such, in brief, are the pro- 
visions of the bill of the committee and of the 
amendment which I am permitted to offer as a 
substitute therefor, 

The second and third sectious of the bill, 
which I offer as an amendment, have been in- 
corporated into the tariff bill which has just 
passed this House, so far as to apply to wooden 
sail vessels, and will afford some encourage- 
ment for building this class of vessels, and is 
valuable in that it applies the principle recog- 
nized in regard to all articles manufactured 
‘of imported materials when exported; but it 
requires more comprehensive measures to re- 
vive the foreign commerce of the country gen- 
erally, and the- bill under consideration is 
offered as a basis for such measures. 

The objection urged against any bill grant- 
ing a bounty asan encouragement for the re- 
vival of shipping is that the whole country is 
taxed to build up and foster a single industry, 
Thosg who maks this objection leave entirely 
out of sight the connection of our merchant 
marine with our naval establishment. ` The 
statesmen of England, and of our own country 
in former times, whatever may have been their 
views on the tariff question, have uniformly 
regarded the merchant marine as an auxiliary 
to the Navy, and to that end have claimed for 
it the fostering care of the Government. 

Naval officers of Great Britain have repeat- 
edly testified before committees of Parliament 
that in case of war the navy was dependent 
entively apon merchant shipping for support, 
notwithstanding the extent and power of the 


navy proper. At the time of the Crimean war 
a board appointed by the admiralty of Great 
Britain made a careful examination of the 
merchant steam marine of the kingdom, and 
reported that ninety-one mercbant steamers 
could be fitted. to be made serviceable for 
‘war purposes in two weeks at an expense 
of £8,000 each, and that in four weeks, at 
an expense of £6,000 each, they could be 
converted into eflicient war steamers. 

: The navy, like the army, is but a nucleus 
around which the volunteer force is gathered 
in time of war; but unlike the army, the navy, 
to be available, must have trained men, and 
ships ready for use in case of emergency. 
A navy cannot be extemporized except from 
an efficient merchant marine, and upon the 
efficiency of our merchant marine depends 
our power and success in naval warfare. 

‘The amount appropriated to the Navy from 
1850 to 1860 was about seventy-three million 
dollars, and yet at the breaking out of the war we 
had but one liundted vessels of one hundred and 
fifty thousand tons,and about eight thousand 
men; but we hada merchant marine of more 
than five million: tons, which had ‘not cost the 
Government a dollar, which not only trained 
the mechanics ‘to build that navy and the sea- 
men to man it, but furnished six hundred ves- 
sels of more than one million tons and about 
seventy-five thousand men, all of which were 
immediately added to the naval service. If 
the production of this million tons of shipping 
and the training of the seventy-five thousand 
men had cost the Government an amount 
equal to the cost, of the Navy proper with its 
one hundred and fifty thousand tons of ship- 
ping and eight thousand men—$73,000,000— 
it could not have been properly regarded as 
a bounty to ship-builders, but would have 
been legitimately chargeable to the support of 
the Navy. We are now appropriating about 
twenty million dollars per annum to keep up 
the Navy, aud whether the amount asked for 
is a few millions more or less is regarded as 
of little consequence, because the maintenance 
of that arm of the serviceis deemed of vital im- 
portauce to the nation ; but we appear to be 
eutirely indifferent as to the fact that the mer- 
chant marine upon which we must depend to 
reénforce and sustain our Navy in case of war 
is fast disappearing from the ocean. We are 
not only losing our shipping, but we are losing 
the mechanical skill necessary to construct our 
Navy. Daring the last war, as will be the case 
during any war, we were dependent almost 
entirely upon private yards for naval vessels. 
More than eighty per cent. of the vessels, and 
a much larger percentage of the machinery 
for those vessels built during the war, were 
built in private yards. Improvements in naval 
architecture are developed in the construction 
of merchant shipping for the reason that com- 
petition stimulates improvements and inven- 
tions. ‘There is no competition in the navies 
of the world except in times of war, and the 
result is that after a long period of peace 
naval vessels are found, when brought into 
service, to be of little value. 

All naval officers testify to the vital import- 
ance of sustaining our merchant shipping as 
an auxiliary to the Navy. The reports to the 
English Parliament by special committees are 
filled with such testimony. Admiral Porter 
testified before the committee on the decline 
of commerce that thirty first-class merchant 
steamers at the breaking out of the war would 
have been of more value than our entire Navy, 
and that if we had possessed them we could 
have strangled the rebellion during the first 
year by sealing up every port in the confed- 
eracy. Other naval officers have expressed 
the same opinion, and when we consider the 
destruction wrought by the Alabama and two 
or tliree other such vessels which were fitted out 
in the ports of Great Britain during the rebel- 
lion; we can readily credit the statement, 

The possession of a fleet of such steamers 
| would do more toward keeping the peace be- 


{the American-built vessel. 


tween ourselves and foreign nations. than ‘the 
amount which we expend on onr naval-estab- 
lishment twice told. An addition of five per: 
cent. or $1,000,000 to. our annual naval appro- 
priations applied under the provisions: of this 
bill, would. suffice to provide those thirty 
steamers. We think. nothing of: expending 
$1,000,000 upon a single naval vessel: that 
may prove utterly worthless when. com pleted. 
I see it stated in the testimony before the spe- 
cial committee who recently. investigated mat- 
ters connected with the Navy Department: that 
the engine of the naval steamer Tennessee cost 
$750,000, and has been recently thrown out as 
worthless for all practical purposes, and ex- 
changed. for a new one atoa difference of 
$300,000, an expenditure on a single vessel 
of more than oue mitlion dollars, an amount 
which if annually expended would be sufficient 
to give us thirty better steamers, and insure 
the care of them free of all expense to the 
Government until needed for service’: These 
steamers, if thus built by private enterprise, 
with this limited aid from the Government, 
and used for commercial purposes, would: not 
only be as valuable in case of waras if built 
especially for the Navy, but would in time of 
peace add every year largely to the business 
and revenues of the country. EA 

The total amount which could be drawn from 
the Treasury under this bill for the building 
of all classes of vessels for which it provides 
would not exceed $2,000,000 the first year, 
and would not probably exceed $3,000,000 in 
any one year while in operation. Certainly a 
very small amount when sach important inter- 
ests are at stake and such important results 
are likely to be secured. © But small-as is the 
amount, my observation and experience lead 
me to fear the determined hostility which 
nearly every measure of this kind meets in 
this House, and has influenced me in: propos- 
ing the substitute which, although less com- 
prehensive than the bill of the committee, will 
probably commend itself by its economy. It 
costs nothing. I regret that in considering 
measures affecting this great national interest 
the question has been not what is best, but 
rather what is cheapest to be done. 1 am 
anxious to see something done, and this bill 
is a step forward, and if passed-will accomplish 
something. It takes nothing from. the Treas- 
ury, and simply puts the ship-builder and ship- 
owner of the United States on the same foot- 
ing as the foreign. ship-builder and owner. is 
put, not, only by his own but by our Govern- 
ment. 

Great Britain, and I think nearly all the 
maritime nations of Europe, allow free mate- 
rial and free stores for shipping. We impose 
a duty on material, and thus discriminate 
against our own ship builders and ship-own- 
ers. As an illustration, an American ship 
of a thousand tons pays duty of say twelve 
dollars per ton, or $12,000 on the imported 
material which is used in her construction, 
and when built pays the duties on all stores 
and outfits for the voyage. A ship of the 
same class built of the same material in Great 
Britain pays no duty upon that material and 
takes ber outfit and stores all free of duty. 

This vessel thus built and-fitted comes into an 
American port paying no duty on her arrival, 
and enters into unrestricted competition with 
Both vessels may 
engage side by side in the same-trade, running 
between an American and aforeign port and be 
worn out in that business, the American ves- 
sel having paid a duty upot the material from 
which she was built, because it was worked up 
by American mechanics on American soil, 
the English vessel paying no duty, because she 
was built of the same material but by Haglish 
workmen on Engtish soil. - It is precisely the 
same as if we should impose a duty upon the 
yaw material from which we built ‘machinery, 
and at. the same time admit the machinery 
already manufactured free of duty. It will be 
readily seen that this policy operates as a pos- 


4 


3928 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 28, 


itive discrimination against American mechan- 
ies and -a premium. to their foreign rivals. 
Is is free trade run mad. It is as-impossible 
for the American ship- builder to:eompete with 
the foreigner with this discrimination against 
himas it would-be for any manufacturer to pay 
duty on bis raw material, while at the same time 
the articles manfactured from such material 
were admitted free of duty. The policy of 
allowing a drawback on materials used ‘in the 
construction of ships built for the foreign trade 
is precisely analogous to that which gives a 
drawback on any article which is. exported 
and used. out of the country. Under our 
present law any article manufactured ex- 
clusively of foreign material and exported 
teceives. a drawback to the amount of duty 
paid, and if a vessel could be built in sections 
exclusively of foreign material, and exported 
out of the country for sale, the builder would 
be entitled to a drawback of the amount of 
the duty paid upon the material used. A 
marine engine built of imported material and 
exported, to. be placed in a vessel in a for- 
eign. country, would be entitled to a drawback 
of the duty paid upon the material, but if all 
the labor‘is performed in this country, and 
the- vessel all built, ready for sea, is sent to 
a foreign country and sold, no drawback 
whatever is allowed upon the material of 
which auch vessel is constructed; so that we 
discriminate against American labor in that 
we allow.a greater advantage for the uncom- 
pleted article than to. the article when.finished. 
Machinery. may be brought from a foreign 
country. to be repaired and reéxported free 
of duty, Railroad: iron may be brought from 
a foreign: country free of duty to be rerolled 
aud exported. 

The shipping interest, the only depressed 
interest in the country is the only one upon 
which our lawsare made to bear oppressively. 
A ship engaged in the foreign trade should be 
placed upon the same footing as any manu- 
factured article exported for foreign consump- 
tion, because she is- used out of the country ; 
so of the stores to be used on the voyage. 
Leaving entirely out of the account the great 
national importance of this interest, its value 
as one of the industries of the country, its in- 
timate connection with our naval defense, 
simple justice to our own citizens, toa class of 
American mechanics whose works have con- 
tributed so much -of our national prosperity 
and renown, demands this much at least at 
the hands of an American Congress. 

One of the most important provisions of the 
bill under cousideration, and to which I desire 
to call the particular attention of the House, 
is that which creates the board of commis- 
sioners of commerce, whose duties are analo- 
gous to those. of the Board of Trade of Great 
Britain, and if judiciously exercised must be 
productive of important results. It places the 
commerce and the merchant shipping of the 


country under the direct and responsible super- | 


vision of a department of the Government, 
and gives to those great national interests an 
organization and a responsible. head. This 
board, having charge of the whole subject, 
and considering it. iu all. its relations, and its 
connection with the revenue, thé. postal ser- 
vices, the military and naval- defenses of the 
country will be able to digest and present for 
our consideration from time to time such rec- 
ommendations as will enable us to act under- 
standingly upon measures. relating to those 
interests. As an illustration of the advantages 
of such aboard, as well as to contrast the great 
interest taken by Great Britain in her mercan- 
tile marine with the utter indifference and neg- 


. lect with which we treat ours, I quote from a | 


valuable paper furnished. to the committee on 
the decline of commerce, by Hon. Freeman 
H. Morse, eur consulat London, in response 
to a question put by the committée : : 
“Her ocean commerce is held to be one of the 


great branches of national industry and sources of 
wealth, and ranks with manafactures.and agricul- 


ture. It iS the pride of acommiercial people, and the 
whole nation is.united in watching over it and try- 
ing to gain for-it every advantage that sagacity, 
wealth, talent, and mechanical skill, science, and 
ample protéction on every sea can command. 

‘The Board of- Trade is a department of the Gov- 
ernment, and is always in charge of able and expe- 
rienced men, who have been long in its employ, and 
has the commercial: marine under its especial care. 
Again, the consular: corps.of this country are gen- 
erally- trained men; they are selected for their sup- 
posed fitness for the places they are wanted to fill, 
and how best to extend British trade and commerce 
is made one of their. chief studies. No nation. is so 
watchful over everything that affects its trade and 
commerce as the English nation, and the whole 
nation is reaping the benefit of this care and vigil- 
aneo constantly exercised in every available man- 

In this- connection I desire to examine a 
measure which has been seriously proposed 
for the revival of our commerce, namely, the 
admission of foreign-built. ships to American 
registry. Itis asignificant fact that this meas- 
ure is never brought forward except when a 
movement is on toot to grant aid to Ameri- 
ean shipping. Itis then thrown in by way of 
amendment to defeat measures calculated to 
revive that interest, and having accomplished 
tbe object, is retired, to be used again when 
occasion requires. It is the pet measure of 
the representatives of foreign lines in. this 
country who are interested. in retaining for 
themselves the carrying trade, and is repu- 
diated by nearly every American ship-owner 
of the country as calculated to extinguish 
utterly and totally every vestige of American 
shipping. There has been no time in the 
last half century when such a policy would 
prove so disastrous to our interests, none 
when its adoption would be such an act 
of gross injustice to our own mechanics, 
as the present. Up to the breaking out of 
the rebellion, under a policy which admitted 
only American: built vessels to the privileges 
of American registry, we had made the most 
rapid strides. as a commercial nation, and 
our tonnage engaged in the foreign trade 
equaled that: of Great Britain. American 
ship builders had acquired a world-wide repu- 
tation, and stood the acknowledged superiors 
of all others in the science of naval architec 
ture. At that time this was the only branch of 
industry in which we could compete success: 
fully with foreign countries, and in this by 
their own acknowledgment we excelled them. 
Crushed out by a war which had operated 
to stimulate and benefit all other branches of 
American industry, this interest bas during the 
last. six years appealed to Congress, asking only 
the small pittance of free material to enable 
itto overcome some of the disadvantages under 
which it labored. Year after year this mod- 
est and reasonable demand has been denied, 
and denied by those whu express a readiness 
to admit to American registry foreign-built 
ships free. . 

The advocates of free ships upon this floor 
are those. who have steadily and persistently 
voted against admitting ship-building material 
free. The only condinon upon which gentle- 
men who favor this policy will consent to admit 
ship-buildiag material free'is tbat is shall be 
worked up into the vessel in a foreign country. 
These gentlemen appear to have a particular 
prejudice against an American mechanie, and 
mke every opportunity to discriminate against 

im. s 

it is said by those who urge this policy that 
it has been adopted generally by the nations 
of Europe. That is no doubt true, but under 
entirely different circumstances from those 
existing with reference to our condition at the 
present- tiime. It was adopted by Great Britain 
afier she had for centuries excluded foreigu- 
built ships, and thus placed herself in a posi- 
tion where it was supposed she could main- 
tain herself. against the world, and at a time 
when, by its adoption, she could gain more 
than she. could possibly lose. France, Ger- 
many, and some other nations which have 
adopted this same policy, have cheap labor, 
cheap material, and. cheap money; but not 


having the mechanical skill to build their own 
vessels, have purchased to obtain models from 
which to build up a mercantile:navy of their 
own. We have no such conditions and no 
such necessities. rita 

Our policy with regard to. the shipping. of 
the country was adopted at the foundation of 
the Government, and under whatever changes 
of administration or of policy with regard. to 
other interests has been steadily adhered to» 
Under it we attained to the position of a first- 
class maritime Power. Why should we, «xtil 
recently the first maritime Power of the world, 
abandon a policy which placed usin that posi- 
tion, and, following the lead of countries which 
never have been and never can be great mari: 
time nations, purchase our vessels of that 
nation which has been, and isto: bė, our com-` 
mercial rival; the nation which destroyed our 
shipping and. our commerce. for the purpose 
of reducing us to that condition of dependence 
which some gentlemen seem so willing to 
accept. . 

The slightest examination.. of -the subject 
must, I think, convince any one who.can com- 
prehend it that we cannot compete with Great 
Britain in the carrying trade if we become 
dependent upon her for the construction of 
our. vessels. By ‘this policy. we could not 
increase our shipping but would lose not only 
out foreign bat our coastwise carrying trade, 
and in ease of a foreign war we should not 
only find ourselves without a Navy, but with- 
out the means to build or maintain one.. 

We should bear in mind that in this coun- 
try. and to a considerable extent. in Great 
Britain and her colonies, vessels are built, 
owned, and run by a combination of interests, 
which includes those who‘supply the material, 
the mechanics and builders, the furnishers of 
supplies and outfits, the commission mer- 
chants, the master, and other officers. It is 
an investment of labor and’ material to a con- 
siderable degree, and not of money, that pro- 
duces. vessels. : Now, when we undertake to 
purchase our. vessels in a foreign country we 
lose all this: combination of interests, and 
are compelled to make a clean investment 
of cash capital.. Those of whom we purchase 
are themselves building vessels by this com- 
bination of interests to be run in competition 
wich those built for us. They have the advan- 
tage of obtaining their own vessels at the 
actual cost of production with cheap capital; 
the advantage of improvements in models 
and of the profits derived trom building our 
vessels. . 

How is it possible for us to compete with 
the ship-builder and ship-owner of Great Brit- 
ain with cash capital which costs us. three or 
four-per cent..more than it costs them, giving 
them all the profits of building our vessels, 
and all the other advantages to which I have 
referred, when the same lines upon which we 
are to place our vessels are as open and free 
to them as to us? ‘The proposition is a busi- 
ness absurdity. ‘The result of this. policy 
if adopted would inevitably be that only an 
agent's interest in such foreign-built vessels 
would be owned in this country; just--sufli- 
cient to prosecute the business here success- 
fully and give such color of ownership as to 
secure the privileges of our flag. Foreign 
vessels once admitted-to American registry 
for the foreign trade would soon be admitted 
to the coastwise trade also, for there is no 
argument that can be urged in favor of one 
that does not apply with equal force to both. 
An American vessel could not long be. ex- 
cluded from the coastwise trade of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Under this policy we should: have no real 
American shipping, but foreign shipping under 
the American flag, which at: the first sign of 
danger, the first cloud of war, would be trans 
ferred to the protection of the most convenient 
neutral or guasi neutral flag; thus enjoying 
our privileges in peace to desert us in war. 
We should be left without the mechanical 
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skill to build, or the ships and ‘seamen. with 
which to reénforce our Navy in time of need. 

What advantage would it be to-us as a. 
nation to send our cash capital to Europe to 
be invested in vessels the earnings of which 
would only be returned. to us in the shape of. 
dividends upon the investment? I am un- 
able to see wherein there is.any greater advan- 
tage to be derived from an ‘investment in ship- 
ping in a foreign country under such circum- 
stances than from an investment in railways 
in the same country? No nation ever has, 
and no nation ever can become a respectable 
maritime Power, which does not build upon 
its own soil the vessels which are to carry its 
flag—whose shipping does not spring from 
roots implanted in its own soil. Pass a bill 
to-day admitting foreign vessels to American 
registry, and in six months our flag would 
cover more tonnage than ever before, while 
we should add next to nothing to real Ameri- 
can tonnage. ‘This shipping would flow in 
and crowd out American tonnage, and make 
it impossible to revive ship-building in the 
United States, and would destroy not. only 
American ship building, but would ruin Ameri- 
can ship-owners. 

I do not expect that the bill offered by me, 
or indeed any bill which we can pass, will 
accomplish all that is desired. I offer it, 
believing it to be the most that will probably 
be granted at the present time, while it is the 
least that can be accepted as of any value 
whatever. If weare not ready to grant this 
much aid, then we may as well abandon all 
attempts to. restore our shipping and retire 
from the field. 

1 am satisfied that small as is the aid afforded 
by the bill, it would be sufficient to encourage 
the revival of shipping; revive. the droop- 
ing hopes of our ship-owners, and tend to in- 
crease largely our tonnage for the foreign. car- 
rying trade. Such is the nearly unanimous 
testimony of the ship- builders and ship-owners 
of the country. It is the measure which, with 
great unanimity, they have recommended and 
urged as necessary to enable them to compete 
with foreigners in the same business. They 
would still have to overcome the advantages 
of cheap capital and cheap labor possessed by 
their foreign rivals, but those advantages are 
no greater now than they were before the war, 
and which were then overcome. We have 
now the same elements of success in this field 
of enterprise that we then possessed. 

It is of more importance that we rebuild our 
merchant marine upon asure and firm founda- 
tion than that we rebuild it rapidly. Itis only 
twelve years since committees of the Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain were investigating the 
cause of the depressed condition of their ship- 
ping interests, and the opinions of English ship- 
owners were freely expressed that they could 
not compete with American ships in the carry- 
ing trade of the world ; that we surpassed them 
in the models and sailing qualities of our ships ; 
that we were building better and cheaper 
ships and were sailing them cheaper, making 
quicker passages, aud employing less men, 
and were crowding them so that they declared 
they could not compete with Americans in 
the freighting business. Such was then the 
testimony of their largest ship-owners and 
merchants. At that time we imported our iron 
from England, Sweden, and. Russia, our hemp 
from Russia, our manila from the East Indies, 
and took our woods from the forests of the 
South and shipped them to the North, where 
our vessels were principally built. Nearly 
everything paid transportation to the place 
where we built our ships. We paid higher 
wages to our mechanics and to our seamen. 
The advantages we had were in consequence 
of our superior skill in naval architecture and 
the greater enterprise of our people. The dif- 
ference between our people and the people of 
European countries was well expressed by 
Mr. Dunbar, one of the largest ship-owners 
of Great Britain, in his testimony before one 


of the committees of -Parliament to which I 
have referred. In response to the -question, 
t Why do you consider that we cannot com- 
pete with foreign ship-owners,’’ he said: 
“We have got into a very different way. We are 


an old nation, and have old habits, and our sgil- 
ors and: every one have acquired those habits. . The 


- Americans are a new nation, and go more heartily || 


and willingly to work than we do. For instance, an 
American will sail hisship with scarcely more than 
one half the hands that I can do, and I do not know 
any law that gan alter that. 


“Then it comes to this, that in your opinion we | 


cannot compete with foreign nations? ans . 

“Tam satisfied of it. The very fact that I told 
you about the sailors would show it. and you must 
recollect we are an old nation; we are not like 
these young people rising up to-day; an old man 
cannot run so fast as a young one. 

“Consequently, if we cannot compete with other 
nations, it will come to this, in your opinion, that we 
must become a second-rate maritime Power? 

“I firmly believe it.” 

The war which commenced soon after 
changed all this and gave them an advantage 
which turned the scale against us. If we will 
only cherish and protect this interest, instead 
of crushing out what little vitality remains, 
and will bide our time, our turn will come 
when we will once more occupy the old van- 
tage ground. 

Our geographical position, which for ocean 
commerce surpasses thatof any otber nation, 
remains unchanged. We have the same 
hardy, enterprising, and adventurous popula- 
tion, abundant material, inventive genius, and 
mechanical skill which then enabled us to com- 
pete successfully with the world. We have 
only to use wisely the means that have been so 
lavishly bestowed upon us by nature in order 
to regain all that we have lost. : We cannot, 
by any legislation we may enact, hope to 
restore our shipping as rapidly as we lost it, 
because the vacuum created by our losses has 
been supplied by our rivals. There is no 
scarcity of tonnage for the business of the 
world, The supply has been kept fully equal 
to the demand, and the most we can expect is 
to put ourselves in a position to obtain a fair 
share of the natural increase, trusting to the 
genius of our mechanics, the enterprise of our 
merchants, and the advantages which arise 
from the constantly-recurring troubles among 
European nations, to regain our lost position. 

The great disadvantage under which we 
labor in regard to our navigation interest is 
that we place fetters.on our shipping and then 
send it forth on the great highway of com- 
merce to compete with the shipping of other 
countries, which is not only unfettered but is 
backed by powerful Government aid, The 
contest is too unequal for even American enter- 
prise to maintain, and the result is that we are 
driven from the field. Great Britain has, at 
this time, the advantage in bolding possession 
of the established routes of steam navigation, 
and it would be difficult to compete with her 
on those routes even if we could build and sail 
our ships as cheaply as her merchants. There 
is no-doubt that we should be at a great disad- 
vantage in any attempt atcompetition on those 
established routes. But there is a revolution 
going on in ocean cowmerce, not only in the 
character of commercial vessels, but also in the 
change of commercial routes. The discovery 
of the passage to India round the Cape of 
Good Hope turned the channel of the India 
trade from the Mediterranean and gave an 
advantage to Great Britain. 

The opening of the Suez canal has par- 
tially restored the Mediterranean. route, and 
tends to center commerce again on the shores 
of that.sea. But amore important.change still 
is that caused by the extension of our bound- 
aries to the Pacific coast, the rapid settling 
of that coast, and the opening of communica- 
tion between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans 
by railways across the continent. By the 
establishment of American lines of steamers 
from our Pacific coast to. China, Japan, and 
the islands of the Pacific, and from our 
Atlantic ports to the continent of Europe, 
via the Mediterranean, the trade of southern 


Europe, which now tends toward. Great Brits: 


ain, could. be turned: to. the. Mediterranean 
ports, and.thence direct to the United States, 
while the trade ofall the countries washed. by 
the waters of the Pacific would be..-secured 
against all competition. ..The day is not far 
distant: when. American, enterprise will opena 
sbip-canal between the Atlantic and Pacific 
by way of the Isthmus, and with these routes 
open and occupied, by us the trade and com» 
merce of the world are at our command: =: 

The policy. of. England is to. make herself 
the center of trade.and commerce by the 
establishment.of Aines to and.from her ports 
with all parts..of the world, She bas never 
encouraged the carrying trade in British ves: 
sels between foreign ports, aud has never aided 
in establishing lines of steamers between for- 
eign countries exceptas they served as feeders 
to. main lines between: herself and those coun- 
tries. Her policy is to.make herself the ware- 
house of the world, by drawing to Great Britain 
the products of all countries and distributing 
them. ` Pursuing this policy she will not occupy 
any of the routes indicated, but will struggle 
to maintaiu those now in her possession. 

But the disadvantage under which she will 
labor when the routes referred to are estab- 
lished and occupied by us are too great to be 
overcome. England cannot maintain ber pres- 
ent ascendency as a maritime Power if we 
have the wisdom to improve the advantages 
we possess. ; 

But we must not lose sight-of the fact that 
this coming contest for commercial supremacy 
is to be a struggle of uations and not of indi- 
viduals. Private enterpriseand private capital, 
unaided by governmental support, cannot sin- 
gle-handed succeed in a contest where the 
power-of a nation like Great. Britain is thrown 
into the scale against, them. . 

Mr. SUELLA BARGER obtained the floor. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Before the gentle- 
man proceeds I wish to inquire whether it is 
intended to ask action on this bill this morning? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I will answer 
that, 1 do not expect to take action on the bill 
except the first section., Í enter a motion now 
to strike out all. of the bill of the committee 
except the first section.. Upon that section I 
do beg the action of the House. I will make 
a single statement which I think I, can: con- 
dense into five minutes. The first section 
provides: ; 


That the Secretary of:the Treasury, the Secretary 
of the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
Postmaster General be, and hereby are, constituted 
ex officio a board of commissioners of commerce, to 
be known by the name of the board of commission” 
ers of commerce. : 

It then provides that it shall be the duty: of 
this board to exercise a general supervision 
over the commerce, ‘internal and external, of 
the United States; that they shall collect sta- 
tistics; that they.shall, through the President, 
make at least once a year reports to Congress 
of statistics and other facts with recommend- 
ations in aid of American commerce. 

This proposed board is in almost precise 
analogy with that great instrumentality of com- 
merce in England called the Board of Trade, 
which; as gentlemen will remember, is com- 
posed mainly of members of the privy coun- 
cil. Without going into: the details of the 
constitution of the English board, I will say 
that it is a board of leading officers of the 
kingdom who, as -this bill proposes with refer- 


‘ence. to certain departmental officers of our 


Government, are made ex oficio a board of 
commerce whose. duty. it is everlastingly to 
watch over the interests of British commerce. 
This work that board has been doing for per- 
haps. a. century or more ; aud experience has 
shown it to be one of the most valuable.and 
potential instrumentalities in aid of commerce 
that have been known to civilization, either 
ancient or moderu. - : so Easel ee tied 

Now, we propose by this bill something of 
the same kind with reference to our. country. 
and we wish the bill to pass at thig-session so 
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1 
that ‘next winter we’ may have the benefit of 
its investigations; that we may then’ obtain 
the aid of whatever information ‘this board 
may meanwhile: collect, and whatever in the 

ay of recommendation it may then be able 
fo submit, This bill has the approval, I bë- 
Neve, of each of the officers named in the bill 
4s members of this board. As I have already 
femarked, it adds no dollar of expense; but 
it'does create a board, in’ the first place, whose 
facts will beinvaluable in aiding Congress in its 
legislation; and in’ the second place, invalu- 
able“in the moral force and power of its 
recommendations, being composed as it will 
be of four of the principal officers of the 
Government. ee f 

I hope, then, Mr. Speaker, without any fur- 
ther remark, we may be permitted to strike 
out all of this bill, so there will be no subsidy 
in it and no question involved excepting. the 
creation now and bere of aboard of American 
éommerce, so that when we meet again next 
Winter we may have the benefit of the services 
of that board. I now ask that my friend’s 
motion to strike out may be perfected by 
striking out all of this bill but the first sec- 
tion, which is the one creating a board of 
commerce. i 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear the first 
section read, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the Clerk will 
report the entire bill. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I only ask action 
on the first section of the bill. i 

"Mr. HOLMAN. But let us hear the whole 
bill, sò we may see the connection. 

© Mr. FINKELNBURG. I hope the gentle- 
man from Ohio will permit me to ask him a 
“question. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I will hold the 
floor while the gentleman asks his question. 
~ Mr. FINKELNBORG. My. Speaker, I do 
not think we ought to act in such haste in a 
matter of this importance. I have not had 
time to'give it that examination which it de- 
serves, but I will state frankly how it strikes 
me. te strikes me as’the introduction to a 
general subsidy and tonnage bounty system. 
iknow that the gentleman from Ohio is him- 
self in favor of that policy, and if I am not 
mistakeu a majority of the board he proposes 
to establish and which is named in this bill 
‘has committed itself in favor of that system; 
and it seems to me it is just paving the way 
for that which is contained in the following 
sections, If the gentleman gets through his 
proposition to. strike out all but the first sec 
tion, we know that the following sections are 
the logical result of the first section, and will 
be brought about hereafter if we pass this first 
section now, 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Wehave guarded 
with all the care we can in order to prevent 
any such conclusion. We have done all we 
can to guard against the idea which the gen- 
tleman from Missouri has just expressed. In 
order the better, however, to show that we do 
not propose that which he has suggested, I 
will move further to amend by inserting after 
the word‘ enforce,’ ‘that this shall be in 
accordance with existing: law,” so as to ex- 
clude every possible conclusion that this is an 
entering-wedge to anything else than the get- 
ting of information and the recommendations 
of these gentlemen for the benefit of our legis- 
lation hereafter. Surely, my friend from Mis- 
souri is not so hostile to this great interest of 
our country that he is not willing to hear the 
recommendations which now come to usin a 
disjointed, fragmentary way in the various 
reports of the Secretaries—he is not, I say, 
so hostile to this peculiar interest as not to be 
willing to have the full information ‘and cohe- 
rent recommendations which this’ board of. 
American commerce will be able to give us. 
My friend is mistaken, becauseittakes no part 
of the power of Congress away over this mat- 
ter of subsidies,’ but simply propdses to give us 
the facts upon which we are hereafter “to act i 


if we iare to act wisely as- legislators. It 
allows this information to be put in a form 
which ghall be valuable and practical: > 

Mr; FINKELNBURG. Is it not a fact that 
a: majority. of the persons who are.to,consti- 
tute this board havë put’ themselves: already: 


| upon record in favor of these subsidies?” |] 
.: Mr. SHELLABARGER. : I cannot answer. 


the gentleman. Some of them have. He 


| knows as well as I do. ` Surely, however, 
when: we propose: to create a perpetual board 


to live through all the years as the one has in 
England through centuries, he will not be 
afraid of the conséquences of views to be en- 
tertained by those now living. But Congress 
will notin the least be deprived of its power 
over the. whole subject, and nothing can be. 
done without congressional indorsement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not the first section 
which is proposed to be passed now, to be fol- 
lowed ultimately by the passage of the subse- 
quent sections of the bill? f 
© Mr: SHELLABARGER. I will answer 
most frankly, that, so far as I am concerned, it 
will dot. There is no ulterior motive on the 
part of the committee so far as I know, and 
my colleague on the committee can speak of 
that as wellas I can. The committee have 
no ulterior views about it except to bring for- 
ward such aids to our commerce in the way of 
intelligent information as we can get. By 
striking ‘out all but the first, section leaves 
Congress wholly uncommitted on the question 
of the policy of subsidies. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not however under- 
stood that this board, or at least the Secretary 
of the Treasury, will recommend the passage 
of alaw embodying the subsequent sections 
of the bill? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. As to that I will 
answer the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Homan, ] that he is in possession of the views 
of the present Secretary of the Treasury as 
fully as Tam. I expect nothing in the premi- 
ses except the discharge of the duties pointed 
out in the third section, the collection ‘of in- 
formation, and the making of reports through 
the President: - ; 

I now call for a vote. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If my colleague 
will allow me, [desire to make a suggestion. 
There are now two offices in the Government 
where statistics of this sort are being collected 
regularly. One is in the State Department, 
where information is obtained from consuls 
and a book is published every year ọn our 
commercial relations: The other is in our 
Statistical Burean of the Treasury Department, 
where every year alarge book is published 
entitled ‘f Commerce and Navigation.” 

It seems to me that if we are now to create 
a board to take charge of the subject of sta- 
tistics, we ought not to add a third mode of 
collecting and publishing statistics without 
abolishing partly or altogether the other two. 
We ought in some way or other to consolidate 
under one head the collection of our commer: 
cial statistics. It is almost a waste of money 
to spend as we do a considerable sum every 
year in publishing two books which are in a 
large measure duplicates ‘of each other; and 
it occurs to me that if my ‘coileague would 
provide that the publications hitherto known 
as the Reports on Commerce, in the State De- 
partment, and the further publication known 
as the volume on Commerce and Navigation, 
prepared in the’ Treasury Department, shall 
hereafter be consolidated and published under 
the direction of the board herein created—it 
occurs to me that a provision of that sort, 


| which would put the whole matter of these 


statistics in charge of this board, would result 
in making a very valuable volume and would 
save the expense of keeping up the two we 
have already. - à : 

` [have myself conversed with officers in the 
State Départiient, as well as in the Freasur 
Department, and they confess that it, is really 
a waste of 'thoney to keep these two éstablish- 


ments: publishing. statistics ‘on the same gen- 
eral subject, : and largely overlapping each 
other. -And if we now establish a third we 
shall have triplicates toa great extent of some 
classes of statistics, and all published at the 
expense of the Government.: I make this 
suggestion for my colleague's reflection. 

“Mr. FINKELNBURG. - I desire to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. This bilt- I- believe 
comes up on a motion to reconsider. Now, 
if a motion is made to lay the motion’ tore- 
consider on the table, will that leave the whole 
matter in the power of the committee? 

The SPEAKER. It will leave the whole 
matter where it now is, in the committee. 

: Mr. FINKELNBURG, 1 desire to make 
that motion. - 

- Mr. SHELLABARGER. I ask the gentle- 
man to allow me to make a remark in reply to 
my colleague [ Mr. GARFIELD} before he makes 
that motion. - 

Mr.: FINKELNBURG. 
motion for the present. j 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. In regard to the 
suggestion made by my colleague, that statis- 
tics are now being collected baving relation 
to our commerce, | bave two remarks to:make, 
One is this: that-this section, as the gentleman 
will see, carefully provides: that: the bill shall 
not interfere with or affect the discharge of 
their duties on the part ‘of consular and diplo- 
matic agents of the United States. It leaves 
their duties unaffected, so that‘all statistics 
and information furnished by our cousular and 
diplomatie service will still be continued. 
And f think. it ought to be, because it is as 
cheap, as authentic, andas valuable’a method 
of collecting statistics as we can resort to. 
And donbtless to this service, at least in part, 
will the board of commerce look for informa- 
tion, £ ' 

Now, in regard to the expenses of printing; 
to which my colleague has referred, surely the 
matter of returning to Congress a simple re- 
port by a board of commerce, bringing to- 
gether in manageablé com pass and intelligible 
form the great body of ‘statistics relating. to 
our commerce, in a pamphlet that will occupy 
perhaps twetity. or‘ ‘thirty pages, once a year, 
cannot involve an expense from which my 
colleague will at all shrink. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, no; but‘ 
want the information to be harmonious, and 
all under one head. : 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. As to arranging 
it so aş to bring it all under one head, tharis 
a matter which can be attended to hereafter; 
it is not necessary that we should attend to it 
at this particular time. ` 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. T desire to ask my 
colleague a question, if be will allow me. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. It is, whether this 
is not a matter of executive direction, so that 
the consolidation of the different: publications 
could be effected without special legislation ? 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Ianswer the ques- 
tion of my colleague, as I understand it, in 
the affirmative: thatitis. The matter furnished 
by the consular and diplomatic agents of the 
Government, and the publication thereof, is 
underthe control of the executive department. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I do not want to detain the 
House, and I will notdo so- T hope the House 
will grant us now a vote directly on-this import- 
ant section. a 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I move to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the Speaker state 
what will be the effect of these motions? 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to recon- 
sider prevails, it will bring the bill before the 
House for consideration: If the motion to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table prevails 
it will leave the bill in the committee. 

The question wasput on Mr. FinkeLxpure’s 
motion ; and there were=-ayes 79, noes 45. 

Mr. LYNCH: `T ask for the yeas and nays. 

“Mr RANDALL,’ We bave given you half 


I withdraw the 
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an hour to makea speech, and do you want 
to waste another half hour now? ` ` 

-The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 
ten members voting therefor. 

Mr. LYNCH. 1 ask for ‘tellers on the 
motion. i 

Tellers were not ordered, only seventeen 
members voting therefor. ` : : 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. a 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The House resumes the 
consideration, of the motion pending at the 
adjournment yesterday, made by the gentle- 
man from Penusylvania, [Mr. Mercur,] to 
suspend the rules and put upon its passage 
the bill.to amend the bankrupt law, 

Mr. COBURN. I rise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Is not this the time for the 
morning hour? -Is not that the business in 
order now? ` 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules takes precedence of the morning hour. 
“Mr, COBURN. I would ask if there is 
aby motion pending to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. ‘There is a motion pend- 
ing to suspend the rules, which was made yes- 
terday by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Of course nothing is more highly privileged 
than the morning hour if there bad not been 
a motion pending to suspend the rules; the 
Chair would have announced the morning 
hour, but the Chair would state that the morn- 
ibg hour cannot be maintained during the last 
ten days of the session. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATION, 


Mr. MERCUR. Before proceeding to the 
Consideration of the bankrupt bill, I present a 
report from the conference committee upon 
House bill No. 1343, supplemental to an act 
entitled “An act for the apportionment of 
Representatives to Congress among the sev- 
eral States according to the ninth census.’’ 
p y 

Fhe Clerk read the report, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The committee of conference appointed on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon House 
bill No. 1843, entitled “An act supplemental to an 
act entitled ‘An act for the apportionment of Repre- 
sentatives to Congress Among the several States ac- 
cording to the ninth census,” respectfully report 
that having met, after full and free conference, it 
recommends that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment to the said bill of the House, and agree to the 


same. 
$ ULYSSES MERCUR, 
C. W. WILLARD, 
8. S. COX, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


GEO. F. EDMUNDS, 
0. P. MORTON, 
A.Q. THURMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 
- Mr. MERCUR moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report of the committee of con- 
ference was agreed to; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


: The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nias [Mr. Mercur,] to suspend the rales and 
put upon its passage the bill (H. R. No. 2475) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘Au act to establish 
a uniform system of baukruptcy throughout 
the United States,” approved March 2, 1867, 
and the several acts amendatory thereof. 

The bill [which appeared in full in the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday] was again read. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MER- 
cur] to consent to an amendment of the 
seventh section. 

The SPEAKER. <A motion to amend is 
not in order pending a motion to suspend the 


rules. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. But the 
gentleman can modify his motion so as, to 
amend the seventh section, and make the lim- 


jtation of indebtedness $10,000 instead of 


$3,000. ` 

Mr. MERCUR. If I could do so under the 
rules, I promised to yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Hoar. ] 

Mr. HOAR. I hope there will be some 
discussion on this bill. : ; 

The SPEAKER: A motion to suspend the 
rules is not debatable. i 

Mr. LOWE. - I suggest to the gentleman to 
so modify his motion as to suspend the rules, 
and bring the bill before the House for dis- 
cussion and amendment. : 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. This is 
an important measure, and some discussion 
should be allowed upon it. 

Mr. LOWE. There are several gentlemen 
who desire to propose amendments to this bill. 

Mr. MERCUR. This bill has been very 
carefully considered by the committee. 

The question was then taken viva voce on 
the motion to suspend the rules; and the 
Speaker announced that there appeared to be 
two thirds in the affirmative. 

Mr. FINKELNBOURG. I suggest that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mercur] 
have consent to explain the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The House is dividing, 
and the Chair announced that two thirds ap- 
peared to have voted in the affirmative. The 
question will be taken again by a division. 
` The House divided; and there were—ayes 
96, noes 25. 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


ENFORCEMENT OF FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. 


Mr. POLAND. I move that the rules be so 
suspended as to take from the Speaker’s table 
and pass at this time Senate bill No. 656, to 
extend the provisions of the fourth section of 
the act approved April 20, 1871. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And. on that 
motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. POLAND. And I call forthe yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

The bill, which was read, continues in force 
until the end of the next regular session of 
Congress the provisions of the fourth section 
of the act approved April 20, 1871, entitled 
‘An act to enforce the provisions of the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, and for other purposes.’ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there 
were—yeas 94, nays 108, not voting 38; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Béatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Buckley, Buf- 
finton, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Darrall, Dawes, 
Dickey, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Elliott, Charles Fos- 
ter, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Halsey, Harmer, 
George E. Harris, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazel- 
ton, Joha W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Hough- 
ton, Kelley, Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Lynch, 
Maynard, McGrew, McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, 
Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Pen- 
dleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Poland, Prindle, 
Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent. Sawyer, 
Scofield, Sessions, Shanks, Shellabarger, H. Board- 
man Smith, John A. Smith, Snyder, Thomas J. 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson. Stowell, 
St. John, Taffe, Thomas, Washington Townsend, 
Twichell, Tyner. Upson. Wakeman, Walden, Wal- 
dron, Wallace, Walls, Williams of Indiana, Jere- 
miah M. Wilson, and John T. Wilson—94. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, James & 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Burchard, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Carroll. Comingo, Conner, Cotton, Crebs, 
Critcher, Crossland, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, 
Eldredge, Ely, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Forker, 
Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, 
Golladay, Goodrich, Griffith, Haldeman, Hate, Ham- 
pleton, Hancock, Uandiey, Hanks, Harper, John. 
Harris, Ilay, Hereford, Herndon. Hibbard, Holman, 
Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, King. Lewis, Lowe. Man- 
son, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, 
McHenry, Mcintyre. McNeely, Merrick, Mitchell, 
Morgan, Morphis, Niblack, Peters, Potter, Price, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, Jobn M. Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, John Rogers, Sion H. 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Sheldon, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, 
Worthington €. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, 
Stoughton, Strong, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, 
Terry, Tuthill, Van Trump, Waddell, Warren, 
Wells, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Willard, Winchester, 
Wood, and Young—108. : ae 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Barnum, Barry, 
Boles, Clarke, Cobb, Cox. Creely, Crocker, Davis, 
De Large, Farwell, Havens, Ketcham, Kinsella, 
Lamison, Leach, McKinney,’ Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morey, Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Eli Perry, Platt, 
Porter, Robinson, Seeley, Sherwood, Shober, Shoe- 
maker, Snapp, Storm, Dwight Townsend, Turner, ` 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Wheeler, and Williams: of 
New York--38. : ; ee 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. CROCKER said: Iam paired with Mr. 
Susrwoon, of Pennsylvania. If [voted Ishotld’ 
vote ‘ay.”? $ 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS.” On this question Iam 
paired with Mr. SEELEY, of New York. | 
present he would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and I would 
vote ‘ no.” i 

Mr. ROBINSON. I am paired with Mr. 
Snapp, my colleague. If present’ he would 
vote “ay,” and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to state that Mr. 
VAUGHAN, my colleague, is absent on account 
of sickness. I am authorizéd to say that if he 
were present hé would vote ‘‘ no,” 

Mr, STEVENSON. I am requested to say 
that Mr. Cox, of New York, is confined to his 
room by sickness. Iam afraid that if here he 
would vote ‘‘no.’? a ; : 

Mr. BARRY. Iam paired with the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, Mr. Vavenay. If he 
were here he would vote “no,” and I would 
vote ‘‘ ay.” 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. On this question lam 
paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Storm. If he were here be would vote in 
the negative, while I should vote in the affirm- 
ative. $ 

Mr. PECK. Iam paired on this question 
with the gentleman from West Virginia, Mr. 
Davis, who, if present, would vote “no,” 
while I should vote “ay.” l 

Mr. MERRIAM. On this question my 
colleague, Mr. WHEELER, is paired with the 
gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Leaca. 
My colleague, if present, would vote ‘ ay,” 
and Mr. Leaca would vote ‘‘no.”’ i 

Mr. COBB. Upon this question I am 
paired with my colleague, Mr. SHOBER. If 
he were present he would vote “no,” while I 
should vote “ay.” ` 

Mr. ELLIOTT. My colleague, Mr. Du 
Lares, is detained from the House by illness. 
If he were presenthe would vote ‘‘ay.” 

Mr. MOREY.. On this question I am paired 
with the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. ADAMS, 
who, if present, would vote ‘no,’ while Í 
should vote ‘ ay.” 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. : 

Mr. POLAND. I desire to say, in connec- 
tion with the bill just voted upon, that the 
same bill was reported to the House and the 
Senate respectively by the joint select Com- 
mittee on the Condition of the late Insurrec- 
tionary States. ‘That bill having passed the 
Senate, I felt it my duty to call it to the atten- 
tion of the House and have a vote upon it. 
Our committee having leave to report at any 
time, had a majority voted in favor of the bill 
upon the vote just taken, I should immediately 
have offered the bill that was reported by the 
committee to the House, which is identical 
with the Senate bill. But inasmuch as this 
vote has disclosed that. a majority of this 
House are opposed to the bill, £ shall not 
offer the House bill until I have further in- 
structions from the committee to do so. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had disagreed to the amendment of the House 
to the bill (H. R. No. 1078) increasing the 
rates of pension to certain persons therein de- 
scribed, asked a conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses upon the bill, 
and had appointed, as conferees on the part of 
the Senate, Mr: Prarr, Mr. Epmonps, and Mr. 
SAULSBURY, 
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The! message! also' announced that the Senate 
had’ agreed to the reports of committees of 
conference upon bills of the: following titles: 

„An'aet (8, No. 1070) making appropriations 


for the service, of, ibe Post Office Department, 


for the year-ending June.30, 1873: 


Anact (S. No. 478) to further the adminis-” 


tration of justice; ands: i> 
An act (S. No. .183):to authorize the eero 
tary of the Interior to make partition of the 


reservation .,.of , Me-shin-go-me-sia,: a. Miami 


Indian. 


‘The message also announced that the Senate | 


returned, pursuant to. requests -of the House, 
bills of the tollowing titles: 


An-act (S. No..196) for the relief of the 


owners of the bark A 1; 


Av act (S. No. 905) for the relief of Harriet 


Spring, heir of Captain Williams Barker, 
deceased ; aud 

An act (H. R. No. 2050) for.the relief of J. 
H.. Underhill. 

The message also announced that the Son- 
ate had passed, without: amendments, House 
bills of the following titles: 

An.act (H. R. No: 475) for the relief. of 


Selah V. Reeve, late.a quartermaster sergeant 


of the fourth Michigan infantry volunteers ; } 

An act (H: R. No. 2592) granting the right 
of way to the Dakota Grand Trunk Railroad 
Company; and 

Au act (H. R. No. 2699) to amend an act 
entitied:,“*An act to establish and. protect 
peitma! cemeteries,” approved February 22, 
1867, 

The message also announced’ that the Sen- 
ate insisted on its ee disagreed to 
by the House, tothe bill (H. R No. 1) to 
revise, Consolidate, aud amend the statutes 
relating to the Post Office Department, asked 
a conterence on the disagreeing votes of the 


two Houses, and had appointed, as conferees. 


onthe part of the Senate, Mr. RAMSEY, Mr. 
Hamuiy, and Mr. Casservy. . 
MISSISSIPPI AND MISSOURI RAILROAD, ETO. 


Mr. HAWLEY. ‘I move to suspend the rales 
for the purpose of taking from the Speaker’ s 
table, for consideration andactionattbis time, 


a bill (S. No, 1015) to quiet the title to certain | 


lands in the Stare of Lowa. 

“The bill, which was read; ‘provides that the 
title to the lands in the State of Iowa hereto: 
fore approved and certified by the Department. 
of the Interior for railroad purposes, to aid in 
the construction of a railroad frou the city of 
Davenport, via lowa City, to Council Bluffs, 
under the grants made by Congress, ‘accorditig 
io the adjustments thereofmade atthe General 
Land Ollice, be confirmed to the Mississippi 
and Missouri Railroad Company and the 
Chicago, Kock Island, and Pacific Railroad 
Company, and their assigns, they being the 
corporations to whom the ands were certified ; 
provided that the act shall be construed as con- 
veying only any reversionary or other interest 
which the United States may have in those 
lands, aud all lands settied upon iu good faith 
and now occupied by homestead or préemption 
settlers shall be excluded from the operations 
of the act. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I only desire to take up 
the bill for consideration at the present time. 

‘Lhe House divided; and there were—ayes 
62, noes 42; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and ap: 
pointed Mr. Hawrer and Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is there any rail 
road aboutthis? ae 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 92, noes 45. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Many members do not 
understand the motion. Itis not to pass the 
bill, but -merely to take it. up for considers: 
tion. 


Mr. KILLINGER: I. object, and “demand 
the yeas and nays on a suspension of the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ördered.. 

The question was taken ; andit: was decided 
in the negative--yeds 88, nae 18, not voting 
T45; as follows: 


i YEAS— Messrs, Ames. Aveñll, Beveridge, Bieby,: 


Austin. Blair, Brooks, : Burdett, Roderick R. -Builer, 
Caldwell, Cobb, Coburn, ‘Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, 
Darrall, D nnan, Du Bose, 
Eldredge, Riliote-Barnsworth, Farwell: Henry: D. 
Foster,- Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Goodrich, Griffith, . 
Hale, Halsey, "Harmer, Harper, 


ton, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham;: “Lowe, M 
McCrary, McHenry, ; McJunkin, McKee, -Mitchell, 
‘Moore, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, ‘Peters, Prindle. Rainey, 
Jobn Rogers, "Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer; Scofield, Ses- 
sions, Sheldon, Slocum, Sloss, IL. Boardman Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, 
Starkweather, Stowell, ‘Sutherland, Taffe, Wash- 
ington Lowpsend, Turner, Tuthill, Swicka, Wal- 
den, W 
ana, and Williams of New York—88. 
NAYS—Messrs.’ Acker, Archer, Arthur; Barber, 
Beatty, Beck, Bell, Bingham, Bird, dames @. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, Campbell, Clarke, Conner, Crebs, 


Crossland, Dox, Ely. Finkelnburg, Forker, Getz- 


Giddings, Golladay, Haideman, Hambleton, Hand- 
ley, Hanks, John. T. Harris, Hay, Hereford; Hern- 
don, Hibbard,: Holman. Kendall, Kerr, Killinger, 
King, Lewis, Manson, Marshall’ McClelland, Mc- 
Grew, McIntyre, MeNeety, Mercur; Merriam, 
Monroe, Packard, -Hosea W. Parker, Isasc.C. Par- 
ker, Aaron ¥. Perry, Potter, Price, Randall, Edward 

‘Rice, Ritchie, Eñis H: 
Roberts, Sion: Hi' ‘Rogers, Roosevelt, Shellabarger, 
Shoemaker, Slater, Jobn A.Smith, R. Milton Speer, 


Stevens, Stevenson,- ‘Stoughton,’ Strong, ‘erry, 
| Lyner, Upson, Van “Trump, Waddell, Waldron, 
Wells, an Jeremiah M. Wilson—78. 


NOÈ VO LING— 

arnum, Burrs, Bices, Boles, Buckley, Bulfinton, 
Batchard, Benjamin F. ‘Butler, Carroll, Comingo, 
Uox, Crecly,. Criteher, Crocker, Davis, Dawes, De 
Large, Dickey, Duke, Charles Foster, Wilder D. 
Foster, Hancock, George B. Hartis Havens, Hays, 
Hoar, Kinsella, Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, 
Lynch, MceCoriick, McKinney, Merrick, Benjunin 
F; Meyers, Morgan, Niblagk, Orr, Packer, 
Eli Perry, Pla, Poland, Porter, Read, Jobn M. 
Rice, Robinson, Seeley, Shanks, Sherwood, Shober, 
Snapp, Sprague, Storm, St. John, Swann, Sypher, 
Thomas. Dwight Townsend, Vaughan,’ Voorhees, 
Wakeman, Wall ca; Wheeler Whiteley, : Willard, 
John h. Wilson.’ Winchester, Wood, and Young—74. 

So (two thirds not having votedin the affirm- 
ating) the Hoùse refused to. suspend the rules. 

‘During-the vote, inn > 

‘Mr; BARRY stated that he’ ‘was patted! with 
Mr, Vauduan, of Tennessee; and not knowing 
how Mr, VAUGHAN would vote on this proposi- 
tion he ‘would décline to vote. 

‘The vote was then anaounced: as above 
recorded, 


POSTAL CODE. 


On motion of Mr. FARNSWORTH, by 
unanimous consent, the House agreed to the 
couference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on a bill 
(H. R. No. 1) to revise, consolidate; and 
amend the statutes relating to the Post Office 
Department, and had appointed Mr. Farns- 
worTH, Mr. TYNER, and Mr. RANDALL, as 
managers of said conference on its ‘part, 


CIVIL RIGHTS. 


Mr. MAYNARD moved ‘to. suspend the 
rules to: take from the Speaker’s table a’ bill 
(S. No.°99):to declare and enforce. the civil 
rights of the citizens of the United States: 

The bill, which was read, provides ‘that 
whoever, being a corporation or natural person 
and owner, or in charge of any public ‘ian, or 
of any place’ of public amusément or’ enter- 
tainment for which a license from any legal 
authority is required, or of any line of stages, 
couches, railroads,-or other. means of public 
carriagé of passengers ` or freigbt, shall make 
distinciion as to admission- or accommoda- 
tion therein of any citizen of the United States 
because of: race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude, shall, on conviction thereof, be 


fined not less than $500 nor more than $5,000 |) 


for each offense, and.the person or corporation 
so Offending shall bë liable to ‘the’ citizens 
thereby injured in damages to be recovered in 
an- action of debt. 

The second section provides that the offenses 
under this act and actions.to recover damages 


Dùell, Dunnell, Eames, ` 


Hawley, Gerry. W. : 
Hazelton; John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoover, Hough-* 
aynard; : 


alls, Warren, Whitthorne, Williams of Indi-. 


oberts, William R; 


—Messrs.. Adams, ‘Ambler, Banks, 


erce, 


first, 


may be. prosecuted. before: any. territorial, dis- 
trict, or circuit court of the United States 
having jurisdiction of .crimes..at the place 


‘where the offense was. charged.to-have been 


committed, with a right.of appeal,or.to have a 
writ of error in any case to the Supreme. 
Court of the United States.: 

Mr, MAYNARD. I desire to say that my. 
object. in- making this.motion is to obtain a 
test vote, so that we may ascertain the sense 
of the House upon this bill. And for that 
reason I ask the yeas and nays. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Take a division 


“Mr. KILLINGER. Let us have the yeas ` 
and nays. | 

Tne yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 114, nays 83, not voting, 43; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs.. Ambler, Ames, Barber, Beatty, 
Beveridge, Bigby; Bingham, Buckley, Buflinton, 
Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick 
R. Butler, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, 
Cotton, _Darrall, ‘Dawes, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, 
Eames; Elliott; Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Charles 
Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Hale, Hal- 
sey, Harmer, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays. Gerry 
W. Hazelton, Jobn W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, 
Houghton. Ketcham, Killinger. Lamport, Dausing, 
Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McCrary, McGrew, McJ un- 
kin. McKee,’ Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Morey, 
Morphis, Leonard “Myers. Negley, Orr, ‘Pack ard, 
Packer, Palmer,:fsaae C. Parker, Pendleton, Perce? 
Aaron F. Perry, Peters; Poland, Rainey, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield Sessions, | 
Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, ‘Shoemaker, Hr 
Boardman Smith, John Av Smith, Worthington C. 
Smith, Suyder, ‘Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stark- 
weathor, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, 
St.John, Sypher, Latte, Thomas, Washington Town- 
send, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, 
Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Whiteley, Wil- 
lard, Ta ams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson; and 
John, T. Wilson—ll4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Biggs, Bird, James Q. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Brooks, Caldwell; Campbell, Carroll, Comingo Con- 
ner, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, 
Eldredge, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Gotz, 
Giddings, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hancock, . 
Handley, Hays PE er, John. T. Harris Herston: 
Herndon, Hibb olman, Kendall, l, Kerr, K 
Lewis, Manson, aye. Frain McClelland, for Ming, 
McHenry; MeIntyre, MeNeely, Merrick, Mitchell, 
Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W, Parker, Price, mae 
dall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, 
Wiliam. R Roberts, Robinson, Sion: H. Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Slater, Slocum, Sloss. R. Milton Speer, 
Stevens, Swann, Terry, Tuthill, Van Trump, Wad- 
dell Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Williams of New 

. Winchester, Wood, and Young—83, 

Nor VOTING—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barnum, 
Barry, Bell, Austin Blair, Boles, Cox, Creely, Crocker, 
Davis, e Large, Dickey, Ely Farwell, Goodrich, 
Hambleton, George B. Harris, Kelley, Kellogg, Kin- 
sella, Lamison.. Leach, McKinney, Benjamin F. 
Meyers, Moore, Peck, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, Pot- 
ter, Prindle, John Rogers, Seeley, Sherwood, Sho- 
ber, Snapp. Storm, Sutherland, Dwight Townsend, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, and Wheeler—43. 


So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended. 

During the call of the roll the following 
announcements were made: 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. lam paired with Mr. 
SEELEY) of New York. If. present he would 
vote “ay. and. I would vote “no.” 

Mr. PECK. -L am paired with Mr. Davis, 
of West Virginia. If here he would vote “no,” 
and I would: vote ** ay.” 

Mr. MERRIAM. Mr. 
York, is paired with Mr. Leaca, of North 
Carolina. If my colleague [Mr. Wueener] 
were here he would vote ** ay.” 

Mr. CROCKER. | am paired with Mr. 
Sxerwoop, of Pennsylvania. He would vote 
no,” whilo I would vote ‘f ay.” 


WHEELER, of New 


Mr. ELLIOTT. My colleague, Mr. De 
paras, i is absent. -If present he would vote 
ta 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. SHOBER, of North 


Carolina, is absent from the city. By an acci- 
dent he is not paired on this question. If here 
he would vote ** no.” 


Mr. BARRY. I am paired with Mr. 
VAUGHAN, of Tennessee. He woùld vote 
"no, and [ wonld vote “ay.” 


The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. 


| MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. ` 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
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son, one of its clerks, informed the House 


that the Senate had agreed to-the resolution |! 


Hi 


ii nature of thecase, and: subject to the provisions of 


of the Flouse of Representatives for an exten- 


sion of the-time for the final-adjournment of | 


the second session of the- Forty-Second Con- 

gress to twelve o'clock meridian, Monday, 8d 

June. : 2 i 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, in writing, was. communicated to the 
“House by Mr. Horace Porrer, his Private 
Secretary. : 


HEIRS OF WILLIAM A. GRAHAM. 


Mr. DU BOSE. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the bill (H. R. No. 1870) 
for the relief of the heirs of William A. Gra- 
ham be passed. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Du Bost, ] 
the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. Burt- 
LER] rises to make a privileged report. 

SURWTIES OF THE LATE JESSE J. SIMPKINS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I pre- 
sent a report from a committee of conference, 
~The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on House bill No, 1390, en- 
titled “An act for the relief of the sureties of the 
late J esse J. Simpkins,” make the following report: 

The committee having met, after full and free con- 
ference, agree to recommend, and do recommend, 
to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the House recede and. agree to the Senate 
substitute, with an amendment thereto, as follows ; 
, Provided, however, That the Attorney General 
is hereby authorized to. cause stay of proceedings 
against said sureties upon the filing of a responsible 
bond with sufficient sureties to the appraised value 
of any property which may be held under seizure 
or attachment in any suit- or proceeding in the 
courts where: the same is pending, then to answer 
in the amount of such bonds nntil the Attorney 
General shall ascertain whether Virginia will make 
payment. for said deposits, and in the settlement of 
the indebtment of the sureties of said Simpkins no 
interest shall be charged upon the amount so depos- 
ited in the treasury of the said State of Virginia. 

BENJAMIN F. BUTLER, 
JOHN A, BINGHAM, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
FRED'K T, FRELINGHUYSEN, 
LOU M. MORRILL. 

JOHN W: JOHNSTON, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. This is 
a case of simple reliet, and the amendment is 
to guard the Treasury. 

The report of the committee of. conference 
was agreed to. - 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote -by which the report of the 
committee of conference was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADMINISTRATION OF FUSTICE. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. T rise to 
submit another report from a committee of 
conference, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the report of the committee 
of conference, as follows: 


The committee of conference appointed by the 
Senate and House of Representatives on the dis- 
agreeing votes between the two Houses on Senate 
bul No. 473, entitled “ An act to further the admin- 
istration of justice,” respecfully report, that after a 
fall and tree conference, they advise their respective 
Houses that the Senate recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment proposed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and concur therein with amendments 
so that the same shall read as follows: 

An act co further the administration of justice. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That whenever, in any suit or proceeding in a 
Circuit court of the United States, being held by a 
justice of the Supreme Court and the circuit judge 
or a district judge, or by the cireuit judge and a dis- 
trict judge, there shall occur any difference of opin- 
jon between the judges as to any matter or thing to 
be decided, ruted, or ordered by the court, the opin- 
ion of the presiding justice or the presiding Judge 
shall prevail, and be considered the opinion of the 
court for the time being; but when a final judgment, 
decree, or order in such suit or proceeding shall be 
entered, if said judges shail certify, as- it shall be 
their duty to do if such be the fact, that they differed 
in opinion as to any question which, under the act 
of Congress of April 29, 1802, night have been te- 
viewed by the Supreme Court on certificate of dif- 


ference of opinion, then either party may remove 
said final judgment, decree, or order to the Supreme 
Court, on writ of error of appeal, according to the 


jaw applicable to: other writs of error or appeals in 
regard to-bail and supersedeas. e 

Sec. 2. [hat no judgment, decree, or order of a 
circuit or district court of the United States, in any 
civil action at: Jaw orin equity, rendered after this 
act shall take effect, shall be reviewed by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, on writ of error 
or appeal, unless the writ of error be sued out, or 
the appeal. be ‘taken, within two years after the 
entry of such judgment, decree, or order; and no 
judgment, decree, or. order of a district court, ren- 
dered after this act shall take effectshall bereviewed 
by a circuit court of the United States upon like 
process or appeal, unless the process be sued out, or 
the appeal be taken, within one year after the entry 
of the judgment, decree, or order sought to be 
reviewed: Provided, That where a party entitled 
to prosecute a writ of error or to take an appeal is 
an infant, or non compos mentis, or imprisoned, such 
writ of error may be prosecuted, or such appeal may 
be taken, within the periods above designated after 
the entry of the jadgment, decree, or order, excelu- 
sive of the term of such disability. The appellate 
court may affirm, modify, or. reverse the judgment, | 
decree, or order brought before it for review, or 
may direct such judgment, decree, or order to be 
rendered, or such farther proceedings to be bad by 
the inferior court as the justice of tho case may 
require. 

Sro. 3. Thatthe Supreme Court may at any time, | 
in its discretion, and upon such termsas it may deem 
just, and where the detect has notinjured and the 
amendment will not prejudice the defendant in 
‘error, allow an amendment of a writ of error, when 
there is a mistake in the teste of the writ, or aseal 
to the writ-is wanting, or when the writ is made re- 
turnuble-on a day other than the day of the com- 
menecement of the term next ensuing the issue of 
the writ, or when the statement of the title of the 
action or. parties thereto in the writ is defective, if 
thedefeet can be remedied by reference to the ac- 
companying record, and in-all other particulars of 
form where the defect bas not prejudiced, and the 
amendment will not injure, the defendant in error; 
and the circuit and district courts of the United 
States shall possess the like-power of amendment of 
all process returnable to or before them, 

Src. 4. ‘hat a bill of exceptions hereafter allowed 
in any cause shall be deemed sufficiently authentio- 
ated if signed by the judge of ‘the court ‘in which 
the cause was tried, or by the presidingjudge thereof, 
if, more than one judge saton the trial of the cause, 
without any seal of court or judge being annexed 
thereto; and all process issued from thecourts of the 
United States shall bear teste irom the day of sach 
issue. 

Sec. 5. That the practice, pleadings, and formsand 
modes of proceeding in other than equity and ad- 
miralty causes in the circuit and district courts of 
the United States shall conform, as near as may be, 
to the practice, pleadings, and forms and modes of 
proceeding existing at the time in like causes in the 
courts of record of the State within which such cir- 
cuit or district courts are held, any rule of court to 
the contrary notwithstanding: “Provided, however, 
That nothing herein contained shall alter the rules 
of evidence under the laws of the United States and 
as practiced in the courts thereof. 

Sac. 6, Lbatin common-law causes in the cirenit 
and district courts of the United States the plaintiff 
shalt be entitled to similar remedies, by attachment 
or other process aguinst the property of the defend- 
ant, which are now provided for by the laws of the 
State in which such court is held, applicable to the 
courts Of such State; and such circuit or district 
courts may, trom time to time, by general rules, 
adopt such State laws as may be in force in the State 
in relation toattachmentsand other process; and the 
party recovering judgment in such cause shall be en- 
titled to similar remedies upon the same, by execu- 
tion or otherwise, to reach the property of the judg- 
ment debtor, as are now provided by the laws of the 
State within which said circuit or district courts 
shall be bed in like causes, or which shall be 
adopted by rules as aforesaid: Provided, That simi- 
lar preliminary affidavits or proofs, and similar 
security as required by such laws, shall be first fur- 
nished by the party secking such attachment or other 
remedy. 

Sec. 7. That whenever notice is given of a motion 
for an injunction out of a cireuit or district court 
of the United States, the court or the judge thereof 
may, if there appear to be danger of irreparable 
injury from delay, grant an order restraining the act 
sought to be enjoined until the decision upon the 
motion. Such order may be granted with or with- 
out security, in the discretion of the court or judge: 
Provided, That no justice of the Supreme Court 
shail hear or allow any application for an injunction 
or restraining order except within the circuit to 
which he is allotted, and in causes pending in the 
circuit to which he is allotted, or in such causes at 
such piace outside of the circuit as the parties may 
in writing stipulate, except in causes where such 
application cannot be heard by the circuit judge of 
the circuit, or the district judge of the district. 

Sec. 8 That:no indictment found and pre. ented 
by a grand jary in any district: or circuit or other 
court of the United States shall be deemed insuffi- 
cient, nor shall the trial, judgment, or other pro~ 
eceding thereon be affected by reason of any defect 
or imperfection in matter of form only, which shall 
not tend to the prejudice of the defendant. 


Sxc.9. That in ail criminal causes the defendant 
muy be found guilty of -any offense the commission il 


of which is necessarily included in that with which 
he is charged in the indictment, or may be found 
guilty of an attempt to, commit the offense so 
charged: Provided, That such attempt be itself a 
separate offense. 5 «i : Pe abe 

Sec. 10. That on an indictment againstseveral, if 
the jury cannot agree upon a verdidt ag to-all, ‘they 
may render a verdict as to those in regard to whom 
they do agree, on which a judgment shall be entered 
accordingly ;.and the cause as to the other defend 
ants may be tried by another jury., i P i 

Sec. 11. That any party or person desiring to have 
any judgment, decree, or order of any ‘district or 
circuit court reviewed on writ of:error ‘or appeal, 


! and to stay proceedings thereon during the pend- 


ency of such writ of error or appeal, may give the 
security required by law therefor within sixty days 
after the rendition of such judgment, decree, or 
order, or afterward with the permission of a justice 
orjudee of the said appellate court, i 

KC. 12. That in ali criminal or penal causes in 
which judgment or sentence bas been or shali be 
rendered, imposing the payment of afine or penalty, 
whether alone or with any other kind of punish- 
ment, the said judgment, so far as the fine or pen- 
alty is concerned, may be: enforced by execution 
against the property of the defendant in like man- 
ner as judgments in civil cases are enforced : Pro- 
vided, That where the judgment directs that the de- 
fendant shall be imprisoned until the fine or penalty 
imposed is paid. the issue ofexecution on the judg- 
ment shall not operate to discharge the defendant 
from imprisonment until the amount of the judg- 
ment is collected or otherwise paid. i 

Src. 13: That when in any suit in equity; com- 
menced in any courtof the United States, to enforce 
any legal or equitable lien or claim against reat or 
personal property within the district wheresuch suit 
is brought, one or more of the defendants therein 
shall not be an inhabitant of or found within the 
said district, or shall not voluntarily appear thereto, 
it shall be lawful for the court to make an*drder 
directing such absent defendant to appear, plead, 
answer, or demur to the complainant’s bill at a cer- 
tain day therein to be designated, which order shall 
be served on such absent defendact, if practicable, 
wherever found, or, where such personal service is 
not practicable, such order shall be published in 
such manner as the court shall direct; and in case 
such absent defendant shall: not appear, plead, 
answer, or demur within the time so limited, or 
within some further time, to be allowed by the court 
in its discretion, and upon proof of the service or 
publication ofsaid order, and of the performance of 
the directions contained in the same, it shail be law- 
tul for the court to entertain jurisdiction, and. pro- 
ceed to the hearing and adjudication of such suit in 
the sume manner as if such absent defendant had 
been served with process within the said district, 
but said adiudication shall, as regards such absent 
defendant without appearance, affect his property 
within such district only. 3 

Sec. 14. ‘That when a poor convict, sentenced by 
any court of the United States to beimprisuned and 
pay a fine, orfinéand cost, or to pay a fine, or fine and 
cost, has been confined in prison thirty days, solely 
for the non-payment.of such fine, or fine and cost, 
such convict may mike application in writing to auy 
commissioner of the United States court in the dis- 
trict where he isin prisoned, setting forth his inabil- 
ity to pay such fine, or fineand cost, and after uotice 
to the district attorney of the United States who may 
appear. offer evidence, and be heard, the commis- 
sioner shall proceed to hear and determine the mat- 
ter; and if on examination. it shall appear to him 
that such convict is unable to pay such fine, or fiire 
and cost, and that he has not any property exceed- 
ing twenty dollars in value, except such as is by law 
exempt from being taken on execution fordebt, the 
ecomiissioner shall administer to him the following 
oath: ‘I-dosolemnly swear that I have not any 
property, real or personal, to the amount of twenty 
dollars, except such as is by law exempt from being 
taken on civil precept, for debt by the laws of, (state 
where oath is administered ;) and that I have no 
property in any way conveyed or concealed, or in 
any way disnosed of, for my future use or benefit, 
So help meGod.” And thereupon such convict shall 
be discharged, the commissioner giving to the jailer 
or keeper of the jail a certificate setting forth the 
facts. 

Src. 15. That if at any time-after such discharge 
of such conviċtit shall be made to appear that in 
taking the aforesaid oath he swore falsely, he may 
be indicted, convicted, andpunished for perjury, and 
be liable to the penaities prescribed in section thir- 


. 


| teenofanacteutiticd “An act more effectually to 


provide for the punishment of certain crimes against 
the United States, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, A.D. 1825. an 
Sec. 16. That the fees of the cammissioner for the 
examination and certificate provided for in this act 
shall be five dollars per, day for every day that he 
shail be engaged in such examination. 
BENJ. F. BUTLER, 
JNO. A. BINGHAM, 
Munagers on the part of the House, 
MATT. H. CARPENTER, 
A. G, THURMAN. 
ROSCOE CONKLING, 
Managers onthe part of the. Senate. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts... There 
are but two or three formal amendments, 
otherwise the House bill is substabtially agreed 
to. There is one amendment of some import- 
ance which provides that the rules of evidence 
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shall Sok, he altered by this act in the United 
tates courts. This is the unanimous report 
wf the comtnittéee of both Houses. 

~ Thè feport of the committee. of conference 
‘was agreed:to: : 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
‘reconsides the: votë by which the report of the 
‘committee of. conference was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion ‘to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


“SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK INDIANS. 


Mr. BURDETT. I submit the report from 
a committee of conference which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. . 
:; Phe Clerk read the report, as follows: 


‘The committee. of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1914) 
entitled “An act authorizing the Secretary of Ae 
Interior tonegotiate with the chiefs and head men 
of the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of Indians for 
the relinquishment of a portion of their reservation 
in Wyoming Territory,” having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend, and do 

- recommend, as follows:- 

That the House agree to the frst, second, third, 
and fifth amendments.of the Senate, 

That the Senate recede from their fourth amend- 
ment, and that in lieu. thereof the following bo sub- 
stituted, namely: ator the word “ceded,” in line 
twelve of the bill, inser: 

‘And it shall be the ae of the President toreport 
all proceedings under this act to Congress. for ap- 
proval or rejection: Provided, This authority shall 
not continue beyond J epgary i 1873. 


+ A, S BURDETT. 
PILLIAM PNLUIAMS, of New York, 


Managers on the part of the House. 
HENRY WILSON, 
JAMES HARLA 
GBORAN F EDMUNDS, 


Managers onthe part of the Senate. 

The report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BURDETT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the report of the committee of 
conference. was adopted ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter. motion was agreed to. 


‘HEIRS OF WILLIAM A. GRAHAM. 


“Mr. DU BOSE. I now insist on my motion 
‘that the rules be suspended and the bill (H. 
R. No. 1870), for the relief of the heirs of 
William A. Graham be passed. 

The preamble to the bill recites that Wil- 
liam A. Graham, in the year 1887, filed bis 
application in due form for letters- -patent for 
à certain invention or discovery of a novel 
method of or means for extinguishing fires, 
with apparatus for making the same effective, 
and died in the year 1857, without procuring 
letters-patent therefor. 

The bill relieves the heirs of William A. 
Graham, late of the town of Lexington, in the 
county of Rockbridge, Virginia, of and from all 
disabilities now existing, and preventing them 
from renewing or reviving the application re- 
ferred to in the preamble by the administrator 
of the estate of said William A. Graham, 
‘deceased; and authorizes such administrator to 
renew the application or filea new one; andit 
directs the Commissioner of Patents to grant 
and issue letters-patent for the invexution or 
inventions set forth in such application, pro- 
vided that such alleged inventions shall be 
found to have been new and useful at the time 
of filing such application; the patent, when 
issued, to have the same force and effect as 
though no delay had occurred in prosecuting 
the application, or in granting a patent 
thereon. The bill further provides that all 
persons or parties having machines containing 
said inventions, or any part thereof, in use at 
the time of issuing the patent, shall have the 
right to continue the use thereof without charge 
or molestation. 

The question was taken on Mr. Du Bosz’s 
motion; and (two thirds voting in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended, and the bill 
was passed. 

SUPERVISION OF ELECTIONS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I move to suspend the 
gules to take from the Speaker’stable,- for 


action at. the. present. time, the bill- (S: No. 
791) tò amend an aet entitled An act to 
amend an act approved May 31, 1870, entitled 
t An act to. enforce the rights of citizens of the 
United States to vote in the. several States of 
the Union, and for other purposes.’ ?™ 

The bill was read. It provides in the: first 
section that- section two of an act approved 
Febriary 28,1871, entitled ‘An act to amend 
an act ‘approved "May 81, 1870, entitled ‘An 


-act to enforce the rights of “citizens of the 


United States to vote in. the several States of 
the Union, and for other purposes,’ ™ shall be 
amended so as to read as follows: 


““That whenever, in any congressional district, 
there shall be ten citizens thereof of good standing, 
who, prior to any registration of voters for an elec- 
tion for Representative or Delegate in the Congress 
of the United States, or prior to any election at 
which a Representative or Delegate in Congress is 
to be voted for, shall make known, in writing, to 
the judge of the circuit court of the United States 
for the circuit wherein such congressional district is 
situate, their, desire to have said registration or said 
election both guarded and scrutinized, it shall be 
the duty of the said judge of the circuit court, 
within not less than ten days prior to said registra- 
tion, if one there be, or, if no registration be re- 
quired, within not less than ten days prior to said 


election, to open the said circuit court at the most jj 


convenient point in said circuit; and the said court, 
when so opened by said judge, shall proceed to ap- 
point and commission, trom day to day and from 
time to time, and under the hand of the said circuit 
judge, and under the seal of said court, for each dis- 
trict or voting precinct in said congressional district 
as shall, in the manner herein prescribed, have ap- 
plied therefor, and to revoke, change, or renew said 
appointment from time to time, two citizens, resi- 
dents of said district or voting precinct in said con- 
gressional district; who shall be of different political 
parties, and able to read and write the English lan- 
guage, and who shall be known and designated as 
supervisors of election; and the said circuit.court, 
when opened by the said circuit judge as required 
herein, shall, therefrom and thereafter, and up to 
and including the day following the day of the elec- 
tion, be always open for the transaction of business 
under this act; and the powers and jurisdiction 
hereby granted ‘and conferred shall be exercised, as 
well i in vacation asin term time; and a judge, sit- 
ting at chambors, shall have the same powers and 
Jurisdiction, including the power of keeping order 
and of punishing any contempt of his authority, as 
when sitting in the court: Provided, That no com- 
pensation shall be allowed to the supervisors herein 
authorized to be appointed, except those authorized 
to be appointed by the act to which this is an 
amendment, in cities having twenty thousand in- 
habitants or more.’ 

The second section provides that no person 
shall be appointed under this act as supervisor 
of election who is not at the time of his ap- 
pointment a qualified vover of the county, par- 
ish, election district, or voting precinct for 
which be is appointed. No person is to be 
appointed deputy marshal under this act, or 
the acts to which this is amendatory, who is 
not a qualified voter at the time of his appoint- 
ment in the county, parish, district, or pre- 
cinct where he resides. 

The third section provides that section thir- 
teen of the act to which this is an amendment 
shall be so construed as to authorize and re- 
quire the circuit court of the United States 
mentioned in said section to name and ap- 
point immediately after the passage of this act 
the commissioners provided for in said section 
in all cases where such appointment has not 
heretofore been made in conformity with said 
section. 

“The fourth section provides that the third 
section of the act to which this ig an amend- 
ment be so amended as to authorize each of 
the judges of the circuit courts of the United 
States to appoint one or more of the judges 
of the district courts of the United States 
within his circuit to discharge the duties con- 
templated by this act and the act to-which 
itis an amendment. : 

The fifth section provides that the words 
‘every person,” in section four of the act of 
May 31, 1870, to which this is amendatory, 
shall be held to include any officer or other 
person having powers or duties of an official 
character under this act or the acts to which 
itis amendatory. 

Mr. RANDALL, Is this bill before the 
House? $ 


"The SPEAKER Igishok ii 


nard, McCrary, 


Mr. RANDALL. Then I object to it. We 
have had interference enough with State elec- 
tions. 

Mr. BINGHAM.. I move to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of taking up the bill for 
consideration at this time, in connection with 
a substitute agreed to by a majority of the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the yeas and 
nays on the motion. 


Mr. BINGHAM.. Iask that the substitute 


‘may be read. 


Mr. BECK. I object to the substitute being 
either read or considered. 

Mr. BINGHAM.: I desire it read so that 
the House may know what it is voting upon. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BincHam] is quite reg- 
ular. It is to suspend the rules, to take from 
the Speaker’s table a Senate biil, and pass it 
with a substitute.. The gentleman asks that the 


! sedis be réad. 


Mr. BECK. Can it be read without unani- 
mous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot. 

Mr. BECK. T object. We do not want an 
army at the polls to superintend the holding 
of elections. 

‘Mr. BINGHAM. We propose that the Ku 
Klux army shall not go to the polls. Task the 
‘yeas and nays on the motion to suspend the 
rules and consider that bill with the substitute 
at the present time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 115, nays 87, not voting 88; as follows: 


YHAS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, Banks, 
Barber. Beatty, Beveridge, Bighy, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Ben- 
jamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Clarke, Coburn, 
Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Darrall, Donnan, 
Dueil, Dunnell, Eames, Elliott. Farwell 'Finkelne 
burg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Gar- 
field, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, George E. 
Harris, flavens: Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 

Hazelton, Hill. Hoar, Houghton, Eley, 
ae Killinger, Lamport, Lowe, Lynch , May- 
cGrew,.MeJunkin, McKee, Mer- 

cur, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, . Morey, Morphis, 
Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer, Pal- 
mer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron 

. Perry, Peters, Poland, Rainey, Ellis H. Rohorts, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Sessions, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, H. Boardman 
Smith, Jobn A. Smith, Worthington ©. Smith, Sny- 
der, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stough- 
ton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Taffe, Washington 
Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Wake- 
man, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Whiteley, 
Willard, Williams of Indiana. Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
and John T. Wilson—i15, 


NAYS — Messrs Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Co- 


mingo, Conner, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Dox, Du 
Bose, Duke, Ely, Forker, Henry . Foster, Garrett, 
Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Griffith, Hambleton, Han- 
cock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T., Harris, 
Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, 
Kerr, King, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, 
McCormick, McHenry, Me[ntyre, McNeely. Mer- 
rick, Mitchell, Morgan, Niblack, Hosea W Parker, 
Potter, Price, ‘Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John 

Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Robinson; 
Toke Rogers, Sion Rogers, Roosevelt, Slater, 
plocam, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Suther- 
land, Swann, Terry, Tuthill, Van Trump, Waddell, 
Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Williams of New York, 
Winchester, Wood, and Young—87. 

NOT VOTING — Messrs. Barnum, Barry, Boles, 
Cobb, Cox, Greely, Davis, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, 
Eidredge, Farnsworth, Haldeman, Hay, Hooper, 
Kellogg, Kinsella, Lamison, Lansing, Leach, Me- 
Kinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Eli Perry, Platt, Por- 
ter, Prindle, Seeley, Sherwood, Shober, Snapp, 
Starkweather, Storm, Sypher, "Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Vaughan, Voorhees, and W heeler—3s. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS said: Iam paired with 
Mr. SEELEY, of New York. If present he 


-would vote *fay,”’ and I would vote “no.” 


Mr. BARRY. Iam paired with the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, Mr. VAUGHAN, yoa! 
present, would vote “no,” and I would vote 

ay.’ 

Mr. COBB. I am paired on this question 
with Mr. Saóser, my colleague, who, if pres- 
ent, would vote.‘‘no,’’ and I would vote ‘ ‘ay.’ 

- Fhe result.was announiced-as above recorded, 


ORDER. OF BUSINESS. 


‘Mr. BINGHAM. If ask leave to make a 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Į ask my col- 
league to yield to me to report a bill from the 
Committee on Appropriations. f 

Mr. BINGHAM. If it will not take too 
much time. ; 

PENSION APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Lam instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to report 
a bill making a transfer of the pension appro- 
priations from one fund to another.. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to transfer from the 
appropriation for pensions for widows and de- 
pendent relations of soldiers of the war of 
1812, for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1872, 
such an amount.as may be necessary to meet 
any deficiency that may arise in the, appropri- 
ation for invalid pensions for that year. 

No objection. being made, the bill (H. R. 
No. 2987) was received, and read a first and 
second time. é 277 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I want the 
attention of the House for a brief statement. 
The pension appropriations are divided into 
three funds, for invalid pensions, for widows 
and dependent relatives, and for pensioners 
of the war of 1812. Those three funds are 
kept separate. Two of them will have a sur- 
plus at the end of tbe current year; in one of 
them there. will be a deficiency. The defi- 
ciency will not be so great in the one fund as 
the surplus in the two others, Instead of 
making a new appropriation, we simply pro- 
pose to authorize the transfer of the surplus 
from. the two funds to make up the deficiency 
in the other. 1 call attention to the following 
communications: 


DRPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
, Wasnineron, D, C., May 21, 1872. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith a 
copy of a letter dated the 20th instant, from the 
Commissioner of Pensions, urging the passage of a 
law authorizing “the transfer of so much of the 
appropriations for widows and dependent relatives 
und pensions for the war of 1812,” for the current 
fiscal year,.as may be necessary to cover the defi- 
ciency in the appropriation for, invalid pensions for 
said year. 

The necessity for a Iaw conferring the desired 
authority is. apparent from the statement of the 
Commissioner, and I earnestly recommend the sub- 
ject for carly and favorable consideration by Con- 
gress, p 

Lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

B.R.COWEN, Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER of the Houseof Representatives, 


DEPARTMENT OP THE INTERIOR, 
PENSION OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, D. U., May 20, 1872. 

Sır: I havo the honor to respectfully call your 
attention to thè present condition of the Army pen- 
sion fund for the current year, and to request relief 
by appropriate legislation. 

The appropriations for the fiscal year 1871-72 
were as follows: 
Invalid... 
Widows, &e.. 
War of 1812 EET 

The expenditures thus far, and those to June 30, 
1872, will be: ' 


Invalid $10,218,900 
Widows. &e.. 18,670,000 
War of 1812....,. +» 2,840,000 

It will be perceived that while there will be of the 


appropriations for “widows and dependent rela- 
tives’? and pensioners.of the “ war. of 1812,” a sur- 
plus remaining unexpended at the close of the year, 
there will be a deficiency in the appropriation for 
“invalid ” pensions of near $700,000. 

As these appropriations are made (for this*year) 
for each class specifically, it will be impossible to 
use the unexpended balance for one elass to meet 
a deficiency in another without authority of law. 

T therefore most respectfully. request the passage 
of a law authorizing the transfer of so much of the 
appropriations for “widows and dependent rela- 
tives?” pensions, and pensions for tac "war of 
1812," as may be necessary to cover the deficiency 
in the appropriations for “invalid ” pensions. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant, cone 

J: H. BAKER, Commissioner. 


Hon. B, R. Cows, Acting Secretary of the Interior. 
: The bill was ordered to Be engrossed and 


-for House bill No. 2796. 


read a third time; and being. engrossed, it 
was accordingly read: the third time, and 
assed. : : : 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved. to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. - 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. J now resume the floor. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I ask the gentleman to 
yieldto me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. For what purpose? 

“Mr. DL. MYERS." I want to report a bill 
from the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will yield if it does 
not take too much time, and I do not thereby 
lose my right to the floor. 


FREDERICK P. DIMPFEL. 


Mr. L. MYERS. I ask consent to ‘report 
from the Committee on Patents, for consider- 
ation at this time, Senate bill No. 156, for the 
relief of Frederick P. Dimpfel. i 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
patent heretofore granted to Frederick P. 
Dimpfel, on the 16th of July, 1850, for an im- 
provement in steam-boilers, shall be extended 
for seven years from and after the 16th of 
July, 1871; provided, that all persons that 
have engaged in the use or manufacture of 
such invention since the expiration of the said 
patent shall be authorized to continue the 
use of the same notwithstanding the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. DAWES. What is this the extension of? 

Mr. L. MYERS. It is stated in the bill. 


“This bill passed the Senate last year and came 


to the House. 

Mr. DAWES. I am not so interested in 
what passed the Senate last year as J am in 
what we ure asked to pass here now, 

Mr. L. MYERS. ‘This is an improvement 
in steam-boilers which saves one third of the 
cost and one half of the space, and is a great 
saving in other respects. The man has got 
nothing out of it. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Ifhe has got noth- 
ing out of it, why does he ask for an extension ? 
All these extensions are swindles upoh the 


people. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. How long has 
the patent been running? 

Mr, L. MYERS. It would not be an exten- 
sion if it bad not been running the usual time. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. TI object. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The evidence from nearly 
every person who has used the patent is in 
favor of this extension ; nobody objects to it. 

Mr. W: R. ROBERTS. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Then I object to 
the bill. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move that the rules be 
suspefided and the bill passed. 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
not voting in favor thereof) the rules were 
not suspended. 

Mr. L. MYERS. T shall ask leave to re- 
port. this bill at some other time, and then I 
will ask that the report be read. 


UTALII, IDAHO, AND MONTANA RAILROAD, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I have been directed by the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands to report a substitute 
i will now make it 
an original bill, and move to suspend the 
rules and pass a bill (H. R. No. 2988) grant- 
ing the right of way to the Utah, Idaho, and 
Montana Railroad Company. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that for the purpose of enabling the 
Utah, Idaho, and Montana Railroad Company, 
a corporation organized under the laws of the 
Territory of Utah, which said organization is 
hereby legalized and made valid, to build and 
extend their -line by way of Malade river and 
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Snake river valleys; through Utah, Idaho, and 
Montana Territories, to-a connection with the 
Northern Pacific railroad, or-with the Helena 
and Utah Northern railroad, by the most ieli 
gible route, to be selected by said company; 
the right of way to the extent of one: hundred 
feet.in width on each side of the-center of said 
road, through the public. lands, be; and thé 
same is hereby, granted to-said company, their 
successors and assigns, for the construction of 
a railroad and telegraph from Corinne City; 
Utah Territory, to the Northern Pacific: rail 
road, or to said Helena and Northern Utah 
railroad, as said company may elect, together 
with the right to increase their capital stock 
in proportion to the increased length of their 
line, by resolution of their board of directors, 
and the filing with the auditor of public ac 
counts of Utah of an additional certificate 
setting forth said increase, and to take from 
the public lands adjacent to the line of said 
road material of earth, stone, timber, and 
water for the construction and maintenance 
thereof, and the necessary ground for station 
‘buildings, workshops, depots, machine shops, 
switches, side-tracks, turn-tables, and water- 
stations not exceeding twenty acres: for every 
ten miles of the main line of said road; prot 
vided, that no private property shall be taken 
for the use of said company except in the 
manner prescribed by the laws of Utah Terri- 
tory, or by section three of an act entitled 
“ An act to amend ‘an act to aid in the con: 
struction of a railroad and telegraph from: the 
Missouri. river to the Pacific ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,’ ap- 
proved July 1, 1862,” approved July 2, 1864. 

The second section provides that. said com: 
pany shall be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and empowered to mortgage, in the usual man- 
ner, their franchise, road-bed, and all property 
belonging to said company, to an amount not 
exceeding $30,000 per mile for the entire 
length of said road, upon such terms as may 
seem to them best; and upon said mortgage 
may issue mortgage bonds, not to exceeded 
$80,000 per mile; provided that in no case 
shall the United States be responsible for said 
bonds, ° 

The third section provides that the rights 
herein granted shall not preclude the construc- 
tion of other roads through any canyon, defile, 
or pass on the route of said road; nor shall 
anything herein contained be construed: as 
recognizing or denying the authority of the 
Governor and Legislature of Utah Territory to 
create railroad corporations. 

The fourth section provides that said com- 
pany shall locate said railroad and telegraph 
line within eighteen months from the passage 
of this act, and shall complete the same within 
ten years thereafter; failing in which this act 
shall be null and void. 

The fifth section provides that Congress 
hereby reserves the right to alter, amend, or 
repeal this act at any time, having due regard 
to the rights of said company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In section four [hope the 
gentleman will strike out ‘‘eighteen” and 
insert ‘‘ twelve,” as the policy has been to ré- 
quire these locations to he made in twelve 
months. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I 
decline to yield for any such amendment, as 
I think the time is short enough now. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 64, 
noes 25, 

So (two thirds having voted in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended, and the bill 


passed. 


CINCINNATI PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
Mr. PERRY, of Ohio, called up the motion 


| to reconsider the vote by which a bill (H. R. No. 


2867) to regulate the exercise of the right of 


| eminent domain in securing @ site for public 


buildings in the city of Cincinnati was referre 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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o The bill, which was read, in the first-section 
provides that in case the Secretary of the Treas- 
nry’shall, from any cause, be-unable to agree 
with the owner-or owners of any real estate, 
or of any interest, easement, or right-of occa- 
pancy therein, which may be required for the 
site of public buildings for the use of the United 
States for. post office, court-house,; and other 
Government. uses, in the city.of Cincinnati, in 


the State of ‘Ohio, or shall beunable from-any | 


cause to: procure for the United States satis- 
factory conveyances and title for any real estate 
or interest; easement, or right: of: occupancy 
therein, needed as a site for-such buildings, he 
shall be, and:hereby is, authorized and empow- 
ered to institute and conduct proceedings in 
the circuit court. for the southern district of 
Ohio, io the name and on behalf of the United 
States, against any real estate, or interest, ease- 
ment, or right of occupancy therein required for 
the purposes aforesaid, and: against the owner 
or owners thereof, or of any interest, easement, 
or right.of.occupancy therein, to appropriate 
such property or interest, easement, or right 
of occupancy therein, to the’ use of the United 
States inthe manner hereinafter provided. 
The second. section provides that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall make and. officially 
subscribe as many. certificates in all respects 
alike as may be necessary, stating: first, the 
intention of the: United States to appropriate 
the property, describing it-as fully and uccu- 
rately as would be necessary in a conveyance, 
and also. statiug the name of the owner or 
owners thereof; secondly, the specific sum 
of woney that the United States is willing to 
pay therefor, which shall be such a sum as the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury shall deem reason- 
able; thirdly, that if the owner or owners 
do not, within a time to be specified in the 
certificate, (which time the Secretary of the 
Treasury may fix, aliowing a reasonable period 
afier service or publication of the certificate, 
as hereinalter provided,) accept said sum as a 
full compensation for such property, then, 
after a specilied day, the United States will 
cause the property intended to be appropriated 
to be condemned to the United States, and the 
value of such property to be assessed pursuant to 
law. Oueof the certificates shall be delivered to 
each of the owners of the property intended 
to be appropriated, if resident within the dis- 
trict, or left at his or her usual place of abode 
therein; provided that if any owner be a 
minor, idiot, orinsane person, having a guard- 
jan resident in said district, service of said 
certificaie, in manner aforesaid, shall be made 
on such guardian, which shall be deemed good 
service on the ward; but if any owner or 
guardian reside without said district, or his 
place of residence be unkuvown to the Secre 
tary of the Treasury, then notice to him or 
them may be given either by personal service 
of such certificate, or by publishing the same 
for four conseentive weeks in some newspaper 
of general circulation in said district. -Another 
of said certilicates shali be filed and preserved 
in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury 
with proof of the service or publication there- 
of, showing the date or dates of such service 
or publication; and if such appropriation be 
finally made, it shall be the duty of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to indorse upon another 
of said certificates the words ‘ appropriation 
made,”’ with the date when the appropriation 
was perfected, and to officially subseribe such 
indorsetient and cause such certificate and in- 
dorsement to be recorded in the reécorder’s 
office of the county of Hamilton, in said State. 
If any owner, his or her guardian, as afore- 
said, shall, at any time before the appropria- 
tion mentioned in said certificate shall be 
made, elect (o take the compensation specified 
in the certificate, or in case.of joint: ownership 
or tenancy in common, his ov her proper pro- 
portion thereof, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall cause the same: to be paid to him or her, 
or his or her guardian, and shall take the 
“receipt of such owner or guardian therefor, and 


| 


upon: such payment all- the -title: or right .of 
such owner in or to-the-property shall vest in 
the United States ; provided, however, that 
in case-of joint ownership or tenancy in com- 
mon; where some of the owners or tenants 
elect, and others do: not. elect, to take the com- 
pensation offered as aforesaid, payment to 
those electing to take may, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, be withbeld 
until. the proceedings against those so refusing 
or failing be terminated ; and if, upon the 


termination of such proceedings, the Secretary | 


of the Treasury shall be of the opinion that 
the amount or amounts assessed, together with 
those payable to the joint owner or tenant 
electing to take the offer of the United States 
as aforesaid, would be too great to justify the 
intended appropriation, it shall be lawful for 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the costs 
of such proceedings and refuse to make the 
appropriation ; in which event said costs shall 
be so paid and nothing more ; and provided 
further, that if any owner, his or her guardian, 
electing to take the compensation offered by 
the United States as aforesaid shall fail to 
make that election until alter proceedings for 
an assessment shall be commenced as herein- 
after provided, he or she shall, before receiv- 
ing such compensation, if required by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, pay the costs of 
such proceedings; or if the proceedings be 
against others, as well as himseif or herself, 
his or her proper proportion of said costs, or 
he or she may elect to let the United States 
pay the same and deduct it from said com- 
pensation. 

The third section provides that if any 
owner or owners, notified as provided in the 
next preceding section, shall not, within the 
time specified for that purpose in the certifi- 
cate mentioned in said section, signify to the 
Secretary. of the Treasury his, her, or their 
acceptance of the compensation offered by 
said certificate to him,:her, or them, it shall 
be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury, 
at any time..after the expiration of the time 
named in the certificate for such owner or 
owners to accept the offer of the board, to file 
one of the certificates, with proof of the ser- 
vice or publication thereof, in the circuit court 
of the United States for the southern district 
of Ohio; and thereupon it shall be the duty 
of the clerk of said court and the marshal of 
the district, within one day after receiving 
notice of such filing, to proceed to draw from 
the names of persons.returned to serve as 
jurors in the court a jury of twelve, in the 
same. manner that juries are drawn for the trial 
of causes in the court, for the purpose of 
estimating or assessing the damages such 
owner or owners shall receive: by reason of 
such appropriation; and the clerk shall im- 
mediately return the namesof jurors so drawn 
to the court, which shall thereupon issue its 


venire to the marshal; or, in case of his being 


a party to the proceedings, to some other per- 
son selected by the court for that purpose, and 
sworn, who shall thereupon act in the prem- 
ises, to summon the jurors, so, drawn as 
aforesaid, to attend on some. day specified, in 
the court, to be impaneled and sworn to render 
a just verdict, in the manner prescribed by 
law ; and the court shall, at the time of issu- 
ing such venire, issue a notice to the several 
owners of the. property described ‘in such 
certificate, of the time when such jury will 
meet in court and be impaneled as aforesaid ; 
which notice the marshal; or. other person ap-. 
pointed as aforesaid, shall serve upon the 
party or parties therein named at the time of 


serving such venire, provided thatif such owner | 


or owners are non-residents-of the district, or 
are unknown, then the publication of the 
objects. and purposes of the- proceedings 
shall be made in some newspayer in general 
circulation in the district, for thirty days next 
preceding the time named in. such venire; 
which notice shall containa pertinent descrip- 
tion of the property sought to be appropriated, 


and the name or names of the owners, if the 
same be known, and the time and place of 
the proceedings.. The court shall have power 
to issue subpenaş and all other. necessary 
process, and either judge or the clerk thereof 
shall have power to administer all necessary 
oaths in the execution of the act. 

The: fourth section provides that it shall be 
the duty of the marshal or other person ap- 
pointed and qualified for the purpose, on 
receiving such. venire, to summon the persons 
named therein, in the same manner as jurors 
are summoned to attend the court; and jurors 
may be challenged and vacancies filled as in 
other cases. The jury shall be sworn to well 
and truly assess the compensation to which 
the owner may be entitled by reason of the 
premises, without deduction for benefits to any 
of his or her property. For good cause shown, 
or by consent of the parties, they may be sent, 
in such custody as the court shall direct, to 
view the property, the court appointing the 
person or persons whose duty it shall be to 
show it to them; but all testimony snall be 


„given in open court.’ The United States shall 


be entitled to open and close, in giving testi- 
mony and in theargument. The verdictshall 
be in writing, signed by the jurors, or their 
foreman; but the court, with the assent of the 
jurors, may put it in proper form, A new 
trial shall not be granted except for miscon- 
duct of the jury, or for an erroneous ruling by 
the court. Exception may be taken, as in 
other cases, to any raling of the court in mat- 
ter of law, and a petition in error may be 
prosecuted in the Supreme Court of the United 
States, if filed within thirty days after the 
rendition of the verdict, but not otherwise. 
Such petition shall not be filed without the 
allowance of the Supreme court or one of the 
justices thereof. And the proceedings shall 
not be reversed for any error of form, or other 
error not affecting the substantial justice of the 
case. Upon a reversal of the proceedings a 
procedéndo may, in a proper case, be awarded, 
and a new ‘trial had, if thereby commanded. 
The clerk of the court shall record the pro- 
ceedings, including the certificate of intention 
to appropriate and the proof of its service or 
publication, filed in his office as aforesaid. 
The fifth section provides that after such ap- 
propriation is made it shall -be the duty of the 
clerk immediately to make up the cost bill of 
such proceedings, when the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall, without unnecessary delay, pay 
the same and shall also pay the adjudged com- 
pensation in favor of the proper party; and if 
the party entitled to such compensation shall 
not call for the same, the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury. shall-:nevertheless issue his official 
warrant or certificate for the amount, and shall 
retain it until called for; and the money shall 
be taken and held to be deposited in the Treas- 
ury for the use and benefit of the party entitled 
to.the same from the date of such warrant or 
certificate; provided that no interest shall be 


.paid upon the compensation or costs as afore- 


said; provided, also, that. the Secretary of 
the Treasury may at his option pay the costs 
and refuse to make the appropriation, if, in his 
jadgment,.the compensation assessed is too 
gteat to justify the appropriation. 

The sixth section provides that proof of the 
service or publication of the. certificate afore- 
said, when required by this act, may be made 


by the affidavit of any person having personal 


knowledge of the fact. 

The seventh section provides that if the 
property appropriated, or to be appropriated, 
shall: belong. to the heirs or devisees of a 
decedent, and the names: and places of rési- 
dence of such heirs or devisees, or of any or 
either of them, shall be unknown to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, such persons whose 
names and places of residence shall be un- 
known may be described in ali and singular the 
the papers and proceedings aforesaid as the un- 
known heir or heirs, devisee or devisees, as the 
case may be, of the decedent, naming such 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


3937 


decedent, if his or her name be known to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. But if the name 
of such decedent be unknown to the Seeretary 
of the Treasury, or if the names and places 
of residence of the owners or any of them 
(whether holding by descent, devise, or pur- 
chase) be in like manner unknown, such 
owner or owners whose names and places of 
residence shall be thus unknown may be de- 
scribed, in all and singular the papers and 
proceedings aforesaid, by the general descrip- 
tion of unknown owner or owners. And such 
general description shall also be sufficient 
when the residence of the owner or owners is 
without the State of Ohio. 

The eighth section provides that married 
women, whose property shall be appropriated 
under this act, shall be capable of doing all 
things which it may be lawful or necessary 
for an owner to do in the premises, as fully as 
if they were unmarried and of fullage. And 
guardians shall have as full power to act for 
their wards respectively as the wards respec- 
tively would have were they under no dis- 
ability. 

The ninth section provides that corporations, 
in addition to payment for their property ap- 
propriated as aforesaid, shall be entitled to 
compensation for a destruction, total or par- 
tial, of the value of any of their franchises 
directly caused by such appropriation of their 
property, as follows: if the value of the fran- 
chise be totally destroyed, such value shall be 
paid, and the franchise shall cease to exist ; 
if its value be but partially destroyed, a rat- 
able compensation shall be made. The com- 
pensation to be thus paid shall be ascertained 
yir not agreed upon by the Secretary of the 

Treasury and the corporation) at the same 
time and in the same manner that the com- 
pensation for the property of the corporation, 
appropriated as aforesaid, shall be ascertained ; 
and the jury shall state in their verdict what 
is the franchise thus injured or destroyed, and 
whether the destruction is total or partial ; 
which finding, if not set aside in the mode 
hereinbefore provided for vacating verdicts, 
shall be conclusive evidence of the fact so 
found, to all intents and purposes. 

The tenth section provides that the wit- 
nesses, clerks, marshal, or other person ap- 
pointed and qualified to perform the duties of 
the marshal, and jurors respectively, for the 
services required of them by this act, shall 
receive such fees as they are paid for like ser- 
vices in the ordinary course of business in said 
court. The persons appointed to show the 
property and take charge of the jury, upon a 
view as aforesaid, shall receive such fees for 
their services as the court may allow; and the 
expenses of conveying the jurors to the place 
or places to be viewed may be allowed by the 
court and taxedas costs. The jurors shall be 
liable to service as jurors in the same manner 
as if they had not been drawn or served in 
such special proceeding. 

The eleventh section provides that by the 
word “ costs’’ in this act, taxable costs only 
are meant. Unless otherwise herein provided, 
snch costs shall be paid by the United States; 
but upon proceedings in error, the party fail- 
ing sball pay the costs in error. Judgment 
for costs may be given in favor of the United 
States and against the owner by the court, 
when the owner becomes liable to pay the 
costs as aforesaid, It shall also be lawful for 
the Secretary of the Treasury to deduct from 
the compensation to which any owner may 
become entitled as aforesaid all the costs for 
which such owner is Hable as aforesaid, and 
which such owner shall not have paid; and 
if such deduction be made, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall pay such costs to the per- 
sons entitled thereto, or to the clerk for 
their use. 

Mr. BROOKS. This is a new bill, which 
for the first time enables the Federal Govern- 
ment to build acourt-house despite any action 
of the State as I understand it. 


_ 42D Cone. 2p Sess.—No. 247. 


Mr. BINGHAM. No, sir. 

Mr. BROOKS. Then I wish to have that 
explained. ; 

Mr. PERRY, of Obie. My purpose was to 
make an explanation. While the bill author- 
ized the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
ground for the site of these buildings, it did 
not permit him to pay avy money until the 
State shall have ceded Jurisdiction. The State 
has already passed a law ceding the jurisdic: 
tion, and this bill is intended simply to reach 
the private ownership in the property. 

Mr. BROOKS. Does it recognize the juris- 
diction of the State? . 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. It does. 

The House reconsidered the vote by which 
the bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and the bill being before the House 
it was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BINGHAM. [yield to the gentleman 
from California, [Mr. Sarceyr. ] 


HOMESTEADS AND PREEMPTIONS. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move that the rules be 
suspended, that the Committee on Mines and 
Mining be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2621) relating 
to the entry of homesteads and preémptions 
in the State of California, and that the same 
be passed. 

The bill was read. It provides that public 
lands in the State of California shall not be 
excluded as mineral from preémption or home- 
stead entry unless it shall be shown that bona 
fide mining claims exist thereon. 

Mr. BANKS. Ido not think that that bill 
ought to pass. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Has it been before 
auy committee? 

Mr. SARGENT. Kt has the assent of the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. The com- 
mittee were cut off from the opportunity of 
reporting ita few nights ago. ji can state in 
a word the effect of it. We have passed a 
general law authorizing miners to buy their 
claims. Now, we want the farmers along- 


side of them to have the right to buy theirs. 
This bill is intended to have that effect, 
and it applies simply to the State of Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I know nothing against. 
this bill. But I desire to say that other com- 
mittees have been cut off from the opportun- 
ity of reporting as well as the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Then I object to 
debate. $ 

The question being taken on suspending the 
rules, there were—ayes forty-one, noes not 
counted. 

So (two. thirds not having voted in the affirm- 
ative) the rules were not suspended. 


Is debate in 


APPEALS AND WRITS OF ERROR. 


Mr. BINGHAM moved that the rules be 
suspended, that the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 1625) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act supplementary to an 
act entitled ‘An act to allow the United States 
to prosecute appeals and writs of error with- 
out giving security,’ and for other purposes,’’ 
approved July 27, 1868, and that the same be 

assed with an amendment. 

The bill was read. It proposes to amend 
section two of an act entitled ‘‘ An act sup- 
plementary to an act entitled ‘ An act to allow 
the United. States to prosecute appeals and 


= 


other purposes,’’ approved July 27, 1868,- by 
adding at the end thereof the following: ; 

Provided, That the provisions of this.scetion shall 
not apply to suits in which the amount in contro- 
versy is less than $500, exclusive of costs, 

The amendment was read as follows: 

In line ten strike out “° $500” and insert ‘' $2,000.’” 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ouly desire to say to 
the House that the second section of the act 
ot 1868, whose title is recited in the ‘bill, and 
which is attempted to be amended ‘by the re- 
port of the Committee on the Judiciary—a 
report which I believe was unanimously 
adopted by the committee—applies exclu- 
sively to suits against railroad companies, and 
that the effect of the amendment is to prevent 
the transfer by railroad companies of an ‘ap- 
peal or a writ of error from State courts in all 
cases, except where the amount in dispute ex- 
ceeds $2,000. As the case now stands a man 
who brings a suit for the killing of a horse or 
an ox is subject to have it transferred at once 
by the corporation, under the act of 1868, to 
the United Srates court. — 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest to the 
gentleman that he should still further increase 
the amount. I think it should not. be less 
than $5,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
that modification. 

The bill was accordingly modified by insert- 
ing ‘¢ $5,000"? in place of ‘t $2,000.”’ 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds vot- 
ing in favorthereof,) and the bill, as amended, 
was passed. 

JEFFERSON W. DAVIS. 


Mr. SLOCUM moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, thatthe Committee on Military A fairs 
be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (8. No. 451) for the relief of Jeffer- 
son W. Davis, and that the same be passed. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Paymaster General of the Army to pay to 
Jefferson W. Davis, late of the sixty fourth 
regiment New York volunteers, out of any 
money appropriated, or which may. hereafter 
be appropriated, for the pay of the Army, a 
sum equal to the pay and emoluments of a 
first lieutenant of infantry, from the 23d day 
of June, 1864, to the 10th day of May, 1865, 
deducting whatever pay he may have received 
for that period. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
passed. 


I have no objection to 


ESTATE OF ELY MOORE. 


Mr. DUNNELL moved that the rules be 
suspended, that the Committee on the Public 
Lands be discharged from the further: consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 1298) for the 
relief of the heirs of Ely Moore, and that the 
bill be passed with amendments. 

The bill was read. It provides that the sum 
of $11,299 be allowed to the heirs of Ely 
Moore, lete register of the land office at 
Lecompton, Kansas, for the money necessarily 
paid out and expended by said Ely Moore, 
in the payment of clerks necessarily employed 
in said land office, between the 19th day of 
January, A. D. 1857, and the 27th day of Jan- 
uary, A. D. 1860. The second section author- 
izes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay said heirs $11,299 out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendments were as follows: 

In line four, section one, strike out the word 
“heirs” and insert the word ‘‘ estate.” 


„dn, line four, section two, strike out the word 
‘heirs’ and insert the word “‘estate.” 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. This seems to be 
an old claim, about fourteen years old. I 
would like to know something about it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. ‘There is a report, which 
I ask to have read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This seems to be for the 
benefit of the creditors instead of the heirs. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There are no creditors 


| writs of error without giving security,’ and for || to this estate. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Fhen why strike out heirs? 
Of course the money must go to the executor’ 
or administrator of the estate. - 

“Mr. FARNSWORTH. Isthis a Senate bill? 

Mr. DUNNELL. No; itisa House bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then we had better 
leteit go over until next session. 


Mr. DUNNELL. . It is a undnimoug report 


of the Committee on the Publie Lands. This 
gentleman, Mr. Ely Moore; was once a mem- 
ber of Congress.- He was appointed to this 
office under the administration of Mr. Presi- 
dent. Pierce. I ask for the reading of the 
report, 

The Clerk read the report as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No, 1298) for the relief of the 
heirs of Ely Moore, respectfully report: 

That they have had the same under consideration 
and find that Ely Moore held the office of register 
of the Lecompton Jand ofice, ia Kansas, from the 
26th day of November, A. D. 1855, to the 27th day of 
January, A. D. 1860, the time of his death: that 
from the early part of the year 1857 to the time of 
Mr. Moore's death the duties of his office wore ox- 
ceedingly onerous by reason of the large number of 
contested preéinption cases, the great number of 
applicants to enter lands. with the bounty-land 
warrants issued under the act of March 3, 1855, and 
preparing for and attending the public land ‘sales 
inade in that district. j 

Fo discharge these duties promptly and in stich 
manner as to satisfy the people doing business there 
it became absolutely necessary for Mr. Moore to 
employ the clerical assistance which he did employ 
and pay from. his own money, which his heirs 
now ask to haverefunded to them. ‘In reference to 
this point Hon. S. C. Pomeroy, one of the Sen- 
ators from Kansas, says as follows: 

To the Committee on the Public Landa, 
} _ House of Representatives : 

My attention having been called to the case of 
the heirs of the late Ely Moore, register of the land 
office at Lecompton, Kansas, I beg leave respect- 
fully to submit the following: 

Tam personally knowing to the fact that, owing 
to the troubles occurring at the early settlement of 
Kansas between the free-State and pro-slavery par- 
ties, the contests over preémption claims were more 
numerous in that district than all other districts 
combined since that period. I have been at the 
ofice repeatedly and found scores of settlers wait- 
ing and camping out in wagons for their turn to 
comme, and I urged Mr. Moore to employ extra clerks 
and thus accommodate the large numbers of settlers 
who were waiting j and I know he did employ extra 
clerks, and that they were necessary to subserve the 
public good, Mr. ‘Moore died, leaving no assets, 
save what the Government. may deem justly due 
upon this case, as it'is now presented. The family 
are now very poor, and I hope that a favorable 
report may be made, as I believe the claim to bea 


Just one. 
Respectfully, S. C. POMEROY. 


U.S. SENATE CHAMBER, March 27, 1872. 


The General Land Office recognized this condition 
and tho necessity for extra clerical force at this time, 
and the Commissioner sent the following letter to 
the Secretary of the Interior, on March 17, 1853, 
namely: 

GENERAL LAND. OFFICK, March 17, 1858, 

Sir: I have the honor to subinit the inclosed 
letter of this date, from Geueral Whitfield, register 
at Kickapoo, from which it will be perceived that a 
pressing exigency now exists for the employment of 
clerks in the register’s and receiver’s offices at that 
place, in preparing for the anticipated sales to be 
held in that Territory, and asking an allowance of 
$4,000 to pay clerk hire for six months. In this con- 
nection I beg leave to refer to my letter of Novem- 
ber 16Jast, submitting an estimite on one hereto: 
fore»presented by the Land Office, with a view to 
cpatepristions by Congress to meet expenses of this 
sind, 

‘the extraordinary exigency growing out of this 
unusual number of preémptions, and the anticipated 
puibli¢ sales, renders it necessary for Congress to 
provide the indispensable means for a prompt dis- 
charge of the public duties, 

The next six months will be the period of. very 
great pressure, and being of opinion that the inter- 
ests, both public and private, require the appropri- 
ation desired, it is respectfully submitted and recom- 
mended as of the utmost importance. 

A like appropriation is recomménded for the Le- 
compton office, the state of business at that office 
equally requiring it. 

With great respect, 

THOMAS A. HENDRICKS, 
; Commissioner. 
Hon. J. Tuomvsow, Secretary of the Interior. 


Congress took no action upon this letter, and we 
presuine for the reason that, in common with the 
officers of all branches of the service, it entertained 
the opinion that the fees received for locating 
bounty-land warrants under the law of March 3 
1855, belonged to the registers and receivers, and 
that all expenses should be paid out of the foes thus 
received, 

Section six ofthat act reads as follows: “The regis- 
ters and receivers of the several land offices shail 


be severally authorized.to charge and receive for 
their services in locating all warrants under the pro- 
visions of this act the same compensation or per- 
centage to which they are entitled by law for salés 
of the public. lands for cash, at the rate of $1 25 per 
acre; the said compensation to be paid. by the 

assignees or holders ofsuch warrants.” A 
The United States district court of Iowa, in the 

case of the United States ve. Babbitt, decided that. 

the registers and receivers were entitled to hold 
these fees as part compensation for their services 
and the-extra expenses of their offices in locating 

these warrants. 3 í 
This decision was overruled bythe Supreme Court 

of the United States at the December térm, 1861, 
and Congress, on the 19th day of February, 1861, 
passed a law appropriating $10,533 to reimburse the 
register at Kickapoo for similar services to those 
rendered by Mr. Moore in the Lecompton office, and 
paid for by him under the belief that he could- so 
dispose of and use the fees received by him for locat- 
ing bounty-land warrants. 

During the time that Mr. Moore held the. office 
of register at the Lecompton land ofice tho cash 
proceeds of the sales of public lands at this office, 
including register’s and receiver’s fees, amounted 
to $936,183 36. During the same time there were lo- 
cated by bounty-land warrants one million eight 
hundred and ten thousand. eight’ hundred and 
eighty-four acres of public Jand, the cash value of 
which, at $1 25 per acre, is $2,263,605. 

The amount of fees collected and paid over to the 
General Land Office for locating these warrants 
WAS...sseeeseescssresssesgeedsecerscieeeneorens ssesenineersses 42997 28 

Adding to this the fees collected and paid 
over for the dash entries........ EEEE 18,723 66 

Makes the aggtegate of all fees received 
and paid over at this office during the 
time Mr. Moore was register, Of......c0ss+ $61,720 94 


The expenses of this offtee during the same time 
were as follows: 
Moore, register, salary;. fees, and commis- 
BLONS 552561005 se séesodovacecdasanscesedsshupine aretas esés 310,975 30 
Receiver’s salary, commissions, and fees... 10,858 23 
Expenses of depositing the publie moneys, 2,204 77 
Contingent CXPENSES......ccecceeeccesnceee 840 77 


Aggregate expenses of Offices sesssseeeessseee 824,879 07 


Aggregate amount of fees above salaries and ex- 
penses of office during Mr. Moore’sterm...$36.841 87 
ne half of said last amount pertained to the office 
of register, NAMELY. ........ecspese sarees issa 918,420 93 
To discharge the duties of this office promptly and 

to the satisfaction of the public, Mr. Moore em- 

ployed clerks for. the time, and paid them compen- 

sation as follows: ; ; 
Voucher. — E TON 

8. David Bailey, for services from April 23 to July 

5, 1858, to five dollars per day............° $870.00 

2. David Bailey, for services from June 

25 to August 16, 1859, seven weeks and 

UHC! ARAYI. riisi cstos cudsosses nidosi siusti 

10. Charles W, Oteg, from April 3to No- 

vember 4, 1858, ninety days, at five 

dollars per day, andseventy-one days 

at four dollars per day...... peel téecedbesccace 

1. George C. Baker, from May 12, 1857, to 

une 13, 1857, at threé dollars per day, 

twenty-nine Aays...csceseecsoes . $87 00 
From August 21 to October 6, 
1857, forty-one days, at five 

dollars per day essee seiss; crane fosses 205 00 
From November 10, 1857, to - 
February 16, 1858 cece 


2, John Hagerty, one and a half month’s 
services, at $130 per month, ending 
June 20, 1857... ETER E 

3. J. B. Oranier, from April 19, 1857, to 
April 4, 1858 

4, M. M. 


112 50 


734 00 


717 00 


195 00 
1,311 00 
2,008. 00 
1,170 00 
2,350 00 
150 00 
559 00 
175 00 


October 20, 1859, to Jan- 
uary 29, 1860, fifteen. weeks, at 
eighteen dollars per week....... 270 00 


1,290 00 
23. George F. Pentecost; from June 14 to 
August 15,and from September 5 to 
22, 1859, ten weeks and three days, at 
the rate of fifteen dollars per week... 157 50 
Making the aggregate amount of....... «$11,299 00 


For all which satisfactory vouchers are furnished 


to the committees, and which amount your commit- 


tee find was necessarily expended by Mr. Moore in 
the discharge of the duties of his office, and under 
the belief at the time that the fees received by him 


for locating bounty-land warrants were subject to 
his own disposal; and that he afteward accounted 
for and paid over the same to the Government; and 
that the same should, in justice and equity, be re- 
funded. to his heirs, who are in indigent circum- 
stances; and therefore report back ‘the bill with 
the recommendation that it pass. . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, T see nothing in the 
report which justifies this claim excepting 
what the-man makes out himself. Nobody 
certifies to the facts, and itis certainly-a very 
significant fact that the claim is fourteen or 
fifteen years old. Í 

Mr.. HEREFORD. I object to debate: 

Mr. DUNNELL. Congress last session 
passed a bill like this, and the House has 
already passed this bill. There are verified 
sworn affidavits of all these expenditures of 
money. i k 

The question was put on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules; and no quorum voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, DUNNELU 
and Mr, FARNSWORTH were appointed. ` a 

The House again divided; and the telers 
reported—ayes 98, noes 80. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
tiles were suspended, and the bill, with the 
amendments, was passed. © |... | 

“post ROUTE BILL. . E 

Mr. HEREFORD, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2940) to estab- 
lish certain post roads; which was read a first 
and second time, ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


Mr. BECK obtained the floor. ` ; 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gen- 
tleman yield to me for à moment? 

Mr. BECK. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move that the 
rules be suspended and that the bill which I 
send up to remove the legal and political dis- 
abilities of the persons therein named be 
passed. 

The bill was read. Itprovides that alllegal 
and political disabilities imposed by the foarih 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States by reason of participation in the late 
rebellion are. removed from Alexander R. 
Boteler, of West Virginia, and John Young 
Brown, of Henderson, Kentucky. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend 
the rules, — 

Mr. KILLINGER. These two men are 
especially excepted inthe general amnesty bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. By unanimous 
consent I would like to say a word. Mr. Bote- 
ler was a member. of this House 

Mr. KILLINGER. TI object to debate. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I call for tell- 
ers on my motion, and I desire to say that my 
friend from Pennsylvania served with Mr. 
Boteler in the Thirty-Sixth Congress, and 
knows that he was a Union man. 

- Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. KILLINGER, 
and Mr. Harris of Virginia, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 89, noes 40. 

So (two thirds voting iu favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill (H. R. No. 
2939) was passed. 


- ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


‘Mr. BECK. TI am instructed by the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means to report a bill for 
consideration at this time. 

‘Mr. DONNAN. I rise to make a report 
from a committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the com- 
mittee of conference will be received, it being 
privileged. 

PAYMASTER GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. DONNAN submitted the following re- 
port: : : 


Tho committee of conference on the disagreeing: 
votes of the two Houses on the bill of thé Senate 
No, 463, entitled "An act to enable the President to 
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appoint a Paymaster General of the Army,” having 
met, after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend, and do recommend to their respective 
Houses, as follows: 

Phat the Senate concur in the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same, with the following 
amendment: Add to the amendment these words: 
“said appointment to date from the time the ap- 
pointee assumed the duties of the office;” and the 
Louse agree to the same. 

W. Q. DONNAN, 
JOHN COBURN, 
H. W. SLOCUM, 
Managers onthe part of the House. 
JENRY WILSON 
FRANK P. BLAIR, 
. Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. CREBS. Will the gentleman state 
what is the effect of this report? 

: Mr. DONNAN. ‘The action of the House 
is confirmed, except that the new Paymaster 
General is given the rank of colonel, with pay 
from the date he assumed the duties of his 
office, a period of a few months. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Do I under- 
stand the gentleman to say that the new Pay- 
master General is not promoted to the rank 
of brigadier general? 

Mr. DONNAN. He is not; he is given the 
rank of colonel. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am glad of 
that. I want to see the staff department of the 
Army reduced to what they were before the 
war. 

‘The report of the committee of conference 
was adopted, . 

Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the conference report was adopted ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. SHANKS. J ask thatthe amendments 
of the Senate to House bill No. 872, to pro- 
vide for the sale of certain Indian lands in 
Kansas, be taken from the Speaker’s table, in 
order that I may move that they be non-cor- 
curred in. 

No objection was made, and the amend- 
ments were taken from the Speaker's table. 

Mr. SHANKS. I move that the House nou- 


concur in the Senate amendments, and ask a jj 


committee of conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
House now adjourn. 

The question was taken ; and upon a divis- 
ion, there were—ayes 77, noes 67. 

Before the result was announced, 

Mr. CONGER called for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. There are always enough 
gentlemen standing to order tellers. [Laugh- 
ter. 

iers were ordered; and Mr. CONGER and 
Mr. FarsswortTH were appointed. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 96, noes 45. 

. So the motion was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at three o’clock and fifty minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


I move that the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. COBURN : The petition of soldiers 
and sailors of Garnett, Kansas, asking for a 
bill to provide industrial homes for the orphans 
of soldiers and sailors of the Union Army. 

By Mr. HOAR: The petition of Henry 
Reed, guardian of the minor children of 
Elisha W. Buxton, for a pension. 

By Mr. PACKARD: The petition of H. H. 
Walker. mayor of Michigan City, Indiana, and 
113 otbers, citizens of Laporte county, Indi- 
ana, asking the passage of a bill for the relief 
of William H. Akins and Jacob D. Felthou- 
sen, for the invention and improvement of 
sewing-machines. 

By. Mr. WALLS: The memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Florida, asking the establishment of 


a mail route from New Troy, in Lafayette 
county, to Deadman’s Bay, in Taylor county, 
via Cook’s Hammock. 

Also, the memorial of the Legislature of 
Florida, asking the establishment of a mail 
route from Fort Meade to Charlotte’s Harbor; 
also, from Okehumpkee, via Sumterville, to 
Brooksville. 

Also, a memorial asking the establishment 
of a mail route from Key West to Tampa, via 
Charlotte's Harbor. ; 

Also, a memorial asking the discontinuance 
of the mail route from Quincy to Concord, and 
to establish the route from Concord, Gadsden 
county, to Harrell, on the Atlantic and Gulf 
railroad, via Calvary, in the State of Georgia. 

Also, a memorial asking the establishment 
of a mail route from Cedar Keys to Sumter- 
ville, Florida. 

Also, a memorial asking the establishment 
of a mail route from Orlando, via Lake Marion 
and Fort Drum, to the post office of St. Lucie, 
in Brevard county, twice a month. 

Also,a memorial asking the establishment of 
a mail route from New Smyrna, to Hawkins- 
ville, via Spring Hill and Lake Beresford. 

Also, a memorial in regard to a southern 
trans-continental interior line of water com- 
munication through the Gulf States between 
the Great Western and the Atlantic ocean. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, May 28, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

‘T'he Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. POOL. I move that the reading of 
the Journal be dispensed with, and that the 
Senate take up House bill No. 2192 and pro- 
ceed to its consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tt requires 
unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object. I do not 
object to dispensing with the reading of the 
Journal at this stage of the session. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido. 

Mr. POOL. I give notice that as soon as 
the morning business is over, and I get the 
opportunity, I shall move that the Senate take 
up the bill by a vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will resume the reading of the Journal. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the further reading of 
the Journal in order to take up the conference 
report on the steamboat bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


tion? 

Mr. TIPTON. Is not the morning business 
first in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan has asked unanimous consent 
to proceed with the consideration of a confer- 
ence report before the morning business is 
proceeded with. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object to anything 
until the morning business is through. I do 
not object to dispensing with the reading of 
the Journal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to dispensing with the further read- 
ing of the Journal? The Chair hears no 
objection, and it is dispensed with. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I ask the Senate now 
to agree to the report of the committee of 
conference on the bill (S. No. 478) to further 
the adnsinistration of justice, which was read 
yesterday. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we shall get 
along much better by running through the 
morning basiness. Then I shall have no ob- 
jection at all to taking up that report. 


Is there objec- 


Mr. CARPENTER.. We can: get through 

with it in a second. 2H : 
Mr. TRUMBULL. We can get through 

the morning business probably in five or ten 


‘minutes, 


CREDENTIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the cre- 
dentials of Hon. Onris S. Ferry, chosen by 
the Legislature of the State of Connecticut a 
Senator from that State for the term com- 
mencing March 4, 1873; which were read, and 
ordered to be filed. 


BILLS RETURNED TO THE KOUSE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sub- 
mits resolutions from the House of Represent- 
atives asking the return to the House of the 
following bills: a bill (S. No, 196) for the 
relief of the owners of the bark A 1; a bill (8. 
No. 905) for the relief of Harriet Spring, the 
heir of Captain Williams Barker, deceased ; 
and also a bill (H. R. No. 2050) for the relief 
of J. H. Underhill, in order that the name 
of the party may be corrected in the engross- 
ment. If there be no objection these bills will 
be returned in accordance with the request of 
the House. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before 
the Senate the following House resolution in 
regard to the adjournment of the present 
session of Congress: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring.) That the time 
fixed by the two Houses of Congress for the final 
adjournment of the second session of the Forty~Sec- 
ond Congress is hereby extended to twelve o'clock 
meridian on Monday, the 3d day of June next, and 
at that time the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives shall 
adjourn their respective Houses without day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on céneurring in the resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to its consider- 
ation at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A single objec- 
tion does not prevent its consideration. It is 
presented under the twenty-fourth rule, which 
requires the Chair to present at this time reso- 
lutions and bills from the House of Represent- 
atives, and the question is on concurrence. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has that resolution 
just come from the House? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It came yester- 
day, and is now submitted under the twenty- 
fourth rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
amendment to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will have 
priority of the question of concurrence. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to strike out all 
after the word ‘‘coneurring,”’ in the first line 
of the resolution, and to insert: 

That the resolution of the two Houses of Congress 
fixing Wednesday, the 29th of May, at twelveo’clock 
m.. a8 the time for closing the present session of 
Congress, be, and the same is hereby, rescinded. 

Mr. President, it is well known to every 
member of this body that at an early day of 
this session the Senate passed a resolution 
fixing the 29th day of this month as the day 
of final adjournment. Had the House passed 
that resolution promptly, undoubtedly the Sen- 
ate would have brought its business up to the 
point of adjourning on that day. But the 
House did not do so; it held the resolution 
for three or four months. Finally the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio [Mr. Snurmay] offered 
a resolution asking the House to return that 
resolution tothe Senate. Instead of returning 
that resolution, as hasalways been done inevery 
instance of such a request—there never has 
been an act of discourtesy like that performed 
by one House to the other, I believe, since 
the foundation of the Government—instead 
of returning the resolution as requested, the 
House ignominiously put our resolution asking 
them to return it under the table, and took up 
the resolution and passed it. It is wellknown 
to every member of this body that it is an utter 


I desire to offer an 


| impossibility for us to get through with the 
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business òf this session even in time to-adjourn 
on Monday next, and this passing resolutions 
that we will adjourn in three days, when we 
spent ten hours yesterday in passing. eleven 


pages of one bill, and skipped all the hard || 


words at that, and have to.go back again and 
go over our work of yesterday, and perhaps 
spend another day on those ten pages, is simply 
an absurdity. 

` Now, [hope this amendment of mine will be 
adopted, and that we shall leave it to the House 
either to rescind the adjournment resolution 
or insist, as it sees fit. I think we have done 
fooling enough about this question of adjourn- 
ment. J hope we shall rescind that resolution 
and send it over to the House, and let them 
do what they please with it. It is well known 
to the:chairman of the Committee on Finance 
and to every member of this body that it is an 
utter impossibility for us to get ready to adjourn 
on Monday next. It cannot be done. ‘There 
is the Ohio bridge bill which we must pass; 
here is this steamboat bill, the report of the 
committee of conference upon which I desire 
to have acted upon now; there is the tariff 
bill; there is the omnibus bill; there is the 
river and harbor bill; and there are other im- 
portant biils that must pass; and yet we talk 
about adjourning in a week when we know we 
cannot get through with the tariff bill alone in 
aweek. I hope my amendment will be adopted 
anid this resolution réscinded, and that we shall 
have no more fooling between the two Houses 
about the day of adjournment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think with the 
Senator from Michigan that we cannot dis- 
pose ofall our business within the time fixed. 

think we can. If we will confine ourselves 
to fair and legitimate debate, and no further 
general debate is indulged in, L shall expect, 
as a matter of course, to close the tariff bill 
by to-morrow night. 

Mr. SUMNER. By to-morrow night? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should think so; but 
we can do it only by limiting debate; and as 
soon as l can reach the question, I intend to 
press a vote on the resolution reported by the 
Committee on Finance to limit debate to five 
minutes and exclude foreign matter from the 
tariff bill, confining it to the subject of tax 
and tariff, If that is adopted, I shall hope to 
get through with it to-morrow night. As to 
the other business, every Senator can judge 
as well as I. We have three appropriation 
bills remaining, only one of which there is any 
trouble about, the sundry civil bill. The 
river aud harbor bill, I suppose. will pass just 
about as the Senator from Michigan reports 
it; it always does. He will not allow any- 
body to amend it without a struggle, and I 
suppose we shall let him have his own way. 
Jt will take but a short time to dispose of that. 
As to the fortification bill. no amendment is 
reported to it, and it can be passed in a few 
minutes. The only trouble is in regardto the 
sundry civil bill and the tariff bill. It seems 
to me we can transact all our business and 
adjourn by next Monday or Tuesday if we are 
willing to limit ourselves in debate. If, there- 
fore, the Senate will consent to take up that 
resolution and we can reach it, I am perfectly 
willing to run the risk of passing the resolution 
to adjourn on next Monday or Tuesday so far 
as Í am concerned. : 

Mr. COLE. I think before we’ adopt the 
resolution to adjourn on Monday next we 
ought at least to act on the proposition to limit 
debate on the tariff bill, which is now lying ov 
the table. A disposition has been manilested 
for a week or two past to postpone the con- 
sideration of the remaining appropriation bills, 
and to pat them behind all the other business 
of the session. Yesterday such a purpose was 
aunounced by several Senators, that they 
would not permit any appropriation bills to 

puss until the other business of the session 
was disposed of. This, of course, is very dis- 
couraging to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. From the experience we have already 


‘of debate, and we hope to get through it in 


‘position to run on in ,debate upon every little 


had in the consideration of those bills, we must 
come to the conclusion that it will take several 
days to consider the remaining difficult bill 
from that committee, the one involving: the 
sundry civil expenses of the Government. 
Upon that bill, however, there is a limitation 


two or three days. I ought, however, to re- 
mind the Senate that on two or three of the 
other bills from that committee several. weeks 
each have been spent; and I think before we 
act on this resolution to adjourn on Monday 
we ought to take some step to limit debate 
upon the tariff bill. We saw yesterday a dis- 


question. We had paper fully discussed twice 
before the body; we had the question of skins 
discussed, and the question of iron, and two 
or three other questions pretty fully discussed ; 
but Senators will remember there are hun- 
dreds of propositions of equal importance 
perhaps in this tariff bill, and unless we can 
limit debate upon the bill we certainly can 
have uo hope of getting through with-that and 
the other bills so as to adjourn on Monday. 
I hope there will be a disposition to let this 
resolution to fix the day of adjournment pass 
over until we can pass upon this other ques- 
tion as to the extent of debate onthe tariff bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am as 
anxious as avy Senator to adjourn at the 
earliest possible moment; but looking at the 
business that is before the Senate I think it 
will be utterly impossible to get through with 
even the bills which are considered the most 
prominent by sitting every day and every night 
until near midnight sooner than Wednesday 
of next week, and when the proposition comes 
up I shall move to insert Wednesday week at 
twelve o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The resolution 
is now before the Senate, and the Senator 
from Michigan has moved to strike it out and 
insert a substitute; but the Sevator from Ver- 
mont can move to perfect the resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will move 
toamend by inserting Wednesday, June 5, at 
twelve o'clock. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan lias moved a substitute, but the 
Senator from Vermont has a right to move to 
perfect the resolution before the question is 
taken on the substitute, aud the Senator moves 
to amend the time fixed by the House concur- 
rent resolution so as to read ‘Wednesday, 
the Sth of June.” j 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There is no 
great necessity for our hurrying business at 
the peril of our health or at the peril of the 
dignity of the Senate. To see here every 
morning, as oceursin the morning hour, astrug- 
gle among Senators like that of a parcel of wild 
beasts who should have the floor first, I regard 
as indecent. Let us conduct our business in the 
usual orderand have time enough to do it, 
even if it takes a month. I therefore move 
this amendment, and very much doubt, even 
if that should be adopted, whether we shall 
not be compelled to sit even on the Sabbath, 

Me. MORTON. “If you extend it to the 5th, 
why not take two or three days longer and say 
the 7th? . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think it 
would be wiser to take more than that in order 
to conduct the business that we have to do in 
a proper manner to our own self-respect. | 
believe the country will not regard with any 
favor thisindecent hurry to get through business 
before we half do it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me there 
is a necessity for acting in some way on this 
resolution, because as we now are there is a 
resolution agreed to by both Houses to adjourn 
to-morrow. That makes it necessary that we 
should act on this and rescind that resolution. 
I should acquiesce quite willingly myself in the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont to “adjoura on Wednesday week.. If we 


agree to adjourn at twelve o'clock on Wedues- i 


day week I think we can get through with all 
the business that is deemed important by that 
time. I certainly have no idea that we can get 
through to-morrow, and I think it important 
that we should act in some way upon this 
resolution. 

I wish to say in regard to the other sugges- 
tion—the Senator from Ohio, who made it, is 
notin his seat at this moment—to limit debate 
in this body to five minutes upon the general 
subject of the tariff and to prohibit the offering 
of any amendment to that bill which is not 
regarded as germane to the subject of the tariff, 
that I should be unwilling to agree to that; but I 
wanted to say to the Senator from Ohio that I 
think it is asking too much to expect the Sen- 
ate to agree to that resolution at this time. 
So far as I am concerned | have not taken a 
moment’s time on the tariff. It is not because 
I wish to discuss the tariff that I object to it. 
I do not suppose that I shall occupy five min- 
utes at any one time upon the tariff. I have 
no intention of doing so; and it is not because 
it would curtail anything that I desire to say 
about it; but I submit—— 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
ask the Senator if he will agree to give unani- 
mous consent to it without passing a resolution? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I will agree not to occupy more than 
five minutes at any one time upon the tariff, 
But, sir, I was about to appeal’ to Senators 
here around me. I appeal to the Senator 
from Vermont, has there been any time 
wasted on the tariff thus far? Has not every- 
thing that has been said about it been legiti- 
mate? If I recollect aright, yesterday there 
was no discussion by anybody at length further 
than to present in a business way the point 
that he desired to make in regard to the item 
under consideration, and [ submit to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that the disposition of the 
Senate upon all sides is not to take up time 
upon the tariff, but to confine debate entirely 
to the point that is up. I think yesterday no 
time was wasted inuselessdebate. I certainly 
did not take any time at all on any point. {Í 
hope the Senator from Ohio will not attempt 
to force that resolution upon the Senate. If 
he does, I shall consider it my duty to resist 
it, and I shall with as much ability as 1 am 


able resist the adoption of a rule of that char- : 


acter in the Senate of the United States. I 
say to the Senator from Ohio that, as far as I 
am concerned, I will not occupy five minutes 
at any one time on the tariff bill. So itis not 
in reference to myself. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say to the Sen- 
ator that the resolution reported by the çom- 
mittee is not only to limit debate, but it is a 
resolution of two branches, and that without 
restraining debate in some reasonable mode 
it will be impossible to get through the tariff 
bill without spending weeks upon it. Sen- 
ators sometimes speak longer than they in- 
tended when they rose, and if atthe end of 
five minutes they are reminded of thai fact, 
they find that they have made a better speech 
than they would have made if they had con- 
tinued longer. _ It prevents long speeches. So 
it operates well when time is precious, and we 
are in danger of being exhausted physically. 
We cannot endure this kind of. labor more 
than sixteen hours aday. I think I can stand 
myself as much as any one, but the end of my 
power is to remain in session here fifteen or 
sixteen hours out of the twenty-four. That is 
a double day’s work. ; 

Then there is another branch of it. I know 
from experience that atthe end of this tariff 
bill every proposition that every Senator is 
anxious about will be tried to be loaded on ; 
and there will be trouble, not so much in 
dealing with questions that affect the tariff 
and the internal taxes, as in dealing with other 
propositions that may be offered by way of 
amendment, It is now within the power of 
any Senator to pat in this bill, which is a 
pretty good camel, and will carry a pretty 
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good load, anything he pleases. I will not 
invite such motions, but I know they will be 
made. Senators have told me that they would 
put their propositions on the tariff bill. They 
can get a chance at least to offer amendments 
and muke speeches. That is what I desire to 
cut off by the second branch of the resolution. 
It is a simple proposition in. regard. to the 
order of business, and my duty in response to 
the unanimous request of the Committee on 
Finance will compel me to make. a motion as 
soon as I have the floor on the tariff bill to 
act on It. ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. MorrRILL. ] 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask to hear the reso- 
lution read with the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives and the amend- 
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERK, 
House is as follows: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring.) That the time 
fixed by the two Houses of Congress for the final 
adjournment of the second session of the Forty-Sec- 
ond Congress i3 hereby extended to twelve o'clock, 
meridian, on Monday, the 3d day of June next, and 
at that time the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives shall 
adjourn their respective Houses without day. 

It is proposed to amend that by striking out 
all after the word ‘concurring,’ in the first 
line, and inserting: 

That the resolution of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, fixing Wednesday, the 29th of May, at twelve 
o'clock meridian, for the time of closing the present 
session of Congress, be, and the same is hereby, re- 


scinded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment which now has priority is that offered 
by the Senator from Vermont, to strike out 
“ Monday, the 8d day of June next,” and 
insert ‘* Wednesday, the 5th day of June.” 

Mr. CASSERLY. I regret very much the 
necessity which seems to have arisen for an 
extension of the adjournment beyond to- 
morrow. I think if we had all worked up as 
faithfully to that day as we should have done 
we need not have extended the adjournment. 
As matters stand, and have stood for prob- 
ably a week, I have had no doubt that an 
extension of the time was inevitable. Now, 
the only question is how much further we 
shall extend it. The House resolution fixes 
the adjournment for next Monday; the amend-, 
ment of the Seuator from Vermont fixes it 
next Wednesday. So far as Iam personally 
concerned, I should have been better satisfied 
if the Senator from Vermont had not coupled 
his amendment with an intimation that it 
might be necessary to extend the session still 
longer. 

That Senator remarked upon the loss of 
dignity to the Senate by scenes such as were 
witnessed here yesterday. I beg leave to ob- 
serve, while I concur with him in his expres- 
sion of regret, that during my short time in 
the Senate I think I have witnessed precisely 
such scenes at every session for a few days 
before the day of adjournment. ‘They are 
wholly unavoidable in such a pressure of busi- 
ness as we have in this body. The growth of 
legislation, of actual legislation, is immense, 
and the growth of proposed legislation is 
enormous. Our files of bills grow to a little 
mountain before the end of the session. I 
was glad to hear the Senator from Ohio ex- 
press his conviction that by shortening debate 
on the tariff bill and upon the appropriation 
bills we can adjourn upon Monday. He sug- 
gested a rule of the Senate for limiting debate 
to five minutes on the tariff bill.~ I agree with 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] in 
his objections to a rule. I think there will be 
no objection, so far as I know, on this side to 
giving unanimous consent to a limitation of 
debate on the tariff, provided we could see 
that it was going to accomplish the desired 
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result of an early adjournment. But if there 
is to be an indefinite prolongation of the ses- 
sion, there is no good tobe accomplished by a 
limitation of debate. 

I repeat that I think, sir, there will be no 


! objection to a limitation of debate by unani- 
+ mous consent on the tariff bill, provided we 


can see an early day fixed for adjournment. I 
do not quite agree with my colleague that the 
limitation of debate should first. be made, and 
afterward the day of adjournment fixed. That 
would be I suggest to him, putting the cart 
before the horse. Let an early day be fixed, 
and I think so far as the minority in this Cham- 
ber is concerned—I do not presume to speak 
for them at all, except from my general idea 
of what their wish would be—there will be no 
objection to a limitation of debate upon the 
tariff bill by unanimous consent. Of course 
we would greatly prefer it in that way, for that 
preserves the right of debate to the minority ; 
but a rule is an order; it isa law; it is the 
work of the majority, without reference to the 
dissent of the minority, aud hence is naturally 
regarded by us with distrust. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will then simply ask 
the Senator and his friends whether they will 
agree by unanimous consent to the arrange- 
ment I have proposed? 

Mr. THURMAN. With one modification, 
that there shall be no amendment not germane 
to the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very point. 
The order I proposed was that debate on 
the tariff bill be confined to five minutes, and 
that no amendment should be received to the 
tariff and tax bill which was not germane. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is all right. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Personally I see no 
objection tu that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all’ we want. I 
do not care whether it is put upon the Journal 
or is a unanimous understanding that every 
Senator shall be bound in honor by. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator desire that to be stated by the Chair now, 


or not? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish it understood so 
far as [am coucerned that that agreement is 
to be made whenever the day of adjournment 
is fixed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not till then? 

Mr. CASSERLY. We think the day of 
adjournment should be fixed first. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly willing 
that the agreement shall depend on the fact 
of some day being fixed. It may be Wednes- 


day. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understood the Senator 
from Ohio to say that he had no doubt of our 
ability by limiting debate within reasonable 
limits to adjourn on Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ have one vote, and I 
intend to vote for an adjournment on Monday. 

Mr. POOL. I perhaps ought to say just at 
this moment that if a positive day of adjourn- 
ment is fixed, I sbalil object, if no one else 
does, to any arrangement about the tariff bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Irise to sug- 
gest to the Senator from Ohio that it is ob- 
vious if Monday is fixed upon we are to sit here 
ailday on Sunday. Therefore, I most emphat- 
iqally object to that day. Besides, 1 appeal to 
any Senator who is conversant with the busi- 
ness before the Senate to say whether it is 
physically possible for the Senate to get through 
all the business before Wednesday noon? And 
then there will be numerous bills that will be 
lost to the regret of many Senators. Unques- 
uonably that fact is so. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not wish to take up 
any time in this matter, but simply to say that 
I entirely concur with what was said by the 
Senator from California ou my left, [Mr. Cas- 
SERLY.] If we are to agree to limit debate 
on the tariff bill as is suggested by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance and as- 
sented to by the Senator from California, it is 
perfectly right that we should know when we 


are to adjourn, because debate ought. not to be 
limited, even by unanimous consent, on- so 
important a measure unless the session is draw- 
ing very rapidly toa close. If the session is 
to be prolonged here throughout June and into 
July, then I for one should be opposed to any 
limitation of debate whatsoever. But if we are 
to. adjourn on next Monday or next Wednes- 
day, or any time like that, then I would agree 
most willingly to an understanding: that we 
should speak but five minutes on any amend- 
ment tothe tariff bill, it being distinctly un- 
derstood as part of the agreement. that no 
amendment not germane to that bill is to be 
offered to it. 

I have the same objection that other Sen- 
ators have to making an order. by which the 
majority close the mouths of the minority ; 
but having fixed the day of adjourument for 
next Monday, or, if the majority of the Sen: 
ate insist upon it, to: morrow week, one or the 
other, then I am perfectly content to be one 
to an agreement by unanimous consent to 
speak but five minutes on amendments to the 
tariff bill, no amendments to be offered that 
are not germane to the bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont to the concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives changing the time 
from Monday, the 3d of June, to Wednesday, 
the 5th of June, at noon. 

Mr. POOL. ‘The order now is that we shall 
adjourn at twelve o’clock to-morrow; and 
unless there is some rescinding of that order 
we shall adjourn at that time. I think we had 
better adjourn to-morrow at twelve o’clock if 
that is the ouly.way by which we can get a 
session without limit. Iam opposed to fixing 
any day for adjournment at this time. I hear 
Senators here speak of this bill and that and 
the uther that ought to be acted on; but uo 
mention is made of bills which my constituents 
are especially interested in, and I understand 
that if a day of adjournment is now fixed, bills 
that certain Senators want to pass are to be 
passed, while those bills which those geutle- 
men who represent constituencies sinnlar to 
mine want are to be laid aside entirely and 
not passed. That is certainly to be the result 
if we fix any day of adjournment at this time. 

The passage of the resolution by the Senate 
early in this session fixing the time of adjourn- 
ment on the 29th of May has placed us in the 
situation we noware. The other House, by an 
act of discourtesy, (as has been said by the 
Senator from Illinois, I think, or some Sen- 
ator, perhaps the Senator from Vermont,) has 
made that a positive order. 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The Chair will 
suggest that it was not stated so strongly by 
the-Senator who before made the allusion. 
The Chair thinks the rather emphatic language 
of the Senator from North Carolina would be 
scarcely within the rule. 

Mr. POOL. Very well; I withdraw any 
remark to which the House might take excep- 


tion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Did the Senator allude 
to me as having said it was an act of discourt- 
esy on the part of the House of Represent- 
atives? 

Mr. POOL. No; I remember now it was 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHANDLER] 
sitting behind the Senator from Ilinois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ab! 

Mr. POOL. However, sir, the order is that 
we adjourn at twelve o'clock to-morrow, I 
suppose if we adjouru at twelve o'clock to- 
morrow it may be necessary that we should 
be called together again. I prefer to see that 
issue of the whole matter. By the action of 
the Senate, which I thought unwise, concurred 
in by the other branch of Congrese, whetber 
wise or unwise, that day has been fixed, and 
now let it take effect, and let the country see 
us adjourn to-morrow. 

But, sir, I should be willing to vote for the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan, 
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because by that amendment there is no ‘day 
fixed for final adjournment. Iam obliged to 
say, and I may as well say it now, that if an 
early day for adjournment is fixed, I shall con- 
sider that the bill pending here in regard to 
the bankrupt. law, -in which my constituents 
and most of the southern States are specially 
interested, will be lost; and there will bea loss 
of the bill in regard to commissioners of ‘elec- 
tions, which we consider important in the 


southern States; and every Senator must con: H 


« sider that bill important if he believes what is 
i in the report of the investigating committee, 
- that there have been frands in those States in 
registration and in voting that ought to be 
looked into. I think the frauds have been 
greatly exaggerated ; but there ought to be offi- 
‘cers to prevent their repetition. ‘Then the com- 
mission on southern claims has passed on some 
hundred thousand dollars’ worth of claims. 
They ought to be paid. It is a debt of the 
Government, These bills may all be passed, 
Ithink, without prolonging the session to any 
considerable extent. But when I see a day 
fixed so near that certain bills are to pass and 
that these are to be excluded, I feel it to be 
my duty, and a duty which I shall discharge, 
to throw every obstacle in the way of adjourn- 
ment on that day; every obstacle which a 
minority can use in the ordinary course of 
legislation. I repeat what I said just now, 
that if a day is fixed I for one shall object to 
any rule in regard to debate on the tariff bill, 
confining it to five minutes, or in regard to 
loading that bill with amendments. [ shall 
move several amendments to the bill myself 
unless the Senate, by a requisite majority, shall 
pass a rule which shall prevent it; and those 
which I shall offer I shall discuss. $ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. We ought not 
at this late day of the session to spend our 
morning hours in talking about the order of 
business. Then another thing appears to me 
clear, that we ought not to exhibit the two 
branches before the country as playing at 
cross purposes at this day in the session, 

The Senate sent to the House of Represent- 
atives in the early part of the session a reso- 
lution fixing on the 29th of the present month 
as the day of adjournment. Everybody sees 


now that it is impracticable for us to adjourn |: 
on that day, but the House of Representatives || 


have concurred in it, so that if nothing more 
is done we are to adjourn to-morrow, and we 

. May as well contemplate now that this body 
will adjourn to-morrow unless some action is 
taken, 

Now, Mr, President, I think, without eriti- 
cising the House of Representatives at all—I 
take no occasion to allude to what it has done— 
we have placed ourselves by our action in an 
attitude where it becomes us to take the 
initiative in proposing to the House, if we 
are not ready to adjourn to-morrow, some way 
by which we shall escape from this dilemma. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Allow me to suggest 
that the House has already taken the initiative 
and sent us another resolution, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
to thatin a moment. As it stands now, we 
adjourn to-morrow. The House proposes to 
adjourn on the 8d of June. Can we now at 
this moment say that we can do that consist- 
ently with the public business? Ido notthink 
we can. Ido not believe there is a Senator 
on this floor whose experience enables him to 
have a judgment upon this question thatis at 
all reliable who can declare that now we can 
say that on Monday next we can adjourn. The 
probabilities are that we cannot. Now, what 
isto be done? It is suggested, ** Wait until to- 
morrow; take no action in regard to the House 
proposition for the 8d of June; wait until to- 
morrow, and then Congress is adjourned, and 
that involves a new session.”” I hope not. I 
do not think we should exhibit ourselves in a 
manner at all creditable to the Congress of 
the United States, before the country, if we 
attempted any such thing. It occurs to me that 


I was coming 


| 


| purposes?. 


the proper thing is to take up ‘this resolution 
from the House, non-concur, and ask for a 
committee of conference. In that way we 
may arrive at something, and we ought to ‘do it 
now, and not wait until to-morrow. 

If such a motion as that is in order, I 
would ask whether it is not in harmony with 
the general sense of the Senate to take up 
that resolution with a view of non-concurring 
and appointing’a conference committee, so that 
the two bfanches may get together and agree 
upon something, and act no longer at cross 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Two motions 
would have priority: a motion to amend and 
a motion to concur, as a motion for a confer- 
ence is a motion based upon non-concurrence. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Is the resolu- 
tion before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I was not 
aware of it. I thought the question was on 
taking it up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurrence, but pending that the Senator 
from Vermont has moved to amend, changing 
the day, and the Senator from Michigan has 
moved an amendment rescinding the resolu- 
tion to adjourn to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the suggestion 
of the Senator from Maine is best; that is, that 
we should refer the matter to a committee of 
conference. F : 

The VICH PRESIDENT. That can be 
done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Mame. 
Senate will take that course, 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The first ques- 
tion under the rules is the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont, to strike out ‘‘Monday, 
3d day of June,” and insert ‘t Wednesday, the 
5th day of June.’” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now I want to say one 
word in reply to the Senator from Maine. 
What do we want a committee of conference 
about? I think we all hope and believe we 
can get through by to-morrow week. I have 
no doubt we can get through by to-morrow 
week and do the business that ought to be 
fairly done. Everybody sees the disposition 
here to do business, not to take up time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This morning shows it! 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, we have lost a 
few minutes on this adjournment resolution, 
and it is an important matter. As things 
stand, we adjourn to-morrow. Now you send 
out your committee of conference and havea 
conference. In the mean time, before they 
can report, we may be adjourned to-morrow 
the first thing we know. Why should we not 
upon all sides adopt the suggestion of the 
Senator from Vermont, just rescind the resolu- 
tion adjourning to-morrow and agree to ad- 
journ to-morrow week? Lam sure we can get 
through the session by that time and have no 
more controversy about it. I hope the prop- 
osition will be.adopted to fix the adjournment 
for to-morrow week at twelve o'clock. 

Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. i i 4 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Let that be 
reported, . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
is to strike out “t Monday, the 3d of June,” 
and insert ‘ Wednesday, the 5th of June.” 

Mr. POOL. Do I understand this to be an 
amendment to the House resolution or an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator 
from Michigan? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It isan amend- 
ment to the House resolution. The House 
resolution fixes Monday next for adjournment, 
and the Senator from Vermont moves to amend 
by striking out “Monday, the 3d of June,” 
and men Wednesday, the Sth of June.” 
. Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I ask the ruling 


I hope the 


of the Chair whether, if thé motion I suggested 
were made, that the Senate non-concur or dis- 
agree to the resolution of the House, a com“ 
mittee of conference could then be appointed 
on such a disagreement. |“ SAH e; : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly, by 
unanimous consent. By the parliamentary 
usage, however, which is. sometimes waived 
at the close of. the session on account of ‘the 
pressure of business, the regular process would 
be this: the Honse having passed a resolution 
to which the Senate disagrees, it would be sent 
back with notice of the disagreement, and the 
House which originated it could ask for a con- 
ference. But sometimes at the close ofa ses- 
sion a shorter process is resorted to, asking a 
conference in the first place, as in the case 
yesterday of the postal code bill which was 
a House bill which had been some time in the 
Senate. By unanimous consent, yesterday, 
the Senate passed the bill with amendments, 
and asked for a conference on the disagree- 
ments between the two Houses on the amend- 
ments, as they involved a great deal of detail 
and the session was on the eve of expiring 5 
but the usual process, except when waived by 
unanimous consent, is, as the Chair stated, to 
send notice of the disagreement to the House 
of Representatives with the bill or resolution, 
and let them ask for a conference. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Then, asa mat- 
ter of rule, the motion contemplated by me 
would not be admissible except by general 
consent. ot 

Mr. POMEROY. Oh, yes, it would. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. lt would be perfectly in 
order. : ' 

Mr, MORRILL, of Maing. Then, if this 
be voted down, I shall make that motion. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. The adoption of my 
amendment accomplishes the very purpose 
that the Senator from Maine desires to.accom: 
plish, to wit, a disagreement between the two 
Houses. My substitute simply rescinds the 
resolution by which the two Houses ate to 
adjourn to-morrow at twelve o'clock, Then 
this resolution goes back to the House on the 
disagreement, and the Senator accomplishes 
the very purpose he is striving for, the adop- 
tion of my substitute. ` 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Ido not under- 
stand that that would be so necessarily because 
it goes to the House. If the House makes no 
response to us, there it dies. But by taking 
the course I have suggested we propose a con- 


‘ference committee which the House would not 


decline, I trust. In the other event your res- 
olution goes back, and that is the end of it if 
they observe silence. You have declined their 
proposition; and you are then to adjourn to- 
morrow without having any prospect of inter- 
communication with the House of Represent- 
atives. The object now would be, on this res- 
olution which they have sent us, to take such 
action as to put us in communication with the 
House. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But we are in commun- 
ication by amending their resolution. That 
brings us in direct communication with the 
House, and immediate communication. Thea 
the responsibility rests upon them. If they 
see fit to have us adjourn to-morrow at twelve 
o'clock they will do it; but there is no prob- 
ability of their doing it, I hope my amend- 
meut will be adopted. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The question 
is whether, after all that has taken place, we 
can shift the responsibility on the House’ by 
simply amending their proposition. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. ‘would ask the 
Senator from Maine whether a commitiee of 
conference would not be embarrassed until 
there had been an expression by the Senate of 
what its ‘will was in reference to adjournment ? 
We do not want to adjourn to-morrow; but if 
we appoint a committee of conference before 
there has been any expression by the Senate, 
Į do not see that. they. would know what the 


will of the Senate was on the subject. 
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. Mr. TRUMBULL. Jt seems to me-that-it || the resolution of the House and. concur in 


would not be in order to appoint a committee 
of conference until the Senate had. expressed 
its will in some way. , 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I supposed that 
we had now arrived at a stage of proceedings 
where an intelligent committee of this body, 
having the desire, as I am sure they would, in 
connection with a committee of the House, to 
ascertain by.examination of the business the 
earliest period when it was practicable for. us 
to adjourn, would. not be embarrassed by the 
fact suggested by the honorable Senator from 
New Jersey. Their action would depend, not 
upon a vote of the Senate, but upon an exam- 
ination of the actual business necessary to be 
accomplished before we can adjourn. 

Mr. WRIGHT.. I wish to make one sug- 
gestion. It occurs to me that we are all agreed 
in one thing, and that is, that we are not ready 
to adjourn to-morrow; but the action of the 
two Houses fixes to-morrow for the adjourn- 
ment, and if there be no concurrent action 
otherwise, we adjourn to-morrow. ‘The House 
of Representatives has sent to us a propo- 
sition to adjourn on the 8d of June. Now, 
1 suggest whether our best course isnot to con- 
cur in that, and we have thus by the joint 
action of the two Houses postponed the time 
of adjourmment to that day anyhow. If we 
take no action upon the subject, or rather if 
we postpone the time of adjournment until 
Wednesday of next week, then there is no con- 
currence of action, and the matter may fail be- 
tween the two Houses, and we adjourn to- 
morrow, - . 

I suggest whether it is not the better course 
that we agree with the House resolution to 
adjourn on Monday, the 3d of June, and we 
have thereby extended the time? If in the 
meantime the two Houses reach the conclu- 
sion that we cannot finish the business, then 
we can extend the time. But unless we take 
such action now, it seems to me we are in 
great danger of adjourning to-morrow. Sup- 
pose we amend their resolution to adjourn on 
the 8d by substituting the 5th of June, and 
they do not concur in it between now and to- 
morrow, we siand adjourned. If we agree to 
their resolution, then we postpone the time 
until the 8d day of June. 

I wish to say another thing, Mr. President, 
and I say it in the humblest spirit, and with no 
disposition on earth to find fault or to say any- 
thing that I should not. It seems to me to be 
the impression here on the part of many per- 
sons that there is no investigation of any subject 
unless we have discussed and time is taken up 
in debate in the Senate. In my hamble judg- 
ment there is but little profit by discussions 
without end. I believe we can understand 
this tariff question and any other question that 
may be before us by five-minutes speeches as 
well as by talking for hours; and if we would 
reach the conclusion that we shall have these 
five- minutes speeches upon this question, and 
investigate instead of hearing and talking so 
much, in my judgment we could reach an 
adjournment next Monday. If we wait until 
next Wednesday it will be just as true as it 
will be next Monday that numberless bills must 
go over without receiving attention that ought 
to have received attention, but so it will be if 
we stay here until next July or next October; 
bills will remain upon the Calendar that ought 
to be disposed of. I think there are a few 
bills which are of essential importance and 
must be passed, and I trust we shall not, by 
our action here, leave ourselves in such a 
situation that we shall adjourn to-morrow, aud 
thereby by possibility render an extra session 
necessary. Lihink it would be unfortunate 
for the country aud unfortunate for us, 

I may be allowed to say another thing, Mr. 
President, that I think there area vast num- 
ber of bills that it were better for the country 
we adjourned without passing than to. stay 
here and pass them. I suggest, therefore, 
most humbly that the best way is to take up 


that, and then we know that we shall remain 
here until next Monday. If we adopt the 
amendment we have no assurance that we'shall 
not adjourn to-morrow. I ‘am therefore in 
favor of the proposition to concur in. the reso- 
lution of the House adjourning next Monday, 
and take. our chances. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, to strike ont ‘‘Monday, June 8,” and 
insert ‘t Wednesday, June 5.” 

The amendment, was not agreed to; there 
being on a division—ayes 22, noes 35. 

Mr. WILSON. I now hope we shall adopt 
the resolution that came from the House, and 
then work as hard as we can; and when the 
time comes if we want a further extension let 
us ask for it, and I believe we can get it. I 
believe really we ought not to adjourn for three 
or four weeks, but at the same time it is pos- 
sible we may be able to do it next week. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment ofthe Senator from Mich- 
igan rescinding the resolution in regard to the 
adjournment to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now I hope thatamend- 
ment. tọ rescind the former resolution will pass, 
and I ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary 
will again report the substitute for the inform- 
ation of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. All that we can do is to 
rescind our concurrenge if we choose to do so; 
but that is a proposition to rescind the resolu- 
tion itself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itig an amend- 
ment to a concurrent resolution of the other 


House. 

Mr. POMEROY. It did not say “the 
House concurring.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment is to strike out all after the word 
‘concurring’? and insert what has been 


read. 
Mr. POMEROY. I did not hear that. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 30, nays 35; as follows: 


Trunibull, Vickers, West, Windom, and Wright—35. 

ABSEN T— Messrs. Brownlow, Davis of Kentucky, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hitchcock, Howe, Rice, Rob- 
ertson, and Spencer—9. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the House concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
lution on the table. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Michigan rises to move to lay the reso- 
lution on the table. That motion will be 
entered. The morning hour has expired, and 
the tariff bill is now before the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [hope we shall dispose 
ofthis subject ; otherwise we shall be adjourned 
to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think before disposing 
of this we had better dispose of the resolution 
reported from the Committee on Finance. The 
tariff bill is now pending, and 1 will move that 
the tariff bill be laid on the table with the 
view to take up the resolution reported from 
the Committee on Finance. If that is passed, 
it may disembarrass some Senators who are in 
doubt how to vote on the other resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I give notice to the 
Senator from Ohio that that resolution cannot 


Į move to lay that reso- 
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pass without discussion. If he wants to take 
up time in that way. he can do so. - : 

Mr. SHERMAN... Very-well; let-us have 
the discussion. I believe my motion is in. 
order and is not debatable.. i / 

The VICE PRESIDENT... The. Senator 
from Ohio moves to lay the tariff bill on the 
table for the purpose of following it up witha 
motion to take up theresolution reported from, 
the Committee on Finance limiting debate: on 
the tariff bill to five minutes, and prohibiting 
amendments not germane to the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Task fora division on 
that motion, the purpose being avowed -——. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes thirty-five, 
noes not counted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the resolution 
of the Senate to print additional copies of the 
reconnoissance of Arizona and Nevada. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the report of the committee 
of conference on the bill (H. R. No. 1343) 
supplemental to an act entitled “An act for 
the apportionment of Representatives to Con- 
gress among the several States according to 
the ninth census. l ; 

The message farther announced that the 
House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: ; 
~ A pill (H. R. No. 171) to provide for the 
sale of a part of the light-house reservation 
at Fort Gratiot, Port Huron, in the State of 
Michigan ; ` 

A bill (H. R. No, 1957) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to refund duties 
paid on the chime of bells and clock imported 
for St. Joseph’s cathedral, Buffalo, New 


York; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2982) in relation to re- 
funding duties paid on tea and coffee in bond ; 

A bil (H. R. No. 2988) for the better or- 
ganization of the district courts of the United 
States within the State of Louisiana ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2985) to establish certain 
post roads. 

DEBATE ON TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now I move to take up 
the resolution reported by the Committee on 
Finance. ` 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I appeal to 
my colleague, the ehairman of the Committee 
on Finance, to ask unanimous consent for the 
same purpose. I understand there will be no 
objection to that, and if so there is ‘no object 
in pressing this resolution, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I 
desire. If the substance of the rule can be 
considered as the unanimous consent of the 
Senate, as was done two years ago, I have no 
desire to press the Senator from Ilinois and 
some other Senators who seem to object to 
having this put on the Journal as a rule. 
Although I think the objection very fanciful, 
still I will yield to it if that be the understanding 
of the Senate. Let the resolution be read, and 
if it can be the understanding of the Senate 
without entering it on the records I will with- 
draw my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
to take up this resolution reported from the 
Committee on Finance, pending which the 
Senator asks that it be adopted by unanimous 
consent without entering it on the Journal, 
to be complied with by Senators as a mat- : 
ter of honor between themselves, not to ‘be 
enforced by the Chair. ; 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved. That debate on House bill No: 2322 and 
amendments thereto be limited to five minutes by 
any Senator, and that no amendment to said, bill 


shall be-in order unless germane to the subjecte 
matter of said bill, : Di 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Now I hope there will 
be unanimous consent to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwavt to know what it 
means first. That part of it which seems to 
be operative says, ‘‘on the bill and amend- 
ments five-minutes debate by any one Sena- 
tor.’? “Does that mean five minutes once to be 
oceupied on the whole bill and all the amend- 
meuts, or five minutes on each amendment? 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. On each amendment. 

: Mr. EDMUNDS. [If ‘that is understood, I 
have no objection. 

‘Mr. SUMNER. I was about to call atten- 
tion to the discrepancy between the resolution 
as read and as I find it in the Globe. In the 
Globe itis: 

That dehate on amendments to House bill No. 
2322 be limited to five minutes by any Senator, and 
that no amendment to said bill shall be in order 
unless germane to the subject-matter of said bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will state to the Sen- 
ator that I offered it in this shape in order to 
conform to the precedent of two years ago, 
because if the tariff bill be taken up by para- 
graphs and every paragraph is debated by 
itself, as a matter of course that ought to be 
sufficient. 

Mr. SUMNER. But one may wish to de- 
bate the whole bill as well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 do not think anybody 
will. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [ask whether itis advis- 
able for us to adopt any rule of that kind? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am quite willing to 
waive that right myself, and I have as good a 
right as any one to debate the whole bill, as I 
bave charge of the bill. I will waive that right, 
and I hope every Senator will do the same. 
This is proposed as an arrangement among 
ourselves, and I hope it will be agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER., I do not think that sucha 
rule as broad as that ought to be assented to. 
I should have no hesitation in assenting to the 
rule as originally introduced by the Senator, 
that debate on amendments shall be limited to 
five minutes. I should not withhold my assent 
to that; but beyond that it seems to me it will 
be a departure from the usage of the Senate 
and contrary to correct principles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This very resolution in 
the very words in which it is now written was 
adopted two years ago by the unanimous vote 
of the Senate, that debate on the bill and 
amendments should be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then there was an error, 
I think, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be objection to. the unanimous consentasked 
by the Senator from Qhio. 

Mr. SUMNER. I shall make. no objec- 
tion to the rule as introduced by the Senator 
yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Ohio 
to proceed to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion, reported yesterday from the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from 
Massachusetts, for the public good, will with- 
draw his solitary objection. 

Mr. SUMNER. Itisnot my solitary objec- 
tion. . There are other Senators who have that 
objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; then I insist 
on my motion, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Would it 
be in order to move to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the adjournment resolution? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It would not, 
because the pending motion is unamendable. 
It is an independent motion, and must be 
put as stated. The question is on proceeding 
to the consideration of the resolution of the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be reported. The Senator from Ohio pro- 
poses to modify it, as he has a right now to do, 
and it will be reported as modified. 


The Chief: Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That debate on House bill No. 2322 and 
amendments thereto be limited to five minutes by 
any Senator, and no amendments to said bill shail 
be in order unless germane to the subject-matter of 
said bill. Z: E Te 


Mr. THURMAN. Ido not wish to occupy 
a moment of time more than to inquire, in the 
first place, whether it is competent. -to limit 
debate in that way by such an order without a 
change of the rules of the Senate? ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is by the reso- 
lution lying over one day, as this resolution 
has done under the rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. As modified, has it laid 
over one day? 

Mr. SHERMAN. [have aright to modify it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. After it comes 
up, when it isbeforethe Senate, and no vote has 
been had uponit, and ithas not been amended, 
or the yeas and nays called upon it, the Sen- 
ator offering it has aright to modify it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Once more I have only 
to say that I am very much opposed to seeing 
such a limitation passed by a bare majority in 
the Senate, affording a precedent to do it ou 
any and every bill, while on the other hand 
such arule by unanimous consent is entirely 
unobjectionable, for the rights of the minority 
are then fully protected. { appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to withdraw his ob- 
jection and let us make this by ananimous 
consent, instead of establishing these prece- 
dents, which are growing in frequency, of lim- 
iting debate by order of a majority of the 
Senate. . 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave already said that I 
would make no objection to the rule as moved 
by the Senator from Ohio yesterday; but it 
seems to me that as modified to-day it is a 
departure from correct principle. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then the only effect of 
the Senator’s objection is that the majority 
of the Senate will force that rule upon us, and 
we have another precedent set. of the kind 
that the Senator and I deprecate so much, 
whereas if it is by unanimous consent, there 
is no such precedent set and the rights of the 
minority are protected. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. POOL. I eall for the yeas and nays on 
that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to postpone 
the further consideration of this resolution 
until the first Monday of December next. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois moves to indefinitely postpone 
this resolution. That is the effectof a motion 
to postpone to the first Monday of December. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I re- 
gard this resolution as but one of a series of 
measures of an aggressive character which 
have been pressed during the last year or two, 
and which are calculated to change and are 
daily changing the character of our Govern- 
ment. One of the causes which have led to 
the present agitalion in the country and the 
disruption of parties is to be found in the at- 
tempts which trom time to time have had their 
origin in the Senate to establish despotic rule 
and party intolerance, and to arrogate to the 
Senate and the Government powers never 
contemplated to be exercised by the framers 
of the Constitution. 

From the origin of the Government debate 
has been free in this body; but within the last 
few years attempts have from time to time been 
made to put those who did not agree with the 
dictation of some caucus, under the control 
of the majority of the dominant party, but of 
really a minority of the Senate. A few mem- 
bers of the Senate:making use of party organ- 
ization seek to control first a majority of the 
members belonging to that organization and 
then of the Senate; and, sir, an attempt is 
made to control the country in the same way. 
Representatives of the people and Representa- 
tives of the States, instead of voting their own 


convictions, are to be coerced by party disci- 
pline and party machinery to vote as they 
shall be dictated to. If the political move- 
ments now transpiring in the country shall 
have the effect of emancipating not only the 
Representatives of the people, but the people 
themselves from a despotism which is as ex- 
acting as ever was that of the slave-master 
over his slave, so that Senators and Repre- 
sentatives shall vote their convictions, instead 
of voting as party requirements dictate, a great 
good will have been gained. 

I need not say to Senators, you all know it; 
in private conversations many of you will ad- 
mit it, that you have from time to time voted 
here not as you would have voted if left free 
to act asindividual Senators. Now, sir, there 
is a movement to establish an absolute rule in 
the Senate of the United States for the first 
time to limit debate upon a great measure, a 
measure affecting the material interests of this 
country more perhaps than any other, to five 
minutes. A measure affecting not only the 
collection of duties and the tariff, but also 
our internal revenues and the whole financial 
system of the Government, is to be rushed 
through this body without consideration. A 
bill that has come to us from the other House, 
where, as appears by the newspapers, that por- 
tiou of it relating to internal revenue was 
passed without discussion, without considera- 
tion, is to be put through this body also under 
a five-minutes rule. To what are we coming? 

The rule that is now offered shows the 
gradual encroachments of power. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Ohio said that a similar rule was 
adopted two years ago. I should be glad to 
see the similar rule that was adopted two 
years ago. I have no recollection of any such 
rule adopted at any time, and I now call upon , 
the Senator from Ohio to produce it, and [I 
give way for that purpose. I shall be aston- 
ished if such a rule was adopted in thjs body 
two years ago. s 

Mr. SHERMAN.. I do not like this way 
of the Senator from Illinois ; it is never done 
by any other Senator—calling upon a Senator 
to appear now and he wiil give way to have 
bim answer an interrogation. That is not the 
way we are in the babit of addressing each 
other. I will say there is such a rule, and it 
was adopted under these circumstances in 
regard to the last tariff bill that passed this 
body. A rule was adopted reported from the 
Committee on Finance, and then afterward, 
at the suggestion I think of the Senator from 
Illinois himself, who said he would prefer as 
a matter of precedent that it should not be 
entered on the Journal, but that it should 
be adopted by unanimous consent, it was read 
and adopted by unanimous consent, but not 
to be entered. on the Journal. That is pre- 
cisely the course we have adopted in regard to 
this rule; and if the Senator from Massachn- 
setts would give way now and waive the right 
to make a speech on this.tariff biil, ora speech 
on some matter that does not pertain to it, 
there is no trouble in having this adopted by 
unanimous consent; but as the Senator from 
Massachusetts refuses to give way, and the 
Senator from Illinois thinks we ought not to 
pat this on the Journal, as they stand on punc: 
tilios, as a matter of course there is no way 
but for the majority of the Senate to do what- 
ever they think is right under the circum- 
stances. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The statement of the 
Senator from Ohio discloses that a very differ- 
ent thing was done two years ago from that 
which is sought to be accomplished now. It 
has been no unusual thing in the Senate, by 
the unanimous consent of its members, to 
allow a vote to be taken at a fixed time, and 
Sevators have voluntarily said that they would 
abstain from debating questions with a view 
of obtaining an early decision. That was d, ne 
two years ago. That might be done now. But 
the Senator now seeks to go further; and this 
shows how majorities go forward step by step 
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curtailing the rights of minorities and arrogat- 
ing to themselves additional powers. On gen- 
eral appropriation bills we have adopted a rale 
that debate shall be limited so far as it relates 
to amendments to such bills to five minutes, 
and that no amendment shall be offered. that 
is not germane to the bill that is under con 

sideration ; but the Senator from Ohio is not 
satisfied with a similar rule in reference to the 
tariff bill, The Senator from. Massachusetts 
is quite willing to agree to that, and the Sen- 
ator from Ohio can have unanimous consent 
in a moment to have the same general under- 
standing in regard to the tariff bill that exists 
in reference to the appropriation bills; but no, 
he must go one step further, and he demands, 
not only that debate shall be limited to five 
minutes upon all amendments, and thatamend- 
ments shall be germane to the bill, but he re- 
quires that upon the bill itself, a great meas- 
ure affecting the public interests more than 
any other that has been before Congress for 
many sessions, debate shall be limited to five 
minutes. This is a step in advance, is requir- 
ing something more than has been required 
even in reference to an appropriation bill ; and, 
as I said, it shows the tendency when the en- 
croachments of power are submitted to, to go 
on adding one to another. It is just in this 
way that every people have lost their rights. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to call atten- 
tion to some of the action of the last two or 
three years to show how silently step by step 
these encroachments are made by Federal 
authority. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the Sen- 
ator from Illinois allow me to ask hima single 
question ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. He as well as 
myself is avxious to get through with the work 
of the session. He appears to be now talking 
in order to consume time, in order that we 
may be called together by executive authority 
to-morrow. I now desire to ask him this 
question: how much political capital can he 
expect to make here from the fact that the 
Senute desire to pass a resolution limiting de- 
bate, to which all the Senate have agreed 
except one single Senator? Is it anything so 
extraordinary that the Senate should be called 
upon to vote as a resolution what all have 
agreed to with the exception of one single 
Senator ? : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is more in it 
than the Senator from Vermont seems to sup- 


pose. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Vermont what evidence he has 
that all have agreed to it except one single 
Senator? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Because no 
other Senator objected but the Senator from 


-Massachusetts. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


enough. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It was one 
too much, [Laughter.] 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator is aware that 
every morning objection is made by one Sen- 
ator, and that, under the rules, is sufficient. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I desire to 
say to the Senator from Vermont that this 
side of the Chamber has not agreed to any 
such thing. He says all but one or two Sen- 
ators have agreed. There are a dozen Senators 
on this side who, while willing to limit debate 
on amendments, are not ready to restrict the 
discussion of the tariff bill itself to five minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. No Senator 
on that side objected. 

Mr. SUMNER. .One is enough under the 


The objection of one was 


rules. À 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Avd the 
Senators who usually speak for the minority 
on that side did assent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator. from 
Vermont supposes that Iam speaking against 
time, or for the purpose of prolonging this ses- 


sion, or for the purpose of making political cap- 
ital, heis much mistaken. I neverspeak against 
time; I never speak for the purpose of pro- 
longing the session, and [ think | am as little 
obnoxious as any member to the accusation 
of speaking for the purpose of making polit- 
ical capital. But if anything I could say could 
arouse a feeling among the people of this land 
to the danger that is coming upon them inthe 
constant encroachments upon their rights by 


the Federal Government, I should conceive 


that I was performing a valuable service. I 
do not regard it as a smali matter that debate 
is to be.stifled in the Senate of the United 
States. ` ; 

I remember, Mr. President, and it is not 
many years since, when even petitions could 
not be heard in the House of Representatives, 
when publications in favor of freedom could 
not pass through the mails, when it was as 
much asa man’s life was worth to say in half 
the States of the Union that human slavery. 
was wroug. Sir, those who were for uphold- 
ing that great wrong, human slavery, were 
afraid of discussion, and those in favor of the 
exercise of despotic power will always fear 
open discussion. The encroachments of power 
are usually silent and hidden ; and if the Sen- 
ate adopts a gag rule by which measures can 
be passed without examination, and the people 
be kept in ignorance of whatis done, Congress 
may go on thus stealthily arrogating power 
till there shall be established a Government 
wholly independent of the will of the people. 

Now let me point you to some of the gradual 
encroachments in legislation. Until within a 
few years, whatever may have been the consti- 
tutional power of Congress, it was never 
thought expedient to interfere with elections in 
the States. But, sir, a year ago, in 1871, we 
passed an act to amend a previous act entitled 
“í An act to enforce the right of citizens of the 
United States to vote in the several States of 
this Union, and for other purposes.” The 
avowed purpose of that act was to control the 
elections of members of Congress. Under 
the Constitution of the United States I agree 
that Congress has authority to regulate the 
election of members of Congress. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Willthe Senatorallow 
me? J understand him to say that it was the 
avowed purpose of that act to control the elec- 
tion of members of Congress. [desire to know 
who avowed that purpose? 

Mr. TRUMBULL, It is avowed on the face 
of the act. The act provides for controlling 
elections when Representatives to the House 
of Representatives are chosen. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then by controlling 
the Senator means simply to protect them from 
violence and force? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Oh, Mr. President, 
Louis Napoleon assumed despotic power in 
France in order topreserveorder! Arbitrary 
usurpation is always made in the name of 
order or liberty! It is not avgwed to be for 
the purpose of oppression and wrong. But 
did it make the despotism of Louis Napoleon 


Hany the less because he assumed despotic 


power in the name of law and order? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I dislike to interrupt 
the Senator, and would not do it except simply 
on a question of fact. lunderstand now what 
he means by the word “control. I under- 
stood before that he meant it was avowed that 
the object in passing that act was to elect cer- 
tain candidates. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, I did not mean 


‘that it was avowed to be the purpose to elect 


certain candidates. I merely meant that the 
avowed purpose of the law, as is apparent on 
its face, was to regulare and control the elec- 
tions; and the Senator will not deny that, I 
think. 

I said, Mr. President, that I did not ques- 
tion the constitutional power of Congress to 
pass a law on this subject, but I doubt very 
much the expediency of any interference. by 


But however that may be, Congress ‘now. for 
the first time, after the Government has been 
in existence almost a century, puts forth this 
power to supervise and regulate elections in 
the States, and enacts that: the’ election of 
members of the House of Representatives,and 
of electors for President and Vice President 
shall take place on the same day, and be-held 
under the supervision. of. Federal officers. 
That is to say, it fixes the same day for the 
election of both every fourth year in all the 
States of the Union save one, and that was 
changed atthe present. session of Congress for 
the benefit of Louisiana. And this is done 
although by the Constitution of the United 
States Congress has no power. whatever over 
the choosing of electors of President and Vice 
President, for by that, instrument electors are 
chosen in the: manner which each State shall 
think proper to adopt; even by its Legislature 
itshall choose. We all know the fact that at 
the present time in all the States electors are 
chosen by a vote of the people. : 

By fixing the election of Congressmen on 
the same day as the election of electors, Con- 
gress brings to bear incidentally (as was said 
by the Senator from Indiana in a speech which 
he made in this body some daysago) the whole 
machiuery which has been provided to regulate 
and control the choosing of Representatives 
to the House. What is this machinery? I 
propose to bring the law to the notice of Sen- 
ators, that they may see how gradually, step 
by step, they are proceeding to control elec- 
tions by the people. 1 propose to call atten- 
tion to some sections of the act passed a year 
ago and of the supplemental bill which has 
been passed by the Senate at the present ses- 
sion of Congress. . 

The original act on this subject was to secure 
to colored people the right to vote guarantied 
to them by an amendment to the Constitution, 
But after that act had passed, then followed 
this—I will read the second and eighth sec- 
tions of the act passed February 28,- 1871 : 


“Sao. 2. And beit further enacted, That whenever 
in any city or town having upward of twenty thon- 
sand inhabitants, there shall be two citizens thereof 
who, prior to any registration of voters for an elec- 
tion for Representative or Delegate in the Congress 
of the United States, or prior to any election at 
which a Representative or Delegate in Congress is 
to be voted for, shall make known, in writing, to the 
judge of the circuit court of the United States for 
the circuit wherein such city or town sbalil be, their 
desire to have said registration, or said election 
or both, guarded and scrutinized, it shall be the 
duty of the said judge of the circuit court, within 
not less than ten days prior to said registration, if 
one there be, or, if no registration be required, 
within not Jess than ten days prior to said election, to 
open the said circuit court at the most convenient 
point in said circuit. And the said court, when so 
opened by said judge, shall proceed to appoint and 
commission, from day to day and from time to time, 
and under the hand of said circuit judge, and under 
the seal of said court, for each election district or 
voting precinct in each and every such city or town 
as shall, in the manner herein prescribed, have ap- 
plied therefor, and to revoke, change, or renew said 
appointment from time to time. two citizens, resi- 
dents of said city or town, who shall be of different 
political parties, and able to read and write the 
English language, and who shall be known and 
designated as supervisors of election. And the 
suid circuit court, when opened by tho said cir- 
cuit judge as required herein, shall therefrom and 
thereafter, and up to and including the day follow- 
ing the day of election, be always open for the 
transaction of business under this act, and the 
powers and jurisdiction hereby granted and con- 
ferred shall be exercised as well in vacation as in 
term time; and a judge sitting at chambers shall 
have the same powers and jurisdiction, including 
the power of keeping order and of punishing any 
contempt of his authority, as when sitting in court.” ‘ 

+ kod kad + + + * * * * 

“Suc. 8 And be it further enacted, That whenever 
an election ut which Representatives or Delegates 
in Congress are to be chosen shall be beld in any 
city or town of twenty thousand inhabitants or up- 
ward, the marshal of the United States for the dis- 
trict in which said city or town is situated shall 
have power, and it shall be his duty, on the appli- 
cation, in writing, of at least two citizens residing 
in any such city or town, to appoint special deputy 
marshals, whose duty itshall be, when required as 
provided in this act, to aid and assist the supervis- 
ors of election in the verification of any list of per- 
sons made under tbe provisions of this act, who 
may have registered, or voted, or. either, io attend 
in each -election district or voting precinct at the 


the Federal Government with the elections. I] times and places fixed for theregistration of voters, 
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and at all times and places when and where said 
registration may. by law be scrutinized, and the 
names of registered voters be marked for challenge; 
and also to attend, at all times for holding such 
elections, the polls of the election in such district 
or precinct, And the marshal and his general depu-~ 
ties, and such special deputies, shall have power, 
and it shall be the duty of such special deputies, to 
Keep the peace, and support and protect the super- 
yisors of elections in the discharge of their duties 

preserve order at such places of registration an 

at such polls, prevent fraudulent registration and 
fraudulent voting thereat, or fraudulent conduet on 
the part of.any officer. of election, and immediately, 
either at said place of registration, or polling-place, 
or elsewhere, and either before or after registering 
or voting, to arrest and take into custody, with or 
without process, any person who shail commit, or 
attempt or offer to. commit, any of the acts or 
offenses prohibited by this act, or the act hereby 
amended, or who shall commit any offense against 
the laws of the United States: Provided, That no 
person shall be arrested without process for any 
offense not committed in the presence of the mar- 
shal or his'general or special deputies, or either of 
them, or of the supervisors of election, or either 
of them, and, for the purposes of arrest or the pres- 
ervation of the peace, the supervisors of election, 
and each of them, shall, in the absence of the mar- 
shal’s deputies, or if required to assist said depu- 
tiess have the same duties and powers as deputy 
marshals: And provided further, That no person 
shall, on the day or days of any such election, be 
arrested without process for any offense committed 
on the day or days of registration.” 


Mr. President, these two sections of a very 
long statute of nineteen sections disclose some- 
thing of the character of the legislation which 
has been adopted for the purpose of control- 
ling elections. Senators will observe that all 
this machinery applies to au election at which 
members of Congress are to be chosen. Now, 
it is a fact known to all that in most of the 
States members of Congress are elected at the 
same time as State and local officers. ‘hen 
all this machinery which is made applicable 
to elections at which Representatives to Con- 
gress are to be chosen applies to the elections 
of members of the State Legislatures, and of 
State and local officers, And by this.arrange- 
ment the whole machinery of the elections is 
brought under the supervision of the Congress 
of the United States, and to what extent? 
By this law, passed on the 28th of February, 
1871, the judge of the circuit court is author- 
ized, on the application of two citizens, to 
appoint in any city or town having upward of 
twenty thousand inhabitants, ten days prior to 
any registration of voters for an election at 
which a Representative or Delegate in the 
Congress of the United States isto be chosen, 
two persons to supervise the registration and 
election at each place of voting in said city, 

The law requires these supervisors to be of 
different parties. But how are they to be 
selected, and what means has the judge of 
knowing the character of the men that he 
appoints? There are but nine judicial cir- 
cuits in the United States, and some of these 
circuits embrace half a dozen States. How is 
the judge of the circuit court to know the 
characterof the men he appoints? The judge 
of one of the cireuit courts, Judge Woods, 
resides in Alabama. The State of Florida 
and the State of Texas, and several other 
States, as well as Alabama, are embraced in 
his circuit. What can the judge residing in 
Alabama know of the inhabitants residing in 
the State of Florida or in the State of Texas 
where heis to make these appointments? Man- 
ifestly nothing. He makes the appointments 
on the application of citizens from those 
States, and he will appoint whomsoever the 
citizens applying recommend. 

In addition to the power given to these 
supervisors, what else do we find in this statute? 
We find that the marshal of the United States 
for each district has authority to appoint spe- 
cial deputies at will, as many as he pleases, 
and these special deputies are vested with 
authority to arrest voters with or without pro- 
cess.. And whom did we see appointed in the 
city of New York at the last election as these 
special deputies? Why; Mr. President, the 
newspapers after the election contained lists 

of these special deputies, many of whom were 


shown to be convicts escapéd from the peni- - 
i 


tentiary; and they were the persons who were 
to preserve the purity of the ballot-box; and 
who: were vested with authority to arrest voters 
on sight and without process! : 

But this law passed in 1871, a little more 
than a yéar ago, was confined in its oper- 
ations to the cities of the United States hav- 
ing more than twenty thousand inhabitants. 
That was as faras it was then thought: prudent 
togo. It might then-have been a little dan-- 
gerous to have-gone into every one of the 
precincts of the State of Hlinois, and of every 
other State in the Union, and have taken con- 
trol of the registration of votes and of the 
ballot-boxes on the day of election, and to 
have conferred upon officers power to arrest 
voters on sight. But in 1872 it is not thought 
dangerous to do it. i 

I ought not, in passing, to omit to- state the 
fact that these supervisors appointed by the 
judge of the circuit court, and these marshals 
and deputy marshals appointed without num- 
ber, are authorized by other provisions of the 
act to serve for ten days, and are to receive 
out of the Treasury of the United States five 
dollars a day for their services, and they. are 
to supervise not only the choosing of members 
of Congress, but the election at which members 
of Congress are chosen, and virtually they may 
take control of the election of members of 
State Legislatures and of State officers through- 
out the Union. i : 

I say in 1872 it was thought safe by the Sen- 
ate to go a little further than in 1871; and 
now we have a bill passed at the present ses- 
sion of this body by which these supervisors 
are to be appointed at every voting precinct 
throughout the United States. From Cal- 
ifornia to New York, and from Maine to 
Texas, United States officers are authorized 
to be appointed by a bill that has passed the 
Senate, and which if it becomes a law will 
place the whole machinery of the elections 
throughout the United States under the con- 
trol of the Federal Government. 

This is going a great way; this is a long 
stride toward controlling the people in their 
elections; but'this is not all. I wish it was. 
One other thing was necessary to give to the 
Federal Government complete control over 
the elections, and this. Senate at its present 
session has added that one thing; and what 
was that? It was to take away from the citi- 
zen the right to appeal to the courts, to the 
judicial tribunals of the land, for a vindication 
of his rights in case these escaped convicts, 
called deputy marshals, arbitrarily and without 
cause arrested and put him in prison. ` If men 
were unjustly arrested, unjustly put in prison, 
they might sue the marshal, they might sue 
the supervisor. It would not do to leave the 
citizen with that right. What, then, was neces- 
sary? Why, sir, to pass a law authorizing the 
President of the United States at will to sus- 
pend the writ of habeas corpus, and then the 
citizen could not go to court. By bills that 
have passed this Senate at its last and its 
present session every voter in this land is 
liable to be arrested at will by United States 
officials, and when arrested he is to have no 
redress by appeal to the judicial tribunals. 

I know it is said that the writ of habeas 
corpus is not to be suspended except in the 
case of a conspiracy or combination to resist 
some law. Why, Mr. President, who is to 
judge? The person having the right to sus- 
pend the writ is to judge of the necessity. 
Sir, what is despotism in its very essence, if 
it be not the power of one over another, to 
deal with him as necessity or occasion requires, 
with the discretion to judge when the discre- 
tion or occasion arises? | do not say that the 
President of the United States would exercise 
this power. That is not the question. These 
measures that have passed this body put it in 
the power of the President of the United 
States to supervise every election in the land 


and to arrest, without process and without || order to make a political debate. 


the Senator from Vermont tell me that Sen- 
ators aré to sit still and see these acts, one 
after another, passed and quietly submit to 
the adoption of a rule which shall gag and 
prevent their telling the people. of the laws 
that are being enacted? 

I had hoped never to see the right of debate 
curtailed in this body. ~I-think there is uo 
necessity for it. No one who listened tothe dis- 
cussions of yesterday upon the tariff bill—and 
we have had it before us buta single day—will 
pretend that any one Has undertaken to delay 
the action of the Senate by unnecessary de- 
bate. There is.no effort on the part of the 
minority to thwart the will of ‘the’ majority in 
obtaining: speedy action upon the tariff bill. 
Why, then, is this rule sought. to be adopted ? 
Every member is ready to pledge his consent 
that he will not speak over five minutes upon 
any amendment that shall be offered. ‘That 
is not satisfactory ; but an attempt is made to 
establish an iron rule that no one shall speak 
even upon the important measure, the general 
subject of the tariff, more than five minutes. 
I do not know that any one would have de- 
sired to speak more than five minutes, even 
upon the measure itself. Certainly I did not, 
and I so announced to the Senate. Itis not, 
therefore, because I have something to say 
upon the tariff that I am resisting this rule. 
Lam resisting it, Mr. President, in the inter- 
ests of free speech in this body. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, - Will the 
Senator pardon me again for an inquiry? 

Mr. TRUMBULL.  Certaiuly. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask the 
Senator how many exhibitions of the kind he 
is now making in the Senate he thinks it will 
take to force the Senate to adopt the rule of 
the House for the previous question? Here 
we are compelled, according to the vote ofthe 
House- and the Senate, to adjourn to-morrow, 
and the Senator from Illinois is talking evi- 
dently to consume time, for he does nottalk at 
all on the question before the Senate, but brings 
up questions ‘that have already been passed 
upon’ by the Senate, and reads long extracts 
evidently for the purpose of consuming time. 
Now, I ask him how many exhibitions of this 
kind it will take to force the Senate to adopt 
the previous question? —_—~ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, ladmire 
the courtesy of the Senator from Vermont. 
He has repeated the same thing twice, that I 
was talking against time, and was informed by 
me that I never talk for the purpose of con- 
suming time. He has repeated it. I have 
undertaken to show that this measure is but 
one of a series of measures tending to central- 
ization by suppressing thë freedom of debate. 
Jam sorry that I am unable to make the Sen- 
ator from Vermont perceive the connection 
between an encroachment upon the rights of 
a Senator here and an encroachment upon the 
rights of the people away from here. It is 
not my fault if I am unable to make the Sen- 
ator perceive the connection between a denial 
of freedom of speech to Senators, and a denial 
of the freedom of election to the people. 

Now, Mr. President, I say there is no occa- 
sion for this. I say the Senator from Obio 
could have had what he wanted, that there 
was unanimous consent to limit debate to five 
minutes upon all amendments to the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I must correct the Sen- 
ator in that particular. I now state a fact that 
I know, so that this whole thing may become 
patent, when I say that it was the purpose of 
the Senator from Massachusetts and of other 
Senators to engage in a long political debate 
on the tariff bill, and he desired to reserve 
that right. The Senator from Ilinois says he 
did not intend to engage in political debate, 
and there was no Senator objecting to: the 
proposition I made, not one in this body, ex- 
cept the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
insisted on delaying the publie business in 
Now, I say 


redress, every citizen inthe land. Now, will i| for myself, and I ask leave of the Senator from 
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Tilincis to say it, that I will stay hereuntil the 


end of time or the end of my time at any rate, ` 


rather than be forced by one Senator to do that 
which the whole Senateare against. There is 
a desire to adjourn. We are all anxious to ad- 
journ. I voted against any prolongation of 
the session. I want to adjourn.. 1 want to 
attend to the public business and nothing but 
the public business. We have had wrangle 
enough, debate enough of political character 
this session time after time, and time: after 
time, and time after time. We have yet to 
repeal taxes, to relieve our people from the 
great burdens that rest upon them. I want to 


confine the attention of the Senate to that; 


but when I propose that this debate shall be 
confined to that I find one Senator says ‘‘ No, 
there shall be further delay in this important 
measure until I am ready to make a political 
speech upon some dead issue past and gone.’’ 

The Senator from Illinois says we are en- 

deavoring to deprive the Senate of the right 
of free speech, and he appeals to some other 
tribunal. Why, sir, I am willing to take the 
judgment of the people of the United States. 
They would say that any Senator who at this 
hour of thesession, when measures of the high- 
est importance are pending, will prolong this 
debate by rehashing, or revamping, or going 
over, or improving speeches that have been 
made during the past session on political 
topics that are dead and gone, takes a great 
responsibility, and that the Senate does itself 
but right and justice when it seeks by a rule, 
or by unanimous consent, or in any other way, 
to confine the business and the debate of the 
Senate to the subject-matter. 
- I know the sensitiveness of the Senator from 
Illinois, and of other Senators. My colleague 
expressed the same idea against adopting this 
asa rule. I do not wish to press it as a rule, 
and I did not wish to press it as a rule. I 
sought to get it as the unanimous consent of 
the Senate, so that we might close this basi- 
ness; and I now repeat that if the question can 
be put by the Chair to the Senators now present, 
and if the Senate acting for itself, and for the 
absentees, as they always do, will consent that 
debate on this bill be limited to five minutes, 
and that all extraneous matter be kept off this 
bill, everything except what is germane to it, 
there will beno difficulty in having this matter 
closed, and let us go on and finish the tariff 
pill and adjourn on Monday. 

I warn the Senator from Illinois that if he 
makes political speeches here, as he has under- 
taken to do to day, other Senators are anxious 
fox the contest, and it will be just as it was at 
the beginning of this session when I gave him 
the game warning. Then he endeavored to 
drag political discussions in ; he commenced 
them; and for three weeks we had a political 
debate ; and now if he goes on one hour longer 
and if other Senators engage in this political 
debate, then there is the end of the question 
of adjournment. It is all idle, we might 
as well meet the issue first as last, and fight 
over the presidental campaign here in the 
Senate Chamber. The Senator does not want 
that, he disclaims it. Why then not go on 
with the public business? Why, then, go over 
these political debates? Let us have unani- 
mous consent now to go on with the tariff bill 
under a five-minutes rule and with an agree- 
ment among ourselves that we shall offer no 
amendments not pertinent to the bill, and by 
to-morrow night we shall have passed through 
jts important stages this important act for the 
relief of the people of the United States. 

Sir, I will not follow the example of the 
Senator from Illinois. I will not engage in 
this political discussion, I beg pardon for 
alluding to it; but I wished simply to correct 
the observation the Senator made that I could 
have had unanimous consent to confine this 
debate. I cannot, and that was the very 
reason why I sought in this way to cut off by 
the order of a majority of the Senate the 
debate and confine it to a resonable limit. ` 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Idid not suppose the 
Senator was going to interpose a speech in 
the midst of my remarks when he interrupted 
ie However, I will take no exception to 
that. ; 


Mr: SHERMAN. It was merely a correc: - 


tion of a statement. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I cannot controvert 
what the Senator says as to his private inform- 
ation derived from the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts; but that Senator made no. such 
public statement. : 

The Senator will observe that all Senators, 
so far as any expression was given, were will- 
ing to limit the debate to five minutes upon 
any amendment that should be offered to the 
tariff bill and also to exclude from it irrele- 
vant matter, and I think I went further than 
that and said to the Senator from Ohio—if I 
did not say it then, I say it now—that for 
myself I would content myself with five min- 
utes in discussing either an amendment to the 
bill or the general bill; but other Senators 
objected to its going so far; at least the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts did, and I understand 
others upon the other side of the Chamber 
also were unwilling to agree that—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not one. I will do the 
credit to the gentlemen of the minority on this 
side to say that they unanimously agreed to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Sen- 
etor from West Virginia to rise and say that 
he was unwilling to adopt a rule to limit 
debate on the general bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, I 
will make another suggestion, because Í do not 
want to see the time of the Senate consumed 
in this way. I want to proceed with the pub- 
lie business. I suggest that, without entering 
it upon the record, this rule be adopted by 
consent, reserving to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts the right to make a political speech 
if he desires. Ido not want to take advan- 
tage of his absence to deny him a right that he 
will probably claim. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I am willing that the tariff bill shall be 
taken up and proceeded with, and I will pledge 
myself to the Senator from Ohio not to occupy 
more than five minutes either on amendments 
or on the general bill. Of course I cannot 
speak for others. I say that because I am as 
anxious as the Senator from Ohio is to close 
this session. I want some tariff bill to pass. 
I am quite in harmony with the Senator upon 
this measure; not that I am agreed that the 
bill shall be passed just as he proposes to have 
it; but 1 want a bili to pass, and I shall prob- 
ably vote for the best one I am able to get. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I made a proposition in 
regard to the Senator from Massachusetts, but 
it is manifestly right and proper and just 
between man and man that if the Senator from 
Massachusetts has a right to attack a person 
as he would undoubtedly do on the subject of 
the arms debate, of which everybody is tired, 
some one should be able to reply. No doubt 
members of that committee would feel that 
they were unfairly dealt with if they were ex- 
cluded. I trust,therefore, we may have the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to proceed with 
the public business, and rather than have any 
farther delay I will accept the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts and modify 
my resolution so as to confine it to the amend- 
ments, leaving the debate unlimited upon the 
bill itself. ‘That will allow the Senator from 
Massachusetts to make his political speech, 
if he desires to, and others to reply to him. 
But I tell you that I believe any one will take 
a grave responsibility who will delay the pas- 
sage of this bill by discussing political matters. 
I will not myself. i l 

Mr. TRUMBULL. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I have said all the time that I was 
willing to go on with the tariff bill and limit 
my observations to five minutes, and the Sen- 
ator will not be troubled by me, I assure him, 
and I do not think there is really any difficulty 
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about this if the: Senator does not undertake 
to put the Senate in a- strait-jacket as: it 
were. There is no disposition manifested: 
here, there was none yesterday, to take up any 
unnecessary time on the tariff bill. Let.the 
Senator go on under this arrangement with the 
understanding that nobody shall: occupy: more- 
than five minutes on any amendment, and it 
will be time enough to do more when the 
necessity shall arise. a 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. And: pro- 
vide also that no amendment not germane to 
the bill shall be offered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And that no irrelevant 
amendment shall be offered; and it will be 
time enough, let me say to the Senator from 
Ohio, when the necessity arises, if it does, to 
add a rigid rule. I hope it may not arise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will modify my resolu- 
tion, then, so as to stand as it was originally, 
simply to have an understanding, not to be 
entered upon the Journal, that the debate on 
amendments to this bill shall be confined to 
five minutes, and that no amendment shall be 
in order unless it is germane to the bill. That 
includes everything that relates to taxes and 
the tariff. Let the understanding be read 
from the desk to avoid all-difficulty. 

Mr. POOL. Do I understand that there is 
an arrangement proposed here? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) An arrangement has 
been proposed. It has not yet been accepted. 
The proposition will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That debate on amendments to House 
bill No. 2322 be limited to five minutes by any Sen- 
ator, and that no amendment to said bill shall be in 


prac unless germane to the subject-matter.of the 
ill. ; ; 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands this is proposed, notas a formal 
order, but as a general understanding. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir, 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Is the Senator from 
Illinois through ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not unless we can come 
to an agreement. I have more to say if an 
agreement is not arrived at. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I rarely have anything 
to say; but I bave listened to a political speech 
and I want to answer it, 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. 
other time. 

Mr. SUMNER. T understand the Senator 
from Ohio has alluded to me in my absence; 
and said that I wished to make a political 
speech on the tariff bill.. The Senator is mis- 
taken. I have no such idea.’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am very glad to hear 
the disclaimer, but I was so informed. ` 

Mr. SUMNER. Now let us have an under- 
standing. I said yesterday to the Senate that 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. Scuurz] and my- 
self had been attacked in a report made to this 
body in a manner absolutely unprecedented, 
which I do not now characterize, in a docu- 
ment which instead of being impersonal to- 
ward members of this body is highly personal, 
and I thought that both of us had a right to 
be heard on the matters arising out of that re- 
port and the discussion which precededit. I 
did not think that was claiming too much, and 
I suggested yesterday that there should be an . 
understanding that one evening of this week 
should be set apart to that discussion, with the 
further understanding that no other business 
should be taken up. 

Then when the Senator proposed this morn- 
ing to cut off discussion on the tariff bill as 
well as on amendments, my attention having 
been directed to this subject the day before, I 
must say, I reveal myself frankly to him, that 
I was oppressed by the perilous character of 
the proposition he made. I thought he ought 
not to make it, I did not think that the Senate 
ought to tie its hands in advance on so ‘great a 
measure as the tariff, confining debate on the 
whole great issue toa speech’ of five minutes. 


Take some 


~~ 
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I-did think that it came within the suggestions 


of expedience and convenience and justecon- 


omy of time that debate on amendments should 
be:limited to five minutes, but that the debate 
om the bill itself should be limited to five min- 
utés | thought -was worse than anything we 
read-of in the other end of. the Capitol. That 
was a new form. of previous question; I do not 
think that ought to be encouraged ; -but Ihave 


no purpose myselfot making a political speech: 


on-the tariff... Certainly l should , not unless 
Senators drove. me to. such an alternative by 
denying me the opportunity which I think I 
and my friend from Missouri have a right to 


ask. ; : 
Mr. SHERMAN. Now, as. I understand, 


the difficulty of an agreement is waived, as Í 
have modified the resolution so as to. leave 
the bill open to general debate. I am glad 
also. of the statement made by the Senator 


from Massachusetts, because it was stated to. 


me on the floor of the Senate that his desire 
in keeping the debate open upon the tariff bill 
was to engage in debate on jhe arms question. 

Mr. SUMNER. Let us be frank. The 
Senator knows that I asked yesterday for an 
opportunity to discuss that. 

Mr. SHERMAN.. I take the Senator's 
statement. . x 

Mr. SUMNER. And I did feel that the 
proposition of the Senator might be the be- 
ginning of Some movement that should have 
a tendency to cutoff my friend from Missouri 
and tnyself from the opportunity to proceed ; 
and I felt, therefore, that it was important, 
according to the old injunction of antiquity, 
to oppose beginnings, to put the foot down. 

r SHERMAN. I desire to say that my 
only purpose was not to corner the Senator or 
anybody else; and l tell the Senator himself, 
with all respect for his long service here, that 
any Senator who shall undertake to inaugn- 
rate a political debate at the end- of this tariff 
bill will assume a grave and serious responsi- 
bility. And for one, i give bhim fair notice that 
if a political debate is to be inaugurated in 
the tariff bill, I will surrender the passage of 
- it, and will not seek to restrain my political 
associates from entering the field. and I rather 
think on the whole Ishall enter it myself with 
the rest. 

Mr. SUMNER. I assure the Senator that 
his lecture, if lecture it be, should not be 
addressed to me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
ply a notice. 

Mr. SUMNER. It should not be addressed 
to me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the order will be 
read. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to say to the Sen- 
ate that yesterday morning, when the Senator 
from Massachusetts made an intimation that 
he would move to discharge the Committee on 
Printing feom the consideration of a motion 
then before them as to printing an extra num- 
ber of the report of the committee ou the sale 
of’arms, I called on you, sir, [Mr. ANTHONY 
in the chair,] and asked you at what time 
you would be able to make a report. Your 
reply was that your committee had under 
consideration suudry matters, and were dis- 
posing of them as fast as possible; and I 
think you said to me then—and if I am in- 
correct you can correct me by a suggestion, 
sir—that you would certainly be ready to re- 
port by to-morrow morning upon that matter. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now, if there cau be an 
understanding, as we are on this matter and 
not to return to it again, that some day this 
week, to-morrow night or Thursday evening, 
or even Friday evening, we can take up that 
question for debate, and nothing else 

Mr. SHERMAN, Let us dispose of this 
first.. I siunply ask that the understanding may 
be read, so that we shall have no difference 
among us, not to be entered on the Journal. | 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not.like to object 
to this, but there are some amendments to this 


It is not a lecture, sim- 


bill that I think will:require more than five 
minutes explanation. :: y a 
- Mr. TRUMBULL. You will get unanimous 
consent for that at the time if there is. : 
Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to exempt 
some amendments from a general understand- 
ing of that kind. If it is understood that three 
or four.are excepted from the understanding I 
have no objection. . : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. AN- 
THONY.) 


to five 11inutes, and‘that no amendment not 
germane to the subject of the bill shall be 
entertained. 


Mr. THURMAN. Thatis a proposition for 


unanimous consent. E 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For unan- 
imous consent. i 

Mr. THURMAN. Five minutes on each 
amendment and no amendment not germane 
to the bill? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such is the 


proposition. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would like to make 
an exception of three or four items, as, for 
example, the copper and tobaccoamendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All amendments in re- 
gard to tobacco can be offered. .They are 
germane to the bill. f f 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are on the bill, 
but will need necessarily more than five min- 
uies’ debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. Allow me to suggest to 
the Senator from Michigan tirat Edo not think 
he need hesitate to agree to this. It does not 
mean auything iu fact except as to the exclu- 
sion of amendments not germane, because 
when it is understood that Senators may speak 
at large upon the bill itself, the five- minutes 
restriction amoants practically to nothing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not wish to object. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘The Senator has only 
to speak. on the bill as other Senators indicate, 
and then he will not be limited. 

Mr. SHERMAN... But he cannot do that 
pending an amendment. 
Mr. CONKLING. 

that understood. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis understood. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 have no amendment 
to offer, except to change the amendments 
that are here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state it again that” there may be no mis- 
take, and also the interpretation put on it by 
the Senator from Ohio, which is manifestly 
the proper one, that debate on pending amend- 
ments shall be confined to five minutes, and 
no amendments not germane to the biil shall 
be entertained. 

Mr. SUMNER. Had not therule better be 
taken as it is in the Globe, as follows: 

That debate on amendments to House bill No. 
2822 be limited to five minutes by any Senator, and 
that no amendment to said bill shall be in order 
unless germane to the subject-matter of said bill? 

I think there ean be no objection to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That is the way it is. 

Mr. POOL. I should like to know what 
becomes of the amendment of the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Sawyer] now. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is pending. It was 
submitted by consent and is pending; that is, 
the labor commission amendment. I think 
that is germane. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatamend- 
ment is already pending and would not be ex- 
cluded by this rule, but there could be only 
five minutes’ debate on it. 

Mr. POOL. ‘The result of this is, there 
having been no action taken definitely as to 
the time of adjournment, that the measures 
to which | referred awhile ago when I was on 
the floor are not to be passed at all. It was 
my purpose to have moved two or three of 
them on this bill. If Senators desire to con- 
fine debate to five minutes on the tariff bill, E 
should not object; but why have the second 


You had better have 


The proposition is that debate upon: 
amendments to the tariff bill shall be confined. 


branch of the understanding? Why not let 
that be left open?. Let us go on with the 


tariff bill under the five-minutes rule if gentle- 


men insist on it, without having the second 
branch attached. The. second branch can 
have no other effect than to cut off the possi- 
bility of the passage of certain measures that 
I believe can be passed in no other way unless. 
we.can have some other arrangement about 
the adjournment question in advance of this 


action. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator object to the arrangement? 

Mr. POOL, I do for the present. [No P? 
“Nol” : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now I think I can 
relieve the Senator from North Carolina. He 
ig anxious about the court bill for North Caro- 
lina. If he supposes I am going to take up 
time to defeat the court bill, he is mistaken. 
I do not think. it should pass; but he may 
have a vote on it at any time in five minutes 
after it comes up, as faras I am concerned. I 
never take up time for the purpose of defeat- 
ing action. I think the Senator has that in 
his mind. He may call it up any time. Ido 
not want it to pass, but I promise him that five 
minutes will be the limit I shall take. 

Mr. POOL. I had that in my mind, but 
I had two or three other bills in my mind 
besides. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw his objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from. North Carolina object to the 
proposition ? 

Mr. POOL. Well, sir, in deference to the 
unanimous opinion of the Senators around me, 
I withdraw my objection to the proposition on 
the tariff bill; but if there is an effort to re- 
new this rule upon another measure, I shall 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such, then, 
is the general arrangement, as has been stated, 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That being the agreement, 
I move to resume the consideration of the 
tariff bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think we had better dis- 
pose of the adjournment resolution first. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it can be done with- 
out further debate I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous 
consent is asked to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the adjournment question. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. POOL. Does that require unanimous 
consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. — It does, or 
to Jay the tariff bill on the table. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. The bill 
is on the table now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present 
occupant of the Chair was not in the Chair 
when the order was made. ‘The adjournment 
question is before the Senate, the tax and tariff 
bill having been laid upon the table. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the House concurrent resolution extending the 
present session of Congress to Monday, June 
3, at noon. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I thought there was 
a motion made to lay the adjournment resolu- 
tion on the table, by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CHANDLER. | There was. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
was made and is the pending question, to lay 
ne resolution relative to adjournment on the 
table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir; and I ask for . 
the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 11, nays 43 ; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Carpenter, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hamilton of 
Texas. Harlan, Lewis, Osborn, and Poo!—il. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 


-Buckingham, Casserly, Cole, Conkling, Cooper, Cors, 


1872. 


bett, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Fenton, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
iiton of Maryland, Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, John- 
ston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of 
Vermont, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ransom, Rob- 
ertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, Ste- 
venson, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Trumbull, 
Vickers. West, and Wright—43. 


ABSENT—Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Caldwell,’ 


Cameron, Davis of Kentucky, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Howe, Kellogg, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Ramsey, 
Rice, Sawver, Scott, Spencer, Stewart, Tipton, Wil- 
son, and Windom—20, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the resolution. 
` Mr. POOL. What is the resolution ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the con- 
current resolution of the House fixing next 
Monday as the day for tbe final adjournment. 

Mr. POOL. I want to hear it read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. As the vote 
on the question of fixing Wednesday of next 
week instead of Monday was not by yeas and 
nays, and as I am quite satisfied we shall have 
to act upon the question again unless we do 
postpone the adjournment until Wednesday, 
and I prefer to have it fixed now, in order to 
test the sense of the Senate I renew the mo- 
tion to fix it at twelve o’clock on Wednesday, 
the 5th of June. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Say Tuesday, and I 
think the Senate will agree to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from Vermont that that. 
is the exact motion, in the exact parliamentary 
status, which was voted down, He could 
relieve it of the objection by changing it to 
another hour of the same day. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. [will put it 
then at two o’clock on Wednesday, and I ask 
for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Sen- 
ator to name ‘Tuesday, because we know on 
Wednesday a great many might not want to 
be here, and perhaps we shall be able to get 
through by Tuesday. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
think it possible, 

Mr. SHERMAN. We .might fix it for 
Tuesday at six o'clock in the afternoon. That 
will give usthe whole of Tuesday at any rate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. [ will yield 
to. the suggestion, and will modify my amend- 
ment so as to say Tuesday, the 4th of June, at 
eight o’ clock in the evening. 

Several Senators. Oh, no; say six o'clock, 

Mr. MORRILL. of Vermont. Very well; 
I will say six o'clock. 

Mr. TIPFON. Bight o'clock is too late. 
If we do not adjourn until then it will be im- 
possible for these gentlemen to get to Phila- 
delphia that night. [Laughter.] [t wiil de- 
pend on what time the train starts for Phila- 
delphia.  [Langhter. ] 

Several SENATORS. 
nine o'clock. 

Mr. TIPTON. Then I have no. objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont has a right, however, to modify his 
amendment, and he now moves to amend the 
resolution by inserting ‘* Tuesday, the 4th of 
June, at six o'clock p.m.” > 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I voted for the 
amendment when it was proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont before, but i think 1 made 
a mistake, and I shall not vote for it now. The 
reason is this: if we vote to adjourn on Wed- 
nesday of next week, the House may or may 
not concur, and if it should not, we shall be 
compelled to adjourn to morrow at twelve 
o’clock. I do not want to be placed in pre- 
cisely that position, Therefore L prefer to 
vote to adopt the resolution of the House to 
adjourn next Monday, and leave it for the 
future to determine whether the adjournment 
shall be at that time or a day or two there- 
after. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 


I do not 


That does not go until 
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mont, to make the time Tuesday, the 4th of 
June, at six o'clock p. m. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes eighteen. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
the amendment. - - 3 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
is withdrawn, and the question recurs on con- 
curring in the resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States, by Mr. HORACE PORTER, his Secre- 
tary, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the followirg acts: 

An act(S, No. 746) granting a pension to 
the widow of the late Admiral. Farragut ; 

An act (S. No. 854) for the relief of certain 
officers of the Navy. 

An act (S. No. 899)-for the relief of the 
children of O. H. Berryman and others ; 

An act (S. No. 927) for the relief of the 
children of Ocway H. Berryman, deceased ; 

Anact (S. No. 984) to provide for the com- 
pletion of three volumes of Wilkes’s United 
States Exploring Expedition ; and | 

An act (S. No.:1027) to restore Lazarus L. 
Reamey to the Navy of the United States as a 
midshipman. 

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE, 


Mr. CARPENTER. If there be no objec- 
tion, | ask for action now upon the conference 
report I made yesterday relative to Senate bill 
No. 478. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the bill (S. No. 478) to 
further the administration of justice. 

The report’ was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the report 
of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. No. 2044) authorizing the appointment 
of shipping commissioners by the several cir- 
cuit courts of the United States to superintend 
the shipping and discharge of seamen engaged 
in merchant ships belonging to the United 
States, and for the further protection of seamen. 

‘The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the report of the committee 
of conference ou the dissgreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1890) for 
the relief of the sureties of the late Jesse J. 
Simpkins, deceased. 

The message further’ announced that the 
House had concurred in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (3. No. 473) to 
further the administration of justice. 

The message also announced thatthe House 
insisted on its amendments to the bill (H. R. 
No. 1) to revise, consolidate, and amend the 
statutes relating to the Post Office Depart- 
ment, agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disegreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. and had appointed Mr. Joun F. 
Farnsworra of Lliinois, Mr. James N.Tynerof 
Indiana, and Mr. SAMUELJ. RANDALL, of Penn- 
sylvania, as managers at the same on its part. 

The message turther announced that the 
House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
No. 1914) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to negoiiate with the chiefs and head- 
men of the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of 
Indians for the relinqnishmentof a portion of 
their reservation in Wyoming Territory. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R- No. 2938). granting 
the right of way to the Utah, Idaho, and Mon- 
tana Railroad Company ;-in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


I withdraw 


Committee on the Judiciary. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


. The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, 
communicating a report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs relative to the:disposition of 
the school property of the Ottawa Indians, in 
Kansas; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. STEVENSON, it was 


Ordered, That A. L. Shotwell, of Louisville, Ken- 
tueky, have leave to withdraw his petition and 
papers from the files of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R; No. 171) to provide for the 
sale of a part of the light-house reservation at 
Fort Gratiot, Port Huron, in the Staie of 
Michigana—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R.: No. 1957) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to refund duties paid 
on the chime of bells and clock imported for 
St. Joseph’s cathedral, Buffalo, New, York—to 
the Commiitee on Finance, 

The bill (H. R. No. 2912) for the relief -of 
Peter J. Burchell—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2932) in relation to re- 
funding duties paid on tea and coffee in bond— 
to. the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2933) for the better 
organization of the district courts of the United 
States within the State of Louisiana—to the 


The bill (H. R. No. 2935) to establish, cer- 
tain post roads—to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEUS, 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the 
Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2791) for the relief of Wil- 
liam J. Clark, administrator of Gad E. Upson, 
deceased, reported it without amendment, 

Mr. BOREMAN. The bill (H. R. No. 
1786) for the relief of Henry L. Galpin, post- 
master at Berlin, Connecticut, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. [finda similar bill 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, and reported by them favor- 
ably. I move that the Committee on Ciaims 
be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a biil (S. 
No. 1169) to amend an act to enforce, the 
right of the citizens of the United States, &e., 
approved February 28, 1871; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the joint 
select Committee on Alleged Outrages in 
the Southern States. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CASSERLY submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed hy him to the 
bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JESSE J. SIMPKINS. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN submitted the 

following report : l 


Report of the committee of canference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on House bill No. 1390, 
entitled “An act for the relief of the sureties of the 
late Jesse J. Sempkins, deceused.” i 
The committee having met. after full and free con- 

ference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 

mend to their respective Houses as follows: ` 
That the House recedes and agrees to the Senate’s 
substitute with an amendment:thereto, as follows: 
Provided, however, That the Aitorpey, General is 
hereby authorized to cause stay of proceedings 
against said sureties upon the filing of a responsible 
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pond with sufficient sureties to the appraised value 
of any property which may be held under seizure or 
attachment in any suit or proceeding in the court 
where the same is pending, then to answer in the 
aniount of such bond until the Attorney General 
ghall ascertain whether Virginia will make payment 
for said deposits, and. in. the settlement of the in- 
debtment of the sureties of said Simpkins, no inter- 
est shall be charged upon the amount so deposited 
in the treasury of the said State of Virginia. 
F. T. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
LOT M. MORRILL, 
JOHN W. JOHNSTON, 
- +. Managers on the part of the Senate. 
BENJAMIN F. BUTLER, 
‘JOHN A. BINGHAM, 


Managers ón the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the 

Panao seein the consideration of the tariff 
1 

The motion was agreed to; and.the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 

-consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to 

reduce duties on imports, and to reduce inter- 
nal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the pending amendment, which is 
on the subject of books, offered by the Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Morton. ]. ` 

The Cuist CLERK. The amendment is on 
page 11, at the end of line eighty-four of sec- 
tion four, to strike out ‘twelve and a half 
cents per pound’’ and insert “thirty-five per 
cent, ad-valorem.” 

Mr. MORTON. I withdraw the amend- 


‘ment, ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the committee’s amend- 
-ment to strike out the paragraph in regard to 
books. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is an amendment 
‘on page 6 that Iam directed by the Committee 
on, Finance to offer. 

, The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate, by 
unanimous consent, last evening agreed, after 
disposing of this question of books, to return 
to the paragraph in regard to paper on page 
6, and in some way cognate to this question. 
. Mr SHERMAN. lam directed by the 
Committee on Finance to move to insert on 
page 6, line thirty-seven, of section two, the 
words ‘‘excepting books,’’ so as to leave the 
present rate of duty, in order to compromise 
if possible the conflicting opinions here, and to 
leave books stand as they are; so that the 
clause will read: ; 

On all paper and manufactures of paper, except- 
ing books not herein specifically provided for. 

Mr. HAMLIN. “And other printed mat- 
ter’? should come in in the exception. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I am willing 
to extend the exception to all. The commit- 
tee only wanted it to extend to books, but I 
think it ought to extend to all, leaving the 
duty on printed matter as it is. We cannot 
agree upon it, and therefore we had better 
leave it as it is. 

Mr. SUMNER. As itis in the bill or the 


law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Leave it as it is in the 
old Jaw. There is such a diversity of opinion 
that we cannot agree upon it. Then there will 
be no reduction on books. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will that leave the duty on 
books twenty-five per cent. ad valorem? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir. 


Mr. LOGAN, Then it leaves the duty on’ 


books as it is now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOGAN. This clause will be open to 
further amendment, I presume, if this amend- 
ment is adopted? 

Mr. SHERMAN, | I suppose it will be. 

Mr. LOGAN. I merely desire to know 
whether it will be open to further amendment, 
so that I can offer an amendment in reference 
to paper, bringing it down so as to correspond 
reasonably with books, If I can do that, I 


have no objection; but if not, I desire to offer 
the amendment now.. ee i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
regard itas open to amendment, it having been 
reserved yesterday afternoon. . 

Mr. LOGAN. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Except as to 
this particular amendment. : Ifthe word ‘ in- 


cluding” is stricken’ out and “excepting”? 


inserted, that would not be open to amend- 
ment, but the remainder of the paragraph will 
be open to further amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; that is all I de- 


siré. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio 
to strike out the word ‘‘including’’ before 
the word ‘‘books”’ and insert the word ‘ ex- 
cepting,” so that the clause will read: 

On all paper and manufactures of paper, except- 


ing books and other printed matter, not herein 
specifically provided for. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LOGAN. Now, I wish to offer an 
amendment to which I call the attention of 
the chairman of the committee. 
sire to arrive at a correct conclusion on this 
subject; but, as the chairman of the commit- 
tee has said, there is a difference of opinion 
in reference to it. Ido not desire to discuss 
it further; but in response to the chairman, 
who said there was- so much difference of 
opinion about this paper question last night, 
I will state that I took pains last night and 
this morning to see some newspaper men, 
whose opinions, I think, are worthy of atten- 
tion; and {I am more satisfied than ever that 
I was correct yesterday. There is a simple 
test. Fer instance, right here in this city we 
have the Chronicle newspaper and the Star. 
We are all conversant with them; we all 
know them, The Chronicle is published on 
unsized paper, and the Star is published on 
sized paper. There is a difference we can all 
understand, and you can test it in this way: 
if you strike a pen across the paper of the 
Chronicle, you see it goes clear through; if 
you strike it across the Star, it does not go 
through, but only makes a stain on one side. 
That is the true test of all paper, and I have 
got every class to show that I am correct. I 
have also a letter from the publisher of the 
Star, stating this fact. He says: 


My Drar Sir: If the fact will be of any service to 
you, I will state that the Evening Star is printed 


upon sized paper. 
CROSBY S. NOYES, 
Editor and Publisher of the Star. 
Hon. Joun A. Logan. 


Now my proposition is, as books stand at 
twenty-five, per cent. ad valorem, that all 
paper to be used for the purpose of printing 
shall pay a duty of twenty-two and a half per 
cent. ad valorem, which reduces it two and 
a half per cent. below books. If that is not 
satisfactory to the Senate, then make the dis- 
tion if you think there is a distinction. Iam 
told by the best paper men that there is no 
difference at all discernable in the price of 
paper. I am told so by men who have an 
interest both ways. What I want to do is to 
get a fair rate. If that is not satisfactory 
to the Senate, let us reduce both classes of 
paper at least a little below printed books, 
inasmuch as we are going in for reduction. 
If this is not satisfactory, put them on an 
equality, reduce sized paper to twenty-two 
and a half per cent, which would be fair, and 
let the unsized paper stand at eighteen per 
cent., as it is by this reduction. That cer- 
tainly would be distinction enough, and more 
a great deal than there is in the cost. 

I offer this amendment for the purpose of 
getting the thing as I understand it by the 
examination I have made, and | have made 
that examination with no view to aceommo- 
date any particular person or individual, but 
to satisfy myself, and I ama little tenacious 
when I have an opinion about a matter and 


It will bein pda after this ?. 


We all de- 


| 


have examined it, and am satisfied that I am 
correct, to have it either adopted or disagreed 
to. In the first place, I propose the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of line 
thirty-eight on page 6: 

Provided, That the duty ‘on printing paper, 
whether sized or unsized, shall be equal. to twenty- 


two and a half percent. ad valorem. |. . : 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Fi 
nancealso conversed about this matter, because 
it was the subject of debate yesterday, and we 
came to the conclusion that this would be no 
relief to the persons who have to buy printing 
paper, and it would be a very great danger 
and detriment to the public service, and ruin- 
ous to a very large class of excellent and en- 
terprising people engaged in making writing 
paper and other advanced grades. What the 
Senator says is true; there is but very little 
difference between the price of sized and un- 
sized paper, and the purchasers of this paper 
can now get it in the market at about the 
same price. There is very little of it imported. 
They do not use imported paper. There isno 
necessity to import it. 

But it is necessary to preserve the word 
‘sized’? in the tariff list in. order to separate 
the writing from the other paper. lt was 
shown very clearly that if you allowed sized 
paper to bebroughtin atthe low rate of eighteen 
or twenty per cent., the result would be that 
all writing paper would be brought in in that 
form and cut up, and thus destroy the revenue 
from writing paper, and break down a large 
number of establishments that are engeged in 
all parts of the country in. making writing 
paper. The publishers will gain nothing, be- 
cause they can now buy the paper for their 
use of American manufacture at about the 
price of unsized paper, while the breaking 
down of that industry will be a great damage 
to private persons, and will do great injury to 
the revenue by destroying the revenue on 
writing-paper. f 

Mr. LOGAN. I will say to the chairman 
of the committee that my desire is not to 
affect the manufacturers of paper in this coun- 
try, and I have an amendment—I do not 
know whether it will be satisfactory to him or 
not—with which I propose to follow this 
amendment, and that is that persons import- 
ing printing paper and converting it into 
writing paper shall be fined $3,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN, | How can the custom- 
house officers tell whether it is to be converted 
into writing paper or not? How can the cus- 
tom-house officers follow that paper after it 
leaves the custom-house? 

Mr. LOGAN. How can they follow any- 
thing ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They never attempt to 
doit. If the Senator, with all his experience, 
can show any case where the Government 
undertakes to follow an article imported, I 
will then say that there is some strength in his 
proposition; but it cannot be done. in the 
nature of things.. This paper comes in, and 
the very moment it pays the duty the Govern- 
ment loses all power to control it, and it ought 
not to have any power over it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I see the point. I know it 
is very hard to contend with the Committee 
on Finance, especially when that committee 
have certain fixed opinions which they are 
determined not to deviate from. I do not 
presume there is a man here but agrees that 
to allow books to be imported at twenty-five 
per cent. ad valorem, while you import paper 
at thirty-five per cent. ad valorem, is perfectly 
absurd ; but that is the proposition under this 
bill, and for fear somebody will cut down 
a ream or two of printing paper and make 
writing paper of it, we are to pay thirty-five 
per cent. ad valorem on printing paper and 
twenty-five per cent. on books printed on that 
paper. The thing is perfectly absurd. For 
us to say that we cannot prevent writing paper 
being imported in place of paper to publish 
newspapers on, is admitting that we have na 
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checks: and no power to resist and discover 
frauds on the revenue. SNE u. eii 

I think in order to do justice to both classes 
we might afford at least to put printing paper 
down to what books are, or æ little below that, 
and then if frauds aré committed we can 
change the law, I do not believe that frauds 
will be committed: . The idea that we shall 
legislate on the presumption that:people are 
going to steal and defraud-all the time, is only 
carrying out the theory that everybody in office 
isa thief. F do not believe any such thing. 
J have heard these accusations made, and I 
have belped to investigate them, and I do not 
believe them. I believe ‘the majority of the 
people of this country are honest, and I believe 
the majority of the officers of this Government 
are honest. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state to the Senator from Ilinois that he has 


spoken four minutes the first time and three | 


minutes the second time on this amendment. 
Jt is. for himself to enforce the rule or not. 
‘The Chair does not enforce these unanimous 
consents. PY 

Mr. LOGAN. I.can only enforce the rule 
by sitting down, and [am perfectly willing to 
do that. (Laughter. ] , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sired to say that he could not enforce it, but 
the Senator himself can or cannot as he 
chooses. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Chair can enforce the 
rule at any time on me by merely suggesting 
it, and I will sit down. I ask that the vote be 
taken on the pending amendment, and then I 
will offer another. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ili- 
nois, to add at the end of line thirty-eight the 
following: ; 

Provided, That the duty on printing paper, 
whether sized or unsized, shall be equal to twenty- 
two and one half per cent. ad valorem, 

.- Tbe question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 15, noes 9 ; no quorum voting. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us have the yeas 
and nays. ; 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 81, nays 16; as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Bayard, Caldwell, Casserly, Chand- 
ler, Clayton, Davis of West, Virginia, Edmunds, 
Fenton, Perry of Michigan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
of Maryland; Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, 
Pratt, Ransom, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Sum- 
ner, Thurthndn, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and 
West-—31, 

NAYS—Messrs, Boreman, Buckingham, Conk- 
Jing, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Connecticut, Flana- 
gan, Frelinghuysen, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of 
Vermont, Osborn, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Sher- 
man, and Wright—16, 

BSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Blair, 
Brownlow. Cameron, Carpenter, Cole, Cooper, Davis 
ot Kentucky, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitcheock, 
Howe, Kelly, Norwood, Patterson, Pool, Ramsey, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Wil- 
son, and Windom—27. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

- The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that this paragraph will be transposed to 
the end of the section, as it is the only one on 
this subject. f 

Mr. LOGAN. I propose now, in order to 


show my good faith-about this matter—I do. 


not know whether the committee will regard 
jt as amounting to anything—to offer an addi- 
tional amendment for the purpose of protect- 
ing printing paper. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
withdraws the motion to strike out the para- 
graph? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir; and I now offer the 
following additional amendment: 


And provided further, That any person or persons 
importing printing paper and converting it into 
writing paper, shall be fined $3,000 for each offense, 
and the paperand machinery found on such premises 
where the conversion was made shall be forfeited 
to the Government. 


Mr. SAWYER. Ido not sec that there is 
anything in that amendment to prevent the 
man who buys from the importer doing that 
very thing ad Ubitum. i l 


| 


| 


Mr. THURMAN. I should like. to add to 
that: that any man: who imports wool and 
makes it into cloth shall be sent to the peni- 
tentiary without.trial or conviction. [Laugh- 


ter.] : 

Mr. LOGAN. . If the Senate do not desire 
the amendment, I do not. The clause as it 
now stands is satisfactory to me. : It was said 
that this species of fraud could not be provided 
against, and the: same - character. of-law that 
prevents a man from changing a distillery into 
a rectifying establishment I think will protect 
the Government in this case as well as in that. 
I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think this amendment 
is the logical. result of the other. I think the 
result will be that the Government will be de- 
frauded of all the duty on printing paper. I 
think this amendment shows the absurdity of 
the other, because it shows how utterly impos- 
sible it is to prevent frauds under it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I withdraw the amendment. 
I offered it merely to please the chairman of 
the committee, because I did not believe that 
there was going to be any fraud perpetrated by 
it. He suggested that an amendment. could 
not be drawn to prevent it, and I thought I 
could draw such an amendment, and I merely 
drew this to satisfy him. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to understand 
this question before this amendment passes 
away. According to the amendment as it 
stands now anybody and everybody importing 
paper will have a right to use it for whatever 
purpose they please? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Illi- 
nois will know how that is. ʻ 
Mr. LOGAN. No, sir, not by any means, 

Mr. CONKLING.. Will the Senator be good 
enough to tell me how it does stand, for I may 
want to propose an amendment myself? 

Mr. LOGAN. It stands, ‘‘on all printing 
paper twenty-two and one half per cent ad 
valorem.” That is all. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Secretary to 
read what we have adopted. Let us see how 
the paragraph stands now. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The paragraph reads as 
follows: 


On all paper and manufactures of paper, except 
books and other printed matter not herein specific- 
ally provided for: Provided, That the duty on 
printing paper, whether sized or unsized, shall be 
equal, and twenty-two and. one half per cent. ad 


valorem. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that the first part of this clause refers to 
the ten per cent. reduction, and then the pro- 
viso comes in. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I was clearly right 
in my understanding. If I am wrong I wish 
the Senator from IHinois would point. it out. 
Everybody has a right now to import sized 
paper as printing paper, aud’ then to use-it 
afterward as he pleases. Am I mistaken in 
that? 

Mr. LOGAN. It is very easy for an oppo- 
nent of a measure to give it a different con- 
struction from what its language is. This is 
a simple proposition that all printing paper 
shall pay a duty of twenty-two and a half per 
cent. ad valorem; just the same as the propo- 
sition that all books shall pay twenty-five per 
cent. ad valorem; just the same as the propo- 
sition that all writing paper under that clause 
pays thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. You 
except writing paper in the former part of 
that section as you do other things. This is 
a proviso saying that printing paper shall pay 
twenty-two and a half per cent. ad valorem. 
I know it is very hard for men to understand 
what they do not desire to understand, but 
this is a simple proposition that anybody can 
understand who wishes to understand it. 

Mr, CONKLING. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from New York will offer an amendment it 
will bring this debate within the five-minutes 
rale, , 


Mr. CONKLING. : Ido not wish to trench 
on the rule or te occupy any time. :Iirègret 
that I have troubled my honorable friend from 
Ilinois on this point; but at the same.time I 
wish to thank him for the explicit ‘answer he 
has given to my question. I am quite content 
to let it stand as it is. I only desire to say; 
however, inasmuch as there are a good. many 
people who have the misfortune to be repre: 
sented at this moment by me who are engaged 
in manufacturing paper, that I should like to 
know as we go along how the bill affects them: 
Therefore: my understanding is—and. s0 we 
are to proceed with these other sections, I 
take it+that any person has a right now to 
import sized paper under the language we have 
adopted, it being sized printing paper, and then 
has the right to use it precisely as he pleases 
afterward ; so that undoubtedly it is the admis- 
sion of all writing paper and every other paper 
which may be imported known as printing 
paper, whether it be sized or not. : 

Mr. LOGAN. There is no other class of 
printing paper except sized and unsized that I 
ever heard of. z 

Mr. SAWYER rose. ue Oar 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless an amendment 
is pending, J must insist on. proceeding with 
the bill. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio objects to further debate unless an 
amendment be offered; and the Secretary 
will resume the reading of the bill on page. 11, 
line eighty-four. 

Mr. SAWYER. Then Iwill move to strike 
out the last word. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator to allow the next 
amendment to be read, upon which he can 


speak. 

Mr. SAWYER. Very well. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section four, lines eighty-four 
and eighty-five, to strike out the following 
words: i 

On newspapers, magazines, and periodicals, un- 
bound, six cents per pound. 

Mr. SAWYER. All I wish to say is that 
the term “printing paper” which has been 
adopted in the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois, seems to me to be a very in- 
definite term, for there is no quality of paper 
that I am aware of, except paper that is put 
on walls, that is not used for printing. The 
finest and highest qualities of paper that are 
made are sometimes used for printing paper, 
and the term ‘printing paper’? will include 
the very best letter paper and note paper, and 
the finest article that is imported into this 
country. : 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Is the amend- 
ment. of the Senator from Illinois open to 
further amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate has 
passed away from that clause, and the question 
now is on striking out the paragraph on page 
11, after line eighty-four, as recommended by 
the Committee on Finance» 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section four to 
strike out line eighty-seven, in the words 
‘Con vermuth, forty per cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. WEST. I claim the attention of the 
Senate for a few minutes to explain why that 
line was inserted in this bill. The Secretary 
of the Treasury had his attention called to the 
fact that in the act passed July 14, 1870, this 
article of vermuth, a beverage, was a white 
wine, but had been classed as an alcoholic 
spirit, and consequently called upon to pay a 
duty of two dollars per gallon. Under date 
of April 4 he addressed a commnunication to 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means of the House, in which Le ststeg that 
he thinks there must have been some misap- 
prehension in the mind of Congress‘ when 
passing that provision of the tariff, “as the 


ll article imported into the United States under 
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the name of vermuth is ascertained not to be 
a spirituous liquor, but is composed. of wine 
and herbs.’ 1t is an article largely imported 
into my section of country, and also into the 
port of New York, and enters largely into 
the consumption of the people occupying the 
fever. districts of the country. It is a tonic, 
and:puttng it. under. the two-dollar clause, or 
a duty of two hundred per cent. on the cost, 
has operated as an absolute prohibition. The 
cost of the wine is from $2 50 to $2 75 acase, 
and: it now pays six dollars under this con- 
struction which the.Secretary. of the Treasury 
says is wrong, Formeriy we derived a revenue 
of $80,000 a year from this particular article, 
but. the importation for the last year only 
yielded some four thousand dollars. The con- 
struction given to the law of 1870 has operated 
as an absolute prohibition. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the present 
tariff? 

Mr. WEST. Two dollars per gallon, which 
is two hundred per cent, on the value of the 
article, owing to.a misapprehension, as the 
Secretary of the Treasury states, as to its 
component parts. I hope the Senate will 
disagree to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This article, 
so far as it: came to the knowledge of the 
Committee ou Finance, is deemed to be a very 
vicious article, something akin to absinthe, 
and it is not very desirable to encourage the 
use of it. ‘Therefore it was thought better 
that it should remain as it is. 1 believe, as it 
is made of wine aud some sort of spirits and 
varions tinctures of herbs, it is a very strong 
and dangerous article for consumption, 

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Vermont 
says that he believes it is made of wine and 
some kind of spirits. 1 have an analysis here 
in my hand showing that it is simply white 
wine with the infusion of some aromatic herbs; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, after con- 
clusive evidence had been presented to him, 
certified to the fact that it is ascertained not 
to be ‘a spirituous liquor, but is composed of 
wine and herbs. If that authority is not sat- 
isfactory to the committee, | hope it will be to 
the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest to 
the Senator from Louisiana—I feel no inter- 
est in this matter myself—that for the sake 
of having a disagreement with the House and 
for further investigation, before the clause is 
stricken out we alter the forty per cent. to fifty 
per cent., and that will give us an opportunity 
for further investigation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. © What is this article? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Itis white wine tinctured 
with aromatic herbs; nothing more. {r seems 
to me even the proposition of the Senator from 
Vermont is hardly just. The committee pro- 
pose to strike out the clause inserted by the 
House: “on vermuth forty per cent. ad va- 
lorem.’ ‘This is a very important matter to 
importers in New Orleans and other cities, 
especially southern cities. I have been exam- 
ining the different rates of tariff fixed by the 
different laws from 1859 to the present time, 
inclusive. Under the law of 1859-60 the tariff 
was fifty ecuis per gallon; in 1862 it was re 
duced to thirty-five ceuts per gallon; and in 
1870 it was fixed with cordiais and absinthe at 
the rate of two dollars per gallon. There the 
misapprehension seems to have occurred. In 
preparing the tariff that year it was rated with 
absinthe, brandies, and high proof spirituous 
liquors, when.as a matter of fact an analysis 
shows it to be simply pure white wine with 
aromatic herbs. It is a mere cordial. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, inthe letter referred 
to by my colleague, and I believe he has it 
before him, so states, and states also that he 
thinks the clussification is wrong, and that it 
should be classified, not under. the. head of 
absinthe, and with cordials of like kind, and 
high spirits and brandies, but should be sub- 
ject to a less tax not higher than the old tariff 
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of 1862, which was thirty-five cents. It does 
seem to me that the tariff fixed by the House, 
forty per cent., five per cent. higher than the 
tariff of 1862, would be certainly sufficient. 

I have stated that it was really a pure white 
wine imbued with aromatic herbs, a mere 
tincture.. Under the act of 1862 the tax then 
levied netted to the Government as duties col- 
lected $80,000, while under the act of 1870, 
with a tariff-of two dollars a gallon, as it is 
now, under the head of absinthe, the amount of 
duties collected has been only $20,000 per an- 
num, they haveaveraged less than that a falling 
off of more than sixty thousand dollars under 
the higher tariff which is practically an abso- 
lute prohibition. This tariff at the rate of two 
dollars per gallon.is a duty of more than one 
hundred and fifty per cent. My colleague 
states it is two hundred percent. Itiscertainly 
from one hundred and: fifty to: two hundred 
per cent. Inasmuch as our people are largely 
interested in this matter, and it is a considera- 
ble article of merchandise, very generally 
used, it does seem to me that a tariff of five 
per cent. more than the tariff of 1862, that 
netted so Jarge an increase of revenue, would 
be amply sufficient to impose upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The duty on this ver- 
muth was adjusted as on a liquor or a spirit, a 
distillation of vegetable matter; but if Sen- 
ators say itis not:that—the name is not even 
found in the merchant’s dictionary,—if they say 
it is wine, I will take their word aud move to 
amend the clause so as to make it read: ‘on 
vermuath, the same duty ason wineof the same 
cost ;’’ because the duty on wine at the same 
cost is about sixty per cent. Asa matter of 
course, we ought not to discriminate in favor 
of any particular kind of wine. This article 
should be taxed either as spirits or as wine. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest to 
the chairman to pnt it at sixty per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We cannot do that now, 
because we do not know but that it may be a 
higher kind of wine, andit is clear that we ought 
not to make a discrimination, either for or 
against this kind of wine. The law now reads: 

“ Wines in casks, and containing not overtwenty- 
two per cent. of alvohol, valued at not over forty 
cents per galion, twenty-five cents per gallon; valued 
at over forty cents and not over one dollar per gal- 
lon, sixty cents per gallon; valued at over one dollar 
per gallon, twenty-five per cent. and one dollar per 
gallon,” 

The duty on wine is carefully graded and 
provided for, whether imported in botties or 
casks.. This wine should pay the same duty 
as other wine of the same cost; otherwise we 
shall get into controversies growing out of our 
treaty stipulations. Our treaties. with Portugal 
and other nations provide that no rate of duty 
shall be laid on wines the productions of one 
country higher than the productions of another 
country. If this is wine, as the Senators from 
Louisiana say it is, the duty should be the same 
as upon other wines. ` 

Mr. KELLOGG. I should very much prefer 
to accept the proposition of the Senator from 
Vermont and call it fifty cents. I think I 
could show the Senator from Ohio that that 
qualification will not be correct. This is 
nothing more than white wine. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is white wine, let it 
be taxed like white wine. 

Mr. KELLOGG. What is that? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iread it awhile ago. It 
is graded, and consequently depends on the 


quality. 

Mr. KELLOGG. This costs I believe six 
dollars a case. 

Mr. WEST. Two dollars and seventy-five 
cents. If my colieague will allow me, the 
proposition of the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance is evideatly just, because if you 
make a diser:mination of a lower rate of duty 
in favor of this wine, that not only infringes 
the treaty stipulations he speaks of, but it 
might induce the malpractice of importing an 
article and calling it vermuth, which might be 
a different sort of wine. So I think it is ad- 


visable, and I hope my colleague will agree 
with me, to accept the proposition of the 
chairman of the. committee. .. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I see-that the rate of 
duty upon wine: containing not over twenty- 
two per cent. of alcohol and valued at not 
over forty cents per gallon, is twenty-five cents 
per gallon. If the classification can be brought 
down under the head of winesto what it costs, 
and it can be so rated, I think we would gain 
by it. It would be less than forty cents. I 
hope this clause will be passed over for the 
time being. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator had 
better accept my. proposition and dispose of 


it now. We do not want to go back in the 
bill. ; 

Mr. KELLOGG. Very well; we will ac- 
cept it. 


- The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will with- 
draw-that, and accept the amendment of the 
chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio to strike out line eighty-seven, ‘‘on 
vermuth, forty per cent. ad valorem,” and to 
insert ‘on vermuth the same duty as on wine 
of the same'cost.?” ~ - 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section four, line ninety, to 
insert after the word ‘‘one,’’ the word ‘‘half;”’ 
so as to read, ‘on Zante or other currants, 
one half cent per pound.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section four, 
afier line ninety-two, to insert ‘* on dates, one 
cent per pound.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section four, 
line ninety-four, to strike out after the word 
‘‘milk,’? the words ‘‘thirty-five,’’ and to insert 
“t twenty ;’? so as to read, ‘on preserved or 
condensed milk, twenty percent. advalorem.”’ 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope the committee will 
not insist on that amendment. I do not desire 
to discuss it. £ 

Mr. SHERMAN. We leave the daty as it 
is under the present law on condensed milk. 
Surely our people in the West ought to make 
condensed milk as cheap as any other nation, 
and we ought not to raise the duty upon it. 
The present duty is twenty per cent., and the 
House proposes to raise it to twenty-five per 
cent. 

Mr. LOGAN. I only know that the people 
engaged in the business in my country make a 
great noise about it, and I suppose they 
vonia not ask for this increase unless it was 
right. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink Ohio and Illinois 
can produce milk in competition with any 
other country on the globe. 

Mr. LOGAN. Inasmuch as every one 
insists that his own community are always 
right, I suppose my constituents are right in 
opposing this proposition of the committee. 
Ido not know anything about the operation 
of making preserved or condensed milk, and 
therefore cannot discuss it. 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section four, after line ninety- 
five, to strike out the following words: 


On all copper imported in the form of ores, two 
and one half cents on each pound of fine copper 
contained therein; on all regulus of copper, and on 
all block or coarse copper, three cents per pound of 
fine copper contained therein; on all old copper, fit 
only for remanufacture, three and one half cents 
per pound; on all copper in plates, bars, ingots, 
pigs, and in other forms not manufactured or herein 
enumerated, including sulphate of copper or blue 
vitriol, four cents per pound; on copper in rolled 
plates, called brazier’s copper, sheets, rods, pipes, 
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and copper bottoms, and all manufactures of cop- 
per, including percussion caps; or of which copper 
shall be the component of chief value, not otherwise 
herein provided for, forty per cent. ad valorem, 

On fire-crackers, one dollar per box of forty packs, 
not exceeding eighty to each pack, and in the same 
proportion for any greater or less number, 

On tin, in sheets or plates, fifteen per cent. ad 
valorem, 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like an explana- 
tion of that amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This classification of 
copper changes very much the classification 
under the present law, which has. proved satis- 
factory to every one, and we put copper on 
the ten per cent. reduction, which we thought 
much better. There was a great conflict 
among the persons interested, who desired to 
have this done, about the classification here, 
“making considerable difficulty and trouble. 

Mr. SUMNER. What is the effect of that 
upon existing manufacturers of copper in our 
own country now ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They object to it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is it not killing? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; the producers 
of copper do not object to putting it on the 
ten per cent. list. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am not speaking of the 
producers; I am speaking of manufacturers 
now; for instance, of copper in plates, bars, 
ingots, pigs, and other forms, and copper in 
rolled plates, &c. Now, with this change, can 
that manufacture continue? lf the committee 
has considered that I shall not be strenuous on 
the point. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ifthe Senator will look 
at the tariff list he will find that this is raising 
the duty on some grades and lowering it on 
others, disturbing the present grading, which 
seems to be satisfactory. We saw no reason 
for it, and put it onthe ten per cent. reduction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section four, 
after line one bundred and twelve, to insert: 

On tin, in plates or sheets, terne and taggers tin, 
fifteen per cent. ad valorem, , , 

On tin plates and iron galvanized or coated with 
any metal by electric batteries, two cents per pound. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a change of 
phraseology. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section four, 
to strike out from line one hundred and seven- 
teen to one hundred and twenty-three, in the 
following words: : 

On screws commonly called wood-screws, two 
inches or over in length, four cents per pound; less 
than two incbos and not less than three fourths of 
an inch in length, six cents per pound; less than 
toreo fourths of an inch in length, nine cents per 
pound. 

On Moisie iron, made from sand ore by one pro- 
cess, $6 30 per ton, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section four, 
after line one hundred and twenty-three, to 
insert: 

On umbrella and parasol ribs and stretchers, frames, 
tips, runners, handles, or other parts thereof, when 
made in whole orchief part of iron, steel, or any other 
metal, a duty of forty-five per cent. ad valorem: 
Provided, That the rate of duty upon umbrellas, 
parasols, and sunshadesshall! in no case be less than 
is imposed upon goods of the same material and 
quality as the coverings thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Finance to offer an amendment 
in lieu of a clause stricken out of the House 
bill. It is to insert after line one hundred and 
thirty, the following: 

On saltpeter, crude, one and a half cents per 


pound; partially refined, two cents per pound; 
refined, two and a half cents per pound, 


Mr. POMEROY. Several years ago I had 
my attention called to this question of salt- 
peter. I looked at the tariff and I saw there 
was evidently a mistake on the subject. Par- 
tially refined saltpeter pays a higher duty 
than the refined. I looked further into the 
tariff, and I saw that it paid a duty of over 
&fty per cent. on its cost. I think that is too 
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much. I was rejoiced when I saw that the 
House had made it free. There is no interest 
in this country that this duty protects. Just 
think of it, saltpeter paying over fifty per 
cent. duty! I cannot see any reason why it 
should do that; but as it now stands, the par- 
tially refined pays more than the refined. For 
the sake of getting the sense of the Senate, 
as I suppose they would not be willing to make 
it entirely free, as I think it ought to be, I will 
move toamend the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware by inserting one, one and a 
half, and two cents where he has one and a 
half, two, andtwo andahalf cents. A tariff of 
one, ove and a half, and two cents is a large 
tariff on saltpeter. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator permit me 
to correct one of his statements, an error into 
which he has inadvertently fallen? He states 
that partially refined saltpeter pays a higher 
duty than refined. Thatis an error. If he 
looks at the duties he will find that partially 
refined saltpeter pays a lower duty than crude 
saltpeter. That is an error that I wish. to 
correct. 

Mr. POMROY. 
in that respect. 

Mr. CONKLING. Whatis the duty now on 
saltpeter ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Theduty now ison crude 
saltpeter two and a half cents ; on partially 
refined two cents; andon refined saltpeter it is 
three cents, I think ; so that as it now stands 
the crude saltpeter pays a higher duty than 
the partially refined. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have consulted with 
several persons and it has been conceded and F 
believe generally acquiesced in, that one cent, 
one and a half cents and two cents are feir 
rates of duty and I hope theSenator from Del- 
aware will accept this in lieu of his amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not know thatitis in my 
power to accept it. I approve it personally. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Thisis a question on which 
the Senator from Vermont represents the other 
side, and the adjustment was made when he 
was present, and I would not like to havea 
vote to modify it without his being here. It 
does affect a domestic industry to a consider- 
able extent. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iknowthey manufacture 
a bogus kind of saltpeter 

Mr. SHERMAN. TheSenator is mistaken. 
The rate that has been fixed upon is a very 
fair adjustment, and I think the Senate had 
betier accept it. 

Mr. FENTON. How would the amend- 
ment read according to the proposition of the 
Senator from Kansas—one cent per pound on 
crude, one and half cents on partially refined, 
and two cents on refined? 

Mr. POMEROY. That isit exactly. Ido 
not wish to occupy any time, but I desire a 
vote on this proposition; and then when we 
come into the Senate, if the Senator from 
Vermont wishes to except it for a separate 
vote, he can do 80. 

Mr. CORBETT. Why not take the vote 
now? 

Mr. POMEROY. I want to take the vote 
now. I want to see what the sense of the 
Senate is. I suggest to the Senator from 
Ohio that we take the vote now, and if the 
Senator from Vermont desires a separate vote 
when we come into the Senate the matter will 
then be within his control. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. By some mistake, or 
rather inthe confusion and hurry of passing 
the bill, the House put both gunpowder and 
saltpeter on the free list. It was first moved 
to put saltpeter on, and then somebody in 
order to knock out saltpeter put on gunpowder. 
Now we have proposed an adjustment reduc- 
ing the rate on the raw article about one 


half. : 

Mr. BAYARD. It does not amount to that. 
On one of the grades, the partially refined, 
there is no reduction at all. 


I am glad to be corrected 


8953 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am speaking of the 
crude. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is a reduction of one 
fourth, from two cents to one and a half cents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is two anda 
half cents now, and we have reduced it to one 
and a half cents. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘That brings it now to 
over thirty per cent. It will never do jn the 
world to have saltpeter pay such a duty as 
that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think this matter had 
better lie a little while, and for this among 
other reasons: [ was misled about it. I found 
it on the free list of the House, and I inquired 
of a member of the committee about the ac- 
tion of the committee, there being nothing 
apparent upon the face of the bill like the 
amendment now offered. I am taken by sur- 
prise in regard to it, and I should like to look 
into it a littie. I think we had better pass it 
as the amendment has just appeared from the 
committee. Let it go over for the time being, 
and let us see what there is in it. I am afraid 
I have misinformed some parties interested in 
this subject. I examined the bill and found 
there was no such amendment as this reported, 
I went further, to be sure, and applied to a 
member of the committee for information 
about it, and this is the first I have heard of 
the amendment which is now advanced by the 
committee through the Senator from Dela- 
ware. I should like, therefore, to have an 
opportunity to inquire about it, and see what 
the effect of it is to be. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, the amendment will be laid over 
for the present. 

Mr. POMEROY. Tunderstand the amend- , 
ment has been received, and my amendment 
to it has been received also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is so. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then when this subject 
comes up again it will come up in that order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When it 
comes up again, the first question will be on 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
to the amendment of the Senator from Dela- 
ware. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to strike out section five, in the 
following words: 

That all acts and parts of acts requiring duties to 
be assessed upon packages, commissions, brukerage, 
cost of transportation, shipment, transshipmen 
and other like costs and incidental charges incurre 
in packiog and shipping merchandise, are hereby 
repealed; and all acts and parts of ucts inconsistent 


with the provisions of this section are hereby re- 
pealed. 


Mr. CONKLING. Before that amendment 
is adopted, I wish the Senator from Ohio would 
state the reason for it. I know some reasons, 
I think, against it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. AlI can say is that three 
or four years ago Congress, after full delibera- 
tion on the subject, thought that packages 
should bear a certain rate of duty, and also 
that in computing and estimating the cost of 
an article, the commissions upon its purchase, 
and various expenses called brokerage, &c., 
should be added to ascertain the cost. It is 
a mode of ascertainig the cost of an article at 
the place of exportation; that to the price of 
the article itself shall be added the cost of the 
package, the ordinary commission paid there, 
brokerage, and such incidental expenses as 
are paid in the foreign country. In other 
words, in estimating the cost of an article to 
be exported, you should take all the cost, not 
merely the mere net cost to the manufocturer 
of the article, but the cost of, the article on 
ship-board, just as the merchants do who have 
to pay for it. That is all there is about it. 
It amounts to a very importaut thing when 


il you remember the cost of many packages. 
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This section would make the duties on articles 
unequal, because the cost of packages is un- 
equal, and the cost of many packages is con- 
siderable, and this would tend considerably 
to reduce the duties. . 
` Mr. CONKLING. The House inserted this 
section, and acted undoubtedly upon two 
grounds: first, laying a daty, not upon the 
article itself, but upon the salaries, the com- 
mission, the compensation, the bire which the 
man who buys it may pay to some agent for 
purchasing it, seems avery odd thing. One 
man pays one rate of commission or broker- 
age, another man pays another. If a house 
in New York which deals in India shawls em- 
ploys some. woman in Paris or Brussels to buy 
shawls, ber commission would be less than 
would be the commission of some man em- 
ployed there who dealt largely in this business. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The rate is prescribed in 
the law. 
Mr. CONKLING. Not always; Ihave be- 
fore me what I cannot in five minutes state, 
and shall not attempt to, but it would show the 


Senator and show others the conclusion to 


which I was coming, namely, that one man 
pays for the same article a given rate of duty 
and another man pays another, growing out of 
the difference in expense, the difference in the 
quality of packages, and in the circumstances 
which surround it, Now, I think that is objec- 
tionable. . 

But there is a much stronger objection to it. 
This leads to an immense deal of unnecessary 
book keeping and unnecessary multiplication 
of papers, an unnecessary amount of clerical 
labor. One need only take any shipment— 
I have a memorandum of one in my hand—to 
see the way in which this works. It would 
relieve importers from an immense deal of 
trouble and labor if this could be dispensed with 
as the House proposes to dispense with it; and 
the importers say, ‘If the duty is not high 

> enough upon goods, raise the duty ; put any 
rateof duty that is necessary upon the goods ; 
let us pay that, and have an eud of it; but do 
not compel usto pay a duty upon commissions, 
upon services that are performed for us, upon 
the packages in which the goods come, upon 
the freight, the cost of transportation, upon 
the cost of shipment and transshipment, and 
other like costs and incidental charges incurred 
in packing and shipping merchandise.”’ 

lf Senators give their attention to this mat- 
ter itis sufficiently palpable without argument. 
I do not want to detain the Senate; but I 
think this ig a very wholesome reform pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives, aud I 
shall ask a division or the yeas and nays, 
either here or in the Senate, upon striking out 
this section. I do not think we ought to agree 
to the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Upon the face of 
it it appears to me that we ought not to strike 
this section out, but leave the matter as the 
Honseleft it; for, asthe Senator from New York 
has said, there are great difficulties and great 
objections in detail to the provision of the law 
that this section repeals, and were it new I cer- 
tainly should not favor the enactment of sueh 
a law. It never ought, in my judgment, to 
have been the law. But the custom-house in 
New York and in other cities have adopted 
rulesin regard to it so that there is much less 
objection to it than there was originally, and 
the objections to striking out the section, it 
seems to me, are removed now in some meas- 
ure by reason of that fact, but if it be stricken 
out there is a danger that I would call the 
attention of Senators to.” 

Men are required now to pay a duty not only 
upon the cost of the article as they buy it of a 
merchant abroad, but upon all commissions 
which are charged upon it. If they are 
relieved from that they may buy it of the man- 
ufacturer for a certain price, and then he may 
charge certain commissions at another price, 
and in the way of commissions he may get a 
part of his pay on which the importer pays no 


duty. That, it appears to me, is an objection, 
and the only objection which I can see why 
the section should not be stricken out. . I am 
very much inclined to concur with the Senator 
from New York notwithstanding the objection. 
I think he is plainly right. The details re- 
quired to perform this duty are very vexatious 
and annoying. They cannot be otherwise. 

Mr. SCOTT. The section under considera- 
tion to which the Senator from New York has 
inviled attention has attracted the notice of 
gentlemen who have given much attention to 
this subject; and I have received a letter from 
a gentleman who probably has had as much 
commercial experience as any other in the 
country. He is now the president of the 
National Board of Trade; and speaking on 
this subject he says: 

“This provision should not be allowed to remain 
in the bill, as it opens the door for many frauds as 
well as inequalities in the duties on the same article, 
and is opposed to the uniform practice of the Gov- 
ernment. By adopting values at the place of ex- 
portation, the duties are made as nearly uniform as 
practicable, while valuation at different and distant 
places of production in the interior will make great 
variations in duties.” 

He then proceeds and gives one or two in- 
stances; and without troubling the Senate with 
giving them, showing its practical operation, 
he proceeds to say: 

“Such a provision ag this slipped in some way 
into the tariff act of 1862, I think, and the frauds 
practiced under it were soon so manifest that it was 
promptly repealed.” 

Mr. CONKLING. Is the Senator reading 
about this section five? 

Mr. SCOLT. This same section five: 

* While it was in operation they valued oranges 
in Sicily on the trees, while their chief cost was 
picking, packing, and carrying them to the side of 
the ship.” 

He protested against the continuance of 
this section in the bill. TI will not take up the 
time of the Senate by reading all that he says 
upon the subject; but his experience is enti- 
tled to great consideration, and the committee 
thought it was right that the section should be 
stricken out, 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I will inquire who 
is that communication from? 

Mr. SCOTT. I stated that the gentleman 
was the president of the National Board of 
Trade, Mr. Frederick Fraley. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I regard 
this as one of the most vital questions that 
could possibly be introduced into a tariff bill. 
Take articles like hardware, the cost of the 
packages is very considerable. Take crock- 
eryware, avery large part of the importation 
is the packages and commissions. ‘his has 
been the rule established now for years, and L 
believe it works eutirely satisfactory. But if 
this were to be repealed, so far as crockery is 
concerned, it would be a reduction of more 
than five per cent. on the present duty. I 
think it would be more than that upon hard- 
ware, it would be a very considerable sum; 
and there are very many articles besides that 
would be affected by it to a far greater extent 
than many may suppose. 

So far as the practical operation of this law 
is concerned, for the last ten or a dozen years 
there has been no difficulty whatever under it. 
The commissions are all put down uniformly 
at two and a half per cent., no matter what 
the charge is. 1 trust the section will be 
stricken out, and the law retained as it is in 
this respect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment striking out the 
section. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, called for the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am very unwilling to 
interpose in a matter about which my inform- 
ation is so limited, against the judgment of our 
committee. We must in the main rely upon 
the committee. 

In regard to the whole bill asin regard to the 
act now in existence which this bill is to amend 


I can only say in general terms that neither the 
law as it now stands nor the bill that is before 
us is in accordance with what I think the inter- 
ests of the country require. I would have a 
very different tariff bill if L had the making of 
it; but that is not the question upon which I 
am now to vote, Weare now upon questions 
of detail; and there is no hope of defeating 
this bill by substituting a better bill, and the 
defeat of this bill would only leave in existence 
the present laws, which are worse than the 
bill. What I have to say will therefore be on 
this matter of detail alone. 

There is one thing that strikes me as being 
exceedingly objectionable in the law as it now 
stands and that commends the section pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives for the 
repeal of that law. Evidently it produces in- 
equality. It produces inequality between dif- 
ferent articles and inequality between the 
same article. For instance, as has just been 
said, the cost of packing crockeryware, por- 
celain, queensware of all kinds, glass, and 
everything of that kind, is much greater than 
would be the cost of shipping iron rails or 
leather or various other commodities that 
require, you may say, no. packing atall. So 
that it is a discrimination in favor of one arti- 
cle and against another article, and there isa 
discrimination in regard to the same article. 
For instance, take queensware. It is brought 
from England, it is brought from France, it is 
brought from Japan, and it is getiing to be 
quite an importation from Japan ; it is brought 
from China. The cost of packing, the cost 
of commissions, and the like are very differ- 
ent at different places; so thatin point of fact 
your duty upon an article when imported from 
one country is higher than it is when imported 
from another country, if you allow the law to 
stand asitnowis. Thatisinevitable, asit seems 
to me, and I call the attention of Senators to 
the fact that we have various treaties which 
require that we should give no advantage to 
any country over the country with which we 
have. the treaty in the matter of duties laid 
upon importations into this country; and yet 
wedo indirecily give an advantage to one coun- 
try over another, because the costs which are 
covered by the law as it now exists of pack- 
ing, transportation, aud the like are greater in 
one country than theyare intheother, Weare 
in fact violating our treaty stipulations when 
we do that thing. It seems to me, therefore, 
for these reasons, that we ought to let the bill 
stand in this particular as it came from the 
House and not strike out this provision. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I believe I 
did not occupy my full five minutes before. I 
desire to call attention to this, because it is a 
matter of more importance than is perhaps at 
present thought of. 

By our present law we impose a duty upon 
all goods where an ad valorem duty is assessed 
upon them on the last place or port whence 
they are shipped. If this law should be re- 
pealed, the goods could be transported from 
the interior or further parts of any country to 
the shore without any additional cost being in- 
cluded in the value. Take, for instance, hemp 
thatis brought clear from Moscow to St. Peters- 
burg; it would be valued at the place where. 
it was grown instead of at the last place of 
shipment, provided this law about transship- 
ment and transportation be repealed. 

Take, for instance, salt. The main part of 
the salt that we receive from Liverpool is not 
made right at Liverpool, but some distance in 
the interior. Of course that adds to the cost 
of it. 

Then there will be no equality about it un- 
less we impose the same rate as to commis- 
sions. Here isaman that goes abroad and 
he buys his goods subject to his own expenses ; 
another man keeps a partner abroad to buy 
his goods; another man sends abroad and 
procures his purchases through a commission 
house. Unless this provision is retained we 
have no uniformity at all about it; and this is 
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an indirect way of not only reducing the pres- 
ent tariff ten per cent. on all articles men- 
tioned, but it reduces it five per cent. more, or 
something like that. Ido not know that it 
would amount to so much on dry goods; prob- 
ably it would not; but on very many articles 
it would amount to five per cent., and on 
crockeryware it would amount to a great deal 
more. If trust the Senate, is not prepared for 
so revolutionary a proceeding as to adopt or 
retain a provision of this kind. 

Mr. CONKLING.. If {did not oceupy my 
five minutes before, I should like to expend 
the remainder in answer to my friend. 

As to the “revolutionary” part, he must 
settle that with the other House. Hesays that 
one man buys his goods himself, another man 
employs a clerk to do it, another man does it 
through a broker. I answer that that is one 
of the recommendations of the section to me, 
that it will leave every man free to buy his 
goods as he pleases. 

He says, in the second place, that many 
goods are bought in the interior and carried by 
expensive conveyances to the port where they 
are shipped. One would suppose as an ori- 
ginal proposition that if a man buys a particu- 
lar kind of goods which involves him in special 
expense in getting them to the port of ship- 
ment, that is no reason why he should be pun- 
ished as between him and some man whose 
goods are much more accessible. 

But i answer the Senator again: if he wants 
to accomplish his apparent purpose at that 
point, why does he not impose the tariff upon 
the value of the goods at the port of ship- 
ment? I submit to him that if there is any- 
thing in that argument, it proves the propriety 
of an appraisement or estimation or fixing the 
value of the goods at the port where they are 
shipped. Certainly [ do not see why if one 
man buys crockeryware and another man buys 
hemp, and the man who buys bemp is com- 
pelled to paytwo or three times as much freight 

efore his bemp is shipped as the other man, 
he should also pay a duty upon this added ex- 
pense. It seems to me it ingrafts inequality 
upon inequality, and at the same time pre- 
serves all this system of detail and vexation 
to which the honorable Senator from Connec- 
ticut referred and which is complained of by 
those who have called my attention to this 
subject. 

Therefore I shall vote to retain the House 
proposition, believing thatif there is anything 
growing out of the suggestion now made by 
the Senator from Vermont, it can be readily 
cured in another way which will avoid the ob- 
vious and glaring injustice of this mode of 
doing it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not know 
that I understand the provision entirely ; but 
I know this, that the manufacturers of the 
country are very desirous that the amendment 
of the Senate committee should be adopted 
and that this provision should be stricken out 
of the bill. They ook upon it as a very 
material reduction of all the duties. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ihave no doubt it is a 
reduction of the duties; but the answer to 
that is this: those who called my attention to 
this say they are perfectly willing that as much 
shall be added to the duties as is thought neces- 
sary to make up this deficiency on anything 
else. What they object to is the machinery, 
the vexation and trouble to which this exposes 
them; they are quite willing to pay the money, 
but they want to pay it upon the article and 
have an end of it, and not be compelled to 
make up such a statement as is there, the 
curiosity of which I think will arrest the eye 
of the Senator from New Jersey if he will 
take the trouble to look at it. , 

- Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I suppose it is 
not practicable to add this amount to the duty 
on the articles, so that it is an absolute loss 
of that amount of protection. 

Mr. CORBETT. While it would seem that 
duty should not be levied upon the small 


charges of packing goods, yet there is some 
force in what the Senator from Vermont says 
with regard to any article that is transported 
from the interior to the shipping point. Per- 
haps one of the chief costs of the article might 
be in the transportation. Of course when it 
is sold at the shipping point it is invoiced at 
what itis sold for there, including the ship- 
ping charges. Now, as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Varmont, if- the importer who pur- 
chases in the interior does not pay the duty on 
the charges upon that article from the interior 
to the shipping point, of course he gets his 
goods very much cheaper than the man who 
purchases the article at the sea-board where it 
is shipped. It is a question, of course, that 
ought to be carefully considered. While I am 
perhaps opposed to theselittle charges of box 
ing, &c., being included in the computation 
of dutiable value, yet I see a difficulty in the 
matter as suggested by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, and perhaps it ought to be more care- 
fully considered before the House section shall 
be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance, to strike out the section, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I ought to state in behalf 
of my colleague, [Mr. Winpom, ] who left the 
Chamber some time since, that his absence is 
occasioned by indisposition. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will say the 
same in relation to my own colleague, [Mr. 
ispmunps. ] r 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 20 ; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Chandler, 
Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Gilbert, Goldtawaite, Hamlin, Jobn- 
ston, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Sher- 
man, Stockton, Sumner, and Wright—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Conkling, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Yexas, Hill, Norwood, Saulsbury, Schurz, Spen- 
ger, Stevenson, Thurman, Tipton, Vickers, and 

eşst—20, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Harlan, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Ransom, Rice, Rob- 
Spison, Sprague, Stewart, Trumbull, Wilson, and 

indom—6. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The next section, sec- 
tion [six] five, is what is called the free list. 
From line four on page 18 to line one hundred 
and seventy-six on page 20, is what is called 
the free list of the House of Representatives. 
The Committee on Finance have proposed 
another free list as a substitute. It is one 
amendment from line one hundred and sev- 
enty-seven on. Itis not ncecessary to read the 
House section, as it is composed mainly of the 
same items; but our list is rearranged, and 
with some slight items added. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 

from Ohio asks that the one hundred and sev- 
enty-six linesin Roman print, being the House 
free lists, shall be omitted, as they are all in- 
corporated, or nearly so, in the Senate free 
list, alphabetically arranged, with some addi- 
tions. 
Mr. THURMAN. Isee no objection tothat 
unless it so happens that some of the articles 
in the House free list are omitted from the 
Senate free list. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there are any Sen- 
tors can offer them as amendments. 

Mr. THURMAN. If there are any such 
items I think our attention ought to be called 
to them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, in consequence of the great range 
of this list, it will be considered as amendable 
without regard to its being an’amendment to 
an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to my colleague 
that it is impossible for us to do what he says, 
because the House list is notarranged in alpha- 


Tor 


betical order. Senators can look over it and 
see how itis. The Senate list is arranged in 
alphabetical order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read the articles in the Senate amendment 
to the free list, and any Senator has a right to 
move to amend the amendment of the commit- 
tee without regard to its being an amendment 
to the House bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the articles 
proposed to be substituted for the House free 
list, namely, ‘acid, citric, boracic, and sul- 
phurie.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to 
strike out ‘‘ citric,” and insert in lieu thereof 
**earbolic.” 

Mr. SUMNER. Would it not be better as we 
go along, if any one is disposed to amend an 
item, to do it? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think it would be better 
to amend as we go along, as then the items 
will be alphubeticatly arranged. 

The VICK PRESIDENT, Tie list will be 
subject to amendment as the reading pro- 
gresses, and the various items will be placed 
in alphabetical order by the Secretary if any 
shall be inserted. The Senator from Vermont 
moves to amend the amendment on the one 
hundred and seventy-seventh line. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iasked a few moments 
ago to have the saltpeter amendment lie aside. 
I have inquired about it and Ido not wish to 
interpose any further delay. I am willing that 
it shall be acted on now. 

Mr. BAYARD. At the time the Senator 
from New York made his objection—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The free list is 
now before the Senate unless by unanimous 
consent—-— 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from New 
York made a question, and I propose to an- 


swer it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be a previous amendment pending, an 
amendment offered by the Senator from Del- 
aware. 

Mr. BAYARD. At the time I offered that 
amendment I did not refer the Senate to the 
page and line of the bill which the amend- 
ment that I was instructed by the committee 
to offer was to take the place of. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It comes in 
on page 12, after line one hundred and eleven. 

Mr. BAYARD. I haveitnow. By refer- 
ring to that portion of the House bill which 
the Senate committee propose to amend at 
page 19, lines one hundred and forty-nine and 
ove hundred and fifty, it will be found that the 
House placed ‘‘ saltpeter, crude, refined, and 
partially refined, and gunpowder’? on the free 
list. The Senate committee struck out those 
lines, together with all the others to be found 
on pages 19 and 20. The amendment I offered 
to the Senate, and which upon the suggestion 
of the Senator from New York was witbheld 
until there should be time given him to under- 
stand the operation of it, was offered on page 
18, after line one hundred and thirty, of section 
four. The amendment offered by me under 
the direction of the committee was to impose 
a duty of one and a half cents per pound 
upon crude saltpeter, two cents upon partially 
refined, and two and a half cents upon re- 
fined. There was then an amendment to that 
amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Pomeroy] to make those figures 
one cent, one and a half, and two cents. 
That was the condition of the amendment at 
the time the question was laid over at the 
request of the Senator from New York, 

The present duty upon those three descrip: 
tions of saltpeter is two anda half, two, ana 
three cents per pound. By some oversight, 
an eyident mistake in the present law, ernde | 
saltpeter has a tariff duty of two and a half 
cents per pound, while partially refined has 
but two cents. It was an oversight evidently. 
Those specific duties reduced to an ad valorem 
basis will show that these three grades of salt- 


peter pay under the present law an ad 
valorem duty of about fifty-five per cent. 

-` need notstate to the Senate that no salt- 
peter. which can be manufactured into. gun- 
powder for anything like permanent use can be 
made artificially. The crude article is almost 
exclusively the production of British India, 
and at times our importations of saltpeter 
have been very materially interfered . with. 
Indeed, at the opening of the war in 1861 they 
were for a period arrested by the action of the 
British Government when there was a prospect 
of difficulty between the two countries. I do 
not propose, it is not necessary for me to 
make an argument to show that so essential a 
commodity as saltpeter should have its. im- 
portation encouraged, and not discouraged as 
it at present is by so heavy a duty, which, as 
I have stated, is equivalent on the average of 
the three grades mentioned in the bill to 
about fifty-five per cent. ad valorem. There 
is a saltpeter—I think the nitrate of potash is 
the technical term—which is manufactured, 
but itis incapable of being kept foruse for the 
manufacture of gunpowder. It answers very 
well for the cheaper description of powder for 
blasting purposes; but asa munition of war 
it is valueless ; it turns to lumps and other- 
wise becomes defective. 

On this subject I believe there is no doubt 
whatever. Although the committee fixed the 
duty at the figures I first stated, I much. pre- 
fer to, see the duties lower, and were it regular 
that I should do so, I would accept the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas, but I ap- 
prehend I have no such authority, and the 
question therefore, unless it is desired to have 
it still further reserved by the Senator from 
New York, will occur upon the amendment 
offered by the direction of the Finance Com- 


mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas to the amendment of the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is that amend- 


ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec- 
retary will report the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Corer Cierx. The Committee on 
Finauce report an amendment to come in at 
page 18, after line one hundred and thirty, in 
the following words: 

On_ saltpeter, crude, one and a half cents per 
pound; partially refined, two cents per pound; 
refined, two anda half cents per pound. 

It is proposed to amend this amendment so 
as to read: 

On saltpeter, crude, one centper pound; partially 
refined, one and a half cents per pound; refined, 
two cents per pound. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
understand that the last amendment is pend- 


ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amendment, offered by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, is pending. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Kansas 
offered that amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
think it was so understood. If the question 
is on the amendment to the amendment, I 
shall vote against it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment. 

The question being put, the ayes were fifteen. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POMEROY. Thisamendment, by an 
understanding, was to be laid over, [ under- 
derstood, until the Senate was full, or until 
we got through considering the questio& in 
Committee of the Wholeand were in the Senate. 
Then some Senato? remarked that it would be 

-proper to divide the Senate upon it, So, by 
unanimous consent, we passed itover. Weare 
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not yet in the Senate, and we are a good way 
from it. If, however, the Senate desire to 
close the question now, I want to submit a very 
few remarks, for I think there is some substance 
in this amendment. a i 
Tt is a question whether we will continue on 
saltpeter a duty that is both exorbitant and 
unjust. The present duty is over fifty per cent. 
on its value, and the reduction as reported from 
the Committee on Finance leaves it over thirty 
per cent. ‘There is no interest here that Í 
know of thatisto be protected byit. Itis simply 


adding to these who have to consume that arti- | 


cle, and it is consumed in very large quantities 
and not produced in this country. A bogus 
article is produced. There is a kind of salt- 
peter made inthis country, and there is an 
interest engaged in the manufacture of it, but 
itis not the genuine article ; it isnot such as the 
great interests in this country that are packing 
beef and pork and other commodities of that 
kind can use at all. The genuine galtpeter, 
which I call the best article, which comes from 
abroad, is put upon the market at such prices 
that those who consume it in that way pay to 
this Government sixty per cent. duty. 

Then it is used largely in the manufacture 
of gunpowder. I do not suppose they can 
make good gunpowder out of the produced 
saltpeter which is manufactured in this coun- 
try. The imported article is used in very 
large quantitities by a few gunpowder man- 
ufacturers that we have in this country. Ido 
not know that we have more than two or three 
left. Most of them are blown up. That is a 
hazardous business, and I do not know what 
they have done that we need put upon the 
article that they consume such a tariff as this. 
It is not an industry that we want to discrim- 
inate against. The Government manufactures 
no powder. In other countries the Govern- 
ments have their own powder-works. They 
have them in France and in England. We have 
two private establishments in this country that 
do the whole of it almost. 

When the war broke out we had no saltpeter, 
and we allowed itto come in free. Then we 
encouraged it. These establishments sus- 
tained the Government for more than six 
months in powder. Just as soon as we got 
out of our necessities, just as soon as the con- 
dition of things could possibly allow, when 
we did not have to use gunpowder in such 
large quantities, we ran up a tariff of sixty per 
cent. upon saltpeter. Where is the necessity 
of it? What isit for? My own opinion is 
that we should have concurred with the House. 
The House put this article on the free list, and 
there is where it ought to be. But the Sena- 
tor from Delaware moved an amendment from 
the committee, and it seemsthe committee en- 
tertained the idea that there should be some 
duty collected from it. I do not know any 
reason why there should not be something col- 
lected from it, as well as on other articles that 
are imported, and so I have simply reduced 
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the rates recommended by the committee. The 
committee recommend one and a haif, two, 
and two and half cents according to the dif- 
ferent grades. My amendment is one, one 
and a quarter, and two cents, which reduces 
about twenty per cent. the rates proposed in 
the amendment of the commitee. 

As the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and as this is as brief an explanation as I can 
make, I will content myself with avote on the 
amendment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. fam informed 
that this is a manufacture of this country, and 
that the article produced is as good for making 
gunpowder as any in the world. 

Mr. POMEROY. The stuff that they make 
in this country? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. This saltpeter 
that they make fn this country. You may call 
it stutt. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is not my informa- 
tion. IL have some information on the sub- 

ject. 
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have such 
information that I am satisfied I am right. 
There is quite a considerable amount of it 
made here, about three eighths of what is used, 
I am informed. 

Mr. POMEROY. Less than two eighths. 

Mr. SAWYER. One half. 

Mr. POMEROY. A half, including that 
used in making gunpowder? 3 

Mr. SAWYER. More than half the salt- 
peter used in this country is made here, and it 
is a better quality than any that is imported. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then you are talking 
about what is used in the manufacture of gun- 
powder. There is not a quarter of that used, 
produced in this country. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is true 
that there is a considerable amount of this 
manufactured from nitrate of soda in this 
country; and it is also true that we need the 
revenue. We import a very large amount; 
and the proposition of the Finance Commit- 
tee is to. reduce it all around, and to fix the 
rate of duty so that it shall be.in proportion 
to its value. The question will arise before 
we get through with this bill as to the amount 
of our reduction of tariff and internal taxes, 
My own opinion is that as the bill stands it is 
a very much larger reduction of taxation than 
any Senator supposes. I fear that before we 
get through we shall have to surrender some 
things and leave the tax upon them, or leave 
the tariff upon them, in order to sustain the 
Government. At any rate, I hope we shall not 
make any further reduction here. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator state what 
is the approximate amount of reduction? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. We have not 
got it so that we can give an accurate estimate, 
but my own estimate is something like sixty 
million dollars. 

Mr. POMEROY. Does the Senator think 
we cannot stand this reduction on saltpeter ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think we 
ought not to go any further in that direction 
than the Committee on Finance propose. 

Mr. POMEROY. 1 always go with the 
Senator from Vermont when he wants to pro- 
tect some interest in this country that ought 
to be protected, if itis labor. If it is labor I 
am for protecting it; but I am not for pro- 
tecting anything where I cannot see that the 
interest needs to be builtup. If the Senator can 
make a case I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. We do 
make a large amount of saltpeter from nitrate 
of soda. 

Mr. POMEROY. We do not make the 
best quality of saltpeter used in the manufac- 
ture of gunpowder. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think the 
Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then when we get into 
the Senate I shall read some authorities on 
the subject. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
want to spend any time on the subject now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas to the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 16 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry- 
of Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton 
of Texas, Humlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Johnston, 
Kelly, Logan, Pomeroy, Ransom, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Thurman, Vickers, and West—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Chand- 
ler, Conkling, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Morrill of. Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 
and Wright—16. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Davis of 
Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hill, 
Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morton, Norwood, Nye, 
Qsborn, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Bice, 
Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, Wilson, and Windom—84. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of ‘the Senator 
from Delaware as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec- 
retary will report the amendment now pending. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 20, line one 


hundred and seventy-seven, it is proposed to 


strike out ‘‘ citric” and insert ‘‘carbolic.’’ 
The question being put, the amendment was 
declared to be agreed to. 


Mr. THURMAN. Why strike out citric 


cid? 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Because it 
is made largely in this country. 

Mr. THURMAN. I object to that. The 
giention will come up again in the Senate, or 

will reserve my objection to it until the bill 
is reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will consider the question open if the Senator 
desires. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well. There is 
something in this bill that I cannot quite 
understand, unless it is to be explained on the 
theory suggested that this article is largely 
manufactured here. There are a great many 
medicines that were put on the free list by the 
House, every one of which, in my judgment, 
ought to be put on the free list; but now our 
committee has stricken some of them off the 
free list, and in the same direction the Sen- 
ator from Vermont now moves to strike out 
the word “ citric,” soas to exclude citric acid. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
is mistaken if he supposes that is in the 
House bill. Citric acid is not on the free list 
in the House bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. I may be mistaken about 
that particular matter, but we all know very 
well that it is used as a medicine, and used 
largely, and J am not in favor of imposing 
duties upon medicines because some of them 
are manufactured here. As an illustration of 
jt, calomel, which is on the free list of the 
House bill, is stricken out by our committee. 
Why? Because there are one or two establish- 
ments that mavufacture calomel in this coun- 
try, and that isthe whole reason. And so with 
a dozen other things that I can mention and 
to which I shall call the attention of the Sen- 
ate presently. Is that right? Are the medi- 
cines of the people to be taxed because they 
are manufactured to some extent in this coun- 
try, while medicines that are not manufactured 
in this country are.to be put on the free list? 
Ido not think it is right. Iam in favorof 
putting all medicines upon the free list. There- 
fore I hope the motion to strike out the word 
t citric” here will not prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
think this is perhaps of sufficient importance 
to ask even for a division; but I object most 
emphatically to the position taken by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. We have been compelled 
through a season of war to place duties upon 
all medicines. Now the time has come when 
we can relieve a considerable share of them, 
and the Senate committee have put on the 
free list. twice as many as the House, perhaps 
three times as many. Is it anything more 
than reasonable that if parties here manufac- 
ture these acids and do it in as scientific a 
manner and as cheaply as it can be done any- 
where in the world, we shall leave these arti- 
cles as the last to be made free? The whole 
bill that we have here relieves us from as much 
of the revenue aswe can possibly spare, prob- 
ably more. Shall there be any objection, then, 
to excepting these articles of medicine like 
calomel or quicksilver? They are articles 
that are produced largely in our own country. 
Why shall we not take them from their base 
and put them into their most refined condition? 
Why shall we be dependent entirely upon 


a 


French chemists for every dose we take when 
we are ill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 9, noes 11; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to Senators in 
regard to this free ‘list, which finally must go 
to a committee of conference, many of the 
items of which are technical matters, whether 
they bad not better take some other mode 
than debate each item. I will state here that 
I have the official papers before me showing 
that the Senate committee have added to the 
free list over six hundred thousand dollars. 
Our list is admitted to be on all hands more 
perfect, more complete in all respects than 
that of the House; and I submit to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont whether it is worth while 
to press his amendment. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
care anything about it. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I with- 


draw the call for yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This whole free list has 
been studied very carefully, and I hope it will 
not be deranged. . There are some things I 
should want in, but on the whole it is better 
to leave it. It will go to a committee of con- 
ference at any rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamend- 
ment is disagreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of 
the free list proposed by the Committee on 
Finance, namely: 

Agates, unmanufactured; 

Almond shells; i 

Aluminium, or aluminum; 

Amber beads and amber gum; 

American manufactures, the following, to wit, 
casks, barrels, or carboys, and other vessels, and 
grain-bags, the manufacture of the United States, if 
exported, containing American produce, and declar- 
ation be made of intent to return the same empty, 
snall be admitted freo of duty, under such regula- 
tions as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. As a mere 
matter of form I move to strike out in line 
one hundred and eighty-six the words ‘‘shall 
be admitted free of duty.” The words ought 
not to have been inserted there. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That verbal | 


correction will be made if there be no objec- 
tion. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading, 

The reading of the proposed free list was 
continued, as follows: 

Angelica root; 

Animals brought into the United States tempora- 
rily and for a period not exceeding six months, for 
the purpose of exhibition or competition for prizes 
offered by any agricultural or racing association : 
Provided, That bond bo first given, in accordance 
with the regulations to bo prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, with the condition that the 
full duty to which such animals would otherwise 
be liable shall be paid in case of their sale in the 
United States, or if not reéxported within said six 
months; 

Annatto, roncou, rocou, or orleans, and all ex- 
tracts of; 

Annatto seed; 

Antimony, ore, and crude sulphuret of; 

Aqua fortis; 

Argol dust; 

Arrow-root; 

Arseniate of aniline. 

Mr. THURMAN. After ‘‘arseniate of ani- 
line” I move to insert ‘‘asafetida.’’? I want 
to have the sense of the Senate on this ques- 
tion about medicines. Asafetida is in the 
House free list, but our committee have 
stricken it out. That is a medicine used ex- 
tensively as a medicine, and a very valuable 
one. You saw fit to put tea and coffee on the 
free list on the ground that they are necessi- 
ties, although the world lasted for many thou- 
sand years without tea and coffee at all. But 
you put them on the free list on the ground 
that they are necessities, and now you propose 
to tax medicines; simply because there may 
be some little establishment in the United 


States that makes these medicines you propose 
to tax them. I am opposed to the whole 
theory, and in favor of putting every one of 
them upon the free list, and -I begin with this 


one. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont.: I have not 
any objection. aN: 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 17, noes 18; no quorum ‘voting. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There is`a 

uorum present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope my colleague 
will withdraw the amendment. If we divide 
on every little thing of this kind we shall 
never get through. Asafetida is a chemical 
compound, made, as everybody knows, in this 
country, and the duty is now small, barely 
twenty per cent. Probably it does not com- 
pensate for the duty on the materials of which 
it is composed. 1 do not know what it is 
composed of; but we all know what it is—a 
very aromatic smelling drug. 

‘the PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is rejected. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move that at five 
o'clock the Senate take a recess until half 
past seven. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The reading of the proposed free list was 
continued, as follows: 


Balm of Gilead; : 

Balsams, namely: copaiva, fir or Canada, Peru, 
and tolu; . 

Bamboo reeds, no further manufactured than cut 
into suitable lengths for walking-sticks or canes, or 
for sticks for umbrellas, parasols, or sun-shades ; 

Bamboos, unmanufactured ; 

Bezoar stones; ` 

Bed feathers and downs; 

Birds, stuffed : 

Black salts; 

Black Lares; P i 

Bladders, crude, and all integumenta of animals 
not otherwise provided for; 

Bologna, sausages ; 

Bones, crude, and not manufactured: bones, 
burned, calcined, ground, or steamed; 

Borax, crude: 

Borate of lime; 

Books in the English language which shall have 


been printed and manufactured more than twenty 
years at the date of importation. 


Mr. SUMNER. I move to amend by adding 
‘‘ and books printed in other than the English 
language.” It will be observed that the House 
of Representatives in their list have that ex- 
emption: ‘‘books printed in other than the 
English language.” Why our committee has 
changed it, I am ata loss to understand. There 
aretwo points to which I ask attention. In the 
first place, books printed in other than the 
English language I do not conceive can come 
into competition with books manufactured in 
our country. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him whether his proposition is to 
admit all books, no’ matter when printed so 
that they are printed in the English language, 
or only books printed years ago? 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator has not taken 
notice of my amendment. The proposition as 
reported by our committee is ‘books in the 
English language which shall have been 
printed and manufactured more than twenty 
years at the date of importation.” All that is 
well. That is the existing law. That I like. 
But our committee has not followed the House 
with reference to books printed in other than 
the English language. Now I wish to have 
books printed in other than the English lan- 
guage come in free of duty. I propose there- 
fore to add the words ‘‘ books printed in other 
than the English language.”’ 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator has not 
answered my question. Does he propose to 
admit all books printed in other than the Eng- 
lish language free of duty, no matter when 
they were printed? 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes, no matter when they 
were printed; and I would ask why should 
the Germans in our country, who still speak 
their own tongue and like to read their own 
literature, be obliged to pay aduty on German 
books, whether of science or of literature? 
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Why should the: Frenchman and Italian, or 
why should the American-born, who may read 
these languages, be obliged to pay this duty? 
I- oppose itas a tax on knowledge. It seems 
to me that itis entirely out of place. There 
is no reasonable element of protection in it, 
while there is in a certain sense a positive 
oppression. 

The people who wish to import these books 
sre not rich; they are professors or they are 
immigrants who are not rich, as we know; 
and why put this tax upon them? Why, with 
go much, revenue, do we try to squeeze a 
little money out of books printed on the 
European continent, books printed in the Ger- 
man language, in the French, in the Italian, 
or classical works? : 

I hope, gir, the Senate will put themselves 
in conformity with the House on that question 
by adopting the amendment that [ have moved. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to 
striking out the words ‘‘in the English lan- 
guage.” I think the old law is that bobks 
which have been printed and manufactured 
more than twenty years come in free of duty 
on the importation. Why the Senator should 
wish to encourage the importation of books 
printed in foreign languages, and why a Ger- 
man who comes here should not pay a tax on 
his books as well as an American who lives 
here, why a discrimination should be made in 
favor of an Italian and against an American 
citizen, J cannot imagine. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not understand that 
there is any discrimination. Take one of our 
own people, born with us, who has occasion to 
read German works, works of German science 
or German literature, why should you make 
him pay a tax? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why discriminate against 
onrown language? Is not the English lan- 
guage as good as any other language? Why 
discriminate in favor of a man who reads in a 
foreign language rather than his native tongne? 

Mr. SUMNER. The answeris explicit, ifthe 
Senator will allow me 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ipreferto goon. We 
never have introduced a tariff bill for many 
years but we find the Senator anxious to look 
after classical literature. If he confines it to 
all books which bave the aroma of old age, on 
which twenty years have gone by, I am willing 
to take the suggestion and allow all those 
books that scholars wish to import to come in 
duty free. That is the law, and has been for 
many years. But why he should want to dis- 
crimivate against our own language, against 
our citizens who cannot read any but one lan- 
guage. why he should discriminate in favor 
of foreign books as against domestic books, I 
do not understand, I think the words ‘tin 
the Engiish language’ in the committee’s 
amendment might be stricken out, so as to 
read: 

Books which shall have been printed and manu- 


factured more than twenty years at the date of im- 
portation. 


We ought not to discriminate against foreign 
books, but we ought not to discriminate in 
favor of them. 

Mr. CONKLING. Sympathizing with the 
Senator from Massachusetis, J have very little 
hope that he will be able to carry his amend- 
ment, particularly in the form be has offered 
it, and yer] hope that the Senate will do some- 
thing more than is tendered to it by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. He is willing that books in 
foreign languages which were printed more 
than twenty years ago should come in free. 
am willing they should too, and yet I am in- 
different as to those books as compared with 
other books which would be shut out. We ail 
know that the highest works of science, and in 
some departments almost the only novel works 
of science, are produced and uttered in for- 
eign tongues; and many of our. countrymen 
who do not of choice speak German, who do 
not of choice speak Italan or French, but who 


use these languages as methods of intelligence, | 


resort, and are compelled to resort, to the 
newest and latest foreign works as sources and 
repositories of science. l 3 

had proposed to offer at the end of line 
two hundred and twenty-seven, and I will do 
it as an amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, or, if his should 
fail I will do it afterward, the words ‘‘and 
scientific books in any language.” So that 
works of science may come in, no. matter in 
what language uttered and no matter how 
recent may be their publication. 

I think there is a fair criticism to be made 
upon the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and I submit it to him. 
There are in the country vast numbers of per- 
sons who read from choice the German lan- 
guage, for example, but the Senator forgets that 
German booksare published here very largely, 
and there is no reason, no German Amer- 
ican has any interest, that they should not be. 
The great body of school-books, Bibles, stand- 
ard works, as perhaps I may call them and de- 
scribe them sufficiently, can be published here 
in German as well aselsewhere; and they are. 
Therefore, when the Senator from Massachu- 
setts proposes to allow books indiscriminately 
published in foreign tongues to come here free, 
as the Senator from Ohio very properly says, 
he might just as well embrace the English 
language, becausethe competition is the same, 
the motive is the same, economical and other- 
wise, in the one case as in the other. 

All the books whieh I seek now to court and 
to favor are those not published here; they 
are not republished in this country except 
after a lapse of time; andthe men of science, 
the students, who are poor as a class, who 
cannot always resort to a scientific library 
owned by an institution, and therefore fa- 
vored by another provision here, but who are 
compelled to pay from a very scanty income 
the price of scientific books which they study, 
are the men who ought to be favored. I will, 
therefore, propose now, I think, as the better 
mode of testing it—the Senator can enlarge it 
afterward if he chooses—as an amendment to 
his amendment, in the nature of a substitute, 
the words ‘‘scientific books in any tongue,” 
to come in at the end of line two hundred and 
twenty-seven. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the Senator if he 


| has looked at the dictionary so as to see what 


the word “science” means? There is scarcely 
a book upon any subject but what is a scien 
tific book according to the literal meaning of 
the word ‘‘science.’”’ If he-will look at the 
dictionary which I have before me, he will see 
that science embraces all branches of knowl- 
edge. A book of travels is a scientific book 
within the strict meaning of ‘‘science.’’? The 
word is as comprehensive as knowledge, and 
almost the synonym of knowledge: 

“Scrence. 1. Knowledge; penetrating and com- 


pre tensive information; skill, expertness, and the 
ike. : 
“2. The comprehension and understanding of 
truth or facts; investigation of truth for its own 
sake; pursuit of pure knowledge, 

“8. Truth ascertained ; that which is known, 

“4. Hence specifically knowledge duly arranged, 
and referred to general truths and principles on 
which it is founded and from which it is derived; a 
branch of learning considered as having a certain 
completeness; philosophical knowledge; profound 
knowledge; complete knowledge; true knowledge.” 

* * * * * * + 4 = * 

“Science is applied or pure. Applied science is 
a knowledge of facts, events, or phenomena, as €x- 
plained, accounted for, or produced by means of 
powers, causes, or laws. Pure science is the knowl- 
edge of these powers, canses, or Jaws, considered 
apart, or as pure from ali applications.’’ 


It is absolutely impossible to distinguish 
between the classes of science. The introduc- 
tion of a word so indefinite as ‘scientific ”’ 
would admit duty free nearly all the works of 
travel and nearly all the works that are prob- 
ably imported.- You might just as well make 
books free as to admit so indefinite a term as 
scientific works. ; 

Mr. CONKLING. - Undoubtedly in a high 
and large sense the Bible is a scientific work. 


Mr. SHERMAN.. In the highest sense. 

Mr. CONKLING. My friend anticipates 
me in saying that it relates to the highest 
science. ` Paley’s Moral Philosophy is a scien- 
tific work in some sense, not in the sense we 
are employing here, and never has been so 
understood. Many instances can be found 
even in the statutes allowing scientific appa- 
ratus, for example, to come in., Upon the 
Senator’s theory anything in the world, a 
plowshare, would be embraced, the handle 
of a plow, a hoe handle, the stave of a fork. 
Bot if the Senator will indicate any criticism 
in terms upon this, I shall be very glad to avail 
myself of it. Certainly we can describe in 
language so as to distinguish between popular 
works, romances, novels, light literature, and 
those works which do pertain strictly to science 
in its exact and advanced meaning. There- 
fore I will take the sense of the Senate upon 
this amendment as it is, unless some Senator 
will suggest an improvement, and before we 
agree to it in the Senate I will enter into an 
agreement with the Senator from Ohio that I 
will find some language which has been con- 
strued already legally which will avoid the very 
rangy suggestion that he makes. 

Mr. SUMNER, I wish the Senator from 
New York would allow the vote to be taken 
on my amendment, and then if that is voted 
down, I should gladly vote for his. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator prefers 
that, I will withhold my amendment and vote 
with him. Ithink I skall at least. I wish he 
would indicate it again. 

Mr. SUMNER. My amendment is to add 
‘Cand books printed in other than the English 
language;’’? and on that I wish to make one 
further observation. The Senator from Ohio 
anticipates that there may be a competition 
between such books and books printed in our 
own country. Certainly not in the Italian 
language, the Spanish, or the French; only 
in the German could it be possible; and [ 
doubt whether the competition tbere would 
be of such importance or so considerable 
as to constitute an essential element in the 
case. 

I think the Senator is mistaken when he 
supposes that there is a competition which we 
ought to take into account now. I wish to 
have the market just as free as possible for 
the importation of all works published on the 
continent that as a general rule cannot come 
into competition with our own manufactured 
article. I speak of a book as a manufactured 
article. I do not see why those who wish 
those books, whether they are works of sci- 
ence or of literature, should be compelled to 
pay this extra price. Indeed it seems to mo 
we should encourage the importation, because 
every one of these books that comes to our 
country in proportion to its value is in a cer- 
tain sense a fountain, not only to the individ- 
ual, but to his friends and neighbors. 

Therefore, I repeat, it should be encouraged. 
This bill discourages it. Iam ata loss to un- 
derstand why in this age, with our overflowing 
Treasury, we should venture to impose this tax 
on knowledge and actually stand in the way of 
civilization. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The Chair will 
remind the Senator that he has occupied more 
than five minutes. . 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam done. 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 venture to caution my 
colleague, though perhaps he does not need 
any caution, against acceding to the invitation 
of the Senator from New York to attempt to 
draw a line of distinction which shall. exclade 
some scientific books and shall include others 
only. J fear he will get into very great diffi- 
culty. For instance, the spiritualists say that 
their spiritualism is the highest possible 
science. I warn my colleague not to get all 
the spiritualists down upon him by excluding 
spiritualistic books and. saying that they are 
not scientific books. 


-X 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


3959 


Then, again, grammar used to be defined to 
be the art of speaking a language, but nobody 
now speaks of grammar simply as an art. We 
speak of the science of grammar, and there- 
fore if all scientific books are to come in free, 
all grammars are to come in free. Nobody 
now speaks of physical geography, or even 
political geography, in any other sense than as 
thescience of geography. So ‘scientific books” 
will bring all the geographies in. Nobody 
denies that. Mathematics, including arithmetic, 
isa science. So all arithmetics and all the 
books on geometry, in fact all mathematical 
hooks, are to come in as scientific books. Of 
course all metaphysical books, all astronomical 
books, all books in regard to the science of 
medicine, and allin regard to the Jaw—for law 
is a science—areto come in free. I really think 
that if we are going to admit scientific books, 
asthe amendment suggests, we had better 
admit all books. I shall not undertake to 
decide now what is a scientific book and what 
isnot. Every man that publishes an adver- 
tisement, even to take the corns out of your 
toes, calls himself a professor. Lverybody is 
a professor now. Certainly all books on farm- 
ing, the science of agriculture, are to come in 
free, especially when we have an agricultural 
President. [Laughter. ] 

I say if you admit some you must admit all 
books. Iam in favor entirely of the amend- 
ment suggested by my colleague. ‘These 
words, ‘in the English language,” ought. to 
be stricken out of the committee’s amend- 
ment; and if you are to keep duties on books 
at all, if you do not put them all on the free 
list, I do not think we can admit either the 
amendment of the Senator from New York or 
that of.the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. IJ agree with 
the Senator from Ohio last up that we cannot 
admit either of these amendments that are 
proposed. We have tried several times to 
define scientific and religious works. It has 
frequently been proposed to introduce reli- 
gious works, and it is as difficult to define 
one as the other. If you admit scientific 
works free, it resolves itself into this : that we 
are to depend upon foreigners for all our higher 
school-books, all the scientific school-books 
we use. Ido not desire to see anything of 
that. kind. . 

‘Then again, in relation to books printed in 
the German language, we admit with every 
immigrant that comes here from different 
nations all the books that he pleases to bring ; 
but it is not sound American policy to con- 
tinne to receive such works after they get 
here. We should make them Americans as 
we have the French population in Louisiana, 
The difference between them and the Cana- 
dians is the difference that has been brought 
about by the different policy that we have 
pursued in Louisiana. ‘There all the French 
population have become Americanized; but 
in Canada they have kept up the French lan- 
guage in their courts and in their Legislature, 
and the population of one portion of the ter- 
ritory is just as separate and as distinct now 
as it was fifty or one hundred years ago. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I understand 
that there is a great deal of capital invested 
in this country in printing and publishing text- 
books in the various foreign languages. It is 
a large business. These text-books are used 
in our schools. I do not see what propriety 
there is, if we afford other industries protec- 
tion, in throwing off all duties on the import- 
ation of these school-books, all the German, 
French, and Spanish grammars and other 
books that are printed and published just as 
well in this country; and I think that branch 
of industry is entitled to protection, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. There are at 
least $15,000,000 invested in publications in 
this country of various kinds, and it is un- 
doubtedly true that all or nearly all the very 
books which are designed here to be admitted 
fiee are printed in this country. Therefore, 


| 
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if there is any interest that needs protection, 
this is precisely that interest. Having had 
occasion to examine a subject kindred to this 
at this very session, I can bear testimony that 
books in England, and in Europe generally, 
but particularly in England, can be produced 
so much cheaper than they can here, that there 
is scarcely an industry in this country that needs 
protection more than the publication of books. 

Mr. SUMNER. Not in foreign languages. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Not to thesame 
extent, I agree with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, but to a degree which demands pro- 
tection that is. true. 

Now, one word as to the proposition of the 
Senator from New York. I do not think it is 
practicable, nor will it be found so if it should 
be enacted into a law; and we have an illus- 
tration in our legislation which I think demon- 
strates the impracticability of such a proposi- 
tion. The Constitution provides the Congress 
shall have power ‘‘to promote the progress 
of science and useful arts by securing for a 
limited time to authors and inventors the ex- 
clusive right to their respective writings and 
discoveries.” ` 

What is “science? It became necessary 
in carrying out tbat provision of the Constitu- 
tion for Congress to define what was science 
and what measures would promote science. 
To sum it all up it has come to this, thatin our 
legislation we have determined that any print 
is a scientific work ; no matter what itis if itis 
a print, and therefore communicates an idea, 


that is a scientific work. So that here you || 


have a practical illustration precisely of what 
is meant by the term ‘‘science’’ when it is 
applied to legislation. The inference drawn 
by the Senator from Ohio from the definition 
in Webster is as large and comprehensive as 
this. But turning aside from any abstract 
definition, we bave given an interpretation to 
it by our own legislation, and whoever is 
curious to know precisely what the terms are, 
will find by turning to the law on copyright 
that it comes to this, that whatever is a print 
is said to be a scientific work within the 
meaning of the Constitution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. č 

The amendment was rejected—ayes nine, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. SUMNER. Inow move tostrike out, 
in line two hundred and twenty-five, the words 
ttin the English language.” 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. That is right. 

Mr. SUMNER. It would make the sentence 
a little better to strike out the words “ which 
sball have been ;’’ so as to read ‘ books 
printed and manufactured more than twenty 
years at the date of importation.”’ : 

Mr. SHERMAN. . Those are the old words, 
and I would rather retain them, 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; that is only a 
question of form. The substance is to strike 
out the words “in the English language.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to 


that. 

Mr. SUMNER. There is no reason why 
the exemption should be limited to books in 
the English language. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I withdrew my amend- 
ment for a moment, saying that I would renew 
it. I will reflect a moment whether I will or 
not. However, I am not quite content to 
have it pass away under the suggestion that 
the amendment cannot be made to execute 
itself and to mean no more than might be 
wished. I think the words “books known to 
the trade as scientific books,” would obviate 
the objection stated by the Senator from Ohio 
and the Senator from Maine. 

Although I do not wish to detain the Senate 
unnecessarily, it seems to me that no class of 
books can be more meritorious than the very 
latest scientic works, expensive in themselves, 


needed by a few people, and they, as a rule, || 


all poor except the institutions which need 
them. It may be very useful to allow people 
to import books which were printed twenty 
years ago in the foreign languages or in the 
English language, free. No class of persons 
‘thus benefited, I venture to say, are so well, 
so wisely, so much benefited as students 
would be if they were permitted to import 
books strictly scientific from time to time as 
they appear in the world. And yet, after the 
manifestations which have been made by the 

Senate, and alter adopting the last amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, it is hardly 
worth while perhaps to try the experiment. 
Therefore I will not offer the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will continue the reading. 

The reading of the proposed free list waa 
continued, as follows: 

Books, maps, and charts imported by authority 
for tho use of the United States or for tho use of the 
Library of Congress: Provided, That the duty shall 
tot have been included in the contract or price 
paid; 

Books, maps, and charts specially imported, not 
more than two copies in any one invoice, in good 
faith for the use of any society incorporated or 
established for philosophical, litcrary, or religious 
purposes, or for the encouragement of the fine arts, 
or for the use, or by the order, of any college, acad- 
emy; school, or seminary of learning in tho United 

tates; 

Books, professional, of persons arriving in the 
United States; 

Books, household offects, or librarics, or parts of 
libraries, in use of persons or families from foreign 
countries, if used abroad by them not less than one 
year, and not intended for any other person or per- 
sons, nor for sale; 

Brass, old, having once been used, and fitonly for 
remanufacture, ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. There iseviđently some 
misapprehension about this old brass. | move 
to strike out lines two hundred and forty-five 
and two hundred and forty-six. This will be 
the market for the old brass of the world. 
Every cannon that has been once fired, every 
kettle that has once been over a fire, every 
particle of brass that has gone into machinery 
can be imported free under this clause. This 
is ‘scrap iron’? turned into brass, and all who 
have been here four, five, or six years will re- 
member the contest we had over scrap iron. 
This is equivalent to repealing all the duties 
upon copper and zinc. | move that these lines 
be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan moves to strike out lines 
two hundred and forty-five and two hundred 
and forty-six in these words: 

Brass, old, having once been used, and fit only for 
remanufacture, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the proposed free list was 
continued as follows : 

Brazil paste ; 

Brazil pebbles for spectacles, and pebbles for spec~ 
tacles, rough; 

Bromide and chloride of aluminium ; 

Burgundy pitch. 

Mr. THURMAN. After the words ‘‘Bur- 
gundy pitch” I move to insert ‘f calomel.” I 
do want that free. Strangely enough, whilea 
very large number of medicines, the majority 
of medicines, are put on the free list, there are 
a few that are selected out, and those, too, 
which are most in use in some parts of the 
country, and they are not put on the free list. 
They are on the free list of the House, and not 
on the free list of the Senate. For instance, 
here is this article of calomel, and another, 
Epsom salts,both on the free list of the House, 
but both left out of the free list of our com- 
mittee. I do insist that medicines ought to 
come in free, and I wish a vote of the Senate 
on that. On the other motion I made the 
vote was very close: there was only a difference 
of two. The Senate is fuller now, and I ask 
for the yeas and nays on the question of this 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senate 
is well aware that we producé quicksilver in 
great abundance on the Pacific coast, and 
this is but a preparation made fiom that arti- 
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ele; and if this goes, out, all the articles that 
are. made from quicksilver of course should 
‘follow. This is one of the most expensive 
preparations that are. made from that article, 
and the duty at the present time is thirty per 
cent. I trust it will not be. made free at 
present. : 

Mr, THURMAN. The duty now is thirty 

er cent. I understand from the Senator. Now, 
P submit to the Senate whether it is right to 
tax a medicine not nearly so much in use now 
as it once was, but still a most valuable medi- 
cine, thirty per cent? Isay once more I am 
notin favor of putting tea and coffee on the 
free list under the pretense that they are 
necessaries, and taxing the people thirty per 
cent. on their medicines. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. on the amendment.. 

Mr. NYE. Does the Senator from Ohio 
think our physiciaus will charge us any less 
if we take off the duty? 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not know that our 
physicians will, but our druggists will. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are 
already two amendments pending. 

Mr. BAYARD. Perhaps the Senator from 
Ohio will accept it. 

Mr. THURMAN. My amendment is the 
one pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But that is 
an amendment to the amendment of the com- 
mittee to strike out and insert. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec- 
retary wiil read the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Delaware for the adoption 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, It be all thrown overboard one mile 
from the ship. [Laughter. 

Mr. THURMAN. We all understand that. 
My friend is a homeopathist, {Laughter.] I 
stand by the allopaths. I am an old plain 
Democrat, and he is slipping away from the 
faith, and the Lord knows where he will land. 
{Laughter.] I therefore cannot accept his 
amendment, 

Mr. NYE. Ibope there will be no other 
division of che Democratic party. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAYARD. That was intended in the 
interests of humanity, but it seems to be so 
ill appreciated that I ask to withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio, upon which he has demanded the yeas 
aud nays. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 22 ; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Blair, Caldwell, Casserly, Clayton, 
Couper, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Mary- 
Pend, Hamilion of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, 
Norwood, Pomeroy, Schurz, Spencer, Stockton, 
Thurman, Trambull, Vickers, and Wilson—2), 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Cameron, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cra- 
ae Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, 

forrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, and Wright—22. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Boreman, 
Browniow, Carpenter. Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton.Gilbert, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitecheoek, Howe, Kel- 
logg. Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Pool, Ran- 
som, Rce, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sprague. 
Stevenson, Stewart, Sumner, Tipton, West, and 
Windom—32, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The reading of the proposed free list was 
continued, as follows: 

Camphor, crude; 

Carbolie acid; Cae 

Cat-gut striags, or gut-cord, for musical instru- 
ments: 

Chamomile flowers: ` 

Chareval : 

China root; 

Cinchona roots 

Chloride and sulphate of lime, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. In line two 
handred and fifty-nine, ‘* chloride and sulphate 
of iime,’? I suggest that we leave out the 
words ‘*‘and sulphate,” because that is already 
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free now.. It is plaster of Paris. I ask to 
have those words omitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be made if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of 
the proposed free list, as follows: 

Clippings and waste of brass, bronze, or Dutch 
metal, fit only for remanufacture, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The same argument 
holds good in regard to that as held good in 
regard to the clause about old brass. There 
is no limit to the amount that would be im- 
ported under that clause free of duty. They 
have only got to clip the material and it comes 
in free. Í therefore move to strike out in 
lines two hundred and sixty and two hun- 
dred and sixty-one: 

Clippings and waste of brass, bronze, or Dutch 
metal, fit only for remanufacture. 

The amendment wasagreed to. 


The reading of the proposed free list was 
continued, as follows: 

Coal-stores of American vessels: Provided, That 
none shall be unloaded ; 

Cobalt, ore of; - 

Cocoa or cocao, crude, and butter, fiber, leaves, 
and shells of; 


Colonthar, dry, or oxide of iron; 

Coltsfoot, (crude drug 3) 

Contrayerva root; 

Copper, old, taken from the bottom of American 
vessels compelled by marine disaster to repair in 
foreign ports, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not see how you 
are to discriminate whether the copper came 
from the bottom of an American ship or from 
some other ship. 1 think that clause should 
likewise be stricken out. Of course, all old 
copper taken from any bottom can come in as 
taken from American bottoms. There would 
be no particular objection to this if the shi 
brought its own copper back; but to admit 
any copper that was asserted to be taken from 
American bottoms would open a wide door 
for fraud. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can inform the Sena- 
tor from Michigan that this is admitted duty 
free under the present law. Here it is: 

“Copper, old, taken from the bottom of Amer- 
ican vessels compelled by marine disaster to repair 
in foreign ports.” 

It is inserted here because others are put in 
the free list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
present law? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How do you detect cop- 
per taken from American bottoms from that 
taken from other bottoms? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know. But I 
suppose they do it by the sworn statement of 
the owner of the vessel, or scme other proof. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will pass that for the 
present. It looks to me as if it were opening 
the door for large frauds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. CONKLING. I desire to ask a ques- 
tion here. If this free list represents what is 
already on the free list, why does the Senator 
from Vermont strike out sulphate of lime? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not except in 
certain cases. For instance, this section pro- 
vides for an entire change of the duty on cop- 
per, and therefore it was necessary to repeat 
the different classes of copper. The section 
as it came from the House entirely changed 
the grades of copper. In some few cases of 
that kind the free list is repeated. 

Mr. CONKLING. Otherwise it would not 
be held to be repealed by what we might do 
here? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of 
the proposed free list, as follows: 

Cowage down; 

Cow or kine pox, or vaccine virus; 

Cubebs; 


Curling-stones or quoits; 
Curry and curry powders; 


Is that free under the 


rear aT a re 


Cyanite or kyanite ; Z ` : 

Diamonds, rough or uncut, including glazier’s 
diamonds; 

Dried bugs; 

Dried blood; 

Dried and prepared flowers ; 

Elecampane root; 

Ergot; 

Fans, common palm-leaf; 

Farina; 

Flowers, leaves, plants, roots, barks, and seeds, for 
medicinal purposes, in a crude state, not otherwise 
provided for; 

Firewood ; A 

Flint, flints, and ground flint-stones; 

Fossils ; 

Galanga, or galangal; 

Garancine; 

Gentian root; 

Ginger root; 

Ginseng root; 

Goldbeaters’ molds and goldbeaters’ skins ; 

Gold, oxide of; 

Gold size; . . 

Grease, not otherwise provided for, and for use as 
soap-stock only ; : 

Gunny-bags and guuny-cloth, old or refuse, fit 
only tor remanutacture; 

Gut and worm-gut, manufactured or unmanu fac- 
tured, for whip and other cord; 

Guts, salted; 

Hair, all horse, cattle, and hog, cleaned or un- 
cleaned, drawn or undrawn, but unmanufactured; 

Hair of hogs, curled, for beds and mattresses ; 

Hellebore root; J ; , 

Hide cuttings, raw, with or without the hair on, 
for glue-stock 3 

Hide rope; ; : 

Hides, namely, Angora goat-skins, raw, without 
the wool, unmanfactured; asses’ skins, raw, un- 
manufactured ; 

Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, 
salted, or pickled, and skins, except sheep-skins 
with the wool on. 


Mr. THURMAN. I wish to ask a little 
explanation of that. As I bave had occasion 
to say several times, the agriculturists of this 
country have a very poor chance to derive 
eny benefit from the tariff, while they are taxed 
greatly on the most of the articles they con- 
sume. Now, hereis an article, hides, an article 
that the agriculturists of the country have some 
interest in, and it is proposed to admit all the 
hides of South America free of duty. That ia 
what it comes to. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is just what it is. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is just what it is 
proposed todo, I understand. I might go far 
back. It looks a little curious to see this free 
list. Here, on line three hundred and nine, we 
have: 

Hair, all horse, cattle, and hog, cleaned or un 
cleaned, drawn or undrawn, bat unmanufactured, 

That all comes in free. Then we have: 

Hair of hogs, curled, for beds and mattresses. 

That is to come in free. 

Hide cuttings, raw, with or without the hair on, 
for glue-stock. 

That is free. 

Then ‘hide rope” is free. 


Hides, namely, Angora goat-skine, raw, without 
the wool, unmanufactured ; asses’ skins, raw, unman- 
ufactured; 

Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, 
salted, or pickled, and skins, except sheep-skins with 
the wool on. 

I should like to have some explanation of 
how it is that these articles, which are the 
product of the farmers of the country chiefly, 
are to have no protection, as itis called, at all. 
They are placed on the free list, while almost 
everything that the farmer has to consume has 
to pay a duty. 

Mr. CAMERON. Task the indulgence of 
the Senator from Ohio to allow me to make a 
motion for an executive session. Ft is now a 
quarter to five o’clock, or nearly that, 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator need not 
ask me. I have said all that I desire to say 
for the present. i 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam very much obliged 
to the Senator, I now move that the Senate 
go into executive session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to give notice 
before the Senate adopt that motion that at 
half past seven .o’clock, when the recess 
expires, I shall. feel it my duty to insist on 
going on with the tariff bill. There was 
some controversy and some little feeling grew 
out of the fact last night that several Sen- 
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ators were allowed to pass bills for want of 
a quorum. I give this notice now, therefore, 
that Senators who are present may be here 
this evening. If the Senator from Pennsyl- 


vania says he desires an executive session I 


have no objection to it. 

. Mr. CONKLING. Then it is understood 
that the Senator will not yield for any bill to 
be taken up at half past seven o'clock except 
the tariff bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give that notice; but 
unless a quorum is present, as a matter of 
course I can do nothing. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am very glad the Sen- 
ator has given the notice. I think it is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After thirty minutes spent in exec- 
utive session, the doors were- reopened, and 
at five o’clock and fifteen minutes p. m. the 
Senate took a recess until half past seven 
o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o'clock p. m. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2988) granting the right 
of way to the Utah, Idaho; and Montana Rail- 
road Company was read twice by its title. 

Mr. POMEROY. That bas been consid- 
ered in my committee, and if there is no ob- 
jection I should like to see it passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It had better be referred. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let it lie on the table for 
the present, until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I ask the 


Senate—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator was not 
present when I gave a notice before the re- 
cess. There was complaint made last night 
about my giving way; several Senators -com 
plained bitterly; and I gave notice to-day be- 
fore the recess that I would ask for the regular 
order, and Senators said it was right. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I did not 


hear it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is a con- 
ference report to be made. E 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will yield to a confer- 
ence report, or to anything that is in its last 
stages. 


SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK RESERVATION. 
Mr. WILSON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill of the House No. 
1914, entitled ‘An act to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to negotiate with the chiefs and bead- 
men of the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of Indians 
for the relinquishment of a portion of their reser- 
vation iu Wyoming Territory,” having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend, and do recommend, as follows, namely: 

That the House agree to the first, second, third, 
and fifth amendments of the Senate. : 

That the Senate recede from their fourth amend- 
ment, and that in lieu thereof the following be sub- 
stituted, namely: after the word “ceded,” in line 
twelve of the bill, insert : 

And itshali be the duty of the President to report 
all proceedings under this act to Congress for ap- 


proval or rejection: Provided, This authority shall- 


notcontinue beyond January 1, 1873. 


HENRY WILSON, 
JAMES HARLAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SOHN P.O. SHANKS 
WM. WILLIAMS, of New York, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House bad concurred in the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on thobill (S. No. 
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468) to enable the President to appoint'a Pay- 
master General of the Army. . 

-The message also announced thatthe House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 451) for the relief 
of. Jefferson W. Davis. K 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1298) for the relief of 
the estate of Eli Moore; 

. A bill (H. R. No. 1870) for the relief of 
the heirs of William A. Graham ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1625) to amend an act 
entitled “An act supplementary to an act en- 
titled ‘An act to allow the United States to 
prosecute appeals and writs of error without 
giving security,’ and for other purposes,’ 
approved July 27, 1868; ~ 

A bill (H. R. No. 2475) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States,” 
approved March 2, 1867, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2937) making a transfer 
of a pension appropriation from one fund to 
another ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2989) to remove the 
political disabilities of the persons therein 
named ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2940) to establish certain 
post roads; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2984) revising and amend- 
ing the laws relative to the mints, assay offices, 
aud coinage of the United States. 


PAYMASTER GENERAL. 


Mr. WILSON submitted the following 


report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill of the Senate No. 
463, entitled "An act to enable the President to 
appoint a Paymaster General of the Army,” having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend, and do recommend to their respective 
Houses, as follows: , 

That the Senate concur in the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with the following 
amendment: add to the amendment these words: 
“said appointment to date from the time the ap- 
pointee assumed the duties of the office, 

HENRY WILSON 
FRANK P. BLAIR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


W. G. DONNAN, 
JOHN COBURN, 
HENRY W. SLOCUM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio demands tbe regular order, which 
is the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
2822) to reduce duties on imports, and to re- 
duce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 
That bill is before the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I invited the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue to be present dur- 
ing the residue of the session, and I ask con- 
sent of the Senate that he be allowed on the 
floor. I desire to consult him occasionally. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue will be allowed to be present. The 
Chair hears none. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of 
the amendment to the free list section, as fol- 
lows: 

Hones and whetstones; 

Hop roots for cultivation; 

Horn-strips; 

Indian hemp, (crude drug;)_ - 

Indio or Malacca joints, not further manufactured 
than cut into suitable lengths for the manufactures 
into which they are intended to be converted ; 

Iridium; 

Isinglass, or fish-glue; 

Istle, or Tampico fibers 

Jalap, and crude resin of; 

Josstiek or Josslight; 

Jute butts; - 

Leather, old serap; 7 

Leaves, all, not otherwise provided for ; 

Lithographic stones, not engraved; 

Loadstones; 

Logs, and round unmanufactured timbernot other- 
wise provided for, and ship-timber. 
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Mr. WRIGHT. I have an améndiment which 
I desire to offer, in line three hundred ‘and 
thirty-seven, to the item just read; butat 
present I will waive it with the understandin 
that we can return to it hereafter, = = 7 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It can beoffered 
at any time when no other amendment is. pend- 


ing. i l 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I thonght'there was an 
amendment pending to strike out from. line 
three hundred and sixteen to line three hun- 
dred and nineteen, the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Touran. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; he told me he did 
not intend to press it. . 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I must do so. Iwas 
in good faith relying on that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us go on. 
no quoram here now. 
it afterward. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Very well. 

The reading of the free list, proposed by the 
Committee on Finance, was resumed and con- 
cluded as follows: 


Macaroni and vermicelli; : 

Madder and munjeet, ground or prepared, and all 
extracts of; 

Magnets; 

Manganese, oxide and ore of; 

Marrow, crude; 

Marsh-mallows; 

Matico leaf; 

Meerschaum, crude or raw; 

Mica and mica waste; 

Mineral waters, all, not artificial ; 

Moss, sea-weed, and all other vegetable substances 
used for beds and mattresses; 

Murexide, (a dye ;) 

Muriates of gold; 

Musk, crude; Ee 

Mustard-seed, brown and white; 

Nuts, cocoa and Brazil or cream ; 

Nux vomica, and crude resin of; ; 

Oil, essential, fixed or expressed, namely, al- 
monds; amber, crude and rectified; ambergris; 
aniso, or anise-seed; anthos, or rosemary; berga- 
mot; cajeput; caraway; cassia; cedrat; chamo- 
mile; cinnamon; citronella, or lomon-grass; civet; 
fennel; jasmine, or jessamine: juglandium; juni- 
per; lavender; mace: ottar of roses; poppy; 88- 
game, or sesamum-seed, or bene; thyme, red, or 
origanum; thyme, white; valerian; 

Qil-cake; 

Olives, green or prepared; 

Orange buds and flowers; 

Orpiment; 

Osmium; 

Oxidizing paste; 

Palladium metal; , : 

Paper-stock, crude, of every description, incluđ- 
ing all grasses, fibers, rags other than wool, waste, 
shavings, clippings, old paper, rope ends, waste 
rope, waste bagging, gunny-bags and gunny-cloth, 
old or refuse, to be used in making and fit oniy to 
be converted into paper and unfit for any other 
manufacture, and cotton waste, whether for paper- 
stock or other purposes 3 

Pellitory root: Fe 

Persis, or extract of archil, and cudbear; 

Peruvian bark; 

Pewter and britannia metal, old, and fit only tobe 
remanufactured ; 

Phanglein ; 

Plumbago; 

Polypodium 3 

Pulu; 

uit sree root; 

uills, prepared or unprepared; 

Railroad ties, of wood ; 

Ratans and reeds, unmanufactured z 

Rennets, raw or prepared ; 

Root flour; 

Saffron and safflower and extract of; 

Saffron cake; 

Sago, erude; 

Sago and sago flour; 

Saint John’s beans ; 

Salacine; 

Salep, or saloup: 

Sassafras ; 

Sauerkraut; 

Sausage skins; 

Sealing-wax ; . F 

Seeds, namely, anise, anise star, canary, chia, 
sesamum, sugar-cane, and seeds of forest trees s 

Seneca root. crude ; : 

Shark-skins; 

Snails: 

Snake roots 

Soap-stocks ; . 

Sparterre, for making or ornamenting hats; 

Spunk; 

Stavesacre, crude: 

Storax, or styrax; 

Straw, unmanufactured; 

Strontia, oxide of, or protoxide of strontiam z 

Succinic acid; 

Sugar of milk; 

Pale; 

Tamarinds; 

Teasola; 


There is 
The Senator can offer 
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Teeth, unmanufactured ; 

` Aon mbn, aluminous: 
ea, crude ; : a 

Tin, in pigs, bars, or blocks, and grain-tin; 

fonauin, ‘onqua, or Tonka beans; 

ripon; — 

Umbrella-sticks, crude, to wit, all partridge, hair- 
wood, pimento, orange, myrtle, and othersticks and 
ednes, in the rough, or no further manufactured 
than ‘cut into lengths suitable for umbrella, parasol, 
or sun-shade sticks, or walking-canes;- 

Uranium, oxide of; . 

Vanilla beans or vanilla plants; 

Venice turpentine; 

Wailers > ` ; £ 

Wax, bay or myrtle, Brazilian and Chinese; 

- Whalebone; 
ams; 

Yenrst-cakes ; 


affer; 
Zine, old and fit only for remanufacture. 
Mr. SHERMAN. What is the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa? | 
Mr. WRIGHT. I propose to offer an amend- . 
ment in line three hundred and thirty-seven. 
It involves a very large question; but I do it, 
I may say, more under instructions than any- 
thing else. It is to put lumber on the free 


list. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lumber is already pro- 
vided for in the preceding section. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I understand so, but I pro- 
pose to present that question here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator would not 
take the opinion of the Senate now. 

Mr. WRIGHT. No. I say I do it under 
instructions. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Let the Senator offer it 
in the Senate. ` 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
can reserve it until the bill is reported to the 
Senate, because then if lumber was ‘put on the 
free list the bill would have to be altered in 
other sections. That will be regarded, then, 
as reserved. Will the Senator from Texas 


take the same course in regard to the amend- 
ment he desires to have made? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Yes, sir, I will reserve 
it and offer the amendment in the Senate. It 
is to strike out hides from the free list. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Secretary 
will make a memorandum of these two reser- 
vations, so that when the bill is reported to the 
Senate they will not be passed over. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Committee on Finance to section [six] 
five as a substitute for the House free list. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to insert the following as an 
additional section after [six] five. 


Sro. 6. That for a term of two years from and after 
the passage of this act, and no longer, machinery 
and apparatus designed only for, and adapted to be 
used for steam towage on canals, and not now man- 
ufactured in the United States, may be imported 
by any State, or by any person duly authorized by 
the Legislature of any State, free of duty, subject 
to such Tegn lationa as may be prescribed by the 
Becretary of the Treasury. And also that for the 
term of two years from and after the passage of this 
act, and no longer, steam-plow machinery, adapted 
to the cultivation of the soil, may be imported by 
any person for his own use, free of duty, subject to 
such regulations of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
as before provided. ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert the fol- 
lowing as an additional section, after section 
eight: 

Bro, 9, That where fire-arms, shovels, spades, 
axes, hatcshets, hammers, plows, cultivators, mow- 
ing-machines, and reapers manufactured with stocks 
or handles made of wood grown in the United States 
are exported for benefit of drawback under section 
four of the act of August 5, 1861, and entitled “An 
act to provide increased revenue from imports, to 
pay intereston the public debt, and for other pur- 

oses,” such articles shall be entitled to such draw- 

ack, under that act, in all cases when the imported 
materiai exceeds one half of the value of the mate- 
rial used. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section [nine] 
ten, line five, to strike out the words ‘* wooden 
sailing,’’. before ‘* vessels;’’ so as to read: 


That from and after the passage of this act all 
lumber, timber, Manila, iron, and steel not ad- 


vanced beyond rods, bars, and bolts, copper and 
composition metal which may be necessary for the | 
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construction and equipment of vessels built in the 
United States for the purpose of being employed in 
the foreign trade, including the trade: between the 
Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, and 
finished after the passage of this act, may be im- 
ported in bond, under such regulations as the. Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may prescribe; and upon 
proof that such materials have been used for the 
purpose aforesaid, no duties shall be paid thereon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. This. whole section involves 
a matter of so much importance that I desire 
it to be retained for consideration in a full 
Senate. One amendment has been agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. After the bill is 
reported to the Senate, a motion can be made 
to strike out the whole section. If thereis no 
objection, the perfection of the section will be 
gone through with in committee, but the Sen- 
ator can move to amend and also to strike out 
in the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire the whole section to 
be retained for consideration before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator object to perfecting the section by the 
amendments of the committee? 

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, no. 

The next amendment was in line fourteen 
of the same section, to strike out the word 
“two” before ‘‘ months,’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ 
so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That vessels receiving the benefit of this 
section shall not be allowed to engage in the coast- 
wise trade of the United States more than three 
months in any one year, except upon the payment 
to the United States of the duties on which a rebate 
is herein allowed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after the word 
“allowed,” in line sixteen of the same sec- 
tion, to strike out the following proviso : 

And provided further, That the provisions of this 
section shall apply to the materials above enumer- 
ated, which shall be used in the construction and 


equipment of stoamboats engaged in navigating the 
navigable waters of the United States. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the last pro- 
viso to the same section, line twenty-two, to 
strike out the words ‘ship storés, or,” before 
the words “the repair of;” and to strike out 
the word ‘sail,’ before ‘ vessels ;’? so as to 
make the proviso read : 

And provided further, That all articles of foreign 
production needed for the repair of American ves- 
sels engaged exclusively in foreign trade may be 
withdrawn from bonded warehouses free of duty, 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, 

The next amendment was on pages 33 and 
84, to strike out section ten, as follows: 

Src. 10. That all laws and parts of laws requiring 
that all-duties on imports shall be paid in gold be, 
and they are hereby, so far modified that hereafter 
one third of all dutios on imports may be paid, by 
the individual or corporation paying the same, to 
the proper collecting officer of the United States, of 
such import duties, in the legal-tender notes of the 
United States, and the other two thirds of the duties 
which are required by law to be paid by such person 
or corporation shall be paid in gold; and all laws 
and parts of laws now in force are repealed so far as 
they come in conflict with the provisions of this 
act: Provided, That the notes of national banks 
required by law to be redeemed in gold may be 
received for import duties. 

Mr. VICKERS. I wish that section re- 
served for action in the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The section 
will be regarded as stricken out, but the ques- 
tion of agreeing to the amendment is reserved. 

Mr. CASSEKLY. I would rather reserve 
that even in committee for a fuller Senate than 
this is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are only two or 
three controverted points in the bill, and they 
had better be left until we come into the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
say to the Senator from California that he will 
lose no right by reserving this amendment for 
a vote in the Senate. In committee some dis- 

osition must be made of it pro or con. The 

ecretary will make a minute of it, and this 
will be reserved, so that no Senator will lose 
any right, —— 


“words 


May 28, 


Mr. CASSERLY._ Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
will be considered ag agreed to now; and the 

uestion of concurring in it will be reserved 
or à separate vote in the Senate. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new 
section, to be section eleven, the following: 

Src. 11.. That the proviso in section four of an act 
entitled “ An act to protect the revenue, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 28, 1866, is hereby 
modified and amended so as to read as follows; Pro- 
vided, That fromand after the date of the passage 
of this. act imported salt in bond may be used in 
curing fish, when taken by vessels licensed to engage 
in the fisheries, under such regulations asthe Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shal! prescribe, and upon proof 
that said salt has been used in curing fish, the duties 
on the same shall be remitted. 

Mr. FENTON. I wish this section reserved 
for consideration until the bill is considered 
in the Senate, and until after the subject of 
salt ig considered as to the reduced rate of 
duty found in the second page of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Jt will come in 
the list of reservations afier that subject. The 
amendment will be regarded as agreed to in 
Committee of the Whole, and will be specially 
reserved. The Secretary will make a minute 
of it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest a 
mere verbal amendment in line seven; after 
the word ‘‘ by’? to insert ‘‘ owners of; so as 
to read: 

“That from and after the date of the passage of 
this act imported saltin bond may be used in curing 


fish when taken by owners of vessels licensed to 
engage in the fisheries, &, 


Mr. SHERMAN. This is the language of 
the old law; of course the vessel could only 
be licensed in the name of the owner. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
press it if the chairman is satisfied with the 
language as it is. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The amendment 
will be regarded as agreed to and be reserved 
when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

The next amendment was in section [eleven] 
twelve, under the heading of ‘distilled spir- 
its,” (which amends the act of July 20, 1868, 
to strike out *‘ sixty-five,” in line seven, an 
insert ‘‘ seventy ;’’ so as to read: 

That section one be amended by striking out the 
words " sixty-five,” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
word “seventy.” 3 i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to inform the 
Senator that this does not raise the tax on 
whisky or change it in the least, but in a sub- 
sequent portion of the bill we repeal other 
taxes on whisky that yield about five cents, so 
that it leaves the tax precisely as it is. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I desire to offer an 


amendment in regard to licorice. Have we 
passed the free list? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been 


passed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I reserve the right to 
offer it in the Senate, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate is 
acting on amendments of the Committee of 
Finance now. ‘The Senator can offer his 
amendment in committee or in the Senate, 
The question is on the amendment striking 
out '‘ sixty-five’! and inserting “seventy” in 
section [eleven] twelve. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line fifteen of 
section [eleven] twelve, to strike out the 
“exemptions allowed’? and insert 
‘quantity of spirits distilled as provided ;” 
so as toread: 

Provided further, That the special tax paid b 
distillers prior to the taking effect of this act, whic 

as not been exhausted by the quantity of spirits 
distilled as provided by law, shall be refunded upon 
proper application out of any moneys arising from 
internal taxes not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in ‘line twenty- 
seven of the same section, to strike out the 
words ‘‘relating to meters and meter safes,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the following words : 
- That the. Commissioner of Internal Revenue is 
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hereby authorized to order and require such changes 
of or additions to distilling apparatus, connecting 
pipes, pumps, or cisterns, or any machinery con- 
nected with or used in or on the distillery premises, 
or may require to be put on any of the stills, tubs, 
cisternsy pipes, or other vessels, such fastenings, 
Jocks, or seals, as he may deem necessary. 

So as to make the clause read: 

That section three be amended by striking out all 
after the enacting clause and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following words: “that the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue is hereby authorized to order and 
require such changes of or additions to distilling 
apparatus, connecting pipes, pumps, or cisterns. or 
any machinery connected with or used in or on the 
distillery premises, or may require to be put on any 
of tho stills, tubs, cisterns, pipes, or other vessels, 
such fastenings, locks, or seals, as he may deem 
necessary.” : 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LOGAN. I should like fo ask the 
chairman of the committee whether, after strik- 
ing out the first two lines in reference to meters 
and meter-safes, and tben inserting this para- 
graph of the committee in reference to changes 
of or additions to distillery apparatus, that will 
embrace meters and meter-safes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are two para- 
graphs in section three of the act of 1868; 
one relates to meters and meter-safes, and the 
other relates to the other machinery of a 
distillery. 

Mr. LOGAN. The paragraph inserted by 
the Senate, then, does not embrace meters and 
meter safes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; it is the lan- 
guage of the old Jaw. 

Mr. LOGAN. My object in asking was to 
know certainly, because I am very sure that 
striking out these meter-safes is a very correct 
thing to do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has been done, but 
we have reéuacted the old section in order to 
prevent an ambiguity that arose. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

The next amended was after line thirty-six, 
in the same section, to strike out the follow- 
ing: 

That section four be amended by striking out the 
words ‘less than $500 nor,’ and the words * less 
than six months nor.” 

That section five bo amended by striking out, the 
words ‘set up” the first, second, and last times 
they occur; also the words ‘‘less than $100 nor”’ 
and “less than one month nor.” 

That section six he amended by striking out the 


words “Jess than $100 nor,” and “less than six 
months nor.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, line forty-nine, to strike out the words 
‘Calgo the words ‘less than $500 nor,’’’ and 
‘not Jess than six months nor;’’’ s0 as to 
make the clause read: 

That section seven be amended by striking out 


the words “but in no case shail such bond be made 
for a less swn than $5,000.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, line fifty- six, to strike out the word ‘“‘the,’’ 
and insert ‘an’ before ‘ assistant,” and after 
‘assistant’? to strike out ‘‘assessor ;’’ so as 
to read: 


That section ten be amended by striking out all 
after the enacting clause, and inserting in -lieu 
thercot the following, to wit: “*thaton the receipt 
of notice that any person wishes to commence the 
business of distilling, the assessor shall proceed, at 
the expense of the United States, with the aid of an 
assistant designated for the purpose by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, to make a survey of 
such distillery for the purpose of estimating and 
determining its true spirit-producing capacity for a 
day of twenty-four hours, a written report of which 
survey shall be made in triplicate, one copy of 
which shall be delivered to the distiller, and shall 
take effect on and after the date of such delivery, 
one copy retained by the assessor, and the other 
transmitted to the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next. amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, after Hine ninety-one;, to insert ‘that 
section thirteen is hereby repealed.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same sec- 


fi 


| 


tion, line ninety-five, afier the word “ paid,” 
to strike out the words: ; 

And adding to the section the words: “ Provided, 
That any distiller may provide himself with a place 
on his distillery premises where tax-paid spirits of 
his own manufacture may be deposited until sold or 
shipped.” 

So that the clause will read: 
That section fifteen be amended by inserting after 


the word “manufactured,” the words ‘‘until the 
tax thereon shall have been paid.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, line one hundred and eight, to insert the 
word tup”? after ‘‘ keep; ’’ so that the clause 
will read : 

That section eighteen of the act be amended by 
striking out the words ‘‘not having paid the special 
tax,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “other 
than a rectifier or wholesale liquor-dealer who has 

aid the special tax, or a distiller who bas given the 

ond,” and inserting after the words ‘‘ who shail put 
up ” the words "or keep up.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line one hun- 
dred and ten of the same section, to insert the 
word “and” between the words ‘ eleventh ”’ 
and ‘twenty-first ;’’ and in line one hundred 
and sixteen, after theword “‘ occurs’’ tostrike 
out also the words ‘‘less than $500 nor” and 
t‘ less than six months nor ;’’ so that the clause 
will read; 


That section nineteen be amended by striking out 
the words “ eleventh” and *‘ twenty-first,” and“ if 
any false entry shall be made in either of said books, 
or any entry required to be made therein shall be 
omitted therefrom, for every such false entry made, 
or omission, the distiller shall forfeit and pay a 
penalty of $1,000,” and the word “such ” before the 
words “false entry” the first time it occurs. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line one hun- 
dred and twenty-one of the same section, be- 
fore the word “provided ” to insert ‘by add- 
ing the following ;’’ and in line one hundred 
and twenty-four to strike out the word ‘‘such”’ 
before the word '‘rules;’’ so that the clause 
will read: 


That section twenty-two be amended by striking 
out the words, “having paid the special tax,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words "having given 
the bond required by law,” and by adding the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘Provided, That nothing in this section shall 
be held to apply to suspensionscaused by unavoidable 
accident; and the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue shall prescribe rules and regulations to govern 
in such cases of involuntary suspension.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, line one hundred and twenty-seven, to 
strike out the words ‘‘so much as provides 
fora distillery-warehouse stamp, and also by 
striking out;’? avd in line one hundred and 
twenty nine, after the word ‘‘ first,’’ to strike 
out ‘*days’’ and insert ‘‘day ;”’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

That section twenty-three be amended by striking 
out the words, ‘eleventh and twenty-first days,” 
and insert ** day.” 

The amendment was ageed to. 


The next amendment was after line one 
hundred and thirty-seven of the same section, 
to. insert “that section twenty-eight, be so 
amended that the tax therein provided for 
stamps shall be ten eents instead of twenty- 
five cents.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was after line one 
hundred and forty of the same section, to strike 
out the following clauses: 


That section twenty-nine be amended by striking 
outthe words “‘less than $500 nor” and “less than 
six months nor.” eee 

That section thirty be amended by striking out 
the words “* less than $1,000 nor” and “less than one 
year nor.” ray 

That section thirty-six be amended by striking out 
the words "less than $200 nor ” and “less than three 
months nor,” J 

That section thirty-eight bo amended by striking 
out the words “less than $100 nor” and "less than 
three months nor.” 

That section thirty-nine be amended by striking 


! out the words “less than $100 nor” and “less than 


one month nor.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next.amendment wasin the same. sec- 
tion, line one hundred and. sixty-nine, after, 
the word “approve,” to strike out. the words 
t of, and require the same tobe procured by,”’ 
and in lieu thereof to insert +‘ such ‘instru- 
ments to be furnished by the: United States to,” 
and after the word ‘ prescribe,’’ in line onë 
hundred and seventy-three, to strike out the: 
words ‘and by striking out the words “less 
than $500 nor’ and ‘ lessthan one year nor;’”’ 
so that the clause will read: ; 


That section forty-three be amended by insertin 
after the word “brand,” the second time it paket 
the words ‘* and the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue may make such change in stamps and may pre- 
scribe such instruments, or other means for atach- 
ing, protecting, and canceling stamps for tobacco, 
snuff, cigars, distilled spirits, and fermented liquors, 
oreither of them,as he and the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall approve, such instruments to be fur- 
nished by the United States to the persons using the 
stamps to be affixed therewith, under such regula- 
lations as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
may prescribe.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, line one hundred and seventy-six, after 
the word ‘‘therein,’’ to strike out the following 
words: 


And the words “less than one thousand dollars 
nor” and ‘‘Jess than six months nor.” 

That section forty-five be amended. by striking out 
the words “less than one hundred dollars nor” and 
"t Jess than three months nor.” 


So that the clause will read : 


That section forty-fopr be amended by striking 
out the word ‘‘distiller” where it first occurs therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, after line one hundredand eighty-five, to 
strike out the following: 


That section forty-eight be amended by striking 
out all after the enacting clause and inserting in 
lieu thereof the following: ‘‘thaton all liquors, or 
compounds Known or denominated as wine, and 
mado in imitation of sparkling wine or champagne, 
and on all liquors, cordials, or bitters produced by 
mixing distilled spirits with any foreign substance, 
or by the infusion of any matter in distilled spirits 
to be sold as medicines or otherwise, and on all 
compounds produced by the mixture of distilled 
spirits with any other substance, and of which tho 
hydrometer will not indicate the proot, to be sold as 
wine, brandy, or by any other name, there shall be 
levied and collected a tax of ten cents per bottle or 
package containing not more than one pint, or of 
twenty cents per bottle or package containing more 
than one pint and not more than one quart, and at 
the same rate for any larger quantity of such mer- 
chandise, however the same may be put up, or what- 
ever may be the package; and the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue shall cause to be prepared 
suitable and special stamps denoting the tax herein 
imposed, to be affixed to each bottle or package 
containing such merchandise, by the person manu- 
facturing, compounding, or putting up the same, 
before removal from the place of manufacture, 
compounding, or putting up; said stamps to be 
affixed and canceled in such manner as the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe; and the 
absence of such stamp from any bottle or package 
containing such merchandise shall be prima facie 
evidence that the tax thereon has not been paid, 
and such merchandise shall be forfeited to the Uni- 
ted States. Any person counterfeiting, altering, or 
reusing said stamps shall be subject to the same 
penalties as are imposed for the same offenses in 
relation to proprietary stamps: Provided, That 
articles taxed under this section shall not be liable 
to taxation under Schedule C: And provided fur- 
ther, That no special tax shall be required from vint- 
ners who sell grape-wineof their own manufacture.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. The committee directed 
this clause to be stricken out and a substitute 
for it to be carefully prepared. I now offer it 
as a substitute for the part stricken out. The 
amendment is to strike out from line one hun- 
dred and eighty-six down to line two hundred 
and twenty-one, and insert what I send to the 
Chair. 

The Chief Clerk read the words to be in- 
serted as follows: 

That section forty-eight be amended by striking 
out all after the words “ whatever be the package’ 
down toand including the words ** and other lists,” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: “ the tax 
herein imposed shall be paid by affixing and cancel- 
ing stamps representing the amount of tax due upon 
each bottle or other inclosure or package, such 
stamps to be provided by the Commissioner of Inter- 


nal Revenue, furnished to collectors, andafixed and 
canceled under rules and regulations to be pre 
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scribed by the Commissioner: Provided, That if any 


person shall sell, ‘or offer or expose for sale, or- 


remove for sale or consumption any article upon 
which a tax is imposed by this section without the 
affixing and canceling the proper stamp thereon, 
thé provision of section: sixty of the act of July 20, 
1868, as-amended by this act relating to the assess- 
ment of taxes omitted to be paid, shall apply to such 
ease. And provided further, That the absence ofthe 

roper ‘revenue stamp, duly canceled, from any 

ottle or package taxable under this section, sold, 


or offered, or exposed for. sale, or removed for con- 


sumption orsale, shall be notice to all persons that 
the tax has not been paid thereon, and prima facie 
evidence of the non-payment thereof, and such 
bottle or package shall bo forfeited to the United 
States.” 

Mr, CASSERLY. I ask the Senator from 
Ohio whether the section forty-eight in the 
bill is entirely. abandoned by him? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; and I will state 
tothe Senate in a word the whole amount of 
this... Section forty-eight of the act hereby 
amended provides for the taxation of imitation 
liquors or compounds denominated as wine, 
but which are not wine. The House commit- 
tee proposed a new mode of taxing, which we 
thought was objectionable and might lead to 
confusion and perhaps include medicines of 
some kinds. So our committee preserve thé 
whole tax, do not increase or diminish it, but 
simply require it to be paid by stamps, the 
stamps to be attached to the bottles, so that the 
évidence of the payment shall accompany the 
imitation liquor. It is a kind of liquor that 
it is not the interest of the people to have en- 
couraged; but we do noteput any prohibition 
upon it, but simply tax it as we would the 
genuine article at the same rate fixed by law. 
That is all there is of the section. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand this new 
section then is not printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. The reason 
why it was not printed was because it was a 
subject that ought to be carefully prepared, 
and it was submitted to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. It does uot change the 
amount of the tax or the rate of the tax, or 
anything about it, but simply provides that 
the tax shall be paid by stamp, and that the 
stamps shall be attached to the bottle or what- 
ever form the compound may appear in. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section [eleven] twelve, after 
‘the word “ten,” in line two hundred and 
twenty-four, in the clause amending section 
forty-nine, to insert: 

Also, by striking out the words “shall be assigned 
to a designated territorial district to be composed 
of one or more judicial districts and territories, and 
shall keep his office at some convenient place in his 
district to be designated by the Commissioner, and,” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words, “shall be 
assigned by the Secretary of the Treasury, on the 
recommendation of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, to duty in any part of the United States, 
and may be transferred from place to place, accord- 
ing to the exigency of the public service ;”’ and strike 
out ‘within bis district”? wherever it occurs. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, line two hundred and thirty-seven, after 
the word ‘‘officer,”’ to insert: ` 

Also by striking out the word “detectives,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word *' agents.’’ 

So that the clause will read: 


That section fifty be amended by striking out the 
word “supervisor” and inserting in lieu thergof 
the word “officer.” Also, by striking out the word 
* detectives” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
word “ agents.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line two 
hundred and thirty-eight, of the same section, 
to strike out the following: 


That section fifty-two be amended by striking out 
the words “less than five hundred doilars nor” 
and ‘‘less than three months nor.’” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, after the word “ articles,’ in line two 
hundred and forty-four, to strike out ‘also, 
by striking out the words ‘ lessthaa $500 nor’ 


and ‘less than three months ;’’’ so that the 
clause will read: 


That section fifty-three be amended by striking 
out all from and including the words “fees for 
gauging,” down to and including the words ‘‘ pro- 
ducer of such articles.’” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, line three hundred and fourteen, to strike 
out ‘‘ sixty-five” and insert ‘‘ seventy ’’ before 
cents ;’’ so as to read: 


The drawback allowed shall include the taxes 
Jevied aud paid upon the distilled spirits exported, 
at the rate of seventy cents per proof gallon, as per 
last gauge of said spirits prior to exportation, and 
shall be due and payable only after the proper en- 
tries have been made and filed, and all other con- 
ditions complied with, as hereinbefore required, and 
on filing with the Secretary of the Treasury the 
proper claim, accompanied by the certificate of the 
collector of customs at the port of entry whero the 
spirits are entered for export, that such spirits have 
been received into his custody and the tax-paid 
stamps thereon obliterated ; and the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall prescribe such rules and regu- 
lations in relation thereto as may be necessary to 
secure the Treasury of the United States against 
frauds. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, after the word ‘‘vessel,’’ in line three 
hundred and seventy-nine, to insert ‘‘ or any 
other person; ’’ so as to read: 

And any owner, agent, or master of any vessel, or 
any other person, who shall knowingly aid or abet 
inthe fraudulentcollection, or fraudulent attempt to 
collect, any drawback upon, or shall knowingly aid 
or permit any fraudulent change in the spirits so 
shipped, shall, on conviction, be fined not exceeding 
$5,000 and imprisoned not more than one year, and 
the ship or vessel on board of which such shipment 
was made or pretended to be made, shal! be for- 
feited to the United States, whether a conviction of 
the master or owner be had or otherwise, and pro- 
ceedings may be had in admiralty by libel for such 
forfeiture. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines four hun- 
dred and four and four hundred and five of the 
same section, to strike out the words ‘‘also 
by striking out the words ‘less than $500 nor’ 
and ‘less than six months nor;’’’ so that the 
clause will read: 


That section fifty-seven be amended by striking 
out the words ‘‘more than,” before the words “five 
gallons,” and inserting the words “‘or more,” after 
the words “five gallons.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines four hun- 
dred and six and four hundred and seven of 
section [eleven] twelve to strike out the clause, 
“that section thirteen be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed.’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is transposed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line nine of 
section [twelve] thirteen, before the word 
t‘ sales,” to insert the words ‘‘and other ;”’ 
so as to read: 


That section eight be amended by adding the 
words “Provided further, That in case of distilleries 
sold at judicial and other sales in favor of the Uni- 
ted States, a bond may be taken at the discretion of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue,” &. 


-The amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment was in section [twelve] 
thirteen, which amends theact of July 20, 1868, 
as amended by the act of April 10, 1869, line 
twenty-seven, before ‘‘cents,’’ to strike out 
‘* sixty-five” and insert ‘‘seventy;’’ in line 
thirty-three, before ‘‘cents,’’ to strike out 
‘sixty-five ° and insert ‘‘seventy;’’ in line 
forty-four, before ‘cents, to strike out 
t‘ sixty-five” and insert ‘*seventy;’? and in 
line forty-five, before ‘‘lien,’’ to insert ‘* a; 
so as to make the clause read: 

That section twenty be amended by striking out 


all after the enacting clause and inserting in lieu 


thereof the following: “That on the receipt of the 
distiller’s return in each month the assessor shall 
inquire and determine whether the distiller has ac- 
counted for all the grain or molasses used, and all 
the spirits produced by him in the preceding month. 

f the assessor is satisfied that the distiller has 
reported all the spirits produced by him, and the 
quantity so reported shall be found to be less than 
eighty per cent. of the producing capacity of the dis- 
tillery as estimated under the provisions of this act, 


an assessment shall be made for such deficiency at 
the rate of seventy cents for every proof gallon. In 
determining the quantity of grain. used, fifty-six 
pounds shail be accounted as a bushel; and if the 
assessor finds that the distiller has used any grain 
or molasses in excess of the capacity of his distillery 
as estimated under the provisions of this act, an 
assessment shall be made against the distiller at the 
rate of seventy cents for every proof gallon of spirits 
that should have been produced from the grain or 
molasses so used in excess, which assessment shall 
be made whether the quantity of spirits reported is 
equal to or exceeds eighty per cent. of the producing 
capacity of the distillery, If the assessor finds that 
the distiller has notaccounted for ail the spirits pro- 
duced by him, he shall, from all the evidence he can 
obtain, determine what quantity of spirits was act- 
tually produced by such distiller, and an assess- 
ment shall be made for the difference between the 
quantity reported and the quantity shown to have 
been actually produced, at the rate of seventy cents 
for every proof galion,” &. 


The amenYment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. At-that point I offer the 
following proviso, to come in after the word 
“ gallon,” in line forty-four, to remove a pos- 
sible ambiguity: 

Provided, Thatthe actual product shall be assumed 
to be in no case less than eighty per cent. of the 
producing capacity of the distillery where estimated 


under the provisions of this act, or under the act to 
which this is an amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section [twelve] 
thirteen, line fifty-three, tostrike out the words 
‘t be and the same is hereby repealed,” and to 
insert the following: 


And a tax on the sales of wholesale and retail 
dealers, and a tax on rectifiers of fifty cents on each 
barrel produced in excess of two hundred barrels, be, 
and the same-are hereby, repealed; but nothing 
herein contained shall be held to repeal or modify 
the existing law as to the mode of keeping the books 
of distillers, rectifiers, or dealers, or as to their in- 
spection ; and the returns required by existing law 
of distillers, rectifiers, or dealers, shall be furnished 
to the proper officers of internal revenue when 
demanded. 

So as to read: 


That so much of section fifty-nine as impose 
upon distillers a special tax, and the tax of four dol- 
lars per barrel, and a tax on the sales of wholesale 
and retail dealers, and a tax on rectifiers, &o. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I wish here to offer two 
amendments by instruction of the Committee 
ou Finance. ‘hey relate to brewers. I will 
offer the first to come in just before the pro- 
viso on page 65, line sixty-five. I will state 
that the brewers have always complained of 
their association in the tax laws with the deal- 
ers inspirituous liquors, and have remonstrated 
in various forms against it, stating that it was 
unjust to them. We have at last yielded to 
their request, and separated the special tax on 
brewers from thetax on liquor dealers. That 
is the only difference. I send up the amend- 
ment. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, 
which was after the word * bond,” in line 
sixty-five of section [twelve] thirteen, to 
insert: 


And that said section be further amended by 
striking out the words ‘*malt liquor,” “malt 
liquors,’ “‘ brewer,” and “malt liquors,” in the 
three several paragraphs in which they occur. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert after th 
amendment then adopted the following: 


And that said section be further amended by add- 
ing to said section the following: ‘‘every person 
who sells or offers for sale malt liquors in larger 
quantities than five gallons at one time, and who 
does not deal in spirituous liquors, shall be regarded 
as a wholesale dealer in malt liquors, and not a 
wholesale liquor dealer, and shall pay a special tax 
of fifty dollars. Every person who sells or offers for 
sale malt liquors in quantities of five gallons or less 
at one time, and who does not deal in spirituous 
liquors, shall be regarded as a retail dealer in malt 
liquors and not a retail liquor dealer, and shall pay 
a special tax of twenty dollars.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section [thirteen] fourteen, 
line four, before the word + dollars”? to strike 
out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so that the 
section will read: 


Sc. [13] 14. That on and after the date when this 
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act shall take effect the compensation of internal 
revenue gaugors shall be determined by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, at a rate not exceed- 
ing eight dollars per day while actually employed, 
which, together with their actual and necessary 
traveling expenses, verified by the oath of such 
gauger under such regulations as the said Commis- 
sioner may prescribe, and the compensation of inter- 
` nal revenue store-keepers, shall be paid by the 
Ynited States without requiring reimbursement by 
istillers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I bave an amendment 
to section thirteen, but I have it not prepared 
in the proper form just yet. I reserve the 
right to offer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pone- 
ROY in the chair.) The Senator can offer it 
hereafter. 


The next amendment was to strike out sec- 
tion fourteen, in the following words: 

Src. 14. That the foregoing provisions of this act 
shall take effect on the Ist day of July, 1872. And 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is hereby 
authorized to make, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, all such regulations not in 
conflict with any provision of law as may become 
necessary by reason of any change made by this act 
in the laws relating to the taxation of distillers and 
distilled spirits. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out sec- 
tion sixteen, in the following words: 

Sxo. 16. That so much of section one hundred and 
seventy-nine, of the act of July 13, 1866, as provides 
for moieties to informers be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is only a transpo- 
sition. 
I should like to under- 


Mr. CORBETT. 
stand that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This repeals the moie- 
ties, but there is another section reported by 
our committee, carefully prepared, at the end 
of the bill, which covers the whole thing. We 
repeal all moieties and substitute another 
provision. 

Mr. CONKLING, I think this amend- 
ment had better stand until we reach that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is in the very same 


words. 

Mr. CONKLING. There is another pro- 
vision in it, I think. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is only a transposi- 
tion of the very words, and the Senator can 
see these very words at the end of the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. My suggestion to the 
Senator is merely one of convenience. When 
we reach section twenty-four, of course we 
want to consider this question. I suggest to 
him to let this stand until that time. 1 know 
that it contains this repeal, but it ‘also con- 
tains a provision appropriating $100,000, or so 
much as may be necessary to enable rewards 
to be offered. These two things should be 
considered together, and therefore! think this 
had better stand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly willing, 
except that the Senator willsee thatthe section 
substituted by the committee has nearly every 
word contained in this clause, and it is con- 
nected with another proposition. It is put at 
the end of the bill because we want to make it 
apply to moieties, both on tobacco and whisky, 
but where it is inserted now it only applies to 
moieties on whisky. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand it, I think. 
This section proposes to repeal the moieties 
as they stand. The subsequent section pro- 
poses also to repeal them and then to add 
special provisions, and the question will be on 
thatamendment altogether. Now, if we should 
repeal them here, and then if we should reject 
the amendment known as section twenty-four, 
we should do what nobody would want to do. 
The question will be between those who want 
to repeal moieties and those who do not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You can amend the last 
section by striking out a part of it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I know you can; but 
what is the objection to letting this stand 
over? 


oe SRERMAN. I want to go along with 
the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I make the request that 
this lie over until we reach the other. It will 
not hurt anybody’s convenience, and it will 
answer mine to have the two things considered 
together. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection to 
this section going out. 

Mr. CONKLING. There is objection to 
it now, and I am surprised that my friend, 
when any Senator indicates that he can under- 
stand the bill better by allowing this to wait 
until a subsequent amendment is reached, 
should make a point about it. I should not 
have made the suggestion if I supposed the 
Senator would have the least idea of objecting. 
It is a mere matter of convenience in doing 
business. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to do things 
as we go along regularly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I know that we cannot 
all have things just as we want them. My 
friend understands that just as well as I do. 
We do not all understand things alike. I do 
not know whether I am for the repeal of the 
moeities or not; but when we come to the sub- 
sequent section, I should like to hear the argu- 
ment in favor of allowing the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue $100,000 to offer rewards 
in place of a qui tam action. I do not know 
but that I shall vote that way, but 1 would like 
to hear what the committee have to say so that 
we may vote intelligently. Iaskthat thismay 
lie over until we reach that, and then we shall 
have the whole question before us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless ob- 
jection be made, this amendment will be 
passed over. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it will be passed over for the present. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section [seventeen] sixteen, 
line two, after the word ‘‘that,’”’ to insert the 
words **onand after the Ist day of July next ;”’ 
so as to read: 

Tobacco. 

Sec. [17] 16. That on and after the Ist day of July 
next the act entitled “An act imposing taxes on 
distilled spirits and tobacco, and for other pur- 
poses approved July 20, 1868, be, and the same is 

ereby, amended as follows. 

The next amendment was in section [seven- 
teen] sixteen, line eighteen, before ‘‘ cents,” 
to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘twenty- 
four ;’’ so as to read: 


That section sixty-one be amended by striking out 
all after the second paragraph, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following words: “On all chewing and 
smoking tobacco, fine-cut, Cavendish, plug, or twist, 
cut or granulated, of every description; on tobacco 
twisted by hand or reduced into a condition to be 
consumed, or iu any manner other than the ordinary 
mode of drying and curing, prepared for sale or con- 
sumption, even if prepared without the use of any 
machine or instrument, and without being pressed 
or sweetened; and on all fine-cut shorts and refuse 
scraps, clippings, cuttings, and sweepings of tobacco, 
a tax of twenty-four cents per pound.” 


Mr. WRIGHT. I move to strike out that 
clause of the section just read by the Clerk, 
from line eight to line nineteen. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 
question will be on the amendment of the com- 
mittee, which is to perfect the clause proposed 
to be stricken out. The amendment substi- 
tuting ‘twenty-four’ for +‘ twenty” will be 
considered as agreed to. The question now 
is on the motion of the Senator from lowa, to 
strike out the entire clause. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The amendment of the 
committee, as I understand it, isto change the 
bill as it came from the House from a tax of 
twenty cents per pound to twenty four cents 
per pound, and this amendment involves the 
question as to whether we shall have a discrim- 
inating tax upon tobacco or a consolidated tax. 
I desire to say that in the committee I voted 
against the consolidation of the tax. I am 
opposed to it now. I prefer to have the law as 
it was before, without change, and I will state 
briefly my reasons for it. 

In the first place Iam not aware that from 
the consumers there is any complaint against 


this tax. I am very. certain that of: all-the 
persons who appeared before the committee, 
and all the communications we had, no one 
person as consumer uttered a compluint against 
the law as it now stands. That is the first 
reason I give against the change. The only 
persons who complained were the manufac- 
turers. : 

My next reason against the change is found 
in this: ever since we have had a tax on to- 
bacco we have had a discriminating tax. There 
has been no time that we have had a consolid- 
ated tax. This method of taxation is thus 
known throughout the country, and the manu- 
facturers of tobacco and all those engaged in 
the traffic thus know what the tax is, and they 
have arranged their business accordingly. I 
believe that if there is any one thing more than 
another that should be adhered to in taxation 
it is that you shall have certainty and stability, 
and there is nothing that unsettles the business 
of the country so much as constantly changing 
each time that Congress may meet. 

I have before me here a letter in which the 
writer speaks of a gentleman in his city, (and 
this letter is written by one of the most intelli- 
gent gentlemen in my State,) a manufacturer, 
who had paid $74,000 for stamps during the 
past year, and he expected this year to do a 
very much larger business than the last; and 
he gives as a reason why he has not done the 
amount of business he expected to do and was 
prepared to do, the agitation of the tax ques- 
tion in Congress and the uncertainty conse- 
quent uponit. What they want as to tax, he 
says, is stability. Speaking of the present 
rate of taxation, which is thirty-two cents and 
sixteen cents, he says: 

“ Nobody complains of it, neither the consumer 
nor the manufacturer here, nor the dealers in our 

ortion of the State or in the West.” * > * œ 
‘The trouble is that dealers are afraid to buy except 
from hand to mouth so long as the question remains 
open in Congress with a possible reduction to sixteen 
cents per pound.” 

Now, I say that this very uncertainty, this 
want of stability, this uneasiness on the part 
of manufacturers and those engaged in the 
trade, has had very much to do with the reduc- 
tion in the amount of the manufactured article. 

In the next place I am opposed to the change 
for this reason: we propose to reduce the tax 
upon one article of tobacco and increase it 
upon another, whence it must necessarily re- 
sult that we shall bave agitation and. dissatis- 
faction on the part of the peopie because of 
this increase, and at the same time decrease 
the amount of revenue that we derive from 
this article. Last year we sold over ninety- 
five million pounds of tobacco, and from these 
ninety-five million pounds we realized very 
nearly twenty-six million dollars. Now, put 
the tax at twenty-four cents and we shall real- 
ize $24,000,000, or a loss of $2,000,000 from 
this source, and at the same time create dis- 
satisfaction on the part of the people. That 
ig to say, you increase the amount upon the 
lower grade of tobacco, thus creating dissatis- 
faction and complaint, and at the same time 
decrease your revenues. Now, when we hear 
no complaint from the people on this subject, 
and when, if we make this change, we decrease 
the amount of revenue received, I ask, what 
reason is there for the change when you inter- 
fere with the stability which is so important 
with reference to your revenue at the same 
time ? E 

For these reasons, which I have given very 
briefly, knowing that I am confined to five 
minutes, 1 am opposed to any change. I 
think the country will be better satisfied, and 
that we shall be better satisfied, so far as the 
revenue is concerned, if we allow the law to 
remain as it is. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. It appears 
to me that the Senator from Towa has fallen 
into the same mistake that a great many gen= 
tlemen do who talk about the collection of 
the revenue. The committee have bad man- 
ufacturers before them. The consumers of 
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tobaeco have not been able to have a hearing f make a uniform tax on all manufactured 


here atali. =- The: manufacturers are the only 
persons. the committee have had any consult- 
ations, with. I venture to: say that the con- 
sumers.of tobacco are dissatisfied with this 
bill-and so are. ihe producers of tobacco, and 
they are the classes who. ought to be consid- 
ered first. The manufacturers of tobacco. may 
be satisfied.. It is with them just as with the 
manufacturers of any other production in the 
country. They are the very last persons whose 
views and interests ought to be considered by 
the Congress of the United States. À 

Now, I warn the people of the North, the 
men of capital and the manufacturers of the 
country, the bankers and bondholders of the 
country, that they cannot saddle this tax much 
longer on the people who produce tobacco 
any more than they can the tax upon beer aud 
upon whisky. If the people of the great 
West and of the South will suffer themselves 
to be yoked into the support of this Govern- 
ment for the benefit of the capitalists of the 
country, they are not the people I take them 
to be. 

Gentlemen may say that tobacco is a lux- 
ury, that it is well to restrict its use in this 
country. The people who consume it think 
very differently. It is as necessary to the sup- 
port of the laboring people of the South as tea 
and coffee. Ay, it is more so, sir. They 
will give up tea and coffee before they will give 
up their tobacco. It is the luxury of every 
poor man. in that entire region. Nineteen 
twentieths of them have a pipe and plug of 
tobacco in their pockets, the negroes espe- 
cially, and they do uot want to surrender this 
luxury. Butwhat have youdone? You have 
selected the poorest part of the country, a 
people impoverished and broken down, their 
plantations laid waste, and you saddled oa 
them a tax last year of thirty-two cents a 
pound upon smoking tobacco. I say it is 
plunder, absolute plunder, and I warn you 
that you may as well get ready now to make 
some reduction on this tax. You cannot keep 
iton at the rate you have been piling it on. 
It isan outrage, and | believe, as everybody 
believes who has investigated the subject, that 
it is unconstitutional. l have no idea myself 
that it is constitutional any more than the cot- 
ton tax was, 

Mr. President, I will go further and move 
to amend the amendment of the Senator from 
Towa by striking the thirty-two cents off plug 
tobacco.and make it sixteen cents as it was 
last year. 

Mr. CONKLING. The question now is on 
striking out the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion before the Senate is on striking out the 
paragraph as amended. The committee pro- 
posed to strike out “‘twenty’’ and insert 
‘twenty-four’? ‘The Senator from lowa 
moved to strike out the whole paragraph. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a salient point 
of this bill, This and the clause about ware- 
houses are perhaps the only controverted 
points of the bill, and I wish now in the five 
minutes allowed me to give the Senate the 
general facts without debating the question 
myself, 

‘The present law imposesa tax of sixteen 
cents on smoking tobacco and thirty-two cents 
on chewing tobacco, The controversy is be- 
tween the plug men and the men who cat 
tobacco, smoking tobacco and chewing tobacco. 
The question does not affect the price of tobacco 
or the producers of tobacco. During the whole 
of this controversy we never had a single com: 
plaint from any person who raised tobacco. 
Lhe interest of tobacco-raising is reasonably 
prosperous. The question is only a struggle 
between the manufacturers of tobacco, between 
those who make thesmoking tobacco and those 
who make the chewing tobacco. The present 
tax is sixteen cents on one kind and thirty-two 
cents on the other. : 

.The House of Representatives proposed to 
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tobacco of twenty cents. The effect of that 
is to reduce the revenue $7,000,000. I have 
the figures before me, but will not go into 
details. The whole yield of the tax on tobacco 
is $38,000,000... The effect of the House prop- 
osition is to reduce it about seven millions. 
The amendment of the Senate committee if 
adopted will bring it up to within three mil- 
lions of the present yield; and the contest 
now is whether we will fix a uniform tax of 
twenty-four cents a pound on all tobacco or 
whether we will retain the two grades of sixteen 
and thirty-two cents. 

Upon that question the Committee on Fi- 
nance heard a great many persons, pro and 
con, plug men and tobacco-cutters, who spoke 
in the presence of each other and spoke with 
great intelligence and great ability. Some of 
the speeches, I think, were creditable to them, 
and they were made under a ten-minute rule 
and gave us a great deal of information in a 
very short time. When we came to the final 
decision of this question, and the committee 
were about finally deciding upon this question, 
it was not a question that affected the pro- 
ducer, and my own deliberate judgment was 
that it was not wise under present circum- 
stances to undertake to make a uniform tax, 
but that it was better for the present at least 
to preserve the graded tax. 

Now let me say a word in regard to the gen- 
eral result of the reductions made in this bill. 
The bill as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives reduced the revenue $48,633,778. 
The Senate committee have restored $4,000,- 
000 of this by adding four cents a pound on 
tobacco. The committee have added to the 
repeal of taxes in this bill by the repeal of all 
stamps, $16,500,000, but that includes the 
amount proposed to be repealed by the House, 
$3,600,000. The Senate committee proposes 
a repeal of stamps to the amount of $12,900,- 
000 more than the proposition of the House. 
We have also added to the free list articles 
which yield a tax of $634.254. We have pro- 
posed other reductions of taxes to the amount 
of $1,887,227. So that the aggregate now, as 
the bill stands reported from the Committee 
on Finance, would involve a reduction of 
$54,555,259, and this was more than the Com- 
mittee on Finance thought it was prudent to 
repeal, Anxious as we were to repeal all these 
taxes, we thought we could not safely go be- 
yond $50,000,000. The facts upon which that 
Opinion was based I stated some months ago 
here on the discussion of the tariff question. 
If the present graded tax is retained on tobacco 
of sixteen and thirty-two cents, it will restore 
to the revenue $3,000,000, leaving a repeal of 
$51,555, 259. 

I give these facts in the most general way, 
simply saying that this one clause is the 
salient controverted point in this whole bill. 
If that is disposed of by a vote of the Senate, 
there will be no trouble in disposing of the 
rest of the bill. There is one other question, 
in regard to the abolition of tobacco ware- 
houses in the cities of New York and Phila- 
delphia, that is also controverted. 

Mr. MORTON. The aggregate of the re- 
duction includes the tea and coffee tax taken 
off by a prior bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. The reduction is $51,- 
000,000 if the tobacco tax remains. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Fifty-one millions if the 
tobacco tax is put back where it was before. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the 
tobacco tax as it stands yields something over 
thirty million dollars. 

i Mr. SHERMAN. Thirty-three million dol- 
ars. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We tried a uniform 
tax I think of thirty-two cents a pound, and 
it yielded us on smoking tobacco in two years 
$4,181,000. We then reduced the tax from 
thirty-two to sixteen cents, and the first year 
it yielded us $4,882,821. We have got a tax 


that is absolutely perfect. Neither the pro- 
ducer, the grower. of tobacco, nor the con- 
sumer, complains. It isa tax that is easily 
collectable, and surely collectable. Nobody 
complains except a few manufacturers of 
plug, I believe, down South. They think they 
can force the use of plug tobacco into con- 
sumption in place of fine-cut if they can 
change this duty. Sir, it cannot be done. 
We have now an absolutely perfect tax. My 
friend from Iowa has hit the very spot. If 
his proposition is adopted you please the pro- 
ducer, you please the consumer; you save 
$9,000,000, not $7,000,000 as my friend said ; 
you save more than nine million dollars to the 
‘Treasury, and nobody is disturbed. I hope 
the proposition of my friend from Towa will 
be adopted unanimously, and that that will 
end the controversy. 

Mr. LOGAN. I remember some few years 
ago this same contest was exciting some inter- 
est before the Committee of Ways and Means 
of the House, and before the Committee on 
Finance of the Senate. Inasmuch as but five 
minutes are allowed to discuss this question, 
it is impossible for any one, whether he under- 
stands it or not, to undertake to elaborate it. 
There is one point, however, to which I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate, which I 
think is an important one. f 

The Senator from Obio, with whom T agree 
on this question, in reference to the graded tax 
suggested that the striking down of this tax 
from thirty-two to twenty-four cents per pound 
would reduce the revenue $3,000,000. ‘That 
suggestion of itself ought to be enough to sat- 
isfy us that the proposition is wrong. It re- 
duces the revenue on what? Ona character of 
tobacco that is of the highest price in this coun- 
try. In other words, tobacco that is worth from 
seventy-five cents to $1 75 per pound has the 
tax reduced upon it to the extent of $3,000,000, 
but tobacco such as I have here now for ex- 
hibition, packed up according to law, worth 
four cents per pound for smoking purposes, 
is increased from sixteen to twenty-four cents 
per pound in order to make up that $8,000,000. 
Now, instead of reducing the tax $3,000,000, 
I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that he 
reduces it $7,000,000. Why? Smoking to- 
bacco made from stems exclusively and to- 
bacco leaf including stems, upon which the 
sixteen-cent tax is imposed, will be driven 
entirely out of the market. Therefore you 
will lose the entire tax that you receive on 
that kind of tobacco, which is $4,000,000. 
Is not that so? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is so. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope the Senate will not 
think I am professing to know a little about 
everything, for Ido not; but I was raised in 
a tobacco region, in southern Ilinois, where 
it is one of the chief products; I have con- 
versed with tobacco men; I know what the 
condition of the men who make this character 
of tobacco is in reference to competition with 
others; I know something about it; I have 
talked to them; Ihave seen them manufac- 
ture tobacco; I bave examined it; it is a 
western manufacture. The tobacco raised in 
the western country is of coarse grade, a cheap 
grade of tobacco, principally used for the pur- 
pose of making smoking tobacco, where you 
cut the leafand the stem altogether; or if you 
stem it for the purpose of using the leaf for 
“chewing tobacco or for making cigars, which 
is done, you then use the stems for the pur- 
pose of making what is called stem-cut smok- 
ing tobacco, Un that grade of tobacco they 
pay sixteen cents a pound. 

I have here a half pound of that tobacco 
put up according to law. The cost of that 
half pound of tobacco, made of stems, is two 
cents, The tax on this half pound is eight 
cents, making it worth ten cents. Now you 
increase the tax to twenty-four cents a 
pound, thus putting an additional four cents 
on this half pound, making it worth fourteen 
cents, although the original cost of tbat half 
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pound of tobacco was but two cents. That 
illustrates the character of the tax that the 
House has placed upon tobacco. ` In other 
words. itis taking the tax off the tobacco that 
the rich man uses and putting it on the tobacco 
that the poor miner, the laboring man, and the 
black man consume. It belongs to that char- 
acter of legislation, to which we are so much 
tending, which makes the-poor pay the taxes 
and lets the rich have all the luxuries. 

Instead of bringing down the revenue 
$3,000,000, you drivethis character of tobacco 
entirely from the market. In fact, your bill 
as it comes from the House, and as reported 
from the Senate committee, drives every man- 
ufacture of tobacco in the West from tbe 
market, and gives Virginia, Kentucky, and 
Connecticut the entire control of the tobacco 
market of the United States. That is the 
effect of this bill, and none other. If you put 
a tax of twenty-four cents per pound on this 
kind of tobacco, which costs but four cents a 
pound, the tax being twenty-four cents, then 
a pound of stem smoking tobacco would cost 
twenty-eight cents. You commence with a 
pound of tobacco worth four cents, and you 
tax the poor miner who smokes that in his 
little hut twenty-four cents, making him pay 
twenty-eight cents for four cents’ worth of to- 
bacco. The rich man who uses James river 
tobacco, and pays $1 75 a pound for it, pays 
twenty-four cents on $1 75 worth of tobacco, 
while you make the poor man who smokes 
this kind pay twenty-four cents on four cents’ 
worth of tobacco. There is the difference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY.) It becomes the duty of the Chair to 
state to the Senator that his five minutes have 
expired. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, there 
is a very decided difference of opinion touch- 
iug the subject of tobacco, and always has 
been. I am clearly in favor of the amend- 
ment. Why? If no other reason prompted 
me to arrive at the conclusion that it was a good 
one, it would be the appearance of my dis- 
tinguished friend from IHinois in this debate, 
armed and equipped, as he was. How is it 
that he is equipped on this occasion? Hashe 
gone into the market and made purchases for 
this exhibition to test the various qualities of 
tobacco? [Laughter.] Senators here are too 
old not to know how those little things are 
worked up. [banghter. | Interested parties 
not far from the Senator here may bave spoken 
to him on tbis subject. There was a lever at 
work there, that is an all-powerful one, that 
prompted that exhibition. Who is to foot the 
bill contemplated in that exhibition? [Laugh- 
ter.] My friend stands forth here as the pro- 
tector of the poor man. In his extreme 
anxiety he has got tobacco down there to two 
cents per pound, 

Mr. LOGAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. What is it? 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘Two cents for this package, 
a half pound of stem tobacco. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Four cents a pound. 
I am very glad to meet the Senator on that 

eint. Now, sir, I challenge him to take a 

ew York paper or any other that he can find 
giving the quotations of tobacco, and if he can 
find tobacco quoted anywhere, even made from 
lugs, for less than seven cents and from that 
up to a hundred cents, I will giveitup, { will 
give him a wide range; I will give him New 
Orleans and all the tobacco markets. known 
to tbe Union, and he will not find any such 
tobacco in the market as he speaks of. 

Mr. LOGAN. If my friend will allow 
me—— 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Ihave but five minutes. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘This that I exhibited here is 
smoking tobacco from stems. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I do not care what it 

Stems are worth more than that. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir. 
Mr. FLANAGAN. You may ship stemsto 
London,and they are worth more than double 


is. 


the amount of money that my friend speaks 
of. It was all very well for him to say that if 
his speech. He told us that he did not want 
us to think that he professed to know a little 
about everything. Ido not make any charge 
of that sort against him, so far as this partic- 
ular subject is concerned. [Laughter.] 

What are tbe facts? He complains of a tax 
of twenty-four cents on tobacco. What has old 
England been doing for half a century? Every 
pound of tobacco that is placed in the queen’s 
warehouse, before it comes out pays seventy- 
five cents per pound duty in gold. Thisis not 
one third of that amount. 

Then, again, tobaccoisaluxury. No citizen 
of the United States or anybody else is com- 
pelled to avail himself of its use. ‘Therefore 
there can be no robbery, because itis an open 
question. It is for every one to do as he 
pleases about it. 

There is another view that might well be 
urged in this case. Itis said thatthe black 
man comes armed and equipped with it. It is 
true they buy tobacco on all occasions when 
they can getit. It is natural for them to do 
so. But what are the facts? What kind of 
tobacco do they buy? When they sell their 
little crops of cotton, or by whatever means 
they are enabled to purchase, they buy the best 
article; and it is the poor man, the laboring 
man, who is relieved immediately when you re- 
duce the tax from thirty-two cents to twenty- 
four cents, thereby giving him the benefit of 
that reduction. 

But we are told there is another grand ques- 
tion to be taken into consideration here: this 
is a reduction of revenue of so many millions. 
I thought that was the purpose on which we 
were acting; that we were endeavoring to relieve 
the people of the burden of taxation just as 
fast as we could and as far as possible, keep- 
ing our eye constantly on the amount necessary 
to support the Government. Weare notlook- 
ing for any speculation—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes 
the duty of the Chair to announce that the 
Senator’s five minutes have expired. 

Mr. AMES. Mr. President, itis true, as 
has been stated, that no complaints have been 
made, certainly none at least to the Committee 
on Finance, with reference to the tax on 
tobacco, It is simply a question between the 
manufacturers and the revenue. It is esti- 
mated by the Senator from Ohio, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, that by 
making a uniform tax of twenty-four cents a 
pound on tobaceo, the Government will lose 
some three or four million dollars. Should 
the amount of tobacco used this year be equal 
to that used last year, the difference will be 
about one miilion anda half; and it is esti- 
mated by the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, considering the increase in the amount 
of tobacco to be used, that with a uniform 
tax of twenty-four cents a pound, as much 
revenue will come to the Government this 
year as did last, which was about twenty-five 
and a half million dollars on chewing and 
smoking tobacco. 

The Senator from Michigan stated that 
sometime since there was a uniform tax of 
thirty-two ceats a pound, and in consequence 
thereof the amount of revenue was very greatly 
reduced. The answer to that is, that at no 
time have we had a uniform tax on tobacco. 
There has been no year since 1868 that there 
bave not been from two to six or eight grades 
of tax on tobacco. 

The Senator from Illinois stated that it is the 
poor man who uses the smoking tobacco, the 
cut tobacco. The fact is, I believe, beyond dis- 
pute that the plug tobacco is used by the poor 
man, the sailor, the man who works along 
shore, the miner, the man who works upon 
the farm, all laborers genera'ly who work with 
their hands use the plug tobacco, and it is the 


plug tobacco which pays the thirty-two cents | 
tax; and the fine tobacco, that which is put up | 
in papers, which pays a tax of sixteen cents || rate of tax, while it woul 


a pound, is generally used by the man. who 
either wears gloves or is not engaged in an 
occupation which soils his hands. f 

The facts is that tobacco now. is taxed not 
according to its value, but according to the 
form which it bears after its manufacture; that 
is, you take tobacco of the same grade in the 
leaf and manufacture il, and that which goes 
into plug, that which is to be used by the poor 
man, pays the tax of thirty-two cents per 
pound, and that which goes into smoking to- 
bacco, which is either cut or granulated, putin 
paper, and used by the mau who has more 
means, only pays a tax of sixteen cents a 
pound. 

An attempt has been made to show that the 
tobacco of Virginia and Kentucky is more 
valuable than the tobacco of Hlinois, Connec- 
ticut, and Ohio, and that the Virginia, Mary- 
land, and Kentucky tobacco pays as it should 
a higher tax; but the fact is that Virginia to- 
bacco is but slightly, if any, of higher value 
than any other tobacco. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
must announce to the Senator that his five 
minutes have expired. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I desire simply to state 
a few facts in regard to tobacco. 

Now, sir, I hold in my band cut tobacco 
that only pays sixteen cents a pound, and 
which is selling for $1 50 a pound. I have 
here plug tobacco of different qualities, that 
pays a tax of thirty-two cents a pound, that 
was made out of stems and scraps, and is 
wholly unfit for use as chewing tobacco and 
must be smoked. 

As the Senator from Mississippi has well 
said, the tax is not upon the quality of the 
tobacco, but upon the mode of manufacture. 
It is a tax upon the sort of labor put into the 
soars not upon the quality of the tobacco 
itself, 

Gentlemen on the other side seem to have 
the idea that the Government is entitled as a 
matter of right to this revenue from tobacco. 
While we are undertaking to adjust the whole 
revenues of the country, not only those derived 
from internal taxes, but from the tariff, and 
to bring them to as low a standard as we can 
consistently, it certainly would be very hard 
upon so great an interest as this, while the tax 
upon every other article is reduced, that this 
alone should be permitted to stand as itis; 
that every other interest in the whole country 
should get a degree of relief while the tobacco 
interest should be ‘made the scape-goat of all 
the rest and receive none atall. Fairness and 
a proper regard to all the interests of the 
country require thatthe same reductions which 
are now being applied to other interests should 
be applied to this also, and that this should 
not be the only tax that should be retained as 
it is while all others in the country are being 
reduced. l 

But, sir, I desire to state one consideration 
that ought to control the Senate in this 
respect. The Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue has given most conclusive reasons why 
this tax should be made uniform. It is not 
merely a question, as some gentlemen seem 
to think, between the plug manufacturers and 
the cut manufacturers, but it is a question of 
the houest collection of the revenue. Having 
tried every grade of tax since this ariicle was 
first made the subject of taxation, the Depart- 
ment has deliberately come to the conclusion 
that frauds cannot be prevented under that 
system of taxation. and that the only mode to 
prevent those frauds is to havea uniform tax. 
Here is what the Commissioner says on the 
subject: 

“By the manipulations of some manufacturers 
the fine-cut shorts, ‘which have passed through 4 
riddle of thirty-six meshes to the square inch by 
process of sifting, constiture the buik of their pro- 
ducis, and are used as chewing tobacco, though 
paying a tax of only sixteen cents per pound, while 
sweetened scraps, a product of plug manufacturers, 
are put up in large quantities and sold under the six- 
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turer to manipulate his products in his own way 
without restrictions being placed upon his modes 
of manufacturing, would effectually close the door 
to the perpetration. of fraud or the evasion of taxes 
by their improper classifications.” 

Now, sir, I have here a sample of thetobacco 
which is used in the Army. The War Depart- 
ment is now advertising for large quantities 
of this sort of tobacco for the use of the sọl- 
diers. It pays a tax of thirty-two cents a 
pound, It is the only sort that will keep well. 
The loose or cut tobacco is very bulky, and 
besides does not keep well; and in. order to 
keep it must be put in this form. If you retain 
this tax of thirty-two cents, you compel the 
soldier, who is not allowed any option, but is 
compelled to purchase the tobacco that is 
furnished to him by the Government, to pay 
that tax. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has spoken his five minutes. The ques- 
tion is onthe amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the last word. 

I do not rise to answer my eloquent friend 
from Texas, [Mr. FLanacan,}] who has as 
much knowledge of tobacco as the tobacco 
worm itself, [laughter ;] but I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate for one minute to 
something practical; and that is in reference 
to the figures on this subject. The revenue 
derived by the taxation of thirty-two cents in 
1871 was over twenty million dollars ; in 1870 
it was over nineteen million dollars. The 
increase of that taxation of thirty-two cents 
was $968,000. The tax of sixteen cents per 
pound in 1871 amounted to over four million 
and nearly a half; in 1870 it amounted to four 
million and a little over a half, making an 
increase of $291,000 in the tax at sixteen 
cents per pound. Now, if you take the aver- 
age of the four millions and the thirty millions 
produced by the taxation of the two classes 
of tobacco, you will find the increase on the 
tax at sixteen cents per pound was greater in 
proportion than the increase on the tax at 
thirty-two cents per pound, which does away 
with the idea that because of the difference 
in this tax frauds are committed. I merely 
wanted to say that; and inasmuch as I have 
only five minutes, I must hurry on. 

My friend from Texas insinuated that I had 
gone and prepared this tobacco for the pur- 
pose of exhibiting it on this occasion. itis 
very strange if a Senator cannot make use of 
an argument without being accused of acting 
aga trickster. I did no such thing. This is 
regular tax-paid tobacco ; the very character 
of tobacco that pays this tax, and here is the 
stamp upon it; and the price of the tobacco 
made out of the stem with the leaf, and the 
tobacco made out of the stem alone, was four 
cents a pound, as I have stated it. 

The Senator referred to lugs. If the Sen- 
ator knows anything about tobacco, he knows 
there is avery great difference between lugs 
and stems. Avy man who knows anything 
about tobacco knows that. It may be that 
tobacco is quoted at seven cents to day, but 
this tobacco cost what I have said, and it was 
so stated to me by the manufacturer himself. 

Now, sir, I care nothing about the differ- 
ence between these different kinds of tobacco; 
there is poor plug and good plug, as a matter 
of course ; but I do care for the raisers of to- 
bacco in the West. The southern portion of 
my own State is a tobacco-producing region, 
and produces large quantities of the grade of 
tobacco that is used as I say. To make them 
pay twenty-four cents a pound, thus driving all 
that character of tobacco out of the market, is 
a hardship, and that is the opposition I make 
toit. I make this opposition in behalf of 
those people who are engaged in producing 
this class of tobacco. 

Why not leave the tobacco tax at sixteen 
and thirty-two cents, as heretofore? I have 
never heard a single man complain of the 
tobacco tax except the manufacturers, who 


have. always. been in a war—the plug men 
against what. they call the fine-eut men, and 
vice versa, They have always. been in a war 
before the committees; but the people who 
use the tobacco, and the people who. produce 
the tobacco, are not the men who complain. 
It is the. manufacturers who propose to make 
a profit by the reduction of the tax on the best 
tobacco. and by the increase of the tax.on the 
inferior tobacco. That is the reason for it. 
Justice demands, not equality in the rate of 
taxation on all, but demands diversification of 
the tax on tobacco, according to its quality. 
It is just the same as if you pay atax of one 
dollar on an article worth five dollars, and 
five dollars on anarticle worth twenty dollars. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Illinois withdraw hisamendment? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes. sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion, then, is on the amendment moved by the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the Senator from Texas to have 
spoken on this question five minutes. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I move, then, to amend 
by striking out the whole of it. 

Now, Mr. President, accept my kind friend’s 
argument. He has drawn our portrait very 
handsomely, particularly when he introduced 
the worm. That I do know more about to- 
bacco than he does is a conceded fact. It is 
true that those who are familiar with the sub- 
ject of raising tobacco do know that the worm 
plays upon the fine leaf and not upon the gen- 
tleman’s stem. There you are with your 
stem. Now, as to the manner in which you 
procure that tobacco, that is not an object 
with me. I have no supposition that the par- 
ties who furnished you with it have been 
smuggling it in any way or shape. But the 
gentleman is certainly mistaken when he 
speaks of tobacco.. It is frequently the case 
that stems are worth more money for export 
than the cullings and pickings of the large to- 
bacco factories throughout the United States. 
Those familiar with the subject. are. aware of 
that fact also. They make snuff; they enter 
into various uses, such as dye-stuffs, and are 
used for a thousand purposes. 

The fine article of tobacco he is speaking 
of is found abundantly and is used by all; and 
this equalization of tax directly comes to the 
protection of the poor man. He buys his plug 
tobacco; he doesnot use the gentleman’sstem. 
You cannot find black or white throughout 
the South using stems, and I presume it is the 
case in the North, in the tobacco-growing re- 
gions. I do not suppose they eat stems in my 
friend’s neighborhood. Ihave never known 
them to do so. It is the fine tobacco they 
desire, and therefore you relieve them by re- 
ducing the tax onit from thirty-two to twenty 
four cents. There isa substantial benefit; and 
itis the object of the legislators of the United 
States at this day to protect all parties, taking 
care to have a sufficient amount of money to 
defray the expenses of this great Government, 
not to oppress any. But from year to year it 
is said our legislation is vacillating. It is first 
one thing and then another. As far as the 
revenue is concerned that is proper; but we 
are now reducing it. Congress reduces it from 
time to time just as far as we are enabled 
to go; beyond that we cannot. That is the 
whole point, and this is for the relief of the 
oppressed. 


The Senator from Illinois says he is in favor - 


of the planter, not the manufacturer. Who 
gave him that stem which he exhibited here? 
The planter has not furnished it to him on 
this occasion, nor has he bought it from the 
planter. They are not represented. I am 
for the planter. Substantially we agree in 
that, whether we take the same course or not. 
I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion is on the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. AMES. . Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Mississippi has once addressed the 
Senate ou this question. ; 

Mr. AMES. I move to insert thirty-two. 
instead of twenty-four cents per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will proceed. ; 

Mr. AMES. Ido it partly for the purpose 
of speaking my five minutes; but I moved it 
in the committee, and I believe that it would 
be for the interest of all concerned to make 
the tax a uniform one. of thirty-two cents. 
The Sevator from Illinois is mistaken with 
reference to the tobacco raised in the State 
of Ilinois. I will read him a portion of a 
letter. I have here giving the statistics: 

“The Illinois erop of tobacco is a coarse, heavy leaf, 
and is classed with tobacco grown in Indiana and 
certain districts in southern Kentucky and Tennes- 
see, and is known in the markets of the world as 
shipping leaf.” 

It is a coarse, porous leaf. It is very thor- 
oughly dried, and shipped to England. There 
the duty on tobacco is from seventy-two to 
eighty cents a pound. They moisten it there 
and it takes up ten ortwelve per cent. of mois- 
ture or sweetening, and that much profit of 
courseis made. I have here an English dic- 
tionary of commerce and I find a price list to 
this effect : 

“Maryland fine yellow tobacco is fourpence to 
ninepence a pound.” 

When you take the western factory-dried, 
and the Illinois is classed as western shipping 
leaf, we find it from fivepence to tenpence 
and one shilling one penny. Each one of 
these figures is higher than the figure with 
reference to the Maryland tobacco, so that 
that portion of the western tobacco which is 
shipped to England sells there at a higher 
price than the Virginia or Maryland tobacco. 

Furthermore : 

“Only about twenty-five per cent. can be used for 
manufacturing purposes, and finds a market in St. 


Louis, Missouri, Quincy, Illinois, and other plug 


tobacco manufacturing points of the West. The 


average price in first hands is seven to nine cents a 
pound; the average price of Kentucky leaf, nine to 
eleven cents; Virginia, ten to twelve cents.’ 

There is no tobacco of the price of two or 
three cents a pound, but to be sure there is 
the leaf and there are two million pounds of 
chewing tobacco made from it, and from the 
refuse only seventy-niue thousand pounds of 
the sixteen-cent grade. The stems are shipped 
to Belgium avd Holland and Germany, and 
there manufactured into tobaceo. I havea 
paper here of about a month old and it gives 
the figures: ‘‘ western light leaf’’—which is 
the Illinois, and would make good plug— 
‘í eight to nine cents a pound.’? That. is the 
cheapest kind of tobacco to be had. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was talking about stems. 

Mr. AMES. The Senator from Illinois 
says he was talking about stems. The man 
who manufactures the plug tobacco has more 
stems at his disposal than the man who manu- 
factures smoking tobacco. He has to dispose 
of his stems. He sells them at one or two 
cents a pound and they are shipped abroad. 
There is no reason why he should not be as 
well treated as the manufacturer of cut tobacco. 
The fact is, the way thetax is now arranged, 
it is all for the advantage of the cutter, the 
man who manufactures the smoking tobacco. 

Tn 1863 the amount of low rate as compared 
with the bigh rate was thirty per cent. to 
seventy per cent. In 1865it went up to forty- 
nine and fifty-one per cent.; that is, all kinds 
of tobacco were rushed into the cheapest 
grade, that which paid the lowest tax; and 
from 1866 to the present year the ratio changed 
to thirty-four and sixty-six per cent. That 
1s to say, the manufacturers of cut tobacco 
and of smoking tobacco have everything their 
own way to the great disadvantage of those 
who manufacture the plug tobacco. 

In looking over the receipts from tobacco I 
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find that in Ilinois the value of the tobacco 
which paid the thirty-two-cent tax was $1,- 
442,000, and that which paid the sixteen-cent 
tax was $480,000. That which paid the thirty- 
two-cent tax in the State of Illinois was about 
three times as much as that which paid the 
sixteen-cent tax. ` 

Mr. LOGAN. Itis manufactured there. 

Mr. AMES. Yes, sir; it is manufactured 
there ; that is the manufacturing point—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s five minutes have expired. Does he 
withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. AMES. I prefer to have a vote on my 
amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I desire to be 
heard upon that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
must inform the Senator from Mississippi that 
his motion is not in order at this time. The 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, has 
agreed to the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance striking out “twenty” and insert- 
ing “twenty-four.” 

Mr. AMES. Then I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I only spoke a minute 
and a half, and therefore I am entitled to the 
rest of the five minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can move 
an amendment. ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will renew the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is not 
in order; but the Senator from Michigan will 
proceed for the residue of his five minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of the amount of 
tobacco consumed last year there were of the 
class paying thirty-two cents per pound, sixty- 
four million six hundred thousand pounds. 
Of the class that paid sixteen cents per pound 
there were thirty million five hundred thousand 
pounds consumed, yielding a revenue to the 
Government of $25,560,000. Those who con- 
sume the class that pays thirty-two cents tax 
have found no fault. My honorable friend 
from Texas, whom Iesteem, says that no 
tobacco user was before the committee. That 
is a mistake; I was there myself. [Laughter. ] 
There were tobacco consumers there, as well 
as tobacco producers and tobacco manufac- 
turers, Last year the tobacco revenue was 
$33,578,907. Of that sum fourteen States paid 
$30,736,802, in the following order, to wit: 
the State of New York paid $8,804,829; the 
State of Virginia paid $4,363,911; the State 
of Pennsylvania, $2,870,768; the State of 
Ohio, $2,548,999; the State of Illinois, 
$2,294,143 ; the State of Missouri, $2,106,974; 
the State of Maryland, $1,544,413; the State 
of Kentucky, $1,488,262; the State of Mich- 
igan, $1,409,040; the State of California, 
$1,072,114; the State of North Carolina, 
$861,552; the State of Massachusetts, $548,- 
595 ; the State of New Jersey, $557,601; the 
State of Wisconsin, $530,101. Those four- 
teen States paid of the whole tax collected on 
tobacco, which was thirty-three million and 
some hundred thousand dollars, $30,736,000. 
There is no complaint from either a producer 
or a consumer of tobacco. I believe that 
every one of these fourteen States that paid 
this $30,786,000,which was the whole amount 
except $2,800,000 paid in fullin all the States, 
ask that this tax remain as it is at sixteen and 
thirty-two cents, and if you change this tax, if 
you putit attwenty-four or at twenty cents, you 
reduce the revenue by at least $9,000,000. 

My honorable friend from Mississippi is 
mistaken. He says there is no tobacco sold 
at less than a certain price. I was offered 
yesterday fifty tons of stems at ten dollars a 
ton to take and put upon my farm if this bill 
passes. If this bill passes, I can have them 
to use upon my farm. 

Mr. AMES, I said the stems were shipped 
abroad at one cent a pound. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Thatvery stem is what 
you propose now to charge twenty-four cents 
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a pound upon, and there are a great many 
million pounds of stems to-day cut up and 
used as smoking tobacco. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. : 

Mr. SCOTT. I have listened with very 
considerable interest as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Finance to this discussion about the 
taxing of tobacco, and I am entirely satisfied 
that one ground upon which it is endeavored 
to adjust it in the Senate has nothing at all 
to do with the question. It has been argued 
as if the value of the article taxed was the 
basis for taxation, and we have been told 
about the value of that which is used by the 
poor man as his smoking tobacco, and that 
which is used by the rich man as his chewing 
tobacco. Mr. President, there are certain 
articles which have always been selected as 
preper objects of taxation, whether you call 
it taxation upon luxury or taxation upon vice, 
in nearly all nations, and among these are 
tobacco and spirituous liquors; and if we 
look at the rates of taxation we find that value 
is almost entirely discarded in adjusting this 
tax. For instance— 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. 
interrupt the Senator. ` 

Mr. SCOTT. Ihave but five minutes alto- 

ether. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I simply want 
to aska question. TheSenator remarked that 
it had always been the rule to levy a tax on 
tobacco—— 

Mr. SCOTT. I cannot hear the Senator 
and I prefer that he should follow me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania declines to yield, and 
he cannot be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. SCOTT. Among these, as I have said, 
are tobacco and spirituous liquors; and if we 
look at the tax on tobacco now, we find that 
that is the case. For instance, take the arti- 
cle of cigars; the internal tax upon cigars is 
five dollars a thousand. It does not make 
any difference whether it is the cigar that sells 
at twenty-five cents apiece or, in the popular 
language, ata cent a grab. They all pay the 
same internal tax. So if you take whisky; 
the tax is put at seventy cents a gallon in this 
bill; it has been fifty cents a gallon. It makes 
no difference whether the whisky is the ordin- 
ary corn whisky, worth fifteen cents a gallon, 
or whisky that is worth a dollar a gallon. So 
if you go to duties; the duty upon all brandy 
is two dollars, as the tax is on whisky, without 
regard to its valuation. 

These are selected as proper objects upon 
which to raise a revenue, and the only ques- 
tion is as to the mode of taxation and the 
proper amount to fix upon them. Now, as to 
the mode, the head of the internal revenue 
department, after a very fullexperieuce, both 
as a revenue officer before he became the head 
of the department, and in the administration 
of the department, gives as his opinion thata 
uniform tax will avoid many of the frauds that 
have been committed, and fixing the rate at 
twenty-four cents he informs us that it will yield 
about the same revenue that is now yielded by 
having the two rates of sixteen cents upon 
smoking and thirty-two cents upon chewing 
tobacco. That is his opinion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I have his statement 
here before me, showing that the loss will be 
between three and four millions. 

Mr. SCOTT. I read his statement from his 
report: 

* My own opinion is that with the tax at twenty- 
four cents, taking into account the natural increase 
of revenue as shown between the collections of suc- 
ceeding years and with the advantage of some legis- 
lation hereinafter recommended, we shall be able to 
keep the collections from tobacco up to those from 
present rates,” 

That is from the last report. So we have 
the two points: first that frauds will be pre- 
vented, and second that the revenues will be 
very near the same amount. I admit there is 
a falling off at first; but we have these opinions 
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as a matter of administration, and taking these 
opinions and the fact that this taxation is not 
based upon value, I come to the conclusion 
that the better mode ig (and I came to that 
conclusion as a member of the Committee on 
Finance) to adopt a uniform rate of twenty- 
four cents, which will give us about or nearly 
the same amount of revenue we now get from 
the complicated system of sixteen and thirty- 
two cents a pound. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginia has once addressed the Senate 
on this amendment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Michigan told us what a waste 
of tobacco would be made if we destroyed this 
tax. I should like to put a question to the 
Senator. Suppose you were to take away 
all the tax, both on the indifferent and on 


‘the good tobacco, where would he be? He 


would have more tobacco to enrich bis lands 
than ever was heard of. If you take away this 
tax entirely I presume all grades would stand 
on an equality, and such a thing has been as 
that, and I bope will be again. It is only on 
account of the debt that we owe, which my 
friend from Pennsylvania so clearly stated, 
that we select articles that will bear taxation, 
and therefore whisky and tobacco have been 
taken. Take what we call in Kentucky red- 
eye whisky, and the best Bourbon, that costs 
eight or ten dollars a gallon, and the tax isthe 
same on each. 

Now, why should you discriminate in favor 
of tobacco? My friend from Illinois thought 
that- there was a great inequality in this. I 
hold in my hand manufactured tobacco from 
just the sweepings, just the plugs; it is put into 
this form, worth five or six cents a pound. It 
is smoked by laboring men. They prefer to 
have it in this shape in order to smoke it. And 
yet you tax that tobacco thirty-two cents be- 
cause it undergoes this process of manufac- 
ture. I also hold in in my hand the finest cut 
tobacco that can be made out of the Virginia 
leaf, superfine, and you tax that sixteen cents. 
Is that justice? Is that equality? I think not. 

As for the supposition. that we shall not 
raise enough revenue, I refer first to the ex- 
perience of the Internal Revenue Commis- 
sioner. Then I refer further to the fact that 
there is a great deal of leaf now which is not 
manufactured at all which would be manufac- 
tured if you put the tax down toa uniform, 
regular rate, and the Government would realize 
from fifteen hundred thousand to two million 
dollars from that source. Then, in addition 
to that, there are a great many frauds com- 
mitted now upon the Government which would 
be avoided if we come down to uniformity, 
which is at least equality and justice. 

These considerations, it seems to me, ought 
to decide the Senate. Where shall we look 
for accurate information as to what this tax, ag 
now proposed by the Committee on Finance, 
will realize, but to the internal revenue officers, 
whose business it is to watch, and year by year 
to see the effect of taxes in regard to the 
increase or decrease of revenue? We have 
that on our side in regard to this uniform tax. 

Mr. MORTON. May I ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. STEVENSON. With pleasure, 

Mr. MORTON. Junderstand the Senator 
to make this statement: that a large part of 
the tobacco that is taxed thirty-two cents a 
pound is of the very poorest and cheapest 
quality. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Ido. I havea speci- 
men in my hand made out of the sweepings. As 
a professional man, I have had some expe- 
rience in respect to thistax. I could cite the 
Senate to a case where the manwfacturers of 
tobacco in my town went to the ‘revenue col- 
lector and assessor and asked. them whether 
they should put this tobacco for smoking pur- 
poses in plug form, and they told them yes, 
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‘and it was only to pay sixteen cents, and they 
went into: the business, but under the ruling 
of: the internal revenue department they bad 
to pay thirty-two cents, and for a violation of 
that law. were fined $12,000 most unjustly, for 
they acted innocently, but lex iia scripta est. 
This was the law written, no doubt properly 
construed at the internal revenue depart- 
ment, yet operating most unjustly on these 
gentlemen, who did not desire to commit any 
fraud. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFCER. The question 
is on the amendment moved by the Senator 
from Jowa. 

Mr. CORBETT. I was inclined to favora 
uniform tax, but the statements made by the 
‘Senator from Iowa upon that poiut ofthe neces- 
sity of stability in this tax are very important. 
I know that upon the Pacific coast they are 
obliged to lay in large stocks of tobacco. They 
purchase very largely and they hold very large 
stocks of tobacco. Now, if we are going to 
change this law continually, if they have this 
tobacco on hand at a bigh rate, and then the 
tax is reduced on one’ kind and put up on 
another, it will be seen that it involves very 
great loss to dealers in tobacco. 

My experience in business is that the people 
wish to know what the law is and to have it 
uniform. I believe it is alsothe same in regard 
to imports, that if you fix the law and main- 
tain the Jaw for five years the people will be 
satisied ; but if you change it this Congress, 
and then change it the next Congress, it con- 
stantly involves losses. Ifyou reduce the tax 
five per cent. on an article imported, the con- 
sumer does not get very much advantage, while 
the importer disposes of his stock without any 
profit to himself. He says, “I can pay five 
per cent. less next year, and consequently I 
may sell this year without a profit.” There- 
fore his business is lost to a great extent. 

It is so with regard to tobacco. If the deal- 
ers have a large amount of tobacco on hand, 
and you reduce the tax to twenty cents or 
twenty-four cents on which they paid thirty- 
two cents, of course on the amount of stock 
they have on hand they must lose the differ- 
ence. I hope that if there are to be changes 
made, such a change will be made as will not 
involve another alteration at the next session 
of Covgress. I think itis better to keep the 
tax at the present rate until you can reduce it 
to such a rate that the tax will be fixed and 
stable; and for that reason it seems to me it 
is hardly worth while just at this time to make 
this change. I think it would be quite as well 
to keep the tax where it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘fine-cut shorts,’’ for the purpose of 
stating one or two facts. The act now in force 
in regard to tobacco was passed after the most 
careful consideration, and after several years’ 
experience with tobacco, I will call the 
attention of Senators to the present law. It 
provides— 

“On all chewing tobacco, fine-cut, plug, or twist; 
on ali tobacco twisted by hand, or reduced from leaf 
into a condition to be consumed, or otherwise pre- 
pared, without the use of any machine or instru- 
ment, and without being pressed or sweetened; and 
on all other kinds of manufactured tobacco, not 
herein otherwise provided for, a tax of thirty-two 
ents per pound.” 

Thatincludesthe higher grades. Then there 
is a second class which was intended only to 
inclade refuse: 


“Qn all smoking tobacco, exclusively of stems, or 
of leaf, with all the stems in and so sold, the leaf 
not having been previously stripped, butted, or 
rolled, and from which no part of the stems have 
been separated by sifting, stripping, dressing, or in 
any other manner, either before, during, or atter the 
process of manufacturing.” 


Then come these fatal words that have led 
to this controversy, in my judgment: 


* On all fine-cut shorts, the refuse of. fine-cut 
chewing tobacco, which has passed through a riddle 
of thirty-six meshes to the square inch by process of 
sifting; and on all refuse scraps and sweepings of 
tobacco, a tax of sixteen cents per pound.” 


It is manifest on the face of this law that it 
was the intention of Congress to tax the higher 
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grade of tobacco thirty-two cents, and’ the 
lower and refuse grade, stems, at sixteen cents, 
Now, the fact is that about ninety per cent. 
of tobacco made as smoking tobacco is of 
the kind mentioned by the Senator from Ilii- 
nois. It is made exclusively of stems or a 
litle leaf mixed with stems and granulated. 
Specimens were produced. Plug men take out 
the stem, press the leaf, and sell the stems to 
the smoking men, who cut them up. It is only 
worth one cent a pound in that form; and they 
sell it and it is cut up and made into cheap 
smoking tobacco. The trouble is this: that 
about ten per cent. of this smoking tobaccois 
made of what they call fine-cut, the very best 
kind of tobacco that goes in the sixteen-cent 
gradation, and there was the wrong. 

The object of the law as-it stands is good, 
and I believe the law could be so amended as 
to exclude from the second classification the 
fine-cut, leaving the sixteen cents applying 
only to that kind of tobacco which is made 
exclusively of stems or the leaf with all the 
stems in of inferior grade. It seems to me 
that is what ought to be done rather than to 
upset the whole system. - I tell you, Senators, 
if you adopt this plan of raising the tax on 
this cheap smoking tobacco from. sixteen to 
twenty-four cents, you wiil have at the next 
session a complaint that will make itself heard 
all over the country. Under a bill to teduce 
taxes you propose to increase the tax on thirty 
odd millions in this cheap form of tobacco 
from sixteen to twenty-four cents. You now 
have a complaint from the plug men, who 
think they are unfairly dealt with. Upon that 
point under this law the plug men have not 
been unfairly dealt with. Here are the figures 
furnished by the Commissioner, who no doubt 
properly thinks it would be cheaper to collect 
a uniform tax. The fact is, that in 1869, the 
first year this law went into operation, there 
were forty-four millions of plug tobacco and 
twenty millions of smoking tobacco; that is, 
sixty-nine per cent. of plug and thirty-one per 
cent. of smoking. In 1870 there were sixty- 
eight per cent. of plug and thirty-two of 
smoking. In 1871 there were sixty-eight per 
cent. of plug and thirty-two of smoking. The 
proportion 1n the first portion of this year was 
a little less. This shows that the quantity of 
plug tobacco in proportion to that consumed 
has not diminished, is almost exactly part 
passu, only varying one per cent.; the ratio 
being uow two thirds plug and one third 
smoking tobacco. 

I do believe that if this clause is stricken 
out the Committee on Finance, or the Com- 
missioner himself, may make a second grade 
of tobacco so asto exclude all this high-priced 
fine-cut tobacco and let the tax stand at six- 
teen cents on the cheapest form of smoking 
tobacco, and then Ido not think the plug men 
will have any cause of complaint. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam sorry thatthe chairman 
of the committee has broken from that uni- 
formity which I consider the principle that 
recommended itself to me and caused me to 
give my support to this proposition in the 
committee as it does now in the Senate. 

Congress has selected the product of tobacco 
as one of the leading heads of taxation from 
which to obtain-revenue. Under the present 
law there are such complications and such 
varieties of taxes that the largest opportuni- 
ties are given for fraud and perjury and 
deception by persons interested in the traffic. 
I am sure the Commissioner will sustain me 
in the statement that it requires greater vigil- 
ance on the part of the officers and a greater 
number of officers to be employed to prevent 
these evasions of the revenue in consequence 
of the present complicated state of the law. 
The idea of the law is not to make a distinc- 
tion based on the question of the poverty or 
wealth of the consumer; the law cannot accom- 
modate itself entirely to that. The value of 
the articles themselves will create always an 


| 


givean inferior and distasteful article to a man 
on account of his poverty as it does to increase 
his tax on account of his taste. Neither 
would be his by choice; and the question is, 
under this law, what will give most certainly 
to the Government a reasonable amount of 
revenue without too much expense and with- 
out the demoralizing effects of the temptation 
to fraud and perjury that I think the present 
law is open to. l 

There is simplicity in the proposition of a 
uniform tax and there is certainty, both of 
which are essentials in wise legislation. For 
that reason I am sorry that before this exper- 
iment is made and fully made, a3 proposed by 
the House of Representatives, for it has met 
their sanction, and as approved by the com- 
mittee—and | believe a majority of the Senate 
as at present constituted would favor that— 
the chairman should now begin to break in 
upon that uniformity which, as I say, has in it 
the element of certainty and the element also 
of economy. I trust, therefore, that the uni- 
form tax on tobacco will be maintained, 

Mr. JOHNSTON. The idea of the Senator 
from Ohio seems to be that the tax should be 
graded by the quality of the tobacco. If that 
wag undertaken to be carried out, then every 
package of tobacco would have to be inspected ; 
you would have to have inspectors ia every 
town and county in the United States, and a 
horde of officers far greater than we now have 
in the whole internal revenue departmert, 
because inno other way, it seems to me, could 
the law be observed except by having officers 
to inspect tobacco. They would have to be 
expert men who knew all about it; and when 
you consider the labor, the expense, and 
trouble of inspecting every particle of tobaeco 
that is made in the United States, you see at 
once that the idea of making the quality of 
the tobacco the basis of the tax is impracti- 
cable. The only inode in which you can effect 
your proper purpose is to have a uniform tax 
upon tobacco. 

The Senator from Michigan says that there 
has been no complaint. He has perhaps heard 
none; but I have here the resolutions of the 
Legislature of Virginia, passed unanimously by 
all parties, setting forth the condition of thiags 
then existing in the State, which is the largest 
tobacco-growing State in the Union, and the 
State where it constitutes the greatest portion 
of the business of the people. These resolu- 
tions set out the fact that the whole State of 
Virginia, on account of the onerous character 
of the tax and on account of the delay in set- 
tling the basis upon which it was to be here- 
after imposed, was suffering from that condi- 
tion of things ; that the manufacturers were suf- 
fering, the farmers were suffering, because they 
could not sell to the manufacturers, the labor- 
ers were suffering because they could not be 
employed in producing tobacco, and everybody 
in the whole State of Virginia united in the 
complaint, and everybody was suffering from 
the condition of things that then existed. 

I think that the Senator from Illinois is 
very much mistaken also in some of the facts 
which he stated. I see, upon looking at the 
quotations of the prices of tobacco at Evans- 
ville, Indiana, the mart of the western tobacco 
he speaks of, and the quotations at Lynch- 
burg, Virginia, which is the principal tobacco 
market of Virginia, and at which the finest 
tobacco in the State is sold, the prices are 
about the same. At Evansville lugs are 
quoted at $6 70 to $7 55; good planters’ 
leaf, seven and a half to eight dollars; com- 
mon leaf, eight to nine dollars; medium, nine 
to ten dollars; good to fine, $10 25 to $13 50. 
At Lynchburg the same sort of tobacco is 
quoted at about the same price: good shipping 
lugs, six to six dollars and a half, less than 
the lugs of the West; fine lugs, seven to seven 
dollars and a half; common working lugs, 
six to seven dollars ; good lugs, seven to eight 
dollars; and go on, 


inequality; and it seems to be quite as hard to || The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
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tor’s time has expired. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Obio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw that and gub- 
stitute what I send to the Chair, striking out 
from the highest grade all except the cheapest 
form of smoking tobacco. After “ following 
words,” in line ten, I move to strike out all 
the paragraph and insert what I sent to the 

esk. 

The Cuter CLerg. The proposed amend- 
ment is to strike out after the words ‘‘the 
following words,’’ in line ten, down to the end 
of the paragraph, and in lieu of the words 
stricken out to insert: 

On all chewing tobacco, fine-cut, plug, or twist: 
on all tobacco twisted by hand, or reduced from 
leaf into a condition to be consumed, or otherwise 
prepared, without the use of any machine or instru- 
ment, and without being pressed or sweetened; and 
on all other kinds of manufactured tobacco, not 
herein otherwise provided for, a tax of thirty-two 
cents per pound. 

On all smoking tobacco, exclusively of stems, or 
of leaf, with the stems in and so sold, the leaf not 
having been previously stripped, butted, or rolled, 
and from which no part of the stems haye been sep- 
arated by sifting, stripping, dressing, or in any other 
manner, either before, during, or after the process 
of manufacturing, a tax of sixteen cents per pound. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill state in explana- 
tion—I do not want to trespass on the time 
of the Senate, although this is a new amend- 
ment—tbat the effect of itis to strike out the 
fine-cut shorts, and leave nothing for the six- 
teen cents tax to act on except the very cheap- 
est form of tobacco, which at present prices 
is not worth over four cents a pound; that is, 
the stems and the refuse of tobacco cut up 
together as smoking tobacco, which is not 
worth over four cents a pound, according to 
the uniform testimony of all classes. 

Mr. CONKLING, Then the thirty-two 
cents applies to what? , 

Mr. SHERMAN. It applies to all other 


tobacco. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope that amend- 
meut will not be adopted. 1 have a word to 
say to the honorable Senator from Ohio. He 
says he does not think it was the object of the 
law to lead to the results to which it has led by 
taxing the tobacco at thirty-two cents, but still 
the plug manufacturers have had to pay that 
and undergo that injustice. AsI show here, 
this inferior sweeping, hardly to be known as 
tobacco, has paid thirty-two cents, when the 
very finest cut of Virginia tobacco has paid but 
sixteen. They have stood all that; they only 
ask now for justice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They will, if this amend- 
ment is adopted, cut that up into cheap smok- 
ing tobacco, but they cannot get in the fine-cut 
tobacco. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope this will not 
come out of my five minutes. Now I want to 
show the bonorable Senator that be is mistaken 
in regard to the object of the law. I will show 
that the object was just what the internal rev- 
enue department bas decided it to be. I hold 


in one hand two common stogy cigars, not’ 


worth perhaps fifteen dollars a thousand. 
hold in my other hand an American cigar 
manufactured out of the finest Havana seed 
leaf—one worth fifteen dollars a thousand, the 
other worth seventy-five dollars a thousand, 
and yet the gentleman knows they have been 
taxed equally. There is no more inequality 
in that than there is in this, and if the object 
of the law-makers was to make this inequality 
in-regard to cigars, why should it not be in 
regard to tobacco? ‘he internal revenue 
department have acted wisely, I presume, in 
their construction, but whether wisely or not, 
such bas been the unequal operation in regard 
to this manufactured tobacco ag discriminating 
against the smoking tobacco. 

What we desire is revenue. If we can raise 
by a diminished uniform tax on tobacco, thirty- 
two or thirty-three million dollars, it is all that 
the internal revenue department asks. We 
Bay it can be done. i 

The amendment of the Senator from Obio 
eannot be carried out. 


We know from the |! entirely different. 


bill that bas come from the House of Repre- 
sentatives that the committee who had that 
bill in charge have been for months and months 
investigating this subject. They have had be- 
fore them the representatives of all sorts both 
of manufactured and smoking tobaceo. Shall 
we undertake, is it wisdom to undertake, at 
this late day of the session to set aside all their 
consideration, all their examination, all their 
well-considered legislation by undertaking to 
adopt now an amendment which will lead to 
frauds, and which in addition to involving 
increased inspection, in my judgment could 
not be safely carried out? I think not. I 
think the highest wisdom will be shown in ad- 
hering to this uniform tax, and then if it does 
not work well, let us change it next year. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. To test the sense of 
the Senate, I move to lay the amendment pro- 
posed by the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, on the table. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator must be aware that to Jay the amendment 
on the table carries the bill with it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to a 
vote on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an 
exception in reference to amendments to 
general appropriation bills by a special rule, 
but this is nota general appropriation bill, and 
the motion, if it prevailed, would lay the bill 
on the table. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. AMES. Some Senators have expressed 
concern as to the interference with the trade 
that a change in the tax on tobacco would 
produce. No objection of this kind was raised 
when the question of tea and coffee was under 
consideration, nor when we have heen con- 
sidering this tariff and tax bill previous to this 
time. 

Now, let me ask one question in reference 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio. At the present time there are 
about six hundred factories where plug tobacco 
is manufactured, and only about two hundred 
and twenty-one where the cut tobacco is man- 
ufactured. The purpose of this uniform rate 
is to equalize the tax so that neither one nor 
the other manufactory shall be benefited, and 
also for the sake of the revenue. At present 
there is that difference in the taxation on the 
different kinds of tobacco, or rather upon the 
form in which it appears after it is manufac- 
tured, and there must inevitably be opportun- 
ities for fraud. The cut tobacco is so pre- 
pared either by cutting or granulation, and 
when it is prepared by granulation it is impos- 
sible to detect whether there are any stems in 
the tobacco or how much; and it is one of the 
very purposes of a uniform tax to prevent 
these very frauds. It is very well known in 
the department of the internal revenue that 
their agents are deciding first one way and 
then the other upon the very same article. If 
you have this graded tax on tobacco they will 
be able to avoid all the regulations that the 
| department can establish. And it is for the 
very purpose of avoiding these frauds that a 
uniform tax has been recommended. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Mr. President, 
ĮI cannot say that I am versed in the manufac- 
! ture of tobacco any more than I am in its use; 
and yet I have been amused by the position 
that has been taken by those who have been 
advocating both sides of this question. On 
the one side it is claimed that the object of 
the Government in imposing this tax is not 
only to secure uniformity, but convenience ta 
the Department of the Government. That is 
a theory which I have never heard before 
advocated in alegislative assembly. To illus- 


liquors is cited as an instance. You cannot 
illustrate the two things one by the other, In 
the case of intoxicating liquors it is almost 
| impossible to discriminate as to the quality of 
| the beverage ; but in the case of tobacco it is 
It is more tangible and 


trate the point, the tax upon intoxicating |i 


t 


t 


more easily discriminated, and therefore ike 
Government has heretofore adopted the plan 
of a diseriminating tax upon tobacco. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to one faet, which I think will prove 
the wisdom of the position advocated by the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance. If. 
I mistake not, the report of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue states this fact, that 
ninety-eight per cent. of the tax levied upon 
the production of tobacco in the country, 
including cigars, lias been collected ; in other 
words, that the tax upon the consumption of 
the country has approached ninety-eight per 
cent. of its consumption; excluding cigars, I 
think it is ninety-five per cent.; and the cost 
of that collection is only a quarter of one per 
cent. I ask if thereis any other item of tax- 
ation, in the whole scope of our legislation, 
which makes a better exhibit for this discrim- 
inating tax than this one article of tobacco 
which is now before the Senate? If there is 
any other, it is not within my knowledge, and 
I should like to be advised on that point if 
there is anybody who can give us the inform- 
ation. 

There is one other point to which I desire 
to refer; and I know we have but very little 
time to discuss this question, confined as we 
are to five minutes. As I understand those 
who are better versed in the subject, if the tax 
is increased upon the cheaper article of to- 
bacco higher than sixteen cents, it will force 
those who are using it constantly to raise it 
themselves. A man can, by buying his own 
leaf, if he does not raise it, make a hundred 
pounds of tobacco by the simple process of a. 
sieve. If you raise the price of the cheaper 
quality, and thus deprive the ordinary smoker 
of his luxury by the high price caused by your 
taxation, you drive him to raising it himself 
or taking it from others who failed to pay the 
tax, and thus the Government is defrauded of 
the amount of tax he does not pay. ‘this, I 
think, cannot be gainsaid. 

Now, itisthe observation of all that tobacco 
is almost universally used. It is not merely a 
luxury to the poor man; it is his comfort and 
his company. Go to your log cabins, go to 
your plantations, and afier the labor of the 
day is over you will find the men smoking 
universally. It is their company and their 
comfort. Now, sir, if by your discrimination 
here you compel the poorer portion of the 
community to use an @rticle that is high in 
value by your taxation, yqy are discriminating 
against the poor. 

Now, as to the value of tobacco, from the 
four cents of my friend from Illinois to the 
seven cents of my friend from Texas, I am 
told the highest price runs up to $1 75; and 
yet you propose to make your tax uniform on 
articles with this difference of value. We bave 
had the experience of the past. The present 
legislation discriminates in favor of the cheap 
and also in favor of the better tobacco. Why, 
sir, we have been told by the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance during the discussion 
of this bill that the policy of that committee 
heretofore has been, and is now, to not only 
increase proportionally according to the value 
of the property taxed, but upon the higher 
grades to increase pro rata. Here is an arti- 
cle one quality of which is worth but four cents 
and another is worth $1 75, and still you in- 
sist upon making a uniform tax upon it and 
increase it at that rate. I call the attention 
of the Senate to these two points: that you 
are discriminating against the poor and driv- 
ing them to evade your taxation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say one word in 
reference to the argument of the Senator from 
Michigan. It seems to me bis argument proves 
too much, for if there is injustice in putting a 
uniform tax upon different kinds of tobacco, 
one of which is worth four cents a pound and 
the other $1 75 a pound, I see no reason why 
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this theory should not lead him to put as many 
different taxes upon the grades of tobacco as 
there are grades of tobacco, and it is very well 
known. there are not two, nor five, nor ten, nor 
twenty different prices for tobacco, but you 
may find tobacco all the way from four cents 
up. to one dollar and seventy-five cents or two 

` dollars a pound, with perhaps five cents apart. 
The logic of the two rates of tax would render 
necessary twenty rates of tax. 

_. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion: is on the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. f 

Mr. WRIGHT: Ido not like to make the 
motion I am about to make without having 
the approval of the chairman of the commit- 
tee, but it seems to me we have about reached 
that point where it would be well to adjourn 
for this evening. We have been here since 
eleven o’clock, almost twelve hours altogether. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to havea 
vote on my amendment; but if the Senator 
prefers to have a vote on the motion to strike 
out.and insert, I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I preter to have the vote 
on the Senator's amendment as he makes it 
when we have it. I think that reaches the 
question precisely. 

Mr, SHERMAN. 
go along until eleven o'clock. 
to get one vote to-night. 

Mr. WRIGHT. ‘This is an important ques- 
tion as connected with this part of the bill, 
and it seems to me we had better have a full 
Senate when we take the vote, for the reason 
that if we take the vote at this time it will be 
only postponing it, and we shall have the same 

~ discussion afterward when we come into the 
Senate, whereas if we have a full Senate when 
the vote is taken it will be a settlement of the 


I think we might as well 
I should like 


question. I move an adjournment, 
Mr. SHERMAN. This matter has been 


pretty thoroughly discussed, and if the Senate 
is willing, I would propose that we go on with 
the other portion of the bill, leaving this ques- 
tion as we did others. 

_ Several Szvarors. Letus vote on this ques- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn. [t No1” Nol’ 

‘The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. ° 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Question 
on the amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hear the Senatorfrom 
Maryland say ‘‘ Question on the amendment.” 
I should like to ask him a question on the 
amendment, which has something to do with 
the amendment, butnot much. Does he think 
it worth while, or does he wish with a Senate 
a little more than half full to get an expres- 
sion on this question to bind anybody? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. In re- 
sponse to the Senator from New York I will 
say that we have a full Senate. I think on 
looking around that we have a Senate as full 
probably as it will be to-morrow, and it may 
be that those gentleman who take an interest 
in this question who are absent are paired off. 
I feel disposed to come toa vote to-night on this 
question, so that we may go on with this bill. 
We are to sit here but until Monday next, and 
we have important measures of legislation yet 
before us. Lhope, therefore, the Senator from 
New York will now adhere to his almost uni- 
form course of keeping up the sessions in this 
Chamber until we have finished our business, 
and I have known the honorable Senator to do 
it atvery unseasonable times, too. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. I should think my bon- 
orable friend was a new convert to this uni- 
form tax from the zeal he evinces to protect 
it. He says he looks around and thinks we 
have a very fuli Senate. Look here, Mr. Pres- 

ident, [pointing to the empty seats on the Re- 
publican side of the Chamber.] Take either 
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of this row of seats here, and four, if not five, 
out of six Senators on this side are absent. 
We want to make progress with this bill. I 
do; and if it is the sense of the Senate to 
adopt this uniform tax, I do not wish to delay 
one moment the expression of that determina- 
tion; but we shall gain nothing in this way. 
Senators will not be satisfied with a vote taken 
now in. such a thin Senate as this. I propose 
that we take the sense of the Senate upon these 
tobacco sections upon this motion or some other 
controlling motion to-morrow morning when 
the Senate is full. If the Senator from Ohio 
thinks he will gain anything now, at twenty 
minutes after ten o’clock, by entering on other 
portions of the bill, I will not object to that; 
but certainly this subject had. better lay aside 
until we can have atolerably full expression 
to-morrow morning in Committee ofthe Whole, 
and then nobody will want to renew the dis- 
cussion in the Senate. But, on the other hand, 
I can say to the Senator from Maryland that I 
am sure nobody will be satisfied to leave it as 
adjudicated by a vote in a Senate like this. 

I propose, as the Senate has voted down 
the motion to adjourn, that we take this ques- 
tion in the morning; let this lie aside; and 
then if the Senator from Ohio thinks he can 
make any progress with other matters to-night, 
although I do not think he can, very well. We 
came here at eleven o’clock this morning, and 
it is now twenty minutes after ten. Itis rather 
a long day’s work. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from New 
York will allow me, from page 55 of the bill 
until we come to the ware housing clause, there 
is nothing substantially of dispute, and the bill 
might as well be read to-night, and then to- 
morrow morning let us take the vote in full 
Senate on this tobacco question. Let us have 
a fall vote on this question and endit. I hope 
that when we have a vote on this question of 
uniform tax in a full Senate, there will be no 
further debate about it. I take it that is the 
wish of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have no objection to 


that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the Clerk 
be allowed to go on, omitting this matter, 
leaving it unfinished, and proceeding with the 
reading for ten or twenty pages, and get on 
with the bill in that way. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. With due 
deference to honorable Senators, I think we 
have a very fair Senate present, and I think 
Senators are here on account of this very prop- 
osition, and why not let us have a vote ? 

Mr. MORTON. Willthe Senator allow me 
one word? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to hear this ques- 
tion further discussed. Ido not feel myself 
fully instructed to vote on this question, and I 
think that must be the condition of other Sen- 
ators here who have not paid particular atten- 
tion to the subject. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I thought 
the discussion was through from the way mat- 
ters appeared. 

.The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 


hio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to save time I 
suggest that we goon with undisputed mat- 
ters now and come right back to this in the 
morning and take a vote upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course 
being objected to, it cannot be proceeded with. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not hear any ob- 
jection. Who objects to it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will take the sense of the Senate. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio suggests that the Senate, by 
unanimous consent, pass over this portion of 


i the bill and proceed to the reading of the 


remainder of the bill. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLAIR. I object. : 
Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 


The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 21, noes 22. 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. CONKLING 
called for the yeas and nays, and they were 
ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 26, 
nays 24; as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Caldwell, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
erry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, 
Sherman, Trumbull, and Wright—26. 
AYS—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Clayton. Cooper, Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, 
Lewis, Norwood, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sprague, Stevenson, Viekers, and 
West—24, : : 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Anthony Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cameron, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Howe, Kellogg. Morrill of Maine, Osborn, Pratt, 
Rice, Schurz, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Thurman, Tipton, Wilson, and Windom—24. 

So the motion was agreed to; and (at ten 
o'clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the Senate 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 29, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Frayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Journal of yesterday wag read and 
approved. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSOURI. 


Mr. SAWYER. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Commerce to report back, with 
a recommendation that the same do pass, 
Senate bill No. 828, authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri river 
opposite to or within the corporate limits of 
Nebraska City, Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will þe read, 
after which objections to its present consider- 
ation will be in order. 

The bill was read at length. 

No objection being made, the bill was re- 
ceived and ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, © 
and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SAWYER also, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committee on Com- 
merce, with a recommendation that it pass, 
the bill (S. No. 631) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri river at 
Brownsville, Nebraska. 

The bill having been read, was ordered to a 
third reading ; and being read the third time, 
it was passed. , 

Mr. SAWYER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. I ask uvanimous 
consent to have taken from the Speaker’s 
table and passed Senate bill No. 1026. 

Mr. COBURN. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. Is notthe gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Brcx, ] holding the floor on a motion to 
suspend the rules ? ' 

The SPEAKER. He is; but these other 
matters are proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COBURN. I-demand the regular order. 


CANCELLATION OF BONDS FOR TOBACCO, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. BECK, ] to suspend the rules and pass with 
a substitute the bill (H. R. No. 2719) for the 
cancellation of bonds for manufactured to- 
bacco lost on the steamer George P. Upton 
between the cities of Richmond and New York. 

Mr. BECK. I have been unanimously in- 
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structed by the Committee of Waysand Means 
to ask the suspension of the rules for the con- 
sideration and passage of this bill with the 
substitute. i 

Mr. DAWES. 
any objection to it. 

The substitute reported by the committee 
was read, It authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the production of proof satisfac- 
tory to him of the loss at sea of any manufac- 
tured tobacco on board the steamer George P. 
Upton, by accidental fire, without fraud, col- 
lusion, or negligence on the part of the own- 
ers of such manufactured tobacco while the 
same was in the custody of the United States 
in transit to bonded warehouses to New York 
city, to cancel such bonds as may have been 
given to secure the payment of the tax thereon; 
bat if any portion of the taxes covered by any 
of the bonds should be protected by insurance, 
the amount of such insurance is to be paid to 
the proper officers of the United States before 
the bonds of the persons entitled to the bene- 
fit of such insurance shall be canceled. 

Mr. BECK. Unless there is objection I 
ask that the bill be put on its passage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not quite understand 
the provision with reference to insurance. 

Mr. BECK. Ican explain that in a word. 
If any goods should have been insured before 
the bonds are canceled, the insurance money 
is to be paid to the United States. 

Mr. DAWES. Not the insurance on the 
article, but the insurance on the tax. 

Mr. BECK. That is what the bill provides. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. 

The question being taken on the motion 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill with 
the amendment, it was agreed to; two thirds 
voting in favor thereof. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
SON, one ofits clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed without amendment a House 
bill of the following title: i 
An act (H. R. No. 400) for the relief of Jane 
Allen Birckhead and Virginia Campbell, sole 
heirs: at-law of Alexander Watson, deceased. 
The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had agreed to reports of committees of con- 
ference upon bills of the following titles: 
An act (8..No, 463) to enable the President 
to appoint a Paymaster General of the Army; 
An act (S. No. 1890) for the relief of the 
sureties of the late Jesse D. Simpkins; and 
An act (S. No. 1914) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to negotiate with the chiefs 
and head-men of the Shoshone and Bannock 
tribes of Indians for the relinquishment of a 
portion of their reservation in Wyoming Ter- 
ritory. 


HOMESTEADS FOR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


The SPEAKER. When the House last had 
a morning hour the Committee on Military 
Affairs occupied the floor and reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 1665) to enable honorably dis- 
charged soldiers and sailors, their widows and 
orphan children, to acquire homesteads on the 
public lands of the United States. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Copury] desires 
the regular order long enough to have a vote 
taken on that bill. Is there any objection? 

There was no objection. 


CONSOLIDATION OF PENSION ACTS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
-I ask unanimous consent of the House to 
make a statement, and I want the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions as well as of the House. Yesterday 
the House passed a bill which was the third 
section of the bill to consolidate the pension 
acts, and my attention has been called to a 

rovision in that bill which I did not notice on 
its reading and passage. There were provis- 
ions which all the House, Iam sure, approve 
of. In the first place the bill gave forty dol- 


I do not think there will be 
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lars a month to persons who lost both hands 
or both eyes or both feet, or for any other 
equal total disability. 

“Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker-— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let me finish 
my statement. In the second place it gave 
thirty dollars a month to persons who had 
lost one hand and one foot. In the third 
place it gave twenty dollars a month to those 
who lost one hand or one foot. All of these 
provisions I am sure the House was glad to 
have adopted. In the next place, however, it 
gave thirteen dollars a month to persons who 
lost the hearing of both ears; but in connec- 
tion with that, Mr. Speaker, is the following 
provision : 

Or any disability to a degree for which there is no 
other provision in this act, shall be entitled to a pen- 
sion of thirteen dollars a month. 

That clause necessarily raises all the pen- 
sions which are now eight dollars a month to 
thirteen dollars a month, an increase of sixty. 
Now I desire to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions if that was his intention? 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman has not 
found out any great secret. The Senate has 
asked a committee of conference. .It was in 
perfect harmony with the other sections of the 
general bill which was introduced and passed, 
but that section was taken out of the general 
bill. Although that part is objectionable, 
standing alone and separate from the general 
bill, at the time I offered it I did not observe 
it, but I did observe it immediately afterward. 
As there is to be a committee of conference, 
there is no sort of difficulty in having the mat- 
ter corrected. If the gentleman from Ohio has 
not a sufficient amount of business to attend 
to as chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, perhaps the Speaker of this House 
migbt appoint him to be chairman of half a 
dozen other committees, and then perhaps he 
might be satisfied with the amount of business 
which he would have to attend to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
the impertinence which the gentleman has ex- 
hibited in the remark he has just made will 
not deter me from calling the attention of the 
House to a clause which is either a fraud on 
the House or an act of great carelessness on 
the part of those who had the matter in charge. 
I am not to be deterred by anybody’s insolence 
from calling the attention of the House to a 
section which, if it became a law, either by the 

entleman’s negligence or intention, would 
add $15,000,000 to the pension laws in one 
day. 

Mr. MOORE. It is not a new discovery. 
Many members discovered it soon afterward. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am glad of 
it, but no member has mentioned it to me. 

Mr. MOORE. I believe three fourths of the 
members of the House knew it long before the 
gentleman did. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Did the gen- 
tleman intend to put it into the billas it passed 
yesterday ? 

Mr. MOORE. It was in the general bill, 
as I have stated to the House. The third sec- 
tion was taken out of the general bill. At that 
instant of offering it was not noticed by me. 
When taken out of the general bill it would be 
liable to a construction not intended by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and such as it 
could not havein the general bill. Since then 
it has been noticed and discussed as subject to 
this objectionable construction. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
that. 

Mr. MOORE. I am happy to inform the 
gentleman there are other men who can dis- 
cover these things as well as the gentleman 
from Ohio, whose nose-is generally in every- 
body else’s business. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The insolence 
of the gentleman is not worthy of answer. 
shall continue to do my duty without regard 
to it. : 


I did not know 


HOMESTEADS FOR SOLDIERS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read 
the bill reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs by the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. COBURN. ] 

The bill, which was read, in the first section ` 
provides that every private soldier and officer 
who has served in the Army of the United 
States during the recent rebellion for ninety 
days, and who was honorably discharged, in- 
cluding the troops mustered into the service 
of the United States by virtue of the third 
section of an act making appropriations for 
completing the defenses of Washington, and 
for other purposes, approved February 13, 
1862, and every seaman, marine, and officer, 
or other person who has served in the Navy 
of the United States, or in the Marine corps, 
during the rebellion, for ninety days, and who 
was honorably discharged, bas remained loyal 
to the Government, shall be entitled to enter 
and receive a certificate for a quantity of pub- 
lic lands (not mineral) not exceeding one hun- 
dred and sixty acres, or one quarter section, 
which shall be composed of contiguous tracts, 
according to legal subdivisions, including the 
alternate reserved sections of public lands 
along the line of any railroad or other publie 
work, or other lands subject, to entry under the 
homestead laws inthe United States, wherever 
public lands have been or may be granted by 
acts of Congress; and that such soldier, sea- 
man, marine, or officer, his heirs or assigns, 
shall be entitled to a patent for said land upon 
complying with the provisions of an act to 
secure homesteads upon the public domain, 
except as provided in this act, and such soldier, 
seaman, marine, or officer shall be allowed 
twelve months after locating his homestead 
within which to commence his settlement and 
improvement; and provided also, that the time 
which the soldier, seaman, marine, or officer 
shall have served in the Army, Navy, or 
Marine corps aforesaid, or if discharged on 
account of wounds received or disability in- 
curred in the line of duty, then the term of 
enlistment shall be deducted from the time 
heretofore required to perfect title; and 
provided further, that any soldier, seaman, 
marine, or officer, as aforesaid, may assign his 
certificate of entry within twelve months from 
the date thereof to any citizen of the United 
States over twenty-one years of age, or person 
who has declared his intention to become such, 
who has not previously availed himself of the 
benefits of the homestead or preémption laws, 
and said assignee shall sudteed to all the rights 
of the said soldier, seaman, marine, or officer ; 
and it may be lawful for such assignee to 
become the purchaser of certificates to the 
amount of not more than one section or six 
hundred and forty acres of land, but the same 
shall be contiguous and adjoining, and for the 
purpose of actual settlement; but no such 
assignor of a certificate of entry shall there- 
after bave the right to avail himself of the 
benefit of this act or the acts heretofore passed 
granting homesteads to actual settlers, nor shail 
such assignee have the right to acquire any 
other homestead under said acts; provided, 
however, that no patent shall issue to said 
soldier, seaman, marine, or officer, or his as- 
signee, who has not resided upon, improved, 
and cultivated his said homestead for a period 
of at least two years; aud provided further, 
that said soldier, seaman, marine, or ollicer 
shall not be required to pay any Government 
ee. 

The second section provides that any person 
entitled under the provisions of the foregoing 
section to enter a homestead, who may have 
heretofore entered under the homestead laws 
a quantity of land less than one hundred and 
sixty acres, shall be permitted to enter under 
the provisions of this act so. much land as 
when added to the quantity previously entered 
shall not exceed one hundred and sixty acres. 

The third section provides that in case of 
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the death of any person who would be entitled. 
to a homestead under the. provisions of the 
first. section of this act, his widow, if un- 
married, or in case. of her death or marriage, 
then his minor orphan children, ‘shall be en- 
/ titled to all the benefits enumerated in this act; 
provided, that if such person died during his 
term of enlistment, the whole term of his en- 
listment shall be deducted from the time here- 
tofore required to perfect the title. 

The fourth section provides that every sol- 
dier, seaman, marine, and officer who served 
in the Army or Navy for the said period of 
ninety days, and is now inscribed on the pen- 
sion-rollg of the United States, or may here- 
after be iaseribed on said rolls on account of 
wounds received or disabilities incurred in the 
Jine:of duty, may, in lieu of the rights, priv- 
ileges, and benefits hereinbefore conferred, 
enter upon by any agent or attorney, and re- 
ceive a patent for one quarter section of laud, 
as provided in section one of this act, and 
shall be entitled to all the benefits of said first 
section, and liable to all the provisions there- 
of, except as to the personal residence; and 
that all acts and things required to be done by 
said homestead settler, by said first section, 
may be done by said agent or attorney, pro- 
vided that no such agent or attorney shall act 
as such for more than one person at the same 
time. : 

The fifth section provides that all declara- 
tions and proofs required under this act and 
the former acts granting homesteads to actual 
settlers may be taken before the judge or clerk 
of any court of record in the United States, or 
of any State or Territory, and when duly au- 
thenticated under the official seal of such court, 
shall be of the same force and effect as if taken 
before the register or receiver of the proper 
land office. 

The sixth section provides that the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Offce shall 
have authority to make all needful rules and 
regulations to carry into effect the provisions 
of the act, 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope that some time 
will be given for the discussion of this bill. A 
more important bill has not been before this 
Congress. 

Mr. COBURN. 

The SPLAKTR, 
consent to discuss it. 

Mr. DUNNEELL. Task unanimous consent 
that it be discussed for a short time. 

The SPEAKER. The House gave unani- 
mous consent to the bill being brought up in 
the morning hour; that the regular order 
should be so long pending as to bring the bill 
before the House. 

Mr. COBURN. TI call for a vote. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Allthe new States will 
be most seriously affected by the passage of 
the bill; and I hope the House will consent 
“to a discussion of it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous. question 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time, The Chair appoints as tellers 
Mr. Copury and Mr, DUNNELL. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 67, noes 77. 

So the louse refused to second the demand 
for the previous question. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Inow move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the bill (S. No. 
1026) for the relief of the officers and crew 
of the United States steamer Vicksburg be 
put upon its passage. 

Mr. COBURN., I desire that the question 
shall be put on the bill on which the House 
has just been voting, 

The SPEAKER. What question does the 
gentleman desire to have put? 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to have the yeas 
and nays on the passage of the bill, ` 

The SPEAKER. Bat the House has re- 


It has been discussed. 
lt requires unanimous 


fused to second the demand for the previous 
question. - The Chair asked unanimous con- 
sent on behalf of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs that the regular 
order for a morning hour should be maintained 
long enough to get a vote on the bill. ; 

Mr. COBURN. Iunderstood thatthe morn- 
ing hour began with the understanding that it 
wasto continue until this bill should be put 
upon its passage: 

The SPEAKER. But the House refused 
to second the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. And when the House- has so refused, 
how can the gentleman ‘put the bill on its pas- 
sage? 

Mr. COBURN. I submit to the Chair that 
the question is now on the passage of the 
bill. : 
The SPEAKER. The pending question is, 
will the House order the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time? on which, in order to 
secure a vote, the gentleman demanded the 
previous question, and the House refused to 
second the demand. 

Mr. COBURN. I demand the yeas and 


nays. 

The SPEAKER, The rules do not allow it. 

Mr. COBURN. Then I move to suspend 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman at a later period for that pur- 
pose, if he desires it. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. SUTHERLAND] has risen to move 
to suspend the rules, and the Chair asked 
unanimous consent that the bill reported by 
the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs should be considered in the morning 
hour in order to give it the advantage of 
having a majority vote instead of a two-thirds 
vote. 

Mr. COBURN. I understood that I had 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose? 

Mr. COBURN. I understood that I had 
the floor as chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, for the purpose of having 
this bill put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. But how does the gentle: 
man think he could maintain the floor when 
it has been in order at any time during the 
last ten days of the session to move to sus- 
pend the rules? 


UNITED STATES STEAMER VICKSBURG. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. I now insist on my 
motion that the rules be suspended, and that 
the bili (S. No. 1026) for the relief of the offi- 
cers and crew of the United States steamer 
Vicksburg be passed. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, in conjunction with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, to draw from the Navy 
pension fund the moiety of the proceeds of 
seventy-eight bales of cotton picked up at.sea 
by the officers and crew of the United States 
steamer Vicksburg on the 81st day of Mayand 
1st day of June, 1864, said moiety having been 
erroneously credited to said fund, and direct 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
to distribute and pay the same to the officers 
and crew of said vessel as provided by law. 

Mr. ARCHER, This bill ought not to pass. 
It was considered by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and the committee was divided in 
regard to it. Atall events, it ought not to pass 
now without some discussion. ‘This is butone 
case, but it will open twenty-seven otber cases 
that have been decided by the circuit courts of 
the United States. It takes from the pension 
fund a very large amount of money. I hope 
the House will not pass the bill without an 
opportunity being given for a full hearing in 
regard to it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. And I 
am here to represent twenty-seven other like 
cases, which | will insist on having put on as 
amendments if this should pass. One is as 
just as the other. 

The question was put on Mr. SUTHERLAND’ S 
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motion ; and (two thirds not voting in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended. 


UTAII RAILROAD, ETC., COMPANY. 


Mr. NEGLEY. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining to move that the 
rules be suspended and that House bill No. 
1789, to incorporate the Utah Railroad Mining 
and Land Company be passed with amend- 
ments, 

. The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I rise to a point of 
order. This is a very important bill, and there 
is so much noise that we cannot hear it read. 

Mr. DAWES. Whatisis? . 

Mr. KILLINGER. I am told that it is to 
incorporate a great land corporation. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought it was a directory. 

Mr. KILLINGER. We ought at least to 
hear it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state 
that a bill may be objected to at the very 
outset before it is read. 

The Clerk then resumed and completed the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Is it in order to object 
to this bill? 

TheSPEAKER. The motion is to suspend 
the rules and pass it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the bill will be at 
least open to amendment. 

Mr, NEGLEY. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana desires to offer an amendment, and I 
have no objection to that. 

Mr. KILLINGER. 1 object to debate. 

Mr. AMBLER. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania really expect to pass this extra- 
ordinary bill without debate? , 

Mr. NEGLEY. Ifthe House will allow 
me to bring up this bill to-morrow morning, I 
have no objection whatever to its goivg over, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. No; noth- 
ing of that kind can be done by consent. 
This is too big a thing for that. 

Mr, NEGLEY. I call for tellers on my 
motion. 

Tellers were not ordered, only six members 
voting therefor. 

The question was put upon Mr. Nroiey’s 
motion; and (two thirds not voting in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. STOUGHTON, I am instructed by 
the Committee on Military Affairs to report 
back, with an amendment, the Senate bill 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and to move 
that the rules be suspended, and the bill, with 
the amendment, passed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask the genile- 
man to yield to me for a moment to offer a 
resolution which will not take but a moment 
or two, as I desire to leave the House. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I yield for that pur- 
pose, Ea 

PAY OF PAGES. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Repro- 
sentatives be, and he is hereby, directed to pay the 
pages of the House for the whole month of June out 
of the contingent fund of the Houso. 

This is a very deserving class of employés. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to- 
the gentleman that this resolution would do 
no good. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
lates the pay of these pages. - 

The SPEAKER. There is a law directly 
against such a resolution as ihis. i 
_ Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think the Chair 
is mistaken. The law provides that we can- 
not increase their pay except. by an act, but 
we may direct the Clerk to pay them for a 
complete month. There is no law against that. 
If we adjourn on the 8d of June this will 
authorize the Clerk to pay the pages for the 
whole month. $ 

Mr. DAWES. 


The law regu- 


I do not see how that can 
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be done, because the contingent fund of the 
House is bound up by a specific act, and can- 
not be disposed ofany other way, | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Illinois that his resolu: 
tion had better be withheld until the Clerk of 
the House has seen it, as it is a matter of con- 
struction. ê 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I showed the reso- 
lution to the Clerk, and he agreed with me 
that he would have authority to make this 
payment if the resolution were adopted. 

The SPEAKER. If that is the case, the 
Chair will entertain the resolution. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, This resolution, 
or a similar one, was brought to me some days 
ago. l 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. It was notthis one. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Well, a similar 
one. I examined the matter, and was satisfied 
that we not only could not increase the pay of 
the pages without a law of both Houses, but 
also that the contingent fund of the House, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, is tied up by law to its own specific uses, 
and that we cannot pay the salaries of any 
persons in the employ of the House out of it 
except by an act of both Houses. Ifthe gen- 
tleman wants this done, let him put it in that 
shape. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thisis nota matter 
of salary. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Farys- 
WoRTH'S resolution; and it was adopted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EMPLOYÉS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HOLMAN. After consultation with 
the Doorkeeper of the House and with the 
economical and cautious chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, [Mr. Burrinton,] I ask 
leave to submit a resolution in behalf of five 
employés of the House whose names are not 
on the pay-roll. They have been actually 
employed in our cloak-rooms and elsewhere, 
and | do not think there can be any objection 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe Clerk be, and is hereby, directed 
to pay from the contingent fund to William Henry 
Hall, Jeremiah Smitb, Arthur Welis, John Douglass, 
and William Jones compensation as laborers for the 
time they have served, and shall serve, during the 
present session. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thereisno difficulty 
abont that at. all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course not; that is 
exactly right. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mc. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


J. I. UNDERHILL. 


The SPEAKER. The House sent a mes- 
gage to the Senate for the return o” House bill 
No. 2050, for the relief of J. H. Underhill, 
because it was enrolled J. H. Underbill, in- 
stead of J. F. Underhill, The bill has been 
returned, and if there be no objection the en- 
rolling clerk will be directed to enroll it cor- 
rectly. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

FREDERICK PECH. 

Mr. HAYS, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Agriculture, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 2941) for the relief of Frederick 
Pech; which was read a first and second time. 

Tbe question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The preamble of the bill states that Pro- 
fessor Pech presented to the United States a 
large botanical collection of rare and valuable 
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| hearts for the generous action of 


specimens of plants, collected in the western 
States and Territories, which was accepted by 
joint resolution of Congress, approved May 
26, 1866; that the said Professor Pech by 
affliction has been reduced to a state of pecun- 
iary destitution, being himself an inmate of 
the almshouse, while his wife is suffering the 
pains of an incurable cancer. The bill there- 
fore directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to Frederick Pech the sum of $500. 

Mr. DONNAN. The House will recollect 
that this action of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture is in pursuance of a resolution introduced 
by myself some time since. Ido not propose 
to take up the time of the House in discussing 
the matter, and I will simply call attention to 
an article in one of the daily papers of this 
city. 

The article referred to is as follows: 

“ Professor Frederick Pech.—There is one family 


in this national city of ours, a very worthy littie 
family, yet on whom the hand of adversity and 


| affliction hath fa'len with a crushing severity, 


whose gratitude will go out into the fuliness of their 
Mr. Dornan and 
his fellow-members in the House of Representa- 
tives on the 24th instant,as the following item from 
the. proceedings of that day will explain: 

"Mr. Donnan, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following preamble and resolution; which were 
read, considered, and adopted: 

“' Whereas it is represented that Mr. Frederick 
Pech, formerly a clerk inthe Bureau of Agriculture, 
made to the Agricultural Department a large 
donation from his own collection of specimens for 
botanical reference, which was accepted by a special 
act of Congress; and whereas it is further repre- 


| sented that he was several years since discharged 


from his position in that Department, and is now 
indigent and an invalid in one of the hospitals in 
this city: Therefore, À 

** Resolved, Thatthe Committeeon Agriculture be 
instructed to inquire into the facts of the case, and 
if in their judgment the circumstances warrant it 
to report to this House a bill granting said Pech 
reasonable compensation for his services and liber- 
ality, and that the committee be authorized to report 
at any time.’ aos : P 

“This initiatory action is a very timely step in the 
direction of a most truly worthy object, and we trust 
that its full consummation may bespeedily reached. 
Our_attention has been heretofore called to the 
merits of this case, and in common with a number 
of our citizens who have become acquainted with all 
the circumstances, we baye looked anxiously to see 
something done by our Government by way of re- 
warding Professor Pech for bis early and almost 
invaluable contribution to the Department of Agri- 
culture, and thereby render that pecuniary relief 
of which the now paintully stricken and destitute 
family stand so keenly in need. 

“With a thorough education and a mind intently 
inclined to scientific research, Professor Pech had 
devoted some sixteen or eighteen of the best years 
of his life to the collection, careful examination, 
and preservation of the rare and least understood 
products of the vast kingdoin of plants. He was 
well known to have possessed the most extensive 
and valuable herbarium of any private devotee in 
thiscountry. The ravages of our great rebellion, 
on account of his loyalty, drove him and his wife 
and child, despoiled of means and property, from 
their home in a southwestern State to Washington, 
where, after some difficulty as a stranger and a very 
unassuming gentleman, Professor Pech finally se- 
cured an under clerkship in the Agricultural De- 
partment, an while there, noticing the great lack 
in that Department of just such a botanical collec- 
tion as he himself possessed, and not receiving any 
commensurate offer for the same, he generously 
tendered them to the Department—Congress at the 
time accepting the same by special act. It may 
be here stated that the present entomologist of said 
Department sold his collection, of bugs to the Gov- 
ernment for the snug sum of $10,000 cash, and no 
questions asked, i 

“But Professor Pech, after remaining about three 
years in his clerkship, was discharged by Commis- 
sioner Capron. From that time (1868) up to within a 
year anda half since, by the efforts of his loving and 
faithful wife and the little boy, the professor was en- 
abled to pursue athis humble home his researchesin 
the world of plants, and to prepare very copious 
Manuscript notes on all of his most valuable exam- 
inations and discoveries; such notes as he had hoped 
some day to secure the publication of in a volume, 
from the results of which he might perhaps reap sup- 
port in his decline of life. But the long years of too 
close study, night writing, and his microscopic in- 
vestigations, gradually impaired his eye-sight, until 
about twelve months ago Professor Pech became 
entirely deprived of his sight, and is now an inmate 
of the Providence hospital, in this city, hopelessly 
blind. Ad: to this great affliction the fact that his 
devoted wife, who lost her right eye from an acci- 
dent when young. has now nearly lost the entire left 
eye with its sight, from a terrible cancer, which 
started a few years ago on her left temple, and we 
have a case which should touch the coldest heart. 

+ To their brave little boy Freddy, then, can these 
sadly and wofully afflicted parents look for support; 
and if this is nota case which demands the generous 
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sympathy and prompt attention of Congress, as well 
in the spirit of humanity as.in the discharge of an 
act of justice toward one who has enriched the Gov- 
ernment, then we are incapable of judging of our 
own impulses, much less to judge of those of others 
to whom we make this appeal. 

“Let there be a good, liberal appropriation made, 
and made without grudging or delay, for the relief 
of Professor Pech and his family, and the act will be 
approved both here and in heaven,” 


Mr. DONNAN. I think the sum of $500 
istoo small. Those acquainted with the sub- 
ject state that as an article of commerce 
merely these specimens are to-day worth that 
sum. I think there should be a reasonable 
compensation given to this man, and I there- 
fore move to amend the bill by striking out 
“$5007. and inserting ‘‘$2,000.” 

Mr. DICKEY. Make it $1,000. 

Mr. DONNAN. I prefer my amendment. 

Mr. HAYS. I will allow the amendment 
to be offered and voted upon, but I cannot 
accept it, because the committee instructed mo 
to report what is in the bill. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. DONNAN, and upon a 
division there were—ayes 64, noes 56; no 
quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hays and 
Mr. Houtman were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 76, noes 65. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: I would suggest that 
theamendment be made $1,000, and Í presume 
then there will be no difficulty about the pas- 
sage of the bill. ; 

Mr. DONNAN. I am satisfied it is right 
as it is. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Then I must call the yeas 
and nays on the proposition to make the sum 


52,000. 

Mr. SARGENT. Make it $1,000, and there 
will be no necessity for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CROSSLAND. I object to $1,000. I 
am satisfied that $500 isas much as these weeds 
are worth. 

Mr. DONNAN. I will modify my amend- 
ment so as to make it $1,000. 

Mr. HAYS. I will not object to that amend 
ment, 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I move to strike out from 
the preamble the words ‘‘being himself an 
inmate of the almshouse, while his wife is suf- 
fering the pains of an incurable cancer.’! 
That may be correct, but I think we had 
better not put it in this bill, : 

Mr. HAYS. I have no objection. 

The amendment of Mr. Maynagp to the pre- 
amble was agreed to. 

The question was upon ordering the bill, as 
amended, to be engrossed and read a third 
time ; and being taken, upon a division there 
were—ayes 110, noes 22. 

Before the result of the vote wasaunounced, 

Mr. ELDREDGE called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and nays; and there were sixteen in the 
affirmative. 

So (the affirmative not being one fifth of the 
last vote) the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was accordingly ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. HAYS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, I move 
to suspend the rules in order to take from the 
Speaker's table and pass at this time Senate 
bill No. 58, to prescribe the time for hold- 
ing the election for electors of President and 
Vice President in the State of Louisiana, 
This bill merely makes the day.of election ia 
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Louisiana the same asin other States. A law 
of this kind is necessary because the State 
cannot change its law in time for the next 
presidential election. 

The bill was read. It provides that in the 
State of Louisiana the election of Representa- 
tives to the Forty-Third Congress, and the 
appointment of electors of President and Vice 
President for said State, shall be on the first 
Monday of November in the year 1872, but 
thereafter such elections and appointment 
shall.be on the day designated by law for the 
other States. 

“Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I wish to 
ask the gentleman whether under existing law 
the election for State officers in Louisiana is 
held on the same day as the election for Con- 
gressmen? 


. . Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It will 
be under this bill. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Is it now? 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It is held 
next day afterward. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
effect of this bill will be—— 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. To bring 
the election of presidential electors, Represent- 
atives, and State officers upon the same day. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Then the 
effect of the bill will be to allow United States 
soldiets to be brought out at the election of 
State officers in Louisiana. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir; 
Ido not kno% that there is any law in the 
world that will allow that. ` 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Well, it 
allows them to be brought out at the con- 
gressional election; and ìf that is held on the 
same day as the State election, the effect will 
be substantially what I have stated. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If there 
is a riot anywhere the military will be brought 

` out, I trust. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
House will not pass this bill. 

The question being taken on the motion 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill, there 
were—ayes 89, noes 37, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, called for 
the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof ) 
the rules were suspended, and the bill was 
passed. 


OFFICERS IN QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. STOUGHTON. I move to suspend 
the rules for the purpose of enabling me to 
report from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and have passed, with a substitute recom- 
mended by that committee, the bill (S. No. 
757) to authorize the appointment of certain 
officers in the quartermaster’s department. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent to nominate, and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to appoint certain 
officers of the quartermaster’s department and 
the Inspector General’ s department to the posi- 
tions they would have held in said departments 
had the law of promotion by seniority been 
carried out under the act of July 28, 1866, to 
March 8, 1869; but no officer is to be deprived 
of bis position or reduced from his present 
grade by this act; nor is any pay or allowance 
to be made to any officer under this act except 
from the date of confirmation. 

The substitute recommended by the Com- 
mittee. on Military Affairs was read. It pro- 
poses to authorize the President to nominate, 
and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to appoint certain officers of the quar- 
termaster’s departmentto the grade they would 
have held in said department respectively had 
the vacancies created therein by the act of July 
28, 1866, from the rank of major to that of 
colonel, both inclusive, been filled by promo- 
tion by seniority. But no officer is to be de- 
prived of relative rank or reduced from his 
present grade by this act; and the officers 


Then the 


I trust the 
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whose appointments are herein authorized are 
to take rank and to receive pay from the date 
of their confirmation. 

The motion to suspend the rules and -pass 
the bill was agreed to, two thirds voting in 
favor thereof. ` . 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the resolution of the 
House for the printing of extra copies of the 
report of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, without amendment, House 
bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 2708) relative to the cen- 
tennial international exhibition to be held in 
the city of Philadelphia, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, in the year 1876; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2192) to establish a west- 
ern judicial district of North Carolina. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses upon the bill (H. R. No. 
1541) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1872, 
and for otber purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had insisted on its eighth amendment to the 
bill last named, on which the committee of 
conference was unable to agree, asked a fur- 
ther conference with the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 
appointed, as conferees on the part of the 
Senate, Mr. West, Mr. MorRILL of Maine, 
and Mr. BLAIR. 

The message further announced that the Sen- 
ate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the bill (H. R. No. 1843) 
supplemental to an act entitled ‘“ An act for 
the apportionment of Representatives in Con- 
gress among the several States according to 
the ninth census.” 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS, PORT HURON, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HALSEY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds to report a bill (H. R. No. 2942) for 
the construction of a custom-house, bonded 
warehouse, and post office at Port Huron, 
Michigan, and to put it upon its passage. I 
now move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase at private sale or by condemnation, in 
pursuance of the statute of the State of Michi- 
gan, a suitable lot of ground in the city of 
Port Huron, Michigan, and to cause to be 
erected thereon a building suitable for the ac- 
commodation ofa custom-house, bonded ware- 
house, and other Government offices in that 
city; and the lot of land and building thereon 
when completed shall not exceed in cost 
$200,000; provided no morfey to be appro- 
priated for this purpose shall be available 
until a valid title to the land shall be vested 
in the United States, and until the State of 
Michigan shall cede its jurisdiction over the 
same and relinquish the right to tax or assess 
the same while the United States shall be the 
possessor thereof. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
appropriation in that bill? 

Mr. HALSEY. No, sir, there is not. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make 
the point of order? The Chair is assured by 
the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds there is no appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We did not hear the first 
reading of the bill, and I hope it will be again 
read. 

The bill was again read. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
87, noes 386. — 


Is there an 


Ido not make 


Mr. CLARKE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So (two thirds having voted in the affirma.- 
tive) the rules were suspended, and the bill 
passed. - f 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. TYNER. Ihave been instruced by the 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds 
to a report a bill (H. R. No. 2943) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Nash- 
ville, Tennessee, and I now move the rules be 
suspended and the bill passed. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to cause 
to be erected on the ground now owned by the 
United States in that city a suitable building 
at Nashville, Tennessee, for ihe use and ac- 
commodation of the courts of the United 
States, the post office, custom-house, and other 
offices of the Government at a cost not ex- 
ceeding the sum of $150,000. 

The rules were suspended, and the bill was 
passed. ; 

DECORATION DAY. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Irise to a privileged 
question. As to-morrow will be decoration day, 
I move that when the House adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Friday next. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let me suggest 
to my colleague that we expect the tariff bill 
will come over from the Senate, and when it 
comes some disposition should be made of it 
in order that we may get along with the re- 
maining business of the session. We should 
be long enough in session to refer that bill to 
a committee of conference when it is returned 
from the Senate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not propose to 
adjourn now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We might meet 
in the morning for twenty minutes, and if the 
tariff bill comes over in the meantime we 
could then refer it to a committee of confer- 
ence and adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We could have an 
evening session this evening if necessary. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask my col- 
league not to press his motion just now. We 
all want to adjourn to attend the ceremonies 
of decoration day; but we do not wish to ad- 
journ to the exclusion of a little formal busi- 


ness in reference to the tariff bill, which may 


be disposed of in twenty minutes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My colleague suggests 
that we meet in the morning. * 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means is now 
here, and I yield the floor to him. 

Mr. DAWES. If we meet here about 
twelve o’clock to-morrow, after disposing of 
the necessary business we may take a recess 
or adjourn until next day, as. our business 
will justify. Nobody wants to hold a session 
during the ceremonies of decoration day. All 
Į desire is if the tariff bill comes from the 
Senate we may be here long enough to refer 
it to a committee of conference, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. With the understanding 
that no other business will be done to-morrow 
except referring the tariff bill to a committee 
of conference I will not press my motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is possible 
that the appropriation bill may come, over, 
and it may be necessary to take the same 
action with regard to it. 

Mr. DAWES. I think that at twelve o’ clock 
or at half past twelve to-morrow we will be 
able to take a recess or to adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Let it be the under- 
standing that there will be no business except 
the reference of the tariff bill and the pending 
business of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, I wish to know from the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] 
who is one of the chairmen of ‘the Committee 
of Ways and Means, whether all the chairmen 
of the Committee of Ways and Means will 
agree to bis proposition, because if. not he 
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may be in a minority, and an arrangement 
made with him will not be sufficient. 


CONTINUING AN APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. ARCHER. I move that the rules be 
suspended and that the bill which I send to 
the desk, to prevent an appropriation therein 
mentioned from lapsing because of delay in 
the adjustment, be passed. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and re- 
quires the Secretary of War to carry out the 
award of the Department made in pursuance of 
a resolution of Congress approved June 1, 1860, 
in favor of the heirs and legal representatives 
of George Fisher, deceased, for military sup- 
plies for United States troops during the war 
with the Creek Indians. It provides that the 
appropriation contained in the first section 
of the original act passed for the relief of the 
claimants, approved A pril 12, 1848, shall not be 
allowed to lapse in consequence of the delay 
in the adjustment, but the same is thereby re- 
enacted and made available, any law, resolu- 
tion, rule, or regulation of any Executive De- 
partment in conflict therewith to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of 
order. We do not understand the facts of this 
case. I make the point of order that the bill 
makes a reappropriation of money. 

The SPEAKER. On a motion to suspend 
the rules the point of order would not lie. 

The question being taken on suspending the 
rules, there were—ayes 64, noes 27. 

The SPEAKER. Is further count insisted 


on? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before dispensing with 
farther count I would like to know how much 
money this appropriates? It is an old affiair, 
dating back to 1848. Nobody seems to know 
anything about it. No explanation is given 


of it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If the 
gentleman will allow me a single word, I will 
say that this is a case which was brought to my 
attention by Hon. John P. Hale, who had 
charge of it when he was in Congress. Itis a 
case of a meritorious claim which in 1860 
passed both Houses and lapsed from not being 
taken up by the owner in consequence of his 
death during the war. The appropriation 
lapsed while the war was going on, and this is 
merely to reappropriate it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why was the money not 
paid if it was appropriated in 1860? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Because 
it was not called for at the Treasury at the 
time; and during the war it could not be 
called for, 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much is it? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. In answer 
to that question I refer the gentleman to the 
gentleman from Maryland, [ Mr. ARCHER. ] 

Mr. ARCHER. It is about twenty thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We ought certainly to have 
some further information. 

Mr. ARCHER. In 1868 Mr. Stevens re- 
ported this bill from the Committee on Appro- 
priations. TI hold in my hand the Globe con- 
taining the report of what then took place, 
showing that the bill had passed the House 
three times since 1860, but had not become a 
law, by failing to pass the Senate. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] objected, 
but the House passed the bill at that time. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. Has the 
claim ever been examined by the Committee 
of Claims? 

Mr. ARCHER. It was examined by the 
Committee on Appropriations, when Mr. Ste- 
vens was chairman of that committee, and the 
bill was reported by him on the 4th June, 1868. 
It then passed the House, and since then has 
been twice again before the House. _ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does any committee re- 
port the bill at this time? 

Mr. ARCHER. No, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Might not the gentleman 


from Maryland [Mr. Ancuer] himself give us 
some idea of the character of this claim? It 
was before the Committee on Appropriations 
while I was a member of that committee. 
Perhaps the gentleman can refresh our recol- 
lections as to the nature of this claim and how 
it originated. 

Mr. ARCHER. It originated during thé 
Indian war in Florida, in the destruction of 
property, partly by the Indians and partly by 
United States troops. 

Mr. DAWES. There was an appropriation 
to settle this claim at one time, and this is a 
revival of the appropriation to pay for some- 
thing that was not paid for at the time. I 
wish the gentleman would explain it, for the 
circumstances of the claim have passed out of 
my mind. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and 
Mr. ARCHER were appointed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With a proper explanation 
of this matter, such as the gentleman from 
Maryland perhaps could make in a regular 
report, the House might deem it proper to pass 
this bill, but the gentleman himself does not 
seem to be informed of the nature of this claim 
except that it grew out of the Creek war. We 
have appropriated more money in this Congress 
to pay claims for Indian depredations in Flor- 
ida than have been appropriated in the last 
ten years. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 76, noes 54. 

So ine thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended. 


MRS. MARTHA TILLISTON, 


Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2944) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Martha Tilliston, widow of George 
W. Tilliston ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DECORATION DAY. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to inquire what 
has become of the motion to adjourn over ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought an 
understanding had been arrived at between 
the gentleman from Ohio and the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means and the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Our sugges- 
tion was that no action should betaken on the 
question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In order to bring the 
matter more fully before the House, I offer the 
following resolution : 

Resolved, That when the House adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet at twelve o’clock m. to-morrow, 
and that no business shall be transacted during the 
session to-morrow, except such as may have been 
presented heretofore by the Committee of Ways and 
Means and the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish the gentleman would 
not press that resolution. Let us come to- 
gether here at eleven o'clock to-morrow and 
do what business is required of us, and then 
we can adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam willing to modify 
my resolution so as to fix the hour of meeting 
at eleven o’elock. 

Mr. DAWES. We can, when we have com- 
pleted the necessary business, either adjourn 
or take a recess until evening, just as we 
please. The gentleman will observe that if we 
adopt this resolution there will be no quorum 
here to-morrow, and we shall not be able to act 
upon the tariff bill if it passes the Senate to- 
night either by referring it or non-concurring 
in the amendments of the Senate, as we shall 
lose the whole day. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave no sort of objec- 
tion to any arrangement that will prevent busi- 
ness being done by two-third votes. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There may be 
a committee of conference upon the tariff bill, 


i| and it may want to meet’to-morrow evening. 


Mr. DAWES. I havé no desire to ask gen- 
tlemen to sit heré to-morrow excepting for an 


= 


hour or so in the morning. It does seem tö 
me that if we adopt this resolution there máy 
not bea quorum here, and we may not be 
able to act upon the bill. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. An adjournment until half 
past seven o’clock to-morrow evening ` will 
answer all purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. We may want to have a 
conference committee at work on the tariff 
bill during the day to-morrow. Is there any 
objection in anybody’s mind to coming herë 
and spending an hour to-morrow morning in 
session? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I suggest to the gentle- 
man that we make the hour of meeting as early 
as ten o'clock, or even nine o'clock, so that 
gentlemen who may desire to attend the deco- 
ration ceremonies may not be prevented from 
so doing. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave no objection to that, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will modify my reso- 
lution so as to make the hour of meeting at ten 
o’clock instead of twelve. : 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the gentleman will 
move that when the House adjourns it be to 
meet at ten o’clock to-morrow, and will leave 


‘the matter there. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
a parliamentary inquiry, and it is where this 
new-born zeal for our dead soldiers comes 
from upon the other side of the Honse? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. CAMPRELL fought 
on our side. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Why ad- 
journ over? Why not go on with our business? 
What do you want of anight session? I was 
here all night last week at a night session and 
some of you were not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will modify my reso: 
lution so as to make the hour of meeting ten 
o’clock, and the session of to-morrow one hour 
in length. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL] would not press that 
proposition. Letus come hereand go on with 
our business. If we can get the bills I have re- 
ferred to sentto committees of conference, so 
that they can be at work upon them, the rest 
of the House may enjoy decoration day. 

Mr. BOTLER, of Massachusetts, We had 
better go on with our regular business. 

Mr. LYNCH. Does not this resolution 
limiting the character of business to be con- 
sidered to-morrow and the length of the ses- 
sion require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Or a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I modify my resolution 
by making the hour of meeting to-morrow ten 
o'clock instead of twelve o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution,.as modi- 
fied, will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet at ten o’clock a. m. to-morrow, and 
that no business shall be transacted during theses- 
sion of to-morrow except such as may have been 


resented heretofore by the Committee of Ways and 
Means and the Committee on Appropriations. 


The SPEAKER. That will require a sus- 
pension of the rules. 

Mr. DAWES. That resolution, if adopted, 
will insure that there will be no quorum here 
to-morrow, and we will in that way lose the 
whole.day. Now, if tbe gentleman will with- 
draw hbis resolution we can come here to- 
morrow and attend to such business as may 
be before us, and then adjourn in time for the 
decoration services. 

The question was taken upon suspending 
the rules and adopting the resolution submitted 
by Mr. CAMPBELL; and it was not agreed to, 
two thirds not voting in the affirmative. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I eall for the 


regular order of business. Ae 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state. 
what that is? : f i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My motion to 
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suspend the rules and proceed to the considera- 
tion of business on the Speaker’s table. 

“The SPEAKER. The Chair heard several 
gentlemen make that motion, but no one that 
he recognized by name as entitled to the floor 
to make a motion. 

“Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] moved to go 
to business on the Speaker's table; and I moved 
that the rules be suspended so ag to go to busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair did not recog- 
nize either of the gentlemen for that purpose. 


JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. BANKS. I now call up the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the House re- 
committed to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs House bill No. 2798, to release the 
Government of Japan from the payment of 
the balance of the indemnity fund remaining 
unpaid, amounting to $375,000, under the 
convention of October 22, 1864. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
President of the United States to absolve and 
release the Government of the empire of 


Japan from the payment of the ‘balance, | 


amounting to $375,000, of the indemnity due 
to the United States under the convention 
between the United States, Great Britain, 
France, and Holland, of the one part, and 
Japan of the other, signed at Yokohama on 
the 22d of October, 1864, and from the pay- 
ment of any interest which may be due on 
said balance; and provides that it shall be 
the duty of the Secretary of State to com- 
municate officially to the Government of 
Japan information of the action of the Pres- 
ident under and by virtue of the authority 
hereby given. 

Mr. BANKS. This bill is unanimously 
reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. lt has been thoroughly considered; 
it is recommended by the Government of the 
United States; it was fully considered at an 
evening session of last week. There was no 
objection made to it; a quorum was present; 
but at the request of the honorable gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Horman] it was recommit- 
ted and a motion to reconsider entered, with 
the understanding that no motion should be 
made to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. I hope there will be no objection to 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will my 
colleague [Mr. Banks] yield to me for a few 
minutes? 

Mr. BANKS. For what purpose? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. To oppose 
this bill. 

Mr. BANKS. If the House chooses to go 
into a debate upon this bill I will not object. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
think we should give up $500,000 without a 
word of argument or debate upon it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. Bawxs] yield to me for an 
Angaityt 

ir. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I do not know but gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House understand 
the equities of this matter. But as I heard 
the bill read. it struck me as a sort of supple- 
mental treaty, with which we have nothing to 
do... Ought there not to be another treaty? 
it seems to me that now-a-days it is getting to 
be very fashionable to modify treaties. Is not 
this in effect a modification of a treaty under 
which we got an advantage of the Japanese as 
we got advantage of England under the late 
treaty which has lately been modified? Is this 
case like that? If so, what have we to do with 
it? Why does not the treaty-making power, 
if it has the advantage, make the amende hon- 
orable and pay this money back. by a. treaty 
negotiated in the regular form? 
derstand what the House of Representatives 
has to do with this question, and I would like 
to hear from the gentleman on that point. 


| Mr. BANKS. This is a matter of ordinary 


I do not un-. 
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legislation entirely. It does not-concern any 
money paid to the Government; it relates to 
unpaid installments under the treaty named in 
the bill. The Japanese Government is unable 
to. pay these installments; it has asked time ; 
Hey our Government, in consideration of all 
the circumstances, recommends that Japan 
should be released from the payment of those 
installments now unpaid. There is now in the 
Treasury $705,000, or probably $750,000, 
which has been paid by the Japanese Govern- 
ment under this treaty. Mr. Seward, late Sec- 
retary of State, has declared, in documents 
which are before the House, that this amount 
has been received absolutely without any equiv- 
alent; it was received under a treaty enforced 
against Japan by four Powers, of which the 
United States was one. All the expenses that 
have been incurred by the United States Gov- 
ernment during this whole period do not cover 
forty thousand dollars. 

This billrefers only to the unpaid installments 
which the Government of Japan is unable at 
this time to pay. In consideration of the fact 
that Japan has opened all the ports of that 
empire to our commerce, that she is inviting 
friendly relations with us, and is studying our 
institutions with a view of establishing similar 
ones, the Committee on Foreign Affairs, em- 
bracing gentlemen representing the Democratic 
as well as the Republican side of the House, 
have agreed, after very full and careful consid- 
eration, extending over many weeks, that we 
should release the Japanese Government from 
the payment of these unpaid installments. 

I will now yield to my colleague [Mr. Bur- 
LER, of Massachusetts} five minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, addressed 
the House in remarks which willbe published 
in the Appendix, 

Mr. BANKS. I yield three or four minutes 
to my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Vermont, [ Mr. WILLARD) 

Mr. WILLARD. ‘The question which has 
been presented here in regard to the crew 
of the Wyoming or any claim they may 
have for prize-money, is really not involved 
at all in the bill before the House. As has 
been stated by the chairman of the commit- 
tee, there are more than seven bundred thou- 
sand dollars now in the possession of our Gov- 
ernment which have been received from the 
Japanese Government. This is much more 
than sufficient to cover any possible claim on 
behalf of the crew of the Wyoming. All that 
is asked for on account ofthe Wyoming is 
$160,000, and it cannot in any event I believe 
exceed that amount. 

The whole of the question presented to the 
House may be very briefly stated. Our Gov- 
ernment, by uniting with the allied Powers in 
opening certain ports in Japan, became sharer 
in a large indemnity fund which was agreed 
to be paid bythe Japanese Government. The 
cost to our Government of that expedition 
cannot be put, in any event, at more than 
$15,000. That will cover all the expenses of 
ammunition and all other charges as far.as we 
are concerned, The amount stipulated to be 
paid by the Japanese Government tothe treaty 
Powers was $3.000,000._ The amount coming 
to us was $750,000. We have received one. 
half of that sum, which, with interest, amounts 
now to more than $700,000. The remaining 
installments of the indemnity, amounting to 
$375,000, have not been paid. From time to 
time extensions have been granted to the 
Japanese Government at their request, in re- 
spect to these upaid installments, and in con- 
sideration of that extension they have, remitted: 
certain duties. The time fixed by the last 
extension expires in June, and unless some 
action is taken by our Government the remain-. 
ing installments will then be exacted. 

it is proposed that we remit the balance of 
these installments, In other words, we say-to 
the Japanese Government, especially in view 


of the closer relations we are sustaining to ||! 
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them, in view of the fact of their ports being 
thrown open to our commerce, in view of the 
fact that we have received $700,000, when the 
expedition cost only $15.000 at the outside— 
we say to the Japanese Government, in view 
of all these facts, we will remit the balance of 
what the chairman of the committee very 
properly the other evening called ‘‘ blood 
money ;’’ we will remit the balance of this in- 
demnity which you agreed to pay, and for which 
we gave no consideration whatsoever; and 
especially will we remitit when now your ports 
are open to our commerce, and the two Gov- 
ernments are exchanging friendly greetings 
and looking forward to close and mutually 
beneficial commercial relations. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Does the gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. WILLARD] say that 
$15,000 will cover the cost of an expedition 
in which fonr of our men were killed and a 
good many wounded ? 

Mr. WILLARD. The gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. STARKWEATHER] is entirely mis- 
taken in regard to that. The treaty which 
was made was made in consideration of another 
and entirely different expedition, conducted 
by the allied Powers, and on that expedition, 
out of which this treaty grew, the United 
States Government did not lose a vessel or a 
man. ‘The whole estimate by the Secretary- 
of the Navy of what it cost us was $15.000; 
and, as I have stated, there are now $700,000 
in the hands of the Government which can be 
applied to indemnify any parties suffering 
injury, or to give prize-money to the officers 
and crew of the Wyoming, or to meet any 
other claim which can be properly’ made. 
But since that money has been in the hands 
of the United States Government no claim of 
any magnitude bas been made except for the 
steamer Wyoming, and that is only $160,000. 

Now, in view of these facts, and in view of 
the further fact that we are now cultivating 
friendly relations with the Government of 
Japan, I think this request is a very proper 
one—call it an act of generosity, if you please— 
that we shall remit the balance of this indem- 
nity, which ought not to have been required 
by us in the beginning, and which we are now 
bound to remit by every consideration of equity 
and of the fair dealing which should be main- 
tained between friendly Powers. 

I ask leave to append to my remarks the 
following extracts from the report of ‘the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, accompanying 
this bill : 

* The rebels against the liberal policy of the Jap- 
anese Government seized the forts, and some of the 
principal naval posts, and made war upon all for- 
eign vessels. The American frigate Wyoming and 
the merchant ship Pembroke were fired upon in 
1863. In 1864, Choshu, Prince of Nagato, who ruled 
the provinces of Suwo and Nagato, having absolute 
possession of the Japanese fortifications which com- 
manded the straits of Simonoseki, and having with 
him the person of the mikado, or spiritual ruler, 
refused to recegnize the validity of the treaties 
concluded by the tycoon with foreign Powers, and 
closed by force this chief passage to the principal 
inland sea of the empire, 

‘In this controversy the tycoon desired at first to 
conciliate the anti-f.reien party, and was disposed 
to yield to their demands; but he was relieved from 
that necessity by the support which the treaty Pow- 
ers gave to his Government. At his request the 
forces of the United States, Great Britain, France, 
and the Netheriands in Japanese waters jointly de- 
termined to open the straits by force. The cam- 
paign opened on the 4th of September, 1364, and 
lasted five days. The fleets destroyed the batteries 
commanding the straits, blew up the magazines, 
threw shot and shell into the sea, carried away sev- 
enty cannon, and obtained an unconditional sur- 
render from Prince Choshu, who agreed to pay the 
expenses of the expedition, 

"Tue treaties were ratified bytho mikado, as they, 
had been before by the tycoon, thus uniting the 
two elements of power existing in the Governinent 
of Japan, and the liberal foreign policy of the 
tycoon was firmly established. The Government of 
the tycoon, preferring to assume the expenses of 
the expedition which Choshu had agreed to pay, 
entered into the convention of October 22, 1864, 
stipulating to pay the four Powers $3,000,000, ° this 
sum to inciude all claims of whatever natoro for 
past aggressions on the part of Nagato, whether 
indemnity, ransom for Simonoseki, or expenses 
entailed by the operations of the allied squadrons,’ 


The whole sum was to be paid quarterly in install- 
ments of $500,000 each. 


1872. 
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“One million and a half of dollars have been paid 
under thisconvention, and $1,500,000 remain unpaid. 
The Japanese Government asked to have the pay- 
ment of the balance deferred until 1872, because of 


its utter inability to meet the demands made upon. 


it pursuant to the convention, its obligations to the 
allicd Governments being, however, fully recog- 
nized.” Be Ee R 

“In a letter dated January 8, 1868, addressed to 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
the Secretary of State (Mr. Seward) made this state- 
ment: ‘That pursuant to the stipulations of the 
treaty with Japan of the 22d of October, 1864, to 
which the United States was_a party, this Govern- 
ment has received from the Japanese Government, 
without substantial equivalent, as its share of the 
indewnity stipulated to be paid by that treaty, the 
sum of $600,000 in gold. This amount has been in- 
vested in United States registered bonds, and awaits 
such disposition as Congress may direct.’ 

“The aggregate claims for all injuries to Ameri- 
can citizens and property in Japan was stated by 
the American minister, in December, 1863, at $30,000. 
Demands were made for $32,000, exclusive of the 
damnge done to the Pembroke, which was fixed by 
the Japanese Government at $10,000. (Pages 463 and 
475, Diplomatic Correspondence 1864-65, part 3.) So 
that the whole amount of damages claimed by the 


United States would not exceed $12,000 up to De- | 


cember, 1863, g 

* The naval force of the United States on the coast 
of Japan in September, 1864, was the Jamestown, 
with two hundred and eighteen men and twenty- 
one guns, and achartered steamer, Ta-Kiang, with 
forty men and three guns, The Jamestown was as- 
signed to the defense of the port of Yokohama, and 
the Ta-Kiang formed part of the expedition to Simo- 
noseki, The French naval force consisted of the 
Semiramis, Dupleix, and Tancred, with sixty-four 
guns and eight hundred and fifty men. The Eng- 
lish fleet, numbered ten war vessels, with one hun- 
dred and sixty-four guns and two thousand eight 
hundred and fifty men, including marines and 
engineers. The Netherlands had four war vessels, 
with fifty-six guns and nine hundred and fifty men. 

“ Lt appears from this history that the indemnity 
fund was intended to satisfy ‘all claims, of whatever 
nature, for past aggressions on the part of Nagato, 
whether indemnity, ransom of Simonoseki, or ex- 
penses entailed by the operations of theallied squad- 
rons.’ The Government of the United States has 
already received a sum which, with the interest 
thereon, amounts to more than seven hundred thou- 
sand dollars. All the claims for injuries sustained 
by this Government in consequence of the opera- 
tions of Nagato do not amount to $40,000, The 
expenses incurred by the Government of the United 
States by the participation of the chartered steamer 
Ta-Kiang in the operations against Simononseki 
in 1864 cost the Government only a few thousand 
dollars.” 

Mr. AMBLER. I ask the chairman of the 
committee to yield to me a few moments, 

Mr. BANKS. Before doing so I will call 
the previous question on reconsidering the 
vote by which the bill was recommitted. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman have an 
hour after the seconding of the previous ques- 
tion? i 

Mr. BANKS. I report the bill from my 
committee, and presume I am entitled to an 
hour after the seconding of the previous ques- 
tion, 

On seconding the previous question there 
were—ayes 61, noes 49; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and appointed Mr. Banks and Mr. 
SARGENT. r 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 77, noes 44. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered. 

Mr. BANKS. I yield now a few moments 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 


Daves. ] 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the bill will pass. 
T do not see on what ground we can propose 
to collect this money. It was a voluntary 
service of our vessels which cost us about 
fifteen thousand dollars. We went in with 
the allied Powers where we were under no 
obligation to go whatever. The allied Powers 
got Japan under, and in order to be relieved 
from them she offered $3,000,000, which the 
allied Powers accepted and divided it into 
four parts and gave us one fourthofit. They 

ave us an equal part for what cost us $15,000. 
Ve have already received $700,000, and my 
colleague wants to get the balance out of them. 

Now, I want to tell you an account of the 
way this fund is used that was given me by 
our minister to Japan. We passed a law here 
during the last Congress to pay $30,000 out 
of this fund to indemnify a man for damages 


which he had received to a vessel of his in 
Japan by being fired upon, as he made us 
believe. Our minister to Japan gave me an 
account of that affair. Before the vessel was 
fired upon the owner had offered for three 
months to sell it in open market for $5,000 
and could not find a purchaser. He went 
into an illicit trade up one of their rivers and 
they fired shot-guns upon his vessel and fright- 
ened him away, and the authorities chased 
him in order to arrest his vessel and punish 
him for his illicit trade, but he got away from 
them and came here and said he was damaged 
by a few shot-guns to the amount of $30,000, 
and we passed a law giving him that amount 
out of this fund. 

The minister also told me of another claim 
which a man made on the Japanese Govern- 
ment and presented to him. He examined it, 
and it was of such a character that he said he 
could not recommend the Government of 
Japan to pay it. The man came to him next 
day and said that he did not care to have him 
press it further, for he would come to the 
United States and get it paid out of the Jap- 
anese fand, and that is the way the fund will 
be disposed of if we keep it; men will come 
here with claims from that far-off country, 
colorable claims, swollen by all imaginary 
testimony, taken at a distance of eight thou- 
sand miles, and we will never know but that 
they are just claims until after the claimants 
have got the money. 

Here are some two or three hundred thou- 
sand dollars; itis proposed, because Japan, in 
order to be relieved from the pressure of the 
allied Powers, (into whose business we went by 
invitation, at a cost of but $15,000, and have 
received $700,000,) agreed to pay this money, 
that we shall hold them to pay the balance of 
$250,000, and whenever anybody comes here 
with a grievance, just or unjust, against Japan, 
we will order them to be paid and quarter it 
upon this fand. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
colleague yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. DAWES. Icannot. The floor belongs 
to my colleague, [Mr. Banxs.] We have no 
right to this money. There is no justice in 
our taking it, no equity whatever. It would 
be unconscionable that we should hold it if it 
were in our Treasury, and the idea of exact- 
ing it from a nation, while we are undertaking 
to cultivate commercial relations with that 
nation, and with the possibilities which Japan 
hasin reference to our commerce and our trade, 
is very idle and very foolish. 

Mr. BANKS. I yield three minutes to the 

entleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Scorre.p. } 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will my 
colleague allow me to ask my otber colleague 
[Mr. Dawes] a question? 

Mr. BANKS. I cannot yield for that pur- 


ose. 

x Mr. SCOFIELD. I am going to vote for 
the bill reported by the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, although I am not in the habit, as 
most members of the House know, of voting 
for such bills generally. 

I have been acquainted with this fund which 
we are getting from the Japanese ever since 
I have been in Congress, or ever since we have 
had any such fund. It has been nothing but 
a carcass to attract the eagles. Whatever we 
have now is a subject of contention among 
various claimants; J do not mean the claim- 
ants described by the gentleman from Massa- 


‘ebusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] but every kind of 


claimant that comes to Congress. 

During the last session of Congress I took 
some interest, with my colleague who. sits 
in front of me [Mr. Townssnp] and with 
the whole Committee on Appropriations, to 
get this fund. covered into the Treasury, the 
six or seven hundred thousand dollars which 
we then had. The Secretary of State reported 
to us the amount, and a bill was drawn and 
reported unanimously from the Committee on 
Appropriations, the gentleman from Massa- 


Will my | 
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chusetts [Mr. Dawes] at that time being chair- 
man of the committee. But the House, by 
some kind of legerdemain or rule, or by its 
deliberate judgment, I have forgotten which, 
rejected thatbill. The Secretary of State then 
came here and asked us to apply the fund to 
build a State Department building, for which 
we were called upon to make an appropriation, 
and the House rejected that proposition. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Afairs [Mr. Deere. asked 
that we might use this fund to establish a col- 
lege in China or Japan. 

Mr. BANKS. No; we have not asked that 


yet. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Well, that propositior 
was made in some way and rejected. 

Mr. BANKS. Not by us. 

Mr.SCOFIELD. The Committee on Naval- 
Affairs—and I happened to have the bonor to 
be upon that committee—came in and asked 
that about one third of this fund should be 
used to pay the officers and crew of the Kear- 
sarge ; but that proposition was amended, and 
passed in another form. We now have a bill 
pending to take about one third of this fund 
and pay the officers and crew of the United 
States steamer Wyoming. So that the eagles 
from all quarters are gathered around this car- 
cass. Now, Ido not want to see any more of 
them. If we cannot agree to make some good 
use of the fund which we now have, why 
should we take any more from these poor peo- 
ple to add to it, to be the subject of corruption 
and quarreling among ourselves? 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say one word 
upon this subject in reply to my colleague, 
(Mr. BurLer.] The claim to which he refers: 
does not touch this question at all. Whatever 
claim that is, it is against money which is in 
the Treasury or under the control of the Gov- 
ernment. In the first place, I say to him that 
the claim which he presents does not come 
under this treaty at all. This is for compen- 
sation to Americans for losses sustained by. 
them; the claim he presents is on account 
of losses sustained by the Japanese. We will 
make no opposition to his claim, but it is not 
to be considered in this connection in any way 
whatever. When it comes before the House 
it will then be properly considered. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetis. Ibeg the 
gentleman’s pardon; I haveno claim on account 
of Japanese. 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman appears here 
on behalf of the claimants. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. What 
claimants? Iam here for no claimants. 

Mr. BANKS, We never had any good 
claim against the Japanese for this fund, be- 
cause it was a claim against the rebels of the 
Japanese. It was precisely what a claim 
against the Government of the United States 
for injuries done during the rebellion by the 
southern armies would have been. ‘The Gov- 
ernment of the United States could not have 
been held responsible for that, nor could the 
Government of Japan be held responsible for 
the injuries done to us by the rebels there. 
But, with a wisdom which we did not possess, 
or a folly which we did not possess, the Jap- 
anese Government assumed the debt incurred 
by the rebels, and they have paid $750,000 of 
it, which we now have in the Treasury. 

Now, there is an amount unpaid, and which 
they are unable to pay, and in regard to which 
they appeal for clemency. We owe this clem- 
encytothem. They are our wards; we brought 
them into the family of nations, and we ought 
not to press them at this moment in the man- 
ner which appears to be the disposition of 
gentlemen on this side of the House. My 
honorable colleague has said that they are 
savages. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I said 
half savages. l 

Mr. BANKS. Half savages, then. Sir, no 
nation on the face of the earth has given such 
evidence of progress and civilization aa have 
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the Japanese. In addition to what they have 
done herétofore, yesterday's mail brought to 
this country the information that the Japan- 
ese Government, with the consent of all the 
people, has abolished its State religion. It 
has opened -the doors to all its people, and to 
all foreigners, our own nation among others, 
to enjoy the religious. freedom which we enjoy 
in this country. In view of the great advances 
which the Japanese Government has made, I 
am sure this House will never stamp them as 
savages, or as what is almostas bad, half sav- 
ages. I hope, sir, there will not be a single 
vote against this appropriation. When the 
other matters to which gentlemen have alluded 
shall come up, we can give them proper con- 
sideration. ` [ask for a vote. 

. The question being taken on the motion to 
reconsider, it was agreed to, there being— 
ayes 92, noes 33. 

The question then recurring on ordering the 
pill to be engrossed for a third reading, it was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of 
the bill, there were—ayes 91, noes 82. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 

: The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the bill was passed. 


- Mr. BANKS. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also move 
taas the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
` Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I call for 
the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

The motion of Mr. Bayxs was agreed to. 


DEMPSEY AND O'TOOLE. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to suspend the rules 
and go to business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a moment for a report from the 
Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

' Mr. NIBLACK. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations have instructed me to report and 
recommend the passage of a bill (H. R. No. 
2944) for the relief of the late frm of Messrs. 
Dempsey & O'Toole. 

The billwasread. Jtauthorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the 
late firm of Dempsey & O'Toole, as indemnity 
for loss sustained by them by the annulment 
of a contract with the Post Office Department 
for furnishing stamped envelopes and news- 
paper wrappers, the sum of $29,433 89. 

Mr. NIBLACK. This bill is accompanied 
with a written report, which of course can 
be read if any member demands it. But I 
appeal to the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
GARFIELD, of Ohio] to make a statement in 
regard to the matter. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This case was 
fully investigated by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the last Congress, but was not 
finally acted on. It was again taken up by the 
committee at the present session, and was in- 
vestigated first by a sub-committee, and after- 
ward by the full committee on hearing the 
report of the sub-committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I think that the Committee 
on Appropriations of the last Congress were 
enue satisfied that this claim ought to be 

aid. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the report will 
be read. It seems to me that this bill is an 
unwarranted drain upon the Treasury. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I raise the point of order 
that the Committee on Appropriations have 
no right to make this report at the present 
time. z ) 

Mr. SARGENT. The subject was especially 
referred to the committee by a resolation. of 
the House. l 
_ Mr. SCOFIELD. Bat the committee has nio 
right to report at any time. 
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The SPEAKER. It requires of course a 
suspension of the rules to consider the bill. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the bill passed. 

The motion was agreed to, two thirds voting 
in favor thereof. : 

“Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Task that the 
report may be printed in the Globe. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
that it had better not be ordered to'be printed 
in the Globe, as the Globe is at present very 
much overburdened with matter. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move, then, 
that it be printed as a House document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I move to sus- 
pend the rules so as to authorize the reporting 
from the Committee on the Judiciary and the 
passage of a bill (H. R. No. 554) to divide the 
State of Illinois into three judicial districts, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BINGHAM. | I object to debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] yielding 
further. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts yield for the purpose of sus- 
pending the rules and passing this biil ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lhope the bill will not be 
passed. I understood that it would not be 
brought up until the committee was regularly 
called. Ithink it is not fair toward me to 
undertake to pass the bill under a suspension 
of the rules. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. It is the unani- 
mous report of the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to debate unless 
the question is open to everybody. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DAWES. I must insist on my motion 


‘to suspend the rules to go to business on the 


Speaker’s table. 

Mr, PERCE. I hope the gentleman will 
not insist on his motion. I understand the 
Committee on the late Insurrectionary States 
are ready to report a bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | [trust the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will modify his motion so as to 
provide for taking up bills on the Speaker’s 
table to which there is no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not de- 
batable. f 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Dawes, there were—ayes 84, noes 75. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the motion was not agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. DICKEY. I submit the following 
report from the committee of conference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee on conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (R. R. No. 1541) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend, and 
a recommend to their respective Houses, as fòl- 

ows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered five, nine, ten, fourteen, twenty-eight, 
and thirty-one. 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Senate. 
numbered one, fifteen, and twenty-six, and agree 
to the same. : : 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the second amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: on page 
2, lines twenty-two and twenty-three of the bill, 
strike out the followiug words: ‘‘when serving in 
the field and at the outposts;’’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
in lieu of the words stricken out by said amend- 
ment insert the following words: “tiwo hundred and 
fifty thousand;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House-recede from their disagreement to 
the eleventh amendment of the Senate, and- agree 
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three of said amendment, strike out the word 
“twenty”? and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ten ;”” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the twenty-seventh amendment, and agree to the 
same with the following amendment: strike out in 
lines one and two of said amendment the words 
“ one hundred and eighty,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “two hundred and seventy;” and in line 
one of said amendment, after the word " heavs,” 
insert the word ‘‘rifled;” and at the end of said 
amendment add the following words: “and the 
powder and projectiles necessary for testing the 
same shali be supplied from stores on hand; and 
the Senate agrce to the same. : 

That the Senate recede from their twenty-ninth 
amendment and agree to theclause modified as fol- 
lows: strike out all after the word “testing,” in line 
twenty-two on page 7 of the bill, down to the end of 
line twenty-five on same page, and insert in lieu the 
following words: ` James Crocketts graduating and 
accelerating cartridge and for experimenting with 
patent metallic cartridge. of Willis E. Moore and 
other improvements in ammunition, $3,000;’’ and the 
House agree to the same. . 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirtieth amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
the same with the following amendments: strike 
out of the said amendment all after the word 
“appointed.” in line five, down to and including 
the word “field,” in line seven, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following words: *'by the Secretary of 
War;” and strike outof said amendment all after 
the word *' officers,” in line eight, down to and in- 
cluding the word “war” inline nine; and in the 
same line nine strike out the word ‘‘two” and in- 
sert the following words: “one ordnance officer ;” 
andat the end of said amendment add the follow- 
ing words: “to any of its officers or employés, or for 
any patent in which said officers or employés may be 
directly or indirectly interested ;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. j 

On amendment of the Senate numbered eight they 
make no recommendation. 

0. J. DICKEY, 

JOHN COBURN, _. 

THOMAS SWANN, 
Managers on the partof the House. 


J. R. WEST, 
FRANK P. BLAIR, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate, 
Mr. DICKEY. Mr. Speaker, I will state 
the general result of the conference. The 
House and the Senate committees have agreed 
to all matters in dispute on the Army appro- 
priation bill save and except the appropriation 
of $200,000 for Fort Leavenworth. Although 
against the report of the Committee on Appro- 
priations the House decided the matter, yet 
the managers on the part of the House did 
not feel justified in yielding the point to the 
Senate. 
I will state further that the conference report 
reduces the total amount of appropriations in 


_the bill about three hundred and fifty thousand 


dollars, that is, it reduces to that amount 
on the bill as originally reported. - And I 
state this fact in order to put the Committee 
on Appropriations, the War Department, and 
the House of Representatives in their proper 
positions should there be a deficiency bill next 
year. We believe the reduction of the appro- 
priations on the part of the Senate will hardly 
meet the exigencies of the public service. If 
the Senate should be right and we should bo 
mistaken I should be happy, but if they should 
be mistaken it is only right we should put our- 
selves on record thus in advance. As to the 
appropriation of $200,000 for Fort Leaven- 
worth the Senate committee insist very stren- 
uously, and in submitting their report to the 
Senate moved to insist, and the Senate have in- 
sisted and asked for a new committee of con- 
ference on that question. : 

The matter of Fort Leavenworth was dis- 
cussed in the House. This appropriation is 
recommended by the General-in-Chief of the 
Army, by General Sheridan, by General Pope, 
and by the Secretary of War. It was recom- 
mended a year ago, but defeated in the con- 
ference. It is now put in this bill and again 
insisted upon. è 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submitthat the questio 
of the eighth Senate amendment appropriating 
$200,000 for Fort Leavenworth is not now 
before the House. The report of the com- 
mittee of conference alone is before the House, 
and the committee do not report that question. 

Mr. DICKEY. The committee makes no 
recommendation as to that, and I am stating 


to the same with an amendment as follows: in line li why they do not. 
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TheSPEAKER. This is part of the report 
of the committee of conference. 

Mr. DICKEY. The reason why the com- 
mittee makes no report is that there was a 
decided expression of opinion agaist this 
appropriation now before the House, and when 
the conferees on the partof the Senate insisted 
on their amendment, we were bound to come 
back here for further instructions. I stated 
that the Senate conferees insisted on their 
amendment, and I was giving some of the 
reasons why they so insisted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit that the views 
of the Senate conferees are not a legitimate 
argument in this House. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana now raises a different point. The appro- 
priation is legitimately within the limits of 
debate, but not the views stated by the Senate 
conferees in regard to it. 

Mr. DICKEY. I thought it was usual to 
state the views of the Senate conferees on 
a question of difference, so that the House 
might precisely understand the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman must confine himself to stating the 
views of the House conferees. 

Mr. DICKEY. I was about to state that 
the Senate committee presented no new views 
on this subject except this: General BLAIR, 
one of the conferees on the part of the 
Senate 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thought that the Chair 
had ruled that a statement of the views of the 
Senate conferees was nota legitimate argu- 
ment. 

Mr. DICKEY. I am stating the views 
which the Senate conferees urged upon us. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
that that is within the bounds of legitimate de- 
bate, any further than is stated in the report. 
The conferees make their report; and what is 
- in the report may be debated. 

Mr. DICKEY. My colleagnes on this com- 
mittee are very decided in their objections to 
the propriety of this appropriation and in per- 
fect unison with the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Hotman]on that subject. There was no | 
disposition on their part to yield. For my 
own part I confess that my disposition was, in 
a military matter, to yield to the views of the 
General-in-Chief of the Army, the Secretary 
of War, General Sheridan and General Pope. 
My colleagues, however, sharing the views of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. HOLMAN, ] 
showed no disposition to yield. 

Mr. HALE, after speaking a few minutes, 
obtained leave to print a speech which will be 
found in the Appendix. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon agreeing to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference, and when that has been 
disposed of, one of my colleagues on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will move that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate in relation to Fort 
Leavenworth. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the report of the committee of 
conference was agreed to. 


FORT LEAVENWORTH. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate in. relation to Fort 
Leavenworth. Itook no partin the debate on 
this question the other day, and I want to call the 
attention of the House briefly to what seems to 
me a strong reason why we ought to recede 
from our disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment. Ever since the days of Mr. Floyd’s 
Secretaryship as the Secretary of War, there 
has been a persistent effort to get rid of the 
Fort Leavenworth reservation, a reservation 
of six thousand acres of land most valuable to 
the United States. Secretary Floyd undertook 


to sell it, and it was being sold at an under- 
valuation, at a small per cent. of its value, | 


when a patriotic officer of the Army who hap- 
pened to have sufficient means, overbid all 
others and stopped the sale, and the property 
was saved to the Government of the United 
States. Not less than six times since I have 
been in Congress an attempt has been made 
by petitions or by bill or by an amendment to 
a bill to sell the Fort Leavenworth reservation. 

Now, there is one reason for continuing that 
reservation as a depot of supplies and troops 
that I believe was not given herein the debate, 
and it is this: when you go two hundred and 
fifty miles west of Fort Leavenworth you come 
upon a region where they cannot grow grain 
until you reach the eastern line of California. 
You cannot, therefore, buy supplies beyond two 
hundred and fifty miles west of Fort Leaven- 
worth, and the plains out in that western ter- 
ritory are so cold in the winter that it has been 
found almost impossible to subsist our troops, 
and especially our cavalry horses, during the 
winter. The officers of the Army from the 
General-in- Chief down to the commanders of 
divisions and districts there say it is most ex- 
pensive and most unwise to attempt to keep 
our troops, and especially our cavalry, actually 
out in the field during the winter. The prop- 
osition of the War Department is to bring the 
cavalry in and house them for the winter at 
Fort Leavenworth, to keep their supplies there, 
and there maintain them during the winter, 
and in the summer to send them out on the 
plains to live in tents and without building any 
permanent quarters, to protect the frontier 
and keep the Indians at bay. And when the 
winter comes the cold weather keeps the In- 
dians housed also and shut up in their valleys. 
This is now the policy of the War Department. 

General Meigs, with whom I consulted this 
morning, informs me that to transport rations 
and forage from Fort Leavenworth westward 
costs from $1 25 to $1 75 per hundred pounds 
for each hundred miles they are so transported. 
And as the average distance is probably seven 


or eight hundred miles over which these sup- 


plies must be transported, gentlemen will see 
at once how immense must be the cost of 
transportation, and a large part of it must be 
done in wagons and over the most difficult 
roads. It costs eighty-two cents per bushel to 
transport corn one hundred miles over the 
territory west of Fort Leavenworth. Now, for 
these reasons, and considering the fact that 
each horse consumes three hundred pounds 
of corn per month during the winter, it be- 
comes a matter of economy to make this 
appropriation. 

Our department commanders and officers of 
the Army say that our wisest and most eco- 
nomical course is to bring the troops and 
horses back to Fort Leavenworth and keep 
them there during the winter season. The 
Department has stopped constructing per- 
manent winter quarters and barracks at the 
various posts out on the far frontiers. They no 
longer build permanent winter quarters in that 
country, only such light buildings as will 
answer for the summer, trusting to this general 
depot for supplying winter quarters. This 
view seems to me to be'perfectly just and 
reasonable. J think it is in the line of true 
economy. [amsureif the House understands 
it as it strikes my mind, they will agree with 
me and recede from our disagreement to the 
Senate amendment, and let Fort Leavenworth 
be provided with these permanent quarters 
sufficient to accommodate during the winter 
the troops and cavalry horses of the service 
upon the plains, and then follow it up rigidly 
by building no permanent winter quarters at 
far distant points. 

I call attention, as a part of my remarks, to 
a striking passage from a report by General 
Pope, in which he sets forth very clearly and 
strongly the grounds on which this proposition 
is maintained: . 

“The military reservation of Fort Leavenworth 


is one of the most valuable and most useful pos- 
sessed by the Government. It embraces about six 


thousand acres of good land, a large part of which is 
occupied by. barracks, store-houses, buildings for 
department headquarters, and for farming pur- 
poses, It lies on the Missouri river, at a point 
where steamers can reach it for eight or nine months 
of the year, is connected by railroad with all points 
northeast and south, and from it the Kansas Pacifie 
railroad extends westward tothe Rocky mountains, 
For years to come it must be the most suitable place 
for the headquarters of a department embracing 
the whole region of country as far west as the east- 
ern line of California, and as farsouth as the north- 
ern boundary of Texas. It is altogether the most 
convenient and suitable place for depots of supplies 
for troops serving throughout that great region, and 
as a depot at which to recruit animals intended for 
public use, temporarily disabled by service in the 
field. Forage and provisions of nearly every kind 
needed for the army are to be had there at the least 
cost; and it is now used, and I presume will con- 
tinue to be used on a constantly increasing scale for 
Wintering cavalry employed during the summer in 
the field north of the Arkansas river. To part with 
any partof the reservation would be to give up by 
far the cheapest and best possession for the military 
service of the Government to be had in all this 
country. So far from selling any part of it, it would 
clearly be for the interest of the Government to 
appropriate every year, for some years to come,a 
considerable sum of money to enlarge and increase 
the accommodations for troops and the storage of 
military supplies. $ 

The post ought to hold ten companies of cavalry ; 
that is, there are barracks and quarters for that 
force, with its officers, but two of the build#fgs 
erected for barracks are now used for department 
and post offices, and the quarters for officers belong- 
ing to the troops which should occupy them are now 
occupied by officers belonging to the department 
staff. The removal of headquarters to this place, 
before any suitable buildings were provided, and 
without any arrangement for providing them, has 
rendered this occupation of unsuitable buildings 
for department purposes necessary, but I hope and 
earnestly urge that a suitable amount be applied 
(say $300,000) to put up as soon as possible suitable 
offices for department headquarters, and quarters 
for officers attached to department headquarters 
and the depots. When thisis done, which ought to 
be done without delay, all the unsuitable buildings 
and quarters now used could be surrendered to 
troops, which could be wintered here, and could 
perform their duties on the plains in the summer, 
at far less expense, and with equal efficiency as 
now. I recommend, therefore, in view of all the 
public interests involved and to be promoted there- 
by, that a special appropriation of the amount 
above named be asked from Congress at its coming 
session to build suitable offices and officers’ quarters 
for the headquarters department of the Missouri, 
such appropriation to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, and upon plans and 
estimates approved by him.” 


If any gentleman desires to make any further 
remarks upon this proposition, I will yield for 
a few minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a few words. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will yield to 
the gentleman for five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I willyield my time to my 
colleague, [Mr. Conury, ] the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COBURN. I have no disposition at 
all to antagonize the Commander-in-Chief or 
other officers of the Army in relation to this 
matter. But, as I said before when discus- 
sing this matter, itis so purely one of common 
sense, and not a mere military matter, that the 
most ordinary business man can calculate about 
it as well as any officer of the Army. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
has argued this matter, and it has been dis- 
cussed all along as if it involved the construc- 
tion of buildings, quarters, and stables for 
all the cavalry force of the United Srates. 
Why, sir, what is the practical point of this 
question? I want right here and now to have 
members turn their attention for one moment 
to what is the practical point in this question. 
Does it involve the stationing at Fort Leaven- 
worth of all the cavalry of the Army, and 
is it contemplated to construct buildings and 
quarters for all that cavalry for the six regi- 
ments? Nothing of the sort. What is the 
proposition? It is in fact to build quarters 
tor only two more companies. Now, all this 
expense is for what? To build quarters that 
will accommodate two companies of cavalry. 
We have quarters there sufligient to accom- 
modate ten companies already. And this ex- 
penditure is not intended for any such pur- 
pose, but to build palatial quarters for ofiicera 
at headquarters and other officers, who.oceupy 
more room now than they ought to. 
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The report of General Pope shows that the 

officers out there have occupied quarters suti- 
"cient to accommodate four companies of cav- 

alry, and are now holding them for their own 
accommodation. Instead of going into towa 
and renting rooms, they are occupying these 
quarters and forcing the men into narrower 
limits, And what are we called upon to do? 
It is said that the sum of $850,000 is wanted 
for this purpose, and it is proposed to give 
$200,000 this year. 

I predict that the expense to the Govern- 
ment will not be less than half a million dol- 
lara if we allow these matters to go on in this 
style. Let not members reflect that this year’s 
appropriations ends the matter. This is but the 
beginning. 

Bat if we come to consider the question of 
establishing a cavalry depot, we find that even 
this is not a proper point. It will accom- 
modate all the troops needed in that region, as 
it has done. ‘There are other points of equal 
importance for this purpose. The Northern 
Pacific railroad crosses the Missouri river 
four hundred miles perhaps above this point. 
Where does that railroad go? It goes directly 
into the country of the Sioux and other hostile 
Indians. It is at that point, if anywhere, 
that these troops must be supplied. Why 
come down four or five hundred miles to 
Leavenworth to get supplies to be conveyed on 
steamboat to the crossing of the Northern 
Pacific railroad, and from there shipped to the 
place where the cavalry must operate? The 
cavaly as a general thing must operate, if any 
where in that region, against the Sioux Indians; 
and these points are west of the crossing of 
Missouri river by the Northern Pacific rail- 
road, There is no railroad running ina north- 
westwardly direction from Leavenworth, so as 
to pierce Colorado, Dakota, and Montana; and 
I venture the prediction that there will not be 
such aroad within twenty years. Turning to the 
southward, if gentlemen will look at the map 
they will see that, instead of making Leaven- 
worth a cavalry depot for Texas or for the 
Indian country, we must have a nearer posi- 
tion for such supplies. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 

Mr. COBURN. Where? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In New Mexico. 

Mr. COBURN. Fort Union in New Mex- 
ico is five hundred or more miles beyond the 
furthest region where troops would have to be 
supplied in order to take care of the Indians 
in their territory. New Mexico is away be- 
yond Colorado. If gentlemen will study geog- 
raphy a little, they will find that Fort Union 
is seven hundred miles from the place where 
troops ought to be supplied in order to take 
care of the Indians in the Indian territory. 
No one would think of going out there to sup- 
ply troops to take care of Indians in that ter- 
ritory. lf you make a depot of supplies in 
New Mexico it mast be to operate against the 
Apache Indians in Arizona and down along 
the Rio Grande. 

While this depot at Leavenworth may fora 
year or two be of considerable advantage, it 
will not be so for any length of time. ‘Ihe 
frontier is ive hundred or a thousand miles 
further west. It is out toward the mount- 
ains. The supplies for the greater part of 
the year will have to be sent out upon the 
Pacific railroads. The cavalry when the cold 
season sets in will have to be brought in on 
the cars at great expense or marched a month 
across the plains in order to reach Fort Leaven- 
worth. 

Fort Gibson was built up quite recently at 
an expense of $500,000, and it has been aban- 
doned. ‘I'he gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] talks about other appropriations being 
for the erection of only temporary quarters. 
I have no information of that kind. We are 
asked to erect the same kind of quarters that 
we have been erecting from year to year. We 
have been spendin ghundreds of thousands of 
dollars from Texas to the British. line for 
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forts, barracks; quarters, &c., which have 
for the most part become useless. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hoemay. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the only 
argument in favor of this measure seems to 
be that it is recommended by certain Army 
officers. If the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations will listen to the arguments 
which Army officers make in seeking appropri- 
tions he will find the bottom of our Treasury 
very quickly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Did I not state 
that this appropriation is recommended as a 
measure of economy to avoid the expense of 
erecting new quarters? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis recommended simply 


| by Army officers; while every man who has 


been here from Kansas, so far as I know, bas 
said, just as my colleague [Mr. Copurn] has 
said, that for all public purposes there is no 
reason why a single additional dollar should 
be spent at Fort Leavenworth. It is a com- 
mon rumor about this Capitol, and has been 
ever since this appropriation of $200,000 was 
proposed, tbat itis simply a big job for the ex- 
penditure of this large sum at that point for 
the benefit of certain ambitious gentlemen. 
This appropriation struck me from the outset 
as entirely unjustifiable; and all my inquiries 
since has led me to the belief that there is no 
public necessity for it. 

Leavenworth is from five hundred to one 
thousand miles east of the field of operations 
of our Army. Gentlemen talk of transporting 
Army supplies from Fort Leavenworth; they 
speak as if Fort Leavenworth were right upon 
the frontier, when in point of fact for hun- 
dreds and hundreds of miles westward the 
country is under a fine state of cultivation, 
with thriving villages, towns, and cities. 
Where shall we have our depot of supplies? 
Away toward the Indian region where our 
forces are likely to be employed. 

he Army, sir, is sufficiently expensive. 
We have expended vast sums of money in 
erecting forts, and it seems to me that the idea 
of making this further expenditure at Fort 
Leavenworth is entirely unjustifiable. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield five 
minutes to my colleague on the Committee 
on Appropriations, the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. SARGENT. ] 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not desire to detain 
the House at any length, but I would like to 
remark that if this House cannot accept the 
opinions upon a purely military matter of the 
General of the Army, of the Secretary of War, 
of the general in command of the district 
where the appropriation is required; if upon 
recom mendations like this we cannot act safely 
ou a proposition with regard to the canton- 
ment of the troops, providing them with ac- 
commodations in the far West, then it seems 
to me we can rely upon nothing whatever. 

I am disposed on all matters coming within 
the scope of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
or of any other committee, to yield much def- 
erence to the views of the chairman of that 
committee. But where I tind that his view is 
in direct opposition to the recommendations 
of the very highest military authorities, of gen- 
tlemen whose character is a guarantee that 
they can have no ulterior motive, and where 
they give every reason distinctly stated, and 
growing out of the nature of the case, why an 
appropriation like this ought to be made—I 
say that such authority and such reasons are 
worthy of the respectful consideration of the 
Honse. - : 

Now, in his usual strain, says the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Hotmay,] ‘This is a 
job’? When a proposition was before Con- 
gress to sell the reservation it was a job, ac- 
cording to that gentleman. And now, when 
it is proposed to make it available and to pro- 
vide proper accommodations for the: troops 
which must be stationed there and which can- 
not be pushed further. west, to be subsisted, 


again itisajob! It is almost time that this 
should cease. When we had the tariff up we 
had these gentlemen declaring that. every 
proposition in the nature of a tariff was steal- 
ing, tHe logical result of which was that every 
genileman who voted for such a proposition 
was a thief. No legislation can be brought 
here without our ears being assailed by the 
cry that it is a job, that it is a proposition 
to rob the people. I say the American Con- 
gress is not fairly liable to such imputations, 
and especially in dealing with a measure like 
this, for which we have the recommendations 
of the highest military authorities, and which 
gentlemen representing that region say they 
themselves know to be judicious. 

Now, sir, if there can be any proposition 
brought before the House which deserves its 
favorable consideration on account of being 
supported by the recommendations of the De- 
partment and of officers whose characters are 
above reproach and who fortify their reecom- 
mendations by sound reasons, it is the very 
proposition before the House. I trust, sir, the 
House will adopt the recommendation of the 
Committee on Appropriations. The commit- 
tee have given this matter a particular exam- 
ination ; they have visited the Departments to 
make inquiries in regard to it; they have 
looked into the figures; they have looked at 
the estimates and at the necessity of the ap- 
propriation. And under these circumstances 
Í trust the House will coincide with the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and recede from its disagreement to the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. 


Lowe. ] . 

Mr. LOWE. Ido not desire to detain the 
House with any extended remarks, do 
desire, however, to occupy a moment in cor- 
recting the statement of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Cogury,] the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, when he said 
that the only object of this appropriation is to 

rovide for two additional companies of cavalry. 
n that statement the gentleman is entirely 
mistaken, as a matter of fact. 

The works of Fort Leavenworth were ori- 
ginally designed for a regiment of cavalry of ten 
companies. Accommodations were provided 
for six or eight companies. And the fact is 
that the accommodations originaliy provided 
for barracks for men have been appropriated, 
and on account of the paucity of accommoda- 
tions are now appropriated for officers’ quar- 
ters ; so that the present accommodation is 
not nearly sufficient for the number of com- 
panies originally contemplated. The Depart- 
ment wishes to enlarge the accommodations, 
so that they shall be sufficient for ten com- 
panies or an entire regiment of cavalry. 

It is said that these accommodations are 
not necessary because they are not situated 
in the midst of the Indian country. Do gen- 
tlemen on this floor contend that ail the ac- 
commodations for the Army shonld be puton 
the frontier, in the actual theater of hostile 
operations? ‘With an army of thirty thousand 
men for the purpose of protecting our frontiers, 
should we not, as a matter of necessity, pro- 
vide supplies for the troops at points where 
they can be wintered and subsisted and from 
which they can be detailed to points where 
there may be aetual operations in the field ? 

That is the object of this appropriation for 
the improvement of Fort Leavenworth. Itis 
to make a station and depot at which you may 
collect the army of the West and subsist it in 
Winter quarters and bave provisions and sup- 
plies and accommodations for men and for 
horses with all the necessary equipments for the 
army in the West. As to the charge that this 
is a job, it comes from that quarter from which 
we are in the habit-of hearing such charges, 
while we hear. from it nothing in support of 
the Army or of the Navy or of internal im- 
provements. Iattach no importance whatever 
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to this everlasting cry of job, of which there is 
no proof. I hope the House will recede from its 
disagreement to theamendmentof the Senate. 

Mr. COBURN. I wish to say just a word 
or two. Gentlemen have shifted their ground 
a little in the course of this discussion. At 
first it was stated that this was to be a great 
place for cavalry. Now itis said to bea great 
place for generals’ headquarters. It was claimed 
that these works were necessary to provide 
large and extensive accommodations for cav- 
alry, and to furnish a depot of supplies for 
them. But we find that it has dwindled down 
to but two companies. I would like to know 
what great advantage is to be gained by this? 
How much is to be saved? 

I wish to call the attention of the House to 
the point which I had just reached when ad- 
dressing the House before, that it is useless to 
set-up this argument that this is intended only 
for the accommodation of two more companies 
of cavalry. They have room enough there for 
ten companies now, and this money is not 
demanded for any such purpose. 

I read from General Pope's report to show 
what this money is asked for: 

“Fort Leavenworth was built originally for a cav- 
alry post. It contains barracks and quarters for ten 
Gompanies. The barracks for four companies are 
now used (though badly fitted for the purpose) for 
the offices of department headquarters and the effi- 
cers’ quarters for the officers of the dopartment staff 
and the depot. 

“Appropriation should be made for constructing 
suitubie buildings for department officers and quar- 
ters for officers belonging to the department staff 
elsewhere on the reservation, 

“The depot buildings should be enlarged and con- 
venience of storage of public supplies increased, 
By these means the entire post could be given up to 
the cavalry. During the summer one building for 
barracks for two companies should be put up, so that 
the post would hold twelve companies of cavalry, 
The quarters for officers for that number of com- 
panies are already built. 

“I therefore ask that the Secretary of War rec- 
ommend aspecial appropriation for these purposes 
of $330,000, to be expended under his direction, and 
in accordance with plans approved by him.” 

I say it is idle to talk abont cavalry quar- 
ters. They do not pretend anything of that 
sort. What they do propose is to erect im- 
mense buildings as headquarters of the Army, 
with some stables for an excuse. ‘That is the 
use they will make of this appropriation ; it is 
to erect splendid residences, palaces, at Fort 
Leavenworth for these Army officers. If they 
proposed only to extend the cavalry barracks, 
that could easily be accomplished for much 
less money, but that is not the intention, and 
I therefore think it just to put this matter on 
the proper ground. If you wish to wake this 
headquarters for cavalry, then erect barracks 
and stables for five or six regiments; do what 
you say youintend to do, and do not talk about 
cavalry and get an appropriation for head- 
quarter palaces. But that is not what they 
wish; they care nothing for the cavalry, but 
on the contrary the desire is to erect palaces 
for these officers. Why not let the officers 
who need residences go into the city of Leav- 
enworth, where they can get ample accommo- 
dations at fair rent for the time being? My 
word for it, in five years from this time the 
Army will notbestationed there, but will ‘‘ fold 
its tents like the Arabs, and as silently steal 
away” further West into the mountains. Then 
Fort Leavenworth will be deserted, as are Jef- 
ferson barracks now. These buildings will 
be useless and sold for a song. The growth 
of the country is not to be measured by any 
ofthe arguments gentlemen bring bere. In 
five years what will be the population of Ne- 
braska and Kansas? According to the ratio 
of increase in this country the Indians will 
have been shoved backward and backward, 
and that whole region will be filled with a 
white population. Why, then, build palaces 
for these headquarters which will cost almost 
half a million dollars, when they will be so 
soon deserted? This appropriation is needed 
neither for cavalry nor for headquarters, and 
if appropriated will be wasted. 

[Hate the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I wiil yield now 
to my colleague on the committee from Penn- 
sylvania two minutes. 

Mr. DICKEY. I propose to discuss this 
matter without passion or feeling. 

Mr. COBURN. [Ihave neither passion nor 
feeling in regard to the matter, but have merely 
spoken earnestly. 

Mr. DICKEY. The necessity for this ap- 
propriation has been recognized by the Depart- 
ment and the proper officers time and again. 
It is necessary for department headquarters. 
When Fort Leavenworth was first established 
it was intended only for the accommodation 
of a few companies of cavalry. When the 
headquarters of the department of the Mis- 
souri were removed from Jefferson barracks 
to Fort Leavenworth, owing to the exigencies 
of the service those cavalry barracks were 
occupied as department headquarters. It is 
necessary that some provision should be made 
for the decent accommodation of the depart- 
ment headquarters at Fort Leavenworth. The 
gentleman from Indiana suggests that these 
officers shall go into rented quarters at Fort 
Leavenworth, and that the Government will 
thereby save the interest on $500,000 a year. 
I do not see what that argument has to do with 
this case. We have removed the department 
headquarters from Jefferson barracks, which 
have been deserted, and now it is necessary to 
erect a proper headquarters at Fort Leaven- 
worth, which is the headquarters of the 
department. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement, and that will settle the whole mat- 
ter, and the bill will go to the President for 
his signature. I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
41, noes 71. 

So the House refused to recede. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to insist and refer 
the matter to the same committee of confer- 
ence. 

‘Lhe motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKEELY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same i 

An act (H. R. No. 183) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to make partition of 
the reservation to Me-shin-go-me-sia, a Miami 
Indian; 

An act (H. R. No. 400) for the relief of 
Jane Allen Birckhead and Virginia Camp- 
bell, sole heirs at law of Alexander Watson, 
deceased ; 

An act (H. R. No. 475) for the relief of 
Selah V. Reeve, late quartermaster sergeant 
of the fourth Michigan infantry volunteers ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1070) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1873; 

An act (H. R. No. 1843) supplemental to an 
act entitled “An act forthe apportionment of 
Representatives to Congress among the several 
States according to the ninth census ;’” 

An act (H. R. No. 1890) for the relief of 
the sureties of the late Jesse J. Simpkins, 
deceased ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1422) to take away the 
circuit court jurisdiction of the district court 
of the United States for the northern district 
of Georgia, to create a circuit court insaid dis- 
trict, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. No. 1552) in relation to the 
construction of a new jail for the District of 
Colambia ; ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1914) to authorize the 
President of the United States to negotiate 


with the chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone 
and Bannock tribes of Indians for the relin: 
quishment of a portion of their reservation in 
Wyoming Territory; 

An act (H. R. No. 2044) to authorize the 
appointment of shipping commissioners by the 
several circuit courts of the United States to 
superintend the shipping and discharge of sea- 
men engaged in merchant. ships belonging to 
the United States, and for the further protec- 
tion of seamen; ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2592) granting the right 
of way to the Dakota Grand Trunk Railway 
Company ; 

Anact (H. R. No. 2699) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to establish and protect na- 
tional cemeteries,” approved February 22, 
1872; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2866) further regulating 
the construction of bridges across the Missis- 
sippi river. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 451) for the relief of Jeffer- 
son W. Davis; 

An act (S. No. 463) to enable the President 
to appoint a Paymaster General of the Army ; 
an F 

An act (S. No. 473) to further the adminis- 
tration of justice. 


ILLINOIS JUDICIAL DIST RICTS, 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the bill (H. R. 
No. 554) to divide the State of Illinois into 
three judicial districts, and for other purposes, 
be passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit that that motion 
was made and voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mis- 
taken; {t was not voted down. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs] declined to 
yield to allow it to be made. After the biil of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts was dis- 
posed of the Chair again recognized the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, but he was taken off the 
floor by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Dicxey,] who presented a report of a 
committee of confereuce. 

Mr. POTTER. Does the gentleman seek 
to bring the bill before the House for consid- 
eration, or to pass it? 

The SPEAKER. He proposes to suspend 
the rules and pass it. : 

Mr. POTTER. Then I hope I may be 
allowed to say a word upon it. 

Mr. PERCH. I object toany debate what- 
soever. 

Mr. POTTER. Then a bill will be passed 
for which there is not the least necessity in the 
world, 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. 
Wixson, of Indiana; and there were—ayes 86, 
noes 88; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN, and 


“Mr. Witson of Indiana, were appointed. 


The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 106, noes 35, 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘This bill is so manifestly 
wrong that I call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to debate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and there were— 
yeas 136, nays 46, not voting 58; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Archer, Averill, Barnum, 
Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, Bright, 
Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin 
E. Butler, Caldwell, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conner, 
Crebs, Critcher, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, 
Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Elliott, Farnsworth, Far- 
well, Finkelnburg, Forker, Charles Foster, Wilder 
D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Giddings, Golla- 
day, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Hancock, Hanks, Har- 
mer, Harper, George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Hay, 
Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hill, 
Hoar, Kelley, Kellogg, King, Lamison, Lamport, 
Lowe, Lynch, Marshall, McGrew, McHenry, MeJun« 
kin, McNeely, Mercur, Merriam, Mitchell, Monroe, 
Moore, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Orr, Pack< 
ard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C, Parker, Peck, Pendle 
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ton, Perce, Aaron F, Perry, Peters, Platt, Price, 


Prindle, Rainey, Read, Edward Y. Rice, Ellis H 
Roberts; John Rogers, Sion H. Rogers, Sargent, 
Sawyer,. Scofield, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, 
Shoemaker, Slater, Sloss, H, Boardman Smith, John 
A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith. Snyder, R. Milton 
Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Ste- 
venson, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, 
Swann, Sypher, Taffe, Washington Townsend, Tur- 
ner, Tuthill, Tyner, Upson, Waddell, Waldron, Wal- 
Jace, Wallis, Warren, Wells, Willard, Williams of 
Tatiana, Jeremiak M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, and 
ood-—136. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Arthur, Beck, Bell, Bird, 
Braxton, Brooks, Campbell, Conger, Cotton, Cross- 
land, Dox, Duke, Eldredge, Ely, Hambleton, Hand- 
ley, Hawley, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, 
Kerr, Killinger, Lewis, Manson, Maynard, Mc- 
Cormick, McCrary, Mcintyre, Merrick, Morgan, 
Negley, Niblack, Poland, Potter, John M. Rice, 
Slocum, Storm. Strong, Terry, Van Trump, Walden, 
Whitthorne, Winchester, and Young—46. 

-NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Banks, Bar- 
ber, Barry, Austin Blair, James Q. Blair, Boles, 
Roderick R. Butler. Carroll, Clarke, Comingo, Cox, 
Greely, Davis, De Large. Dickey, Du Bose, Henry 
D. Foster, Getz, Griffith, Haldeman, Havens, Here- 
ford, Hooper, Houghton, Ketcham, Kinsella, Lan- 
sing, Leach, McClelland, McKee, McKinney, Ben- 
jamin I. Meyers, Hosea W. Parker, Eli Perry, 
Porter, Randall, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Rob- 
inson, Roosevelt, Rusk, Seeley, Sessions, Sherwood, 
Shober, Snapp, . Starkweather, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Twichell, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wake- 
man, Wheeler, Whiteley, and Williams of New 
York—é8, 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 


rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 
ELECTION CONTEST—NIBLACK VS. WALLS. 


Mr. POLAND obtained the floor. | 

Mr. McCRARY. I ask the gentleman from 
Vermont to yield to me that I may submit a 
report from the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. POLAND. I will yield for that pur- 


pose. . 

Mr. PERCE, I object to the gentleman’s 
yielding. 

Mr. McCRARY. The matter I wish to pre- 
sent is a question of privilege, and it will 
take but a moment. I am instructed by the 
Committee of Electiongto report the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That the case of S. L. Niblack against 
Josiah T. Walls be continued until the next session 
of this Congress, and that inthe mean time the par- 
ties have leave to take further evidence as to what 
was the true vote cast in the counties of Brevard 
and Manatee, and Yellow Bluff precinct in Duvall 
county, and also as to whether the election in said 
counties and in said precinct was conducted fairly 
and according to law. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


`. Mr. POLAND. I yield for a moment to 
the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Harris. ] 


MARY M. CLARK. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, by unanimous 
consent, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (S. No. 230) for the 
relief of Mary M. Clark, widow of Leonard 
Clark, deceased. 

The bill was read. It appropriates to Mary 
M. Clark, widow of Leonard Clark, late of 
Harrison county, West Virginia, deceased, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, $1,202, in full payment for ser- 
vices rendered by said Leonard Clark as a 
scout in the employ of General J. J. Rey- 
nolds, and for the period of his captivity in 
the rebel prisons from July 30, 1861, until his 
exchange, March 18, 1863. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading ; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and-also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POLAND. I will now yield to my col- 
league on the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws, the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 


SLoss,] who desires to report a bill which he 
has had in his hands for a long time. 
Mr. PERCE. I object to the gentleman’s 
yielding. 
SUPERVISION OF ELECTIONS. 


Mr. POLAND. I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Buruzr,] my col- 
league on the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, from the 
joint select Committee to Investigate the Con- 
dition of Affairs in the Late Insurrectionary 
States, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2945) to 
amend an act to enforce the rights of citizens 
of the United States to vote in the several 
States of the Union, and for other purposes, 
approved February 28, 1871. 

Pending the first reading of the bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN’ moved that the House 
adjourn. i 

The question was taken upon the motion to 
adjourn; and upon a division there were— 
ayes 56, noes 15. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN called for tellers on the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let the bill be read so 
that we may know what it is. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I insist upon my call for 
tellers. ? 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BUTLER, 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. HOLMAN were 
appointed. 

Mr. AMBLER. Isit notin order to have 
the bill read so that we may know what we are 
called upon to consider ? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order if 
the House should determine not to adjourn. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to say that it 
is the bill agreed upon in the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to amend the election law or 
enforcement act. : 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It is the 
same as Senate bill No. 1169. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 78, noes 82. 

efore the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was upon the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WOOD. I move that when the House 
adjourns to day it be to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. MOREY. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. MOREY. My point of order is that the 
House is now dividing on the motion to ad- 
journ, and therefore it is not in order to inter- 
pose another motion until that is decided. 

The SPEAKER. That point of order is 
not a good one. If the questions were related 
to each other not in the order of privilege that 
would be a good point of order ; but the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Woop] being one of higher privilege than the 
motion to adjourn, the point of order does not 
apply. 

The question was then taken on the motion 
of Mr. Woop; and on a division there were— 
ayes 65, noes 78. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. WOOD called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Perce and 
Mr. Brags were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—~ayes 65, noes 81. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. WOOD called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. Is it inorder now to move that 
when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet 

on Saturday next? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that 
motion is not in order. 

i Mr. BECK. That is not more than three 
ays. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pend- 
ing to fix the time to which the House shall 
| adjourn. : 


Mr. ELDREDGE. Is it in order to move 
to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Woop] so as to extend the 


time? : 

The SPEAKER. The motion to amend 
would be in order. : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Then I move to amend 
by striking out ‘‘ Friday” and inserting ‘‘ Sat- 
urday.”’ 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. The yeas 
and nays have already been ordered on the 
motion of the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. That is. true; but it does 
not debar the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ELDREDGE] from moving to amend that mo- 
tion. 

The question was then taken upon the mo- 
tion of Mr. ELDREDGE; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 62, noes 71. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. ELDREDGE called for tellers. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Icall for 
the yeas and nays; we may as well have them 
ordered at once. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, The gentleman is not 
on this side of the House; let him suggest 
motions for his own side. 

That is 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
what I bave done. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken 
upon ordering the yeas and nays, that taking 
precedence of the call for tellers. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. ELDREDGE, to amend so that when the 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Satur- 
day next; and there were—yeas 65, nays 117, 
not voting 58; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Adams, Archer, Arthur, Beck, 
Biggs, Bird, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Comingo, Conner, Critcher, Crossland, 
Dox, Du Bose, Eldredge, Ely, Forker, Henry D- 
Foster, Garrett, Giddings, Golladay, Hambleton, 
Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Jobn F. Harris, 
Hibbard, Kerr, King, Lamison, Lewis, Marshall, 
McCormick, McIntyre, Merrick, Mitchell, Morgan, 
Niblack, Potter, Price, Rainey, Read, Edward Y 
Rice, John M. Rice, Sion H. Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Shober, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Storm, 
Swann, Terry, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, War- 
ren, Whitthorne, Winchester, Wood, and Young—65. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, Banks, 

arber, Barnum, Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, 
Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Buckley, Buffinton, 
Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Crebs, 
Crocker, Darrall. Dawes, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, 
Eames, Elliott, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Charles Eos- 
ter, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, 
Hale, Halsey, Harmer, George E. Harris, Hawley, 
Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hill, Hoar, Holman, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Lamport, Lowe, Lynch, Manson, Maynard, Me- 
Crary, McGrew, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe. Moore, 
Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Orr, Packard, 
Packer, Palmer. isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendieton, 
Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Poland, Prindle, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, 
Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, Slater, 
H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Worthing- 
ton C. Smith, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Steven- 
son, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sypher, 
Taffe, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Twichell, 
Tyner. Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wal- 
lace, Walls, Wells, Whiteley, Willard, Williams of 
Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. Wil- 
son—lH7, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Bell, Bingham, 
Boles, Burdett, Carroll, Clarke, Cox, Creely. Davis, 
De Large, Dickey, Duke, Farnsworth, Getz, Griffith, 
Haldeman, Havens, Hereford, Herndon, Hooper, 
Houghton, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lansing, 
Leach, MeClelland, McHenry, McJunkin, McKee, 
McKinney, McNeely, Benjamin F. Meyers, Negley, 
Hosea W. Parker, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, Randall, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Robinson, John 
Rogers, Seeley, Sessions, Sherwood, Slocum, Snapp, 
Sprague, Starkweather, Sutherland, Dwight Town- 
send, Turner, Tuthill, Voorhees, Wheeler, and 
Williams of New York—58. 


So the amendment of Mr, ELDREDGE to the 
motion of Mr. Woop was not agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following aunounce- 
ments were made: na 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. My col- 
league, Mr. B. F. Meyers, is paired on. this 
question with the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Seerey. My colleague, if present, would 
vote “ay,” while the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. SEELEY, would vote “no.” il 

Mr. NEGLEY. I desire to state that I ane 
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paired with my colleague, Mr. ACKER, who, 
if here, would vote ‘‘ay,” while I- should 
vote “tno.” 

Mr. CROCKER. Jam paired with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. SHERWOOD. 
If he were present he would vote in the afirm- 
ative, and { should vote in the negative. 

Mr. DICKEY. -I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. RANDALL, upon all party ques- 
tions; and this question has assumed that 
shape. lask-to be excused from voting upon 
this vote and during all the rest of this filibus- 
tering. 

Mr. BURDETT. Iam paired with the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. WILLIAMS. As 
this matter is taking a party turn, I therefore 
refrain from voting. 

Mr. MeJUNKIN. I am paired with my 
colleague, Mr. McCLELLAND. If he were pres- 
ent he would vote *‘ay,” while I should vote 
be no.” 

Mr. MeKEE. As this is really political 
filibustering, I desire to state that I am paired 
with the gentleman from New York, Mr. W. 
R. Roserrts, who, if here, would vote “ay,” 
while I should vote ‘no.”? ; 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have been requested 
by the gentleman from New York, Mr. Cox, 
to state that he is confined to his room by 
serious illness, supposed to be pleuro-pneu- 
monia. 

Mr. MARSHALL. My colleague, Mr. 
Rosrrxsox, is detained from his seat to-day by 
sickness. 

Mr. HIBBARD. My colleague, Mr. PAR- 
KER, is absent from his seat to-day on account 
of indisposition. 

Mr. BIRD. I have been requested by the 
gentleman from West Virginia, Mr. Davis, to 
announce that on all questions of this kind he 
is paired with the gentleman from Georgia, 
Mr. Speer. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, if here, would vote ‘‘ay,’’. while the 
gentleman from Georgia would vote ‘no.’’ 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 

Mr. KERR. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill for reterence merely. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object. 
I ask unanimous consent for the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Woop] to make a state- 
ment to the House. 

Mr. DICKEY. J object. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. [hope the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. DICKEY. Iwill not. I do not care 
about hearing either the gentleman from New 
York or the gentleman from Massachusetts 
make speeches. 

Mr. WOOD. I will say to ‘the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that when I want consent 
to make a speech I will ask it for myself. I 
do not desire the gentleman to ask unanimous 
consent for me. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I only 
made the réquest in accordance with my 
promise. Do 

Mr DICKEY. That is the reason I ob- 
jected, because I knew the gentleman had 

romised. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from’ New York, 
[Mr. Woop,] that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. DICKEY. Pending that, 1 move that 
the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. . That motion is not in 
order. : 

The question was taken on Mr. Woops 
amendment; and it was decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 9, nays 104, not voting 127; as 
follows: A 

YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Caldwell, Critcher, Eid- 


ge, Morphis, Packard, Edward Y. Rice, Stevens, 
red ey Medes i | roll, Comingo, Conner, Crebs, Criteher, Crossland, 


and Whitthorne—9, : 

NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barry, 
Boatty. Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, 
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Cotton, Darrah, Dawes, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, 
Eames, Biliott, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder 
D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, 
Harmer, George E. Harris, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Kelley, 
Kelloge, ‘Lamport, Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, Me- 
Cormick, McCrary, MeGrew, Mercur, Merriam, 
Monroe, Moore, Morey, Leonard Myers, Packer, 
Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, 
Aaron. F; Perry, Poland, Prindie, Rainey, Eilis H. 
Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Sheliabarger, Shoemaker, H. Boardman 
Smith, John A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Taffe, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, 
Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, 
Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jere- 
miah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, and Young—104, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, 
Arthur, Barber, Barnum, Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Boles, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, 
Burdett, Campbell, Carroll, Clarke, Comingo, Con- 
ner, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Crocker. Crossland, Davis, 
De Large. Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
Garrett, Getz, Gidding, Golladay, Griffith, Halde- 
man, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Har- 
per. Jobn T. Harris, Havens, Hays, Hereford, 
Jerndon, Hibbard, Holman, Hooper, Houghton, 
Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, King, Kinsella, 
Lamison, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
McClelland, McHenry, McIntyre, McJunkin, Me- 
Kee, McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. 
Meyers, Mitchell, Morgan, Negley, Niblack, Orr, 

osea W. Parker, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, 
Potter, Price, Randall, Read, John f Rice, 
Ritehie, William R. Roberts, Robinson, John Rogers, 
Sion H. Rogers, Roosevelt, Seeley, Sessions, Sher- 
wood, Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Snapp, R. 
Milton Speer, Starkweather, Storm, Sutherland, 
Swann, Sypher, Terry, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, 
Tuthill, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wad- 
dell, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Williams of New 
York, Winchester, and Wood—127, 


So the motion to adjourn until Friday next 
was disagreed to. 

During the vote, . 

Mr. CROCKER stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Suerwoop, who would vote in the 
affirmative, while he would vote in the nega- 


tive. 

Mr. BARRY stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Vaucuay, who would vote in the affirm- 
ative, while be would vote in the negative. 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded. 

NINTH CENSUS 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I ask 
unanimous consent to introduce a resolution 
for the publication of the compendium of the 
ninth census, for the purpose of having it 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. There is no quorum 
voting. 

SUPERVISION OF ELECTIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
on the motion to adjourn; on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 


The Clerk proceeded with the calling of the |i 


roll. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I rose before the Clerk 
commenced to call the roll for the purpose o 
moving that there be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. When less than a quorum 
is present no motion can be entertained except 
a motion to adjourn or a motion that there be 
a call of the House, and consequently a motion 
to adjourn would take precedence. ‘The gen- 
tleman is therefore out of order, and the Clerk 
will proceed with the call of the roll. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be entertained. 
The gentleman is entirely and clearly out of 
order in attempting to interrupt a roll-call. 

Mr, ELDREDGE, I-rose before the Chair 
made that decision, and I wish it to be dis 
tinctly understood. ; j 

‘The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 88, not 
voting 55; as follows: 

_¥EAS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, Archer, 
Arthur, Banks, Barnum, Beck. Bell, Beveridge, 
Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, 
Brigbt, Brooks, Burchard, Caldwell, Campbell, Car- 


Dawes, Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eldredge. 
Ely, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Forker, Henry D 
Foster, Garrett, Giddings, GoHaday. Hale, Hamble- 
ton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T. 


I take an appeal from | 


ames G. Blair, Braxton, |] 


Harris, Hay, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kelley, 
Kellogg. Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, Lewis, 
Lynch, Manson, Marshall. McHenry, Melatyre, Me- 
Neely, Merrick, Morgan. Morphis, Negley, Niblack, 
Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Potter, Price, Read. Edward 
Y. Rice, John Rice, Ritebie, Sion H. Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sargent. Shober, Shoemaker, Slater, 
Slocum, John Smith, Worthington C. Smith, 
R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stevons, Strong, 
Swann, Terry, Van Trump, Waddell, Warren, Wells, 
Whitelev, Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, Win- 
chester Wood, and foune l 02. j : 
S—Messrs. Averill, Beatty, Bigby, Bingham, 
Buckley, Buffinton, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderiok 
Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Darrah, 
Donnan, Duell, Eames, Elliott, Farwell. CharlesFos- 
ter, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, 
Harmer, George E. Harris, Hawley, Gerry W, iLazel- 
ton, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar. Ketcham, Lam- 
pork, howe Maynard, McCrary, McGrew, Mereur, 
Ierriam, Monroe, Moore, Morey, Leonard Myers, 
Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac O. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Poland, Privdle, Rainey, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Scofield, Sessions, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Shellabarger, H. Boardman Smith, Snyder, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, 
Sypher, Taffe, Thomas, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, 
Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, 
Walls, Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T., 
Wilson—83. . 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Barber, Barry, 
Boics, Burdett, Clarke, Coghlan, Cox, Creely, Crock- 
er, Davis, De Large, Dunnell, Getz, Griffith, Halde- 
man, Halsey, Havéns, Hays, Hereford. Hooper, 
Houghton, Killinger, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, Mc- 
Clelland, McCormick, McJunkin, McKee, McKin- 
ney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Hosea W. Par- 
ker, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, Randall, William R. 
Roberts, Robinson, John Rogers, Seeley, Sherwood, 
Sioss, Snapp, Starkweather, Storm, Sutherland, 
Dwight Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, 
Yaughan, Voorhees, Wheeler, and Williamsof New 
ork—55. 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. SLOSS. Iam paired with my colleague, 
Mr. Hays., If he were here he would vote 
“no,” and I would vote ** ay.” 8 

Pending the announcement of the.vote.on 
the motion to adjourn, p 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. RICE, of Kentucky, byunanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to have printed in the 
Globe remarks on the civil rights bill. [See 
Appendix.] 

Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consént, ob- 
tained leave to have printed in the Globe 
remarks on the bill to inerease the pensions 
of certain persons. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. ELLIOTT, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to have printed in the Globe 
remarks on the financial condition of South 
Carolina. [See Appendix.] : 

Mr. COBURN asked. unanimous consent 
to have printed-in the Globe remarks on the 


| Ku Klux bill. 


Mr. POLAND. I object to leave being 
given to any gentleman to print remarks on 
that bill. ` 

Mr. STOWELL, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to have printed in the Globe 
remarks on the financial condition of- Vir- 
ginia. [See Appendix.] 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion ‘of Mr. HAZELTON, of New 


Jersey, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House the 


i! papers in the case of William Pierpont. 


On motion of Mr. McCRARY, by unani- 
mous consent, leave was given to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers in the cases 
of Carl Epping and C. B. Phillips. 

On motion of Mr. WHITTHORNE, by 
unanimous consent, leave was given to with- 
draw from the files of the House the papers in 
the case of J. C. Hill, of Virginia. 

_On motion of Mr. McGREW, by unanimous 
consent, leave was given to. withdraw from 
the files of the House the papers in the case 
of John Spangler. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, 

Mr. LEACH. obtained leave of absence 
until the end of the session. 

Mr: GRIFFITH obtained leave of absence 
watil the end of the session. 

Mr. PERCE. I demand the regular order. 
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The vote on the motion to adjourn was then 
announced as above recorded. 

And accordingly (at four o'clock and forty 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. NEGLEY : The petitions of citizens 
of Alleghany City, requesting that Hester Yost, 
daughter of Peter Yost, be put onthe pension- 
list. : 

Also, the petition of Martin Feel, of Schuyl- 
kill county, Pennsylvania, to obtain a pen- 


sion. 

By Mr. STORM: The memorial of William 
A.. Brodhead and Dr. P. M. Bush, and 59 
others, citizens of Monroe county, Pennsyl- 
vania, protesting against any change in the 
Constitution of the United States so as to 
allow -a person of foreign birth to be made 
President of the United States, and that such 
change is not demanded by the people. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 29, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
man, D. D. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with, in order that 
we may have a little more time for the morn- 
ing business. 

r. HAMILTON, of Maryland. As soon 
as there is a quorum present I will not ob- 


ject. 

’ Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator from 
Maryland objects, of course that takes me 
off my feet. > 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I object 
until a quorum is present; as soon as a quo- 
rum is present I will withdraw the objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did 
not understand the Senator to object. 

Mr, HAMILTON, of Maryland. It may be 
that I shall have no objection if I hear the bill 
read which the Senator desires to take up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland withdraws the objection and 
the reading of the Journal is dispensed with. 


TIELKS OF ALEXANDER WATSON. 


Mr. THURMAN. I desire to take-up a 
bill that has passed the Senate once, bas 
passed the House, and has been reported by 
every committee to which it was ever referred 
favorably... In my absence the other day the 
bill was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
I have no doubt it was done in ignorance of 
the fact that there is a printed report of that 
committee here in favor of this identical bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Ohio that he sug- 
gested when he presented the bill that it was 
a private bill, and that the Senator from Ohio 
desired to have it passed, but the Senator was 
not in the Chamber at the moment, and some 
Senator said ‘* Let it be referred.” The Chair 
did not know that it was accompanied by a 
report, or he would have presented that to 
the Senate. ` 

Mr. THURMAN. I now move to discharge 
the Committee on Claims from the further 
consideration of the bill, and that it be put on 
its passage. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That can be done 
by unanimous consent. If there be no objec- 
tion, the Committeé on Claims will be dis- 
ee from the further consideration of the 

ill. ` 

Mr. THURMAN. Iwill state that this bill 
has been reported upon favorably three times 
in the Senate, once by Mr. Silas Wright, again 
by Judge Butler, of South Carolina, and then 
a report was made from the Committee on 
Claims by Mr. Willey, and it passed the Sen- 
ate unanimously after its merits were fully 


explained at the last Congress. It has now 
passed the House without objection, I believe, 
and there is an elaborate report of the com- 
mittee of the House in its favor. I hope the 
bill will be passed at once. Justice has been 
delayed too long in this cases. é ; 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H: R. No. 400) for the relief of 
Jane Allen Birckhead and Virginia Camp- 
bell, sole heirs-at-law of Alexander Watson, 
deceased. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Jane Allen Birckhead and 
Virginia Campbell, daughters and šole heirs- 
at-law of Alexander Watson, deceased, the 
sum of $30,000 for property lost, captured, or 
destroyed in Florida during the Indian hos: 
tilities commencing in 1835, i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. POOL. I ask to take up House bill 
No. 2192, of which I gave notice yesterday. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Subject to the morning 
business? 

Mr. POOL. I should be glad to put it on 
its passage at once, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no objection. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not know anything 
about it, but í object. 

Mr. SCOTT. i desire to ask the consent 
of the Senate this morning to take up the bill 
for the incorporation of the centennial com- 
mission. They are now sitting and desire that 
the Senate should act on the subject. If they 
are not to be incorporated tet us know it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL: I object to everything 
antil the morning business is concluded. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I rose for the purpose of 
asking a like favor from the Senate; but as I 
understand the Senator from Hlinois proposes 
to object to everything I will waive it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [ object until the morn- 
ing business is over. 

Mr. KELLOGG. As soon as the morning 
business is concluded, I give notice that I 
shall move to take up House bill No. 351. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1298) for the relief of the 
estate of Bli Moore—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1625) to amend an act 
entitled “An act supplementary to an act en- 
titled ‘An act to allow the United States to 
prosecute appeals and writs of error without 
giving security,’ and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 27, 1868—to the Committee’ on 
the Judiciary. ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2475) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptey throughout the United States,’’ 
approved March 2, 1867, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2937) making a transfer 
of a pension’ appropriation from one fund to 
another—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The bill (H. R. No. 2940) to establish cer- 
tain post roads—to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1870) for the relief of 
the heirs of William A. Graham—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. © = 

The bill (H. R. No. 2984) revising and 
amending the laws relative to the mints, assay 
offices, and coinage of the United States—to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2989) to remove the 
political disabilities of the persons therein 
named—to the select Committee on the Re- 
moval of Political Disabilities. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
Mr. KELLOGG presented the petition of 


Catherine Knight, widow. of Simeon Knight, 
deceased, praying a settlement of the accounts 
of his for extra services rendered by him; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary A fairs. a : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, presented the 
petition of W. S. Cox and others, asking com- 
pensation for services rendered and expenses 
incurred in. the execution of the eighth section 
of the act entitled “ An act making appropri- 
ations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1861,’’ in relation to the enlargement of the 
Capitol grounds; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. : 

Mr. COLE. I present a memorial signed 
by citizens of the prosperous town of Visalia, 
California, setting forth that they have suffered 
great inconvenience and positive damage by 
the construction of a railroad authorized to be 
constructed by the United States Government, 
some six or seven miles from their town, the 
expectation being all. the while that it would 
approach and pass through their town, and 
asking for further’action of Congress on the 
subject. I move the reference of the memorial 
to the Committee on Publie Lands, and ask 
the special attention of that committee to it. 

The motion was agreed to. 


: Mr. BOREMAN presented the petition of 
Joseph F. Caldwell, M. D., of West Virginia, 
praying remuneration from the Government 
for certain losses sustained by him by reason 
of material alterations being made by the 
Postmaster General in contracts which had 
been made between them, for the transporta- 
tion of the mail of the United States in the 
State of Virginia, and for damages which he 
sustained by the Post Office Department not 
paying at maturity, according to agreement, 
certain drafts which he had made upon the 
Department for services rendered ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES COMM ITTEE. 


On motion of Mr. FENTON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate have 
leave to sit during tho recess of Congress. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1513) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to expend certain moneys forthe purpose 
of sinking au artesian well on the Fort D. A. 
Russell military reservation, in Wyoming Ter- 
ritory, reporied it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2860) for the 
relief of W. A. Howard, reported it without 
amendment, | | “eta te dec tt 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, from the. Com- 
mittee on Patents, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 649) for the relief of Simeon 
Savage, reported. it without amendment. 
_Mr.. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
1153) to amend an act relating to soldiers’ and 
sailors’ homesteads, have had the same under 
consideration, and directed me to report it 
back without amendment and recommend its 
passage, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion. I wish to make a statement to the Sen- 
ate. We passed a bill at this session providing 
for soldiers’ and sailors” homesteads, but the 
Department, when they came to administer 
upon it, found an error. We used the word 
‘entry’? where we should have used the word 
“ fling’? The law, as we passed it, allowed 
a soldier to enter by an agent, aud we ought 
to have said that he had the right to file a 
declaratory statement by an agent. The De- 
partment have corrected that and sent this bill 
down here, and the committee have considercd 
it and desire it to be put on its passage. It is 
to correct an error in the first act.) I ask- for 
its present consideration. `- ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
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objection the bill will be reported subject to 
objection. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to be consist- 
ent. Iam not objecting to any of these bills 
because I think they ought not to pass, but 
because I think it will facilitate business to 
ve up the morning business and run through 
with it. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I withdraw the 
report. 

Mr. NYE. The Committee on Naval Affairs; 
to whom was referred a resolution of the 
House of Representatives for the appointment 
of acommission to examine and report upon 
the propriety of removing the Brooklyn navy- 
yard, bave directed me to report it back with 
a recommendation that it pass with a slight 
amendment. This is a resolution simply to 
appoint a commission for this purpose, and I 
should like to have it considered now. 

{The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois objects to all these bills and re- 
ports being considered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think it will facilitate 
business to go.on in order. Let us try it for 
one morning. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, to whom wasreferred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2876) for the relief of 
John C. Beaumont, reported it without amend- 
ment. ; 

Mr. SAWYER. I am instructed by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2240) 
authorizing the extension of the railway of 
the Metropolitan Railroad Company in the 
District of Columbia, to report it with an 
amendment, and ask for its present considera» 


tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois objects to the consideration of any 
bill during the morning: business, and he still 
remains in the Chamber. 

Mr. SAWYER. Then I prefer to with- 
draw the report. 

Mr. POOL. The Senator from California 
Mr. Casseriy] withdraws his objection to the 
motion I made to take up House bill No. 2192, 
and I ask that it now be taken up, subject to 
the morning business. N 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object to anything 
being taken up until the morning business is 
disposed of. We shall be through with it in a 
few minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. No. 1171) to grant an Amer- 
ican register to the Canadian tug Noah P. 
Sprague and to the ship Alhambra ; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Francis Curtis 
and others for an American register to the 
ship St. Albans, formerly the American ship 
Henrietta Marcy, now under British register, 
reported a bill (S. No. 1170) to grant an Amer- 
ican register to the British ship St. Albans ; 
which was read, and passed to asecond reading. 

Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1936) forthe relief of Her- 
man Roster, collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of Illinois, to report it back 
without amendment, and I ask for its present 
consideration, the circumstances. being such I 
think as to appeal to the favor of the Senate, 
this man having been a Government agent for 
the deposit of Government stamps, and having 
suffered by the great conflagration at Chicago. 
The case has been thoroughly examined by 
the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from lilinois has made an objection to the con- 
sideration of all bills this morning until- the 
moruing business is concluded. 

Mr. COLE, I will relieve the Senator from 
Illinois in this case by objecting myself. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects. 


Mr. BAYARD. This is the case of a Gov- 
ernment official in the city of Chicago in whose 
hands a large amount of Government stamps 
were destroyed. The bill places the whole 
matter. under the charge of the accounting 
officers of the Treasury, and limits the reim- 
bursement to the true amount of the stamps 
destroyed... 

Mr. KELLOGG. I hope the Senator from 
IHinois. will withdraw his objection in this case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California made the objection. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I thought it was the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihope no objection will be 
made to this bill. It will take but a moment 
to pass it. It is very important to the officers 
of the Treasury in reference to settling the 
accounts, as well as to this man. He has since 
resigned his office and another man has been 
appointed in his place. 

Mr. BAYARD. If there is objection I will 
withdraw the report and offer it to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the confer- 
ence report on House bill No. 2116 be now 
taken up. 

Mr. STEWART. What bill is that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the title of the bill. 

The Cier Crerk. A bill (H. R. No. 2116) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide 
for the better security of life on board of ves- 
sels propelled in whole cr in part by steam, 
and for other purposes,” approved February 
28, 1871. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Will that have precedence 
over reports ? 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. This is a report, 
and has already laid over one day. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from New 
York yesterday got an order to print a letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to be con- 
sidered with the report of this conference 
committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. And he after- 
ward withdrew the request, stating that the let- 
ter could be read at the desk. 

Mr. POMEROY. I did not know that he 
had withdrawn it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I know that the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. Coxkiina, ] and 
also the Senator from Oregon, [ Mr. CORBETT, ] 


ence to this report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair thinks 
if there be objection, although this has a higher 
privilege than any ordinary report, it must, 
underthe rules, lie over until the morning busi- 
| ness is concluded, and be reached by a majority 
vote of the Senate. ‘It might be unpleasant in 
regard to an appropriation bill so to rale, but 
the Chair does not see how, under the rule, he 
eau hold differently. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
414) for the relief of William S. Mitchell, re- 
ported it adversely, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which. was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of John A. Hipkins, 
of Maryland, asking compeusation for losses 
sustained in consequence of his alleged illegal 
discharge from the Navy, asked to be dis- 
! charged from its further consideration ; which 

was agreed to. . 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom 


reliefof Joseph Westcott, of Portland, Maine, 
reported it adversely, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Matthew Wright, 
praying compensation for the destruction of 
property by Indians and soldiers, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 


thatit be referred to the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs; which was agreed to. ; 


desire to take part ia the discussion in refer- | 


was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2089) forthe | 


l 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Woodhouse, 
Southmayd, and Rudd, praying compensation 


| for loss sustained by reason of seizure of cer- 


tain hides, skins, and wool, on -board the 
schooners Carrie and Arthur, at New York, 
asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Levi J. Powell, 
praying compensation for printing done by 
order of the military authorities in West Vir- 
ginia during the late war, submitted a report 
accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1172) for the 
relief of Levi J. Powell. 

The bill was read and passed to a second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I am also directed by the 
sanie committee, to whom was refered the bill 
(S. No. 1017) for the relief of Alexander Mce- 
Leod, to report it back and recommend its 
indefinite postponement. I will state -in this 
connection, as the reason for reaching this 
conclusion, that in the bill known as the defi- 
ciency bill a provision was made referring 
this and similar claims to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the committee think the claim- 
ant has abandant relief, and therefore recon- 
mend the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

The bill was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Lavira A. Maxey, praying for a pension, re- 
ported a bill (S. No. 1178) granting a pension 
to Lavira A. Maxey, and in respect to her 
minor children under sixteen years of age; 
which was read and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I ask the Senate to take 
up House bill No. 2109, to authorize the issu- 
ance of college scrip to the State of Arkansas, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unanimous con- 
sent has been refused by the Senator from IHi- 
nois, who is still in his seat, to any business 
being done until the morning business is con- 
cluded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the 
Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No, 2773) to amend section 
five of an act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year 1841,” ap- 


proved March 3, 1841, and to authorize the ae 


proper construction thereof, (which is a bill 
in regard to surveyors and collectors of cus- 
toms,) to report it without amendment, and I 
should like to have it passed now. It is a 
matter of general interest. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
thinks the objection of the Senator from IHi- 
nois applies against all bills. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to 


i this bill, but I want to try once and see if it 


will not facilitate business to go through with 
the morning business in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I stated yesterday in 
reply to an inguiry of the Senator trom Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Sumner, ] and also to an inquiry 
of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Hamuin,] 
that the Committee on Printing would report 
this morning the resolution to print extra 
copies of the report of the select committee 
upon the sale of arms, which it was pre- 
pared to do, but as I notice neither of the 
Senators in his seat the report will not be 
made. I merely wish to show that the com- 


‘mittee are prepared to do what they said they 


would. i 
SMITHSONIAN REPORTS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
the back reports of the Smithsonian {nstitu- 
tion, have directed me to report it back with- 
out amendment and recommend its passage, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
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ceeded to‘consider the following House reso- 
lution: l f 

Resolved, (the Senate concurting,) That two thou- 
sand copies of each of the reports of the Smith- 
sonian Institution. of which the stereotype plates 
are now in the Congressional Printing Office, be 
printed for distribution by the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion to libraries, colleges, and public establishments. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope that resolution 
will be agreed to. f X 

The resolution was adopted. 


- BRITISH CASE AT GENEVA. 


Mr: ANTHONY. I am also directed by 
thé same committee, to whom was referred a 
House concurrent resolutidn for the printing 
of extra copies of the message of the Presi- 
dent of April 26, 1872, transmitting, in answer 
toaresolution of the House of Representatives, 
the British counter case under the treaty of 
Washington, to report it back with an amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the 
committee, which was to strike out all after 
the words ‘‘ that there be printed,” in the first 
and second lines of the resolution, and insert: 

Three thousand copies of the message of the 
President of April 26, 1872, transmitting, in answer 
to a resolution of the House of Representatives, the 
British counter case under the treaty of Washing- 
ton with an accompanying appendix. one thousand 
copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 
and two thousand copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Theamendment cuts the 
number down about four fifths. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SPRAGUE. I rose to object to the 
‘consideration of that report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The objection 
isin time, The Senator from Rhode Island 
objects to the present consideration of the 
resolution, and it will go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I ask leave to 
withdraw the report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Bring it up to-morrow. 

Mr. ANTHONY. But I cannot do so. 
will withdraw. it and present it again. to- 


morrow. . 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I make no objection to 
that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have another report 


on the same subject, but I suppose my col- 
league would have the same objection to that. 
Mr. SPRAGUE, Yes, sir. 


KU KLUX ACT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am also directed by 
the same committee, to whom was referred 
the following House resolution, to report it 
back without amendment, and ask for its 
present consideration. 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed thirty thou- 
sand copies of the message of the President of the 
United States of April 19, 1872, and the documents 
accompanying the same, in answer to a resolution 
of the House of January 25, 1872, asking aH inform- 
ation in his possession upon which he acted in exer- 
cising the power conferred upon him by. the third 
and fourth sections of the act of Congress approved 
April 20, 1871, the names of the persons who have 
been arrested under said act, the number who have 
confessed, &c., ten thousand of said copies to be for 
tho use of the Senate, and twenty thousand for the 
use of the House. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to the present con- 
sideration of that resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the resolution will lie over. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. SAWYER, Task unanimous consent 
to take up House bill No, 2683 to grant addi- 
tional compensation to the marshal of the dis- 
trict court of South Carolina for the period of 
four months and ten days. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ‘morning 
business has not concluded, and the objection 
ofthe Senator from Illinois bars that. Bills 

are in order. ek . 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked, and bý 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 


duce a bill (S. No. 1174) fixing the rank of 
Captain Louis C. Sartori; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. f 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate to introduce a bill to go 
on the Calendar. I hope there will be no 
objection to that. I will say it is very essen- 
tial ‘for the Department of the Interior that 
the bill should be acted upon at an early day. 
TL have held it back several days ih the hope 
that I might secure the action of the Senate 
at the timé it was presented. Not having 
been able to do so, I hope to call it up ata 
very early day. 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S: No. 1175) for the relief 
of certain Indians in the central superintend- 
ency; which was read twice by its title. 


COURTS IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. Senate resolu- 
tions are now in order. There being no reso- 
lutions, the morning . business has concluded. 

Mr. POOL. [ move that the Senate take 
up House bill No. 2192. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2192) to 
establish a western judicial district of North 
Carolina, the pending question being on the 
amendment of Mr, TRUMBULL, to add the 
following sections to the bill: 


That there shall bo held by the judge of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the western dis- 
trict of Arkansas, two terms of said court in each 
yonr, on the first Mondays of April and October, at 

‘ort Gibson, in the Indian territory; and that such 
public buildings at said place as the judge of said 
court shall designate, be, and are hereby, set apart 
for the use of said court; and terms of the circuit 
and district courts shall continue to be held at Fort 
Smith, as now provided by law. 

Ssc. 2, That all male persons over twenty-one 
years of age residing in said district shall be compe- 
tent to serve as jurors in said court held in said ter- 
ritory: Provided, That the judge may, in his discre- 
tion, strike from the jury list or, exclude from the 
panel any person deemed by him unfit to serve, 
either on account of bad character or for other 


cause. 

Src. 3. That hereafter, the counties of Benton, 
Boone, Carroll, Pope, Newton, Washington, Madi- 
son, Johnson, Franklin, Crawford, Sebastian, Sarbe, 
Scott, Polk, Pike, Sevier, and Little River, in the 
State of Arkansas, and the Indian territory west of 
said State, shall be deemed and be the western dis- 
trict of Arkansas, and the residue of said State shall 
be decmed and be the eastern district of Arkansas; 
and the judge of the eastern district shall hold the 
terms of the United States district court now re- 
quired by law to be held at the city of Helena, in 
said State. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator 
from North Carolina will allow that amend- 
ment to pass. If the House do not concur in 
it we can recede. ; 

Mr. POOL. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw the amendment. I have been striving 
to get the bill through, and any amendment 
will defeat it, If the amendment is not with- 
drawn, I shall be obliged to appeal to the 
Senate to vote it down. This is a House bill, 
and if we amend it we cannot pass it at this 
Session. . - 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from 
North Carolina to yield for a moment to pass 
a bill which will he passed without any debate. 
it will not take one minute to pass it. 

Mr. POOL.. I decline to yield to any one. 
I ask for a vote on this bill. z 

Mr. POMEROY. I move an amendment 
to the ameudment of the Senator from Illinois 
by inserting the following as a substitute : 

That all the country lying south of Kansas. and 
west of Arkansas, known as the Indian territory, 
for the purpose of carrying into effect the treaties 
with Indian nations inhabiting’ the same, and one 
tier of counties from the State of Kansas bordering 
on said territory shall be, and the same is hereby. 
created a district, in which there shall be a United 
States district court, and that the terms of said court 
shail be held-at the place to be designated by the 
President of the United States. And the said dis- 
trict court shall hold its terms and transact its busi- 
ness in like manner as other district courts of the 
United States, and kaye the same jurisdiction now 
exercised by the district court for the western dis- 


trict of Arkansas in addition to what is hereinafter 
| provided. : 


Src. —. That the President shall appoint, as other 
officers of district courts are appointed, a judge, 
marshal, and district attorney for said court, whose 
duties, powers, jurisdiction, and emoluments shall 
be the same as provided for by law for the same offi- 
cers in the western district of Arkansas. 

Sec. —. That in addition to the jurisdiction held 
by said district court of the United States, it shall 
hayé original and exclusive jurisdiction in all inter- 
tribal matters, and shall possess and exercise the 
jurisdiction conceded in the treaty. of 1866, between 
the United’ States and the Cherokce nation, pro- 
claimed August 11, of said year, which authorized 
the creation of said court, and shall have exclusive 
jurisdiction in all cases arising out of the laws of 
the inter-tribul council provided for by said treaty 
and by the treaties of the other tribes insaid Indian 
territory. $ 

BC. —. That all male persors over twenty-one 
years of age, Jawfully resident in said territory, shall 
be competent jurors of said court. 

Sec. —. That all Indians residing or found in said 
territory, and white men who, by marriage or other- 
wise, bécome citizens of any nation thereof, or freed- 
men, shall be deemed and held in all cases to be 
Citizens of the territory, and shall in like manner be 
held amenable to al) laws governing the same. 


Mr. CONKLING. I wish to appeal to the 
Senator from Kansas to withdraw this amend- 
ment and let the Senator from North Carolina 
have a vote on this bill) I know there is 
another amendment pending; but let us vote 
down that. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator from INi- 
nois will withdraw his amendment I will with- 
draw. mine. ; : 

Mr. CONKLING, (to Mr. Pomeroy.) With- 
draw yours, and then let us.vote on this, and 
we can vote it down; but if it should not be 
yoted down you can then renew yours. 

Mr. POMEROY. The difference between 
the proposition of the Senator from Illinois 
and mine is that this amendment of mine 
establishes a new court, and the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois establishes the 
western district of Arkansas over this country. 
But I do not want to embarrass the Senator 
from North Carolina, and I will withdraw my 
amendment for the time being. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amend- 
ment to the amendment is withdrawn ; and the 
question ison the amendment of the Senator 
from Hlinois, 

The-amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


Mr. THURMAN submitted the following 
report: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


The committee of conference appointed on the 
disagreeing votes. of- the two Houses upon House 
bill No. 1343, entitled ‘An act supplemental to an 
act entitled ‘An act for the apportionment of Repre- 
sentatives-to Congress among the several States ac- 
cording to the ninth census ;’”" respectfully report 
that having met, after full and free conference it 
recommends that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment to the said: bill of the House, and agree to the 


same. . : 
GEO. F. EDMUNDS, 
0. P. MORTON, i 
A. G. THURMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


‘ULYSSES MERCUR, 
©. W.. WILLARD, 
8.8. COX 


Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


SOLDIERS’ AND SAILORS’ HOMESTEADS. 


Mr. POMEROY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 
No. 1153) to amend an act relating to sol- 
diers’ and sailors’ homesteads. Itis the bill 
I sought to report this morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. ; i 

Mr. STEWART and Mr. SHERMAN. 
What is this bill? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will state for informa- 
tion that this is the same bill which was once 
passed here with two new sections. These 
two new sections were inserted for the pur- 
pose of satisfying 4 doubt which bas arisen in 
the Land Office. It resolves that doubt in 
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favor of actual settlement by a soldier or a | 
sailor. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is exactly it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will | 
be read in full, and it will then be subject to 
debate or amendment. . 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 


i 


The bill was reported to the Senate without H 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a | 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHOICE OF ELECTORS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I move to take up House 
bill No. 351, to prescribe the time for holding 
the election for choosing electors for President 
and Vice Presidentin the State of Louisiana 
for the year 1872. 7s 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘I object. I want to 
know what the bill is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana has moved to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill, the title of which has 
been reported. 

Mr. CASSERLY., I should like to hear the 
bill read for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. lt will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read, the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the electors for President 
and Vice President shall be chosen by the State of 


Louisiana on the first Monday of November, in the | 


year 1872: Provided, That said State may by law 
provide for the filling of any vacancy or vacancies 
which may occur in its college of electors when such 
college meets to give its electoral vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What is the necessity 
for this? We have passed a bill on the subject. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will explain. The bill 
that we passed relating to the same subject is 
on the Speaker’s table in the House. In the 
mean time the House took up and passed with- 
out objection the other evening this bill. It 
is the shortest way of disposing of the bill for 
us to pass it now. It is the same bill, and lies 
on our table, being a House bill. 

Mr. TROMBULL: Is this House bill just 
such a bill as we passed ? . 

Mr. KELLOGG. Precisely. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motiou to take up the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; aud being | 


taken, resulted—yeas 33, nays 18; as follows: 


YHAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
jlamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Lewis, Mor- 


rill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, | 


Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, West, Windom, and 
Wright—33. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Oole, 
Cooper, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, 
Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, 
Trumbull, and Vickers—18. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton, Gold- 
thwaite, Hill, Howe, Johnston, Logan,Osborn, Pome- 
roy, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sprague, Sumner, 
and Wilson—23. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Sen- 


ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded | 


to consider the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL.’ [ sent out to get the 
bill that passed the Senate to see if this was 
the same bill which we passed, and I see it is 
not. It varies essentially. The effect of this 
bill would be to provide for the election of 
electors permanently in the State of Louisi- 
ana on the first Monday of November, or 
else it would never allow an election but dur- 
ing the present year. This would repeal the 
general law. I ask the Senator from Louisi- 
ana what.is the effect of the bill he has here? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Only to fix the day of 
choosing electors at the next election. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It does not say “the 
next election.” It says that the-election of 
electors shall be in the State of Louisiana on 
a particular day, naming it, in 1872. When is 
the election for electors at other presidential 
elections established ? 


in a state of very great uncertainty. The bill 


I think it will leave it | 


I 


| nations depend upon words. 


we passed was specifie. 
this body. provided— . 

That in the State of Louisiana the election of 
Representatives to the Forty-Third Congress and 
the appointment of clectors of President and Vice 
President of the United States shali be on the first 
Monday of November, in the year 1872, and there- 
after such appointment shal! be on the day desig- 
nated by law for the other States. 

The bill that we passed provided that for 
only this one election the election should be 
on Monday instead of Tuesday, and that after- 
ward it should be in Louisiana the same as in 
other States. This House bill, it will be seen, 
does not provide anything about future elec- 
tions. I think it would leave the matter in a 
state of great uncertainty. I suggest to the 
Senator that he had better amend it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I confess that I 
cannot see the criticism that the Senator from 
Ulinois makes. - This act provides for one 
specific election. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes— 

‘That the electors for President and Vice Presi- 
dent shall be chosenin the State of Lonisiana on the 
first Monday in November, in the year 1872.” 

It only provides for that ; it makes no pro- 
vision as to any other time, but leaves the elec- 
tion in any other year to the general law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 do not see that that is 


Mr. BAYARD. The Senate bill did pro- 
vide that after 1872 another day should be fixed. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. But that is the 
general law. 

Mr. KELLOGG. It cannot make any differ- 
ence, surely. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Louis- 
iana assured the Senate that this bill was the 
same as the bill that had passed this body. It 
is a very different bill. f 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iwill say to my friend 
that I supposed it was the same, word for 
word. I had not then examined the bill. 4 
have since, and I cannot see now that it makes 
any difference. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, bills are 
made up of words, and the fate of men and 
It is a very 
different thing to say that bills are the same, 
and then when they are produced to find that 
they contain different words. What is the 
difference in all bills but the difference of lan- 
guage used? The Senate bill did provide, and 
as l consider contrary to the power given to 
Congress under the Constitution, that the 
choice of electors in Louisiana should be upon 
a day different. from that appointed for other 
States of the Union; and, more than that, it 
fixed it for one day in 1872, and provided that 
after 1872 the election should be held upon 
the subsequent day, providing not only a day 
and time, but days and times in the plural—a 
thing we certainly have no authority to do. 

Further than that, if I understood this bill 
from hearing it read just now, it goes further 
aud affects to give the State of Louisiana 
power to elect electors. Where does Con- 
gress get any such authority? 
authority has Congress over this question of 
the election of electors of President and Vice 
President except that contained in the first 
section of the second article, that they ‘ may 
determine the time of choosing electors 
and the day cn whieh they shall give their 
voies?” That is all; and it is provided in the 
same section ‘which day shail be the same 
throughout the United States.” The first 
section of that article provides also that ‘‘ each 
State shall appoint, in such manner as the 
Legislature thereof may direct, a number of 
electors cqual to the whole number of Senators 
and Representatives to which the State may 
be entitled in the Congress.’? As I under- 
stand this bill, Congress undertakes to say how 
they shall fill vacancies. Congress has nothing 
to do with the choice of electors except so far 
asto fix the time for choosing them, and that 
must be uniform throughout the United States. 


The bill that passed 


so 


What possible | 


This bill is a very different one from the bill 
which was passed- by the Senate. -The Sèn- 
ator from Louisiana should have read it before 
he undertook to assure the Senate that the 
bills were identically the same, and that there- 
fore this was to be passed without examination. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Louis- 
iana in asking that this bill be taken up stated 
to the Senate that it was the same bill which 
had passed the Senate on a previous occasion. 
ifit is not in substance the same bill, we voted 
under a misapprehension. I have examined 
it, and I wish to corroborate the Senator from 
Louisiana in the statement which he made 
that, although literally not the same, it is sub- 
stantially the same bill which passed this body. 
As the honorable Senator from New Jersey 


„has said, it relates to one and only one elec- 


tion unmistakably. Therefore there is no need 
and no possibility I submit of discussing that 
it means anything more than that. What else 
does the bill coutain? And now I ask the 
attention of the Senator from Delaware to the 
fact that the only particle of other matter in- 
corporated in this bill is to be found in the 
general act of Congress passed on the 23d of 
January, 1845; and now, if my friend from 
Delaware will hold the bill in his hand, T will 
read to him the words of the statute, in order 
that he may verify what I am going to say. 
That act contains these words: 

“Provided, That each State may by law provide for 
the filling of any vacancy or vacancies which may 
occur in its college of electors when such college 
meets to give its electoral vote.” 

That is the only added provision to the bill; 
and I am told it was put in in the House upon 
the motion of a distinguished lawyer, a mem- 
ber of that body, who expressed the fear that 
if this general provision was not recognized in 
the bill it might be held or supposed that the 
two bills impinged upon each other. There- 
fore, as a mere saving clause, out of abundant 
caution, in deference to this general aét, he 
transplanted from the act in hee verba the 
proviso which it contains. ` 

‘Now, I submit that the whole effect of that 
is not to enlarge at all the scope of meaning 
of the bill, but simply to guard against its 
interfering with the general act of Congress 
which has been a law for nearly thirty years, 
So that I think the Senator from Louisiana 
was quite warranted in saying that this is his 
bill in substance, and he asked to take it up 
coming from the House because the bill which 
went from here is snowed under on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am sur- 
prised that a gentleman so accurate in phrase- 
ology as the Senator from New York should 
suppose that by what he has just said he corrobo- 
rated the statements of the Senator from Louis- 
iana. When a gentleman says the bill is the 
samein substance as another, that is one thing ; 
when he says the bill is precisely the same, it 
is another thing. The idea was meant that we 
had only to accept the bill of the House in order 
to have precisely the bill that was before passed 
upon by the Senate, aud the language of the 
two bills does not bear out that assertion. I 
know, and I referred to the fact, that the law 
of 1845 fixed the Tuesday next after the first 
Monday in November asthe day throughout 
the Union for choosing electors. The objec- 
tion we made to the Senate bill was that it 
went much further than that; not only did it 
give Louisiana a different day from the other 
States, but it provided one day for holding the 
election there in one year and other days in 
other years. That is what the Senate bill did. 
The House has amended that. The House. has 
simply reversed the general law as to Louisi- 
ana—a step which I consider is violative of the 
Constitution—and fixed the day of the election 
in Louisiana on the first Monday in November, 
1872, leaving it to the future as to what change 
shall take place, although the law fixes the 
Tuesday after the first Monday in November 
as the day for the election in the other States. 
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So-that my statement, I submit to: the honor- 
able Senator from New York, was correct, and 
few pérsons are so capable of perceiving its 
correctness as himself, for he is generally very 
accurate in the use of words. 

-Mr; MORTON. I desire to say that: this 
pill isin substance the same as the bill passed 
by the Senate. The Senate bill provided that 
this election should be held on Monday in- 
stead of Tuesday in 1872, and after that on 
Tuesday: The general law provides that. it 
shall be held on ‘Tuesday in all the States. 
This bill provides that it shall be held on Mon- 
day in Louisiana in 1872, and ig: silent after 
that time, so that the general law operates 
after that time. The bills are in: substance 
the same. : ; 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I wish the 
Senate to reflect one moment on what they 
are about to do if they pass this bill. Power 
is given by the Constitution to Congress to 
determine the time of choosing electors of 
President and Vice President. Lhe power is 
conferred in these words : De a 


“The Congress ‘may determine the time of choos- 
ing the electors and the day on which they shall 
give their votes, which day shall be the same 
throughout the United States.” 


` But for that Congress would have no power 
to determine the time. . The power to provide 
for the manner of choosing the electors is 
expressly reserved to the States. By the 
second paragraph of the first section of the 
second article of the Constitution it is pro- 
vided: ; 

__“ Bach State shall appoint, in such manner as the 
Legistature thereof may direct, a number of electors 
equal to the whole number of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives to which the State may be entitled in the 
Congress.” 

If itstood on that-alone the time would be 
fixed by each State for itself, and Congress 
would have no right to interfere. But that 
power is limited by the authority which is 
giver’ Congress ‘fto determine the time of 
choosing the electors and the day on which 
they shall give their votes, which day shall 
be the same throughout the United States.” 
Why was that put in? It was pot in be- 
cause our fathers when they framed the 
Constitution of the United States supposed 
that the people would elect electors and the 
electors would vote for such men as they, the 
electors, should think best suited to be Presi- 
dent of the United States. They did not fore- 
see what has taken place since, that these 
electors would be the mere registers of the 
will of the people, that the candidate would 
be before the people beforehand, and that the 
electors would be compelled by a public senti- 
ment that could not be resisted to vote for 
men who were before the people as candidates 
for President and Vice President. 

Supposing the electors would determine this 
question themselves, that they would vote 
according to their own judgment, and notthat 
of the people, who should be the President 
aud Vice President of the United States, they 
were careful to put in that the votes of elect- 
ors should be cast on the same day, so that 
the vote of no State should influence the vote 
of any other State; and that was the object 
of it, that the vote of no State should be 
influenced by the vote previously cast of some 
other State. 

Now, in practice the vote of the electors is 
nothing but registering the vote of the peo- 
ple, and the very reason which obtained for 
putting in the’ provision in the Constitution 
that the electors should vote upon the same 
day obtains now with quite as much force for 
requiring that the election by the people shall 
be upon the same day. . There is precisely 
the same reason for: the one that there is for 
the other; and indeed it is very doubtful upon 
a fair interpretation of the language of the 
Constitution whether Congress has a right to 
provide for holding the election in one State 
on one day and on another day in another. 
I am inclined to think it has not. The lan- 


guage is, ‘‘The Congress may determine the 
lime of choosing the electors,” not ‘the 
times,” not ‘‘ several times,’’ but *‘ the time 
of choosing the electors;’’ and every reason 
that can be urged in favor of limiting to a 
single day the time when the. electors them- 
selves shall vote, applies with equal force 
when we come to fix the time upon which the 
people shall vote. ` ete? : 

Why, what a power would it give to a parti- 
san majority in Congress in the year of a pres- 
idential election if it can change the law and 
provide that this State shall‘ vote this week, 
and another the next week, and another the 
week after, and so on to the end of the chap- 
ter! How nicely could you artange the times 
for holding the elections for presidential elect- 
ors to achieve a particular end! That never 
was intended at all. The true intent and spirit 
of the Constitution is that the-eléction shall be 
onthe same day throughout the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio will please suspend. The morning 
hour has expired, and the tariff and tax bill is 
before the Senate, the pending question being 
on the amendment in relation to tobacco. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask that the regular 
order be passed over. I hope my friend trom 
Ohio will allow a vote to be taken on this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to 
allowing a vote. 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, Mr. President, there 
is a great question of senatorial responsibility 
for statements involved in this case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; Linsist on the 
regular order. ` 

Mr. KELLOGG. I shall be compelled to 
move to lay aside the tarif bill. 


CENTENNIAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. SCOTT. As this bill goes over, I ask 
the Senator from Ohio to permit me to make 
a statement before I make a request. My 
statement is this: there is now sitting in the 
city of Philadelphia a commission composed 
of persons from nearly every State and Ter- 
ritory in the Union, composing the centennial 
commission. They are made a board of com- 
missioners for the purpose of putting into 
operation the charter of incorporation that is 
now before the Senate to incorporate the cen- 
tennial commission, a means of raising money 
for the purpose of making that exhibition suc- 
cessful. My information is that they will ad- 
journ to-day at three o’clock, and they are 
awaiting the action of the Senate upon the 
bill. In view of that fact, and that the constitu- 
ents of every Senator upon the floor are as 
much interested in the question as I am, Task 
unanimous consent that that bill, which has 
already been read, may be put upon its pas- 


sage, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks unanimous. consent 
that the Senate vote upon the passage of the 
centennial commission bill of the House of 
Representatives. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears no objection, and the bill (H. R. 
No. 2078) relative to the centennial interna- 
tional exhibition to be held in the city of 
Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, in the 
year 1876, is before the Senate. The ques- 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT subsequently said : 
The attention of the Chair has been directed 
by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLAYTON] 
to the fact of certain misprints in the names 
of the persons appointed from Arkansas. The 
name of James Terrans should be James Tor- 
rans, and that of H. A. Miller, H. A. Millen. 
These corrections will be made. a 

MESSAGE FROM TIIE HOUSE. 
-A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No.» 
872) to provide for the sale of certain New 


York Indian lands in Kansas, asked a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Joun P. C. 
Suanxs of Indiana, Mr. Wriuiam H. Upson 
of Ohio, and Mr. ALEXANDER MITCHELL of 
Wisconsin, managers at the same on its part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed. the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 58) to prescribe the time for 
holding the election for the electors’ of Pres- 
ident and Vice President in the State of 
Louisiana ; 

A bill (S. No. 631) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
at Brownsville, Nebraska ; and 

‘A pill (S. No. 828) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
opposite to or within the corporate limits of 
Nebraska City, Nebraska. 

The message further announced that the 
House had’ passed the following bills; in which 
it requested tlie concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2719) for cancellation of 
bonds for manufactured tobacco Jost onsteamer 
George P. Upton, between the cities of Rich- 
mond and New York; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2867) to regulate the 
exercise of eminent domain in securing a site 
for public buildings in the city of Cincinnati. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PRATT. I was about appealing to 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance to 
allow me to make a report. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator had aright 
to make it this morning. There was ample 


time. 

Mr. PRATT. It is in the case of avery 
meritorious soldier—a gallant officer of the 
eighth Ohio infantry, [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not fair. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. PRATT. . This is a pet lamb of mine, 
that I have been nourishing in my bosom sev- 
eral mornings, anxiously attempting to get the 
ear of the Senate for the purpose of putting 
the bill on its passage. . 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. 
tion to considering the bill? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would object if it was 
for myself under the circumstances. Having 
given my word, | will not violate it. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WEST. J ask leave to make a report 
from the committee of conference on the Army 
appropriation bill. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
receive the conference report unless objec- 


Is there objec- 


tion be made. 


Mr, WEST submitted the following report : 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1541) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the ycar cnding June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend, and 
dorecommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 5, 9, 10, 14, 28, and 31 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 15, and 26, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the second amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: on page 
2, lines twenty-two and twenty-three of the bill, 
strike out the following words * when serving in the 
field and at the out-posts;” and the Senute agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventh amendment of the Senate, and agreo 
to the same with an amendment, as follows. In 
lieu of the words stricken out by said amendment 
insert the following words: ‘two hundred and fifty 
thousand:;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That: the House recede from their disagreement to 
the eleventh amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: in line 
three of said amendment strike out the word 

‘twenty ” and insert in lieu the word “‘ten;’ and 
the Senate agree to thesame. i. r 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the twenty-seventh amendment, and agree to the 
same with the following amendments: strike out 
in lines one and two of said amendments the words 

one hundred and eighty,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “two hundred and seventy; ’’ and in line 
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one of said amendment after the word “‘ heavy” 
insert the word “rifled;? and at the end of said 
amendment add the following words: “and the 
powder and projectiles necessary for testing the 
same shall be supplied from stores on hand;” and 
the Senate agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from their twenty-ninth 
amendment and agree to the clause modified as fol- 
lows: strike out all after the word “testing,” inline 
twenty-two, on page 7 of the bill, down to the end 
of line twenty-five on same page, and insert in lieu 
the following words: “ James Crockett’s graduating 
and accelerating cartridge, and for experimenting 
with patent metallic cartridge of Willis E. Moore, 
and other improvements in ammunition, $5,000: 
and the House agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirtieth amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
the same with the following amendments: strikeout 
of said amendment all after the word “appointed,” 
in line five, down to and including the word “ field,” 
in line seven, and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing words, *“ by the Secretary of War.” And strike 
out of said amendment all after the word “ officers,” 
in line eight, down to and including the word" war,” 


in Jine nine; and in same line nine strike out the: 


word “two” and insert in lieu the word " one;” 
and after the word “officers,” in same line nine, 
insert the following words, ‘one ordnance officer ;” 
and at the end of said amendment add the following 
words: “*to any of its officers or employés, or for any 
patent in which said officers or employés may be 
directly or indirectly interested ;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

On amendment of the Senate number eight they 
make no recommendation. 


J. R. WEST, 

FRANK P. BLAIR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
0. J. DICKEY, 

JOHN COBURN, 
THOMAS SWANN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is amendment 
number eight? 

Mr. WEST. The Fort Leavenworth mat- 
ter. We hold that open. I now move that 
the Senate concur in the report. made by the 
committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The committee 
of conference on the Army appropriation bill 
have reported an agreement upon all the 
amendments thereto except that in relation to 
the Fort Leavenworth reservation. They ask 
that the report be agreed to and a new con- 
ference asked of the House of Representatives 
upon that particular item. If there be no ob- 
jection, it will be so ordered. It is so ordered. 
How shall the conferees be appointed? [* By 
the Chair.””] The Chair will appoint the same 
conferees, the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
West, ] the Senator from Illinois,[ Mr. Locas, ] 
and the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. BLAI. | 

Mr. LOGAN subsequently said: I notice 
that I was appointed again on the conference 
committee on the part of the Senate in refer- 
ence to the Army appropriation bill. I ask to 
be excused from serving on that committee, 
for the reason that | am now on so many com- 
mittees that I cannot attend to them all. 

The question being put, Mr. Logan was 
excused. 


The VICE PRESIDENT was authorized to || 


fill the vacancy, and he appointed Mr. Mor- 
RILL, of Maine. 


` PAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular 
order. : 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The tobacco 
questiou is before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was one section 
passed over at my request last night to allow 
me to have a substitute prepared, and I wish 
now to offer it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Allow me to ask a 
question first for convenience. In looking 
over the bill, I find no provision in reference 
to goods in bond, and I wish the Senator 
would give an assurance thus publicly, if he 
can, that there is to be such a provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a section here 
expressly providing for it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Reported by the com- 
mittee? 


Mr. SHERMAN. It is in the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I had overlooked it. 
Then, as I understand, it is the purpose of 
the committee to make provision for all goods 
in bond. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will find it 
on page 82 of the bill. 

I now offer the following amendment asa 
substitute for section [thirteen] fourteen at 
the top of page 54. It is only a difference in 
the mode of fixing the pay of gaugers. In lien 
of that section, I move to insert: 

That on and after the date when this act shall 
take effect, the compensation of internal revenue 
gaugers shall be by fees depending upon the quan- 
tity. gauged, to be prescribed by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, which, together with their 
actual and necessary traveling expenses verified 
by the oath of the gauger, and the compensation of 
internal revenue gaugers and storekeepers, shall 
be paid by the United States monthly without 
requiring reimbursement by distillers. X 

Mr. CONKLING. What section does that 
strike out? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The section at the top 
of page 54. Instead of a per diem, we allow 
them fees. : . 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will now report the pending amendment offered 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in 
regard to the tax upon tobacco. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill withdraw that to 
allow the question to be taken distinctly on 
striking out the section proposed by the Sen- 
ator from lowa, [Mr. Wricur. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
then recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Iowa, [ Mr. Wricut,] to strike out the clause 
fixing the tax upon all tobacco as proposed 
in the House bill at twenty cents, and as pro- 
posed by the Senate committee at twenty-four 
cents, the effect being to leave the tobacco tax 
as it now is. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The pending motion, made 
by myself, is to strike out the entire clause 
from line eight to line nineteen, inclusive, on 
page 55, and the effect of that motion, as has 
been explained very clearly by the Chair, will 
be to leave the tax as it now stands. I desire 
to say before the vote is taken, however, that 
if this clause shall be stricken out I propose 
to follow it up with an amendment that will 
remove the difficulties to some extent, if not 
entirely, which have been suggested to the law 
as it now stands; in other words, to place the 
sixteen-cent tax on the very cheapest qualities 
of tobacco. I desire to say also that when 
this vote shall be taken I shall call for the 
yeas and nays, and regard it as settling the 
question by vote of the Senate whether they 
propose to have a uniform or discriminating 
tax. 

I trust I shall be allowed to say one word 
farther before the vote is taken. To the prop- 
osition that I suggested last night I have yet 
heard no answer; that is, that it is important 
to the interests of trade that we shall have sta- 
bility in taxation. To the statement that there 
has been no complaint against this tax I have 
also heard no answer. It is true that it was 
| suggested by the Senator from Texas that the 

consumers were not here and were not able to 
get here; but it was entirely in their power to 
have sent up their petitions ortheir complaints, 
if they had any to make. Those complaints 
have come from the manufacturers alone. No 
word of complaint has come from any person 
else. 
I think for these reasons alone that the Sen- 
ate ought to be satisfied to let this tax remain as 
‘itis. In the first place, if you have a uniform 
tax you disturb existing industries.. Ifyou let 
the tax remain as itis, then persons know what 
the tax is, and they can arrange their business 
accordingly. There is no reason why this tax 
should be disturbed. If you make the tax 
uniform at twenty-four cents, then under the 
law it will be necessary for those who put up 
| the cheaper quality of tobacco, smoking 


| tobacco, to incur an additional expense of 


three cents for each package or each pound, 
and thereby make them pay twenty-seven cents 
instead of twenty-four cents upon the cheaper 
quality of tobacco, while the higher article of 
tobacco pays twenty-four cents. Now, because 
we ought to have stability of taxation, because 
we have. had no complaint from consumers, 
and because by a uniform tax. so called, we 
shall really place a heavier tax on the cheaper 
article of tobacco, I insist that the law shall 
remain as it is now. : 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, revenue is 
necessary to the Government, and the most 
just and simple form in which that revenue 
can be collected is certainly best. The prop- 
osition of the House of Representatives comes 
bere as an indication of the popular will on 
this subject, and I am disposed to vote for 
it or for the prizciple of unitormity of taxa- 
tion, for the reason that it has the sanction of 
the popular branch of Congress, those who 
reflect directly the will of the. people. 

The position of the Senator from Iowa, 
that the people have not complained with re- 
gard to thistax, does not strike me with much 
force. The factthat the people have not com- 
plained ofthe burdens that are upon them is 
no reason why those burdens should not be 
lessened if it be within the power of the Gov- 
ernment properly to do it. If it is within the 
power of the country, regarding the interests 
of the nation. to lighten the burdens of the 
people, Congress should not wait until the 
people complain that they are overtaxed, in 
order to move forward inthe direction of their 
relief. 

But there is another reason why the tax 
should be uniform, and it is a practical reason. 
lt has been testified to here that all classes of 
tobacco are used in both forms, both of plug 
and cut tobacco; but I assert, from my knowl- 
edge, my information, and my experience, that 
the laboring classes of the country, the no- 
madic classes, the men who work in the fields, 
use the plug tobacco, aud for a very good rea- 
son: in the first place, the cut tobacco is 
bulky; it cannot be carried, it cannot be 
transported with that safety and with that ease 
that the plug tobacco can be. It absorbs 
perspiration and soon becomes spoiled. The 
aroma of the cut tobacco is. not equal in 
strength to that of plug tobacco, as a general 
tule; and among all the laboring classes of 
the South not a hundredth portion of the to- 
bacco used by them isin any other form than 
plug tobacco. Itis stronger; it keeps better; 
it can be carried about the person without 
injury to the tobacco; it can be carried in 
the field, and is always ready for use. 

Now, sir, the colored people of the country, 
who of all the people of this land are most 
excusable for the indulgence of this pernicious 
habit, use almost entirely the plug tobacco, 
They smoke the plug tobacco to the exclusion 
of the cut tobacco, because it is more exhil- 
arating, the aroma isstronger. Ido notremem- 
ber in my experieace to have seen the cut 
tobacco used by the laboring class of the South. 
To the shopkeeper, the storekeeper, those who 
remain about houses and who can use the cut 
tobacco with convenience, it is cheapest 
and cau be used best. I have seen more cut 
tobacco used since I have been in Washington 
city than [ have in all my life before. If this 
tax is kept up, it will go forward until the very 
best tobacco in all the market will find its form 
for sale in that of the cut tobacco because of 
the discrimination against that tobacco on the 
question of tax. 2 

Now, uniformity we desire; uniformity is a 
necessity; and there is a directness in this 
thing of a uniform tax that should be con- 
sidered. ` 

Finding that my time is nearly out; I will 
not elaborate another proposition that I in- 
tended to touch upon, but will say—-I believe 
ĮI have time for that—that if I had my way 
with taxation [ would continue the tax upon 
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tobacco, thereby taxing a luxury, and a per- 
nicious one, and ‘I would relieve the tax upon 
some articles. of industry ;.for example, that | 
of bagging and baling. J would offer a reward 
to industry, and place a tax upon luxury. But 
J meet the case as it has been argued here—— j 

The PRESIDING OFTICER, (Mr. FEBRY, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) TheSenator’s time 
has expired.. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on that amendment. ` 

The yeas and nays: were ordered. 


Mr. CASSERLY. On this question T am 
paired with the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
Hamrin, | who is now absent on business. If 
he were here he would vote ‘‘yea,’’ and I 
should vote ‘‘nay.”! 

Mr. THURMAN. On ‘this question I am 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia, 
(Mr. Davis.] If he were here he would vote 
“nay,” and I should vote ‘ yea.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—veas 17, nays 82; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Harlan, 
Hitchcock, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Pratt, Sher- 
man, Tipton, Trambull, Windom, and Wright—17. 

NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard. Blair, 
Boreman, Buckingham, Clayton, Cooper, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, John- 
ston, Kelly, Lewis, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Sauls- 
bury, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Spragué, Stevenson, 
Stockton. Sumner, Vickers, West, and Wilson—32. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Ram- 
sey, Hise; Robertson, Spencer, Stewart, and ‘Thar- 
man~—~25, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I believe the amend- 
ment inserting ‘twenty four’? in lieu of 
‘twenty’? was adopted before the motion was 
made to strike out. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Then, if itis now conve 
nient to the Senate, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment, which comes in most appropriately at 
the top of page 55. I think the Senate, by 


the last vote, has decided the rate of duty in į 


regard to tobacco, and I shall make no fur- 
ther motion in regard to it. 

The Committee on Finance direct me to 
report an amendment, to come in at the 
end of page 54, which.is quite a long one, 
consolidating the various taxes in regard to 
brewers. It isa bill that has passed, in the 
very words in which J offer it, in the House of 
Representatives, and has received the sanc- 
tion of the Committee on Finance and been 
reported by them without amendment. It 
simply embodies the present law in regard to 
brewers without changing it in any material 
respect. It meets with the approval of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. I ask 
that it be adopted as one amendment. The 
brewers are very desirous to have it. passed, 
and I believe it is assented to by everybody. 

Mr. STEVENSON, We cannot hear the 
Senator from Ohio on this side, and I should 
like him to inform us where this amendment is 
to come in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ai the bottom of page 
54, between the sections in regard to spirits 
and tobacco. It relates to brewers only, and 
comes in there most appropriately. I would 


a offer it here than at a later part of the 
ils 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis a question for the 
Senate to say whéther they will have that 
amendment read: It is a mere codification of 
the present lawin regard to brewers, the made 
of establishing breweries, the mode of giving 
notice, and so on. Itis a mere formal matter, 
that has nothing to do with the tax, but is put | 
here so as to have itall in the same law. [| 
hope the reading may be dispensed with, un- | 


less some Senator desires it. I do not sup- 
pose any one would listen to: it if it was read. 
If they will take it on faith, as it has. passed 
the House of Representatives, in the very 
words we offer it, has passed the Committee 
on Finance, and meets the approval-of the 
internal revenue department, I ask to dispense 
with the reading. $ . : 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the character 
of it? , f 

“Mr. SHERMAN. It.is a codification of 
the laws in regard. to brewers., The brewers 
desire it; the internal revenue department 

esires it; it has passed the. House. of Rep- 
resentatives, and has the approval of the 
Committee on Finance. It is a very long 
codification. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Isis confined to brewers 
alone? ý 

Mr. SHERMAN. Entirely... ; 

Mr. VICKERS. Ido not know any differ- 
ence between voting on an amendment in 
manuscript and voting on one in print. We 
have not read this amendment. and do not 
understand it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator desires it, 
it can be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Senator 
from Maryland insists on the reading of the 
amendment, and it will be read by the Sec- 
retary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will 
listen to it. 

Mr. VICKERS. I-willdoso , 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the 
amendment, which is to add the following 
sections: 


Sec. —. That every brewer shall, before eommenc- 
ing or continuing business, file with the assistant 


| assessor of the assessment district in which he shall 


design to carry on his business a notice in writing, 
stating therein the name of the person, company, 
corporation, or firm, and the names of the members 
of any such company or firm, together with.the 
place or places of residence of such person or per- 


! sons, and a description of the premises on which the 


brewery is situated, and of his or their title thereto, 
and the name or names of the owner or- owners 
thereof. j 

Sec. —. That every brewer shall execute a bond 
to the United States, to be approved by the col- 
lector of the district, in a sum equal to twice the 
amount of tax which, in the opinion of the assessor, 
said brewer will bo liable to pay during any one 
month, which bond shall be renewed on the Ist day . 
of May in each year, and shall be conditioned that 
he will pay, or cause to be paid, as herein provided, 
the tax required by law on all beer, lager beer, ale, 

orter, and other fermented liquors aforesaid made 

y him, or for him, before the same is sold or re- 


moved for consumption or sale, except as herein- | 


after provided; and that he will keep, or cause to 
be kept, a book in the manner and for the purposes 
hereinafter specified, which shall be open to inspec- 
tion by the proper officers, as by law required; and 
that he will in all respects faithfully comply, with- 
out fraud or evasion, with all requirements of law 
relating to the manufacture and sale of any malt 
liquors before mentioned : Provided, That no brewer 
shall be required to pay a special tax as a wholesale 
dealer, by reason of selling at wholesale, at a place 
other than his brewery, malt liquors manufactured 
by him. , 
Src. —. That thereshallbe paidon all beer, lager 
beer, ale, porter, and other similar fermented 
liquors, by whatever namo such liquors may be 
ealied, a tax of one dollar for every barrel contain- 
ing not more than thirty-one gallons; and.ata like 
rate for any other quantity, or for any fractional 
part of a barrel, which shall be brewed or manufac- 
tured and sold, or removed for consumption or 
sale, within the United States; which tax shali be 
paid by the owner, agent, or superintendent of the 
brewery or premises in which such fermented 
liquors shall be made, in the manner and at the 
time hereinafterspecified: Provided, That fractional 
parts of a barrel shall be halves, quarters, sixths, 
and eighths; and any fractional part of a barrel 
containing less than one eighth shall be accounted 
oue eighth; more. than one eighth and net more 
than one sixth, shall be accounted one sixth ; more 
than one sixth and not more than one quarter, shall 
be accounted one quarter; more than one quarter 
and not more than onc half, shall be accounted one 
half; more than one balf and not more than one- 
barrel, shall be accounted one barrel; and more 
than one barrel and not more than sixty-three gal- 
lons, shall be accounted two barrels, or a hogshead. 
Sec. —. That every person owning or occupyin: 
any brewery or premises used orintended to be ased 
for the purposeof brewing or making such fermented 
liquors, or who shall have such premises under his 
control or superintendence, asagent for the owner or 
occupant, or shall have in his possession or custody. 


i any brewing materials, utensils, or apparatus,used or 


intended to be used on said premisesin the manufac- 


ji 


ture of beer, lager beer, ale, porter, or othersimilar 
fermented liquors, cither as owner, agent, or super- 
intendent, shall, from day to day, enter, or cause to 
be entered, in a book to be kept by him for that 
purpose, the kind of such malt liquors,the estimated 
quantity produced in barrels, and the actual quan- 
tity sold or removed for consumption or sale in 
barrels and fractional parts of barrels, and shall 
also, from day to day, enter, or cause to be en- 
tered, in a separate book to be kept by him for that 
purpose, an account of all materials. by him pur- 
chased for the purpose of producing such fermented 
liquors, including grain and malt; and shall render 
to said assessor or assistant assessor, on or before 
the tenth day of each month, a true statement, in 
writing, taken from his books, of the estimated 
quantity in barrels of such malt liquors brewed, and 
the actual quantity sold or removed for consumption 
or saleduring the preceding month ; and shall verify, 
or cause to_be verified, the said statement, and the 
facts therein set forth, by oath or affirmation, to be 
taken before the assessor or assistant assessor of the 
district, according to the form required by Jaw, and 
shall immediately forward to the collector of the dis- 
trict a duplicate of said statement duly certified by 


_ the assessor or assistant assessor ; and said books shail 


þe open at all, times for the inspection of any assessor 
or assistant assessor, collector, deputy collector, in- 
spector, or revenue agent, who may take memoran- 
dums and transcripts therefrom. — i 

Seo. —. That the entries made insuch books sball, 
on or before the 10th day of each month, be verified 
by the oath or affirmation of the person or persons 
by whom such entries shall have been made; which 
oath or affirmation shall be written in the book at 
the end of such entries, and be certified by the officer 
administering the same, and shall be in form as fol- 
lows: ‘Xk do swear (or affirm) that the foregoing 
entries were made by me; and that they state truly, 
according to the best of my knowledge and belief, 
the estimated quantity of the whole amount of such 
malt liquors brewed, and the actual quantity sold, 
and the actual quantity removed from the brewery 
owned by ~-——, in the county of ; and fur- 
ther, that I haye no knowledge of any matter or 
thing required by law to be stated in said entries 
which has been omitted therefrom.” Andtheowner, 
agent, or superintendent aforesaid shall also, in case 
the original entries made in his book shallnot have 
been made by himself, subjoin thereto the following 
oath or affirmation, to be taken in manner as afore- 
said: “Í do swear (or affirm) that, to the best of my 
knowledge and belief, the foregoing entries fully set 
forth all the matters therein required by law; and 
that the same are just and true; and that I have 
taken.all the means in my power to make them so.”’ 

Sec. —. That the owner, agent, or superintendent 
of any brewery, vessels, or utensils used in making 
fermented liquors, who shall evade, or attempt to 
eyade, the payment of the tax thereon, or fraudu- 
lently neglect or refuse to make true and exact entry 
and report of the same in the manner required by 
law,.or to do, or-cause to bedone, any of the things 
by law required to be done by him as aforesaid, or 
who shall intentionally make false entry in said 
book or in said statement, or knowingly allow or 
procure the same to be done, shail forfeit, for every 
such offense, all the liquors made by bim or for 
him, and all the vessels, utensils, and apparatus 
used in making the same, and be Hable to a pen- 
alty of not less than $500 nor more than $1,000, 
to be recovered with costs of suit, and shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be im- 
prisoned for a term not exceeding one year, And 
any brewer who shall neglect to keep the books, or 
refuse to furnish the account and duplicate thereof 
as provided by law, or who shall refuse to pernit 
the proper officer to examine the books in the man- 
ner provided, shall, for every such refusal or neg- 
lect, forfeit and pay the sum of $300. 

Suc. —. That the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue shall cause to be prepared, for the payment of 
the tax aforesaid, suitable stamps denoting the 
amount of tax required to- be paid on the hogs- 
heads, barrels, and halves, quarters, sixths, and 
eighths of a barrel of such fermented liquors, (and 
shall also cause to be prepared suitable permits for 
the purpose hereinafter mentioned,) and shali fur- 
nish the same to the collectors.of internal revenue, 
who shall each be required to keep on hand at all 
times a sufficient supply of permits, and a supply 
of stamps equal in amount to two months’ salp 
thereof, if there shall be any brewery or brewery 
warehouse in his district, and the said stamps shall 
be sold, and the said permits granted and delivered 
by such collectors only to the brewers of their dis- 


| tricts respectively; and such collectors shall keep 


an account of the number of permits delivered and 
also the number and values of the stamps sold by 
them to each of such brewers respectively; and the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall allow 
upon all sales of such stamps to any brewer, and 
by him used in his business, a deduction of seven 
and a half percent. And the amount paid into the 
Treasury by any collector on account of the sale of 
such stamps to brewers shall be included in esti- 
mating the commissions of such collector and of 
the assessor. of the same district. 

Ssc.—. That every brewer shall obtain from the 
collector of the district in which his brewery or 
brewery warehouse may be situated, and not.otber- 
wise, unless such collector shall fail.to. furnish the 
same upon application to him, the proper stamp or 
stamps, and shall affix upon the spigot-hole or tap 
(of which there shall be.but one) of each and every 
hogshead, barrel, keg, or other receptacle, in which 
any fermented liquor shall be. contained, when sold 
or removed from such brewery or warehouse, (execpt 
in case of removal under permit as hereinafter pro- 
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vided,) a stamp denoting the amount of the tax 
required upon such fermented liquor, in such a 
way that the said stamp or stamps will be destroyed 
upon the withdrawal of the liquor from such hogs- 
head, barrel, keg, or otber vessel, or upon the intro- 
duction of a faucet or other instrument for that pur- 
pose; and shall also, at the time of affixing such 
stamp or stamps as aforesaid, cancel the same by 
writing or imprinting thereon the name of the per- 
son, firm, orcorporation by whom such liquor may 
have been made, or the initial letters thereof, and 
the date when canceled. Every brewer who shali 


refuse or neglect to affix and cancel the stamp or | 


stamps required by law in the manner aforesaid, or 
who shall affix a false or fraudulent stamp thereto, 
or knowingly permit the sane to be done, shall be 


liable to pay a penalty of $100 for each barrel or 
package on which such omission or fraud occurs, | 


and shall be liable to imprisonment for not more 
than ove year. 

Sec. — That any brewer, cartman, agent for trans- 
portation, or other person who shall sell, remove, 
receive, or purchase, orin any way aid in the sale, 
removal, receipt, or purchase, of any fermented 
liquor contained in any hogshead, barrel, keg, or 


other vessel from any brewery or brewery ware- | 


house, upon which the stamp or permit in case of 


removal required by law shajl not have been. affixed, | 


or on which a false or fraudulent stamp or permit, in 


case of removal, is affixed, with knowledge that it | 


is such, or on which a slamp or permit, in case of 
removal, once canceled, is used a second time; and 
any retail dealer or other person who shall with- 
draw or aid in the withdrawal of any fermented 
liquor from any hogshead, barrel, keg, or other ves- 
sel containing the same, without destroying or de- 
facing the stamp aflixed upon the same, or shall 
withdraw or aid in the withdrawal of any fermented 
liquor from any hogshead, barrel, keg, or other ves- 
sel, upon which the proper stamp shall not have 
been affixed, or on which a false or fraudulent stamp 


is affixed, shall be liable to a fine of $100, and to im- | 


prisonment for not more than one year, Every per- 
son who shall make, sell, or use any false or coun- 


terfeit stamp, or permit, or diefor printing or making | 


stamps or permits which shall be in imitation of, or 
purport to be a lawful stamp, permit, or die of the 
kind before mentioned, or who shail procure the 
same to be done, shall be imprisoned for not less 
than one nor more than five years: Provided, That 
every brewer who sells fermented liquor at retail at 
the brewery or other place where the same is made, 
shall affix and cancel the proper stamp or stamps 
upon the hogsheads, barrels, kegs, or other vessels 
in which the same is contained, and shall keep an 
account of the quantity so sold by him, and of the 
number and size of the hogsheads, barrels, kegs, or 
other-vessels in which the same has been contained, 
and shall! make a report thereof, verified by oath, 
monthly, to the assessor, and torward a duplicate 
of the same to the collector of the district: And 


provided further, That brewers may remove orj 


transport, or cause to be removed or transported, 


malt liquor of their own manufacture, known as | 


Jager beer, in quantities of not less than six barrels 
in one vessel, and may also remove or transport, or 
cause to be removed or transported, malt liquors 


known as ale or porter, or any other malt liquor not | 


heretofore mentioned, in quantities not less than 
fifty barrels at a time, from their breweries or other 
places of manufacture, to a depot, warehouse, or 
other place used exclusively for storage or sale in 
bulk, and occupied by them, from one part of one 
collection district to another part of the same col- 
lection district, or from one collection. district to 


another collection district, without affixing the | 


proper stamp on said vessels of lager beer, ale, 


porter, and other malt liquor at the brewery or place | 


of manufacture, under a permit to be obtained from 
the collector of the district, (who is to grant the 
same upon application,) wherein said malt liquor is 
mauufactured, to said depot or warehouse, but to no 
other place, under such rules and regulations as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe, 
and thereafter the manufacturer of the walt liquor 
so removed shall stamp the same when it leavessuch 
depot or warehouse in the same manner and under 
the same penalties and liabilities as when stamped 
atthe brewery as herein provided; and the collector 
of the district in which such depot. or warehouse is 
situated shall furnish the manufacturer with the 
stamps for stamping the same as if the said malt 
liquor had been manufactured in his district: And 


_ provided further, That said permit must be affixed | 
to each and every such vessel or cask and canceled | 
and destroyed in such manner as the Commissioner | 
of Internal Revenue shall prescribe, and under the | 
same penalties and liabilities as herein provided as | 


to stamps: And provided further, That where fer- 


mented liquor has become sour or damaged, so as to | 


be incapable of use as such, brewers may sell the 
same for manufacturing purposes, and may remove 
the same to places where it may be used for such 


purposes, in casks or other vessels, unlike those ; 


ordinarily used for fermented liquors, containing 
respectively not less than one barrel each, and hav- 
ing the nature of their contents marked upon them, 
withoutathxing thereon the permit, stamp, or stamps 
required. 
Sec. —. Th 
or eause to be marked, upon every hogshead, barrel, 
keg, or other vessel containing the fermented liquor 
made by him, before it is sold or removed from the 
brewery, or brewery warehouse, or other place: of 
manufacture, the name of the person, firm, or cor- 
poration by whom such liquor was manufactured, 
and the place where the 
‘And any person, other than the owncr thereof, or 
his agent, authorized so to do, who shall intention- 


atevery brewer shall by branding mark, ! 


same shall have been made. į 


ally remove or deface such marks therefrom, shall 
be liable to a penalty of fifty dollars for each cask 
or vessel from which the mark is so removed or de- 
faced: Provided, however, That when a brewer shall 
purchase fermented liquor finished and ready for 
sale from another brewer, in order to supply the cus- 
tomers of such purchaser, such purchaser may. upon 
written notice to the collector of his intention so to 
do, and under such regulations as the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue may prescribe, furnish his own 
vessels, branded with his name and the place where 
his brewery is located, to be filled with the fer- 
mented liquor so purchased, and to be so removed; 
the proper stamp or stamps to be affixed and ean- 
celed as aforesaid, by the manufacturer, before 
removal, . 

Src. —. That where a brewer shall, by reason of 
an accident by fire or flood, or by reason of his brew- 
ery undergoing repairs, or other circumstances, 
which may, in the opinion of the collector of the 
proper district, require or render it proper thatsuch 
brewer shall be permitted to conduct his business 
wholly or partially at some other place within the 
sameor adjoining district for a temporary period, it 
shall be lawful for such collector, under such regu- 
lations and subject to such limitation of time as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe, 
to issue a permit to such brewer, authorizing him to 
conduct his business, wholly or partially, according 
to the circumstances, at such other place fora period 
in such permit to be stated, and such brewer shall 
not be required to pay another spécial tax for the 
purpose. 

Src. —. That where malt liquor or tun liquor, in 
the first stages of fermentation, known as unfer- 
mented worts, of whatever kind, is sold by one 
brewer to another for the purpose of producing fer- 
mentation or enlivening old or stale ale, porter, 
lager beer, or other fermented liquors, it shall not 
be liable to a tax to be paid by the seller thereof, 
but the tax on the same shall pe paid by the pur- 
chaser thereof, when the same, having been mixed 
with the old or stale beer, is sold by him as provided 


by law, and such sale or transfer shall be subject | 


to such restrictions and regulations as the Commis- 
sioner of internal Revenue may prescribe. 

Src.—. That the ownership or possession by any 
person of any fermented liquor after its sale or re- 
moval from brewery or warehouse or other place 
where it was made, upon which the tax required 
shall not have been paid, shall render the same 
liable to seizure wherever found, and to forfeiture, 
removal under said permits excepted, and that the 
want of a proper stamp or stamps upon any hogs- 
head, barrel, keg, or other vessel in which fermented 
liquor may be contained after its sale or removal 
from the brewery where the same was made, or 
warehouse, as aforesaid, shall be notice to all per- 
sons that the tax has not been paid thereon, and 
shall be prima facie evidence of the non-payment 
thereof. i 

Src. —. That any person, other than the purchaser 
or owner of any fermented liquor, or person acting 
on his behalf, or as his agent, who shall intention- 
ally remove or deface the stamp or permit affixed 
upon the hogshead, barrel, keg, or other vessel, in 
which the same may be contained, shall be liable to 
a fine of fifty dollars for each such vessel from which 


the stamp or permit is so removed or defaced, and j 


to render compensation to such purchaser or owner 
for all damage sustained by him therefrom, 

Sec —. That any person who shall withdraw any 
fermented liquor from any hogshead, barrel, keg, or 


other vessel upon which the proper stamp or stamps | 


shall not have been affixed, for the purpose of bot- 
tling the same, or who shall carry on, or attempt to 
carry on, the business of bottling fermented liquor 
in any brewery or other place in which fermented 
liquor is made, or upon any premises having com- 
munication with such brewery or any warehouse, 
shall be liable to a fine of $500, and the property 
used in such bottling or business shall be liable to 
forfeiture. 


Before the reading of the amendment was 
concluded, 

Mr. VICKERS. I withdraw the objection, 
and I reserve my right to object until we get 
into the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
withdraws his objection and reserves the right 
to have the amendment read in the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed, the | 
amendments reported by the Committee on jj 


Finance being voted on as they were reached 
in the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section [seventeen] sixteen, 
lines twenty-three and twenty-four, to strike 


out the words ‘whose annual sales do not | 


exceed $10,000;"’ and after the word * dol- 


lars,” in line twenty-five, to strike out the | 


words “and if their anuual sales exceed 
$10,000, shall pay, in addition, two dollars for 


every thousand dollars in excess of $10,000; | 


so as to make the paragraph read: 


That section fifty-nine be amended by striking out 
all of paragraphs seven, eight, ninc, and ten, and 
inserting in Heu thereof the following, to wit: 
‘dealers in leaf tobacco, except retail dealers in 


leaf tobacco, as hereinafter defined, shall each pay. 
twenty-five dollars,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. After the words ‘for 
sale,” in line thirty, on page 56, 1 move to 
insert the words ‘‘or consigned .for sale on 
commission.”’ 

The amendment was agreed-to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance, was in section [seventeen] sixteen, 
from lines seventy-seven to eighty-one, inclu- 
sive, to strike out the following proviso: 
Provided, That nothing in this section shal] be 
construed to prevent a farmer or planter from sell- 
ing, at the place of production, tobacco of his own 


growth and raising at retail directly to consumers, 
to an amount not exceeding $100 annually, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I see on page 57 there 
has been a mistake in printing. Inlines sixty- 
three and sixty-four the words ‘tand if their 
annual sales exceed $1,000, shall each pay, in 
addition thereto, fifty cents for every dollar in 
excess of $1,000 of their sales’? should be 
stricken out. Allthe taxes on sales are stricken 
out, and this is one of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio moves the amendment he has 
indicated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CONKLING. At some time I wish to 
take the sense of the Senate upon the pro- 
vision touching warehouses, and 1 wantat this 
moment to inquire of the Senator from Ohio 
whether it will be convenient to him and 
proper to make that question when we reach , 
page 68, and whether he prefers to have it 
made now in Committee of the Whole, or to 
wait until we reach the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I would rather it should 
be made now, because that is thè only con- 
troverted question left on the tobacco tax. 
Whenever we come to the word “‘warehouse ’’— 
page 65 is the first place I see it, and it follows 
all along there-—the question can be raised. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Finance 
was in section [seventeen] sixteen, in lines 
eighty-two and eighty-three, after the word 
“tobacco,” to strike ont the words ‘ whose 
annual sales exceed $500, and do not exceed 
$1,000; and in line eighty-four, after the 
word ** dollars,” to strike out the words ‘‘ and 
when their annual sales exceed $1,000, shail 
pay, in addition, two dollars for each thou- 
sand dollars in excess of $1,000;’’ so as to 
read : 

Dealers in tobacco shall each pay five doNars. 
Every person whose business it is to sell, or offer for 
sale, manufactured tobacco, souff, or cigars, shall bo 
regarded as a dealer in tobacco, and the payment 
of a special tax as a wholesale or retail liquor 
dealer, or the payment of any other special tax, 
shall not relieve any person who sells manufactured 
tobacco and cigars from the payment of this tax ; 
Provided, That no manufacturer of tobacco, snuff, or 
cigars shall be required to pay a special tax as 
dealer in manufactured tobacco and cigars for sell- 
ing his own products at the place of manufacture. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section [seven- 
teen] sixteen, line one hundred and ninety- 
two, after the word ‘‘business’’ to insert the 
words ‘‘and if such peddler shall not have 
paid the specialtax for the current year he 
shall pay the same within thirty days after the 
passage of this act; so as to read: 


And in ease any peddlershall refuse to exhibit his 
or her receipt as aforesaid, when demanded by any 
officer of internal revenue, said officer may seize 
the horse or mule, wagon, and contents, or pack, 
bundle, or basket of any person so refusing; and 
the assessor of the district in which the scizare has 
occurred may, on ten days’ notice, publishedin any 
newspaper in the district, or served personally on 
the peddler, or at his dwelling-house, require such 
peddler to show cause, if any hehas, why the horses 
or mules, wagon and contents, pack. bundle, or 
basket so seized shall not be forfeited; and in case 
no sufficient cause is shown, the assessor may direct 
a forfeiture, and issue an order to the.collector, or 
to any deputy collector of the district, for the sale 
of the property so forfeited; and the same, alter 
payment of the expenses of the proceedings, shait 
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be paid to the collector for the use of the United 
States; and all such special taxes shall become due 
on the ist. day of May in each year, or on commen- 
cing business; and if such peddler. shall not have 
paid the special: tax for. the current year he shall 
pay the same within thirty days. after the passage 
of this aet. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LOGAN. In line two hundred and 
forty-two, on page 64, I move to strike out the 
words * that which is now known as,’’ follow- 
ing after the words ‘‘ granulated tobacco other 
than ;’’ so as'to read, ‘‘and all cut and granu- 
lated tobacco other than fine-cut chewing.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Minois. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LOGAN. In line two bundred and 
forty three I move to insert the words ‘and 
shorts the refuse of fine-cut chewing tobacco” 
after the word +‘ chewing.” : 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator from Illinois 
to state the object of the amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. This clause, as I under- 
stand, is in reference to granulated and other 
tobacco; and cuttings, &ec., being included in 
it, E want to include the refuse of: fine-cut 
chewing tobacco. The clippings and cuttings 
of ordinary tobacco include the same thing 
as clippings and cuttings of fine-cut chewing 
tobacco. My amendment is to put the refuse 
of that on the same footing as the refuse of 
other tobacco, to put it all upon an equality, 
inasmuch as that is the rule. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The effect of that is sim- 
ply to allow the trade to put up this kind of 
tobacco in wooden packages containing ten, 
twenty, forty, and sixty pounds each. The 
old law I have before me, and I can show 
Senators on the face of the law precisely: what 
this is. The old law reads: 

‘All fine-cut chewing tobacco, and all other 
kinds of tobacco not otherwise provided for, in 
packages containing one half, one, two, four, eight, 
and sixteen ounces, except that fine-cut chewing 
tobacco may, at the option of the manufacturer, be 
put up in wooden. packages containing ten, twenty, 
forty, and sixty pounds each.” 

The Senator from Illinois moves to amend 
it so that it will read ‘‘ except fine-cut chew- 
ing tobacco and shorts the refuse of fine-cut 
chewing tobacco may at the option of the 
manufacturer be put up in wooden packages,” 
&e. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Let meask the Senator 
whether. the object of the proposed amend- 
ment is to affect the tax or merely the quan- 
tities in which the packages are put up. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand this section to 
affect the quantity merely; does it not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Entirely so. It does not 
affect the (ax. 

Mr. LOGAN. It bas nothing to do with the 
tax. That was agreed to awhile ago. 

Mr, SHERMAN. It is to allow them to 
put up fine-cut shorts as well as fine-cut chew- 
ing tobacco in packages of this size. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion ison the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section [sev- 
enteen] sixteen, in line two hundred and 
forty-five, to strike out the words ‘‘ by striking 
out from the last line the word ‘two.’”’ 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the effect of 
that striking out the word “ two ?’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. The House bill refuses 
them the privilege of putting up this tobacco 
in two-ouncé packages. The committee were 
of opinion, and many of the House members 
were of the opinion, that it ought to be re- 
stored, It was done rather unintentionally 
than otherwise. 

Mr. CONKLING. The effect is to let them 
put it up in two-ounce packages? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. The whole section, as I 


I have no objection to 


understand, is simply as to the size of the 
packages. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That isall. It-is whether 
they shall put it up in two-ounce packages or 
not. We thought they had better have the 
privilege, as they have become accustomed 
to it. f 

Mr. CONKLING. I think that is a very 
reasonable privilege, because even then the 
effect of the-provision, in view of what we 
have adopted, is to subject smoking tobacco 
to an expense in‘its present state not appli- 
cable to other tobacco, and this, although it is 
the cheapest. As a letter I have on my table, 
written by a manufacturer, says, it will cost 
three cents a pound to cut smoking tobacco, 
so that on that the tax is to be twenty-seven 
cents, although it is the cheapest article 
originally. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was continued till |: 


the following clause was reached: 


That section sixty-seven be amended by striking 
out the word “warehouse” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “‘export.’”’ 


Mr. CONKLING. Isuggest thatthat clause 
had better. pass along unless the Senator from 
Oregon, [Mr. Coxserr,] who has an amend- 
ment to offer, can offer it here. That is, we 
had better take the sense of the Senate on the 
question of abolishing warehouses before we 
do on the amendment to it. $ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it stand until we get 
to page 70. p 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well; I think that 
is better. Let us go on to page 70, and then 
we can come back to this. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section [seventeen] sixteen, 
lines three hundred and three hundred and one, 
to strike out the following clause: 

That section sixty-cight be amended by striking 
out therefrom the words “or proprietors.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following clause was read: 

That section seventy-one be amended by striking 
out, where they occur, the words “or in a bonded 
warehouse,” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“or while in transfer under bond or a coliector’s 
permit, from any manufactory, store, or warehouse, 
to a vessel for exportation to a foreign country.” 

Mr. CORBETT. That embraces the same 
question to which the Senator from New York 
referred, and it had better be passed over. I 
propose, at the proper time, to strike out and 
insert. other words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be pursued. 

Mr. CORBETT. I-do not know but that 
we ought to consider this question now. 
[" Go on.’?] On page 65 the committee pro- 
pose to strike out the words ‘or in a bonded 
warehouse’’ from the Jaw and to insert in lieu 
thereof the word ‘‘export.’”’ The law as it 
now stands enables persons to purchase to- 
bacco and ship it in bond from one bonded 
warehouse to another, so that they may pay 
the tax as they withdraw the tobacco for con- 
sumption, or they may ship it from an export 
bonded warehouse to any foreigu country with- 
out the stamps being applied or the tax being 
paid. This contemplates a system of draw- 


That course 


| backs, instead, for export, and also compels 


the purchaser to pay the entire tax when he 
ships the tobacco from one export bonded 
warehouse to another, or from one portion of 
the country to another. For instance, as the 
bill now stands we shall be unable to ship the 
tobacco from the Atlautic coast to the Pacific 
coast, and to pay the tax upon it as it is with- 
drawn for consumption, or to export the to- 
bacco from the bonded warehouse without 
paying the tax. This is very important, as it 
will be seen that as the law now stands it is 
the same system that applies to imports. If 
we import goods into New York we can ex- 
port those goods in bond to the Pacific coast 
and pay the duties when the goods are with- 
drawn for consumption. 


This is to relieve the people from investing 
so large an amount of money and waiting so 
longa time. It will be observed that where 
this very large tax has to be paid at once upon 
tobacco, the dealer has to expend a very much 
larger amount of money at the time he pur- 
chases the tobacco than he would if be only 
had to pay the tax as he withdrew the tobacco 
for consumption. It seems to me as this is to 
encourage the collection of this large amount 
of tax from the people, and to levy it upon 
such articles as will make the taxation as little 
objectionable as possible, the present law is 
better than that proposed by the committee. 
I know that it is the desire of the collectors 
of internal revenue of course to collect all the 
tax before the tobacco leaves the manufactory 
if possible; but that is not just to the con- 
sumer. The merchants who bave to keep a 
large stock of tobacco on hand ought not to 
be compelled to pay the entire tax before they 
can use the tobacco and distribute it to their 
customers. On the Pacific coast there isa 
very large amount of tobacco consumed. The 
miners are very large consumers of tobacco. 
I presume there is no community that con- 
sumes so large an amount of tobacco as the 
Pacific coast in proportion to the population. 

Bat this does not apply to the Pacific coast 
alone. It acts the same on the Atlantic. I 
believe the dealers in Philadelphia and New 
York and.other large cities desire the amend- 
ment I shall propose. I wish to amend the 
law so as to give the manufacturers the oppor- 
tunity to pay the tax as they ship the tobacco 
from their manufacturing establishments as 
well as to allow them to pay it on shipping 
from bonded warehouse. 1 am willing they 
should have the same advantages, but I do not 
wish to deprive the dealers in tobacco of the 
advantages that they now enjoy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. Does the Senator 
propose an amendment? - 

Mr. CORBETT. Yes, sir, I propose to strike 
out after the word “ by,” in line two hundred 
and seventy, to the word ‘export ™ in line two 
hundred and seventy-two, as follows; “ strik- 
ing out the word ‘warehouse’ and inserting in 
lieu thereof the word ‘export,’’’ and in lieu 
thereof to insert ‘‘ add the words ‘and export’ 
immediately after the word ‘ warehouse.’ ”’ 

I will just say that the law will then read as 
I have it before me: 

“That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
shall cause to be prepared suitable and special rev- 
enue stamps for payment of the tax on tobacco and 
snuff, which stamps shall indicate the weight and 
class of the article on which payment is to be made, 
and shall be afiixed and canceled in the mode pre- 
seribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue; 
and stamps when used on any wooden package shall 
be canceled by sinking a portion of the same into 
the wood with a steel die; also, such warehouse and 
export stamps as are required by this act, which 
stamps shall be furnished to the collectors of internal 
revenue requiring the same.” 

That will make the provision as I wish, and 
will amend the law in such manner as these 
people desire it, f 

Mr. COLE. The system of bonded ware- 
houses for the use of persons transporting 
tobacco from one part of the country to 
another, is a very great convenience to the 
trade, and has resulted, I believe, in no disad- 
vantage whatever to the Government. As the 
system is now organized, I presume there is 
no possibility of any loss occurring to the Gov- 
ernment on account of it. If it should. be 
broken up now, it will result in creating 
monopolies in the tobacco trade, keeping the 
business in very few hands, instead of allow- 
ing it to be in the hands of men of small capi- 
tal who are able in that case to enter into the 
business, but who cannot afford the large 
capital necessary to carry on the business when 
they have to pay this tax in advance. 

_ This is following the system that is pursued 
in reference to the importation of foreign 
goods. The system of bonded warehouses 
for importations is well understood. It is for 
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the convenience of trade, for the facility of 
trade, and for the benefit of persons who can- 
not afford the capital necessary to pay the 
taxes or duties at once. The same reasons 
that prevail in favor of bonded warehouses for 
imported goods apply in reference to the trans- 
portation of tobacco. 

I hope that this amendment of the com- 
mittee may not be adopted, but that the 
warehouse system may be continued for an- 
other year, and until there is a modification of 
the law again. To- break it up at this time, in 
my opinion, would work great hardsbip and 
great inconvenience. It is of particular ad- 
vantage to the dealers in the city ot San 
Franciseo, and I apprehend if this modifica- 
tion of the law is adopted it will result at once 
in driving from the business a very large pro- 
portion, so far as numbers are concerned, of 
the dealers in tobacco at that place. I hope, 
therefore, that the amendment of the Senator 
from Oregon will be adopted. : 

Mr. VICKERS. Mr. President, I desire to 
vote understandingly on this subjectyand | 
should like to have the views of the chairman 
of the committee, first, the reason for the 
change; and secondly, the effect it would have, 
especially upon the small dealers, Ido uot 
particularly understand the effect of it, aud I 
should like to know from him what effect it 
will have either upon the finances of the Gov- 
ernment or upon the dealers in tobacco. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I never like to approach 
a question of this kind by skirmishing. 1 do 
not care whether this amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon is adopted or not: The real 
question here is whether the system of bonded 
warehouses at ports of entry shall be continued 
for tobacco exportation. Whether this par- 
ticular amendment is adopted or not, does 
not make any difference. The real question 
is presented on page 71 of the bill. it grows 
out of the seventy-third and seventy-fourth 
sections of the internal revenue law. The 
seventy-third section of the law as it now stands 
provides : 

“That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
upon the execution of such bonds as he may pres- 
cribe, may designate and establish at any port of 
entry in the United States bonded warehouses for 
the storage of manufactured tobacco and snuff in 
bond intended for exportation, selecting suitable 
buildings for such purpose, to be recommended by 
the collector in charge of exports at such port, to be 
known as export bonded warehouses.” 

Provision is then made for the selection of 
buildings and their designation. 

Then section seventy-four provides : 

“That manufactured tobacco and snuff may be 
removed in bond from the manufactory”— 

The manufactory where it is made— 


“ without payment of the tax, to be transported di- 
rectly to an export bonded warehouse for the stor- 
age of manufactured tobacco or snuff established at 
aport of entry as hereinbefore provided.” 

Under the present law there are two classes 
of tobacco warehouses, that at the manufactory 
iere any manufacturer of tobacco may store 
firs-tobacco as long as he chooses without pay- 
ing the taxes until he desires to remove it for 
consumption or sale. There it remains. It 
may then be removed under the existing law 
to a bounded warehouse at a port of entry. 
Under this law bonded warehouses have been 
established in New York, Philadelphia, Balti- 


more, New Orleans, and San Francisco, and | 
the system has been an experiment for two or į 


three years. After a practical trial of this 
system, every manufacturer in tobacco, for 
whose benefit this privilege was granted, now 
demands its repeal, and that brings us to the 
question. 

This was originally intended to enable them 
to export tobacco without payment of the tax, 
but they have found that this mode of export- 
ation put them at the mercy of men who have 
charge of these warehouses, or of the wholesale 
and retail dealers in these four or five ports 
of entry who control the sale of all tobacco 
manufactured in this country, and they levy a 
commission ranging, I think, from one to five 


| upon giving certain 


per cent. upon all tobacco, because no tobacco 
can be exported unless it goes to‘one of these 
warehouses in the large cities, The result is | 
that every tobacco manufacturer is to some 
extent at the mercy of the dealers in tobacco 
at these ports of entry. 

To show the extent of this feeling of dis- 
content, I may refer to what occurred before 
the Committee on Finance. We heard both | 
sides of the question. I may say that in Bal- 
timore, where one of these establishments 
exists, they are dissatisfied with it, wantit abol 
ished, and the dealers, even in Baltimore, say 
itis an injury to trade. So far as 1 know, 
there is no desire to preserve this system ex- 
cept by the dealers in New York, Philadel- 
phia, New Orleans, and San Francisco. These | 
representations were made to us emphatic- | 
ally. Now, to show how far this opposition | 
has gone, | will refer—because it is in a con- | 
venient form—to a paper that was presented 
by these people when both sides were heard. 
‘I'he Commissionerof Internal Revenue a year 
ago called attention to the failure of this sys- 
tem of export bonded warehouses. In his 
annual report he says: 

“Tt is my own opinion, and, so far as I have been ! 
able to ascertain, it is the opinion of manufacturers | 
of tobacco generally, that the present system of | 
export bonded warehouses cau be entirely abolished | 
to the interest both of the Government and of the | 
manufacturers.” 

There are proceedings here of meetings in 
Richmond, Virginia, in Lynchburg, Virginia, 
Danville, Virginia. Here are the proceedings 
of a convention of tobacco manufacturers in | 
St. Louis, Missouri, of the tobacco manufac- | 
turers in Detroit, Michigan, of the tobacco 
manufacturers in Covington, Kentucky, of 
the tobacco manufacturers in Toledo, Ohio, 
of the tobacco manufacturers of Brooklyn, 
New York; and other meetings have been 
held, aud not mere meetings, but regular 
trade conventions, l may say that all the 
manufacturers of tobacco in the United States 
now demand the repeal of this provision 
which was made for their benefit. 

At the time this provision for bonded ware- 
houses was adopted, it was accompanied by 
a repeal of the provision for bonded ware- 
houses for spirits because they had led to 
fraud. I cannot say, from any statements 
which have been made to the committee, that 
there has been any fraud in the system of 
tobacco bonded warehouses; but the whole 
trade for whose benefit it was made are dis- 
satisfied with it and desire it abolished and 
another system substituted. When I say ‘‘the 
trade” I do not speak of the dealers, but the 
manufacturers. ‘I'he interests of the men who 
merely buy tobacco, I take it, are not to be so 
much considered. This wasa provision made 
for the manufacturers and for the benefit of 
exportation, and we get no tax by it. 

Now let us go a little further. The House 
of Representatives have sent a bill here which 
contains provisions for another mode of ex- 
porting tobacco, and allows every tobacco 
warehouse to be in the nature of an export 
depository of tobacco, so that tobacco may be 
shipped from any tobacco manufactory in the 
United States directly to a port in Europe, 
bonds, and going through 
a certain process. That is to say, it can be | 
exported to Liverpool upon the same terms 
precisely that it can be sent to New York 
now, aud thus save the expense of one entry | 
and sale, and a commission of three to five | 
percent. ‘That is the whole of it. 

The Government of the United States is 
not interested in this question at all, because 
the Government gets no revenue from tobacco 
exported. So far as the Government is con- 
cerned it stands indifferent. ‘This is a ques- 
tion only of the trade, of the tobacco manu- 
facturer versus the dealers in tobacco in three 
or four cities. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 


tor’s time has expired. 
Mr. VICKERS. „l move to strike out the i 


| 


last word of the amendment, so that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio may proceed. Weare very 
anxious to hear his views. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idonot want to do that, 
because I think | bave said all that it is'neces- 
sary to state, unless it be in reply to some 
other observations. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The: Sen- 
ator may proceed if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather not vio- 
late the rule. I might objectto somebody else 
doing it, and I do not want to do it myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon. i 

Mr. CORBETT. I modify my amendment 
by striking out the words ‘‘ bonded ware- 
house,” and upon that I will say a word. By 
my amendment formerly offered, I desired to 
give to the manufacturers the same advantages 
that the present dealers have uuder the export 
system. My amendment provides for that, so 
that the manufacturers can have no objection 
to this as it now stands, and I ask the Clerk 
to read it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope we shall adopt 
the course suggested by the Senator from New 
York, and withhold these amendments until 
we reach the main question. 

Mr. CORBETT. This embraces a portion 
of the amendment that itis necessary to make. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment of the 
Senator is not in order and cannot be made in 
order, because it isin regard to a subsequent 
part of this bill, and we cannot stop here to 
go through another part of the bill, I am 
willing to lay aside these informal matters until 
we reach the substance of this controversy. 
That is what I suggest. 

Mr. CORBETT. I am willing to do that. 
I withdraw my amendment for the present. 

The PRES{DING OFFICER. The reading 
of the bill will be continued. 

The reading was continued to the close of 
the following clause: 


That section seventy-three be amended by strik- 
ing out all after the enacting clause and inserting in 
licu thereof the following, to wit: “that manu- 
factured tobacco, snuff, and cigars intended for im- 
mediate exportation, after being properly inspected, 

‘marked, and branded, may be removed from tho 
manufactory in bond without having affixed thereto 
internal revenue stamps indicating the payment of 
tax thereon. The removal from the manufactory 
of such tobacco, snuff, and cigars shall be made 
under euch rules and regulations, and after making 
such entries and executing and filing, with the col- 
lector of the district from which the removal is to be 
made, such bonds and bills of lading, and giving 
such other additional security as may be preseribed 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury. All 
tobacco, snuff, and cigars intended for immediate 
export as aforesaid, before being removed from tbe 
manufactory, shall have affixed to each package an 
engraved stamp, indicative of such intention, to be 
provided and furnished to the several collectors, as 
in the ease of other stamps, and to be charged to 
them, and accounted for inthe same manner; and 
for the expense attending the providing and aflix- 
ing of such stamps ten cents for each package so 
stamped shall be paid to the collector on making 
theentry for such transportation, Whenthe man- 
ufacturer shali have made the proper entries, filed 
the bonds, and otherwise complied with all the re- 
quirements of the law and regulations as herein 
provided, the collector shall issue to him a permit 
for the removal, said permit accurately describing 
the tobacco, snuff, and cigars to be shipped, the 
number and kind of packages, the number of 
pounds, the amount of tax, the marks and brands, 
the State and collection district from which the 
same are shipped, and the number of the manufac- 
tory, and the manufaeturer’s name, together with 
the port from which the said tobacco, snuff, and 
cigars are to be exported, and the route or routes 
over which the same are to be sent to the port of 
shipment, and the name of the vessel or line by 
which they are to be conveyed to the forcign port. 
The bonds required to be given for the exportation 
of tabacco, snuff, and cigars shall be caneeled upon 
the presentation of the proper certificates that said 
tobaceo, snuff, and cigars have been landed at any 
port without the jurisdiction of the United States, 
or upon satisfactory proof that after shipment the 
same were lost at sea.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. The section now read by 
the Clerk is the section that is substituted for 
the provision as to tobacco warehouses. 

Mr. CONKLING. AndyetasI understand 
it, nobody objects to the section as found on 
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page 68 of this bill. Assuming that the ware- 
houses were to be left, no one objects to the 
option herein extended being established also. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It reads, “that section 
seventy-three be amended by striking out all 
after the enacting clause and inserting in lieu 
thereof the folowing,” &c. This provides for 
direct exportation instead: of exportation from 
bonded warehouses. The Senator sees the 
whole point. , ; 

Mr. CONKLING, I think Ido. I wish the 
Senator from Ohio would tell me whether I 
am not right in this. ‘he friends of bonded 
warehouses.are perfectly willing this section 
should be adopted, so that every one shall 
choose whether he exports by means of bonded 
warehouses or whether he does it under the 
provision here proposed, directly with a draw- 
back. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But for the convenience 
of exportation there is no object at all in these 
Government warehouses. ‘the Government 
wareliouses are not established for the con- 
venience of the dealer, nor for the convenience 
of the Government; they are established for 
the convenience of the manufacturers, to ena- 
ble them by a certain process to export their 
tobacco, and, asa matter of course, if another 
provision is made that is more suitable it is 
not the interest of the Government to main- 
tain this system of bonded warehouses in the 
city of New York merely to give the dealers a 
credit of six months or a year, or whatever 
time they hold the tobacco in warehouse, 
against all the rest of the trade, on the tax 
upon tobacco. 

The Senator will see very well that if you 
continue this system of Government ware- 
housesin the city of New York, the tobacco will 
be sent there for home consumption merely to 
give to these dealers the opportunity to hold 
that: tobacco free of tax until they can sell it 
to our people at home. If they do that, it 
interferes not only with the trade, but it gives 
them an advantage over the dealers all over the 
country, and it gives them a credit, without 
interest, for the amount of the tax on the 


tobacco. 

Mr. CORBETT. I ask the Senator if these 
people do not pay all the expenses of the 
bonded warehouse ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that; but they 
keep the tobacco and do not pay tax on it, and 
the Government is kept out of the tax for 
mouths, and to the injury of the other tobacco 


dealers, 

Mr. CORBETT. Taskif it does not encour- 
age them in keeping a stock on hand, so that 
they can sell a larger amount of tobacco than 
they could otherwise ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; but it is at the 
expense of the United States. Why do not 
these dealers go to the tobacco warehouses all 
over the country and pay the tax on their 
tobacco like any other dealers, and put it in 
warehouses and give an advantage to all alike? 
In this aspect this provision is unconstitu- 
tional in my judgment. You cannot give priv- 
ileges in favor of certain designated ports of 
the United States and refuse them to others ; 
and youcannot doit under circumstances which 
give an advantage to certain ports of the Uni- 
ted States over others. 

Mr. CORBETT. It is no more so than in 
the case of imported goods. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tobacco is owned in 
every State of the Union; it is scattered in 


warehouses all over the country, and the only | 


object of establishing these bonded warehouses 
was to devise some mode by which we might 
export manufactured tobacco. But now an- 
other system is proposed by which tobacco is 
taken directly from the manufacturer’s ware- 
house aud exported to any port in the world, 
so that every tobacco manufacturer in the 
United States is put on a footing of equality ; 
and these dealers can go to any tobaceo man- 
ufacturer in the United States and buy tobacco 
like anything else. . Why, in addition, should 


they have the advantage of having their to- 
bacco. stored in the city of New York, the city 
of Philadelphia, the city of New Orleans, or 
the city of San Francisco, because these are 
the. only cities that ask it, aud using the 
money due to the Government until they can 
find some person to buy it in the United 
States? : 

It seems to me that the very moment you 
provide some other mode of exporting tobacco 
there is the énd of the tobacco warehouses. 
Though there are no proven frauds in these 
tobacco warehouses, yet. the opportunity for 
fraud isvery great. Whether any hasoccurred, 
or not, I do not know; but every time you 
remove tobacco or anything else from the 
place where it is manufactured, you add to 
the possibility of fraud. ; 

Mr. President, the House of Representatives 
have devised, with the aid of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue and the aid of the 
trade, a very carefully prepared system by which 
all the tobacco in the United States is open to 
market; itcannot be removed except for ex- 
portation from any tobacco warehouse; and 
when it is removed for exportation it may be 
removed from all alikeand exported anywhere 
in the world under certain limitations. It 
seems to me you have to take one or the other 
of these systems and not attempt to blend the 
two together. If you do you give to tobacco 
dealers in the city of New York and every- 
where else where these warehouses may be 
established an enormous advantage, by which 
they may levy a tribute on every tobacco man- 
ufacturer in the United States and every dealer 
in the United States other than those in these 
cities. 

Take the case, for instance, of a man in 
Cincinnati. Suppose a dealer in Cincinnati— 
and we have the largest dealers there in the 
United. States—desires to export tobacco ; he 
cannot touch it until he goes and pays the tax 
at Cincinnati, and then he may export it to 
Liverpool on giving the requisite bond; but 
if warehouses are established in the city of 
New York under the old system tobacco may 
be, without payment of tax, transferred to the 
city of New York and left there just as long as 


the owner chooses to keep it there free from 


the payment of tax. If exported it pays no 
tax at all, and he may keep it there until 
he can sell it abroad or at home, thus making 
a discrimination in favor of the dealer in New 
York against the dealers in all other parts of the 
country. 

Mr. CORBETT. It seems to me that. the 
Senator from Ohio is not correct in his.state- 
ment in this respect. I know there is one 
dealer in the city of Portland who pays about 
fifty thousand dollars tax upon tobacco. If 
he has got to pay that $50,000 before he ships 
the tobacco from this side, it is evident that 
he cannot purchase half the quantity of tobacco 
that he could otherwise if he has only his 
$50,000 to invest and can buy $100,000 worth 
of tobacco. The manufacturers under the 
system proposed now have got to keep their 
entire stock for the trade. Under the present 
system the dealers can purchase tobacco of 
the manufacturers at the price that they charge 
for it, and ship it in bond and pay this tax as 
they withdraw it for consumption. Con- 
sequently the manufacturer does not have to 
keep so large a stock on hand, but it is dis- 
tributed throughout the country and kept in 
these export bonded warehouses ready to be 
withdrawn for consumption or to be exported 
out of the country. 

Under the system proposed we have got to 
go into a complicated system of drawbacks, 


which is very annoying to people who desire. 


to export. They have got to prove and give 
bonds that the article is to be sent out of the 


country, and it goes through a system. the cost. 


of which amounts to more in many cases than 
they get back, and itis avery annoying system. 
They desire to have the privilege of shipping 
their tobacco to these export bonded ware- 


houses the same as in cases of imported goods 
where men pay the duty upou the imports 
when they withdraw the article for consump- 
tion. I believe that this same provision is 
extended to whisky. . I think they have a 
right to withdraw whisky, and pay -the tax as 
they withdraw whisky for consumption, have 
they not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notatall. These pro- 
visions in sections seventy-three and seventy- 
four are precisely the provisions that are in- 
corporated in the.law for the exportation of 
whisky, so that whisky and tobacco are both 
exported in the same way under bond. Whisky 
may be exported from any distillery ware-- 
house to any port in the world.. So tobacco 
may be exported from any tobacco warehouse 
to any port of the world on complying with 
these provisions. There is no export ware- 
house for spirits at all. Those warchouses 
were abolished three or four years ago asa 
fruitful source of fraud. 

Mr. CORBETT. I was not aware that they 
had been abolished. I knew they had at one 
time been enabled to do this, but I believe 
in consequence of the perishable nature of 
whisky, owing to shrinkage, leakage, &c., 
that privilege was withdrawn. But so far as 
tobacco is concerned it is not an article that 
can leak away. I think there has never been 
any complaint of the law as it now stands giv- 
ing the right to export tobacco. There has 
been no fraud that I can learn, but it simply 
gives them the advantage that I have stated. 

It seems to me that it is not unreasonable 
where tobacco pays such an enormous tax, 
more than the original cost in many instances, 
that the dealers should have the opportunity 
to purchase here and ship to distant ports, 
hold it in. warehouse, and pay the tax as the 


‘article is withdrawn for consumption. This 


enables them to keep a larger stock on hand 
to be allowed to meet the wants of their cus-. 
tomers throughout the country, and to do their 
business with a less amount of capital, and I 
do not know of any one that can afford to 
extend these privileges better than the Gov- 
ernment that gets the tax. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
amendment pending. 

Mr. CORBETT. I ask the Clerk where he 
is reading now. 

The Carer Cierx. The reading finished at 
line three hundred and seventy-two of section 
[seventeen] sixteen on page 70. 

Mr. CORBETT. I propose to insert an 
amendment there which will cover this point. 

Mr. CONKLING. What has become of 
the ather two amendments of the Senator? 

Mr. CORBETT. Those amendments are 
pending, but were passed over in order to reach 
the particular point that the Senator from Ohio 
desires to contest. 

Mr. CONKLING. We certainly have 
reached that now. 

Mr. CORBETT. I am prepared to offe: 
an amendment. ogg 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest to the Senator 
that there is nothing touching this matter that 
comes later than this until you get to line four 
hundred and three on page 71, and there, if 
bonded warehouses are to be abolished, I pro- 
pose to move to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert 
‘twelve’ in that line, and also in line four 
hundred and nine, after the other amendment 
which the Senator has proposed. We have 
reached the place to consider now. . 

Mr. CORBETT. I have now the amend- 
ment that I propose to offer. I move to strike. 
out all after line three hundred and seventy- 
three and to insert f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has 
not been read yet. The Chair will suggest 
that as the Committee on Finance have pro- 
posed several amendments to this. paragraph 
it be read through. and the amendments acted 
on before the proposition of the Senator from 
Oregon is made. 


Mr. CONKLING. I wish to suggest to the 
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Senator from Oregon, who understands this 
much better than i do, that the section from 
which we are passing now and the one which 
has not been read are the sections which re- 
peal the bonded warehouse provision. There- 
fore, if he has amendments applicable to that 
subject at all, they apply to the section from 
which we are passing away. 

Mr. CORBETT. Section seventy-four of 
the present law is the particular section which 
provides for these bonded warehouses. This 
proposes to repeal that portion of the law, and 
if this amendment be adopted then it follows 
that the other alterations will have to be 
made which we have passed over-informally. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not wish to inter- 
fere with the Senator, of course, but that sec - 
tion which has just been read, commencing 
on page 68,1is the substitute for the tobacco 
bonded warehouse system. ‘Therefore, if that 
section is to stand as it is and we are to go 
from it, it is idle to amend other sections of 
the billin anything except in respect to time, 
unle’s we are to come back to this again and 
do it over. 

Mr, CORBETT. I have no choice. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have none; only I 
call the Senator’s attention to the fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course, 
if you adopt lines three hundred and twenty- 
nine, three hundred and thirty, and three hun- 
dred and thirty-one, that repeals the existing 
tobacco warehouses. If Senators want to 
present the question, there is the place to 
present 1, : 

Mr. CORBETT. Then I propose to strike 
out in line three hundred and twenty-nine, on 
page 68, after the word ‘‘amended”’ all down 
to line three hundred and thirty-one, including 
the word “ thereof,’ and also the word ‘‘ that,” 
and to insert the words ‘‘by adding.” ‘Then 
it will read: 

That section seventy-three be amended by adding 
the following, to wit: ‘‘that manufactured tobacco, 
snuff, and cigars intended for immediate exporta- 
tion, after being properly inspected, marked, and 
branded, may be removed from the manufactory 
in bond without having affixed thereto internal rev- 
enue stamps indicating the payment of the tax 
thereon,” &e. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, if I understand 
the Senator now, the effect of his amendment 
will be to leave the law as it is, and to add to 
it the provision presented in this bill. 

Mr. CORBETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. So that everybody will 
be at liberty to resort to bonded warehouses 
or to proceed without reference to the bonded 
warehouses, just as they please. 

Mr. CORBETT. Hxaetly. 

Mr. CONKLING. That presents the ques- 
tion as I understand it. - 

Mr. CORBETT. Precisely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Oregon. 

Mr. VICKERS. Before the vote is taken 
I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether, if these bonded warehouses 
are abolished, it will. reduce the number of 
officers and consequently the expenses of the 
Government? ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. - In response to the ques- 
tion, I will say that as a matter of course the 
Government appoints the inspectors and the 
persons to-take charge of these warehouses, 
bat my impression is that under the law they 
are paid for by the warehouse men. 

Mr. COLE. It costs the Government noth- 

ing. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The warehouses were 
established for the benefit of the trade, and 
the trade themselves want them abolished ; 
thatis, the manufacturers do. The dealers who 
have the privilege of carrying on these ware- 
houses would like to have them continued. 

Mr. COLE. Not the trade, but the manu- 
facturers want them abolished, Ishould like 
to have the distinction drawn between them, 
The manufacturers do not want them, but 


those who deal in tobacco, who buy and sell i 
tobacco, desire that they should be continued. 
Mr. BAYARD. I should like to make an 
inquiry of the chairman. ‘here has been so | 
much conversation in this debate that I do not 
understand precisely the character of the amend- 
ment and its effect. Does this vote touch the 
general question of abolishing the Government 

warehouse system for tobacco?. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very thing 
involved. If the amendment of the Senator 
from Oregon preévails, as a matter of course 
the system of bonded warehouses will remain. 

Mr. CORBETT. But it extends also to the 
manufacturer according to this provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is no extension at 
all, because they have the right now to store 
tobacco in their own manufactories without it. 

Mr. CORBETT. The provision in the bill 
is intended, as I understand it, to confine it to 
manufacturers entirely, and we wish toextend 
it to the trade. 

Mr. BAYARD. The first point of con- 
sideration for us should be the advantage to the | 
Government to be derived -from continuing 
the present system under the law of 1868, or, 
as the House bill proposes and as the commit- 
tee of the Senate have agreed, to abolish it 
entirely and cause the payment of the tax to | 
the Government to be made at the time when | 
the manufacture is complete and when the 
removal takes place from the place of man- | 
ufacture into the various avenues of con- 
sumption. 

The Senator from Ohio, the chairman ofthe 
Committee on Finance, has stated the univer- 
sal feeling of the manufacturers of tobacco on 
this subject. He was, however, I think, too 
restricted in his statement that the demand 
for this legislation came from persons in the | 
interior of the country, naming certain points 
not on the sea-board. I hold in my hand a | 
circular, which I presume has been sent to 
every gentleman of the Senate, from the most 
conspicuous dealers in New York, Boston, 
Portland, Maine, Worcester and Springfield, 
Massachusetts, and Hartford and New Haven, | 
Connecticut, numbering on this circular one | 
hundred and twenty-nine names, all favoring | 
the measure of the House as it now stands 


before us, to wit, the abolition of this bonded | 


system. 

lt seems to me from all the examination I 
have been able to give this case that the 
bonded warehouse system, as it is called, is | 
very much of a monopoly and one that tells | 
against the Government and against the great | 
mass of those engaged in the tobacco trade, 
especially the manufacturers. These ware- 
houses, as I understand, number but seven or | 
eight in the entire country. They were au: | 
thorized by the law of July, 1868, for the pur- | 
pose of facilitating the export of tobacco. It 
has been an experiment adopted probably 
originally with the approval of the mass of the | 
trade;- but at this time the experiment has | 
failed to meet the expectations originally en- | 
tertained in regard to it. It has given simply | 
an advantage to those traders who control | 
these houses to retain within their warehouse | 
the bulk tobacco, not for export, but to be | 
retained in the country for home consumption, 
and during the whole period of this retention | 


the Government lays out of the tax; and of | 


course there is the difference of the loss of | 
interest to those who are compelled to pay , 


taxes on tobacco in their factories and the i;i 


saving of interest to those who deposit the | 
tobacco in these warehouses, 
by official authority that twenty-six million 
pounds of tobacco were entered in these bonded 
wareliouses during the last year. Of those 
twenty-six million pounds but ten million 
pounds were exported. What became of the 
other sixteen millions? Hither they are there 
yet, or they have been withdrawn for home | 
consumption. When the tax is required of | 
other men as soon as their tobaceo leaves their 


| manufactories, why should there be this favor i 


I am informed |, 


itism in behalf of a few men in these sea-ports 
and controlling these seven warehouses in the 
whole United States? Why should they be 
allowed to save the interest upon the tax on 
tobacco when the same interest is lost to those 
who are compelled to pay the tax at their own 
mannufactories? 

Furthermore, there were before the Senate 
committee, and there are in the Department, | 
affidavits to an extent which may render them 
reliable as a general truth, that these bonded 
warehouses of tobacco have been tle seenes 
of very large evasions and frauds upon the 
revenue. [do not care now, nor-could I in 
the very limited space allotted me under our 
rule, undertake to read these affidavits, but 
they are before the Senate. Such as I have 
at my desk are at the service of any gentle- 
man who doubts the statement. Under the 
law, the use of these bonded warehouses was 
to be exclusively for bonding; but instead of 
that, the practice has been to use these ware- 
houses for all the varied purposes connected 
with the purchase and sale of tobacco. Sam- 
ple rooms, sales room, offices of the parties, 
have all found their lodgment in buildings 
which by law were intended exclusively as 
warehouses for bonded tobacco. ‘This has 
been an abuse of the system. It has been an 
abuse which has led to fraud. It has been an 
abuse which has led to an inequality between 
those who use bonded warehouses and those 
who do not. I think, therefore, the proposi- 
tion adopted by the House, with the full con- 
currence of the Government officials, to abolish 
this system, is one which the Senate should 
sustain. 

Mr. WEST. With the exception of the 
concluding part of the Senator's remarks, with 
reference to frauds that are practiced in eon- 
nection with these warehouses, his entire argu- 
ment adduced reasons in favor of the continu- 
ance of the system. If we have bonded ware- 
houses for the use and benefit of importers of 
foreign merchandise, allowing them to store 
merchandise in those warehouses, and not 
advance the money for duties until the goods 
are withdrawn, why should we not apply the 
same system exactly to our own Citizens en- 
gaged in exporting domestic products? 

Mr. BAYARD. Because in that case the 
benefit is to the consumer. The consumer 
does not pay the tax until the goods are taken 
out. $ 

Mr. WEST. IT will show the Senatorin a 
moment how the consumer does pay the tax. 
These bonded warehouses are used in my eity ; 
they are used in the city of New York; they 
might be used in the city of St. Louis if neees- 
sary, as depositories of tobacco, in which the 
tobaceo is allowed to remain until itis required 
for consumption, and then pays the duty. The 
Senator from Delaware very correctly stated 
that in the last year twenty-six million pounds 
of tobacco were deposited in these warehouses, 
and only ten millions were exported. ‘That is 
true ; but theother sixteen millions were stored 
in these warehouses until it was required to go 
into consumption, and then it paid the duty. 

Mr. BAYARD. It may be there yet. 

Mr. WEST. It may be there yet. Now 
let me show you how the consumer is benefited. 
‘The consumer is benefited in this way: a mer- 
chant doing business in the city of New 
Orleans, say to the extent of $1,000,000 in 
tobacco to-day, has the privilege of allowing 
that tobacco to lie in the bonded warehouses 
without paying the duty upon it until he with- 
draws it for consumption. If this provision 
in regard to bonded warehouses is repcaled 
he will be compelled to embark a capital of 
$2,000,000 to carry on the same business. 
Consequently his charges are all assessed upon 
the consumer, upon the tobacco; so that ac- 
tually the abolition of this system, although it 
may lead to some of the frauds of which the 
Senator speaks—but that isa matter ofadmin- 
istration more than: anything elseteally en- 
tails upon the consumer the loss of the interest 
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upon the tax from the hour the tobacco leaves 
the manufacturer’s depot until it comes into 
use. Thatwill be the result. These bonded ware- 
houses are not only for export purposes, but 
for the purpose of allowing a credit to the 
dealer, and eventually to the consumer, upon 
the tobacco until it is required. 

Mr. BLAIR. . It seems to me that this 
recommendation of the committee ought to 

- be concurred in by the Senate. It seems 
that these tobacco warehouses are disapproved 
of by the Department, not wanted by the 
manufacturers, aud no one has been able to 
say who does want them. Probably no one 
wants them except the owners of the ware- 
houses themselves. I know of nobody else. 

Mr. WEST. ‘The commercial community 
wants them. 

Mr. BLAIR. All those who are engaged 
in ‘the manufacture of tobacco, or at least the 
great body of them, protest against these ware- 
houses, and their protests are here. In addi- 
tion to those referred to by the Senator from 
Delaware when he had the floor, there are 
protests from all the manufacturers of the 
West, from Cincinnati, St. Louis, and Vir: 
ginia. Everywhere the manufacturers protest 
against these warehouses. It is pretended 
that the law establishing them was passed in 
their interest. They disclaim it. The Gov- 
ernment has no use for them. . It does not 
require them, it does not want them. Who is 
it that wants them? It is the keepers of these 
warehouses, and they alone, so far as I have 
been able to understand, It is possible that 
some very wealthy manufacturers find a great 
convenience in storing the tobacco which they 
do not intend to export in these warehouses 
and withdrawing it when they wish to use it. 
These are the only ones that L am aware of 
who desire it. 

Mr. CORBETT. As the Senator from Mis- 
souri says that no one asks for these ware- 
houses, Í send to the desk a petition which I 
ask the Secretary to read. ; 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate of the United States, now 
ABEENLGLEM è 


We, the undersigned, comprising the principal 
tobacco merchants of the city of Philadelphia, in 
common with the trade in all parts of the country, 
viewing with alarm the action of the United States 
House of Representatives on, the 20th instant, upon 
the internal revenue sections of the uct, H. R. 2322, 
humbly pray your honorable body to pause before 
acting upon said bill, and satisfy yourselves that 
hasty action upon a measure of sueh puramount 
importance is not wise, equitable, nor just. ` 

We pray for the continuance of the tobacco bonded 
warehouse system, and we ask, too, for its extension 
to every point in the country where it may be re- 
quired. Itis the surest way of securing the tax; it 
ficilitates a most important trade; it gives dealers 
in a. domestic manufacture equal facilities with 
those accorded to importers, who are non-resident 
at ports of entry; it encourages manufacturers with 
small means; it is inexpensive to the Government; 
in a word, it is the very best system that ean be 
devised by which, while securing the revenue to the 
Government, the tobacco tradecan prosper and thus 
raise the enormous amount of revenuc demanded 
by the Government. A i Ae 

And, in the. hope, that your wisdom, patriotism, 
prudence, and justice will prompt you to accede to 
our wishes, your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 


Mr. CORBETT. That is signed by a very 
large number of merchants of Philadelphia, 
dealers in tobacco. f ` 

Mr. BLAIR. Inasmuch asthe Senator from 
Oregon has had a paper read, I have one 
which I should like to have read also. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ought to have objected 
to that, because I have here a whole bundle 
of petitions on this subject, which I might have 
read also, Here are affidavits against the very 
men signing that petition, the warehouse keep- 
ers in New York city, which I do not read, 
because I do not want to take up time. 

Mr. CORBETT. These are not warehouse 
keepers, but merchants. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Well, I have here a list 
of merchants petitioningon this subject longer 
than the common law. 

Mr. CORBETT. We have others in. favor 
of this proposition. 


4 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think papers of this 
kind ought not to be read. It is not usual to 
have them read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As no ob- 
jection was made, the Chair did not rule it 
out, although it was beyond the time allotted 
to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. CONKLING. It was nothing but a 
memorial. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. But I have here a me- 
morial signed by merchants in New York on 
the other side which it would take a long time 
to read. s 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no desire to infringe 
the rule which has been made, aud would not 
have asked to do so if the Senator from Ore- 
gon had not done it. č 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ought to have objected 
to- that paper being read: We have here 
memorials without number signed by hun- 
dreds and thousands of people, printed and 
written, on this subject, and I hope Senators 
will not follow the example that has thus been 
set. 

Mr. CORBETT, The Senator from Mis- 
souri stated that there was no one who asked 
for these warehouses, and Í simply asked the 
Secretary to read that memorial to show that 
there were merchants and others who asked 
for them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish for every reason 
excepting one to have the vote about to be 
taken a test-vole upon this question. I say, 
for every reason excepting one, because the 
Senate is not disposed as | wish it was, and I 
should like to have an expression by a full 
Senate once for all upon the question, which I 
do not mean to argue. 

1l wish, however, to state, in correction of a 
remark which I understood to fall from the 
honorable Senator from Ohio, and partly ia 
answer to another observation that was made, 
what the question itself is as I understand it 
to be. The Senator from Ohio, if I under- 
stood him, said that the whole trade wanted to 
get rid of these bonded warehouses; nobody 
wanted them to continue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said the whole tobacco 
manufacturing trade, 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator 
says the whole tobacco manufacturing trade. 
Even there Iam certainly warranted in cor 
recting him, because I have received so many 
letters, I have so large a pile of them, not 
under my hand, but in the keeping of one of 
the officers of the Senate, on this subject, that 
lam well warranted in correcting that state- 
ment, 

_ The other thing to which I want to refer is 

this: some Senator seemed to suppose that 
the proposed provision here on page 68 
is just as good as the bonded warehouse 
system for small manufacturers who did not 
want to carry the tax, if I may say so. While 
the warehouses lost, the man who manufac- 
tures tobacco worth seven cents a pound, if 
you please, upon which now—J refer to smok- 
ing tobacco—as I understand it twenty-seven 
cents a pound or thereabouts of tax is im- 
posed, if what the Senator has done so far 
sbould stand, may deposit his tobacco ina 
warehouse and uever pay his tax until the 
time comes for its ultimate disposition. 

It has been said that the substitute for ware- 
houses proposed here allows him to keep the 
tobacco in his manufactory or to keep it some- 
where else also without paying the tax. Uu- 
doubtedly, as I understand, it does; but I 
think no Senator will vote upon the question 


! 
overlooking the fact that ander the bonded 


warehouse system the manufacturer of tobacco 
is able to draw against his tobacco; that is, 


he is able, his. tobacco being in the bonded | 


warehouse, to raise money upon it just as he 
ean by putting up collaterals ata bank ; that 
is, because it is not so subject to his disposition 


T 


that the man who advances money upon it is 
not willing to take it in the bonded warehonse 
as security. Now, you abolish the bonded 
warehouse ; you leave him free, to be sure, to 
keep his tobacco in his custody for a length 
of time before he pays tax upon it; but what 
can he do with it? He cannot do that one 
thing which I do not stop to amplify, but which 
is stated to be, and which we must all know 
is, a very important thing to the small or mod- 
erate manufacturer who wants to realize pres- 
ently upon his tobacco without being compelled 
to pay the tax upon it, and sell it in the end 
as he can for export or otherwise. As it ig 
now, he can have it in store in the city of New 
York in the custody of the Government, the 
Government having a special property in it, 
so to speak, because the tax is unpaid; he can 
hypothecate it, he can raise money upon it; 
the storage. costs him nothing; and he can 
sell it when the time comes in such market as 
he pleases, that being the best place to select, 
I think thatis not an exaggerated statement 
of the benefit the small manufacturers derive 
from the bonded warehouses as they stand. 

The Senator from Maryland asked, would not 
the abolition of the bonded warehouses. save 
expense? As | comprehend the proposition, 
it is the tobacco men, the trade who. pay for 
the inspectors and the expenses of the bonded 
warehouse. ‘I'he Government has no interest 
in that. Therefore, the question before us 
results in part in this simple proposition, 
whether we shall adopt this section in addi- 
tion to the existing law, leaving to every man 
the option of availing himself of the draw- 
back system or of the bonded warehouse sys- 
tem as he pleases; in other words, shall we 
fix a place of storage under the police and 
supervision of the Government, for which the 
tobacco trade pays, by means of which every 
man Can realize upon his tobacco in advance, 
aud at the same time the Government be sure 
of the tax. 

I know there are two views about this, as 
the Senator from Ohio said. I promised on 
rising not.to argue. it, and the rule under 
which we are acting does not permit me to‘ do 
itif I were so inclined; but I think it fair to 
state the question which I think has not drawn 
to it the particular attention of the members 
of the Senate, in the hope that we may pass 
upon it fairly; and I repeat the regret that the 
Senate is not so full that the result might be 
satisfactory to all interests. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. CORBETT. Icall for a division. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘I think we had better 
have the yeas and nays and settle the question 
at once. ` ‘ 

Mr. CORBETT: 
yeas and nays... - 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FENTON. The question, I understand, 
ison the amendment of the Senator from Ore: 
gon, which isin effect to restore the bonded 
warehouse system or to continue it ? 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER, It perpet- 
uates it. l 

Mr. FENTON. Then those who are in 
favor of the action of the House and of the 
Senate committee will vote * nay.” 

Mr, BLAIR.. The Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Sawyer] is paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Taurman] ou this 
question. The Senator from South Carolina 
would vote “yea” on this amendment, and 
the Senator from Ohio would vote “ nay.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resultea—yeus 9, nays 38; as follows: 


Y¥ EAS—Messrs. Cameron, Cole, Conkling; Corbett, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Kelly, Nye, and West--9, 

NAYS--Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Carpenter, 
Chandler, ‘Clayton, Cooper, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Guid- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryiand, Hamilton of Texas; 
Hill, Johnston, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pratt, 
Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Scott, Sher- 


Very well; I call for the 
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man, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Tip- 
ton, Vickers, Windom, and Wright—3s. 

ABSUNT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Casserly, Davis 
of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, 
Spencer, Stewart, Thurman, Truombull,:and Wil- 
son—27, s 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CONKLING. [hope there will be no 
objection—I know {anticipate a little by mak- 
ing the suggestion now—to striking out the 
word ‘six,’ in line four hundred and three 
and also in line four hundred and nine, on page 
71, and inserting ‘ twelve ;’’ so that there shall | 
be a year instead of half a year for those con- 
cerned to conform to this new requirement ; | 
and if the chairman of the committee makes i 
no objection, I will make the motion now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall make no objec- 
tion if other Senators do not. It is a question 
for the Senate to decide. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I move that amend- 
ment, and it may as well betaken as one amend- 
ment. On page 71, line four hundred and 
three, I move to strike out t six” and insert 
it twelve,” and the same amendment in line | 
four bundred and nine, so that the reading will 
be: 

All tobacco and snuff now stored in any export | 
bonded warehouse shall, on and after July 1, 1872, 
bo subject to the same tax as is provided by this act, | 


and shall, within twelve months after the passage 
of this act, be withdrawn from such warehouses. 


Mr. FENTON. [ hope that amendment will | 


not prevail. This subject was very fully con- 
sidered by the committee, and ample time was 
allowed for the withdrawal from warehouse, 
as was believed, after full cousuliation with the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue and other 
persons who were known to be familiar with 
this question. I hope the amendment will not 
be agreed to. 

Mr. CORBETT, I hope that this extension 
of time will be given, because a great many 
of these dealers have a very large amouut of 
tobacco on their hands, and they will be un- 
able to pay the tax and withdraw it from ware- 
house at once. I hope we may extend suff- 


cient time to them to enable them to withdraw | 
the tobacco from warehouse and pay their tax. 


Mr. FENTON. Let meremark to my friend 
from Oregon. that ample provision is made in 
the bill for the withdrawal of goods from 
boned warehouse at any time. It may be 
within thirty days, or ten days, without any 
injury to those who have stored their goods 
in bonded warehouses; but the committee 
deemed it best to give ample time for the 
stock to be exhausted in the ordinary course 
of exportation or withdrawal for home. con- 
sumption. ` 

Mr. COLE. Is six months sufficient time? 

Mr. FENTON... Plenty. 

Mr. COLE. I think not. I think a year 
from the passage of the act is short time 
enough to allow these persons to dispose of 
their stocks. It wili result in great pecuniary 
embarrassment, I haye no doubt, in some 
cases. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Only one word. I am 
rather surprised that there should be objection 
to this, particularly as the chairman of the 
committee having the bill in charge does not 
object. I suggest, however, to the Senate one 
reason in favor.. Ifthe time istoo short, injury 
will be done; if it isa few months too long, 
no injury whatever canbe done. There is the 
tobacco subject to the tax, and the whole ques- 
tion is whether the time when the tax is real- 
ized shall be postponed for awhile or not. In 
the mean time, the warehouses continuing, the 
expense falls upon those interested in the 
tobacco and not upon the Government. There- 
fore I can hardly see how any serious objection | 
can obtain to the provision; whereas, if we 
make the time too short it may work great 
hardship upon those concerned. 

Mr. BAYARD, Would not. the. effect of 


the extension of this time to twelve months 
simply be to bring the measure back again be- 
fore Congress at its next session to have the 
same struggle over it that we are having now? 

Mr. CONKLING. . Oh, no. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill say to the Senator 
from New York that that is the only objection 
there is to the proposition. This thing is now 
settied and understood. This is merely for 
the benefit of the trade, to allow them to get 
rid of the tobacco on hand. 
they have three. million pounds on hand, and 
I think it is but fair to give them an extension 
of time provided they will not come here again 
next winter with this controversy, 
the only objection to it. 
for twelve months, notwithstanding the report 
of the committee was six months, because I 
want to be liberal and fair. 
stroying the business of these people, I do not 
want to do it in such a way as to injure them, 
but I do not want them to bring this matter 


of controversy back here again next winter. | 


Mr. CORBEIT. The amendment is not 
moved with any such idea, I judge. It is 
simply to give these persons an opportunity 


to withdraw their tobaeco from warehouse j 


and dispose of it. Many of these people have 
purchased particulur kinds of tobaceo, for 
which there is no immediate demand, and 
which is rather undesirable, perhaps, and by 
giving them a little longer time they will be 
able to dispose of the tobacco without loss to 
themselves. If you compel them to take all 


this tobacco out of the warehouses at once | 


and pay the tax upon it, it is going to seriously 
embarrass them, 
and they bought the tobacco with the view of 
holding it in tobacco- warehouses without pay- 
ing the tax until they wished to use it, and in 
order to keep a large stock on hand under the 
present system. As you propose to change 
the system entirely, it seems to me it is noth- 
ing more than generous, nothing more than 
right, in fact, that you should give them suffi- 
cient time to prepare for the change. 

Mr, BLAIR. ‘This is an amendment to con- 


tinue the warehouse system instead of destroy- | 


ing it, as the Senate have voted by an over- 
whelming majority. This is to continue it 


twelve months, to make it apply to the next | 
It seems to me that six months 


tobacco erop. 
is ample time to be extended for this purpose. 
I hope the amendment will be voted down. 
Mr. CONKLING. Ihope the amendment 
will not be voted down or voted up under such 


an apprehension as the Senator from Missouri | 


seems to have. Let me read the bill. “All 
tobaeco and snuff now stored in any export 
bonded warehouse.’?. Why does the Senator 
from Missouri think it applies to the next crop 
of tobacco, as I understood him? ‘The com- 
mittee report in favor of allowing these people 
a fair opportunity to withdraw their tobacco. 
The only question is how long it will take. 


Some Senator suggested thatif the amendment | 


to allow twelve months prevails, it might per- 
mit them to come back here at the next ses- 
sion. It seems to me that is very odd. 
months is proposed, and that carries them to 
the beginning of the next session. 
any force in that argument, it applies to the 
one provision just as well as it does to the 
other. But Itake it there is nobody insane 
enough to suppose after this whole question | 
shall be settled now that the men who are | 
protesting against a fluctuation and change of 
this tax will come back here in six months or | 
a year to try the question over again. I need | 
not disclaim any such purpose in the amend- 
ment. There.is no such purpose, nor does it 
tend in that way. The whole point is to enable | 
persons who bave tobacco in store now to have 
an opportunity to make the best disposition 
of it that they. can. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from j 
New York. a an aes d 


In New York | 
That is | 
I think Í shail vote | 


As we are de- | 
| 


ecause the tax is very large | 


Six | 


If there is | 


The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes thirteen. 

Mr. CONKLING.. Let us have the yeas 
and nays. Senators do not vote on a division. 

The yeas and nays were orlered. © | 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I think this 
amendment illustrates the whole object of 
these warehouses clearly. Here we are asked 
to allow them twelve months to withdraw their 
tobacco ! 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Cragin, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen. Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Kelly, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont. Morton, Nye, 
Pratt, Sherman, Vickers, West, and Wilson—27. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Cooper, 
Feuton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Logan, Norwood, 
Pomeroy, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Scburz, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Summer, ‘Tipton, 
Trumbull, Windom, and Wright—25, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Casserly, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of 
West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Qil- 
bert, Hamlin, Kellogg, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, 
Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Stewart, and 
Thurman—22, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section [seventeen] sixteen, 
line three hundred and ninety-three, before 
the word ‘‘ dollars ” to strike out “ ten ” and 
insert ‘‘ fifty ;? so that the proviso will read ; 


Provided, That no claim foran allowance of draw- 
back shall be entertained or allowed for a sum less 
than fifty dollars, nor except upon evidence sat- 
isfactory to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
that the stamps affixed tothe tobacco, snuff, or cigar 
alleged to have been exported were totally destroyed 
before the shipment thereof, and that the same have 
been landed in a foreign country, or were lostat sea, 
and have not been relanded within the limits of the 
United States, &e. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section [seven- 
teen] sixteen, line four hundred and one, after 
the word ‘*shall’’ to insert the words ‘on and 
after July 1,1872, be subject to the same tax 
as i: provided by this act, and shall ;” soas to 
read : 


All tobacco and snuff now stored in any export 
bonded warehouse shall, on and after July 1, 1872, 
be subject to the same tax as is provided by this 
act, and shall, within twelve months after the pas- 
sage of this act, be withdrawn from such ware- 
house upon payment of the tax, or for export under 
the regulations of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue now in force concerning withdrawals of 
tobacco and snuff from bonded warehouses, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment wasin section [seven- 
teen] sixteen, after the word “ stamp,” in line 
four hundred and twenty-one, to insert the 
words, ‘‘ or who shall buy, receive, or have in 
his possession any cigars on which the tax to 
which they are liable has not been paid ;’’ so 
that the clause will read : 


That section eighty-nine be amended by inserting 
in thelastsentenée, after the words “false or fraudu- 
lent or counterfeit stamp,” the following words: “‘or 
who shall affix to any box containing cigarsa stamp 
in the similitude or likeness ofany stamp required to 
be used by the laws of the United States, whether 
the same shall bea custom or an internal revenue 
stamp:” or who shall buy, receive, or have in his 
possession any cigars on which the tax to which they 
are liable has not been paid.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move to amend by 


inserting, after line four hundred and twenty- 
three, the following as a new paragraph: 


That section one hundred be amended by adding: 
thereto the following words: “and every collector 
of internal revenue from whose district any dis- 
tilled spirits, tobacco, snuff, or cigars shall be shipped 
in bond under the provisions of this act, shall ren- 
dera monthly account of the same to the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, showing the amount of 
each article. produced and shipped in bond, the 
amounis of which the exportation is completed-ac- 
cording to law, and the amount remaining unac- 
counted for at the end of each month; also any 
excesses or deficiencies of the amounts originally 
reported as shipped.” 4 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment of the Committee on 
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Finance was to strike out section twenty-one, 
in the following words: 

“Sec. 21. That section one of the act of April 10, 
1869, be:amended by striking out the last elayse of 
said section. . 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment. was to strike out sec- 
tion [twenty-three] twenty-one, from line one 
to line thirty-eight, inclusive, in the following 
words: 

Sxc. [23] 21. That schedule B of section one hun: 
dred and seventy of the act of June 30, 1864, and 
all acts and parts of acts amendatory thereof, be 
amended by Striking out the following words: 

* Agreement or contract, other than domestic and 

` inland. bills of lading, and those specified in this 
schedule; any appraisement of value or damage, 
or for any other purpose; for every sheet or piece 
of paper upon which either of the same shall be 
written, five cents: Provided, Thatif more than one 
appraisement, agreement, or contract shall be writ- 
ten upon one sheet or piece of paper, five cents for 
each and every additional appraisement, agreement, 

or contract:” . 

“ Bank check, draft, or order for the payment. of 
any. sum of money whatsoever, drawn upon any 
bank, banker, or trust company, or for any sum 
exceeding ten dollars drawn upon any other person 
or persons, companies or corporations, at sight or on 
demand, two cents.” g 

Also by striking out the following words: 

** Lease, agreement, memorandum, or contract for 
the hire, use, or rent of any land, tenement, or por- 
tion thereof, where the rent or rental valuo is $300 
per annum, or less, fifty cents; ” 

“Where the rent or rental value exceeds the sum 
of $300 per annum, for each additional $200, or frac- 
tional part thereof in excess of $300, fifty cents.” 

And inserting in lieu thereof the words: 

* Lease, agreement, Memorandum, or contract for 
the hire, use, or rent of any land, tenement, or por- 
tion thereof, where the rent or rental does not 
exceed $500, fifty cents ;” 

© Where the rent or rental exceeds $500, and does 
not exceed $1,000, one dollar;’’ A 

“And for every additional $500 or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $1,000, fitty cents.” 

And schedule C, in said section, be amended by 
striking out so much thereof as levies a tax on and 
provides for the stamping of friction matches, 

And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That on and after the lst day of October, A.D. 
1872, all the taxes Imposed by stamps under and by 
virtue of schedules “B” and ' C.” of section one 

hundred and seventy of the act of June 3), 1864, and 

all acts and parts of acts amendatory thereof be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 

` Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I have an 
amendment which { desire to offer before the 
question is taken on striking out and insert- 
ing. I propose to amend the matter proposed 
to be inserted by preceding it'with the follow- 
ing words: 

That so much of schedule C as levies a tax and 
provides for the stamping of friction matches is 
hereby repealed, to take effect July 1, 1872; and. 

My object is to provide for the repeal of the 
stamp tax upon matches on the Ist of July, 
instead of, as is provided in the amendment, the 
lst of October. I believe the idea has gone 

out that this repeal would be made, and the 
dealers in matches in anticipation of the re- 
peal of this tax have been reducing the amount 
of their stocks on hand. Now, if the provision 
proposed by the committee is adopted by the 
Senate, it compels them to reduce the amount 
of their business in anficipation of this repeal, 
thus lengthening the time. I think itwould be 
injustice to those dealing in this article. 

In support of this amendment I will state 

that I have received dispatches from dealers in 
Chicago and other places recommending that 
this amendment be made, that the repeal take 
effect on the 1st of July instead of next Octo- 
ber. I hope the amendment will prevail. 
_ Mr, SHERMAN. I think this amendment 
is an evidence of the selfishness of human na- 
‘ture. We have provided for the repeal of the 
stamp tax on everything to take effect on the 
ist of October; but for the special benefit of 
the mannfacturers of matches we have pro- 
vided that if they have any stamps on hand on 
the Ist of October, or any articles upon which 
they have attached stamps, we will redeem the 
stamp and refund to them what they bave lost hy 
attaching the stamps on the article. These 
stamps are scattered all over the countiy, not 
only in the hands of wholesale dealers but of 
retail dealers. aye 


Now, if we make the act take effect on the 
ist of July, we tax some poor fellow on a 
gross or two of matches who has paid $1 44 
a gross, and he will lose that, and he will feel 
that he has been injured by it. While we 
provide for refunding to the manufacturer the 
value of thestamps he has on hand unused, 
we cannot provide for the multitude of deal- 
ers all over this country. It is de minimis. 
Therefore we have postponed the taking effect 
of this part of the act until the Ist of October, 
so that all the dealers will have a chance to 
sell their matches and have an opportnuity to 
buy anew supply at the cheapest rates. It 
seems to me thisis rather a selfish move on 
the part of the manufacturers and wholesale 
dealers in matches, because, if this amend- 
ment prevails, on the Ist of July every man 
who has a single box of matches, or from one 
box up to fifty gross, will suffer the loss of the 
amount he has paid for stamps on the matches 
on hand. They will be brought in competi- 
tion directly with the matches that have paid 
no tax. The committee examined the matter 
and. postponed the taking effect of the stamp 
portion of the act until the Ist of October, so 
as to allow the stamps on hand to be absorbed. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Ohio 
quoted half the maxim, bat he wishes to apply 
it to a wrong. itis de minimis non curat lex. 
He wants the law to take care of these very 
small things, which is not the spirit of the 
maxim. ‘These little fellows in the country 
have taken very good care of themselves. An- 
ticipating the removal by Congress of the 
stamp taxes, the stocks of the retailers through 
the country have been reduced to the slender- 
est proportions. They have been awanie 
this action which has been anticipated, and 
am informed by the manufacturers that the 
stocks which they have been compelled to 
keep on hand have been swollen to an enorm- 
ous extent, enough to distress them exceed- 
ingly and to make some action by Congress 
either in favorof the immediate abolition or 
the absolute retention of the tax essential for 
their existence almost, 

The amendment of the committee provides 
for the repayment by the Government of the 
money paid for unused stamps and stamped 
paper in sums of ten dollars. Where there 
shall be stamps unused in the very diminutive 
amounts mentioned by the Senator from Ohio 
they can be clubbed together by the parties 
and returned to the manufacturer, who then 
can cause the redemption to himself. There 
will be in reality no comparative hardship in 
making this law take effect on the Ist of July; 
nothmg that will compare to what will result 
from extending it tothe Ist of October. The 
extension will produce constant embarrass- 
ment, because the stocks of the manufacturers 
will be kept up and the stocks of the retail deal- 
ers will be kept small and the trade will -be 
paralyzed until the Ist of October by the ex- 
tension. The sooner the repeal takes effect 
the better. The stocks now out, as I am as- 
sured, are so small that they will all be con- 
sumed by the Ist of July, or very nearly all, 
whereas if it is postponed until October you 
have the paralysis of constant doubt resting 
upon the trade until that time shall come. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Dela- 
ware has stated this case ‘so fully, as it is ex- 
plained to me, that Ihave nothing to add to 
what he says, with perhaps one very minute 
exception. The Senator stated that the stamps 
on the matches now stamped could be lumped 
and returned to the manufacturer, and then 
the manufacturer, under.the provisions of the 
bill, would receive compensation -for his 
stamps. I wish to amplify that for one mo- 
ment by reminding the Senate that there is no 
mode of identifying matches. Match men, 
like the rest of us, take care of their own in- 
terest. - Their stocks, as the Senator says, are 
very. slender ; but the large dealers have large 
stocks in hand. How are we going to know 


whether they are there upon actual purchase 
from the manufacturer, or upon such terms as 
that they can be taken back to the manufac- 
turer, so that under the bill he will receive 
ten dollars at one time compensation for all 
his stamps? 

Therefore I submit that the Senator from 
Delaware is warranted in all that he has said, 
and that in view of the argument made by the 
Senator from Ohio there can be no objection 
to fixing this repeal to take effect on the 1st 
of July. I cannot see how the Government is 
to lose anything at all; but I do see inevitable 
inconvenience to be inflicted upon match 
manufacturers, match venders, and match con- 
sumers by letting it stand until the 1st of Octo-, 
ber. Therefore I shall vote for the amendment 
of my honorable friend from Michigan. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I do not deny 
the fact stated by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance that this is a selfish inter- 
est. That verifies the declaration made by 
the chairman in the progress of this bill, that 
a tariff measure is a struggle for private inter- 
ests. I believe the object of the committee, 
at least the object of the Senate, is to pro- 
tect all these interests so far as may not con- 
flict with the interest of the Government. 
Just exactly as my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
Locan] said on the question of tobacco, we 
endeavor to consult those interested, both the 
manufacturer and the consumer, and so in the 
case of matches. 

Now, I will restate that in view of the con- 
templated removal of the tax the dealers as 
well as the consumers, the large dealers advis- 
ing the smaller dealers to purchase lightly, 
have largely reduced their stocks with the ex- 
pectation that the tax would be removed on 
the ist of July. Now, it will be seen that if 
the manufacturers of matches have, in antici- 
pation of this, reduced their quantity on hand, 
they have left a vacuum in the market which 
will be supplied by foreign manufacturers. 
Now, it is well known that in Canada matches 
are largely manufactured. If, therefore, we 
take off this tax at an earlier period, we do 
not give them the opportunity of filling up the 
market, but reserve it to our own manufac- 
turers and protect our own interests. ` 

It seems as though the question was so plain 
that I need not weary the patience of thé Sen- 
ate by saying anything more upon it. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out the 
whole proviso for the purpose of adding a 
few words. ‘Senators seem to regard this as a 
small matter. 

In the first place the chimera that my friend 
from Michigan raises, that foreigners will sup- 
ply us with matches, is absurd. Foreigners 
cannot bring matches into this country while 
the stamp law exists, because, in addition to 
the high duty on matches; we require them to 
put on these very stamps. Consequently there 
are no foreign matches brought here unless 
it be some fancy matches, probably a few wax 
matches or something of that kind, and I do 
not know that they even are brought here. 

This is a question that involves, in the first 
place, $625,000 of revenue, which is no small 
matter when we are throwing off such a large 
mass of taxes. 

Then this proposal is a discrimination in 
favor of match manufacturers, who have been 
very well cared for during the whole existence 
of the internal revenue system. We do not 
propose to relieve other people from the tax 
on stamps until October. We now collect 
from them $2,500,000 a year. This anticipates 
the taking effect of this act in three months, 
whichis a loss to the Government of $625,000. 
That is something. 

Mr. CONKLING. But how is that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Simply because we shall 
have the tax up to the Ist of October if the 
amendment of the committee ‘is adopted, and 
if we repeal this taxon the tst of July we lose 
one quarter’s revenue. Hh oe Se 
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Mr. CONKLING. That weighs with me; 
bat I understand the fact to be that by his.bill 
the Senator provides. that in sums of ten dol- 
larg the manufacturer. shall have pay for his 
stamps on hand unused. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After the Ist of October. 

Mr, CONKLING. Yes. Now, my sugges- 
tion to my friend is that this will all come under 
the head of what the manufacturers have, be- 
cause all the men who hold stocks. will say 
they still belong to the manufacturers, and 
they will get repaid for the stamps. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is drawing 
in a matter that has nothing to do with this. 
You propose to sacrifice $625,000, which is 
one quarter of the yearly yield of this tax, in 
favor of these manufacturers, when you do not 
do it in regard to the bank-check stamp tax 
or anything else. We postpone the repeal of 
those taxes until’ the lst.of October because 
the stamps are out among the people, and you 
should not pass aa act repealing thé stamp 
taxes without either redeeming the stamps or 
giving the people an opportunity to use theni. 

This is merely for the convenience of match 
manufacturers. It is true that from the Ist 
of July to the Ist of October they will be a 
little more careful in making a quantity of 
matches; that is, they will make them, but 
they will not attach stamps; they will hold on 
to the lots until the 1st of October, and in 
the mean time only sell enough for immediate 
consumption, ‘That will.be so in regard to 
all matters that are stamped. They only suf- 
fer the inconvenience that patent-medicine 
mėn and all other persons engaged in buying 
and selling stamped articles will suffer. But 
if you repeal the stamp tax to take effect on 
the Ist of July, while it will be very conven- 
ient for match manufacturers, every small 
dealer will lose what he has on hand. ‘This 
provision does not provide for the dealers ; 
‘and it would be a gross evasion of the law for 
a dealer to do what the Senator from Dela- 
ware proposes that he shall do, bring in the 
unused stamps as those of the manufacturer, 
because the section provides— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury may, under 
auch regulations as he may prescribe, pay to manu- 
facturers of matches- the sum of not less than ten 
dollars in any case for stamps unused and affixed to 
matches unsold at the time when this section shall 
take effect. à 

Therefore this is an act solely for the benefit 
of the. manufacturer of matches, and the only 
provision we have made for the dealer ‘is to 
give him four months’ time within which to 
work off his supply. As a matter of course 
to take a snap judgment on the dealers would 
be to do great injustice to probably two hun- 
dred thousand people. 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend 
from Ohio says I bring in a matter that has 
nothing to do with it. If that is true I want 
to know it, because I should have voted under 
a misapprehension and shall now unless he 
corrects me further. Let me see what the sec- 
tion provides: ; 

Provided, Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury may, 
under such regulations as he may prescribe, pay— 

To whom? To all users of stamps? Not 
atall; but— : , 
to manufacturers of matches the sum of not less 
than ten dollars in any case for stamps and stamped 
paper unused or affixed to matches unsold at the 
time when this section shall take effect, 

I submit to the Senator that I do not bring 
in a thing which has nothing to do with it, but 
I refer to a thing which has everything to do 
with it. Why? Does he suppose that all the 
men who have matches for sale upon commis- 
sion, upon terms of all sorts, making it wholly 
optional with them to treat them as sold or 
unsold between them and the manufacturers, 


are going to lose their stamps?- Not at all. 1 | 


will agree with the Senator that everybody 
ought to observe in the strictest sense the law, 
and every man should examine himself and 
his books, and say ‘‘ Now if technically these 
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matches have. been sold, by law I will not 
claim anything from the Government on the 
stamps ;°’ but practically this is the fact: that 
the retail dealers who hold matches, confessedly 
sold as between them and the manufacturers, 
hold so-few that the subject is not worth. dis- 
cussing: All. the large holders have their 
matches upon such terms, as I think my friend 
can satisfy himself upon higher authority than 
I am, an authority which he will not have to go 
very far.to.look for. They hold their matches 
upon such terms that in spite of anything in the 
bill or in the regulations, they will. treat them 
as unsold matches, and the manufacturer will 
receive, in suis of ten dollars each, recompense 
for the stamp paperand the stamps unused and 
affixed to these matches.: Therefore, in place 
of losing six hundred and odd thousand dol- 
lars, I do not believe myself it involves $500 
to the revenue, whereas it does involve a large 
sum in the inconvenience of the persons còn- 
cerned. 

My friend turns to me with surprise when I 
say that, and I judge he has not attended to 
what L have been saying about it, and there- 
fore I ask to repeat to him in one word my 
statement. -It is this:. that all the large hold- 
ers of matches on the Ist of July and between 
now and the Ist of October hold their matches 
upon such terms that they will come in under 
this proviso and the Government will refund to 
them the stamp tax. ‘That is my proposition. 
Now, if there is any answer to that I have not 
been able to learn, although I have applied to 
those on both sides who know more about it 
than I think any member of the Senate is 
likely to know on this subject. I have asked 
those representing the Government whether 
there was any practical way of preventing this, 
and I have been told there was not. have 
asked those. in favor of this amendment, and 
they say that as to those really interested: in 
the matter of stamps, the present proviso will 
take them in. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think Iean 
put a question to the Senator that will make 
him understand what the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance seems to have failed to do. 
If this law were to be postponed for an entire 


year, does not the Senator from New York |! 


perceive that we should get another ycar’s 
revenue; and if itis postponed only a fourth 
part of that time, will not the Government get 
one fourth part of the revenue? 
Mr. CONKLING. Not atall. As I under- 
stand, the Senator from Vermont makes a 
proposition entirely clear. If we postpone it 
a year, he asks, shall we not get a year’s rev- 
enue? I answer him no; although the sub- 
stance of bis proposition would betrue. Why? 
If you postpone the taking effect of it so long 
that they are compelled to put matches now 
stamped on the market and sell them, undoubt- 
edly you will get that. All the consumption 
that you compel you will get revenue for. My 
proposition is that the match men, understand- 
ing that this was going to take place, as they 
have for some time, have governed themselves 
accordingly. And as the Senator from Dela- 
ware says, the retail dealers, who contessedly 
have bought their matches and hold them in 
their own right, hold a very slender stock. 
Upon that very likely you will get a reve- 
nue; and you may in either case. The large 
holders have their matches upon such terms 
that just as far.as it is necessary to have them 
go out to answer the consumption between 
now and October, they will go. That far I 
agree with the Senator. from Vermont. But I 
say that the substance of it is that you arrest 
and paralyze in some degree the trade, and 
all the revenue that you get will be upon 
those matches whieh they are compelled to 
sell in answer to the actual current demand. 
That is my proposition. .Now, I think the Sen- 
ator from Vermont will not deny that. 
_ Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, The trade 
has been under this same idea that we were 


about to repeal the tax forthe last four months, 
and of course whatever the consumption of the 
country will be for three months from July to 
October, would add just so much to the reve- 
nues of the country. There can-be'no sort of 
doubt-about it. The trade is now-in the:con: 
dition that it will bein on the Ist of July, and 
the same condition that it will be on -the-ist 
of October; so that whatever the consumption 
of the country is, that much will be added to 
the revenue of the country. There can be no 
sort of doubt about it. : 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. If I understood 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
his position was that we had reduced the rev 
enue of the country by the remission of taxes 
so much that we must continue this stamp tax 
for the length of time between July and Octo- 
ber in order to partially make up for that 
reduction. The committee have recommended 
on the article of tobacco an increase of the tax, 
twenty-four cents as 1 understand, instead of 
twenty as fixed by the House of Representa- 
tives, and the Senate have adopted that.. That 
is an increase of four cents per pound, and 
still it is proposed by the chairman of the 
committee to increase the tax on matches, or 
rather to extend the time during which it shall 
exist. My attention being called to the part 
of the bill under the heading of *‘ tobacco,” I 
find that the increase. of tax there made is 
provided for to take effect on the ist of July. 
Now, the objection is urged that the tax should 
not berepealed on the 1st of July upon matches, 
bat should be extended to the Ist of October, 
because the tax on some other articles has 
been regulated by that time.. This proviso 
provides for the remission of. the tax upon all 
matches that may be held by manufacturers, 
but all who are holding matches as dealers 
and consumers cannot have the remission. 
We know that matches are used just as uni- 
versally or more so than tobacco. . I argued 
upon that question on the basis of its univer- 
sality;.and much more does that argument 
apply to the case of matches, because we can- 
not get along without matches. Now, toallow 
from this time on tothe lst of October to con- 
sumers to gather the amount of matches they 
may need. and then compel them to lose the 
stamps on them for the benefit of the Govern- 
ment, I say is legislating against. the interests 
of the masses. ; 

I repeat, for the information of the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance, that already we 
have competition with Canada under the exist- 
ing duty. I did not say that the duty would 
be removed, but I understood that the tax 
will be removed on their matches on the Ist 
of October, if the proposition of the committee 
is carried, as well as on-ours, and they will be 
more able to compete with: us then than now, 
because having. to pay both duty and tax they 
compete with us at this time. They will have 
the same opportunity then and much more so 
when they will be able during these months 
to accumulate matches to: rush in our market 
on the Ist of October. : 

Now, with a tacit understanding on the part 
of the manufacturers and dealers in matches 
that this remission would occur on the Ist of 
July, I think it is hardly fair to that interest 
that that time should be extended upon the 
plea that because other taxes are remitted at 
that time this should also take the same course. 

I call the Senator's attention to the fact that 
he has fixed the Ist of July in the case of to- 
bacco, where we have raised the tax. Why 
not allow matches: that are more universally 
used to be operated upon at the same time, 
and thus relieve the masses of this burdensome 
tax? . The Government ean. afford it: to the 
masses. : 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Ide not wish 
to occupy the time of the Senate more than & 
moment, and that only to testify to the aniver- 
sality.of the feeling among manufacturers of 
matches that their business is injuriously and 
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unnecessarily interfered with by the prolonga- 
tion of this time from. July to October. - I have 
received: numerous dispatches and other com- 
munications upon this subject, and the effect 
of the section as it now stands must unques- 
tionably be to. embarrass. and diminish the 
business. which is done by those who are en- 
gaged in the manufacture of this article in any 
and all parts of. the country. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Since the Ist day of 
January; or’about that. time, the dealers in 
matches bave been notified that probably this 
tax would be removed. The consequence has 
been that'ali the retail dealers have purchased 
very ‘sparingly, and that the manufacturers 
have been piling up stock in their factories to 
an enormous extent. You will find that all 
ovet the United States the manufacturers hold 
very large amounts of stock. They now de- 
sire to relieve themselves from this large sur- 
plus which has been accumulating; and they 
must either do that or diminish the force now 
employed in the production of matches. I was 
told the other day bya very large manufac- 
turer that he would be compelled to discharge 
three or four hundred of his hands if he was 
compelled to submit to this further delay. 

Then, again, the fall trade commences about 
the Ist of July; orders come from a great 
distance; and if this tax is removed on the 
Ist of July it will enable the dealers all over 
the United States to send in their orders at 
an early day aud: get ready supplies for the 
coming winter. fe 

I hope that this amendment of my colleague 
will be agreed to, and that the tax will be re- 
moved on the Ist day of July. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan, 
[Mr. Ferry. ] 

’ Mr. SHERMAN. Icallfortbe yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN.. Before this is done I 
again ask the attention of the Senate.. I am 
atraid the Senate will do an act of meanness 
and injustice that I should dislike to have the 
Senate of the United States do. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Did the Sen- 
ator say that I proposed an act of meanness? 

Mr. SHERMAN. TI say if the Senate dces 
this, it will be an act of injustice, an act of 
meanness, in my opinion, 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 
ator has qualified his remark. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not intend to reflect 
upon the Senator personally; he kaows how 
kindly I feel toward him; but I say this, that 
ifthe Senate of the United States proposes 
now to snap up one hundred thousand small 
dealers who would lose by the operation of this 
amendment one, five, or six dollars each— 
we collect $2,500,000 from the people of the 
United States—and to pick them up and 
make them lose the tax they have paid on all 
the matches-on hand, is an act of meanness. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator al- 
low me to correct him in one thing? I am 
told, and I believe, that the dealers have not 
thirty days’ supply on hand to-day, perhaps 
not twenty days’ supply. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I represent as many 
match manufactories as my friend from Mich- 
igan, and I know that there is one man here 
who is largely interested in going around 
and getting this done. How can he tell how 
many storekeepers, families, and persons all 
over this broad country have matches on hand 
that have paid the tax? He knows to whom 
he sells, wholesale dealers. So of the great 
establishment in Detroit, the owner of which 
is here; he sells a great number to large deal- 
ers on commission, and they are protected by 
this section; but what about the innumerable 
hundreds of thousands of people all over the 
country who will be snapped up merely to 
give the manufacturers the benefit of a market 
for three months between July and October? 


I see the Sen- 


It would: be-wrong. The House of: Repre- 
sentatives, therefore, in considering this mat- 
ter, put off the general repeal of. the stamp 
tax for one year, in order to allow the stamps 
in the hands of the peopleto get out of the 
way.: We do it with bankers and every other 
class of citizens. . I would not do injustice. to 
any individual: to the. extent of a dollar; but 
if we must to some only, I would rather.do an 
injustice to the manufacturers who are large 
property-holders.. Here we provide for these 
manufacturers and provide for refunding to 
nobody else. Iam satisfied it is wrong, and 
I hope the Senate will not do it. 

We sacrifice $625,000 of revenue for six or 
seven or a dozen or twenty manufacturers, and 
merely hurry forward their market from the 1st 
of July to the ist of October. I: hope the 
Senate will not do-it on the supposition that it 
is a small matter, but will let this repeal take 
effect with the repeal of all the other stamp 
taxes on the lst of October. These men are 
able to hold their stocks on hand until then, 
and all the smali dealers through the country 
will get rid of the supply they hold on which 
they have paid to these manufacturers the tax. 
When the field is thus clear the manufacturers 
will have the broad field of the United States. 
The idea of the importers of matches is ab- 
surd. These men have the benefit of thirty- 
five percent. ad valorem on their matches, and 
the stamp tax of one cent which the foreigners 
have to put on without abatement. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I desire to ask 
a question of the Senator. I ask if that would 
not apply at any time? If the law is passed 
to take effect on the 1st of October, would not 


that condition of circumstances occur as be- | 


tween the manufacturer and the consumer? 
Mr. SHERMAN, No; the manufacturers 
know that this tax is proposed to be repealed, 
and so do the dealers, but I ask if all the peo- 
ple of the United States know that we have 
been debating here and are going to repeal 
the tax on matches? There is not one ina 
hundred of those who hold small quantities 
who have followed the proceedings in Coun- 
gress and know it. The first they will know 
of the repeal of the tax on matches will be 
when it is repealed. Probably not till this 
law is passed will they know that the tax on 
matches is repealed; and between the passage 
of the act and the 1st of October they can get 
rid of their stock on hand, and will only buy 
enough to get along until the Ist of October. 
Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I do not think 
the consumers will do without matches be- 
tween this and the Ist of October in order 
to be without them when the law takes effect. 
They will have matches in the house at that 
time, and therefore the objection applies then 
as well as now. When the tax is remitted— 
and the earlier the better—the consumer gets 
the benefit, for the manufacturers add to the 
price of matches the amountof tax, and there- 
fore the earlier the tax is removed the earlier 
will the benefit be derived by the consumer, 
and it is on that basis that I am arguing the 
question. ; 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Buckingham, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Chandler,- Clayton, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flau- 
agan, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Norwood, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, 
and Vickers—24. - 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony. Boreman, Car- 
penter, Cooper, Fenton, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Rob- 
ertson, Scott, Sherman, Sumner, Tipton, 
Wright—18. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Brownlow, Casserly, 
Cole, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of. West 
Virginia, Edmunds, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, 
Pomeroy, Pool? Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Saw- 
yer. Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, Trumbull, 
West, Wilson, and Windom—32, . 

So the amendment to the amendmėnt was 
agreed to. | ; a 


+ 


and . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of. the Commit- 
tee on. Finance, as amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read now as it 


stands. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER... The portion 
proposed to be inserted will.be read. i 
The Caer Currx. The part ‘proposed to 
be inserted, as amended, reads: : 


That so much of schedule C as levies a tax and 
provides for the stamping of friction matches. is 
hereby repealed, to take effect, July1, 1872; and that 
on and after the Ist day of October A. D., 1872, all 
the tax imposed by stamps under and by virtue of 
schedules B and ©, of section one hundred and 
seventy of the act of June 30, 1864, and all acts or 
part of acts amendatory thereof, be and are hereby 
repealed. 


The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have an amendment 
prepared to offer to that section, but I feel 
very indifferent now about the whole stamp 
section. At the end of line forty-three, after 
the words ‘facts amendatory thereof,’’ I pro- 
pose to insert ‘*‘ except the stamp tax on bro- 
kers levied by section ninety-nine of said act.” 
It is not the purpose of this section to affect 
the tax on brokers and bankers. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is section ninety- 
nine that is referred to? i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Section ninety-nine levies 
a tax on brokers on sales and contracts for the 
sale of gold, stocks, bullion, and promissory 
notes at the rate of oné cent on the $100. The 
tax on brokers and bankers is not intended to 
be disturbed in this bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. But that is a stamp tax, 
I understand ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is. I feel indifferent 
myself whether it is répealed or not. 

_ Mr. CONKLING. Then do not let us adopt 


it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I simply move to insert 
the exception here in deference to the com- 


mittee. , 

Mr. CONKLING. F hope the Senator will 
not press that amendment. I thought one of 
the things we were agreed upon was to get 
rid of the stamp tax. If we are going to get 
rid of it, I think we had better make a clean 
sweep of the whole matter... I do not. want at 
this moment to anticipate’ any question about 
the tax on bankers; but I hope when we reach 
it we shall pay some attention to it. It is 
called a taxon bankers, but it is a tax on the 
people, and I think a very obnoxious tax. 
This, however, is a separate matter; this is to 
repeal the stamp tax. If weare going to have 
an end of the stamp tax, I submit we ought to 
do it, and not compel brokers and bankers to 
put a one-cent stamp on each $100 on certain 
contracts. The effect of the section now is to 
dismiss stamps, except as to this class of con- 
tracts and this class of persons as to which we 
retain stamps. Ithinkit is high time to make 
an end of the stamp tax, and I wish to vote 
to abolish it in the broadest sense. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Having called the atten- 
tion of the Senate to this fact, the stamp tax 
on brokers being levied by a different section 
from that named here, I simply feel that my 
duty is done. {do not desire to continue the 
stamp tax on brokers any longer than other 
Senators desire to do so. Perhaps many Sen- 
ators may suppose it ig not repealed when it 
will be repealed by the effect of this language. 
I have done my duty in calling attention to 
the fact. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was rejected. . 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryiand. I desire 
to offer an amendment. to this section. In 
line forty-four, page 75, after the word ‘‘ re- 
pealed,’’ I propose thisamendment: 

And provided, That- in the meantime— 

That is before the ist of October— 
the holder of any instrament of writing of whatover 
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kind or description which has been signed or issued 
without being duly stamped or with a deficient 
stamp, may make application to any officer of in- 
ternal revenue, and such officer shall. thereupon affix 
the stamp provided by such holder upon. that in- 
strument of writing as required. by law. to be put 
upon tbe same; and. he shall at the time subscribe 
his name, the date thereof, and his official char- 
acter upon the stamp; and all such instruments of 
writing so stamped shail be as good and valid in law 
ag if the same had been stamped as required by law 
at the time of signing and issuing the same. 


Mr. CONKLING. Is not that the law now? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. No. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then it ought to-be 
adopted. ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. We might 
as well allow anybody to come up in the mean- 
time and go to any internal revenue officer 
and provide himself with stamps and have the 
papers validated, I think there is no difficulty 
about it.. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to suggest to the 
Senator from Maryland whether that amend- 
ment is not the law already? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. It is not. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Have we not a provision 
of law now that a man by going before 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. No; it 
requires all sorts of circumlocution, hunting 
up a particular officer, and affidavits that it 
has been omitted by mistake, or inadvertence, 
or ignorance, or something of that kind. Now, 
where we propose to repeal the whole stamp 
tax, why not allow a man to go to any internal 
revenue officer in the meantime and have this 
done? . 

Mr. MORTON. It cannot do any harm. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The old law is substan- 
tially similar, except that it seems to have upon 
it this reservation, and it ought to be added 
here: ‘‘ but no right acquired in good faith be- 
fore the stamping of such instrument or record- 
ing thereof, as berein provided, if such record 
be required by law, shallin any manner be 
affected by such stamping as aforesaid.”’ 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I have no 
Objection to that. [accept it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I inquire what is the neces- 
sity for this amendment to this bill, when we 
have already a law that 1think covers the whole 


subject? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Will the 
honorable Senator from Iowa refer me to that 
law? 

Mr. WRIGHT. We have a law that is re- 
ferred to by the chairman of the committee 
now from which he proposes to add the words 
che has just read to this amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That was 
prior to the Ist day of January, 1871, and 
only applied to instruments issued prior to the 
year 1871. The holders-of those instruments 
had power to go before certain.commissioners 
and make affidavits that they were not issued 
in certain ways by reason of gnorance or inad- 
vertence, and have the proper stamp athixed. 
But that was prior to.a particular day. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The inquiry 1 make is 
whether the law as it stands now does not au- 
thorize parties to. go before a collector of 
internal revenue in the proper district and 
make application showing that the stamp was 
omitted by mistake and have it put on? That 
certainly is the law. ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland.. But they 
have got to make affidavits, and all that kind 
of thing. I propose to allow them to go to 
any internal revenue officer. 

Mr. WRIGHT. . | say the law as it stands 
now authorizes a party to go beforean internal 
revenue Officer, and upon making the proper 
showing he can have the stamp put on. I 
understand this amendment proposes that 
from this time to the 1st of October he may go 
before any officer, whether he is an assistant 
or otherwise, jn any county, and have the cor- 
rection made. $ ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WRIGHT. ‘That is the very door that 
Ido not want to have opened. 1 do not be- 


lieve it ought to be done. 


The truth about it 
is that it is understood these instruments have 
no validity unless the stamp ison. Now the 
stamp is not put on. In the meantime rights 
may have intervened.. And yet you aliow 
a man to go before any subordinate officer and 
have this stamp. put on; and how far it may 
affect intervening rights no person can tell, 
If the internal revenue system is worth any- 
thing, andif you propose to continue it until 
the lst of October, [ see no reason why the 
same general law which obtains now should 
not continue until that time. 

There is another thing aboutit. In propor- 
tion as you introduce exceptions to your gen- 
eral law and attempt to amend it by patching 
up, in the same proportion do you increase 
the danger, and increase the difficulty of ques- 
tions, and possibly interfere with the rights 
of individuals. You want to have a general 
law, and letitspeak generally,and notintroduce 
these innumerable exceptions. Here is an 
amendment drawn up in haste at the desk: of 
a Senator. It is thrust in here to operate upon 
the general stamp act, and not alone upon the 
mere question of stamps, as to whether the 
party shall havea right to put a stamp on an 
instrument or not, but it may affect untold 
amounts of property because the rights of 
other individuals may have intervened in the 
meantime. ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I will ac- 
cept-a qualification that it shall affect no 
interest improperly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think on the whole it 
would be better to let this matter stand on the 
present law. I cannot turn to the law at the 
moment, but I am informed that there is ample 
provision in the law in case of neglect or mis- 
take without fault to supply the stamp; and 
perhaps this subject would better be legislated 
upon after.the stamp act is repealed, because 
then the stamps can be supplied in proper cases 
ofomission. The Senator oughtnotto thrust it 
in here when we have not time to examine it, 
and when it may affect the validity of legal in- 
struments, and may affect persons on trial for 
neglecting to supply proper stamps. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. It cannot 
possibly do that. I am not willing to delay 
action on the bill, but i will get the recent act, 
passed I think in 1871, to show that this 
right ig limited to a period of time. I will 
reserve the right to offer my amendment in the 
Senate, withdrawing it for the present. 

I desire now to offer another amendment, to 
bring it to the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio. It was to come in after the one just 
offered if adopted. Itis to remove a difficulty 
that may occur in regard to mortgages provid- 
ing security for the payment of bonds that may 
beissued under that mortgage from time to 
time. It is as follows: 

And provided also, That said repeal of said taxes 
imposed by stamps under and by virtue ofschedule 

and © shall be construed to extend to and em- 
brace all bonds or obligations made or issued on-or 
after the said Ist day of October, 1872, and so au- 
thorized to be made and issued under auy mortgage 
executed before the day last aforesaid, such mort- 
gage not being stamped. 

In explanation of this amendment, and it 
is to remove some difficulty, I will say that you 
are allowed of course to execute a mortgage 
without stamps if the bonds be stamped which 
are issued under the mortgage. When you 
execute a mortgage to secure the payment ofa 
certain amount of money, which may embrace 
a number of bonds, you are only required to 
stamp those bonds as they are issued. For 
illustration, suppose a mortgage to be exe- 


cuted before the passage of this act for $50,000, + 


and there are ten separate bonds of $5,000 
each, and $5,000 be issued to-day and stamped 
and the rest not until after the Ist day of 
October, those bonds I do not desire to come 
within the provisions of this law, because it is 
not then in existence, and under the existing 
law the bonds would not be required ta be 
stamped until issued. I hold in my hand 


series No. 6 to No. 10 from the revenue 
department, and I will just. read: 

“ A mortgage given to secure bonds which were to 
be issued from time to time as sales of them can be 
made, is valid so far as stamp taxes are concerned, 
though no stamps are affixed thereto, if the bonds 
are properly stamped as provided in section one 
hundred and sixty” ~ : 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator had better 
withdraw the amendment for the present and 
let me have the opinion. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Very well; 
I will submit it to the Senator and let him ex: 
amine it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I reserve 
the right to offer both amendments in the 
Senate. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will 
be understood. The Secretary will read the 
next amendment of the committee. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was in section [twenty-three] twenty- 
one, line forty-seven, after the word ‘‘ stamps,” 
to insert “and stamped paper,” and after the 
word ‘unused’? to strike out “and ” and in- 
sert ‘‘ or ;’’ in lines forty-nine and fifty to strike 
out the words ‘‘and by adding to said schedule 
C the following proviso, ‘ provided that,’ and 
to insert ‘‘and;’’ in line fifty-one, before 
tt schedule,” to strike out ‘* this,” and after 
the word ‘* exported,” in the same line, to in- 
sert the words “‘ after the passage of this act ;”” 
so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the Seeretary of the Treasury 
may, under such regulations as he may prescribe, 
pay to manufacturers of matches the sum of not less 
than ten dollars. in any case for stamps and stamped 
paper unused or affixed to matches unsold at the 
time when this section shall take effect; and arti- 
cles included under schedule “ C’ may be exported 
after the passage of this act without the requiré- 


ment of stamp, under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may establish, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out the 
whole proviso. Ido not want to make a dis- 
crimination or set the precedent of refunding 
stamps. If you do itin one instance you must 
do it in all. 1 can see no reason for providing 
for refunding to the manufacturers of matches 
the stamps unused when you do not do it 
with others. I move to strike out the proviso. 
Then all who have matches on hand will lose 
the stamps on those they have on hand. That 
is the rule applied in all other cases of persons 
who hold stamps. I do not want to refund to 
manufacturers of matches and not to dealers. 
I move to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I bope that will not 
be done. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think the Senator from 
Ohio is setting a very bad example to bis fol- 
lowers like me. We are considering now the 
amendment of the committee. This is not 
an amendment of the committee. My honor- 
able friend has no right under the rule to 
move it; and if he had what is the reason 
for it? ; i 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator occupying 
the chair, (Mr. Ferry, of Michigan,) has 
already moved an amendment which changed 
entirely an amendment of the committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator occupying 
the chair moved an amendment the effec: of 
which was to amend an amendment of the 
committee. That was right. It was the 
proper time to do that. Now my honorable 
friend who represents the committee, in place 
of proceeding to consider the amendment of 


i the committee, makes an independent motion 


to amend. and that in the face of the report of 
the committee, Fhe committee has reported 
the bill with the proviso which he now seeks 
to strike out, and he moves to strike it out. I 
think it is not in order, and if it were why 
does the honorable Senator move to strike it 
out? Simply because a majority of the Sen- 
ate has thought that as to this matter a differ- 
ent day should be fixed. The day proposed 
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May 29, 


was the:Ist of October asto a certain purpose, 
andas to that purpose the majority of the Senate 
substituted. the Ist of July. Now, my honor- 
able*friend, in face of the recommendation of 
the committee proposes an amendment to strike 
out the whole proviso altogether. I suggest to 
him that this is no timeto do it, and there will 
be no time when-that will be a good motion or 
when the Senate shonld vote for it. r 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
sustains the point of order of the Senator from 
New York, The amendment of the Senator 
from Michigan was an. amendment to an 
amendment of the commitiee,.and therefore 
was in order while the amendment of the com- 
mittee was under consideration, ‘'The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio is to amend 
the text. $ 

Mr. SHERMÀN.: I will take care to have a 
full vote of the Senate on the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The read- 
ing of the bill will proceed. A 

-The next amendment of the committee was 
in section [twenty-four] twenty-two, after the 
word “section,” in line sixteen, to insert the 
sentence ‘‘aud the words capital employed, in 
said: section, shall not include money bor- 
rowed or received in the usual course of busi- 
ness from any person nota partner of or inter- 
ested in the said bank, association, or firms ;”” 
so that the section will read: 

Sec. [24] 22. That the taxes imposed by section 
one hundred and ten of the act entitled “ An act to 
provide internal revenue to support the Govern- 
ment, to pay interest on the public debt, and for 
other purposes,”’ approved June 30, 1864, as amended 
by section nine of the act of July 18, 1866, to reduce 
internal taxation and to amend the act aforesaid 
and acts amendatory thereof, upon the deposits, 
capital, and circulation of banks, or persons, asso- 
ciations, companies, or corporations engaged in the 
business of banking, shall hereafter be paid semi- 
annually, on the lst day of January and the Ist 
day of July; but the sameshall becalculated at the 
rate per month as prescribed by said section, so that 
the tax for six months shall not be less than the ag- 
gregate would be if the said taxes were collected 
monthly, as prescribed by said section. And the 
words “capital employed,” in said section, shall not 
include money borrowed or received in the usual 
course of business from any person not a partner of 
or interested in the said bank, association, or firm, 
And tho exemption from tax, authorized by thesaid 
section, of deposits of less than $500 made in the 
name of one person, in associations or companies 
known ag provident institutions, savings banks, 
savings funds, or savings institutions, is hereby ex- 
tended to deposits so made of not exceeding $2,000. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I move the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Strike out the words from the nineteenth linedown 
to the twenty-fifth line, on page 76. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will observe. to the Senator that that is an 
amendment to the text of the bill. The Sen- 
ate is now considering amendments reported 
by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Isit not in order to 
move that now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is hardly 
in order at this time. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I will reserve it, then. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The word ‘religious’ 
ought to be inserted after the word ‘ benevo- 
lent” in line six of section [twenty-five] 
twenty-three, so as to conform to the act of 
which this is an amendment. At the inter- 
nal revenue office they hold that a religious 
object is not a charitable object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be 
no objection that amendment. will be made to 
the text. “It is ordered to be made. 

Mr, CONKLING. Before we pass from the 
bank section-I want to ask the Senator from 
Ohio a question, and, if he will allow me, his 
permission to“ modify. the phrase in the bill. 
On page 75.it provides for the repeal of the tax 
imposed by stamps by virtue of schedules B 
and C,and so on, Ithink there is some doubt 
whether that does, as the Senate intends it to 
do, embrace the. stamp. tax on brokers and 
bankers. The Senator offered an amendment 
which would have made it clear that that was 
excepted, aud the Senate by a large majority 


= 


| rejected the amendment, the Senator nót press- 


ing it. I think there may still be some doubt, 
because, although this bill refers to a section, 
which section refers to section ninety-niné of 
the act of 1864, it does not refer expressly to 
section ninety-nine. : There should not be any 
doubt about that, and I ask the Senator’s còn- 
sent to add a word, which may be done in line 
forty-three, so as to embraceunmistakably the 
stamp tax imposed by section ninety-nine’ of 
the act of June 30; 1864. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is not the slightest 
necessity for that, because I find on turning to 
the law itself that the item referred to is in- 
cluded in the stamp act, under schedule B. I 
thought it was in the subsequent section, but 
I find that it.is there. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will not the Senator be 
kind enough to read that, because my atten- 
tion has been called to the matter by other per- 
sons, and I should like to know myself how 
the subject really stands. 

Mr. ‘SHERMAN. All the stamp duties 
imposed by schedule B are expressly repealed, 
and in schedule B is this clause: : 


“ Broker’s note, or memorandum, of sale of avy 
goods or merchandise, real estate, or property of any 
kind or description, issued by brokers or persons 
acting as such, for each note or memorandum of sale, 
ten cents.” 


Mr. CONKLING.: If the Senator sees no 
objection to it, I would like, in line forty-two, 
after ‘* 1864,” to insert the words ‘includ- 
ing section ninety-nine of said act.” I think, 
as the Senator thinks, that this is covered 
by the law as it now stands; but we ought not 
to leave an open question. My attention has 
been called to it by those who know much 
more about it than Ido. They fear that there 
is doubt about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care whether it 
is inserted or not, because it is expressly de- 
scribed in schedule B. If the Senator wants 
to amplify it he had better do it in a separate 
section. 

Mr. CONKLING. No; J ‘simply propose 

to insert the words ‘' including section ninety- 
nine of said act.” There can be no possible 
objection to that, and then the conference 
committee can put it in such phraseology as 
they want. That will leave it without any 
doubt. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will put the question on the amendment of 
the Senator from New York, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is not the act the Sen- 
ator refers to, but an act amendatory of that 
act, which is here specified, and that act ex- 
pressly in schedule B contains the clause I 
have read. The Senator, by putting in these 
words, makes it more obscure. The act re- 
ferred to here by title is the act passed in 
1864, and the several acts amendatory thereof, 
relative tothestamptax. Section ninety-nine 
imposes a tax on brokers’ sales; but in sched- 
ule B, reénacted in that act, is the brokers’ 
tax. Ido not care how it is put in. 4 

Mr. CONKLING. Now I see the force of 
the Senator’s suggestion, and J will bring in 
an amendment to meet that, so as to read ‘all 
acts and parts of acts amendatory thereof, 
including section ninety-nine of said act of 
June 80, 1864.” Then there can be no pos- 
sible doubt about it. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. That covers it. 

Mr. CONKLING. That covers it undoubt- 
edly, and there can be no mistake about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the modified amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New York. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FENTON. Before we pass entirely 
from the bank section, I wish to suggest some 
language which will make a little more explicit 
and clear the meaning of the committee. 
In line twenty-four, page 76, I wish to:strike 
out ‘‘made of not exceeding $2;000, and 
insert——— B Bese sot 


| 
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Mr. SHERMAN. That is in the text, and 
it is not amendable now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
sustains the pointof order‘at present. The 
amendments of the committee are not yet con- 


cluded. - í : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move that 
the Senate take a recess to-day from: five 
o'clock until half-past'seven, ae 

The motion was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was continued. The 
next amendment was to add as an additional 
section the following ; ; 

Sec. 24, That so much of section one hundred and 
seventy-nine of the act of July 13, 1866, as provides 
for moieties to informers be, and the same ishereby, 
repealed; and the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, with the approval of. the Secretary of the 
Treasury, is hereby authorized to pay such sums, 
not exceeding in the aggregate the amount appro- 
priated therefor, as may in his judgment be deemed 
necessary for detecting and bringing to trial and 
punishment persons guilty of violating the internal 
revenue laws, or conniving at the same, in. cases 
where such expenses are not otherwise provided for 
by law; and for this purpose there is hereby appro- 
priated $100,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. rts : 

‘Mr. CONKLING.. I promised to call the 
attention of my friend from Ohio to the fact 
that at.my.request he passed over an amend- 
ment which he wanted to consider in con- 
nection with this. It is on the top of page 55. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know, but this is a 
separate section. . 

Mr. CONKLING. I only call attention to 
it. I should like to hear some explanation of 
the reasons for doing this. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I supposed every Sen- 
ator has heard so-much about the complaints 
made against moieties to informers and the 
urgent. demand for their repeal, twice sanc- 
tioned by the House of Representatives, that 
it was scarcely necessary for me to explain to 
the Senate that under the internal revenue 
laws in certain classes of cases informers are 
rewarded by moieties not to exceed in any 
case $5,000, but equal to one half the prop- 
erty or money secured to the Government. | It 
isurged, and [ have no doubt truly urged, that 
under this bad men have held the rod over 
persons who have violated the laws, and have 
threatened to disclose on them and levied 
black- mail uponthem, and committed all sorts 
of frauds and wrongs on citizens who have 
been guilty, innocently or willfully, or even 
ignorantly, of non-compliance with the rev- 
enue laws. A great many complaints have been 
made that have reached the ear of the House 
of Representatives, and they have twice sent 
us, I hink by a unanimous vote, a proposition 
to repeal all moieties. That is ali there is io 
the first part of the section. 

The last clause is but a continuation of the old 
law. Asamatter of course the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue cannot collect $100,000,000 
tax on whisky, tobacco, and beer, witnout bav- 
ing some means in his hands beyond the mere 
regular officers. He must sometimes offerre: 
wards ; he must sometimes hold out induce- 
ments for extra services; he must have somè 
limited sum at his command to apply to detect- 
ives, to employ men or get peculiar service, to 
chase down or hunt up testimony. ft is clear 
that we cannot expect the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to collect $100,000,000 with- 
out having some means of this kind ofan in- 
discriminate character that cannot be desig- 
nated and provided by law. : Therefore it is 
that upon the'suggestion of the former Com- 
missioner: of Internal Revenue, Mr. Delano, 
now Secretary of the Interior, who recom- 
mended the abolition of the moieties, we did 
two.or three years agò place in his power 
$100,000 for the purpose of doing this: It can 
only be expended under the ‘direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. Thisis but a con- 
tinuation of that same fund for that service. 
After the $100,000 isexhausted, asa matter of 
course they: will have to come to Congress for 
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an additional appropriation. The money can 
only be expended on the order of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, with the sanction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and only to 
detect. and punish offenses against the inter- 
nal revenue laws. I suppose there will be no 
objection to it, because we must trust them 
with some discretionary power of that kind if 
we expect them to collect the revenue. 

Mr. CHANDLER. . I have very serious 
doubts whether it is for the interest of the 
Treasury to abolish moieties. With your moie- 
ties you have a very large number of voluntary 
detectives, which you would not have without 
it, each man looking out for his own particular 
share. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can inform the Senator 
that with this amendment undoubtedly proper 
service could be paid for. It might be insome 
cases five dollars, in some ten dollars, in some 
$100. At any rate, the feeling of the House 
of Representatives is very strong against this 
moiety system, and they are the direct repre- 
sentatives of the people; and, on a question 
of thig kind, even if there were doubt about 
it—and I have some doubt—we had better 
waive it and provide another mode of getting 
this kind of information now derived by 
moieties. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The proposition has 
been made to abolish all moieties to detect- 
ives for preventing frauds on the customs. I 
have had very serious doubts myself whether 
it was good policy on the part of the Govern- 
ment to abolish those moieties; and I have very 
serious doubts whether it is the policy of the 
Governinent to abolish these moieties. In 
cases of the detection. of smugglers I suppose 
nine times out of- ten the information comes 
perhaps from a clerk in an importing bouse, 
who is aware that smuggling is going on. Such 
men furnish the information on a pledge that 
their names shall not be disclosed. It is the 
same in regard to these internal revenue mat- 
ters. The great majority, I think, of inform- 
ers are those who are in the employ or inti- 
mately connected with parties perpetrating 
frauds on the Government. 

Į think this subject should be approached 
with great care and with very careful consid- 
eration. So far as I am concerned, I certainly 
doubt very much the propriety of abolishing 
moieties in this connection or in the other. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is not my purpose to 
argue this question now, nor do I mean to ex- 
press an opinion upon it; but I agree with the 
Senator from Michigan that it is a thing to be 
done, if at all, with great caution. Few things 
are older in the law than what are known as qui 
dam actions; actions offering to all mankind 
an inducement to be informers. By means 
of such actions Governments have always 
called to their aid a universal principle of 
human nature, that principle written down in 
the Good Book in the words: ‘ Wherea man’s 
treasure is, there is his heart also.’ Andif 
all men have an interest in the detection of a 
certain elass of frauds, you have therea stand- 
ing offer of rewards as broad as it can be 
made, and you summon to your aid the inter- 
est of mankind, and that is an immense power 
no matter upon what you concentrate it. It 
is proposed now, as to internal revenue, to do 
away at once with all inducements and all pro 
ceedings of this kind. If that proposition 
stood by itself, I think we ought to hesitate, 
as the Senator from Michigan says, but there 
are two incidents of this which attract my at- 
tention, and I would like to bring them to the 
notice of the Senator from Ohio and the com- 
mittee. In the first place, no provision is made 
here as to existing actions or existing cascs. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is provided for fully 
in another place. 

Mr. CONKLING. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


tion. f 
Mr. CONKLING. Iwill read: 
Provided, That all the provisions of said acts shall 


Where is that? 
In next to the last-see- 


be in force for levying and collecting all taxes prop- 


erly assessed, or. liable te be assessed, or ateruing 
under the provisions of former acts, the right to 
which has already accrued, or which may hereafter 
accrue, under said: acts, and for maintaining, con- 
tinuing, and enforcing liens, fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures incurred under and by virtue thereof, 


Does that cover it? . : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatand the next clause. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think that does not. 

And this act shall not be construed to affect any 
act done, right’ accrued, or penalty incurred under 
former acts, but every such right is hereby saved. 

Does that cover it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Read on. 

Mr. CONKLING. It proceeds: 


And all suits and prosecutions for acts already 
done in violation of any former act or acts of Con- 
gress relating to the subjects embraced in this act 
may be commenced or proceeded with in like man- 
neras if this act had not been passed: Provided, 
That whenever the duty imposed by any existing law 
shall cease in consequence of any limitation therein 
contained before the respective provisions of this 
act shall take effect the same duty or tax shall be, 
and is hereby, continued until such provisions of 
this act shall take effect; and where any act is 
hereby repealed, no duty or tax imposed thereby 
shall be held to cease, in consequence of such re- 
peal, until the respective corresponding provisions 
of this act shall take effect. 


That covers every case where the rights are 
fixednow. Itcovers, no doubt, every suit com- 
menced; it covers every act which you can 
lay your band upon and say thatit is described 
here. It does not cover the innumerable cases 
not brought into court, where, acting under 
present provisions, men have been seeking in- 


formation as informers; to use a phrase which ° 


I believe applies to that kind of business, 
“working up the.cases.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 
the Senator from New York if he will look at 
line ten and say if he does not think that 
moieties will be covered by the words right 
accrued ?’’ l 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘And thisact shall not 
be construed to affect any act done, right ac 
erued, or penalty incurred under former acts.” 
{do not, and I am not making my observations 
tochampion any theory on this question. I say 
to the Senator that in my view, if his purpose is 
as he indicates, he ought in the section now 
under consideration to make it future in its 
application. That is the obvious way of doing 
it. Just say that hereafter no such thing shall 
occur. , That is one thing; but I did not mean 
to consume so much of my time, for I want to 
call attention to another point. 

This same section, which proposes to repeal 
moieties, proposes also to perpetuate, if I 
understand it, the objectionable principle 
which inheres in the doctrine of moieties, be- 
cause it lodges with an officer (and I have no 
objection to the officer selected, very far from 
it) the right to offer rewards, to pay a douceur 
to this man, that man, and the other man, upon 
his discretion, for doing what? For giving the 
very kind of information for which moieties 
are now the inducement. 1t seems to me that 
preserves the same principle, while you take it 
out of the general operation of the domain 
seen and known of all men and commit it to 
the discretion of a single officer, who, no mat- 
ter how able or how wise he may be, cannot 
in the nature of things escape gross imposition 
by the men to whom the Senator from Ohio 
has referred, and who are in some instances so 
improperly sharp in looking out for their own 
rights. Ido not intend to resist it; I simply 
call attention to it, and say that it seems to me 
the principle is preserved here at which the 
committee strike, and that the whole business 
is. one which, if approached at all, should be 
very carefully approached. 

One other remark and I have done. The 
Senator from Michigan knows as well as I do 
that, beginning at the northern! frontier’ in 
Maine and going all the way accoss our 
uppermost extremity, if this system of induce- 
ments to informers should be swept away and 


application made of the repeal to the- smug- 


gling laws, pretty much everything which: is 
relied upon now as a safeguard would be gone. 
You cannot expect any man to go out with 
the mercury below zero and watch all night to 
see whether somebody is bringing a barrel of 
brandy in, even if you pay him a’ salary of 
$1,000 a year or any other sum: That, I 
know, does not belong to this section; I 
refer to it only as a part of the subject.. Iam 
not going myself to resist the recommenda- 
tion of the committee; I think I have dis- 
charged my duty in calling the attention of the 
Senate to the subject. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I doubt 
very much the propriety of repealing the law 
authorizing moieties. There are great tempt- 
ations to fraud under our internal revenue 
laws, not only in regard to whisky and tobacco 
but perhaps some other matters. This amend- 
ment authorizes the Commissioner ofInternal 
Revenue to pay out $100,000 at his discretion 
for procuring information and bringing about 
the discovery of frauds. That is a small sum 
when compared with the whole. amount of 
revenue to be collected.. The Senator from 
Ohio says he might pay five dollars to. one 
man, and fifty dollars to another, and $100 to 
another. The sums to be paid, and that will 
be paid under a provision of that kind, will be 
comparatively small, and the man who has 
committed or proposes to commit a fraud can 
outbid the Government all the time. Under 
the moiety system there is such a temptation 
presented to informers and to prosecutions 
that the person to be informed against or pros- 
ecuted cannot well outbid the Government. 
It isan inducement too strong to be overcome. 
It has its influence. 

It has secured the collection of the revenue 
to a great extent. When that is withdrawn, 
and the police officer gets only his ordinary 
fee, a mere trifle, with such addition as he may 
prevail on the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue to give, the criminal, the violator of the 
law can outbid the Government all the time. 
He can offer to pay more than the Commis- 


| sioner of Internal Revenue can afford to pay 


under that provision, because the Commis- 
sioner has only got $100,000 to go on, 

We know the enormous frauds that have 
been committed in regard to the whisky tax 
and the tobacco tax, and these two taxes still 
remain. In some cases the man who has vio- 
lated the law can afford to pay five or tem tliou- 
sand dollars to avoid detection, and save money 
by it. Therefore the trifle that the Commis- 
sioner is authorized to pay would amount to 
very little in the way of bringing about the 
detection of these frauds. A man may be 
offered $500 to hunt down a violation of the 
law, and when he has hunted it down the 
criminal can afford to pay him $10,000 to hush 
itup; but if he gets one half, it is hard for the 
violator of the law to overcome that, because 
he must give three quarters or the whole to 
do so. 

It seems to me the law should be left as 
it is, I know it is sometimes abused ; ‘and 
ordinary police powers are sometimes abused ; 
but the abuse that sometimes happens and the 
black-mail that sometimes is levied do not 
in my opinion form an argument as strong as 
that which exists in favor of allowing moieties. 
There are such enormous temptations to fraud 
in regard to the whisky and tobacco tax that 
you cannot successfully protect the revenue 
unless you present extraordinary temptations 
for information and prosecutions, and you can 
only do that by the moiety system. The Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue would not find 
himself authorized to pay such fees as would 
secure the efficient exposure and punishment 
of criminals in cases where there are great 
frauds, amounting to fifty or one hundred or 
two hundred thousand dollars, and some of 
them have been much larger than that. Where 
the informer has a prospect. of making ten, 
twenty, forty, or fifty thousand dollars, be 
will leave no stone unturned to bring about the 
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discovery and the punishment of the fraud; 
and the successful prosecution of one case is 
a terror to evil-doers, and perhaps will pre- 
vent the: commission of a hundred frauds that 
might otherwise be perpetrated. 

I ‘think. Congress ought to consider well 
‘before it abolishes the moiety system. . There 
is.a good deal of sentimentality about the 
opposition to it, I know. . I have heard a great 
deal said on that, subject that I thought there 
was no foundation in. The practical results 
of the moiety system are these: that you pre- 
sent a stronger temptation for the detection 
and punishment of fraud than the criminal can 
present on the other side; and sometimes the 
discovery of a fraud of this kind involves the 
work of weeks and of months, Jt must be 
followed up by great Jabor and by great skill, 
and nothing but great. temptations will influ- 
ence persons to do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. MORTON. I move to strike out the 
last word. I want to. say a word morc. 

It sometimes happens, very often, perhaps, 
that the persons who engage in this business 
of detecting crime do not do it because they 
bate crime particularly; they are not always 
the best of men by any means; but a great 
many of them know where they are the best 
paid, and hence the small fees that the law 
would authorize ordinarily, the small com- 
pensation that the Commissioner can afford to 
pay is no protection whatever against the over- 
whelming inducement that can be presented 
on the other side to cover up these crimes or 
to stop investigation. The law must work 
with such instruments as it can; it must pre- 
sent temptations in these cases that are supe- 
rior to those that may be offered on the other 
side to cover up the crime. A few cases of 
abuse should not in my opinion weigh against 
the great advantages of the system. 

. These cases are not like an ordinary fraud 
in ordinary business; but to a distiller or 
tobacco. manufacturer, where there are hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars of capital in- 
volved--and there are operations involving 
millions in some cases; probably twenty-five, 
thirty, forty, or fifty thousand dollars is a mere 
trifle. We know that ‘some whisky frauds 
have extended to millions, and the parties 
could afford to pay hundreds of thousands of 
dollars to cover them up. : 

Mr. BAYARD. The argument of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana strikes me to turn just upon 
the question of amount of yourrewards. He 
says that the reason why the. moiety system 
has proved more favorable to the Government 
than the other is that the amount paid the 
informer is great; ergo, his interest being 
greater he will inform more readily. That is 
his proposition, and that, as I understood 
him, is the sum and substance of his remarks, 
that he thinks if you. pay a man one half of 
‘the property to be condemned he is more apt 
to do his duty than if you pay him a less 
amount. Then his suggestion could be an- 
swered by increasing the fund in the hands of 
the Commissioner to pay these rewards. But, 
sir, there is a principle which in my mind is 
far more important and far more creative of 
the system of abuses than the one suggested 
by the Senator from Indiana, and that is this: 

- it iş condensed in the old proverb that ‘an 
ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure.” 

Under your system of moieties to informers 
they do not gain one cent of reward until the 
fraud has been accomplished, until it is an 
accomplished fact, and the result is—and I 
say this by the light of investigations in the 
city of New York—that the class of men 
called informers, (and a very base class of 
men do they become, a very unhappy class 
for any community to contain,) become what 
may be called the seducers of parties to com- 
mit fraud. They afford every facility, they 
afford every inducement, it is their interest 
that frauds should be committed, and when 


they have succeeded in inducing a person to 
commit fraud they then turn around and go 
halves with the Government or get the better 
half in the division. That is the effect of your 
system of moieties. They do not seek to pre- 
vent fraud. The ounce of’ prevention in this 
case is worth a ton of cure. One thousand 
dollars judiciously expended by a sensible offi- 
cer of the “revenue” such as our present 
Commissioner is, will do more to, prevent fraud 
than your system of moieties, and with a hun- 
dredth part of the amount expended. 

I would refer to the published testimony 
taken by the committee in New York to prove 
the facts that I state. If you wish to prevent 
fraud, give your officer the means of prevent- 
ing it; but if you wish to see fraud accom- 
plished and made profitable to a man who 
has conduced very materially to create it, then 
continue your system of moieties. 

The scope of time allowed to this debate 
forbids me to enlarge satisfactorily upon this 
principle. Ifyou mean to prevent fraud, give 
the Commissioner a moderate fund to enable 
him to do it; hold him responsible for the 
amounts he expends ; let him make his returns. 
But if you desire not to touch fraud until it 
has been thoroughly accomplished, then con- 
tinue your system of moieties, and by that 
you build up that breed of men who, [ say, 
are a curse to any community in which they 
live, the men who profit by the delinquencies 
of their fellows, and who conduce to those 
delinquencies in order to profit by them. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The motion 
now is to adopt the twenty-fourth section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is to insert the section. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Imove to amend 
it by striking out the first four lines down to 
and including the word ‘‘and,” in the fourth 
line, which is striking out the provision which 
repeals the moiety system, and still leaves the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue the au- 
thority to offer the rewards. Ido not under- 
stand at all that the only advantage of this 
moiety system is the increased amount of the 
reward. It has this effect: the wrong-doer 
knows that while he is perpetrating the wrong, 
there is by the law a large reward offered to 
just the persons who are associated with him 
and who are cognizant of his wrongful con- 
duct, and that there is great risk in violating 
the law because of that reward in the shape 
of a moiety constantly inducing the persons 
who are associated with him to make the 
exposure. 

Mr. MORTON. Precisely; the great re 
ward produces a great risk ; that is it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Anditis just the 
provision which is the ounce of preventive 
instead of the pound of cure. He will notran 
the risk of entering into this fraud for fear of 
his being detected, knowing that there are 
such strong inducements for him to be exposed. 
As to those who my friend from Delaware says 
seduce men to violations of the law for the very 
purpose of preying upon them, a little ex- 
perience in that direction does good. It 
shows the manufacturer how important it is, 
how necessary it is to resist all seductions and 
rigidly obey the law. 

Now, I understand that this Government has 
had experence on this subject, that there was 
a time for a year or two when these moieties, 
these gui tam actions, were abolished as to 
customs, and the result was, as the receipts in 
the Treasury showed, that there were very few 
detections. 

In reference to the whisky trade and the 
tobacco trade, it is of the very first importance 
that we should hold all these checks; and I 
understand the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance does not so much present this prop- 
osition. as the result of his own judgment 
as by constraint from the sentiment which is 
entertained by the other House. Now, I 
think if-we pass the bill as we should pass it, 
the result will be that they will reconsider 


i 


their judgment and show the wisdom of ‘our 
enactment. : - 

Mr. FENTON. Ido notwish to prolong 
this debate, but still I ought to remark tbat 
the Secretary of the Treasury has twice recom- 
mended the abolition of the moiety system as 
applicable to the customs service, and the 
President in his last annual message gave em- 
phatic indorsement to the recommendations 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. If there is 
one good reason for the abolition of the moiety 
system as applicable to the customs service, 
there are tenfold greater reasons for its over- 
throw in respect to the internal revenue service. 

Believing, however, that the difficulties 
mainly arise from an abuse of the system, 
instead of from the system. itself, I opposed 
this amendment in committee, and I am happy 
to join my colleague and others who are in 
favor of retaining the moiety system under 
the internal revenue service... I believe, how- 
ever, it is Hable to very grave abuses. It was 
my aim in framing, and in all the deliberations 
of the Committee on Finance upon Senate biH 
No. 2, which has been for some time ‘on-the 
Calendar of the Senate, to so regulate and 
adjust the moiety system that it should not be 
subject to the abuses to which the Senator 
from Delaware has referred, and of which the 
public have had great reason to complain. 
When that bill relating to the customs shall 
come before the Senate for consideration, and 
which I think ought to pass before the session 
comes to a close, I shall expect the powerful 
support, for this one feature of the bill at least, 
of my colleague, and the Senator from Indiana, 
and the Senator from Michigan, who have 
favored the retention of the moiety system in 
the internal revenue service. 

Ihave no wish to prolong the debate. Irose 
simply for the purpose of saying that I shall 
vote against this proposition of the committee, 
and yet I should be glad to have the opportun- 
ity to vote for an amendment or a modifica- 
tion of the moiety system as applicable to this 
service, which I think would rid it of a great 
deal of the objection to it. 7 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the posi- 
tion of an informer is not a desirable one, and 
no man will voluntarily assume it unless it is 
bis interest to do so. Take the case of an illi- 
cit distillery. In nine cases out of ten in all 
probability the information comes from one 
of the employés of that distillery. However 
far-seeing the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue may be, he could not reach those men with 
his promised reward. He would not know 
how to frame a reward that would induce those 
men to give information that he must obtain in 
order to stop that distillery. It would be the 
same in a tobacco manufactory where illegal 
issues are made of tobacco. You must rely 
upon the employés nine times out of ten oron 
somebody adjacent, wha has an eye on that 
particular establishment. The Commissioner 
never would know, never could reach the point 
with his rewards. Hence, I shall vote for the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, 
leaving it with the Commissioner to offer a 
reward in addition to the moiety. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Conx- 
LING] very justly remarked that on our whole 
northern frontier our only safeguard is in the 
moiety system. From the farthest point in 
Maine up to and beyond Lake Superior the 
whole coast is open to smuggling, and vast 
amounts are smuggled, and I believe if you 
were to-day to abolish the moiety system it 
would lead to the loss of at least $50,000,000 
a year of your revenue from duties. {do not 
believe $50,000,000 would pay your loss in 
duties if you were to abolish the moiety system 
on that long line of frontier. 

Mr. FENTON. Ido not wish to interrupt 
the honorable Senator, but I will remark to 
him that the whole amount collected from 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures under the 
moiety system does not involve a revenue of 
$20,000,000 in any one year. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. 
tection that prevents it. Remove that incen- 
tive to watchfulness, and there is no estimat- 
ing the amount; it might be fifty millions or 
it might be a hundred millions, 

Mr. FENTON. I agree with you in the 
principle of retaining the system. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Hence, I vety much 
doubt the propriety of abolishing the moiety 
system. Itis very true,as the honorable Sen- 
ator from Delaware temarked, that it has its 
abuses. So has every good thing its abuses. 
Undoubtedly there are mean men engaged in 
it; but there are some very honest men, who, 
seeing their employers making thousands and 
tens of thousands of dollars in violatien of 
law, say, “I may as well make my hundreds 
or thousands in bringing them to justice,’’ and 
in that way, under a pledge of secrecy, they 
communicate to a detective of»the Govern- 
ment the fact that the Government is being 
defrauded. I am very clear myself in the 
opinion that the moiety system should not be 
abolished so far as the internal revenue is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. SCOTT. There is no parallel between 
the violations of the customs service and the 
violations ef the internal reveune laws. There 
is hardly ever any attempt made to violate the 
customs duties except in cases where the 
attempt is a willful one, where there is an 
intention to smuggle; but the difficulty in the 
internal revenue system arises out of the fact 
that there are many technical violations of the 
internal revenue laws, and where you offer 
moieties to informers you offer an inducement 
to lead persons into these technical violations 
of the law. For instance, there are many in- 
stances in which small manufacturers of cigars 
have been induced by these professional in- 
formers—not the Government detectives, bat 
by professional informers, to violate the rev- 
enue laws for the very purpose of making an 
information against them. 

I know, and I have conversed on this sub- 
ject frequently with both supervisors of inter- 
nal revenue and collectors, that there are 


many instances in which intentional violations | 


of the revenue laws could only be detected 
and the perpetrators brought to justice through 
the information of parties who were unwilling 
to give their names, and after the process had 
been carried through, the penalty was adjudged 


to one of the informers, and that penalty di- | 


vided with the party who had actually given 
the information. Such has been the practice 
in some cases. Now, if we can so discriminate 
as that the courts, or the courts with the aid 
of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, could adjust 
these moieties only in cases where there were 
intentional violations of the internal revenue 
laws, and still preserve the system of informers, 
it would be well enough; but in the absence 
of ability to discriminate between the two 
eases, I feel satisfied that so much odium has 
been brought upon the internal revenue sys- 
tem by information given of the character to 
which I first adverted, of technical violations 
of the law, that we shall be better subserving 
the public interest if we abolish these moieties 
altogether for the present, and in the system 
which we are now introducing, simplifying the 
administration of the internal revenue laws, 
confide to the head of the department a fund 
which he may use for the purpose of bringing 
to justice those persons who do commit actual 
and willful violations of the internal revenuc 
laws. 

There has been a great deal of complaint 
in many portions of the country of the hard- 
ships that have been imposed upon persons 
who were really innocent, and were not will- 
folly guilty of any violation of the internal 
revenue laws. The fact that such cases may 
be compromised is no answer, because the 
man is brought into court; he is subjected to 
the cost and inconvenience, and even to the 
odium of being brought there, and has to set- 
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tle his case; and that is no assurance that the 
next day he may not, perhaps, for an uninten- 
tional violation of the same law, be subjected 
to the same difficulties. So I think we had 
better get rid, if we can, of the odium attached 
to the system in consequence of so many 
unfounded prosecutions having been made. ` 

Mr. HOWE. I have given some considera- 
tion to this general question of moieties. Just 
how far there should be a difference made in 
the two branches of the revenue, internal and 
external, I do not know. My own judgment. 
is that moieties should not be given to officers 
connected with either branch of theservice. I 
am quite confident they should not be given to 
officers connected with the customs service. I 
am as confident that it would not do to take 
the moieties away from the rest of the world. 
I believe when you employ a man in either 
branch of the service you. should pay him a 
salary which will induce him to be faithful, a 
salary which will reward a competent man, 
and it is the duty of such men to protect your 
revenues against these frauds. They cannot 
always do it. In spite of them frauds will 
sometimes be committed. Butit seems to me, 
when you offer that very man one half of these 
frauds for detecting them, although I do not 
believe it induces to direct fraud very much on 
the part of the officers themselves, it would 
be a little strange if it did not induce careless- 
ness. The Government offers him really a 
bribe to be defrauded, because the moment he 
is defrauded he is furnished with the oppor- 
tunity to make a large sum by exposing the 
fraud. 

But I agree with the Senator from New 
York, who spoke just now, [Mr. Fenton,] 
that you ought not to legislate upon that matter 
in tbis bill and in this way. I have looked at, 
some time during the session, a bill which 
I believe was reported by the Senator himself 
which proposes two things, if I remember: 
one is to take these moieties from the customs 
officers, and another is to raise the salaries of 
those officers, and I think those two measures 
should go together. Ido not believe you ought 
to leave those officers upon the pay now ac- 
corded to them and take the moieties from 
them, 
pay and then take moieties from them, if they 
are defrauded, I do not see how the Government 
suffers, or good morals suffer, or anything but 
rascality suffers, if you say to all the rest of 
the world, ‘If you come on that rascality and 
expose it you shall have one half of the net pro- 
ceeds.’ ‘She money is gone from the Treasury 
the moment the goods are run through the 
custom-house or the moment the whiskies or 
tobaccos are put upon the market without pay- 
ing the proper tax or the proper duty. The 
Government is helpless. 
by any honesty or any vigilance rescues from 
that is so much gained. If you just take your 
tax or your duty and put that into the Treasury 
and let the informer have all the rest, the 
Government is entirely whole, and good morals 
are preserved by that very arrangement, be- 
cause the rascal understands that there is a 
direct money inducement held out to every- 
body to watch him and expose him, 

It seems to me if we agree to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey and 
strike out the first four lines of this section, it 
would still be quite as incumbent upon us to 
strike out the residue of the section. You do 
not want this $100,000. I donot believe that 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue or the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the collector of 
customs in New York, Philadelphia, or Bal- 
timore could make any practical use of that 
$100,000. Anybody who is disposed to follow 
up these frands will do it for a share of the 
money he recovers. 
do it upon a salary, he is no better than the 
customs officers themselves. He will take his 
salary; he will take his special compensation ; 
and if he does not do the work, if he does not 
get the money how are you going to help your- 
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If, however, you give them adequate | 


self? You are no better off. I should be 
opposed, therefore, to this whole section. I 
would agree to a part of it in the proper place. 
Whenever the Senator from: New York shall 
bring up the biil to which I have just referred, 
and to which he referred himself, I think I 
shall agree to that proposition which takes 
away moieties from those officers, but only 
after you have increased their salaries. - 

Mr. CORBETT obtained. the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. I wish the Senator from 
Oregon would give way for a motion for an 
executive session for some business that ought 
to be transacted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to get this bill 
out of committee now so as to have it in the 
Senate when we meet this evening. The re- 
cess is ordered at five o’clock. Let us get the 
bill out of committee. I think debate is about 
exhausted on this matter. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think we can finish the 
reading of the bill and get it out of committee 
before the recess. : 

Mr. CAMERON. If a vote can be taken I 
will agree to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it very probable 
if we get a vote now on this subject we shall 
zet through without any trouble before five 
o’clock. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator from Ohio, 
who occupied something like thirty-five or 
forty minutes this. morning—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon [ Mr. Corset] is entitled to the 
floor, unless he yieldsto the Senator from New 


Jersey. 
Mr. CORBETT. T yield. 

Mr. STOCKTON. ‘The Senator from Ohio 
having come into the match question got 
much more time than the rule permitted this 
morning, and I, not having opened my lips on 
the bill except to sustain the suggestion of my 
colleague the other night, wish now to make 
a suggestion about this paragraph. 

I think my views, if I heard him correctly, 
agree entirely with those of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. I think this whole system is de- 
moralizing. I have witnessed its effects my- 
self in the United States courts. I have seen 
persons guilty of no crime whatever, who had 
no intention of doing anything that was pro- 
hibited by law, caught in the meshes of your 
law and punished severely and imprisoned, 
and the officers of the law, who in some cases 
had absolutely induced them to commit the 
offense, without whom no offense would ever 
have been committed, rewarded for it. My 
suggestion is, and I wiil move it as an amend- 
ment if it be in order, that the whole of the 
section after the word ‘‘repealed’’ in line 
four be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
an amendment to an amendment now pend- 


ing. 

‘Mr. STOCKTON. Then I shall move at 
the proper time to strike out all the rest of 
the section after the word “repealed,” in line 
four, page 77. f 

Mr. CORBETT. The question of repealing 
this system of moieties bas come before the 
Committee on Commerce quite often, and I 
believe it was the unanimous opinion of that 
committee, on an examination of that ques- 
tion, thatit was unadvisable to repeal that law. 
The system of moieties establishes a system of 
offices, you might say, throughout every por- 
tion of the country, extending to every part, 
wherever there is a still ora tobacco manu- 
factory, or any manufacturing going on where 
the law may be violated. 

The proposition now before the Senate, of 
giving to the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue $100,000 to use in his discretion in the 
detection of persons guilty of violating the 
internal revenue laws, may be a very proper 
one in addition to the present system, as pro- 
posed by the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey, which I would vote for; but I 
am not willing to do away with the present 
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system, which extends all over the country. 
No matter how. many officers you. might ap- 
point. throughout the country, you could not 
inaugurate any’ other system as efficient as 
this. system of moieties. You may employ 
men and pay them high salaries, and we know 
very, well that men: who are employed and paid 
high salaries are the very men who will not 
do this. thing. They are the very men who 
will not inform, although they will prosecute 
offenses whenever they are brought to their 
knowledge, and will see that the law is faith- 
fully executed as far as it is in their power to 
do so. But under such a system you have no 
means of discovering frauds. If you want to 
ascertain where frauds are committed, you 
must offer some inducements to those who are 
employed in the pursuits in which the frauds 
are committed to come forward and expose 
them. By so doing you have a system which 
will detect those frauds and prevent them. 
The whole system is a preventive one, as has 
been said. 

You will never prevent or detect these frauds 
by appointing high-salaried officers to carry 
out the law. I do not believe any such system 
can. work efficiently. They will take their 
salaries and they will stay at home, and they 
will perform their duties wherever they are 
compelled to; but there is no inceutive to 
them to examine into the frauds of their neigh- 
bors and make themselves obnoxious to their 
neighbors by informing upon them, if you sim- 
ply give them a salary. lf, however, you offer 
moieties to the persons who are employed by 
the people engaged in this manufacture, you 


will succeed in finding’ out and bringing to 


justice those who are engaged in frauds. 
Many of the objectionable features of this 
system have .been brought about by the law 
extending to so many little things, such as 
placing stamps upon canned goods, upon 
matches, and upon other little things of that 
kind. Weare doing away with all these stamp 
duties now, and our internal taxes hereafter 
will be principally confined to tobacco and 
whisky, Those two interests can afford to pay 
more: than the Government of the United 


States, and if you do away with this system of 


moieties, they will outbid you. 


Mr. MORTON. Before the Commissioner 


of Internal Revenue can offer a reward under 
this bill for hunting up fraud and prosecuting 
it he must have some information on the sub- 
ject. There is the precise difficulty. How 
shall he get his information? Nobody has 
any interest in giving it to him. Suppose a 
distiller in Indiana commits a fraud. It is 
important to hunt it down and bring the 
offender to justice. How is the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue to get the information, 
in the first place, that will enable him to offer 
thereward? But if the moiety system exists, 
then there is a standing offer to every man 
knowing anything about that distiller to come 
forward aud inform and have the offender 
brought to justice. 

There may have been cases where the in- 
former has induced the party to commit the 
crime, but I think they are very rare. The 
inducemeut to commit the crime is the money 
to be made by it, not that he has been seduced 
by some informer, There may be technical 
cases of violation ; I think that is very likely; 
but the Department has the power to compro- 
mise all cases of that kind, and I have no 
doubt does do it wherever it is made apparent 
that it is a case of technical violation without 
criminal. intention. That power is lodged in 
the Department now, and the informer is cut 
out of his moieties in that case. 

Mr. President, the abolition of moieties: in 
my opinion is offering a premium for violating 
the internal revenue laws. Who are these 
men? They are not iguorant men; they are 
business men; they are generally men of in- 
tellizence ; and frauds against the revenue are 
of all frauds most difiicult to discover, because 
they are generally committed by men having 


some intelligenee and some knowledge of busi- 
ness. They do not-crop out and are not found 
out-in the ordinary way. They must be hunted 
up by men of equal skill, men who labor to 
bring it about, and they must be paid: for it. 

The occasional abuse of the system is no 
argument.against it. l have heard of cases 
of abuse, and some have no doubt occurred ; 
but they are not very common. Wherever 
there is an abuse, and it is made apparent 
that a distiller ora manufacturer is the victim 
of a scheme, it is always in the power of the 
Department—and it acts liberally and we know 
it does—to relieve such a man from the con- 
sequences of the violation of the law. But I 
say the frauds against the revenue are gener- 
ally committed by intelligent men; they are 
deep-laid ; they are not found out in the ordin- 
ary way, and you cannot. successfully hunt 
them down and punish them unless you pre- 
sent a reward sufficient to induce men of equal 
intelligence to go upon the track and engage 
in the labor of hunting them down. I think 
myself it would be a disaster to adopt this 
section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is upon theamendment of the Senator trom 
New Jersey [Mr. Fretincuuysen] to the 
amendment of the committee. . 

Mr. CASSERLY. {should hke to know 
what the amendment is and to have it read. 

The Crier CLerxk. It is proposed to 
strike outin page 77, section twenty-four, the 
following words, commencing in line one: 

So much of section one hundred and seventy- 
nine of the act of July 13, 1866, as provides for moie- 
tes to informers be, and thesame is hereby, repealed; 
and. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I still do not understand 
whether it is proposed to strike out just the 
part read by the Clerk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is all. 
That is an amendment to the amendment of 
the committee. The amendment of the com- 
mittee is to insert the whole section. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am opposed. to that 
amendment, There is hardly any better thing 
in the whole of this bill than that part of it 
proposed to be stricken out. The race of 
informers are justly a most detestable race 
all the world over. Their stock in trade is 
deception in almost every form, The false- 
hood which is most dishonored among men is 
precisely what they pride themselves upon, 
especially when it is most successful. I wish 
I had at my hand the charge of one of the 
United States district judges in the State of 
New York in a case in which a considerable 
part of the testimony, perhaps all of the most 
material testimony, was given by Government 
informers. He charged the jury that those 
men were suspicious witnesses from their very 
calling; that by reason of the peculiar arts to 
which they systematically resort for success 
they come upon the stand as suspicious wit- 
nesses before court and jury. He charged 
them also tbat they must not receive the 
testimony of such characters except with the 
greatest caution, and even then not without 
corroboration from unsuspected witnesses. 

The Senator from Indiana has declared that 
the number of cases is small in which inform- 
ers have contributed, either before or during 
the fact, to the commission of the very crime 
in question. If the Senator from Indiana had 
had the good fortune or the misfortune of the 
information which I was ableto derive from the 
investigation in New York, I know he would 
not have made that statement. I believe I 
shall be warranted in saying that one of the 
things upon which your professional informer 
prides himself is the skill with which he 
‘works up” a case. The meaning of that 
terrible slang phrase is but too well known. It 
meaus, among other thing, this: that the un- 
happy wretch, who perhaps hardly knows how 
to commit the crime that he is disposed to 
commit, is led along ; he receives instructions, 
not from the informer, but from his aceom- 


plices, that enables him’to consummate the 
offense. Perhaps the most innocent form of 
it is where the informer, being perfectly well 
aware of what is meditated by the offender, 
permits him to go on day after day, under his 
constant supervision, until he has committed 
the overt act which makes him amenable to 
the criminal jurisprudence of the United 
States. 

I have met no man in office or out of office 
with whom I have had the opportunity of a 
candid and full conversation upon this ‘subject 
who does not agree that the evils of the whole 
system are enormous, that it is demoralizing 
in the last degree. The worst of it is that your 
own officers, though bound by their oaths to 
do their duty to the United States in all those 
cases, are too often tempted, in addition to 
their lawful and honorable wages of service, 
to accept a share of the informer’s fee. Can 
anything be imagined much worse than that? 

in one case we hada witness on the stand 
for several days; I will not name him; I do 
not wish to do him any injustice by bringing 
him in ex parte into this discussion; but Iwill 
say of him, he was one of the most intelligent 
witnesses | ever saw upon the stand. He was 
an official in responsible and high position, 
and yet that witness was himself to a. consid- 
erable extent in the practice of sharing in the 
fees of informers. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. The question is on 
thé amendment of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [ Mr. FReLINGHUYSEN] to the amendment 
of the committee, 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Would it be in order 
now to offer the amendment [ suggested ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Then I move to amend 
the section by striking out all after the word 
‘“repealed’’ in the fourth line, in the following 
words: A : 

And the. Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with 
the. approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, is 
hereby authorized to pay such sums, not exceeding 
in the aggregate the amount apprepriated therefor, 
as may, in his judgment, be de@med necessary for 
detecting and bringing to trial and punishment per- 
sons guilty of violating the internal revenue laws, 
or conniving at the same, in cases where such ex- 
penses are not otherwise provided for by law; and for 
this purpose there is hereby appropriated $100,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

As I said before, and as the Senator from 
California has so much better said, | know 
that this is not only wrong in theory, but I 
know in practice it works badly. [tis an 
absolute temptation to men to commit. crime 
by officers that you employ for the purpose of 
making them criminals, I have seen many 
and many such a case, not merely technical 
cases, as my friend from Indiana said, but cases 
where young and innocent people were led on 
step by step and made to commit crime, and 
the officers had the face to go into court and 
tell their story and see those young people 
convicted and sent to prison. 

‘These cases usually occur in passing coun- 
terfeit money. Situated as we are so near 
New York, the counterfeiters in New York, 
after they get the counterfeit money in their 
hands and escape the detectives in New York, 
come over on our shore and try to pass their 
money there; and I have known a case of the 
sort which I will relate. The Government 
detectives will get in with some young men; 
will tell them they know a way of making 
money easily; will tell them that with so much 
good money they can get so much bad money 
which will easily circulate. They will go on 
a spree with them, and when they get them 
half drunk make them abet which they will 
lose, and then they will: in some way put a 
little counterfeit money in their hands, and 
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the instant one of those boys attempts to: pass 
that money he is seized, tried, convicted, and 
sent to prison. I have known such a case. 
There was no evidence that the boy had any 
intention of passing counterfeit. money, but 
the fact of passing it is by the law presump- 
tive evidence that he knew it, and he could 
not contradict it. 

L know another case that happened in a post 
office of a young man of unexceptionable char- 
acter. Letters passing through that post office 
containing money bad been mislaid, lost, or 
stolen. The Government detectives, with the 


laudable object of discovering who did it, there | 


being a great many persons employed in the 
office, laid this plan: all the young men in 
the office were told ‘¢ There is a certain firm 
who are committing great frauds by writing 
circulars to different people saying, ‘If you 
will send us five or ten dollars, it will be to 
your advantage, giving a cure for this, that, or 
the other thing.’’? These young men were 
told that all these letters contained money ob- 
tained by fraud. In a moment of temptation, 
this being put into his head by the Govern- 
ment officers, believing that that money was 
going to a person who had no right to receive 
it, one young man opened a letter, took out the 
ten or fifteen dollars that were in it, and put it 
in his pocket. Then the Government officers 
who planned this scheme seized the boy. He 
was tried, convicted, and sentenced. The 
jury recommended him to mercy; but the 
judge satd, t‘ That is my business; I will hear 
your recommendation ;’? but the sentence of 
the law there was absolute; the judge had no 
discretion; and that young man, in the prime 
of life, was sent to the State prison, I think 
for ten years. I may be mistaken in the exact 
amount of the penalty; but it is very heavy, 
and it ought to be, for strictly the crime was a 
violation of the mail. 

Those are two cases that are within my own 
knowledge. i say in both those cases you 
committed the crime yourselves. You tempted 
those young men, which you had no right to 
do. i learned when I was very small to say, 
“ Lead me not into temptation,’’ and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has no right to 
violate that rule. It can protect itself. It is 
powerful enough and strong enough to do so 
by putting upright men in office without resort- 
ing to such means and devices as these. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendmentof the Senator from New 
Jersey, striking out all after the word “ re- 

ealed?” to the end of the section. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest that the equiva- 
lent question is before the Senate on putting 
that section in, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amendment is to strike out the 
second clause of the section 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lhope the Senator will 
not press that. 

Mr. STOCKTON, I think it isa very import- 
ant matter, and I should like to have a vote of 
the Senate upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. -I am perfectly willing 
to have a vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. SFOCKTON. I have nothing more to 
say. I should like to have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRLLL, of Vermont. It is mani- 
fest that the amount appropriated here should 
be appropriated. There are very many cases 
where there ought to be special agents appoint- 
ed, where additional attorney's fees should be 
paid, and a great many ways to expend this 
amount of money, and in the collection of so 
large a sum as we rely upon from the internal 
revenue this is but a bagatelle. I trust there 
will be no disposition on the part of the Sen- 
ate to vote this part of the section out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would it be in order 
to move to strike out the whole section? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, . It would 
not. The amendment of the committee is to 
insert the section. 


Mr. CONKLING. T shall detain the Sen- 
ate but a moment. Ido not understand how 
to vote intelligently on this proposition. to 
express my own view. The committee report 
to repeal moieties and substitute this appro- 
priation of $100,000 as a substitute for moie- 
ties. Now, if moieties are to be stricken out, 
I shall vote for this; but if moieties are to 
stand, I sball vote against it. Therefore, 
taking the question in this way, piecemeal, I 
hardly know how to vote. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very ques- 
tion I suggested tothe Senator from New Jer- 
sey. As he is opposed to this whole business, 
why not vote against the amendment as a 
whole? It is now but six minutes to the time 
of the recess. 

Mr. MORTON. We ought to take the ques- 
tion squarely on the section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I wish to give notice to 
the Senate that if the majority will sustain me 
I expect to pass this bill to-night, and-I hope 
Sevators will be prompt in their attendance at 
half past seven o'clock, so that we may go on 
at once with this bill; and with that under- 
standing I give notice tbat I shall object to 
anything being done except to continue this 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With the 
exception of messages. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, the ordinary 
messages, 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to appeal 
to the Senator from New Jersey to put his 
motion in some form which will enable those 
like me to express their view on the whole 
section. 

Mr. STOCKTON. JI think the Senator 
from New York was out of the Chamber, or 
does not exactly understand the matter. I 
came into the Chamber while this section was 
pending. The question, I understood, was 
whether we should concur in the amendment 
of the committee, and some gentleman had 
moved to strike out as far as the word ‘ re- 
pealed,’’ and at that time I rose and asked to 
move to strike out the remainder of the sec- 
tion, which I afterward moved, but I could 
not move it then because there was an amend- 
ment to an amendment pending. So the vote 
was taken, and the first part of the section 
down to the word ‘‘repealed’? was not 
stricken out. Then the only course left to me 
was to move my amendment to strike out the 
latter. part. I am willing to put it in any 
shape that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then [ understand my 
honorable friend wishes by his vote to express 
his judgment in favor of abolishisg moieties, 
and not adopting the substitute proposed by 
the committee? 

Mr. STOCKTON. Precisely. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the honorable Sen- 
ator will give me his attention one moment, I 
think we can get at this point. On. page 
55 of the bill, if my honorable friend will 
turn back, is a naked clause repealing the 
moieties. Therefore he can take the sense 
of the Senate on that expressly on the ques- 
tion which he wants to reserve. Then, why 
not let us at this moment vote on the whole 
of this section; that is, upon inserting, and 
take the yeas and nays upon that? Then my 
honorable friend can have a separate vote 
upon abolishing moieties upon a reserved 
amendment which awaits this, and which he 
will find at the top of page 55. I think that 
will accomplish everybody’s purpose. 

Mr. STOCKTON. In the time we have 
occupied in debating the way to get at it, we 
could have taken the vote on my amendment. 
I hope we shall go on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us have the yeas and 
nays and settle it. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 


resulted—yeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Chandler, 
Conkling, Cooper, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 


‘land, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, 


Howe, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Sauls- 
bury, Stevenson, Stockton, and Viekers-2l. -. 

NAYS — Messrs, Ames, Boreman, Caldweil, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Flan» 
agan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Lewis. Logan, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Pratt, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Trambull 
Wilson, Windom, and Wright—27. ` i 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds. Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Harlan, Kellogg, Morrill of 
Maine, Nye, Osborn, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, 
Schurz, Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, and West—26. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message fromthe House of Representa- 
tives by. Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk; an- 
nounced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in whichit requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2941) for the relief of 
Frederick Pech; f f 

A bill (H. R. No. 2942) for the construction 
of a custom-house, bonded warehouse, and 
post office at Port Huron, Michigan; f 

A bill (H. R. No. 2943) to provide for the 
erection of-a publie -building at Nashville, 
Tennessee ; è 

A bill (H. R. No. 2798) to release the Gov- 
ernment of Japan from the payment of the 
balance of the indemnity fund remaining un- 
paid, amounting to.$375,000, under the con- 
vention of October 22, 1864; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2945) for the relief of the 
late firm of Dempsey & O`Toole, 

The message also returned to the Senate the 
bill (H. R. No, 2050) for the relief of J. 8. 
Underhill. ` TEN 

The message further announced that the 
House had agreed to tbe report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the. disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H.R, No. 1541) 
making appropriations for the support of the 


, 


‘Army for the year ending June 80, 1873, and 


for other purposes, insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the eighth amendment of the Senate 
to the said bill, agreed to the further confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Oxiver J. Dickey of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. Joun Cosurn of Indiana, and Mr. 
Tuomas Swany of Maryland, managers at the 
same upon its. part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. Ne. 230) for the relief 
of Mary M. Clark, widow of Leonard Clark, 
deceased. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 757) to 
authorize the appointment of certain. officers 
in the quartermaster’s department, with an 
amendment; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following en- 
rolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President: > 

A bill (S. No. 451) for the relief of Jeffer- 
son W. Davis; 

A bill (S. No. 463) to enable the President 
to appoint a Paymaster General of the Army ; 

A bill (S. No. 473) to further the adminis- 
tration of justice; 

A bill (H. R. No. 183) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to make partition of the 
reservation to Me-shin-go-me-sia, a Miami 
Indian; ) 

A bill (H. R. No. 400) for the relief of 
Jane Allen Birckhead and: Virginia Camp- 
bell, sole heirs at-law of Alexander Watson, 
deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 475) for the relief of 
Selah V. Reeve, late quartermaster sergeant 
of the fourth Michigan infantry volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1070) making appropri- 
ations for the service of the Post Office De- 
partment for the year ending June 30, 1878 ; 
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‘A bill. (H: R. No. 1843) supplemental. to an 
act entitled ‘*An act for the apportionment of 
Representatives to Congress among the several 
States‘according to the ninth census ;” 

- A bill (H. R. No. 1890) for. the relief of 
the suréties of the late Jesse J. Simpkins, 
deceased: ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1422) to take away the 
circuit court jurisdiction of the district court 
of the United. States for the northern district 
of Georgia, to create a circuit court in said 
district, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H: R. No. 1552) in relation to the 
construction of a new jail for the District of 
Columbia ;° 

A. bill (H. R. No. 1914) to authorize the 
President of the United States to negotiate 
with the chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone 
and Bannock tribes of Indians for the relin- 
quishment of a portion of their reservation in 

yoming Territory ; 

A bili (H. R. No. 2044) to authorize the 
appointment of shipping commissioners by 
the several circuit: courts of the United States, 
to superintend the shipping and discharge of 
seamen engaged in merchant ships belonging 
to the United States, and for the further pro- 
tection of seamen; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2592) granting the right 
of. way to the Dakota Grand Trunk Railway 
Company; 

A bill (H: R. No. 2699) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to establish and protect 
national cemeteries,’’ approved February 22, 
1872, and 

A bill (H. R. No, 2866) further regulating 
the construction of bridges across the Missis- 
sippi river. ` 

VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair ap- 


points as senatorial visitors, under the law, 
for the examination of the Military Academy 


at West Point, the Senator from Massachu-. 


setts, Mr. Wizson, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri, Mr, BLAIR. 


CLVI APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropri- 
ations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, 
and for other purposes, to report it back with 
amendments ; and I give notice that I shall 
ask the Senate to consider it as soon as we get 
through with the pending business. 

Mr. STEVENSON, [ask leave to present 
an amendment, which I have the permission 
of the Committee on Appropriations to file 
with the billjust reported, and move that it be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The hour for the 
recess having arrived, the Senate will now take 
a recess until half past seven o’clock this 
evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o'clock p. m. 


UTAH, IDAHO, AND MONTANA RAILROAD. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the bill (H. R. No. 2988) granting the 
right of way. to the Utah, Idaho, and Mon- 
tana Railroad Company. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘That bill has been oon- 
sidered in committee: I ask that it be put on 
its passage. It is merely granting the right 
of way with the ordinary corporate powers to 
the company. 

There. being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT: 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. No. 757) to authorize 
the appointment of certain officers in the 
guartermaster’s department. 

Mr. SHERMAN. i stated distinctly that I 
should object to any bill being considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair is 
only clearing his table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to 
that. . ` : 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the House 
amendment to that bill be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of 
Representatives, were severally read twice by 
their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. No. 2050) for the relief of 
J. S. Underhill—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. $ 

The bill (H. R. No. 2719) for cancellation 
of bonds for manufactured tobacco lost on 
steamer George P. Upton between the cities 
of Richmond and New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2798) to release the 
Government of Japan. from the payment of 
the balance of the indemnity fund remaining 
unpaid, amounting. to $875,000, under the 
convention of October 22, 1864—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2867) to regulate the 
exercise of eminent domain in securing a site 
for public buildings in the city of Cincinnati— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

The bill (H. R. No. 2941) for the relief of 
Frederick Pech—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2942) for the construc- 
tion of a custom-house, bonded warehouse, 
and post office at: Port Huron, Michigan— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2943) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Nashville, 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. | 

The bill (H. R. No. 2945) for the relief of 
the late firm of Dempsey and O’Toole—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


BED OF BEAVER LAKE, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now let us go on with 
the regular order. 
Mr. PRATT, 

ence report. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will yield for that. 
Mr. PRATT submitted the following report : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America: 

The committees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on Senate bill No. 616, en- 
titled “An act to release to the State of Indiana the 
lands known as the bed of Beaver Lake, in Newton 
county, in said State,” as amended by the House of 
Representatives, respectfully report; 

That they have had the same under consideration, 
and have beer unable to agree- thereon, and ask to 
be discharged from the further consideration there- 
of, and that other committees of conference on the 
same may be appointed by the Senate and House of 
Representatives, respectively. Mey 29, 1872. 


JOHN A. LOGAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
W. TOWNSEND. _ 
MARK H. DUNNELL, 
JAMES R. McCORMICK, 
Managers on the pari of the House, 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate further disagree to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the 
said bill, and ask a further conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 

enate be appointed by the Vice President, 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Morros, Mr. Pomeroy, and Mr. Casgsrty. 


NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS, 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No, 872) to provide | 


I wish to submit a confer- 


‘for the sale of certain New York Indian lands 


in Kansas, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. : , 

On motion by Mr. HARLAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the said bill disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Viec President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr, 


Haruan, Mr. CALDWELL, and Mr. FENTON. 
TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
the question pending being on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance, to insert as a 
new section the provision known as section 
twenty-four, in regard to moieties. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to add as an additional section 
the following : 

Sec. 25. That section sixty-three of the act ap- 
proved July 13, 1866, entitled ‘An act to reduce 
internal taxation, and to umend an act entitled 
‘An act to provide internal revenue to support the 
Government, to pay interest on the public debt, and 
for other purposes,’ approved June 30, 1864, and acts 
amendatory thereof,” be amended by striking out 
the words “three hundred?’ wherever they occur 
therein, and inserting in lieu thereof, the words 
“five hundred ;”’ and- by striking out’ the words 
“under any of the provisions of this act, or of any 
act to which this is an amendment,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words “under the provisions of any 
internal revenue act.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add as an 
additional section the following: 

Sec. 26. That section one hundred and sixty-one of 
the act entitled “An actto provide internal revenue 
to support the Government, to pay interest on the 
public debt, and for other purposes,” approved June 
30, 1864, be amended by striking out the words “ this 
act,” occurring after the words “stamps issued under 
the provisions of,” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words “ any internal revenue act.” 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is quite obvious that 
not one Senator in ten has the slightest idea 
of the operation of these last sections. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Neither of them is very 
important. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That will render an ex- 
planation much easier. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If Lexplain every amend- 
ment it will take much time. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I hope the Senator will 
give us, seriously, an explanation of these 
matters. We look to him for information 
on this subject on which he is so ready to 
respond, i 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can see on 
the face of it the extent of it. Itis to extend 
certain provisions of the stamp act so as to 
ate the provisions of subsequent acts. That 
is all, 

Mr. CASSERLY. IfI had seen it on the 
face of it, I should not have troubled the 
Senator for an explanation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator if he 
cannot now see it? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I cannot, and I do “not 
think any other Senator, unless he be a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Finance, can see on 
the face of these sections what they mean. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have stated what this 
means. It is not very important. It is to 
extend certain provisions of the original act, in 
regard to stamps, to all stamps issued under 
subsequent acts. . 

Mr. CASSERLY. I trust the Senator from 
Ohio, the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, is not disposed to be impatient when 
a fair question is asked for information. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notat all. 

Mr. CASSERLY, Because it is really im- 
possible for us to get along with this bill unless 
he furnishes us a reasonable amount of in- 
formation in regard to sections -such as these 
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two. Now, Mr. President, the pending sec- 
tion reads: : 

That seetion sixty-three of the act of 1864shall be 
amended by striking out “two” in the eleventh line 
and inserting " fifteen.” ~ 

I beg to observe that that gives no informa- 
tion to anybody, unless a person thoroughly 
informed, and freshly informed, too, by- au 
examination of the act. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have the act before 
me; itis a very long section. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance. was to add as an additional section 
the following: 


„Seo. 27. That all internal taxes now assessed or 
liable to be assessed against, but not collected from 
ship-builders as manufacturers, under section four 
*of the act of March 31, 1868, entitled ‘An act to 
exempt certain. manufacturers from internal tax, 
and for other purposes,” for salesof vessels, be, and 
the same are hereby, remitted, and no further as- 
sessments shall be made on account thereof. 


Mr. POMEROY. I suppose there is some 
good reason why this tax should be remitted ; 
but what is it ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason is simply 
this: it was not the intention of the act taxing 
manufacturers to tax ship-builders; but the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue classed 
them withthe building of a ship as a manufac- 
ture. Such was not the intention of the act. 
That is all there is in it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add asan addi- 
tional section the following : 


Src. 28. That prior tothe Ist day of January, 1873, 
itshall be the duty of the President, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed, to reduce the internal rev- 
enue districts in the United States to not exceeding 
sixty in number, and for that purpose he may unite 
two or more districts or States, or Territories, into 
one district, and he shall designate from among the 
existing revenue officers one collector and one 
assessor for each new district, or at his discretion he 
may, by and with the advice and conséut of tbe 
Senate, nominate and appoint new officers for such 
new district; and the collector and assessor so des- 
ignated or appointed shall give bond acvording to 
law, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and required, prior to the Ist day of 
Junuary, 1873, to reduce the number of internal 
revenue assistant assessors, inspectors, gaugers. store- 
keepers, and the clerks, and employés in the Inter- 
nal Revenue Bureau to as small a number as is con- 
sistent with the performance of the reduced duties 
of the service, and that he report to Congress at its 
next session the reduction made under this act, and 
such further changes in the organization of the 
internal revenue service as will promote its eff- 
ciency and economy. 


Mr. POMEROY. Iwish to ask the Senator 
from Ohio whether it is absolutely necessary 
to provide by law that the President of the 
United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, may appoint.a man to 
office when there is a vacancy? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the usual form. 

Mr. POMEROY. But it is provided for 
by law now. Why do you want to provide 
for it over and over again? It is in the Con- 
stitution, and it is in several other statutes. 
Whenever there is a vacancy in any office it 


is to be filled in that way of course. Why 
provide for it over again ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is well 


aware that Congress may give the appoint- 
ment of these officers to the head of a De- 
partment, and in some cases it has been 


done. 

Mr. POMEROY. Butwhere it isnot given 
to the head of a Department, it isin the Presi- 
dent by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator object? 

Mr. POMEROY. No; I only wanted to 
know here why it is repeated. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In the first line of this 
amendment I move to strike out the word 
January,” and insert in lieu thereof ‘ Octo- 
ber,”’ and in the next line to strike out “ three’? 
and insert ‘ two;’’ so that it will red: 

That prior to the Ist day of October, 1872, it shall 
be the duty of the President, &c. 


It will be remembered that two years ago 


| idated throughout the United States. 


Congress passed a jaw authorizing the Presi- 
dent to consolidate the collection and assess- 
ment districts; the law was passed in 1870. 
It authorized the President ‘to annex to and 
unite with each other two or more adjoining 
collection districts whenever in his opinion it 
will reduce the expense of collecting the reve- 
nue W8.hout impairing the efficiency of the 
service, and thereupon he shall retain but one 
collector and one assessor for such enlarged 
district.” The same act, passed about two 
years since, directed a reduction of assistant 
assessors. When the internal revenue law was 
first passed we levied taxes upon many hun- 
dred articles; it was a complicated .system ; 
and a great variety of articles were taxed in 
order to carry into operation that new system. 
Taxing so many articles, it was necessary to 
have a great number of officers; and a col- 
lector and assessor were appointed in each 
congressional district throughout the United 
States, making some two hundred and forty or 
two hundred and fifty. Two years ago we 
repealed the internal tax upon all-but perhaps 
a dozen articles, and the President was author- 
ized to consolidate the districts and reduce 
the number of officers; but up to the present 
time not twenty districts have been consol- 
In my 
State there has not been one. We have the 
same number of collectors and assessors that 
we had when we were taxing a thousand arti- 
cles, instead of taxing a dozen. Now it is 
proposed to repeal internal taxes upon every- 
thing excepting spirits, fermented liquors, 
tobacco in, its various forms, and perhaps a 
bank tax. ‘There certainly can be no occasion 
for all these officers. The law is to go into 
effect on the Ist day of July repealing these 
taxes in most cases, and it goes into effect as 
to all of them on the 1st of October. 

Now, Mr. President, why should all these 
officers be continued until January next? Let 
us reduce them. It costs some five or six 
million dollars to collect the internal rev- 
cnue of the country. There is no occasion for 
these officers; and when the taxes are repealed 
from this great variety of articles we should 
discharge the officers. That should be one 
great object, and I therefore make this motion, 
whieh will require the President of the United 
Siates on the lst of October next to reduce 
the number of collectors and assessors with- 
out waiting until January and until after the 
election to do it. Let it be done before the 
election. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am quite 
astonished that a Senator of as much experi- 
ence and as much knowledge in relation to 
taxation and financial affairs as the Senator 
from Illinois, should take the position he has 
taken in relation to this matter. Here are all 
the stamp taxes continued to the 1st of October, 
and prior to that time he asks the Govern- 
ment to dismiss every collector and assessor 
except sixty. As a matter of course, it will 
take a very considerable time to combine 
these districts into so small a number as 
even sixty. The idea that there will be no 
business to be done after the Ist of October 
is incorrect, and it is utterly surprising to 
me that the Senator should vake any such posi- 
tion. The Senate Finance Committee were 
even doubtful whether ninety days was a long 
enough time to close up this business. There 
must be time for the collection of arrears of 
taxes in a great many instances. ‘I'he income 
tax is not all collected yet, and will not be for 
some months to come. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. It will be collected 


before October. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Not all of it. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. It ought to be. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It ought to 


be, but all of it will not be. Therefore it is | 


putting avery Reavy load upon the administra- 
tion of the office to close up business as early 
as the Ist of January, ninety days after we 
repeal these taxes, and even after that there is 


to reply to him. 


| the tax on whisky, tobacco, and beer. 


| question of the Senator from Ohio. 


tó be a large amount of revenue collected. 
The taxes on lignors and on tobacco and on 
beer remain in all of these districts to be. col- 
lected by the same collectors until the dis- 
tricts are condensed and combined together. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator misunder: 
stands me. My motion is not to discharge all 
the officers; it leaves sixty, the same number 
that the section provides for. It only provides 
that this section shall go into effect in Octo- 
ber instead of in January. Let the Senator 
answer this: why have not one hundred of 
these districts been consolidated a year ago? 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sen- 
ator merely means to scold, J do not propose 
I merely propose to answer 
the objections to the present proposition. The 
present proposition is to reduce about one 
hundred and sixty officers. The business of 
those officers must be closed up, and ninety 
days is as short a time as it can be done in. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois that it was determined, I 
think fairly and justly, to postpone the com- 
pulsory consolidation of districts until the Ist 
of January for a very obvious reason. In 
March, 1869, we had twenty-seven hundred 
assistant assessors. They have now been re- 
duced to thirteen hundred, of whom one hun- 
dred are only employed specially during the 
collection of the income tax, and they will be 
dispensed with. ‘The reason why there was 
not a consolidation of districts before under 
the permissive authority granted to the Presi- 
dent. was because it was believed while the 


| present tax system remained it was impossible 


to do it with any economy. It was done to 
some extent, but not very largely. The num- 
ber was reduced from two hundred and forty- 
three to two hundred and thirty-two. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Only « reduction of 
eleven in two years! 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do not interrupt me 
please. ‘The Senator will see that that would 
make no difference; it would not promote 
economy, because these officers are paid by 
fees or by a certain percentage. Consequently 
whether there were many or few did not make 
so much difference, and as the income tax was 


i still in force, and special taxes like the tax on 


sales, andthe monthly taxes, it was necessary 
to have collectors and assessors in the various 
districts. But by this bill we repeal all 
monthly taxes; the income tax has expired; 
all the taxes of a general character are now 
repealed except simply one, an annual tax, and 
I di 
suppose when this section was introduced 
makingit mandatory on the President to reduce 
the iniernal revenue force to sixty collectors 
and assessors in the United States, we should 
have the cordial and hearty thanks of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois and everybody in the Senate, 
instead of a complaint that we did not make 
it take effect three months earlier. 

Why, sir, many of those taxes continue until 
October, many of them will not be collected 


' for six months; many of the taxes, although 


repealed after the Ist of July, are not really 
collectible until after that time; they are not 
assessed untilsixty days afterward, and a suffi- 
cient time must be allowed to collect them ; 
and the Ist of January, was the very earliest 
day that any one thought it was possible to 
make this consolidation. If in the mean time 


ithe President can reduce the districts before 


the Ist of January, he has the power to do it, 
but then he must by the mandate of the law 
doit. In the mean time the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized and required to reduce 
the internal revenue force in all its depart- 


| ments to as low a number as possible, and he 


is required to report his action to Congress so 
that we may see whether or not he has per- 
formed his duty. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would like to ask’a 
J under- 
stood him to say that these officers are paid 
by fees. I do not so understand by law. They 
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are paid, by fees to some extent, but they. are 
paid salaries. s : 

Mr: SHERMAN. Assessors and collectors 
have a minimum salary that they are paid out 
of, theéir-collections... Very few of them come 
to the minimum. They are paid by a certain 
percentage on a certain collection, both assess- 
ors and collectors, The minimum salary is 
scarcely enough to pay the expenses of the 
office, and they have to depend mainly upon 
the commission for their salary. p 
- Mr. BAYARD. I desire to ask the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio whether the reform in 
the tax upon tobacco does not take place, 
under the present vote of the Senate, on the 
1st of July, 1872? 

«Mr SHERMAN,  Itdoes, 

Mr. BAYARD. And docs not also the 
change in the tax on distilled spirits go into 
effect on the Ist of July, 1872? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does; but the Senator 
is sufficiently informed to know that these taxes 
are not really collectible for sixty days. The 
tobacco tax, for instance, may not be collected 
for six months or a year. 

. Mr. BAYARD. That isto be paid upon to- 
bacco in seven warehouses ib the United States; 
that isal; All the other taxes must be paid 
much sooner. The postponement as to the 
bonded warehouse system on. the application 
ofthe Senator from New York [ Mr. Conkuine] 
for twelve mouths is the only delay iu the 
operation of the law. i 

Now, Í think there is a great deal of point 
in: what:was said by the Senator from Illinois, 
that the extension of the term of employment 
of the numerous officers is entirely useless for 
purposes of public benefit. There isno doubt 
about that. What other uses they may have, I 
am not at present disposed to discuss ; but so 
far as the public benefit is concerned, so far 
as the return of an equivalent for their salary 
is concerned, I cannot conceive why the offi- 
cers who were employed under the very com- 
plicated system of collecting the revenue upon 
tobacco and upon distilled spirits, and whose 
‘number must necessarily be largely reduced by 
the list.which the House has given its assent 
to, and the Senate so far has approved, should 
not be reduced on the Ist day of October 
instead of the Ist of January. I have heard 
no reason for it. 

It is very true that after you have changed 
the law you may require the continuance of 
accounting officers, mere clerical force in your 
Department, for the purpose of winding up 
the accounts of your taxes. That is perfectly 
reasonable and perfectly just, but that is not 
the class of officers to whem this section looks. 
It looks to those officers who are to be em- 
ployed for purposes of ocular inspection, The 
amendment here refers to internal revenue 
assistant assessors, inspectors, gaugers, store- 
keepers, clerks, and employés, and so on. 

One reason why the uniform tax upon to- 
bacco recommended itself to my mind was 
the simplicity of its collection, the inexpen- 
siveness of its collection, the absence of that 
inquisitorial visitation which che present law 
calis for, and which I consider most injurious 
to our people in every respect; it was the fact 
that the revenue could be collected cheaply by 
avery inferior number of officers, and the 
fact.that. it permitted no evasion of the law, 
it being the mere levy of so much per pound 
upon tobacco, a mere matter of weight, with- 
out gradation, without oaths. That was part 
of the reformation which I considered valu- 
able to our legislation; and the Senate and 
the House have now agreed that that change 
shall take place upon the Ist of July. If that 
be so, there can be uo reasonable ground for 
retaining in office officials to make personal 
examinations of this merchandise six months 
after the law which required their presence 
shall have ceased to exist. i 

I think there is force and good sense in 
what the Senator from Ilinois says, that con- 
tinuing them for the three months: from Octo- 


| of the Senator from Illinois will be adopted. 


þer to January is really a mere surplusage in 


point of time and an. unnecessary expense to 
the Government. ‘So far asthe public service 
is concerned, these gentlemen are not wanted, 
and they can thoroughly and fully wind up all | 
their official connection. with the Government } 
of the United States by the Ist day of Octo- 
ber as efficiently as they could by the Mt day 
of January, There are accounting officers 
that it may be found necessary in the Depart- 
ment to keep in order to state and settle their 
accounts; and in regard ‘to them I make no 
objection ;. but the class. of officers pointed 
out by this amendment are not necessary after 
the Ist day of October. : j 


} ary next. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I hope the amendment 


I have listened to the discussion thus far, and 
I have heard no reason assigned why it should 
not be. P 

'. The President is directed in the section 
now before us to reduce the internal revenue 
districts in the United States to a number not 
exceeding sixty before the 1st day of January 
next. Now, what is the present number of in- 
ternal revenue districts in this country? Itis 
two hundred and twenty-five and upward. The 
President has had power, as I understand the 
Senator from Illinois to state, for more than a 
year, to consolidate these districts and thus to 
reduce their number. Why is it, I ask, that 
there are still over two hundred and twenty- 
five of these districts which this section says 
in terms may, without injury to. the public 
service, be reduced to sixty before the first 
day of the next year? That is the only im- 
perative command in the section. As to all 
the rest of it, which permits him in his discre- 
tion to reduce the number of internal revenue 
assistant assessors, inspectors, gaugers, store- 
keepers, clerks, employés, and the like, we 
may judge by the manner in which he has 
used his power of reduction and of economy 
in the past how he is likely to use it in the 
future. The power has not been exerted by 
him in the public interest. If it. had been, 
it would not be true that at the hour I am 
speaking.there are over two hundred and 
twenty-five internal revenue districts in: this 
country, although here is a bill emanating 
from his own friends which virtually says in 
terms that the internal revenue districts of 
this country may be reduced to sixty before 
the Ist day of January. 

Sir, the allegation of any public. necessity 
is too transparent; to use a common phrase, 
‘it is too thin.” My friend at my right [Mr. 
BayarbD] says ‘it won’t wash.” No, sir, it 
is composed of such colors as will run upon 
experiment. I will not say ‘‘colors,’’ for it 
has not even a colorable excuse.. But I sup- 
pose that the Senator from Illinois and my 
friend from Delaware ought to be thankful 
that the election is as near as itis. Ifit were 
not to come off for a year, Ihave no doubt 
this section would not take effect until three 
months after the end of that year. Whenever 
the election is to happen, I have no doubt under 
the inspiration of this section the proposed 
reduction. (which is only really as to one fea- 
ture, thatis, the number of districts, and left 
at large as to all other points) would also be 
postponed fora period of three, four, or five 
months until after that time of trial should 
have been passed. Thereis no public interest 
that is or can be subserved by postponing this 
needed economy, this imperative reduction, 
until two months after the election. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendmentof the Senator from 
Jilinois to the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas aud nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORTON. The reagons given why 
this change should: not be made until the Ist 
of January next I think are entirely satisfac- 
tory; they are unanswerable; and I do-not see | 


much: real excuse for introducing politics into 
the question as if there was a design.to put this 
off until after the election. ; 

But, sir, I want to say one word as to the 
propriety of this section reducing the number 
of these districts to sixty on the Ist of Janu- 
I think reducing the number to 
sixty even on the Ist of Jauuary next will 
prove to be a mistake. I think it is a violent 
spasm of economy that will result in no econ- 
omy at all. Under the operation of that 
proposition the State of Indiana would have 
‘one assessor. and one collector. There will 
be taxes upon spirits, beer, and tobacco to be 
collected in every county in Indiana. One 
collector and one assessor cannot oversee that 
distance. ‘There‘will be much more lost to 
the revenue than the salaries of the existing 
officers will eost. There is no economy in* 
reducing the number of officers so low that 
they cannot attend to the business, It may 
sound well; it may even be sufficient to still 
public clamor, bat in my judgment it is bad 
policy, and I think if it was referred to the 
Department they would say so. 

I know there is great clamor to reduce the 
number of public officers; and I am in favor 
of doing it always where the public interest 
can be conserved at the same time. But, for 
instance, when. you have but one collector and 
one assessor in the State of Indiana with over 
uinety counties, and with taxes to be collected 
in every county, it requires no argument to 
prove that those men cannot supervise that 
distance, and that we sball lose three or four 
times as much in the revenue as we save in 
the salaries. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘ January," but I believe there is an 
amendment in advance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has not spoken his full five minutes. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not wish to say any 
more at present. I will let the vote be taken 
on the amendment of the Senator from Illinois 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Fenton, Goldth waite, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Ransom, Sauls- 
bury, Stevenson, Stockton, Tipton, Trumbull, and 
Vickers—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Clayton, Cole, Conk- 
ling, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Har- 
lan, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stew- 
art, and. Wright—34, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Carpen- 
ter, Chandler, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Edmunds, Hamlin, Hill, Hiteheock, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Rice, Schurz, 


Spencer, Sprague, Sumner, Thurman, West, Wilson, 
and Windom—23, 


So the amendment was. rejected. 


Mr. CASSERLY.. I move now to amend 
the amendment. of the committee by substi- 
tuting for “the Ist day of January, 1873,’ 
t the lst day of November, 1872;”’ and on that 
I wish to say a few words. 

The Senator from Indiana, with a candor 
for which we on this side should be obliged 
to him, distinctly avows that this section is 
an impracticable one; at least that. it will be 
detrimental to the public service. He cor- 
roborates from his point of view precisely 
what I said, that it is not a section framed 
in the publie interest. He is satisfied that 
it cannot be carried out without excessive 
injury to the Government. If that be true, 
what is the object of it? Is it merely a tub 
to amuse the whale until after the election ? 
Has the Ist day of January been fixed as 
being the time before which Congress. will 
meet and have plenty of leisure to pass a bill 
amending this act and postponing the opera- 
tion of 482 Why, sir, the thing is too palpa- 
ble. A whale, though a great fish, is not a 
very bright one; but even a whale will not be 
so cheated by a tub so very gross and clumsy 
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as this is.. No, sir; an Administration which, 
after all the power in its hands, needs to-day 
two hundred and thirty and odd internal rev- 
enue districts in the United States, of course 
will not be able to bring about. any. such re- 
duction as one hundred and. seventy of that 
number before the 1st of January. Even, if. it 
were a practicable thing, judging by the past, 
which is the best test for all Administrations, 
it has no mind to do it, i : 

I repeat, sir, this law, if it should be passed, 
will have its objective point fixed for the 1st 
day of January. Before that time Congress 
will. meet. ‘Che object. of it will have been 
accomplished; it will have tided over the 
election for a certain purpose; and then, if 
the Senator from Indiana is right, and I do not 
mean to say now that he really is not—it is not 
necessary for my argument—the very first 
pleasing duty of Congress will be, the whale 
having been sufficiently amused in the mean 
time, to postpone the day of deliverance for 
that great fish awhile louger, and it will defer 
the further operation of this act until some 
day in the indefinite. future. , Š 

Mr, ALCORN. The internal revenue sys- 
tem is one of great intricacy. The workings 
of that system, which has been in operation 
now for several years, are in truth the perfec- 
tion of the art of intricacy, so far-as my judg- 
ment goes. I think in truth there has been 
very great skill manifested in the manner in 
which the internal revenue of the country has 
been carried forward. Now, it is proposed to 
wind up that concern ; and to wind it up re- 
ynires the same care that the interests of the 

overnment be protected that there was ex- 
vended in the.elaborate system that is now in 

ull operation. I am satisfied that the Senator 
from Indiana.is correct when he says that this 
business cannot be wound up short of the time 
fixed in the bill. 

If I desired merely to advance the interests 
of the Republican party in the coming elec- 
tion, I would suggest a proposition to wind it 
up right at once, for it is known to every one 
that the internal revenue system is one that is 
distasteful to the people of the country, 
and that the presence of these internal rev- 
enue collectors will have no salutary effect 
upon the interests of the Republican party in 
the coming contest. If we looked merely. to 
the interests of party, and if men here were 
prompted by motives no higher than those, it 
would be our policy to wipe the internal reve- 
nue collectors away from the presence of the 
people at once, and stand out with proclama- 
tion made that the internal revenue system is 
finally abolished in the broad land. That 
would be the way to electioneer, for the very 
presence of these internal revenue collectors 
is to the whole country a source of irritation ; 
not that they are everywhere behaving in an 
improper spirit; I would not imply anything 
of that sort; but a direct tax always has been 
and ever will be a distasteful one, and the men 
who are employed as agents to collect that tax 
will ever be distasteful to the people. . So I do 
not. think ‘the Senator from California need 
apprehend any very great result to the Repub- 
lican party on account of the continuance of 
these officers in their places, but he can com- 
pose his soul and patience with the full knowl- 
edge of the fact that on this question the Re- 
publican party can certainly make no point 
against him, 

But I am rather surprised to hear the hon- 
orable Senator take the position here that 
there is no possible chance for a change of 
Congress. ibad supposed there was a strong 
hope resting in the mind of my friends over 
the way that they were going to change things 
after awhile; but the Senator from California 
has given that up. 
is not yet, that in January at least Congress is 
to beas itis now. I think that certainly, the 
elections having passed then, Congress would 
not be so unwise as to reéstablish the system 


He agrees that the change | 


| 


if it was apparent- that the coming Congress 
would wipe it away.. : 

Mr. CASSERLY. I call the attention of 
the Senator from Mississippi to the fact that 
not until the 4th of March can the coming 
change have full effect, either in regard to 
Congress or the other branches of the Gov- 
ernment. f : 

Mr. ALCORN. We will not discuss that 
now, bat I will say that public men in this 
country are always disposed to yield to the 
popular will. and if that will should speak out 
in the direction the Senator indicates, cer- 
tainly Congress next winter would not have 
the effrontery to pass a law in opposition 


toit > 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Califor- 
nia wants these officers turned oat before. the 
election. He hopes they will get mad andjoin 
his party on that account. The only prospect- 
ive allies they bave are those who have either 
been turned out of office, or those who failed 
to get in, and he thinks these would join the 
ranks of the sore-heads. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now let us go oy with 
the bill. ao oe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on: the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California to the amendment of 
the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


Mr. CASSERLY. In deference to my 
friend, the Senator from Ohio, although I am 
disposed to take three or four days longer on 
this bill of his, I will not call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. COLE and others. Go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment the Committee on 
Finance propose as section twenty-eight. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add as an 
additional section the following: 


Sro. 29. That all suits and proceedings for the 
recovery of any internal tax alleged to have been 
erroneously assessed or collected, or any penalty 
claimed to have been collected without authority, 
or for any sum which it is alleged was excessive, or 
in any manner wrongfully collected, shall be brought 
within two years next after the cause of action ac- 
crued, and not after; and all claims for the refund- 
ing of any internal tax or penalty shall be pre- 
sented to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
within two years next after the cause of action ac- 
crued, and not after: Provided, That claims which 
have acerued prior to the passage of this act shall 
be commenced in the courts or presented to the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue within one year 
from the date of said passage: And provided fur- 


ther, That where a claim shall be pending before | 


said Commissioner the claimant may bring his action 
within one year after sueh decision, and not after: 
And provided further, That no right of action 
barred by any statute now in force shall be revived 
by anything herein contained, 


Mr. CONKLING. The proviso reads: 

Provided, That claims which have accrued prior 
to the passage of this act shall be commenced in the 
courts. È 

Jt is a little awkward to talk about a claim 
commencing in a court. The word ‘ prose- 
cated” would express the idea more clearly, I 
think. z . 

‘Mr. WRIGHT. I suggest that the proper 
amendment would be “action for claims 
which have accrued shall be commenced.” 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think ‘commenced’ 
is thé technical term to bar the statute of 
limitations. . 

Mr. WRIGHT. I suggest that the proper 
correction would be ‘ actions for claims which 
have acerued.”’ . 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be made if there be no objection. 
The question is on the amendment as modi- 
fied. Ete, ge 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as an 
additional section the following: 

Sec. 30. That the Secretary of the Treasury is 


hereby authorized and directed carefully to revise 
and prepare for publication the internal revenue 


i 


7 


l 


laws in force after. the.: passage of this act, with 
amendments. incorporated. in their proper places, 
conveniently arranged for reference, and with a 
proper index; and thatthe same be printed as soon 
as practicable by the Public Printer. That tea thou- 
sand.copies be printed, five thousand for the use of 
the House of Representatives, two thousand-for the 
use of the Senate, and three thousand forthe useof 


the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. `: 
Mr. ANTHONY... I suggest that “ Public 
Printer,” in line seven, Should be ‘* Congres- 
sional Printer.” Thats the title of his office. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very well ; letthat change 
be made. | ; ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That cor- 
rection will be made. , 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add as an 
additional section the following: 

Src. 31. That all acts and parts of acts inconsist- 
ent with the provisions of this act are hereby re- 
pealed: Provided, That all the provisions of said 
acts shall bein force for levying and collecting all 
taxes properly assessed, or liable to be assessed, or 
aceruing under the provisions of former acts, the 
right to which has already accrued, or which may 
hereafter accrue, under said acts, and for maintain- 
ing, continuing, and enforcing liens, fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures incurred under and by virtue thereof. 
And this act shall not be construed to affect any act 
done, right accrued, or penalty. incurred under 
former acts, but every such right is hereby saved; 
and all suits and prosecutions for acts already done 
in violation of any former act or acts of Congress 
relating to the subjects embraced in this act may be 
commenced or proceeded with in like manner asif 
this act had not been passed: Provided, That when- 
ever the duty imposed by any existing law shall 
cease in consequence of any limitation therein con- 
tnined before the respective provisions of this act 
shall take effect, the same duty or tax shall be, and 
is hereby, continued until such provisions of this 
act shall take effect; and where any act is hereby 
repealed, no duty or tax imposed thereby shal! be 
held to cease in consequence of such repeal until the 
respective corresponding provisions of this act shall 
take effect. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add as an addi- 
tional section the following : 


Src. 32. That this act shall take effect on the Ist 
day of July, 1872, except where otherwise provided. 
And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is here- 
by authorized to make, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, all such regulations not 
in conflict with any provision of law as may become 
necessary by reason of any change made by this act 
in the laws relating to the taxation of distillers and 
distilled spirits, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to amend that 
section, in line seven, by striking out the words 
‘laws relating to the taxation of distillers 
and distilled spirits,’ aud inserting the words 
‘internal revenue laws,’ because these are 
changes made in other acts besides the laws 
in regard to distillers and distilled spirits. 
Then the word “change,” in the seventh line, 
should be put in the plural, so that it will 
read: . f 

All such regulations not in conflict with any pro+ 
vision of law as may become necessary by reason of 
any ae made by this act in the internal reve- 
nue laws. j 


. The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. : i 
The amendment, as amended, was adopted, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. This com- 
pletes the amendments of the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before other amend- 
ments are offered, I desire, having heard 
another suggestion about it, once more to 
call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to 
section eight, rn reference to goods in bond. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Morri] is now finding the sec- 
tion in regard to goods in bond that passed 
the Senate two or three months ago. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have ithere among my 
letters. If the Senator wants it, I will give it 
to him in a moment. ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have just sent for it, 
and propose to insert that as a substitute. 

Mr. CONKLING. Here is the section.: I 
will offer this in lieu of section eight. I will 
read it, that we may see what it is; : 


That on and after the Ist day of July next te 
and coffee shall be placed on the free list, and no 
further import dutiesshall be collected upon the 
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same. And ‘all tea and cofee which may be in the 


public stores or bonded warehouses on said Ist day | 


of: July shall be subject tono duty upon the entry 
thereof for consumption, and all tea and coffee re- 
maining in bonded: warehouses on. said Ist day of 
uly,upon which the duties shall have been paid, 
shall be éntitled to a refund of the duties paid. 
- Mr. SHERMAN. That is not-the section. 
. Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Senator 
from. New York willepermit me, I will offer in 
lieu of section eight tHe section which passed 
the Senate when we passed the other tax bill, 
section six of that bill. : i 

The. PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont offers an amendment which will 
be read, i i Ee 

The Carer CLerx. It is proposed to strike 
out the eighth section of the bill in the follow- 
ing words; 

Sec. 8 That all goods, wares, and merchandise 
which may be in the public stores or honded ware- 
houses on the Ist day of July, 1872, shall be sub- 
jected to no other duty upon the entry thereof for 


consumption than if the same were imported respect- 
ively after that day. : 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


That all imported goods, wares, and merchandise 
which may be in the public stores or bonded ware- 
houses on the day and year this act shall take effect 
shall be subjected to no other duty upon the entry 
thereof for consumption than if the same were im- 
ported respectively after that day; and. all goods, 
wares, and merchandise remaining in bonded ware- 
houses on the day and year this act shall take effect, 
and upon which the duties shall have been paid, shall 
be entitled to a refund of the difference between the 
amount of duties paid and the amount of duties 
said goods, wares, and merchandise would be sub- 
Jeet to if the same were imported respectively after 
that day. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator 
to put in the words ‘Ist day of July, 1872,” 
instead of “the day and year this act shall 
take efect”? 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change 
will be made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FENTON.. Is the text of the bill open 
to amendment? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is now 
open to.amendment. 

Mr. ‘RAMSEY. Had-we not: better have 
it reported to the Senate first? 

“Mr. JOHNSTON. I desire to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask the 
Senator from Virginia whether he had not 
better allow the bill to be reported to the 
Senate? : 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Very well. 


Mr: CASSERLY. I wish to reserve some 
amendments. : 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The bill will 


be open for further amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to reserve amend- 
ments adopted in committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They will 
be reserved. 

Mr. SAWYER, I now offer the amend- 
ment of which I gave notice before the bill 
was read. It-is to insert after section eleven 
the following sections: 


Src. —. That thereshall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, a commission ‘of three persons, who shall ‘be 
seleeted from civil life, solely with reference to their 
character and capacity for an honest and impartial 
Investigation, and of whom at least one shall be 
practically identified with the laboring interests of 
the country, and whoshall hold office for the period 
of one year from. the date of their. appointment, 
unless their duties shall have been sooner accom- 
plished, who shall investigate the subject of the 
wages and hours of labor, and of. the division of 
the joint profits of labor and capital between the 
laborer and the capitalist, and the social, educa- 
tional, and sanitary condition of the laboring classes 
of the United States, and how the same are affected 
by existing laws regulating commerce, finance, and 
currency: Provided, That said commissioners shali 
be appointed irrespective of political ór partisan 
considerations, and from civil life, i 

Sxc.—. That said commissioners shall receive an 
annual salary of $5,000 each, shall be authorized to 
employ a clerk at an annual salary of $1,400, and 
shall report the result of their investigation to the 
President, to be by him transmitted to Congress: 


and there is hereby appropriated, for the payment” 


of said salaries, $16,100, and $1,000in addition thereto 
for stationery and postage for the use of said com- 
missioners... . f : 

Mr. SHERMAN. ` Lunderstand by order of 
the Senate this amendment was excepted from 
the: understanding-excluding amendments not 
germane from being Offered to the bill. Ldo 
not know whether this would be considered 
germane. or not. T e : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By agree- 
mentas the Chair understands, and as appears 
in the Globe, this amendment was to beallowed 
to be offered. ‘That was. made prior to the 
understanding. . ; 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina be 
offered, as it may be with entire safety, in the 
Senate. Itwilllead to some debate, and some 
amendments will be necessary. : i 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us have the debate now. 

Mr. CASSERLY. No; it would be better 
to get the bill into the Senate first. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why? > 

Mr. CASSERLY. Because it will tend to 
expedite business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that this amend- 
ment be reported with the bill-to the Senate, 
and that it then be open to debate and amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. CONKLING. That might do very 
well for this amendment, but others have 
some amendments to offer before we go iato 
the Senate, and I think it would be better to 
offer them now. Suppose we go into the Sen- 
ate and we reach a later hour, and. an amend- 
ment is offered which is voted on by a very 
thin Senate; it might be very undesirable for 
that amendment; and I say frankly that I 
have one or two amendments which I hope 
to carry, particularly if the Senate is fall, 
but I would not be willing to consent to have 
the bill reported to the Senate and then per- 
hans get my opportunity at ten or eleven 
o’clock, when the Senate is thin, to offer them 
and have no opportunity to offer them after- 


ward.. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New York objects. 

Mr. SAWYER. I think this is-the better 
time to consider the amendment, and the rea- 
son given by the Senator from New York 
applies to this amendment. This ig a ques- 
tion not only germane to the bill, but itis a 
question in which nearly every Senator feels 
an interest one way or the other; and I think 
this is the better time to discuss ‘it than at a 
later hour, when Senators get tired and sleepy 
and many have gone home. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to give notice of 
several amendments that I propose to. offer 
to it. 

Mr. POMEROY. I wish to say in a single 
word that there is an amendment I think ought 
to be made in this provision, because it con- 
tains a limit upon the power of the President 
in appointments, and I do not believe Con- 
gress bas any right to limit the President ôn 
that subject. We can advise and consent to 
his choice, but I do not think we can limit the 
President in-his right of choice.: There is an 
attempt made here to control the President, 
telling him whom he shall nominate. The 
Senate has power, of course, to dissent from 
all his nominations; but I do not believe Con- 
gress has the power to limit his choice of 
selection. The amendment reads in the fifth 
line, ‘a commission of three persons, who 
shall be selected from civil life, solely with 
reference,” &c. - How do we know that the 
President wants to select them in that manner 
and what right have we to say that he shall? 
I want the President to be entirely untram- 
meled in the selections of the persons he may 
nominate to the Senate to fill these offices. I 
do not object-to: the appointment of these 


three persons, or to their salaries, nor to the 
object which it is hoped to accomplish by their 
appointment, although I have not much faith 
in it; but Ido hope the Senate will amend 
the bill'in this particular, and let the Presi- 
dent be entirely untrammeled with’ regard to 
the persons he shall nominate. ` 

“Then there is another limit in the seventh 
and eighth lines of the first section of the 
amendment. It reads, ‘‘and of whom atleast 
one shall be practically indentified with the 
laboring interests of the country.” Everybody 
is identified with the laboring interests of the 
country. What do we want to limit the Presi- 
dent in that respect for? 

Mr. CRAGIN.. How can it be a limit if 
evérybody is identified with it? [Laughter.] 

‘Mr. POMEROY. Why do we want to say 
in the law that there are some persons not 
identified with it? That is the fair inference 
from this language, 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwill suggest to the Senator 
from Kansas that he is answering his own argu- 
ment. If everybody is identified with it, there 
is no limit to it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. POMEROY.’ I say it is a fair inference 
that we think somebody is not identified with 
the labor interests of the country, and there- 
fore we put this in the law to make it doubly 
clear: ‘‘and of whom at least one shall be 
practically identified with the laboring interests 
of the country.”’ j ` 

“Mr. SAWYER. Tshould like to ask the 
Senator ove question. Does he suppose in 
case we were making a commission to codify 
the laws of the United States it would-be in 
the power of Congress to preseribe that the 
gentlemen to be appointed codifiers of the law 
should be men learned in the law? 

Mr. POMEROY. If we had a President 
who we did not think had sense enough to ap- 
point men who were learned in the law for 


such a purpose, we might compel him to do it. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam speaking of the ques- 
tion of power. oe 

Mr. POMEROY. A little lawyer was- once 
trying a case before a jadge and endeavoring 
to explain, not only his case, but the law, and 
the reason for the law, and the judge said to 
him, ‘it must be presumed that the court 
knows something.” [Laughter.] So I say, 
the President must be presumed to know 
something, and he should have the right, 
without being trammeled by a statute, to 
select whom he has a mind to. If the Senator 
will take those. trammels from the President, 
I will vote for his bill. 

But here is a proviso that I do not think ought 
to be inserted: 

Provided, That said commissioners shall be ap- 
pointed irrespective of political or partisan consid- 
erations, and from eivil fife. 

There is another limitation on the President. 
He has the unlimited power of appointment 
under the Constitution ; but as to the three 
men here provided for, you say he shall make 
the appointment irrespective of political or 
party conditions, and from civil life. I do not 
want him to appoint them irrespective of those 
considerations. Those are the considerations 
that enter into the structure of our form of 
government. They are the very elements of 
our political society. If we attempt to say in 
the law that he shall appoint three commis- 
sioners, but shall not have any reference to such 
things, that is another limitation, a trammel, 
a fetter npon the President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. ` 

Mr. POMEROY. I will ask the Senator 
from South Carolinaifhe is willing to strike 
out those words? : 

._ Mr. SAWYER. The bill isa bill reported 
from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and I do not feel authorized without instruc- 
tions from the committee to medify it in those 


particulars. The Senator can move to amend 
vit if he chooses to do so. i 
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Mr. POMEROY. Then I will move to 
amend the amendment by striking out-in the 
fifth line the words “from civil life;” so that 
it will read : 

Who shali be selected solely with reference to 
their character and capacity foran honest and im- 
partial investigation. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Had not the Senator better 
strike out that clause ‘‘ with reference to their 
character and capacity’ in order to carry out 
his argument. { Laughter.] 

Mr. POMEROY. That is not a limitation. 
Everybody has got that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NYE. Got what? 

Mr. POMEROY. Character and capacity. 

Mr. NYE. Sometimes. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido nét want to impeach 
anybody’s character or capacity. Then i shall 
move to strike out the last proviso in the first 
section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas to the amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina. ; 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


Mr. POMEROY. I have another amend- 
ment to offer. I move to strike out the last 
proviso to the first section: ; 

Provided, That said commissioners shall be ap- 
pointed irrespective of political or partisan consid- 
eration, and from civil life. 

I want that out. 
into a law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion on the amendment to the amendment, and 
declared that the ayes appeared to have it. 

. Mr. CASSERLY. Let us have the yeas and 
nays on that proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [trust the Senator from 
Kansas will not press this. 

Mr. POMEROY. I did not call for the yeas 
and nays, Let us havea division, 


I do not want to put that 


Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir; I should like, 


to know whether there is any sincerity in this 
business, and therefore I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. In the proper sense of the 
word, * political or partisan’? have nothing 
synonymous whatever in them. The whole 
bill is ‘‘ political’ in its better sense, void 
of any party meaning. If gentlemen wish to 
quibble upon words, let them at any rate be 
accurate. If the appointments are to be with- 
out partisan intent, that is proper enough ; but 
it has a political intent, orit has no sense in it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Is a further amend- 
ment in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 
There is an amendment to an amendment 
spending, . 

Mr. CARPENTER. I would suggest to 
strike out the words ‘‘ provided that said com- 
missioners shall be appointed irrespective of 
political or partisan. considerations, and from 
civil life,” and to insert: “ provided that said 
commissioners shall be appointed from among 
those who belong to no political party.” 
(Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. 
Senator from Kansas accept that? 

Mr POMEROY. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
question is on the amendment proposed bythe 
Senator from Kansas. : 

Mr. NYE. 1 hope nothing will be placed 
in this bill that will in any way interfere with 
the Cincinnati platform. I know. nothing can 
be more congenial to my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. Trumpc.i] than to have this amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin inserted, 
and I hope my friend from Ohio will yield his 
tenacity for the purpose of having what we have 
so long looked for, a sort of political millen- 
nium. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
address me. 
South Carolina. 


Does the 


The Senator need not 


He must address my friend from | 


. Mr. NYE. Ishould have judged as much 
if I had not supposed that my friend from 
Ohio claimed the paternity of this bill: To 
say that no man shall hold. this position if he 
belongs to any -party or has any political prin- 
ciples. seems-to be upon the broad gauge of 
the philanthropy of my friend from South 
Carolina, Sir, L would not give four cents for 
any man who claims to be an American citi- 


‘zens who hag not political principles and 


political preferences. I should like to see 
men appointed for that very reason, if they 
pore the other requisite qualifications. 
f the Republican party at the present day 
will not take care of those who support it, 
who will? Here my friend from Illinois has 
flown from his orbit like an erratic star. My 
friend from Missouri [Mr. Scaurz] has gone 
hunting Germans. My other friend from Mis- 
souri [ Mr. Buarr] has hunted all around. He 
has tried the Republicans, tried the Dem- 
oerats, is dissatisfied with both, and now 
strikes for neutral ground. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator from Nevada 
will allow me to correct him, I was satistied 
with both; not dissatisfied with either. 

Mr. NYE. He can find no resting place on 
earth that is pure enough to stand upon to get 
rid of politicalinfluence. He would not under 
any circumstances enter into an arrangement 
by which political factions could be brought 
together. He shouted for Breckinridge yes- 
terday and for Greeley to-day. [Laughter. ] 
My friend from Hlinois, who is as quick in his 
turns as a tumbler in a circus, who has ridden 
into power and been maintained in power for 
years by the Republican party, who. was born 
of the Kepublican party, has got sick of it, and 
now wants inserted in everything on God’s earth 
that no man of any political principle shall hold 
a place under this Government. [Laughter.] 
Off for Cincinnati, to a convention that would 
bave no office-holder in it, but every one of 
whom had been turned out of office or expected 
to get in; away to Columbus to a labor con- 
vention; and away to Baltimore to a Demo- 
cratic convention! ‘Tell me what poor soul 
on this earth isto hold an office? Tell me, 
ye men of wisdom, who is to hold office in this 
country? Nobody who is man enough to have 
a political principle that he dare assert or 
maintain. 

Mr. SCOTT. Women! 

Mr: NYE. It must be the women at last. 
{Langhter.] We are driven to that. Andall 
this is born of my friend from South Carolina, 
whose face glows like the morning sun. 


Being an older man than same of thosearound - 


me, my mind reverts to the olden time, when 
my friend from Illinois wasa Democrat, when 
I was a Democrat, and. when my friend from 
Missouri was a Democrat. We preached the 
doctrine then far and near that nobody but a 
Democrat was fit to hold a place. I wish to 
say for myself that that was when I was young. 
[Laughter.] -When I wasachild [thought and 
spoke as a child; now that I am a man [ have 
put away foolish things. [Laughter.] Werode 
the Democratic party into a minority, and then 
we proclaimed from Illinois to Maine that 
Republicans were the only persons fit to hold 
office. I joined in that cry. f 
But now my friend from Illinois says that 
will not do; they are held by the bayonet. Oh, 
sir, the horror there is in the bayonet! The 
time-was when my friendand I gloried together 
in-bayonets ; when the interests of the country 
hung alone upon the bayonet ; when we turned 
our eyes toward the present Executive as the 
sun-worshiper turas his eyes to the sun, and 
shouted hallelujahs until we were hoarse. But 
now it will not do; a change has come over the 
spirit of these people, and it will not do to 
have a man who has got-any politics to hold a 
place! Sir, show me a man who has not got 
politics, and I say he is unfit to hold a place 
anywhere; he is not a man; — 
Now, my friend from Kansas moves to strike 
out that proviso, I understand. 


———_— 


Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. Gt ; 

Mr. NYE. -I hope that will be done. My 
Democratic friends, if ever you expect to get 
power, for God's sake do not vote for this, 
because you will then want an excuse for put- 
ting Democrats in office; you will do it, and 
you will want some excuse. [Laughter.] - If 
my friend from South Carolina ever expects 
the resurrection of a respectable party, atid 
will not let that party put its men in power; it 
is not worth resurrecting. 

Sir, this is fishing with a minnow to catch a 
whale 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. NYE. Iam sorry for that. 

Mr. SAWYER. My friend from Nevada I 
think rather exceeded his five minutes; but it 
is so refreshing to have something on the tariff 
bill which is not absolutely dry and aninter- 
esting that his humor to-night, as always, is 
very welcome. E 

I wish to correct the impression which he 
seems to entertain that I am the father of this 
bill. Iam not even its god-father. The bill 
is a House bill reported from the Committee 
on Education and Labor, of which I have the 
honor to be chairman, and I reported it in 
obedience to the instructions of the committee. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to inquire of which department of the com- 
mittee he is chairman, education or labor? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAWYER. It depends entirely on 
the subject under consideration. [Laughter.] 
If the Senator should ever be before that com- 
mittee I will inform him. 

The provision in this bill which is objec- 
tionable to the Senator from Nevada and the 
Senator from Kansas, seems to me to have 
been distorted very much from its true mean- 
ing. I do not suppose it is intended that the 
President shall appoint such a nobody as a 
man who has no politics to this place. I do 
not suppose the natural inference from the 
provision in the bill which it is moved to strike 
out is that such a man should be appointed, 
but simply that he shall be appointed with 
special reference to the work that he has to 
perform ; that he isto be a man who hasa habit 
of mind and a habit of study which will fit 
him to perform the work of investigation of 
this peculiar subject. The committee are not 
at all responsible, except so far as they report- 
ed the text of the bill, for the provision. 
Perhaps it would not have occurred to the 
committee to putitin. But certainly all the 
absurdities my friend from Nevada and my 
friend from Kansas attributed to it are not in 
the bill, except so far as they choose to import 
them out of their own brains into it) Iam 
not afraid that the President will exercise his 
powers under this bill should it become a law 
to put men in office who have no politics; 
nor is my friend from Kansas afraid of it. 
Neither am I afraid that the limitation on 
his power of appointment in the- bill will be 
dangerous. 

Mr. LOGAN. Allow me to ask the Sen- 
ator a question in reference to that language. 

Mr. SAWYER. But not to come out of 
my time. 

Mr. LOGAN. No; of course not. The 
part. proposed to be stricken out by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas says, ‘‘ Who shall bea selected 
from civil life, solely with reference to their 
character and capacity for an honest and 
impartial investigation.” That language ap- 
plies to this Congress. [Laughter.] Can you 
appoint members of Congress onthis commis: 
sion? Was it not intended to apply to this 
Congress? 

Mr. SAWYER. 
Senator’s question. 

Mr. LOGAN. The language is that. these 
men shall be appointed “ solely with reference 
to their character and capacity for honest and 
impartial investigation ;” and that must mean 
this Congress. [Laughter.] 


I do not understand the 
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Mr. SAWYER. It; was supposed | by ‘the 


Committee on Education and. Labor that this | 


Congress. had done sufficient in the line of 
investigation, although there are some of our 
friends who. think there are ‘many things yet 
to. be-investigated. But there is no fear that 
the President of the. United. States, if he should 
he the distinguished’ man who now holds that 
office, will not find menin the Republican 
party amply. able to perform creditably the 
duties of the offices here created. We are 


notafraid that he will be obliged to go out of . 


the ranks of that party to find competent per- 
sons. . If my friend from Kansas thinks: it is 
necessary to strike out this provision in order 
to confine the nomination to men of the Re- 
publican party, he bas a much meaner opinion 
of the party than Ihave, or than I think the 
Presideut of the United States has. 

. -But I do not wish to prolong debate on this 
measure, I hope that we can have a vote on 
this proposition and the other amendments 
which are offered, nd then incorporate this 
provision into the tariff bill to which it natu- 
rally and properly belongs. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope we shall have a vote 
now on.the pending amendment. 

. Mr. HILL. Ido not wish to prolong debate 
on this subject; but Lam amazed that such a 
proposition ever came before the Senate ofthe 
United States.. I think the time has been, 
thirty years ago, when: it. would have been 
laughed out of the Senate of the United States 
had it been brought here.. Why, sir, what 
will be done next? Shall we not havé a com- 
mission appointed to ascertain at what.:par- 
ticular price in each State of the Union a 
bushel of wheat or corn may be grown on the 
soil ofeach proprietor of the land? Shall we 
not have.a commission to ascertain how labor- 
ers shall be dressed in the different climates 
ofthis Union? In short, shall we not have a 
commission to oversee the entire people of 
this country, the proprietors of workshops and 
of lands, the laborers in workshops, the tillers 
of the soil, and every other class that we have 
throughout this broad land ? 

. Bir, it was a most sensible remark, though 
it cost him very dear to make it, of Martin 
Van Buren in one of his messages to-the Con- 
gress of the United States, that the people 
expected too much of their Government.. If 
that was true then, how much more true is it 
to-day? What would have been thought thirty 
years ago of meetings and congresses and pub- 
lic assemblages to regulate labor and the 
prices of labor throughout this country ? Who 
heard of such absurdities thirty years ago? 
What is it that this Congress will hesitate to 
do if it enters upon a crusade of this sort? 

I undertake to say that it was a most per- 
nicious act, and an evil day, when the eight- 
hour law was established for the laborers 
under this Government. It has radiated and 
runminto all the private establishments of the 
land, and .the consequences are to be that 
demagogues are to .perambulate this country 
and persuade the laborers, even in the corn 
and cotton-fields, that they are not half paid, 
although you should give them everything 
they make ; and it will be easy tò do it, for 
ignorance is always credulous. 

Why, sir, no statesman of any eminence in 
this country would have dared, as I have said, 
thirty years ago to be the father of a measure 
of this sort, and to-night I am amazed to see 
that it can be treated as an innocent measure. 
A proposition so grave and monstrous as this, 
to pay three commissioners to ascertain the 
relations between laborer and employer, how 
much laborers. are paid,.whether their com- 
pensation is adequate, and everything that 
attaches to the relation between those two 
classes! Where shall we stop? What is there 
in private life that shall. be sacred from the 
intrusion of this Government? . I can imagine 
nothing. We ought to have a commission to 
ascertain how husbands.and wives deport them- 
selves throughout this land, and to make a re- 


| authorizes us to-do? . Nothing under heaven 


il to 


port to Congress in order that they may cor- 
rect anything wrong they may discover in that 
relation. -That would be more sensible, in my 
opinion, than to undertake-to regulate the ques- 
tion of labor between employers and employed, 
and ‘quite as practicable. I would as’ soon 
undertake to regulate households in their do- 
mestie concerns:as I would to interfere in a 
matter like this... One is not-more monstrous 
to me than the other. — : è 

-I have no patience with the idea of putting 
three:men upon this Government with salaries 
each . of -$5,000::a year with a clerk with sal- 
ary also, and with other supernumeraries that 
will be needed, and E suppose to end in erect- 
ing a standing bureau, or perhapsa Department, 
in course of time. 

Sir, it is not a fit subject for mirth. It ought 


| to be indignantly frowned down as an interpo- 


lation in American politics, as unworthy the 
age, and: unworthy the statesmanship of this 
country. I know there are gentlemen of prom- 
inence in the country who have to deal. ten- 
derly with subjects of this sort. There are 
conventions of busybodies in cities who make 
nominations for President and Vice President, 
and it is noteverybody who can afford to at- 
tack them. Thank Heaven,.I have no aspira- 
tions myself in that way, and ean afford to 
utter such sentiments in regard to them as I 


feel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, the 
time was when the jokes of legislative bodies, 
where they were not simply to relieve the 
tedium of labor, never passed upon the record. 
We have reached an era now when all’ the 
jokes of legislation are embodied in statutes. 
A few sessions ago, Jate in the evening, on an 
appropriation. bill, somebody introduced a 
proposition about a civil service reform cóm- 
mission, authorizing the appointment of three 
persons with a'salary of four or five thousand 
dollarsa year. That was nothing, only $15,000 
a year of the public mosey; it was not worth 
being talked about for fifteen minutes; we 
were in a hurry to pass the bill; and so itwas 
crowded into the appropriation bill; and’ out 
of that we have seen a system which every 
man. I have ever heard express an opinion 
about it regrets, and every oiher man- is 
ashamed of. 

Now we have. before us a proposition to 
establish another set of officers; to do what? 
To execute what constitutional power of Con- 
gress?. To do what that the Constitution 


Sen- 


but to become a-roving commission to go 
through this country and- inform us how the 
capitalists ought to divide with the laboring 
classes | 

Sir, who. are the laboring classes that you 
propose to take underyour protection? Where 
do you begin with them ? Ido not know of any 
more emphatically laboring class than this Sen- 
ate. We are working here sixteen hours out of 
the twenty-four. Is this commission in the first 
place to determine how capital is to be divided 
between the capitalists and Senators! No, 
Mr. President, no, Senators; thisis a humbug 
of towering dimensions, and one that will come 
home to annoy you every step. you take in it. 
Who are the laboring men of this country? 
Are they looking to you to protect them? 
Look to it, Senators, that the laboring men of 
this country do not inquire after your sanitary 
condition, what you are doing here, how you 
are spending your time and their money. While 
you are sending out a commission to investi- 
gate them, they will be investigating you -at 
the polls.. 

Where is this thing to stop? What is to be 
investigated next? Shall we not send outa 
commission to ascertain how many fathers 
whip. their children too much, and how many 
educate their children too little? . : + 
Mr. President, there is nothing in-this bill 


be serious about. - Thereis nothing to build || 


a serious argument upon at any point. The 
idea that Congréss is goiig to take care of the 
laboring people of this country! My God! 
sir; ten to one the laboring people of this 
country will take care. of Congress. in a way 
we shall not enjoy. [Laughter.] It is by 
these insidious advances, step by step, that 
the constitutional functions of Congress ‘are 
being utterly ignored, the duty which the 
Constitution devolves upon us’ utterly neg- 
lected and forgotten, and we are going roam- 
ing in this knight-errant sort of process 
through all the land, through all the regions 
of sentiment, feeling; and emotion, investi- 
gating to take care of the laboring classes. 
‘Lhe laboring classes do not want any care at 
our hands. They will take care of themselves, 
and ten to one they will take care of us also. 

Mr. SAWYER. I did not intend to debate 
this bill, nor say one word upon it; bat let 
me tell the Senator from Georgia and the 
Senator from Wisconsin that if they think 
tonight the questions which it is proposed to 
investigate under this bill are not questions 
worthy of something besides derision they 
will wake up one of these mornings and find 
their error. i 

Mr. HILL. That is what I am afraid of. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let me tell the Senator 
from Georgia that although thirty years ago 
such a billas this would:not have been intro- 
duced into the Senaté'of the United States, 
and perhaps might have been scouted out of 
this Chamber with derision, that day has 
passed ; a change has come over the people of 
the world which he will wake up to, and isa 
revolution equal in magnitude to that which 
has been experienced since those thirty years 
have passed away. f 

Had this measure been introduced into Con- 
gress thirty years ago, it would have been re- 
ceived with much the same derision that a 
measure for the abolition of slavery would 
have been received. At that time if a man 
had predicted that the revolution on that sub- 
ject which has taken place’ in’ this country 
would have come about, we all know what the 
scorn and derision would have’ been. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SAWYER. After I get through. 

see ‘CARPENTER. It will be too late 
then. : 

Mr. SAWYER. Let me tell the Senator 
that, believe it or not, there is among the 
laboring population of this country a great 
degree of discontent, whether well or ill 
founded. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator 
allow me to ask him a single question ? 

Mr. SAWYER. ‘AHow me to finish ‘my 
remarks. I have but two or three minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina declines to be inter- 
rupted. © < Breet ok i 

Mr. SAWYER. There is in this country 
a feeling of discontent; whether-well or ill 
founded.” You cannot get away from that fact. 
I do not say that it is well founded. I know 
that when the Labor Reform party, as it is 
called, meets in convention, 4 great deal of 
twaddle is talked, a great deai of trash is 
uttered. But the idea of the appointment of 
this commission is, to have a proper set of 
‘men to investigate the various facts of social 
life which are strictly within the province of 
the Government, which are brought into the 
consideration of every tariff bill that is pre- 
sented before Congress, which lie, indeed, at 
the foundation of every tariff bill that ispre- 
sented before Congress, I say it is to have a 
commission which will investigate in a proper 
manner those great social problems’ which 
concern every man, woman, and child in this 
country. - 

Mr. CARPENTER. Suppose they should 
report that the labover docs’ not receive one 
half what he‘ought to have; what are you 
going to do about it? 
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Mr. SAWYER. The investigation is to be 
only on t‘ the subject of the wages and hours 


of labor, and of the division of the joint profits | 


of labor and capital between the laborer and 
the capitalist.” 

Mr. CARPENTER. Have we got any 
jurisdiction over that ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Allow me to continue. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to ask the Senator 
a single question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina declines to be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. ALCORN, 
one question. 

Mr. SAWYER, 
allow me to continue my remarks. 
through in a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. ALCORN. I merely wanted to know 
whether he proposed to apply the eight-hour 
rule to Congress. [Laughter] 

Mr. SAWYER, The investigation is to be 
on “the subject of the wages and hours of 


Iam sure he will answer 


labur, and of the division of the joint profits | 


of labor and capjial between the laborer and 
the capitalist, and the social, educational, and 
sanitary condition of the laboring classes of 
the United States.’? The purpose is to find 
out whether the legislation of the country 
affects that condition. Itisto find out whether, 
by the influence of your tariff, laboris deprived 
of part of its reward. It is to find out whether, 
by your internal revenue system. one class of 
labor is oppressed for the advantage of an- 
other. Ido not say that it is; but I tell you 
that the subjects which this commission are to 
investigate are subjects which lie at the bottom 
of the well-being of the society of which we 
forin a part; and when the Senator from Wis- 
consin says that we have nothing whatever to 


do with them, I tell him then that we have || 


nothing whatever to do with the protection of 
American industry, or the protection of the 
rights which belong to any portion of the 
community. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
atov’s time has expired. : 

Mr. WILSON. I did not suppose that we 
should have a debate of this character here to- 
night. I see nothing to get excited over in 
this movement, This bill was originally drawn 
by a gentleman of the other House who has 
devoted a great deal of attention at home and 
abroad to the examination of subjects concern- 
ing labor. It passed the House of Represent- 
atives with hardlya dissenting vote. It is now 
before us. I believe it to be a wise measure. 
] believe that if the proper commission is ap- 
pointed, and that commission makes a thorough 
and careful examination and report, we shali 
have before us in our legislation on questions 
connected with the tariff, questions connected 
with taxation, questions connected with bank- 
ing and currency, the public debt, and all 
that class of legislation, a mass of information 
which will be of great value, and in that view 
T support it, 

I say to the Senator from Georgia that of 
course thirty years ago nothing would have 
been said or done here in regard to matters 
of this kind; and why? The doctrine here 


thirty years ago was that laboring men were | 


the mud-sills of society ; that they were essen- 
tially slaves. Within thirty years the manu- 
facturing and mechanical interests of this coun- 
try have increased from six or seven hundred 
mi{lions to four thousand millions a year. With- 
in that period you have built sixty thousand 
miles of railroad and put three thousand mil- 
liuns of money in them, Within that time 
vast labor interests, capital interests, produc- 
tive interests and forces have been pat in oper- 
ation. Itis well to get what information we 
can on these subjects. 

There prevails in the country, it is said, dis- 
content. All I have to say about it is that 
the condition of the masses of our people has 
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I hope the Senator wiil || 
I shall be 


been wonderfully improved within twenty 
years. The hours of labor have been largely 
diminished ; the proceeds of labor have been 
largely increased. The masses of oar toiling 
people live better now than at any other period 
in the history of the country. They are not 
content to live as they lived a generation ago ; 
and [am thankful for it. I think all that in- 
telligence, science, and skill can do, should be 
brought into requisition, so that the improve- 
ments already obtained shall be held and new 
achievements made in the interest of the toil- 
ing millions of the country. I have no fear 
that we are to enter on any wild crusade. I 
think accurate information on all these ques- 


| tions will allay much of the feeling and the 


talk not based on intelligence and knowledge, 
that now pervade the country. What we want 
in these matters is intelligence, fact, truth, and 
not wild theories, not reckless assertions ; and 
I. believe the true policy is to make a good 
commission, give them abundant time, and 
then we shall have a mass of facts that we 
can pat some reliance upon, that we can refer 
to and quote here as authority. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Is the question now on 
the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to 
the amendment of the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. POMEROY. My amendment was to 
strike out the last paragraph of the first sec- 
tion. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ihave spoken once on 
that amendment. I shall not violate the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Kansas to the amendment. 

Mr. ALCORN. I appeal to the Senator 
from Kansas whether he desires the yeas and 
nays on so immaterial a question as that? 

Mr. POMEROY. Ian willing to take the 
yeas and nays on the whole thing as amended. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Oh, let us have the yeas 
and nays on this proposition. I believe they 
have been ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I do not mean any dis- 
respect to the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina when I say to him that when I first 
heard the remarks made upon this bill I sup- 
posed it wasa joke; but after listening to the 
earnest speech of the Senator from Sonth Caro- 
lina, I am convinced that be is in earnest in 
trying to pass this bill, and since I have been 
convinced of that, 1 have been looking through 
the bill to see what I could make out of it. it 
provides— . 

That said commissioners shall receive an annual 
salary of $5,000 each, shall be authorized to employ 
a clerk at an annual salary of $1,400, and shail report 
the result of their investigation to the President, to 
be by him transmitted to Congress: and there is 
hereby appropriated, for the payment of said sal- 
aries, $16,400, and $1,000 in addition thereto for 
stationery and postage for the use of said commis- 
sioners, 

About all that I see practical in this bill is 
that it appropriates $16,000 out of.the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and employs three 
or four men at large salaries; the rest of the 
bill 1 do not consider very practical. f do 
not care how many commissions you may 
appoint to regulate the price of labor or 
to decide upon the proper division of profits 
between labor and capital, they willamount to 
nothing at all. Supply and demand aloue will 
regulate these matters; and the Senator from 


The yeas 


South Carolina is not wise enough, and there 


is no other man or set of men in this country 
wise enough to regulate these matters. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says he 
sees nothing to get excited about in this bill. 
Ido. Ithink that such laboring men as the 
Senator from South Carolina and myself may 
have something to gain by this if we can insist 
upon a division of capital with our labor. I 
think the whole thing is a mistake. 


Mr. SCOTT. Ido not propose to look at 
this proposition as one that-is intended to reg- 
ulate the price of labor; but I do wish now 
to recall the recollection of the Senate to some 
questions that. we have been discussing in this 
body, and to show that the information which 
may be obtained by the labors of such a: com- 
mission as this would bear directly upon those 
questions; and if it is proper to institute a 
legislative investigation for the purpose of 
obtaining information to influence legislation 
upon any subjects, it is upon these. 

In the discussion of the tariff how often has 
the question been raised, what arè the com- 
parative rates of wages between various indus- 
tries in Belgium, in France, and in the United 
States? For instance, take the wages of 
labor in the iron industries of Belgium; take 
the wages of labor in the brickyards and in 
the earthenware manufactories of England, 
how much they are there, and how they com- 
pare with similar wages in this country; that 
has been often a question of dispute, and when 
you come to regulate the rates of duties for 
the purpose of preventing ruinous competition 
between the labor of Europe and the labor 
of this country, what is more proper than 
authentic information for the purpose of in- 
forming you what the difference between these 
rates of wages is? 

Again, if you would wish to legislate on the 
subject of finance, the allegation is made that 
our financial system is calculated to throw 
undue advantages on the side of capital and 
undue burdens upon labor. What the practi- 
cal operation of that financial system is, is a 
proper subject of inquiry for just such a com- 
mission as this. 

Now, on both these subjects, if Senators 
will remember, and go back to the report of 
the Bureau of Statistics when we had that 
bureau, this fact was stated in that report as 
areason for not giving us statistics on these 
very questions, namely: that when the head 
of that bureau sent out a letter of interroga- 
tion to the various industrial establishments 
of the country they refused to give him that 
information, and he had no power to procure 
it, no power to bring before him witnesses and 
examine them, no power to go himself to 
institate the investigation. Here were sub- 
jects upon all of which information would 
have been usefal for the purpose of infleencing 
legislation; and as the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin proposes to put this upon constitutional 
grounds, I will say thatif these questions enter 
into our legislation, certainly we have a right - 
to get the information upon which we may act 
in that legislation. 

I do not propose to enter upon this subject 
asa sportive subject. It is a serions subject 
in its bearings upon practical legislation, and 
I think the money would be well spent ia pro- 
curing authentic information upon these ques- 
tions without regard to anything that may be 
said in the way of appeals to the laboring 
class or to capitalists or to any other class. 
The information which we shall get by a pro- 
per commission may be of far more value than 
the money spent in obtaining it. 

Mr. LOGAN. 1 do not want to treat this 
subject lightly, but I cannot see in all the rea- 
soning I have heard a good reason yet for this 
commission. We have in the different bureaus 
of the Government here men furnishing statis- 
tics in reference to all the classes of labor and 
everything of that character. In fact, our 
census report furnishes us sufficient to guide 
us in reference to the different classes of labor 
in the country, not how it is regulated as to 
price or anything of that kind, | admit; nor 
will any commission be able to do that. The 
very fact stated by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
yrnia proves that this proposition in this bill 
will bea fatile attempt to acquire information. 
He reterred to the fact that persons going 
around to procure information for the purpose 
of giving statistics to the country where it may 
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interests of that kind as compared with the 
laboring.classin the division of profits, were re- 
fused the information. If they cannot acquire 
the information: by merely asking for it, how 
will-you acquire it by this commission? 

‘You appropriate money enough here to pay 
three persons $5,000 per annum, witha clerk ; 
and that is all you do. In order to give this 
commission vitality, force, and strength, it 
would. be necessary to appropriate money. suf- 
ficient to pay witnesses, to give authority to. 


send for persons and papers, and power to 
bring them before it, and force them to dis- 
close certain facts. There is no such author- 
ity given, nor do I think it would be proper 
for us to exercise that kind of authority. 

I have but a few moments, and I do not want 
to discuss the question at length. I desire, 
however, to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts a question. This bill is strangely drawn. 
Look at its language, commencing at line thir- 
teen to the word ‘fand.’ These commission- 
ers are’ to investigate what? “The social, 
educational; and sanitary condition of the 
laboring. classes of the United States, and 
how the same are affected by existing laws 
regulating commerce, finance, and currency.”’ 
That is to say, how the educatio# is affected 
by the laws regulating commerce; how the 
sanitary condition is affected by the laws reg- 
ulating finance; how the fever and ague in 
Louisiana is affected by the laws of currency ! 
{Laughter.] That is the meaning of this bill. 
These men are to ascertain how the sanitary 
condition of the laboring people is affected 
by the laws regulating finance and currency! 
The thing in itself is absurd. Think of the 
idea that you shall investigate the health of 
the people in this way. We have the statis- 
tics in reference to health in this country. 
We have our medical associations; we have 
every means in this country of obtaining sta- 
tistics in reference to the sanitary condition 
of the people. No country affords better op- 
portanity than this for that purpose. We 

ave reports from all the medical organiza- 
tions and associations all over the country. 

Then they are to inquire in reference to the 
educational condition of the people. Tell me 
means can be afforded to this commission to 
procure statistics in reference to education 
that we have not in every State that has a 
common-school system in this whole country ! 

Then what is the rest? Tv inquire bow rel- 
atively profits are divided between capital and 
labor. How are you going to ascertain that? 


commission than you can ascertain it by facts 
that we have before us to day. 

As was well said by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, you send outa roving commission to 
travel all over this country and inquire of this 
man, that man, and the other man as to the 
sanitary condition of his neighborhood, and 
how the health in that part of the country is 
affected by the financial laws of Congress; 
that is to say, does the law regulating finances 
produce the yellow fever in Louisiana or the 
chills in Oregon? That is about the sum and 
substance of it. Or would a better law regu- 
lating the currency of the country cure the 
chills and fever in Oregon or prevent yellow 
fever in Louisiana ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Does not the Senator rec- 
ognize the fact that a different tariff may pro- 
duce such an effect upon the manufactures of 
various articles as to seriously affect the pop- 
ulation engaged in them? Does not the Sen- 
ator recognize the fact that the protective 
system, for instance, encourages an entirely 
different class of population and throws them 
into entirely different pursuits in one part of 
the country from another? The field is broad 
enough for that kind of inquiry. i 

Mr. LOGAN. If my time is out I move to 
strike out the: last word for the purposé of 
giving myself an opportunity ‘to answer the 
Senator's question. I recognize the fact that 
in manufacturing districts you have a difer- Il 


i HiH, Johnston, Keliy, Li 


ent class of population from what you have in 
agricultural districts; but I do not. recognize 
the fact that a high tariff or a low tariff affects 
the fever and ague anywhere, [laughter ;] nor 
do I recognize the fact that you will get a 
commission whose report will be satisfactory 
on such a question as is now put tome. If 
you appoint David A. Wells, Mr. Atkinson, 
of Massachusetts, and some other gentlemen 
like them, on this commission, they will decide 
that a high tariff injures the health of the peo- 
ple of the whole country and distresses our 
population. But if you were to select on this 
commission gentlemen having the notions of 
our friend Horace Greeley, that pig irou ought 
to. pay $100 a ton duty, they will decide that 
unless you increase the tariff the whole coun- 
try will die next season on account of that 
peculiar kind of medicine being kept away 
from them. [Laughter.] That will be about 
the way of it. That is the kind of report you 
will get, and you will get no other kind. 

Mr. NYE. Greeley’s panacea. 

Mr. LOGAN. So you have the Atkinson 
and David A. Wells panacea on the one side 
and the ‘ balm of life” given to you on the 
other by a commission representing the views 
of Horace Greeley, or rather the views he has 
entertained heretofore; I do not know whether 
he entertains them now or not. (Laughter. ] 
That is the effect of it. 

As was well said by my friend from Wiscon- 


sin, I do not believe we have any business to 


send men traveling over the country in refer- 
ence to these questions. Why does not the 
gentleman put in this biil that he wants some- 
body to investigate strikes? 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido. 

Mr. LOGAN. Why do you not say so? 
Why do you not say in this billthat you want 


to investigate strikes aud provide a remedy for | 


them and see if some punishment cannot be 
provided for those who are responsible for 
them? You do not say that. Why? 

Mr. SAWYER. I will tell the Senator why. 
Because we wish to find out by a rational, 
sensible investigation whether there are not 
causes which produce the strikes which could 
be removed by healthy legislation. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. If the strike of 
eight or ten thousand laboring men in a city 
when their labor is required needs any invest- 
igation to understand that question, I think an 
investigation by the Senator for a moment 
himself would enable him to understand it 
without any commission. Strikes are pro- 
duced because of the demand for labor, be- 
cause the laborers get into their heads that 
they want more pay, and that the employer 
can be forced to give more pay, and therefore 
they demand it. That is the cause of strikes. 
Why do you not say that you will investigate 
strikes and provide a remedy? Itis because 
this billis intended to humbug the laboring 
classes, to make them believe what? Tomake 
them believe you are going to do something 
for their benefit; it is a tub thrown to the 
whale just at this time, and it means nothing 
more except to appoint perhaps three elegant 
old gentlemen who reside somewhere, whoare 
out of business of any kind whatever, in a 
condition now to pursue that particular object, 
for three or four months’ travel over the coun- 
try with railroad passes, and report to the 
President of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. The question is on 
the amendment to the amendment, upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hitch- 
cock, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Nye, Pomeroy, and 
Ramsey—18. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Cameron, 
Casserly, Conkling, Cooper, Cragin, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of ‘lexas, Hamlin, 


ewis, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Patterson, Pool, Roberisen,Saulsbary, Saw- 


z ue, Stevenson, 
er peat era ern Violets, West, Wilson 
and Wriebt—25. , í 

ABSEN T—Messrs, Brownlow, Buckingham, Davis 
of Kentucky, Davis of West. Virginia, Edmunds, 
Fenton,Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Harlan, Howe, 
Kelloge, Norwood, Osborn, Pratt, Ransom, Rice, 
Schurz, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, and Win- 
dom—2l. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. WILSON... I propose to amend the 
amendment by striking out the word ‘‘three”’ 
before ‘* persons’’ and inserting ‘‘five;’’ and 
I wish to state other amendments that [ shall 
propose. I shall move then to strike out 
‘one year’? and insert ‘‘ two years ;’’ then to 
strike out the word ‘‘classes’’ and insert ‘‘ pop- 
ulation ;’? and then to strike out ‘$5,000 a 
year’? and insert ‘¢ 8,000 a year.” 

I wish to state the reason why I propose to 
move these amendments. In the first place, 
I think if we have an investigation at all 
there should be upon the commission gentle- 
men of different training, and that there should 
be cnough of them to make, if they choose, 
different examinations at the same time in 
different parts of the country. 

I trust that this measure is not intended asa 
tub io any whale; nor is it intended to delude 
or deceive anybody. I trust that it isto bea 
practical examination of the questions at issue 
with a view of ascertaining the absolute truth, 
of giving Congress and the country something 
upon which we can rely. Therefore I wish to 
have on this commission men of different edu- 
cations, different pursuits, different ideas, dif- 
ferent training, so that we shall have a most 
thorough, full, and complete examination. I 
do not believe the thing can be done in one 
year. I think it will require at least two years 
to make this examination and give us what we 
ought to have, a report that will be of great 
value to the country. 

In the next place, I propose to strike out 
the word ‘‘ classes,”’ for I do not think in this 
country we should put this word ‘‘classes’’ in 
our Jaw and insert the word ‘population.’ 
I never heard the term ‘‘laboring class’ 
here without the same sort of sensation which 
I used to have on hearing the word ‘“ slave” 
used. I wish, therefore, to speak of ‘the 
Jaboring population ” of the country, and not 
of “ the laboring classes.’ I would have no 
such word in the laws of the country, and [ 
do not recognize that we have any class in 
this country. 

In the next place, I think $3,000 a year 
would be adequate compensation for such a 
commission running through two years. That 
would make the amount to be paid about the 
same as would be paid for three persons at 
$5,000 a year each. As to the other provision 
of a $1,400 clerkship, it should be at least 
$2,000 or $2,500, for the clerk of such a 
commission should be a gentleman of culture, 
of capacity, of character, and of a large in- 
formation connected with these subjects. 

Mr. NYE. Allow me to ask a question. 
You should not say ‘‘laboring population ;’’ 
that makes a class. 

Mr. WILSON. No. 

Mr. NYE. Certainly. Why not say ‘‘to 
inspect the whole population, and see what is 
best for all?’ 

Mr. WILSON. Iam willing to strike out 
the word “ laboring’’ before ‘‘ population.” 

Mr. NYE. That would be better. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator is serious 
about this matter-—— 

Mr. WILSON. Iam serious. 

Mr. LOGAN. I thought it was a jest, but 
I see the Senator from Massachusetts is seri- 
ousinit. What reason have you for appoint- 
ing a commission when you have a statistical 
bureau here, and some of the best men in the 
country there to furnish you just what you 
want to get by this commission. If you are 
serious about this thing, why not pass a res- 
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olution and require the statistical bureau to 
furnish these statistics within the next twelve 
months ortwo years? If it is not intended 
to give some three or four nice old gentlemen 
a place, then refer the matter to this bureau |} 
and let them give you the information. You 
can get no better men than you have there. 

Mr. WILSON. I suppose I have not an 
opportunity to answer the Senator now, but 
after the vote is takenon my first amendment 
I will take the floor on the other amendment, 
and answer the Senator’s question. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say one word 
upon this subject. There are more than half 
a million laboring men in this country, espe- 
cially in the large cities and manufacturing 
districts, who are now discussing questions of 
Jabor and capital, aud their relations to one |! 
another. They are holding conventions, they 
are forming organizations, they have nightly 
lectures and speeches. “Many of these men 
have great ability, and are men of intelligence, 
and they. profess to believe, and do believe, 
that the laws regulating the relations of capi- 
tal and labor are in some respect oppressive 
and unjust, and that changes can be made for 
their benefit, and for the benefit of capital, of 
the employer as well. This movement is now 
spreading on this continent. It is spreading 

` all over the continent of Europe; it isa move- 
ment thatis world-wide, and it does not become 
us to sneer at it or laugh at it. There is a 
large party in this country who believe that 
labor can be reduced to eight hours a day in 
all manufacturing establishments to the final 
benefit both of the employer and the employed. 
There are those who believe in what is cailed 
coöperation, by which capital and labor can be 
united, and that there can be a division of 
‘profits. That experiment has been tried in 
some places, Sometimes it is said to have 
succeeded, and at other times to have failed. 

Now, I say it is only treating this great sub- 
ject with proper respect to appoint a commis- 
sion and to investigate this question as thor- 
oughly as it can be done; collect all the 
information, see what has been the effect of 
the eight-hour system here, of the nine-hour 
system in England; see what has been the 
effect of what is called coöperation, gather 
together all the information that can be ob- 
tained from experience, and from reasoning, 
and from what has been written and spoken on 
the subject, combine it in a report, send it to 
Congress for our information, and publish it 
for the enlightenment of the world. 

I think the project isa grand one; I think 
it is worthy of our respect and consideration. 
So far as the cost of it is concerned, that is a 
mere bagatelle compared with the importance 
of the considerations that are involved. I shail 
vote for it cheerfully. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I really do not think that this is a bill which 
should excite merriment, or that should not 
commend itself to the Senate. If this was the | 
initiative of a measure of agrarianism, of level- 
ing, of destroying the rights of property, of 
taking from industry and talent and enterprise 
their legitimate rewards, it would deserve the 
derision, the denunciation of every member 
of the Senate. It is entirely divorced from 
any sueh purpose. 
to acquire accurate, authoritative information, 
for what purpose? ‘That we may present 
to the labor of the world a picture of what 
the free labor of this great Republic is; that 
we may present it to the immigrants coming 
to this country from all parts of the world, and 
induce them, with their enterprise and sinew 
and property, to come here and greatly increase ji 
our national wealth. 

Why, what is the pitiful sum that we pro- 
pose to expend, $15,000? To-day we have 
been seeking how we should deplete our Treas- 
ury of fifty or sixty millions a year. That 
information presented to immigrants of the 
world will be worth its millions to this country. 


The object of this bill is |! 


But that is not all, sir. It is very desirable |i 


that the laboring people of our country shall 
have accurate information, that they may see 
how superior their position is to that of the 
laboring classes of the other parts of the 
world, that they may be better contented and 
more highly prize this home of theirs. 

That is not all, ‘The laboring people of this 
country fought for it; they labor for it; they 
contribute to its wealth, and they desire that 
this investigation should be made. ‘Their will 
in this behalf is entitled to my respect; and 
instead of this investigation tending to pro- 
mote agrarian or leveling ideas, I believe that 
the effect of it will be the very opposite, and 
will satisfy the laboring interest of this coun- 
try that they are better protected here than they 
are in any other part of the world, and will 
give us information enabling us siill more to 
promote their interests. 

This information, as has been said, would 
be invaluable on all questions in reference to the 
tariff, revenue, and to the codperation of labor. 

It is for these reasons, without having care- 
fully investigated the subject, that I shall my- 
self cheerfully give my vote for this bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I really supposed, when 
I was on the floor before, that this thing was 
a joke, but it seems that my honorable friend 
from New Jersey is in earnest about it, and I 
judge also, from the remarks that were made 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania, that he is 
serious ; and the Senator from Massachusetts, 
too, seems to be in earnest about it. Now, Í 
want to ask my honorable friend from New 
Jersey what he really expects to come from 
this. The Senator from Massachusetts wants 
five men at $5,000 a year apiece—$25,000 in 
salaries. 

Mr. WILSON. No; $8,000. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Well, five men at 
$3,000 ayear each, amounting to $15,000 year, 
and a clerk with two or three thousand dol- 
lars! There is so much certain loss out of the 
Treasury, voted away without any warrant in 
the Constitution that I know anything about. 
What is to come back that is to be estimated 
in value? What statistics are you to get? 
How is your commission to get them? ‘They 
have no power to send for persons and papers. 
Suppose it is indispensable to our health and 
to our legislative action that we should know 
the social condition of the people of Wisconsin; 
how happily husbands live with their wives; 
how many divorces are decreed each year; 
and that we are dying for thatinformation, and 
the country is tottering to know it. How are 
you going to find itout? Are you going to send 
these three or five old men out to Wisconsin, 
look the field over, read the newspapers, study 
the confidences of the people at $25,000 a year, 
and come back here and give us their theory 
on the subject ? 

Suppose you want to investigate the subject 
of strikes in Pennsylvania—I see that the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] is in for 
this commission, and I shall hope to see some 
Senator move an investigation into that branch 
of our American industry ; I think it needs 
probing very much; suppose yon go up there 
now to some one of the corporations that are 


| grinding the faces of their employés, I judge, 


or this thing would not have been put on foot 
and would not have had the benevolent support 
of the Senators from that State; suppose you 
want to investigate and find out the profits of 
that corporation and how much they pay their 
laborers, do you suppose you will get it by 
going and asking, ‘‘How is this thing, captain?” 
You cannot call them onthe stand; you cannot 
compel them to swear. Do you suppose they 
would come forward and volunteer this informa- 
tion? 

Bat the Senator from Indiana takes a states: 
manlike view of this subject. It is not the 
little vulgar details of information that he is 
after, but it is a great thing. The world is 
moving, and $15,000 a year is a mere baga- 


teile that the people of this country will laugh | 


to see thrown away, because here is a great 


question! Why, Mr. President, this is only 
one of about twenty thousand great questions. 
There is a greater question than this pending 
now, and I would like to have a commission 
to go out and examine into it; and thatis, 
what is going to be done at the Baltimore con- 
vention? [Langhter.] I think that far more 
important to the social and sanitary condition 
of our people than this commission. I would 
soover vote $25,000 to have that investigated 
to-night, and put my Democratic friends and 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Feyton] 
plumb on the stand and make them swear to 
what will bedone. [Laughter.] That would 
be tangible; that would-be specific; that 
would be useful, and we should understand 
what we were doing. I would vote for that, 
but I have got done with this skirmishing 
through the air. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to ask my friend 
from Wisconsin before he takes his seat why 
he has expressed a wish to have members of 
this body on the stand as witnesses? Did 
he have such success on a certain occasion 
not a great while ago in examining wituesses 
that he would like to renew the experiment? 


{ Laughter. ] 
Mr. CARPENTER. I can answer that 
question. J take back every remark I made. 


{Laughier.] We attempted to put witnesses 
on the stand, and they swore that they could 
not reveal what they knew without disgracing 
themselves. ` The same excuse would apply 
to my friends; we could not get a word out of 
them. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, my idea 
of what would be a disgrace to me may differ 
very widely from the idea of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. He may be indifferent to consid- 
erations of that kind. I hope I am not. 

Mr. President, I desire to say a word upon 
the present amendment, which I understand 
is the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. I have heard that Senator speak 
very often of the labor question, generally with 
interest and sometimes with concurrence. 
have observed, however, that there is always 
one burden for his remarks, and that is the 
great reason why the workingman of this 
country should be supremely contented with 
his lot. Perhaps a dozen times since I first 
had the pleasure of hearing him on the sub- 
ject he has dwelt with fervor upon the enorm- 
ous improvement in the condition of the 
workingman of this country aud the great 
superiority of that condition to the condition 
of his brother in Europe. Sir, there is no 
doubt that the condition of the workingman 


of this country is mach better than the condi- 
tion of the European workingman, If the 
truth were otherwise, it would be a burning 
reproach to the institutions of this country. 
If this country has done anything for man in 
his social relations it is in so far as the coun- 
try has shown how much may be done for the 
workingmen of a community. The proof is 
found in the circumstance that in no part 
of the world does the workingman stand so 
nearly on equal ground with every other 
member of the same community. I am not 
here to deny that the condition of the work- 
| ingman of the United States is not very far 
better than the condition of the workingman 
of Europe. With respect to the improved 
condition of the workingmen in this country, 
there are two sides to that question. Improve- 
ment isa relative idea, not an absoluie one. 
If it were true that the workingman of to-day 
lives better than the workingman of twenty- 
five or thirty years ago, it is more true of all 
other classes of the community. Theimprove- 
ment is greater in respect of other classes of 
the community than it is in respect of the 
working class. 

Mr. President, a lamentable proof of that 
trath is found in the fact that in some of the 
| most favored States of this Union pauperism 
is not greatly: diminishing., In one or two of 
| them which [have now in my mind it is abso- 
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lately on the increase. There is great room 
for improvement still. I would not, so far as 
Tam concerned, discourage any honest move- 
ment looking toward further improvement. 
T-am not disposed to treat this measure. with 
levity. There may be some difficulty about 
the constitutional power of Congress to pass 
sach a measure in, any other light than as a 
measure for the collection of statistics. But 
what good will result from it will depend alto- 
gether on the spirit in which it is carried out. 

I regretted awhile, ago to hear the Senator 
from South Carolina encourage the idea that 
this commission was to be selected from the 
ranks of hig own party. The Senate by its 
vote has refused to strike out the proviso 
which forbids that, and to that extent the Sen- 
ate has expressed its dissent from the view of 
the Senator from South Carolina. I confess 
that announcement by that Senator was well 
calculated to dampen any hopes 1 might have 
entertained, feeling so strong an interest as I 
do in the subject, with regard to the results of 
this commission. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. SAWYER. I did not intend to say 
that the commissioners were to be selected 
from our own party. . I meant to say that I 
believed as good men could be selected in our 
party as any other, and that it was not neces- 
sary for the President to go out of the Repub- 
‘lican party to find men fit to fill this place. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That is just one way of 
saying the same thing. We all know what 
that means, and the Senator has now confessed 
that I was in the right. 

Mr. President, I trust that if any measure 
of this kind passes the Senate, it will be such 
a measure as to be capable of all the good 
that can be expected from it. For one, | feel 
too much interest in the general subject of 
American labor to be willing either to cast 
ridicule or discouragement in advance upon 
any movement, however mistaken I may deem 
it in regard to the constitutional power of 
Congress, which looks in a direction of so 
much importance and of so much real eleva- 
tion. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Iregret that there is 
not time to discuss this subject. Itis one of 
great magnitude. Scarcely, perhaps, has there 
been one presented to the Congress of the 
United States at this sitting greater than the 
present; yet how is it received here? It is 
attempted to be laughed out of court, and well 
was it done, too. The effort was a very fine 
one, My distinguished friend from Nevada, 


(Mr. NYE. ] as he is always capable of talking, ' 
It was į 


took a nigh cut in the first instance. 
very well done; well received; the perform- 
ance was a happy one; and, by the way, it be- 
came epidemic; in came A, B, and C into the 
happy, free discussion, and before it closed 
my distinguished friend from Ilinois, [Mr. 


Locan,] whom ] always love to hear speak, | 


was rather halting between two opinions. 
When he addressed the Senate he wished to 
treat it kindly, and said really that he did not 
see that it should be thus disposed of; that 
it was rather a grave question. He kindly 
intimated that, but in an instant he turned 
around and stabbed it to the heart. He was 
candid, but he wished to do it kindly; he did 
not wish to. turn the dagger after plunging it in. 
Merciful ! 

But, Mr. President, when you come to look 
at the facts here what are they? Is there any 
more potent question? Itis a great one. [ 
wish I had time to discuss it, and especially 
the ideas advanced by my friend, the car- 
penter of the Senate. (Laughter.] In a gen- 
eral way he erects very fine edifices and uses 
very fine materials. Upon this occasion I 
think they were rather dull; they were not in 
the proper condition ; he did not make a very 
good job, as T eonceive. We have precedents 
here; and my friend has voted for them at 
this session. Tt has been but a few days since 


a commission was appointed to go down and 
examine and report as to the acts and doings 
of the Mexicans upon the Texas border, a 
very proper effort on the part of the Govern- 
ment to ascertain its true interests. If there 
wasa proposition made here with a remote 
probability of affecting iron, that would take 
the whole North almost; my friends from 
Pennsylvania and my friend from Illinois, too, 
would wish to hunt that iron, particularly if 
you would associate with it the idea of a silver 
ora gold mine. Then fifteen or twenty thou- 
sand dollars would be no consideration. Now, 
I ask seriously the Senate to reflect a moment 
and compare the great objects contemplated 
in this bill with iron, steel, gold, if you please, 
or anything that is sacred to the American 
people. 

Take the item of education. Education is 
far superior to anything that you can possibly 
conceive of, and yet it is said that an examin- 
ation is not to be had upon that matter. Now, 
I suggest this, and I do not fear contradiction 
on it: if the United States undertake to go 
peddling and vending books, what can we ask 
better than to send out this commission, let it 
make its solemn report, and an intelligent 
one, and it would be that as every Senator 
here knows, because idiots would not be se- 
lected; men non compotes would not be chosen; 
there would be intelligence brought to bear, 
and they would make such a report as the 
American nation might be proud of ; and if I 
had it I would be well braced up fora great. 
fortune if it was placed in my hands individu- 
ally to take to Europe and distribute it there 
to the untold millions who are looking to see 
what the prosperity of this great nation is. 
The great subjects contemplated here are 
education, labor, sanitary condition and all 
those things appertaining to it. Why, sir, it 
is a grand question; and if you rub it, the 
longer you rub it the brighter it shines, and 
it is one that should notbe talked outof court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sena- 
tor’s time has expired. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected, 

Mr. WILSON, I propose now to strike out 
‘fone year’? aud insert ‘‘ two years,” and I 
wish to say a word in reply to the question put to 
me by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Logay. ] 
I say to him, in the first piace, that Í am seri- 
ous in this matter. I believe on my conscience 
that this isa good and wise measure, that it 
will be of infinite value to this country if 
adopted and good men are appointed, and an 
honest and intelligent investigation had and 
report made. 

I see nothing that is to be gained in any 
quarter, here or elsewhere, in throwing out 
the idea that. there is anything about this mat- 
ter that is trifling, or anything, as suggested by 
the Senator from Georgia, of a demagogical 
character. I wassorry to bear that expression 
made. I will say to that Senator that whoever 
in this country—and it is true in all the re- 
forms of the years that have passed—under- 
takes to examine, to advocate, to maintain 
investigation, to elicit truth, to ascertain what 
the truth is, to advocate the rights and the in- 
terests of the masses of mankind, has nothing 
to gain by it except imputations upon his sin- 
cerity or denunciation of his efforts. 

There is a great deal said in this country of 


a wild nature, a great deal said in the public || 


press, in public meetings, that is not well 
advised. There is an agitation abroad con- 
cerning these questions; and now what the 
country wants is the trath, the whole truth, a 
thorough examination—an examination into 
all the statistics already gathered, and into all 
matters pertaining to the questions before us; 
and if it be adopted I believe we shail have a 
volume that will be authority in this Chamber ; 
it will be laid before the country and the 
world by the press; it will disclose a state of 


i 


affairs in our country, with all the evils that 
we have in our land, superior to any other 
part of the world ; it will tend to draw to our 
land the toiling millions.of western Europe. 
I believe it will be of great value to the coun- 
try and that it will cost but little; but I agree 
with the Senator from California that all of it 
deperds upon having good men appointed on 
this commission. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have no doubt that 
the Senator from Massachusetts is deeply con- 
vinced of the importance of this inquiry, that 
he is sincere, earnestly anxious to promote 
the interests of every part of our population, 
and that he desires and hopes that by this 
investigation we shall ascertain certain truths. 
My difficulty with it is that you cannot ascer- 
tain truth by this investigation. I will simply 
refer to this single inquiry which they are to 
make ‘‘in reference to the division of the joint 
profits of labor and capital between the laborer 
and the capitalist.” I would like to inquire 
of the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
or of any friend of this measure, who the man 
is that can go to any business man, A. T. 
Stewart for instance, and make inquiry of him 
and ascertain the truth in reference to the rela- 
tions which his employés and he sustain, or 
the truth in reference to their participation in 
the profits of the business? I want to know 


what wise and judicious business man would 


reveal his business to any one except there 
was a power to compel him? 

There are two reasons for it. The man who 
is prosperous and successful in business knows 
enough to conceal the very source of his pros- 
perity, and he will conceal it. The man who 
is not doinga successful business knows that 
itis important for him to maintain good credit, 
aid he cannot secure it if he shall reveal his 
true condition. These are reasons why your 
commission can never ascertain the truth when 
they make these inquiries. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire to discuss 
this question further; but L want to say a word 
to my friend from Massachusetts. He rose 
for the purpose of answering a question that 
Iput to him. The question was this: if bis 
desire was to acquire statistical information, 
why not refer this matter to the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics of this Government, where the inform- 
ation can be acquired? Although he talked 
five minutes in reply, he never touched the 
question that I asked bim, and did not pretend 
to auswerit. Now, I repeat the question; if 
there is earnestness in this matter, we have a 
bureau already orgauized for the purpose of 
obtaining this information, and all you have 
got to do is to give them the power to send for 
persons and papers. If this is nota measure 
tor the purpose of demagoging before the coun- 
try, why not take the nearest road to truth? 

iknow that men who oppose measures like 
this, and honestly do it, never get any credit; 
and we do not expect any; but men who advo- 
catea measure like this,that there is no necessity 
whatever for, when you have the power and the 
authority at hand to procure the information— 
for it must be given to some outsiders for the 
purpose—they are the ones who are always 
eulogized as great statesmen by the men affected 
by it. I ean always tell in the Senate Chamber 
when a question is a great question before the 
country. We have a few statesmen here, and 
itis only necessary for them to say “it is a 
great question.” and it becomes a great ques- 
tion. We cannot oppose it, and the older it 
grows the greater it is; and that is statesman- 
ship ! 

Now, let me put this question—it was an- 
swered, and properly and pertinently answered 
by the Senator from Connecticut—how will 
you get your information; how are you going 
to procure it? What power or authority is 
there in this bill that will produce one particle 


| of testimony except that which is voluntary? 


And that which is voluntary you can get with- 
out your commission and without expending 
anything. There ig no difficulty about that. 
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There is one question I should like to have 
solved, and I hope the- Senate will bear with 
me for a moment while I-suggest it. Not 
very long ago a certain man was in the Treas- 
ury Department of the United States collect- 
ing statistics for this Government. He was 
admitted to be a good statistician. But why 
was it that he was dismissed from the service? 
That very fact shows that this commission will 
amount to nothing. Why was it? David A. 
Wells was procuring statistics for this Gov- 
ernment in the Treasury Department; and 
because his statistics and views were against 
high protection. he was denounced every day 
on the floor of Congress as a falsifier of the 
truth until he was removed; and so it will be 
again. You appoint a low-tariff commission 
and every high-tariff man wiil denounce their 
results as false; you appoint a_high-tariff 
commission and every Jow-tariff man will 
denounce the results of their investigations 


as false as far as that question is concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. LOGAN, I move now—— 

. SHERMAN. Oh! no. 

. LOGAN. Ifyou wiil allow me, sir. 

. SHERMAN. I only appeal to you. 

. LOGAN. You need not appeal to me. 
. SHERMAN. Then I give way. 

. LOGAN. You need not. | was not 
going to make any further remarks; but I 
suggest to the Senator from Ohio that when a 
Senator is on the floor talking, and talking as 
he has a right to do by the rules and the Con- 
stitution, another Senator ought to judge well 
of the proprieties of the occasion before sug- 
gesting to him to sit down. I have as much 
right here as the Senator from Ohio, and as 
much right to talk, and [ do not desire that it 
shall be suggested to me when I shall stop or 
when I shali go on. Iwas not going to pro- 
ceed, but mérely to crave permission to ask a 
question. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I do not 
know whether I ought to say a word on this 
subject, and I do not know whether I can say 
anything that will satisfy myself. I think [ 
have as much experience and as much knowl- 
edge on this subject of capital and labor as 
any other man in the Senate, and my judg- 
ment about it is very different from the opin- 
ion of those who press for commissions to 
investigate the subject. 

A good many years ago when I first came 
to this town—more than fifty—I got ten dol- 
lars a week for my labor. I stayed here during 
the winter, and I paid four dollars a week for 
my board, and went home to the village where 
I lived with $150 profit, I think. I laid down 
a principle when I started out in life always to 
live within my means. Another principle I 
had was never to make a debt that I could not 
pay. I have followed these principles during 
my life. J remember wellafter I bad left and 
got home that Í owed a barber six and a quar- 
ter cents. I put that into a letter and paid a 
quarter of a dollar postage, and sent it to him. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. LOGAN. That was interest. 

Mr. CAMERON. It was a double letter. 
A single letter was charged at that day twelve 
and a half cents postage, a double letter twen- 
ty-five cents, and I put the six and a quarter 
cents in. Ihave pursued that course from | 
that day until now, and mention it only to show 
young men theimportance of keeping faith in 
small as well as great matters. Inever have 
since that time needed a dollar that 1 could 
not get. Ihave been a rich man from the day 
that I left here until now, because lhad always 
more money than I needed for my purposes. 
And I have watched the men who worked with 
me, and I have found that those who made no 
clamor about their wages and never com- 

lained about their hours of work, succeeded 
in life, and those who were always talking 
about the oppression of capital on labor were 


men who failed tosucceed. I never wanted a || 


commission to help me; and when I succeeded 
in life no poor young man ever came to me to 
ask for help that I did not lend him money to 
start him in business, and very seldom that I 
expected or took from him any security ; very 
few of them ever deceived me or cheated me 
out of their debts. I do not believe now 
there is a village or a town or a county in 
this whole country where a man who has made 
a reputation for industry, who gets up early 
and who works late, and who pays his debts 
when he has the money to pay them, that can- 
not get as much capital as he pleases. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Does the 
Senator maintain the same disposition now? 
If so L will anply to-morrow. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CAMERON. That may be witty, 
because the Senator on my left is as well off 
as I am, and it is not necessary that he should 
lean upon me. He meant that to be humor- 
ous, but I was stating a solemn truth, a cold 
fact; and [ teil it not for the effect it will have 
on the Senate, but for the effect it may have 
on the young men of the country here and 
elsewhere. In this country every man is equal, 
not only before the law, but socially and polit- 
ically, who does his duty equally with every- 
body else to himself, to bis family, and to 
those around bhim. ` 

There is no trouble in a laboring man 
getting help here. Three fourths, eight tenths 
of all the men in this Senate who have risen 
to the high positions they now occupy started 
life without a dollar. I see a number within 
my eye now who not only have succeeded 
politically, but succeeded in making fortunes, 
aud most of them started in life without any 
assistance. Nearly all of them educated them- 
selves and won the positions that they occupy; 
not only won the positions they occupy, but 
developed the talents that God had given them 
by their industry, and by the education which 
they earned for tuemselves; but, above all, by 
their patient industry, thrift, and devotion to 
truth. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. : The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am sorry for it, for I 
would like to say a few more words upon the 
subject of honest self-reliance. In this great 
country of ours no young man with moderate 
intellect need fail if he will be content to win 
fortune and commanding position by hard 
work and a determination to do right regard- 
less of all allurements to do wrong. Judge 
Story said a great trath, that there is room for 
all, and that ‘no man isin any man’s road”? 
in the race to fortune and fame. But, Mr. 
President, I will, as I have done always, vote 
here for all that tends to elevate the laboring 
men, for the reason that, in my opinion, they 
arc the foundation of all the prosperity of this 
wonderfully prosperous country. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Mr. Presi- 
dent, this isa very extraordinary debate at the 
close of the session of Congress, with various 
subjects of legislation pressing on the attention 
of the Senate to waste a whole evening in dis- 
cussing the propriety of appointing a commis- 
sion to inquire into bardiy anybody knows 
what. I was very slow to believe when the 
proposition was made here that it was not a 
joke. Ithought it was, and I went around to 
the Senator from South Carolina to ascertain. 
I could not think he was serious in proposing 
an amendment.of this sort upon a tariff and tax 
bill. Itis plain to my mind what the object 
of this commission is now, sinceso many have 
spoken on the subject. It will work up some 
information that will be valuable here next 
winter for protection. That I look upon as 
the purpose. 

Gentleman may say that if you select good 
men they will go into the country and ascer- 
tain the facts. f undertake to say that they 
cannot ascertain the facts. 
into the country to inquire into facts, they do 
not know any more than we know here. and 
cannot learn any more than wecan learn here, 


Suppose they go j 
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and not so much. Besides that, I do not care 
whom you select, you may pick the best men 
you can find in the country, take them to 
Philadelphia, to Boston, to New York, to 
Lowell, to any other’ manufacturing’ center, 
and whom will they sort with? “hey will not 
be entertained by the operatives, they will not 
go to their houses, they will not dine with them 
nor sup with them, nor drink with them, but 
they will do all these things with the capitalists 
who manage those concerns. 

Gentlemen may suppose that that will have 
no effect on the commission. I beg leave to 
differ with them and think to the contrary. 
It will affect anybody ; no one can passthrough 
scenes of that sort and listen from morning 
to night to the drippings of information which 
they are bound to listen to and cannot help 
themselves, but what they will have their 
minds made up, probably in the interest of 
protection; and next winter it will be a valu- 
able help to the protectionists. I see how 
ready my friend from Pennsylvania takes hold 
of the matter, and my friend from Massachu- 
setts, and my friend from New Jersey, and so 
on around—all protectiouists. 

Now, Mr. President, if this commission is 
to be appointed, I suggest to its friends that 
the sphere shall be varied a little and take in 
a broader range of inquiry. The woman’s 
rights subject ought to be inquired into, and 
spiritualism, and all the other isms of this 
country; and there are a number of them 
besides what Mr. Greeley has taken up. 

My friend from Indiana thought it was a 
large subject, and one that is growing all over 
the world, to investigate aud inguire into 
these things. I grant that that is true in some 
sense, but I suggest to the Senator from Indi- 
ana that the disposition to multiply officers 
and to increase the patronage of this Govern- 
ment is growing in a much greater ratio, that 
it is spreading wonderfully, and you will have 
after awhile forty departments of the Govern- 
ment here, and the proposition will be to retire 
every one of these men upon a salary or a 

ension. 

Mr. MORTON. Allow me to ask my friend 
if there is not one subject referred to in the 
bill which of itself is worthy of great consid- 
eration, and that is the question of the bours 
of labor, which is now being discussed in this 
country and in the Old World, on both sides 
with great ability and zeal? I ask him if that 
is not an important practical question? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I think itis; 
but my impression is that the Senate of the 
United States and the House of Represent- 
atives of the United States and the British 
Parliament and any other deliberative body in 
the world will never settle the question. It 
will be settled between the laborers and the 
capitalists who employ the laborers, in the end, 
in spite of all legislation that may be brought 
to bear upon the subject. That is my convic- 
tion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Texas allow me to make au inguiry of him? 
Does he not think it would be well,in view of 
the time we are sitting here, the hour of the 
night, that the hours of sleep should be 
inquired into as well as the hours of labor? 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I think it 
would be. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 26; as follows : 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Boreman, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, 
Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hill, Hitehcock, Kellogg, Kelly, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Saulsbury, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Stockton, Tipton, Vickers, and W est—29. 

NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Blair, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Casserly, Cole, Fenton, Ferry of Michi- 
igan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamiin, Howe, Jobnston, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye; Pomeroy, Rob- 


4022 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 30, 


ertson;: Sawyer, Scott, Trumbull, Wilson, and 
bt? 


ABSEN?T—Messrs. Brownlow, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia; Edmunds, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Gilbert, Harlan, Lewis, Logan, Norwood, 
Osborn, Patterson, Ransom, Rice, Schurz, Stewart, 
Sumner, Thurman, and Windom—19. 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at ten 
o’clock and thirty-three minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 30, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D.D 


The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. MERRIAM. I move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. BECK. I object. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the read- 
ing of the Journal. 


SUPERVISION OF ELECTIONS, 


Mr. BECK. [Irise to a question of priv- 
ilege in regard to the Journal. Not having 
heard it distinctly, I wish that portion to be 
again read which relates to the introduction 
of the bill reported yesterday by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Butter] from the 
joint select Committee to Investigate the Con- 
dition of Affairs in the Late Insurrectionary 
States. According to the report in the Globe 
the bill was read a first and second time. I 
wish to hear the entry in the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
entry in the Journal. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 

“Mr, BENJAMIN F. Burcer, from the joint select 
Committee on the Insurrectionary States, reported a 
pill (H. R. No. 2947) to amend an act to enforce the 
rights of citizens of the United States to vote in thé 
several States of the Union; pending the question 
on its first reading, by unanimous consent,” &c, 

The SPEAKER. Was the bill ever referred 
to the Committee on the Insurrectionary 
States by the House? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal is correct. 
Had the bill been referred to the committee 
the question would have been on its third 
reading, but if the bill was not referred the 
question is on its first reading. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
son, one of its clerks, informed the House 
that the Seuate had passed a bill (S. No. 1153) 
to amend an act relating to soldiers’ and sail- 
ors’ homesteads; in which, the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, the 
bill (H. R. No, 2988) granting right of way to 
the Utah, Idaho, and Montana Railroad Com- 
pany. 

The message algo announced that the Sen- 
ate further insisted on its disagreement to 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
No. 616) to release to the State of Indiana the 
lands known as the bed of Beaver Jake, in 


Newton county, in said State, asked a further . 


conference, and appointed as its conferees Mr. 
Morton, Mr. Pomeroy, and Mr. CASSERLY. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate insisted upon its amendments to the bill 
(H. R. No. 872) to provide for the sale of 
certain New York Indian lands in Kansas, 
agreed to the. conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Harran, Mr. 
CALDWELL, and Mr. Fenton, conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

Mr, VAN TRUMP. Lask unanimous con- 
sent for ten minutes for the purpose of mak- 
ing a personal explanation. 

There was no objection, and 
grante 

Mr, 


leave was 


d. 
VAN TRUMP. Iyield for a moment 


to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
MERCUR. | : i 


ADJUSTMENT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. MERCUR, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back, with an amendment, the bill (8. 
No...824) to extend the provisions.of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act for the final adjustment of 
private land claims in the States of Florida, 
Louisiana, and Missouri, and for other. pur- 

oses.’”* ; ; 

The bill of the Senate. was read. It pro- 
vides that the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act for the final adjustment of private 
land claims in the States of Florida, Louisi- 
ana, and Missouri, and for other purposes,’ 
approved June 22, 1860, be extended, and the 
same shall continue in force for a period of 
three years from and after the passage of this 
act. ; : 

The amendment of the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims was read, as follows: 

Src.2. And be it further enacted, That all persons 
claiming Jandas specified in the first section of said 
act may have their claims confirmed in accordance 
with the forms and in the manner prescribed in said 
act, in all cages where it shall be satisfactorily 
proved that the claimants and those from whom 
they derive title have held continuous possession 
of the land claimed from the date of the cession to 
the United States of the territory out of which the 
prates ot Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri were 
ormed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading ; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MERCUR moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEW ORLEANS INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. SCOFIELD. Jask leave to submit a 
report in writing from the select committee 
appointed .to investigate affairs in Louisiana. 
It is signed by Mr. McCrary and myself. Mr. 
ARCHER and Mr. Speer of Pennsylvania wiil 
make a report representing their views. There 
is no majority report. I only ask that these 
reports may: be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman make 
the report from the committee? 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I make it for Mr. Me- 
Crary and myself. . 

The SPEAKER. Who makes the report 
from the committee? 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Thereis none. Mr. SMITH, 
of New York, has not joined with either, but 
has prepared a separate report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen of the 
New Orleans investigating committee ask con- 
sent that they may present their individual 
views in writing, that they may be printed. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. In behalf of 
Mr. ARCHER and myself I submit our views. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands, 
then, that there are three minority reports? 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I ask that 
they may all be printed together. 

Mr. CONGER. [hope the combined report 
will be signed by all these gentlemen. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, also submitted 
his views in writing. 

The several reports were ordered to be 
printed. : 

SENECA STONE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. HALSEY, chairman of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, submitted 
a report on the investigation in the matter of 
the use of Seneca stonc, and moved that the 
report be printed, and that the testimony 
accompanying it be laid upon the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


“Mr. SHANKS. I call for the regular order 
of business, 


The SPEAKER... The regular order being 
called for the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vaw 
Tromp] will proceed with his personal explan- 
ation. f 

Mr. VAN TRUMP: Mr. Speaker, in the 
five years that I have had the honor of a seat 
on this floor I have had'no occasion, nor has 
there been any necessity for me to ask the in- 
dulgence of the House to make a personal 
explanation in regard to a charge against my 
official conduct as a Representative of the 
people. All merely personal or political 
attacks I settle outside of this House. But 
some time ago there was one brought to my 
notice of a different character. I have delayed 
presenting it to the attention of the House 
because it belonged to the Ku Klux investiga- 
tion, and I thought it would be more proper 
io introduce it-in the debate upon the Ku 
Klux bill. But, inasmuch as itis now very 
apparent that there will not be any enlarged 
debate upon that question, I deem it due to 
myself to introduce this explanation now. I 
owe it not only to myself but to the people I 
represent, in regard to a charge against me of 
my conduct as a member of s sub-committee 
of the Ku Klux inyestigation. Lowe it to the 
frankness, indeed I ought to say, Mr. Speaker, 
to the personal kindness of my colleague on 
that sub-committee, and my colleague in this 
House from the State of Ohio, who oceupies a 
seat immediately in front of the Chair, [Mr. 
STEVENSON, | that I was informed of the mat- 
ter; otherwise it would perhaps have never 
been brought to my attention. : 

I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read an 
article from the Union, a Republican paper 
printed at Columbia, South Carolina. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“The Baltimore American, in a recent issue, says 
that Mr. Van Trump, the Democratie member o: the 


Ku Klux committee which visited this State last 
sumer, suramoned before said committee a* prom- 
inent lawyer from the central part of the Stato,’ 
for the purpose of refuting the testimony of men who 
had testified as to the political character of the Ku 
Klux organization. It turned out beforesaid lawyer 
was called to give in his evidence that he stood high 
in the order himself, and probably knew more than 
Mr. Van Truxp and his Democratic friends cared to 
hear. Suffice it to say that the testimony of this 
eminent citizen was not required, and Mr. Van 
Trump returned to Washington without eliciting 
the information he desired. 

t“ Now, we are a little curious to know who the 
prominent lawyer is who possesses such important 
intelligence. Who isthe man who knowsso much 
concerning the Ku Klux organization that even a 
Democratic Congressman was staggered by the news 
when secretly communicated tohim? Why was the 
man not called? If he could unearth the mystery 
which hangs over this hellish Klan and show that 
it is nothing but a Radical trick to make political 
capital, why did not Mr. Van Trump make the inost 
of his discovery? Will the American enlighten’ a 
curiouscommunity as to the name of this prominent 
lawyer, or is it best in order to subserve the ends of 
justice that his name bekeptsecret? Ifnot incom- 
patible with the public interests, let us know the 
name of this important individual.” : 


Mr. VAN TRUMP. Mr. Speaker, when I 
accepted the trust of being a member of the 
general committee, and especially accepted 
the trust of acting as a member of the sub-com: 
mittee, being the only Democrat on that sub- 
committee, I did so with a determination to 
discharge my dutyas faithfully and impartially 
as itis inthe power of human nature to do. 
I think I may appeal to my colleagues on that 
sub-committee to sustain me in this statement. 
So far as the main charge in the article which 
has been read is concerned, I unhesitatingly 
pronounce it false and unfounded in every 
particular. 

When I read the article I endeavored to re- 
call to my recollection, as far as possible, all 
the facts in the case, as to what distinguished 
lawyer or any other kind of lawyer Í had sum- 
moned in South Carolina and had failed’to ex- 
amine. I will state that in passing thronglr 
the town of Union Gourt+House, which was 
the scene, as members will recollect, of what 
is known in the North as the great Union riot, 
where from three hundred to six hundred dis- 
gùised men entered the jail and took from it 
some negroes and hung several of them be- 
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cause, as it was clearly established afterward, 
they were the murderers of an innodent 
armed soldier of the name of Stevens; and 
also because in the mêlée that occurred upoti 
attempting to arrest some of the negroes thé 
deputy sheriff of that coutity was murdered, Í 
sümmoned some ten or twelve withéssés, aihong 
the rest two lawyers, one of whom had béen 
engaged itt the investigation of thé circum- 
stances of that most deplorable transactidti: 
Among the number was General W. H. Wal- 
lace; one of the most respectable mèñ in South 
Carolina,a leading and distinguished lawyer in 
the central part of the State. Remembering 
no one to whom this charge could apply pet- 
sonally but Mr. Wallace, wrote him a letter 
which I now ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Hovsz or REPRESENTATIVES, 
WasHineron, D. C., February 29, 1872. 

My Dear Sir: While at Spartanburg, South 
Carolina, last summer, I wrote to some one in your 
town—I do not now remember who—to furnish me 
the names of a few gentlemen who knew all the par- 
ticulars of the riot which resulted ih the hanging of 
some negroes who were the murderers of Stevéns, so 
that I might have them summoned as witnesses to 
be examined at Union Court-House, Among other 
gentlemen, residents of Union, perhaps in all a half 
dozen, your name was sent tome. Ithink, also, you 
were served with asummons. While the committee 
were at your town we were very much pressed for 
time on both sides, and I did not examine all the 
Witnesses who were summoned, yourself being one. 
In the wide and irrelevant field of testimony which 
the investigation occupied [certainly was not anx- 
ious to prolong the time of the examination, Inthe 
investigation of the custom-house frauds at New 
York it leaked out in the testimony that the Goy- 
ernment had organized d regular corps of spies in 
the South, and that the sum of $10,000 was expended 
in that, behalf in South Carolina and other southern 
States. The chief of these spies (a fellow by the 
nameof Whitley) testified before the committee in 
New York that he was in communication with Sen- 
ator Scort, chairman of the Ku Kiux committee, 
while we were in South Carolina last, summer. 
Furthermore, the honorable Senator admitted a few 
days since, in my presence, that he had a spy along 
with the comanittee in South Carolina. I had not 
the slightest knowledge of this most remarkable 
proceeding, for the reason, perhaps; that I may have 

een myself an object of this most unprecedented 
system of espionage. At any rate, whatever its 
object may have been, E, as a member of the com- 
mittee, was kept in profound ignorance of the fact. 
Now, in connection with all this, the following 
extract from an editorial article in the Columbia 
(South Carolina) Union has some significance : 

“The Baltimore American, in a recent issue, says 
that Mr. Van RUMP, the Democratic member of the 
Ku Klux committee which visited this State last 
summer, summoned before said committee a ‘prom- 
inent lawyer from the central part of the State’ for 
the purpose of refuting the testimony of men who 
had testified as to the political character of the Ku 
Kiux organization. It turned outbeforesaid lawyer 
was called to give in his evidence, that he stood high 
in the order himself, and probably knew more than 
Mr. Vax Trump or bis Democratic friends care to 
hear. Suffice it to say that the testimony of this 
eminent citizén was not required, and Mr, Van 
trump returned to Washington without eliciting 
the information he desired”? — 

Tf this article means anything it points to yourself, 
as you are the only leading lawyer ad summoned 
whom I did not examine. I have no doubt the alle- 
gation is as false and unfounded as to yourself as it 
istome, I did not fail or refuse to examine any 
witness because he was or had been a Ku Klux: for 
I neither personally nor by information knew of any 
man in South Carolina belonging to the organiza- 
tion. There is not agentleman ou the committee or 
elsewhere who can say or insinuate that T either di- 
rectly or indirectly interposed the slightest objection 
or presented any impediment to the fullestand most 
thorough proper investigation into the condition 
and conduct of the southern peopte. So far as you 
are concerned, the following is alt that took place 
within my. knowledge: after Messrs. Shand and 
Steadman had been examined, and who gave avery 
full and detailed statement of all the factsin regard 
to the riot, the questioncame up whether you should 
be examined. I think this was after the adjourn- 
inent in the evening of the day before the tesumony 
was closed on both sides at Union Court-House. It 
occurred, I think; im your office, or atleast in a law 
office nearly opposite the hotel where the committee 
were stopping. There were several gentlemen pres- 
ent: whether any stfangér or “spy” was among 
them I do not know nor care. It was perbaps your- 
self who suggested that you knew nothing additional 
to what had already been testified to; and as I did 
not eare to accumulate the uncontradicted testimony 
already so fully taken of counsel engaged in the 
Judicial examination of thecase in relation to what 
was known in the North as the great Union riot, 
and being so anxious to get through, it was then 
and there understood that you would not be called 
asa witness; and you were not called. This is all 
that was said, or done, or understood, so far as I 
know or now remember. Now, General, when the 


debate üpon the Ku Klux reports comes up Iin- 
tend, iff can get the floor, to denounce this infamous 
slander and this most startling system of secret es- 
pionage; and I therefore feel it proper tọ write to you 
upon the subject, and ascertain if anything further 
was said or done by anybody at any time, in public or 
private, in regard to your being examined or not 
examined as a witness than I have already stated ; 
and particularly if ahy person not a citizen of your 
town or county was present at the casual, natural, 
and unpremeditated interview alluded to. 

Your early reply will much oprigs yours, very 
truly, P. VAN TRUMP. 

General W, H. WALLACE. 


Mr. VAN TRUMP. To that letter I received 
a prompt reply which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA, March 4, 1872. 

My Dear Sik: Your letter of the 29th ultimo this 
moment received. The circumstances ahd reasons 
which rendered my examination before the com- 
mittee unnecessary, as contained in your statement 
and those of several other gentlemen, are,in my 
opinion, strictly true. When you passed through 
Union with the committee on your way to Spartan- 
burg, you requested Colonel Joseph F. Gist to cause 
to be sent to you the names of witnesses who could 
explain the nature of the attack upon the jail at 
this place. Colonel Gist and several other gentle- 
men in my office made out a list of gentlemen who 
were living here at the time of the occurrence, and 
I wrote down the names and sent the list to you at 
Spartanburg. My namo was upon the list, as were 
also the names of several other gentlemen who were 
not examined. This was a list of witnesses who, 
it was supposed, because they lived here and were 
men of intelligence and character, could give a cor- 
rect and reliable account of the attack upon the jail 
and the killing of the negroes taken out of it. In 
the evening, after Messrs. Shand and Steadman had 
been examined by the committee, several gentlemen 
were assembled in Colonel Gist’s roon, and were 
talking over the testimony taken during the day, 
and you remarked that Shand’s and Steadman’s 
testimony had fully explained the occurrence, that 
the list of witnesses with which you had been fur- 
nished had been summoned to explain, and that it 
was useless to accumulate uncontradicted testi- 
mony upon that subject. In that I, together with 
the others present, concurred, and it was agreed 
that the remaining witnesses need not be called. 
There were four or five witnesses besides myself re- 
maining on the list who were not therefore called. 
Two of these, Colonel Gist and Dr. Thompson, were 
subsequently called by the majority of the commit- 
tee, Í, also, remained in the village during the stay 
of the committee, and could have been examined at 
any moment the majority of the committee may have 
desired to examine me. 

If it is alleged that I was not called because I 
was a member of the Ku Klux it is an infernal lie. 

never had any connection with the Ku Klux, 
directly or indirectly, and did all that I could to 
repress disturbances of every character. But I 
have been pursued now for months, and every effort 
made to find a pretext for arresting me. They even 
arrested ny servant and put him in jail in cold 
weather, and allowed him to undergo great suffer- 
ing from the cold, with the view of extorting testi- 
mony againstme. But the negro refused to lie, and 
he was at lengthreleased. Several citizens that the 
whole community know, to a moral certainty, are 
innocent, have been imprigoned since last October, 
and are now ip jail. But if I were to write you all 
the oppressions to which our. people have. been sub- 
jected, it would fill a volume instead of a letter. 
We are being held by the throat by the Federal 
Government, while we are disembowelled by the 
State goverument. You have very little idea of the 
strength of our feelings toward those who denounce 
the wrongs to which we are subjected. 


Very sincerely, yours, ; 
W. H. WALLACE. 
Hon. P. Van TRUMP. 


We are in the midst of a court, and this letter is 
hastily written in the dusk of evening while two or 
three are talking to me. W. H. W. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. That is all I wish to 
say at present upon this subject. I deny the 
truth of the charge utterly and entirely, and 
shall now or at any other time court the 
strictest and most inexorable investigation 
into my conduct while serving on that com- 
mittee in South Carolina or elsewhere. I 
leave it to the President of the United States 
and to the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
explain to the people why they have intro- 
duced and added the spy to the bayonet in 
the goverament of this country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask a few minutes 
to make a statement in regard to this matter. 

Mr. WOOD. Isit really a personal explan- 
ation? If not, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
it to be of the same nature as the explanation 
just closed. It relates to the same subject- 
matter. 

Mr. WOOD. I do not see why anybody 


else might not have the same privilege of dis- 
cussing this question. 

Mr. POLAND. The gentleman from Ohio. 
[Mr. Srevensoy,] as well as his colleague, 
[Mr. Van Trump, ] was a member.of the sub- 
committee; and, asl understand, thd explana- 
tton about to be submitted relates to the same 
acts. ; ` 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. IfI still retain the 
floor I yield to my colleague, [Mr. StEvEnsoN. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no ob: 
jection to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STÉ- 
VENSON] having five minutes. _ 

Mr. STEVENSON. waht to say a word 
ortwo in justice to my colleague; but in re- 
gard to one or two statements which he has 
made I must differ with him slightly. He 
alluded to the transaction at Union Court- 
House, and gave what he understood to be the 
occasion of the wholesale murder there. I do 
not understand that matter as he states it. On 
the contrary, some of the men who were killed 
there were afterward shown to be entirely 
innocent ofthe offense of which they had been 
suspected. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. I willask my colleague 
where that has been shown. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It was shown in the 
trial afterward. This, however, is merely pre- 
liminary to what I rose to say. The testimony 
shows that those men were taken out of jail 
and hanged or shot because a writ of habeas 
corpus had issued or was about to issue to take 
pee to another place for safe- keeping and 
trial. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. I must interrupt my 
colleague. Idid not yield the floor to allow 
ae to go info a general discussion of this 

ind. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have the floor in my 
own right; but I have said all that I wish to 
say on these questions. 


Mr. VAN TRUMP. It would take us 
days to discuss that matter. 
Mr. STEVENSON. - In reference to the 


matter about which my colleague more par- 
ticularly addressed the House, I wish to say 
that there was a great deal of evasion and 
dodging and running away of witnesses ; but 
I do not believe that my colleague knew of it, 
or had anything to do with it, or approved of 
it in any degree whatever. A 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. My colleague will 
allow me to explain for one moment. His 
recollection may be better than mine; but I 
know of but two witnesses who ran away—one 
by the name of Gist, a nephew of the gentle- 
man already alluded to, and a Captain Lyle, 
I think, of Spartanburg. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Captain Lyle; of Spar- 
tanburg, a member of the Legislature of South . 
Carolina, and who has since been proved to 
be a member of the Ku Klux Klan, is one 
whom I remember. , 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. . I suppose the gentle- 
man does not mean to say that I had any pos- 


| sible cognizance of that fact. 


Mr. STEVENSON, I have said that my 
colleague had not. I have risen todo him 
justice in this matter. I am sorry he miscon- 
ceives my purpose. I do not believe he had 
anything to do with transactions of that kind, 
or that he would countenance them for one 
moment. On the contrary, I wish to say that 
my colleague, while He exhibited great zeal, 
activity, and energy, and a great deal of incre- 
dulity in the conduct of the investigation, was 
still in ali regards honorable and high-minded, 
and took frequent occasion, both during the 
sessions of the committee and when the com- 
mittee was not in session, to express his de- 
testation of the horrible crimes proved before 
us. He did so often in language which, 
though fully justified by the occasion and quite 
proper in the open air, would be unparlia- 
mentary here. [Langhter.] l 

Mr. POLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
say one word in reference to this matter about 
which these gentlemen have spoken. 


4024 


THR CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 30, 


The SPEAKER. How long does the gen- 
tleman want? 
Mr. POLAND. Notexceeding one minute. 


Thé SPEAKER. ‘The Chair hears no 
objection. . 
Mr. POLAND. In listening to the reading | 


of these letters which were presented by the 
first. gentleman from Obio [Mr. Van Trump] 
who spoke this morning, I understood him to 
say the sub-committee which visited . South 
Carolina, and which consisted of Senator 
Scorr and these two gentlemen,-had a spy or 
spies along with the committee. Now, I un: | 
derstand this to be the truth in reference to 
this matter: that the Department of Justice, 
under the direction of the Attorney General, | 
did employ some detectives to go into some 
portions of the South. The crimes alleged to 
have been committed were committed gener- 
ally in the night-time and generally by persons 
in disguise, and there was great difficulty to 
` obtain evidence in relation to them. Very 
properly I think the Attorney General, as I 
understand, and I have this only from inform- 
ation, did employ a number of detectives, I | 
do not know what number 
Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. 
There is so much confusion in the House 
we are unable to hear what the gentleman is 
saying, 
The SPEAKER called the House to order. 
Mr. POLAND. He did employ a number 
of detectives and they were sent into various 
localities in the South for the purpose of 
discovering evidence in reference to these 
transactions. The Committee on Southern 
Outrages had no authority toemploy any spies, 
and so far as I know they did not, and had 
nothing to do with the employment of any. 
Mr. VAN TRUMP. The point I make is | 
this: that Senator Scorr admitted he bad a 
special spy along with this committee, and I 
assert such fact was not within my knowledge. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I desire to make 
a personal explanation which will not take up 
more than one minute. Yesterday, on the 
motion to adjourn, the gentleman from New 
Jersey, [Mr. Birp,] under misapprehension, 
stated that I was paired on all political ques- 
tions with the gentleman from West Virginia, 
{Mr. Davis,] when in fact E was only paired 
with him on the bill providing for the con- 
struction of ten iron-clads. I was paired upon 
the Ku Klux and civil rights bill with the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. PEcK.] 

Mr. BIRD. I have just come into the Hall, 
and I understand the gentleman from Georgia 
has made a statement 1n reference to his pair. 
He is correct, and in the statement I made 
yesterday I was mistaken when Í said he was 
paired on all political questions with the 
gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis. ] 
Í understand he was paired on the ten-sloop 
bill with the gentieman from West Virginia, 
pir Davis,} and on the civil rights and Ku 
Klux bills with the gentleman trom Ohio, 
[Mr. Pecx.] 

MARTIN P. HARDIN. 

Mr. MERCUR, by unanimous consent, from | 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- | 
ported back a bill (H. R. No. 1457) for the 
relief of Martin P. Hardin, of Pontotoc 
county, Mississippi, with the recommendation | 
that it do pass. i ! 

The bill, which was read, provides that there 
be paid to Martin P. Hardin, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $200 73, which sum was paid by 
said Martin P. Hardin for the northeast of 
quarter section sixteen, township nine, range | 
five east of the meridian line of the Chickasaw | 
cession in the State of Mississippi, the. title to į 
which tract of land has been adjudged by a: 
competent tribunal not to have been in the | 
United Grates at the time of said sale. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and || 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it} 


was acccordingly read the third time, and 
passed. - 

Mr. MERCUR moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 3 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I demand 
the regular order of business... 

Mr. PLATT. Does this business require 
unanimous’ cousent or a motion to suspend 
the rules? 

CURRENCY. 

Mr. WALDRON. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. No. 589) 


to prohibit the issue and use of notes or bills’ 


as currency in certain cases, and that the 


i| same be passed with an amendment. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. In order to enable mem- 
bers to attend the decoration proceedings to- 
day, I move that the House do now take a 
recess until eight o’clock this evening. 

Several Members. Move to adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will modify my motion 
in accordance with the suggestions of gentle- 
men around me, and move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. . I think we may as 
well adjourn. I understand that the Senate is 
not likely to send us the tariff bill or any other 
particular measure requiring action. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
the House to go on with the regular order, the 
consideration of the enforcement bill, to 
secure purity of elections. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. WapRon, ] to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill reported from the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, which was about to be 


read. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the motion 
to adjourn for the present to allow the gentle- 
man trom Michigan [Mr. Waupron] to take 
the sense of the House on that bill. 

The bill was read. It provides that no pri- 
vate corporation, firm, or individual shall 
make or issue, or cause to be made or issued, 
avy obligation or promise to pay, to be used, 
or intended to be used, as and for a circulating 
medium ; and any person who shall, in any 
manner, aid or abet in the manufacture, issue, 
or circulation, as money, of any such obliga- 
tion or promise to pay, shall, on conviction 
thereof, in any district or circuit court of the 


I| United States, be punished by fine not exceed- 


ing $1,000 or by imprisonment not exceed- 
ing ove year, or both, in the discretion of 
the court ; provided, that this act shall not 
be held to apply to circulating notes lawfully 
issued by any bank duly incorporated by the 
United States or by any State ; nor shall it be 
held. to. repeal or in any way affect any act 
taxing the issue or circulation of bank notes. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

i Yn line five, after the word “pay,” insert the fol- 
owing: 

Or any railroad fare ticket in the similitude of 
bank notes. 

Mr. WALDRON. This is a Senate bill, 
which is recommended unanimously by the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, with an 
amendment. The object of the bill is to pro- 
hibit the issue and circulation of railroad 
fare-tickets as bank bills, as has been ex- 
tensively done. 

Mr. KERR. [ask that the frst three lines 
of the bill be again read. 

Mr..BROOKS. Let the whole bill be read. 

The bill was again read 

Mr. POTTER. 
issue a bill of exchange from Maine to Georgia. 

Mr. McINTYRE. The bill will operate very 
badly against all city councils and other cor- 
porations issuing bills and putting them in 


Under that, you could not 


circulation. It will be utterly impossible for 
them to getalong without subjecting themselves 
to heavy damages. If the bill, however, isto 
be passed, I hope there will be an amendment 
attached that it shall not go into effect within 
the next twelve months, so that they may have 
an opportunity to get in their bills before 
subjecting themselves to such heavy penalties. 

Mr. POTTER. I ask leave to address an 
inquiry to the gentleman who has charge of 
the bill. 

Mr. WALDRON. I shall be happy to hear 


it. $ 

Mr. POTTER. As I understand tbe bill 
as read the provision in regard to railway 
tickets is in the alternative form. But Í un- 
derstood the gentleman to say that the object 
of the bill was to prevent the issue of railway 
tickets intended as acirculating medium, Am 
T right in that? 

Mr. WALDRON. It is intended to prevent 
the use as acirculating medium of railroad 
fare tickets in the similitude of bank bills. 

Mr. POTTER. Is that all the purpose of 


the bill? : 
Mr. WALDRON. Itis. 
Mr. POTTER. Butit is so drawn that as 


I understand it it Will prevent the use in that 
way of ordinary bills of exchange, including 
foreign bills, which form a large portion of 
our circulation in our commercial centers. 

Mr. WALDRON. That is not the inten- 
tion of it. 

-Mr. POTTER. But that will be the effect 
of it. Task that the bill be again read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill wiil be again re- 
ported. It has been read several times already, 
and the Chair requests gentlemen to give their 
attention, that it may not be necessary again to 
repeat the reading. 

‘The bill was again read. 

Mr. YOUNG. Does it take a two-thirds 
vote to pass this bill? 5 

The SPEAKER. | It does. 

The question being put on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill, the House divided ; 
and there were—ayes 74, noes 59. 

Mr. WALDRON demanded tellers. 

On ordering tellers there were—ayes twelve, 
not one-fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were refused, and (two thirds not 
having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 
not suspended, 


BANK RESERVES, 


Mr. MERRIAM. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the Committee on Banking 
and Currency be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1869) for 
the better security of banking reserves, and to 
facilitate bank clearing-house exchanges, and 
that the same be passed. 

The bill was read. The first section author- 
izes the Secretary of the Treasury to receive 
United States notes on deposit, without iuter- 
est, from national banking associations, in 
sums not less than $10,000, and to issue cer- 
tificates therefor in such form asthe Secretary 
may prescribe, in denominations of not less 
than $5,000, which certificate shall be pay- 
able on demand in United States notes at the 
place where the deposits therefor were made. 

The second section provides that the United 
States notes so deposited in the Treasury of 
the United States shall not be counted as part 
of the legal reserve; but the certificates issued 
therefor may be held and counted by national 
banks as part of their legal reserve, and may 
be accepted in the settlement of clearing-house 
balances at the places where the deposits there- 
for were made. 

The third section provides that nothing con- 
tained in this act shall be construed to author- 
ize any expansion or contraction of the cur- 
rency; and the United States notes for which 
such certificates are issued,or other United 
States notes of like amount, shall be held as a 
special deposit in the Treasury, and used only 
for the redemption of such certificates, 
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Mr. MERRIAM. I willexplain that this bill 
wasup for discussion before, and several amend- 
ments were offered which have been adopted 
by the Committee on Banking and Currency 
unanimously; that no principle of finance 
is involved in it; that it is simply an act to 
Jessen the burdens of the clearing house ex- 
changes, which have grown to a magnitude that 
it is almost impossible to transact business 
with safety without the aid of this legislation. 
I ask for the passage of the bill.. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Is not this the same bill 
that the House once rejected ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘Ihe Chair is informed 
that the bill was once before the House, but 
was recommitted to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

The question was put on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill; andathere were— 
ayes 85, noes 85; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ELDREDGE 
and Mr. MERRIAM were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—yeas 94, noes 38. 

Mr. MANSON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, aud the bill was passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
ask the Speaker whether, under the rules of 
the House, so long as members move to sus- 
pend the rules it is possible to get a vote on 
the bill before the House for the enforcement 

_of the laws at elections? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, because the 
enforcement bill reported by the Committee 
on the Insurrectionary States is a report made 
under the rules that govern that committee, 
and the motions to which the gentleman refers 
to suspend’ the rales include that rule. All the 
rules of the House are included in a motion 
‘for the suspension of the rules, and the only 
exception during the last ten days in which a 
majority of the House can control its business 
is when the previous question has been sec- 
onded. Then the Chair does not recognize 
motions to suspend the rules ; and the other 
exception is the public business, which is 
technically known as that coming from the 
Committee of Ways aud Means and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. A majority can 
suspend the rules in those cases, when it takes 
two thirds to suspend the rules in reference to 
other measures. The rules of the House give 
that advantage to the public business over any 
other business. But during the last ten days 
of the session a motion to suspend the rules is 
in order at any time. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. In that 
case it would be impossible, as I understand 
the ruling of the Chair, to forcea vote on that 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not 
answer that question. It is impossible for 
the Chair to refuse to recognize a member 
who desires to move a suspension of the rules; 
the Chair will say that much. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Then I 
move that the House now adjourn, for there is 
no use in remaining here. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask my colleague [Mr. 
Burier] to hear me a moment. | understand 
that there are several gentlemen who desire a 
debating school to-night, without any busi- 
ness being transacted. The tariff bill is ex- 
pected over from the Senate this afternoon 
or this evening. I therefore suggest that we 
now take a recess until seven o'clock. 

Several Mempers. Eight o’clock. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill say balf past seven 
o'clock, the session this evening to be for 
debate only, with this exception: that any 
communication from the Senate may be re- 
ceived and ordered to be printed. Then if 
the tariff bill comes over it can be ordered to 
be printed for the use of the House to-morrow. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. And referred. 

Mr. DAWES. No, there will be no need | 
of referring it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let appropri- 
ation bills be included in that order. | 

Mr. DAWES. My suggestion covers every | 
communication from the Senate that anybody 
may desire to have printed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 
content with that, and will withdraw my mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I will ask that that 
arrangement be made. 

Mr. CONGER. I object; because there is 
pending before this House a bill to protect 
immigrants to this country, which I think the 
public interest requires shall be acted upon at 
this session. 

Mr. DAWES. 
adjourn now? 

Mr. CONGER. It will help it to remain 
here and attend to the business of the coun- 


Will it help that bill any to 


try. 

Tir. DAWES. The question of adjourn- 
ment was what I addressed myself to. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman proposed 
an arrangement to facilitate an adjournment. 
That is what I object to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
rules be so suspended as to make the order 
suggested by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Dawes, | for a recess until haif past 
seven 0’ clock. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I ask con- 
sent to submit a resolution to be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object, and insist 
on my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. 
is taken on that motion—— 

Mr. CONGER, I rise to a point of order. 
_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 


it. 

Mr. CONGER. My point of order is that 
the rules cannot be suspended for an arrange- 
ment of the kind proposed by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] although 
they may be suspended for regular business. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not know 
anything for which this House cannot suspend 
the rules, except to violate the Constitution. 

Mr. CONGER. They cannot be suspended 
for that purpose? 

The SPEAKER. They cannot. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman from 
Illinois {Mr. Farysworra] to modify his 
motion so that the order shall require com- 
munications from the Senate to-night to be 
printed instead of ordering that they may be 
printed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will modify my 
motion as suggested by the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Farnsworta,] that the rules be so suspended 
that the House shall now take a recess until 
half past seven o’clock this evening, and that 
the session of this evening shall be for general 
debate only, no business whatever to be trans- 
acted except that communications received 
from the Senate shall be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. I desire 
to move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. There isalready pending 
à motion to suspend the rules. When the House 
shall be again in session for the transaction 
of general business the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- | 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported tbat the 
committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles; when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

Än act (S. No. 58) to prescribe the time for 
holding the election for electors of President 
and Vice President in the State of Louisiana; 

An act (S. No. 681) authorizing the con- 


Before the vote 


struction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
at Brownville, Nebraska; and —° R 

An act (S. No. 828) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
opposite to or within the corporate limits of 
Nebraska City, Nebraska. : 


RECESS. 


The question recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Farysworrtg as modified. 

The question being taken, there were—-ayes 
one hundred and thirty-seven, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. CONGER called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof ) 
the motion of Mr. FARNSWORTH was agreed to. 

Accordingly, (at twelve o’clock and twenty 
minutes p. m.,) the House took a recess till 
half past seven o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 
half past seven o’clock p. m.) resumed its 
session. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FOSTER. of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles; when the 
Speaker signed the same : 

An act (H. R. No. 2192) to establish a 
western judicial district of North Carolina; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2938) granting right of 
way to the Utah, Idaho, and Montana Railroad 
Company. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The meeting of the House 
this evening is for the purpose of debate only. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Gor- 
HAM, its Secretary, informed the House that 
the Senate agreed to the amendments of the 
Honse of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 
298) directing the conveyance of certain lots 
of ground, with the improvements thereon, for 
the use of the public schools of the city of 
Washington. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate agreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S.No. 
299) amending an act entitled ‘* An act direct- 
ing the conveyance of a lot of ground for the 
use of the public schools of the city of Wash- 
ington.” 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bilis of the following titles ; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

A bill (S. No. 599) granting a pension to 
Julia Belle Dunlap ; 

A bill (S. No. 854) granting a pension to 
John B. Rose, of Indiana ; 

A bill (S. No. 1119) granting a pension to 
Margaret Nelson ; and 

A bill (S. No. 1118) granting a pension to 
Calvin A. Laws. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2401) granting a pension 
to-Margaret Caldwell ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2416) granting a pension 
to Andrew Reinfort; 

A bill (A. R. No. 2417) granting a pension 
to Abrabam Cooper ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2418) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Nancy E. Pugh ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2422) granting a pension 
to Phoebe Ann Elderkin ; 

A bil (H. R. No. 2423) granting a pension 
to James Supple; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2397) granting a pension” 
to Margaret ©. Gibson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2398). granting a pension 
Martha E. Rudolph; and 
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“A bill (HR. No. 2400) granting a pension 
. to William B, Taylor. ` ; 
‘THe message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, with amendments, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, a 
bill (H. R. No. 2419) to grant. a pension to 
William Freshorne. 


KU KLUX OUTRAGES. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, the 
gravest question before Congress remains to 
be ‘econsidered—the Ka Klux conspiracy, its 
origin and extent, its character, and actions, 
its plans and purposes, its condition and pros- 
pects. It originated in hostility to the Gov- 
ernment, in enmity against the Union. It is 
the inimediate successor df the southern con- 
federacy; the rebellion in disguise, waging war 
at midnight. It rose like an exhalation of the 
night from the unsodden, bloody grave of the 
‘Jost cause.” : 

In 1865-66, when the smoke of conflict yet 
hung over the land, bands of armed men over- 
ran all of the late insurrectionary States, com- 
hitting outrages upon freedmen and white 
Unionists. If gentlemen will examine the 
report of the investigating committee, from 
page 268 to 271, they will find evidence of the 
doings of violent bands during that period. 

In. the latter part of 1865 outrages in dis- 
guise began. They. had been openly com- 
witted until the Government began to take 
cognizance of them, and to protect the people 
and punish the conspirators ; then they began 
to put on disguise and march at midnight. 
General Wager Swayne, in his report of De- 
cember, 1865, speaks of outrages committed 
upon freedmen by bands in disguise in the 
night-time. Gradually the conspiracy took 
its present form. In the winter of 1866, 
General Thomas testified before the Recon- 
- struction Committee that he had knowledge 
of the existence of a hostile secret organiza- 
tion throughout the late insutrectionary States. 
General Forrest, in his testimony before the 
committee, says that the organization existed 
and was known as the Pale-Faces or Ku 
Klux in 1866. General Thomas stated that 
it extended throughout the insurrectionary 
States. General Forrest stated in 1868 that 
the organization then existed throughout the 
South. And there is evidence that it extended 
to Kentucky, which was but a semi-insurrec- 
tionary State. The extent ot the conspiracy 
from the Potomac to the Rio Grande justifies 
its real title, which is ‘‘ The Invisible Empire 
of the South.” ; 

In the report of the select Committee on the 
Condition of the Insurrectionary States, on 
page 449, will be found an admission on the 
part of the minority, the Democratic members 
of that committee, which gives great weight 
to the testimony of certain gentlemen. The 
minority say : 

“Perhaps the men who knew more about the 
formation of what has come to be familiarly known 
as the Ku Kiux organization than any others were 
General N. B. Forrest, of Tennessee, and General 
John B. Gordon, of Georgia.” 

General N. B. Forrest, of Tennessee, said 
in 1868 that the organization then existe 
all over the South; that it had forty thou- 
satid members in Tennessee, and five hundred 
and fifty thousand members in the South. 
What their numbers now are may be con- 
jectured, but are known only to their leaders. 

It was originally formed by and composed 
of the officers and men who had served in the 
rebel armies. General Forrest so states in‘his 
testimony. In volume one of the testimony 
relative'to the State of Georgia, page 828, will 
be found what Genetal Gordon gays on this 
pomt: VAE 

“Ithink the organization was mainly confined 
to the soldiers of the army, men Who ‘had shown 
themselves plucky and ready to meet any emer- 

‘gency, and who were accustomed to command,”’, 

General Forrest describes them as “good 
ea such as: he commanded. in. the rebel- 
ion, : ee 


The. forces of the conspiracy have been 
under the control of such. men as Generals 
Gordon and Hampton and Forrest. They 
had under them inferior officers, running down 
from grade to grade, captain of a company, or 
chief or cyclops of a Kian, The organization 
begins at the den and extends to the precinct; 
to the county, to the congressional district, to 
the whole South. Tt is a compact, connected, 
consistent organization, moving as a perfect 
body from the head to the humblest member, 
ag an army in the field, with sterner discipline 
than that of an army, for the rank and file of 
this order neither know nor- see their com- 
mander, whose edict goes forth as from one 
infinitely above them, as from one on high. 

These commands bind the members by 
an oath enforced by fear, administered with 
strange ceremonies, emphasized by the penalty 
of death. At midnight members are led blind- 
fold to the council, and there, kneeling on 
their knees, hear the ritual read and the oath 
administered. And as the bandage is drawn 
from theif eyes they seë circles of men in 
strange and. frightful disguises armed with re- 
volvers leveled in cordon round the head of the 
member, and the Grand Cyclops says: ‘* And 
this you do undera penalty of a traitor’s 
doom, which is death! death! death!’’ In 
some dens there are strange symbols of horror. 
In one in North Carolina two skulls, one of 
a white man, a Union soldier, whose grave was 
rifled and his skull prepared for the den ; and 
the othet that of a freedmian, who had béen 
murdered, and a vial of the blood of that 
colored victim, and the candidate was sworn 
in ‘‘ by these skulls and this blood.” 

Thus the members are sworn to obey their 
superior officers under penalty of death, and 
under that oath they are obliged to take the 
field at the command of their superior, and to 
do any deed he may command, ever to murder. 
Scores of members have confessed and sworn 
that they have committed outragesand. murders 
at ihe command of their officers. The out- 
rages vary from threats and intimidations to 
scourging, wounding, maiming, and killing by 
shooting, drowing, hanging, and burning. If we 
could know the whole truth it would appear 
that since the war this conspiracy has out- 
raged more than thirty thousand men, women, 
and children—peaceful, innocent, defenseless 
citizens of the Republic. 

They have murdered hundreds and thou- 
sands. In a single county (Spartanburg) in 
South Carolina more than five hundred out- 
rages are proven; in a single township of 
that county (Limestone) one hundred and 
eighteen. In Union county, South Carolina, 
there were hundreds of outrages—eight mur- 
ders in one night. ; 

The nature of thèse outrages is best de- 
scribed by the eminent counsel who appeared 
at Columbia before the United States circuit 
court. Hon. Reverdy Johnson was employed 
to defend the conspiracy, to conduct their de- 
fense, paid by contributions from their Klans 
and sympathizers ; yet, after listening to the 
evidence, in his argament to the jury he 
said: ae 

“The outrages proved are shocking to humanity. 
They admit of neither excuse nor justification. They 
violate every obligation which law and nature 
impose on men. & 

I bave no language more appropriate to 
describe their deeds than this of their own paid 
counsel. ‘ ; : 

The extent to which they have proceeded 
may be judged from House Executive Docu- 
ment No. 268, special message of the Pres- 
ident'of April 19, 1872, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of this House: This message of the 
President eovers official papers, one of which 
is a letter from the present Attorney General, 
Hon. George H. Williams, underdate April 19, 
1872, in which the Attorney General states the 
result so ‘far as the Department of Justice 
was'then advised of the judicial proceedings 


| against the conspiracy. He says*that in the 


State of South Carolina fifty-three persons 
had voluntarily confessed in open court that 
they at the time of the confession were or 
had been members of the combinations and 
conspiracies forbidden and made penal by the 
act of Congress. He gives the names of five 
who had been tried by jury at the November 
term ii 1871; one hundred and sixty-two other 
persons had been indicted at the same court ; 
two hundred and eighty-one persons arrested ; 
one hundred and eighty-five persons living i 
York county alone had been paroled to appear 
when required, having confessed their connec- 
tion with said conspiracies. 

In the State of North Carolina, thirty-seven 
persons had been convicted or pleaded guilty ; 
nine hundred and forty-four others had been 
indicted: In the State of Mississippi, in the 
southern district, one hundred and fifty-two 
persons had been indicted; and in the north- 
ern district. four hundred and ninety persons 
bad been indicted, two hundred of whom had 
been arrested; one hundred and seventy-two 
had been bound over, twenty-eight had pleaded 
guilty, and fourteen: had confessed and given 
State’s evidence. 

Since this report further indictments, trials, 
convictions, and-confessions have occurred; 
and in Alabama, Georgia, Florida, and other 
States, proceedings had been had of which no 
official report has been made. Thus the facts 
have beeh repeatedly found by juries and con- 
fessed by criminals in hundreds of cases, and 
scores of Ku Klux are serving sentences in 
ptisons on convictions by juries and confes- 
sions in open court. Such being the origin, 
character, extent, and operations of this great . 
conspiracy, we may well inquire against whom 
are its terrors aimed? There is no question 
that it strikes exclusively at the Unionists of 
the South, principally at the freedmen. What 
is its purpose? No man can deny that it 
is political. The oath swears the member to 
oppise Radicalism, to oppose the Radical - 
patty, to opposé the political equality of the 
races. General Forrest said: — 


Yes, it is. In each voting precinct there is acap- 
tain, who, in addition to his other duties, isrequired 
to make out a list of names of men in his precinct, 
giving all the Radicals and all the Democrats who 
are positively known; and showing also the doubt- 
ful on both sides dnd of both colors. This list of 
names is forwarded to the grand commander of the 
State, who is thus enabled to know who are our 
friends and who are not.” f 

The object of the conspiracy is purely polit- 
ical. What effect has this organization pro- 
duced? Inthe report of the committee; from 
page 248 to 252, will be found exhibits showing 
what effect it has already produced on elec: 
tions. It appears that in the States of 
Georgia, Louisiana, Tennessee, and South 
Carolitia from thé spring election in 1868 to 
the election for President in 1868, the Repub- 
lican vote was reduced eighty-five thousand 
votes by the intimidation and violence of the 
Klai. In the spring, such men as Bullock, 
Warmoth, and Brownlow ran for Governor, 
and in the fall General Grant ran for Pres- 
ident, and yet the Republican vote was reduced 
eighty-five thousand. 


States. ; Spring. 
Georgia; (for Butlock) 83,147 
Louisiana, (for Warmoth) 64,901 
Tennessee, (for Brownlow [4,484 


South Carolina. 72,758 


Dota ssc siesss Les nestie scsane dayiti estia 
States. 
Georgia, (for Grant) 
Jouisiana, (for Grant) 
Tennessee, (for Grant)... 
South Carolina, (for Grant)... 
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States. 
Georgia... 
Louisiana . 
Tennessee .... 
South Carolina 


Potalar 


Had the presidential election been close, the 
votes of these States might have elected a Pres- 
ident and Vice President pledged to the decla- 
ration that the reconstruction laws of Congress 
were unconstitutional, revolutionary, and void, 
and to the policy of overthrowing the recon- 
structed State governments. 

Not only was the Republican vote reduced, 
but Republicans were compelled to vote the 
Democratic ticket; and in the States of North 
Carolina, Texas, Tennessee, South Carolina, 
Georgia, and Louisiana, if you compare suc- 
cessive elections, you will find that the Ku 
Klux Klan changed 230,445 votes. 

In North Carolina, in 1868, Holden carried 
the State by 18,641; in the fall, Grant’s ma- 
jority was only 12,186; loss from spring of 
6,505. In 1870 the Democrats carried the 
State by 4,088; loss from State election of 
1868, 23,729. 

In Texas, in 1869, the lowest Republican 
majority for State officers was 11,579. In 
1871 on the vote for Congressmen, including 
rejected votes, it was 24,279; loss 35,858. 

In Tennessee, in the spring, the majority for 
Brownlow over Etheridge was 51,936; iu the 
fall the majority for Grant and Colfax was 
30,446; change, 21,490. 

In South Carolina in the spring the majority 

. for the new constitution was 48,470; in the fall 
the majority for Grant and Colfax was 17,064 ; 
change, 26,406. i 

In Georgia the majority in the spring for 
Bullock was 7,047 ; in the fall the majority for 
Seymour and Blair over Grant and Colfax was 
45,688; a change of 52,185 votes. 

In Louisiana, in the spring, the majority for 
Warmoth over all others was 23,265; in the 
fall the majority for Seymour and Blair over 
Grant and Colfax was 56,952; a change of 
70,227 votes. > 


The total change in four States from the 
spring of 1868 to the presidential election of 
that year was 280,445 votes, representing more 
than a million and a half of people. 

Certainly this is the most-powerfal political 
organization ever devised by man or fiend. 
Here is a table’ showing the result in the 
State of Georgia, where in twenty-five coun- 
ties the Republican vote was reduced, from 
spring to fall, from Bullock to Grant, over 
fourteen thousand. In eight of these counties, 
in some of which the Republicans had a major- 
ity, Grant received not a single vote: 


GEORGIA. 
Table showing registered colored voters and Repub- 
lican vote for Governor and President in twenty-six 
counties. 


, | Registry, Spring of) Fallot 
Counties. | tota vote for | 1868, vote 
| colored. | Governor. | fF Grant. 
i | > 
94 59 - 
1,053 255 33 
376 640 153 
Ballock ..... ae 238 42 - 
Chattahoochee... 569 27 2 
linch aa 202 220 15 
Columbia 1,854 1,222 i 
Coffee .. 93 107 - 
Dooly 798 467 32 
Barly 799 355 - 
Elbert ... 885 gel 34 
Hancock. 1,545 | 1,394 85 
Jasper,, 988 789 5 
Jones... 1073 | 718 - 
Lincoln .. 590 | 406 - 
Montgomery 158 84 - 
i igs | 187 Š 
1,193 687 1 
501 389 69 
893 683 147 
1,583 1,752 63 
1,971 1,249 234 
| 146 7 10 
1,219 1,124 188 
1,437 1,075 134 
Wilkes .. 1,362 97 86 
Total... 25A | 15409 | 183 


In Louisiana, nineteen counties, giving War- 


moth in the spring 24,000 votes, gave Grant 
in the fall 1,200 votes ; in seven counties not a 
Grant vote, and in six counties but six votes: 


Louisiana. 
Registry. Governor. President. Auditor. 
1867. 1868. 1868. 1870. 
County or parish. A j 
o a+ fa 5 Pen 
i © & ; a 
2 E: ES Se A 3 BS og 
= Š a> | 2° $ 5 za | Eâ 
= m = a G a | & 6c 
| 
1. Bienville .- 550 955 1 | 1,885 8 754 
2. Bossier ... 472 1,968 1 į 1,634 732 633 
3, Caddo 777 | 2987 1| 3805 | L39 | 1213 
4, Calcasieu 491 200 9 782 3 424 
5, Caldwell, 392 437 28 503 340 370 
6. Claiborn 1,363 1,682 2 2,952 523 1,407 
Y. De Soto. 629 1,700 - 2 713 
8. Frankl 410 606 > 
9. Jackson... 750 659 -l 
10. y 820 768 - | 
‘1 “419 1,318 T] 
14,890 | 15,090 | 1,178 
459 821 2 
270 679 1 
2,031 3,102 - 
1,173 1,618 28 
935 664 1 
8. 595 | 246 - 
19, Washington. 519 363 - 
TOLA sseransenscesinosssessressseree } 26,156 35,291 24,724 24,820 | 1,253 | 52,315 30,465 26,906 
| 


“ Here was a change, from spring to fall of 1868, in 
nineteen parishes, of 50,966 votes; and then in 18:0, 
the next election, they change back. Whoever 
wishes to consider the causes which have produced 
this political phenomenon will find them fully set 
forth in the testimony taken by. the committee o i 
the House of Ropresentatives iuvestigating the mat- 
ter in Louisiana in 1889. Oa pages 161 and 162, vol- 
ume twò, of the testimony, the following tables 
appear, showing the number of outrages committed 
on Republicans in that State between the spring 
election and the presidential election of 1868, prin- 
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cipally within a few weeks of the presidential elec- 
t 


ion.’ 

The means used to produce this result are 
shown by a table exhibiting the number of 
outrages committed in Louisiana prior to elec- 
tions in 1868, eighteen hundred and eighty- 
seven in a single State. f 

Among the excuses made by thóse who con- 
trol and defend this organization is that they 


feared the negroes; yet General Gordon and 
all southern men of intelligence testify that 
the negroes of the South have behaved: better 
than any other people ever did under the same 
cireamstances. - General Gordon says: 

“* Question. Have the negroes, as a general thing, - 
behaved well since the war? i 

* Answer. They have behayed so well that the re- 
mark is. not uncommon in Georgia that no race on 
earth, relieved from servitude under such circum- 
stances as they were; would have behaved so well?” 

They pretend that the Government of the 
United States has oppressed them, yet that 
Government, to which they had forfeited: prop- 
erty, liberty, life, spared their lives, allowed 
them their liberty, and returned them their 
property. No confiscated property is witb- 
held from its owners, although some abandoned 
property was taken ; yet the only estate remain- 
ing in the hands of the Government is Arling- 
ton, and there are gentlemen in both Houses of 
Congress anxious to remove the remains of 
our soldiers and give the cemetery back to its 
rebel owners. No life has been taken for trea- 
son. Jefferson Davis is as free as the air, a 
citizen of the Republic. Few political rights 
are denied, but a few hundred remain unam- 
nestied, and the only issue that can be made 
on amnesty is whether the remnant should be 
amnesticd also. The difference between par- 
ties this fall will be whether the Republican 
party has been derelict in not restoring to 
political power even Jefferson Davis himself. 

But, sir, the apologists for the conspiracy 
say that they have been oppressed and robbed 
by the reconstructed State governments. Let 
us look at this charge fora moment. It iscom- 
pletely answered by the fact that fhe conspiracy 
was organized long before reconstruction; but 
as it is pretended that this conspiracy was 
organized to save property, let us look at the 
financial records of the gentlemen who organ- 
ized it. 

On page 215 of the report of the com- 
mittee will be founda statement of the effect of 
the rebellion on the property of the South, from 
which it appears that, exclusive of slaves, there 
was property in the rebelling States in 1860 
valued by the census at $2,728,000,000. They 
went into rebellion and lost their slaves, and 
wasted and destroyed $1,272,000,000 worth 
of other property. And they piled up a debt 
amounting to over twenty-five hundred million 
dollars. ‘Lhe rebellion cost these financiers 
nearly four thousand million dollars in debt 
and property exclusive of slaves, and including 
slaves six thousand million dollars. And yet 
these same men tell us that they organize treas- 
onable conspiracies against the Government 
to save money. 

What bas been the financial result of recon- 
straction? The Government and the people 
of the North forgave to the people of the 
South and caused them to repudiate as debts 
more than twenty-five hundred million dollars. 
We relieved them by constitutional amend- 
ments, and by the generosity of our people, of 
debts nearly double the property thelr own 
crimes had left. If the Government and the 
people of the North had simply withheld their 
hands from the South, and left the conquered 
rebelsto theirown financial devices, the South 
would have sunk in bankruptcy and ruin as a 
man thrown into the sea witha millstone about 
his neck. The Government and people of the 
North rescued them, fed them, advanced money 
and property, restored peace and order, and 
gave them the opportunity to revive their for: 
tunes. ` 

And what isthe result? Thewhite people of 
the South continually upbraid the colored peo- 
ple, saying “The negro will not work.” Yet 
wherever you go you see scores of white mer 
lounging on the piazzas of the hotels, shifting 
their chairs to keep out of the sun, and moving 
only to get ‘‘refreshments,”’ while freedmen are 
laboring in the fields earning money to enable 
the whites to lounge. The laborers of the 
South Have produced in cotton and other agri- 
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chltural products since the war nearly $4,000,- 
000,000, more than double the value of prop- 
erty. i} 1865. And the people have saved so 
much. of these gains, that they had in 1870 
$2,700,000,000 against $1,600,000,000 at the 
end of the war, having increased their. prop- 
erty since the war over $1.100,000,000. And 
they had in 1870, $6,000,000 more than they 
had in 1860, excluding slaves. That is the 
financial result of reconstruction. 

If economical consideratians moved the 
hearts of southern men they would be infinitely 
grateful to. the Government and people, and 
equally grateful for reconstruction, which has 
paced them on the highway of prosperity. 
But they care not for money; it is a false pre- 
tense. They think more of their lost slaves 
than they do of their recovered estates. They 
think more of their humbled pride than they 
do of their restored liberties. 

They have not yet ceased reckless destruc: 
tion of their own property. The Ku Klux con- 
spiracy is fatal to property and des-ructive to 
values. It disturbs business, disorganizes 
labor, paralyzes industry and commerce. The 
documents show in single years that the value of 
property in those States where the conspiracy 
has been acting has declined by the million. 
On page 201 of the report of the committee 
will be seen the effect in Louisiana of the vio- 
lence of 1868. Property declined in that year 
$14,000,000, and in the city of New Orleans 
over $8,000.000. In Georgia, as will appear 
on page 148 of the report. property declined 
over $28,000,000 from 1867 to 1868. 

The Ku Klux conspiracy has cost the South 
more money than all the carpet-baggers of all 
the States, (including the Louisiana leader of 
the new movement,) have been able to misap- 
propriate. They have driven away the people. 

Here is acopy of I'he Freedmen’s Repository, 
giving an account of the emigration from this 
country to Liberia, showing that last fall a ship 
took out of the country from Virginia one pas- 
senger; from Florida, five ; from North Caro- 
lina, five; from another placein Georgia, sixty- 
six; and from Clay Hill, York county, South 
Carolina, one hundred and sixty-six. And at 
the bead of this South Carolina party, was Rev. 
Hiias Hill, a description of whom is given here, 
a Baptist preacher, a cripple, whom the Ku 
Klux scourged because he preached the gospel 
and taught schools, and belonged to the Re- 
publican party. He was driven with a colony 
of one hundred and sixty-six out of South 
Carolina, out of the United States of America, 
even to Liberia. 

Here were two hundred and thirty-eight in- 


dustrious people driven at once from the United | 


States to Africa. 

Before the war these colored people—men, 
women, and children—were valued by their 
owners at $500 apiece. Now they are driven 
out of the country by outrage, scourging, and 
murders; and we are told that the United 
States Government must not interfere to pro- 
tect them. Imagine Elias Hill in the wilds 
of Africa, telling the busbmen how this great 
Republic protects its citizens. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what is the present con- 
dition of this organizaiion? In the documents 
accompanying the President's special message 
is a letter from District Attorney Corbin, of 
South Carolina. On page 19 he says: 

“Orders were given last summer to the Klans by 
the chiefs and higher officers to desist from further 
attacks upon the colored people for the present. 
Luis order was given under the apprehension that 


the Government of the United States was about to 
declare warupon them. At the time the order was 
circulated among the Klans it was distinctly under- 
stood and fully discussed that they must desist for 
the present from further outrages upoan the colored 
people, but when the storm blew over, and before 
the next election, they were to be allowed to resume 
operations, Such is my information, and it is de- 
rived from so many sources that I have no doubt of 
its credibility.” . 

This is well understood; the present peace 
is but a truce, an armed truce. 


Those who imagine that because the con- 


spirators are still now, they will temain so, do 
not. understand it. In South Carolinathe mems 
bers of this organization raided in 1868, out- 


| raged, murdered people by wholesale, and j 


changed votes by scores of thousands. From 
that time until 1870 they were quiet, and then 
they raided again until more than three thou- 
sand outrages were committed in one-third of 
the State in less than six months. The con- 
spiracy is: so organized that it may remain 
quiescent for a year:or for two years ready to 
be called into the field by the blast of the bugle 
of Forrest, or by the click of the telegraph. 
Within one week this organization could throw 
into action a quarter of a million men, armed 
for conflict wiih the revolver and the bowie- 
knife and the knout; with bayonets captured 
from State troops, and revolving rifles pur- 
chased from New York city. 

Shall we trust them? Are we blind—blind 
to the red rivers of blood they have shed; 
deaf to the cries of their thousands of vic- 
tims? Are we so mad as to forget our own 
interests and our own safety? These conspira- 
tors have it in their power, if they dare—and 
they are men who have dared death at the can- 
non’s mouth and may venture it again—they 
have it in their power to sweep the whole 
South atthe next presidential election; and 
if that election depends on the South, they 
may seat their candidate in the presidential 
chair. i 

Mr. BIRD. Will the gentleman tell us who 
their candidate is? 

Mr. STEVENSON. They have not yet 
nominated theirown candidate. I suppose at 
present their inclination is to vote with the 
gentleman who questions me. But let me 
answer the gentleman perhaps more to his 
satisfaction. heir candidate will be the man 
they vote for, and their President will be the 
man they elect; and the man they elect will 
obey them. He will not dare to disobey them, 
for he would do so at the peril of his life. 
Whoever shall be the Democratic candidate 
will be the candidate of the Ku Klux con- 
spiracy ; and iť the Democrats elect the next 
President it will be by Ku Klux votes and 
violence; and the man elected will be the Ku 
Klux President, : 

l yield to the gentleman from Vermont, [ Mr. 
Poranxp.] I understand that he will yied a 
few minutes to the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Cosury,] who desires to obtain leave to 
print. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Fixx- 
ELNBURG.) ‘There are twelve minutes of the 
gentleman's hour left. 

Mr. POLAND. Mr. Speaker, I had no 
expectation of speaking—— 

Mr. BECK. As the gentleman from Ver- 
mont objected yesterday to the printing of 
anything not spoken on this floor relative to 
this Ku Klux business, I object to any such 
privilege on the part of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Srzeveysox] or any other gentle- 
man unless the debate is opened on both sides. 

Mr, POLAND. What I was about to say 
is that I had no expectation until this after- 
noon of speaking at all on this or any other 
subject, and of course have no prepared 
speech. Ifi am not allowed to have leave to 
print, Tam not now in a condition to speak 
five or ten minutes, and therefore, unless 1 
can have an extension of time so I may have 
half an hour to speak, I am not willing to 
speak at all. 

Mr. BIRD. Mr. Speaker, I hope that favor 
will be granted to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont. 

Mr. POLAND. If I can have a half hour 
to speak I will do so; otherwise I will not 
speak at all. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope there will be 
no objection to the gentleman from Vermont 
going on for that length of time. 

Mr. BECK. I do not object to the gentle- 


‘man speaking an hour or two hours, but I do 
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object, when for two days at the heel of a 
session efforts have been made to call the 
previous question ona bill like this reported 
four months ago, so that we cannot open our 
mouths—I say I do object to speeches being 
printed on leave with statements going out to 
the public as though uncontradicted, when in 
reality no such speeches ever were made. 

Mr. STEVENSON, They have been made 
on the other side of the House. 

Mr. BECK. Inever had any political speech 
printed in the five years I have been here that 
was not every word delivered on tbis floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Fixx- 
ELNBURG in the chair.) Js there objection to 
the gentleman from Vermont having thirty 
minutes ? 

Mr. BECK. I have none, and I do not 
object to his having sixty minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there auy 
objection ? 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. POLAND addressed the House. [His 
remarks will be published in the Appendix. } 
At the conclusion of his remarks he said: I 
believe I still have as much time left as the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Srevenson] did 
not use dnd yielded to me. The half hour L 
have occupied was accorded to me in my own 
right, I believe. i 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The Chair 
understood that half an hour was all the time 
allotted to the gentleman. 

Mr. MAYNARD obtained the floor, and 
yielded ten minutes to Mr. SCOFIELD. 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the Chair, whether the whole session of this 
evening has been apportioned out in advance 
to one side of the House to pursue one line 
of discussion, denying to any other gentlemen 
an Opportunity to reply to any false sta! ements 
of facts which may be made here? . 

Mr. POLAND. There are not any made. 

Mr. WOOD. I understand that the floor 
has been farmed out in advance until eleven 
or twelve o’clock to-night to members of the 
Republican side of the House. I desire to 
know whether that be so or not? Iunderstand 
it has been assigned first to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Srmveyson ;] then to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, | Mr. ScorwLD;] 
then to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr 
MaynarD;] then to the gentleman from -{n- 
diana, [Mr. Cosurn. ] 

Mr. MAYNARD. I decline to yield further 
to the gentleman, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee declines to yield further, 
The Chair does not see in the remarks of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] any 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WOOD. Will not the Chair answer? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
declines to answer. 

Mr. WOOD. If the Chair declines: to an- 
swer, that is equivalent to an affirmative 
answer, _ 

Mr. BECK. The gentlemen who are speak- 
ing to-night are all my colleagues on the Ku 
Klux Committee. The debate has been opened 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. Srevenson, ] 
who has been followed by the gentleman from 
Vermont, {Mr. Ponayp,] who is now to be fol- 
lowed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Scorreip] and the gentleman from ‘l'en- 
nessee, [Mr. Maynarp.] Thegentleman from 
Indiana. [Mr. Conury] I understand is next 
to speak, and afterward the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [ Mr. Burter.] I want to know 
whether it is understood that that side is to 
discuss—— 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I cannot yield further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gene- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] is out of 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Scoriuip] declines to yield. 

Mr. BECK. I wish merely to ask whether 
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six members of that committee are to speak 
ou one side, while I, the only member pres: 
ent represeating the other side, am not to be 
allowed to open my mouth? 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I have heard the gen- 
tleman’s interrogatory, and-will answer it. 

Mr. BECK. Very well; answer the ques- 
tion Lhave put. L 

Mr, SCOFIELD. Mr. Speaker, it is very 
seldom [ seek the floor; and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MAYNARD] has kindly 
given me now only ten minutes. If the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Bacx] has sought 
to be recognized by the Chair, it has. escaped 
my observation. : 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania permit me to remind the House 
that the gentlemun from Kentucky said he 
had no objection to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont speaking two hours. 

Mr. BECK. Idid; and I have no objection 
to the gentleman from Vermont speaking any- 
where; but L have objection to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, or any other man of 
his malignity. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I presume when the 
gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck] or the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] seek 
the floor they will have an equal chance with 
other gentleman ou this side of the House or 
on the other to be recognized by the Chair. 
I have observed since 1 have been here and 
since they have been here they have occupied 
their full share of the time of the House, and 
have always received proper recoznition from 
the Speaker, and as it has been in the past I 
presume it will be so now. 

Mr. BECK. What I complain of, and what 
I wish gentlemen to know, is that the session 
this evening has been a fixed up job.to make 
political speeches and to allow no reply. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I regret to see this is 
regarded asa party question. 

Mr. BECK. As what? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore Gentlemen will 
come to order, ‘ihe gentleman trom Pennsyl- 
vania [ Mr. Scor1eLp |} is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. BECK. Ivis a party question and has 
been used as such, and all sorts of slanders 
have been published agains: a people who are 
nut permitted an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I am not certain, Mr. 
Speaker, the bill we are discussing to-night 
will ever come before the House, or at. least 
come before the House at this session for 
action, and therefore all that may be said on 
the one side or the other so far as the debate 
may affect the result will be lost. Now, hav- 
ing been on the committee to investigate 
alieged outrages in the South, I have come to 
conclusions which I will briefly state. 

The existence, purpose, and extent of the 
Ku Klux organization is no longer a subject 
of honest controversy. Official information 
comes to us through every channel of observa- 
tion open tothe Government. Itcomes through 
the Departments of Justice, internal revenue, 
and War; through the Committees of Elections 
iu this House and in the Senate; through 
the executive department, and through special 
commitiees of Congress charged particularly 
with its investigation. All departments of the 
Government where redress ishoped for are op- 
pressed with the evidence of its crimes and 
wearied with the prayers of its victims.” All 
this is corroborated by a multiplicity of un- 
otligial but trasty evidence Reports in the 
newspapers of facts transpiring in their locali- 
ties, traveling correspondents, private letters, 
testimony taken in courts of justice upon the 
trial of some of the offenders, and even the 
perversions of the Associated Press, all tell the 
sume crael story. Supposed leaders of the 
Klans have been put upon the stand; some 
have refused to testify; some have equivo- 
cated, and some have confessed; but it all 
means confession. Neither silence nor per- 
jury could cover guilt. an 

The organization takes different forms in dif- 


ferent localities. In some States it has a writ- 
ten constitution ; in others its machinery is not 
| committed to paper. In some States it is con- 
ceuled by an external form of an ordinary 
political club, whose routine proceeding -are 
kept sacred. . But buried up in the machinery 
of organization and committees, out of sight 
even of large portions of its own member- 
ship, lies the authority to pronounce and exe- 
cute its terrible edicts. la other States it pre- 
sents no outward sign of organized existence 
except in its midnight demand for blood. -A 
prominent Republican, guilty ofno crime save 
the honest advocacy of his party principles, is 
summoned from his sleep by a handful of dis- 
guised men, is informed that sentence of death 
bas been pronounced upon him by an invisible 
power, and that they have been sent to exe- 
cute the decree. They do their work and dis- 
appear in the darkness. In the morning a 
ghastly corpse is seen suspended from a iree, 
but no one knows nor. dare inquire by whom 
the foul deed was done. It does not always 
bear the same name. In some States it is 
called ‘‘the White Brotherhood ;’’ in others 
“the Invisible Empire;’? “Knights of the 
White Camelia ;” ‘‘ Palefaces ;’’ t Young Men’s 
Democratie Club,” &.; but in many parts it 
stiil retains its original ugly name, ‘* the Ku 
Klux Klan.” Its members know each other 
by grips, signs, aud pass-words, which are from 
time to time changed, so as to form the best pro- 
tection to themselves and their guilty secrets. 
But while its name and machinery are often 
changed, its purpose is everywhere and at all 
times the same. ‘That purpose is as unmis- 
takable as its existence. It was apparent im- 
mediately after the suppression of the rebellion 
that there would be a struggle for political 
supremacy between the adherents of the Union 
with the ideas and interests represented by 
them on the one side, and the former advocates 
of disunion with their ideas and interests on 
the other. The Union men were in the 
minority at first, but when reénforced by the 
enfranchisement of the colored people and by 
a moderate immigration from the loyal States, 
they were able upon a fair count to considera- 
bly outnumber their opponents in all, or nearly 
all, the confederate States. This fact became 
apparent in divers registrations and elections 
contemporaneous with and following recon- 
struction in those States. Another fact was also 
apparent. The majority was not equal to the 
minority in wealth, power of combination, and 
political management, nor animated by a spirit 
so bitter and aggressive. To avail themselves 
of these advantages some portion of the latè 
confederates, not the largest nor the best por- 
tion, organized these secret Klans. The pur- 
pose, plainly stated, was to secure for the 
minority in numbers the control of the State. 
A subordinate object of course was to organ- 
ize and bring to the polis their own voters. 
So far well. But another and predominant 
object was to divide and: disorganize the ma- 
jority by driving off, intimidating, or killing 
their leaders. The colored people were poor, 
timid, and unaccustomed to political manage- 
ment. ‘lo a considerable extent they were 
dependent upon their more intelligent leaders 
to make their votes effective. If these leaders 


followers could be easily broken. 
leaders therefor, they made open war, by de- 
nunciation, unjust criticism, personal insult, 
groundless charges, and social ostracism. 
When these failed to result in silence or re- 
moval, the masked demons of the Klan were 
put upon the track, first with warnings, then 
scourgings, then death. 

This organization exists now in nearly all the 
southern States. It is not active, to be sure, 
but the plan, knowledge, and machinery are 
there, and can be readily turned to practical 
aceount if needed. Hitherto it has chosen 
its times and occasions with wonderful judg- 
ment. ‘The lower classes are supposed to be 


| its actors in its murderous work, but certainly 


could be cowed or silenced, the ranks of their | 
Upou these į 


its plans are devised and directed by: cool 
heads and a pretty bigh order of villain states- 
manship. Several years ago it spread over 
Louisians. Republicans were murdered by 
the hundred; so many hundreds, indeed, that 
I dare not name them for fear of encounter- 
ing discredit with those who have not exam- 
ined the evidence. For the single year of 
1868 the minority by means of this organiza- 
tion triumphed. Although the Republicans 
had twenty-five thousand majority of the votes 
in the State, as shown by registratious and 
former elections, the majurity given to Sey- 
mour and Blair was forty-seven thousand. Lt 
organized in Tennessee as early as 1866, and 
in time, by their peculiar taciics, secured a 
victory. The power thus illigttimately obtained 
has since been retained by the minority, partly 
by the terror their violence inspired and 
partly by remodeling the constitution and 
gerrymandering the districts. They waited 
a more opportune season to try the experi- 
ment in Georgia. But that season came, and 
the minority of voters are now in power. din 
South Carolina and Fiorida it failed—not to 
scourge and murder thousands of the Repub- 
lican party, but to completely carry the elec- 
tions even with such assistance. In North 
Carolina, they had temporary success ; but so 
far have failed to secure the minority in power 
by the attempted changes in the constitution, 

How many of the churches, school-houses, 
aud dwelli.gs of the poor and humbie have 
been burned; how many banishmeuis, whip- 
pings, mutilations, and murders have been 
accomplished by ihese demons of the night, 
will never be known uniil the great day in 
which the Searcher of all hearts shail make 
inquisition for blood. The commitiee could 
only visit a few localities and inquire about 
such cases as had become known in theneigh- 
borhood, despite ail etforts at coucealment. 
Within these limits of time and space their 
report makes a record too Jong for a speech 
aud too revoltiug in many of its details for 
recital anywhere. ‘To make some approxima- 
tion toward the amouut of crime committed 
by this organization we must take tne statis- 
tics of the few localities where the investigation 
was made. 

In the county of Jackson, in Florida, there 
were some seventy-live murders, and the logal 
newspaper boasted, while the committee was 
engaged in making the investigation, that there 
was not a single white Radical left alive in the 
county. 

Rev. A. J. Lakin, sent to Alabama by 
Bishop Clark, of Ohio, to look after the inter- 
est of the Methodist Episcopal Church, kept 
a memorandum of the outrages that came to 
his knowledge in six counties of northern Ala- 
bama. They amounted in all to three huu- 
dred and seventy-one. Thirty-three murders 
were included in this number. 

Colonel Merrill, of the United States Army, 
has been stationed in York county, South Car- 
oiina, from November, 1871. He testilied la st 
summer to the details of sixty-vight cases 
occurring in that county that he had earefuily 
investigated, and he estimates all the cases 
occurring in that county at from three to four 
hundred. 

In Spartanburg county the cases proved 
amount to two hundred and twenty-seven, and 
from the general evidence the estimated cases 
are about tive hundred in all. i 

We bave many volumes of similar statisties. 

I am asked if these organizations have not 
disbanded. I do not kuow that. I only 
know that their work is suspended; f cannot 
tell for how long. it will not be needed till 
ithe elections are approaching. Last spring 
we passed a law that made its operations dan- 
gerous. Some of its leaders were arrested, 
tried, convicted, and sent to the penitentiary. 
Since then the Klans have been quiet; but 
ge effective portion of that law expires with 

his session of Congress. When we are goue 
the work may again revive, and. therefore the 
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committee have recommended ` the Sonlins | 
uance of the ‘law. Its very existence will 
doubtless avoid the necessity of its use, while 
it will keep the peace, secure a fair election, 
and save the lives of many hundred citizens. 
The continuance of this law may be the ounce 
of. prevention against many pounds. of. cure. 
I know that some of our friends doubt the 
propriety of the proposed extension. They 
apprehend that our political. opponents may 
make some capital out of it. But. the same 
gentlemen felt the same apprehensions. last 
spring. Now all acknowledge the beneficent 
effect ofthat legislation. I have always found 
some gentlemen on our side who are never 
in favor of anything until six months after it 
has been done, while it often takes wo or 
three years to get the indorsement of the 
Democrats. - 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, I was a 
little surprised at the remarks which fell from 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woup] 
and the gentleman: from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Bucx,] for if I were to-night asked to select 
out of the House two men who had occupied 
more of the time of this House than any others 
I would have selected precisely those two men. 
I can compare my record with theirs line by 
line in the Congressional Globe, and it will 
turn out that they have each one of them 
occupiéd three times as much of the time of 
the House as I have. 

Mr. BECK. Does the gentleman from 
Tennessee consider that a good reason why 
he should malign his own State without an 
opportunity for reply or to defend it? We 
always had something to say, and were not 
afraid of reply. 

YNARD. I call the gentleman to 


Mr. MA 
. order, 
Mr. BECK. I call him to order. When 


he refers to me I will refer to him when he is 
blackening his own people. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen 
will come to order, 

Mr. MAYNARD addressed the House. 
[His speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, lest I may have 
been misunderstood, I desire to say that in the 
inquiry which I addressed to the Ghair some 
time ago with reference to the order of dis- 
cussion to-night I had no intention to reflect 
in the least degree upon the fairness of the 
gentleman who occupies the Chair, {Mr. Finx- 
ELNBURG.] I presume that he followed the 
memorandum which is sometimes if not usually 
placed upon the desk as to the order in which 
gentlemen shall be recognized for discussion. 
Lest possibly, from the few words I uttered at 
that time, it may have been thought by some 
that L intended some intimation that I sup- 
posed the Chair was partial in bis recog- 
nition of members, I desire to say that such 
was not my idea; and if anybody supposed that 
J intended to reflect upon the Chair, or upon 
any gentleman in this House, I beg leave to 
to have it understood that such is not the fact. 

Wheu I came here to-night, Mr. Speaker, 
it was not with the expectation of making a 
speech. I did not intend to participate in any 
discussion that might occur, whatever the na- 
ture of it might be. I have very little knowl- 


edge of the testimony or of the transactions | 


of this special committee. Iam nota member 
of it. From personal knowledge 1 have no 
acquaintance with the trath or falsity of the 
allegations which have been made and repeated 
here by «ll the gentlemen who have spoken 
upon this question ; and therefore I shall leave 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. Beck, ] 
who will probably follow me in a portion of 
my time, any reply that may be necessary to 
what has been said by those gentlemen upon 
that subject. It struck me, however, that the 
division of the time for this evoning was very 
unfair, because it gave to the majority of the 
committee the whole evening, excluding a 

member of the minority from being heart 


upon his side of the question, i 
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But, sir, this whole discussion—the speech 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Stevenson, ] 
who was occupying the floor when I entered 
the Hall; the speech of the gentleman from 
‘Vermont, [Mr. PoLanp,]}] who succeeded him, 
‘and the speech of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. MAYNARD ]—the whole discussion 
brings us back again to where we were a few 
yearsago. It-opens up for consideration not 
only the subject immediately before us with 
reference to the present condition of this seeret 
organization in the southern States, but it 
necessarily calls into view all the antecedent 
events which must have caused a condition of 
things so lamentable and so disgraceful. 

Those of us who were members of this House 
a few years ago have not forgotten the events 
that occurred in this Capitol during the war 
and those which have occurred here since the 
war. Weare familiar with the political, the 
military, and the legislative, as well as the 
executive history of these last few years; and 
in judging properly of this immediate ques- 
‘tion as to the condition of the southern States, 
the existence of this so-called Ku Klux organ- 
ization, and the outrages and assassinations 
which are charged upon it, I assume we must 
infer that there must have been some other 
chain of circumstances to lead to such a con- 
dition of society in any portion of our com- 
mon country. 

Now, it is not my purpose to go behind the 
declaration of peace. I have no disposition 
to revive in the recollection of the American 
people or of members of this House events 
which transpired immediately before the war. 
Those are matters of history; and I will say 
in passing that it is not for the historian of 
to-day to give a correct and truthful statement 
of those events. Those who live in times of 
great public excitement are not fit historians 
of the events of those times. Impartial bis- 
tory can be written only in a state of society 
that is removed from prejudice and from the 
influences which necessarily affect the minds 
of those who are the actors upon the exciting 
scene and take part in transpiring events. 

But, sir, this organization in the South has 
had its origin since the war. I donot believe 
any gentleman who has discussed this ques- 
tion, either now or heretofore, has attempted 
to declare any Ku Klux organization as such 
existed in the southern States anterior to the 
war. In all of the slanders which have been 
perpetrated on that people in days which are 
passed or at the present time nobody has any- 
where yet asserted to the contrary that the 
social condition of the southern people was as 
high and as elevated as tha: of any other por- 
tion of our country. ‘Therefore, sir, these 
organizations are the creation of events of 
recent occurrence. 

When the war closed what was the condi- 


compelled by successful arms the surrender 
of Lee near Richmond in April, 1865, what 
was the condition of the South? Prostrate, 
vanquished, rentasunder, humiliated, deprived 
| not only of the power of resistance, but abso- 
: lutely in a condition of abject humiliation and 
prostration. There we found them, in a con- 
dition not to resist any power which we chose 
| to establish or assert over them. They were 
at our feet as a political institution and as a 
political community. Bat, sir, we proceeded 
to assert the right of the conqueror, not to 
assert the right of the conqueror as told to us 
by ancient and modern history under other cir- 
cumstances, with humanity dictating a course 
that respects the conquered. No, sir; but we 
marched in and took armed possession of that 
country, and heldit in a state of bondage ever 
since. What was our first step? ‘The first 
step was to take military occupation. The 
second step was to declare those southern 
States in a condition of territorial disorgan- 
ization and dependence. The third step was 
to divide those southern States into five mili- 


tion of the South? When we the conquerors’ 


| tary districts, and to put in each district, |i 


under command of a major general, a stand- 
ing army. The fourth step was to create by 
act of Congress their political institutions and 
to obliterate, not only all their State reserved 
sovereign rights, but to -break down their 
municipal regulations for the protection of life 
and property, to ignore the established usages 
of a purely peaceful character, and to recon- 
struct them according to our own ideas of 
what their institutions should be. 

Whatthen? Then, sir, we sent down among 
them our own emissaries as judicial officers. 
We wiped out all of their judicial organiza- 
tions, Federal and local. We recognized in 
no one of the Federal judicial districts in the 
southern States the existing order of things 
as it had been from time immemorial ante- 
cedent to the war. We appointed their judges. 
We appointed their Governors. Weappvointed 
their district attorneys, their prosecuting attor- 
neys. We compelled them by acts of Con- 
gress to submit their constitutions to us for 
approval before we gave them recognition. 
We created our reconstruction acts, which, 
section by section, by every provision, made 
for them their form of government. We sent 
down their rulers, civil as well as military, 
and thus took absolute and positive control 
and power over that people to the exelusion 
of any local or State authority. 

But we did not even stop there. We enfran- 
chised a population unused to the exercise of 
this privilege, and disfranchised the cultivated, 
educated, and property-holding classes of the 
people. We reversed all the usual usages of 
society, that those who held the property are the 
best custodians of thesafety ofgood order. Those 
who have the most at stake in the preservation 
of order were deprived of any control or power 
to preserve that order in the community. The 
educated men were disfranchised and theigno- 
rant enfranchised and clothed with the fullest 
power, 

Now, sir, that condition of things has existed 
ever since. Adventurers from the North, the 
East, and the West went down there and took 
possession of their Legislatures. They got 
absolute control of the Legislatures of all the 
southern States. They and their colored co- 
operators having absolute power and control 
over the Legislatures of all the States that had 
been in rebellion, have made the laws for those 
States. They appointed all the parties having 
any authority to construe or to enforce the 
Jaws. They made all the local power existing 
besides the power of sending Representatives 
to the Federal capital. 

And these two classes, that recently enfran- 
chised and incapable of exercising the privi- 
lege, and the foreign class who had left their 
country for their country’s good, and went 
down there to better develop their fortunes— 
these two classes were the sole and exclusive 
power, and have ever since been the power in 
the South. 

Now, sir, I will say to those gentlemen who 
have held up these outrages to-night, who have 
been repeating and reiterating and recapitu- 
lating instances where these secret bands have 
perpetrated these horrible crimes that make 
our blood fairly rush back to our hearts—I will 
ask these gentlemen if the laws have not been 
enforced, and these people have not been 
punished, who is responsible but they? They 
made the laws there, and have put officers of 
their own creation there to execute them. 
They have had the magistracy. They have 
had the prosecuting attorneys. They have had 
their detectives, as was proven here to-day, 
emissaries of the Federal Government, paid 
out of the Federal Treasury there as their spies. 
They have had the United States marshals to 
arrest, and they have had the jails in which to 
put the criminals. They have had the Federal 
tribunals in which to try and punish. They 
have had the military power by which, under 
the suspension of the habeas corpus, they could 
inflict condign punishment without the slow 
process of law, 
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. And yet, sir, they complain of these out- 
rages. > Why, Mr. Speaker, how inconsistent, 
how-absurd, where they have absolute power. 
1 hold, sir, that where that power exists, if 
crime exists, the responsibility is upon the 
Republican party, and not upon the southern 
people, whom it is soughtto make responsible 
under that condition of things. The Republi- 
can party have held, for purely partisan pur- 
poses, the absolute, sole and exclusive control 
of the southern States. And the wonder is not 
that there have been outrages there; the won- 
der is that the people have so supinely sub- 
mitted to outrages against themselves, their 
lives, their dignity, and their self-respect, as 
well as their property; that they have sub- 
mitted to it in a way to show the American 
people that they had no intention or desire or 
wish to plunge this country again into the 
horrors of civil war. It is the highest compli- 
ment to the patriotism of the southern people, 
that notwithstanding all these aggravations, 
notwithstanding outrages perpetrated upon 
them by the Federal authority, grosser and 
less excusable than the outrages committed 
by these ignorant ruffians upon unoffending 
persons among the colored people—l say, sir, 
itis the highest compliment to their patriot- 
ism, that they have submitted to all this in the 
way they have done. 

But, Mr. Speaker, Ido not justify this Ku 
Klux Klan. I have not a word for them by 
way of protection, of defense, of palliation. 
They should be punished. And if they have 
not been punished, the fault lies at the door of 
the Republican party, and not at the door of 
the southern people. 

Mr, Speaker, when will this war end? Will 
it have no conclusion? Is this generation to 
pass its whole period in this internal suicidal 
conflict? Have we not had enough of blood 
and of violence and of abuse, of traduction, 
and attempt to produce sectional discord? 
When again shall the American people recog- 
nize the fact that we are all brothers; that we 
are all descendants of the same great revolu- 
tionary ancestry; that our fathers of the 
North locked shields with our fathers of the 
South; that upon the great fields of the Revo- 
lution, the armies of Virginia, of Georgia, and 
of the Carolinas were side by side with those 
of Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, 
and Pennsylvania; that as one great Ameri- 
can people we are united in institutions, united 
in religious faith, united in our devotion to the 
welfare and prosperity of our common coun- 
try, united in our past history, united in our 
future hopes? Or shall we be forever found 
thus fighting over and over again the unfor- 
tunate ahd bloody record of our great civil 
war? . 

Sir, I will say to gentlemen on the other 
side of the House that all attempts to revive 
and to continue and to perpetuate that bloody 
feud by the enactment of resolutions of this 
character must prove utterly fallacious. They 
do not keep pace with the advancing progress 
of the times if they suppose that the Ameri- 
can people can again and again be used for 
a purely partisan purpose. I believe that the 
people of this country are now resolved to 
make any sacrifice that is necessary of a 
purely political party character. Men are 
willing to change the positions that they have 
held for a third of a century. For myself, I 
have crossed every i and dotted every £ of 
my own political alphabet in sustaining the 
nominations and platforms of the Democratic 
party, but I am willing to strike hands with 
any man or any party who will unite with me 
in going forward to the restoration of entire 
peace and harmony in this country, and in 
standing upon a platform where our country 
will be higher than our party; where all our 
past, whether of party position or consistency, 
or otherwise, may be forgotten, and where we 
may stand together in a common cause for a 
common patriotic purpose. , 

When I came up this evening I did not 


intend to submit these remarks; but I: have 
felt compelled to do so on account of what 
has fallen from gentlemen to-night. I feel 
this subject deeply. I have in my career stood 
in these Halls when I was a witness to the 
conflicts between a Calhoun, a Clay, and a 
Webster, and I have seen my country on the 
verge of ruin, years and years before this civil 
war occurred in 1861. Sir, I want in my declin- 
ing years at least to be associated once more 
with an era of unity and harmony. I want to 
assist, not in fighting over the past, but in the 
development of our great agricultural, com- 
mercial, and manufacturing resources for the 
great future. 

l desire that we may do something to de- 
velop those resources by which we can relieve 
the burdens of the people; that we shall main- 
tain our national honor abroad, and preserve 
our Government’s credit at home; that we 
shall assume the right which we are honestly 
entitled to, of the foremost of all the nations 
of Christendom; that by our enterprise, that 
by our intelligence, that by our intellectual 
development, that by our general geograph- 
ical-and territorial power, that by the charac- 
ter of our population, by our domestic and 
foreign commerce, by our great material and 


yet undeveloped powers, we shall step forward 


to the front rank of nations instead of fool- 
ishly, weakly, and absurdly frittering away our 
great strength in this petty controversy over 
the villainy of a few assassins, who, if all that 
is said be true, are obliged to secrete them- 
selves in their holes at night to escape the 
ordinary vengeance of trial and punishment. 

No, sir; let this pass. Let us do some- 
thing for our country; let us legislate in a 
direction for the advancement of the inter- 
ests of this great people, and I pledge my word 
that so far as we on this side of the House are 
concerned we will go as far as the farthest 
will go of the intelligent and patriotic gentle- 
men on the other side of the House—and I 
recognize many and nearly all of them to be 
of that character—in carrying out the great 
objects and purposes of the Government. 

Let us have reconstruction ; let us have res- 
urrection; let us rise to an elevated stand- 
point of statesmanship ; let us have a compre- 
hensive, philanthropic, humanitarian disposi- 
tion toward all our people, be they in the 
West or in the South or in the North or else- 
where. Sir, if we will do that, we shall com- 
mend ourselves to our constituents; they will 
appreciate us from that stand-point; they will 
recognize us as discharging our duty to them 
and the country, and we shall go home entirely 
satisfied with our work and much better satis- 
fied in our consciences. 

I now yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Brcx.] 

Mr. BECK. I believe I have but half an 
hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. FINK- 
ELNBURG in the chair.) The gentleman has 
twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BECK. Likethe gentleman from New 
York, when I came here to-night I had not the 
most remote idea of saying a word; in fact, I 
was one of those who regretted the night ses- 
sion for debate to-night; I resisted itas long 
as it was possible to resist it, and 1 did to- 
night what may have appeared to be ungra- 
cious, and would have been at the opening 
of this session ; I objected to the printing of 
remarks on the Ku Klux biil, following in 
that regard the action of the gentleman from 
Vermont [ Mr. Potayp] on yesterday. I regard 
this Ku Klux law as of such a character 


| that whatever is said in relation to it ought 


to be said upon the floor of this House, and 
ought to be answered by gentlemen who 
are advised relative to the facts. I did not 
think that when the Committee on the 
Affairs of the late Insurrectionary States had 
reported a bill as early as January last, 
which has been permitted to lie without action 
until only two days of the session remain ; 


when the Globe is overcrowded and closed ‘so 
far as mere printed speechesare concerned, T 
repeat I did not think that gentlemen ought to 
be allowed to print speeches’ here and send 
them out tothe country as though they ‘had 
been made upon this floor, and had been made 
without being answered, when in fact they 
were not made at all, and no man ever heard 
them. - That. is the reason I protested/against 
it. Itisa practice that never ought'to have 
been allowed. I objected especially. when. I 
saw how the programme had been arranged 
for to-night. I found my colleague on the 
committee. from Ohio [Mr. STEVENSON] open- 
ing in a speech of one hour. He was followed by 
the chairman of the committee, [ Mr. Potanp.| 
He was followed by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania; and following him on the Speaker's 
list was the nameof the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, |] also a member of the 
committee, The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Maynarp] followed, and he was to 
have been followed by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Cosogx,] all members of 
the Ku Klux committee, while not a human 
being on this side of the House was to 
have an opportunity of opening: his mouth 
in reply to what was said. And all this was to 
be done, as I said, within two days of the close 
of the session, when the majority bas had the 
power to bring the bill up any day since Janu- 
„ary last, having the right to report at any time® 
I did not protest against it; it was an outrage; 
and but for the thirty minutes now allowed 
me I would continue now to protest in the 
name of the people of eleven States who were 
sought to be thus maligned and denounced 
without a friendly word permitted on their 
behalf. Ican say but little now, but what I 
can I will. It would take hours instead of 
minutes to present even an outline of the facts, 

Mr. CONGER. Iwant to say to the gentle- 
man that althoughmy name was put upon that 
list, by some means the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Woop] and the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] are allowed to come 
in before me, notwithstanding what has been 
the usual custom of the House in such cases. 

Mr. BECK. Thanks to the impartiality of 
the Presiding Officer, who upon a great national 
question like this, when four members of the 
Ku Klux committee have been allowed to hurl 
their denunciations against great, sovereign 
States, has allowed a feeble voice or two to be 
heard here for half an hour each, rather than 
to allow still others to be heard against the peo- 
ple of the southern States. I maintain that 
the Speaker did right, even if it was somewhat 
to the inconvenience of the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. Conenr. ] 

Sir, we have been resisting these political 
bills for the last three days under the gag law 
put upon us. Why were they withheld till 
now? Why were we not allowed free discus- 
sion? Ihave in my place in my feeble way, 
for the last two months, whenever the’ proper 
opportunity offered, asserted here that the 
course of conduct pursued toward the people 
of the South by the Administration under the 
proceedings of the Ku Klux bill, was infamous 
and outrageous, and that I was prepared to 
show it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman 
allow me to say—— 

Mr. BECK. No; I have not time. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Iwill tell the gentle- 
man; it was because he and others filibus- 
tered. f 

Mr. BECK. Why did the Ku Klux Com- 
mittee, with all the power of the House at its 
back, hold back until within three days of the 
end of the session, and then bring forward 
their bills, call the previous question the mo- 
ment they were presented, and seek to put a 
gag upon the minority, and then come here 
to-night with eight speeches cut and dried to 
denounce men as good as themselves—nine 
million people—your peers and the peers 
of the proudest of you? Sucha course is 
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unworthy of men who profess to bė statesmen ; || government, shall be put down, and that hon- 


that-is what I said and that is what I repeat. 

Mr. STEVENSON.: will tell the gentle- 
man, if he will yield-—— 

Mr. BECK. . That is the reason I protested 
-against that course of conduct. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Does the gentleman 
wish to know? 


Mr. BECK.. The intention on the. other |] 


side was to make their speeches to go to the 
country, to have their remarks printed which 
they never made at all, and which they would 
never venture to make here, when we had the 
rightto answer and expose them, but to pretend 
that they were made on this floor, and that 
no. man dared to deny them. Yes, sir, the 
truth’ is, that they. held. back the bill, and 
sought to gag us by moving the previous ques- 
tion, so that they might send to the country 
and circulate their calumnies as facts which 
we did not deny, when in fact their speeches 
would not be published for weeks after we leave 
and not being actually delivered here we could 
have no opportunity to deny them. That is 
the meaning of the whole Republican wing 
of the committee being on the list to-night. 

Now, sir, as 1 said, these bills have been 
brought up at the last of the session and have 
been songht to be forced through under gag 
law, and we have been threatened to be held 
here night and day by the power of adominant 
‘majority, and perhaps have an extra session 
calied if we continue stubborn, in order to re- 
elect your President by the power of the bayo- 
net. Sir, there is no necessity for the legisla- 
tion proposed, and you know it, This Ku 
Klux Committee has been in session now since 
Congress met, and no man has dared to say 
that there has been a single offense committed 
since the first day of last December. No man 
has ever come before that committee to show 
that there was any pretense for the reénactment 
of the Ku Klux bill, of the enforcement bill, 
the civil rights bill, of any of the bills which 
at the heel of the session you are seeking to 
press through ; because if he had come there 
and made such a charge he would have been 
disgraced by the exposure of the falsehood of 
the charge which the investigation which would 
have promptly followed wouid have developed. 

Now, when investigation is impossible, when 
debate under the rules is cut off, at the very 
heel of the session, you come in and in order 
to make political capital and hold despotic 
power, to destroy the rights of a free people, 
to put bayonets over them, to put supervisors 
over the elections, you raise the ery of Ku 
Klux upon the statements of your spies, pimps, 
and informers, and try to put eleven sovereign 
States under the heel of a military dictator. 
Thanks to the Democratic pariy and the patri- 
otic men on the other side of the House who 
stood by us, that cannot be done; you may 
call Congress together again to do it, your 
President may lash you to do it if he dares, 
and nothing but disgrace and failure will 
follow the effort, 

The people of this country understand the 
meaning of it, and they will hold the men ac- 
countable who attempt it. The people intend 
to be free; they intend to assert and maintain 
that the civil is superior to the military au- 
thority. They will make good the proposition 
that the people of these States are capable of 
self-government, and that bayonets at their 
throats, either at the time of election or at any 
other time, shall not be permitted when the 
courts are open and justice can be adiniuis- 
tered without sale, deuial, or delay. They 
intend to assert that the onward or down- 
ward march. of consolidation and central- 
ization Shall cease; thatthe revolution that is 
tending to bring everything to this great mael- 
strom at Washingtou shall be brought to a 
halt; ihat the corruption which is festering 
everywhere, destroying. in its efforts at con- 
cealnent even the records of your War and 
other Departments, destroying everything that 

„has heretofore been regarded as vital in civil 


esty, integrity, the security of the rights of the 
people, the maintenance of their local gov- 
ernment, and the superiority of the civil over 
the military authority shall be the rule of this 
Republie. All your Ku Klux laws, your en- 
forcement acts, your civil rights bills, cannot 
prevent the people from carrying out this re- 
form. They have taken the work in their own 
hands, and are going through with it in spite 
of all your threats, your oppressions, and your 
tyranny. 

Sir, L hold in my hand the report of our com- 
mittee; and it is indorsed in gilt letters * Ku 
Klux Conspiracy.” I would like to know who 
authorized the gentlemen on the other side to 
indorse in gilt letters upona book which is to be 
paid for by the constituents of myself and the 
other gentlemen, ‘Ku Klux Conspiracy.” 
Sir, that indorsement stands there a falsehood 
upon its face—an outrage upon the people—a 
wrong done by men in authority in these two 
Houses. It is an outrageous attempt to brand 
as a fact on the report the very subject of in- 
quiry. It might as well have been indorsed 
(and such an indorsement would have been 
more truthful) ‘Congressional Carpet-Bag 
Robbery.” 

But the whole. course of gentlemen on the 
opposite side, from beginning to end, has been 
characterized by a determination to assume 
and assert what they call facts, and not to 
give us a hearing, because they know discus- 
sion would develop that all the outrages and 
pretenses of a conspiracy among that people 
are utterly untrue. Why do I say so? There 
were eleven States embraced in this investi- 
gation. Five of those States, Virginia, Tenues- 
see, Arkansas, Texas, and Louisiana, contain- 
ing nearly one half of the population, and 
embracing more than one half of the territorial 
area of those eleven States, were acquitted by 
a majority of the committee themselves of any 
participation in the so-called ‘‘ conspiracy.’’ 

The minority of the committee wanted to 
go to those States and investigate the condi- 
tion of things there; but by a strict party 
vote (the record of which is given in the mi- 
nority report) the majority upon a call of the 
yeas and nays voted down the proposition, 
and would not allow us to go there. Why? 
Because they knew there was nothing in all 
those five great States to authorize even an 
investigation into their condition, while the 
conduct of the rulers who had been placed 
over them by Congress was a disgrace to the 
civilization oftheage, which they did not intend 
to allow us to develop and expose. Half the 
people and half the States therefore stand 
acquitted by the confession of the majority 
themselves. Can you imagine a conspiracy 
in eleven States when half the people and one 
half the territorial area stand acquitted, and 
where it is not even pretended that a Ku Klux 
organization exists in any one of them? It is 
simply ridiculous to assert such a proposition. 
_ How is it in the other six States—North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Florida, and Mississippi? It is not even pre- 
tended that out of more than four hundred 
and twenty counties embraced in those States 
there ever was a Ku Klux organization in 
more than forty ; or not over ten per cent of 
these remaining States—not over five per cent. 
of the whole—was there anything looking like 
an organization in that state of the case; and 
even where it existed no man has pretended 
that one man in twenty of all the people in the 
few counties where men have been seen in 
disguise countenanced or indorsed it, or had 
anything to do with it. Indeed, nearly all 
this people opposed and denounced such con- 
duet when they could not suppress it. 

So that, assuming the facts stated by the 
majority in their report to be trae—assuming 
the facts to be as bad as they state them— 
less than two percent., and I believe less than 
one per cent., of the whole population of the 
South ever was in any wise involved in any of 
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these wrongs. Yet this report is indorsed or 
exhibited a great ‘‘ Ku Klux Conspiracy.” 

Itis because the majority knew these facts 
to be true that this thing was crowded in at 
the heel of the session, that speeches might be 
circulated throughout the country after the 
adjournment of Congress which no man should 
have an opportunity to answer. No man can 
read the reports that are embraced in this 
volume—the great bulk of one having been 
prepared by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Srevenson, | and Í having had the honor to 
prepare the minority report at the request of 
my colleagues, except that portion bearing 
specially on South Carolina—no man can 
read them both without coming to the con- 
clusion I have stated, that at the bottom of 
all this mischief at the South was the misrule, 
mischief-making, and robberies committed by 
congressional emissaries sent down there, I 
say congressional emissaries; and I mean 
what I say. Men were sent down there by 
Congress licensed to do what they pleased 
with that people; and they executed their mis- 
sion to an extent which would satisfy the most 
rapacious or bloodthirsty. They stirred up 
sedition and strife between the white and 
the colored races by means which it re- 
quired the most. fiendish ingenuity to devise. 
‘They deceived the poor ignorant negroes, 
whose leanings were all toward. their former 
masters, and who, but for their teachings, 
would have been friendly with the men by 
whom they had been raised and supported 
until they were induced to believe every white 
man in that country was their enemy, and 
every emissary who came among them was 
their special friend. They held out all sorts 
of inducements and promises to them, They 
made the most incredible and ridiculous 
pledges to them. What has been charged is 
no myth; it is proved everywhere that the 
negroes were told if they would vote for them 
they should have each forty acres of land and 
a mule, and frequently the poor devils went to 
the polls with balters in thgir hands to lead 
home the mule they expected to receive. 
They stationed men at distances from the 
polls to arrest every man who dared to vote 
against them, threatening, and often commit- 
ting violence upon those who refused. They 
did everything to make them hate the race with 
whom they had formerly lived on terms of 
friendship. ‘Their leagues were omnipotent, 
and their orders were rarely disobeyed. Fur- 
ther than that, many of these emissaries carried 
painted stakes under their arms and sold them 
at one dollar apiece, or four, to stake off a plat, 
to ignorant blacks, telling them if they would 
step off so many steps and stick a stick into the 
ground, and then step off so many more steps 
and stick another of these painted stakes into 
the ground, and then step off so many more 
steps and stick another, and so on, they would 
be entitled to forty acres of their former mas- 
ter’s farm, as these painted stakes had been 
purchased at the Treasury Department in 
Washington to enable them thus to perfect 
their title. These poor negroes paid four dol- 
lars for these stakes. 

One gentleman who testified said one of 
these fellows had received over three hun- 
dred dollars at one barbecue for the sale of 
these painted stakes. To that extent did they 
go, and that is ouly a specimen of the imposi- 
tion they practiced on a poor, ignorant, and 
deluded people, whose real friends were sure 
to be imprisoned if they dared even to advise 
the blacks that they were being cheated or 
imposed on. They piled debt after debt on 
the States of the South, until the debt 
from 1868 to 1871 had increased. over two 
hundred and fifty million dollars. The state- 
ment made in the majority report, carefully 
prepared by the gentleman from Obio [Mr. 
Srrvenson | himself, shows that fact; aud it is 
shown also in the minority report. Those debts 
were contracted almost wholly since 1868. If 
you will take the statements given in the re- 
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orts, and. the statement of David A. Wells, 
pecial Commissioner of the internal revenue 
department, you will find those debts were con- 
tracted since 1868. Mr. Wells shows what 
the debts of the South werein 1861, and what 
they were in 1868.. He shows the following 
facts: : 
Georgia, 
State debt in 1860... ccsecccsees oe ences KAET $2,670,750 
State debt in 1867... cccessesssscesseesecsscees oorsee 6,000,000 


The treasurer reports the assets of the St t f 
all liabilties, $5,751,965. TA 
Louisiana. 

State debt in 1860. 
State debt in 1868.. See 

This amount includes $1,174,500 


ese 


$10,023,903 
236 


ascabentens 13,566, 


worth of State 


bonds held by the trust fund of the State, thus reduc- 
ing the State indebtedness to $12,391,736. 


Mississippi. 


: Arkansas, 
State debt in 1860.......enssssssosesensronarresaesnnnssns $3,092,622 
State debt in 1868, about.... 4,577,081 
Tennessee. 

State debt in 1860......0s.csssecscssesssesececees +» * $16,643,666 
State debt in 1868.0... csssessceecseee erusa 000,000 
From unofficial sources. 

Indebtedness Indebtedness 
States. in 1860. 1866-67. 

Virginia....... $33,248,141 $45,119,741 
North Carolina.. 9,129,505 11,433,000 
South Carolina.. 8,691,574 ` 8,378,255 
Florida........ 383, 638, 
Alabama.. - 5,048,000 6,304,972 

. Texas... - 2,320,360 
Oregon..... 55,372 218,574 


The minority report shows the debts in 1871 
to be as follows; 


Alabama, 
Debts and liabilities, July 1, 1861............95,939,654 87 
Debts and liabilities, July 1, 1868............ 7,904,306 92 


Debts and liabilities, in 1861, not ex- 
CEedINg.sesorseesossesepesos rosett vreseg seseeese seess $7,086,952 87 
Debts and liabilities, actual and con- 
tingent, including railroad and levee 
bonds, NOW...serssrgecseresseeseene ororeersrsesseses 19 761,205 62 


Florida. 


Debt in 1869.......... $221,000 00 
Debt in 1868, June 528,856 95 
Debt now, including railroad 

sued and authorized .....csesucees 15,763,447 54 


Tennessee. 


Debts and liabilities in October, 1861...$20,105,606 66 
Debts and liabilities in January, 1871... 45,688,263 46 


This has been reduced several millions since the 
Democrats obtained power. (See Governor’s mes- 
sage to the Legislature, October, 1871.) 


i Texas. 
Texas had no debt before tho war. . 
The comptroller states it, November, 1871, at not 


less than...isessesssrerasroeorsesosesessossossereeere $3,009,000 00 
Debts and liabilities, including railroad 
bonds, now. (See proceedings of tax- 
vae CONVENTION... eee pratet sees 
While the taxation imposed in 187 
was, as stated by the committee of 


17,000,000 00 


that convention esssssserseree kanie sore iet 5,361,000 00 
Virginia. 

Debt and liabilities in 1861.....c..cccssees $31,938,144 59 

Debt and liabilities in 1871.0... 47,390,839 96 


Take the statistics made by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Srevexson] and they show the 
increase of the debts of those States exceed 
over two hundred and fifty million doliars in 
the last few years. 

Now, where has the money gone? Read 
the reports. Read the statement asto any of 
the States—for example, that of the auditor of 
Louisiana. He tells you that the enormous 
debt piled on that State was under the pretense 
of building railroads, when there is not one 
foot of railroad which has been built by that 
money. Take the case of Florida, and you will 
findthere is nothing to show for it there. Take 
the case of Alabama, and you will find hundreds 
and thousands, yes, millions of dollars, given 
to railroads in excess of all they were entitled 
to, forthe purpose of giving corrupt contracts 
to friends of members of the Legislature. 


* Obtained from unofficial sources. 
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and it is too well known to need 


The money has been squandered in that way 
and in every other. Take the case of Georgia— 
mention ; 
Governor Bullock who was here in attendance 


on Congress two years, ago feasting and wining | 


and dining the Reconstruction Committee and 
leading members of Congress, is now a fugi- 
tive and cannot be found. His great friend 
and banker was Henry Clews, who is now get- 
ting up Grant meetings in New York city, and 
is the same man who went upon the bond of 
Bailey, the defaulting collector of internal rev- 
enue for the thirty-second district. of New 
York, while Bailey is a defaulter to the extent 
of $600,000, and absconded in March, 1867, 
with the name of Henry Clews on his bond. 
That bond has not yet been sued, as the rec- 
ords show, because, I suppose, Clews is useful 
as the subservient tool of the party and is 
running the machine for.them in New York. 

These are only specimens of the men. who 
have been carrying on these State govern- 
ments, and of the way they were managed. I 
maintain that this book, then, instead of being 
falsely named the ‘‘ Ku Klux Conspiracy,” if 
it had been marked as ‘‘the report of the out- 
rages of congressional carpet-baggers,’’ would 
have stated the absolute truth. You all re- 
member the case of Alabama. She came here 
in the Fortieth Congress with a constitution 
which her people had defeated in accordance 
with your own reconstruction laws, and yet she 
was not allowed the benefit of her guarantied 
rights. You put her into an omnibus bill and 
you declared that she was entitled to represent- 
ation ; and men who were defeated at the polls 
went and took possession of her. Her Legis- 
lature, both her senate and her lower house, 
was composed of meu all of whom had been 
defeated by the people. Her Representatives 
in these Halls were men many of whom had 
not set foot on her soil, or if so, only for 
temporary purposes. The congressional 
emissaries took possession of Alabama, and 
her debt was increased from $8,000,000 to 
$38,000,000 in three years; and the senate, 
constituted as I have said, declaring that it 
had the right to exist for four years longer, has 
perpetuated its own power and is now in 
power. 

How was it in Georgia? She had almost 
escaped your thralls. She had elected a Legis- 
lature in 1868 that was supposed not to be obe- 
dient. Thesystem of plunder under Bullock 
and Blodgett, and men of that gang, could not 
be carried on; and fellows to suit the Admin- 
istration could not get into the Senate of the 
United States if that Legislature was permitted 
to represent the State. An act was attempted 
to be passed by Congress to re-reconstruct 
Georgia, but Congress declined to go the length 
the President desired. I have here all his 
orders and all the proof in regard toit. After 
Congress failed to give the President authority 
to rereconstruct Georgia, he sent his General 
Terry down there, and made him absolute 
master by orders which areall set forth in this 


report; and that man, by the order of the. 


President, turned out nineteen duly elected 
Democrats and put in nineteen defeated Re- 
publicans in order to make the Legislature of 
Georgia Republican. He put a man by the 
name of Harris, a railroad employé, in the 
speaker’s chair of the house of.representa- 
tives, and so organized that Legislature that 
$30,000,000 were stolen from the State by a 
Legislature made by the President of the 
United States and by his military commander, 
General Terry. 

I have said on this floor, and I repeat it, 
that if Andrew Johnson had been guilty of 
one tenth of the enormities of which Pres- 
ident Grant was guilty in those acts relative 
to Georgia, not only would he have been suc- 
cessfully impeached, but he would not have 
found one man in the Senate of the United 
States, Democrat or Republican, bold enough 
to cast a vote for his acquittal. And no man, 
although these orders have been brought up 
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and read, -and are. here-now, no Republican 
on the other side to this day has. ever dared to 
vindicate the President and indorse his con- 
duct, or go before the country and say he had 
a right to do what he did. At least no-man 
has ever dared to do so when he could be 
replied to. : ; 

And yet men will tell me about the good 
conduct of the party. in carrying on the affairs 
of the southern States. Complaint is made by 
gentlemen on the other side of the kind of 
witnesses by whom we have proved all those 
things. And the distinguished gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Pouanp] said we brought up 
the Governors, the lawyers, the judges, the 
men who kneweverything generally, and knew 
nothing specially, while they brought up the 
particular men who had suffered the wrongs 
to prove that these things had occurred. Yes 
sir, we summoned men of intelligence and 
gentlemen; they brought: up spies, thieves, 
informers, men of the most degraded possible 
character, many of them unworthy of belief 
on oath, and proven to be unworthy of belief 
on oath. There was Howle, of North Caro- 
lina, the distinguished gentleman who appeared 
and claimed to be a Virginian, kin, I believe, 
to General Lee. 

When he told his tale about outrages, he 
excited the whole Ku Klux committee to such 
an extent that they thought it important to 
proceed to North Carolina at once, where this 
man Howle was proved by old Elias Bryant, 
a Republican, to be the most unmitigated 
scoundrel on the face of the earth, and it was 
shown that all his statements about Ku Klux 
were false. He wasdealt with because he and 
two or three strumpets living in the neighbor- 
hood where he was had taken a white girl of 
fifteen years of age to a house where blacks 
and whites—Howle himself the blackest 
among them—expected to have that poor girl 
for their own vile purposes; and because the 
neighbors took her away and broke up the 
den he came to tell the committee these tales 
of horrors. By both whites and blacks he 
was proved to be a liar and a scoundrel. And 
these are the men that are relied upon, andia 
whose charge the soldiers of the United 
States are placed to arrest and imprison citi- 
zens, as was done by Howle, and a magnifi- 
cent Ku Klux case made of it. 

A man by the name of Rockafellow, from 
Atlanta, of the same character, was also 
brought up and proved to be infamous. A 
man by the name of Talliafero, from Missis- 
sippi, was also brought up, whose record, if I 
were to repeat it here, would show that he had 
been guilty of crimes which would hardly be 
credited. An old and ignorant negro named 
Roper was brought up in Alabama to tell 
the circumstances of the Huntsville riot. A 
thousand white Republicans saw that riot. 

It had been investigated by the civil and 
military tribunals, and Roper himself had 
been indicted for his share in thatriot. And 
yet this poor old ignorant negro was selected 
to blacken the people of Alabama and to tell 
what the committee knew was not true at the 
time they made him tell his story. I charged 
in the committee-room, and I repeat it, that it 
was an outrage and a scandal for Senators and 
Representatives to bring such a man before 
them to testify and to blacken the character 
of the people of Alabama. 

An old man named. Lakin, a preacher, 
who was proven to be unworthy of belief, 
utterly so, testified in regard to a Ku Klux 
baby, while the testimony of the attending 
physician is that the child was dead when 
born, and decomposed in part. Out of this 
Lakin manufactured his story. 

Mr. POLAND. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman to say that it was proved that Lakin 
was an infamous man? 

Mr. BECK. It was. 

Mr. POLAND. By whom? 

Mr. BECK, It was proved before the sub- 
committee at Huntsville, Alabama, by four 
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respectable witnesses, and your committee 
haveheld back that testimony since November, 
and we cannot get it: from the Printing Office. 

Mr. POLAND. Who holds it back? 

Mr. BECK. Either the printers or the 
committee, | do not know which. 

Mr. POLAND. I ask the gentleman to 
say in what. respect, in what particular is 
there one word against the character of Mr. 
Lakin. ay 
: Mr. BECK. That he was notoriously a 
liar is proved by the testimony, and further 
that he was dismissed from a church in Indi- 
ana because of his relations with his wife’s 
own kinswomen, and if the gentleman wants 
to seea copy of the testimony | will furnish 
it to him in the morning. 

- Mr. POLAND. [I assert that not one word 
of that kind was before the committee any- 
where. 
.-Mr. BECK. I assert thatit was, and if the 
entleman’s information is that it was not his 
information is false. ‘I'he testimony was taken 
at Huntsville, Alabama, and I was there, and 
the gentleman was not. 

Mr. SrHVENSON. I want to say to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, if he will allow me, 
as he is speaking of an absent man, that the 
trial at Huntsville before Judge Busteed justi- 
fied what Lakin testified to. 

Mr. BECK. If you will extend my time I 
will read you the testimony. Lakin swears to 
certain. circumstances in reference to this Ku 
Klux baby, and the affidavits of physicians 
contradicung his testimony will be found on 
page 494 of the report. ‘lhe physician testi- 
fies that every statement to which he swears 
with so much pomp and circumstance about 
this Ku Klux baby is untrue; that it was a 
child partly decomposed, and had been dead 
for several days before its birth, and that the 
appearance of the child did not resemble the 

u Klux, but was the result of partial decom- 
position, And he goes on to say that all the 
statements that Lakin made about the bad 
treatment he had received. when going to his 
camp meetings were untrue. As [ have but 
two minutes of my time left, I will only refer 
to page 494 of the report, where the gentleman 
can see the testimony of a respectable physi- 
cian proving that fact, andin the morning Í 
will furnish further affidavits, so that the gentle- 
man can see them. 

Mr. POLAND. [know nothing in relation 
to any affidavits my friend may have in his 
pocket; but I assert, so far as I have any 
information 

Mr, BECK. Has the gentleman ever read 
the testimony taken in Alabama before the 
sub-committee? 

Mr. POLAND. I think I have. 

Mr. BECK. Have you read it? 

Mr. POLAND. I believe I have. 

Mr. BECK. Where and when? 

Mr. POLAND. I saw it in manuscript in 
the committee-room, 

Mr. BECK. When? 

Mr. POLAND. Oh, a long time ago. 

Mr. BECK. Why, sir, it was a pile as high 
as that, [holding his hand about two feet above 
his desk, | and it lay in the basement-room of 
the other end of the Capitol for weeks, and 
never was before the committee. As late as 
the middle of February it was not out of the 
short-hand notes of the reporter. We have 
been struggling week after week to get it, and 
to this day it cannot be obtained. T'he Repre- 
sentative from Alabama, [Mr. Sioss,] who 
was here in his seat a few moments ago, was 
at the Printing Office a few days ago, I believe, 
and could not get it. ` 

Mr. SLOSS. L made application to the 
Publie Printer for it. 

Mr. BECK. When? 

Mr. SLOSS. Last week. 

Mr. POLAND. I understand that from the 
press of business in the Printing Office all 
this. testimony has not been printed until 
lately. : 


_ Mr. BECK. I will undertake to prove, be- 
ginning with the testimony of the best men in 


Huntsville, concerning this man Lakin, and’ 


following him through Blount county, with the 
testimony of this physican, and taking his own 
statement, that that man, Dr. Lakinso called, 
a Methodist. missionary, sent down there to 
breed disturbance at Huntsville, is infamous, 
and utterly unworthy of belief. And if I can- 
not prove it before any community I will 
abandon my defense of that people. - 

Mr. STEVENSON. Does the gentleman 
deny the existence of the Ku Klux in Alabama? 

Mr. BECK. J] admis that there have been 
bands of disguised men who have committed 
great outrages in various places in the South 
and they ought to be severely punished. They 
have done it in Indiana, théy have done it 
everywhere, and they will always do it as long 
as human nature remains as it is. But this 
should be said: in the South men have been 
goaded and trampled upon and driven as men 
never before have been in any free country; 
they have been ruled with a rod of iron, 
especially in South Carolina, of which I in- 
tended to speak, if [ had had time, and to 
show that the outrages committed by the 
President there, especially bis declaration of 
martial law, was without cause, and to show 
that the statements which he made in his mes- 
sage, in which he said he obtained his informa- 
tion from the Ku Klux committee, were un- 
true, as I stated at the time they were untrue, 
and which Iam ready at any time to prove, as 
all the committee know, as no such informa- 
tion was furnished by the committee. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then let the gentleman 
join with us in suppressing these outrages in 
the South. 

Mr. BECK. The gentleman tried to re- 
reconstruct his own State, till the falsehood 
of the statements of the witnesses was proved, 
so that he had to abandon them. 

Mr. MAYNARD. What does the gentle- 
man say? 

Mr. BECK. [say the gentleman tried to 
reconstruct bis own State years ago, till the 
falsehood of the statements of the witnesses 
brought forward to sustain his position was 
proved. 

Mr. MAYNARD. There is not a particle 
of foundation in asything the gentleman has 
said. 

Mr. BECK. I proved it on this floor, in the 
gentleman’s presence, last year. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Speaker, I do not see 
why the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Becx] 
is so excited in this matter, I do not know 
whether it is because he is in sympathy with 
the Ku Klux—— 

Mr. BECK. E am in sympathy with all 
oppressed people. 

Mr. COBUKN addressed the House. [His 
remarks will appear in the Appendix. } 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SELMA, ALABAMA. 

Mr. TURNER, by unanimous consent, was 
granted leave to print some remarks which he 
had prepared, relative to the construction of 
a public building at Selma, Alabama. [See 
Appendix. ] 

ELECTIVE FRANCHISE. 

Mr. ARCHER, by unanimous consent, was 
granted leave to print some remarks on Senate 
bill No. 499, relating to the tenure of office and 
the elective franchise. [See Appendix.] 

KU KLUX. 

Mr. ELLIOTT addressed the House. [His 
remarks will appear in the Appendix. ] 

And then, on motionof Mr. MAYNARD, 
{at twelve o’clock and twenty-two minutes a. 
m.,) the House adjourned. j 


PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees: : 

By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of John 


Scott and a large number of other citizens of 
Calmar, Iowa, asking the establishment of 
certain mail routes in northern. lowa. 

Also, the petition of P. S. Palmer and a 
large number of others, citizens of Clermont, 
Iowa, on the same subject. ~ : 

Also, the petition of ©. A. Dean and various 
others, citizens of Monona, Iowa, on the same 
subject. : : 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspar, May 30, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owex, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move that 
the reading of the Journal be dispensed with, 
and that the Senate take up House bill No. 
694. 

Mr. BAYARD. I object. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I wish to make a 
motion of a similar character. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
submit the question if it is for another bill. It 
requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Itistotake up Senate 
bill No. 699, in regard to the salaries. of the 
marshal and district attorney of Nebraska. It 
will lead to no debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tion? 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not object especially 
to the bill of the Senator from New Jersey. 
I object generally to taking up bills on the 
instant of the assembling of the Senate. I 
thinkit is not the thing to suspend the Journal 
to take up a billat once. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think within 
a day or two of the end of the session, if we 


Is there objec- 


can get bills passed, nobody ought to object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can- 


not overrule the objection of the Senator from 
Delaware, and the Journal must be read. l 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to suggest 
to my friend from Delaware that perhaps he 
would not insist on the reading of the Journal 
if we allow the morning business to take its 
regular course. 
Mr. BAYARD. Ihave no objection to that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection to 
dispensing with the reading of the Journal is 
withdrawn, and petitions are first in order, 
Mr. BAYARD. I consider that there should 
be some few minutes left for gentlemen to get 
into their seats. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is fair.’ 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WRIGHT presented additional papers 
in relation to the claim of Mrs. Mary John- 
son for damages resulting from Indian depre- 
dations; which were reterred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALCORN presented the petition of J. 
D. Leflore and J. C. Harris, asking for payment 
for horses, mules, &c., furnished to the United 
States, and for other relief, &c.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs, Har- 
riet Miles, praying payment of the sum of 
$3,500 for her house destroyed for military 
purposes by order of General U. S. Grant, 
and appraised at $3,500 by a military commis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of 
Sarah F. Stapler, in behalf of the heirs of the 
late John Ross, praying compensation for 
property destroyed by rebels during the war of 
the rebellion ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


WILLIAM FRESILONE, 


Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2419) granting a pension to William Freshone, 
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have directed me to report in favor of the bill, 
and recommend its passage. There isa report 
in the case which I ask to have printed, and if 
there is no objection I should like to have the 
bill put on its passage now. i 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to eon- 
sider the bill. It is a direction to the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
petision laws, the name of William Freshone, 
atea captainin company B of the eighth regi- 
ment of Ohio cavalry, from the 12th day of 
October, 1864, deducting the amount received 
by him on pension certificate now held by him, 
and this actis to be in lien of that certificate of 
pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred House bill No. 2763, to 
provide a building suited to the use of the 
custom-house, post office, the pension and 
revenue officers, and the judicial officers of the 
United States in the city of Memphis, Tennes- 
see, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am also 
directed by the’same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2850) author- 
izing the construction of a public building at 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for the use of the 
post office and United States courts in said 
city, to report it favorably on the ground that 
it makes no appropriation. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask that that bill be put on 
its passage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for inform- 
ation. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I deem it 
my duty to say that the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds would not have reported 
abillofthiskind. Itisin very awkward shape 
and limits the amount for the site and the pub- 
lic building to be erected in Philadelphia to 
$1,500,000, and directs the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to go on and purchase the ground, 
without making any direct appropriation. My 
own opinion is that the bill will be entirely 
inoperative ; but as the people of Philadelphia 
are very anxious that something should be 
done, the committee finally consented that the 
bill should pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will have to go over. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope there will be no 
objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I have been ill for a day 
or two and have not had my fair day in court 
on behalf of the pensioners, and I ask the Sen- 
ate therefore to consider four or five pension 
bills that are on the Calendar that have been 
reported favorably for some weeks. As they 
are mere acts of simple justice and involve no 
heavy claim on the United States, it seems to 
be due to these. poor people, particularly as 
the pensions only take etfect from the passage 
of the act, that those bills should be passed. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think we ought to go 
through with the morning business. 
resolution to offer, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There are ten 
or twelve pension bills on the Calendar reported 
favorably. 

Mr. SUMNER. We can get through with 
the morning business in five or ten minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, after the morning 
business, I shall ask that this be done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont asks cousent that after the morning 
business the Senate shall consider pension 


I have a | 


bills reported favorably by the Committee on 
Pensions. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall ask that the 
conference report on House bill No. 2116 be 
considered, and if it is in order now I ask that 
it may be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be objection to the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 


SCHOOLS IN WASHINGTON. 


‘ Mr. PATTERSON. The Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom were referred 
tbe amendments of the House of Represent- 
atives to the bill (S. No. 299) amending an 
act entitled “An act directing the conveyance 
of a lot of ground for the use of the public 
schools of the city of Washington,” have had 
the same under consideration, and have in- 
structed me to ask that the Senate concur in 
the amendments of the House. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendments. 

The amendments of the House of Represent- 

atives were in line three to strike out the words 
“ proper authorities’? and insert the word 
“Governor ;’”’ in line four to strike out the 
words ‘‘they are” and insert ‘‘he is;” and 
add to the bill the following proviso: 
_ Provided, That said sale shall be made at pub- 
lic auction in the day-time, to the highest bidder, 
upon notice of the time, place, and terms of sale 
published in the National Republican and_Daily 
Patriot, newspapers published in the city of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, once on each day re- 
spectively, in their respective issues, for thirty days 
immediately preceding the said sale, and the Qov- 
ernor may, if in his opinion the said lot will bring a 
higher price, give time for the payment of a part of 
the purchase-money, taking the usual security upoa 
said lot, which he is authorized to take, and dis- 
charge when full payment shall be made. 


The amendments were concurred in. 
Mr. PATTERSON. The same commit- 


tee, to whom was referred the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. No. 298) directing the conveyance of cer- 
tain lots of ground with the improvements 
thereon, for the use’ of the public schools of 
the city of Washington, have instructed me 
to report in favor of concurring in the amend- 
ment. I ask for its present consideration. 
There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendment of the 
House of Representatives, which was te strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the bill, 
and in lieu thereof to insert the following: 
That the following described lands in the city of 
Washington, to wit, a parcel of land marked and 
designated upon the map of the city of Washington 
as part of lot numbered eleven in square numbered 
one hundred and forty-one, beginning at the north- 
west corner of said lot and running thence due 
south on the west line of said square fifty feet; 
thence due east thirty feet; thence due north fifty 


feet; and thence due west, on the north line of said 
square, to the point of beginning; also a certain 


piece of land, marked and designated upon the map | 


of the city of Washington as a public reservation, 
located between Eighth and Ninth streets and K 
street and Virginia avenue, southeast, known as the 
Anacostia engine-house, and the buildings and im- 
provements on said lots are hereby set apart and 
appropriated for the use of the public schools in 
said city of Washington so Jong as they shall be 
occupied for that purpose andno longer. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PATTERSON. The same committee, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2884) for the settlement and payment of the 
claim of Elizabeth S. Brewer, executrix of 
Jobn Brewer, have instructed me to report it 
back without amendment, and to ask imme- 
diate action thereon. It has only two or three 
lines. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very sorry, but as 
long as my poor widows are standing at the 
door I must cbject. : 

Mr. PATTERSON. This is a poor widow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. She must wait her turn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for action on the 
conference report. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in order at this 


| time? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It has a certain 
priority, but it does not under the rule come 
up in preference to otber business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then let it take its turn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask a vote of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. After the morn- 
ing business it can be reached by moving it 
like any other report of a committee or any 
resolution on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I shall insist on 
going on with the morning business uutil it is 
through. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just what I am 
trying to do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees are in order. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 772) to incorporate the Loomis Aérial 
Telegraph Company, asked to be discharged 
from its farther consideration, - 

Mr. POMEROY. I should like to have 
that bill go on the Calendar. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPENCER also, from the same com- 
mittee, to whom was referred the biil (H. R. 
No. 2570) for the relief of T. H. Holderness, 
owner of the British ship Duke of Edinburgh, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SPENCER. | am directed by the same 
committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 837) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to regulate the diplomatic and consular 
system of the United States,” approved Au- 
gust 18, 1856, to report it back, and ask for its 
present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is objected 
to by the Senator from Vermont, and he is in 
his seat and insists on the objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPENCER. Then I withdraw the 


report. 

Mr. OSBORN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2050) for the relief of J. S. Underhill, 


| reported it without amendment, and submitted 


a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the joint select Commit- 
tee on Alleged Outrages in the Southern States, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1169) 
to amend an act to enforce the right of the 
citizens of the United States, &c., approved 
February 28, 1871, reported it without amend- 
ment, 

He also, from the same committee, reported 


i a bill (S. No. 1176) to extend the provisions 


of the fourth section of the act approved 


; April 20, 1871, and to declare and enforce 
| the civil rights of citizens of the United States; 


which was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. BAYARD. [rise to place this ques- 
tion before the Senate, as I am on the com- 
mittee. The joint select committee of the 
two Houses was created for a special purpose. 
The resolution creating that committee de- 
scribed the duties and powers of the commit- 
tee. Iwas notin the Senate at the time this 
reference was made of a matter in no way ger- 
mane to the object for which the committee 
was created; and I desire to ask whether the 
question can be raised now, when the com- 
mittee report—at the first time the oppor- 
tunity has been given to me or to any mem- 
ber of the committee upon this floor, even the 
Senator presenting the bill—I ask whether an 
objection can now be made to the reception 
of that bill as business for the Senate, ou the 
ground that it relates to subject-matter not 
germane to the object for which the special 
committee was created? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
answer the question, for it is a very plain one 
under parliamentary law. When a committee 
is raised with any specific duties, it has, of 
course, jurisdiction of those specific daties ; and 
in addition thereto the legislative body raising it 
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may refer to it other matters if it sees fit; and 
the reference of other matters gives it jurisdic- 
tion of those matters. ‘For instance, a judicial 
question can be referred by the Senate to the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills if they see fit so 
to do, and the reference of that matter by the 
Senate to the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
would give it jurisdiction of that particular 
matter, on which it would have, therefore, a 
right to report. The Chair therefore holds, 
according to the statement made by the Sen- 
ator, though he does not know what that bill 
is, that if it was referred to the committee by 
the Senate, the committee certainly had the 
right to report it back. 

Mr. BAYARD. Allow me to ask another 
mestion. By the joint rules of the House and 
enate, I find that where there is a standing 

committee and a special committee, the ques- 
tion of reference is to be decided first in respect 
to a standing committee? 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. That isthe rule: 
where there is a conflict between a standing 
committee and a select committee as to a 
reference, the Chair must first put the ques- 
tion on reference to the standing committee ; 
but if no motion is made to refer to a standing 
committee, then the question is put only,on the 
pending motion, to refer toa select. joint com- 
mittee, or a select committee of either House. 

Mr. BAYARD. 1 make the point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not know that the point was made.at the time 
the bill was introduced. If so, the ‘question 
would have been first put on referring it to the 
standing committee, and if that was put, and 
the Senate refused to refer it to a standing 
committee, and then refer it to a select com- 
mittee, it would be an evidence of their determ- 
ination to send to aselect committee, 

Mr. BAYARD. Allow me to say that the 
bill was introduced in the midst of business 
of the Senate, in the absence from the Senate 
Chamber of men:bers of the select committee, 
introduced as a matter of surprise, and referred, 
being a matter of general legislation, to a 
committee created tor a select and special 
purpose. Therefore the opportunity was not 
given to me and to other members of that 
committee to object to so irregular a reference 
or to ask that the question might be raised of 
referring the maiter to the appropriate stand- 
ing committee instead of smuggling it into 
the select committee, who, I think, have no 
jurisdiction over the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Delaware, without 
commenting on the question of smuggling, 
that when the Senate refer a bill there are two 
ways open always to every Senator for the 
purpose of correcting any mistake that may 
have been made in the hurry of business. 
The first is, that the Secretary reads publicly 
the title of every bill, and the Chair puts, in 
as loud, atone as he is capable of, the ques- 
tion of reference to the particular committee 
named; and itis a presumption, though per- 
haps a violent one, that every Senator is lis- 
tening to the Chair and the Secretary when the 
public business is going on; but failingin that, 
it is supposed that every Senator hears the 
Journal read the next morning, and either 
that day or the next day he can move to 
reconsider any question of reference if he 
obtains the floor when there is no other ques- 
tion pending. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ishould have moved that, 
but the committee proceeded to act upon it 
instantly, and returned it with instructions to 
the chairman to report it yesterday. There was 
no time possible for reconsideration. There 
was no such measure pending, or intended to 
be referred, or that had been referred, or that 
was to be reported, so far as I knew, till the 
committee met. À 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is the first 
reading of the bill. The Chair understands 

the Senator from Delaware to object to its 
second reading. 


i 
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` Mr. SCOTT. I desire simply to make a 
very brief statement. i 
Mr. BAYARD. 
reading. i 5 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the statement of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SCOTT. I shall make it very brief. I 
have reported two bills, one of which was 
introduced in the Senate by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Kextoae] and réferred to this 
committee. I was not in the Senate when it 
was introduced, and as the remark,of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware might be construed into a 
reflection on the action of the. committee as 
having been taken with special reference to 
that, I desire to state that-a meeting of the 
committee was called at the instance of the 
members of the House who are members of 
the joint select committee, without any refer- 
euce whatever tothis bill, and with more espe- 
cial reference to the other. bill which I was 
directed to report; and when the committee 
met this bill was found on our table as referred 
to us, and having been referred.there, we 
thought it our duty to act upon it. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has 
gone on the Calendar. 

Mr. POOL. . I wish to make a statement in 
regard to this matter. The subject-matter of 
the bill relates to elections. The point raised 
by the Senator from Delaware is that that is 
not germane to the purpose for whieh the 
committee was originally raised. Now, this 
is the statement I wish to make—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from North Carolina desires to make a state- 
ment. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope it will be brief. 

Mr. POOL. Under the terms of the reso- 
lution raising that joint committee I do not 
believe election matters were legitimately be- 
fore them; but at the instance of the Senator 
from Delaware and his friends on the commit- 
tee they insisted upon going into an investiga- 
tion of those matters, and as the committee 
has reported upon them, at their instance, I 
think anything relating to that subject is a 
proper matter to reler to the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has 
gone on the Calendar. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. No. 757) to authorize the appointment of 
certain officers in the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, have instructed me to report it back, and 
to ask that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House. I ask for its present 
consideration, 

The amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives was read, being to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and in lieu thereof insert: 

That the President be, and hereby is, authorized to 
nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, to appoint certain officers of the quar- 
termaster’s department tothe grade they would have 
held in said department, respectively, bad the vacan- 
cies created therein by the act of July 28, 1866, from 
the rank of majorto the rank of colonel, both in- 
clusive, been filled by promotion by seniority: Pro- 
vided, That no officer shall be deprived of his rela- 
tive rank or reduced from his present grade by this 
act, and that the officers whose appointments are 


herein authorized shall take rank and receive pay 
only from the date of their confirmation. 


Mr. NYE. Ishould like to look at that. ` 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie over. 
Mr. POOL, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the 
petition of Fannie A. Thompson, submitted a 
report accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1177) for 
the relief of Fannie A. Thompson, surviving 
heir and legal representative of William 
Thompson, deceased, formerly a brigadier 
general in the Army of the revolutionary war. 
The report was ordered to be printed; and 
the bill was read, and passed to a second 
reading. f 
- Mr. BOREMAN, from the select Commit- 
tee on the Removal of Political Disabilities, 


I object to the second 


to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 142) to 
relieve Charles J. Faulkner, of West Virginia, 
from the legal and political disabilities imposed 
by the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, reported it with an 
amendment. - 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask uñanimous consent 
to take up House bill No. 2833. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ' The Senator 
from Vermont has objected to unanimous 
consent.. 

Mr. SAWYER. I appeal to the Senator 
from Vermont to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Icannothelpit. Ishall 
object to everything from this time forth until 
I can get up from the Calendar bills reported 
from the Committee on Pensions, which have 
been objected to, and now they cau only get 
their chance by insisting on their rights, as I 
will. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2941) for the relief of Frederick Pech, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1178) to enable honorably discharged sol- 
diers and sailors, their widows and orphan 
children, to acquire homesteads on the public 
lands of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1179) 
to make San Diego, in the State of California, 
a port of entry; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill ($. No. 
1180) for the relief of Lieutenant W. F. Gar- 
den; which was read’ twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VICKERS asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to- introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1181) approving the building of the 
Washington and Hast Alexandria railroad ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SUMNER. I send to the Chair a joint 
resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution. I wish to have it read by its 
title and printed. 

The joint resolution (S. R. No. 7) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution provid- 
ing for the election of President by a direct 
vote of the people, and abolishing the office 
of Vice President, was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. SUMNER. Let it go on the Calendar. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint 


resolution will be placed on the Calender. 
OENSUS COMPENDIUM. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following 
resolution ; whieh was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House conenrring,) 
Thatthere be printed two hundred and fifty thousand 
copies of the compendium of the census of 1870, of 
which seventy-five thousand copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, one hundred and fifty thousand 
forthe use of the House of Representatives, and 


twenty-five thousand for the use of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 


OFFICIAL REPORTERS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I offer a resolution. I 
had intended to offer it as an amendment 
to the bill for the prevention of cruelty to 
animals; but that bill is not likely to come up, 
I fear: : 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds be instructed. to inquire into the 
expediency of providing more suitable accommoda- 
tions fer the official reporters of the Senate than 
those now provided for them. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


1872. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Cuinton Lioyp, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. No. 2946) to divide the State of Illinois 
into three judicial districts, and for. other pur- 
poses; in' which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthere are no further 
resolutions, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of pension bills on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move te proceed to 
the consideration of the conference report on 
the steamboat bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The motion of 
the Senator from Vermont is first in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is a very import- 
ant bill, and it ought to be acted upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There are four 
thousand bills on the Calendars of both Houses, 
and the Chair must recognize that Senator who 
first addressed him in regard to any of these 
bills, many of which areimportant. The mo- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont is that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of pension 
bills on the Calendar reported favorably by the 
committee of which he is chairman. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to say now, before 
these pension cases are taken up, that while 
the chairman of the committee calls for favor- 
able cases, there is one case reported against 
that I shall ask to have taken up immediately 
after the other cases are through. The case 
is such a one that I think it is my duty to 
press it. 

W. B. TAYLOR. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The first bill is House 
bill No. 2400, granting a pension to William 
B. Taylor. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of William B. Taylor, 
late a private in company E, seventy-third 
regiment Illinois volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET COLDWELL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
House bill No. 2401. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2401) 
granting a pension to Margaret Coldwell. The 
Secretary of the Interior is directed by the bill 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Margaret Coldwell, dependent 
mother of Edward C. Coldwell, late a sergeant 
_of company D, fifteenth regiment Kentucky 
infantry volunteers, and pay her a pension 
from the date of the passage of ‘the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET C. GIBSON. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
House bill No. 2897. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2397) 
granting a pension to Margaret C. Gibson. It 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Margaret C. Gibson, widow of 
Jacob Gibson, who was killed while on duty 
as a scout in the United States service, and 
pay her a pension at eight dollars per month 
from and after the passage of the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


I now move to take up 


I now move to take up 


MARTHA ELWELL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Inow move to take up 
House bill No. 1203, which has been found. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
1203) granting a pension to Martha Hiwell. 
The Secretary of the Interior is directed by 
the bill to place on the pension-roll,. subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Martha Elwell, the 
dependent widowed mother of Newell Elwell, 
a private in the late war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN B. ROSE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move to take up 
Senate bill No. 858. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 858) 
granting a pension to John B. Rose, of Indi- 
ana. It directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitation of the pension laws, the 
name of John B. Rose, of Indiana, a lieuten- 
ant in the fifteenth regiment of United States 
infantry in the war of 1812 with Great Britain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CALVIN A. LAWS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Senate bill No. 1113. 

The bill (S. No. 1118) granting a pension to 
Calvin A. Laws was read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Calvin A. Laws, late captain 
company K, one hundred and thirty-second 
regiment Illinois volunteers, and to pay him a 
captain’s pension from the passage of the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHEBE ANN ELDERKIN. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 2422. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
2422) granting a pension to Phebe Ann Elder- 
kin. The Secretary of the Interior is directed by 
the bill to place on the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Phebe Ann Elderkin, 
mother of Alfred Elderkin, late a private in 
company E, ninety-sixth regiment Illinois 
volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


I now move to take up 


JAMES SUPPLE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 2423. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
2423) granting a pension to James Supple. It 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of James Supple, late a private in company 
K, eighth regiment United States infantry, to 
take effect from the passage of the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA @. RUDOLPH. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 2398. | 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
2398) granting a pension to Martha G. 
Rudolph. The bill directs that the name of 
Martha G. Rudolph, widow of John C. 


Rudolph, be placed on the rolls to receive the 
pension now provided by lew for the widows 
of enlisted men who died in the service and in 
the line of duty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ABRAHAM COOPER. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
House bill No. 2417. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
2417) granting a pension to Abraham Cooper. 
The Secretary of the Interior is directed by 
the bill to place on the pension-roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Abraham Cooper, late 
a private in company K, first United States 
cavalry, to take effect from the passage of the 


I now move to take up . 


act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to'a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET NELSON. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move to take up 
Senate bill No. 1119. 

The bill (S. No. 1119) granting a pension to 
Margaret Nelson was read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Margaret Nelson, widow of Jobu Nelson, 
late private in company H, seventeenth United 
States infantry, and to pay her a pension from 
the passage of the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIA BELLE DUNLAP. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move to take up 
Senate bill No. 599. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whale, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 599) 
granting a pension to Julia Belle Dunlap. It 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Julia Belle Dunlap, only minor 
child of James E. Dunlap, late lientenant 
colonel of the twenty-ninth regiment of Illinois 
volunteers, and pay her at the rate of thirty 
dollars per month, from and after the 6th of 
February, 1870. 

The Committee on Pensions reported the 
bill with an amendment, to strike out the 
words ‘‘ 6th day of February, A. D. 1870,” 
and insert ‘‘ passage of this act.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. The 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ANDREW REINFORT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 2416. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
2416) granting a pension to Andrew Reinfort. 
It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Andrew Reinfort, late a private in com- 
pany B, fifty-eighth regiment Indiana volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NANCY E. PUGH, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move to take up © 
House bill No. 2418, and this is the last one 
to which I shall ask the attention of the Sen- 
ate. Iam much obliged to the Chair and the 
Senate for allowing me to pass these bills. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
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proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
2418) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. 
Puga. It proposes to direct the Secretary 
of the Interior to. place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Nancy EB. Pugh, 
widow of David E. Pugh, late captain of com- 
pany B, twenty-seventh regiment United States 
colored troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2946) to divide the 
State of Hlinois into three judicial districts, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

ANENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALCORN, Mr. MORRILL of Maine, 
Mr. MORRILL of Vermont, Mr. PATTER- 
SON, and Mr. POMEROY submitted amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by them to the 
bil (H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CELIA TWEED. 


Mr. PRATT. I present certain new evi- 
dence in the case of Celia Tweed, widow of 
Thomas Tweed. Her application for a pen- 
sion was reported against a few days since. 
I wish to move a reconsideration of that report 
and have the bill (S. No. 748) granting a pen- 
sion to Celia Tweed, widow ot Thomas Tweed, 
recommitted to the Committee on Pensions 
with this new evidence. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If therebe no 
objection, the bill will be recommitted by 
unanimous consent with the additional evi- 
dence now presented. 


STEAMBOAT LAW. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the 
Senate proeeed to the consideration of the 
conference report on the bill (H. R. No. 2116) 
to amend an act entitled “ An act to provide 
for. the better security of life on board of ves- 
sels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other purposes,” approved February 
28, 1871. 

Mr. STEWART, 
not be taken up. 
morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to ; there being, on 
a division—ayes 30. noes 10. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the report of the committee 
of coufereuce. The Secretary will read the 
report. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (LL. R. No. 2116) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the better security 
of life on board of vessels propelled in whole or in 
part by steam, and for other purposes,” approved 
february 28, 1871, having met, after fall and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 2, 4, 5.9, 10, 15, 17, 19, 28, 29, 38, 42, 43, 44, 
47. 48, 61, 66, 67, 68, 70, 71. 72, 73, 90, 91, 101, 102, 103, 
1%., 109, 111, 122, 113, and 118. 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 3, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12, 
22, 23, 25, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33, ¢ 5 


I hope that report will 
It will occupy the whole 


coast” 


‘insert the word “or:?” and 


` That the House recede from their disagreement 
to Senate amendment numbered 26, and agree to 
the same with the following amendment: in line 
forty-three of section four of the bill, after the word 
“*for,’? strike out the words ‘‘stores or.” 

That section seven of the bill be amended as fol- 
lows: in line seventy-six, after the word “ oceans,’ 
in line seventy-seven 
strike out the words “ bays or sounds.” : ; 

That in section eleven of the bill, lines thirty-nine 
and forty, the following words be stricken out: 
tupon application in writing of the master or 
owner; and thatin line one hundred and three, 
after the word “working,” the word " power” be 
inserted. fi An 

Thatin line twenty -five of section eighteen of the 
bill the Senate amendment be agreed to. __ 

That the House recede from their disagree- 
mentto the Senate amendment numbered 59, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in line thirty-eight, of section. twenty-three, after 
the word * knowledge” insert the words." of steam 
navigation and to his.’”* 

That section twenty-nine of the bill be amended 
as follows: in line one hundred and seventy-one 
strike out the words “or hereinafter;” andin line 
one hundred and seventy-two, after the word “ des- 
ignated,” insert the words ‘‘or those that may be 
hereafter designated by the board of supervising 
inspectors.” 

That in line seven, of section thirty-six, the word 
“six” be stricken out, and the word “two” be sub- 
stituted therefor; and in lines nine and ten, of the 
same section, the following words be stricken out: 
* and which shall be subject when so employed to a 
tensile strain,” 

That the Senate recede from their amendment 
numbered 63, and agree to the following amend- 
ment: in line one, of section thirty-seven of the 
bill, strike out the word “such.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
Senate amendment numbered 83, and agree to the 
same with the following amendwent: in line nine, 
of section forty-one, strike out the word `‘ when,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘for;” and in 
line ten, after the word “ canals,” insert the follow- 
ing: *`nor to yachts nor pleasure-boats that do not 
carry passengers or freight for hire or profit.” 

That the Senate amendment in line eleven, of 
section forty-seven, be agreed to. 

That the Senate amendment, in line ninety-nine, 
of section forty-seven, be agreed to. 

That the Senate amendment in line one hundred 
and twenty-two, of section forty-seven, be agreed 


to. 

, That section forty-eight be amended by inserting 
in line eight thereof, after the word “every,’’ the 
word “willful.” s 

That section fifty-one be amended by inserting 
after the word “purpose,” in line five, the follow- 
ing: “and every coastwise, sea-going steam vessel 
subject to the navigation laws of the United States, 
and to the rules and regulations aforesaid, shall, 
when under way, except on the high seas, be under 
the control and direction of a pilot licensed by the 
inspectors of steamboats.” 

That the Senate amendment in liné seventeen of 
section fifty-one be agreed to. 

That the Senate amendment in line two, section 
fifty-five, be agreed to. 

That the Houserecede from their disagreement to 
Senate amendment numbered 108, and agree to the 
same with the following amendment: in line seven, 
of section fitty-soven, strike out the word "' therein,” 
and insert the word ` hereinbefore” in lieu thereof. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the Senate amendment numbered 114, and agree to 
the same with the following amendment: in line thir- 
teen, of section fifty-nine, strike out the word 
“ten,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ eight.” 

The House recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate amendment numbered 115, and agree to the 
same with the following amendment: in line four- 
teen of section fifty-nine, strike outthe word “five,” 
and insert the word “four” in lieu thereof. 

hat the House recede from their disagreement to 
Senate amendment numbered 120, and agree to the 
same with the following amendments: in line eight 
of section sixty-nine, after the word “such,” inser: 
the word “horns;” and in lines nine and ten of 
the same section, strike out the words ‘‘ one and 
one-half miles” and insert the words ‘one mile” 
in lieu thereof. 

That the Senate recede from their amendment 
numbered 121, and that with the following amend- 
ment, section seventy-one, be agreed to: strike out 
after the word “‘effect,’’ in the first line of said sec- 
tion and insert the following in lieu thereof: ‘‘from 
and after its passage, except that appropriations to 
earry its provisions into effect shall commence with 
the usual fiscal year, and the provisions of the law 
of 1871 as to payments and salaries shall continue 
in force until the commencement of the next fiscal 


ent,” . 
That the Senate recede from their amendment 
numbered 122, and that section seventy-two, amend- 
ed as follows, be agreed to: strike out ali after the 
word “' vessels,” in line two, thereof, and insert the 
words ‘that are not required to be registered, 
enrolled, or licensed.” 
Z. CHANDLER, 
FRANK P. BLAIR, 
Managers on the purt of the Senate. 
JAS. S. NEGLEY, 
0. D. CONGER, 
. SAM. HAMBLETON, 
Managers onthe part-of the Louse. 


Mr. STEWART. This bill was read at night 


without a quorum being. present. and subse- 
quently passed. It is so radical in its nature, 
changing the whole system of safeguards, if 
there be any, for the protection of life and 
property on. board of steamboats and steam- 
ships, that I feel called upon to ask that the 
bill be read in full with the amend {nents made 
by the committee of conference, with a quo- 
rum present in the Senate, so that we can see 
what itis. Nobody can tell anything about it 
by this report of theamendments according to 
their numbers. The changes made in the 
steamboat laws are of so radical a nature that 
I feel called upon to insist on the reading of 
the bill as it will stand under this report. It 
is avery important bill, and it ought not to 
become a Jaw: without being read. 

Mr. SPENCER. Each Senator has a copy 
of the bill and the report before him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The bill has been read 
at length heretofore and all the amendments, 
and this report has been on the table of Sen- 
ators now for four or five days. The confer- 
ence committee spent eight hours the other 
night on this bill, and gave. it very careful con- 
sideration, and I think we have got a very 
good bill. Of course it is within the power of 
the Senator to call for the reading of it, but it 
lies on the desk of every Senator with the 
amendments. It has been now four days on 
their tables. Ihope the Senator will not insist 
on occupying the time of the Senate in read- 
ing a bill which has already been read. 

Mr. CONKLING. I venture with great 
diffidence to differ with the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, the chairman of the commit- 
tee to which I have the honor to belong, but 
I must differ with him when he says that he 
thinks this is an excellent bill. It is a bill 
relating to the steamboat interest, a great and 
meritorious interest, very largely represented 
in my own State, an interest in behalf of 
which I should be glad to vote for anything [ 
could, fostering it. But, sir, the bill relates 
also very largely to human life, and I am per- 
snaded that the Senate hearing this bill read 
will never adopt it. I mean hearing it read 
and attending to it, and unless some other 
Senator shall do so I shall deem it my duty to 
call attention to very many cf the provisions 
which it contains, and which constrain me to 
vote against this report, and to vote against it 
by as much as | know how dangerous an 
element steam is, and by as much as [ know 
ie duty resting upon us to protect human 

ife, 

Now, sir, I am prepared to assign in part at 
least my reasons for objecting to it, but it can- 
nor be done in what is left of the morning 

our. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed with this bill until it is finished. 

Mr. CONKLING. I was about to say that 
I will pot delay the consideration of the bill 
at any time when it can be deliberately con- 
sidered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thope the Senate will 
proceed with it until it is finished. 

Mr. CONKLING. My friend knows very 
well that the Senate will not do that, because 
the tariff bill is the order at twelve o'clock, 
However, I was in the act of assuring him that 
I shall never place any impediment in the way 
of its consideration when it can be deliber- 
ately considered; but it can never pass with- 
out being read and considered. 1 mean to 
defer to everybody's wishes, but I mean to 
stand by that. This bill shall never become a 
law when I am in the Senate, without some 
of its provisions being brought to the knowl- 
edge of the Senate; for I say that as a law 
between the public and common carriers, it is 
by itself in the whole history of civilized legis- 
lation ; there is nothing like it; and I say if 
you undertake to apply to railway companies 
or to steamboat. companies the provisions of 
this bill, you might as well repeal all statutory 
provisions and remit men to their natural 
rights. But Ido not want to be led at this 
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moment into a discussion of it. I repeat that 
I will not do anything to prevent its considera- 
tion whenever we can do it deliberately, but I 
do humbly protest against its going through 
without such a consideration as will occur if 
it is not read and debated. 

Mr. WEST. I move to lay the report under 
consideration on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope not. There is 
not a bill before this Congress so important as 
this identical bill. I hope the Senate will pro- 
ceed with its consideration until we have final 
action upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. An- 
THONY in the chair.) The motion isnot debat- 
able. The Senator from Louisiana moves to 
lay the conference report on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope not. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being, 
on a division—ayes 22, noes 81. 

Mr. STEWART. I now ask that the bill be 
reported as amended—tbe whole of it. Read- 
ing the amendments by numbers does not 
answer the purpose. I want the bill read as 
it will stand under this report. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator will 
not insist upon that. 

Mr. STEWART. I shall insist upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Nevada asks that the bill be read as 
it will stand if the report of the conference 
committee be agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President, a sub-com- 
mittee of the Committee on Commerce was 
appointed especially to examine this bill, of 
which | had the honor to be one, and that 
committee having made a large number of 
amendments to it which have been disposed 
of in the committee of conference, it is perhaps 
proper for me to state that I did not sign the 
conference report, because I could not con- 
scientiously agree with that report. Thecom- 
mittee struck out many other provisions which, 
in my opinion, were necessary for the preser- 
vation of the lives of passengers who travel on 
steam vessels, and there are quite a number 
of these important provisions which I shall 
feel it my duty to explain to the Senate when 
the matter is before the Senate at the proper 
time. I have no objection to the considera- 
tion of this report, and itis proper that it should 
be considered and dispošed of, but I desire at 
the proper time to give my reasons for dis- 
agreeing to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
b 


e read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the reading of the 
bill will occupy more than the two minutes 
left of the morning bour, I move that the tariff 
bill be proceeded with. Iam very much in 
fuvor of the bill of the Senator from Michigan, 
but he cannot pass it in two minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall ask the Senate 
to postpone the regular order and proceed with 
the consideration of this bill, and I hope the 
Senate will stand by me and enable me to 
dispose of it to-day. It is really one of the 
most important bills we have had before the 
body, and J hope its consideration will be pro- 
ceeded with. At twelve o’clock I shall ask 
the Senate to postpone the regular order and 
all other business for the purpose of proceed- 
ing with this report until it is finally acted 


upon. 
Pir. SHERMAN, Itake it the Senator can 
hardly expect to succeed inthat, and it will only 
consume time. I hope we shall go on with 
ibe tariff bill. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I do hope to succeed 


in it. 
Mr. SAWYER. I understood the Senator 
from Oregon to say that he was one of a sub- 
_committee to whom this subject was referred. 
My impressiou is that it consisted of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon and the Senator from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Vickers, ] and they were the only 
members of the Senate who seemed to know 


anything about the bill, and now the Senator 
from Oregon tells us he refused to sign the 
conference report because many provisions 
were left out which he thinks essential to the 
protection of human life. Under those cir- 
cumstances I snbmit whether it is proper to 
consider the bill to-day and postpone the 
important measure before us, the tariff bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill is essentially the 
bill of the House of Representatives, a bill 
which the Committee on Commerce had under 
consideration for five or six months. 

Mr. CONKLING. Which committee? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Committee on Commerce 
of the House of Representatives. The bill 
was reported by that committee and passed by 
the House. It has been changed in some 
respects, but it is essentially the bill of the 
House as sent to us. I think it has great 
merit. The bill of 1871 which became a law 
was, as was generally understood, drawn up by 
the supervising inspectors, and under that bill 
Congress abdicated its power of legislation 
and placed it in the hands of the supervising 
inspectors, who legislated upon everything and 
made every steamboat almost a patent office, 
requiring the owners to take every patent that 
was reported to be good for any particular 
objeet, and place it upon their boat whether it 
proved to be of any benefit or not. Thus they 
have incumbered that interest in such a way 
that it has been depressed to a very great ex- 
tent. The House committee have undertaken 
to place around this billallthe safeguards that 
are necessary, and I think they have done so 
ina better manner than has ever been done 
previously by Congress. {hope the chairman 
of the committee will induce the Senate to 
give us time to consider and adopt this report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour bas expired and the tariff bill is before 
the Senate, the pending question being on the 
amendment in regard to the labor commis- 
sion, so called. 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. SHERMAN 
addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan must be recognized, as he has 
given notice of an intention to move to lay 
the tariff bill on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was going to make an 
appeal to the Senator from Michigan. I hope 
the Senate will not put aside the tariff bill in 
order to continue this matter. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Imove to lay the pend- 
ing bill on the table for the purpose of con- 
tinuing the consideration of the conference 
report on the steamboat bill until we have 
final action upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The tariff and 
tax bill being before the Senate, the Senator 
from Michigan moves that it be laid on the 
table for the purpose of continuing the con- 
sideration of the conference report. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPHenrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 
324) to extend the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act for the final adjustment of private 
land claims in the States of Florida, Louisiana, 
and Missouri, and for other purposes,’’ with 
an amendment; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H, R. No. 1457) for the relief of 
Martin P. Hardin, of Pontotoc county, Missis- 
sippi; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1869) for the better secur- 
ity of bank reserves, and to facilitate bank 
clearing-house exchanges. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the 
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Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 


ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President : 

A bill (S. No. 58) to prescribe the time for 
holding the election for electors of President 
and Vice President in the State of Louisiana; 

A bill (S. No. 681) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri river at 
Brownville, Nebraska; and 

A bill (S. No. 828) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri river 
opposite to or within the corporate limits of 
Nebraska City, Nebraska. 


TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2822) to reduce duties on imports, and 
to reduce internal taxes, and for other pur- 


oses. 
‘ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing question is on the amendment in regard to 
the labor commission, so called. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iappealto the Senate to 
take a vote now on that subject. We adjourned 
on it Jast night after three hours’ debate, and 
I hope we shall have a vote now without fur- 
ther debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio asks unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to vote on this amendment and 
amendments to it without debate. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. CONKLING. 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This does not 
preclude the offering of amendments. 

Mr. CONKLING. The trouble is I cannot 
find my amendment at this moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are other amend- 
ments pending which can be disposed of first. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not want to agree 
to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York objects. The Secretary will 
report the first amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wiison] to the 
pending amendment, 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment to the 
amendment, which was in line nine, to strike 
out ‘fone year’? and insert ‘two years ;’’ so 
that the clause will read: 

And who shall hold office for a poriod of two 
years from the date of their appointment, unless 
their duties shall have been sooner accomplished. 

The VICE PRESIDENT put the question, 
and declared that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to have a 
division on that question. Itis an amendment 
to give this commission time enough to make 
a report that. will be worth having. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it too late to make a point 
of order on this amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
it is too late, and besides, the point of order 
probably would not be good from the fact that 
the amendment was introduced by unanimous 
consent. The Chair had the Globe here last 
evening showing that fact before the rule was 
adopted about amendments to this bill being 
germane. It was received by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now renew the request 
that all debate on this amendment and amend - 
ments to it shall be cut off. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio asks that debate on this amend- 
ment and amendments that may be offered 
thereto shallcease. Is there objection? 

Mr. CONKLING. Ihave not said one word 
about this amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York objects. 

Mr. CONKLING. I havea brief amend- 
ment upon which I desire to say a single word 
for about the length ofa minute. Therefore, 
I hope the Senator will not insist on his 
request. : 


I want to offer an 
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‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts demands adivision on the 
amendment to the amendment striking out 
‘tone'year’’ and inserting ‘‘ two. years.” 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected, there being on a division—ayes 9, 


noes 82. : : 

Mr. WILSON. I now move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the word ‘‘classes ” 
and inserting the word ‘‘ population,” in line 
fifteen. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I desire to say that I do 
not see any merit in that amendment. The 
Senator from Massachusetts is the second per- 
son who felt any real interest in the working 
people from whom I have heard that objec- 
tion; I mean the objection to the application 
of the word ‘‘class’’ to the working people of 
this country. There is no reproach intended 
by it. We speak of the professional classes 
of the country, meaning that body of men 
who devote themselves to a particular profes- 
sion or professions. ‘There is no imputation 
upon them in the use of the word ‘‘ class.” 
So when we say ‘‘the working classes of the 
country’? we mean simply that body of men 
who make their living by manual labor with 
more or less skill. Ithink it is an excess of 
sensitiveness that prompts any objection to 
the use of that word. Sorely it is not sup- 
posed or apprehended that the word “elass” 
applied to the workingmen of the country 
has any such meaning as is implied in the 
word ‘caste’? The Senator from Massachu- 
setts, I know, would not like to have it under- 
stood that by the use of the word ‘t class” any 
one means to imply that the workingman is 
never able to rise out of that class or condi- 
tion, as is undoubtedly the trath in many 
countries of Europe. 

I shall not make any opposition to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts if he really desires to have the word 
‘class’? taken out of the bill. I felt called 
upon to say what I have said in regard to this 
word ‘class’? because the objection to it 
seems to me to be pregnant with an inference 
that is wholly unfounded. No man can say, 
and I am sure the Senator from Massachusetts 
would be the last man to say, that there is 
anything in the condition of the working peo- 
ple of this country that dooms a workingman, 
and his children after him, to the condition of 
labor in which he may be engaged. On the 
contrary, the working class of this country is 
not a cage. It has furnished its full propor- 
tion of the prosperous men and of the emi- 
nent men of this country; and the Senator 
fron Massachusetts is an illustration of what 

Bay. 

Mr. WILSON. I-know the precious value 
of time at the present moment. I will simply 
say we hear a great deal said in our country 
about ‘ higher classes” and ‘lower classes” 
and *‘ working classes’’ and ‘‘ my servants,” 
I never hear such expressions without pain; 
and I do not wish to put in any law that shall 
recognize classes in this country of any kind. 
I do not like this idea which is thrown out 
here about ‘rising from the working class”’ 
into any other class. I do not believe in 
classes in this land of equality. We ought not 
to recognize classes, and therefore I shall vote 
to strike outthe word. This may be a preju- 
dice, but my reason, conscience, and heart 
cling to'it. It matters not where a man was 
born, or to what race he belongs, what his 
occupation is, if it be an honest one, or whether 
he is rich or poor, he is in our Republic of no 
class, but of the great family of equality. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the smendment'to the amendment, strik- 
ing out the word ‘classes’? and inserting 
“ population.” 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the next amendment to the amend- 


ment proposed by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. f 

The Carer Crerx. The next amendment 
is to strike out ‘‘$5,000” and insert ‘$3,000. 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill modify tbat and say 
$4,000. - I think $4,000 is about the proper 
salary. > 

Mr. HILL. I hope that amendment will 
not prevail. I am satisfied that if these com- 
missioners half perform the duty this bill 
assigns they will be very poorly paid at $5,000. 
I think it would-be far more profitable to em- 
ploy a commission to visit the countries of 
Europe and ascertain the condition of laborers 
there, or of the working population, if that is 
more polite and agreeable, and of other popu- 
lations, those who employ and those who are 
employed. I am not so fascinated myself 
with the mere selection of terms designating 
people. In some form almost everybody isa 
servant. Sometimes one becomes ‘‘a servant 
of servants.” I think perhaps we have fallen 
on that day to some extent. Ido not myself 
see anything opprobrious in the term ‘‘ser- 
vant.’ I generally subscribe myself in my 
correspondence to be the “ obedient servant’? 
of whoever I write to. That seems to be 
popular usage; and itis a term so common, 
so well known to the law, that whenever one 
hires another for the time being he becomes 
his servant for the particular purpose. 

Bat, as I remarked before, if these commis- 
sioners do their duty, if they enlighten the 
people of this nation as to the actual condition 
of laborers in every county, town, city, hamlet 
in the United States, how they are employed, 
whether they are sufficiently paid or not, 
whether employers are making too much 
money out of the labor of those they employ, 
it would be well worth $5,000 a year to those 
who ascertain all these facts, and I think 
$4,000 will not be enough. There is nothing 
allowed, as I understand, for traveling ex- 
penses. It was said here last evening that it 
was to be expected of this commission that 
they should roam the country over; they must 
go everywhere; and as there is no allowance 
made for traveling expenses, I think $3,000 
or $4,000 salary wholly inadequate. The $5,000 
would be consumed if they do their duty, and 
leave them nothing for performing this labor. 

Mr. WILSON. Ifthe Senator will allow me 
I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HILL. And accept the $5,000? 

Mr. WILSON. I withdraw the amendment, 
and I desire to move another. The bill pro- 
vides for a secretary at $1,400. It will be 
utterly impossible to get a secretary worth 
anything for that sum. 

Mr. HILL. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. WILSON. The secretary ought to be 
a man of power, fitness, and ability, of an 
organizing mind, of greatintelligence. There- 
fore I withdraw this amendment, and move 
that the salary of the secretary, instead of 
being $1,400, shall be $2,500, so as to com- 
mand the services of a good man. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now I hope further 
debate on this subject will cease. 

Mr. CONKLING. I cannot assent to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, to insert $2,500 as the salary 
of the secretary or clerk. i 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move now to strike out 


the whole of section one after the word “ per- 
3? 


sons,” in line five, andinsert what I will send 
to the Chair. 
Mr. CASSERLY. Is that amendment 


directed to the bill as reported or to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. CONKLING. It is directed to the bill 
as it stands now before us in print. 
Mr. CASSERLY. The bill as reported ? 
Mr. THURMAN. As offered by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina? 


Mr. CONKLING.. Yes. 

The Carer Cierx. The amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New York is to 
strike out all of section one after the word 
t“ persons,” in line five, as follows : 

Who shall be selected from civil life, solely with 
reference to their character and capacity for an 
honest and impartial investigation, aud of whom at 
least one shall be practically identified with the 
laboring interests of the country, and who shall hold 
office for the period of one year from the date of 
their appointment, unless their duties shall have 
been sooner accomplished, who shall investigate the 
subject of the wages and hours of labor, and of the 
division of the joint profits of labor and capital 
between the laborer and the capitalist, and the 
social, educational, and sanitary condition of the 
laboring classes of the United States, and low the 
same are affected by existing laws regulating com- 
merce, finance, and currency: Provided, That said 
commissioners shall be appointed irrespective of 
political or partisan considerations, and from civil 
ife. 

And in lieu thereof to insert : 


To consider and examine the various plans and 
methods of raising revenue, to report the best tax 
and tariff system they can devise, having regard to 
the interests of labor in its relations to capital and 
otherwise, and having regard also to the interests of 
commerce and of all classes of the American people ; 
and said persons shall hold office for one year from 
the date of their appointment. 


Mr. SAWYER. This seems to me very 
much like the revenue commission we had 
before and with whom we have dispensed. 
Although for one I sympathize in desiring the’ 
object proposed, I do not think itis so. well 
calculated to meet the special wants of the 
time as the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. I hope, there- 
fore, it will not be adopted. 

Mr. CONKLING. This proposition, some- 
what vague, as all must admit it is, has been 
argued on the ground that it would furnish us 
light by which to legislate hereafter. It is 
offered as an amendment to the tariff bill, a 
bill for raising revenue; and was said by the 
Senator who offered it to be germane to that 
bill. He urged it upon our regard by saying 
that the Commissioner of Internal Kevenue 
and the Finance Committees of Congress relied 
upon such kinds of information as he seeks in 
framing tax bills. The proposed commission 
goes, therefore, if it goes at all, upon the 
theory of gathering authoritative and useful 
information. 

Mr. President, we cannot ignore, and should 
not forget the fact that there is in the country 
a sentiment and conviction divided, divided 
radically, upon the true theory of raising reve- 
nue, The question divides parties and factions 
of parties, and men of no party. The remark- 
able juggle by which the tariff issue was avoided 
lately by an unauthorized crowd: shows the 
fear felt by political managers for the tariff 
issue, and the difficulty men have in approach- 
ing and solving the question of the tariff. 

‘fhe question should be frankly and squarely 
met, and if this commission is to be - created, 
if we are to pay fifteen or sixteen thousand 
dollars to inform ourselves in reference to 
matters relating to industrial interests, we shall 
gain ifwe direct their investigations to the sub- 
ject of taxation and revenue, and also, as my 
amendment does, to the interests of labor in 
its relations to capital and otherwise. I think 
we preserve everything of. substance in this 
measure, and at the same time we enlarge its 
scope so as to take in other grave and urgent 
maiters. 

Ido not mean to detain the Sénate. I wish 
to say for myself that I appreciate thoroughly, 
and would never forget, the duty and obliga- 
tion we owe in every view to the interests of 
labor. I-will vote for anything likely to ad- 
vance, promote, or protect that interest; and 
I offer this amendment believing that it pre- 
serves everything of value concerning labor 
as a separate interest, and at the same time 
adds other things which I hope will commend 
it to the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I do not 
know who the Senator from New York refers 
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to by an “unauthorized crowd’? of men. I 
suppose the citizens of this country havea right 
-to get together at any time without asking the 
permission of the Senator from New York or 
anybody else. . : 

Mr. NYE. That has lately been proved. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I supposed it was not 
necessary to ask authority for the people of 
this country to get together and express their 
views as they pleased. I.do not know what 
the Senator means by an ‘‘unauthorized 
crowd” of men. Has it come to this, that the 
citizens of this country are notto be permitted 
to assemble together without obtaining au- 
thority from the Senator from New York, or 
somebody else, to express their views on the 
tariff or any other subject? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Oh, now let us have a 
vote. 

Mr. CONKLING, Before a vote is taken, 
I wish to sayin answer to the Senator from 
Illinois that if authority were necessary from 
any Senator for such a purpose, it would be 
very foolish to apply for it to me. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois, head and shoulders above 
other Senators, is the proper source of that 
kind of authority. Whenever the men who 
have been expelled from office, whenever 
office-seekers who have been disappointed, 
whenever sore-heads (using a word that I 
dislike) wish to get together, authorized by 
nobody but themselves, and representing no- 
body but themselves, they certainly, I think, 
if they are wise, will apply to the Senator from 
Illinois rather than to me. When I spoke of 
an unauthorized crowd of men—if that was my 
phrase—or company or meeting, whichever 
my phrase was, I intended to say, aud I repeat, 
that they were not authorized by any political 
organization. Isupposed that was their boast 
and avowal; that was gll I meant. I have no 
doubt they had authority of their own as cit- 
* izens; and we have had evidence that they had 
authority from the honorable Senator from 
Illinois. I meant to say they were not au- 
thorized by any political organization, how- 
ever, and I believe I said—if I did not I should 
have said, that they found the stress and difi- 
culty of the tariff question such that it was 
necessary to evade it bya sleight-of-hand which 
I think has never been surpassed in laying 
down a platform by a party or a crowd, au- 
thorized or unauthorized. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose that persons 
who are out of office, ‘‘ sore-heads,’’ can get 
together without obtaining the authority which 
the Senator from New York seems to suppose 
would be necessary for such person to assem- 
ble. Those who have their arms in the Treas- 
ury, who bolster up the Leetsand the Stockings, 
who want to continue public plunder and the 
use of the money of the Government for polit- 
ical and partisan purposes, who wish to use 
office as if it was so much money for the pur- 
pose of carrying elections and packing con- 
ventions, who wish to employ the persons who 
are appointed and paid by the Government for 
the purpose of procuring delegates to some 
convention, will have ample authority to do 
so. They are undoubtedly authorized by those 
who procure them their appointments that 
they may live upon the public plunder and use 
the people’s money for the purpose of getting 
up these organizations and conventions—that 
undoubtedly would be regarded as legitimate; 
and if that sort of authority is necessary as a 
preliminary requisite for the people to get 
together and express their views, I do notsup- 
pose the people to whom the Senator from 
New York has alluded had that authority. 

It is very likely that some convention in 
which he takes an interest may have that kind 
of official authority, but I do not know what 
right persons who happen to hold office and to 
be supported. by the public have to dictate to 
the people of this country either their policy 
or the candidates whom they shall: support. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair dis- 


likes to interrupt the Senator from Illinois, but 
he has spoken five minutes in two speeches. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from .New York has also spoken on the 
amendment five minutes. The five-minutes 
rule is applicable to the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope I shall be ex- 
cused for copying the example of other Sen- 
ators and moving to strike out the last word. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is now an 
amendment to an amendment, and a motion 
to strike out the last word is not in order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senator asks unan- 
imous consent, it will be given; but I think 
to move to strike out the last word of the 
amendment is a violation of the agreement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there unan- 
imous consent for the Senator from New York 
to reply to the remarks of the Senator from 
Illinois? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. TIPTON., There is objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senator 
be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. CONKLING. Never mind, I will get 
an opportunity presently. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New York 
be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
will be reported. 

4 Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Mr. Presi- 
ent—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For what pur- 
pose does the Senator from Texas rise? The 
Senator from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I want to 
reply to the Senator from New York. I called 
the attention of the Chair three or four times, 
but could not get it. I think I was unnoticed 
purposely. It looked to me that way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Texas is not speaking respectfully to the Chair 
when he states that he was not recognized pur- 
posely. The Senator from Texas has no right 
to make such an imputation upon the Chair. 
The Chair did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. May I be 
allowed to reply to the Senator from New 
York? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
recognized the Senator from Ohio as entitled 
to the floor. If he surrenders the floor the 
Chair will then recognize the first Senator who 
addresses him. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. The Senator 
from New York has gone out of hbis way to 
denotnos men who are quite as respectabie as 

e is—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Texas is not entitled to the floor. The 
Senator from Ohio is entitled to the floor if 
he claims it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New York 
þe read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, as I under- 
stand the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, it is to appoint a 
commission to ascertain and. report to Con- 
gress certain facts; it is to be a commission to 
gather statistics. Upon no other ground that 
I know of have we any right to pass sucha 
bill. If it were for the purpose of legislating 
in the direction of interfering with the social 


condition of the people, going into that which 


belongs to the States alone, and which does 
not belong even to some of them, we ought 
to oppose it; but I do suppose that we may 
gather statistics to enable us to legislate; and 
upon that ground, and upon that ground alone, 
as it seems to me, could this proposition of 
the Senator from South Carolina be voted for. 

But the proposition of the Senator from 
New York is very different from that. In- 
stead of being a commission to gather statis- 


ties and report them to us for our consider- 
ation, itisto raise a commission to prepare-a 
tariff bill. I am opposed to that. The duty 
of preparing a tariff bill is vested always in 
our. own committees, as it seems to me, and 
especially is it vested in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to whom. belongs the right of origin- 


-ating revenue measures, and I am not willing 
-to put itin the power of the President to ap- 


point a Committee of Ways and Means to pre- 
pare a billto bring into Congress upon the sub- 
ject of revenue. Ido not think that is advis- 
able. Still, I am willing to getall the statistics 
we can to aid our own committees in framing 
a tariff bill for us. I shall, therefore, vote 
against theamendment offered by the Senator 
from New York. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Willit be in order to 
move to reconsider the vote by which the five- 
minutes rule was made applicable to this sub- 


ect ? 

J The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
not, because it was not an order placed upon 
the Journal, but was agreed to by unanimous 
consent binding only upon the honor of Sena- 
tors. to obey it, not to be enforced by the Chair. 
It is, therefore, not one of the legislative sub- 
jects that are open to reconsideration. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would call 
the attention of the Senator from New York 
to the fact that the existing amendment. pre- 
sented by the Senator from South Carolina 
I think covers all that his amendment covers, 
and more. This amendment provides that 
this commission shall examine how labor and 
the laboring population are affected by exist- 
ing laws regulating commerce, finance, and 
currency. It seems to me that under that 
provision this commission would have scope 
enough to make the investigation indicated 
by the amendment of the Senator from New 


York. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then whatis the objec- 
tion to my amendment? . 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. This includes 
more than that. 

Mr. MORTON. The amendment offered 
by the Senator from South Carolina isintended 
to raise a commission to investigate and report 
upon what are known as the labor questions, 
and I am not willing to have it smothered out 
by a proposition to investigate the whole ques- 
tion of the tariff. The questions of American 
commerce are connected with this labor ques- 
tion. I see no necessity for: a commission to 
investigate the question of the tariff. I think 
the effect of this amendment will be to kill 
the whole proposition, and I hope for that 
reason it will not be adopted. f trust the 
proposition will be confined to the original 
purpose for which it was offered, of investi- 
gating what are known as the labor questions, 
which are now being discussed by millions of 
people, both in this country and in Europe. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I shall favor the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New York, because it makes the 
proposition a legitimate one upon the present 
bill, and because the object which it seeks is 
one which is wise and proper. The original 
amendment proposed by the Senator trom 
South Carolina is, in my judgment, entirely 
foreign to this bill, should never have been per- 
mitted to be offered to be put upon it at all, 
and in its results, in allits operations, initial 
and final, can only be productive of mischief, 
In the first place, it assumes for the Federal 
Government a function which belongs only to 
the States. If there be difficulties springing 
out of the present relations of labor and capital 
in any of the States itis for the State Legis- 
latures by appropriate commissions to investi- 
gate them, and by appropriate legislation to 
remedy any evils that may exist. It is no part 
of the duty of the Federal Government, buta 
sheer assumption of power which may be pro- 
ductive of very great mischief inthe end. 

_ Inthe next place, the whole idea is derived 
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from movarchical systems of government, and 
is. anti-republican in all its. character and 
tendency. The theory of the Governments 


-of the Old World always has been that the 


laboring masses of mankind were like the 
beasts of the field, unableto take care of them- 
selves and dependent upon the Government for 

_ continual protection. The theory of a repub- 
lican government is that every man is an indi- 
vidual who, left to the free development of his 
own energies, will produce both for himself 
and for society.at large the highest measure of 
benefit. In the Old World the masses feeling 
néeds and wants look up to the Government 
for help. In this country of ours the masses 
feeling needs and wants ought to depend upon 
their own energies; und if they can be let 

alone and freed trom the interference of foreign 
agitators, and demagoguesat home, I think they 
will do so. 

But the present amendment as originally 
proposed by the Senator from South Carolina, 
having in itself both these inherent difficulties, 
ought not to be adopted by this body, and as 
the amendment of the Senator from New York 

_will dispose of the original amendment, and 
of the difficulties involved in it, I trust that the 
latter will prevail. 

Mr.. SUMNER. The amendment of the 
Senator from New York is in the nature of a 
diversion. It seeks to substitute the tariff for 
the great question of labor. Here let me say 
it is too late for Congress to hesitate on this 
matter. In authorizing the experiment of the 
eight-hour law in the national workshops we 
have recognized the gravity of the question. 
It remains now that Congress should provide 
the means for such inquiry as will enable the 

country. to see the question in its true light. 
There can be no retreat until this inquiry bas 
been had. The existing issues between capi- 
tal and labor, the reciprocal rights of each, 
the proper number of hours for labor, the im- 
provement of workingmen in their condition— 
such are some of the important topics which 
deserve the sincerest treatment after the most 

_eareful consideration. The creation of this 

: commission is the least we can do, and I pro- 
test against loading upon it a weight like the 
tariff with the questions of protection and free 
trade.: Such a proposition is not friendly to 
the workingmen or the measures for their 
improvement, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator trom New 
York to the amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CORBEFT. I have said nothing upon 
this question, but it is a question of consid- 
erable importance. It is stated by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that having passed the 
eight-hour law, it is too late to recede. My 
own impression is that that is one of the most 
pernicious Jaws we ever passed. I think we 
might as well pass laws saying when we should 
eat or when we sbould drink as to pass laws 
regulating how long a man shall labor, passing 
laws that the public workshops of this coan- 
try shail not employ labor but for eight hours, 
or that eight hours shall be a day’s labor, when 

- the great mass of our community, the mechan- 
ics of this country, the farmers, the profes- 
sional men, work from ten to twelve and four- 
teen hours. What is the logical result of this? 
Simply that.the men who work ten, twelve, 
and fourteen hours are taxed to pay those men 
in the public workshops who only work eight 
hours and receive pay for ten hours’ labor. 

Mr. President, I believe the people of this 
country who work these long hours, who work 
from morning to night, and after supper until 
nine o’clock, in the mechanic shops, are 
unwilling to be taxed to pay those who work 
only eight hours, and work justas few hours 
as they possibly can. ci 


Sir, there is another view of this case. 
These labor reformers are controlled by agi- 
tators. A few agitators. live upon the labor- 
ers. They go around from manufactory to 
manufactory and breed discontent, saying to 
the men, “‘ You must prevent the manufacturer 
from employing. other than certain particular 
men; they shall not employ boys; they shall 
not teach them the trade; apprentices shall 
not be employed, for-that will reduce the price 
of labor.’ ‘The result is that we havea large 
number of boys in the middle and poorer 
classes of society who. are entirely destitute 
of employment, entirely destitute of a trade, 
and they are left to run in the streets. The 
result of this is to send many of them to the 
workhouse and make criminals of them. I 
have no sympathy for this. class of agitators, 
who go around and dictate to men in these 
workshops and create a feeling of discontent. 
Sir, if the men are not satisfied with the price 
of labor paid them by manutacturers, all they 
have to do is to step out and ge into the 
codperative working associations and combine 
their capital and labor in opposition to the 
capitalist. 

They can do this; but can they succeed 
unless they work more than eight hours? I 
say they cannot succeed and compete with 
foreign labor. No mechanical establishment 
can succeed unless the men work longer 
than eight hours. We protect our manufactur- 
ers by the tariff system in order that we may 
make the price of labor higher than it is in 
Europe. On the other hand the laborer must 
do his part; he must work a reasonable num- 
ber of hours.in order to meet the exigencies 
and compete with foreign labor. If he does 
not then we are unable to compete with that 
abor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
five minutes have now expired. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. President, I believe 
the rule of the Senate under which we are 
now at work requires that each Senator shall 
speak five minates upon each amendment. 
(Laughter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the 
maximum, not the minimum. 

Mr. WRIGHT. But for this construction 
of the rule I should have been very much in- 
clined to have kept my seat. I desire, however, 
to say a very few words upon the pending 
amendment, and then to say a few words 
generally. 

1 shall vote against the amendment offered 
by the Senator irom South Carolina, whether 
amended or not, for the reason that in my 
judgment it isin no manner germane to the 
bill before us. I feel very certain that, if not 
held to be admissible because it was offered 
before the rule was adopted under which we 
are acting, if any occupant of the chair: had 
decided that it was germane as is claimed 
here, l should have felt very much inclined to 
withhold from him my support, whether he 
were nominated at Philadelphia or any place 
else. [Laughter.] 

I shail not vote for any such amendment to 
this bill, nor for any amendment to a. tariff 
bill that has so little relation to it as this has; 
and this l say without entering upon the con- 
sideration of the general subject that is in- 
volved in the amendment. I may be allowed 
to say, however, generally, that in my judg- 
ment there are very many things that we can 
attend to with avast deal more profit to the peo- 
ple of the country than a matter of this kind. 

Having said this much with reference to the 
amendment, I trust I shall be pardoned if I 
say one word more upon a general subject. 

If one so humble as myself may be allowed 
to make a suggestion in this connection, Í 
desire to say one word in regard to this tariff 
matter. ‘The verysubject that we have before 
us, and all of the amendments almost that we 
have been considering here, were before the 
Senate some weeks since and considered for 


days and ‘days. This bill originated in the 
House and comes to us perfected there. Is 
has been before the Finance Committee and 


‘there considered forhoarsand days. We have 


considered it here fur three days, twelve hours 
each day almost. i 

Now, I beg leave to suggest to the Senate 
whether in view of the time fixed for the ad- 
journment it were not beiter. that, we proceed 
at once to vote upon the pending amendment? 
And I suggest also that after we have voted 
upon the pending amendment we by common 
consent let this bill be reported te the Senate 
and act at once upon all the amendments 
without a word of debate,-and have it go 
to the House as soon as possible. What- 
ever may be our action here, when we have 
concluded we shall not be satisfied. I 
know my excellent friend from Pennsyl- 
vania thinks of iron and steel all the time 
with reference to these amendments, as well 
as other matters. My good friend from New 
York is thinking of salt. My friends from 
Michigan are thinking of lumber. I would 
like to move an amendment to put lumber on 
the free list under instructions from my own 
State. But when we have got through here, 
if we continue for days, no person will be 
satisfied with the result. Now, is it not bet- 
ter that we send this matter to the House at 
once, and let it-go tòa conference committee, 
for when that conference commiitee shall get 
through, whether we work here for days or 
dispose of the bill to-day, the result will be 
that we shall not be satistied, and we never 
can be entirely satisfied with reference to a 
tariff bill. 

Now, in view of the important matters that 
are crowding us, and that must follow this, 
I suggest in the most humble manner whether 
this is not the better policy. 1 kuow the 
hazard I run among the youngest memberson 
this floor in making such a suggestion. Ihave 
waited and trusted that it would come from 
those who have had longer service; but [ 
venture to make it. I make it in good faith. 
I beleve honestly that it is best for the inter- 
est of the country and the business of the 
Senate. I believe that if we take this course 
we shall be as well satisfied, if not better, than 
if we continue this discussion here so loug. 

Now I trust, after we shall vote on the pend- 
ing amendment, that the Senate will consent 
that the bill shall be reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to the Senate; that we 
take the votes on the amendments at once 
either as a whole or upon them separately and 
without debate, that we may get this matier 
from our hands ina very few hours; I think 
we might do it in an hour, and then proceed 
to other business. ‘This is my view, and I 
hope the business of the Senate will take 
this course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from New 
York to the amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 80, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Bayard, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling,. Corbett, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Connecticut, ferry of Michigan, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Marylaud, Ham- 
iton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Nye, Pomeroy, Pratt, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Pohurz. Stewart, Trumbull, Vickers, and Win- 
om—30. 

NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Casserly, Cooper, Cragin, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Howe, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Osborn, Ramsey, Ransom, Sawyer, 
Scott, Sherman, Spencer. Sprague, Stevenson, Sum- 
ner, Thurman, Tipton, Wilson, and Wright—23. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Blair, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Cameron, Carpenter, Davisof Ken- 
tucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Hamiin, 
Hitchcock, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Nor- 
wood, Patterson, Pool, Rice, Stockton, and West—Q. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. ; 


Mr. WILSON. I should like to hear the 


amendment, as amended, now read. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. 
‘amended, reads: 

That there shaji be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
a commission of three persons to consider and exam- 
ine the various plans and methods of raising the 
revenue, and to report the best tax and tariff system 
they can devise, having regard to the interests of 
labor in its relation to capital and otherwise, and 
having regard also to the interests of commerce and 
of all classes of the American people. Said persons 
shall hold office for one year from the date of their 
appeintment. Thatsaid commissioners shall receive 
an annual salary of $5,000 each, shall be authorized 
to employ aclerk at an annual salary of $2,500, and 
shall report the result of their investigation to the 
President, to be by him transmitted to Congress; and 
there is hereby appropriated for the said salaries, 
$16,400; and $1,000 in addition thereto for stationery 
and postage for the use of said commissioners. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the amount appropriated will be in- 
creased, as the salary of the clerk was raised, 
so as to correspond with that amount. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is obvious 
that the Senate intend by the amendment just 
adopted to show that the whole amendment 
as offered was incongruous with the present 
bill, and that now at the earliest moment they 
will vote it out. Such beingthe conclusion of 
the Senate, I desire to say that now I shall 
vote against the proposition entirely. 

The idea that the Serate of the United 
States should organize a commission of this 
kind, which would certainly be solely the duty 
of the House of Representatives, looks to me 
as trenching upon the privileges of the House, 
and if it should be organized, our experience 
shows that such a commission cannot be prof- 
itable, for whichever way such a commission 
might lean as to its doctrine in regard to the 
tariff, the other side would regard the report 
of its facts as unfounded, as uncandid, and as 
worthy of no credence. 

Mr. President, I trust that we shall not con- 
sume any further time about this subject, but 
that the Senator from South Carolina will take 
a proper occasion to bring forward his bill in 
such shape as will be likely to receive the ap- 
proval of the Senate by itself independently 
and alone. It is perfectly clear from the 
debates in the Senate, and from the adoption 
of this amendment, that it is not the purpose 
of the Senate to ingraft this subject upon this 
pill, and I am not sure that the Senate are not 
right. Certainly it is tending to consume a 
great deal of time, and I trust we shall not 
consume any more. It is obvious already that 
a resolution must be introduced to extend the 
time of the session of Congress, and I hope 
that we shall economize our time as much as 
possible by getting rid of things that cannot 
pass or that will consume more time than they 
are worth. 

Mr, SAWYER. I sympathize very much 
with the views of the Senator from Vermont 
who has just addressed the Senate, in part. I 
conceive that if this isthe deliberate judgment 
of the Senate it is a condemnation of the 
whole matter; that the amendment of the 
Senator from New York is one that would con- 
stitute a commission to take the place of the 
Committee of Ways and Means of the House 
and the Committee on Finance of the Senate; 
and i see no propriety in paying a commission 
filteen or twenty thousand dollars a year to do 
work which belongs to those committees. I 
do not believe that it is the deliberate judgment 
of the Senate to kill this measure. I think 
votes were thrown in reference to the proposi- 
tion under a misapprehension of the circum- 
stances. Ishall myselftake occasion to renew 
the amendment when the bill comes into the 
Senate. : 

Me. SHERMAN. I give notice that I will 
make the point of order. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Can the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina now withdraw the 
amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He can by unan- 
imous consent. It having been amended it is 
not within his power. 


The amendment, as 
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‘Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I hope he 
will ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. While the Senator is 
considering that, if we can reach a vote upon 
the amendment présently, as I trust we may, 
I hope it will not be withdrawn. The Senator 
from Vermont says the Senate has signified its 
purpose to reject the whole thing in substance 
by adopting my amendment. [ say to the 
Senator, with fewer lights than he has, that I 
believe the amendment is far more useful now 
than it was as-first offered, and that it will be 
productive of good. If we can have an intel- 
ligent commission to look into the whole mat- 
ter of taxation in its sources and present the 
conflicting views, perhaps, so much the better. 
Very much information may be struck out by 
the conflict of ideas, and we can have it at 
the next session of Congress and employ it to 
a useful purpose; but at the same time I urge 
upon the Senator from Vermont, as I remarked 
before, that everything which the proposition 
contained in the first instance applicable espe- 
cially to the interest of labor is preserved, and 
it is simply enlarged and turned into an addi- 
tional and useful direction. Ido not see why 
we should discredit it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOWE. As usual I do not seem to be 
very closely allied to anybody about me. 
voted against the amendment moved by the 
Senator from New. York because I did not 
like it quite so well as I did the amendment as 
it stood before the Senate; but I must say to 
the Senator from Vermont and others that I 
think that better than nothing. . 

I want to say another thing, and that is, 
thatunless you get a sensible commission under 
this bill neither of these propositions will do 
the country or any portion of the country any 
good ; and if you doget asensible commission, 
acommission fit for the discharge of the trust, 
Ido humbly concede that that commission can 
fling all the light, and would fling all the light 
upon this whole subject, acting under the in- 
structions contained in the amendment moved 
by the Senator from New York, that they would 
throw upon it if acting under the proposition 
as it came from the Committee on Education 
and Labor. I should be very glad to get some- 
thing better than this, something fuller, some- 
thing more explicit; but [ do think we had 
better take this than take nothing, or to run 
the risk of getting anything better by and by. 
Therefore, although I voted with the Senator 
from Vermont on the question of adopting the 
amendment, I believe I shall have to divide 
with him and vote for the amendment as it now 
stands, believing it to be better than nothing. 

Mr. WILSON. I regret that this amend- 
ment has been adopted. There is in the coun- 
try a very deep interest in the rights and inter- 
ests of labor. A great deal is now said about 
labor founded not on sound principles or on 
ascertained facts. We want to obtain facts. 
We want to understand the facts relating to 
labor, its rights, duties, and interests. For 
that purpose this proposition was introduced 
into the House of Representatives by a gentle- 
man who has given a great deal of time to the 
study of subjects connected with laboring inter- 
ests, and it was adopted by a large majority. 
It was received in the country as a movement 
intended to spread information of value among 
the people. ; i 

We have adopted an amendment that is not 
so full, not so complete as the original propo- 
sition. Itnarrows the investigation. I regret 
exceedingly that this position has been taken 
by the Senate. If the proposition is adopted 
and good men are appointed, men thoroughly 
in earnest, men of intelligence who will exam- 
ine this subject to the extent to which they are 
authorized by this amendment, we shall obtain 
information of some value. At the end of the 


year we may go on and complete the work. 

We shall then have a report that will be 

deemed and taken by all men as a standard 

work. Such a work will tend to dissipate 

prejudice and passion, to liberalize capitalists, 

to make them feel that capital has its duties ag 
well as its rights, and to make workingmen 
see more clearly that the rights and interests. 
of capital and labor are reciprocal rather than 

hostile. Facts, and facts alone, can scatter 

ignorance, prejudice, and passion, and give 

our people, rich and poor, clear conceptions of 

their interests, duties, and rights. 

Mr. MORTON. Iregret the adoption of 
this amendment because it is virtually smoth- ’ 
ering the prance 27 that passed the House 
and came before the Senate. The idea at this 
day of sending out acommission to investigate 
and report upon the tariff question seems to 
me to be absurd. The debate last night I will 


| not say was an insult, but I will say was not 


treating the great body of workingmen ot 
this country who are engaged in this move- 
ment with that respect to which they are en- 
titled. Hundreds of thousands, and 1 may say 
millions of them are discussing the quéstions 
involved in what is called the labor movement, 
with earnestness, with ability, with intelli- 
gence; and when a proposition is made to 
appoint a commission to investigate some of 
these questions which are novel, about which 
the country is not as well informed as it ought 
to be, it should not be sneered at, and this 
vast body of men should not be saubbed in 
his public way. 

I was in hopes this commission would be 
appointed, that able men would be put upon 
it, and at least one workingman put upon it as 
the bill contemplated by its phraseology, and 
when that report should come in it would be 
considered as it ought to be. It might go 
far toward satisfying the workingmen of this 
country who think that the legislation of the 
country is unfortunate for them and who think 
their interests are not sufficiently protected. 
So far from stirring up divisions it might tend 
to allay them, to pacify them, and to bring 
about a better state of feeling than now seems 
to Le existing between the employers and the 
employed. I think the smothering of this prop- 
osition is in every way unfortunate. ` 

Mr. ROBERTSON. At the request of 
several of my friends, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the substitute was adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina moves to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope that motion will 
not be agreed to. I think the proposition of 
the Senator from New York is an improve- 
ment upon the original one, for [ believe no 
man can consider the original question of the 
relations of capital to labor without also con- 
sidering in this country the subject of tax- 
ation, of raising revenue, the subject of tariff 
as it is sometimes called. Every practical 
man knows that this subject of the tariff, of 
the protection, or encouragement, or whatever 
you please to call it, that is given to the pro- 
ductive industries of the country, is really the 
question of the laboring man. Every man 
who is employed in any sort of mechanism, 
and every man, as I believe, wha is employed 
in cultivating the soil, is interested in that 
very question, and you cannot philosophically 
consider one without considering the other. 
Therefore, as this proposition, which has now 
been agreed to, embraces both, while it enables 
the commission to consider each on its own 
merits, it also requires it to consider them in 
connection, it will give us broader means of 
legislation for advancing the interests of all 
classes in this country than any other method 
of inquiry could. I hope, therefore, without 
taking up the time of the Senate, that this 
reconsideration will not be agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. ‘The bill reported by the 
committee makes the duties of the commis- 
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sioners. consist. in investigating ‘‘the subject 
of the wages and hours of labor, and of the 
division of the joint profits of labor and cap- 
ital between. the laborer and the capitalist, and 
the.social, educational, and sanitary condition 
of the laboring classes of the United States, 
and how..the same are affected by existing 
_ laws regulating commerce, finance, and cur- 
rency.’ If that investigation does not em- 
brace all that.is embraced in the amendment 
of the Senator from NewYork, and much more, 
I cannot read the English language correctly. 
Mr. President, the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from New York, as Isaid before, is a prop- 
osition to assign to a paid commission duties 
every one of which belongs to the Committee 
of Ways and Means of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Committee on Finauce of 
the Senate. It is simply surplusage, and in 
my opinion should not receive the consider- 
ation of the Senate for. one moment. It would 
not, as an independent proposition, receive 
that consideration for one moment, and would 
only be voted for simply to kill the original 
proposition. 3 
I am sorry that the American Senate seem 
determined to ignore all those great questions 
which are agitating the laboring classes, not 
only of this but of all other countries, and the 
proper solution of the problem which under- 
lies our whole economical system. I believe 
if this subject could receive the mature and 
eareful. consideration of the Senate, there 
would be no hesitancy in doing this slight and 
simple thing to meet the demands which are 
peculiar to this hour. I hope the motion of 
my colleague will prevail, and that we shall 
reconsider the vote by which we adopted the 
substitute of the Senator from New York. 
Mr. HOWE. I trust the Senate willindulge 
me in one more word. Ofcourse I shall vote 
for this motion to reconsider. I do not rise 
for the purpose of giving that assurance there- 
fore. rise for the purpose of saying, in reply 
to a suggestion just made by the Senator from 
South Carolina, that whatever may be the 
result of this motion to reconsider, whether it 
‘ig agreed to by the Senate or is rejected by the 
Senate, I hope no well-informed person here 
or elsewhere will come to the conclusion that 
it indicates a settled purpose on the part of 
the Senate to ignore or give the go-by in any 


way to the great question which is set forth 
not only in the amendment which comes from 
the Committee on Education and Labor, but 
is set forth, as I think, almost as distinctly in 
the proposition made by the Senatorfrom New 
York. I shall not believe myself, I hope no 
one will believe, that the American Senate 
have sat down upon the conclusion that they 
will, or that they can, ignore that question or 
that they wish to do so; for I think nothing 
is more certain than that by the time the Sen- 
ate found itself comfortably seated on that 
conclusion it would be apt to get hoisted in a 
manner very unwelcome to itself. Sir, this is 
a question which cannot be ignored ; that is 
just as certain as the future; and therefore I 
believe that a body containing as much wisdom 
as this Senate does, does not intend to do any 
such thing. 

I shall vote for the motion to reconsider, 
mainly for the reason which induces the Sen- 
ator, from Vermont to vote against reconsid- 
eration. The difference between the Senator 
from Vermont and myself is only a difference 
in the way of estimating these two proposi- 
tions; and yet I agree with the Senator from 
Vermont that you cannot draw a good ‘tariff 
bill, a perfect tariff bill, without an adequate 
consideration and a. full apprehension of this 
whole question of the relations of labor to 
capital. Therefore I believe if you get a sen- 
sible commission under the proposition of the 
Senator from New York, they will, when they 
report to yon a sensible tariff bill, report to 
you the true conclusions upon this subject, so 
far as they affect the question of -a tariff; but 


if you stand upon the proposition moved by | 


the Committee on Education and Labor, that 
commission, I think, will havea larger field 
open to them, and they will report to you, if 
they. discharge their whole duty, not only all 
the relations between capital and labor, so far 
as they bear upon the question of a tariff, but 
so far.as they bear upon every industrial. ques- 
tion which affects the people of the United 
States. It is for that reason that I shall vote 
for the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. COLE. It is becoming more and more 
apparent that it will be impossible for Congress 
to adjourn at the time fixed, to wit, next 
Monday. There is a proposition now pending 
on this tariff bill that has really nothing to do 
with that bill, which is utterly foreign to it, 
which has no more to do with itthan a pension 
bill, or a bridge bill, or some other bill of that 
nature. It has, however, afforded an excel- 
lent opportunity for Senators to display their 
eloquence and exhibit their logic; but no 
other purpose has been effectedand none will 
be effected by this amendment. The galleries 
are filled with delegates to the national con- 
vention that is to meet presently, prominent 
politicians, who ought to hear from their 
representatives in this body, and they have 
had a good opportunity on this amendment, 
and I suppose they will have excellent oppor- 
tunities upon numerous other amendments 
that will be presented upon this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have the California dele- 
gates arrived? 

Mr. COLE. No, sir. 

There are several important appropriation 
bills behind, and there seems to be a determ- 
ination on the part of the Senate to crowd them 
into the very last hours of the session or de- 
feat them; and I give notice to Senators that 


| those bills will be defeated, if I can bring it 


about, rather than allow them to be incum- 
bered with the improper legislation that will 
be sought to be forced upon them by those who 
I suppose are anxious to get their measures 
through upon the appropriation bills. 

Sir, we allknow that the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, which contains the money that 
is to carry on very many of the branches of 
this Government for the next fiscal year, is 
yet behind. It ought to have several days for 
its consideration. It is impossible that that 
bill should be properly considered, considered 
as it should be, short of several days. Now, 
sir, this is Thursday, and we are drifting along 
in the afternoon of this day, and there are 
only three or four days of the session re- 
maining. : 

Then, in addition to the civil appropria- 
tion bill, there is the fortification bill, and 
the river and harbor bill, and other bills 
of great importance to the public, all undis- 
posed of. Nothing has been done by this 
Congress for the promotion and benefit of 
commerce; a great many of the leading inter- 
ests of the country have been utterly neg- 
lected; but Senators seem to think it is of 
more importance to discuss questions which 
are of no consequence on this particular bill, 
than to proceed with the business of the session. 

I wish to say this much for the purpose 
of reminding Senators that a resolution has 
already been adopted for an adjournment on 
next Monday, and this is Thursday afternoon, 
and the House of Representatives, I think, will 
have a great deal of reluctance to extending 
the time. If they refuse to do so, there must 
be another session called immediately to fol- 
low this, and I do not think that will appear 
very well in the records of the country or of 
the Republican party. Senators are perhaps 
defending the Republican party, in their own 
estimation, by talking on the labor question 
and other questions in connection with the 
tariff bill, but I think they will do the party 
much more injury than benefit by such a course. 
I do hope that Senators will realize the situa- 
tion we are now in and permit business to be 
transacted during the brief space that is left 
of the session. : i 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam satisfied from the 
discussion that has taken place on this ques-. 
tion that the subject is one which the Senate 
cannot comprehend, and therefore if it is in 
order I should like to suggest that the whole 
subject be referred to the Philadelphia con- 
vention. [Laughter.] I am satisfied that by 
the platform of the convention capital will 
be properly protected and labor properly re- 
warded. [Laughter.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair doubts 
whether that would be in order under the rules 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HOWE. I suggest to my friend from 
Delaware that that reference is entirely un- 
necessary. The Philadelphia convention in- 
tends to settle this whole question, any way. 
(Laughter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on reconsidering the vote by which the Senate 
agreed to the amendment of the Senator from 
New York. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 82; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Casserly, Cragin, 
Fianagan, Frelinghuysen, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, 
Pool, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 
Spencer, Sprague, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and 
Wilson—25, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conk- 
ling, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Kel- 
logg, . Logan, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ransom, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Stevenson, Stewart, Trumbull, 
Vickers, Windom, and Wright—32. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Brownlow 
Carpenter, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of 
West Virginia, Fenton, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill 
Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Nye, Rice, Stockton, and 
West—17. 

So the motion to reconsider was not 
agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment as amended, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered: 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to offer an amend. 
ment to the amendment as it now stands. I 
move to insert afier the word “ persons,” and 
before the amendment of the Senator from 
New York, these words: 

Who shall be selected from civil life, solely with 
reference to character and capacity for an intelli- 
gent, honest, and impartial investigation, irrespect- 
ive of partisan considerations, and of whom at least 
one shall be practically identified with the laboring 
interests of the country, and shall have had thorough 
personal experience and information in respect to 
the same, 

The language of this amendment is taken 
almost verbatim from the bill reported by the 
Senator from South Carolina some time ago to 
the Senate. The object of course is, pro tanto, 
to carry out. the purpose of that measure in 
the particular referred to in the amendment. 
I trust there will be no objection to adopting it. 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I find there is some 
misunderstanding, eitheramong Senators about 
me or on my own part, in regard to the lan- 
guage of the amendment of the Senator from 
New York, justadopted. Therefore, I will ask 
the Clerk to read that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the first section as it now stands 
in the amendment, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That there shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
a commission of three persons to consider and ex- 
amine the various plans and methods of raising rev- 
enue, and report the best tax and tariff system they 
can devise, having regard to the interests of labor 
in its relations to capital and otherwise, and having 
regard also to the interests of commerce and of all 
classes of the American people. Said persons shall 
hold office for one year from the date of their ap- 
pointment. —_ 

Mr. CASSERLY. Now let my amendment 
be reported. 

The Cuter Cierx. The amendment to the 


| amendment is to insert after the word “ per- 
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sons,’? and immediately preceding the amend- 
ment just read, the following: 

Who shall be selected from civil life, solely with 
reference to their character and capacity for an in- 
telligent, honest, and impartial investigation, irre- 
spective of partisan considerations, and of whom at 
least one shall be practically identified with the 
laboring interests of the country, and who have had 
thorough personal experience and information in 
respect to the same. 


Mr. CONKLING. I see no objection to 
that amendment if I understand it. I under- 
stand it is to come in after the word ‘per- 
sons’’ and preceding the other amendments, 
so as to affect their qualifications. If there is 
any objection to it, L suggest to the Senator 
from California that he can obviate it by modi- 
fying a phrase. I am not sure that literally 
any person could come up fully to the require- 
ment that heasserts here. Therefore, if it will 
be agreeable to him, I think he had bettersay 
‘Cas far as practicable,” or ‘‘to the utmost ex- 
tent,” or whatever it may be. However, I will 
not make any point upon that. I see no objec- 
tion to the amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am sorry my friend 
from California should deem it his duty to 
offer that amendment. What is this proposi- 
tion as it now stands? It is nothing in the 
world but to appoint a commission to frame 
a tax bill and a tariff bill. 

Mr. CONIKLING. Oh, no. 

Mr. THURMAN, What is it, then? 

Mr. CONKLING. It is simply that they 
shall examine the different methods—I think 
the phrase is—aud plans for raising revenue, 
and report the result of their labors to Con- 
gress. The Senator will find in the second 
section the words which require them to re- 
port the whole result to Congress. There is 
nothing about reporting a bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. The result of it, I sup 
pose, would be a bill. If not, if it is simply 
for the purpose of getting information, every 
member of the Senate knows we are over- 
wheimed with information; that we cannot 
read one page out of ten of the information 
that is laid on our desks and that comes to 
us by every day’s mail on the subject. Now, 
I do hope that those of us especially who think 
like the Senator from California and myself 
on the subject of the tariff are not going to 
put it into the power'of the President of the 
United States to appoint a commission to 
frame tax and tariff bills for us. That is a 
duty that belongs to the House of Represent- 
atives, in the first place, and, secondly, to the 
Senate when the House send usa bill. The 
idea of putting into the bands of the President 
of the United States, who, if I understand his 
position, is a protectionist out and out, the 
selection of three men to bring in here a 
protective tariff bill, is a thing I will never 
consent to as long as I have a vote here. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understood the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York to con- 
template merely the collection of a body of 
statistics and the reporting of them to Con: 
gress by the commission proposed, and that 
seems tu me to be a very different thing from 
reporting a tariff and internal revenue bill. 
It is just the difference between a body of 
information, and I will add, also, the outline 
of a system on the one hand, and a bill or 
the form of legislation on the other. 

Now, I respectfully submit to my friend 
from Ohio that my views might agree with his 
as to the final disposition of the measure in 
its present shape, and yet there would be 
nothing improper in wy offering such amend- 
ments as would tend to make the measure 
more useful, I know a different policy may 
be pursued; that is, to load it down with 
amendments that make it less useful and more 
objectionable. [have not often felt it my duty 
to adopt that course in this body, and I do 
not know that I have ever felt it my duty in a 
single instance. I think I will change one 
word in my amendment. I will insert the 
word “ sufficient” in place of ‘* thorough.” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from California to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. - i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
now recurs on agreeing to the amendment ag 


|| amended, on which the yeas and nays have 


been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 87; as follows: 

_ YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Cameron, Clayton, Conk- 

ling, Corbett, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Hitchcock, 
Howe, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Stew- 
art, Sumner, and Wilson—17. 
_ NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Cragin, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, John- 
ston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Norwood, Patterson, Pratt, Ran- 
som, Robertson, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, Windom, 
and Wright—37. 

ABSENT — Messrs, Anthony, Blair, Brownlow, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of 
West Virginia, Fenton, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Kellogg, Lewis, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Spencer, Stockton, Tipton, and West—20. 

So the amendment, as amended, was 
rejected. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If no further 
amendment be proposed, the bill will be 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . The Chair will 
state that a number of amendments have been 
reserved to be considered in the Senate, after 
which other amendments can be moved in the 
Senate as well as in Committee of the Whole, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. FENTON. I wish to propose an amend- 
ment to the text of the bill, and, as my col- 
league suggests, this may be avery proper 
time to do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest, as there are 
three or four very important votes to be had in 
the Senate, that allamendments had better be 
postponed until we settle those disputed ques- 
tions, and then the bill will be open to further 
amendment. I merely make that suggestion 
to expedite the public business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair stated 
to the Senator from New York that fouror five 
importantamendments were reserved for a vote 
in the Senate when the Senate was full. After 
the vote shall be taken upon them, if the bill 
should be reported to the Senate, it will still 
be open to amendment in the Senate the same 
as it is now. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York was first recognized. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I wise to reserve the 
first amendment made by the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly; they 
ean all be reserved. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to reserve several 
when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. FENTON. I wish to inquire whether, 
if the bill is reported to the Senate, an amend- 
ment to the text of the bill will be first in 
order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the amendments 
of the committee are disposed of, the whole 
text of the bill will be open to amendment. 

Mr. FENTON. ILunderstand that; but not 
before. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor from New York claim the floor? 

Mr. CONKLING. I make this suggestion 
to my colleague in answer to a suggestion 
made to me privately: it is very obvious what 
the advantage is, what he saves and what he 
loses by the proposition ; if. he allows the bill 
to go into the Senate, in the first place he can 
offer no. amendment until the Senate has 
agreed or disagreed to all the amendments 
made in Committee of the Whole; in the 
next place, if he offers an amendment and 
loses it, he loses it forever, no matter how thin 
the Senate may be when the vote is taken. 


He has one amendment particularly whieh ‘he 
considers very important, and so do I. - There- 
fore, I have no hesitation in saying to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio: that: E think ‘it better for my 
colleague to offer his amendment in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and if so be that the vote is 
taken upon it when the Senate is thit and’ he 
wants another vote, then he can have that vote 
in the Senate. I think that is the advantage 
of offering it now, and if'I were managing the 
amendment, I say to him, I would rather do 
it in that way. eat 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only question is 
whether we shall take a vote first on questions 
involving millions of dollars, or on the duty on 
certain: qualities of salt, in a full Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FENTON. I move to amend the bill 
on the second page by inserting at the end of 
the fourteenth line and- also at the end of the 
sixteenth line the words‘‘ and twenty per cent. 
ad valorem ;’’.so that the bill will read: -~ 


On salt, in bulk, eight cents per one hundred 
pounds and twenty per cent. ad valorem. P 

On salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 
twelve cents per one hundred pounds and twenty 
per cent. ad valorem, : 


Mr. President, I ‘should be sorry if the sug- 
gestion of this amendment had the effect of 
launching the Senate upon a sea of discussion. 
Imperfectly understood as the subject is, judg- 
ing from statements made in the previous 
debate, and, as I believe, to the prejudice of the 
salt interests, yet I should regret protracted ` 
controversy at this late hour of the session. I 
will set a good example myself, following the 
kind suggestion of the Senator from Iowa, in 
being very brief. : 

It is almost enough to’ say, it is certainly 
enough to justify me in offering this amend- 
ment, that this great interest, in my judgment, 
by the proposition as it stands in the bill is 
menaced. J have carefully and thoroughly 
examined this whole subject relating to the 
manufacture of salt, its cost in our country, 
and its relation to the importation of foreign 
salt, and [ am fully persuaded that only a 
moderate return upon the capital invested is 
now received by those who have invested in 
this branch of industry and production. 

Unless it can be shown that the proposed 
reduction of the duty on salt will not inja 
riously affect the domestic manufacture, ‘or 
that it is an interest which ought to be dis- 
couraged, there is no reason why the rate 
fixed in the bill should be adopted by the 
Senate. ; 

Upon a fair review of our whole revenue 
system, if it be found that the present duty on 
salt is unnecessarily high, and it be thought 
proper to modify it in the ratio of reductions 
upon other products or manufactures, there 
will be less ground for complaint. 

Bat this product is singled out for special 
and extraordinary reduction, and gentlemen 
even go so far in the discussion as to urge the 
entire repeal of the duty. Nothing could be. 
more unjust. If time would permit I could 
show by perfectly reliable statements that 
even the present rate of duty does not create 
monopoly or lead to unearned profits. 

But I cannot elaborate this question in the 
five minutes allowed me, and it must suftice 
for the present to say that the rate of duty as 
proposed in the bill would discourage, if it 
would not impair, the reasonable prosperity 
of this interest. This ought not to be done, 
and that it may not, I propose this additional 
slight ad valorem duty. 

Here I leave the question. Itis for the Sen- 
ate to consider whether this one industry, in 
which thousands of men are employed, and 
of which the chief valuc is made up of labor, 
shall be singled out for special discrimination. 
It seems to me unjust and unwise, and I hope 
my amendment will prevail. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am 
satisfied that the protection afforded: to the 
salt manufacturers by this bill is totally inade- 
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nate. It is well known to every member of 
this body that salt represents labor, and labor 
only. ; The water from which salt is made is a 
natural product; it simply has to be pumped 
by. steam; and all the rest.is labor, 

: Naw, Mr. President, I shall allude simply 
to the Saginaw salt-works. ‘Fhe salt-basin of 
which the Saginaw valley is the center ex- 
tends-a hundred miles; in other words in 
Goderich in Canada, directly opposite. Sag- 
inaw, they pump from identically the same 
basin; the salt is of equal pure quality; it is 
the same thing. . In Canada labor is perbaps 
fifty per cent. less than in the State of Michi- 
gan, and they can produce salt in Goderich, 
directly opposite Saginaw, for about fifty per 
cent. less than we can produce it from our 
wells there, 

I do not think that the increase of duty 
roposed by the amendment of the Senator 
rom New York is sufficient. I think he should 
have made it thirty per cent. instead of twenty 
percent. Hight cents per bushel gives about 
twenty cents per barrel protection on salt. There 
are from two and a half to three bushels to 
the barrel. Call it three’ bushels, and it will 
be twenty-four cents. They can produce salt 
directly opposite to us, in Goderich, for about 

fifty per cent. less than we can, solely on 
account of the difference in labor. 

Now, Mr. President, I want a duty on salt 
equal to that which is placed upon other pro- 
ducts of American industry. If this small 
duty of, say, twenty-four cents per barrel is a 
sufficient protection for the laborers of Michi- 
gan, then an equal percentage (for it is not more 
than twelve per cent. upon the value)is quite suf: 
ficient for the manufacturers of New England. 
I notice that the New England Senators are 
greatly in favor of reducing the duty on salt. 

f the duty on salt is reduced to twelve per cent, 
T shall try to reduce the duty on manufactures 
to about the same ratio. If twelve per cent. 
ig enough protection to the laborers of Michi- 

an, it is enough for the button makers of 
Sonnecticut; itis enough for those that pro- 
duce the eyelets that now pay more than one 
hundred percent. I wantsome sort of equality 
in the protection ihat is given to American 
labor. Hither protect all interests or protect 
no interest. Let us meet upon fair ground, 
and let us have suitable protection to the salt- 
makers of Michigan, and New York and Ten- 
nessee, and other States. I do not think my 
friend from New York has proposed enough. [ 
think he should have made it thirty per cent. 
at least, but I shall vote for his proposition 
for twenty per cent. because that is better than 
the bill as it stands; but I ask him to modify 
his amendment and make it thirty instead of 
twenty percent. I shall vote for it at twenty 
per cent. of course, but that is not sufficient. 

Mr. FENTON. I agree with the Senator 
entirely that it ought to be thirty per cent., and 
if itis desired I will so modify my amendment. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Then i hope the amend- 
ment, as modified, will be agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I bad hoped that this salt 
monopoly would have been satisfied with 
maintaining the rates that have been allowed 
them by the bill as it comes from the House 
of Representatives. I think it is the most 
odious monopoly that now exists in the United 
States. It is a tax upon everybody throughout 
the country; a tax in favor of persons who 
have been enormously enriched ; a tax in favor 
of an interest that does not require any pro- 
tection, and if it did, should not have it at the 
expense of the impoverished people of this 
country. 

When this question was under consideration 
before in the Senate, I had occasion to make 
a statement about the dividends made by this 
Onondaga Salt Company, and which statement 

was contradicted by a Senator on this floor. I 
have received a letter in reference to that mat- 
ter from Mr. David A. Wells, from whom I 
‘quoted the statement. He says: 

“Tam sorry I could not be at your elbow when 


Mr. COxKLING denied that the Onondaga Salt Com- 
pany had paid six dividends in one year. This was 
not my statement, but the statement under oath of 
the secretary of the company given in my report for 


* The fact that the company now pays but a small 
per cent, is a juggle in every sense. The original 
capital was $160,000 in 1860-61. Some two years 
after they made a stock dividend of one hundred per 
cent., and continued making stock dividends up to 
1870, when the original capital had been swollen to 
$1,200,000 without a single dollar in cash having been 
paid in.” 


This jugglery, this attempt to deceive the 
country, is shown by their statement of a stock 
of $1,200,000, which in fact is only $160,000. 
They say their capital pays them but three per 
per cent. per annum, when in fact it pays them 
thirty per cent. per annum upon all the money 
they ever paid in; and that is their own 
statement. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is that? I was 
out of the Chamber fora moment. I under- 
stand it relates to some debate in which I had 
a part before. 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, sir, I have no time in 
the five minutes to which we are limited to go 
over my remarks again if the Senator was out 
of his place.. I stated when this subject was 
debated previously that this company had 
made six dividends in one year, and one of 
those dividends was twelve and a half per cent., 
and the Senator then contradicted me. I now 
state upon the authority of Mr. Wells, who 
says he has it from the secretary of the Onon- 
daga company, under oath, that they did make 
six dividends in one year, and that one of those 
dividends was twelve and a half percent., and 
I read from Mr. Wells a letter to that effect. 
He further says: 


“Three per cent. on $1,200,000 would be over thirty 
per cent. on $160,000, and the statement as put forth 
of earnings is a fraud; for in addition the company 
has other property represented by bogus organiza- 

ions. 


Now, sir, this company are not satisfied with 
the reduction made in the Houseof Represent- 
atives. They wish still further to fatten upon 
the taxation of tbe poor people of this coun- 
try. This tax is the most iniquitous of all the 
taxes levied in this country. It is especially 
onerous to the people of the West, who make 
the largest use of this article in their business 
of packing and curing beef; and there is au 
extraordinary spectacle presented in this coun- 
try: while the fishermen of New England are 
allowed a drawback on all the salt used in 
curing fish, the people of the West, who use a 
thousand-fold more of this article, are allowed 
no drawback when they make use of salt in 
curiog beef. That drawback is continued to 
the New England fishermen. It seems that 
those living in that favoted region of our coun- 
try are to be exempted from all the burdens 
that are imposed upon the people of other 
sections. I trust, sir, that this amendment 
will be voted down ; that no such scandalous 
proceeding as this will be permitted longer in 
this country. 

Mr. BOKEMAN. Ido not propose to dis- 
cuss this question to any extent, nor am I ina 
condition of health to do so. 

It seems to be sufficient for some of our 
friends nowadays who wish to attack any 
particular proposition to cry out that it is a 
monopoly. ‘That is the answer to every prop- 
osition in regard to the tariff and many other 
matters that might be mentioned ‘‘It is a 
monopoly; it is oppression.” 

Now, what are the facts with regard to salt? 
It is said there are about thirty-two million 
bushels of salt manufactured in this country 
annually. The population of the country is 
about forty millions. That is less than one 
bushel to each individual person, supposing 
that all the salt manufactured was consumed 
by the population of the country. The tax 
upon salt, according to the present tariff, is 
probably about ten cents per bushel. ‘There- 
fore, if all the salt that is consumed for all pur- 
poses-in this country was consumed by the 
population on their provisions and so on it 
would not be a tax of ten cents per head. 


But that is not the fact. There is a consider- 
able amount of salt consumed in this country, 
as I understand it, for other purposes, for fer- 
tilizing and uses of that character, which does 
not enter into individual consumption, and 
therefore you do not have upon a fair calcula- 
tion, I apprehend, half a busbel of salt to 
each of the inhabitants of the country, which 
would be five cents a piece. That is a terrible 
oppression indeed upon the people of this 
country, to pay five cents a vear for the use 
of the salt that enters into their provisions! 

I think the amendment of the Senator from 
New York ought to prevail. The duty ought 
to be much greater than he proposes; it ought 
to be thirty or forty per cent. ad valorem in 
addition to the pacific amoune proposed in the 
bill, It seems to me it is not good statesman- 
ship, when we are about to arrange a tariff, to 
disturb any of the industries of the country to 
any appreciable extent if it be possible to 
avoid it. 

Now, take up this bill, and the most of the 
articles upon which the tariff is reduced are 
affected to the extent of ten per cent. of the 
present tariff. But what is the reduction in 
regard to salt? You find that it is more than 
fifty per cent. This bill proposes to take off 
more than fifty per cent. of the present tariff 
on salt. I have before me the existing tariff 
law, which reads, ‘upon saltin sacks, barrels, 
or other packages, twenty-four cents per one 
hundred pounds.” ‘The proposition of this 
bill is to reduce it to twelve cents per one hun- 
dred pounds. That is just one half the tariff 
taken off. On salt in bulk you will find the 
existing tariff is eighteen cents per one bun- 
dred. pounds, while this bill proposes eight 
cents per one hundred pounds, which is a 
reduction of over fifty per cent. of the existing 
duty. 

‘This great reduction must necessarily so 
disturb the manufacture of galt as to affect the 
capital that is invested in it. The amount of 
the capital invested in this ixdustry is no small 
matter. In my own State I apprehend there 
are some three or four million dollars invested 
in the manutactare of salt. I have here a 
statement as to the manufacture in one of the 
counties in iny State, the county of Mason, 
aud we manufacture salt in two or three coun- 
ties there within a range of nearly one hundred 
miles : 

“Mason is óne of the greatest manufacturing 
counties of our State. There are thirteen sait fur- 
naces, nearly all of which are in successful opera- 
tion. The average annual yield of each of tbese 
furnaces is about three hundred thousand bushels, 
making an aggregate of three million nine hundred 
thousand bushels of salt, which has gained a most 
enviable reputation in the warket. 

“The average value of these furnaces is about one 
hundred thousand dollars, and the material for 
carrying them on is about the same, giving a con- 
Stantly carried agzregate capital of $2,500,000,” 

Then in the county of Kanawha we have a 
large amount of capital invested. In addition 
to that J will remark, as I perceive my time is 
about out, that there are several thousand 
laborers interested in this manufacture in my 
State ; and if you include the manufactories in 
New York, Michigan, and elsewhere, you will 
find very probably a great many thousand 
laborers who will be thrown out of employ- 
ment in addition to the capital that wil be 
disturbed if the duty on salt is reduced to the 
extent proposed. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Mis- 
souri quoted somebody to the effect that the 
Onondaga Salt Company had realized, as a 
rule, exorbitant protits. He talked about 
twelve per cent. Let me dispose of his state- 
ment and say to him—I will give him my au- 
thority if he wishes; he can satisfy himself in 
a moment as to its verity; be will not doubt 
it—that the Onondaga Salt Company never 
realized at any time any sach profits, save 
only when the Mississippi river was blockaded, 
and when the price of salt had no reference 
to the tariff and the tariff no effect upon the 
price of salt. Even then the dividend of 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


4047 


which-he has been informed was a dividend 
upon a narrow and nominal capital, that cap- 
ital which rented the works of the State of New 
York. The dividend was based upon this nom- 
inal capital, and not upon the actual amount 
of capital employed. I dismiss. that point, 
informing the Senator that since he made his 
attack lately upon the Onondaga Salt Com- 
pany and his exhibit of its profits that com- 
pany has gone into sequestration, sinking un- 
der its burdens, and not having divided two 
per cent. a year for the last two years. For 
that statement I will furnish the Senator my 
authority, and, as in the other case, he ean 
satisfy himself readily whether it be reliable 
or not. EE Go 

Now, I want to make two remarks upon this 
proposition of the House and of the com- 
mittee. In the first place it inflicts a penalty 
upon salt in sacks. Why? Because the man 
who imports a sack empty to put salt in pays 
a large duty; and if he will only put salt in 
it before he brings it in, he pays relatively and 
practically less. Let me give the figures upon 
this: f 

“ Thus the duty onthe empty sack (used in the im- 
portation of the Ashton salt) is forty per cent. ad 
valorem. Such a sack costs in Liverpool thirty-two 
cents. The duty, therefore, when imported ‘empty, 
is twelve and eight tenths cents. The Asbton 
sack of sult contains two hundred and twenty-four 
pounds, On this the proposed duty of twelve cents 

er one hundred pounds is twenty-seven cents. 
educt the proper duty on an empty sack, and it 
leaves only fourteen and two tenths cents duty on 
the two hundred and twenty-four poundsof salt, and 
this amounts to only six and three tenths cents duty 
er one hundred pounds, being one and seven tenths 
ess than the eight-cent duty on loose salt. Practi- 
cally this is a remission of part of the duty on salt 
when imported: ina foreign sack; and this is the 
more inequitable because the American producer of 
the sack salt mainly uses foreign sacks as the best 
adapted to the purpose.” 

Five minutes will not allow me to amplify 
this point; but would any Senator vote fora 
scale like this, one which offers a bounty to 
the foreign producer of salt who puts itina 
sack and inflicts a penalty on the American 
producer? 1 hope not. 

But again, an ad valorem duty is necessary. 
Why? Because otherwise you impose a uni- 
form duty upon grades which differ three hun- 
dred per cent. from each other in their value. 
Is not the gentleman who compiled the paper 
Iholdin my hand warranted in saying that 


this is not only unjust but absurd? Why | 


do we not elsewhere in the tariff impose the 
same duty upon things worth $100 or worth 
$300? As we discriminate between bloom iron 
and pig iron throughout the tariff, so by the 
same rule we should discriminate here. My 
colleague has moved an ad valorem duty of 
thirty per cent., which I believe is the true way 
to reach justice, without which I believe the 
salt interest of the country likely to perish. 

I will not dilate upon it. Every Senator 
can estimate the value of the preservation of 
this interest, and the calamity of its extinc- 
tion; and | think no Senator can examine 
these figures and doubt that eight and twelve 
cents specitic duty, as now proposed, is likely 
to be fatal to an industry which, as the Sen- 
ator from Michigan has said truly, represents 
nothing but labor, taking a product of the 
earth not only without value but noxious, and 
transforming it by skill and labor into one of 
the necessaries of life, and one of the com- 
modities of the markef. 

It is idle in five minutes to attempt any ex- 
tended statement in this regard; I will not do 
it; but I beg the Senate to bear in mind first 
that this imposition discriminates against salt 
in sacks; inflicts a penalty upon the American 
producer who puts bis salt in sacks, discrim- 
inates invidiously in favor of the foreign pro- 
ducer, the man who sends sacks here con- 


taining salt in place of sending them empty, . 


and the wan who buys in the same way; and 
in the second place, it ignores entirely the fact 
that be.ween different qualities of the article 
described the difference in grade is probably 
more than three hundred per cent., as stated 


by one who knows whereof he speaks. Ishall 
vote for the amendment, and 1 hope it will 


prevail. . 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam notgoing to consume 
time, but only to ask the Senator from New 
York how he voted on the question of the uni- 
form tax of twenty-four cents on tobacco ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I voted against it. How 
did my honorable friend vote? . : 

Mr. THORMAN. I would have voted against 
it if I had been here, but E was tired and had 
gone home. Iam glad the Senator did so 
vote, but there the Senate have puta tax of 
six hundred percent. on some tobacco, whereas 
upon other tobacco the tax is not five per cent. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg to say to the hon- 
orable Senator that in his absence I did as 
well as I could in turning the attention of the 
Senate to that fact. lf he had been here he 
would have made it more clear, and now I ask 


him to stand by me in the argument he would 
have made on tobacco. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Fenton] by striking out ‘‘ thirty per cent.” and 
inserting ‘ten per cent.” 1 do this for the 
purpose of responding to some remarks which 
have fallen from the Senator from New York 
nearest me, [Mr. Coyxuine.] He speaks of 
the fact that this Onondaga Salt Company has 
sunk under its burden. If it has sunk at all 
under any burden, it is the burden of its divi- 
dends. 

Mr. President, I read a notice of the suit to 
dissolve the Onondaga Salt Company, a suit 
brought in behalf of the stockholders against 
the Onondaga Salt Company: 

‘Hon. George F. Comstock has been, by consent 
of the parties, appointed receiver, with direction 
to pay the debts and divide the capital among the 
stockholders, The assets are understood to be over 
two million dollars.” 

Two milliondollars for a company that start- 
ed out with $160,000, and that made seven divi- 
dendsin one year, one of which was twelve and a 
half per cent., and are now about to dissolve 
their affairs and divide among their stockbold- 
ers $2,000,000. They have sunk indeed under 
the burden, but it is the burden of their divi- 
dends. 

Mr. CONKLING. That, the Senator says, 
has crashed them down. 

Mr. BLAIR. The dividends have destroyed 
them. ‘They have make so much money they 
do not know what to do with it. (Laughter. ] 
This is another dodge of the salt company. 
It has made a good many. We have traced 
some of them up. ‘They made a dodge in 
trying to represent that they had $1,290,000 
of paid-in stock when we know they had but 
$160,000. They made a°dodge in pretend- 
iog to say that they only get three per cent. 
profit per annum upon their stock, when we 
know that they got thirty per cent. upon 
all the stock they had paid up, and now they 
dissolve and succumb with $2,000,000 to divide 
among the stockholders. . 

Mr. President, this is rather “too thin.” 
Tt is a dodge, while this measure is pending 
before Congress to take away from them these 
enormous privileges, to. persuade the country 
that they have been bankrupted by their losses 
when they have bankrapted the country by the 
profits which they have extorted from it. 

The Senator from West Virginia speaks of 
the number of persons who would be left out 
of employment. I ask that Senator if he 
does not know that the salt company in his 
own State has been rented by the Ohio Salt 
Company and the works stopped there for fear 
of making too much salt so as to reduce its 
price in the market? 

Mr. BOREMAN. Iwill say to the Senator 
from Missouri that I do not know any such 
thing. The statement that I read here was 
from a local paper giving the actual produc- 
tion now. 

Mr. BLAIR. I undertake to say that the 
works are not in operation and have not been | 


for some time; that one. of these : monopolies 
known. asthe Ohio company. has.rented. the 
Kanawha works and allowed them..to bé-dig- ` 
used in order that there might not be.so large 
a quantity of: salt. brought upon the market, 
and that the-people in his own. State have been 
thrown out of employment. : Now. Icann tell 
the Senator that the industries. that use this 
salt-and that are taxed by these. salt companies 
employ filty times as many hands as those who. 
are employed in making salt. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. . 

Mc. FERRY, of Michigan, rose. 

Mr. BOREMAN. If the Senator from 
Michigan will allow me just a moment, the 
Senator from Missouri made the statement 
some time ago in regard to the Kanawha salt- 
works, I read in regard to Mason county, 
chiefly where they are ail at work now. In 
regard. to the Kanawha salt-works I have 
uuderstood that. a portion of the salt-works 
in Kanawha county are suspended, but not all 
of them. ‘That is only one portion of the salt 
operations in my state. It does not cover one 
Ls or one fourth of the salt-works in my 

tate. : , ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Missouri. withdraw. his amend- 


ment? 

Mc. BLAIR. Yes, sir. I will simply say 
that the fact I stated was admitted in the 
House of Representatives, that the works had 
been leased and were not now in operation. 

Mr. BOREMAN. That only covers a small 
portion of the works in my State. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw my amendment 
to the amendment. f 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. The Senator 
from New York has substavtially made the 
point I desired to present to the Senate. I 
will not touch upon the invidious discrimina- 
tion that has been made between the different 
methods of putting up salt, thus increasing 
the tariff upon one more than upon tbe other. 
I desire, however, to call the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri to ove fact in relation 
to the profit of this business which does not 
apply to the salt-muking in Michigan if it does 
in New York. ‘The Senator from New York 
has replied to that feature of the remarks of 
the Senator from Missouri in regard to New 
York, and | can give my observation of the 
manufacture in the State of Michigan. 

Salt is not made in the western portion of 
the State where i reside; but having occasion 
to visit the Saginaw valley last season. my 
attention was directed to the fact of several 
salt manufactories standing idle, two or three 
of them actually in ruins, or going to ruins, 
1 asked the reason of the fact, and it was 
stated that salt had been attempted to be man- 
ufactured at those wells and the proprietors 
had failed; and for what reason? Simply 
because of the expense of the fuel necessary 
to its manufacture, and they had not margin 
enough to make up for this fuel, and the salt 
manulacturers were driven to combine with 
the making of salt the cutting of lumber; and 
it will be seen by any one who visits that region 
that the successful salt manufacturing estab- 
lishments are connected directly with lumber 
establishments, In other words, the offal 
resulting from the manufacture of lumber is 
used as fuel in aid of the manufacture of salt, 
By its use and the economy following thereby, 
the business is carried on. Standing there 
within sight there are wells that were idle at 
that time, and are, I presume, to-day, that are 
disconnected, isolated from the lumber mills, 
while those connected with the mills are in 
operation and paying. If this be the fact, and 
that the simple process of manufacturing salt 
in itself considered is not a paying operation, 
certainly the Senate will not be willing to cut 
down the tariff on it, and thus expose it to a 
competition which will not. only have ruined 
that interest, but ruined others. 4 . 

The Senator from Missouri has remarked 
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that this:is:a prime article of universal: use. 
So is tobacco; and-it was well observed by 
the Senator from: Ohio that. upon tobacco we 
have raised the tax six-hundred percent. upon 
its value, and here upon the article of salt you 
propose to reduce the duty upon one form one 
hundred and twenty-five per cent., and upon 
the other one hundred per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s.time has expired. . . : 

Mr. CASSERLY.. Mr. President, if in this 
bill. salt bad been singled out for a serious 
reduction of duties, considerable argument 
might be made against it; but it is not singled 
out.: This-is-a bill of general reductions affect- 
ing many of the most leading interests in. the 
country. I do not know why salt should be 
exempted from a share in these reductions. 
Thus far, as well as one can judge from: the 
votes taken, there has been an acquiescence 
in the reductions of the bill. I should be 
very sorry to see any breach made now in the 
system of reductions proposed. If salt is to 
be put back anywhere nearto the former duty, 
then this whole. bill will necessarily be gone 
over again. I, for instance, should not be 
content to let wool, in which California is so 
much interested, bear the reduction of duties 
made.upon it if salt is to escape. 

I said in the beginning when the Senator 
from Pennsylvania proposed to relieve pig iron 
from its share of the reduction of .ten per 
cent., that it would be impossible to permit 
that without surrendering practically the entire 
body, of reductions made in this bill. I hope, 
for the sake of the general principle of the 
bill and the dispatch of business, and in view 
of the general equity of all these interests sub- 
mitting to the general system of reduction 
proposed, that the amendment of the Senator 
from New York will not be adopted. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I am opposed to this 
amendment. During this session we have’ 
relieved the people from the payment of duty 
on tea and coffee; and now when that is mani- 
fest to them, and when salt is spoken of in 
connection, how will it be explained to their 
satisfaction that a duty higher than heretofore 
should be put upon salt? Every man in the 
nation needs salt.. My distinguished friend 
from Michigan has not introduced a parallel 
ease to illustrate the matter when he speaks of 
tobacco. : Tobacco is not required to go into 
the pot of every planter or individual in camp 
or elsewhere through this broad nation. Men 


can do without tobacco; but in the absence 
of salt we cannot get along. Our stock re- 
quire it. Itis required in every sense of the 
word. Itis required by every family in the 
nation. If anything should be introduced with- 
out tax, it seems to me that salt is the article 
rather than tea or coffee, or anything that you 
can designate. 

I am a tariff man, however; I ever have 
been; and I wish to look at this thing with 
proper discretion. A judicious tariff is the 
idea. The word ‘judicious ’’ in this connec- 
tion is what elected General Jackson Presi- 
dent in the first instance. The matter never 
has been reconciled between the North and 
the. South. At that time, when lightning did 
not flash from the North to the West.and from 
the South to the Hast in every direction, he 
was interrogated on the part of his friends as 
to what his views were on the subject. of the 
tariff, and. be answered ‘I am for a judicious 
tariff”. That suited every man North, because 
a protective tariff was ‘“judicious’’ for him, 
and the South was free and easy on the sub- 
ject, and a squint at free trade was there con- 
sidered “‘judicious.’? Now, in the South we 
do not want to increase the duty on salt. 
Every man feels itand feels it sensibly, though 
it isasmall matter when it comes to be applied 
so far as the revenues of the Government are 
eoncerned. Taking all these things into con- 
sideration, it seems to me it ought not to be 
increased. 


- Mr. NYE. 


I want to say a single word. In | 


all countries but this where salt is produced, 
salt produces itself, and allit costs is to shovel 
it up and put it on ship-board, and the vessels 
bring it in ballast to:our. ports. On- the east- 
ern part of the continent that cannot be done. 
We have the same character of salt in the 
State where I have the. honor to live in large 
deposits. For many years I lived right at the 
seat of the Onondaga salt-works. I saw them 
grow up from my boyhood, I have seen the 
interest that was then small stand out now as 
one.-of the great producing interests. of the 
State of New York. J have seen all of this, 
and I let it go reluctantly. I do not believe 
that the people of the United States demand 
that this great interest shall be slaughtered for 
the ballast that is brought here in ships. I do 
not believe that we are called upon to sacri- 
fice millions for the purpose of enriching per- 
sons: who bring salt ag ballast in foreign ships. 

I share in all this sympathy with the poor; 
and everybody has got. gushing fountains of 
sympathy. I tell this Senate and I tell this 
people that salt with this duty off will not be 
one fiftieth part of a penny a barrel less in 
price. Qur sympathies were all moved the 
other day on tea and coffee. Oh, how the 
lips of the poor watered for free tea and free 
coffee; but tea and coffee are as high to-day 
as they. were when the duties were on, and will 
remain sọ. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. A _ little 
higher. 

Mr. NYE. Yes, we give fifteen, twenty, or 
thirty millions to the holders of the articles in 
bond, but-not a drop of tea to the poor. It is 
idle to talk in this way ; it is trifling with the 
poor, and using it as a lever to destroy insti- 
tutions that have grown up slowly but surely 
in our own country. Sir, I am sick of this 
pretense of free tea and coffee aud free salt. 
Why, sir, salt is the cheapest article we get 
now. Salt in family expenses is a mere noth- 
ing; and yet here are men who have their all 
invested in its production, and it is stricken 
down to make rich men who bring salt in 
ballast in foreign bottoms to our own shores. 

I hope that this amendment will prevail, 
and I believe it is the discharge of a high duty 
that we see to it that this great interest is not 
sacrificed. My friend from Missouri says they 
have a property of $2,000,000 todivide. Ido 
not know how thatis, but I know from my own 
observation that they have been more than 
fifty years in building itup. I know that the 
property was almost valueless till this indus- 
try built it up, andif my honorable friend will 
visit what we used to familiarly know as Salt 
Point, he will see where the marshes have been 
subdued and brought into requisition, and he 
can contemplate the labor that has built up a 
great city and cluster of villages around it, and 
every branch of that business is to be broken 
down for that which is not to profit one of 
our citizens a half a penny, but to build up an 
interest: antagonistic to ours, which I hope 
will not be done. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is right 
that the Senate should understand that salt 
imported ia bags is of vastly greater value than 
that which is imported in bulk. The largest 
amount is of what is usually called the Ashton 
salt.. There are several other firms that send 
out salt of equally good quality, but the great 
bulk of the amount of salt received in ‘bags is 
what is called the Ashton salt. It is a very 
nice article, and it is worth a great deal more 
per ton thansaltin bulk. The present propo- 
sition of the House is lower than that proposed 
by the Senate in the former bill which passed 
this body, on both salt in bulk and salt in bags. 
I shall hope at least to see the rates agreed 
upon by the Senate a few weeks ago restored. 

The statement of the Senator from New 
York in relation to the duties on bags is en- 
tirely correct. The bags in which this fine 
article of salt is imported are very superior, 
thick, heavy cloth, and hold four bushels. The 
duty upon a bag of salt of that kind, at the 


rate here proposed, would not be much more 
than the duty upon the bag, saying nothing at 
all about the salt. The duty that we have had 
for the past ten years. has been: twenty-four 
cents a bushel upon salt in bags: It seems. to 
me that to reduce it now to one half at a single 
jump is rather a severe process.  I'sball hope 
at least to see an additional duty imposed: upon 
those bags. I do not like the form of the 
present proposition. : 

Mr. BLAIR. Imove to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York by in- 
serting ‘‘ five’’ instead of ‘‘thirty’’ per cent. 
It has been stated by the Senator from Nevada 
and others that to take away this duiy upon 
common salt will ruin the salt-works at Onon- 
daga: I stated some time ago in a debate on 
this question what was true, and what nobody 
denied or could deny, that so far from there 
being any necessity for this duty to protect the 
salt-works in this country, those salt-works 
absolutely sent a large amount of salt to 
Canada, and sold it in Canada in competition 
with salt-works in Canada. I read the statis- 
ties of the number of bushels. Five hundred 
thousand bushels on the average, I. believe, 
were sold for four consecutive years in Canada 
in. competition with free sålt- in Canada. If 
that could be done, it seems to me they could 
survive. in this country “without having this 
enormous tax... , . 

But here is a remarkable document to which 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate. It 
is the agreement of the Onondaga Salt Com- 
pany with the Goderich company of Canada, 
that the Goderich company shall not send its 
salt here to compete with the Onondaga salt, 
and ia censideration of that, that the Onon- 
daga company will not send its salt into 
Canada to be sold. I have the agreement 
here, signed by the parties: $ 


Syracuse, New Yogx, August 14, 1871. 

Dear Siz: The létters of Messrs. Coleman & Rans- 
ford of the 9ih instant, and yours of 10th instant, 
have beon duly received and contents noted. 

The verbal arrangement entered into between 
your committee and this company when they were 
here a few days since was substantially as follows: 

It was understood that, with the exception of two 
thousand barrels.which you had already. agreed to 
ship to Mr. Shaw at Milwaukee, you should allow 
none of your salt to be sent into our western mar- 
kets, in consideration of which we were to hold our 
salt. at full prices at Oswego and Buffalo, and offer 
no inducements to Canada parties to purchase from 
us. This we have done in good faith, and we do not 
believe one barrel of our salt has gone into Can- 
ada since your committee was here, We have had 
numerous applications from parties at Hamilton, 
Toronto, Kingston, and other points, and could have 
placed a large quantity of salt in your markets bad 
we been disposed to discriminate in price; but we 
have in all cases refused to make any concessions 
from our full home prices in any case. As soon as 
the arrangement was made we put the price at $1 95 
at Buffalo and 0. „sgo; have since advanced it to 
two dollars, and it is now beld firmly at the last- 
named price, ; : 

We shall continue this policy (which, so far as. we 
are concerned, gives you all of the Canada market) 
so long as you carry out the agreement on your part. 
Butif there should be any influx of your salt into 
our western markets weshould be compelled in self 
defense to open our ports to the Canadian trade at 
such prices as would insure us the sale of a much 
larger quantity of our salt than you could expect to 
dispose of in the western markets now supplied by 
us. We should have been glad to have taken some 
of your salt and disposed of it for your account at 
Milwaukee and Chicago (as suggested by your com- 
mittee) had such a course been at all possible, but in 
the present state of these markets it would have 
been impossible to do so without utterly demoral- 
izing prices and reducing them to absolutely ruin- 
ous rates. Tho facts are that the western markets 
are. very largely. overstocked and will continue so 
during the present year. Our company have now 
about one hundred thousand barrels lying at the 
ports of Buffalo and Oswego awaiting orders for 
shipments. All of our lake stations are algo full to 
overflowing, and we have scarcely room for a cargo 
of salt at any lake port atthe present moment. The 
Saginaw and Ohio river manufacturers are in the 
samesituation. With this state. of things it is not 
difficult to foretell what effect any addition to the 
present surplus from outside parties would have 
upon the market. 

Trusting that you may deem it for your interest to 
keep your salt within your own borders, we agree- 
ing to keep ours entirely out of your market, we 


remain, yours truly, 
: J.W. BARKER, Secretary: 
Tuomas SHORT, esq., President, Goderich, Ontario. 
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Here isa company that is able to go into 
Canada and not only compete with the ‘Cana- 
diang, with free salt and salt-works in Canada, 
but does do it-until it forces the salt-makers in 
Canada to come to terms and not attempt to 
import their salt into the United States, pay- 
ing a duty of eighteen to twenty-four cents, to 
come in competition with them. That is the 
state of the case. Here is abargain. These 
capitalists are able to controlthe market. Do 
we not know the fact to be that not only have 
they this bargain with the Canada works, but 
that they have a bargain among themselves, 
that they have divided the country into terri- 
tories, that Onondaga has a portion, and Sagi- 
naw another, and the Ohio company another, 
and they agree that they shall take these several 
districts and fleece the people of those districts 
ad libitum under this tarif? Thatis the cou- 
dition of affairs. A 

The people of the country are put at the 
mercy of these corporate institutions to be 
fleeced, and they make a bargain among them- 
selves, dividing the country out into territories, 
and make a bargain with the Canadians that 
they shall not come in and sell in competition 
with them, although the Canadians cannot 
come in without paying eighteen to twenty-four 
cents a bushel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ators time has expired. Does the Senator 
withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir, I withdraw it for 
the moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, one would 
suppose from the lamentations that follow 
over this proposed reduction of the salt duty 
that the producers of salt in the United 
States were left without their fair share, their 
ratio of protection gauged upon the rate of 
duties imposed upon other American man- 
_ufactures or products. What is the fact on 
that subject? The tariff duties are now upon 
salt in bulk eighteen cents per one hundred 
pounds, and upon salt in bags twenty-four 
cents per one hundred pounds, It is pro- 
posed by the House after due deliberation 
and long consideration to reduce the duty on 
salt in bulk to eight cents per one hundred 
pounds, and in sacks, barrels, bags, or other 
packages, to twelve cents per one hundred 
pounds, and what is the duty now at those 
rates? An ad valorem duty of ninety per cent. 
protection upon salt in bulk, and some seventy 
per cent. upon salt in packages; and added 
to that let the country know that the mere 
cost of transportation from foreign countries 
itself involves an additional protection running 
from one hundred to two hundred and odd per 
cent, on the cost in Europe or at Lfurk’s Island. 
Therefore, when this proposition is made to 
add thirty per cent. ad valorem, let them re- 
member that already they have ninety per 
cent. in one case, and seventy in the other. 
lt seems to. me that this salt interest must be 
one of the daughters of that horse-leech men- 
tioned in the Bible, who was continually ery- 
ing, ‘‘give, give, give. ; 

Sir, “CHAN DLER. Mr. 

Senator from Missouri—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands. the Senator from Michigan to 
have spoken five minutes on this amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not speak five 
minutes, and, another thing, I spoke on another 
proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
Senator will proceed. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Mis- 
souri has a great deal to say about ‘‘ monopo- 
lies.” Mr. President, there is no monopoly 
in this salt business. In the Saginaw valley 
any man who owns a lot of land can bore his 
well and go into the production of salt; and, 
as my colleague has just remarked, there are 
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President, the 


l not run and they will not run. 
: alludes to large profits having been made dur- 


alarge number of sali-blocks now closed in 
the Saginaw valley because it-does not. pay to 
ran them even at the present rate of duty. 
‘The-reduction proposed by the House will 
close the salt-works of this nation; they can- 
The Senator 


ing the war by the Onondaga Salt Company. 
It is very possible they did make large profits, 
Prior to the war we had very little if any pro- 
tection upon salt, and our salt-works in conse- 
quence were insufficient to supply the demand. 
During the war you will remember, and every 
person within the sound of my voice will re- 
member, that the great suffering of the South 
was for salt. Salt rose to the enormous price 
of a dollar a pound in the southern States dur- 
ing the rebellion. We had our supply cut off. 
The Alabama and other ships cut off our sup- 
ply by the ocean and our works were totally 
insufficient to supply the inland demand. Con- 
sequently salt rose to an enormous price and 
large profits were made. But that state of 
things has now ceased to exist. To-day any 
man who sees fit can go into the production 
of salt. There is no royalty upon it; it is 
pumped by steam, and whoever in the whole 
of this great valley sees fit to enter into com- 
petition joins this great monopoly. Why, Mr. 
President, the Senator from Missouri can go 
there, buy one hundred acres of land or one 
acreand join this monopoly himself if be thinks 
there is such an enormous profit in the busi- 
ness. Sir, there is no branch of business that 
is reduced to so low a rate of profit, in my judg- 
ment, as the production of salt at this present 


ay. 

My friend from New York has told you 
that in Onondaga they have not divided two 
per cent. for the past two years. I do not 
believe they have in the Saginaw valley. I 
know that in the Saginaw valley there are a 
very large number of salt-blocks, that ran at 
a profit during the war, which have been closed 
since the war. 

Now, if you destroy the home production of 
salt, in my judgment, instead of lowering the 
price of salt you will raise it immediately. 
Those engaged in the production of salt here 
will of course close their works the very mo- 
ment you reduce the duty to the rate here pro- 
posed, eight cents per bushel. Then, instead 
of reducing the price of salt, the result will 
be directly opposite, and you will raise it. 

Asa war measure you should, in my humble 
judgment, not only continue your present rate 
of duty, but you should offer every induce- 
ment to the increase of the number of your 
salt-works. Salt is an absolute necessity. 
Cat off as we were from contact with the world 
during the rebellion, what were we todo? Our 
people put up blocks in every direction where 
salt water could be found, to produce this arti- 
cle in large quantities. But now you propose 
to destroy ail of your salt industries in the 
United States. Mr. President, I hope that 
this will not be done. I hope that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York will be 
adopted, and he will pardon me for asking 
him whether he did increase the proposition 
to thirty per cent. or whether he left it at 
twenty? 

Mr. FENTON. I am very sure that thirty 
per cent. ad valorem would not be an undue 
measure of protection, but I shall adhere to 
my amendment as originally offered at twenty 
per cent. I feel that the Senate will accept 
that cheerfully, while the other might go a 
little hard. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall vote for the 
amendment ofthe Senator from New York, and 
hope it will prevail. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ohio produces more salt 
than any other State in the Union, I think, 
except New York. If the duty proposed by 
this bill will shutup all the salt- works, as the 
Senator from Michigan seems to think, it is 


very strange that the intelligent men who are | 


a- 


engaged .in that. business.in Ohio have: not 
been awakened to that fact... I have not re- 
ceived one line from one of them remonstrat- 
ing against this bill or complaining of the 
reduction of the duty on salt. 

_ Mr. FENTON. If the Senator. will allow 
me, Í will read again, without trenching on his 
time, a small paragraph froma letter addressed 
to the Committee on Finance, who had this 
subject under consideration, by Hon, Mr. 
Horton, president of the Ohio Valley and 
Kanawha Salt Company, well and favorably 
known throughout the country, He says: 

“The working capital used in conducting the 
business, that is, the manufacture and shipment of 
the salt to market, may be fairly stated at $750,000, 
Our business has grown up under a governmental 
policy, originated for purposes of revenue to the 
Government, and in no way so far as I know having 
aspecial and single purpose of protection to manu- 
facturers. So far as E ean judge, this policy has 
secured to the national Treasury a fair return in 
revenue collected with certainty and economy, and 
tothe country a supply of salt, with more certainty 
and at a cheaper rate than any other policy, under 
the circumstances, vould have accomplished, from 
1862 to 1871.” 

That is the language of bis communication. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. Horton is a very 
worthy gentleman and a very intelligent gen- 
tleman. What I said was that I had received 
not one line of remonstrance. Itmay be that 
it was not considered important enough, my 
opinions were too well settled for them to 
write to me about it; but I hardly think that 
was the case. As to this cry of destroying the 
industry, we hear that in reference to every- 
thing. There is not one single industry that 
is to be affected by the reduction of the tariff 
that somebody does not come and say ‘‘ Now, 
if you reduce the duty you will destroy this 
industry, and we shall have to shut up.” It 
is so upon everything. 

If I recollect aright, by the tariff of 1846 
salt was free; or if not, it was at the. lowest 
duty, a very low duty, When did the Ohio 
Salt Company works grow up? They grew 
up between 1846 and 1862. ‘They grew up to 
their largest capacity between those years. 
They were immense before the tax was levied 
in 1862. Then, under the tariff of 1862, the 
rate was four cents a bushel in bulk and six 
cents in sacks, and that is a duty less than is 
proposed by this bill, and yet they flourished. 
lt will not do in view of these facts, it will not 
do in view of the immense growth of these 
salt-works in Ohio long prior to the war, to 
say that they. will be shut out if this bill shall 

ass. 
P Mr. BLAIR. In order to make one remark, 
I will move to amend the amendment of the 
Senator from New York by striking out 
“ twenty” and inserting ‘‘one.’’ 

In reply to the Senator from Michigan, who 
says that this is not a monopoly, because 
anybody can go into bis country and establish 
salt-works, I will say that I appeal. to the 
declaration made by by the Senator who now 
occupies the chair, [Mr. Pomeroy,] who told 
us that they attempted in the State of Kansas 
to establish salt-works, and as soon.as the 
attempt was made these companies (who will 
permit you to go to Saginaw and sink a well 
anywhere and go into this business) seut salt 
to Kansas and sold-it cheaper than it could 
be made in Kansas, in order to break down 
this young enterprise just starting. Now, if 
I had any capital, which I have not, and if I 
had a calling in that way, which I have not 
either, I should very much dislike to go to 
the Saginaw into that fine valley and sink a 
salt-well, and undertake to produce salt in 
competition with these monopolies, who have 
invariably. reduced the price of salt at any 
place less than a beginner could produce it 
for, in order to break down competition and to 
maintain their monopoly. ‘That has invari- 
ably been their course. 

Mr. FENTON. One word, if the Senator 
will allow me. The Senator from Missouri if 
he wished to engage in the business. would uot 
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be. under the necessity of sinking a well at 
Saginaw ‘or in the Ohio river valley, but he 


can buy out to-day, Lam informed and be- | 


lieve, any of the ‘existing interests at not one 
dollar or one cent premium. — 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave my doubts about that. 
Of course the Senator makes that statement 
with sincerity undoubtedly; but I have very 
great doubts about any statements emanating 
from the manufacturers of salt. I have good 
reasons to doubt them and to dispute them. 


Mr. THURMAN. The statement is that | 


you' can buy their stock. How much: has ‘it 
been watered? 

Mr. BLAIR. They have got but one dollar 
of, money for ten dollars of stock represented 
in the Onondaga company. We know that, 
and we know that they have been paying to 
the owners of the salt-wells twelve per cent. 
for over ten years as rent. 

I repeat that I might appeal to the Senator 
who now occupies the chair, who gave us his 
experience of a matter which occurred in his 
own State, to show that these monopolies do 
not intend to permit any competition. They 
make their bargains with the Canadians, they 
make their bargains among themselves, and 
when any new enterprise attempts to get upon 
its feet in any part of the country they go 
there and reduce the price of salt in order to 
-destroy the enterprise, so that. they may have 
the field to themselves, and then come here 
and appeal to Congress to give them protec- 
‘tion to the tune of two hundred per cent. 

The protection under the duty levied in 
this bill of eight cents and twelve cents per 
one hundred pounds amounts to ninety per 
cent. upon one class and seventy per cent. 
upon the other. In addition to that they have 
the protection which comes from the trans- 
portation of salt from abroad, which we know 
is very costly, and which amounts, | suppose, 
to an equal amount, from ninety to seventy per 
cent. ; so that they have now, under existing 
circumstances, a protection not less than one 
hundred and fifty per cent. 

I withdraw the amendment I moved. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will offer 
an amendment in the shape of a substitute for 
the amendment of theSenator from New York 
to raise the duty upon salt in bulk from eight 
to nine cents, which was the precise rate fixed 
upon by the Senate in the previous bill, and 
which 1 think the Senator from New York will 
be satisfied with ; and in relation to the other 
imported in bags, I really think that on the 
article of Ashton salt, a very superior article 
and brought. here in very superior bags, there 
ought to be an additional duty on the bags. I 
therefore move on that to add: 

And on bags and Sacks when containing not more 
than two hundred and twenty-four pounds of salt an 
additional duty of eight cents each, and in that pro- 
portion when containing any greater amount, 

I will say that the Senator from New York 
cannot hope to carry his present amend- 
ment;. lam very doubtful whether we can 
carry this; but in the shape he offers it it 


seems to me very objectionable. It revives the | 


old system of ad valorem duties, and I do not 
suppose that he can get the Senate or any con- 
siderable minority of it to vote for his propo- 
sition. If they will vote for any proposition it 
will be one.as modest as mine. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In view of the debate on 
this question I submit a proposition for the 
unanimous consent of the Senate, that during 
the consideration of this bill a motion to lay 
on the table a pending amendment shall not 
earry the bill. Iam willing to waive it as to 
salt, which has now been fully debated; but I 
hope the Senate will consent to it as to all fature 
amendments, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Suppose we do it all 
around. This hag been debated fully. I wanted 
to say something on it, but 1 will forego it, 
and I am willing to agree by unanimous con- 


sent that amendments may be laid on the 
table without carrying the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. | I make no objection to 
it after this amendment is disposed of so as 
not to apply to this. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. The debate is exhausted 
on this.. i 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) The Senator- from Ohio 
asks that by unanimous consent, after the 
amendment on the subject of salt is disposed 
of, a motion to lay an amendment on the table 
shall not carry the bill with it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lobject. Ihave another 
amendment in connection with this. ~ 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator when he 
offers his amendment will have an opportunity 
to explain it; bat if the manifest sense of the 
Senate is against an amendment after an ex- 
planation of it, the Senate ought to havean 
opportunity to reject it without having the 
debate prolonged to av indefinite extent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There isa shipping bill 
inserted in this tariff bill that [ not only wish to 
discuss but to which E desire to move several 
amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator can offer 
amendments and discuss them. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Let us dispose of two 
or three more questions and I shall not object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The trouble is we are 
here tied hands and feet. If we cannot pro- 
gress with this bill, we shall not get through 
with it until Saturday night, and the result 
will be that we shall either have to be called 
in session again or we shall have to prolong 
this session. Ithink Senators ought to agree 
to this proposition, especially in view of the 
experience of last night. We debated from 
eight o’clock last night until two o’clock 
to-day a proposition that was finally defeated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [object to the propo- 
sition until we get through with a few other 
amendments. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 
the Senator from Michigan whether if we 
except lumber, he will not be satisfied 7 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir. There is a 
shipping bill here on page 33. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
except the shipping part also? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment, 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

Several Senarors. What is it? 

The Cuizr CLERK. It is proposed to amend 
line fourteen of section nine by striking out 
‘eight’? and inserting ‘ nine;’’ so as to read: 

On salt in bulk, nine cents per one hundred pounds, 

And to amend the next clause by inserting 
at the end of it: 

And on bags or sacks, when containing not more 
than two hundred and twenty-four pounds of salt, 
an additional duty of eight ecnts each, and in that 
proportion when containing any greater amount. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would an amendment 
to that amendment be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No further 
amendment is in order. This is an amend- 
ment to an amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope that will be 
voted down, then. l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont to the amendment of the Senator 
from New York. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from New York, [Mr. FENTON. 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. CONKLING 
called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 


Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Fre- 


Suppose we 


~ 


.“* twelve, 


linghuysen, Gilbert, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
ton, Nye: Pomeroy, Sawyer, Scott, Stewart, and Wil- 
son— 23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames. Bayard, Blair, Cas- 
serly, Clayton, Cooper, Ferry of Connecticut, Flana- 
gan, Guldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton 
of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, 
Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Pool, Pratt, 
Ransom, Robertson, Sanisbury, Schurz, ‘Stevenson, 
Stockton, Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, West, Win- 
dom, and Wright—34. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Brownlow, Carpenter, Cole, 
Davis-of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ham- 
lin, Howe, Kellogg, Osborn, Patterson, Ramsey, 
Rice, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, Sumner, and 
Tipton— I7. ~ 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CONKLING. I wish now to offer an 
amendment which | cannot doubt will receive 
the support of the honorable Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] and which [ hope 
will be acceptable to those who favor adequate 
protection upon salt. The Senator from Dela- 
ware stated, if I understood bim aright, that 
the present specific duty is equal to ninety per 
cent. ad valorem on salt in bulk and seventy 
per cent. on salt in sacks. Did the Senator 
say so? : ao Y 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, Mr. President, I 
move to strike out all this specific tax and 
amend this part of the bill, so that it shall 
read ; : l 

On salt in bulk, and in sacks, barrels, or other 
packages, fifty-per cent. ad valorem. 

That will be giving up forty per cent., accord- 
ing to the Senator’s estimate, of the duty upon | 
salt in bulk, and thirty per cent. ofthe duty upon 
salt in sacks and other packages. My propo- 
sition is to strike out the specific rates in the 
bill and accept fifty per cent. ad valorem upon 
all kinds of salt, and 1 hope the Senator from 
Delaware will at least sustain us in that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I prefer a specific duty. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘That is, then, either 
upon the ground that the Senator does not 
feel sure that he is right in his previous cal- 
culation, or that he is not willing to consent 
that those who represent the salt interest shall 
have a less duty than the one already pro- 
posed, but have it in a form which they think 
will be more beneficial to them. I make 
the motion, and I ask for the yeas and nays 
thereon. f i 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 36; as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Fen- 
ton, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill 
of Maine, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Scott, Stewart, 
and Wilson—20. 

NAYS — Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bayard, 
Blair, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, Cooper, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Norwood, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Stockton, ‘Lipton, 
Trumbull, Vickers, Windom, and Wright—36. 

ABSENT—Messrs. ‘Brownlow, Carpenter, Davis 
of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Michigan, Hamlin, Howe, Patterson, Ram- 


sey, Rice, Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Sumner, Thurman, and West—18. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I move now, on page 2, 


line fourteen, to strike out “eight”? aud insert 
”? and in line fifteen to strike out 
“twelve” and insert ‘eighteen ;’’ so as to 
read: s 

On salt in bulk, twelve cents per one hundred 
pounds. 

On salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other pack- 
ages, eighteen cents per one hundred pounds, 

That will be reducing the duty on salt in 
bulk just fifty per cent. I hold in my hand a 
table showing the statistics of the salt manu- 
facturing interest in the Saginaw valley, and E 
find nine or ten blocks or wells that are not 
being run at all. It must be perfectly evidens 
to every person here present that this enorm- 
ous reduction is ruinous; and E really do not 
think that the Senate desire to ruin the salt- 
producing interest of this nation. I assure 
Senators that this proposition reducing the 
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duty fifty per cent. is all that interest can stand 
in the way of reduction and live at all. I hope 
Senators will accept this, and put the duty at 
twelve and eighteen cents, and let it remain 
at that. I ask for the yeas and nays upon this 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Boreman, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Forry 
of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert. Kellogg, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Scott, 
and Stewart~19, ` jw 

NAYS — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Blair, Casserly, 
Clayton, Cole, Cooper, “Flanagan, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of ‘Texas, Harlan, 
Hill, [itehcock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill 
of Vermont, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, Robertson. Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Sherman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, 
Windom, and Wright—30. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Carpenter, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
ot West Virgini», Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hamiin, Howe, Morton, Norwood, Patterson, Ram- 
sey, Rice, Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, West, and Wilson—25. 


_So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. LEWIS, I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in on page 48, line two hun- 
dred and twenty-four of section [eleven] 
twelve, after the word “ten” to insert: 

And also by striking out the words “ the Secretary 
of tho Treasury on the recommendation of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue may appoint,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “the President 
may nominate, and, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, appoint.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I not see any 
such words on page 43, and besides, L under- 
stand that section has been stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in the 
clause amending section forty-nine of the act 
of 1868, : i 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only question pre- 
sented by the amendment of the Senator from 
Virginia is whether the supervisors of internal 
revenue shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, or, as at present, by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. It is a matter of perfect indif- 
ference to me. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. I offer the following 
amendment, to come in on page 27—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I appeal to the 
Senator from Virginia, whether he will not 
allow this bill to be reported to the Senate, so 
that we may have before evening votes upon 
the important amendments. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I thought we were in the 
Senate now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I want to get votes 
ou the important sections before evening. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I do not propose the 
amendment if we are not in the Senate. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, I desire to offer 
an amendment. 
© Mr. SHERMAN. The bill will be open 
to amendment in the Senate, and I should 
like to get votes on the important questions 
before the recess to-day while we have a full 
Senate. {think it is but right to do it. . 

Mr. ANTHONY. I quite agree with the 
Senator about having the vote postponed on 
these various amendments until after the bill 
comes into the Senate; but I really hope we 
shall take no recess to-day. We can just as 
well pass two and a half hours here before 
half past seven as after, and do a great deal 
more business and have a great deal less 
talking. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice to the Sen- 
ate that after eleven o'clock at a night session 
I, for one, do not desire the important sec- 
tions of this tariff bill passed upon. We had 
one tariff bill defeated at this session. by mid- 
night amendments; and, if I can help it, the 
important sections of this bill shall not be 
voted upon after midnight. Many of the 
amendments offered by Senators are not so 
important; but if we could pass upon two or 


three important amendments that are reserved, 
now in the day-time, with all the Senators 
present fresh, then I have no objection to sit- 
ting as late as Senators desire, to act on ques- 
tions comparatively unimportant. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, If the Senate would 
only consent to vote now on these amend- 
ments without discussion I think we could 
pass the bill in an hour. Take this salt ques- 
tion. It has been talked over half a dozen 
times. I desired to say something on it myself; 


|| but-on reflection I concluded that it would.do 


no sort of good. It does seem to me we ought 
to control ourselves and come to votes upon 
this bill. If we do, we can vote upon the 
immaterial and material amendments both. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I propose to 
set an example by not saying anything if my 
amendment can be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has recognized the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have two or three 
amendments which I want to present. All I 
ask is the privilege of making a very brief. 
siatement in connection with them, and then Í 
have no objection to a vote. I will not make 
speeches on any otheramendments. I should 
like to have the privilege of doing that. If 
the Senate will conseut that each man who 
proposes an amendment shall make simply a 
statement, and the discussion stop there, I 
shall be very glad. 

eS CONKLING. Let us go on in regular 
order, 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I will without 
any remark offer substantially the proposition 
moved by the Senator from Vermont. I have 
reduced the rate, however, from eight to six 
cents. My proposition is to make the salt 
clauses read: 

On salt in bulk nine cents— 

Instead of eight, as in the House bill— 
and in bags or sacks, when containing not more 
thantwo hundred and twenty-four pounds of salt, 
an additional duty of six cents each, and in that 
proportion when containing any greater amount. 

I ask for a vote on this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Michigan. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FENTON. I inquire of the Senator 
from Michigan ifthis is substantially the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. It is, and Iso 


I ask for the 


stated when I presented it, except that it is six | 


cents instead of eight. The proposition of 
the Senator from Vermont was eight cents 
additional, and I propose six cents, making it 
upon the same basis as he did. 

Mr. FENTON. This is something, but very 
little. I hope the Senate will concede it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 82; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton. Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Sawyer, Scott, 
Stewart, and Wilson—24. 

NAYS — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Biair, 
Casserly, Clayton, Cooper, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitcheock, John- 
ston, Kelly, Logan, Norwood, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, 
Robertson, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, 
Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, Windom, and Wright—32. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Brownlow, Carpenter, Cole, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 
munds, Hamlin, Howe, Kellogg, Patterson, Ram- 
sey, Rice, Saulsbury, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, 
Sumner, and West—18, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I propose on 
page 79 to add to section twenty-eight the fol- 
lowing proviso: 


Provided, That separate districts shall not be 
maintained after the receipts therein fall below the 
expense of assessing and collecting. 


The twenty-eighth section provides that 
prior to the 1st of January, 1878, the President. 
shall reduce the number of districts to sixty. 
I apprehend there will be a good many dis- 
tricts—some, I think, anyhow—that on and 
after the Ist of October next will not pay the 
expenses of the collectors and assessors. In 
that case I think the officers ought to be dis- 
missed and the territory annexed to some 
other district. I hope the chairman of the 
committee will accept the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I can only say that. the 
amendment is totally unnecessary, and I would 
not like to put on a thing that wonld seem to 


amply districts would be kept up which did not 


yield expenses. There are to be but sixty dis- 
tricts in the United States, and there is not 
one of them that will not yield at least ten 
times the amount of the expenses. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. After you 
have abolished the stamp tax and everything 
except whisky and tobacco and beer? +> > 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no district in 
the United States, after they are consolidated 
to sixty, that will not yield many times the 
amount of the expense. A 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This does not apply 
after they are consolidated, but before that 
time. There are two hundréd and forty dis- 
tricts now. The amendment is that the dis- 
triets as they now exist shall be reduced before 
the Ist of January in case the expeuse of col- 
lecting in a district is greater than the amount 
of revenue derived from it, : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think it is worth 
while to change a section that. has been care- 
fully prepared and that provides for a peremp- 
tory reduction of the force within six months: 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, The amend- 
ment is impracticable. It will beas impolitie 
as it would be to abolish a custom-house where 
the amount of revenue was not equal to the 
amount paid to the officers. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I have seen 
a manifest disposition to keep a number of 
officers in service for whom there is no neces- 
sity. It bas been done to my personal knowl- 
edge for the last twelve or eighteen months 
in some sections of country. Now, I ask for 
the yeas and nays on this proposition, to see 
whether men will be retained in oflice after 
the necessity of their dismissal is manifest to 
everybody. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. f 

Mr. BOREMAN. The phraseology of the 
amendment, I think, requires alteration. It 
would require more machinery. Itsays sep- 
arate districts shall not be maintained;’’ but 
it does not say precisely what shall be done. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Let me make 
a single further suggestion. It may: become 
necessary to have an officer of the revenue, 
for instance, in Texas, or Tennessee, or Ver- 
mont, in order that illicit distilleries may not 
be established and kept successfully working. 
It is possible that in neither of those places 
would the amount of revenue received pay the 
officers; and yet it might be indispensable 
that the officers should be retained. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. . There is no 
doubt about that; but there is a difference 
between keeping an assistant assessor or assist- 
ant collector in a section of country and keep- 
ing up an establish ment where there are two or 
three persons employed, besides the expenses 
of clerks, room rent, and stationery. 1 mean 
to break up the establishment where the neces- 
sity has ceased for its existence, and attach it 
to some other district. For example, take the 
State of Arkansas. Suppose it turns out that 
after the Ist of January next the receipts do 
not pay the expenses of the system in that 
State, then attach itto Missouri, or Louisiana, - 
or some other district, and lessen the number 
of collectors and assessors, : 

Mr. CORBETT. I should ljke to inquire 
of the Senator if this applies to. districts for 
the collection of duties also. 


4052 


~ May 30, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. 
nal revenue alone. 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 80; as follows: 


YWAS+Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, 
Robertson, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, 
Thora Tipton, ‘Trumbull, Vickers, and Win- 

om—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of. Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hill, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pratt, Scott, 
Sherman, Wilson, and Wright—30. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Carpenter,» 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 
munds, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Logan, 
Osborn; Patterson, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, and West—22. 


So the amendment was rejected. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now appeal to the 
Senate to allow the bill to be reported to the 
Senate, so that we may have a vote on some 
important amendments before we take a 
recess. 

Mr. NYE. I want to add one word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator can move 
it after we dispose of the important provisions 
of this bill. 

Mr. NYB. Will it not be too late then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. NYE. Then remember you do not 
object. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think we ought 
to-crowd these important subjects to the last. 
I hope, therefore, the bill will be reported to 
the Senate, and I assure the Senator from 
Conneceticht he will have a chance to offer his 
amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I will yield to the 
wishes of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to know what 
right Senators will have after the bill is reported, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The same as now. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I favor its being re- 


ported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The same as now;. the 
bill will be open to amendment. 

The. bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. ° 

Mr. MORTON. I may not be able to stay 
here until the bill is finally disposed of, and I 
desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BORMAN. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment before the bill is reported. I want to 
move to amend the paragraph on the first page 
of this bill from lines nine to eleven, inserted 
by the committee. If 1 can do that after it 
comes into the Senate, I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When the 
question of concurrence by the Senate in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole comes up, the Senator can move to 
coucur with an amendment, or the Senate can 
non-concur. Amendments can be made in 
any form. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now [I call for the read- 
ing of the first amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. : 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish simply not to offer 
an amendment, but to say that 1 desire to have 
the question upon the duties on saltpeter re- 
served from any general vote of concurrence. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
have a general concurrence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the Senate with the 
amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Mr. 
ident—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the amend- 
ments of the committee be taken up in their 
order. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I do not want 
to be late. I want to reserve the proviso to 
section sixteen as it was in the House: bill, 
section seventeen as it stands in our bill. 


No; to inter- 


Pres- 


We are not going to | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) No action has yet been 
had upon the amendments made in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The Senator from Texas 
desires to have the amendment to which he has 
Galled attention reserved. Will the Senator 
from Texas designate the particular amend- 
ment. he desires to have reserved, so that the 
Secretary may note it? 

Mr. HAMILTON of Texas. The proviso to 
section sixteen. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will 
be reserved. 

Mr. CONKLING, It has not been asked 
that all the amendments shall be passed upon 
together. They are all reserved. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let us pass upon those 
to which there is no objection by one vote. 

. Mr. CONKLING. Who can pick them out? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have four or five on 
which I wish a separate vote, and other Sen- 
ators who desire it can state those which they 
wish separate votes upon. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I want to propose 
an amendment when the bill comes into the 
Senate which was rejected in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will 
be in order after the amendments agreed 
to as in Committee of the Whole have been 
acted on. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I also want to pro- 
pose several amendments which have not been 
considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will 
be in order after the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole shall have been dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to reserve sec- 


tion ten. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the Senator from New York has 
reserved all the amendments. 

Mr. CONKLING. I only meant to make 
this suggestion, which I understood was accept- 
able to the Senator from Ohio. After looking 
a few minutes we shall be prepared no doubt 
to specify the amendments on which we want 
separate votes. Jam not prepared to do it at 
this moment. I suggest, therefore, that the 
Secretary read the amendments in order, and 
after a few minutes every Senator will be able 
to designate what he wants a separate vote 
upon; he cannot do it upon the instant. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam ready to designate 
four or five upon which I desire separate 


votes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 
amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole will be reported. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Can we not have an 
agreemcnt to take the vote without debate? 

The Cuter CLerg. The first amendment is 
in the third and fourth lines of the first sec- 
tion, to strikeout ‘‘ January, 1878,’’ and insert 
“July, 1872.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task fora separate vote, 
in most cases merely to modify the language, 
on the following amendments: the amend- 
mentas to paper on pages 6 and.8; the amend- 
ment as to tin plates, on page 12, as to which 
there is an error of phraseology to be cor- 
rected ; the amendmentas to white lead, moved 
by the Senator from Hlinois, (Mr. Logay,] on 
page 4; the amendment as to cotton- bagging, 
and the amendment as to fine flax, on page 9, 
line thirty-two. I also wish to reserve the 
modification of the section as to shipments by 
the way of the Cape of Good Hope, and the 
section as to stamps; and at the request of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, [ Mr. SPRAGUE, } 
who was called out, I want to reserve the vote 
on quinine. Most of these amendments I 
reserve merely for formal amendments. 

Mr. LOGAN. On page 55I should like to 
have reserved the section in reference to 
tobacco. : : 

Mr. SCOTT. I gave notice in committee 


that I wished to have reserved the amendment 
as to glass and glassware on page 7, lines 
sixty-two, sixty-three, and sixty-four. I had 
also intended to reserve the amendment which 
the Senator from Hlinois [Mr. Logan] moved 
and which was adopted; my impression was 
that it embraced red and white lead. The 
Senator from Ohio spoke of it as white lead. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the same. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish also to reserve the 
tenth section. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the provision I 
asked to have reserved. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. I join the Sen- 
ator from Michigan in asking that that be 
reserved, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The old section nine, 
now section ten. ; 

Mr. CORBETT. I ask to have reserved 
the section that embraces wool on paged. I 
wish to amend the provision there before it is 
stricken out. 

Mr. MORTON. I suggest that the amend- 
ment abolishing moieties he reserved, 

Mr. POMEROY. Now, I move that we 
concur in the amendments not excepted. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I wish to reserve the 
first material amendment in the bill from line 
nine to eleven in the first section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to Senators 
that all the original text of the bill is open to 
amendment in unlimited degree. These are 
only the amendments made in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. CONKLING. What was done in 
Committee of the Whole on the provision to 
make customs duties payable one third in 
greenbacks? The Committee on Finance 
recommended to strike it out. Was that 
recommendation concurred in? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was agreed 


to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would like a separate 
vote on that in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment, will be reserved. he 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to reserve several 
amendments... The first is the amendment as 
to wool ; the second isas to cotton bagging ; the 
third is as to jute; the fourth is as to tobacco; 
the fifth is as to books; the sixth is as to the 
payment of a portion of the duties in currency 
and gold notes. : 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. From an ob- 
servation of the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, I am led to ask whether we can 
add to the free list in the Senate ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. + 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I supposed I 
had a right to move such an amendment, but 
Tthought from a remark of the Senator that I 
should be concluded. 

Mr. FENTON. Section cleven was re- 
served. I suppose it is unnecessary to refer 
to it again. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole, with the ex- 
ception of those which have been specially 
reserved. : : 

Mr. BUCKINGHAN. Ishould like to have 
reserved the clause on the seventh page relat- 
ing to the ten per cent. duty on goods beyond 
the Cape of Good Hope. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has 
already been reserved. 

Mr. BOREMAN. The provision I wisk 
reserved was amended in Committee of the 
Whole. Itake no exception to the amend- 
ment that was made, but my objection was to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Finance to the Honse bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator by reserving the amendment reserves all 
his rights. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I reserve the amend- 
ment as reported by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, . 
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_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole, with the excep- 
tion of those specifically reserved. 

The amendments were concurred in. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will now read the first reserved amend- 
ment. : 

The Carer CLERK.. The first reserved 
amendment isin the first section, lines nine, 
ten, and eleven, to insert: 

On all slack coal or culm, or such as will pass 


through a half-inch screen, forty cents per ton of 
twenty-eight bushels, eighty pounds to the bushel. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I wish to amend this. I 
move to strike out the words ‘‘ slack coal or,” 
so as to read : : 

On all culm coal orsuch as will pass through a 
half-inch screen, forty cents per ton of twenty-eight 
bushels, eighty pounds to the bushel. 

Culm is a word. that is understood, and 
has been understood in the tariff law for many 
years, as will be seen bya referencg. to: the 
old tariff laws, and: we shall not be misled by 
the use of that.term.. The term ‘‘ slack coal’ 
that is putin here is a new phraseology, the 
extent of. which is not understood, and I am 
informed by those who are advised on the sub- 
ject that it will lead to fraud; that ander that 
phraseology one half of the coal that is im- 
ported into this country will come in under a 
duty of . forty cents.a ton; instead of seventy- 
five cents as is imposed by the next: provision. 
I ask the Senate to strike that out and leave 
the language’ as in the old law which I have 

` before me in which the term ‘‘ culm” isiused, 
and under the present law the duty is twenty- 
five per cent. That is my first amendment. I 
have another amendment to propose directly. 

The. PRESIDING ‘OFFICE. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia to the amendment, 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected; there being, on a division—ayes 
17, noes 26. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before pro- 
ceeding to the next amendment the Chair will 
request Senators who have reserved amend- 
ments to send to the desk the page and line, 
as it is impossible for the Secretary to keep 
the run of them unless he has some memoran- 
dum, : 

Mr. BOREMAN. I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘or,”’ in line nine, afterthe word ‘‘ culm;”’ 
and I havea word to say upon this amendment. 
It will be seen that this paragraph is very artifi- 
cially drawn. It is evidently drawn for the pur- 
pose of inducing the reader to believe that none 
of the coal mentioned in thissection will be sub- 
jected to the forty cents per ton duty, but I think 
on a fair reading it will be found to mean this: 
thaton all slack coal or culm, without regard to 
its size, the duty shall be only forty cents per 
ton. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Whatis culm? 

Mr. BOREMAN, It is a sort of.coal of 
peculiar character subject to some chemical 
process that I do not understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. -It strikes me that the 
word “or?” there ought to be stricken out, 
and the. criticism of..the Senator from West 
Virginia seems to me to be just, because if 
culm means coal-of a larger size than goes 
through a screen of the size mentioned, it 
evidently was not the intention to allow it to 
come in under this clause, I ask the Senator 
from Vermont to explain it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of .Vermont. The very 
word itself means comminuted coal, and can- 
not be any other. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then the word ‘ or” 
ought to be stricken out after ‘ coal.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
pending motion. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I do not know that I 
have anything further to say except to repeat 
the idea that, if I understand the reading -of 
this paragraph, it will allow all slack coal to 
come in under this duty without regard to the 


size of the coal, and you may import under 
this. provision of the bill thousands of tons of 
coal under the head of ‘slack coal” which 
will not. be subjected to the size of screen 
mentioned in this section. Now, it may have 
been the purpose of the draftsman to say that 
no slack or culm should come in under this 
that would pass through this screen 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think my 
friend from West Virginia is unduly sensitive 
on this subject. Slack coal would be still finer 
than culm. It is a mere powder, and the culm 
is in particles, broken pieces at the end of the 
mouth of the pit. f 
Mr. BOREMAN. Then it can do no harm 
to strike out the word ‘‘ or.” 
.Mr. MORRILL, -of Vermont. 
objection to it. ; 
Mr. BOREMAN:; H that is done, it will be 
plainly understood that the duty on all slack 
and culm such as will pass through a half-inch 
screen will he forty cents. If that is agreed 
to, I have nothing. more to say. 


I see no 


Mr. THURMAN. As the paragraph now } 


reads either the word ‘ or’? should be stricken 
oat or the word ‘coal’ should be inserted 
after the word ‘‘such.’’ The grammatical 
construction of the sentence as it now stands 
is this: ‘on all slack coal or culm, or such 
coal or-culm.’’? The words ‘‘coal.or culm ”’ 
are understood after the word “such.” It 
seems to me the intention of the committee is 
that the slack coal. must be that which will 
pass through a half-inch screen and the culm 
must be that which will pass through a half 
inch screen. If that is the intention, then the 
amendment offered by the Senator from West 
Virginia is perfectly proper, and is absolutely 
essential to make good sense of the paragraph. 
_. The amendment: to the amendment was 
agreed to. ` 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


‘tion now is on concurring in the amendment 


as amended. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish this matter to be dis- 
tinctly understood. Slack coal, asit is popularly 
understood, is coal which has no lumps in it 
‘at all; itis effectually pulverized. Culm isa 
species of fossil coal as. it is described in the 
dictionary, or as the Senator from Vermont 
says comminuted coal or broken up coal. 
Now, it is not desired that slack coal, such as 
would be suitable in making gas, for instance, 
shall come in under this definition at forty 
cents per ton. The object is to admit only 
that which is slack coal or that culm or fossil 
coal which will pass through a half inch 
screen. J wish it distinctly understood that 
this slack coal here means just what is said, 
slack coal; and that no coal is to come in that 
will pass through a half-inch screen unless it 
is that which is known as culm. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will say to 
the Senator that what is known as culm is 
always that which is broken up in small par- 
ticles at the mouth of the mine where it is 
handled and broken up, trodden by carriages 
and the like, broken up into small pieces. 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment as 
amended. ; 

The amendment as amended was concurred 
in. 
The next reserved amendment was on page 
4, after line seventy-five of section one, to 
insert ‘‘on whiteand red lead, dried or ground 
in oil, two and one fourth cents per pound.”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I voted for this amend- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois, but I am 
satisfied from information communicated to 
me that it is at least a quarter of a cent too 
low. If he will accept au amendment making 
it two and a half cents J am willing to vote for 
it, although the parties interested_complain 
that even that is entirely too low. Ithink he 
has reduced it too much in proportion to the 
raw article. If it is put at two and a half 
cents, I think it will be about right. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to the 


suggestion of the Senator. I made it in pror 
portion to the duty on lead. E3 

Mr. SHERMAN. LI think’ it ought not to 
be less than two and a half cents. I move to 
amend the amendment by making it two and 
a half cents. : 

Mr. SCOTT.  Tintended-to propose that it 
should be two and three quarter cents, because 
the information which I have is that tbis is a 
disproportionate reduction. It is fully twenty- 
five per cent. upon this article instead of ten 
per cent. which is the reduction from:.many 
others. It is now three cents, and taking off 
one half cent is a reduction of fally twenty- 
five per cent. l oe 

Mr. SHERMAN. The answer to. that is 
that the raw material is also largely reduced, 
and I think this will make it in about the 
same proportion. I think they can stand a 
duty of two and a half cents. | 

Mr. SCOTT. I move to amend the:amend- 
ment by making it two and three quarter 
cents, aed 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatwill not be'a reduc- 
tion of ten per cant. The duty is three. cents 
now. To reduce it ten per cent, would make 
it two and seven-tenths cents. It is nearer a 
reduction of ten per cent. than two anda, half 
cents, but it is not ten per cent. , D i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am opposed 
tothe amendment of the Senator from. Penn- 
sylvania.. While the amendment, as. proposed 
by the Senator from Illinois, was a yery close 
approximation to the amount of reduction 
upon the raw material, and perhapsa little too 
close, the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio is plenty enough and leaves the 
proportion fair between the manufacturer and 
the consumer. i f SR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania is not 
now in order, as it is an amendment in the 
third degree... The first question in order. is 
on the amendment of the Senator from. Ohio 
tothe amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole, substituting two and a half cents 
for two and a quarter cents. 

The amendment to the amendment: was 
agreed to. _ ee 
; The amendment, as amended, was concurred 
in, 
The next reserved amendment was on. page 
5, line fifteen of section two, to insertthe word 
* like ” before the word ‘‘animals.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
tHONY.) Let that amendment be passed for 
the present, if the Senator from Qhio is 
willing. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The next reserved amendment was on page 
5, line fifteen of section two, after the. word 
‘animais’? to strike out the following pro- 
viso: 2 

Provided, That on all wools of the first. class, de- 
fined by law and known as clothing wools,. there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid ninety per cent. 
of the duty now imposed by law. $ 

Mr. CORBETT. Before the question is 
taken on concurring in that amendment, I 
move to strike out the words “ ninety. per cent, 
of;’’ so that it will read: 


Provided, That on all wools of the first-class, de- 
fined by law and known as clothing wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid the duty now 
imposed by law. 


That will leave the present duty upon that 
class of wool. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) The Senator from Ore- 
gon moves to amend this clause before the 
question is taken on concurring in the amend- 
ment striking it out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In other words, that isa 
refusal to reduce the duty on wools when you 
reduce the duty on woolens, because the great 
quantity of wools brought into the country 
consists of wools of the first class; and although 
I live in one of the largest, if not the largest, 
wool-growing State in the Union, I should not 


like to vote for a reduction upon everything 
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else but the production of the people of my 
own State. ek 
“Mr. CORBETT... This amendment will re- 
táin the present duty onthe great mass of wool 
that is‘ produced in this country.’ It will still 
give the opportunity of bringing in the coarse 
wools that: are necessary for blankets and other 
purposes at the proposed reduction of ten per 
cent. It will protect’ the great mass of wool: 
growers of this country, and it is a very im- 
portant interest. It affects almost every sec: 
tion of ‘the country. “I have had many letters 
urgently ‘requesting that there should be no 
reduction on this class of wools. == > 
Mr. THURMAN. I should like to ask the 
‘chairthan' of the committee what is the neces- 
sity for this proviso at all? ` hh Y 
“Mr. SHERMAN. The proviso was put in 
4n'the House ‘before they adopted the ten per 
cent. reduction. x : / 
“My. THURMAN. It is perfect surplusage 
‘and perfect monsense. — > 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the committee is to strike it out. ~~ 
~ Mr. SHERMAN. But the Senator from 
‘Oregon proposes to change it into a very im- 
‘portant reservation. soit. oneness i 
“Mr, THURMAN. Mr; President, I have 
looked into this question of wool. As was 
istated by “my colleague, Ohio is one of the 
‘greatest, if not the greatest, wool-growing 
Stateinithe Union. Ttooked at the question 
to see “whether the duty on wool was as high 
‘as the average duty: upon articles manufac- 
‘tured from wool and the average duties of the 
‘tariff generally. I found it was, and there- 
fore, voting as I have done upon salt and coal, 
‘which are also products of Ohio, I shall stand 
by the report of the committee and vote for 
this reduction and against the motion of the 
‘Senator from Oregon. Bir 
<The PRESIDING OFFICER.: The ques- 
‘tion iš on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Oregon. © aa ; i 
1> Phe amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. a ts 
The amendment made as in Committee of 
thé Whole was concurred im, © += 00 7 
. Mr, ANTHONY. In tbis section there was 
‘an amérdmént passed over at ‘my request: in- 
serting the word ‘‘ like,” in line fifteen, before 
‘the: word ‘“animals.’” The same word should 
‘also be inserted in line thirteen, after the word 
“and,” so as to read “and other like ani- 
mals.” JI understand that this clause may be 
so Gonstrued as to admit horse hair. I pro- 
‘pose to make it read “ on-all--wools, hair of 
the alpaca goat and other like animals.” 
There is a good deal of horse hair imported 
jnto this country for the manufacture of hair 
-eloth, ` Pe 
Mr. NYE. 
(Laughter. ] 
-: Me ANTHONY. No; and therefore we 
“wish to insert the word ‘*like’’ before the 
word‘ animals,’’ and then it will not include 
horses. ‘ ae 
. Mr. SHERMAN. .Do you want it in or 
‘not? : ` 2 
“Mr. SPRAGUE. We want it in. f 
Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the word 
“like” be inserted before the word “and” in 
vline thirteen... ae . 
Mr. CORBETT. It is there now. - 
Mr. ANTHONY. No, it is in line fifteen ; 
but I desire to have it inserted in line thirteen. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
‘tion is‘on the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, to insertin line thirteen, on page 
5, before the word “and,” the word “like,” 
so as to read: ‘‘on all wools, hair of the alpaca 
goat and other like animals.’’ - ‘ of 
Mr. SHERMAN, 
means to say that the manufacturers of- hair- 
cloth cannot stand the reduction of ten per cent. 
We increased the duty for them about two 
-years ago, and I think they ought to share the 
same fate withall other manufacturers. It does 


Is the horse’ an ‘alpaca goat? 


F suppose the Senator 


J| Mr. ANTHONY. 


seem to me it is not right to make an exception | 


in their favor now when two yearsago we made 
an exception in their favor and gave them all 
they wanted. Now you are making a reduc- 
tion all around, and they ought'to be willing to 
bear their share of the reduction. I do not 
know that it is very important, but~ the effect 
ofthe amendment is to ex¢ept hair-cloths and 
goods made of hair from the ten per cent. 
reduction. ~ Š Saar 

Mr, ANTHONY. That is already excepted. 
I want to exclude the raw material also. The 
Dill reads ‘and ‘all manufactures: wholly or 
in part of wool or hair of the alpaca goat and 
other like animals.’ Now we want the raw 
material jast above to be subjected to the 
same reduction as the manufactured article. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The word “like”? was 
struck out in the Senate. It is true the com- 
mittee reported to insert it on the represent- 
ation no doubt of interested parties, that the 
word “‘like’? was very important, but the 
‘committee changed their opinion about it and 
thought we ought to make no éxception. 

The committee put in 
the word:‘‘like’” in Jine fifteen. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, I know, but we dis- 
agreed to it in open Senate; we withdrew it, 
in other words. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. My‘impres- 
sion is that the Senator from Rhodé Island 
has not read the beginning of this section. 
‘This section merely provides that there shall 
be a reduction of ten per cent. in the duties 
on the goods named in it. The raw material 
is not included here at all. i 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, it is; the raw 
material and the .manufactured article are 
both provided for in lines: thirteen and four- 


teen. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The raw 
material to which the Senator refers is not 
‘included here at all, but will be found on 


page’ 26. i 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to make an in- 
quiry of the committee in regird to’ this 
“matter. ` This clause reads, ‘‘on all wools, 
hair ‘of the alpaca goat and other animals.” 
The effect of that is that ninety per cent: of 
the present duty is to be imposed’ on all wool 
or all hair of the alpaca goat. and other ani- 
mals; that is, on all hair of other animals. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Horse hair, for instance. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is general, on all 
hair of other animals. Now, when I turn to 
‘page 26 of the bill I find on the free list: 
` Hair, all horse, cattle, and hog, cleaned or un- 
cleaned, drawn or undrawn— ` 

ĮI do not know what that means— 
‘but unmanufactured. ` ce : 

Hair of hogs, curled, for beds and mattresses. 

So that-the hair of all animals nearly that I 
can think of, unless it. is the camel, is taxed 
on page & ninety per cent. of the present 


‘duties,’ and on page 26 is put on the free list. 


F should like to have 


some explanation of 
that. SEP j 


-' Mr. SHERMAN. The explanation is that 


some hairs are not on the free list. The dif- 
ference between hair ‘and wool T leave to' my 
colleage to find out by reference toʻa diction- 
ary. in the case of the angora goat, for 
instance, it is ‘called hair, although really I 
suppose it is wool; and so the very finest 
camel’s hair is probably as fine as the finest 


‘wool. 


Mr. THURMAN. ° Lite thirteen of page 5, 
reads: ‘*on all wools, hair ‘of the alpaca 
goat and other animals.’ It does not say 
“like animals ;”? 
the manufactures; but upon the hair itself, 
the raw material, it includes all hair of all 
animals whatsoever. i : f 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. $ j 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, it does. - ; 

“Mr. SHERMAN. If my colleague will 
look at the free list, on page 26, he will 
see that the hair admitted duty free is horse 
hair, cattle hair, and hog hair, cleaned or un- 
cleaned, drawn or undrawn, but unmanufac- 


it does when you come to } 


. Kellogg, Morton, N 


tured, and the hair of hogs, curled, for beds 
and mattresses; but, as a matter of course, we 
do not admit free the hair of the angora goat, 
or camel’s hair, or fine hair. He will see 
that there are some hairs that are not on the 
free list. . ; : : 

. Mr.. THURMAN. My point is that the 
words “other animals,’’ in line thirteen, page 
5, include: every animal on the face of the 
globe except the alpaca goat. at 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but that is 
including. the -hairs of other animals.. The 
free list only extends to certain animals. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Let me suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to add the words “‘except as 
hereinafter provided.” That would make it 
harmonious and certainly do no harm. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection, so 
faras I am concerned, to inserting the word 
“like” if the Senator from Rhode Island 
really thinks this: industry cannot bear the 
reduction proposed. _ j 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is certainly a repug- 
nance and inconsistenéy in the two parts of 
this bill: `The first’ section provides, ‘all 
‘wools, hair of the alpaca goat and other ani- 
mals,” shall pay such a duty; but when you 
turn to the free list, it says that certain kinds 
of hair shall be free. > enue: 

- Mr. SHERMAN, There is no inconsistency 
in that whatever. ` te 

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well; I will not press 
the améndment. ` IOR j 

Mr. ANTHONY. The suggestion of the 
Senator from Maine accomplishes the object 
Thad in view. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maine has withdrawn it. ae 

Mr. ANTHONY... Then I renew it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island moves to amend by 
inserting the words ‘‘exeept as hereinafter 
provided.” ee 

Mr. ANTHONY. Has the Senator from 
Ohio any objection to that?.. S 

‘Mr. SHERMAN, J have’ no objection to 
it if the Senator thinks‘it will make it any 
‘clearer. ` : or 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection that amendment will be inserted 
in line fourteen on the fifth page of the bill, 
and the amendment made as in.Committee of 
the Whole will be regarded as concurred in. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

: Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I hope we 
shall finish this bill to-night. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us get 
the bill while we are on the way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas moved that the Senate 
‘proceed to the consideration of executive busi 
ness, which motion ig not debatable, i 

Mr. CAMERON. ` I trast we shall go into 
executive session. There are a number of 
reports to be made. . = p 

, The question being put, there were on a 
-division—ayes 18, noes 82. 0 
Mr. SHERMAN. I propose that we go 
right on with the bill without a. recess and 
finish it. ; i i 

Mr. TROMBULL, That is the right way. 

Mr. CAMERON. This is one of those bills 
that will work itself tbrough. Let us get 
through with the ordinary business of execu- 
tive session. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I call for the yeas and 
nays on the motion for an executive session, 
[E Nol”? Nol] j 

The yeas and nays were ordered į and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows; 
“YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clayton, Corbett, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Harlan, Hitcheock, 


ye, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, 
Robertson, and Tipton—20. 7 y 
. NAYS—Messrs. Anthony,- Bayard, Blair, Buck- 
ingham, Casserly, Cooper, .Fenton, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Jobn- 
ston, Kelly, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of 
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Vermont, Norwood, Ransom, Sawyer, Schurz, Sher- 
man, Sprague, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Frum- 
bull, Vickers, and West—97. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Boreman, Brownlow, Carpen- 
ter, Cole. Conkling, Cragin. Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Hamlin, Hill, . Howe, Logan, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Pratt, Rice, Saulsbury, Scott, Spencer, Ste- 
venson, Stewart, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—27. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. MORTON. I move that at five o'clock 
the Senate take a recess until half past seven 


o'clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a question about 
which I have no feeling myself; I am willing 
that the Senate shall determine it. ; 

Mr. MORTON. I merely desire to take 
the sense of the Senate upon it. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 25, noes 27, 

The next reserved amendment was on page 
6, after line thirty-five of section two, to insert 
the following clause: 

Onall paper and manufactures of paper, except- 
ing books and other printed matter not hérein spe- 
cifically provided for: Provided, That the duty on 
printing paper, whether sized or unsized, shall be 


equal and tweaty-two and a half per cent. ad 
valorem, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I bave asked to -have 
that amendment reserved, because as the 
amendment now stands itis inconsistent. I 
will offer as a substitute for that provision the 
following: N 

On all paper and manufactures of paper not herein 
specifically provided for, excepting books and other 
printed matter. x 

Then on page 11, line seventy-four, I pro- 
pose to insert: 

On all sized or glued paper suitable only for print- 
ing paper, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

I do not offer this as my opinion. The Sen- 
ale have decided the question, and I feel bound 
by their decision, except that I have made it 
twenty-five per cent., beiug the same rate at 
which books are admitted. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will put that 
down to twenty-two and a half per cent., 
placing the duty below that on books, which 
1s the principle we have been fighting for, I 
shall have no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have put it down to 
the same duty, as many books are printed on 
unsized as well as sized paper. However, it 
is for the Senate to determine. 

Mr. LOGAN. [ do not wish to discuss it, 
but I am satisfied the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I consider myself bound 
by the vote of the Senate on this subject the 
other day, and I offer this amendmeutto carry 
it out and to make the action of the Senate 
consistent, 

Mr. LOGAN. J am willing to make the 
distinction I suggested to the Senator as to 
paper, leaving the uusized paper at the present 
duty and the other at twenty-twoand a half per 
cent., which would equalize it, and 1 think 
would be a fairer way of disposing of it than to 
put this paper on an equality with books. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Inthe first place, I object 
to such a duty as twenty-two and a half per 
cent, A duty should not be put in a fraction. 

Mr. LOGAN. Make it twenty-two per cent, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think twenty-five per 
cent. is about right.. Let us-take the sense of 
the Senate upon it. , 

Mr. LOGAN. The diffculty is this: the 
reduction ofthe ten per cent. on the twenty- 
five per cent, on books reduces that duty to 
twenty-two and a half per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The ten per cent. reduc- 
tion will be on thirty-five per cent. The effect 
of this then will be to reduce sized paper from 
thirty-one and a half down to twenty-five per 
cent., and I think the Senate ought to agree 


toit. —.: : : ' 

Mr. LOGAN.. I will strike off the half per 
cent., or move thatas an amendment, to make 
it even. I do not want to discuss it... | will 
leave it to. the Senate to decide. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 


‘in: line thirty-seven. = 


tion is on the amendment of the Serator from 
Ohio, which will be reported. 

The Cuter Clerk. It is proposed to modify 
the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole, so as to make it read : . 

On all paper and-manufactures of paper, not 


herein specifically provided for, excepting books 
and other printed matter. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is the ten per cent. | 
list, and then the other clause will come in on 
page 11. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Are we now to vote on 
the amendment just stated ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Oa the 
amendment just reported. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Thatis the very same 
amendment we adopted in committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Except that the amend- 
ment about sized paper is put in another place. 
This is the ten per cent. reduction. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I reserved the amend- 
ment so far as it related to books and other 
printed matter because I wished to take the 
sense of the Senate once more as to whether 
books should not, like other articles, bear their 
share of the ten per cent. feduction in this 
section. The change of the single word “ in- 
cluding” to “excepting” of course presents 
the point. I do not know asingle reason, cer- 
tainly none has been urged here, why books 
should not take their share of this reduction. 
Tron takes its share, wool takes its share, leather 
takes its share, and a large number of other 
articles, as the advertisements say, too tedious 
to enumerate. I propose to non-concur in the 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on 
Finance reported to reduce the duty on books 
like everything else; but the Senate determ- 
ined, on the ground that the book trade in this 
country was suffering very severely and being 
ruined by the importation of foreign books, not 
to do so, and I offer this amendment in 
conformity to the decision of the Senate, 

Mr. CASSERLY. What I propose to do is 
something that I think the Senator from Ohio 
will agree that I have the right to do ; that is, 
having reserved the amendment for the further 
consideration of the Senate, I propose to non- 
concur in the amendment; or, if that be not 
the proper way, to strike out ‘ excepting,” 
and replace the word ‘including.”’ 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 wish to call the atten- 
tion of my friend from California to the fact 
that non-concurring ia the amendment will not 
do. That will leave the law precisely as it now 
stands. This was an amendment offered by 
the Committee on Finance. It was.amended, 
and as amended agreed toin Committee of the 
Whole. Now, to non-concur in that amend- 
ment would leave the law just as it stands. 
The way to get at the thing is to move to strike 
out ‘‘excepting’’ and insert ‘‘including.”” 

Mr. CASSERLY. - I stated thatas the other 
alternative, which might be the proper way. 
I wish to say now that I am very glad to be 
reminded that ‘including books’ was the 
provision as reported from the Committee on 
Finance as its deliberate judgment. Thatwas 
struck out in Committee of the Whole, and the 
word ‘“excepting’’ substituted. There was 
no real debate aboutit. It was pat in, I 
think, when the aitention of the Senate was 
not fixed on the subject, The judgment of 
the Committee on Finance, I think, is much 
more to be relied upon than a vote taken in 
Committee of the Whole under such circum- 
stances. I hope, therefore, that while other 
great interests are bearing their share of this 
very desirable reduction of duties, books will 
consent, or, at all events, will not be released 
from bearing their share. We shall in that. 
way do something toward reducing or light- 
ening the-tax upon knowledge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator from California state his amendment? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I move to strike out the 


| paper twenty-five per cent. 


word “exeepting” and insert ‘‘including”’ 


Mr. THURMAN.. You should: offer that. 
to the amendment of my colleague. si: orai 
Mr. CASSERLY. Iam taking the language 
as delivered from the desk-by. the: Clerk: He 
read the first part of the amendment on page 
6, lines thirty-six, thirty-seven, and: thirty: 
eight by itself, leaving the paper. question to 
come up subsequently; and I guppose «my 
motion as made will be correct, Faun ys 
Mr. THURMAN. I wish to call the atten: 
tion of my friend from California to the Way 
the thing now stands. My colleague moves--a 
substitute for the amendment which wasagteed 
to in committee, and now the motion of: my 
friend from California is to amend the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague by striking out 
the word “excepting ” and inserting the word 
“including.” T 
Mr. CASSERLY. If I.understood myself, 
that is what I did. I did not refer to it in terms 
as the amendment of the Senator from Ohio 
accepted in committee or sustained -in .com- 
mittee. é Ps 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thevamend- 
ment will be again reported, so that Senators 
may understand how the question stands..:::-: 
The Cuter Clerk. The amendmentimade 
as in Committee of the Whole was: to insert 
after line thirty-five, on page 6— P 
On all paper and manufactures of paper; except- 
ing books and other printed matter not herein spe- 
cifically provided for: Provided, That the duty on 


printing paper, whether sized or unsized, shall be 
twenty-two and a half per cent. ad valorem, : 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now read my amendment. 

The Cuizr CLerk, Itis proposed to amend 
that amendment by striking it all out and 
inserting— poke S 

On all paper and manufactures of papér not herein 


specificaily provided for, excepting books and other 
matter. g 


Mr. THURMAN. Now the motion of the 
Senator from California is to strike out. the 
word ‘‘excepting’’ in the amendment offered 
by my colleague and insert “including.” ?} 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senators have arrived 
at an understanding as. to what they desire to 
get at, I wish to say a word on the question as 
presented. of 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state the question. The amendment. of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suermaw] js an 
amendment to an amendment, and: therefore 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
California is an amendment in the third degree 
and not admissible. s O 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itakeitwhen we are act- 
ing on these amendments the original ameng- 
ment is itself the text of the bill. : f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That isso 
in bills passing from one House to the other, 
but not in considering bills in the Senate that 
have been amended as in-Committee: of :the 
Whole. s ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course, 
if the Senate do not want to reduce the:tax on 
books they will vote against my amendment, 
and that will be the same thing. Bee 

Mr. SCOTT. The two amendments taken 
together that are offered by the Senator from 
Ohio bring before us again the question of 
the duty on books and the duty om paper. 
The discussion upon these two questions did, 
I think, very clearly satisfy the Senate that 
with the existing duty on paper, the duty on 
books was not high enough for the reason that 
the duty upon the manufactured article, upon 
books, was lower than the duty upon paper, 
the duty on sized paper being thirty-five per 
cent. and the duty on books only twenty-five 
per cent. Now the proposal -of the: Senátor 
from Ohio is to make the duty on -foreign - 
The amendment 
which the Senate adopted, offered by the Sen- 
ator from -Ilinois, [Mr. Logaw,] really makes 
no duty atall,as understand its: It does pot 
sey it shall be twenty-two anda half percents 
but it shali be equal to twenty-two audachalf - 
per ceat. -Let that:be as it may, what Ewish 
to get at is this: when it is clear that printing 
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paper: will’ bring in all writing paper, as was 
shown to be the case by the arguments hereto- 
foré made on the floor ofthe Senate, we now pro- 
‘pose toreduce the duty on that class.of paper, of 
writing paper, which can be brought in under 
theterm ‘“printing paper,” from thirty-five per 
cent. to twenty-five per. cent. Against that 
reduetion:I protest: 1 shall move to strike out 
-twenty-five and insert: ‘‘thirty’? per cent., 
andithen yow will be reducing writing paper, 
which:will come in under this form, morethan 
ten per cent.. It would only be three anda 
if ¿per cent. if you reduced it to thirty-one 
anda half per cent., and if you reduced it to 
thirty per cent., and put books themselves up 
to thirty per cent., you would be doing nearer 
the. right thing, I hope that at least the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio, 
retaining books where they are, not bringing 
them down ten per cent., will be adopted, 
and then I shall ask the Senate not to agree to 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio 
utting printing paper at twenty five per cent. 
Į think it ougbt to be thirty per cent. at 
least, so that the manufacturers of writing 
paper in the country will be protected against 
the importation of writing paper which will 
come in under the term ‘‘ printing paper.” 

Mr. SAWYER. I am as anxious as the 
Senator from California can be to have as 
little tax upon knowledge as possible; yet I 
cannot be oblivious to the fact that the book 
trade has seriously suffered in the last seven 
years from importations of cheap editions of 
foreign books. It is a common thing to send 
to this country books the first edition of which 
has paid all the expense of getting out the 
edition, and the second edition of which has 
simply .cost the paper and press-work in a 
country where both are much cheaper than 
they are here. The importations of books into 
this: country in 1865 were only $289,310. 
‘Under the present tariff they have gone up—— 
_ Mr. THURMAN. Do you mean the im- 
jportations or the duties? 

Mr. SAWYER. The entire importation of 
books in the year 1865 was $289,810. In 1871 
it amounted to $2,313,269, or about nine times 
as much, Why was this? Because the labor 
in Great Britain and on the continent is so 
much lower than it is in the United States. 
Compositors. in the United States in the year 
1860 received from twenty-nine to thirty-one 
cents per thousand ems for their services. In 
1872 their wages had advanced to a sum vary- 
ing from forty-seven to fifty cents per thousand 
ems, English compositors in March last were 
receiving twenty-five cents per thousand ems, 
or about fifty per cent. of the average rate of 
American labor of that kind. American press- 
men receive from twenty-two to thirty dollars 
per week, and English pressmen doing pre- 
cisely the same work reeeive eight dollars per 
week, 

Now, without the slightest disposition to 
put a tax on knowledge, I say that while we 
bave a protective system on our manufactures 
in general it must be understood that an Amer- 
ican book is an American manufacture, as well 
as is any other manufacture that we have. 
Weare looking here not to a tax upon the 
contepts-of the book, not to a tax upon the 
knowledge that is contained in the book, but 
we are looking to the protection of a branch 
of: mechanical industry; and it seems to me 
that:if:.we: wish to harmonize our various inter- 
ests; we cannot afford to strike down the book 
interest in this country any more than we can 
tbe paper interest or the wool interest. 

Mr. LOGAN obtained the floor. 

; Mr. CLAYTON, . Lask the Senator to yield 
0 mès- : Dos 

Mr. LOGAN. — Very well. 

Mr: CLAYTON. 1 ask the Senator to yield 
to me for a moment. I move-+that:the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of executive 
business... ; 

Mr. LOGAN. 


I cannot yield for that pur- 


= 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Av- 
THONY in the chair.) The: Senator from Hli- 
nois has yielded, and the motion is made, 
and that is before the Senate. B 

-The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 18, noes 24. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I call for the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 
take a recess until half past seven o’clock. 

Mr. CLAYTON. [have called for the yeas 
and nays on my motion to go into executive 
session. : , 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 28; as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, 
Corbett, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Harlan, 
Hiteheoek, Kellogg, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Rameoy, Robertson, Stevenson, Stewart, and Tip- 
ton—23. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cole, Cooper, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamlin, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Norwood, Ransom, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott. 
Sherman, Sprague, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, 
Trumball, Vickers, and Wilson—28. 

ABSEN T— Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Carpenter, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Howe, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Morton, Patterson, Pratt, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Spencer, West, Windom, and Wright—23. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ilinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. NYE, Will not the Senator from 
Illinois give way? 

Mr. LOGAN. For what? 

Mr. NYE. I want to make a proposition 
to take the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator wants to 
make another motion like that just made, I 
will not yield. 

Mr. NYE. Ob,no; I wantto ask the Senate 
that after the recess we take up two or three 
bills from the Committee on ‘Territories and 
pass them. They are very short, and will not 
take much time. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The motion for a recess 
has been voted down. 

Mr. NYE. These bills have to go to the 
House, and it is very essential that they should 
be passed. The Senator from Ohio shakes 
his head. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow 
me to get through with this bill I shall not 
then object. 

Mr. NYE. You have had it up four days; 
T fear it will take four days more; and we 
have but three days of the session left. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will help 
me out with this, I will help him with his bills. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that we take a 
recess for two hous. It is after five o’clock 
now. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think if 
we stay right by this bill for one hour we can 
close jt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves that we take a recess 
for two hours. The motion is in order, and it 
is not debatable. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask unanimous con- 
sent to make a remark. I will not occupy 
overa minute. 

Mr. TIPTON. I object. 

The question being taken, resulted—yeas 17, 
nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Ames, Boreman, Cameron, Clay- 
ton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hamilton of 
Toxas, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Nye, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Robertson, Stewart, Tipton, and Wright—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Biair, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Casserly, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, 
Cooper, Corbett, Fenton, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Qoldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Hill, 
Johnston, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, 
Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Stock- 
ton, Thurman Vickers, and Wilson—31. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Carpenter, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Howe, Kelly, Lewis, 


Task for the yeas and 


Morrill of Maine, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Pratt, 
Ransom, Rice, Saulsbury, Schurz, Fpencer, Steven- 
son, Sumner, Trumbull, West, and Windom—26. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ilinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not wish to detain the 
Senate but a moment on this question, and I 
should like to have it clear so that the Senate - 
can understand it. My friend the Senator from 
Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend will allow 
me to interrupt him, this does not affect the 
question of sized paper at all. 

Mr. LOGAN, Tunderstand that. As Iunder- 
stand the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio, it isin reference to books. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It isin reference to all 
paper not specifically provided for. 

Mr. LOGAN. And books, &. The duty 
is twenty-five per cent. ad valorem as the law 
now stands, but with the reduction of ten per 
cent. it will put that duty at twenty-two and a 
half per cent. ad valorem. My proposition the 
other day was for the purpose of meeting that, 
to put all paper for printing purposes on an 
ad valorem duty of twenty-two and a half per 
cent: in order to make it equal. ‘I will strike 
the one half per cent. off or add it, making it 
either twenty-two or twenty three; I do not 
care as far as that is concerned ; but I want 
the Senate to. understand this question. ` i 

My friend from Pennsylvania says that the 
admission of this matter at that rate of duty 
may admit all writing paper. He is mistaken 
about that. I will not say that I have exam- 
ined this question any more thoroughly than 
he has, for I have no right to say that. Ihave 
examined it, however, to my own satisfaction, 
and I am satisfied that he is mistaken in ref- 
erence to that point. I will not detain the 
Senate by reading it, but I have a letter here 
from paper and book-men in this city, men 
who are well known to every person as large 
dealers, Philp & Solomons, They say the Sen- 
ators who make that statement are mistaken, 
that the cost of cutting this sized paper of a 
finer quality into writing paper for the pur- 
pose of using it as writing paper would be 
more than the difference in duty, and no man 
could afford to do it. They say the wastage 
in cutting would amount to five per cent., and 
the cost of cutting would exceed the differ- 
ence in the duty, so that no man would pos- 
sibly do it. That statement was voluntarily 
given to me after the argument the other day, 
I am willing to say that I donot know so muchas 
these men about it, and I take their statement, 
I have talked with other paper-men and book- 
men, and they all say the same thing. - 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, if the Senator will 
tell me, for I do not know, how does he pro- 
pose to prescribe the sized paper that may be 
imported as printing paper? Suppose I want 
to import printing paper as large as this sheet 
{exhibiting a printed bill] or half as large, how 
does he provide for that? 

Mr. LOGAN. Provide for it just the same 
as you provide for everything else; provide 
that a duty of twenty per cent., or twenty-two, 
or twenty-five, or whatever it may be, shall be 
collected on all sized paper used for printing 
books, newspapers, pamphlets, or magazines, 
just as you have it in the old law; that is all. 
You provided in the old law for unsized paper 
in that way. The Senator from Ohio awhile 
ago said a great many books in this country 
were printed on unsized paper. If you look 
at the old law, you will see that in the olddaw 
the distinction is this: on all paper, including 
wall paper of every character, writing paper, 
and everything ‘of the kind, thirty-five’ pes 
cent. ad valorem ; and on unsized: paper, for 
the purpose of printing books, newspapers, 
and pamphlets, twenty: per cent. ad valorem. 
That is the way you have always distinguished 
in the law. Is it not as easy.to-distinguish iù 
reference to. one. class of printing : paper -as 
another? That.is the language of the: law, 
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and I propose to put that language in here. 
I intended, in order to make it plain, to. have 
it read in this way: s 

_ On all paper and manufactures of paper, includ- 
ing books and other printed matter not herein spe- 
panel provided for, twenty-five per cent. ad 
patorem. 7 


Or whatever rate the Sénate may agree to; 
or leave the language as it is, then it receives 
the ten per cent. reduction; and then add the 
amendment I offered the other day; and what 
didthat do? While your books were at twenty- 
five percent. ad valorem, receivinga reduction 
of ten per cent., making it twenty-two and a 
half per cent., put the sized paper and books 
precisely on an equality, because your redue- 
tion of ten per cent. on the twenty-five per 
cent. ad valorem made it twenty-two and a 
half per cent. Hence E put it at that, so as to 
have an equality. But if you do not reduee; 
if you think there isa difference between the 
price of sized and unsized paper, make one 
twenty-two per cent. ad valorem, and leave 
the other at twenty per cent. ad valorem, as it 
is now in the law. i 

There is no reason why we cannot provide 
so that we can understand this thing. We 
čan do it just as you have in the law heretofore 
arid there is no difficulty about it. The prin- 
ciple I maintain and have: maintained all the 
time is this: that it does put us in a false 
position to receive books and printed matter 
in ‘this country at twenty-five per cent. ad 
valorem and then charge thirty-five per cent. 
ad valorem on the very article on which they 
are printed. I think it is absurd. Here is 
the raw material paying thirty-five per cent. 
and the material after it is worked up paying 
twenty-five per cent. Now, I think that the 
` tarif on books is high enough. I am not for 
increasing it. We have been decreasing the 
tariff on everything else; hence, I would vote 
to decrease it on books by taking off ten per 
cent., the same as everything else. Ido not 
think we ought to havea high tariff on litera- 
ture and matters of that kind. I think it is 
objectionable. Hence, I will vote for the re- 
duction of the ten per cent. on books; at the 
same time I will ask the Senate to adopt an 
amendment. Now, if the Senate disagrees to 
the amendment that I proposed the other day, 
which was to equalize unsized paper with the 
publication of books, if they were reduced ten 
percent., I have drawn up another amend- 
meat which I think ought to satisfy all, in these 
words: : 


Provided, That a duty of twenty per cent. ad 
valorem shall be collected on all sized paper import- 
ed into the United States exclusively used for print- 
ing newspapers, books, magazines, and pamphlets, 
and on all unsized paper to be exclusively used as 
aforesaid, twenty per cent. ad valorem. 


: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. NYE. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Illinois a question. I do not understand that 
that is any change in what was passed yester- 


day. - 
Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. I hope the Sen- 
ate: will not undo what was passed the other 
day. , a. 
Mr. NYE. There is no proposition to do it. 
Mr. LOGAN. I make no: proposition to do 
it; but I say if the Senate disagree to this prop- 
osition, then I skali offer this other proposi- 
tion, and I hope the Senate will. not disagree 


to it. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendmentoffered by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, [Mr. Saerman, | 

Mr. SCOTT. Are we now voting upon the 
amendment relating to books only, or does it 
include books and paper? . - 

Mr. SHERMAN. Letit be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Seere- 
tary will first read the amendment as it-stands 
and then the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. There are really. two amend- 


ments. : 
Mr, SHERMAN. My proposition is pend- 
ing. = 


The CHIEF CLERK. 
amendment is: 
Onall paperand manufactures of paper not herein 


specifically provided for, except books and other 
printed matter, 


Mr. THURMAN. I wish it to be under- 
stood, those who. are in favor of reducing the 
duty on books ten per cent. in order to get at 
it must vote down the amendment. offered. by 
my colleague, and then vote to non-concur in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. So those who are in favor of reduc- 
ing the duty on books ten per cent. must vote 
against the amendment. offered by my col- 
league. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, what has 
become of the provision as it was. adopted in 
committee? I understood that. the Senator 
from Ohio nearest the Chair [Mr. Suermay] 
offered the same amendment’ so corrected in 
language as not to be contradictory of itself. 
That was agreed to by. general consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is now open. It 
has not yet been acted on. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Had that been agreed 
to it would have simply taken the place of 
the amendment. of the committee, and then 
we could have dealt with that precisely as 
though the amendment of the committee were 
before us. ea wees ra 

Mr. SHERMAN. I doubt if the Senate 
could amend it afterward. You had better 
ask the Chair about that. I think those who 
desire to make the reduction in books and 
other printed matter as upon other things 
ought to vote. “no” against any amendment, 
Those who believe that books ought to be kept 
at their present rate, twenty-five per cent, ad 
valorem, ought to vote “ay.” That is all 
there is about it. It is a very simple proposi- 


tion. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is worth while to find 
out where we stand. {ask the Clerk to read 
that part of the bill precisely as it came from 
the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
read. 

The Curer CLerk. The Senate, as in Com- 
mitteeof the Whole, made the followiug amend- 
ment, commencing on line thirty-six of sec- 
tion two, inserting after the word ‘‘ paper” — 

And mannfaotýres of paper, exeept-books and other 
printed matter not herein specifically provided for: 
Provided, That the duty on printing paper, whether 


sized or unsized, shall be equal and twenty-two 
and a half per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Now, sir, regularly the 
motion would be to concur or non-concur with 
that, as I understand the practice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | That is the 
question; but the Senator from Ohio moves 
an amendment to the amendment before tak- 
ing the vote on concurrence. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Is that in order? Is 
that a regular mode of proceéding?.. .. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. The 
original question before the Senate is the 
amendment made as in Committee of. the 
Whole, which bas just been read ; and to that 
the Senator from Ohio moves an amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. He moves to concur with 
an amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He moves 
an amendment to the amendment, and then 
the question of concurrence will come up after- 


The amendment to the 


ward. to 

Mr. CASSERLY. That amendment which 
he moves by way of concurrence therefore is 
not liable to be amended ? i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis not. 
It is an amendment in the second degree. 

Mr. CASSERLY. understand, then, those 
in favor of including books in the general 
reduction of ten per cent. will vote against the 
proposition of the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio te the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN called for the yeas and 


nays, and they were ordered ; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Fenton, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Ham- 
lin, Howe, Morrill of Vermont, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Sprague, and Wilson—20. > 
.NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, 
Casserly, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Hill, Johnston; Kellogg, Kelly, 
Logan, Norwood, Nye, Pool, Saulsbury, Stockton, 
Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, and. Vickers—22. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cameron, Carpenter, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hitchcock, Lewis, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Robertson; Schurz, 
Spencer, Stevenson, Stewart, Sumner, West, Win- 
dom, and Wright—82. 

So the amendment to the amendment. was 
rejected. . : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on concurring in the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I move to amend that 
amendment by striking out the word ‘“except”’ 
and inserting instead of it the word *‘includ- 
ing.’” The effect of that would be to make the 
amendment. as it was’ reported by the'Com- 
mittee on Finance. E : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: The ques- 
tionis on the amendment to'the amendment. 

The amendment-to the amendment. was 
agreed to. . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment made 
in Committee of the Whole as amended. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, may I know what 
it is? niw a, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 


read. h 
“The Cuer Cuerx. The amendment as 
amended reads: : ET 
On all paper and manufactures of paper, includ- 
ing books and other printed matter, not herein 
specifically provided for: Provided, That the-duty 
on printing paper, whether sized or unsized, shall 
besequal, and twenty-two and ahalf per cent. ad 
valorem., : : : 


Mr. SHERMAN. That last proviso was 
stricken out from there and put in another 
place. It is incongruous there. I move to 
strike out that proviso. It ought to be inserted 
in another place, because, this being the ten 
per cent. reduction, there ought to be no spe- 
cial provision left here. i n 

Mr. LOGAN. Where should it come in? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It should come in on 


page 11. f O 

Mr. LOGAN. The motion carries it there 
I suppose. 7 ` 

Mr. SHERMAN, I move to strike it out 


here. 

. Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. , It is, not 
necessary to havea motion. General consent 
ean place it where it ought. to be : =. 
“Mr. LOGAN. Well, let it be properly 
placed by, general consents, ; 

Mr. CONKLING. We do not want to place 
it there so that it sball not be voted: on, 

Mr. LOGAN. You will vote on it, We 
only want to vote on.it in the right place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on. the amendmentof the Senator from Ohio, 
to strike out the proviso. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to, . : 

Mr. LOGAN. Where should it come in? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. After line 
eighty-four of section four, on page 11. 

. Me. LOGAN. I will move it after line’ 
eighty-four, and I will change. the proposition 
to read in this way: 4 a 

A duty of twenty-two per cent. ad valorem shall 
be collected on all. sized paper imported into. the 
United States exclusively used for printing news- 
papers, books, magazines, and pamphiets;.and on 


all unsized paper, to bè used as aforesaid, twenty 
per cent. ad valorem. : 


Į do that for this reason: that is. the. tariff 
on the unsized paper at the present time; and 
inasmuch as I move this on principle, I do 
not desire to raise the tariff on anything, but 
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to: reduce it on: this below the tariff on books. 
The duty on books is reduced twenty per cent., 
which reduces-it to twenty-two and a half per 
cant: ad valorem. Now,under the amendment 
adopted by the Senate, books pay twenty two 
and a half per cent. ad: valorem. Hence, l 
propose that this paper shall pay twenty-two 
per cent. ad valorem at the suggestion of 
the: Senator from Vermont, who said that the 
one half per cent. would be troublesome; that 
it would be better to have it either one. way or 
the.other. Ce : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I move as aū 
amendment to that the proposition I sent up 
to,the Chair some time ago, to strike it all out 
and insert a substitute. 

‘Phe. PRESIDING OFFICER.. What is 
proposed to be inserted will be read. 

The Cuer CLERK. It is proposed to amend 
the amendment so as to make it read: 

On all sized or glued paper suitableonly for print- 
ing paper, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem, 

- Mr. LOGAN, . I merely wish to make this 
suggestion. tothe Senator: that amendment 
increases the ;duty on paper above that now 
on. books according to the amendment just 
adopted. ese 

.Mr. SHERMAN. .: That is trae; but the 
present. duty on this kind of paper is thirty- 
tive per cent. ad valorem, and if. we reduce it 
to twenty-five per cent., it is an enormous 
reductions At any. rate, 1-would like.to have 
a vote on that. I am willing to test the sense 
of the Senate, , 
Mr. LOGAN. I think the raw material 
should not pay more than the printed matter 
after it iş printed. :3 0. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. A great many books are 
made of unsized paper. The. whole body of 
the cheap literature that is brought to us from 
England is printed on unsized paper, and 
therefore the duty on that is fixed by our pre- 
vious action at eighteen per cent. . 

Mr. LOGAN. Twenty per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it is reduced from 
twenty to eighteen... Apon $ 

Mr. LOGAN. That is, by the ten per cent. 
reduction we reduce the duty on. unsized paper 
to eighteen per cent. Then you make a dis- 
tinction of seven per cent. between sized and 
unsized paper used for the same purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There. is another criti- 
cism on the phraseology of the Senator's | 
amendment. It speaks of sized paper used 
for certain purposes. As‘a matter of course 
you cannot tell the use of. the paper after it is 
imported. You must only say “suitable for 
use’’ or ‘‘adapted for use as printing. paper.” 
You cannot make the tax depend upon the 


use... ; a F 

Mr. NYE. Is not this:the question that 
was settled: yesterday in full Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think it was 
settled, . f : 

Mr, LOGAN. We settled it by a vote on 
the yeas and nays.” A 

Mr. SHERMAN. We settled the question 
that we would not reduce the tax on books; 
but now by à bare quorum we have reduced 
the tax on books teu per cent. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not understand that it | 
was settled before on books. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, it wasvoted expressly 
to except books from the operation of the ten 
per cent. reduction. 

Mr, CONKLING. Having said a word 
about this, and it being a question that some 
of my constituents are largely interested in, 
l] ask the indulgence of the Senate for a. 
moment. i ' ; 

Two considerations are commended to us 
by those who favor the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. First, it is said we have 
reduced or are. to reduce thé duty on books 
ten per cent.; that unless this amendment. is 
adopted the duty on the raw-material will -be 
higher than the duty-on books, as if there was 
something necessarily objectionable in that. 
I will not argue it; but I say that not only our 


experience, but the experience of all civilized 
nations affirms the propriety of just that. The 
tariff on books should be as much as is re- 
quired; but there is and should be no reference 
between the duty on books-and the duty on 
the raw material entering into books. Books 
should be taxed as such 5 paper as such. : 

I have said that the legislation’ of -civilized 
nations ‘bears me`out. Now let me say that 
I have taken pains to inform myself about 
this. Books are free in Belgium while paper 
pays a duty. ‘Throughout the Zoliverein books 
are free, but paper glued pays a duty, and 
paper unglued pays a less duty. Austria lays 
one rate of duty upon unglued and a duty of 
fifty per cent. higher on-gluéd paper, while 
books are ata less rate than glued paper. 
Switzerland imposes nearly ‘seven times the 
duty on paper that is laid on books. In 
Sweden books are free, but paper pays a duty. 
In Russia books are free, but paper pays one 
rate of duty, sized paper another, and writing 
paper two to four times the amount paid on 
other kinds. pins 

I forbear to comment further on this, in 
order to enable myself in the residue of the 
time to make a remark touching another point. 
The amendment of the ‘honorable Senator 
from Hlinois [Mr. Logan] does; I submit to 
him, in spite of all his ingenuity in phrase- 
ology, admit at twenty-two per cent.’ all 
writing paper that anybody chooses to import. 
My friend may say until doomsday that all 
paper imported exclusively to be used for 
printing paper Shall pay so and so, and he 
establishes a criterion as fleeting as the wind. 
I choose to import paper of a certain size. 
How is the Senator or anybody else going to 
know what I am going to use it for? Is it to 
be supposed that each person who uses paper 
for lithographic purposes is.to be his own im- 

orter; that there is to be no importer, no 
jobber, no middle man’ between him and the 
foreign market? Not at all. The dealers in 
paper are to import it. Then how can the 
Senator follow it if it is sold to-meto write 
letters upon, or if it is sold to my friend from 
South Carolina to apply a stone or the instru- 
ment by which a wood-cut engraving is to be 
placed upon it? 

-Now, one thing’ more and I have done. 
The Senator refers us to the fact that the old 
tariff lays an ad valorem duty upon unsized 
paper used for the purpose of printing. Dees 
not everybody see the distinction? Unless 
you use unsized paper for.wall paper or some- 
thing of that sort, t can be used for nothing 
but printing purposes. Why? Because you 
cannot write on it any more than you’ can on 
blotting paper; I mean you cannot write on it 
conveniently. Here I have a very choice sam- 
ple of unsized paper, [exhibiting a sheet of 
paper. |. It ds very fine, as fine, i suppose, as 
can be made. You put a pen upon it, and it 
goes through and through; shows as much- on 
one side as the other. ‘That is the test which 
the Senator from Hlinois suggested to us the 
other day. So that when you say unsized 
paper imported for printing and all that, you 
run no risk of its being used as writing paper ; 
but when you say that paper which is glazed, 
either by resin, glue, or any-other size, vegeta- 
ble or other, shall come in ata certain duty, 
restricting it only to so much as is used for 
printing paper, what is the safety? Ifyou say 
‘for newspapers,” there is’ a restriction, 
because then it must. be large. If you say 
‘for magazines,” you would require it to be 
as large as the magazine, running only the risk 
of its being cut down in size afierward.. But 
when you say “imported to be'used for print- 
ing newspapers, magazines, or books,’? then 
there are books smaller than duodecimo, and 
thus you part with all tests ‘growing out of 
size, and -you rely solely upon the purpose 
ultimately to which the paper is to be devoted. 

Now, Mr. President, speaking forall those 
who are manufacturing glued or sized paper 
in the country, I say we cannot shut our eyes 


| to the fact that at twenty-two per cent., if 
this amendment prevails, paper is to come in 
that is to be used for writing paper or used for 
lithographing or for printing purposes at the 
option of him who purchases it.. For that 
I cannot vote, because } believe it would be 
destructive to a great and worthy industry. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I did. not 
think I could be induced to say anything on 
this subject, but I do now desire to say a word 
or two, and that will be comprised in stating 
that the book-men themselves will receive no 
benefit whatever by having the duty reduced 
on sized paper from thirty-five to twenty-two 
percent. They do not ask it, for the reason 
that if unsized paper is admitted at twenty 
per cent., they are able to avail themselves of 
all the advantages so far as printing paper is 
concerned that they would if both were in- 
cluded, forany manufacturer in this country will 
sell them the sized paper at precisely the same 
rate that he will sell them the unsized, or very 
nearly so. I have samples here of both qual- 
ities from a manufacturing establishment with 
the prices identical, and unless a man is an 
expertin the business he can hardly tell one 
from the other. .The difficulty is in setting 
the type and binding the books. Our book- 
makers are laboring under a serious disadvan- 
tage; and ‘they should not be subjected to far- 
ther disadvantage. The duty upon books, in 
my judgment, ought not to be reduced; : bat 
the greatest disadvantage they suffer is in 
undervaluations. The Senate. have declined 
to accept the proposition of the House for. a 
specific duty; and if they now accede to the 
proposition of the Senator from Lilinois, to 
reduce the duty upon sized paper to twenty- 
two per cent., my own impression is that they - 
strike a very serious blow fo all the writing 
paper manufacturers of this country. 

Mr. HOWE. 1 wish the Senator from Ver- 
mont, who is familiar with all these matters, 
will just. state why the manufacturer of unsized 
paper demands a heavier duty ad valorem than 
of sized paper? i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. He does not. 
But the sized paperis exclusively used for 
writing paper and note paper. The French put 
an export duty upon linen rags, and we are 
short in this country of linen rags. Most of. 
our people. consume. cotton instead of linen ; 
therefore the amount of rags in this country 
for the manufacture of fine paper is very small, 
Weare compelled to seek for linen rags abroad, 
and we obtain them for the most part in 
Italy. and France. ‘Therefore, unless we have 
a considerable duty upon sized paper, the note 
paper of France and the writing paper, which 
already comes into this country and is almost 
exclusively used by ladies, we shall completely 
submerge all the establishments in this coun- 
try for manufacturing writing paper. < 

Mr. HOWE. What is the export duty on 
linen rags in France? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
remember, but it is’ so bigh as to give the 
manufacturers of paper there a very heavy 
protection. We let rags in free, but when we 
gét them from France we. have to pay their 
export duty. ‘The manufacturer of linen 
paper in Italy or France may send that paper 
without being subjected to that tax. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Sénator’s statement was 
that sized paper was used exclusively for writ- 
ing paper. He is certainly mistaken in that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. No unsized 
paper can be used for that. Lt must be sized 
or the ink will spread. : . 

_ Mr. LOGAN. But you stated it was exelu- 
sively for writing paper. Itis used for writing 
paper, but not exclusively. ; 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I did not 
mean that. It is also used for printing paper 
and for the best kind of books, and i say in 
this country they -are able.to obtain it at pre- 
cisely the same price they can the unsized. 
These are the facts. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly the facts are as the 
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Senator states, that the difference in, price is 
very little. It is the mere sizing that makes 
the difference. . . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The addi- 
tional weight compensates for that! 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, here is-imported paper 
that is sized paper, [exhibiting a specimen of 
paper,] and you charge thirty-five per cent. on 
that paper because it is sized paper, and it is 
used to publish a newspaper on. Here is a 
pamphlet printed on uusized paper. ` Any one 
can see that the unsized paper is much the 
nicest paper for printing a newspaper upon, 
and yet you charge thirty-five per cent. ad 
valorem on the one and twenty per cent. ad 
valorem on the other. So itiş as Í illustrated 
the other day by two newspapers published in 
your city, the Chronicle and the Star. To 
look at the two papers I should prefer the 
Chronicle for printing paper, and yet that is 
on unsized paper and the Star is on sized 
paper.. One pays thirty-five per cent. ad 
valorem and the other twenty per cent. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. In point of 
fact they do not pay it, because the paper is 
printed here, and practically there is no hard- 
ship about it. l : 
°Mr. LOGAN. That is the opinion of the 
Senator from Vérmont; it isnot mine. I will 
make this statement to the Senator, who I 
know is conversant with this question and has 
certainly éxamined it: he knows that pearly 
all the tracts distributed through this country 
are published in England. Why? Because 
they can be printed there and exported to this 
country cheaper than you can import the paper 
into this country, for if comes in at twenty-five 
per cent., while the paper it is printed upon 
pays a duty of thirty-five per cent. That is 
the fact. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
will not remedy it by his proposition. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think I shall. Ifyou want 
to encourage the printing of newspapers iù 
your own country it would remedy it; if not, 
it would not. You can print on sized paper 
a newspaper in Canada; for instance, you 
can print Harper’s Weekly in Canada, and 
import it into this country and sell it cheaper 
than you can import the paper: upon which 
it is printed, for after it is printed it pays 
twerity-five per cent., and before it is printed 
it pays thirty-five per cent. There is the 
proposition precisely and simply. My idea 
is to bring the paper in‘cheaper than you-can 
bring in the painphlet or newspaper printed on 
the paper; and that is all the object I have 
about it. EE : 

I will say further, that there is not a book 
published in England, or that has been pub- 
lished there one hundred yéars, or @ magazine 
or a pamphlet on unsized paper: : Every book 
or pamphlet imported into this country from 
England is published on sized paper, and ‘yet 
you import them ata cheaper rate of duty than 
you can briug in the paper. That ought not 
to be so. Hence my proposition, twenty-two 
per cent. advalorem, (under which, if the sized 
paper is more valuable than the unsized paper, 
it pays a higher amount of duty,) will reduce 
this duty below that on books, so that the 
printing will be done in our own country. 
Printing I understand to be an industry here. 
It is very curious that protection should be 
given to all industries except one. It is noñ- 
sense in. my judgment, to say that we cannot 
distinguish between writing paper and print- 
ing paper. I think we can. We made the 
distinction in the tariff that was made while 
the Senator from Vermont. was a member of 
the other branch of the Congress of the. Uni- 
ted States. That levied on all paper thirty-five 
per cent. ad valorem except unsized. You 
have since put that at twenty per cent. ad 
valorem. It never was so before. The duty 
on all printing paper was always alike until 
here within the last few years, where we have 
made a distinction, and we make it nowhere 


| else. It is not made anywhere except herein 
this country, and it is made against printing in 
our country. - 

I said the other day tbat the Bibles which 
we used can be printed cheaper in England 
and imported to this country than you can 
import the paper to print them on, and that is 


so extensively is because they are printed’on 
sized paper, and you make them pay twenty- 
five per cent. ad valorem, and on the paper 
itself you charge thirty-five per cent. ad valo- 


rem, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to make this sug- 
gestion, which I understood my colleague, the 
chairman of the committee, to say some time 
since would be agreeable to him: I move that 
we take a recess for one hour, and then.we 
shall have a quorum and can go on and sit 
the bill out to-night. : j 

Mr. LOGAN. We have a quoram here 
now. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, but: some. gentle- 
men have dined, and a good many gentlemen 
have not. I have stayed here and kept a 
quorum, while other gentlemen have not. I 
move that we take a recess for one hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen: 
ator from Ohio moves that the Senate take a 
recess for- one hour. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. One mo- 
ment, please. The Senator from Illinois has 
asked for a vote on this amendment. let- ws 
get rid of this paper proposition and thea do 
something. 

Mr. CONKLING. | It is not right to take 
the vote on this in so thin a Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT... I only waut to say about two 
words. J hope the Senator from Illinois will 
not say ‘‘let us vote” after the lecture he 
delivered on that subject last night. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam not saying it to any 
individual. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is not debatable. It is moved that the Senate 
take a recess for one hour. 

Mr. SCOTT. I thought the motion was 
withdrawn. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being 
on a division—ayes 18, noes 21. . 

Mr. SCOTT. I have been prevented ‘from 
making the motion of which I gave notice by 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio to fix this 
duty at twenty-five per cent. 1 intended to fix 
it at thirty per cent.; but as his motion will be 
decisive of the sense of the Senate on that 


motion simply to reply to one remark made by 
the Senator from Hlinois. 

He produced a letter from a publishing 
house in this city, a very respectable one, for 
the purpose of showing that this imported 
paper cannot be cut up into writing paper. I 
do not profess to be an expert on that qnes- 
tion, butin the Committee on Finance we had 
before us both the manufacturers of paper and 
of books, and they both concurred in making 


that statement. ‘he manufacturers of. paper 
protested against this reduction on` sized 
paper for that reagon, that the printing paper 
would be brought in in that form, that it could 
not be prevented, and thatit would interfere 
with the manufacture of paper. On the other 
hand, the consumers-of that sized -paper, the 
publishers—and if I had time to Jook for it I 
‘have here a petition signed by at -least four 
publishers, publishing scientific books, miscel- 
Janeous books, all of whom say they do not 
wish this distinction made, that they wish the 
duty kept up on sized paper. Thus we have 
| a uniform concurrence of the manufacturers 
of sized paper and of the consumers of sized 
‘paper, both demanding of us that this duty 
shall not be reduced.- > 
Now, if it is to be reduced it ought not to b 


reduced more than the ten per cent. that 


true; and the reason: why they are imported. 


question, I avail myself of the pendency of his | 


other manufactures are reduced. Therefore I 
wished to make a motion to make the rate 
thirty per cent., which would be a greater re- 
duction than ten per cent., but I am precinded 
from that, and will vote for the amendment of 
the Senator from: Ohio, and I trast there will 
be no lower. reduction than that if we are to 
have that. : hee? = 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I wish to ask the 
Senator from Illitiois a single question or two, 
or three’ possibly. I understand him to say 
that a certain amount of paper can be imported 
at à certayn price, the duty being twenty-two 
anda half per cent. ad valorem. For instance, 
if paper costs abroad one dollar, imported here 
the duty is twenty-two and a half cents added 
to it. “Suppose you take ‘that paper abroad 
and add to it the value of the printing, can you 
then bring it here for $1 224? 

Mr’ LOGAN. You bring it here for twenty- 
five per cent. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. That is not the ques- 
tion. -If you add the value of the labor to it 
abroad, the question is whether you can then 
bring it here for twenty-two and a half per 
cent. : 3 te 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not know what the 
value of labor is abroad so far as printing is 
concerned. The suggestion is made that labor 
is much lower abroad than here ; and being 
lower than here, I should say you could do it. 
The majority of the tracts distributed in this 
country are published in England, for the 
reason that they can be published and brought 
to this country cheaper than the paper can be 
brought in, because twenty-five per cent. is 
the duty on published matter, and thirty-five 
per cent. on the paper. ; 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. What surprises me 
is that you can add to the value of the paper 
abroad all the expense of printing, and yet 
have it cheaper than before you put that 
expense on, . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is because of the 
difference in the rates’ of tariff. z 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. That does not make 
it so. I can readily understand that a dollar's 
worth of paper and a dollar’s worth of books 
may be brought-here at a less ‘cost than. the 
paper; but I cannot. see how-a piece of paper 
or a quantity of paper, when: you shall have 
added twenty-five per cent. to the value of it 
abroad, ean still pay twenty-two and a half per 
cent. duty here and cost less than paper that 
paid thirty-five per cent.. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. : The proposition. as I 
understand it, is this: it is stated by my col- 
league that sized paper now pays a duty of 
thirty-five per cent., and that the paper on 
which a tract or the Bible, for instance, is 
printed, pays a duty of thirty-five per. cent., 
and to get it into this. country would cost 
more than the Bible would. cost. printed on 
the same paper and then introduced, because 
the difference between the duty on the book 
after it was printed would be less than the dif- 
ference between the duty on the book and the 
duty on the paper that was not in the book. 
That is easy enough to understand if the facts 


are so. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. There is no value, 
then, no cost.in printing paper abroad ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly there is. Let 
me illustrate. .The duty om a dollar’s worth 
of paper is thirty-five cents. . It then costs 
$1 35 to get that paper here. Now, suppose 
it costs thirty cents to print a book on that 
paper and- it is brought in free. Now, does 
not the Senator from Connecticut see that 
book is brought in cheaper than the paper, 
though you pay thirty cents for printing:it? 

- Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Yon fail in telling 
me the cost of the paper that is in the book. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, the cost of the 
paper is one dollar. It costs thirty cents to 
print it in England. That makes it $1 30. 
Now, if you bring the paper here before you 
put any tax on it, it costs $1 35. Why? Be 
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cause you have. to pay .a duty of thirty-five 
cents. lam sure my friend from Connecticut 
can see that. aera ; 

Mr: BUCKINGHAM. When. you bring your 
book here. it. costs but $1 30 abroad, but you 
add. twenty-five per cent. to that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL... Not-atall. - . 
`` Mr. HAMILTON, of- Maryland. Is this 
conversation , between :two Senators, or ip it 
intended for the benefit of this body? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Senators 
will address the. Chair. $ : ot 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Task. now 
whether the ‘Senate will not consent to take 
the vote on. paper without, any further debate.. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to the amendment of the 
Senator from Hlinois. , 

The amendment to the amendment. was 
agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment as amended, 
which will be reported. : . 
~The, Cnier CLERk. The amendment, as 
amended, is after line eighty-four of section 
four on page 11 to insert~ v. ` 

On all sized ‘and glued paper suitable only for 
printing paper, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. ‘I ask leave 
to discharge myself of oneamendment on page 
43, in section [eleven] twelve in the new clause 
that was added. After the words ‘‘ and such 
bottle or package shall be forfeited to the Uni- 
ted States,” l ask leave to insert: 

And all articles heretofore liable to taxation 
under schedule'€ shall be exempt therefrom under 
this section. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands there is no objection to receiving 
this amendment, though it is not strictly in 


order. ` i ` 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There can 
be no objection. It is merely to perfect a sec- 
tion we have already adopted. It is merely 
proposed out of abundant caution, ; 

‘Mr. THURMAN.. I think there ought to 
be a quorum here to ‘pass upon ‘this bill. | 
ised my motion‘that we take a recess for one 

our, $ i $ a 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is a quorum here. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Let the ques- 
tion be taken on this. 

Mr. CONKLING. . 
stand this. : : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. “The pènd- 
ing question isthe’ motion of the Senator 
from Ohio, that the Senate now take a recess 
for one hour. -— 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, 
on a division—ayes 18, noes 21. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. eee 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to ask one ques- 
tion. Is the effect of the Senator’s amendment 
to exempt from stamp tax all patent medi- 
cines containing alcohol ?, 

‘Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. All that have 
heretofore been taxed in schedule ©. They 


I should like to under- 


ate to be exempt hereafter. 
Mr. CONKLING. Lam for it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORTON. Will it now be in order to 
take the vote on section twenty-four, on 
page 77? i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reserved 
amendments have not yet been gone through 
with. The Chair would suggest that it would 
be more convenient to take the amendments 
in the order in which they cqme in the bill; 
but by unanimous consent they can be taken 
out of order. ; ; 

Mr. COLE. J insist upon their being taken 
in their order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
reserved amendment is on page 7, lines sixty- 
two, sixty-three, and sixty-four of section. two. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
inserted the following paragraph : te, 

On glass and glassware, and on unwrought pipe- 
clay, fine clay, kaolin, and fuller’s earth. s 

Mr. SCOTT. That elause originally had in 
it ‘‘ earthenware; and on the motion of the 
Senator from .New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUY- 
SEN] the vote was. taken on that separately ; 
bat it was-in a-thin Senate, and as there was 
no reason for striking out ‘earthenware’ 
whieh did not apply to: everytliing else in the 
same section I reserved it. I hope it will all. 
be: stricken out and that the amendment will 
not be concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. . 

Mr. CASSERLY called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. - 

Mr. BLAIR.. Before that question is taken 
I move to insert “ earthenware.” 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. : That was not 
reserved. No such amendment as. that was 
reserved. 

: Mr. SCOTT.. Theaction as to earthenware 
has been concurred in. J reserved all that 
was not concurred in. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fhe motion 
of the Senator from Missouri is in order. 

Mr. BLAIR.: -'Fhe section was reserved, 
and that authorizes me to move the- amend- 


ment. 

.. Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Irise to a ques- 
tion of order. How can it be in order, when 
a motion is pending in reference to glass, to 
move this? That question must first be heard, 
I take it, at any rate; and so the motion is not 
in order at this time. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the Senator from New Jersey to 
object to the motion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri as not being in order. i 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
not in order at this time. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it not io order in the Sen- 
ate to reinstate the word. “ earthenware?”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion ison concurring in the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole.. The Senator 
from Missouri has a right to move to amend 
the amendment before the question is taken on 
coneurrence. The Senator from Missouri can 
make the mation in advance of the motion to 
concur. 

Mr. BLAIR. I moye toamend the amend- 
ment by inserting ‘‘earthenware.’’. There is 
no earthly reason for striking out that word. 
As the Senator from Pennsylvania said, the 
reason applies equally to everything else, and 
this earthenware ought to be compelled to 
submit to the same reduction with other arti- 
cles. There is no reason which can be offered 
or which has been offered why, when making 
a general reduction of ten per cent., earthen- 
ware should be. excepted from it. We are 
making a general reduction of the taxes, and 
upon a motion made the other night earthen- 
ware was struck out. My motion is. to rein- 
state it, in order that it may bear its fair share 
of reduction. . 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I trust ‘that 
motion will not prevail. This question was 
considered in committee. This is a struggling 
interest in-this country. A great many of the 
potteries in Pennsylvania and New Jersey are 
now closed in consequence of the lessening of 
the premium on gold. It is an enterprise 
which sprung up with the protection that the 
premium on gold gave it in this country, and 
it is perfectly destructive to it now to reduce 
the protection ten per cent. on the amount of 
duties. I trust that the Senate will notconcur 
in the proposition of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


It is certainly 


I shall not 


vote for the motion to strike out the entire 
paragraph ; bat this question of earthenware 
was considered in a full Senate, and after full 
debate, and voted put. Itis hardly fair to raise 
the question and strike it out now. 

Mr. CONKLING. It was voted out by a 
decided majority. 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. Therefore 
I hopė the motion to reinsert it will not be 
carried. ° : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I can offer a 
compromise which will. meet the view of the 
Senator from New Jersey, and also of the 
Senator from Missouri. It seems to me, from 
the argument of the Senator from New Jersey, 
that the only article he is interested in is brown 
earthenware and common stoneware, notorna- 
mented, which now pays a duty of twenty-five 
per cent. ad valorem. That is not avery im- 
portant matter. But.there is another class of 
earthenware included in the words ‘china’? 
and “porcelain.” We import very little of 
the first class, but we do of the second class, 
and the amount of duty received on this kind 
of ware is over. a million dollars. The only 
earthenware the Senator from New Jersey is 
interested in, and desires to except from re- 
duction, is that which pays twenty-five. per 
cent. ad valorem. The other pays forty per 
cent. ad valorem. ae ; ae 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. .No.; I assure 
the. Senator. from Ohio they manufacture a 
yery fine article.of crockery, commonly called 
queensware.or undecorated ware, next’ to the 
very best quality of ware except china. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. . But that kind of ware 
which now pays a duty of forty per cent. ad 
valorem, it seems to me they can. bear reduc- 
tion upon. That is the kind imported for the 
ordinary consumption of the great mass of our 
people. It seems tome that it the brown ware 
and the common stone ware and coarse ware 
of that kind which now pays.but twenty-five 
per cent. ad valorem are excepted, that is all 
that really ought to be excepted, because 
there is a. discrimination against that: ware in 
the rate of duty. : re ; ; 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.. The earthen- 
ware which is made in Pennsylvania and New 
Jersey is a very finearticle, called queensware ; 
and as to the statement of the Senator from 
Ohio that it can bear this..reduction, I know 
the fact is the other way ; thatthe potteries are 
now closed, forty per cent. of them, in Pemn- 
sylvania and in New Jersey, and that this 
proposition is destructive to that interest. 

Mr. BLAIR. The suggestion made by the 
Senator from Ohio meets my concurrence.. I 
do not care to putin that species of earthen- 
ware which only pays twenty-five per cent. 
duty, because I think the reduction. would be 
too great in proportion upon that, but I will 
accept the amendment offered by him in lieu 
of the one I offered. ` 

. Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senate should refuse 
to insert the word “ earthenware,” that is the 
end of it. If they should insert the word ‘ earth- 
enware,’? I will then move to except from the 
reduction that which now pays a duty of twenty- 
five per cent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I accept the suggestion of the 
Senator, and move the amendment in the lan- 
guage he has given. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then it should read, 
‘Con all earthenware,” &c., ‘except earthen- 
ware which now paysa duty of twenty-five per 
cent. ad valorem.” That would except the 
coarser kind. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The ware 
that the Senator from Ohio excepts is a very 
heavy, bulky article; and I believe it is scarcely 
imported at all. It is heavy stoneware, or 
brown earthenware. There are a. great many 


‘small potteries throughout the country, but 


they have no competition that I am aware of 
from any foreign importation. Bat thisstrug- 
gling attempt on the part of some portion of 
our country to manufacture a better class of 


. 
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crockeryware I should be very sorry to see 
squelched. 

Mr. SCOTT. If it is in my power, I will 
withdraw the reservation of that amendment, 
so that it may stand as it is, and let us proceed 
with the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I donot understand that it 
is in the power of the Senator to do that. 


Mr. SCOTT. I make inquiry whether it is 
or not. 
Mr. BLAIR. I suggest to the Senate that 


but for the reservation made by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania I should have made it iny- 
self, and I do not think he has a right to with- 
draw it. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the sense of the Senate must be taken 
on the pending amendment. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. ; 

Mr. BLAIR called for the yeas and nays, 
and. they were ordered; and being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 


Cooper, Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Johnston, 


Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Sherman, Stevenson, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—19. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 


Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of 

‘Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Howe, 

Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 

mont, Morton, Pomeroy, Pool, Sawyer, Scott, 
prague, and Wilson—24. 

ABSEN T—Messrs.Boreman, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Claytou, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Lewis, Nye, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Thurman, Lipton, West, and Windom—3l. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 


rejected. À 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 


ROY in the chair.) The question is on concur- 
ring in the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
reserved amendment will be read. 

The Cuer Cierx. The next reserved 
amendment is on page 7, section three. In 
Committee of the’ Whole the Senate struck 
out the third section of the House bill in 
the following words: : 
` That the provisions of section. six of the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1865, entitled “‘ An act amendatory 
of certain acts imposing duties upon foreign import- 
ations,” shall not be held to apply to the articles 
mentioned in the act approved March 2, 1867, entitled 
“An act to provide revenue from imported wool, 
and for other purposes.” 

And inserted in lieu thereof the following: 


That there shall be hereafter collected and paid 
on all goods, wares, and merchandise of the growth 
or produce of countries east of the Cape of Good 
Hope, (except raw cotton and raw silk, as reeled 
from the cocoon, or not further advanced than tram, 
thrown, or organzine,) when imported from places 
west of the Cape of Good Hope, a duty of ten per 
cent, ad valorem, in addition to the duties imposed 
on any such article when imported directly from the 
place or places of their growth or production. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I had that reserved merely 
for the purpose of submitting it to the Sen- 
ate, 
other Senators have, saying that in conse- 
quence of the act repealing the duty on tea 
and coffee actual orders have been sent for 
the importation of tea and coffee from west 
of tbe Cape of Good Hope; that is, from Eng- 
Jand and Holland, and that this section would 
cut them off from having their orders exe- 
cuted. I think myself this section ought to 
be postponed until the 1st of October or the 
lst of January. I should be perfectly will- 
ing to take the judgment of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Buckinauam] on that point, 
so as not to interfere with any orders actually 
given under thé existing law. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I think the very 
statement which the Senator makes is a very 
strong argument for striking out that section 
entirely. It is applicable to tea, to wool, to 


I have received many letters, probably | 


almost every article which is brought from-east 
of the Cape of Good Hope. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The point I wished to 
make is as to the time. The constituents of 
the Senator from Connecticut: and persons in 
New York represent to me that they have, in 
view of the law, which only repealed the dif- 
ferential duty as to tea and coffee, given actual 
orders. What time would enable those orders 
to be fulfilled ? : 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Ido not think we 
ought to legislate in reference to those orders. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the point I want 
to get at. On the main question I know I 
differ with the Senator ; but the Senate having 
decided that question, I am perfectly willing 
to fix itso as not to interfere with actual orders 
outstanding. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. The orders are pos- 
sibly in consequence of the law as it now 
stands, and I say the law as it now stands is 
in accordance with the wishes of the majority 
of the large mercantile houses in New York a 
few weeks ago. If they have any other idea, 
it ig in consequence of orders which they have 
given in anticipation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘hereafter,’’ and say ‘‘on and after the 
Ist day of October next,” if that time is suf- 
ficient to allow all orders to be executed. This 
is now the law, and it is only intended to avoid 
one of the effects of the act we passed some 
time ago as to tea and coffee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio to the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
reserved amendment will be read. 

The Cuter Cuerx. In Committee of the 
Whole the following clause, lines nine to 
twenty-two, was stricken out: 


_ On all burlaps, and like manufactures of flax, 
jute, or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp shall 
be the component material of chief value, except- 
ing such as may be suitable for use as bagging for 
covering cotton, or for the uses to which such bag- 
ging is applied, thirty per cent. ad valorem; on all 
oil-cloth foundations or floor-cloth canvas, made of 
flax, jute, or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp 
shall be the component material of chief value, 
forty per cent. ad valorem; on all bags, cotton bags, 
and bagging, and all other like manufactures, not 
herein otherwise provided for, and not suitable for 
use as bagging for covering cotton, composed wholly 
or in part of flax, hemp, jute, gunny-cloth, gunny- 
bags, or other material, forty per cent. ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof the following words 
were inserted : 


On cotton bagging, or other manufactures, not 
otherwise provided for, suitable for the uses to 


| which cotton bagging is applied, composed in whole 


or in partof hemp, jute, flax, gunny-bags, gupny- 


i cloth, or other material, and valued at seven cents 


or less per square yard, one and one half cents per 
pound; valued at over seven cents per square yard, 
two and one fourth cents per pound. 


_ Mr. SHERMAN. I made that reservation 
merely to reserve the lines stricken out so 
as to go to the committee of conference with 
both the burlaps and flax questions. The rate 
here on fine flax is only three per cent. It 
should either be made free or it ought to be, 
‘valued at twenty-five cents per pound, three 
fourths of a cent a pound.” 1 wish it stricken 
out so that it shall go with the preceding 
clause, and if there is any explanation, say in 
Me es or by the conference, it can be set- 
tled. x 

Mr. COLE. I wish to amend the clause to 
be inserted by striking out in line twenty-nine 
the words ‘‘and a fourth,’’ so that the rate will 
be two centsa pound. That is quite enough. 
l bave net taken any part in this bill, and I 
think I am now asking very little. Then it 
will read: ‘‘on bagging less than seven cents 
per yard, one and a half cents per pound, and 
on that which is worth over seven cents, two 
cents per pound.’? 


Mr. SHERMAN. This section reduces the 
duty on cotton bagging twenty-five per cent. 
There is great complaint made all over the 
country in regard to it. My impression is that 
we have gone entirely too far in that direction, 


‘and that cotton bagging ought not to have been 


reduced over ten per cent., like other things. 
There is wide complaint from Missouri, Ken- 
tucky, Ohio, and Indiana, and other western 
States where they manufacture hemp and flax 
into bagging. If the point was raised I should 
be disposed to put cotton bagging into the ten 
per cent. reduction. I think myself we have 
stricken the interest of hemp and flax in this 
clause more severely than any interest in this 
bill. If the point is made I shall insist on a 
revision of the whole question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I raise the question. 

Mr. COLE. My object in making the mo- 
tion was to get the gunny-bags and the gunny- 
cloths more particularly. I did not take into 
view the fact whether they were made of flax 
orcotton. But these articles are used very 


‘extensively by the farmers in California in 


putting up their wheat for transportation. It 
is a very great burden; and there are great 
difficulties in getting sufficient material this 
year to accommodate the market. I will, 
however, withdraw the amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is 
on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
reserved amendment was on page 12, line one 
hundred and fifteen of section four. 

‘The Carer Crerx. It is proposed to trans- 
pose the words ‘‘tin plates and’ after the 
word ‘‘iron,’’ so as to read, ‘‘on iron and 


tin plates.” 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is only to correct the 
phraseology. i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


hears no objection, and the correction will be 
made. The amendment, as amended, is con- 
curred in. 


The next reserved amendment was on page 
13, after line one hundred and thirty of sec- 
tion four, to insert the following paragraph : 


On saltpeter, crude, one cent per pound; partially 
refined,-one and a half cents per pound; refined, 
two cents per pound. 


Mr. SAWYER. On that.I wish to say a 
word ortwo. In the first place, I will read a 
portion of a letter from a gentleman who 
knows very much about this business, and the 
mention of whose name would carry with it 
a good deal of influence, but I do not choose 
to give it. In reference to the history of its 
manufacture in this country he says: 


“Previous to the late war all the saltpeter of 
the world was obtained from the Hast Indies; the 
demands of the war, and the prohibition of the ex- 
port by England during the Trent affair, induced 
the establishment of the manufacture here of salt- 
peter from nitrate of soda. The manufactories en- 
gaged in the production of saltpeterin this country 
now supply about three eighths of our consumption; 
the quality is pure, and Government experiments 
establish that the domestic article is equal to any 
made anywhere. During our war powder made from 
it was largely used by our Navy. 

“The House of Representatives has placed salt- 
petér, and with it gunpowder, upon the free list. 
This will gvholly destroy the manufacture of salt- 
peter from nitrate of soda, and greatly injure the 
manufacture of saltpeter. It is very desirable that 
the manufacture of saitpeter should be continued 
here, and that we shall not be dependent upon Great 
Britain for either of these articles. 

“The legislation in the House of Representatives 
has been hurried, and important interests should 
not be destroyed without adequate reason.” 


Now, I have to say further that if saltpeter 
is put on the free list, it will entirely stop the 
manufacture in this country of the domestic 
article, and will throw the whole saltpeter 
interest into the hands of the importers from 
the East Indies. The importers from the Hast 
Indies will then deal with the large powder 
companies, and with large powder companies 
alone. There are but five of these large pow- 
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der companies. in the country, and they will 
practically monopolize. the powder business, 
because they and they alone have works which 
will enable them to refine crude saltpeter which 
is brought here from the Kast Indies. It. will 
crush out all the small powder-mills. It:will 
leave the monopoly not only of powder in the 
hands of these five large companies, but. it 
will put the monopoly of refining saltpeter.in 
the hands of these companies and the supply 
of saltpeter for the beef and pork packing of 
the. country. Now, the domestic saltpeter 
made from the muriate of potash and. nitrate 
of soda has been proved to be as good an arti- 
ele for beef and pork packing as the. best In- 
dia saltpeter. . I have here a dozen letters from 
prominent beef and pork packers in various 
cities of the West, all attesting that it is un- 
surpassed in quality. More than that, I have 
here a list of the powder companies which are 
now using domestic saltpeter for the manufac- 
ture of all kinds of powder except the very finest 
sporting powder. 

Mr. POMEROY. I ask the Senator if the 
Government will buy an ounce- of powder made 
from anything but foreign saltpeter Y 

Mr. SAWYER. To that [reply that during 
the war the Government used very large quan- 
tities of domestic. powder, and that had they 
not used it they. would not have been able to 
use any. 

Mr. POMEROY. In every contract they 
put in a special provision that every ounce of 
powder shall be made from foreign saltpeter. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will answer again that 
the Government did use large quantities of it 
during the war, and that they found it to be 


as pure as the purest article made from Hast. 


India crude saltpeter. I answer, too, to the 
Senator that the American Powder Company 
of Boston, the Oriental Powder-Mills at 
Portland, the Hazard Powder Company of 
Connecticut, the Laflin & Rand Powder Com- 
pany, and the Dupont Powder Company, are 
now. using the domestic saltpeter; and that 
these companies nearly all, if not-all of them, 
are manufacturing this saltpeter from muriate 
of potash and nitrate of soda for themselves. 
More than that, the tonnage employed in 
importing the articles of which the domestic 
saltpeter is made is fully twice what would be 
used to import the saltpeter itself; for it takes 
two tons of raw material to make one ton of 
the refined saltpeter. 

If you break down the American manufac- 
turers of saltpeter, you put us in this posi- 
tion: all the crude saltpeter which is imported 
comes from Hindostan and is completely under 
the control of thé British Government. Form- 
erly the British Government put upon the 
export.of this article a duty of one anda half 
cents in gold per pound. Afterthe Trent affair 
occurred, although large American orders for 
crude saltpeter had gone forward, the export- 


ation was prohibited in consequence of the | 


threatening appearance of the relations be- 
tween Great Britain and the United States. 
Whenever Great Britain gets into a war she 
will again, as she has in the past, prohibit the 
exportation of saltpeter from her East India 
possessions, and we shall, having destroyed our 
own manufactories, be entirely cut off from a 

supply of this article. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sena- 
The Senator from South 


tor’s time has expired. 
Mr. POMEROY. 

Carolina has made his.remarks on the sup- 
position that saltpeter was on the free list. It 
is not on the free list at all by the action of 
the Senate. That letter which the Senator 
has read was written having reference to the 
action of the House. The House did put it 
upon the free list, but the Senate in Committee 
of the Whole put itatthe rate of about twenty- 
five percent. ad valorem, being at one cent, a 
cent and ahalf, and two cents, according to the 
different qualities. The present duty is over 
fifty-five per cent. 


judge himself. 


ad valorem; that is, it averages that. 


Mr. SAWYER. The Senator is entirely 
mistaken. I can prove it to him by the 
figures. . : 

Mr. POMEROY. The cost of it is about 


seven cents a.pound. Now the Senator can 


_ Mr. SAWYER.. 
figures. : 

Mr. POMEROY. | [I have it all figured out. 
The action of the Senate in Committee of the 
Whole was taken after debate, and by a two- 
thirds vote upon. a call of the yeas and nays 
we placed the duty at twenty-five per eent: 
tisa 
duty of one, one and a half, and two cents. 
IL am satisfied tolet it be there, although I 
think saltpeter. ought to be free; but as a 
compromise between what the House did, 
which was to put it on the free list, and fifty- 
five per cent, on it, the Senate, probably 


‘I can show the exact 


wisely, concluded to put it at about twenty- 


five per cent. ad valorem. Now letit be there. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. What did the 
committee report ? 

Mr.. POMEROY. About thirty-seven or 
forty per cent. I only want to say, as I know 
how anxious the Senate is to take the. vote, 
that having adopted this amendment in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the Senator from the 
committee who moved the proposition saying 
he would accept the amendment if he had it 
in his power to do so, that many of the com- 
mittee desired to have it free. I hope it- will 
be adhered to. It is a compromise on this 
subject between the sentiment of having it free 
and leaving it at fifty or fifty five per cent. ad 
valorem. {submit that after having adopted 
this amendment by a two-thirds vote on the 
yeas and nays, upon the basis of twenty-five 
per cent., it ought to stand. F prefer to have 
it on the free list, and if the Senate vote upon 
the question again Ishall move to pat it on the 
free list. 

As the Senate fully understand this. ques- 
tion, I only want to say that this tariff of 
twenty-five per cent. as agreed to in Commit- 
tee of the Whole should not be disturbed. If 
we disturb it in any way, let us put it where 
the House put it, and I shall try to convince 
the Senate that that is the right way. The 
only real question at issue between the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina and myself is whether 
the manufacture of saltpeter made by two estab- 
lishmeuts, and only two, one in Connecticut 
and one in New York, is equal to the foreign. 
The Senator says it is; I think itis not; the 
Government thinks it isnot. I know the great 
packers of pork and beef in Cincinnati, St. 
Louis, and Chicago will not buy the domestic 
article if they can get the foreign. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAWYER. I trespass on the attention 
of the Senate to correct a statement of the 
Senator from Kansas in reference to the pres- 
ent duty. Crude saltpeter is worth six cents a 
pound in gold. The present duty on it is two 
and a half cents a pound. Two anda half cents 
on six is about forty-one and two thirds per 
cent. Putting it at six and a quarter cents, it 
is about forty per cent. On partially refined, 
worth six and a half cents, the present duty 
is two cents; and it is supposed that that 
is a mistake; none of it has ever been en- 
tered, but that would be a duty of thirty-eight 
and a half per cent., instead of fifty-five per 
cent. Following through all the prices we 
find the average of duty to be forty per cent. 
at present. Now, the protection which the 
amendment that has been adopted would give, 
one cent on crude saltpeter, would be sixteen 
and two thirds per cent. instead of twenty- 

ve. 

The Senator says that the home-made salt- 
peter is not of as good quality. We actually 
produce in this country more than three eighths 
of all that is consumed. ` The powder. com- 
panies to which I have referred of their own 


| authority confess that they use this saltpeter 


for making large quantities of powder. The 
tests show that the American saltpeter has 
reached a degree of purity considerably greater 


than the average saltpeter which is refined here 


from the Hast India saltpeter. All that can 
be established without any sort of question ; 
and the only-motion that has come to put salt- 
peter on the free list has come from one sin- 
gle powder company, that wants to swallow 
up all other powder companies. When that 
powder company: found that gunpowder was 


-put on the free list, they thought. they had 
made a mistake and they wanted to draw off; 
-bub.they will be very well satisfied if my friend 


can secure for them free saltpeter, so that they 
ean crush out the saltpeter works in our coun- 
try and thereby give them not only the monop- 
oly of the powder business, which they want 
and are trying to get now by crushing out all 
small powder concerns, but at the same time 
the monopoly of. furnishing this country with 
saltpeter. aeni 

Mr. POMEROY. Now, I ask the Senator 
from Delaware who moved the original amend- 
mentif he will give us the figures be gave 
before in regard to the present tariff on salt- 
peter? He gave it to us yesterday from his 
own book. ` 

Mr. CONKLING. As I am entitled to the 
floor, I believe, and want only half a moment, 
I wish to ask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, who. seems to understand this question, 
why he argues this as if saltpeter was to be 
put on the free list? 1 understand now we 
have made an average duty of twenty-five per 
‘eent. ad valorem. f 

Mr. SAWYER. Oh, no. 

Mr. CONKLING. How much does the 
Senator say it is? 

Mr. BAYARD. I will answer the Sen- 
ator from New York by reference to page 
13 of the compilation of the chief of the 
Bureau of Statisiics. The average calcula- 
tion of duties is here: upon saltpeter par- 
tially refined the present duty is stated to be 
equal to forty-eight and five eighths per cent. 
ad valorem; upon érude saltpeter, sixty and 
seven eighths per cent. ; refined, fifty. and one 
quarter per cent. That is the statement. 

Mr, CONKLING. Now, what is the aver- 
age rate we fixed in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BAYARD. As it now stands by the 
bill there is a reduction of one balf upon 
crude, one third upon partially refined, and 
one fifth upon refined. 

Mr. SAWYER. The average is about 
twenty-five per cent., but it will be noted that 
it is the crude that isimported. There is very 
little of the retined that is imported. If the 
importations were equal of the three kinds, 
the statement would be correct. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the reduction 
on crude? 

Mr. BAYARD. One half. 

Mr. CONKLING. And crude is now forty- 
eight per cent. 

Mr. BAYARD. No, sixty per cent. 

Mr. SAWYER. That represents the duties 
computed upon the invoice price in the East 
Indies; and we all well understand that the 
invoice price is a very much lower price than 
the real value, and that constant frauds are 
practiced in this matter. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Has my friend any 
information that warrants him in assuring us 
that the manufacturers whom he is seeking to 
protect cannot live at this duty ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I have reason to believe 
that they cannot live at all on the reduction 
which has been made in Committee of the 
Whole, or I should not say a word about it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have received a good 
many communications about it, and I am 
bound to admit that the Senator from Kansas 
states a fact when he states that they were 
written by those who feared that saltpeter was 
put on the free list. I am a good deal ata 
loss to know, from the material before me, 
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whether we ought to reduce this duty so much 
or not. Iam entirely in accord with the Sen- 


ator from South Carolina, that we ought not | 


to jeopardize this interest ; and if I knew pre- 
cisely what line we ought to draw in order to 
protect. it, I would like to draw that line. 

.Mr. BAYARD. I was surprised that the 
Senator from South Carolina stated the appli- 
cation for lowering the duty on saltpeter to 
have been confined toa single large establish- 
ment, which, to use hisown phrase, was about 
to swallow up the rest. So far as { know, all 
the manufacturers of gunpowder or persons 
interested in iis creation are in favor of cheap- 
ening the price of saltpeter, the crude article 
being produced entirely in other lands than 
our own, South America supplies part of the 
saltpeter used in this country, and the gun- 
powder-mills of California obtain. their sup- 
plies from South America. .On this side our 
supplies of crude saltpeter are entirely from 
British India. ‘There is this fact stated by the 
very persons whom the Senator from South 
Carolina has cited here as proving the quality 
and usefulness of the artificial saltpeter, that 
made from the nitrate of potash, and this very 
Janguage I read from a circular placed upon 
our tables this morning, I think, signed first 
by the Hazard Powder Company and then by 
other gentlemen, covering a page and a half, 
of the chief dealers and manufacturers of this 


ariicle; aud [ will also say that I have the | 


same statement from a gentleman of the high- 
est personal respectability of character in my 
own State who has been engaged in this busi- 
ness for the last fifty years: 

“The principal demand for nitrates is in the 
manufacture of gunpowder and curing of meats; 
and the best results can be obtained only by the use 
of natural saltpeter. Powder made from nitrate of 
soda is of an inferior quality, and incapable of long 
preservation. The soda niter absorbs moisture with 
great avidity, and powder made with it speedily 

ecomes hardened into cakes, and worthless. lt 
ecorrodes, also,iron and other metallicsubstances with 
which it comes in contact. It is unfit, therefore, for 
exportation, or for domestic consumption even, un- 
less promptly used. 

“Yor war purposes it is worse than useless. Iron 
shells are corroded, the powder cakes and hardens, 
and becomes inert. Such powder deteriorates very 
rapidly under the most favorable circumstances.” 

Now, I merely say to the Senate that I do 
not think this is a time when the cost of mak- 
ing gunpowder which will be capable of per- 
manent preservation should be increased, to 
say the least. We have, as we know, in this 
country no Government works; we depend 
npon these manufacturers for this essential 
munition of war, and | submit to the Senate that 
it was rather wiser in the House to place this 
article on the free list than to come, even as we 
have done, to the rate of duty fixed by the Sen- 
ate in Committee of the Whole in the nature, 
as was said by the Senator from Kansas, of a 
compromise between the extreme demand of 
having it on the free list and having this ex- 
ceedingly high rate of duty, which, according 
to the Bureau of Statistics, is on an average 
fifty-five and a half per cent. ad valorem, and 
that upon a material of which not one pound 
of crude material existsin our country. I trust 
there will be no doubt that the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole will be retained. 

[Here the hammer fell.] ° 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not desire to prolong 
the debate; but the Senator from South Caro- 
lina has spoken twice and occupied his full 
time already. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
was aware of it, but the Senator from South 
Carolina asked the indulgence of the Senate, 
and the Chair heard no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. It destroys the rale. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ` Objection 
is made to the Senator from South Carolina 
consuming more time on this amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not wish to consume 
a moment's time, except to read three lines 
from a paper I have before me, in reference 
to experiments made by the Government. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection? _ The Chair hears none. 
Mr. SAWYER. [read this; 


“In the year 1863 the Ordnance Bureau of the 
Navy Department instituted careful experiments to 
test the relative strength and value of domestic salt- 
peter and Calcutta saltpeter. ‘They found, after 
careful experiments and protracted examination, 
that the domestie saltpeter was equal in every 
respect toany refined from Calcutta salipeter, and 
very much more uniform, and the Ordnance Bureau 


Is there 


contracted with us for the supplies from time to 


time which they needed from that time until the 
close of the war.” 


That is all { have to say. AN 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendmeut made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAYARD and Mr. POMEROY called 
for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I certainly think 
that itis of the first importance, above all 
questions of finance, that we should protect 
the manufactories of saltpeter. My own opin- 
ion about it is, from all the information I can 
get, that the report of the Committee on 
Finance was about the right line for us to bit, 
which was, [ think, about thirty-five or thirty- 
seven per cent, 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Del- 
aware can state it exactly; I think thirty-seven 
to forty. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, 


It was a reduc- 


tion from forty-eight to thirty-seven ; a reduc- | 


tion of ten per cent. Here it is proposed to 
reduce it one half. There are several salt- 
peter manufactoriesin the country. It is very 
important that we should have that resource in 
our own control. It is one of the munitions 
of war. We ought to have it. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have no doubt it 
would be for the interests of powder-makers 
to have the duty on saltpeter reduced, but I 
believe there are quite a number of establish- 
ments employing considerable capital and a 
good many men that cannot continue their 
business if this tariff is materially reduced., I 
should be very sorry to have this Senate or 
this Congress strike a blow at an industry which 
has been fostered and built up to the condition 
that this has under the protective policy of the 
Government, and I should be very sorry to 
have the tariff completely broken up on that 
article, and it appears to me that it would 
be as well on the whole to leave the duty re- 
main as it was, under which powder manufac- 
turers could do well, and under which those who 
have built up these establishments for. making 
saltpeter could also do fairly well. I should 
like to have them both rest as.they are, be- 
lieving thatthey can prosecute a fair business. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator must know 
that two years ago the parties who make this 
saltpeter came here and got the articles they 
made it from put on the free list. They are 
entirely free now. Give them a pretection of 
twenty-five per cent. and it is enough protec- 
tion. They do notneed more. They gotalarmed 
because the House made it free, and sent letters 


here. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. IfI gave full credit 
to that statement I should certainly be satis- 
fied, but I cannot from the statements which 
I receive from these parties. 

. Mr. CONKLING. Let me ask the Senator 
from Connecticut if he will vote for twenty- 
five per cent. ad valorem on all the different 
grades, which will raise the proposition some- 


what? 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. If it will advance it 
from what it was left by the Senate as in Com- 


Mr. CONKLING. It will, a little. Then 
I move to amend the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole, by making it twenty- 
five per cent. ad valorem. . , 

Mr. POMEROY, I think the difficulty is 
that we have always had the duty upon differ- 
ent grades. The tariff has always been so 
mich upon erude, so. much upon partially 
refined, and so much upon refined. - 


| mittee of the Whole, I will vote for it. 


i 


Mr. CONKLING. Butthe Senator will see 
that there is a market price, an invoice price, 
to every grade, and 1 made this motion sup- 
posing it would meet his approval. He thinks 
it is about twenty-five per cent. now upon the 
average. ies z 

Mr. POMEROY. About that. 

Mr. CONKUING.. As there is a little doubt 
about it, let us leave it at twenty-five per cent: 
ad valorem. Then it applies to each grade; 


and we know what.it means. I hope'the 
Senator will not object to that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New York. : 

Mr. POMEROY. If we agree to that 
amendment let us see what we shall have got. 
The Senator wants to strike out what we did 
in Committee of the Whole and substitute 
this, 

Mr. CONKLING. 
Tam making. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will read the amendment as proposed. 

The Cuier CLERK.. The amendment to the 
amendment is to make the amendment read: 


On saltpeter, crude, partially refined and refried, 
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. CONKLING. I prefer the amendment 
as it came originally from the Committee on 
Finance; so does the Senator from Connec- 
ticut; so does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina; but under the cireumstances I think 
we had better compromise about this, and I 
am told that twenty-five per cent. ad valorem 
is a little better than the amendment which 
the Senator carried in Committee of the Whole. 
He does not object to changing it, and there- 
fore I propose to make it twenty-five per cent. 
ad valorem, but I shall vote against concurring 
in the amendment, for if we can get back 
where we were I shall be glad; but if not, Í 
shall take as much as the Senate will give us. 

Mr. BAYARD. I suggest to the Senator 
from New York whether he thinks it would be 
well to alter the duty on this article from a 
specific to an ad valorem duty? The duty has 
always been specific, and I believe it will be 
better to retain it under a specific duty than 
to make it an ad valorem duty. Ithas always 
been specific since we have had a duty on 
saltpeter, which the Government was very glad 
to get rid of in 1861. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not differ with the 
suggestion which the Senator makes, and if 
we could adhere to what he and his committee 
reported, I prefer that to this. If we could 
take the price of saltpeter and graduate the 
specific duty so that it would be twenty-five 
per cent. ad valorem in fact on each grade, I 
should prefer it; but the Senator will see that 
is not at this moment attainable. ‘Therefore, 
for fear we are doing a thing which will be 
pernicious for the reason referred to by the 
Senator from New Jersey as well as for minor 
reasons, I want to raise this somewhat, so that 
we shall not be cutting under that line above 
which we must keep in order to enable those 
making saltpeter to live. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not want to kill 


them. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then let us take this as 
far as it gags. 

Mr. BAYARD. One word about this mat- 
ter of saltpeter. There is something in the 
air in which we live which may make it well 
for us, perhaps, to be enabled to supply our- 
selves with gunpowder. What the Senator 
from South Carolina has said in regard to this 
artificial saltpeter, or the powder produced 
from it, may be true, provided you use it 
instantly. For blasting purposes I doubt not 
it is exceedingly useful, and very valuable and 
quite efficient; but you cannot keep it as a 
munition of war. It will corrode and destroy 
your shells, and become inefficient. as a muni- 
tion of war. I merely say that this is not 
precisely the time to be making gunpowder 

ear. 


That is the very motion 
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‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fhe ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New-York to the amendment made in Com- 
mittée of the Whole. 

‘Mrs BAYARD. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that change from a specific to an ad 
valorem duty. T SRR ; 

Mr. POMEROY. I think we had better 
have the yeas and nays. J think it will open 
the door to a great deal of fraud. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Buckingham, Chandler, Cole, 
Conkling, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Ham- 
Jin, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Pool, 
Ramsey, Sawyer, Sprague, and Wright—18. 

NAYS—Messrs.- Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Corbett, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
jlton of Maryland, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, 
Kelly, Dogan, Osborn, Pomeroy, Ransom, Scott, 
Sherman, Stevenson, Stewart, and Viekers—22, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cooper, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 
munds, Fenton, Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, 
Morton, Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Pratt, Rice, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Spencer, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, West, Wil- 

` son, and Windom-~34, 
So the amendment to the amendment was 


rejected. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move to amend the 
amendment which was adopted in Committee 
of the Whole by inserting the amendment 
originally reported by the Committee on 
Finance, which is one and a half cents on 
crude, two cents on partially refined, and two 
and a half cents on refined. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion on the amendment to the amendment, and 
declared that the noes appeared to have it. 

“Mr. SAWYER. I call for the yeas and 
nays. [‘* Nol’ “Nol!?’’] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAWYER. There were several Sena- 
tors undoubtedly who voted against the amend- 
ment which I just proposed because it was an 
ad valorem duty, and on account of the lia- 
bility to fraud in all ad valorem duties. This 
is a twenty five per cent. reduction from the 
present rate on crude, and something not far 
varying from that on the others. We have 
reduced the duties on a large number of 
articles ten per cent. We propose by this 
amendment to reduce the duty on saltpeter 
twenty-five per cent., which is quite as much 
as it can bear. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckingham, Chandler, 
Conkling, Cragin, Ferry_of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Ramsey, 
Sawyer, Seott, Sherman, Sprague, Wilson, and 
Wright—2h. a 

NAYS~—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, 
Cole, Corbett, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton, of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hitcheock, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Pome- 
roy, Ransom, Stevenson, Stewart, Tipton, Trumbull, 
and Vickers—23, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Clayton, Cooper, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 
munds, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Kellogg, Norwood, 
Nye, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Rice, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, 
West, and Windom—30. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 


rejected, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment madeas in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 


The next reserved amendment was on page 
10, line fifty-nine, of section four, to strike out 
the words *‘ quinia, ten’? andinsert ‘* sulphate 
of quinine, twenty-five ;’’ so that the clause 
will read: 


On sulphate of quinine, twenty-five per cent. ad 
valorem. 


Mr. SPRAGUE. I move to amend that by 
making it twenty-five per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion on the amendment tothe amendment, and 
declared that the ayes appeared to have it. 


| be put again. 


t 


--Mr. CASSERLY. This matter was very | but if the Senator will look at the bill he will 


thoroughly discussed the other night, and quite 
a large vote given. I do not propose to let that 
amendment pass now without at least endeav- 
oring to recall to the attention of Senators 
what then took place. : 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Will the Senator from 
California allow me one word? 

-Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask that the question 
Ido not think it was under- 
stood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER again put the 
question on the amendment to the amendment, 
and declared that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Icali fora division. I 
desire to state that if the Senate vote to retain 
this tax at ten per cent. it willbe simply equal 
to the tax upon the whisky used in the pro- 
duction of this article assessed through the in- 
ternal revenue, and practically quinine will be 
on the free list. The result will certainly be 
the suspension of the manufacture of quinine 
in this country. The effect will be to throw 
the production into the hands of the French 
and English who are not now in a situation to 
supply this market, and hence will inevitably 
follow an increase of price to at least one third 
more than is now paid by the consumers of 
this country. Besides that tbere will be this 
result: the whisky consumed in this country 
in the manufacture of quinine made from the 
grain of the West will be done away with, and 
that amount will be consumed of the produc- 
tion of the Black sea, as the French producer 
has the benefit of free whisky and free grain, 
and also the English producer. The position 
of the manufacturers of quinine to-day in this 
country is such as to give to the consumer a 
steady, uniform price. If you suspend their 
operations you throw this article into the hands 
of speculators, and the result will be that you 
will have done away with your manufacture 
and you will increase the price to the con- 
sumer. That is inevitable. Ihave no inter- 
est in this matter, except to save a manufac- 
ture of this country for the benefit of the con 
sumer, that he may receive the article at low 


rice. 

E Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do notde- 
sire to argue this question, but merely to say 
that the Senator from Rhode Island is entirely 
right, The amount of duty that is imposed 
on alcohol and spirits is such that, if this duty 
shall be reduced toten per cent., it effectually 
extinguishes every establishment in this coun- 
try for the manufacture of quinine. 

Mr. ALCORN. This is not a question of 
revenue, for-the reason that as the duty now 
stands there is no revenue derived from qui- 
nine. It is simply a question of cheap quinine, 
and those who are directly interested in that 
question, those who represent the fever and 
ague districts here, are in favor of a reduction 
of the duty, for the reason that they believe 
it would give them the article cheaper. Sat- 
isfy us that we are not correct in our thinking, 
and certainly we will go with you; but the 
Senator from Penhsylvania who is not now 
in his seat, [Mr. Scorr,] demonstrated very 
clearly the other evening in the statistics which 
he gave that quinine can be produced here as 
cheaply as it can be produced anywhere. He 
affirmed in his place that it is only twenty per 
cent, dearer here now than it wasin France, 
in London, or in Germany; and he also 
affirmed the fact that the manufacturers were 
not able to supply the market during the 
period of the French revolution. Now, the 
House of Representatives, that body repre- 
senting the popular will, that body which 
speaks for the people directly, made quinine 
free. They sent the bill here placing it upon 


| the free list. ; 


Mr. SHERMAN. And also imposing a 
duty of ten per cent. upon it. 

Mr. ALCORN. They placed quinine upon 
the free list. -The article out of which quinine 
is made, as I understand, for I am not a 
chemist, quinia, was placed at ten per cent.; 


| 


| 


find that quinine, the article that is used by 
the consumer, was placed on the free list. 
The honorable chairman of the committee, 
when I inquired in regard to that thing, hav- 
ing some difficulty in understanding the object 
of the House, replied that he supposed it was 
a mistake, but afterward the Senator from 
Vermont explained the fact that it was no 
mistake, but that it was the design and pur- 
pose of the House to have the article placed 
precisely as it was. 

Now, these manufactories of quinine took 
their rise in this country, and maintained their 
position when quinine was fixed at fifteen per 
cent. They took their foundation at the time 
when it-was fixed at fifteen per cent., in 1847, 
under the tariff of 1846. It was afterward 
increased: to twenty per cent., and during 
the period of the war it was fixed at forty- 
five per cent. It is a commodity that is 
used by the poorer classes in the southern 
States. Those who have to labor in the fields, . 
those who have to be exposed to the malaria, 
those who have to labor in inclement seasons, 
who are subject to the chills, and are their own 
physicians, in the cheapest form they can 
obtain it desire the use of this drug for the 
maintenance of their health. f 

The Government derives, as I stated the 
other night, no revenue from this. article. 
During the last six months believe there has 
not been an ounce of quinine imported into 
the country, and only some $5,000 was paid 
within the twelve months preceding that 
period in the way of duties on this article. 

I maintain that these manufacturers in the 
United States, supported as they are with a 
large capital, manufacturing over two miilion 
dollars’ worth of this article, with the duty 
repealed altogether on the barks, everything 
that enters into the composition of quinine 
being admitted free, with their expensive luab- 
oratories, with that skill, that enterprise, and 
that ingenuity which belong to the people of 
that district of country, can maintain the com- 
petition in the manufacture of quinine against 
allthe world. Givethem the articles from which 
this quinine is manufactured free, without 
duty, and they can stand inthe face of the 
world and maintain the trade at prices much 
below that which the poor people, the dis- 
tressed of the land, the sick people, and the 
people who above all others are entitled to the 
consideration of this Congress, now pay for it. 
Therefore, unless some particular considera- 
tion can be shown, or some better reason than 
that which has been given, I hope we shall 
adhere to the action of the House. l 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave not participated 
in this debate on the article of quinine although 
we examined it in committee very carefully. I 
am satisfied that the Senate in yielding to the 
desire for cheap quinine have done injustice to 
this interest, and probably have defeated the 
purpose they have in view. 

Quinine was never manufactured in this 
country to any considerable extent until dur- 
ing and after the war, when our importations 
were substantially cut off by the high price of 
gold. It is only necessary to state the facts 
to show the Senate that they have done injus- 
tice to this interest. Itis true quinia was put 
on the free list in the House, but it was done 
at the last stages of the bill in the hurry and 
confusion when many articles were put on the 
free list that nobody desired to put on, when 
there was no opportunity for debate. The 
Committee of Ways and Means left quinine to 
stand under the old law at forty per cent., and 
they left quinia, the coarser product of the 
bark, at ten per cent. ad valorem. The bark 
is admitted free. 

When the bill came to the Committee on 
Finance we examined this matter carefully, 
and came to the conclusion that. twenty-five 
per cent. ad valorem was the lowest rate at 
which the industry could be maintained in this 
country. Let me give the facts. The duty 


1872. - 
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under the tariff act of 1846, which Senators all 
know was a low tariff, was twenty per cent. 
ad valorem. The duty under the act of 1861 
Was twenty per cent. ad valorem. But since 
that time we have levied an enormous tax on 
whisky which enters into the composition of 
quinine, and the tax on’ the whisky used, ac- 
cording to the testimony before us, amounts to 
at least. ten per cent. ad valorem of the article 
produced. The result is that if we reduce it 
to the tariff before the war, twenty percent., 
it would substantially destroy the American 
munufacturers, they using whisky, which paid 
in this country. a very large tax, while the 
whisky exported by the foreign manufacturer, 
as a matter of course, is exported free of tax. 
The result is that the chemists in France and 
England, having the benefit of free whisky, 
can manufacture quinine at ten per cent. less 
than the manufacturers of our own country, all 
other things being equal. Consequently, a 
duty of ten per cent. only puts them on a 
-footing of equality to compensate for the tax 
on whisky. But it was shown clearly that 
this industry did not thrive, that it could not 
even be established in this country ata duty 
of twenty per cent. ad valorem. ‘The present 
duty ot forty per cent ad valorem has substan- 
tially given the American manufacturer the 
monopoly of the market. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
five per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am told the present 
duty is forty-five per cent.. That has substan- 
tially given the American manufacturers the 
market. But it was admitted on all bands 
that the American product was a great deal 
better than the foreign product, and that it 
wouid be to the interest of our people to use 
the American rather than the foreign manu- 
facture even at the same cost. Now, sir, you 
cannot maintain the manufacture of quinine 
in this country, the tax on whisky remaining 
as it is, at much less than twenty five per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. And that 
will bring them in active competition with the 
foreign supply. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. sir. As a matter 
of course the people of Ohio are consumers 
of quinine to a large extent. All the western 
States are more or less subject to fevers, and 


It is forty- 


in that class of diseases quinine is an indispen- | 


sable article, and we wanted to reduce the 
duty just as low as we could, because all the 
western States are consumers of quinine, Ohio 
as much as Mississippi. It is manufactured 
only in large chemical establishments in the 
large cities in the East. 

t say to reduce it to twenty five per cent. 
ad valorem is to reduce it as low as the duty 
ever was in this country, is to reduce it as low 
as it was before the war, because then it was 
twenty per cent ad valorem, and when you add 
ten per cent. ad valorem for the cost of the 
whisky we have actually reduced it below wha 
it was before the war. Under these circum- 
stances, while our people have no interest in 
the manutacture, yet I think it is for the benefit 
of the consumers to levy such a duty on this 
articleas will maintain in active operation the 
chemical manufactories in the East and en- 
courage the use of our home production rather 
than the use of the foreign production, which 
is admitted to be of inferior quality. ; 

Mr. CONKLING. What did the House 

tit at? j 

Mr. SHERMAN. The House Committee 
of Ways and Means left it at forty-five per 
cent. ; they did not lower it at all; but the 
House, in a hurry, and without debate, with- 
out any opportunity for explanation, when all 
debate was ent off, put it on the free list, ex- 
pecting us to correct it, at the same time put- 
ting the raw article at ten per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CONKLING. How did the Committee 
on Finance put it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We put it at twenty-five 
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per cent. We put it as low as we thought the 
industry could be maintained at. My judg- 
ment is that with a duty of twenty-five per 
cent. the American manufacturers can main- 
tain their existence, but with close competi- 
tion with foreign manufacturers. I have no 
doubt that with a duty of twenty-five per cent. 
a great deal of imported quinine will come in 
compctition with our own product. I think it 
is the interest of the consumer to maintain a 
rate of duty that will maintain the manufac- 
ture in thiscountry. If we should fix the duty 
at twenty-4ve per cent., that is a reduction of 
nearly one half. I thought the duty was forty 
per cent., but the Senator from Vermont in- 
forms me that it is forty-five. So we have 
reduced it from forty-five to twenty-five per 
cent., and J think beyond that we ought not 


to go. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will trouble the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to state, if he will, what is the 
peculiar advantage which he supposes the 
foreign manufacturer of quinine to have over 
the American manufacturer? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the first place, they 
have free whisky, because, as a matter of 
course, whisky exported from this country 
can be laid down in France at twenty or 
twenty-five cents per gallon, while in this 
country the manufacturers of quinine have to 
pay at least ninety cents for whisky. That is 
equivalent to about ten per cent. on the result 
of the product, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. And then 
there is the difference in the price of the 
labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; as a matter of 
course there is the difference in labor. It is 
sufficient to say that by the act of 1846, which, 
as the Senator knows, established a very low 
tariff, the duty was twenty percent. Under 
the act of 1861 it was twenty per cent.; and 
even with that duty the industry did not spring 
up in this country until during the war, when 
quinine like everything else was protected by 
the high price of gold and by the practical 
exclusion of the great body of foreign fabrics 
from competition with American industry. 
Then these large establishments sprang up 
and commenced making an article of superior 
character and supplied the American market. 
The present rate of duty seemed to be too 
high because it practically excluded the for- 
eign article. 

Mr. SCOTT. Permit me to call atten- 
tion to the fact that when the duty was fixed 
at forty-five per cent., the duty on the cin- 
chona bark was also fixed at that time at 
twenty per cent., so that when the act of 1870 
made the cinchona bark free the reduction on 
quinine ought to have been made at that time, 
but the reduction now made is simply sufficient 
to bring it back to where it was before that duty 
was put upon cinchona bark, and not even 
equivalent to that considering the advanced 
price of labor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think the Senator 
from Ohio in stating the advantage of the 
foreign manufacturer to be that he gets his 
whisky at twenty cents per gallon has put 
whisky lower than his constituents in Ohio 
would be willing to sell it for. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. We can make whisky 
to supply the world at seventeen cents a gallon 
without any tax. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am very sure that 
nobody has ever succeeded in getting good 
whisky at that price. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. We do not make good 
whisky at that price, but we make the kind 
that they use in chemicals. The price of 
whisky before the war was fourteen and 
fifteen cenis per gallon. I have seen great 
quantities of it sold by the barrel at that price. 
We can manufacture any amount of whisky 
in Ohio now at twenty or twenty-two cents a 
gallon without tax at the present price of 
corn, 


| 


Mr. BLAIR. 
me——- SaNa 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to finish 
the few words I have to say without five or six 
interruptions from as many different Senators. 
That from the Senator from Ohio of course L 
invited; nor do I complain of the rest except 
that I should like to finish. Did Í understand 
the Senator from Ohio to say that there is no 
excise or duty on imported whisky in France? 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is. that 
in France as well as in Hngland—I know it 
is so in England, but I am not sufficiently 
familiar with the French laws to say as to 
France—on all articles imported from foreign 
countries which enter into manufactures for 
exportation a drawback is allowed. ‘They 
always allow a drawback in England where 
foreign articles are used, and I presume they 
do so in France. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think the excise in 
England is about eight shillings and sixpence 
a gallon on their own whisky, and it seems to 
me almost inconceivable that they should let 
in American whisky free under those circum- 
stances even for the purpose of a manufac- 
ture to go abroad. To let in American whisky 
free while they tax their own whisky more 
than two dollars a gallon would seem to bea 
thing too incredible for belief except upon the 
most authentic testimony. 

Now, Mr. President, the statements made 
in debate here on this subject. both on the 
last evening when it was discussed and this 
evening, seem to me to establish one thing 
abundantly: that at a duty as low as fifteen 
per cent. this industry commenced, took root, 
and held its own; and I suppose it to be a 
perfectly well understood fact that in the 
preparation of drugs and chemicals of cer- 
tain classes the American manufacturer is 
able to hold his own against the world. The 
medica! preparations of Philadelphia are cele- 
brated in this country both for their excellence 
and their cheapness, and I am not in the least 
afraid that the reduction of the duty upon qui- 
nine to the figure fixed in the House bill will 
ruin or much interfere with any of the manu- 
factories now in existence, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to the amendment 
made in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. J think we 
had better have the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckingham, Chandler, 
Cole, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Freting- 
huysen, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Rumsey, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Stew- 
art, and Wilson—19. 

NAYS— Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, 
Caldwell, Casserly, Clayton, Conkling, Cooper, 
Fianagan, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hill, Johuston, Kelly, Lewis, Norwood, Ran- 
som, Robertson, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, 
‘Tipton, Trumbull, and West-~25. 

ABSEN T— Messrs, Boreman, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of 
West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Gilbert, Goidthwaite, Hamlin, Hartan, Hiichcock, 
Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Patterson, 
Pool, Pratt, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Spen- 
cer, Sumner, Vickers, Windom, and Wright—30. ; 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected, 


Mr. SPRAGUE. 
duty twenty per cent. ; 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected; there being, on a division—ayes 14, 
noes. 25. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on concurring in the ameudment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


‘The Cuier Cuerx. The next reserved 
amendment is on page 321 section [nine] 
ten——- i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Before that 
question is put, Task consent to offeran amend- 


If the Senator will allow 


I now move to make the 
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ment that the Senator from Florida, not now 
here, [Mr. GILBERT, } desired me to present. 
It ig to insert on page 25, section five, after 
line two hundred. and ninety-three— 

Fruit plants, tropical and semi-tropical, for the 
purpose of propagation and cultivation. 

I see no objection to it, and if the Senate 
does not, I ask to have it adopted. It is 
merely to allow them to be put on the free 
list. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHter Crierz, The next reserved 
amendment is on page 82—— ` 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Before reach- 
ing that, I gave notice of an amendment to the 
free list which I should like to have acted 


upon. 

Pair, SHERMAN. That is notin order now. 
The amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole must first be acted upon. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. [ gave notice of an 
amendment on page 27, which I should like to 
have considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
TRONY in the chair.) The Senator proposes 
an original amendment. The amendments 
that were adopted in Committee of the Whole 
are first in order, and after those have been 
disposed of, then it will be proper to offer 
other amendments. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I reserved an amend- 
ment on page 26, lines three hundred and six- 
teen, three hundred and seventeen, three hun- 
dred and eighteen, and three hundred and 
nineteen, in regard to hides. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I remember that the 
Senator did ask to have that question re- 
served, ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole 
are first in order. After those have been dis- 
posed of, then it will be in order for the Sena- 
in to offer his amendment to strike out those 

ines, 

The Cmr Crerx. The next reserved 
amendment is on page 33, section [nine] ten. 
The Senate, as in‘Committee of the Whole, in 
the fifth line of that section struck out the 
words ‘wooden sailing’? before the word 
& vessels,” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion, and declared that the amendment was 
concurred in. 

The Curier CLERK. In the same section, in 
line fourteen, the Senate aa in Committee of 
the Whole, struck out the word ‘+two’’ and 
inserted the word ‘‘three’’ before the word 
** months.” 

Mr. SCOTT. Before that last amendment 
is passed striking out the words ‘‘ wooden sail- 
ing,” it brings up possibly the whole question 
that will be involved in that section. The 
striking out of the words “wooden sailing”? 
makes the section apply to all vessels, and it 
admits free of duty all lumber, timber, hemp, 
manila, iron and steel not advanced beyond 
rods, bars, and bolts, copper, and composition 
metal which may be necessary for the con- 
struction. and equipment of all vessels built 
in the United States. I wish the attention of 
the Senate to be drawn to this fact before any 


of the amendments in this section are con- ! 


curred in. Itis probable the Senate may take 
the view that if the section itself is to be con- 
curred in, the admission of these articles shall 
apply to all vessels, and not simply wooden 
sailing vessels. That is the amendment as it 
now stands; but I give notice before any of 
the amendments are concurred in I propose 
to, offer an amendment to this section, taken 
from a bill already reported by the Committee 
on Commerce, which, if anything is to be 
adopted on this subject, I think is a better 
amendment, striking out the third and fourth 
sections that were reported, than this one, and 
I should like to test the sense of the Senate 
on that question before these amendments are 
concurred in, if I can. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will regard the question as not having been put 
on striking out the words ‘‘ wooden sailing,” 
in line five. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move, then, for the purpose 
of testing the sense of the Senate on that ques- 
tion, to add to this section as it stands, before 
any other amendment is offered, the following 
proviso : 

Provided, That where American material is used 
in the construction of such vessels, there shall be 
allowed and paid as aforesaid an amount equivalent 
to the duties imposed on similar materials and arti- 
cles of foreign manufacture when imported. 

I send the amendment to the Secretary, to 
come in at the close of the section. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not think it material 
whether the Senator offershis amendment now 
or after the Senate shall have expressed its 
opinion upon the amendment reported by the 
committee; but certainly his amendment is 
not in order now, unless it be to amend some 
one of the amendments of the committee, and 
he does not propose to do that, but proposes 
to add words at theend of the section, leaving 
unacted upon the amendments reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. One of them 
has been acted upon already. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Chair said he would 
cousider it as not acted upon. I do not for 
the life of me see how it will affect the Sen- 
ator’s amendment if we shall act first on the 
amendments reported by the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall insist on that. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I understand the chairman 
to say that he will insist upon that. Then 
that brings us back to the amendments of the 
committee first. ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well; if that point of 
order is made, I only wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that this first amend- 
ment involves to a considerable extent the 
whole question in the section; and if I am in 
order at this time, I will ask for a vote on that 
first amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment in line five, striking 
out the words ‘ wooden sailing.” 

Mr. THURMAN. I must say that I feel 
some Surprise that the great question of what 
is best to be done to restore America to the 
preéminence—I think I am not mistaken in 
saying the preéminence—that she had in ship- 
building should now be before the Senate in a 
discussion limited to five minutes upon each 
amendment. This section No. 9, now No. 10, 
undertakes to solve that question. Various 
propositions have been made to restore our 
ship building; and there is no man who has 
an American heart in his bosom but desires 
that that shall be restored. This section pro- 
poses to solve that difficulty by adopting a 
particular mode, the mode of free materials 
for ship-building, free from any duty what- 
ever. The amendment offered by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania is only in the same line, 
that where American materials are used there 


shall be a drawback, or what is equivalent 
to a drawback, to the same extent. It 
strikes me as very singular indeed that so 
-great a question as this should be in the bill 
and under a five-minutes debate. I can only 
do as I have done heretofore: where I am not 
quite certain the committee has erred, I can 
only foliow the advice of our committee ; but 
I must protest that this is a most extraor- 
dinary mode of legislating upon so great a 
subject. I will say, however, I am inclined 
to believe with the commiitee that this section 
which comes to us from the House is really 
the most feasible, the most practicable, and 
the most efficient mode by which you can give 
to American ship-builders that preéminence 
which they once enjoyed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Clerk to read 


a bill which has been prepared by the Com- 


mittee on Commerce, and which I propose to 
offer as a substitute for this tenth section. I 


wish to have it read for the information of the 
Senate in their action on this amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be read. ; 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to promote the ship-building and commercial 
interests of the United States, 

Be it enacted, &c., That upon allimported lumber, 
timber, hemp, manila, composition metal, and upon 
iron rods, bars, and bolts, and other articles entering 
into the construction of vessels, which may be used and 
wrought up in the construction of steam or sail ves- 
sels built in the United States, whether iron, wooden, 
or composite vessels, to be used in trade between the 
United States and foreign countries exclusively, 
whether for the hull, rigging, eyuipment, or ma- 
chinery of such vessels, including such portions as 
may be prepared in sections, there shail be allowed 
and paid by the Secretary of the Treasury, under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, a drawback 
equal to the duties which may have been paid on 
such material: Provided, That where American 
material is used in the construction of such vessels, 
there shall be allowed and paid as aforcsaid an 
amount equivalent to the duties imposed on similar 
material and articles of foreign manufacture when 
imported. 

Sec. 2. That the vessels mentioned in the first sec- 
tion of this act shall be built and constructed for 
bora fide American owners, and shall be registered 
as American vessels by such owners, 

Sec. 3. That American vessels which have been 
registered in foreign countries since the Ist day of 
January, 1851, may, within two years froin the pas- 
sage of this act, be registered as American vessels, 
under such regulations asthe Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe, 

Sec. 4. That foreign-built iron ships of not less 
than two thousand tons, wher owned by citizens of 
the United States, may be registered in this coun 
try for foreign trade, under such rules and regula- 
tions as the Secretary ofthe Treasury may pre- 
scribe: Provided, That such registry shall be made 
within three years from the passuge of this act. 

Sec. 5, That all ship stores and coal, to be used 
and consumed by any vessel owned by citizens of 
the United States, and engaged exclusively in trade 
between the United States and foreign countries, on 
its voyage from any port of the United States to 
any foreign port, may, in such quantity and under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe, be taken in whole packages in bond 
and disposed of for such purposes, free of import 
and internal duty and tax. 

Sec, 6, That whenever in time of war, or threat- 
ened invasion, the President of the United States 
shall deem it necessary that any vessel hereinbefore 
mentioned shall be used in the naval service of the 
United States, the Secretary of the Navy shall ap- 
point an appraiser and request the owner or owners 
to appoint another appraiser, who shall examine 
said vessel and report ber actual worth at the times 
and if such appraisers shall agree as to the value of 
the vessel, their report shall be final, but in case they 
disagree, they may select an umpire, and in case of 
failure to agree or appoint an umpire within a rea-s 
sonable time, the President of the United States may 
appoint said umpire, and in either case the decision 
of the umpire shall be final; and in case the owner 
or owners of such vessel, being duly requested to 
appoint an appraiser, shall fail to do so within a 
reasonable time, the President of the United States 
may appoint one or more appraisers, whose decision 
as to the value of said vessel shall be final; and the 
United States shall then become the sole and abso- 
lute owner of said vessel, and may take immediate 
possession thereof upon payment of the appraised 
value. Said payment shali be made upon the certifi- 
cate of the Secretary of the Navy, and an order of 
the President, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, but possession shall not be 
taken of such vessel, nor shall any payment be made 
therefor until said vessel shall have been carefully 
inspected by a board of inspectors, which shali be 
appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, and shall 
consist of a line officer in the Navy not below the 
rank of commander, a naval contractor, and a chief 
engineer, and shall have been reported by said board 
of inspectors to be a suitable vessel for the naval 
service of the United States, and fully worth for said 
service the value named by the appraisers. 

Sec. 7, That it shall not be lawful for any vessel 
constructed under the first section of this act to 
engage in the coasting trade of the United States, or 
otherwise than in the foreign trade, excepting upon 
the payment into the Treasury of the United States 
of the amountof drawback or duty allowed in the 
construction of any such vessel under suid section. 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment in 
line five. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Ido not desire 
to make more than a single observation upon 
this precise amendment, and that is to say 
that it does not involve the merits of the gen- 
eral proposition in regard to rendering aid to 
ship-building. It presents this precise ques- 
tion: whether you will extend the aid to all 
classes of ships? Asit stood in the text of 
the bill as it came from the House, the aid 
proposed was to wooden sailing vessels. Ag 
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it now stands it would include all classes of 
vessels; so that the precise question is this; 
if you do anything forthe shipping interest, 
will you doit to a class or will you do it to the 
whole? Will you extend it to sailing ships, 
to iron ships, and composite ships, and also to 
steamships, wooden ships, and iron steam- 
ships? That is the precise question, and 
nothing more. Ido not care to enter upon 
the general proposition. 

Mr, CHANDLER. It will be noticed that 
the bill just read, coming from the Committee 
on Commerce, covers the whole ground. I 
think it is a much better bill than this tenth 
section would provide. I therefore move to 
substitute Senate bill No. 914 for section ten. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That is notin order now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Michigan is not now in 
order. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment in line five striking out the words 
“ wooden sailing.” 

Mr. CORBETT. I hope those words will be 
stricken out. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


. Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to give notice 
that before the final vote is taken on this sec- 
tion I shall move to perfect it by striking out 
the clause in lines six, seven, and eight, ‘‘ in- 
cluding the trade between the Atlantic and 
Pacific ports of the United States.” 

The Chief Clerk read the next reserved 
amendment, which was in section [nine] ten, 
line fourteen, to strike out ‘two’ and insert 
“three;” so that the clause will read: 

Provided, That vessels receiving the benefit of 
this section shall not be allowed_to engage in the 
eoastwise trade of the United States more than 
three months in any one year, except upon the pay- 


meut to the United States of the duties on which a 
rebate is herein allowed. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


The next reserved amendment was in sec- 
tion [nine] ten, line sixteen, after the word 
“allowed,” to strike out the following pro- 
viso: 

And provided further, That the provisions of this 
section shall apply to the materials above enumer- 
ated which shall be used in the construction and 
equipment of steamboats engaged in navigating 
the navigable waters of the United Siates, 


The amendment was concurred in, 


The next reserved amendment was in sec- 
tion [nine] ten, line twenty-two, to strike out 
the words ‘‘ ship stores or,’’ and in the same 
line to strike out the word ‘‘sail’’ before 
t vessels; so that the proviso will read : 

And provided further, That all articles of foreign 
production needed for the repair of American ves- 
sels engaged exclusively in foreign trade may be 
withdrawn from bonded warehouses free of duty, 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe. 

Mr. CORBETT. I hope those words will 
not be stricken out. It is very important that 
vessels engaged in the foreign trade shall be 
allowed the benefit of securing ship stores free 
of duty, provided we expect them to compete 
with foreign vessels. We know that all for- 
eign vessels obtain their stores abroad free of 
duty. It is the custom and the law, I believe, 
of all foreign Governments now engaged in 
commerce to allow their vessels employed in 
foreign trade to obtain their ship stores and 
ship supplies free—not only the cordage and 
the sails that are necessary for the ship, but also 
the supplies of the vessel. It is necessary, if 
we desire to compete with them, that our ships 
should be allowed to furnish their passengers 
with all the necessary stores as low as they can 
be purchased on board an Euglish or German 
vessel. If travelers using wines, cigars, and 


a great many luxuries on board of a vessel, | 
have to pay double price for those articles on | 


an American vessel, of course they will go on 
board an English or German vessel. That is 
one reason why the Committee on Commerce 
reported in their bill a provision covering this 
entire ground. I hope, therefore, that the 
words “ship stores”? will not be stricken out 
of this section, so that if we fail to get the 


{ 
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other bill this provision will still remain in 
this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion on concurring in the amendment, and 
declared that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [think Senators do not 
appreciate the importance of the question 
involved. I will state that the words ‘‘ ship 
stores’’ were stricken out after full considera- 
tion, and for very important reasons. I will 
read the clause: 


And provided further, That all articles of foreign 
production needed for ship stores, or the repair of 
American sail vessels engaged exclusively in for- 
eign trade,may be withdrawn from bonded ware- 
houses free of duty, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


That is, one of these vessels may take on 
board ship stores from bonded warehouses 
free of duty. What are ship stores? When 
we come to look at a mercantile dictionary 
we find that ship stores mean anything neces- 
sary for supplying the ship and running the 
ship. They mean cigars, whisky, liquors, a 
thousand things that are subject to tax. Im- 
ported cigars from Havana may be taken out 
of bond under this provision on shipboard, 
and there may be dropped and get back again 
into domestic use; and so with whisky anda 
thousand things subject to taxation. 

T have no time in five minutes to go into any 
detail on the question, but | will say the com- 
mittee were very decided and firm in the con- 
viction that in this experiment we ought not 
to endanger the revenue, we ought not to 
tempt the officers and men on board these 
vessels to impair the revenue and to introduce 
on board articles subject to domestic taxation, 
It would be very dangerous todo so. There 
is no difficulty at all in the vessels, with all the 
protection that is given them, conducting their 
business without having this privilege. It 
would be opening a wide door to fraud. It 
would allow them to take on board almost 
every article that can be conceived. A ship 
is alittle town. Everything that enters into 
consumption is covered by the words ‘ship 
stores.” It would allow them to take foreign 
sails, foreign canvas, foreign bagging, foreign 
supplies, foreign goods, foreign cloth, every 
article of consumption, every article used by 
a sailor, every article that could be worn. It 
would open a widedoor for fraud. Now, when 
the bill is confined simply to the remission of 
duties that enter into the construction of the 
vessels or articles needed for the repair of the 
vessel, they can be limited and defined by law 
and by regulation; but when you include ship 
stores you go far beyond what is deemed safe 
for the revenue. 1 cannot go into the discus- 
sion of a question of this kind, especially with 
the confusion that prevails here. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think the Senator from 
Ohio does not comprehend precisely what 
the words stricken out contemplate. Cer- 
tainly, if the Senator does, I do not. They 
mean this, and they mean no more: that 
when an American ship is ina foreign port, 
and gets a charter-party for a round trip, so 
called, returns to her home, and has provis- 
ions on board for the round trip, and has 
consumed but half of them, when she reaches 
her home port, the custom-house officer shall 
not lay his hand upon the half remaining and 
compel it to pay duty. The Senator from Ore- 
gon stated truly that all the great maritime 


Powers of the earth allow their ships abroad | 
Now, we ask, | 


to victual for their voyage. 
we want, and we mean no more than that. 

T tell you, Mr. President, what 1 know and 
what I have seen under my administration of 
the law, and I was obliged to administer it so 
under the instructions of the Treasury Depart- 
meni. Ifa vessel from a foreign port entered 


| and had a few barrels of beef purchased for | 


the parpose of victualing the vessel and noth- 
ing else in the world, if she had not consumed 
every pound of that beef, pork, sugar, molas- 
ses, or whatever went into the sustenance of 


the crew, the ruling of the Treasury Depart- | 


ment made those articles dutiable, and I have 
seen them pay duty and have imposed it my- 
self. Now, is it wise that we should ourselves 
discriminate against our own commerce, against 
the commerce of the world? Irepeatthat every 
commercial nation adopts this rule. It is the 
English rule; it isthe French rule. They allow 
their vessels when abroad to purchase their 
supplies—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to ask my 
friend, does he mean to say there ever was 
anybody in this country that charged a ship 
with duty on stores that were laid in simply 
for the use of the ship aud not landed ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do say so, and I say it 
always has been the law up to this time, and a 
most onerous and unjust law. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think 80, too. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think my friend from 
Maine must be mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He is mistaken. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There are one hundred 
and fifteen foreign steamers plying to the port 
of New York. I think every one of them 
brings her ship stores and takes them away 
without being subject to any impost or duty, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ean only tell you what T 
have seen and what I know. I cannot tell 
how every collector in all the broad land may 
have administered the law. The Senator is 
talking about ships under a foreign flag. That 
is an entirely different thing. They do not 
enter into the country. They are not articles 
over which we have control. They are not 
brought in here. I am speaking of our own 
vessels. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
Senator. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I am speaking of our own 
vessels, If there be too broad language used 
here, let the Senator from Ohio, or any other 
Senator, suggest that language which shall 
express, if you please, in better words, what is’ 
meant. 

But the Senator says it means the cigars 
the crew may smoke. Suppose it does; would 
there be any alarming depredation or diminu- 
tion of the revenue by that? He says it may 
mean the liquor and the wines they may drink. 
Suppose it does; they are not landed in the 
country. I submit to the Senator that is crit- 
icising the provision in too limited and too 
small a way; but yet I will agree to an 
amendment that shall except the liquors and 
the cigars if they are obnoxious. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the Senator is 
through I will show him that he is entirely 
mistaken in regard to the section. He is talk- 
ing about one thing and I about another, but 
I will not interrupt him. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I understood the Senator 
to say that these words here were stricken out 
because they were too broad in their latitude 
and that they would admit ail these various 
things. I state to the Senator precisely what 
we mean. We want the substantial supplies 
for these vessels. : 

Mr. BAYARD. If I may interrupt my 
friend from Maine for a moment, would not 
the words “‘ entered for victualing and repair’ 
be better? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Although the language 
here is well known and well defined in com- 
mercial parlance, understood by every ship- 
owner and every ship's husband and every 
man in the country, still if it be necessary I 
will adopt the suggestion of the Senator from 
Delaware and say ‘‘ for victualing the vessel.’” 
That will meet allthe substantial points that 
weask. We do not ask for liquor; we do not 
ask for cigars; although I must say it is a 
small business if a Jack tar wantsa glass of 
liquor or a captain wants a cigar to smoke for 
the Government to say he may not have it; 
but we will take the language of the Senator 
from Delaware, or any other language that 
will satisfy the Senator from Ohio. I have 
stated all the clause means and all we want to 
reach by it. 


I misunderstood the 
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Mr. SCOTT. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Maine a question before he takes his seat. 
When stores are purchased in a. foreign port 
by an American vessel and brought into port 
here unconsumed, is it usual for them to go 
into bonded warehouses? i 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. SCOTT. The language authorizes them 
to be withdrawn from the bonded warehouse. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I see that. There is some- 
thing in the point. I do not ask that they 
shall withdraw foreign goods from the bonded 
warehouse and receive them free of duty. Let 
the qualifying words follow, if you wish, ‘* vic- 
tualing the vessel, purchased in a foreign port.” 
That 1. think will meet the objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My friend from Maine 
and [ have been talking about entirely differ- 
ent things. He has been talking about goods 
taken on shipboard in a foreign port and com- 
ing to this country. They do not pay duty un- 
less they are entered for consumption in this 
country. This section does notatfect them at 
all. Any American vessel can buy anything 
she can in any port of the world, and unless it 
is brought here and enters into consumption 
at the custom-house or goes into warehouse, 
it does not pay duty under the law. If the 
Senator will look at the law, he will find that 
certain ship stures are free, but this section 
does not apply to them, 

This section authorizes these ships to take 
out of our warehouses here at home foreign 
goods. It does not refer to those that are 
brought from abroad; they can bring them 
now under the law; but it authorizes them to 
go into warehouses here and to withdraw from 
home consumption goods subject to duty, 
upon which the duty hus been actually levied, 
and upon which a boud is given tor the pay- 
ment of the duty, and take those on ship- 
board. There is the danger. 

The Senator from Maine and I were talking 
about entirely different things. Iam in favor 
of allowing American ships to victual where 
ever they can and in any port in the world, 
and to impose no duty upon them for supplies 
on shipboard, unless they are actually entered 
for consumption in ports of the United States. 
That is one thing. This clause provides, 
however, that they may go to the Government 
warehouses and take goods subject to tax, 
domestic supplies of all kinds which are there 
for exportation, place them on board without 
paying the tax, without giving bond for the 
payment of the duties, and under the name of 
ship stores, without limit, and then they may 
dribble back, after the ship has thus supplied 
itself with goods from our warehouses, through 
a hundred seamen or the great number of 
people on shipboard, free of duty, thus 
evading and defeating the revenue laws. The 
Senator and I took an entirely different view 
as to what ship stores mean. As for ship 
stores that come in vessels, they ought to be, 
and | think they are under the law—lI am try- 
ing to look it up—duty free. 

Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend from 
Michigan allow me to ask a question of my 
colleague? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to inquire of the 

. chairman of the committee whether goods 
imported into this country and put into bond 
may not be taken out cf bond and exported 
without paying duty ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They may be taken out 
under certain circumstances undoubtedly ; 
they may be entered for exportation in Gov- 
ernment warehouses; they may be exported 
under bond. 

ur THURMAN. And then no daty is 

aid? 
P Mr. SHERMAN. No duty is paid. 

Mr. THURMAN, If thatis the case, why 
should they not be allowed to be taken out of 
the warehouses for the use of our ships that 
are engaged in foreign commerce ? 


Mr. HAMLIN. Will my friend from Ohio 
allow me to make a suggestion to him right on 
that point? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Why should not our ves- 
sels stand as well as the foreign vessel that 
does come here with her ship stores and go 
away? Why should not our stores be pur- 
chased upon the same basis and our navigation 
be upon the same footing? 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘The Senator from Ohio 
is correct; this section was taken chiefly from 
the first section of the bill reported by the 
Committee on Commerce with alterations. 
The Committee on Commerce intended to 
allow these supplies to be taken from bond 
where ships were exclusively engaged in for- 
eign trade; but this provision as it comes from 
the House permits these vessels to engage in 
the domestic and coastwise trade.. It reads, 
“including the trade between the Atlantic and 
Pacific coasts of the United States.’? That is 
coastwise trade. That is an exclusive monop- 
oly. No foreign ship can touch a single pound 
of freight going from an Atlantic to a Pacific 
port. This opens the coastwise trade; and 
hence it is entirely wrong in this absolute 
monopoly to permit ship stores to be with- 
drawn from warehouses free of duty or a draw- 
back to be allowed on vessels engaged in that 
trade. 

Then again, further down in the same sec- 
tion, I shall move to strike out the clause which 
says they shall not engage in domestic or 
coastwise trade more than three months in a 
year. If they are engaged three months, or 
two months, or one month in a year, there is 
no reason on earth why they should take a 
single dollar’s worth of goods out of store 
while thus engaged in the domestic and coast- 
wise trade. Hence I prefer the bill as pro- 
pared by the Committee on Commerce, which 
confines this donation exclusively to the toreign 
trade. ‘The eoastwise trade is as strictly and 
rigidly a monopoly as the manufacture of sew- 
ing-machines under a patent. There is and 
can be no competition from any ship on earth 
that is not under -the American flag in this 
domestic and coastwise trade, or in this trade 
between Pacific and Atlantic ports. Hence, 
when the proper time comes, I shall move to 
strike out the words ** including the trade be- 
tween the Atlantic and. Pacific ports of. the 
United States,” and likewise the clause * more 
than three months in any one year,” because 
there is no reason on earth why they should 
avail themselves of this donatiou where there 
is no competition with any foreign vessel. I 
agree with my honorable friend from Oregon 
on this subject. Ifthis were confined exclu- 
sively to the foreign trade, as it should be, I 
should be willing to allow them to take stores 
out of bond, and all the stores they require; 
but I am not willing that they shall doit while 
they are engaged in the coastwise trade. 

Mr. MOKLON. I bad supposed that the 
words ‘ship stores’? had a definite significa- 
tion, that they meant those stores necessary for 
the subsistence of the crew and the navigation 
of the vessel. I find that definition given in 
Webster: ‘In commercial navigation the sup- 
plies of different articles provided fer the sub- 


sistence and accommodation of the ship's crew 


and passengers.” 

I: bas been said that even if we could build 
iron ships we could not navigate them in com- 
petition with the ships of European Powers; 
that they had advantages in navigation as well 
as in construction; and so they have; and our 
ships will not be on equal footing with them 
unless they are allowed to ship their necessary 
stores free. The levying of a tax upon the 
stores necessary for the navigation of our 
ships is a direct discrimination against our 
own commerce. [am informed by the Sem 
ator from Maine [Mr. MORRILL] that it has 
been the policy of England and France for 
more than two hundred years to enable all 
their ships to supply their stores without ex- 


cise duties of any kind. They are allowed to 
take them free for the purpose of giving their 
marine the power of competing with the ships 
of other nations; and we know how England 
has succeeded. 

If we are going to build up American com- 
merce, let us do a complete and thorough 
thing, not a half-way thing. If we allow the 
materials to build the ships to come in free, 
then let the stores necessary for their naviga- 
tion also be free. lt seems to me it would be 
a very short-sighted policy to require these 
ship stores to pay duty. You might just as 
well require the materials necessary to build 
ships to pay duty. ‘The same reason that 
applies in the one case applies in the other. I 
am in favor of allowing ship-building materi- 
ais to come in free. I am in favor of allow- 
ing all the stores necessary to navigate ships 
in the foreign trade to be put upon that ship 
free. 

The Senator from Ohio says they will drib- 
ble back. Well, they will dribble back from 
foreign ships that come in in the same way, 
will they not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not atall; they cannot. 

Mr, MORTON. Certainly there is always 
danger of that sort of smuggling; but there 
is no more danger in the one case than in the 
other, 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend will allow 
me, they cannot export anything from a Gov- 
ernment warehouse unless they give a bond, 
and then they must show that they delivered 
the identical goods at the foreign port desig- 
nated, and they must produce a consular cer- 
tificate to the fact that those goods were de- 
livered at that port, to fall within the privilege 
granted by our exportation laws. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will my feiend from Indi- 
ana let me make one remark right there? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMLIN. This law is to be adminis- 
tered under the rules and regulations estab- 
lished by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
he will define precisely what ship stores shall 
go on board. 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CORBETT. J should like to suggest 
to the Senator from Indiana that these foreign 
vessels come in now and they have their liquors 
on board and people go on board and drink 
them, Just as much will dribble back from 
them as our own ships, and there is no greater 
risk. 

Mr. MORTON. Ihave only got five min- 
utes and [ will go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
Roy in the chair.) The Senator from Indiana 
declines to yield further. 

Mr. MORTON. Itis a thing that can be 
governed by regulation. The Treasury De- 
partment can fix the maximum of ship stores 
tor a crew of twenty, or a crew of thirty, or a 
crew of fifty men. There is no difficulty upon 
that subject. Now, if we want to make a coin- 
plete and thorough measure for the revival of 
American commerce, let us provide for ship- 
building and for ship navigation; let us make 
them both as free as possible, and enable ours. 
to compete with foreign ships. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I should like 
to ask my honorable friend from Michigan, 
the chairman of the Commitee on Commerce, 
whether 1 understood him as objecting to this 
particular proposition in regard to ship stores? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir, I do not. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I supposed not, 
for [find the same thing in the bill reported 
from the Committee on Commerce, and I did 
not suppose the honorable Senator was rising 
to objeet to it, 

Mr. MORTON. I think the Senator from 
Michigan is rigit in his suggestion as to cer- 
tain words that. should come out of the section. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly I want to 
strike out all reference to the coastwise trade 
and contine it-to the foreign trade, and then I 
am for the amendment. 
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_ The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion on concurring in the amendment, and 
declared that. the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. CORBETT. I call fora division. This 
is the amend ment striking out ‘ship stores.” 

Mr. SCOTT. Before the vote is taken, I 
must say that it seems to me there is some 
misunderstanding about this matter. Do I 
understand the Senator from Maine as acced- 
ing to the suggestion of the Senator from Mich- 
igan to strike out those portions of the section 

- which relate to the coastwise trade? 

Mr. HAMLIN. The question is now on 
striking out ‘*ship stores.” 

Mr. SCOTT. [understand that; but it turns 
upon that point. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It does turn upon that, 
and therefore, perhaps, I had better make my 
motion first to strike out the coastwise trade 
and see whether that will carry, because if it 
does not I am utterly opposed to putting in 
ship stores. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will only say that with 


the ship stores in, and striking out the provis-. 


ion with regard to the coastwise trade, I cer- 
tainly would not vote for this provision. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should vote against 
it if it applied 1o the coastwise trade, of course. 
Iwill therefore ask to suspend the vote on the 
pending amendment, and will move to strike 
out in lines six, seven, and eight, the words 
“including the trade between the Atlantic and 
Pacitic ports of the United States.’’? ‘That is 
coastwise trade. I move to strike out that 


clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
ROY in the chair.) The immediate question 
before the Senate is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. ‘The Senator can afterward move the 
amendment he now suggests, because it is an 
amendment to the text of the bill. The first 
question, uniess the Senate by unanimous con- 
sent, decide otherwise, is on the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. -If the Chair 
will allow me, the section as amended by strik- 
ing out from line sixteen down to line twenty 
shows that the committee intended to do the 
very thing now proposed by the Senator from 
Michigan, but omitted it in the former part of 
the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on striking out the words ‘* ship stores or.”’ 

Mr. THURMAN. I think the Senate had 
better give unanimous consent to allow the 
Senator from Michigan to move to strike out 
the first proviso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection interposed the Chair will enter- 
tain that motion. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think so because the 
vote on other questions will depend very much 
on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan desires a vote on his 
amendment to strike out from line six, after 
the word *' trade,” all the words down to the 
word ‘States,’’ in line eight. 

_ Mr. THURMAN. No; it is to strike out 
the first proviso. 


Mr, CHANDLER. No, sir; to strike out 


the words ‘‘ineluding the trade between the | 


Atlantie and Pacitic ports of the United 
Siates.’’? That is a coastwise trade. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. COLE. Í bope these words will not be 
stricken out. That is as much a foreign trade 
as any otber, 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a strict monopoly 
to the American flag, the same as the coast- 
wise trade on the Atlantic. : 

- Mr. COLE. lt is very different from the 
coastwise trade on the Atlantic. The trade 
either goes around Cape Horn or is carried 
on across the Isthmus, and necessarily goes 
through foreign countries. 


Mr. CHANDLER. No foreign flag can 
touch a pound of it; it is a strict monopoly, 

Mr. COLE. Every one knows it is a very 
long voyage—eighteen thousand miles if you 
go by Cape Horn, and if by the Isthmus, some 
six or seven thousand miles at the shortest, 

Mr. CORBETT. I do not think it would 
touch the vessels going to the Isthmus if that 
language is stricken out. These are vessels 
sailing from New York to a foreign port, and 
also from San Francisco to a foreign port. It 
only affects those going around the Horn as 
far as that is concerned. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to make a 
suggestion to the Senator from Michigan to 
meet the objection that he makes. Let us add 
to the clause that contains the words ‘‘ ships’ 
stores” that he proposes to strike out: 

Provided, This does notapply to ships engaged in 
the coastwise trade. ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let us take a vote on 
this amendment, which is entertained by unan- 
imous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 
question is on the amendment moved by the 
Senator from Michigan, striking out the words 
which have been read. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. It is manifest 
enough, Mr. President, that this is a very im- 
portant and substantive proposition, so tar as 
the revival of commerce is coucerned. Now 
there may be a sense, taking a very technical 
sense, in which this may be a coastwise trade ; 
but when you come to say that a ship depart- 
ing from New York or the State of Maine and 
running down the entire length of the Amer- 
ican continent, and rounding the Cape and 
coasting up alongside of South America, be- 
cause it touches San Diego, a port in our coun- 
try, is engaged in the coasting trade, is abhor- 
rent to all common sense. What do these 
ships do? These ships are of the character 
of foreign sea- going vessels, all of them. None 
of our small ships can navigate those seas; 
they are, therefore, a class of foreign-going 
ships necessarily. Where do they go? They 
trade all along down the coast of South Amer- 
ica on the east side, and so on the west side. 
They may very likely, and often do, touch at 
American ports on that side; and now, upon 
the construction proposed to be given by my 
honorable friend, that makes it a coastwise 
business. Although they have been sailing 
thousands of miles in foreign waters all the 
time, if they land at one of the sea-ports on 
American soil, that makes it a coastwise busi- 
ness. ‘hat is substantially incorrect, of 
course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is not that strictly a 
coastwise trade? Is it not confined to the 
American flag and American bottoms? That 
is what I mean. No ship can touch one sin- 
gle pound of freight going from here to Cali- 
fornia and Oregon except an American ship. 
That being the case, why do you grant this 
great boon to a ship engaged in the American 
trade that already has a monopoly? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will answer the Senator’s 
question, with my colleague’s permission. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. With pleasure. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If I can get the attention 
of the Senate fora single moment I think I 
can give avery good reason why this language 
should be in this section, and | will begin by 
saying that if it goes out you will not build the 
first vessel under this law. Why? Here is a 
voyage, it is coastwise technically, but it is 
more than six thousand miles. 1 ask the 
Senator from California what the distance is? 

Mr. COLE, The distance by the Isthmus 
is six thousand miles, and by Cape Horn it is 
seventeen or eighteen thousand miles. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Here is a coasting voyage 
passing half a dozen different countries on the 
Pacific and on the Atlantic coasts. Techni- 
cally it is a coastwise voyage. But here is 
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the point in controversy, or here is the neces- 
sity of keeping this language in: A owns a 
ship in New York; he freights ber for India; 
he takes a return freight for Sau Francisco ; 
when he gets back there he is under a regis- 


‘ter; the owners of that ship arein New York ; 


he has got to go all the way around to New York 
in ballast to come home, and he cannot get his 
vessel home. There is eighteen thousand 
miles difference. Why can he not get it home ? 
Because you will not let him put cargo in for 
a coastwise traffic so as to pay the expenses 
of getting the vessel home. It is not really a 
coasting trade. Here I will make the same 
remark which applies to the words *‘ three 
months’ coasting”? below. A vessel is char- 
tered in New York for Liverpool, and she is 
chartered from Liverpool to New Orleans, 
and when she has got to New Orleans she has 
no freight, but wanis to go to New York and 
get a return freight to Burope or India or any 
other part of the world. If you will not allow 
that vessel to takea domestic cargo that will 
pay her coastwise expenses until she can@reach 
a port where she will find her return cargo to 
some foreign port, yon may just as weil abaudou 
the section first as last. 

Mr. WEST. I rise, Mr. President, to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
what is the object of introducing these articles 
that enter into the construction of American 
vessels free of duty? Isit not for the pur- 
pose of cheapening the construction of Amer- 
ican vessels ? Then why should we not extend 
precisely that same provision 10 coastwise 
vessels as we do to vessels engaged in the for- 
eign trade? Because unless we make such a 
provision, and allow all our vessels that same 
benefit, we have to pay the increased cost of 
their construction of the domestic trade as 
well as in the foreign trade. I think that the 
whole restriction in this bill excluding vessels 
in the domestic trade is not advisable. Lt 
ought to apply to all our vessels, to every ves- 
sel that we construct. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Lonis- 
iana forgets one thing, that vessels engaged in 
the coastwise trade have a monopoy. No 
foreign vessel is allowed to engage in the 
coastwise trade. Having a monopoly, they 
may very well build their ships of American 
material, even of Pennsylvania iron and Ohio 
white oak. 

Mr. WEST. I did not forget that. I have 
known ita longtime. I propose that we shall 
build the ships and navigate them as cheap as 
foreigners. 

Mr, THURMAN. The same idea that has 
struck the Senator from Louisiana struck me 
at first; but on reflection I saw that there was 
that difference between the two cases. This 
is a provision to enable us to build ships to 
compete with foreign ships. In regard to our 
coastwise trade there is no such competition, 
for we have a monopoly ; we exclude foreign 
ships from that competition. 

But the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Michigan to strike out these words, ‘‘in- 
eluding the trade between the Atlantie and 
Pacific ports of the United States,” does go a 
good deal further than mere ship stores when 
you come to consider it. At first [ was inclined 
to support that amendment, and yet it seems 
a litle strange that a vessel should leave New 
York and come under the benelit of this sec- 
tion if she stops at Vaiparaiso and should not 
have the benelit of the law if sbe goes to San 
Francisco. That does strike me as a little bit 
strange ; but it does seem to me that the pecu- 
liarities of the case are so great that on the 
whole we had betier leave these words in the, 
section. F 

Mr. CASSERLY. I tbink it is always a 
good ihing in a statute of the United States 
to tell the truth if you say auything ov a sub- 
ject. The words which the Senator from 
Michigau proposes to strike out in lines six, 
seven, aad eight, simply state a great and 
undoubted fact; that is to say, that the trade 
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between tbe Atlantic and Pacific ports of the 
United States is not a coastwise trade; it is 
a foreign trade. That very question was pre- 
sented to the Secretary of the Treasury as 
long ago as 1862, certainly not later than 
1868, and was decided by him precisely accord- 
ing to the purport of this section. In other 
words, he held that the trade between New 
York and San Francisco by way of the Isth- 
mus, the goods passing between. two foreign 
ports on the way, was not a coastwise trade in 
any sense of the word, but was a foreign trade. 
And now, sir, the difficulty is that if you. strike 
out these words in lines six, seven, and eight, 
you do leave the question open whether that 
trade is a foreign trade or a coastwise trade. 
It will be contended, because such undoubt- 
edly has been the tendency of the practice of 
the Treasury of late, that the trade between 
New York and other Atlantic ports and our 
Pacific ports, San Francisco, San Diego, Port- 
land in Oregon, or any other, is a coastwise 
trade. What would be the result of that? 
The result will be if the proviso stands in 
lines twelve, thirteen, fourteen, fifteen, and 
sixteen, that vessels built under this section 
and enjoying these advantages will not. be 
allowed to engage in trade between New York 
and San Francisco by way of the Isthmus, and 
it may be very doubtful whether they can be 
allowed to engage in it though they go around 
the Horn under the peculiar effect of striking 
out the language in lines six, seven, and 
eight, because any trade which is between the 
Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, 
whether by way of the Isthmus or by way of 
the Horn, must be regarded as foreign trade, 
and will be so for the purposes of this act, 
unless indeed the amendment of the Senator 
from Michigan should prevail, and then it will 
leave a very grave doubt whether that is not 
a coastwise trade within the meaning of the 
proviso denying to vessels built under this act 
the benefit of that, 

In the interest of our coast, of that inter- 
communication, and of the intercourse which 
should prevail between both sides of this great 
continent now united under the same flag, and 
for muny other reasons too obvious for me to 
occupy time in stating them, 1 hope that so far 
as the present question is concerned the sec- 
tion will remain precisely as it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Michigan, to strike out the words which have 
been read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is perfectly evident 
that there is a misapprehension about this 
whole question. This traffic between the At- 
lantic and Pacifice ports is confined to the 
American flag, and this is really giving a 
bonus to ships at present holding a monopoly. 
If this is not stricken out 1 shall then offer the 
foliowing at the end of the section: 

Provided, That trade between the Atlantic and 
Pacific ports shall be open to ships of all nations. 

If you are going to pay this bonus, then let 
Dutch, English, and French ships come in 
and take part of it. If this is not American 
commerce, then let us open it and permit 
French, Dutch, and English ships to take 
part init. I propose to have a fair thing. If 
we are going to pay this great bonus, let us 
give the benefit of it where it belongs. If that 
passes, then I shall move to open this traffic 
to the flags of all nations. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think the idea sug- 
gested by the Senator from Indiana will cover 
the principal objection to this clause, and I 
hope, therefore, it will not be stricken out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 10, nays 39; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buckingham, Chandler, Clayton, 
Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Ram- 
sey, Scott, Sprague, and Viekers—10, 

NAYS—Aessrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bayard, 
Blair, Boreman, Casserly, Cole, Conkling, Cooper, 
Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Flanagan, Goluthwaite, 
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Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, 
Hill, Hitchcock, Jobnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morton, Norwood, Pomeroy, Robertson, 
Sawyer, Sherman, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, 
Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, West, Wilson, and 
Wright—39, 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Brownlow, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, Rice, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Spencer, Sumner, and Windom—25. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to come in at the end of the 
section in order that there may be no misap- 
prehension 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think we had better finish 
the amendments of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing question is on concurring in the Senate 
with the amendment made asin Committee of 
the Whole to strike out “ship stores or.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope that will not be 
done now. 

Mr. MORTON. Before that vote is taken, 
I suppose it is in order to amend the sentence. 
I therefore move to insert: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe Sen- 
ator desires to amend the words proposed to 
be stricken out, it is in order. 

Mr. MORTON. I propose to amend the 
sentence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state his amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. After the word “pre- 
scribed’’ I wish to insert ‘‘provided that this 
shall not apply to ships while engaged in the 
coastwise trade.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
adding to the text. Ft will bein order after the 


! amendments made in Committee ofthe Whole 


have been concurred in. It is not in order 
now. 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to move an 
amendment before the words are stricken out, 
to accomplish what the Senator from Indiana 
proposes ; that is, after the words ‘‘ship stores”? 
and between those words and the word * or’’ to 
insert ; ; 

Provided, That the provision as to ship stores 
shall not apply to such vessels when engaged in the 
coastwise trade. 

I will move that amendment, if it is in order, 
before the motion to strike out is taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the words “ship 
stores’’ be stricken out, and then afterward 
a proviso can be added. 

Mr. CORBETT, My point is here, that it 
is proposed to strike out ‘ship stores,” and 
that is the very thing I want to guard against. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can move 
to restore them with other words afterward. 
There will be no trouble about that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
in order for the Senator to move a substitute 
for the whole paragraph afterward. 

Mr. CORBETT. Do I understand that it 
is not in order to perfect this amendment 
before the question is taken on striking out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in 
order to perfect the words proposed to be 
stricken out; but the manner of perfecting it 
is the objection. 

Mr. SCOTT, The Senator from Michigan 
obtained consent of the Senate to make his 
motion intending to follow it, so that the whole 
coastwise trade question might be disposed 
of by a motion to strike out lines fourteen and 
fifteen. That has not been done; and so that 
we may have that question disposed of, under 
the same consent I move to strike out in line 
fourteen the words beginning with “more,” 
and running to the word ‘‘allowed,” on line 
sixteen; so as to read; 

That vessels receiving the benefit of this section 
shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise 
trade of the United States except upon the payment 
to the United States of the duties on which a rebate 
is herein allowed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no ob- 
jection be made, the question may be first 


taken on that amendment. The Chair hears 
none, and the question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. ` 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say a word ia 
relation to that, and I invite the attention of 
my friend from Pennsylvania. I- assure the 
Senate and the Senator that the amendment 
which he proposes is fatal to any good pur- 
pose that will ever be expected to flow from 
this section. You freight a vessel to a foreign 
port and she returns to adistant port. There 
are no voyages upon the ocean that that ves= 
sel can perform and reach a distant port 
and then be obliged to go in ballast to her 
own home port with any profit. You must 
allow just what has been the practice of the 
commerce of this country in all time; you 
must allow the vessel to change her register 
to a license for the purpose of taking a 
domestic cargo from the port which she may 
enter home to her home port; and there is 
no traffic, and there is no commerce upon the 
seas by which our vessels can live if you will 


not give them that privilege; and if you do 


not, you may as well abandon the section first 
as last. It cannot be done. 

Take the case I stated a few moments ago. 
You send a vessel to India with an excellent 
freight, A 1, and she has an excellent freight 
from India to California, A 1; and when she 
gets back, what? She wants to go to her 
home port, where her owners reside, to re- 
pair; and she has got to go sixteen thousand 
miles in ballast. She has not made enough 
in the round trip to pay for sailing that voyage 
in ballast. Abandon the section if you adopt 
that amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, you are 
voting perhaps $10,000,000, certainly not less 
than that, within the next year or two ont of 
the Treasury of the United States as a boon, 
and you are diminishing the value of your 
shipping now afloat to the exact extent of the 
boon that you now pay to ship-builders, The 
coastwise trade is a strict monopoly; no for- 
eign flag can touch a pound of it; and there 
ig no more reason why you should pay a bonus 
to vessels engaged in the coastwise trade than 
there is why you should pay a bonus to the 
manufacturer of reapers or sewing machines. 
You are voting this vast aum out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States into the hands of men 
who propose to use this bonus in competition 
with ships now existing. and the very moment 
you pass this bill you diminish the actual cash 
value of the ships now built to the full amount 
of the bonas that you vote-to ships that are to 
be built. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will my friend answer if 
he is in favor of burning up or sinking half 
of what we have got so as to increase the 
value of what remains? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir; I am in favor 
of protecting them. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That would be a counter- 
vailing argument. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But, sir, if you require 
one single ship more in your coastwise and 
domestic trade than you have got, it will be 
built instantly. As quick as men and mate- 
rials can put it together, just so soon you will 
have that ship. What we have been trying to 
do was to increase our foreign commerce, and 
not our domestic commerce. I have been 
fighting this very thing for fourteen years and 
never have failed until now. 

Now, I see you are to vote a bonus of not 
less than $10,000,000 out of the Treasury, 
for what? Not to build up your foreign 
commerce, and you do not touch it; you pay 
this bonus to put these ships into your domes- 
tic and coastwise trade; you let your ship sail 
for three months in the year in the coastwise 
trade, and that is all she wants. She takes a 
cargo from here to Charleston, from Charles- 
ton to New Orleans, from New Orleans to 
Liverpool, and from Liverpool somewhere 
else, and for three -months in the year she ig 
engaged in the domestic coastwise trade, and 
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the rest of the time engaged in the foreign 
trade, because it is more profitable. 

Mr. President, this is a vicious thing that you 
are doing. You are voting money out of your 
Treasury without any conceivable considera- 
tion. I regret to see it done.’ I hope that the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
will prevail, and that we shall at least stop 
that part of this bonus being paid, 

Mr. SCOTT. Tusnally defer to the opinions 
of the Senator from Maine upon questions of 
this character, and I have listened to his sug- 
gestions; but I have offered this amendment 
for this reason: it strikes me that the case 
which he presents isan exceptional case which 
ought to be provided for, whereas the language 
of the statute as it is now proposed to be 
passed permits these vessels to engage in the 
coastwise trade as a business. It is true that 
if a vessel were to take cargo at Boston and go 
to Calcutta, upon her return she may put in at 
another port where she could instantly takea 
cargo to her home port, and thus engage for 
that time in the coastwise trade. But that 
does not meet the case of a vessel which under 
this law might start from Boston and run to 
Charleston or to Norfolk and run back again 
to Boston, or from Charleston to New Orleans, 
and so put in the whole three months in the 
coastwise trade. 

This permission would thus authorize that 
vessel which is built under these advantages 
to come in competition with the vessels which 
have not had these advantages, and thus they 
would be enabled to take away the trade by 
running at lower rates of freight if they obtain 
these advantages than the vessels heretofore 
built could afford to carry it. 

The consequence is that it puts upon the 
coastwise trade for three months in the year 
vessels which will come iuto competition with 
those that are there now. If the language 
were such as to confine this exception to such 
cases as the Senator from Maine has instanced, 
to permit a vessel bound to a foreign port to 
take a cargo at a home port on her way back, 
there would be less objection to it; but I can 
see that the section as it is now framed will 
permit the very thing to which I have referred, 
and these vessels come in competition with the 
other vessels which now have a monopoly of 
this business. 

Mr. SPRAGUE, Mr. President, I have 
listened to the remarks of the Senator from 
Michigan, and I confess to a belief in every 
word that he has uttered. I am assured that 
if this section is permitted to pass the effect 
will be perhaps to increase the building of your 
ships for sale, but otherwise it will have just 
the etfect that he contemplates; it will injure 
every vessel engaged in the coastwise trade. 

Mr. President, all the ships that you build 
or permit to be built under this diminished 
price are permitted to sail for three months in 
the year in your coastwisetraffic. These three 
months are the most profitable months in the 
whole year. It takes the time when your cot- 
ton crop is im transitu, aud the vessels that 
are now engaged in that business will come in 
competition with vessels costing one half of 
their price and permitted to ran at one half 
ihe cost. It seems to me that whatever the 
American Government puts its hands upon it 
destroys; and if I had anything that I wished 
to destroy the first thing that I would do would 
be to direct the attention of the American 
Government to it, and’ I should feel assured 
thatin a’short space of time there would be 
nothing of it left; it would be ruined and 
destroyed. 


Now, sir, whether you know it or not, the 
coastwise traffic of this country is in almost 
the situation that your foreign commerce is in. 


Tt holds its own barely; it pays no profit; and 
if you now bring these two elements into com- 
petition with it, can it hold its own? No, sir. 
The Senator from Michigan, with whom I sel- 
dom agree, I agree with to-day. He is cer- 
tainly right on this question. The American 


Senate, by consenting to do this deed, will 
strike a blow at the only remaining thing we 
have on the ocean, and that is our coastwise 
traffic. I speak advisediy; I speak from a 
comprehension of this subject. I know of 
what I speak. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. My honorable 
friend from Michigan will pardon me for say- 
ing that I hardly see the occasion for the heat 
displayed in the remarks he has seen fit to 
address to the Senate. He says this is to take 
$10.000,000 out of the Treasury of the United 
States. If my honorable friend had glanced 
at the section, he would have seen that it 
proposes no such thing. It allows persons 
who are engaged in ship-building to import 
foreign materials in bond. That is all. What 
does the honorable Senator propose in his bill ? 
Let us Icck. The first proposition is that to 
those who put in foreign materials ‘‘ there 
shall be aliowed and paid by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, under such regulations as 
he may prescribe, a drawback equal to the 
duties,” &c. 

Now, sir, if the proposition of the Commit- 
tee on Finance is obnoxious to the comment 
of the honorable Senator, what do you say of 
that proposition of the Senator himself, which 
allows the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to pay 
out of the Treasury an amount equal to the 
drawback ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. What difference does 
it make whether the money has gone into the 
Treasury and is taken out or never goes in? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, 
there is no difference, where then does the geu- 
tleman stand in his assault on this proposition ? 
Does the honorable Senator think it is allow- 
able to make a proposition himself which he 
condemns in another? 

Mr. CHANDLER, That was confined ex- 
clusively to the foreign trade. There is the 


ont, 

P Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. So is this with 
the exception upon which the Senate has 
passed. But that isnotall. Let us look and 
see whether these apprehensions of the hon- 
orable Senator are justifiable, especially in the 
tone in which he addresses the Senate. His 
bill goes on to provide: 

Provided, That where American material is used 
in the construction of such vessels there shall be 
allowed and paid— 

Out of the Treasury, of course— 
as aforesaid, an amount equivalent to the duties 
imposed on similar materials and articles of foreign 
manufacture when imported. 

There is $20,000,000 possibly! I only stop 
to say that when the honorable Senator has 
committed himself to that principle, and to 
that principle twofold, both on foreign and 
domestic materials, it ill becomes him to stand 
here and criticise in the manner he has seen 
fit to do a proposition qualified in every 
respect by the Committee on Finance. 

Now, one word as to the coastwise trade 
and I have done. This is a poposition to 
strike ont that provision of this section which 
authorizes the ships engaged in foreign trade, 
which are of a large class, to engage in the 
coastwise trade not exceeding three monthsin 
each year. The utility of that I will state in a 
word. All these ships are built in the North ; 
they go down South to get their freight, say 
of eotton. Will you require that they shall 
go in ballast, or will you allow them to take 
a cargo? That is that precise question, and 
that is the necessity for the provision. They 
goto Europe, possibly to Asia. They come 
back with a freight. Where do they go? They 
come back to New Orleans, to Mobile, to Wil- 
mington, to Baltimore, to Philadelphia, pos- 
sibly to New York. When they have discharged 
their cargo, where arethey bound? They want 
to go home for repairs. Shall they go in ballast 
or will you allow- them to takea freight? That 
is'precisely the question. It is a very small 
matter for the nation at large; it isa very large 
eoncern to those who are engaged in the busi- 
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ness. And so you will perceive that while 
they are engaged in the foreign trade, while 
they are built for the foreigh trade, and their 
business is the foreign trade, this section 
provides as a matter of economy 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will my colleague allow 
me to make a suggestion to him right thére? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Certainly. ` 

Mr. HAMLIN. These are a class of ships 
that never have, never will, and never can 
enter into the general coasting trade. ` 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Certainly. I 
had remarked that these ships are built for the 
foreign trade; they are used to the foreign 
trade; they are suited to it; they are not suited 
to the coastwise trade, and therefore this ser- 
vice will always be exceptional, and hence not 
dangerous. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have 
the yeas and nays on that proposition. I should 
like to record my vote against any such vicious 
scheme as that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 10, nays 87; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cooper, Ferry of Michigan, Harlan, Scott, Sprague, 
Thurman, and Vickers—10. 

NAYS — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, 
Boreman, Caldwell, Casserly, Cole, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hamlin, Hitcheoek, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nor- 


wood, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt Sawyer, Sherman, 
Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Trumbull, West, 
Windom, and Wright—37, 


ABSENT — Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Carpenter, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of 
West. Virginia, Edmunds, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Hill, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Nye, Osborn, 
Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Robertson 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Sponcer, Sumner, Tipton, and 
Wilson—27, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘he ques- 
tion now is on the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole, to strike out ‘ship 
stores or.’’ 

Mr. THURMAN. Before that is done, as 
unanimous consent was given before to offer 
an amendment to the body of the section, L 
hope the sume consent will be given to an 
amendment which I wish to offer. I move to 
amend by inserting after the word “trade,” in 
the seventh line of the section, the words ‘‘ by 
way of Cape Horn.’’ I voted against the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Mich- 
igan to strike out the sixth, seventh, and 
eighth lines of the section. That struck out 
the words ‘‘including the trade between the 
Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United 
States.’’ lam satisfied with that vote; but 
if those words are left without any amendment 
they probably will include vessels sailing 
between New York and Aspinwall, and I do 
not think that would be right. I donot think 
it would be right to put vessels sailing between 
New York and Aspinwall on any better foot- 
ing than vessels sailing between New York 
and New Orleans, or New York and Galves- 
ton, I therefore propose to limit this priv- 
ilege to vessels sailing from Atlantic to Pacific 
ports, or Pacific to Atlantic ports by way of 
Cape Horn, and for that purpose to insert 
after the word ‘‘trade,’’ in line seven, the 
words ‘‘ by way of Cape Horn.” 

Mr. COLE. Galveston is one of our own 
ports; Aspinwall is a foreign port. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objec- 
tion being interposed, the Chair will entertain 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think there is no neces- 


sity for the amendment, but I do not think ` 


there is much objection to it. 


Mr. CASSERLY. There is objection. It 


is in entire contradiction of all that part of the 
section. The Senator from Obio thinks that 
as the trade between New York.and Galveston 
is a coasting trade, so itis between New York 
and Aspinwall. There is not any similarity 
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between Galveston and Aspinwall, except that 
there is a letter æ in each of them. Galveston 
is an American port; Aspinwall is a foreign 
ort. Fluellen, in his comparison, said, “There 
is a river in Macedon; and there is also, 
moreover, a river at Monmouth ;”’ and really 
that is all the resemblance there is between 
these. ports. Hach of them is on the sea; 
each of them has an J, each of them has a 
n, and each of them has an a. i 

I trast my friend from Ohio, who I know has 
always the best intentions, will not press his 
amendment. We have not had the advantage 
of having had him hear the discussion over 
the motion of the Senator from Michigan to 
strike out those words, in which the subject 
was spoken of at large. The result of the 
amendment. of the Senator from Ohio would 
be to defeat the whole object of that part of 
the section. 

Mr. CORBETT. I do not know bow you 
get to the Pacific coast except around Cape 
Horn; and Aspinwall being a foreign port, 
and Panama being a foreign port on the other 
side, unless this amendment would be con- 
construed as excluding those ports, I do not 
see how the amendment would affect the case 
ove way or the other except by simple con- 
struction. Therefore, I hope the Senator will 
not insist on this amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the amendment is so 
‘perfectly harmless, not to say ridiculous, as 
my friend from California supposes 

Mr. CASSERLY. No,I did not say the 
amendment was ridiculous. I only criticised 
the illustration of the Senator. 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORTON. Allow me to suggest that 
the Senator would include a vessel going from 
New York around to San Francisco, which 
might be called coastwise trade, and exclude 
a ship that goes from New York to Aspinwall, 
a foreign port, and stops there. I think the 
statement is contradictory. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is precisely what 
has been said already, that Aspinwall is a 
foreign port. So it is a foreign port, and 
theretore a vessel trading between New York 
and Aspinwall is engaged in foreign commerce, 
and there is no necessity for this amendment 
to apply to such a vessel as that. But that is 
not all, by any means. If this shall become a 
law you may have vessels trading to Gulves- 
ton, and those vessels being engaged in a trade 
between the Atlantic and the Pacifie coast may 
come under this provision, whereas other ves- 
sels trading between New York and Galves- 
ton, and not destined for any such trade as 
that, may not come under the provision, and 
may be subject to the laws as they now stand. 
However, if the amendment is unacceptable 
to the gentlemen of the Pacific coast, I will 
not insist upon it, especially after they have 
got the laugh on me; and so I withdraw it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate for hardly more than a 
moment. I listened with very great pleasure 
to the suggestions made by the Senator from 
Ohio at the commencement of this debate. 
He ailuded to the magnitude of this subject. 
Jt isa vast one. Itis one which under other 
circumstances I would be very glad indeed to 
ask the Senator to hear me upon. Indeed, I 
should have done so if we were not thus lim- 
ited in our time. But the intimation which 
the Senator gave me at that time has finally 
drawn me to this conclusion: this section in 
my judgment ia in the right direction to ac- 
compiish what every American must desire to 
see again, our commerce supreme upon the 
ocean. Itis not what I would like; and Ibe- 
lieve that if I had thetime I could satisfy the 
Senate that there are other provisions quite 
as wice, if not more wise, that are omitted. 
But this has met the approbation of the House 
of Representatives, it has passed the inspec- 
tion of our Committee on Finance who have 
brought the bill back to us with their amend- 
ments, i 


Now, as a matter of compromise and as a 
step in the right direction, inasmuch as there 
seems to be an objection to the little clause 
about ship store, if we strike that out we 
shall then take the section inthe precise form 
the committee have brought it back to us; 
and-I think on the whole we had better do it. 
Then what will be the result? It will go first 
to a committee of conference; they will con- 
sider it, and if they shall concur then with the 
Senate that it is wise not to have it in, they 
will strike it out ; if they shall not, then it will 
come back in the nature of a report from the 
committee of conference and it will be again 
before the Senate. So under all the circum- 
stances I think, this being the only amend- 
ment reported by the committee that we have 
not concurred in, we had better concur in it, 
and J suggest that, as one of the friends of the 
section. 

Mr. CORBETT. In looking this over very 
carefully I see that this clause as to ship 
stores applies when the vessels are exclusively 
engaged in foreign trade, It now provides that 
all articles of foreign production needed for 
ship stores, or the repairs of American ves- 
sels engaged exclusively in foreign trade, may 
be withdrawn from bond. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The same words are 
used at the top of the section. All these 
vessels are to be built exclusively for foreign 
trade. 

Mr. CORBETT. But the stores can only 
be used when exclusively engaged in foreign 
trade. Therefore, there is no necessity of 
any proviso. There is no amendment neces- 
sary except to keepin the words ‘‘ship stores”’ 
and they will be allowed when exclusively en- 
gaged in foreign trade to withdraw those ship 
stores and use them. Itseems to me we ought 
to keep those words in, and I hope for my 
part the words will not be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment made 
asin Committee of the Whole striking out the 
words ‘‘ ship stores or ™” in line twenty-two. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The next 


reserved amendment is in the same section to. 


strike out the word ‘‘ sail’? before “ vessel.” 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. SCOTT. I desire to offer another 
amendment to the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
in order when the reserved amendments are 
through. 

Mr. SCOTT. Task consent, then, to offer 
an amendment, of which I gave notice when 
the section was first read, and in doing so I 
desire to state that I sympathized so much 
with the purpose of this section that in the 
Finance Committee I voted for the section for 
the purpose of bringing it before the Senate, 
although I did not approve all its provisions. 
And therefore I wish to test the sense of the 
Senate by offering the amendment of which | 
gave notice: 

Provided, also, That where American material is 
used in the construction and repair of such vessels 
there shall. be allowed and paid as aforesaid an 
amount equivalent to the duties imposed on similar 
materials and articles of foreign manufacture when 
imported. 

I will not discuss it. I simply ask a vote 
of the Senate. Ido not suppose there will 
be much objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objec- 
tion being interposed, the amendment of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be received. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope that amendment 
will not be adopted. The Senator thought 
there would not be much opposition to it 
Why, sir, this is a proposition to pay bounties. 
In the other case the section takes no money 
out of the Treasury, or if it does, it takes only 
money that has been paid in on the same 
materials, but this would take money out of 
the Treasury that had not been. paid in on 
those materials at all but. paid in from other 


sources. It is a mere bounty to use American 
materials. It would be to that extent a léss 
from the Treasury. I am willing to grant 
drawbacks, but in this case we have lost noth- 
ing. To pay bounties for the use of Ameri- 
can materials is to pay out money where 
nothing has been received on the same article, 
an entirely different thing from a drawback. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I did not pro- 
pose to discuss this question, but this just 
presents the principle that is involved in it. 
We desire to protect American industries, 
and for that purpose we place a duty upon all 
importations of iron, and of manila, and of 
hemp, and so forth. Now, this proposes to let 
in, in competition with these industries which 
we propose to protect, those articles which we 
protect. The Senator says it is a bounty. 
Some people call all duties bounties. But I 
have here, if I were disposed to take up the 
time of the Senate in reading them, communi- 
cations showing that this section will at once 
as soon as it goes into operation probably 
close two establishments that are eugaged in 
the very business of manufacturing the article 
that goes into the construction of iron vessels. 
J have one here sending me the illustrations, 
the drawings of all the various classes of iron 
that they make that go into the construction 
of vessels. If the principle is sound in any 
respect, it is worth preserving in all respects. 
This section simply invites the purchase of 
foreign iron at a low price duty free, whereas 
I propose that the ship- builder shall have his 
choice of taking foreign iron duty free, or if he 
uses American iron, paying him the same 
amount that would have been paid in duties. 

I do not propose to discuss it; I ask for the 
yeas and nays on it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CORBETT. Is it in order to perfect 
this amendment? If so, I wish to offer an 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment can be amended, 

Mr. CORBETT. Well, I propose to strike 
out “such” and insert *‘ used in the construc- 
tion of vessels,” and then wili follow the words 
‘“‘ engaged exclusively in the foreign trade; 
so that it shall apply to vessels that are con- 
eauces and used exclusively in the foreign 
trade. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Pennsylvania accept that ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido not see that it is neces- 
sary at all. 

Mr. CORBETT. My reasons are the rea- 
sons given by the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce. Under this provision where 
they import these articles free they are a por- 
tion of the time for three months engaged in 
the coasting trade. Now, this drawback should 
be given only to vessels built exclusively for 
the foreign trade; to cross the Atlantic, for 
instance. The Committee on Commerce, as 
was stated by the chairman of that commiitee, 
prepared the two provisions for giving draw- 
backsand for giving premiumson material used 
exclusively in vessels engaged in the foreign 
trade, and they should only apply to those 
vessels. I hope this provision will be so 
amended. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon to the amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SCOI'T. The word “such” refers to 
the word “ vessels ” used in the preceding sec- 
tion, and that means vessels engaged in foreign 
trade. 

Mr. CORBETT. I do not want the Senate 
to labor under a misapprehension. We under- 
stand what are the vessels named in the sec- 
tion. I want to strike out “such.” The sec- 
ion, as it now stands, provides for vessels 
engaged in the foreign trade, and also in the 
coasting trade for three months of the year. 
If we give this additional bounty, I do not 
want to give it to any but vessels constructed 
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exclusively for a foreign trade. Therefore I 
propose the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs upon the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. lf the yeas and nays 
bad not been called for on this amendment 
I should not have troubled the Senate with a 
single remark, but as they are called for I 
feel it a duty that I owe to myself to say 
something upon it. l 

Conceal it as you may, although I favor this 
section, as I have said before, and intend to 
vote for it, it is very hard to defend iton prin- 
ciple. What isit? There are several modes 
of transportation; one is by sea, another by 
land. ‘This section as it now stands proposea 
to discriminate in favor of transportation by 
sea by enabling all persons who are engaged 
in building vessels to use foreign materials 
without paying any duty upon them; not only 
in respect to vessels trading between the Uni- 
ted States and foreign ports, but vessels trading 
between ports of the United States on the 
Atlantic and ports of the United States on the 
Pacific. Now, applying the same principle, 
how could you refuse to admit steel rails free 
of duty in order to make railroads from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific? How could you, if 
you were strictly consistent with principle, 
refuse to permit the railroad companies to 
have their railroad iron in order to build rail- 
roads from the Atlantic to the Pacific on pre- 
cisely the same terms that you permit sbip- 
builders to have iron with which to build their 
ships that are to sailfrom ports on the Atlantic 
to ports on the Pacific? 

1 say on principle it is very difficult to 
defend this section, and yet in my judgment 
there is a ground on which it can be defended, 
and upon thai the section can receive my vote. 
It is that there is an interest, the nation has 
au interest in encouraging its marine, which 
is sufficient to justify me in making this dis- 
crimination in favor of the ship-building in- 
terest. We are compelled from necessity to 
maintain a Navy. We are compelled to have 
a vaval force if we are to remain a Power 
capable of defending ourselves against foreign 
aggression or of asserting our rights; and 
upon that ground I can make this discrimina- 
tion in favor of the ship-building interest. 
Otherwise I could not make it. Otherwise I 
could not say that this interest should have its 
materials free of duty while the railroads 
of the country should pay duty upon theirs, 
while the farmers, the mechanics, the manu- 
facturers of the couniry should pay duty upon 
the materials which they use. [ can make 
this discrimination, however, upon the neces- 
sity which I believe exists to encourage our 
marine, and upon that alone. 

Then that brings us to the question of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania. Itisa very difficult thing to resist that 
amendment. Resisting that amendment does 
discriminate perhaps in favor of the foreign 
material against the domestic material. It 
looks that way at first blush ; but upon reflec- 
tion perhaps it is to be seen that that is not the 
case. We have a right to levy duties; we 
have a right to levy them for revenue, and in 
my judgment for nothing but revenue. But 
we do make exceptions; we do have a free list ; 
and if we can have a free list for one purpose 
I do not know how we are to say that we can- 
not have a free list for another purpose that in 
the judgment of Congress it is proper should 
exist. . 

I can therefore vote for the section as it 
stands without as it seems to me—though it is 
a very shadowy distinction indeed—incurring 
the objection of discriminating against the pro- 
ducers of our own materials and in favor of 
the foreign materials. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Corbett, Frelinghuysen, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, 
Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Ramsey, Scott, Sprague, 
and Vickers—14, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, Cas- 
serly, Cole, Cooper, Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 
ton of Marylnad. Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Jobnston, 
Kellogg, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, 
Norwood, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ransom, Robertson, 
Sherman, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, 
Tipton. Trumbull, West, Wilson, and Wright—33. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 
munds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Nye, Patter- 
son, Pool, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Spen- 
cer, Sumner, and Windom—27. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
reserved amendment will be read. 

Mr. VICKERS. I have two amendments 
to offer to this section, and perhaps it would 
be better to offer them now, as they refer to 
this subject, rather than wait till after the Sen- 
ate gets through with the other amendments. 
I will pursue, however, the pleasure of the 
Senate in the matter. 

Mr. FENTON. Let us get through with 
the reserved amendments first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
reserved amendment will be read as the Sen- 
ator from New York calls for it. 

Mr. HILL. I really think this discussion 
has lasted long enough. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thereis one more amend- 
ment that I should like to have a vote upon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has this section ten 
been adopted as amended? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will be open for amend- 
ment. I should like to have a vote on the 
next section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
vote on the adoption of the section, because 
there is no motion to strike it out. . 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the section before it passes, and I ask 
unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objec- 
tion be interposed, the Senator from Rhode 
Island can offer his amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator has aright 
to offer an amendment to this section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As other 
amendments tothis section have been enter- 
tained by unavimous consent, the Chair will 
entertain this if no objection be made. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I offer the following 
amendment, to add to the section: 


And provided also, That ships engaged in coastwise 
trade shall be entitled to the benefits of this act. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think we are wasting 
time. I should like to go on in order. 

Mr. VICKERS. I offer an amendment to 
this section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is out of order; but 
as others have offered amendments I cannot 
object to my friend from Maryland. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will receive the amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland, no objection being made. 

Mr. VICKERS. I offer this by way of 
addition: 

And provided further, That American vessels which 
have been registered in foreign countries since the 
Jst day of January, 1861, may, within two years 
from the passage of this act, be registered as Amer- 
ican vessels, under such regulations as the Secretary 
of the Treasury may prescribe. 

It is well known that in consequence of the 
depredations upon our commerce by the 
Sumter and other vessels of the confederacy 
the owners of some of our American vessels, 
in order to prevent their capture and destruc- 
tion upon the high seas, took a foreign flag. 
They did not do it from any disloyalty to the 
Government, but simply to protect their ves- 
sels and cargoes because the American Navy 
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was incapable of doing it. Now, we’ have 
passed an act removing disabilities from those 
who voluntarily went mto secession. Having 
done that, should we not permit those vessels 
now to return and take an American register? 
I see no difference, except that the reason ig 
considerably stronger why we should do what 
the amendment asks us to do. 

There are not many vessels that would return. 
So much time has elapsed that few wooden ves- 
sels, unless they were new atthat period of time, 
would be returned to take the American regis- 
ter; but [can see no reason why they should 
not be permitted to return aud resume the 
American flag, inasmuch as we have now re- 
moved the disabilities from those who volun- 
tarily went into secession, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. This isa prop- 
osition to allow ships now under the British 
flag, which were American-built, and which 
during the war took shelter under the British 
flag, to come back. I am surprised that the 
Committee on Commerce should report from 
that committee such a proposition, for I sup- 
pose it is known to the Senate that in 1862, 
while that thing was fresh, and while these 
parties were transferring ships to the British 
flag, that committee made a formal report, 
giving them’ fair notice that if they did that 
thing it was semi-treason to the country, and 
that American policy would not allow them to 
come back, and that for those two reasons put 
together they never should come back. 

Now, at this late day, 1872, when those old 
ships are nothing but bulks, and when you are 
about to revive your commerce by building 
American ships, you propose to let those old 
balks back under the American flag. That is 
the proposition of the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, who bas charge of the commerce 
of this country! And he knows—I assume 
he knows, because he is chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce—that those ships 
have no character at all in the commercial 
marine of the world. They have been dis- 
rated in the British Lloyds; the owners can- 
not effect any insurance on those ships with 
cargoes anywhere in England to-day; and this 
is an attempt on the part of the Committee 
on Commerce to build up the merchant marine 
of America! 

Mr. CHANDLER. My friend is very elo- 
quent in his remarks. My friend voted the 
other day to pardon every rebel except two 
hundred, and here were perhaps about a thou- 
sand loyal men, and we did not protect their 
ships because we could not, and they changed 
their flag; but they still own theships. Now 
you pardon every rebel in the South, and you 
will not pardon loyal men in your own State. 
What kind of justice does my friend from 
Maine call that? Will you pardon the men 
who raised their bloody hands against your 
flag, and not pardon the man who changed his 
flag to save his property? Mr. President, it is 
a disgrace to humanity. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, Does my honor- 
able friend think that the principle of amnesty 
applies to persons and property ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. We have pardoned the 
person, and now we propose to pardon loyal 
men who changed their fags and admit their 
vessels back to registry. There isa ship to day 
on a voyage from China under the British fag 
belonging to American owners who have 
owned her all the while since she changed her 
flag. Isay that while I do uot complain at 
your pardoning the rebels, though | did not 
vote for their pardon, [think loyal men who 
were not protected in their rights of progerty 
during the rebellion should be pardoned a 
least as quick as those who raised their bloody 
hands against the Union. 

Mr. STEWART. I concur with the Sen- 
ator from Maine. I do not see how it will aid 
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us t6 build ships and increase the number of 
our mechanics, and have facilities for con- 
structing a navy in. time of need, by letting 
back these old hulks. Many of them were 
sold; most of them were rotten; and I can- 
not see any parallel between that and amnesty. 
This is a commercial question entirely, as I 
understand. The- reason why I vote for a 
drawback is not so much to get ships as it is 
to have ships built here, because we can get 
ships without this; we can let ships: built 
abroad come here. If you let them register 
here you will have plenty of ships.. You need 
not have drawback for that. Just let any ship 
register, if that is the object. We can get 
ships enough if you allow our people to buy 
them in any market. But it is claimed that 
we want mechanics here so that we can build 
ships in case of necessity. If we are to have 
a navy, that is of the first importance. Buy- 
ing ships or bringing back the old hulks will 
not supply us with mechanics, and will not 
revive ship-building industry in this country. 
I cannot see any relation between this and 
amnesty. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It seemsto me there is one 
very substantial objection against the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Maryland, 
and it is this: these vessels were put under for- 
eign flags during the war; I will assume, if you 
please, that they were put there for patriotic 
and proper purposes, to preserve them ; I will 
admit that; but still, is it not most unjust to 
those who did not so divest themselves of their 
ownership of vessels and place them under 
foreign flags? Why? During all the war every 
Senator knows how onerous were the taxes 
that we imposed upon our navigation. Every 
owner of every vessel was steeped to the very 
lips in taxation. Lthink there was uo class of 
property in all the land upon which so oner- 
ous a burden of taxation was placed as upon 
your navigation, and that was one of the rea- 
sons of its diminution. Now, is it just, I ask 
the Senate, to allow those vessels which sought 
shelter and protection under a foreign flag to 
come back upon terms of equality with those 
who paid those large taxes during the war? 
They went out from us; they paid no part of 
the burdens incurred in the war; they con- 
tributed nothing toward the support of the 
Government; and now they come back while 
those whose property remained under our flag 
did pay these large taxes. it does seem to me 
in that light to be most unjust. 

Mr. KELLOGG. It is very evident that 
this bill cannot be finished to-night. We have 
been in session more than eleven hours. I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 21, noes 29. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr. CORBETT. The Committee on Com- 
merce after hearing some forty different rep- 
resentatives of the commercial interests of 
this country that came before that committee 
and made various recommendations with re- 
gard to the restoration of American commerce, 
reported this as one of the provisions of their 
plan. It was said that large numbers of 
American owners who had lost perhaps nearly 
all of their ships had kept them under the 
American flag until they were almost ruined 
in some instances; and while in foreign ports, 
their captains placed their American ships 
under foreign flags, and they have remained 
under foreign flags until the present day. It 
was thought that from the fact that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States could not pro- 
tect these vessels, it was nothing more than 
almost any individual would have done, if 
they were in a foreign country, and were beset 
by enemies, that they would have placed 
themelves, in order to be protected, uuder a 
foreign flag. - These vessels did the same. 
These masters of ships, in order to protect 


their own lives and preserve the little prop- 
erty they had left, placed the vessels under a 
foreign flag, and now they ask to be restored. 
They are paying taxes to foreign Governments, 
and they simply ask that they may have the 
same rights that you extend to your American 
citizens who went into the rebellion and have 
now been restored to the rights of citizenship, 
and are now American citizens. These ves- 
sels desire to take American registers, and 
for that reason, after the committee had re- 
fused for ten years to do this, they have finally 
come to the conclusion that at this time in 
order to increase American tonnage it is 
proper to extend this privilege. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask that 
unanimous consent be given to take the re- 
maining questions without further debate, in 
order that we may close this bill to-night, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont asks unanimous consent 
that votes be taken without further debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. What vote? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. All votes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Oh no; that will not do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
is made, and the proposition cannot be enter- 
tained, 

Mr. VICKERS. Mr. President, I listened 
to the Senators from Maine for some sound rea- 
son why my amendment should not be adopted. 
Ido not consider that the first Senator who 
spoke offered any reason, and that the reason 
offered by the second was more specious than 
sound, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has already spoken once. 

Mr. VICKERS. I did not speak my five 
minutes, Why, sir, the life of a wooden ship is 
only about eleven or twelve years. Most of 
the ships that took a foreign flag are eleven 
or twelve years old, and three fourths of the 
American ships that have sailed under the 
American flag have been built since the war. 
We have had the advantage of the commerce 
which these ships brought to our country. 
We had the advantage of it during the war. 
We needed the commerce, and it was only 
the fear of being destroyed on the high seas 
by the Alabama, the Florida, and other like 
vessels, that induced the owners to take a 
foreign flag. It was not from any disloyalty 
to this Government. They were always loyal, 
and they have always been anxious to come 
back. J do not see any analogy between the 
case cited by the Senator from Maine and the 
case now before the Senate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should like 
to inquire whether this amendment is reported 
by the committee? 

Mr. VICKERS. Yes, sir; by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I confess that on this point I differ with my 
friend from Maine. I understand that the 
owners of these vessels were taxed during the 
war. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. No, sir. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. As they were 
American citizens, their personal property was 
taxed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. These are sales 
where the ships are nominally transferred and 
held in the name of British subjects, and of 
course are not taxed, and never have been, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. They parted 
with their ships because we could not protect 
them, or rather they placed their ships under 
a foreign flag rather than have them fall into 
the hands of the rebel cruisers, thereby doing 
a service to the country. Now, it does seem 
to me that when a citizen owns a ship upon 
the high seas and the nation is entirely unable 
to protect kim, and rather than have it fall 
into the hands of the enemy he places it under 
a foreign flag, he has been guilty of no act of 
disloyalty. - If it-is desirable that we should 
Increase Our commerce, or rather the number 


of our vessels, this is a much more easy and 
economical way of doing it than to pay draw- 
backs for having other vessels built. I shall 
therefore vote for this proposition. 

The amendment was agreed.to. 
- Mr. VICKERS. ‘There is another amend- 
ment relating to this subject, the fourth sec- 
tion of the bill of the Committeeʻon Com- 


merce, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland moves the amendment 
which will be reported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I must demand a 
vote on the next reserved amendment, because 
it is important to dispose of them, and Sen- 
ators are deserting me. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


ator from Maryland can reserve his amend- 


ment. ou, z 

Mr. VICKERS. Iwill reserve it. 

The next reserved amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole was on page 33, to 
strike out the tenth section of the House bill, 
in the following words: 

Sxc.10. That all laws and parts of laws requiring 
that all duties on imports shall be paid in gold be, 
and they are hereby, so far modified that hereafter 
one third of all duties on imports may be paid, by 
the individual or corporation paying the same, to 
the proper colleccing officer of the United States, of 
such import duties, in the legal-tender notes of the 
United States, and the other two thirds of the duties 
which are required by law to be paid by such person 
or corporation shall be paid in gold; and all laws 
and parts of laws now in force aro repealed so far 
as they come in conflict with the provisions of this 
act: Provided, That the notes of national banks 
required by law to be redeemed in gold may be 


received for import duties, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should be glad to 
adopt this section as it came from the House, 
but [ understand that the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole struck it out, and perbaps 
there is very little hope that the Senate will 
reverse that decision. I think this would be 
taking a step in the right direction and toward 
coming to specie payments at some time, 
do not believe we can ever have a sound cur- 
rency in this country, have a proper circula- 
tion that shall be convertible, while we have 
three or four hundred millions of paper money 
in circulation which by law is made a legal 
tender for the payment of debts. I should be 
willing to go as far as the House has gone and 
adopt this section; but as I suppose the Sen- 
ate will not do that I will make a motion to 
modify the section before the vote is taken 
upon it. My motion willbe to strike out inline 
three the word ‘‘third’’ and insert * eighth,” 
so that one eighth of all the duties on imports 
may be paid in legal-tender notes. That will 
make it necessary also to strike out ‘‘two 
thirds”. in line seven and insert ‘seven 
eighths,’’ so that seven eighths shall be paid 
in gold and one eighth in legal tenders. If 
those amendments should prevail, I shall then 
move, after the words ‘* United States,”’ in line 
seven, to insert the words ‘* which when re- 
ceived shall be destroyed,’’ the object being to 
receive one eighth of our customs duties in 
legal-tender notes, which when received shail 
be destroyed, and in that way we shall grad- 
ually get rid of the legal-tender notes. 
_Tthiak it would be proper to couple with 
the retiring of the legal-tender. notes, but I 
will not make that motion now, a provision 
allowing national bank circulation to be in- 
creased part passu with the withdrawal of the 
legal-tender notes, but I think the country will 
not suffer from so gradual a reduction of its 
circulation as the receipt of one eighth of our 
custom duties in legal-tender notes and their 
destruction. It would amount to between one 
and two million dollars per month, prob- 
ably not more than $15,000,000 in the year. 

Mr. MORTON. It would amount to 
$25,000,000, 

Mr: TRUMBULL. The amount of duties 
we received last year was a little over two 
buadred millions, and one eighth would be, as 
the Senator from Indianastates, about twenty- 
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five millions. It would be about two millions 
a month. My motion is to amend the section 
by striking out ‘one third” and inserting “ong 
eighth.” That is the first motion I make. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, as this 
proposition came from the House there were 
but two objections to it, which occurred to me: 
first, it contained the element of repudiation ; 
and, second, it was certain to produce a panic, 
as I understand it. The revenues of the Gov- 
ernment derived from the payment of cus- 
toms duties, and the payment of those duties 
in coin, are solemnly pledged by act of Con- 
gress in respect of the public debt. The prop- 
osition to dispense with one third of those 
revenues thus pledged in coin, contains, as I 
conceive, as clearly the element and vice of re- 
pudiation as if it was to dispense with two thirds, 
or three fourths, or four fifths, or any other 
fraction. Aside from that, the proposition of the 
House, should it become alaw, would instantly 
appreciate to the amount of three or four or 
five per cent., depending upon the price of 
gold, three hundred and fifty-six millions of 
paper currency. The amount of outstanding 
legal-tender notes is three hundred and sixty 
or three hundred and fifty-six millions, The 
moment you make the customs duties pay- 
able in legal-tender notes, of course you appre- 
ciate, not to the full amount of gold perhaps, 
but virtually you appreciate in reference to 
the premium on gold the whole of this cur- 
rency. Thus you demonetize it; you turn it 
into a commodity ; it ceases to be a currency, 
flowing upon terms of equality and upon a 
level with the other paper currency of the 
country. i 

Mr. President, it is proposed that this shall 
not occur in respect to one third of the cus- 
toms duties, but in reference to one eighth ; 
and then the element better calculated than 
anything in the House bill to produce a stric- 
ture in the money market is introduced, of 
canceling absolutely twenty-five millions a 
year or thereabout, if I understand it, of legal- 
tender notes received in payment of duties. 

It seems to me that the statement of the 
proposition is enough. Indeed it is all that 
under the five-minutes rule one is permitted to 
do. Ifit does not bear its own commentary 
on its face, it would be idle in five minutes to 
attempt to present it to the apprehension of 
the Senate or the country. JI voted in the 
Committee of the Whole to strike out the 
proposition of the House, and I hope it will 
be stricken out, and every modification of it, 
whether it be one eighth, or one fourth, or 
any other fraction, and particularly with the 
idea added that this currency is to be can- 
celed so as to increase rapidly the stringent 
effect which will grow out of it. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I understand the 
object of the Senator from Illinois to be to 
take'a step in the direction of specie pay- 
ments, and in order to do that, he proposes 
that the Government shall receive, instead of 
specie, something like thirty millions of its 
greenbacks in the course of a year and destroy 
them, but that the national banks shall be 
permitted to issue a like amount. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is not a part of 
the proposition. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I understood the 
remark of the Senator to be that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I would like to do that, 
but that is not a part of my motion, 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. But the motion 
which the Senator made was, as I understood 
him, with reference to following it up with the 


other. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir; I stated I did 
not propose to make the other motion; that I 
would like to do that, but I was not going to 
make it here. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I can only say that 
any such step as that would have no tendency 


in my judgment to produce the object which 
the Senator desires. 


Mx. TRUMBULL, Iwish to say awordin | 
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reply to the Senator from New York in refer- 
ence to this proposition savoring of repudiation. 
He states that the revenues derived from 
duties are pledged in reference to the public 
debt. To the extent of paying the interest on 
the public debt and a certain amount as a sink- 
ing fund this money is so used, but not be- 
yond that. We did not use the $225,000,000 
we received last year in payment of the pub- 
lie debt. We used but about one hundred 
and fifteen millions of gold to pay the interest, 
and then there is a certain amount applied to 
the siuking fund ; I do not remember the pre- 
cise amount. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The pledge 
goes further than that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the pledge does go 
further, we are violating it all the time. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly we are; 
because we do not use the full amount, and 
did not last year, of the gold that is collected 
on duties in reference to the public debt. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That is not the 
pledge. The pledge, as I understand it, is 
that we are to receive our customs in gold, 
and they are pledged to pay the interest on 
the public debt, and make a sinking fund of 
one per cent., and the balance of that gold to 
go into the Treasury, thus increasing the 
ability of the Government to meet its liabilities 
in gold; so that the pledge extends to the 
whole amount of the customs in gold. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But every dollar of it 
is applied to the payment of the public debt 
on the suggestion { have made. ‘The sugges- 
tion is that every dollar of duties that is levied 
goes in payment of the public debt; thatis, as 
the gold that is received is paid on the interest 
and to the sinking fund a part of the debt is 
taken and destroyed. The revenue derived 
from duties is in reference to the public debt; 
and unless the very course that we are now 
pursuing in regard to the collection of duties 
is repudiation, it does not seem to me that 
the suggestion I made would be—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois has spoken on this subject 
the time allowed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask the 


| Secretary to read the faith which the Govern- 


ment has plighted in relation to this question. 
It is section five of the act of February 25, 
1862, to be found in the twelfth volume of the 
Statutes-at-Large, page 346. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That all duties 
on imported goods shall be paid in coin, or in notes 
payable on demand heretofore authorized to be 
issued and by law receivable in payment of public 
dues, and the coin so paid shall be set apart asa 
special fund, and shall be applied as follows: 

“ First. To the payment in coin of the interest on 
the bonds and notes of the United States. 

“Second. To the purchase or payment of one per 
cent. of the entire debt of the United States, to be 
made within each fiscal year after the Ast day of 
July, 1862, which is to be set apart as a sinking fund, 


| and the interest of which shall in like manner be 


applied to the purchase or payment of the public 
debt as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time 
to time direct. 

“Third. The residue thereof to be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It will be 
seen that by that section the money must all 
be paid in coinintothe Treasury of the United 
States. The honor and good faith of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States are pledged 
to that extent. We could, as we have done 
in times past, appropriate a certain amount 
and retire a given amount of greenbacks by 
the month or by the year, but not until the 
money has been actually paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that this ques- 
tion needs no further argument. The mere 
recital of this pledge given by the Government 
of the United States in 1862 covers the whole 


question. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Instead of one eighth, 
I will say that one sixth shall be received. I 
modify my amendment to that extent, and on 


| 
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that I will saya word in reply to the Senatori 
from Vermont. I did not have quite time) 
enough to say what I desired to say before. 

It is the substance of the law that we are to 
look at. The Senator from Vermont says you 
must first pay in and then you can retire the 
legal tenders with it. Is that what the law 
means, that you must take the money in gold 
and put it into the Treasury, and then go and 
buy the legal tender and destroy it? And 
does he talk about its violating our honor if 
we do not do that? Let me call to the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont a repudia- 
tion in fact. Where is your greenback that 
you issued years ago and printed on the back 
of it that bonds should be given in exchange 
for it and you have denied it for years and do 
not do it at all. There is a repudiation. 
Where was the Senator from Vermont, who 
has been upon the Finance Committee, and 
been the author of these laws, when Congress 
repealed that statute which took away trom 
the holder of this legal tender that right that 
you pledged the honor of the United States 
when you issued it should be his, that it should 
be convertible at his pleasure into your bonds? 
Does not the Senator know that that has been 
done? And yet now his honor is disturbed 
because the money is not paid into the Treas- 
ury first, and then taken out and the legal 
tender bought with it and destroyed. Why, 
sir, that is merely taking the money out of one 
pocket and putting it into the other, and then 
putting it back again. There is no principle 
in that, and there is no repudiation of the 
honor of the nation, in any just sense, in 
receiving the legal tender in the first instance 
and destroying it, for that is reducing the debt, 
and the spirit of this law is that the money 
that is received from customs duties shall be 
faithfully applied to the liquidation of the 
public debt. 

Mr. MORTON. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from Llinois involves a contrac- 
tion of the currency to the amount of at least 
$25,000,000 per annum. The passage of such 
a law would at once contract business, con- 
tract enterprise, contract confidence, and would 
be in great danger of resulting in a financial 


anic. 

P Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from Illinois talks about a violation of the 
publie faith because we do not redeem the 
United States greenbacks, so called, by allow- 
ing them to be funded in our bonds. Wby, 
sir, that law was changed, and I believe by the 
consent of the Senator from Ilinois, permitting 
parties to fund their greenbacks if they came 
forward with them for that purpose within a 
certain time; and the Senator from Illinois 
thought that was a compliance with the pledge 
given on the back of them; that if they did 
not come forward and ask to have their cure 
rency funded into bonds within a certain time 
the Government might absolve itself by re- 
pealing that provision. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Where is that law? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That is the 
law that was passed in 1863, I think. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will inform the Senator 
that the very law from which he read expressly 
provided that any person haviug greenbacks 
could fund them into bonds within a certain 
time. That provision is contained, I think, 
in the very act in which the pledge is made. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, This very 
law—I have not looked at it—was reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, of which 
the Senator from Ilinois was a member, and 
Itake it he had careful guardiansbip of the 
public honor at that time. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. [think the Senator is 
entirely mistaken. {I do not think any such 
law was ever reported from the Jadiciary Com 
mittee, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Et wasa sig 
gestion of the late Judge Collamer. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He was not a member 
of the committee, 
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Mr: SHERMAN.. It is contained in the 
law of February 25, 1862, reported. from the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Whatever the provision 
was, it was a violation of the pledge given and 
printed on the greenback itself. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Now, in 
relation to the other aspect of this question, 
the Senator from New York is quite right in 
supposing that if this privilege should be 
granted it would appreciate the greenbacks 
and make the difference that now exists be- 
tween our currencies wider and broader than 
ever, FPorinstance, whenever a demand should 
spring up for a given sum at New York in 
order to pay a large amount of duties into the 
‘Treasury, the price of greenbacks would go 
up. There would then be three different kinds 
of currency, one of gold, one of natioval bank 
notes, and the United States greenbacks at a 
different rate from the national bank notes. 

Mr. MORTON. Will my friend allow me 
to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. I think it would operate 
just the other way; iustead of appreciating 
the price of greenbacks and diminishing the 
price of gold, it would have the reverse effect, 
for this reason: it would take from the Treas- 
ury that gold balance by which the Secretary 
of the Treasury has been enabled to keep 
down the price of gold and control it, and the 
effect of it would be, not to appreciate the 
greenbacks, but to depreciate them. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 1 have not 
the time to argue that question, but I say it 
would make three different kinds of currency. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen 
ator’s time has expired. ` 

Mr. CORBET RL. My objection to this pro- 
vision is that requiring a portion of the duties 
to be paid in greenbacks would make just that 
much less use for gold, and that amount of gold 
would go out of the country. If you paid all 
your duties in greenbacks, you would not have 
a dollar of gold in the country, and if you 
make one half of the duties payable in green- 
backs, the gold that is used to pay that amount 
of duties on imports now would go to foreign 
countries. It would le idle until you had oc- 
casion to send it abroad. There would be no 
use for it in this country. If you make one 
tenth payable in greenbacks, the effect will 
be the same in proportion, unless you retire 
the greenbacks, and therefore require that 
amount in addition of gold to be used in this 
country. Of course if you could replace the 
amount that is retired, as saggested by the 
Senator from Illinois, by gold, then you would 
return to specie payments; but unless you do 
something of that kind, if you allow one tenth 
to be paid in greenbacks you make just that 
much less use fur gold in this country and you 
go that mach further from. specie payments, 
Tberefore [am opposed to the ameudmeut. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to read the 
statute that the Senatowfrom Vermont referred 
to. It is but a line or two: 

“And such United States notes’— 

That is, the legal tenders— 

“shall be received the same as coin at their par 
value in payment for any loans that may be here- 
after sold or negotiated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury.” 

if the Senator thinks that can be repealed 
consistently with the honor of the United 
States, he thinks differently from what I do. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not see any repu- 
diation in the proposition of the Senator from 
Ilinois or in the House section of the bill, 
and that for the very simple reason that pay- 
ing one sixth of the duties in greenbacks will 
still leave gold enough to pay all the interest 
on the public debt, and also provide for the 
sinking fund, as now required by Jaw. There 
cannot be, therefore, any repudiation in that, 

The other objection is that it will demone- 
tize, as it is suid, gceenbacks; that is, that 
greenbacks will appreciate so that they will no 


longer circulate as currency. I wish to put 
this question to the Senators who advance that 
argument: the national bank notes are re- 
deemable in greenbacks; as long as there are 
greenbacks in circulation they may- be re- 
deemed in greenbacks; they are redeemable 
eitherin greenbacks or in gold. The national 
banks are. not considered to be in a state of 


suspeusion, because they do redeem their paper 


in the medium which the law requires; that is 
to say, in gold or in greenbacks. They are 
bound to redeem their notes in the one or the 
other. Now, it is not proposed to change that 
at. ail; and no matier how high you may ap- 
preciate greenbacks, or, in other words, no 
matter how near you may make them approach 
to gold, if the national bank notes are still 


redeemable in greenbacks or in gold, then I 


put it to the Senator from New York and the 
Senator from Vermont whether there are any 
three currencies such as they suppose. Un- 
less they suppose that the effect of this would 
be to compel the naticnal banks to go into sus- 
pension and refuse to redeem their paper either 
in gold or in greenbacks, how can there be the 
three currencies of which they speak? There 
are two currencies now, gold and paper, the 
paper consisting of greenbacks and national 
bank notes redeemable in greenbacks; and 
how can there be any other currencies than 
those, uo matter how near you may approxi- 
mate greenbacks to gold? 

Mr. CHANDLER, (at ten o’clock and fifty 
minutes p.m.) 1 move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. [No r?) “No!” 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 hope we shall adjourn. 
The Senator from Ohio has told us repeatedly 
he would not ask us to remain here after 
eleven o'clock. : : 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Illinois. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think everything in the 
world that can be said on this subject has been 
said. I do vot desire to say anything about it, 
aud I hope we shall have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion on the amendment to the amendment, 
and declared that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to have 
the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator 
to take the yeas aud nays on the amendment 
itself. 

Mr. TRUMBOLL, Very well; that will 
answer the purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amendment is not agreed to; and 
the question now ison concurring iu the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, [should like to have the 
yeas and nays on that. š 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope we shall take the 
qnestion by yeas and nays on striking out, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I hope the the question 
wili be taken regularly and in order. The 
first question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Illinois, and the Senator called 
for the yeas and nays on his amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 called for them, but 
withdrew the call. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Then before the section 
itself is put to a vote I must say a few words 
about it, and I regret very much to be com- 
pelled at this late hour of the night to detain 
the Senate. The proviso at the end of the 
section is one that concerns the people of the 
Pacific coast very nearly. The Congress of 
the United States has authorized the estab- 
lishment of gold note banks under certain re- 
strictions aud certain securities. Under those 
restrictions and securities the Congress holds 
out these notes to citizens of the United States 
as being good for gold, dollar for dollar. That 
being so, and your citizens upon the Pacific 
coast and elsewhere receiving those notes in 
their business and their daily transactions 


under the sanction and thecurrency which you 
have given them by solemn act of Congress, 
it seems to me a very plain case that the Uni- 
ted States ought not to refuse for its duties, 
or for some portion of them, at least to the 
extent pointed out by this section, those notes. 
And when gentlemen on the other side talk so 
fluently of repudiation, I beg to know from 
them what they call the act of the Govern- 
ment in refusing to take as equal to gold the 
notes which it declares and holds ont to its 
citizens in their daily transactions are as good 
as gold. My friend from Oregon in front of 
me {Mr. Corserr] reminds me that the Gov- 
ernment virtually guaranties to the citizen 
that those notes are as good as gold. 

Sir, repudiation is an ugly word, and I regret 
that there should be so great a tendency to 
employ it upon all occasions, in season and out 
of season. Why, sir, it seems to me almost 
preposterous to say of the rest of this section 
that it favors repudiation, or that it in any way 
squints toward repudiation. What is the 
amount of it? It proposes a change in the 
present system; that is all. What is the 
change? The change is that instead of the 
citizen who has duties to pay taking his green: 
backs and buying the gold wherewith to pay 
them, he pays the greenbacks to the Govern- 
ment and the Government takes the green- 
backs and gets the gold necessary to enable it 
to make good whatever promise there is in the 
statute that has been read. It is a mere differ- 
ence in form, not in substance; and it is I 
was about to say absurd, but certainly inad- | 
missible, to say that a mere difference in form 
which is not a difference in substance can be 
called repudiation. Is a great Government 
like this, strong, solvent, powerful in the pres- 
ent, and still more in the future, to be accused 
of repudiation by its own Senators because it 
chooses to make in the form of its transactions 
so slight a change as that proposed by this 
section? It seems to me entirely out of the 
question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
five minutes have just expired. ‘The question 
is on concurring in the amendment made asin 
Committee of the Whole, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CORBETT. Is it in order to divide 
that section so as to vote on the proposition 
down to the gold notes? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly not. 
The amendment reported from the Committee 
of the Whole is not divisible. It must be 
voted upon and accepted or rejected as a 
whole. 

Mr. CORBETT. Then I hope we shall 
refuse to strike out the section, and then 
divide it. I suppose if we should refuse to 
strike the section out it would be divisible? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Certainly; then 
it would be subject to further amendment, 
The question now is on concurring in the 
amendment striking out the section. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 

resulted—yeas 87, nays 18; as follows; 
. YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandier, Clayton, Conkling, 
Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Fian- 
agan, Frelinghuysen, Hawlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, 
Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pooi, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Shore 
man. Sprague, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—37. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, 


Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Trumbull, and 
Vickers—18. ; 
ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Hamilton, of Teras, Kellogg, Patterson, Rice, 
churZ, Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, Ti : 
Wooo Sumner, Tipton, and 
So the amendment was concurred in, 


Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to know whether 
I can offer a new section on this subject. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. After the re- 
served amendments are acted upon. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now I believe we have 
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gone through all the debatable proposiiions. 
We have gone through all the other sections 
one by one. 

Mr. FENTON. The eleventh section is a 
reserved amendment, 

Mr. CASSERLY. There are several not 
yet disposed of, I think. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the next reserved amendment. 

‘The Carer Crerx. The. next reserved 
amendment is to insert. as section eleven the 
following: 

Sxe. 11, That the proviso in section four of an act 
entitled An act to protect the revenue, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 28, 1868, is hereby 
modificd and amended so as to read as follows: 
“Provided, That trom and after the date of the 
pussage of this act imported salt in bond may be 
used in curing fish, when taken by vessels licensed 
to engage in the fisheries, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, and 
upon proof that said salt has been used in curing 
fish the duties on the same shall be remitted.” 

Mr. FENTON. In order to perfect this 
section I move to amend by adding at the eud 
of line six the words ‘to sea,” and by insert- 
ing after the word “used,” in line nine, the 
words ‘at sea.” The.act of July, 1866, which 
this section is intended to modify, provides 
that salt in bond may be taken on shipboard 
for curing fish at sea. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Allow me to 
ask the Senator does he understand that fish 
are ever cured at sea? 

Mr. FENTON. No,I do not understand 
that fish are fully cured atsea. Large amounts 
of salt are used at sea. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. For what? 

Mr. FENTON. In the preparation or in 
the preservation of the fish until they are taken 
on shore to be finally cured. The act of 1866 
accomplished that object, that salt in bond 
should be taken on shipboard to be used for 
this preliminary purpose, or for the preserva- 
tion of fish while on shipboard; but it did not, 
or has not been so coustrued, and was not in- 
tended to operate so as to allow salt to be 
used on shore for curing fish. The effect of 
this section would be to admit duty free, I 
suppose, quite half a million bushels of salt, 
aud [ submit to the Senate, after the large 
redaction of duty on imported salt which 
has been confirmed by the vote of the Senate 
to-day, it is unfair to this interest to open the 
door still wider. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Do I understand 
the Senator’s object to be to exclude salt from 
tue curing of fish on the land? 

Mr. FENTON. It has been so, and the 
object of my amendment to the ameudment is 
to accomplish that very purpose. I know of 
no reason why salt shouid be admitted duty 
free, or a drawback allowed upon imported 
salt for curing fish upon shore, any more than 
for curiug pork or beef in the western mar- 
kets. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 
the Senator from New York if he does not 
understand that under the recent treaty we are 
to allow fish that are taken in the British prov- 
inces to come into our markets free, of course 
with free salt? All the fish caught in the 
provinces are to come in here under our recent 
treaty free, cured or not cured. 

Mr. FENTON. [ reply to my friend from 
Vermont that the recent treaty to which he 
refers has not been executed and perhaps never 
will be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
time has just expired. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think the Senator from 
New York is laboring under a misapprehen- 
sion, By his amendment he defeats precisely 
what the ohject of the section is; and the 
object of the section as it is is only to carry 
out the spirit of the existing law. What is 
the law? The law is now that the fishermen 
shall have a drawback upon their salt, but 
it must be put on shipboard. There is not, 
according to my recollection, a single word in 
the old law that requires them to use it all on 


The Senator’s 


shipboard. They go to sea; they corn their 
fish partially; then they come on shore, and 


| take the salt ont of their vessels and finish 


using it. Now, this section simply allows them 
to use as much on shore of what they have as 
they want, and as much on the water as they 
want; no more, no less. It isa little matter 
of accommodation. It does not give the fisher- 
men any more, but it will prevent their lading 
and unlading so much of the salt as is used on 
the land. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think my friend from 
Maine is quite right in his exposition of this 
amendment, but still he does not answer why 
salt should be exported free of duty to cure 
fish and not to eure pork or beef? 

Mr. HAMLIN. My friend from Ohio knows 
the theory of that as well as Ido. We form- 
erly paid a direct bounty to our fishermen, 
and we did it upon the theory, which was 
mathematically true, that you educated. more 
seamen upon that bounty by ten to one than 
you could in any other way. The bounty was 
taken off; but still as a little inducement to 
that school for educating seamen, the slight 
pittance of the remission of the duties on salt 
was allowed to remain. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then why not apply it 
to all fish everywhere, wherever they are 
cured? 

Mr. HAMLIN. The answer to that issimply 
that the sbore fishermen, those who fish in 
little skiffs and boats, are not seamen. It is 
the man who goes upon the deep water and 
upon the banks who is the skilled seaman. . 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘This matter has been 
discussed for forty years, and I shall not under- 
take to discuss it now; but I should like to 
have the yeas and nays upon this amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York? 

ae THURMAN. No; upon the section 
itself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 


New York. 

Mr. FENTON. I will state in one 
word— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from New York asks unanimons consent to 
speak in continuation of bis remarks, hav- 
ing spoken five minutes. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. FENTON. My object is accomplished 
in disagreeing to this section. That leaves 
the Jaw of July 28, 1866, untouched, and I 
will modify my motion, with the consent of 
the Senate, so that it may be to strike out this 
section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That isthe con- 
verse of the proposition which is now pending 
under parliamentary law, which is to insert 
the section. That is the pending question. 
To reject it is to leave it out of the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am friendly 
to both these interests, to the salt interest, 


which I think we have hardly treated fairly, | 


and also to the fisheries as one of the most 
important interests that ought to be kept up 
for the recruiting of our nauonal vessels as to 
sailors. When the bounty upon fisheries was 
abolished it was the understanding on the part. 
of Congress that tree salt should be given to 
our fishermen, and the law was so framed. It 
was so intended, and it was intended to ac- 
complish the purpose in full. [therefore shall 
be in favor of the section as reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. FENTON. I move to non-coneur in 
the amendment. I believe that is the easiest 
way to reach it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole, inserting the eleventh 
section. Those who do not desire it inserted 
will vote in the negative. That is the way, 
under parliamentary law, the question is to be 
put. Does the Senator from Obio demand the 


yeas aud nays? 


| 


Mr. THURMAN. No, sir; the Senator 
from Missouri wanted them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the call. 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand that there is 
no demand for the yeas and nays? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Notnow. The 
question is on agreeing to the section. 

Mr. HILL. Before I vote I should like to 
know what it is, because I voted a little while 
ago directly contrary to what I intended ou a 
motion of some importance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on concurring in. the amendment made 
in Committee of the Whole, inserting section 
eleven, to be found in italics on the thirty- 
fourth page of the bill. 

The amendment was concurred in—ayes 
thirty-two, noes not counted, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The next re- 
served amendment is the amendment in regard 
to the tobacco tax. The Senator from Hlinvis 
(Mr. Locan] reserved this amendment. Will 
he indicate precisely which one he desired 
reserved ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Itis the second paragraph 
of the section, on page 55, from line eight to 
line nineteen. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The only amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the 
Whole in this section was to strike ont from 
the House bill ‘twenty’ and insert *‘twenty- 
four,” so as to make the uniform tax on 
tobaceo twenty four cents. 

Mr. LOGAN. IfI can get the attention of 
the Senate fora moment, I desire to offer an 
amendment to that amendment made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It will be well recol- - 
lected by the Senate that the question thea 
was on a tax of thirty-two cents on chewing 
tobacco and a tax of sixteen cents on smok- 
ing tobacco. The Senate decided to make a 
uniform tax of twenty-four cents. I wish now 
to offer this amendment: 

Provided, however, That on all smoking tobacco 
made of stems, or lugs and trash, with all the stems 
in, or of a mixture of lugs or trash and stems: on all 
refuse, waste, scraps, cuttings, and sweepings of plug 
and cigar manufactories, and on shorts which have 
passed through a riddle of thirty-six meshes to the 
square inch, a tax of sixteen cents per pound. 

T will explain this in a moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Illinois that his 
amendment can be received now only by unan- 
imous consent, because the first question ison 
the reserved amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole. In Committee of the Whole 
the motion was rejected to strike the section 
out; but if the Senator desires to consider 
this question now in connection with the rais- 
ing of the tax from twenty to twenty-four cents, 
the Chair will inquire if there be consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we’ had better 
go through with the committee’samendments, 
‘The Senator will then have a right to make 
the motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. fs not the Senator from 
Ilinois amending an amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. © Certainly not. 
The only amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole in this clause is striking out “twenty”? 
and inserting “twenty-four.” That can be 
amended as between the proposition of the 
House and the proposition adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole bythe Senate. Any other 
amendment, like ail other senatorial amend- 
ments. must be withheld until after the re- 
served amendments are acted upon, unless by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After the committee’s 
amendments are through with it can be 
offered. : 

Mr. LOGAN, 
it is offered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator did not make 
any point on what wasinserted, but only wished 
to add a new proviso. That he can do after- 
ward. np M 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment made as in 


It is immaterial to me when 


4078 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 30, 


Committee of the Whole, atriking out twenty 
and inserting twenty-four cents as the tax on 
tobacco. . ; 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The VICH PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the next reserved amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was one amend- 
ment on page 57, between line sixty-three and 
line sixty-five, of section [seventeen] sixteen, 
where, on my motion, some words’ were 
stricken out by inadvertence. I wish the 
words restored as they were in the text of 
the bill. ; 
` The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the words. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 57 the Senate 
struck out in Committee of the Whole the 
following: 


And if their annual sales exceed $1,000, shall 
each pay in addition thereto fifty cents for every 
dollar in excess of $1,000 of their sales. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Those words were stricken 
out by inadvertence. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection the words are restored. They are 
restored. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. [“ Nol”? Nol] 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the next reserved amendment. 

The Cuter Cuerk. On page 55 the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, struck out sec- 
tion sixteen of the House bill, in the follow- 
ing words: . 

Sxe. 16. That so much of section one hundred and 
seventy-nine of the act of July 13, 1866, as provides 


for moieties to informers be, and thesame is hereby, 
repealod. 


Andon page 77, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole, inserted the following as 
section twenty-four: 


Suc. 24, That so much of section ono hundred and 
seventy-nino of the act of July 13, 1806, as provides 
for moieties to informers be, and the same ig hereby, 
repealed; and the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, is hereby authorized to pay such sums, 
not. oxeeoding in the aggregate the amount appro- 
priated therefor, as may in his judgment be deemod 
nocesgary for detecting and bringing to trial and 
punishment persons guilty of violating the internal 
revenuo laws, or conniving at the same, in cases 
where such expenses are not otherwise provided for 
by law; und for this purpose there is hereby appro- 
priated $100,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, out of any money in tho Treasury not 
othorwise appropriated, 

Mr. MORTON. Iask for the yeas and nays 
upon that. | 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 38, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, 
Cooper, Cragin, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, IDM, -Hitehcoek, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- 
wood, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—-88, . 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Conkling, 
Corbett, Fenton, Ferrysof Michigan, Flanagan, 
frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Morton, 
Nye, and Osborn—14. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 

Tawilton of Texas, Kellogg, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Rice, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, 
Sumner, Tipton, and West—22, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Secretary will read 
the next reserved amendment. 

The Cuter Creek, The nextreserved amend- 
ment is the paragraphs relating to tobacco 
bonded warehouses, commencing on page 68. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not remember their 
being reserved. We had two or three votes 
on them by yeas and nays. 

Mr. CONKLING, {think this maybe one 
of the amendments I asked: about. ` If so, I 
beg to withdraw my request that they be re- 
served unless some other Senator desires it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We adopted them almost 
unanimously on a yea and nay vote. : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. These amend 


ments appear to be concurred in, i 


. The Curer Cuerk. The next reserved amend- 
ment is on page 75 in relation to stamps. The 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck 
out, commencing on page 78, section twenty- 
three, down to line thirty-eight, and in lieu 
of the words stricken out 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iasked that that amend- 
ment be reseryed. I withdraw the request, as 
it goes to the Honse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amend- 
ment will stand as adopted in Committee of 
the Whole. This completes the reserved 
amendments. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, on page 55, section 
seventeen, I offer the following amendment 
to come in at the end of the paragraph: 

Provided, however, That on all smoking tobacco 
made of stems, or of lug and trash with all the stems 
in, or. of a mixture of lugs or trash and stems; on all 
refuse, waste, scraps, cuttings, and sweepings of plug 
and cigar manufactories, and on shorts which have 
passed through a riddle of thirty-six meshes to the 
square inch, a tax of sixteen cents per pound. 

Ido not want to discuss it, but call the at- 
tention of those who may not understand it. 
This is the refuse stuff of tobacco. It does 
not contain any of the ‘good qualities of 
tobacco. It is the poorest quality of sweep- 
ings, clippings, and mere stems and lugs, and 
Texclude from this amendment everthing of 
a quality that is suitable for use that would 
pay any high tax. It is for the purpose of 
preventing those manufacturers who are man- 
ufacturing smoking tobacco in this country 
from being entirely driven out of the trade, 
and it does not affect the cut tobacco at all. 
It includes the smoking plug made out of that 
quality of tobacco as well as cut tobacco, made 
out of that quality for smoking purposes only. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. This is simply the same 
proposition that has been made heretotore 
and voted down, the question between a uni- 
form tax and a graded tax. The same evils 
that result from a graded tax in any shape 
flow from the adoption of this proposition. I 
trust the same vote will be had upon this and 
that it will be voted down. 

Mr. LOGAN. I only want to say that it is 
not the same proposition by any means. The 
classification before contained different classes 
of tobacco. This is entirely refuse. I ask 
for the yeas and nays on this question. ` 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I object to the amend- 
ment as far as I am concerned. There is, I 
think, no one article known to the Ameri- 
can people in regard to which an imposition 
upon the Government can be practiced more 
readily than on tbis article of tobacco, and the 
idea of discriminating evidently opens up the 
margin. If it is uniform the planter and all 
manufacturers, be their capital what it may, 
are upon an equality ; and when the American 
people are upon an equality it seems to me 
there is no great margin for grumbling. For 
instance, to illustrate very briefly, in St. Louis, 
Richmond, Louisville, Cincinnati, and I might 
go on to enumerate various otherlarge tobacco 
markets, they have their annual fairs, and 
frequently premium tobaccos bring two and 
three dollars a pound—fabulous prices. What 
is the inducement for those high premiums? 
For the culture of tobacco principally ; that is 
the one grand idea; it is a praiseworthy one ; 
but when it comes to the purchaser who manu- 
factures thatarticlesubsequently, what does he 
do with it? He puts it upon the market, the 
understanding being that he has paid two or 
three dollars per pound for it in the leaf, and 
he selis it at a dollar. How does he do 
that and realize aspeculation? It goes abroad 
to the country as fine premium tobacco, and 
here is perhaps one leaf upon this plug, or two 
is the extent; and that comes downto five or 
six cents, a very small price. Thus it is when 
you come down to the stem that the struggle 
1s now being made to reduce the tax to sixteen 
cents. The same thing is presented here exactly. 


You buy the article at a very small price, but 
you then introduce something else, and you 
grade it up, not down, and thus it goes pro or 
con one way or the other up or down, but you 
alwaysaffect the Governmentin doing so. That 
is the idea. When itis uniform it is all right, 
and no advantage can be taken of the Gov- | 
ernment or of individuals. 

Mr. LOGAN. I donot want to discuss this 
matter. I merely wish to say that I called for 
the yeas and nays on this question for the pur- 
pose of seeing whether or not the Senators 
who have had all the protection that is neces- 
sary in their country arə willing to drive all 
manufacturers of this class of poor tobacco 
out of the market in the western States. That 
is all I desire, and I want the yeas and nays 
on it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from West Virginia, 
[Mr. Davis. ] 

The question being taken by. yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckingham, Chandler, 
Conkling, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Hamlin, Hat- 
lan, Hitchcock, Howe, Logan, Morton, Nye, Pome- 
roy, Pratt, Ramsey, Sherman, Trumbull, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—2l. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Caldwell, Casserly, Clayton, Cooper, Corbett, Flan- 
agan, Guldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, 
Jobnston, Kelly, Lewis, Norwood, Osborn, Pool, 
Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, and Vickers—28, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Kellogg, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Patterson, 
Rice, Schurz, Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, 
Tipton, and West—25. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish now to offer this 
amendment : 

Provided, however, That on all smoking tobacco 
made of stems or lugs or stems and lugs— 

Leaving allthe rest out, merely taking stems 
and lags— i 
the tax shall be sixteen cents a pound. 

The amendment was rejected, there being 
on a division—ayes 20, noes 81. 

Mr. MORTON. On page 39, after line one 
hundred and twenty-five of section [eleven] 
twelve, I move to insert: 

And provided further, That no deficiency or per 
diem tax heretofore assessed during an involuntary 
suspension occasioned by unavoidable accident shall 
be collected, and such assessments heretofore mado 
shall be refunded. 

I desire to say a word merely in explana- 
tion. As the law formerly stood there was a 
per diem tax upon all distilleries, and although 
the distillery might be suspended by unavoid- 
able accident, still they were compelled to pay 
this tax. Since then the law was changed so 
as to relieve the distillers of the payment of 
the tax in cases of unavoidable accident. This 
simply carries out the spirit of the law, and 
provides that where a tax has accrued and 
been assessed when the distillery was sus- 
pended by unavoidable accident, it shall not 
be collected or shall be refunded. Itis strictly 
within the spirit of the law, and it is entirely 
_just. Nobody can say but what it is right. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that involves a 
pretty large subject. Not only a great amount 
of money has been paid, but some claims are 
still pending. It opens up a controversy, and 
Ithink it is very unwise. We have repealed 
the tax now, and have provided for future 
cases; and this act, I am glad to say, is entirely 
free from any attempt to refund or remit back 
dues, or to pay old claims. I inquired of the 
Commissioner how much this would involve. 
It is impossible to tell, It is refunding taxes, 
going back to 1868, when the law passed. I 
hope Senators will see that at this time of 
night we ought not to pass upon a matter of 
that kind. l 

Mr. CONKLING. I suppose the Senator 
from Indiana wants aid in this matter, If he 
will inclade the income tax in the amendment 
so that we can vote to get rid of both, I will 
be very happy to vote with him, 
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It does seem 
to me that one provision of this amendment 
is eminently just. I believe it is quite a well 
established principle of law that if you repeal 
a penal statute, the penalty falls with itif it 
has not been collected or enforced. That part 
of the amendment which provides for refund- 
ing I cannot be in favor of; but that part of 
the amendment which says that penalties—for 
it is a penalty—which have not been collected 
shall be remitted, is certainly in accordance 
with the ordinary practice, and ought to pre- 
vail. Here we repeal a certain provision of 
law. The provision is that there shall bea 
per diem tax whether the distillery is in oper- 
ation or not. This provides that where they 
are unavoidably unoccupied, not worked, that 
shall not be insisted upon. We have not col- 
lected some of it ; and inasmuch as we have 
repealed the old law we ought not to insist 
upon the penalty. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The same thing 
had suggested itself to my mind, but my atten- 
tion not having been called to it I sent to see 
what the old provision was, and it seems to 
me that it is entirely on the line of the law 
itself so far as the penalty is concerned. 
Striking out the question of repayment; I do 
not see any objection to this amendment, and 
I do not see why it is not eminently just. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Let the Senator 
from Indiana modify it in that way. 

Mr, MORRILL, of Maine. I hope it will 
be so modified. 

Mr. MORTON. I will then strike out that 
part which provides for the refunding, and 
confine it to the collection of assessments that 
have not yet been paid, but which have ac- 
erued on account of unavoidable accident. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the amendment as modified. 

The Cuer Cuerx. The amendment, as 
modified, reads: 

Provided further, That no deficiency or per diem 
tax heretofore assessed during an involuntary sus- 


persion occasioned by unavoidable accident shall 
e collected. 


Mr. BOREMAN. It seems to me that 
would be difficult of execution. Who is to 
decide that question? Who is to prescribe 
regulations in regard to it? Is it to be the 
Commissioner here in Washington, or is it to 
be the assessor in the country, or a deputy 
assessor, or who? No tribunal is fixed by 
which the question is to be decided; no rules 
or regulations are prescribed. 

Mr. MORTON. That would apply to the 
existing law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This section twenty-two 
that is referred to here levies a per diem tax. 
It has been paid in a great majority of cases. 
It is one of the regular taxes assessed upon 
distillers. Some distillers have refused obsti- 
nately to pay it, and have closed their distill- 
eries without giving the notice required by law, 
without giving notice to the assessor to come 
and examine under the provisions of the law. 
Now, to keep the money that has been assessed 
and collected from those who have honestly 
tried to comply with the law, and remit to those 
who have violated the jaw, would be an act 
of injustice. We have repealed the tax in the 
future, and we provide in one of the closing 
sections of this bill that all penalties and for- 
feitures and taxes that have not been paid and 
which are still due shall be collected ; and if 
you remit these that are due, you give a pre- 
mium for the violation of the law. 

It seems to me a question of this kind ought 
to be presented in time and referred to a com- 
mittee. This may involve large sums of 
money, and I think the Senate ought not, at 
twelve o'clock at night, to adopt a provision 
of this kind. ` 

Mr. MORTON. The amendment proposed 
is eminently just, and its justice cannot be dis- 
puted for a single moment. It does not require 
a refunding of taxes already collected, but 
that those assessed where the distillery was 


suspended by reason of unavoidable accident 
shall not be collected. The law provides that 
in future that tax shall not be collected. I 
simply propose to made it retroactive so far as 
that which has not yet been collected is con- 
cerned, The Senator says this bill is free from 
anything of that kind. He forgets right here 
section twenty-seven, an express provision, 
one that he reported himself, ‘+ that all internal 
taxes now assessed or liable to be assessed 
against, but not collected from ship-builders 
as manufacturers under section four of the act 
of March 31, 1868, &e., be, and the same are 
hereby remitted.’’ There he set the example. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason of that is 
that some of the courts had held that in that 
ease the tax was illegally collected. . There 
the question was whether a ship builder was a 
manufacturer within the meaning of the law, 
and the courts in some cases held that build- 
ing ships was not a manufacturing business, 
whereas: the Commissioner had always held 
that ship-building was like any other manu- 
facturing trade. Therefore, to avoid contro- 
versy where there was a doubt, we repealed 
the act authorizing the levying of the tax. 
But in this case the tax was levied ; no man 
can doubt that it was properly levied under 
the plain language of the twenty-second section. 
It is a per diem tax. A distiller is required 
to give certain notice when he stops his dis- 
tillery, so that the assessor may come aud 
attach the locks and proper fastenings, &c., 
and unless the notice is given it is utterly 
impossible for the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue to decide in each individual case that 
the law bas been complied with. Perhaps 
the distiller says he was detained by unavoid- 
able accident; he had to go to attend court, 
or something of that kind, or it was owing to 
something beyond his power. That is a mat- 
ter that is passed and gone. The assessor 
judges and assesses for a certain number of 
days under the law. The assessments have 
been made. If you remit these taxes, having 
collected the great body of them, you would 
be doing injustice to those who have faithfully 
complied with the law. 

Let the Senator introduce this as a separate 
proposition for relief, send it to the Finance 
Committee, stating the amount, the num- 
ber, and nature of these claims, and I have 
no doubt. the proper examination will be 
made. What I object to is loading this bill 
down with matters regarding the past, of 
which we have had no inquiry, not even a 
reference to a committee, 

Mr. MORTON. Inone word, section twenty- 
seven provides for the remission of taxes that 
have been ‘assessed and that are due, and it 
embraces the very principle involved in this 
amendment. I happen to know of a case, one 
brought to my attention, where the machinery 
of a distillery was broken down by unavoid- 
able accident, its operation was suspended for 
weeks and even for months; and yetaper diem 
tax has been assessed and the property is held 
responsible for it. That is a case of manifest 
injustice, and every such case would be unjust 
where the suspension took place from an un- 
avoidable accident. There is no difficulty 
about the proof. Some officer must determine 
as a matter of course, as he must determine 
about everything else in this law, and it pro- 
vides in a hundred ways for officers judging 
and determining upon proof and proper rep- 
resentations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair thinks 
the Senator has spoken five minutes, though 
at different times, on this amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to suggest a difi- 
culty that occurs to my mind in connection 
with this amendment. Iam not certain that 
there is any force in it; but it occurs to me 
‘as an objection that always applies to amend- 
ments that come in this form. I understand 
that the purport of thisamendmentis to remit 
really a penalty that is incurred under the law, 


already been commenced. This is an amend- 
ment offered to section twenty-two of the 
existing law. Near the close of this bill there 
is a sweeping provision: : 

And this act shall not be construed to affect any 
act done, right accrued, or penalty incurred under 
former acts, but every such right is hereby saved; 
and all suits and prosecutions for acts already done 
in violation of any former act or acts of Congress 
relating to the subjects embraced in this act may be 
commenced or proceeded with in like manner as if 
this act had not been passed. 

Now, at least there is a clearand manifest 
conflict between this amendment and this pro- 
vision of the law, and I suggest this as a rea- 
son against amendments offered in this way 
thus tending to confuse the law and leave it 
in such a condition as to present difficulty to 
the courts and also to the Departments in its 
administration. I think it is always better that 
such propositions shall come in independently 
and not be thrown into the body of the law, 
and especially where you have perfected the 
statute in its several provisions and have this 
concluding provision. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON, [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. It seems to me that the 
difficulty arises from an imperfection in the 
old law. The thirteenth section of the act 
provided— 

“That there shall be assessed and collected 
monthly, from every authorized distiller whose dis- 
tillery has an aggregate capacity for mashing and 
ferinenting twenty bushels of grain or less, or sixty 
gallons of molasses or less, in twenty-four hours, a 
tax of two dollars per day, Sundays excepted; and 
a tax of two dollars per day for every twenty bush~ 
els of grain or sixty gallons of molasses of said 
capacity in excess of twenty bushels of grain or 
sixty gallons of molasses in twenty-four hours, But 
any distiller who shall suspend work, as provided 
by this act, shall ray only two dollars per day dur- 
ing the time the work shall be so suspended in his 
distillery.” 

This act says a person shall pay two dol- 
lars a day, whether at work or not, until he 
stops business. 

Mr, SHERMAN, He may give notice of 
the time he stops business to the assessor. 

Mr. THURMAN. That does not stop the 
two dollars a day. There is a tax of two dol- 
lars a day, Sundays excepted, and in addition 
to that a tax of two dollars a day for every 
twenty bushels of grain or sixty gallons of 
molasses, and so on. 

“But any distiller who shall suspend work, ag 
provided by this act, shall pay only two dollars per 
day during the time the work shall be so suspended. 
in his distillery.” 

If he suspend work he is to pay two dollars 
a day during the time of the suspension, but 
he shall not pay for the extra amount of 
molasses or grain that he shall manufacture 
into whisky. Then comes section twenty-two, 
which provides for suspension: , 

“That every distiller, at the hour of twelve merid- 
ian, on the third day after that on which his bond 
shall have been approved by the assessor, shall be 
deemed to have commenced and thereafter to be 
continuously engaged in the production of distilled 
spirits in his distillery, except in the intervals when 
he shall have suspended work, as hereinafter au- 
thorized or provided. Any distiller desiring to sus- 
pend work in his distillery may give notice in 
writing to the assistant assessor of his division, 
stating when he will suspend work; and onthe day 
mentioned in said notice said assistant assessor shall,- 
at the expense of the distiller, proceed to fasten 
securely the door of every furnace of every still or 
boiler in said distillery, by locks and otherwise, and 
shall adopt such other means as the Commissioner 
of the Internal Revenue shall prescribe to prevent 
the lighting of any fire in such furnace or under 
such stilis or boilers.” 

I need not read further. Then it provides 
that he shall not recommence work, after hav- 
ing given that notice, until he gives notice of 
his intention to recommence distilling. The 
case of an involuntary suspension of work does 
not seem to have been provided for by this act 
at all, as, for instance, where an accident hap- 
pens where the man had no intention of sus- 
pending, but a mere involuntary accident ; if 


| and perhaps in cases where prosecutions have li it is a distillery in which the machinery is pro- 
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pelled by water, and there is a flood or some- 
thing that prevents it from being worked, that 
is not. provided for here; if it is worked by 
steam and the boiler bursts, that is not pro- 
vided ‘for here. The. suspension spoken of 
here is a voluntary suspension, and it does 
therefore seem to me that it was a very harsh 
construction of the law ever to make a man 
pay at all under such circumstances where 
there was no. voluntary suspension, where he 
did not intend to suspend work, but where he 
was prevented by some act over which he had 
no control whatsoever. It seems to me to 
be a very harsh construction of the law to 
make him pay up the tax for the days when 
he could not work and his distillery could not 


work by reason of an unavoidable accident 
which was as much against his will as any- 
thing could be. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I am told that in 
all cases where the suspension was by the act 
of God, where it was from causes beyond the 
distiller’s power, the penalty has always been 
remitted. But what is an unavoidable acci- 
dent? Mere carelessness? Confiuing it to the 
act of God or the king’s enemy, as a flood or 
the like—iu such cases as that the penalty is 
never enforced, as | am informed. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I wonder that 
any objection is made to this, if E understand 
it. I understand that it is thought to be so 
unfair a provision to levy this tax or per diem 
where there 1s an involuntary suspension of 
work, that we have actually repealed and 
changed the law. We have pronounced our 
judgment upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notatall. We repealed 
all that class of taxes. ‘That is all. 

Mr. FRELINGHUOYSEN. We repeal all 
that class of taxes, the Senator says. 


Mr. SHERMAN. We have repealed all 
per diem taxes, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I understand 
that there is a special repeal for the case of 
involuntary suspension. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary we have 
repealed all the per diem taxes, 

Mr. PRELINGHUYSHN, I should like 
to know how that fact is, because there cannot 
be any question about it if Lam right in my 
supposition, 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have repealed all 
per diem taxes of every kind and only assess 
the tax at the still. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Is there no 
special repeal in regard to where there is an 
involuntary suspension ? 

Mr. MORTON. Twill read the provision 
of this act: 

That section twenty-two be amended by striking 
out the words “ having paid the special tax’? and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “having given 
the bond required by law,” and by adding the fol- 
lowing: “ Provided, That nothing in this seetion 
shall be held to apply to suspensions caused by un- 
avoidable accident.” 

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. That is it. So 
we do express our opinion that it is unjust. 
Why should we hesitate to say that we will not 
insist upon the penalty where it hag accrued 
in the past and has not been collected ? 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 desire to offer an 
amendment to the pending amendment; after 
the word “accident”? to insert “and no taxes 

"upon incomes.’? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the Sen- 

ate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
Ing question is on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator froni Louisiana to the amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana. ‘The Senator from 
Nebraska moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. ` 

The motion was not agreed to, 

Mr. CONKLING, I shall vote for the 
amendment offered by the Seuator from Louis- 
jana; and every reason that can be assigned 
for the other amendment applies to this, and 
additional reasons. My honorable friend from | 


New Jersey says we propose in tkis bill now 
before us, which we are in the act of perfect: 
ing and amending, to repeal for the fature all 
taxes in such cases; and he argues from that, 
I. do not see how, that ergo we onght to exempt 
men who while the tax prevailed became 
unmistakably liable to it. Why? Iam sure 
I do not understand that. Why should you 
not say just as well in the case of stamps, as 
you are going to repeal all stamp taxes, that 
every body who hasincurred a penalty provided 
for under the stamp act shall be exonerated 
from it? That confounds entirely the distine- 
tion between a prospective and retroactive 
bill. ‘Therefore, | cannot agree with my friend 
on that point. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I suppose if 
there was a penalty for any want of à ‘tamp, 
and we repealed the law, the peaaity would 
fall with it without any action. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does my friend mean 
that? Here isa penalty of fifty dollars in one 
case for willfully omitting to put on a stamp ; 
does the repeal of the actin any respect, equit- 
ably or otherwise, entitle the party whose rights 
are fixed, whose penalty has been incurred, to 
a remission of that penalty? If so, why should 
we not go back—and I do not speak of unde- 
termined cases—why should we not go back 
in the case of all the men upon whom this pen- 
alty has been inflicted, who have been ad- 
judged to pay it, and have paid it, and refund 
to them ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator 
from New York and myself do notdisagree. I 
do not speak of determined cases, but only of 
undetermined cases. 


Mr. CONKLING. This applies to every- 


thing. . 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Theamendment 
is modified in that regard. 

Mr. CONKLING. [ask to have the amend- 
ment read. 

The Cuer Crerx. The amendment is: 

And provided further, That any deficiency or per 
diem tax heretofore assessed during an involuntary 


suspension caused by unavoidable accident shall 
not be collected. 


Mr. CONKLING. Now there is a propo- 
sition that where a tax has accrued, where it 
has been levied, where it is due, where it is 
fixed in a case, no matter how incorrigible, 
the party shall be exempted. i 

Now, I see a great many reasons for repeal- 
ing the income tax. In the first place, itis 
of very doubtful constitutionality; in the next 
place, it is a very pernicious tax ; in the third 
place, it subjects Congress to the charge of 
bad faith, because it was laid originally with 
au express understanding that it should expire 
at a certain time. It has been extended, and 
I never bave been able to see how we vindi- 
cate ourselves for doing that. There is a very 
marked case of equity; and no portion of the 
Senator’s constituents are suffering from this 
tax as mach as my constituents are suffering 
from the continuance of the income tax. 
Therefore, I beg him to join with us in adopt- 
ing this amendment to the amendment, and 
then we will vote for the amendment as 
amended, and let people fare alike who have 
equal equities existing in their favor. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I understand that several 
millions of the income tax assessed this year 
have already been paid. If this subject is to 
be discussed I think the Senate had better 
adjourn. I therefore move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
tion recurs on the amendmen: of. the Senator 
from Louisiana to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now I wish to say in 
the remainder of my time, in answer to my 
friend from New Hampshire, that this amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana contains the 
same ingredient, This tax has been levied and 
in part paid, and will have to be refunded. 


This is a proposition that has never been ex- 
amined by- a committee, whereas in the case 
of the income tax this body has repeatedly 
voted to repeal it. We know what that means. 
This is a jump in the dark. ‘ 

Mr. MORTON. My amendment involves 
the repeal of a tax assessed where a distillery 
has been suspended by unavoidable accident, 
a clear case of hardship where there is no cou- 
sideration whatever for the tax. What rela- 
tion or comparison can be made between that 
and the income tax, which expires by its own 
limitation, and part of which has been paid 
and part of which still remains due, due for last 
year? Ifthere can be any sort of comparison 
made between them, it has not been made yet. 
That is very certain. 

Mr. CONKLING. My friend is never en- 
abled to see anything in favor of abolishing 
the income tax. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 26, noes 20, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays, and 1 wish to say a word now. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have seen one tariff 
bill defeated at this session by a question as to 
this remnant of the income tax, the most just 
and honest tax ever assessed by the Govern- 
ment of the United States or any other Govern- 
ment. Now, | hope in ail conscience this bill 
will not be endangered at this period of the 
session by this attempt to repeal an expiring 
tax of which I am informed two thirds has 
been already paid. 

Mr. CONKLING. What bill was that which 
was defeated by it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The tariff bill of March 
last was defeated at this hour of the night. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not by this amendment, 

Mr. MORTON. This was one of three 
amendments that did it, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
dented -yess 29, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conk- 
ling, Cooper, Corbett; Fenton, Flanagan, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Johnston, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Norwood, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Stevenson, Trum- 
bull, and Vickers—29. : 

AYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Cragin, 
Frelinghuysen, Hitchcock, Howe, Kelly, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 
Nye, Ramsey, Sherman, Stockton, Thurman, and 
Wright—18, 

ABSENT— Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, 
Harlan, Patterson, Pratt, Rice, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Scott, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, Tipton, 
West, Wilson, and Windom~27. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I should like to have the 
amendment read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That no deficiency or per 
diem tax heretofore assessed during an involuntary 
suspension occasioned by unavoidable accident, and 
no tax upon a incomes, shall be collected. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is no amendment 
on this bill so far as I know but what the 
House of Represeutatives can fairly agree to ; 
but we know they never will agree to this, 
It will create controversy and delay. Why 
provoke a controversy? Why put this on the 
bill when no Senator feels in his heart that it is 
just to do it? Would you like to see the 
Treasury of the United States replenished by 
money collected from citizens when we per- 
haps have paid our income tax? Is it just 
orright? I hope the Senate will not load 
down this bill with this amendment, and thus 
involve us in delay and trouble. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I suppose the reason 
for this amendment is a very good one. Itis 
said to be because men have heen prevented 
from paying their taxes by some unavoidable 
accident. That unavoidable accident consists 
in an unwillingness to pay! 
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Mr. CONKLING. I wish.to correct one 
impression that the Senator from Ohio unin- 
tentionally conveyed. He.says it would be 
very singular if, when we have not paid our 
income tax, we should do so and so. We took 
care to repeal our income tax sometime ago. 
No Senator pays any income tax on his salary 
as Senator. 

Several Senators. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I did the 
other day. 

Mr. CONKLING. Doeshe, indeed? I will 
yield to the whole Senate at once to set me 
right on this statement that we have written 
down expressly in the statutes an amendment 
so that our salaries are no longer taxed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary, I assure 
the Senator that under the law—I have asked 
the Commissioner if [ am not right—our sal- 
ary has to be returned as a part of our income 
as citizens. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The only difference is 
that formerly it was deducted from the salary ; 
now it is left to us to return it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Nobody is denying that. 
Every Senator, if he is honest, returns his 
income just like any other man, but the Sena- 
tor from Ohio spoke of it as if we paid upon 
our salary an income tax which was deducted 
from our month’s pay as it used to be. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say so. 

Mr. CONKLING. No ; but I say the Sen- 
ator’s remark was calculated to make that 
impression. It is no such thing. 

Mr. BLAIR. How many speeches can the 
Senator from New York make? 

Mr. CONKLING. I have not made any 
speech on this amendment before. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri made four or five to-day 
on salt. Having made but one speech on this 
amendment, and that I am in the act of mak- 
ing now, I hope this will not come out of my 
time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York has spoken two minutes since 
the proposition came in with regard to income, 
and he is now entitled to three minutes, as 
the amendment is a different proposition from 
what it was when he spoke on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana, pure and 
simple. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, if the Chair wili 
be kind enough to deduct this from the time 
of the Senator from Missouri, and not from 
mine, I shall be very much obligedtohim. I 
was going to say that it is incorrect to suppose 
that we pay our income tax as we used to upon 
our salaries. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say that. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not say that my 
friend said so. Evidently my friend is afraid 
that I shall be permitted to make a statement, 
and therefore he keeps interjecting. Now, 
Senators, like all other citizens, if they are 
honest, return their income, and it is no more 
true of Senators than of anybody else that 
they have not paid that tax. They are 
just like other people, the tax upon sal- 
aries no longer being deducted when the salary 
is paid as it used to be. Therefore I do not 
think we need have any hesitation in voting to 
repeal an unjust law because of any idea that 
it does not apply to us. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I ama 
little surprised at the honorable Senator from 
Ohio. He has advocated every reduction 
that could possibly be conceived. He was 
tor taking nine millions off tobacco, which, if 
I get my honest deduction, will save me, I 
think, seven or eight shillings a year; but it is 
very doubtful whether I shall receive the ben- 
efit of it. Then he was for taking off the duty 
on salt. Then he advocated the payment of 
eight or ten millions upon vessels engaged in 
the coasting trade. After going through the 
list and showing an extreme anxiety to get 
money out of the Treasury, he is now shocked 
and alarmed for fear the Treasury will suffer 
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| from cutting off this income tax. 


Why, Mr. 
President, Í am perfectly astonished at the 
Senator from Ohio. I thought. his chief anx- 
iety was to get off taxation. I supposed if he 
could only reduce taxes he would be happy in 
any event. He took nine millions off tobacco 
that does not help anybody. So on salt. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [tried to vote with the 
Senator from Michigan on the tobacco ques- 
tion. IfI have done wrong I have been with 
him all the time. 

Mr. SAWYER. Isuppose it does not create 
any sense of injustice to the minds of Senators 
to think that two thirds of the people on whom 
income tax was assessed for the year 1871 
have paid it and the other third have not, 
when we propose to forgive the third who have 
not paid it. 

Mr. CONKLING. And refund it to the 
others? 

Mr. SAWYER. No; you propose by this 
amendment to forgive the third who have de- 
layed the payment of the income tax to this 
time, and to keep the money which has been 
paid by those who have been prompt. That 
is the position. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. IJ take it that 
the Senate of the United States desire to do 
the fair thing in relation to this matter, and the 
proposition here is a perfectly monstrous one, 
for the reason that all the revenue that has been 


collected as taxes from banks and railroads í 


and bonds has already gone into the Treasury. 
There isa very large amount of money that 
has already been paid in on dividends, cou- 
pons, railroad dividends, and banks. Many 
parties derive their entire income in that way, 
and many pay more than they would be obliged 
to as income tax because they cannot get an 
exemption, as all their property is in such 
stocks and bonds. Now, to bring in at this 
hour of the day a proposition to remit the tax 
upon such as have not paid, seems to me per- 
fectly monstrous. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to say in answer 
to my friend from South Carolina that it is 
the people whom he and Tespecially represent 
who are benefited by this amendment. It is 
the large corporations in the large centers 
where the income tax has been collected ; but 
as a general thing where it has not beeu col- 
lected it is among the people that he and I 
especially represent. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Is this amendment now open 
to amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Then I move to add ‘ ex- 
cept in cases of members of Congress who 
have not paid their income tax for the year 
1872.” 

Mr. THURMAN. That would not do, for 
there is no income tax for the year 1872. 

Mr. CRAGIN. “For the present year.” 

Mr. THURMAN. There is no income tax 
for the present year. The income tax was for 


1871, 

Mr. CRAGIN. Say ‘except what is due 
from members of Congress.”’ 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not rise to debate 
this matter, but only to, cail the attention of 
the Senate most distinctly to the fact that this 
amendment does not propose to refund to 
those who have paid the income tax for the 
year 1871 the amount they have paid, but sim- 
ply to exempt from payment those who have 
not paid. That would be very clever to me, 
for I have not paid mine yet. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is very easy for my 
friend to add sucha provision. I» hope we 
shall add that. 


Mr. THURMAN. When thatis added, then | 


we will vote on that; but this proposition now 
before the Senate is to keep the money you 
have got from those who have paid their in- 
come tax for 1871, and relieve those who have 
not paid it from any payment. That is the 
way it now stands, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator trom New 


Hampshire to the amendment, to add -the 
words— 


Except in cases of income tax due by members of 
Congress for 1871. $ 


Mr. HARLAN. I am of the impression 
that it will be impossible to complete this bill 
to-night, and as there will be a day or ‘two 
more of the session, I am inclined to think it 
would be better for the Senate to give each 
of its members an opportunity to rest a little 
between this and eleven o'clock. I would 
inquire of the chairman of the committee if 
he thinks we can perfect the bill to-night ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. From the last vote I 
would say no. 1am ready to adjourn. 

Mr. HARLAN. In that view of the case 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I hope 
not. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 20, noes 27. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the amendment, 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 
27, noes 18. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I move further 
to amend the amendment by adding: 


Provided, That the income tax paid for the year 
1871 shall be repaid. 


Ido not think the thing will be complete 
unless this is put on. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I understand 
this would be paying a great deal of money 
out of the Treasury. 


Mr. CONKLING. How much will it pay 


out? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The income 
tax of this year I am informed would. be 
some fifteen or sixteen million dollars. his 
bill has been formed not in reference to any 
such deduction, and I think at twelve o'clock 
at night, after the bill has passed the House, 
after it has passed the two committees, and we 
have been deliberating upon it, to start in and 
take off fifteen or sixteen millions out of the 
Treasury, and that in reference to a law which 
expires by its own limitation this year, is not 
wise, and will not strike the people as wise. 
I have been as much opposed as anybody to 
this income tax, and at another period, if it 
had gone before a committee, and if part of it 
was not collected, I would have cheerfully 
voted for its repeal. But I hope that the Sen- 
ate, under existing circumstances, will vote 
down this proposition. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The Senator 
does not understand me to be serious, I sup- 
pose, in hoping that this proposition will pass. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, No; I do not 
understand that. ` 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. It is very clear 
that if any proposition is to pass this ought to 
accompany it. The idea that we are to remit 
and not to repay, I fancy nobody would say 
was a just proposition. Now, if the amend- 
ment is to carry, this ought to go with it, and 
I offered it in that sense. I am opposed to 
the whole thing, and shall vote against it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, The only ob- 
jection I have to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine is that it is perfecting the 
proposition and making it more acceptable, 
It certainly would have been very unjust. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. T think it illus- 
trates the impropriety of the whole thing. 

Mr. MORTON. I suppose it will be under- 
stood that this whole amendment in regard to 
the income tax—the country will certainly so 
understand—is intended to defeat this tariff 
bill, and to prevent the reduction of taxation. 
Now, if we are to have part of the proposi- 
tion, let the whole of it go together. I am 
prepared to vote for the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Maine. If it was right 
to remit that part of the tax which has not 
been paid, it is right to refund that part which 
has been paid. 
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Mr.. WRIGHT. Mr. President, I add to 
what has been said by the Senator from Indi« 
ana, that if it is right to remit it is right to 
pay back; if it is right to pay back for one 
year, so it is for every year, because the tax 
for this year that has been paid is no more 
unjust, if unjust at all, than for the preceding 
years; and if this Government is to stand 
now. and pay from its Treasury the tax that 
has been collected for the past year, so for 
every year, for if one dollar is unjust it is all 
unjust. 

Mr. President, I confess my astonishment 
that at this time in the night, when we have 
worked so faithfully and diligently for the per- 
fection of this bill, a proposition should be 
made that will strike the country with aston- 
ishment; and I say here that if this proposi- 
tion is to be carried and we are to remit the 
tax and pay back the tax for the past year, I 
propose to follow it up, to pay it back for the 
preceding years; and if Senators are determ- 
ined to load down this bill in this way I am 
prepared to vote against the entire bill. I 
would rather go before the country with that 
vote than to go before the country with a vote 
determining to remit the income tax and to 
repay the $15,000,000 we have collected. Look 
at the vote we have given upon the proposition 
to remit and not to collect. The proposition 
was carried here with four out of five of the 
men in this country having paid their income 
tax, and we here, as Senators in the Congress 
of the United States in the discharge of solemn 
duties, saying that we will remit what has not 
been paid and hold on to what we have paid. 
F trust the Senate of the United States will 

. not be guilty of so great a folly, nor go to 
the people of the country with such an act and 
such a vote, 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not 
know whether I have any speech to make 
or not, but I feel inclined to say something 
in reference to this question. If we agree 
to repeal this income tax it is only in the 
direction we have been going in one or two 
instances; that is, to take taxes off the rich 
and put them on the poor. We have had a 
striking example of this in two votes, and I 
want to describe it. On the vote to take the 
tax off the best tobacco from thirty-two cents 
to twenty-four, the proposition had every Dem- 
ocratic vote in this Senate except one, every 
southern Republican vote, the votes of New 
Jersey and Connecticut, and one from New 
York. That was the vote which reduced the 
tax on the best tobacco. For increasing the 
tax from sixteen to twenty-four cents on the 
poor man’s tobacco we had the vote of every 
Democrat except one, every southern Repub: 
lican, and of the Senators from New Jersey, 
Connecticut, and New York, making eight 
Republicans from the North, ‘The solid Dem- 
ocratic vote was given to take the tax off the 
best quality and raise it on the poorest. 

That is the. way we have been going. It 
looks to me more like a political vote than 
any vote Ihave seen inthe Senate since I 
came into it, a solid South, a divided North, 
in reference to the reduction of the tax for the 
rich man and increasing it on the poor man. 
You may think tbis is political, but it is not. 
I do not mean it as such, I merely say what I 
do say to call the attention of the people of 
the West to this particular vote. I ask them 
to notice it and see what it means. 

I am ready to vote for the bill that has been 
agreed on now and vote down all amendments. 
I want to see the bill pass, and I want to see 
these amendments kept off, because I believe 
myself incumbering this bill is its defeat, 
and I do not want to see the people deceived. 

Mr. MORTON. You have been trying to 
amend it yourself, j 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihave been trying to reduce 
taxes. livery amendment I have offered has 
been to do that, and I am willing to vote to do 
that still, but I say now that as far as this in- 


come tax is concerned, I want to vote against | 


these amendments and to pass the bill. It does | 


not agree with my notions in some particulars, 
but I am ready to do it, for I think it our duty 
to reduce taxation and pass this bill. That is 
my notion. I think it is the best policy for us 
to adopt. f 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Maryland. We are 
just about taking the vote on this question. 

Mr. ANTHONY. No, we are not near a 
vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
adjourn is not debatable. 

The motion was not agreed, to; there being 
on a division—ayes, 17, noes 83. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Indiana 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from New York 
has spoken more than once, I think, on this 
question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is now a 
different amendment. ‘his is theamendment 
offered by the Senator from Maine, proposing 
to remit the income tax for the year 1871 
which has been already paid. The Senator 
from New York is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Indi- 
ana has seen fit to put on the record an asser- 
tion which I am not willing to allow to pass 
unchallenged. He says, if I understand him 
aright, that it was intended by supporting this 
amendment to defeat the bill. 

Mr. MORTON. I said the country would 
so understand, and I think it will. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did not the Senator say 
he understood it so? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, I rather understood 
it so myself. [Laughter] 

Mr. CONKLING. Precisely. Then I was 
right in my interpretation of the Senator’s 
remark. He states, then, that he understands 
that the object is, that it is intended, in his 
words, to do so and so. That speaks the mo- 
tive, and there used to be a good deal in the 
parliamentary law in reference to the motives 
of people and the impropriety of calling them 
in question. Now, I say to my friend from 
Indiana that he has no right to say that. 
There are several objections toit. Inthe first 
place, it is not true in fact. In the next place, 
i submit to him that the proceeding wears no 
aspect which warrants hin. in putting any such 
construction upon it. 

I have supported this amendment, and no 
Senator is more anxious than I am to pass 
this bill in proper form and to dismiss as 
many taxes as our duty will allow us to dis- 
miss. I think I have devoted as many hours 
to that business as any member of this body 
not a member of the Finance Committee. 
Therefore, I say to the Senator in all kind- 
ness that he does me great injustice when he 
makes a remark of that sort. I believe the 
income tax to be one of the most onerous and 
one of the most pernicious on the statute- 
book, and this Senate has voted repeatedly 
that it was one of the taxes especially to be 
stricken down. We have passed bills to abolish 
it when it stood by itself, and bills to abolish 
it when it was associated with the internal rev- 
enue and the tarif system. I think it ought 
to be abolished, and, therefore, I have voted 
for tae proposition, but not to defeat the bill 
at all. 

But my honorable friend from Iowa makes 
a suggestion entirely novel to me. He says if 
we refund the income tax for the year which 
has passed we ought to refund it for preceding 
years. Why, Mr. President, the whole argu- 
ment proceeds upon the fact that the original 
income tax was to exist until a certain speci- 
fied time and no longer. When that time had 
passed it was said with great force, as I thought, 
that the perpetuation of it was an act of at 
least apparent bad faith. The Senator en- 
tirely ignores that. Certainly there will be no 
paying back for preceding years unless the 
court shall sometime or other decide that this 


is a direct tax and unconstitutional becanse not 
laid as a direct tax. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him? ~ 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WRIGHT The tax when first levied 
was either just or unjust. The Congress of 
the United States determined that it was just. 
When the Congress of the United States de- 
termined to continue it in the same spirit it 
determined that it was still just. ; 

Mr. CONKLING. The answer to my hon- 
orable friend is, that it was not unjust unless 
it was unconstitutional, in the sense in which 
I am talking now. Why? Because it was laid 
to continue for a certain term and no longer. 
When that term expired the argument was and 
is that it was unjust to extend it beyond that. 
That is the answer; and I submit to my hon- 
orable friend that it is a complete auswer, and 
no argument could be made for refunding it in 
past years unless the court shall say that it was 
a direct tax and unconstitutional for that 


reason. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi 
dent, [ am quite surprised to hear the Sen: 
ator from New York contend that there 
was any public faith pledged that this tax was 
not to continue any longer than the time 
specified when it was firstenacted. It was an 
experiment when it was first enacted, and it 
was no more a pledge of the public faith in 
relation to it than it is when we pass an act 
that agricultural implements shall be admitted, 
say, for two yearsand no longer. Every single 
session we pass acts limiting the time of their 
duration, and yet we continue them afterward 
and without any violation of public faith. 

Now, in relation to the action of the Senate 
to-night I do not desire to criticise the course 
of Senators, but I say to them that this tax, 
call it onerous if you please, is as just a tax as 
ever was invented by the wit of man. In rela- 
tion to its popularity Senators are very much 
deceived if they suppose they are doing an act 
which will commend them to the people of this 
country by its denunciation, and by refunding 
the last year’s payment. The tax throughout 
all the rural districts and with the common 
people is eminently a popular tax, and Sena- 
tors will be held to a sharper criticism for their 
action upon this question to-night than for any 
act of this session. That is my candid judg- 
ment. 

Mr. MORTON. Is it in order for me to 
withdraw my amendment? i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now 
amended. It cannot be withdrawn except 
by unanimous consent, 

Mr. MORTON. I prefer to withdraw it 
rather than have it made a vehicle for an 
attempt to defeat this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. _ Is there objec- 
tion to the Senator from Indiana withdraw- 
ing his amendment? [“ No1" **Nol”’] The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I move an amendment 
on page 27, after line three hundred and thirty- 
four, of section [six] five, to insert: 

Licorice extracts, stick, mess, or paste. 

These are put on the free list by the House 
and stricken out by the Senate committee, so 
that a tariff will be levied on them. I thinkthe 
revenue will be benefited and you will receive 
more money by puttingthem on the free list 
than by retaining the tariff upon them in this 
way. The amount they yield is about two 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars a year. 
Ninety-nine one hundredths of the licorice used 
in the United States is foreign licorice. A 
large amountoftobacco goes from this country 
to be maufactured. If the licorice was here 
the tobacco would be manufactured here. In 
that way you will get the revenue upon the 
tobacco and encourage that domestic produc- 
tion to that extent. TI believe, therefore, the 
revenue will be profited instead of injured by 


i putting these articles on the free list, 
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Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I beg leave to say | 


that licorice stick is a raw material imported 
without any duty, but there have several es- 
tablishments been built up in this country 
which take that as araw material, extract the 
juice from it, and make a valuable article. To 
strike this item out of the bill strikes down 
that interest. I hope it will not be done. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I hope at 
this hour of the night we shall not have any 
question like this that has been fully considered 
by the Finance Committee brought up. The 
revenue ts thought a proper one to besaved for 
the Government. In addition to that the 
parties who use this article in the manufacture 
of tobacco make a profit of from twelve to 
twenty cents for every pound they take, and 
under the circumstances I trust it will not 
be adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Virginia, to add ‘‘ licorice” to the free 
ist. 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 25, noes 24. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

Several Sexarors. No, no. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
will. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I simply wish 


to say 

Mr. MORTON. Will it be inorder toamend 
this proposition? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be after 
the Senator from NewJersey has concluded. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will state 
that if this amendment is not adopted I 
believe the Senator from Illinois has an amend- 
ment, or if he has not I will offer one, to place 
licorice on the list where it shall be subject to 
the ten per cent. reduction. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Iwas only going 
to say that there are a number of factories 
that have recently sprung up in this country; 
there is one in my town where $100,000 has 
been invested within the last year to manu- 
facture this licorice ; and now to place the arti- 
cle upon the free list will be perfect ruin to all 
these establishments. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Iagree to the proposition 
to put it on the ten per cent. list. 

‘the VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Virginia withdraws the amendment on condi- 
tion that the article be put on the ten per cent. 
reduction. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut object? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I consent to that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I send up an 
amendment to be inserted on page 7, after 
line sixty-eight of section four, which leaves 
the duty at ninety per cent. of what it was. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection that amendment will be regarded as 
agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is it? f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To put licorice 
in the ten per cent. reduction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It ought to be licorice 


aste, 
P Mr. TRUMBULL. Let theamendment be 
reported. 

The Cuer CLERK. The amendment is to 
insert on page 7, after line sixty-eight, ‘‘and 
on licorice paste or licorice juice.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amend- 
ment is agreed to by general consent. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I desire 
to offer an amendment to come in on page 
75, line forty-four of section [twenty-three] 
twenty-one, after the word ‘‘repealed.’’ It is 
approved by the chairman of the Committee on 


Certainly I 


: Finance and also other members of that com- 


mittee. I will read it: 

And provided, That where any mortgage has been 
executed and recorded, or may be executed and 
recorded before the lst day of October, A, D. 1872, 
to secure the payment of bonds or obligations that 


may be made and issued from time to time, and such 
mortgage not being stamped, all such bonds or obli- 
gations so made and issued on and after the said 1st 
day of October, A. D. 1872, shall not be subject to 
any stamp duty, but only such of their bonds or 
obligations as may have been made and issued before 
the day last aforesaid. 


Mr. MORTON. That is right. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ought not this 
to come in at the end of the section, as it 
seems separate? 

_ Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. No, sir; 
it is in reference to stamps. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I now 
offer another amendment in reference to 
stamped instruments, to follow the one just 
adopted, which I will read: 

And provided further, That in the mean time the 
holder of any instrument of writing, of whatever kind 
and description, which has been made or issued 
without being duly stamped, or with a defunct 
stamp, may make application to any collector of 
internal revenue, and that upon such application 
such collector shall thereupon affix the stamp pro- 
vided by such holder upon such instrument of writ- 
ing as required by law to be put upon the same, and 
subject to the provisions of section one hundred and 
fifty-eight of the internal revenue laws, 

This has also been examined and appears 
to be concurred in by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I move to amend 
the bill on page 4, after line eighty-one of 
section one, by inserting: 

On cotton shirts and drawers and all cotton hosiery 
and gloves fabricated by knitting, or from knit goous, 
twenty cents per pound in addition to the duties 
now imposed by law. 

I beg leave to make a very brief statement 
in regard to this amendment. There is 
machinery in operation in this country making 
cotton knitting. The most of that machinery 
is imported,on which a duty has been paid. 
That knitting is produced and sold by the 
square yard or by the pound. ‘There is on 
that levied by law now a duty, if I mistake 
not, of thirty-five per cent., and this proposes 
to take off ten per cent. of that, to which there 
is no objection, so that the article is protected 
in the cloth. But there has sprung up, in 
addition to that, a mauufacturing interest 
which advances the value of that article. 
Labor is puttoit. It is taken and made into 
goods, into wearing apparel, shirts, drawers, 
and stockings. But the shirts, drawers, aud 
stockings that are made abroad are admitted 
on the same basis or under the same tariff that 
the article is admitted before it is made up. 
The cost of labor in making it up is thirty- 
three per cent. 

Itis the policy of the Government, and has 
been, to lay a duty for the purpose of protect- 
ing labor; and when you bring an article up 
to a certain value, and you increase the value 
by the addition of labor, you increase the duty. 
That is done in regard to iron. You Jay atax 
of seven dollars a ton on pig iron. When you 
add to it the value of labor to put itinto another 
material and make it wrought iron, you make 
the duty fourteen dollars a ton, aud so on up 
to twenty dollars. When you add still further 
value to it by additional labor and make it into 
steel, you impose a duty of twenty-five dollars 
aton, and from that up to seventy-five dollars. 
So in regard to cotton goods; you lay a cer- 
tain duty on them; but when you putin your 
yarn and make an additional value to it by 
putting additional labor on it, as a double 


| twist, for instance, then you put an additional 


duty often cents per pound and ten per cent. 
ad valorem ; and as you go on increasing the 
value of it you increase the tariff. I ask that 
you shall adopt the same principle in regard 
to this article, that you shall add to the duty 
on the value of the goods as they are produced 
from the fabric into ready-made goods. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have another 
amendment to offer. It is on page 76, sec- 
tion [twenty-four] twenty-two, line nineteen, 


to strike out all the section after the 
‘firm’? and to insert: 

_ And all deposits in associations known as prov- 
ident associations, savings banks, sayings societies, 
savings institutions, having no capital stock, and. 
doing no other business than receiving deposits to 
be loaned or invested for the benefit of the persons 
making such deposits, shall be exempt from tax. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task for the reading of 
the clause that is stricken out. The Senator, 
I suppose, wishes to repeal the tax on savings 
banks. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. That will be the 
effect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The section provides for 
repealing all taxes on deposits not exceeding 
$2,000 to each person. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. The object of this 
section appears to be to relieve certain de- 
positors from taxation, and it goes upon the 
ground that if a person has up to a certain 
amount, $2,000, he has not enough to be 
taxed. Iwill say that the objeét is not at- 
tained, for if any man or woman has more 
than $2,000, it is very easy to put it in the 
name of a friend or another member of the 


amily. 
7 ME, CONKLING. Or deposit it in another 
ank. i 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Yes; but it seems 
to me when the accumulation of wages is such 
that the parties owning the money want to put 
it into bank and place it in the hands of other 
persons to loan, because they do not feel 
competent to make the loan, and that loan is 
merely made for the accommodation of the 
depositor without any reward on the part of the 
director who makes the loan, it is perfectly 
right and reasonable that it should be free 
from taxation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, 

The amendment was rejected; there being 
on a division—ayes 20, noes 27, 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I move further to 
amend the biil on page 5, line fifteen, of sec- 
tion two, by inserting after the word “ ani- 
mals” the following proviso: 


Provided. That the duty on felt carpets and felt 
erumb-cloths shall be the same as on druggets, 


I hold in my hand two articles very similar 
under different names. This one [exhibiting 
it] is subject to a tax of a certain amount, and 
this one, [exhibiting it] the better article, at a 
much less rate. I ask that they be placed on 
the same list, and that is done by inserting the 
amendment that I have presented. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think myself these two 
articles ought to be equalized, ‘but I should 
like to see the example set for once of having 
them equalized to the lower grade. We exam- 
ined this matter before the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is in the 
ten per cent. section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I propose just to reverse 
the amendment. I want to grade down instead 
of grading up. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Sen- 
ator indicate his amendment, as he is more 
familiar with it than the Secretary or the 
Chair? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Before you reduce 
or attempt to reduce the tariff on either, I beg 
leave to say that I have a memorandum con- 
nected with this matter showing that the duty 
on the wool in a square yard of this article is 
thirty cents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. J move to amend the 
amendment so as to make it read: 

Provided, That the duty on druggets shall be the 
same as the duty on felt carpets. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio moves to amend the amendment 
by reversing it so that the duty on druggets 
shail be the same as on felt carpets. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I hope that will not 
be done. RA 

The VICE PRESIDENT put the question 


word 
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on-the amendment to the amendment, and 


> < declared that the noes appeared to have it. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will simply make a 
statement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator demand a division? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I do not care about 


ib. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But the Senator 
must do so, or the judgment of the Chair will 
stand as the judgment of the Senate, and the 
amendment to the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire simply that the 
Senate shall understand the question. There is 
a difference hetween the woven goods and the 
drugget or felt goods; but they are both very 
high, and I donot think we ought to disturb this 
classification of wool and woolen goods. They 
are all very high, and if you change them at 
all you ought to reduce the higher grade 
instead of raising the lower. 

Mr, BUCKINGHAM. The duty is very 
high; Ihave no doubtabout that. The reason 
it is high on the manufactured article is. be- 
cause it is high on the wool. There is thirty 
cents a yard duty on the wool in that article > 
and that, it seems to me, isa pretty good reason 
why the tariff upon it should be equal to the 
tariff on the other. 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to have the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Con- 
necticut reported, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Smerman] insist on a 
division? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ishould like to have 
a division, for I do not understand it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report first the amendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut and then the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Ohio, which re- 
verses it, 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, and 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. I only want to under- 
stand this matter, for I know nothing about it, 
except that the tax is enormously high on all 
kinds of carpets. What is the necessity for 
the one or the other of these propositions, un- 
less the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut is to exempt this thing from the ten 

er cent, reduction ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The question 
then recurs onthe amendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut, 

The amendment was rejected, there being 
on a division—ayes 26, noes 28. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I wish to pro- 
pose an amendment that I think will be con- 
ceded generally bytheSenate. Itis in behalf 
of, I may say, the poor and imperiled fisher- 
men. I propose to insert on page 30, after line 
four hundred and twenty-seven of section five 
of the free list, these words: “twine used for 
making gill-nets.”’ 
nets in order to reach the deep-sounding fish- 
eries. Iam told by those who are engaged in 
this vocation that a set of tackle for fishing 
operations costs them in excess of $800 on 
account of the tax on this twine. 

Mr. ANTHONY. How are you going to 
distinguish it from any other twine? 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. It is twine for 
gill-nets. Twine made for gill-nets is known 
in the trade. It is gilling-twine. That is the 
technical term for it. I have used the phrase- 
ology that defines it. I understand that the 
twine is not made in this country to any ex- 
tent. It comes froma foreign land, and is the 
most serviceable.. It seems hard that fisher- 
men should be compelled to pay on an aggre- 
gate of $200 or $300 tax for their tackle. It 
doos not seem possible that that should be 

one. ; 


I have confined it to gill- | 


The VICE PRESIDENT put the question 
on the amendment, and declared that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I ask for the 
yeas and nays. [‘ No.” “ No.”] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Mich- 
igan has been persistently voting hereto make 
the whole people of this country pay double on 
the salt they use, and now he thinks it is a 
great hardship thatthe fishermen should pay one 
third on the twine they use. If he, in his de- 
sire to relieve the poor, would agree to reduce 
salt one third, then I would vote with him on 
the twine. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Is it in order to move 
to amend the amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. ‘Then I move to amend 
by adding ‘twine for cotton bagging.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I have offered 
this amendment in good faith for a specific 
purpose. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. So have I. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I do not mean 
by that remark to imply that the Senator from 
Texas has offered his amendment in bad faith, 
but I think as connected with their vocation 
the fishermen certainly ought to have some 
little consideration from the Senate. I reply 
to the Senator from Illinois by saying that I 
did not expect opposition from that quarter. 
I have been perhaps during the latter part of 
the night following his example, and I propose 
to test him in a case connected quite proxi- 
mately with his own State. This is a measure 
for the relief of the fishermen who are sup- 
plying the market of Chicago, the pride of the 
Senator, the great city of the Northwest. I 
propose to relieve them to the amount of $300 
in this tax, andI called for the yeas and nays 
for the purpose of putting Senators on the 
record on the subject. I desire tosee whether 
this boon will be denied to men who are ex- 
posing their lives in an-occupation so perilous 
and attended with so little profit, and there- 
fore I have asked for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I hope the Senator’s 
amendment will be successful. I wish it to 
pass; and I wish to bring the extreme North 
and the South together on this question, so as 
to unite these two interests, the fish and the 
cotton bags. I hope they will both pass. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of theSenator from Texas 
to the amendment of the Senator from Michi- 
gan, to add ‘‘twine for cotton bagging.” 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 26, 
noes 15. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the amendment as amend- 
ed, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

-The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Carpenter, Cas- 
serly, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, Kel- 
logg, Logan, Norwood, Osborn, Pool, Ransom, Rob- 
ertson, Stockton, Vickers, and Wright—23. 

, NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Blair, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cole, Cooper, Fenton, Freling- 
huysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Kelly, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 


ton, Nye, Pomeroy, Saulsbury, Scott, Sherman. 

Stevenson, Thurman, Trumbull, and Wilson—25, 
ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Cameron, 

Cragin, Davis of Kentueky, Davis of West Virginia, 


Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton 


i| of Texas, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Patterson, 


Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, Tipton, West, and Win- 
dom—26. 
_ So the amendment, as amended, was re- 
jected. 


Mr. WRIGHT, Ihave an amendment to 


| offer to the free list, and if I can have the at- 
‘tention of the Senate, it is an amendment 


that I hardly imagine will meet with much 
opposition. If we had not been at work so 
long, and if it were not so late an hour of the 
night, I say in all good faith I should deem it 
my duty to present at length.the views I enter- 
tain on the question. Itis only to insert one 
word inone line. If thevote be taken by yeas 
and nays I shall record my vote of course in 
favor of the proposition I make. In view of 
the hour of the night and of the great anxiety 
to pass this bill, I shall content myself with 
making the motion, saying at the same time that 
while there are abundant reasons in favor of 
the proposition, I find an all-sufficient one in 
the fact that the General Assembly of my State, 
representing as intelligent a constituency as is 
to be found in this nation, have instracted my 
colleague and myself to vote for this amend- 
ment. I trust that it will meet with little if 
any opposition, and that we shall have a vote 
upon it at once. Itis to insert after ‘logs,’’ in 
line three hundred and thirty-seven, page 27, 
the word ‘‘ lumber;’’ so that the line will read, 
“ logs, lumber, and round manufactured timber 
net otberwise provided for, and ship timber.” 
The effect is to put lumber on the free list. 
That is all I have to say about the amendment, 
and Í ask for a vote upon it. 

Mr. BOREMAN, (at one o'clock and 
twenty minutes, Friday morning.) There are 
a dozen or two amendments yet to be offered, 
and I think it is idle to undertake to complete 
this bill to-night. I therefore move that the 
Senate adjourn. [t Nol!’ **Nol’’] 

Mr. CHANDLER called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 84; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hitch- 
cock, Kellogg, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, 
Scott, Stevenson, and Vickers—20, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, Carpen- 
ter, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Howe, 
Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Ransom, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sherman, Sprague, 
Stockton, Thurman, Trumbull, Wilson, Windom, 
and Wright—34, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Nye, Patterson, Pratt, Rice, Schurz, 
Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, Tipton, and West—20. 


So the Senate refused. to adjourn, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa, adding lumber to the free list. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I rise to offer an amend- 
ment, and in offering it I wish to say that I 
do not desire to be deemed persistent by the 
Senate, but I feel bound to offer it, and I 
desire a minute or two to state my reason for 
so doing. It is on page 78, section twenty- 
seven, line five, after the word ‘tax?’ to 
insert ‘and all taxes from incomes.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana certainly does not mean that 
his amendment should come in there, because 
the line which he proposes to amend is simply 
the title of the act of 1868, and the amend- 
ment if inserted there would have no effect 
whatever. ; 

Mr. KELLOGG. The section now reads: 

That all internal taxes now assessed or liable to 
be assessed against, but not collected from ship- 
builders as manufacturers, under section four of the 
act of March 31, 1868, entitled “ An act to exempt. 
certain manufactures from internal tax, and for 
other purposes,” for sales of vessels, be, and the same 
are hereby, remitted, and no further assessments 
shall be made on account thereof. 

I move to amend the section by adding 
‘and all taxes from incomes are hereby re- 

ealed.” 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. That would be 
in order, but certainly the other would not be, - 
as line five is simply describing the title of an 
act. The Senator from Louisiana moves to 
amend section twenty-seven by adding ‘and 
all income taxes are hereby repealed.” 
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Mr. KELLOGG. I shall occupy but a 
single moment in stating to the Senate why I 
feel bound to offer this amendment irrespective 
of any other consideration. I have sat here 
since yesterday at eleven o’clock, and voted 
generally, sometimes I have not, but pretty 
persistently, I admit, for adjournment since 
eleven o'clock last evening, for I thought it 
better to adjourn, but otherwise I have voted 
constantly for the motions of those who de- 
sired to reduce the tariff in the interest of the 
people, to reduce taxes in the interest of the 
people, as my friend from Illinois. stated 
awhile ago. Now, sir, I offer this amendment 
in the interest of the people. ‘Ihe great cen- 
ters, the great corporations, banks and rail- 
road companies it is said have paid their 
income tax. The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, who I believe sits in the Chamber, 
will tell you that of twelve or thirteen millions 
to be collected, and ove half collected, the 
half that is not collected is not to be collected 
from people away from the business centers, 
not from corporations, but from people in such 
cities as New Orleans and Charleston, where 
hundreds of merchants have not. paid their 
income tax and are endeavoring to negotiate 
loans at from two and a halfto three per cent. 
a month in order to pay their income tax. I 
propose to relieve that class of people. 

Mr. SAWYER. Imoveto amend the amend- 
ment by adding the following : 

And the States which have not paid their full pro- 
portion of the direct tax imposed by the act of 
August 5, 1861, are hereby released from all further 
payment on account of said tax. 

One word in explanation. The principle of 
the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana 
is to remit the income tax which has not been 
paid by those who owe it for the last year. 

Now, I want to carry out the principle and 
remit to those States who are delinquent the 
direct tax of 1861. The one rests on exactly 
the same principle as the other; and there are 
stronger reasons for my proposition than for 
his, because those States are so impoverished 

that it is a very difficult matter for them to 


pay. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. We have 
all heard of this income tax before. I have 
uniformly voted for the repeal of the income 
tax. -All of us understand the subject. Then 
why the necessity of explaining it here over 
and over again? I hope gentlemen in their 
explanations of these measures will under- 
stand that there have been forty members on 
this floor all night who have not opened their 
mouths, and I hope they will ascribe to the 
gentlemen who say nothing some degree of 
intelligence when they are undertaking to 
explain to them their views upon matters that 
are brought before this Chamber. We know 
that when the yeas and nays are called our 
names are there, and we make our record in 


that way. I hope we shall be allowed to go 
on with the bill. : 
Mr. CALDWELL. I am one of those 


members, who have sat here all night without 
saying anything. TheSenator from Louisiana 
says he has voted since eleven o'clock yester- 
day for adjournment. I think he is inclined 
to continue voting for an adjournment in 
offering this amendment. I am as much 
opposed to this income tax as he is, or any 
other Senator, and Iam in favor of passing 
this tariff biil; but I do not believe we shall 
pass it to-night if we undertake to put that 
amendment upon it. I shall therefore vote 
against bis proposition. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to correct the 
Senator. I have not voted for adjournment 
at all, except since last night at eleven o’ clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from South Carolina, . 

Mr. ALCORN. We have sat here since 
eleven o'clock yesterday, and it is now half 
past one o'clock. I desire to submit to the 
Senate that they can do this for the reason that 


they can step into the cloak-room or else- 
where and take occasionally a siesta ; they can 
go to their rooms; they can go to the lanch- 
room and there refresh themselves. But I 
desire to appeal to them in behalf of the 
officers of the Senate; the Chief Clerk of 
the Senate who sits there; the reporters’ who 
sit there, and the Sergeant-at-Arms and other 
officers attending. JI ask the Senate whether 
these men can sit here day. after day without 
refreshment to abide the will of the Senate on 
adjournment? 

So far as this tariff billis concerned we can- 
not possibly get through with it, if we continue 
it now, before six o’clock in the morning, I 
see that every Senator around me hag an 
amendment in his hand. I have two myself 
that I kave been trying for the last three hours 
to get an opportunity to offer; and I see each 
and every Senator has a paper in his hand. 
Amendment after amendment is to be offered, 
and there sit your officers, and I ask whether 
we can afford to work them here for full twenty- 
four hours without refreshment, after having 
passed the eight-hour law too. [Laughter.} 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi will allow me, I should like 
to make a suggestion to the Senate, which is, 
that we vote on all further amendments with- 
ont debate ; and in that way I think we can 
close the bill in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ALCORN. I say to the Senator that I 
should be perfectly willing to agree to that, 
but each and every Senator feels that it is 
necessary for him to explain his amendment, 
for he feels that the Senate could not possibly 
vote understandingly unless they had his ex- 
planation to go along with the amendment; 
and upon my word I feel so with regard to the 
amendments I propose to offer. I am willing 
that every Senator shall be subject to that 
rule except myself. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Then, with 
the exception of the Senator from Mississippi, 
I ask if we cannot agree unanimously that all 
further debate shall cease upon this bill? 

Several Senators. Agreed, agreed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to that proposition? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. 1 have an amendment 
to offer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This does not 
preclude amendments, but only further debate 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FLANAGAN, But I want to explain 
it when I present it, 

Several Senators. Oh, no; do not object. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition of the Senator from 
Vermont? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Then I will 
make the proposition, with the exception of the 
Senator from Texas. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont renews the proposition except- 
ing the Senator from Texas. Is there objec- 
tion to it in that shape? [No P> *No!?*] 

Mr. CHANDLER. One objection is suthi- 
cient. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is in a 
different shape, however. 

Mr.POOL. I propose to add to that exception 
“ and such other Senators as wish to speak.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made. The question is on the amendment to 
the amendment, offered by the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. LOGAN. Can I offer a substitute for 


both ? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
doubts whether it would bein order. If the 


Senator will send it up, the Chair will rule 
upon it. [After examining.] This will not 
be in order until after the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina is disposed of. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I know we cannot 
get through with this bill to-night, and there- 
fore I move to adjourn. 


r 


Several Sewarors. No, no; let us get 
through with the bill. 

Mr. NYE. Before that motion is put I 
want to stamp this bill a little with my impress. 
I have got one word that I want to insert in it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Texas withdraw his motion or not? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. No, sir, I do not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Chair 
must submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. J call for the yeas and 
nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I desire to say to the 
Senate, and have my remark put in the proper 
place, that on a question which affected the 
citizens of my own town very much, the ques- 
tion of earthenware, I was paired with the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THurman.] I would 
have voted to keep the duty on earthenware 
and he would have voted the other way.. I 
had no other opportunity to make this state- 
ment. I vote ‘‘nay’’ on the pending motion, 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 
84; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Lewis, Osborn, 
Pool, Scott, Stevenson, Vickers, and Windom—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, Carpen- 
ter, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Fonton, 
Ferry of Michigan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hill, Howe, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, 
Nye, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Saw- 
yer, Sherman, Stockton, Thurman, Trumbull, Wil- 
son, and Wright—34, 

BSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Jamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
Pratt, Rice, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, 
Sumner, Tipton, and West—22. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. CLayron] desires an executive 
session, and I move that we proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from South Carolina, to 
remit the direct tax levied on the States yet 
remaining unpaid. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana, which is to repeal the income tax. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to amend that amend- 
ment by inserting the following in lieu of it: 

That all taxes heretofore collected on incomes 
shall be refunded, with interest thereon from the 
time of collection; that the amount disbursed for 
this purpose shall be replaced by a tax on salt; and | 
hereafter all persons who have incomes sball be 
exempt from the payment of taxes; and such rev- 
enues as are required for the economical adminis- 
tration of the Government shall be collected ex- 
clusively from those who have no income. 


[Laughter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the substitute offered by the Senator 
from Ilinois. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. KELLOGG. 
nays on that. 

Several SENATORS, 
has been announced. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen: 
ator demand the ycas and nays on the amend- 
ment as amended? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair had 
declared that the ayes appeared to have it,and” 
then that the ayes did have it. He now. thinks 
the call for the yeas and nays is too late. The 
question recurs on agreeing to the amendment 
as amended. eee 

The amendment, as amended, was rejected. 


I call for the yeas and 


Itis too late; the vote 
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--Mr. FENTON, -I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to come in at the close of the twenty- 
second section, on the seventy-sixth page of the 
bill.. I send it to the Secretary’s desk. It is to 
perfect the last clause of that section, to make 
the language more explicit and clear. It is 
to strike out the words ‘on not exceeding 
$2,000,” at the end of that section, and insert: 
tt so that the excess only above $2,000 in the 
name of any one person shall be subject to 
taxation ;’’ so that the clause will read : 

And the exemption from tax authorized by the 
said section of deposits of less than $500, made in 
the name of one person, in associations or compa- 
nies known as providentinstitutions, savings banks, 
savings funds, or savings institutions, is hereby 
extended to deposits so made so that the excess only 
above $2,000 in the name of any one person shall be 
subject to taxation. 

This is to make the section perfectly clear, 
and relieve it from all ambignity or doubt. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is clear enough now. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
know whether this amendment is right or 
wrong, but I have made up my mind to vote 
against every amendment that is now pronosed 
to this bill, whether right or wrong, in order 
that we may reach some conclusion. 

Mr. ALCORN. I will say to Senators that 
some of the amendments which have been 
lately offered — 

Mr. FENTON, There can be no objection 
to this amendment. a 

“Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding to the last word.: 

Provided, That all taxes upon incomes are hereby 
repealed, ; 
` Mr. TRUMBULL. Is that in order? 

Mr. MORTON. That amendment has been 
moved two or three times. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana to explain his amendment. 
Ido not understand it exactly. 
` The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposi- 
tion has not been voted upon exactly in this 
form at any time as yet. It was proposed to 
an amendment of the Senator from Illinois, 
and then it was voted down. It was pre- 
viously offered as an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana, which had 
another object in view. It, hasnot been offered 
in this connection before. 

Mr. TRUMBULL., ` I regret exceedingly 
to see the Senate of the United States taken 
into a matter of amusement. It may be pleas- 
ant and gratifying to a few gentlemen here to 
get up what seems to be sport in these last 
days of an important session of Congress. 
This is one of the most important bills we have 
had before us; and here are Senators whose 
health scarcely permits of their ‘remaining, 
but they are staying here at this hour of the 
night undertaking to discharge a public duty 
and close the session at the time agreed upon 
by the two Houses. 1 confess that Lam mor- 
tified that there should be an attempt to pro- 
long the hours and wear out the members of 
the body by repeated motions, first in one 
form and then in another, but substantially 
the same proposition, in order to exhaust the 
patience of members and prevent the discharge 
of public duty. I hope Senators will refrain 
from this course for the credit of the Senate 
if for nothing else. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish the Senator 
from Illinois had thought of this about four 
months ago. If he had, we could have finished 
our business and been ready now to adjourn. 
But here was the Senator from Hlinois night 
and day, day aud night, in season and out of 


season, proclaiming his great reform, crying 


‘Reformi? “ Retrenchment? Now, Mr. 
President, it is ramored that the Senator from 
Tlinois has paid back that $10,000 with six 
-per cent, interest, and I wish to know whether 
he has, because if he has [am ready now to 
listen : 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Will the 
Senator allow me? I rise to a question of 
order, In the first place there is no amend- 


ment on which the honorable Senator is speak- 
ing. Then his remarks are personal. Weare 
engaged ona greavbill. With all due defer- 
ence I appeal to my friend from Michigan to 
allow us to go on with the bill, and also to my 
friend from Louisiana to withdraw a proposi- 
tion that must be defeated. Let us go through 
with the bill and go home. 

Mr. KELLOGG. [I desire to say that I 
offered this amendment in good faith. Other 
Senators offer amendments, and they are im- 
portuned to recall them or withhold them, and 
they never. do it. Ido not know why, when E 
offer an amendment of this kind, of import- 
ance to those whom I have the honor to repre- 
sent, I should be overpersuaded to withdraw 


it. I appreciate what my friend from Illinois 
has said. I know that this is a very import- 
ant bill. I felt so when the bill was first 


taken up, and it grieved me to the heart to 
hear my honorable friend from Illinois appeal 
to the Senate and talk about the Constitution 
being wrecked and the tottering ark of the 
Union being broken, and he putting forth his 
hand to save it, all because there was a reso- 
lution to limit debate to five minutes! Why, 
sir, this is a matter of considerable importance 
to my constituents. Whether the people of 
the South shall pay three and a half millions 
of income tax depends on the simple incorpo- 
ration of eight words in this bill. 

Mr. NYE. Lused five minutes in the course 
of this bill, and was brought up very short 
when that time ended. But now it is very 
palpable that the Senator from Louisiana has 
by these dilatory motions occupied more than 
two hours of this Senate to-night; and the 
moment this is voted down, then comes a 
motion to adjourn, and I feel for one that it 
is trifling with this bill and trifling with the 
Senate. I cannot help feeling so, especially 
when I see around me combinations that are 
determined to delay business. Iam very well 
along up to sixty years; I am getting too old 
to be played with at this time of night. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Now I desire to. ask 
my fricnd if I have moved to adjourn. once 
to-night? 

Mr. NYE. But you get others to do it. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Not at all. I am not 
responsible for others. 

Mr. NYE. I have no charges to make, 
certainly, and none to excuse; but it is per- 
fectly palpable that we could have passed this 
bill before twelve o'clock if there had not been 
a settled determination that it should not pass 
to-night, and I regard it ag trifling with the 
Senate. If the honorable Senator lives in a 
region of country where they cannot pay their 
income tax, let him move out, [laughter,] and 
not stand here aud ask us, when our locks are 
wet with the drops of the night over and over 
again, to foist an amendment on the bill when 
the Senate has declared against him over and 
over to forgive his constituents their income 
tax. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Once only has there been 
a vote taken on my amendment, and then it 
was carried overwhelmingly. I only ask now 
a simple vote. I call for the yeas and nays on 
this proposition. 

Mr. BLAIR. How many times can the Sen- 
ator speak ? ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana has spoken three times on 
his amendment; altogether about four min- 
utes. 

Mr. KELLOGG. As the Senator from 
Missouri seems to be so anxious and so sen- 
sitive in regard to the time I occupy, I will 
occupy the other minute. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
has now half a minute. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Very well, sir. I desire 
to say again that I have not moved an adjourn- 
ment to-night; I have not moved an executive 
session to-night; I have not moved dilatory 
motions; I have moved but one singleamend- 
ment, and that was carried by a vote of more 


than two to one, and that is the amendment 
that I now renew. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
time has expired. oof 
Mr. MORTON. Isuppese I stay here with 
more inconvenience than any member of the 
Senate, perhaps with more injustice to myself, 
but I say for one that I am prepared to stay 
here until to-morrow morning to pass this bill 
rather than to submit to any attempt to defeat 

it by any sort of maneuvering. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state, in response to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, that if this had been an 
appropriation bill, or if the rule in regard to 
appropriation bills applied to this bill so that 
amendments could be laid on the table, the 
bill would probably have been disposed of some 
time since; but that was probably not thought 
of when the Senator from Ohio offered the rule 
under which this bill has been acted on, 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President there have 
been several remarks made here to-night that 
Ithink are not justified by anything that has 
oceurred. An hour or two since I inquired of 
the chairman of the committee who has this 
bill in charge if in his opinion it could be 
concluded to-night. His answer is now on 
record that he did not believe it could be, and, 
therefore, so far as he was concerned he con- 
sented to an adjournment. I want to know 
who it is that has been filibustering. There 
are members of this body who have deliber- 
ately combined to prevent an adjournment 
when the Senator who has charge of the bill 
bas stated on the floor of the Senate that he 
did not believe it.could be perfected to-night 
and voted himself to adjourn. I do not think 
it is fair for Senators to rise on the floor of the 
Senate and charge those of us who vote for 
an adjournment at this hour of the morning 
with having combined for the purpose of 
obstructing the business of the Senate. If 
some of those same Senators will look back at 
the Globe they will find much more severe stric- 
tures on the opposite side of the same ques- 
tion. It might be interesting to them to turn 
back and read their own speeches on the 
opposite side. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I voted to adjourn once 
or twice, because I thought the Senate was not 
in very good condition to pass on so important 
a bill, for I saw that there was a feeling of 
irritation, or impatience, and I was disposed 
to adjourn; but after eleven o’clock, when the 
last important vote was taken on this bill and 
it was manifestly in such a position that. it 
ought to pass without any further amendments, 
except such as Senators might see proper to 
offer, Lhave voted against'adjournment. Now 
I think, after this little conversation, we might 
go on and vote understandingly on any pend- 
ing amendments and finish the bill. It is 
manifest thatif we adjourn we must adjourn 
to some hour past twelve o’clock, and if we 
can finish the bill'in the next hour we can 
probably meet here at one or two o’clock and 
go. on with the appropriation bill without 
serious delay. 

I will not delay the Senate by continuing 
remarks, I bave sat here without replying to 
many remarks that have been made, without 
explaining amendments, without opposing 
amendments, and on the whole I think it has 
probably been the bettercourse. I wouldlike 
now to finish the bill, because if we should 
adjourn now and commence again at twelve 
o’clock we should probably continue all day 
to-morrow and all to-morrow night passing 
this bill, 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. President 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair 
thinks the Senator from Kausas has spoken 
once on this proposition. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I have no speech to 
make, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Louis: 
iana, which is to. add a repeal of the income 
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tax to the proposition of the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 38; as follows: 
-- YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Carpenter, Chandler, 


Conkling, Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Kellogg, Osborn, 
and Pool—9., 


_ NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman. Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, Cooper, 
Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Freling- 
huysen, Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Will, Hiteh- 
cock, Howe, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Nye, 
Ramsey, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sherman, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Trumbuil, Vickers, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—33, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Lewis, Patterson, Pom- 
eroy, Pratt, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Scott, 
Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, Fip- 
ton, and West~-27. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
New York. 

_ Mr. FENTON. I ask the Secretary to read 
the amendment, that the Senate may under- 
stand it. 

The Cuter CuerK. The amendment is to 
strike out the words ‘‘of not exceeding 
$2,000,’’ on line twenty-four, page 76, and 
insert: 

So that the excess only above $2,000 in the name 
of any one person shall be subject to taxation. 


Mr. FENTON. Let the paragraph be read 
as amended. 

The Cuier CLerk. If amended as proposed, 
it will read: 


And the exemption from tax, authorized by the 
said section, of deposits of less than five hundred 
doilars, made in the name of one person, in associa- 
tions or companies known as provident institulious, 
aavings banks, savings funds, or savings institu- 
tions, is hereby extended to deposits so made, so that 
the excess of only above $2,000 premium of any one 
person shall be subject to taxation. 


Mr. FENTON. It will be seen that it is 
only carrying out clearly and definitely the 
intention of the clause. f 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FENTON. I have another amend- 
ment, and as my friend from. Vermontsaid he 
was going to .vote against all, I will ask his 
attention to this. It is an amendment which 
he suggested that I offer instead of himself, it 
meeting his approval. On page 82, at the end 
of section nine, I propose to add 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Tobe entirely 
frank, itis an amendment the Senator came 
to me to offer and I told him I approved of it 
but preferred that he should offer it. 

Mr. FENTON. A gentleman of New York 
came to me and stated that he had called on 
the Senator from Vermont, and that the 
amendment I now offer met his approval, and 
he suggested that the Senator from New York, 
being from the State in which the gentleman 
resided, had better offer the amendment him- 
self. Iafterward went to the Senator from 
Vermont, and he repeated the suggestion, say- 
ing that it met his approval. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
any time before two o'clock, [Laughter.] 

Mr. FENTON. Task that the amendment 
be read. : 

The Curer CLerk. The proposed amend- 
mentis on page 32, at the end of section nine, 
to insert: 

And said section is intended to apply to all arti- 
cles or parts of articYes made wholly of foreign 
material, which, at the time of export, were or may 
be attached to any other articles or parts of 
articles. 

Mr. BOREMAN. What does that mean? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It is in regard 
to the drawback on fire-arms, shovels, &e. 

Mr. FENTON. It may be important that 
the section should be read, unless Senators 
generally understand the scope of the proviso. 

Mr. MORTON. . No; we are against it 


unanimously. 


I ask for the yeas and 


It would at |i 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York can read the section himself 
or have the Secretary read it. 

Mr. FENTON. Wil the Secretary please 
read the section ? ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The section, as 
proposed to be amended, will be read. 

The Cuter CLerk. The section, if amended 
as proposed, will read: 

That where fire-arms, shovels, spades, axes, 


hatchets, hammers, plows, cultivators, mowing- 
machines, and reapers manufactured with stocks or 


| handles made of wood grown in the United States 


are exported for benefit of drawback under section 
four of the act of August 5, 1861, and entiticd “ An 
act. to provide increased revenue from imports, to 
pay interest on the public debt, and for other. pur- 
poses,” such articles shall be entitled to such draw- 
back, under that act, in all cases when the imported 
material exceeds one half of the value of the mate- 
rial used. And said section is intended to apply to 
ali articles or parts of articles made wholly of for- 
eign material which at the time of export were or 
may jpe attached to any other articles or parts of 
articles. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FENTON. T offer another amendment 
unless my friend from New Jersey will do 


it 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should like 
to offer an amendment, with the consent of 
the Senator from New York, to come in the 
same section. 

Mr. FENTON. Very well. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. In section nine, 
line one, page 32, after the word ‘‘where’’ I 
move to insert ‘‘locomotives and locomotive 
tires and ware ;’’ on the third line, after the 
word “ handles,” to insert “fixtures.” The 
object of the amendment is this: by the sec- 
tion, as the Senate understand, articles manu- 
factured of foreign material exported are 
entitled to a drawback. Locomotives and 
parts of locomotives and locomotive tires are 
manufactured to a great degree of foreign 
material, and exported to South America; 
but some part of them is made of wood, and 
consequently the word ‘‘fixtures’’ is intro- 
duced, It is bringing locomotives and loco- 


| motive tires in the same position with culti- 


vators, which are made partly of wood and 
artly of iron. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator trom New 
Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. j 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Thatisan amend- 
ment which certainly should not be voted down. 
[‘ Too late.’ ] It may be too late, but it will 
come up in the conference committee I sup- 
pose. I have another amendment to offer, 


| On page 5, line twenty-eight of section two, 
after the words ‘‘iron wire’’ I move to. insert 


“Cor wire cut in lengths wholly or partially 
manufactured;’’. and as apart of the same 
amendment, on the thirty-first line, after the 
word ‘‘chain’’? I move to insert ‘‘ or wire cut 
in lengths.’ The law which gives a protec- 
tion to iron wire is evaded by cutting the wire 
in lengths and using it for safes, &c. This is 
to prevent that evasion of the law. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move, on page 10, in 
line sixty-two of section four, after the word 
t salis,” to insert ‘argols or crude tartar,” 
so as to read: ‘on Rochelle salts,” &. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iwiilmerely 
say that argols and crude tartar have been free 
for two or three years. 

Mr. MORTON. It must be obvious now to 
Senators that the Senate is not in a humor to 
put another amendment on this bill. I there- 


| fore appeal to Senators to let us vote. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I want the satisfaction 
of having a vote on my amendment. I do not 
mean to make a speech upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. NYE. Now, I have got one word to 
come in here that I want the consent of the 


Senator from Ohioto. After the word “dates,” 
in line ninety-three of section four, page 12, 
I wish to insert the word ‘ prunes.” They 
are a kindred fruit, very much alike, and it is 
an article of considerable consumption in our 
country. I hope the amendment will be made. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That is right: 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ALCORN. I regret exceedingly, Mr. 
President, to annoy the Senate by offering an 
amendment, but I have a duty to discharge here. 
While I have very great regard for the opinion 
of Senators in respect to the propriety of 
amendments, I only have to say that I think 
it is rather a hard rule that those of us who 
have sat here patiently awaiting action on 
amendments offered by others, and listening 
to long debates, some gentlemen occupying five 
minutes for twenty different periods of time, 
should now at this early bour in the morning 
be told that the time has passed for amend- 
ments to this bill. It may be possible that 
the time has passed and that the Senate will 
uot consider them, but so far as I am con- 
cerned, I have a duty to discharge. My amend- 
ment is to strike out the amendment of the 
Senate committee in lines fifty-nine and sixty 
of section two on page 7. It refers to coal- 
tar, bitumen, and pitch, &e., an article that is 
used in the country generally. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Mississippi that 
unfortunately his amendment is not in order 
under the rule. 

Mr. ALCORN. That is very unfortunate. 
(Laughter. ] . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In Committee 
of the Whole these two lines were stricken out 
and that amendment bas been concurred in in 
the Senate. There were two votes upon it 
and there is now no way in which that clause 
can be reached. l 


Mr. ALCORN. I am very unfortunate 
indeed. {Laughter.] 
Mr. VICKERS. I ofer an amendment. 


Add to the ninth section : 


That foreign-built iron ships of not less than two 
thousand tons, when owned by citizens of the United 
States, may after six months trom the passage of this 
act be registered in this country exclusively for for- 
eign trade, under such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, 
That such registry may be made within one year 
from the passage of this act. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
say to the Senator from Maryland that if this 
is germane to the bill he does not kuow what 
would not be. ‘The section in regard to ship- 
building was germane, because it came first 
from the House of Representatives and related 
to taxes, which is the subject of this bill. 
This relates to a commercial question; the 
registry of vessels. The Chair thinks it is not 
in order. 

Mr. VICKERS. There have been several 
amendments in regard to ships. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That is true; 
but a great many of the others were more 
germane than this. This is a bill to reduce 
duties and internal taxes. While you can re- 
duce duties and rebate taxes on articles, the 
Chair thinks that the registry of vessels is 
beyond the province of the bill. 

Mr. VICKERS. There has been an amend- 
ment made to this section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is true; 
but it was an dmendment to the proposition of 
the House in regard to a rebate on articles 
used in ship-building, which came within the 
province of the bill either with or without our 
rule. The Chair thinks this is not an amend- 
ment that would be in order any more than a 
proposition to change the names of registered 
vessels and so on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish tosay a word in 
regard to the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland. bas 
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‘The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not pend- 
ing.. The Chairthinks itis not in order under 
the rule adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But I wanted to argue 
that it was in order and was perfectly germane, 
and: hence if the Chair decides that it is not in 
order, I shall be compelled to appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, and .on that I shall 
make some remarks. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Maryland insists upon it after theintima- 
tion of the Chair, the Chair will ruie upon it, 
so that the Senator from Michigan can appeal 
and debate it; butif the Senator from Mary- 
land does not insist upon it, there is nothing to 
appeal from. 

Mr. VICKERS. I will insist to enable the 
Senator from Michigan to make his remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland insists on the amendment, and 
the Chair rules that in accordance with the 
rule adopted by the Senate it is not germane 


to this bill, from which decision the Senator. 


from Michigan appeals, and the question is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. This whole section is 
not germane to the bill at all; it is a shipping 
section ; and I propose to move the bill reported 
from the Committee on Commerce as a substi- 
tute for this section. Certainly the whole of 
that substitute is perfectly germane. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The steamboat 
bill now pending on a conference report? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that would be as germane as this. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir; I have that in 
my desk. I submit that this is perfectly ger- 
mane, and hence I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. , 

Mr. MORTON I move to lay the appeal on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, FLANAGAN. I have an amendment 
to offer, and I regret very much that it had not 
been acted upon at an earlier hour. J am not 
aware, however, that I have acted so very im- 
properly as to preclude the idea of justice 
being done in the Senate of the United States, 
notwithstanding the decree has gone forth here 
from my friend, the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont, that he is indisposed to vote for any 
amendment, be it right or wrong. We stop 
not there, sir. On the other side of the House, 
my distinguished friend from Indiana, with 
whom I love to vote upon nearly all occasions, 
has made it known that the temper of the 
Senate is such as not to look favorably to any 
amendment, ‘This is very remarkable. I am 
no filibuster. It is true I offered a motion 
once this evening to adjourn. I did that in 
good faith, and I have voted every time the 
proposition has been submitted to adjourn, 

ut with no intention to endanger in any way, 
manner, or shape the passage of this bill. I 
have been anxious for it from the first. 

Now, the amendment I offer is to strike out 
on page 26 lines three hundred and sixteen, 
three hundred and seventeen, three hundred 
and eighteen, and three hundred and nineteen. 
Will the Secretary be so kind as to read the 
amendment? 

The Caer Currx. The amendment isto 
strike out the following words: 


Hides, namely, Angora goat-skins, raw, without 
the wool, unmanufactured ; asses’ skins, raw, un- 
manufactured. 

Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, 
salted, or pickled, and skins, excépt sheep-skins 
with the wool on. 


Mr. FLANAGAN. I have here the New 
York Tribune of the 29th, and in presenting 
this testimony I present that which is Liberal, 
[laughter,] and the proposition that I submit 
J leave to the sense of the Senate of the United 
States. I go back to first principles, and I 
will read this if I can get the attention of the 
Senate. 

““Hides.-The market has ruled extremely quiet 


throughout the week, pending the action of Congress 
in regard to the tariff question.” 


It will be seen by reading further on that | 


Texas, in the enumeration of the number of 
hides on hand, has 46,300. They are worth 
a quarter of a million dollars from the prices 
as here given. Now, sir, why should they not 
be protected? It isnot only my State, but the 
whole southern States are directly and deeply 
interested in this article ; and in the State of 
Texas, where we have eight or ten million 
cattle, it ig no inconsiderable item ; it is next 
in rank to cotton, the great staple ofthe Union 
so far as gold is concerned. It isa vast con- 
sideration. These hides go to New York. 
“The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
time has just expired. He spoke three min- 
utes before the reading of the amendment, and 
two minutes since. 
Mr. FLANAGAN. I suppose it is very 
satisfactory that the time is out. ([Laughter. } 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 


from Texas. 
Mr. FLANAGAN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 12, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Chandler, Clayton, Conk- 
ling, Flanagan, Hitchcock. Kellogg, Morton, Osborn, 
Pool. Ramsey, and Windom—12, j 

NAYS—Messsrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Bore- 
man, Caldwell, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Cragin, Fre- 
linghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Harlan, Howe, Johnston, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Nye, Ransom, Sauls- 
bury, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, Wilson, and 
Wright—32.. y 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cameron, Carpenter, Corbett, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Lewis, Logan, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pratt, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, 
Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and 
West—30. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. OSBORN. I move, on page 21, line 
two hundred and four, of section five, tostrike 
out ‘* arrow-root.’? Ido that for the reason 
that the cultivation of arrow-root is being un- 
dertaken very extensively in my own State, 
and I should be glad to have that stricken 
from the free list. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SAWYER. I offer the following amend- 
ment to come in on page 34, after line ten, of 
section sixteen: 

Sec. —. That thereshall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, a commission of three persons, who shall be 
selected from civil life, solely with reference to their 
character and capacity for an honest and impartial 
investigation, and of whom at least one shall be 
practically identified with the laboring interests 
of the country, and who shall hold office for the 
period of one year from the date of their appoint- 
ment unless their duties shall have been sooner 
accomplished, who shall investigate the subject of 
the wages and hours of labor, and, of the division 
of the joint profits of Jabor and capital between the 
laborer and the capitalist, and the social, educa- 
tional, and sanitary condition of the laboring pop- 
ulation of the United States, and how the same are 
affected by existing laws regulating commerce, 
finance, and currency: Provided, That said com- 
missioners shall be appointed irrespective of partisan 
considerations, and from civil life. 

Sec. —. That said commissioners shall receive an 
annual salary of $5,000 each; shall be authorised to 
employ a clerk at an annual salary of $2,500, and 
shall report the result of their investigation to the 
President, to be by him transmitted to Congress; 
and there is, hereby appropriated for the payment 
of said salaries $17,500, and $1,000 in addition thereto 
for stationery and postage for the use of said com- 
missioners. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Is that in order, Mr. 
President? : 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that by general parliamentary law an 
amendment offeredin Committee of the Whole 
can be renewed in the Senate. The embar- 
rassment about this isthe fact that thisamend- 
ment was received by the Senate before they 
adopted any restrictive rule in regard to 
amendments to this bill. After it was offered 
they adopted a rule which requires that every- 
thing shall be strictly germane to the biil.: 


Having received it and considered it in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the Senator from South 
Carolina now offers it in the Senate. The 
Chair will submit to the Senate whether they 
will receive it, as they have received it once 
as in Committee of the Whole. The ques- 
tion is, Shall it be received by the Senate as 
an amendment to the bill under the rule? 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This vote is to 
decide whether under this rule the Senate can 
now receive this amendment, having adopted 
this rule since it was first received ag in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ï agreed to pair with 
the Senator from: Massachusetts [Mr. Sum- 
NER] on this subject. I suppose he would 
probably vote to receive the amendment. I 
should vote against receiving it, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Casserly, Clayton, Conk- 
ling, Cragin, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Morton, Osborn, Pool, 


Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, and Wilson—18, , 
NAYS— Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Bore- 


man, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Cooper, 
Corbett, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, 
Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Nye, 


Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sherman, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Stockton, Vickers, Windom, and 
Wright—28. i 
ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cameron, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hamlin, Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pratt, Rice, Schurz, Spencer, 
Stewart, Bumner, Thurman, Lipton, Trumbull, and 
est—28. 


So the amendment was not received. 


The amendments. were ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. f 

Mr. SAERMAN. Before the final passage 
of the bill, I ask that an order to print the bill 
as passed to-day be entered to-night, so that 
it may be printed for the use of the House 
to-morrow. I do this atthe request- of mem- 
bers of the House, 

The order to print was entered. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
now is on the passage of the bill, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. į 

The question being taken by yeag and nays, 
resulted—yeas 49, nays 3; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
Boreman, Caldwell, Carpenter, Casserly, Clayton, 
Cole, Conkling, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Harian, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Kellogg. Kelly, Lewis, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Pool, Ramsey, Ran- 
som, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sherman, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—49. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chandler, Scott, and Sprague—3. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Ames, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cameron, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Hdmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
Pratt, Rice, Sawyer. Schurz, Spencer, Stewart, 
Sumner, Tipton, and West—22, 


So the bill was passed. 
CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed te the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2705) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses af the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 80, 1878, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. CONKLING, I desire to move an 
adjournment, but first I wish to inquire of the 
Senator from California to what hour he wants 
us to adjourn to-morrow? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator object to the bill being taken up? 

Mr. CONKLING. I do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the ques- 


| tion is on taking it up. 
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Mr. COLE. We had better adjourn to the 
usual hour, I think. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think not. I do not 
think we can come here at eleven o'clock. 
We must have some sleep if we are going to 
do any work to-morrow, 

Mr. MORTON. Would it be in order to 
move to take a recess until nine o’clock ? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It would be. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I wish to make a 
motion. I move that the Senate take a recess 
until either one or two o'clock, if. Senators 
have any preference. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not yield for that. 

Mr. CONKLING. 1 believe I have the 


oor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California made his motion and then 
the Senator from New York took the floor to 
move an adjournment or executive session, 
which is privileged under the rule. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from New York 
rose for an‘inquiry, I thought. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not at all. 
claim the floor, and I have the floor. 

Mr: TRUMBULL, I rise to a question of 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. A motion to take a 
recess beyond the meeting the next day is not 
in order. The rule does not mean that; but 
it must be a recess during the same day, nota 
recess from day to day. That would be an 
adjournment, Besides, a motion to take a 
recess is not in order while another motion is 


pending. 

The. VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order made by the Senator 
from Illinois, because by a standing rule the 
Senate meets at eleven o'clock each day, and 
although the legislativeday would continue for 
seventy-two hours ifthe Senate remained in ses- 
sion, yet a recess could not be made formally 
beyond that particular time when the next 
day’s session commences. 

Mr. CONKLING. [had no doubt that the 
point of order would be well taken, and there- 
fore I did not make the motion ; it was sug- 
gested by another Senator. I want to ask a 
question of the Chair. Is it in order to move 
that when the Senate adjourns it adjourn to 
meet at a different hour from the hour fixed? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. TJobject to entertaining 
that motion while another is pending, as not 
being in order. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. When the Sen- 
ate changed its hour to eleven o'clock it said 
“unless otherwise ordered,” which gave the 
right to change it; but that motion is not in 
order while a motion is pending to take up a 
bill. There are oaly three motions in order 
that take precedence of that now pending: 
first, for a recess, which must be to a time 
before the next meeting of the Senate; second, 
for adjournment ; aud the third for an executive 


fl 


I rose to 


The Senator 


session. 
Mr. CONKLING. I have not surrendered | 


the floor, although J will in a moment. Ido 
not know whether I am in favor of taking up, 
as one member of the Senate, the sundry civil 
bill or not. I would like to have the oppor- 
tunity of voting upon that to-morrow. The 
river and harbor bill is an important bill, and 
I know there is a great anxiety to consider it, 
and Í do not see any reason for considering 
the sundry civil bill in advance of that. I 
wish, therefore, the Senator would let us take 
a revess, or adjourn to a convenient hour, and 
then take the sense of the Senate at that hour 
ag to which bill they will proceed with. The 
Senate is very thin now, and I ask the Sena- 
tor from California to agree that we may now 
adjourn to a convenient hour, and at that hour 
take the sense of the Senate as between these 
two bills. 

Mr. COLE. I prefer the sense of the Sen- 
ate as to whether they will take up this appro- 
priation bill now. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California having charge of the appro- 
priation bills is recognized for the purpose of 
testing the sense of the Senate as to whether 
they will go on with them. He has moved to 
take up the sundry appropriation bill, and that 
question is now pending. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think I shall desire 
to antagonize the river and harbor bill, and | 
would prefer that the other bill should not be 
taken up to-night, 

Mr. HOWE. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Is it in order 
for me to move that when the Senate adjourns 
it adjourn to meet at two o’clock? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not pending 
the motion of the Senator from California, the 
Senator from Illinois having made the point 
of order. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from California. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. . The bill is taken up. 
Now I move that when the Senate adjourns it 
adjourn to meet at two o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. NYE. I move to amend by saying 
twelve o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York moves that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at two 
o’clock to-morrow, (Friday.) 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The question being put on the motion to 
adjourn, a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 25 and the noes 20. 

Mr. POOL called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Can we not compromise 
on twelve o'clock ? 

Mr. CRAGIN. I suggest one, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to compromising on twelve o'clock, as 
suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would not object to 
compromising on twelveo’clock [‘‘ Agreed.” 
‘t Agreed,’’| by unanimaqus consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, (at two o'clock 
and forty five minutes a. m. of Friday, May 
31.) Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none; and the Senate stands adjourned until 
to-morrow (Friday) at twelve o'clock. 


I move that the Senate do 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 31, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, 
D. D 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
A. G. BOOTH. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, moved that 
the rules be suspended, that the Committee 
of Claims be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1241) for the 
relief of A. G. Booth, late assistant assessor 
in the twenty-first revenue district of Pennsyl- 
vania, and that the same be passed. ; 

The billwas read. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of 
any moncy in the Treasury not other wise 
appropriated, to A. G. Booth, late assistant 
assessor in the twenty-first revenue district of 
Pennsylvania, the compensation payable to 
assessors in said district, from the 15th day of 
January, 1868, until the 8th day of April, 
1869, being the period during which he acted 


as assessor, after deducting the amount paid | 


him as assistant assessor during the same 
period. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHANKS. I move that the rules be 
suspended for the purpose of passing the bill 
(S. No. 508) for the relief of certain tribes of 
Indians in the northern superintendency ; but 
pending that motion I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Concer] to ask for a 
committee of conference. 


PORT HURON, ETC., RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. 
R. No. 255) confirming to the Port Haron and 
Lake Michigan Railroad Company the lands 
heretofore granted to the State of Michigan 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Grand Haven to Flint, and thence to Port 
Huron, and providing for the manner of issu- 
ing patents therefor, and for other purposes, 
with an amendment by the Senate, with a view 
to having the amendment of the Senate non- 
concurred in, and a committee of conference 
appointed. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Idesire to have the amend- 
ment of the Senate reported. 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I think I can explain it ina moment. The 
amendment is a provision in regard to some 
persons who have settled on the lands, con- 
firming their rights and making the judge of 
the district the arbiter. 

wh HOLMAN. Let the amendment be 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the end of the bill the following section: 

Sec. 2. That all bona fide purchasers of or settlers 
on lands embraced within the limits of the said 
grant, their assignees or legal representatives, being 
innocent purchasers of the lands they claim or oc~ 
eupy, having in good faith purchased from parties 
holding and selling said lands under and by virtue 
of a certain decree of the circuit court for the 
county of Oakland and State of Michigan, rendered 
on the Sth day of December, A. D. 1863, in a certain 
cause wherein Morgan L. Drake was plaintiff an 
the Detroit and Milwaukee Railroad Company and 
others were defendants, shall bave the right, so 
soon as the said Port Huron and Lake Michigan 
Railroad Company shall have complied with the 
conditions of this act, and before the said lands 
shall be certified by the Governor of the State of 
Michigan to said company as herein provided, to 
present to the United States district judge of the 
western district of Michigan the evidence of their 
title and purchase as aforesaid, and if their title be 
derived by purchase from persons holding under 
the sale made under the decree of the court as afore- 
said, and upon depositing in the court-for the bene- 
fit of the said Port Huron and Lake Michigan Rail- 
road Company $1 25 per acre, each one so proved to 
have been purchased as aforesaid, then the said 
district judge shall certify these facts to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, whereupon the said Secretary 
shall cause patents iu fee-simple to be issued to said 
settlers or purchasers for the lands embraced in 
their respective purchases and to each separately ; 
and the remaining lands not thus patented to set- 
tlers, occupants, or purchasers as aforesaid, shall 
be conveyed directly to the said railroad company 
according to the terms of the first section cf this 
act. k 


Mr. HOLMAN. I certainly should desire 
some explanation as to requiring those sct- 
tlers to pay $1 25 per acre for the benefit of 
this railroad company. If the circumstances 
are as seem to be indicated here, I apprehend 
that this is a provision in behalf of the rail- 
road company alone, as against the settlers, 
requiring the settlers to pay for their lands 
twice. But ifthe gentleman will move to non- 
concur and ask for a committee of conference 
I will agree to that. ; 

Mr. CONGER. That is what I desire to do. 
I move that the amendment be non-concurred 


| in, and that the House ask for a committee of 


conference. 
There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 


Mr. SHANKS. I yield to the gentleman 


| from Massachusetts, [Mr. BurLer,] to offer a 


resolution. 
HALL OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I offer 
a resolution, to which I think everybody will 
agree. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed 
by the Speaker to consider, together with. the archi- 
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tect of the Capitol extension, what changes can be 
made. in the construction and arrangement of the 
Fall of Representatives, and the offices and corri- 
dors adjacent thereto, so that the Hall of the House 
may be brought out to the outer wall.of the build- 

. ing, giving better ight and ventilation and facil- 
ity for ‘legislation, and to fit it to the increased num- 
ber: of members of the House; said committees to 
sit during the recess, and to report at any time dur- 
ing thenext session of Congress by bill, with accom- 
panying plans, or otherwise; and the necessary ex- 
penses to be paid by the Clerk of the House fromthe 
contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. | I object to a select 
committee being appointed for that purpose. 
Jt seems to me that a matter of this sort should 
be done otherwise. The architect of the Cap- 
itol extension should be instructed to make 
this investigation and report to the House. 
He can do this, and the House can act on his 
report without an investigating committee. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. J desire 
to say, in the first place, that I do not wish to 
be appointed a member of this committee. 
I have been here for six years hoping to have 
something done for the protection of the 
lives and health of Congressmen, but in vain, 
and I have therefore offered this resolution. 
I think that there should be some investiga- 
tion, and the architect of the Capito] extension 
desires to have somebody to consult with about 
so momentous a matter, and somebody to take 
charge of it after it gets back to the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope my colleague. will 
modify his resolution by striking ont that por- 
tion of it which gives the committee leave to 
report it at any time, I think the report of 
the select committee should be submitted as 
other reports are. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
modify my resolution by striking out that 

portion of it. 

Mr. ARCHER. I think the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds is the. proper 
committee to take charge of this matter, and 
I hope the gentleman will modify his resolu- 
tion so as to refer it to them. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have 
no-objection to that if l was sure that there 
would be anything done about it. As I have 
said, I have been here six years, but nobody 
has yet found a way in which to do this thing. 

Mr. GETZ. The Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to my recollection, 
have made two reports upon this very subject 
of the ventilation of the Hall, about which the 
gentleman is exercised so much, but the House 

“has always failed to take any action upon its 
reports, for the reason that it involved too 
large an expense. It is not the fault of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
that nothing has been done. 

Mr. COBURN. Iwant to say something 
about this matter. I am satisfied that unless 
a select committee shall be appointed which 
will take some interest in this matter nothing 
will be done. The Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. have had a proposition 
before them by which thirty more members 
may be accommodated within ear-shot of that 
desk, and promised to report, but they have 
never done it. Itis a very good committee 
but it is slow about these matters. I think 
that gentlemen who feel an interest in having 
improvements made will go ahead and do 
something. We all feel that the health, and | 
indeed the business capacity of members of 
Congress, depends upon having fresh air here, 
and with the large increase of members that 
will take place in the next Congress, unless 
something is done promptly, great inconven- 
ience will be experienced. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think the gentle- 
man from Indiana does injustice to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. That 
committee has had as much asit was possible 
to attend to in providing for public buildings 
all-over the country. 

Mr. COBURN. They have done a great 
deal of good service in that respect, and the 
country will no doubt be grateful for it a 
thousand years from now. : 


i 


| 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
modify my resolution by striking out the leave 
to report at any time. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. Has the resolution been 
so modified as to refer this matter to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
the resolution to be now upon its passage pro- 
viding for a select committee of five mem- 
bers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the resolution will 
be reported again, as modified. 

The resolution, as modified, was again read. 

Mr. ARCHER. Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts modify his resolution, so as to 
refer this matter to the standing Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, or does he still 
insist upon having a select committee? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir, 
I have not modified in that way. 

The question was taken upon the resolution ; 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. GORHAM, 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce 
duties on imports and to reduce internal taxes, 
and for other purposes, with amendments; in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 

PAY OF WITNESSES. 


Mr. BUFFINTON. I am instructed by 
the Committee on Accounts to offer the reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. I 
think there will be no objection to it, but if 
there, is I will move to suspend the rules. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the rule for paying witnesses sum- 
moned to appear before this House or any of its 
committees shall be as follows, namely: 

For each day a witness shall attend, the sum of 
four dollars; for each mile he shall travel in coming 
to or going from the place of examination, the sum 
of five cents each way; but nothing shall be paid 
for traveling when the witness has been summoned 
at the place of trial. 

Mr. GARFIELD," of Ohio. 
resolution will pass. It will be a saving of 
money. 

Mr. ARCHER. It has tbe unanimous 
approval of the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohiv. I suggest, how- 
ever, that the gentleman strike out the words 
‘each way.” The resolution says they shall 
receive five cents a mile for going and coming, 
and the words ‘‘ each way’ are unnecessary. 

Mr. BUFFINTON, I will modify the reso- 
lution by striking out those words. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I would suggest that the 
resolution be amended by adding after the 
word ‘summoned’? the words “to appear 
forthwith,’’ otherwise a witness summoned to 
appear at a future time might be obliged to 
remain here and not receive any compensa- 
tion. : 

Mr. ARCHER. He would receive four 
dollars a day. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. The resolution is right 
as it is now, and has received the unanimous 
approval of the Committee on Accounts. 

The resolution was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now ask that 
we may proceed to the consideration of busi- 
ness upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate 
amendments to the tariff and tax bill be taken 
up for consideration. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. I reserve my right 
to object. I would ask the gentleman for what 
purpose he proposes to take up those amend- 
ments? 

Mr. DAWES. IJ propose to take them up 


I hope that 


in order to get the direction of the House in 
reference to them. I propose to move a non- 
concurrence, and a reference to a committee 
of conference. ; ` 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to the 
amendments being taken up. I suppose they 
could not be taken up without a suspension 
of the rules. I must object unless when taken 
up they can be considered in the House or in 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. Tt will be for the House to 
determine what disposition to make of them. 
They cannot be considered either in the House 
or in the Committee of the Whole unless they 
are firsttaken up. My proposition was to take 
them up and get the direction of the House in 
regard to them. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to that. 

. Mr. DAWES. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended so as to take up the Senate 
amendments to the tariff and tax bill, non-con- 
cur in them, and refer them to a committee 
of conference. | 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope that will not be 
done. All of the bill relating to internal 
revenue has as yet received no consideration 
in the House. 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman would 
allow these amendments to be taken up for 
the purpose of receiving the direction of the 
House in regard to them, without insisting 
upon any stipulation as to what should be 
done, I would not have made my motion. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The whole subject of 
the tax on tobacco stands without any expres-. 
sion of opinion from this House, except upon 
aresolution introduced some weeks ago by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Luacu.] 
i insist that we shall have a vote on that part 
of the billso that we can have some expression 
of the House in regard to it. 

Mr. BURCHARD. 1 desire to state that 
this bill, with the amendments of the Senate, 
was sent, by order of the Senate, to the Print- 
ing Office at five o’clock this morning. It will 
soon be here in a printed form, I suppose, and 
then the House can consider these amendments 
in the House or in Committee of the Whole, 
concur in them or non-concur in them, as they 
may deem best. I think it is better to do that 
than to send them to a committee of confer- 
ence without any instructions or discussion. I 
hope the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means [Mr. Dawes] will move to take up 
the Senate amendments and consider them in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole, so 
that we may get the direction of the House 
after discussion. ‘ 

Mr. DAWES. I have no desire to seek’any 
other disposition of this bill than what the 
majority of the House may clearly indicate by 
their votes. In order to ascertain what. that 
is, I supposed it was necessary first to take up 
the amendments of the Senate.. But the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Farwsworrn] inter- 
posed and said that that could not be done 
unless there were some stipulations made in 
regard to them. That forced me to make the 
motion I did, to suspend the rules. ` 

While I am on the floor I will suggest that 
no one who has ever been upon a committee of 
conference of this character would ever desire 
or seek to have thrown upon him such a body 
of amendments as the Senate have made to 
this bill. Yet it is true that the great majority 
of them are such as will ultimately be disposed 
of in a committee of conference, and the ma- 
jority of them are such as will take but a very 
short time to dispose of in a committee of 
conference. But there are three or four lead- 
ing points upon which, if I were upon a com- 
mittee of conference, I should prefer to have a 
vote of the House. It was my intention to 
suggest a non-concurrence in all the amend- 
ments of the Senate, except two or three, or 
three or four, toward which the attention of 
the House has been specially directed, and 
upon which the House might desire to vote, 
and in reference to which a committee of con- 
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ference would desire to have a vote of the 
House. 

For instance, the rate of tax on tobacco has 
never had an expression of opinion in this 
House in such a form as to amount to instruc- 
tions to a committee of conference. I do not 
know of anybody who would want to take the 
responsibility in a committee of conference, 
without having an expression of the opinion of 
the House, to fix the rate of tax upon tobacco. 
I, for one, would desire to have that expres- 
sion of opinion from the House. The same 
is true as to the rate of tax upon whisky. And 
there is another important amendment in re- 
gard to bonded warehouses, upon which I know 
there is a great deal of feeling. 

I suppose that each member has bad his 
attention drawn to one or two particular 
amendments upon which he would deem it 
desirable to have a vote; but any one who 
expects to have these amendments taken up 
seriatim in the House, or in Committee of the 
Whole, and yet sce the end of the bill within 
this week, will find himself very much mis- 
taken in results, however correct he may be 
in theory. I, for one, am looking to the end, 
the practical result. Iam not seeking to arro- 
gate to my committee or to any committee of 
conference, however it may be composed, any 
extraordinary power in this matter. Upon an 
appropriation bill, or a tariff bill, made up so 
absolutely of details, with the exception of a 
few salient points here and there, the ques- 
tions of difference arising must, to a great ex- 
tent, be settled ultimately in a conference com- 
mittee, 

Now, if gentlemen desire upon any particu- 
lar points a vote of the House, and will indi- 
cate those points, I will modify my motion so 
that those points may be submitted to a vote 
and that we may non-concur in all the rest. 
Otherwise, having a desire to see this bill 
become a law in some shape, and not having 
the slightest wish personally to fasten any one 
of the amendments upon the bill, but merely 
to reach a practical result, I must insist upon 
my motion unless gentlemen can suggest two 
or three points upon which it can be agreed to 
take a vate in the House. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Why not concur in 
all the amendments except those on which a 
separate vote is asked? 

. Mr. BECK. I would suggest whether it 
would not be better that the amendments com- 
ing before the House should be voted upon 
without debate, or with a very limited debate? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. . I would sug- 
gest that the questions be submitted to the 
House merely for the purpose of getting a 
vote upon them, that the committee of con- 
ference may have the benefit of the instruc- 
tions of the House. 

Mr. BROOKS. Our difficulty at present is 


that none of us really know what is in the bill | 


as it comes from the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. I will withdraw my motion 
for an hour. I suppose the printed bill will 
be here in the course of half an hour. 

Mr. BROOKS. When the printed bill 
comes we shall know more about the contents 
of the measure. 

Mr. DAWES. When the bill comes gen- 
tlemen of the House will be better able to 
determine their course. Perhaps I ought not 
to have made this motion in the absence of 
the printed bill, I want gentlemen to look at 
those amendments if they have not followed 
them. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Brooks] aud myself, and other members of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, having 
followed the course of the bill in the Senate, 
know pretty well what the amendments are, 
but perhaps other members have not followed 
them so closely. The bill was ordered to be 
printed at three o’clock this morning, and was 
sent to the Printer at five. We are informed 
thatitwill be back from the Printing Office at 
twelve o'clock to-day. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish to say a word 
in reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Dawes.] He now withdraws his propo- 
sition for the very reason for which I made my 
objection; that is, that the House does not 
know what. the Senate has done. I do not 
suppose that the gentleman from. Massachu- 
setts himself, unless he remained in the Senate 
until two or three o’clock this morning, knows 
what has been done there. Certainly mem- 
bers of the House generally do not under- 
stand‘ what transpired in the Senate at two 
o’clock this morning, when that body was 
passing upon amendments. Yet the gentle- 
man trom Massachusetts proposed that we 
should vote upon amendments which we had 
never read and knew nothing about. 

Mr. DAWES. For the sake of saving time, 
I will admit that for the purposes of this case 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fanws- 
WoRTH ] is entirely right, and that 1 was entirely 
wrong. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts modify his motion so that we 
may consider the amendments to the internal 
revenue portion of the bill aud have some dis. 
cussion upon them ? 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that the motion 
is withdrawn for one hour. [f that is the case, 
this debate is out of order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As the motion 
is withdrawn, I wish to suggest that we go to 
business on the Speaker’s table, to consider 
bills that can be considered by unanimous con- 
sent. This business can be laid aside when 
the tariff bill arrives in printed form. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us take up those bills 
only to which there is no objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If gentlemen 
prefer, let it be agreed there shall be no further 
debate than five minutes on each side. 

TheSPEAKER., The Chair desires to under- 
stand the motion. By going to the Speaker’s 
table by unanimous consent will not facilitate 
any business, as there is scarcely any bill to 
which some one will not object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there is a large 


number. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair makes the sug- 


gestion that he is much pressed by gentlemen | 


who have bills on the table to recognize them. 
It is with him a questio of favoritism to give 
one member the floor over another to take up 
a bill from the Speaker’s table, and that the 
Chair desires to avoid. Now there ought to 
be some measure taken by the House so that 
the business on the Speaker’s table may be dis- 
posed of systematically, so that every member 
on the floor will have an equal chance and not 
be dependent for recognition by the Chair. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will modify 
my motion so that we may go to the Speaker’s 
table and take up the business there in regular 
order, allowing no further debate than five 
minutes on each side of a question. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
be no debate at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that motion will 
not be adopted, but that we will go to the 
business on the Speaker’s table and only dis- 
pose of those bills to which there shall be no 
objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There may be 
some bill in reference to which gentlemen in 
charge of it may desire to explain for five 
minutes. Ido not see what objection there 
can be to allowing a debate of five minutes on 
each side, as it will enable the House to under- 
stand the question and to vote intelligently. 
If gentlemen, however, say there shall be no 
debate, very well. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. RANDALL. Any billon the Speaker’s 
table which ought to pass can secure a two- 
thirds vote, and, therefore, I think we had 
better adhere to a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the rules be suspended, and that we proceed 


Ibope there will į 


i 
i 


to the business on the Speaker’s table, allow- 
ing five minutes debate on each bill. 

The SPEAKER. Asthe Chair understands 
the gentleman’s motion he moves to proceed 
to business on the Speaker’s. table, allowing 
five minutes debate on either side of the bill; 
which comes up in regular order. . 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Whatis 
to become of the amendments? 


JOHN M. BAKER, DECEASED. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Isareport from 
the Committee of Claims in reference to a 
veto message of the President a question of 
privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman’s report. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Iam instructed 
by the Committee of Claims to submit the fol- 
lowing report, which I will send up to the 
Clerk’s desk to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee of Claims, to which was referred 
the message of the President of the date of March 
—, giving his reasons for vetoing House bill No, 
1806, which was reported from the Committee of 
Claims, having had the said veto message under 
consideration, ask leave to report: 

That the bill above referred to passed the present 
session, and was vetoed by the President on the — 
day of March, |. 

For information as to the reasons assigned for 
such veto reference is made to Executive Document, 
No.—. Your committee, in previously reporting 
the bill, fell into an immaterial error in proposing 
to pay the children of the said John M. Baker for 
services rendered by their father in the capacity of 
chargé @atfaires at Brazil, when he was forbidden 
by the chargé d’affaires, Mr, Brown, from acting in 
that capacity. Your committee ought to have re- 
ported, as they do now, that the services of said 
John M. Baker were of adiplomatic character; that 
for ten months and four days he was the sole repre- 
sentative of his Government at Rio de Janciro, and 
the correspondence between the Brazilian Govern- 
ment and Mr. Baker is yoluminous, showing that 
that Government recognized Mr. Baker as the dip- 
lomatic officer of bis Government, and that import- 
ant action was had by Mr. Baker in that capacity 
touching the rights of the vessels of the United 
States in the Brazilian waters, and other subjects 
of importance which would not admit of the delay 
of ten months and four days, the period of the 
absence of the chargé d’affaires, , N 

T'he bill now presented by your committee is freed 
from the objections in the President’s message. . 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2948) for the relief of Lucy A. Baker and 
Mary A. Baker, children of John M. Baker, 
deceased ; which was read a first and second 
time, i 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Lucy A. Baker and Mary A. Baker, chil- 
dren of Johu M. Baker, deceased, late consul 
of the United States at Rio Janeiro, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $166 67 for diplomatic 
services rendered by their father while acting 
as such consul. on 

Mr. WILLARD. On what basis did they 
ascertain that amount? = f 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, It is at the 
rate a secretary of legation would have been 
paid had he been there. : 

Mr. WILLARD. For how longa time? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. For ten months 
and four days. It is less than the pay of a 
chargé d’affaires, 

Mr. WILLARD. But the same as secre- 
tary of legation? 5 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Yes, sir; it is 
a report of the Committee of Claims to this 
House. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being cngrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. , 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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before the House isthe motion of the gentle- 
man from Obio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] to go to busi- 
ness on the Speatker’s table. 

Me. FARNSWORTH. | [rise to a question 
of. privilege, and submit the following report 
of. a committee of conference, 

` The- Clerk read as: follows: 


The committee of conference, on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No.1) to revise, consolidate, and amend 
the statutes relating to the Post Office Department, 
having met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend to their 
respective Houses, as follows: __ 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendments of the Senate numbered, 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 
7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 25, 26, 27, 
28; 80, 31,°32, € j 


2, 83, 84, 
94, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 
108, 109, 110 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 
p 23, 124, 124}, 125, 126, 127, 
139, 140, 
49, 150, 151, 
162, 163, 164, 165, 
166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
same with an amendment, as follows: line two, after 
the word “Department,” insert ‘‘one Assistant 
Attorney General for the Post Office Department.” 
That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the thirteenth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: line 
two, after the word “dollars,” insert “of the Assist- 
ant Attorney General of the Post Office Department, 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the twentieth amendment of the Senate, with an 
amondment, as follows: line two, strike out * seven 
hundred and twenty” and insert “eight hundred.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the twenty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
line two, strike out ‘China and Japan and other.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the twenty-fourth ainendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
line for, strike out “it” and insert * be ;” aud after 
the word “shall” strike out “be his duty to’ and 
insort ‘‘ also;” line nine, strike out ‘on the Ist day 
of December of each year to Congress” and insert 
“to Congress as aforesaid,” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the twenty-ninth ameadment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with atnendment, as follows: sub- 
stitute ‘‘the’’ for “his.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the forty-second amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: strike 
gut, line nine, ‘appropriation for the Post Office 
Department” and insert '* proceeds of that service.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the forty-sixth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: line 
four, before “ proceeds” insert “net.” 

That the Iouse recedo from its disagreement to 
the forty-seventh amendment of theScnate,and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows : strike 
out all after the word ‘ box-rents.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the filty-second amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: insert 
“she” before ‘‘shall.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the fifty-third amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: to the 
end of the amendment add * and accepted.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
thecighty-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
line four, after“ less,” add “ than one quarter;” and 
after one, in line four, strike out ‘quarter’ and 
insert “ year.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the ninety-fifth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
strike out and”? before * minerals,” and insert 
“and” after ‘‘minerals;” after “minerals ” strike 
out *‘ samples,” and after the word * merchandise” 
strike out the rest. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to 
the one hundred and seventh amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: add to the end, ‘and any person who 
shall counterfeit the frank of any person entitled to 
the franking privilege, or willfully utter or use any 
counterfeit frank with the intent to avoid the pay- 
ment of postage, shall, on conviction thereof, be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and be punished by a fine 
not less than fifty dollars nor more than $500, or by 
imprisonment not less than three months nor more 
than twelve months, or by both fine and imprison- 
ment in the discretion of the court.” 

That the House- recede from its disagreement with 
the Senate amendment one hundred and nineteen, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: line one, after “that” insert “ when such 
regulations as the Postmaster General may. pre- 
scribe;”? lines two and three, strike out “and the 
regulations of the said Department issued in pur- 
suance thercof.” . 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the one hundred and twentieth amendment of the 


Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: in next to the last line strike out the 
word “double.” s 

That the Senate shali recedefrom its amendments 


STe SeD9 s IR y S p FARNSWORTH, 

JAMES N. TYNER, 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 

Managers on the part of the House, 
ALEX. RAMSEY, 
H. HAMLIN, 
E. CASSERLY, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. BROOKS. . That is a very long report, 
and the amendments are numerous, and it is 
so long since we passed the bill that I almost 
forget what are its provisions. I wish to ask 
the chairman of the Post Office Committee, the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Farysworra, ] 
whether, under this revision of the law, it is 
possible to send a letter across the river from 
New York to Brooklyn, or from Washington 
to Georgetown across Rock creek, without a 
three-cent stamp upon it? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Senate amend- 
ment, which is agreed to by this conference 
report, provides that in certain cases such as 
those mentioned by the gentleman from New 
York, where post offices are within three miles 
of each other, and by inadvertence a two-cent 
stamp, or anything less than the full rate is put 
upon it, the letter.shall be sent to its destina- 
tion, and the remaining postage collected 
there. I believe it is provided that double 
the remaining postage shall be charged. 

Mr. BROOKS. Heretofore, I understand, 
such letters were not sent at all, and the post- 
age on them was lost. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Heretofore they 
have beeu sent to the dead-letter office. 

Mr. BROOKS. I should like to have read 
the provision in the conference report relating 
to that matter if the Clerk can find it con- 
veniently. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. In a bill so long as 
this it is impossible and unnecessary that I 
should give an explanation of all the amend- 
ments in detaik The Senate made a great 
many amendments. Nearly all of them, how- 
ever, or most of them, were merely verbal 
changes, correcting the phraseology; there 
were very few comparatively that affected the 
substance of the bill. When they passed the 
bill with their amendments the Senate at. the 
same time appointed a committee of confer- 
ence and asked a conference on the part of 
the House on those amendments; and when 
the bill with that message from the Senate 
came here, the House, without acting at all on 
the amendments, ordered that a conference be 
appointed. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not think the gentle- 
man from Hlinois [Mr. Farwsworra] would 
have done that without having the amendments 
considered by the House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] did not object. 

Mr. DAWES. But the wonder is that the 
gentleman considered it consistent with his 
duty to do this, even although objection was 
not made. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The action of the 
House, in granting a committee of confer- 


|| ence, without considering the amendments, 


explains why it is that the committee recom- 
mends concurrence in so many of the amend- 
ments. If they had been considered in the 
House, most of them, being merely verbal 
amendments, would have been agreed to here, 

It is proper that I should state to the House 
that this conference created an additional 
officer—I believe but one. Some additional 
clerks have been provided for in the appro- 
priation bills which have passed Congress this 
session. In codifying the law those additional 
clerks have been provided for. But the only 
additional officer, so far as I am aware, who 
is created by this bill, is an Assistant Attor- 
ney General for the Post Office Department, 
with a salary of $4,000. I mention this to 
the House, that if any gentleman has any 


| 


objection to it he may make that objection 
now. At the same time it is proper that I 
should state that it was the unanimous opin- 
ion of the committee of conference that it 
was necessary that the Department’ should 
have a law officer. None has ever hitherto 
been provided for that Department. There 
is a law providing such an officer for every 
other Department, I believe, save this one. 

Under this very bill which codifies all the 
postal laws down to the hour of its passage 
a great many legal questions will arise, requir- 
ing the careful examination and opinion of a 
man learned in the law. The Postmaster 
General has desired it. He has often asked 
for it before, and the conference on the part 
both of the Senate and of the House have 
unanimously, I believe, agreed to it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I heard the word “ min- 
eral” in the reading of the report, but have 
not had time to trace its connection. I wish 
to inguire of the chairman of the committee 
whether any of ithe Senate amendments as- 
sented to by us, if this report should be 
adopted, will prevent the transportation of 
coin in the mails, as is now done? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Not at all. There 
is no such change. The Senate made no such 
amendment. 

The report of the committee of conference 
was adopted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the report was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I now insist 
on my motion that the rules be suspended, 
that the House proceed to the consideration 
of business on the Speaker’s table, and that 
the debate be limited to five minutes for, and 
five minutes against, on each bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. If the House should go 
to the Speaker's table under a suspension of 
the rules, could any bill on the table which 
was reached be passed by a majority vote? 

The SPEAKER, Certainly. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN, J still trust the gentleman 
from Ohio will adhere to his original propo- 
sition to take up the bills on the Speaker's 
table to which no objection is made. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am afraid 
that if we take up only those to which no 
objection is made nothing will be done. If 
gentlemen on the other side of the House 
desire to except two or three bills from the 
operation of this motion, let them name the 
bills and I will make my motion so as to 
exclude those bills. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope no bargain of that 
sort will be made. : ; 

Mr. KERR. I bope the gentleman will 
except the three political bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And all bills making 
grants to railroad corporations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. For the sake 
of getting at the business on the Speakers 
table, which everybody wants to go at, I will 
except from the operation of my motion the 
three political bills to which gentlemen on the 
other side object. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the gentleman 
will except land-grant bills also. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to the motion 
of my colleague from Ohio. As to the rail- 
road land-grant bills I care nothing about 
them, but I do care about what gentlemen on 
the other side call political bills. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would like 
to pass some of them myself, but I will make 
my motion so as to except those three bills. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Why does the gentle- 
man discriminate against justice, and in favor 
of robbery ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I rise toa point of order, 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


4093 


Is itin order to make a motion to go to busi- 
ness on the Spealrer’s table generally and to 
except political bills? 

The SPEAKER. Anything may be done 
under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Who is to determine 
what bills shall be excepted ? 

The SPEAKER. Two thirds of the House. 
The three bills which the gentleman from 
Indiana wishes excepted the Chair under- 
stands to be the Ku Klux bill, the civil rights 
bill, and the enforcement bill. 

_Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There are sixty 
bills on top of those bills, and there is no 
possible prospect of our reaching them. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. 
GARFIELD, of Ohio; and there were—ayes 
102, noes 28.,- 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call for tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idemand the yeas and nays, 
The object is to reach the railroad grant bills. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [insist on the yeas and 
nays too. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PERCH. Iriseto make a parliament- 
ary inquiry. I desire to have the motion 
stated because I do not fully understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Garrietp] moves that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House proceed to the 
disposition of the business on the Speaker’s 
table, excepting therefrom the three bills re- 
ferred to bythe gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 

ERR. | 

Mr. PERCE. I hope the Republican party 
will not back clear down. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. | I hope the gentle- 
man will modify his motion so as to proceed 
to such business on the Speaker's table as is 
not objected to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. 

Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio. 
sent to that. , 

The question was taken ; and there were— 
yeas 104, nays 95, not voting 41 ; as follows : 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Arthur, Averill, Barnum, 
Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, Bright, Brooks, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Comingo, Conner, Cotton, Crebs, Crit- 
cher, Crossland, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Du 
Bose, Duke, Dunnell, Ely, Farnsworth, Forker, 
Garfield, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golluday, Halde- 
man, Hale, Halsey, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, 
Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, Hawley, Hereford, 
Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, King, -Lamison, Lewis, 
Lowe, McClelland, McCormick, McHenry, MeIn- 
tyre, MeJunkin, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. 
Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Morphis, Nib- 
jack, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Peck, Peters, Pot- 
ter, Price, Prindle, Randall, Read, Edward Y 
Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, 
Robinson, John Rogers, Sion H. Rogers, Sargent, 
Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Worthington C, 
Smith, Stevens, Storm, Sutherland, Swann, Taffe, 
Terry, Tuthill, Van Trump. Vaughan, Waddell, 
Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Williams of New York, 
Winchester, Wood, and Young~—104. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ames, Banks, Barber, Barry, 
Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
Bullinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick Butler, Clarke, Coburn, Conger, 
Crocker, Darrall, De Large, Duell, Eldredge, Elli- 
ott, Finkelnburg, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Goodrich, 
Harmer, George D. Harris, Havens, Hay, Hays, 
John W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Hill, Hoar, Holman, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Lamport, Lansing, Lynch, Man- 
son, Marshall, Maynard, McCrary, McGrew, McKee, 
Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Morey, Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Orr, Isaac C. Parker, Perce, Platt, Poland, 
Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sawyer, 
Scofield, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, 
Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, John A, Smith, 
Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stevenson, Stoughton, Strong, St. 
John, Sypher, Thomas, Washington Townsend, 
Twichell, Lyner, Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, Walls, 
Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah 
M. Wilson, and John F: Wilson—95, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, 
James G. Blair, Boles, Braxton, Buckley, Carroll, 
Cobb, Coghlan, Cox, Creely, Davis, Eames, Farwell, 
Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Griffith, Gerry 
W. Hazelton, Herndon. Hooper, Houghton, Killin- 
ger, Kinsella, Leach, McKinney, Hosea W, Parker, 
Pendleton, Aaron F, Perry, Eli Perry, Porter, See- 
ley, Sherwood, Snapp, Stowell, Dwight Townsend, 
Tomer, Upson, Voorhees, W aldron, and Wheeler—41. 


So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were not suspended. 
SALE OF INDIAN LANDS. 


The SPEAKER. The pending motion is 
that of the gentleman from Indiana, {Mr. 


I cannot con- 


Snayxs,] to suspend the rulesand pass Senate 
bill No. 508, for the relief of certain tribes of 
Indians in the northern superintendency. 

The bill was read. The first section author- 
izes the Secretary of the Interior, with the 
consent and concurrence of the Omaha tribe 
of Indians, expressed in open council in the 
usual manner, to cause to be surveyed, if neces- 
gary, a portion of their reservation in the 
State of Nebraska, not exceeding fifty thou- 
sand acres, to be taken from the western part 
thereof and to be separated from the remain- 
ing portion of said reservation by a line run- 
ning along the section lines from north to 
south, and provides that the said lands so 
separated shall be appraised by three com- 
petent commissioners, one of whom shall be 
selected by said Omaha tribe of Indians in 
open council, and the other two shall be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Interior ; that 
after the survey and appraisement of said 
lands, as herein provided, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall be authorized to offer the same 
for sale for cash in hand; and sealed pro- 
posals, duly invited by public advertisements, 
shall be received for the same for tracts not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres cach, 
and also for the entire body offered; and he 
shall be, and herebp is, authorized to accept 
the proposal for the entire tract, or the highest 
bids for separate tracts, whichever shall be 
deemed best for the interests of the Indians ; 
provided that no bid for separate tracts shall 
be accepted which may be less than the ap- 
praised value of such tract, nor less than 
$1 25 per acre; or for the entire tract which 
shall be less than the aggregate appraised 
value of the same, nor less than $1 25 per 
acre ; and that the proceeds of such sale shall 
be placed to the credit of said Indians on the 
books of the Treasury of the United States, 
and bear interest at the rate of five per cent. 
per annum, payable semi-annually, except 
such portion thereof as the Secretary of the 
Interior, with the approval of the President 
of the United States, may deem necessary to 
be expended for their immediate use in im- 
proving and fencing farms, building houses, 
purchasing implements of agriculture and live 
stock, and in establishing and supporting 
schools; provided also that not more than 
twenty-five per cent. of the principal of the 
aggregate amount of sales of said lands shall 
be expended in any one year, 

The second section authorizes the Secretary 
of the Interior, with the consent and concur- 
rence of the Pawnee tribe of Indians, expressed 


in open council in the usual manner, to cause | 


to be surveyed, if necessary, a portion of their 
reservation in the State of Nebraska, not ex- 
ceeding fifty thousand acres, to be taken from 
that part of said reservation lying south of 
Loup Fork, and provides that the said lands 
so surveyed shall be appraised by three com- 
petent commissioners, one of whom shall be 
selected by the said Pawnee tribe of Indians 
in open council, and the other two shall be 
appointed by the Secretary of the Interier; 
and that after the survey and appraisement 
of said lands, as herein provided, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall be authorized 
to offer the same for sale, for cash in hand, 
in the same manner and with the same 
restrictions as provided in the first section 
of the act, relating to the Omaha lands; and 
the proceeds of such sale shall be placed 
to the credit of said Indians on the books of 
the Treasury of the United States, and bear 
interest at the rate of five per cent. per 
aunum, payable semi-annually, except such 
portion thereof as the Seeretary of the Inte- 
rior, with the approval of the President of 
the United States, may deem necessary to be 
expended for their immediate use as directed 
in the first section of the act. 

The third section authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior, with the consent and concurrence 
of the Otoe and Missouria tribe of Indians, 
expressed in open council in the usual man- 


ner, to cause to be surveyed, if necessary, a 
portion of their reservation lying in the States 
of Nebraska and Kansas, not exceeding eighty 
thousand acres, to be taken from the western 
part thereof, lying west of the Big Blue river, 
part of said tract lying in the State of Ne- 
braska, and part lying in the State of Kansas, 
and provides that the said lands so surveyed 
shall be appraised by three competent com- 
missioners, one of whom shall be selected by 
said Otoe and Missouria tribe of Indians in 
open council, and the other two shall be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Interior; that 
after the survey and appraisement of said 
lands as herein provided, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall be authorized to offer the same 
for sale, for cash in hand, in the same man- 
ner and with the same restrictions as pro- 
vided in the first section of the act relating 
to the Omaha lands; and the proceeds of 
such sale shall be placed to the credit of said 
Indians on the books of the Treasury of the 
United States, and bear interest at the rate 
of five per cent. per annum, payable semi- 
annually, except such portion thereof as the 
Secretary of the Interior, with the approval 
of the President of the United States, may 

deem necessary to be expended for their im- 
mediate use, as directed in the said first sec- 

tion of the act. . 

The fourth section authorizes the Secretary 
of the Interior, with the consent and concur- 
rence of the Sac and Fox of the Missouria tribe 
of Indians, expressed in open council in the 
usual manner, to cause to be surveyed, if 
necessary, a portion or the whole of their res- 
ervation in the State of Nebraska, containing 
about sixteen thousand acres; and provides 
that the said lands so surveyed shall be ap- 
praised by three competent commissioners, 
one of whom shall be selected by said Sac and 
Fox of the Missouria tribe of Indians in open 
council, and the other two shall be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Interior; that after the 
survey and appraisement of said lands, as 
herein provided, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall be authorized to offer the same for sale, 
for cash in hand, in the same manner and 
with the same restrictions as provided in 
the first section of the act relating to the 
Omaha lands; and the proceeds of such sale 
shall be placed to the credit of the said 
Indians on the books of the Treasury of the 
United States, and bear interest at the rate of 
five per cent. per annum, payable semi-annu- 
ally, except such portion thereof as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, with the approval of the 
President of the United States, may deem 
necessary to be expended for their immediate 
use, as directed in the first section of the act, 
or for their removal to the Indian territory or 
elsewhere, in case they desire to remove. 

The fifth section provides that in all patents 
of lands sold under authority of the act there 
sball be inserted a clause forever prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors on said lands, 
under pain of forfeiture of title thereto; and 
due notice of this provision shall be given in 
the advertisement offering said lands tor sale. 

The sixth section provides that the commis- 
sioners to be appointed by the Secretary of the 
Interior under the provisions of the act shall 
receive compensation for their services at the 
rate of eight dollars for each day actually 
engaged in the duties therein designated, in 
addition to the amount paid by them for actual 
traveling and other necessary expenses. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to suggest an amendment, to which I think 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs [Mr. SHayxks] will agree. It is to add 
the following: 

Provided, That no sale shall be approved unless 
the average sale of each of said parcels of land shall 
be at the rate of at least $2 50 per acre. 

Mr. SHANKS. Where does the gentleman 
propose to move that amendment? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, At the 
end of the last section. 
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Mr, SHANKS. T think it had better be put 
‘at the end of the first.section. 

Mr: BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
care where. : 

Mr: TAFE. I would like to say a word 
on this amendinent,.as the lands to which they 
refer are situated in my State. Under the pro- 
visious of this bill these lands will be set apart, 
and whether sold or not they will no longer 
constitute an Indian reservation. Now, from 
actual knowledge of that land I know it will 
not average $2 50 an acre, and therefore it 
will lie:in that position perhaps an indefinite 
period, being neither Indian land nor the land 
of private individuals. My opinion is it will 
not bring $1 25 an acre to-day while people 
can take up homesteads so near to it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The 
reason I suggested this amendment was this: 
there was a treaty passed. through under the 
same provisions, to wit, that there should be 


I do not 


an appraisement of the lands and a sale of |. 


the lands. There were certain lands in Kan- 
sas worth five dollars an acre, and they were 
sold for one dollar an acre. 

Mr. TAFFE. That is true. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That is 
true, the gentleman says ; then that is agreed 
to. There are four parcels of this land; one 
of fifty thousand acres in Kansas, another of 
eighty thousand iu Nebraska, another of six- 
teen thousand. somewhere else, and still 
another parcel, I do not recollect how much. 
Now, my desire is to protect the Treasury and 
the Indiatis. Two commissioners or apprais- 
ers are to be appointed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, and they can overrule the one ap- 
praiser or commissioner to be appointed by 
the Indians, and the lands may al be sacri- 
ficed and will be sacrificed in that way. 

Mr. SHANKS. Suppose’the gentleman’s 
idea is correct, and | am always willing to ad- 
mit whatever protects the Indians, and there- 
fore I raise no particular objection to the ob- 
ject be has in view, yet I think the amend- 
ment he suggests will not reach the point he 
desires. Itspeaks of the average sale of these 
lands, and that cannot be determined till all 
the lands are sold. He had better limit it by 
‘saying ‘‘the minimum price.” 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I say the 
average of each parcel of land. Then it will 
be understood that no patent will issue unless 
the average of each -parcel amounts to $2 50 
per acre. 

Mr. SHANKS. Very well; Ihave no ob- 
jection to. the amendment, 

Mr. TAFFE. I object to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The amendment is a part 
of the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Suanks,] who moves that the rules be 
suspended, and the bill with the amendment 
indicated be passed. 

The question was taken upon the motion of 
Mr, Suanxs ; and upon a division, there were— 
ayes eighty-six, noes not counted, 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill, as amended, 
was passed. 


BEAVER LAKE, INDIANA, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, sub- 
mitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on Senate bill No. 616, en- 
titled “An act to release to the State of Indiana 
the lands known as the bed of Beaver lake, in New- 
ton county, in said State,” respectfully report, that 
they have had the same under consideration, and 
have been unable to agree thereon, and ask to be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof, 
and that other committees of conference on the 
same may be appointed by the Senate and tho 
House of Representatives, respectively. 

W. TOWNSEND, 

MARK H, DUNNELL, 

JAS. R. McCORMICK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

D. D. PRATT, 

JOUN A. LOGAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the conferees will be discharged and a new 


conference ordered, in accordance with the 
recommendation of the réport. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, Iam 
instructed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report, and ask a suspension of the rules to 
pass, with a substitute, the bill (S. No. 754) 
granting the right.of way through the public 
lands for the. construction of a railroad and 
telegraph in Florida. 

The substitute was read. It grants right 
of way through the publie lands to the Great 
Southern Railway Company, a corporation 
created under the laws of the State of Florida, 
its successorsand assigns, for tbe construction 
of a railroad and telegraph from the St. Mary’s 
river, in the State of Florida, to Key West, 
in said State, together with abranch road from 
the most eligible point on that road to Tampa 
bay and Caloosa entrance, in said State; and 
the right, power, and authority are given to 
the corporation to take, from the public lands 
adjacent to the line of the road, materials for 
the construction. thereof. The way is granted 
to the railroad to the extent of one hundred 
feet in width on each side of the central line 
of said road where it may pass through the 
public domain, including grounds for station 
buildings, workshops, depots, machine-shops, 
switches, side-tracks, turn-tables, and water 
stations, to an amount not exceeding twenty 
acres for each ten miles in length of the main 
line of the railroad. Within one year from 
the passage of this act the company is to file 
with the Secretary of the Interior its accept- 
ance of the terms of this act, and a map of 
the route, exhibiting the line of the road and 
its branch, as the same has been located, and 
shali complete the road within ten years of 
the passage of this act. It is made the duty 
of the company to permit any other railroad, 
which has been or shall be authorized by the 
United States, or by the State of Florida, to 
form running connections with its road on fair 
and equitable terms. In case of disagreement 
the terms are to be fixed. by the Secretary of 
the Interior, 

The second section authorizes and empowers 
the company to mortgage, in the usual man- 
ner, their franchise, road-bed, and all prop- 
erty belonging thereto, to an amount not to 
exceed $30,000 per average mile for the road 
and branch; and such mortgage, and all bonds 
issued under such mortgage, are to be regis- 
tered in the Department of the Interior, under 
such regulations and restrictions as the Secre- 
tary shall prescribe. The road is to be a post 
route and a military road; and Congress at 
any time, having due regard for the rights 
of said company, may fix rates of tariff for 
transportation of troops, materials of war, and 
mails, and may addto, alter, oramend this act. 

The third section reserves to Congress the 
right to alter, amend, or repeal this act when- 
ever in its judgment the interests of the people 
may require it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Congress certainly has not 
the power fo confer upon a local corporation 
created by State authority the additional 
powers contemplated by this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. The 
bill does not confer any additional powers; it 
simply gives the right of way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It proposes to give the 
company the right to morigage its franchise, 
which it derives from State authority. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. That 
is ouly confirmatory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The franchises of the com- 
pany are derived from the State. I hope we 
shall strike out the second section of the bill. 
We have not heretofore passed any such bill. 

Mr. WILLARD. The bill is objectionable 
in other particulars. It gives the company the 
right to take. materials along the line of the 
road on the publie lands. 


Mr. HOLMAN. [trust the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will consent to strike out the 
second section. . 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I ask 
that the second section be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That said company shall be authorized and 
empowered to mortgage, in the usual manner, their 
franchise, road-bed, and all property belonging 
thereto, to an amount not to exceed $30,000 por 
average mile. for the road and branch; and such 
mortgage, and all bonds issued under such mortgage, 
shall be registered in the Department of the Inte- 
rior, under such regulations and restrictions as the 
Secretary shall prescribe. Said road shall be a post 
route and a military road; and Congress at any time, 
having due regard for the rights of said company, 
may fix rates of tariff for transportation of troops, 
materials of war, and mails, and may add to, alter, 
or amend this act. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out-the first clause of the section just read. 
. Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I have 
no objection to that amendment, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hormax} will be adopted, 
the substitute as amended agreed to, and the 
bill passed. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to try once more 
to bring business into some regular channel. 
The tariff bill is not here in print at this time. 
I have sent a special messenger to the Printing 
Office for copies of it. In the meantime, how- 
ever, it is perfectly evident that we ought to 
go tothe Speaker's table in a regular manner, 
and not allow the course of business to be 
decided by members from all quarters appeal- 
ing to the Speaker for a recognition to take 
up special bills. I therefore move that we 
proceed to the Speaker's table generally under 
a suspension of the rules, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts asks that the House shall proceed 
to consider bills in their order under the two- 
thirds rule. 

Mr. KERR. Will a two-thirds vote be 
required'on each bill? ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state (as 
he would be reluctant to do under ordinary 
circumstances) that he would be glad to bave 
the House adopt this motion, for the reason 
that he is now pressed on all hands by members 
to be recognized to move to take bills from the 
Speaker’s table. The preference of one gen- 
tleman over another for this purpose must be 
a matter of mere favoritism. The adoption 
of the motion of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will give every gentleman his right on 
a suspension of the rules by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me there 
should be no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. It applies the suspension 
of the rules to each bill. 

There being no objection, the motion of 
Mr. Dawes was agreed to. 


QUARANTINE, 


The first business on the Speaker’s table 
were theamendments of the Senate to the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 82) providing for amore 
effective system of quarantine on the southern 
and Gulf coasts. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, 
as follows : 

ae the word '‘ Mexico” insert “ and the Atlantic 
coast, 

Strike out the words, “and the proper means to 

prevent such outbreaks,” and insert * and whether 
any system of quarantine is likely to be effective in 
preventing invasions of yellow fever; and if so, what 
system will least interfere with the interests of com- 
merce at said ports.’ 
_ Mr POTTER. Task to have the bill read 
in connection with the Senate amendments, as 
the amendments change the whole character 
of the original bill. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas experience has proved that the present 
system of quarantine on the southern and Gulf coasts 
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isinefficientto prevent the ravages of yellow fever in 
the cities and towns of that section: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and Howse of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the Secretary of War be, and is here- 
by, directed to detail one or more medical officers 
of the regular Army who shall, during the coming 
season, visit each town or port on the coast of the 
Gulf of Mexico and the Atlantic coast, which is sub- 
ject or liable to invasions of yellow fever, and shall 
confer with the authorities of such port or town with 
reference to the establishment of a more uniform 
and effective system of quarantine, and who shall 
ascertain all facts having reference to the outbreaks 
of this disease in such ports or towns, and whether 
any system of quarantine is likely to be effective in 
preventing invasions of yellow fever; and if so, what 
system will least interfere with the interests of com- 
merce at said ports; and shall make also a detailed 
report on this subject to the Secretary of War, 
through the Surgeon General, on or before the as- 
sembling of the third session of the Forty-Sccond 
Congress, in December, 1872. : 


The amendments of the Senate were con- 
curred in. f 


a 
REMOVAL OF FLATHEAD INDIANS, ETC. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an amendment of the Senate to an act 
(B. R. No. 2628) to provide for the removal 
of the Flathead and other Indians from the 
Bitter Root valley, in the Territory of Mon- 
tana. 

The Clerk read the amendment of the 
Senate, as follows: ; 


_ Strike outall after the enacting clause and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

That it shall be the duty of the President, as soon 
as practicabic, to remove the Flathcad Indians, 
(whether of full or mixed, bloods.) and all other 
Indians connected with said tribe and recognized 
as members thereof, from the Bitter Root valley, in 
the Territory of Montana, to the general reservation 
in said Territory, (commoniy known as the Jocko 
reservation,) which, by a treaty concluded at Hell 
Gate, in the Bitter Root valley, July 16, 1855, and 
ratified by the Senate March 8, 1859, between the 
United States and the confederated tribes of Flat- 
head, Kootenai, and Pend d’Oreille Indians, was 
set apart and reserved for the use and oceupation 
of said confederated tribes; and to defray the ex- 
penses of said removal, and to aid in the subsistence 
of said Indians during the first year, there shall be 
expended, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, a sum not exceeding $5,000, whenever 
an appropriation shall be made for that purpose, 
the same to be reimbursed to the United States as 
hereinafter provided. o 

Sec, 2. That as soon as practicable after the pas- 
sage of this act the surveyor general of Montana 
Territory shall cause to be surveyed, as other publie 
lands of the United States are surveyed, the lands 
in the Bitter Root valley lying above the Lo-Lo 
fork of the Bitter Root river; and said lands shall 
bo open to settlement, and shall be sold in legal sub- 
divisions to actual settlers only, the same being citi- 
zens of the United States, or having duly declared 
theirintention to become such citizens, said settlers 
being heads of families, or over twenty-one years of 
age, in quantities, not exceeding one hundred and 
sixty acres to each settler, at the prico of $1 25 per 
acre, payment to be made in cash within twenty~ 
one months from the date of settlement or of the 
passage of this act. The sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
sections of said lands shall be reserved for school 
purposes in the manner provided by law. Town 
sitesin said valley may be reserved and entered as 
provided by law: Provided, That no more than 
fifteen townships of the lands so surveyed shall be 
deemed to be subject to the provisions of this act: 
And provided further, That none of the lands in said 
valley above the Lo-Lo fork shall be open to settle- 
ment under the homestead and preémption laws of 
the United States. Anaccount shall be kept by the 
Secretary of the Interior of the proceeds of said 
lands, and out of the first moneys arising therefrom 
there shall be reserved and set apart for the use of 
said Indians the sum of $100,000, to be by the Presi- 
dent‘expended in annual installments, in such man- 
ner as in his judgment shall be for the best good 
of said Indians; but no more than $5,000 shall be 
expended in any one year. 

Sec. 3. That any of said Indians, being the head 
of a family or twenty-one years of age, who shall, 
at the passage of this act, be actually residing upon 
and cultivating any portion of said lands, shall be 
permitted to remain in said valley and preémpt 
without cost the land so occupied and cultivated, 
not exceeding in amount one hundred and sixty 
acres: Provided, That such Indian shall, prior to 
August 1, 1872, notify the superintendent of Indian 
affairs for Montana Territory that he abandons his 
tribal relations with said tribe and intends to remain 
in said valley. 5 A 

Sec. 4. That any actual settler in said valley 
above the Lo-Lo fork who shall come within the 
provisions of the act of Congress of September 27, 
1850, entitled “An act to create the office of sur- 
veyor general of the public lands in Oregon, and to 
provide for the survey, and to make donations to 
settlers of the said publie lands,” and the acts 
amendatory thereof, shall be permitted to establish 
such fact in the land office in the said Territory of 
Montana, and, upon proof of compliance with the 
provisions of said act or acts, shail be permitted to 


obtain title, in the manner provided therein, to such 

quantity of land as he may be entitled to under the 

same. All disputes as to title to any lands men- 

tioned in this act shal] be decided according to the 

rules governing the decision of disputes in ordinary 

cases under the preëmption laws of the United 
ates, Re 


The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred ih. ` 


GREAT AND LITTLE OSAGE INDIANS. 


The next business on ‘the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (H. R. No. 2334) to confirm to 
the Great and Little Osage Indians a reserva- 
tion in the Indian territory, with a Senate 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 


1 Addasan additional proviso to. the bill the fol- 
owing: 

And provided further, That said Great and Little 
Osage tribe of Indians shall permit the settlement 
within the limits of said tract of land of the Kansas 
tribe of Indians, the lands so settled and occupied by 
said Kansas Indians, not exceeding one hundred and 
sixty acres to cach member of said tribe, to be paid 
for by said Kansas tribe of Indians out of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of their lands in Kansas, at a price 
not exceeding that paid by the Great and Little 
Osage Indians to the Cherokee nation of Indians, 


The amendment was concurred in, two 
thirds voting therefor. 


QUAPAW LANDS OF KANSAS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (H. R. No. 757) to carry into 
effect the fourth article of the treaty of Feb- 
ruary 28, 1867, with the Seneca, Shawnee, 
Quapaw, and other Indians, with Senate 
amendments, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
like to have the House bill read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas by the fourth article of the treaty of 
February 23, 1867, with the Shawnee, Quapaw, and 
other Indians, the strip of lands belonging to said 
Quapaws lying within the State of Kansas was sold 
to the United States, and intended, by the amend- 
ment to said article, to be sold to actual settlers 
under the preémption laws of the United States; 
but whereas, by the manner of insertion of said 
amendment, the said lands are left without any pro- 
visions for their disposal: ‘Therefore, for the pur- 
pose of carrying out the intention of the treaty and 
of its amendents, . 

Be it enacted, &e., That the said amendment 
shall not be construed as authorizing or provid- 
ing for the disposal of the lands of the said Qua- 
paw Indians, which, by the fourth article of the 
said treaty of February 23, 1867, were sold_to the 
United States at $1 15 an acre, and lying and being 
within the boundary of the Indian territory, but 
said amendment shall refer to, and be construed to 
authorize and direct the disposal of the strip of land 
theretofore belonging to said Indians, lying and 
being within the State of Kansas, and which, by the 
aforesaid article of said treaty, were sold to the 
United States for $1 25 an acre, , 

Seo. 2. That the said strip of land within the State 
of Kansas, so ceded to the United States by the said 
Quapaw band of Indians, be, and the same is hereby, 
declared open to entry and preémption, under the 
preémption laws of the United States, at the price 
of $1 25 an acre, and all such preémptions shall 
be paid for in the lawful money of the United 
States, at the proper land office of the United 
States, within one year from the date of settlement, 
or where settlement was made before the passage of 
this act, then within one year from the passage of 
the same: Provided, That in case any settler has 
entered upon and improved a singlertract, not ex- 
ceeding one hundred and sixty acres, a part of 
which is embraced in said Quapaw strip, and a part 
on the Government strip, so called, his entry of the 
part on the Government strip, under the preémption 
laws, shall not prevent the entry of the remainder 
of his tract upon said Quapaw lands under this act. 


The amendments of the Senate were read, 


as follows : 


In section two, line six, after the word “acre,” 
insert “* excepting therefrom one half section to be 
patented to Samuel G. Vallier, including his im- 
provements, as provided in the fourth articie ofsaid 
treaty.” 3 E 

Tn section two, line twenty, insert, after the words 
“Quapaw lands,” the words “in the State of 
Kansas.” 

Mr. SHANKS. I move that the Senate 
amendments be concurred in. A 

The amendments were concurred in, two 


thirds voting therefor. 
GEORGE W. PARRIS. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (H. R. No. 2418) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Parris, with a Senate 


amendment. 


I should 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line eight strike out ali after the word “‘ the” to 
the end of the bill, and insert the words “from the 
passage of this act ;” so that it will read : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to. place on the 
pension-roll the name of George W. Parris, of: Day- 
ton, Ohio, at the rate of cight dollars per. month, -to 
take effect from and after the passage of this act, 


Mr. PECK. I move that the amendment 
of the Senate be concurred in, with the fol- 
lowing amendment: : 

Strike out ‘‘eight dollars” and insert “fifteen 
dollars.’ 

This is to correct a mistake which the Senate 
are willing to rectify. 

The motion was agreed to, two thirds voting 
therefor. 

A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (H. R. No. 2411) granting a pen- 
sion to A. Schuyler Sutton, with a Senate 
amendment. 

The amendment was as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “act,” in line eight, 
down to and including the word “effect,” in line 
twelve; so that it will read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension lawg, the name of A. Schuyler 
Sutton, late a private in company A, and acting 
lieutenant colonel of the ninety-fi{th regiment of 
Ohio volunteers, at the rate of thirty dollars per 
month from the passage of this act, in lieu of his 
present pension, 


_ The amendment of the Senate was.concurred 
in, two thirds voting therefor. 


GEORGE A. STEVENS, 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (H. R. No. 903) for the relief of 
George A. Stevens, of the United States 
Navy, with an amendment by the Senate. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, That the appointment hereby authorized 
shall not entitle the said Stevens to a position above 
that formerly oceupied by him in the Navy. 


On motion of Mr. STARK WEATHER, the 
amendment of the Senate was concurred in, 
two thirds voting therefor. 


WILLIAM FRESIIOUR., 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was a bill (H. R. No. 2419) to grant a pension 
to William Freeshone, returned from the Sen- 
ate with amendments. z 

The amendments of the Senate were to 
strike out in the bill and in the title thereto 
the word ‘‘}reeshone,’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘ Freshour.” 

The amendments of the Senate were con- 
curred in, two thirds voting in favor thereof. 


BUILDINGS AT HARRISBURG AND SACRAMENTO, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 745) relating to a site for 
public buildings in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, 
and Sacramento, California. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to make an examination 
and report to Congress the terms upon which 
suitable sites can be obtained for the erection 
of any needed public buildings in Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania, and Sacramento, California. 

There being no objection to the bill, it was 
read a first and second time, ordered to a third 
reading, and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT RALEIGH. 
The next business on the Speaker’s table 


| was the bill (S. No. 457) to provide for the 


erection of a suitable building for the use of 
the United States courts, post office, and other 
necessary Government offices at Raleigh, North 
Carolina. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope that bill 
will be referred to the appropriate committee, 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I suggest that it be allowed 
to remain upon the table. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will-state, lest 
members should misunderstand, that whatever 
motion is made with: regard to the bill; 
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it requires a two-thirds vote to carry it, and 


Mr. BINGHAM. I will explain it at once. 


if it fails, the bill retains its place upon the || I have here a letter of the Secretary of the 


Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There is 
no member: from North Carolina now in the 
‘House, and I think the bill had better remain 
| where it is. , 

Mr: TYNER. | The bill ought to be referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. All I ask 
is that no vote shall be taken until some mem- 
ber from North Carolina comes in. 

Mr. GARFLSLD, of Ohio. It cannot pre- 
judice the bill to refer it to the proper com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TYNER. In the absence of the gen- 
tlemen from North Carolina, I will not move 
to refer the bill. : 

The bill retained its place upon the Speak- 
er's table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LITTLE ROCK. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. $82) to provide for a 
building for the use of the Federal courts, 
post oifice, internal revenue and other civil 
offices in the city of Little Rock, Arkansas. 

The bill was read. authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to purchase a site for and 
cause to be constructed a suitable building 
with fire-proof vault extending to each story, 
in the city of Little Rock, in the State of 
Arkansas, for the accommodation of the Uni- 
ted States circuit and district courts, post 
office, internal revenue, and other Government 
offices; and it appropriates, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $100,000, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who shall cause proper plans and estimates to 
be made so that no expenditureshall be made 
or authorized for the full completion of the 
building and payment for the site thereof 
beyond the amount appropriated by the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suggest that 
that bill had better take the same course as 
the last one. 

Mr. SNYDER. Thope the bill will be passed. 

Mr. TYNER. Ifthe bill is to pass l desire 
to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SNYDER. Ihave no objection to an 
amendment being offered. 

Mr. TYNER, I move to add to the bill the 
following: 

Provided, That no part of the sum herein appro- 
priated shall be used or expended until a valid 
title to the site of said building shall be vested in 
the United States, and until the State of Arkansas 
shail duly release and relinquish its jurisdiction over 
the samo, and its right to tax said site and the prop- 
erty which may bo thereon during the time the 
United States shall be or remain the owner thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill, 
as amended, was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed, two thirds 
voting in favor thereof. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT VICKSBURG, 

The next business on the Speaker’s. table 
was Senate bill No. 823, to cancel a certain 
deed to the United States of America, and the 


same was taken up and read a first and second 
time. 


The question was upon ordering the bill to | 


be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, cancels and de- 
clares of no effect the deed from Thomas 
Whaley and Anna Whaley his wife, to the 
United States of America, dated February 28, 
1856, conveying certain lands in Vicksburg, 
Mississippi, recorded in book three, pages 447 


and 448, of the records of deeds in the county į 


of Warren, Mississippi, and that the United 
States of America renounce and. disclaim all 
right and title to said lands by said deed con- 
veyed, 

Mr. BINGHAM. T move that the rules be 
suspended and the bill passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust there will be some 
explanation of this bill. 


i 


Treasury. The land was conveyed for a 

marine hospital to the United States, but the 

United States declined to accept it. I ask 

that the letter of the Secretary be read. _ 
The Clerk read as follows: : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Wasnineron, D. C., January 16, 1872. 

Sır: In compliance with request contained in your 
letter of the 8th instant, I transmit herewith copies 
of all the correspondence exhibited by the records 
and files of this Department relative to negotiations 
with Thomas Whaley, esq., of Vicksburg, Mississippi, 
to purchase ten acres of ground from him for addi- 
tional site for the United States marine hospital at 
that port. The copies inclosed set forth a clear his- 
tory of the transaction and state the reason for 
which the Department declined to purchase the 
property, although adeed therefor had been duly 
executed and recorded in the proper office. They 
are as specified in the annexed ypas 

Very respectfully, GEO. S. BOUTWELL, -~ 

Secretary. 

THomAsS Hoop, esq., 1103 F street, Washington, D.C. 

The question was then taken, and (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspend- 


ed, and the bill passed. 
BARTHOLOMEW COUSIN. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 790, to extend the provis- 
ions of an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief 
of certain purchasers of land from the legal 
representatives of Bartholomew Cousin,” ap- 
proved February 18, 1871; which was taken up 
and read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. . 

The bill, which was read, extends for one 
year from the expiration thereof the provis- 
ions of an act entitled “An act for the relief 
of certain purchasers of land from the legal 
representatives of Bartholomew Cousin,” ap- 
proved February 18, 1871. 

The rules were suspended, two thirds voting 
in favor thereof, and the bill was passed. 


WINONA AND ST. PETERS RAILROAD, 


The next business upon the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 710, to refund certain duties 
paid by the Winona and St. Peters Railroad 
Company; which wastaken up and read a first 
and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides for re- 
funding to the Winonaand St. Peters Railroad 
Company, in gold, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $8,424 28, being the additional duties paid 
by them on railroad iron under the joint reso- 
lution entitled “ A joint resolution to increase 
temporarily the duties on imports,’’ approved 
April 29, 1864. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unless there is some very 
satisfactory explanation of this bill, I will move 
that it be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have here the report of 
the Senate Committee on Finance, which I 
will ask to lave read. This bill has passed 
the Senate once, and has also once passed the 
House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there any communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. This report has been 
shown to the Committee of Ways and Means 
of the House, and there is no objection to 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill does not belong 
to the Committee of Ways and Means ; it is 
merely a claim against the Government. 

Mr. DUNNELL. [ask that the report of 
iis Committee on Finance of the Senate be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the Senate bill 710, entitled “A bill to refund cer- 
tain duties paid by the Winona and St. Peters 
Railroad Company,” report: 

That the facts in regard to this bill were stated in 
& previous report of this committee, which is madea 
part of this report, and are concurred in, as follows: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the memorial of the Winona and St. 
Peters Railroad Company, an incorporation of the 


State of Minnesota, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and find that this company imported in 
the fall of 1863 five hundred tons of railroad iron, 
which was landed in New York and shipped for 
Milwaukee, under bond to pay the duty then im- 
posed by law within sixty days, the time allowed 
for its transit: By the usual course of navigation it 
should have arrived at Milwaukee that fall; but, by 
the early closing of navigation, it was detained at 
Oswego. It seems, from the papers on file, that the 
company made various efforts to pay the daty, both 
at Milwaukee and New York; but the collector at 
each port refused to receive the duties while the 
iron was in transit. The duty was then $13 50 per 
ton. Subsequently, by thejoint resolution of April 
29, 1864, duties on imported goods were increased 
fifty per cent. for sixty days, thus imposing a duty 
on this iron of $21 25 per ton. while by the general 
tariff uct, which took effect July 1, 1864, the duty on 
railroad iron was sixty cents per hundred pounds, 
or $13 44 per ‘ton. The iron arrived at Milwaukee 
on the 2ist of June, 1864, and, in addition to the 
duty imposed by law when theiron arrived in New 
York, there was imposed an additional duty under 
the joint resolution of the sum of $3,424 20, which 
sum was paid by the petitioners under protest. 

“Your committee are of opinion that the addi- 
tional duty provided for by the joint resolution of 
April 29, 1864, was not applicable to goods actually 
in transitu within the United States and under bonds 
providing for the payment of the specific rate of 
duty then imposed by law. At all events, your 
committee think it inequitable upon the facts stated 
to exact the increased duty when the importation 
was complete before the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion, and when parties interested had tendered the 
duties imposed by law and were guilty of no laches.” 

‘The committee recommend the passage of the bill. _ 

Mr. HOLMAN. That statement is clear _ 
enough. If the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means [Mr. Dawzs] has had 
occasion to examine this bill, and will say that 
he believes this money should be refunded, 
and that it was improperly charged, of course 
I will have no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know that the 
Committee of Ways and Means have examined 
this bill, I have examined it personally, and 
there did not seem to me to be any ground for 
us to exact this money of these parties. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the bill passed. . 

‘The question was taken; and (two thirds 
voting. in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL, SAN FRANCISCO, 


The next business upon the Speaker's table 
was Senate bill No. 855, to provide for the 
sale of the marine hospital and grounds at San 
Francisco; and the same was taken up, and 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to sell for the best 
price that cau be obtained, after due notice, 
the United States marine hospital and grounds 
at Rincon point, San Francisco, California, 
and on due payment to make, execute, and 
deliver to the purchaser or purchasers thereof 
all the rights and title thereto belonging to the 
United States, and the proceeds of such sale, 
after dediicting the necessary expenses, shall 
be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Mr. SARGENT. A bill embodying this 
provision, in connection with one for the erec- 
tion of a pavilion hospital on Angel Island, 
has passed the House. I suppose there is no 
objection to the passage of this bill, as the 
other bill has not yet passed the Senate. I 
move that the rules be suspended and the bill 
passed. 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


ST. CLAIR FLATS CANAL. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 345) for deepening St. 
Clair Flats canal to sixteen feet. 

The bill was read. 

„Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that this 
bill ought to be considered by the Committee 
on Commerce. I move its reference to that 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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ST, MARY’S FALLS CANAL, 


` The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 560) for the enlargement 
of the St. Mary’s Falls canal, in the State of 
Michigan. i 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I move therefer- 
ence of this bill to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 612) to facilitate the exe- 
cution of and to protect certain public works 
of improvement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume it will be agreed 
that this bill ought to go to the Committee on 
Commerce. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FERRY-BOATS, BONDED CARS, ETC. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 659) relative to the entry 
and clearance of ferry-boats and of bonded 
cars passing from one State to another through 
contiguous foreign territory. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move that this bill be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER. This bill has the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Commerce, 
and I hope it will be passed. 

The bill was read. It provides that vessels 
used exclusively as ferry-boats, carrying pas- 
sengers, baggage, goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise shall not be required to enter and clear, 
nor shall the masters and persons in charge 
of such vessels be required to present mani- 
fests, nor to pay entrance or clearance fees, 
nor fees for receiving or certifying manifests, 
but they shall, upon arrival in the United 
. States, be required to report such baggage, 
goods, wares, and merchandise to the proper 
officer of the customs according to law. 

The second section provides that railroad 
cars or other vehicles laden with goods, wares, 
and merchandise, sealed by a customs officer, 
under the provisions of section six of the act 
of July 28, 1866, and the regulations of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, passing from one 
port or place in the United States to another 
therein, through foreign contiguous territory, 
shall be exempt from the payment of any fees 
for receiving or certifying manifests thereof. 

Mr. LYNCH. I withdraw my motion for 
the reference of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

BRIG DELPHINE. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 837) to authorize the issue 
of an American register to the brig Delphine. 

The bill was read. 
be issued,- under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, a register for the brig Del- 
phine, formerly a French vessel, but now 
owned by Messrs. B. S. Rhett & Son, of 
Charleston, South Carolina, and which vessel, 
having been brought into the harbor of 
Charleston in a damaged condition, was 
ordered by the French consul at that port to 
be sold at public auction, and was purchased 
by said B. S. Rhett & Son, who have caused 
the vessel to be repaired. But it is to be 
proved to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury that the cost of the repairs made 
in the United States, after the purchase of the 
vessel by the present owners, equals three 
fourths of the entire cost of the vessel to Rhett 
& Son, inclusive of amount paid for the 
vessel at auction sale. 

The bill was passed. 

MAIL STEAMERS FOR GULF OF MEXICO. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 57) authorizing mail 
steamship service in the Gulf of Mexico, be- 
tween the port of New Orleans, Louisiana, 
and certain ports in the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I donot think it necessary 
that this bill should be read. I ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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It provides that there |i 


Mr. SHELDON. Let the bill be read. I 
think it ought to be passed. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No; it ought togo 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post- 
Roads. It is all about carrying the mails. 

Mr. SHELDON. A similar bill has been 
considered by the Committee on Commerce 
and reported to the House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Road. ; 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the 
suspension of the rules to pass the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not in order to move 
the reference of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order; but the 
Chair recognized the gentleman from Louis- 
iana, [Mr. SHELDON, ] who desires the passage 
of the bill. In proceeding with business on 
the Speaker’s table upon the conditions agreed 
on, the question, when any controversy arises, 
will first be tried upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SYPHER. Is the bill open to amend- 


ment? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to amend is 
not in order pending a motion to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. HALE. {s there any subsidy in this bill? 

Mr. SHELDON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. How much? 

Mr. SHELDON. One hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars. 

The question being taken on suspending the 
rules to pass the bill, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It concerns the 
carrying of the mails, and I move that it be 
referred tothe Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Committee on Com- 
merce have already had the subject before 
them. 

The question recurred on Mr. Horman’s 
motion to refer to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
44, noes 57; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
where differences of this kind occur on a bill 
that it be left on the Speaker's table, as it will 
facilitate the paasage of other bills. 

Mr. SHELDON. Iam willing to agree to 
that, 

Mr. HOLMAN. This ought to go to the 
Committee of Commerce, as it refers to com- 
mercial questions. 

The SPEAKER, It can only be reached 
by a two-thirds yote, and it does not matter 
whether it is referred to the committee or lies 
cn the table. 

There was no objection; and the bill was 
left on the Speaker’s table. i 

ALASKA COLLECTION DISTRICT. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. 735) to amend an act enti- 
tled “ An act to extend the laws of the United 
States relating to customs, commerce, and 
navigation over the territory ceded to the 


-United States by Russia, to establish a collec- 


tion district therein, and for other purposes,” 
passed July 27, 1868; which was taken up 
and read a first and second time. 
Mr. LYNCH moved to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. . 
MERCHANDISE IMPORTED INTO WHEELING. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. 169) to amend an act passed 
March 2, 1831, entitled ‘An act allowing the 
duties on foreign merchandise imported into 
Wheeling, Vicksburg, Cincinnati, Louisville, 
St. Louis, Nashville, and Natchez to be secured 
and paid at those places ;’’ which was taken up 
and read a first and second time. l 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ALABAMA GRAND TRUNK RAILROAD COMPANY., 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. 801) granting the right of 
way to the Mobile and Alabama Grand Trunk 
Railroad Company through and over lands 
owned by the United States; which was taken 
up and read a first and second time. 

Mr. HAYS moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ALABAMA DISTRICT COURTS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. 828) in relation to the 
district. courts of Alabama; which was taken 
up and read a first and second time. 

Mr. BUCKLEY moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INVENTORIES OF PUBLIC PROPERTY. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was an act (S. No. 910) relating to invent- 
ories and accounts of the property of the 
United States in public buildings and grounds; 
which was taken up and read a first and second 
time. ká 

The bill, which was read, provides that in 
order to carry out more effectually the second 
section of an act entitled ‘ An act to provide 
inventories and accounts of the property of 
the United States in the public buildings and 
grounds belonging to the United States in the 
District of Columbia,” approved July 15, 
1870, it shall be the duty of the officer or 
officers having in charge the property-of the 
United States in and about the Capitol, the 
President’s House, and the Botanical Garden, 
to furnish an annual statement to the architect 
of the Capitol extension by the 1st of Decem- 
ber in each year, setting forth the publie prop- 
erty in all the buildings, rooms, and grounds 
under their charge purchased during each year, 
and an account of the disposition of such prop- 
erty during the same period, whether by sale or 
otherwise. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof,) and the bill passed. 


PROMOTED NAVAL OFFICERS, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. 897) in regard to the com- 
mencement of increased pay to promoted offi- 
cers in the Navy; which was taken up and 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, proposes to repeal 
the clause in section seven of the act of July 
15, 1870, “making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending June 30, 
1871, and for other purposes,’’ which enacts 
“that hereafter the increased pay of a pro- 
moted officer shall commence from the date 
he is to take rank as given in his commis- 
sion ;’’ but if such officer shall have been pro- 
moted in course to fill a vacancy, and shall 
have been in the performance of the duties of 
the higher grade trom the date he is to take 
rank, he may be allowed the increased pay 
from that date. 

Mr. SCOFIELD, The Committeeon Naval 
Affairs have directed me to move that the 
House pass that bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Does it increase sal- 
aries? 

Mr. ARCHER. It does not. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. It not only does not in- 
crease them, but diminishes them very much. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof, ) and the bill passed. 

SARAH A. WARD. 

The next business on the Speaker's table 
was an act (S. No. 729) for the relief of Sarah 
A. Ward; which was taken up and read a 
first and second time. , 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 


directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
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“to Sarah A. Ward, widow of the late com- 
mander James H. Ward, of the United States 
Navy, the sum of $5,000 in full and complete 
compensation and satisfaction for the past and 
future use by the United States of an improve- 
mentin naval gun-carriages invented by James 
H. Ward. c ; i i 
. Mr. HOLMAM. -I hope there will. be some 
-explanation given by some member of the 
Committee. on Naval Affairs with regard to 
this bill, : 
Mr, HILL. In reply tothe gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Hormax, ] I will state that Com- 
mander James H. Ward, who, while in com- 
mand of his vessel on the Potomac, was killed 
in an engagement with the enemy on the 27th 
day of June, 1861, invented an improvement 
in the naval gun-carriage, which was partially 
introduced upon our naval vessels during his 
life-time, and the superior merits and value of 
which are fully vouched for by many of the 
most experienced officers in the Navy. It is 
not the gun-carriage that is now generally used 
in the Navy, but it is the foundation of that 
carriage, combined with an improvement in- 
vented by another person, which improvement 
would be comparatively valueless except as 
connected with Commander Ward’s invention. 
The committee of the Senate which exam- 
ined this matter make this statement: 


“The committee have carefully inquired into the 
merits of this case, and have come to the conclusion 
that there shoutd bo, on the part of the Govern- 
ment, some compensation to the widow of Comman- 
der Ward for the benefit to the naval service from 
hisinvention. Had the invention been fully intro- 
duced into naval use, the committee would be of 
opinion that a much larger compensation might, 
with propriety, be made than they fecl justified in 
recommending under existing circumstances. But 
as tho invention has been only partially introduced 
into the Navy, and is supplemented by an improve- 
ment invented by another, the committee are of 
opinion that the Government can well afford to pay 
to the widow of Commander Ward, and oughtin jus- 
tice to pay to her the sum of $5,000 in full for the 
past and future use in the Navy of Commander 
Ward’s invention, and they accordingly report the 
accompanying joint resolution in her favor, and 
recommend its passage.” 


Mr. ARCHER. This bill has never been 

‘considered by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Lhope it will not pass. I will move to refer it 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the bill will be passed. 
It has been three times before Congress. 

The question being taken on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill, there were—ayes 
twenty-seven, noes not counted. 

So (two thirds uot having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended to allow 
the bill to be passed. 

Mr. ARCHER, I now move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Ihave been asked whether 
any action was taken upon this bill by the 
committee. I will state that I examined it 
myself, but we did not act upon the bill in the 
committee ; and I have no authority to speak 
for any member of the committee in regard to 
it. Iformed my own judgment upon it. 

Mr. HILL. It has been twice reported by 
the committee. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion to the bill being referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and that order will be made. 

Sometime subsequently, 

Mr. ARCHER Said: i withdraw my objec- 
tion to the bill for the relief of Sarah A. Ward. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 
‘in favor thereof,) and the bill was passed. 


SETTLERS BURNED OUT IN WESTERN STATES, 


The next business on the Speaker's table was 
the bill (S. No. 546) relative to homestead 
settlers burned out in the States of Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and. Michigan. 

The bill was read. In its preamble it sets 
forth that fires, in extent unparalleled in the 
history of the country, burned through the 
newly settled parts of the States of Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and Michigan, during the autumn 
of the year 1871, whereby many homestead 
settlers lost their dwellings and all of their 


personal property, and many were burned to 


death, and many others were so burned as to. 


disable them from labor during the winter, 
and rendered unable to rebuild, and occupy 
their lands within a period of six months after 
the fires had driven them from their home- 
steads ; the bill therefore provides thatall such 
persons occupying homestead claims under the 
laws of the United States, on lands of the Uni- 
ted States, and the heirs of such persons who 
were burned to death, who were burned out in 
the year 1871, in the States of Minnesota, Wis- 
consin, and Michigan, shall have until the 1st 
day of January, 1873, to rebuild on and 
reoceupy said homestead lands; and that 
when said homestead claimants shall prove up 
their claims, such period of time until the Ist 
day of January, 1873, shall be included inthe 
five years’ time which they are required by law 
to reside on said lands, in the same manner as 
if such homestead claimant had actually 
resided thereon during said period of time. 
The bill in its second section provides that 
in all cases where the person having a home- 
stead claim under the laws of the United 
States, in the States of Minnesota, Wiscon- 
sin, and Michigan, shall have been burned to 
death or perished from the effects of such fires, 
it shall be lawful for the heirs or the guardian 
of any children which may have survived said 
fires, or the administrator of the estate of said 
deceased homestead claimant, to prove up 
said claim before the register of the land office 
of the proper district, and upon proof of the 
occupation and residence of such homestead 
claimant, up to the period of so being burned 
out, a patent shall be issued to said heir or 
heirs, or guardian for the use of such heir, or 
administrator for the use of such estate, in the 
same manner as if such homestead claimant 
had resided thereon for five years. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the bill be put upon its 
passage. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
passed. 


HOUGHTON AND ONTONAGON RAILROAD. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 918) to change the direc- 
tion of the road authorized by the act approved 
June 8, 1856, from Ontonagon; in the State 
of Michigan, to the Wisconsin State line, and 
for other purposes. 

The bill was read. It provides that the 
State of Michigan be empowered to authorize 
the relocation of the road surveyed and lo- 
cated under the actapproved June 3, 1856, from 
Ontonagon, in the State of Michigan, southerly 
to the Wisconsin State line, so as to extend 
the Houghton and Ontonagon line of railroad 
to the terminus of the Northern Pacific road 
on Montreal river; and that said act of June 
8,. 1856, and several the acts supplemental 
thereto and amendatory thereof, be applied to 
the said line of railroad extended by this bill 
westward to the Montreal river; provided that 
if said entire line of railroad shail not be fully 
completed, in the manner required by law on 
or before the 20th day of May, 1878, all the 
lands belonging to that portion then unfinished 
shall revert to the United States; and pro- 
vided further, that the act shall not be con- 
strued to grant any additional quantity of 
lands to said State in aid of said railroad; 
and provided further, that upon the reloca- 
tion of the liue of said railroad, and the filing 
of a map or maps thereof with the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, and before 
the act shall take effect, the said State of 
Michigan shall relinquish to the United States 
all claims to the land on the original line, not 
within the limits of the new line, and when so 
relinquished, it shall be the duty of the said 
Commissioner to offer the same at public sale 
in the usual manner, Lae 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the bill be passed. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I believe it is in order to 
move to refer this bill. 

The SPEAKER. It will be, if the House 
does not pass it. The Chair must, in the first 
place, submit the question on the passage of 
the bill. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is an entirely new 
branch. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. The Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands has had the bill 
under consideration, and has reported on 
it favorably. 

The question being put on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill, there were—ayes 
51, noes 45; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and appointed Mr. SUTHERLAND and 
Mr. HOLMAN. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 81, noes 50. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were— 
ayes five; not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were refused, and (two 
thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended to allow the passage 
of the bill. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. With leave to re- 
port at any: time. ; 

Mr. STEVENSON. Oh, no. ; 

Mr. DUNNELL. This matter has been 
before the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. STEVENSON. And the committee 
differed about it. ; 

The rules having been suspended, (two thirds 
having voted in favor thereof,) the bill was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee ` 
on the Public Lands. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to renew my motion 
in reference to the tariff and tax bill. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state 
his motion. 

TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I propose totake up the bill 
and to ask the House to non-concur in all the 
amendments, excepting two or three which 
may be indicated by gentlemen as those upon 
which they desire a vote without debate. 

The SPEAKER. They had better be indi- 
cated in advance, so that the motion will be 
definite. 

Mr. DAWES. I myself desire a vote on 
two of the Senate amendments, that in rela- 
tion to the rate upon tobacco and that in rela- 
tion to the rate upon whisky. 

Mr. RANDALL. The proposition of the 
Senate is to get rid of every indirect tax upon 
whisky. f 

Mr. DAWES. Thatiswhatit means. This 
rate is intended as an equivalent for all the 
taxes now imposed. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Senate amendment 
entirely wipes out other obnoxious taxes on 
whisky. 

Mr. CONGER. The printed bill is not here 
for distribution, and we cannot proceed intel- 
ligently with its consideration. . 

The SPEAKER, The printed bill is here 
and ready for distribution. 

Mr. DAWES. The time is very short. The 
Senate committee are waiting in order to have 
action in committee of conference. ‘There are 
one hundred and forty-seven amendments all 
told. It isimpracticable for use to go through 
with them in the House, but such important 
amendments as gentlemen feel desirous of hav- 
ing a vote upon, of course, if they will iadi- 
cate them, the House can have a separate vote 
upon them. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I suggest to the gentle- 
man that we had better have u separate vote 
on the amendment in relation to bonded ware- 
houses; I desire to offer an amendment. ; 

The SPEAKER. The amendments in re- 
lation to whisky and tobacco will be reserved. 
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Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
a vote upon agreeing with the Senate in strik- 
ing out our provision for the collecting of one 
third of the customs duties in greenbacks, 
which I see the Senate has stricken out. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Most of the amend- 
ments of the Senate to this bill I think the 
House would concur in without debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes] to be to suspend the rules 
and non-concur inthe amendments of the Sen- 
ate, excepting those in relation to the tax on 
whisky and tobacco, and that in regard to 
bonded warehouses. 

Mr. DAWES. I will say to my colleague 
[Mr. Burien] that the House having voted 
very strongly on the amendment to which he 
refers, of course the committee of conference 
would be instructed precisely by that vote as 
they would be by a renewal of the vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to reserve a sepa- 
rate vote on the amendment of the Senate to 
the ninth section. 

Mr. BURDETT. I want a separate vote 
upon the amendment of the Senate in relation 
to the duty upon pig lead. 

Mr. TAFFE. So dol. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. The House put 
licorice on the free list, but the Senate has 
put it among those articles on which the tax 
is reduced. It is a matter of justice to the 
tobacco manufacturers of the country that our 
amendment should be adopted, and I think we 
ought to insist upon it. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not know who will be 
on the couference committee, but I understand 
this law to govern a committee of conference, 
that they shall. insist, so far as they can, on 
carrying out the wishes of a majority of the 
House as expressed by its votes. Of course 
nobody expects committees of conference to 
adhere implicitly to the votes of the House, 
because there could be no such thing as a con- 
ference on any such understanding. A con- 
ference report must be made up by mutual 
concessions. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Well, I ask for a 
separate vote on the amendment in relation to 
licorice. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will submit his motion with the 
exceptions he desires to make. 

Mr. DAWES. On. all matters that the 
House has voted on after discussion itis hardly 
worth whilefor us to go over the groand again. 
The matters in relation to internal revenue 
are in a different position, and upon those 
important and leading points that I have indi- 
cated I desire myself, as all members of the 
House would, to have an expression of the 
views of the House. The tariff part of this 
bill was thoroughly discussed, and the views 
of the House, as expressed upon that part of 
the bill, have already been indicated. It is 
impossible to go through all that again, and it 
does not seem to me to be wise to undertake 
to do so.. Of course I must yield if the House 
insist upon it. 

Mr. KERR. 
suggestions.. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill hear the gentleman. 

Mr. KERR. ‘In addition to what has been 
said by the chairman, I desire especially to 
have a vote of the House on the Senate amend- 
ment to section three of the House bill. The 
effect of that amendment (and I state this 
not by way of argument but by way of faet 
merely) is to impose a duty of ten per cent. 
on tea, aud it may be on coffee and all articles 
of that kind when imported from east of the 
Cape of Good Hope. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The attention of the House 
has been so directed to that feature of the bill— 
apd the Committee of Ways and Means were 
unanimous on their own amendment, and the 
Howse was unanimous upon it—that I do not 
see how a committee of conference could be 


I desire to make one or two 


* 


any more instructed than they are upon that 
point. That is my view of the matter. 

Mr. KERR. If it is understood that they 
are so instructed, I will not ask a separate 
vote on. that amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘They could not be more 
instructed if there was a new vote. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not under- 
stand that a committee of conference can be 
instructed. 

Mr. DAWES. When I say they will be 
instructed, of course I mean that they are 
instructed in a parliamentary sense by the 
vote of the House, which they will recognize. 
A committee of conference must be free, or 
else it is not a parliamentary conference ; and 
no commitiee instructed at all, otherwise than 
in that parliamentary sense, would be met by 
a committee on the part of the Senate. Í 
only spoke of it as suggesting to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] that he must see 
that no new vote could impress that matter 
upon any committee more than it is now. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Sundry messages in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States were communicated 
to the House by Mr. Porter, his Private 
Secretary, who also informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed bills 
of the following titles: 

Anact (H. R. No. 1094) for the relief of 
Charles A. Weidner; 

An act (H. R. No. 1192) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contiugent expenses 
of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, 
for the year ending June 30, 1878, and for 
other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1210) granting a pension 
to Nathan Morgan; 

An act (H. R. No. 1348) supplementary to 
an act entitled ‘An act for the apportionment 
of Represesentatives to Congress among the 
several States according to the ninth census ;”” 

An act (H. R. No. 1416) for the relief of 
Albert W. Gray; 

An act (H. R. No. 2406) granting a pension 
to Margaret Riley; aud 

An act (H. R. No. 2833) to increase the 
capital stock and to extend the works of the 
Washington Gas-Light Company. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BURDETT. I desire to state that upon 
the matter of pig lead no vote was had in the 
House, and there was no instruction given in 
regard to it. I insist that a separate vote 
shall be taken upon that amendment of the 
Senate; and I ask that those of the West who 
stand up for protection shall not be smitten 
upon about the only industry of the mining 
kind that they have. 

Mr. DAWES. In reply to the gentleman 
from Missouri, [ Mr. Burpert.] I desireto state 
that the reason there was no vote in the House 
upon that matter was because the House bill 
passed as it stood sub silentio ; that is, nemine 
contradicente, every member agreeing to it. 
Now, can the gentleman from Missouri expect 
to get a stronger vote then the original one 
upon that subject? It is perfectly apparent 


that if we go over this matter a second time |! 
| amendment. 


we shall not be put in as good a condition as 
we are now in regard to every matter pertain- 
ing to the tariff. I think that, with the excep- 
tions I have named, everybody ought to be 
satisfied with the condition of things as they 
will be submitted to a committee of confer- 
ence. At any rate I will adhere to my motion. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will again 
state his motion. 


Mr. DAWES. 1 move to suspend the rules 


so as to order that all the amendments of the | 
Senate to the tariff bill be non-concurred in | 


exceptthose with regard to the rate of tax upon 
spirits and tobacco aud the amendment with 
reference to bonded warehouses, and that these 


three amendments be voted on by the House 
without debate. : 

Mr. KERR. Iwould like to make one more 
suggestion. Gentlemen will observe on page 
36 of the printed bill an amendment: very 
important in its nature and which has hitherto 
never been considered by the House. : In 
my judgment it is an exceedingly dangerous 
provision. It is a proposition to give to the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue the right 
to require all distillers to adopt any new appa- 
ratus or device which he may think proper to 
approve as an attachment to their machinery. 

Mr. DAWES. I agree fully with the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Kerr. J 

Mr. KERR. Then let us have a separate 
vote on that. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts proposes non- 


| concurrence in that with other amendments. 


Mr. BECK. I would like to havea separate 
vote upon the Senate amendment striking out 
section ten of the House bill whereby. one 
third of the customs duties was allowed to be 
paid in the currency of the country. 

Mr. DAWES. Did not the gentleman hear 
what I said to my colleague on that point ? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir, I did not; there was 
so much confusion. 

Mr. DAWES. I stated that no conference 
committee could be instructed, in a parlia- 
mentary sense, any more by a new vote than it 
would be by the original vote. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Task the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. Dawss] to allow us a vote 
upon the Senate amendment with reference to 

aper. I desire the House to concur, 

The SPEAKER. ‘the Chair will submit 
the motion of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. It is that the rules be so suspended 
that all the amendments of the Senate be non- 
concurred in except those fixing the rate of 
tax, upon tobacco and the rate of tax upon 
spirits, and the provision in regard to bonded 
warehouses, which shall be submitted to a 
separate vote without debate; and that then 
the bill be sent to a committee of conference. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, Will the gentleman 
allow me to include lumber as one of the 
items to be separately voted on? The Senate 
has increased the duty. 

Mr. DAWES. I cannot yield further. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Dawes, there were—ayes 149, noes’ 7. 

So (two thirds having voted iu favor-thereof) 
the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. Dawes] 
will now indicate the amendments on which 
a separate vote is to be taken. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The first is on page 85 of 
the printed bill, where the Sevate has changed 
the rate of tax upon whisky from sixty-five cents 
to seventy cents. Seventy cents is an equiva- 
lent for all taxes. Sixty-five cents was an 
equivalent for alltaxes exceptshe tax on sales. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is not seventy cents an 
increase? i 

Mr. DAWES. Aftera very careful calcu- 
lation—— . 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the 


Mr. DAWES. I move a concurrence in 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

trike out “sixty-five ’ and insert “ seventy ;’’so 
it will read: A . . 

That the act entitled ‘An act imposing taxes on 
distilled spirits and tobacco,and for other purposes, ’ 
approved July 20, 1868, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended as follows: a 

That section one be amended by striking out the 
word “fifty,” and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“seventy.” 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
97, noes 41. 

Mr. ELDR 


nays. 


EDGE demanded the yeas and 
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Mr. YOUNG demanded tellers on the yeas 
and nays. f 

Tellers were not ordered, and the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) 
the amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


“: The SPEAKER. The next amendment on 
which a separate vote has been asked is to be 
found on page 71. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strikeout‘ twenty ” and insert “ twenty-four;’’ so 
‘itwill read: y 
That section sixty-one be amended by striking out 
all after the second paragraph, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following words: ‘on all chewing 
‘and smoking tobacco, fine-cut, cavendish, plug 
or twist, cut or granulated, of every descrip- 
tion; on tobacco'twisted by hand or reduced into a 
condition to be consumed, or in any manner other 
than the ordinary mode of drying and curing, pre- 
pared for sale or consumption, even if prepared 
without the use of any machine or instrument, and 
without being pressed or sweetened; and on all 
fine-cut shorts and refuse scraps, clippings, cuttings, 
and sweepings of tobacco, atax of twenty-four cents 
per pound.” 


Mr. DAWES. Ihave no motion to make, 
put submit it to the House. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to amend that 
amendment by making it sixteen cents a 
pound. : 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
98, noes 54. 

Mr. HALE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative — yeas 185, nays 53, not 
voting 52; as follows: 


YHEAS—Messrs. Archer, Arthur, Barnum, Beck, 
Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, James G. Blair, Brax- 
ton, Bright, Buckley, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Coburn, Comingo, Conger, Con- 
ner, Crebs, Critcher, Crocker, Crossland, Darrall, De 

arge, Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Hames, 
Eldredge, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, 
Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, 
Giddings, Golladay, Goodrich, Hambleton, Han- 
cock, Handley, Hanks, Harmer, Harper, George E. 
Harris, John T, Harris, Havens, Hay, Hays, John 
W. Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hill, Hotman, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Ketcham, Killinger, King, 
Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, Lewis, Manson, May- 
nard, McClelland, MeCormick, MoHenrg, McIntyre, 
MeJunkin, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, ` enjamin F. 
Meyers, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, 
Packer, Isaac C, Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron F. 
Perry, Platt, Price, Prindle, Rainey, Randall, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Ellis H. Rob- 
erts, William R. Roberts, John Rogers, Sion H. Ro- 
gers, Sargent, Scofield, Sheldon, Shober, Shoemaker, 
Slater, Sloss, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Ste- 
venson, St. John, Swann, Taffe, Terry, Thomas, 
Ewichell, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Wake- 
man.: Waldron. Wallace, Warren, Whiteley, Whit- 
thorne, Williams of New York, John T. Wilson, 
Winchester, Wood, and Young—135. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ainbler, Ames, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Beatty, Bell, Austin Blair, Brooks, Buffin- 
ton, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, Clarke, Cotton, 

awes, Donnan, Dunnell, Finkelnburg, Wilder D. 
Foster, Frye, Garfield. Hale, Hawley, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, Hibbard, Kerr, Lowe, Lynch, McCrary, 
McGrew, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Morphis, Orr, 
Packard, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Perce, Peters, 
Poland, Rusk, Sawyer, Slocum, Worthington ©. 
Smith, Sprague, Starkweather, Stoughton, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Tyner, Walden, Wells, and Wil- 
liams of Indiana—53. . 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Barry, 
Beveridge, Boles, Carroll, Cobb, Coghlan, Cox, 
Creely, Davis, Griffith, Haldeman, Halsey, Hoar, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kinsella, Leach, Marshall, Mc- 
Kee, McKinney, Mitchell, Morey, Eli Perry, Por- 
„ter, Potter, Robinson, Roosevelt, Seeley, Sessions,, 

hanks, Shellabarger, Sherwood, H. Boardman 
Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. ‘Speer, 
Storm, Stowell, Strong, Sutherland, Sypher, Dwight 
Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Upson, Voorhees, Walls, 
Wheeler, Willard, and Jeremiah M. Wilson—52. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

During the vote, 

Mr. TYNER stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Witson, of Indiana, had left the Hall to have a 
tooth extracted, and had requested him to 
make this statement. 

Mr. LAMISON stated that Mr. McKinney 
was paired with Mr. Upson, who would vote 
in the negative, while Mr. McKinney would 
vote. in the affirmative, and that the pair ex- 
tended to all political questions during their 
‘absence. 

Mr. STEVENSON stated that Mr. :Cox 


was still detained at home by severe indisposi- 
tion. 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded. : 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was then concurred in. $ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
next amendment on which a separate vote has 
‘been asked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 87 strike. out “six” and insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so 
it wili read as follows: ; 

All tobacco and snuff now stored in any export 
bonded warehouse shall, on and after July 1, 1872, 
be subject to the same tax that is provided by this 
act, and shall, within twelve months after the pas- 
sage of this act, be withdrawn irom such warehouse 
upon payment of the tax, or for export under the 
regulations of the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue now in force concerning withdrawals.of tobacco 
andsnuff from bonded warehouses. And any tobacco 
or snuff remaining in any export bonded warehouse 
for a period of more than twelve months after the 

assage of. this act shall be forfeited to the United 
States, and shall be sold or disposed of for the benefit 
of the same, in such manner as shail be prescribed 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. MAYNARD. 
adding the following proviso to come in after 
the words ‘‘ bonded warehouses,” in line four 
hundred and seven. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, under such rules and regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may prescribe, may establish at 
such places as he may deem expedient bonded ware- 
houses to which tobacco may be transmitted in bond 
from the manufactory for storage, not to be with- 
drawn therefrom until the tax thereon shall have 
been paid. 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order 
against the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, {Mr. Maynarp, ] that it is just pre- 
cisely what the two Houses have agreed not to 
do. They have agreed to abolish the bonded 
warehouses. The only difference between them 
is whether this shall take effect in six or in 
twelve months. They have agreed in this very 
section to abolish the bonded warehouses by 
repealing the section of the internal revenue 
law which authorized them. The only differ- 
ence is that the withdrawal of the goods from 
the bonded warehouses, which :the House said 
must be done within six months, the Senate 
say must be done in twelve months. That is 
the only difference between the two Houses. 
Now, my friend from Tennessee [Mr. May- 
NARD] proposes to add to that a reéstablish- 
ment of the bonded warehouses, which the two 
Houses have agreed to abolish. 

The SPEAKER. That is a legislative argu- 
ment which may be very conclusive, but it is 
not a parliamentary one. 

Mr. DAWES. My point is thatthe amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee is not 
germane to the amendment of the Senate. 
That is what I have been trying to say. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If I were allowed, like the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] 
to inject a -legislative argument into the dis- 
cussion, I have here the section of the exist- 
ing law, which shows that the warehouses 
which the gentleman speaks of are export 
warehouses. This is a different thing aito- 

ether. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not rule 
out the amendment on the grounds stated by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. It is a 
question for discussion. 

Mr. DAWES. When the two Houses have 
distinctly declared that they will not have a 
thing 
The SPEAKER. Non constat that they 
would not vote for that thing to day because 
they would not vote for it yesterday. 

Mr. DAWES. But it is not in order for us 
to undertake to create a difference where the 
two Houses are agreed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the 
gentleman’s attention to the fact that the rules 
distinctly say that it is not a parliamentary 
point thatan amendment maybe inconsistent 
with what has previously been done. 


I move to amend by j 


Mr. DAWES. I know that there is no rule 
against being inconsistent.. That is the inalien- 
able right of the House. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MAYNARD. Iprotest against. the gen- 
tleman trying in this way to get ina legislative 
argument against my amendment. A 

The SPEAKER, Are separate votes desired 
on the amendments of the Senate and on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. MAYNARD 7] 

Mr. MAYNARD. Iwish te concur in the 
amendment of the Senate with the amend- 
ment I propose. 

Mr. DAWES. I will ask for separate votes 
on the two amendments. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Let the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee be again read. 

Mr. Mayyarp’s amendment was again read. 

Mr. MAYNARD. My motion is to concur 
in the amendment of the Senate with that 
amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Where does that amend- 
ment come in? 

The SPEAKER. Where does the gentle- 
man from Tennessee desire to put his amend- 


ment? 

Mr. MAYNARD. After the word ‘‘ ware- 
houses.’’ in line four hundred and seven. 

The SPEAKER. To what amendment of 
the Senate does the gentleman attach it? It 
is only in order now to attach that amendment 
to an amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. MAYNARD. To the amendment of 
the Senate making the time twelve months, in 
which I move to concur. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman’s amend- 
ment must be directly attached to some amend- 
ment of the Senate, otherwise it would not be 
allowable under the joint rules of the two 
Houses. 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire to remark on the 
question of order that the Senate have amended 
the paragraph ending with line four hundred 
and fourteen. Now the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Maynarp] proposes to concur ia 
the amendment of the Senate to the paragraph 
by adding a proviso to the end of the para- 
graph. i . 

The SPEAKER. The case being as stated, 
that would not necessarily enforce the right 
to doso. Here isa very long paragraph which 
the Senate have amended in a single word, 
while they agreed to all else in it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. . My idea was that, as 
the amendment of the Senate applied to a 
single sentence, I could not well make the pro- 
viso except at the end of the sentence, begins 
ning on line three hundred and. ninety-nine 
and ending with line four hundred and seven, 
providing for the disposition.of tobacco now in 
the tobacco export warehouses; and I pro- 
pose to accept the amendment of the Sen- 
ate with the further proviso that the Com- 
missioner shall be allowed to provide bonded 
warehouses not for export, 

The SPEAKER. The line of amendment 
between the two Houses is very restricted, and 
very properly so. The Senate have changed 
in this section the word ‘‘six’’ to the word 
* twelve.” Every other word in the section 
they have agreed to. Now, the gentleman 
may move to amend in any respect that is ger- 
mane to that change of the Senate. In no 
other respect can it be done. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I submit that it is ger- 
mane, because this paragraph is disposing of 
the tobacco that is in the export bonded ware- 
houses. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman will 
observe that with the single exception of the 
date, the change of six months to twelve 
months, the two Houses are now ‘in agree- 
ment. 

Mr. MAYNARD. There is another amend- 
ment of the Senate, and that is in relation to 
the amount of the tax on tobacco at this mo- 
ment in bond in export bonded warehouses, 


1 They provide the rate of tax it shall pay, and 
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the time it shall remain there before it can be 
withdrawn; and my proviso is that the Com. 
missioner of Internal Revenue shall be allowed 
to make further provision beyond the twelve 
months allowed by the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Which is the amendment 
of the Senate the gentleman is now alluding to? 

Mr. MAYNARD. It is on page 87 of the 
bili, lines four hundred and one to four hun- 
dred and three. 

The SPEAKER. Can the gentleman attach 
his amendment to that point in the bill? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I think so; of course 
you cannot split a sentence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires always 
to rule very liberally on questions of the power 
to amend, and yet it iş very important when a 
bill has gone through both branches, and both 
branches have agreed to portions of it, that an 
amendment offered in the House must be an 
amendment which will attach to some amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the Chair understood 
the matter as I do, the Chair would have no 
dificulty in ruling the amendment to be in 


order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary for 
the Chair, in ruling on parliamentary points, 
to understand the legislative points. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I am not speaking of 
legislative points ; I am speaking of the ques- 
tion, which is how to dispose of the tobacco 
which is now in export bonded warehouses 
which are abolished by the action of the two 
Houses. The question is, what is to be done 
with the tobacco now in them? 

The SPEAKER. That only goes to the 
necessity of legislation ; it does not goto the 
parliamentary point at all. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The parliamentary point, 
however, connects itself with the proposed 
legislation. The question is whether the 
amendment is a part of the same legislation 
or something separate and distinct. 

The SPEAKER. That would open the door 
very widely and bring in amendments in almost 
any part of the bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair cannot enter- 
tain the amendment unless the gentleman 
attaches it directly to something which the 
Senate bas put in the bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD, I will then move my 
amendment to come in after the following 
clause, which ends on line four hundred and 
two: 

All tobacco and snuff now stored in any export 
bonded warehouse shall, on and after July 1, 1872, 
be subject to the same tax as is provided by this 
act. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment attaches there as an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. It is inserting right between 
two words that have been agreed to a new pro- 
vision, which in another part of this bill both 
Houses have agreed shail not exist. 

The SPEAKER. That is true, but the 
Chair could not rule the amendment out on 
that point. 

Mr. DAWES. The only thing on which the 
Senate differs with the House is as to the time, 
inserting twelve months instead of six. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The mistake of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts about this whole 
thing is in insisting that the warehouses we 
have abolished are the same as those provided 
for in my amendment. They are no more the 
same than the Capitol of the United States is 
like the prison at Sing Sing. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman is mistaken 
in thinking that there is a difference. The 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] who 
had this matter in charge as a specialty in the 
Committee of Ways and Means, will bear me 
out in stating that this is precisely an attempt 
to reéstablish what both Houses have agreed 
to dispense with. F 

The question was put on Mr. Maynarp’s 


motion, and there were—ayes fourteen, noes 
not counted. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred upon concurring in 
the Senate amendment, to strike out ‘six 
monthg’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve months.”’ 

Mr. BROOKS. I hope the House will concur 
in that amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope not. 

Mr. BROOKS. It is a very short time, and 
they have hired their houses fora year. i 

Mr. DAWES. I bope the House will not 


concur. 

Mr. MAYNARD. It would be unjust to 
those who have tobacco in the warehouses at 
this time to non-concur in this amendment. 

The question was put ; and there were—ayes 
sixteen, noes not counted, : 

So the amendment of the Senate was non- 
concurred in. 


Mr. DAWES. I now move that a confer- 
ence be asked of the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses upon the amend- 
ments of the Senate to this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER subsequently announced 
the appointment of Mr. Dawes, Mr. KELLEY, 
and Mr. Kerr, as the conferees on the part of 
the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The House will now re- 
sume the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table. 


INTERNATIONAL OCEAN TELEGRAPH. 


The next business Gh the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 429, supplementary to an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction 
of telegraph lines, and to secure to the Gov- 
ernment the use of the same for postal, mili- 
tary, and other purposes,” approved July 24, 
1866; and the same was taken up and read a 
first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I.move that this bill be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ELECTIONS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 488, supplementary to an 
act entitled ‘*An act to amend an act approved 
May 81, 1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce the 
rights of citizens of the United States to vote 
in the several States of this Union,’ and for 
other purposes,’ ’’ passed February 28, 1871. 

Mr. BROOKS. Has this bill been consid- 
ered by any committee of this House? I 
move that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. POLAND. I understand that the only 
effect of this bill is to cure a clerical error 
in the original bill. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the bill passed. 

The question was taken; and there were, 
upon a division—ayes 77, noes 47. 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were not suspended, and the bill was 
returned to its place on the Speaker's 
table. 


COLUMBIA DEAF AND DUMB INSTITUTION. 


The next business upon the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 385, to regulate the ad- 
mission of pupils into the Columbia Institu- 
tion for the Deaf and Dumb. 

The bill was read. The first section author- 
izes the Secretary of the Interior to admit into 
the collegiate department of the Columbia In- 
stitution for the Deaf and Dumb properly 
qualified deaf mutes from the several States in 
the manner following, namely, from each State 
a number of students not exceeding one half 
the number of its Representatives in Congress ; 
provided that in case of States the number 
of whose Representatives is not. divisible by 
two without a remainder, the fraction in the 
quotient shall be counted as a unit. The sec- 


ond section provides that applicants for admis- 
sion to the said Columbia Institution, under 
the provisions of the first section, must be 
nominated to the Secretary of the Interior 
by members of Congress representing the 
States to which they respectively belong; pro- 
vided that in filling vacancies no Representa- 


| tive shall exercise the right of nomination 


twice in succession to the exclusion of other 
Representatives from the same State who may 
desire to make nominations, the right of nom- 
ination being exercised in alternation, The 
third section provides that all acts or parts of 
acts inconsistent with the provisions of the 
act shall be repealed. The fourth section pro- 
vides that the act shail take effect from the 
date of its passage. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER., I move that the 
following amendment be made to the bill: 


Add to the first. section the following: 

_ Provided further, That all of the actual expenses 
incurred by said institution in the education and 
support of said students shall be repaid to it by said 
States, respectively, the accounts therefor to be 
audited and settled undersuch rules and regulations 
as shall be prescribed by the. Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, 


And I move to substitute for the second sec- 
tion of the bill the following: 


That applicants for admission to the said Columbia 
Institution, under the provisions of the foregoing 
section, must be nominated to the Secretary of the 
Interior by the Governors of the several States 
respectively. 


The first amendment I have indicated is one 
suggested the other day by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes ;] the second 
is the one indicated by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Nrstack.] I suppose there 
will be no objection to the bill with those 
amendments, 

Mr. HALE. What is intended to be the 
force of the word “repaid,” in the first 
amendment? Why not say ‘‘ paid?” 

Mr. DAWES. It would be just as well to 
say ‘paid.’’ I used the word “repaid” when 
I drew up the amendment the other day, under 
the idea that the head of the institution would 
keep the accounts and disburse the money 
and that the institution would be reimburse 
by the States. 

Mr. HALE. It would be better to say 
“cs aid.” 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave no objection. i 

Mr. HALE. That would exclude the idea 
that the General Government would be called 
upon to pay their expenses. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is: to 
strike out ‘‘re’’ before ‘‘ paid.” 

Mr. PETERS. Why, “re”? is the very 
“thing” itself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I will modify 
my amendment as suggested, and move that 
the rules be suspended and the bill passed 
with those amendments. 

The question was taken; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 64, noes 66. É 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were not suspended, and the bill was 
returned to the Speaker’s table. 


MARGARET H. JUDD. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (H. R. No. 857) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret H. Judd, of Wilmington, 
Delaware. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll the name of Margaret H. Judd, of Wil- 
mington, Delaware, the aunt and adopted 
mother of the late Brevet Lieutenant Colonel 
William Judd Fetterman, twenty-seventh in- 
fantry, United States Army, and to pay her a 
pension as a dependent mother. 

Mr. MOORE. I hope that this bill will be 
passed. 

The bill was passed. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE LAW. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (H. R. No. 964) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend the fifth section of 
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an‘act entitled: ‘An act donating public lands 
tothe. several States and Territories which 
may provide colleges for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts,’ approved July 
2, 1862, so as to extend the time within which 
the :provisions of said: act shall be accepted 
and-such colleges established,” approved July 
28, 1866. : 

: Mr. PERCE. -I move that this bill be 
referred: to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HARMON E. WENTWORTH. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 1105) for the relief of 
Harmon E. Wentworth, late second lieutenant 
fourteenth New York heavy artillery. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Paymaster General of the United States 
Army to pay to Harmon E. Wentworth, late 
second lieutenant of company D, fourteenth 
regiment New York heavy artillery, the full 
pay and emoluments of a second lieutenant of 
heavy artillery, from June 7, 1864, to April 
16, 1865, and also to allow him what he may 
have refunded of the three months’ pay proper 
paid to him under act of March 3, 1865, deduct- 
ing therefrom all pay he may have received 
from the Government as an enlisted man for 
that period. i 

Mr. STOUGHTON, Task that this bill be 
passed. 

The bill was passed. 


WILKEN BIMSTERFELDT. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 1071) for the relief of the 
heirs of Wilken Biesterfeldt, late of Spitzen- 
dort, Germany. 

The bill wasread. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue and de- 
liver to the envoy and minister plenipotentiary 
of the German empire to the United States 
for the use of the legal representatives of 
Wilken Biesterfeldt, late of Spitzendorf, Ger- 
many, duplicate bonds of the United States 
(described in the bill) amounting to $2,850, 
which bonds were destroyed by fire in Spitz- 
endorf on the 5th day of April, 1870, 

Mr. HOLMAN. There being a general law 
uhder which these duplicate bonds may be 
issued, there is of course no necessily for 
the passage of this bill. The general law 
covers the case very clearly. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DENVER AND RIO GRANDE RAILWAY COMPANY 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 984) granting the right 
of way through the public lands to the Denver 
and Kio Grande Railway Company. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I ask that this bill be 
passed, 

The bill was read. It provides that the 
right of way over the public domain, one hun- 
dred feet in width on each side of the track, 
together with such public lands adjacent thereto 
as may be needed for depots, shops, and other 
buiidings for railroad purposes, and for yard- 
room and side-tracks, not exceeding forty acres 
at any one station, and not more than one sta- 
tion in every five miles, and the right to take 
trom the public lands adjacent thereto stone, 
timber, earth, water, and other material re- 


quired for the construction and repair of its | 


railway and telegraph line, be granted and con- 
firmed to the Denver and Rio Grande Rail- 
way Company, a corporation duly created 
under the incorporation laws of the Territory 
of Colorado, its successors and assigns; and 
all the rights, powers, and franchises conferred 
by those laws on corporations created under 
them for constructing and operating railroad 
and telegraph lines are ratified and confirmed 
to the above-named railway company, its suc- 
cessors and assigns ; and the same rights, pow- 


ers, and franchises conferred by the general 
incorporation laws of the Territory of Colorado 
for the construction of railroads and telegraph 
lines are granted to. the company, its suc: 
cessors and assigns, for the extension and 
operation of its railway and telegraph line in 
and through any contiguous Territory of the 
United States to the northern boundary line 
of Mexico, subject to compliance with the 
conditions and requirements of the general 
incorporation laws of such Territory so far as 
the same are applicable and not inconsistent 
with the laws of the United States; and the 
same rights, powers, and privileges conferred 
upon the Union Pacific Railroad Company by 
section three of an act approved July 2, 1864, 
are conferred upon the above-named com- 
pany, its suecessors and assigns. . 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, I 
move to amend by striking out “‘forty” 
and inserting “twenty,” and by striking out 
t five” and inserting ‘‘ten;’’ so as to read, 
“not exceeding twenty acres at any one sta- 
tion and not more than one station in’ every 
ten miles;’’ and also by adding at the end of 
the bill the following: 

Provided, That said company shall complete its 
railway to a point on the Rio Grande as far south as 
Sante Fé within four years after the passage of this 
act, and shall complete fifty miles additional south 
of said point in each year thereafter: and in default 
thereof the rights and privileges herein granted shall 
be rendered null and void so far as respects the 
unfinished portions of said road: And provided fur- 
ther, That nothing in this act contained shall be 
construed as affirming or denying the right of any 
Territory to incorporate a railroad company. 


Mr. HOLMAN. hbe last clause of this 
bill refers to a certain act. I would like to 
have some explanation of that. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. It is 
an act of Congress with regard to the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company, authorizing the 
ascertainment of damages by three persons to 
be appointed by the court, and providing that 
if such persons cannot agree the question 
may then be carried before a jury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that the only effect of 
the act referred to? > 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Yes, 
sir; it provides merely for the assessment of 
damages. 

The amendments offered by Mr. TOWNSEND, 
of Pennsylvania, were adopted; and the bill, 
as amended, was passed. 


REAR ADMIRALS ON THE RETIRED LIST. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was an act (S. No, 595) to fix the pay of cer- 
tain officers on the retired list of the Navy; 
which was taken up, and read a first and second 
time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that from 
and after the 30th of June, 1870, rear admi- 
rals on the retired list of the Navy, who were 
retired as captains, when the highest grade in 
the Navy was captain, at the age of sixty-two 
years, or after forty-five years’ service, and 
who, after their retirement, were promoted to 
the grade of rear admiral, and performed the 
duties of that grade in time of war, shall, 
when not on duty, be entitled to and receive 
the pay of rear admirals on the retired list. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds vot- 
ing in the affirmative, ) and the bill was passed. 

PAYMASTER GEORGE F. CUTTER. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. 171) for the relief of Pay- 
master George F. Cutter; which was taken up, 
and read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
accounting officers of the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment be authorized to credit George F. Cutter, 
paymaster in the United States Navy, with the 
sum of $254 in coin, now checked against him 
on the books of that Department, being the 
amount stolen from the funds of the United 
States, on board the ship Piscataqua, in the har- 
bor of Yokohama, Japan, in September, 1868, 

Mr. HOLMAN. {should like toask whether 
any committee had occasion to examine this 


subject; otherwise I move that it be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. , 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


OFFICERS AND CREW OF THE VICKSBURG. 


The next business on tbe Speaker's table 
was an act (S. No. 1026) for the relief of the 
officers and crew of the United States steamer 
Vicksburg; which was taken up, and read 9, 
first and second time. , 

‘The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Navy, in conjunction with 
the Secretary of the Interior, is authorized 
to draw from the Navy pension tund the moiety 
of the proceeds of seventy-eight bales of cot- 
ton picked up at sea by the officers and crew 
ofthe United States steamer Vicksburg, on the 
31st day of May and the 1st day of June, 1864, 
said moiety having been erroneously credited 
to said fund, and directs the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to distribute and pay 
the same to the officers and crew of said vessel 
as provided by law. ; 

Mr. HAYS. I move that that bill be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. À 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. A similar bill was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and that committee directed the bill to be re- 
ported back favorably. lask that the report 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the claim of Commander D., L. Braine for 
remuneration for seventy-eight bales of cotton 
picked up at sea by the United States steamer 
Vicksburg, report: 

That on the 31st of May and Ist of June, 1864, tho 
United States steamer Vicksburg, Lientenant Com- 
mander D. L. Braine in command, picked up at sea 
seventy-cight bales of cotton. The cotton wasadrift 
fifty miles or more off the coast of North Carolina. 
The evidence shows that it was derelict. It was 
taken by the Vicksburg to Norfolk, and thence was 
shipped to Boston. On its arrival there, and in the 
absence of Commander Braine, it was libeled in the 
district court of the United States by the United 
States attorney as prize of war. It was condemned 
and sold as such. The result was that only one 
half of the proceeds was awarded to the officers and 
crew of the Vicksburg. The other half was paid into 
the Treasury of the United States to the credit of 
the pension fund. ae : 

These proceedings were instituted in ignorance of 
the facts which constituted the case, one of salvage 
and not of prize, and in the absence of the officers 
entitled to claim as salvors. The decree was entered 
by default; and no claimant has appeared to claim 
any part of the proceeds as original owner. A peti- 
tion was filed in court to correct the mistake in tho 
proceedings, but no action was ever taken thereon. 

Under the law applicable to such a case the find- 
ers of this cotton were entitled to the entire pro- 
ceeds, in the absence, for a year and aday, of any 
claimant as original owner. And by the eleventh 
section of the act of June 30, 1864, they are distrib- 
uted under the direction of the Secretary of the 


avy. 

The committee recommend the passage of the 
accompanying joint resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should like to hear a word 
of explanation beyond that report. A naval 
vessel of the United States finds cotton afloat 
on the bigh seas, takes it to Boston, where 
it is libeled in the district court and sold, 
one half of the proceeds of the sale going to 
the officers and men of the vessel and the 
other into the Treasury to the credit of the 
Navy pension fund. Now, I should like to 
know what has been the policy of the Govern- 
ment in reference to such cases. It seems to 
me the officers of the Navy are entitled to one 
half according to our former policy, but I 
never knew we had gone to the extent of giv- 
ing the whole of the captured property. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The uniform prac- 
tice of the Government in the case of salvage 
where property has been taken up as derelict 
has been to pay so much salvage asthe service 
properly entitles the salvors to, the remainder 
going into the Treasury subject to order for 
the limited period of one year, and not being 
called for it has uniformly, according to the 
rulings, been paid over to the salvors. 

, But inasmuch as these proceedings were 
instituted in ignorance of the fact, upon thé 
supposition that the cotton was taken as law- 
ful prize of war, it wasdisiributed accordingly. 
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But the facts, when they came to be known, | 


constituted a case of salvage, and the original 
owner not having called for the remainder, 
after one half had been distributed to the 
salvors the remainder should now be paid to 
them, and would have been had not the pro- 
ceedings taken resulted in a different disposi- 
tion being made. The proceedings were insti- 
tuted by the attorney of the United States 
before the salvors had come with their claim. 
The case was investigated by the committee, 
and as one of the sub-committee who exam- 
ined the question lam of opinion that there 
can be no doubt whatever but that it was a 
case of salvage, and the law has been univer- 
sally recognized by the courts as entitling 
the salvors to the entire proceeds where 
the original owner has not called for the 
remainder. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. This case ought to be 
properly settled, for this reasou: there are 
twenty-seven vessels, men-of- war belonging to 
the- Navy, which picked up cotton during the 
war in this way. I had a list of the names 
of all of them, with a statement of what was 
done in each case. But my colleague on the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Ancuenr,] who intended 
to antagonize this bill, borrowed them from 
me, and Í find that he is not now in bis seat. 
Thad not intended to say anything in regard 
to the bill myself. 

Of those twenty-seven vessels, four were 
libeled in the courts of the city of New York ; 
andin those four cases it was held that the 
whole of the property belonged to the salvors. 
The other twenty-three cases were taken to 
the courts of New Orleans, Boston, and Phil- 
adelphia ; and in all three of those courts it 
was held that the property was prize ; that the 
cotton had been thrown from the confederate 
vessels, or blockade-runners, while the vessels 
which picked up the property were in pursuit 
ofthem ; and inasmuch as the vessels belonged 
to the United States, that those cases did not 
come under the law governing cases where 
individuals owned the whole of the vessel. 

Now, then, if we pass this law for the Vicks- 
burg, the other twenty-two, which are in the 
same position, will apply to Congress for similar 
action. All I ask now is that the House shall 
either deal with this bill in such a way as that 
its action shall be an instruction to the Naval 
Committee to report all the cases upon the same 
principle—because if this bill passes they will 
all come in—or else that it shall refer the bill 
to the committee with instructions which will 
be applicable to all the cases. 

Iam inclined to think that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Suruyrtanp] is perhaps 
right in his law; but it is against almost all 
the decisions, and against the decision of the 
Naval Committee in the last Congress, where 
we had a case precisely like this, and decided 
to report against it. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I agreed with my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. ArcuEr,] in his opposi- 
tion to this bill while it was before the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, our general ground 
being that, inasmuch as the United States 
owned the vessel which made the capture, 
educated and supported the officers and men, 
and afterward pensioned these men, if they 
were unable for active service it was doing 
gross injustice to the United States to affirm 
that what had thus been captured should go 
into the hands of the officers. 

Mr. HAYS. I object to further debate. 

The question being taken on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill, there were—ayes 
fourteen, noes not counted. ; 

So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof ) the rules were not suspended to allow 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the bill be 
-referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The rules having been suspended, (two thirds 
having voted in favor thereof,) the bill was 


I 


read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
CORRECTIONS IN PRIZE LISTS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 849) authorizing correc- 
tions to be made in errors in prize lists. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move that the. bill be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


LIEUTENANT COMMANDER W. B. CUSHING. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 173) extending the pro- 
visions of the act of July 16, 1862, granting 
ten years’ additional service on the active list 
to certain officers, to Lieutenant Commander 
W. B. Cushing. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move that that bill be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

ENFORCEMENT ACT. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 791) to amend an act 
entitled “ An act to amend an act approved 
May 31, 1870, entitled ‘ An act to enforce the 
rights of citizens of the United States to vote 
in the several States of the Union, and for 
other purposes.’ ”’ f 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ibope that bill will be 
put upon its passage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis quite late; we have 
done a great deal of business to-day, and I 
think we had better adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Oh, let us finish this 
little bill first. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had better 
adjourn. 

‘The question was put upon suspending the 
rules and passing the bill; and there were— 
ayes 65, noes 53 ; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr, POLAND and 
Mr. ARTHUR were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 79, noes 68. 

Mr. WALLS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 101, nays 96, not voting 43 ; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barry, 
Beatty, Beveridge, Bighy, Bingham, Buckley, Buffin- 
ton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Rod- 
erick R. Butler, Clarke, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, 
Cotton, Darrall, De Large, Dickey, Donnan, Duell, 
Punnell, Eames, Elliott, Charles Foster, Wilder D. 
Foster, Frye, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, George B. 
Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazel- 
ton, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Kelley, Ketcham, 
Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, lynch, May- 
nard, McCrary, McGrew, McJunkin, McKee, Mer- 
cnr, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Morey, Leonard 
Myers, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. 
Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Poland, Prindle, 
Rainey, Ellis Il. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, 
Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shoe- 
maker, H. Boardman Smith, Joha A. Smith, 
Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Steven- 
son, Stoughton, Strong, Sypher, Washington Town- 
send, Turner, Iwichell, Syner, Wakeman, Walden, 
Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Whiteley, Willard, Wil- 
liams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John 
T. Wilson—l01. 

NAYS—Mesers. Ambler, Archer, Arthur, Barnum, 
Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, James G. 
Biair, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Caldwell, Cam pbell, 
Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Crebs, Critcher, Cross- 
land, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eldredge, Ely, Finkeln- 
burg. Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Gid- 
dings, Golladay, Goodrich, Haldeman. Hambleton, 
Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Join T. Harris, 
May, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kel- 
logg, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, 
Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, McHenry., Me- 
Intyre. McNeely, Merrick, Mitchell, Morgan, Nib- 
lack, Hosea W. Parker, Potter, Price, Randail, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M, Rice, Ritchie, 
William R, Roberts, Robinson, Sion H. Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, R. Milton 
Speer, Stevens, Storm, Sutherland, Swann, Terry, 
futhill, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Warren, 
Wells, Whitthorne. Williams of New York, Win- 
chester, Wood, and Young—26. 


Commerce. 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Barber, 
Boles, Cobb, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Davis, Dawes, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Garfield, Griffith, Hoar, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kinsella, Leach, McKinney, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Morphis, Negley, Aaron F., 
Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, John Rogers, 
Scofield, Seeley, Sherwood, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Stowell, St. John, Taffe, Thomas, 
Dwight Townsend, Upson, Voorhees, and Wheel- 
er—43, 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended. 

During the roll-call the following announce- 
ments were made: 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. Iam paired with Mr. 
Seevey, of New York. If he were here he 
would vote ‘‘ay’’ upon this question, and I 
should vote ‘no.’’ 

Mr. NEGLEY Iam paired with my col- 


eague, Mr. ACKER. 
Mr. MERRIAM. My colleague, Mr. 


WHEELER, is paired with Mr. Leaca, of North 
Carolina. If here he would vote ‘ ay.” 

Mr. WINCHESTER. My colleague, Mr. 
ADAMS, is paired with Mr. Coss, of North 
Carolina. Ifbere he would vote ‘no’? upon 
this question. 

Mr. McCLELLAND. My colleague, Mr. 
Suenwoop, is paired with Mr. Crocker, of 
Massachusetts. If my colleague were here he 
would vote “no, and Mr. Crocker would 
vote ‘f ay.” 

Mr. RANDALL. My colleague, Mr. GRIF- 
FITH is paired with Mr. ScorieLp. 

‘The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 

The House then resumed the consideration 
of the business upon the Speaker's table. 


FOREIGN AND COASTING TRADE. 


The next business upon the Speaker's table 
was the. bill .(S. No. 799) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to regulate the foreign and 
coasting trade on the northern, northeastern, 
and northwestern frontiers of the United 
States, and for other purposes.” 

The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, and, on motion 
of Mr. Concer, referred to the Committee on 


MRS. FANNY KELLY. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was a bill (S. No. 18) for the relief of Mrs. 
Fanny Kelly. . 

The bill was read. It directs that there be 
paid to Mrs. Fannie Kelly the sum of $5,000 
in full for property taken and destroyed by the 
Sioux Indians, in 1864, the sum to be taken 


! from any money in the Treasury which is due 


or may become due to certain bands of Indians 
named in the biil, 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio. I move to amend 
that bill by striking out all after the enacting 
clause, and inserting in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 


| hereby. authorized to pay Mrs, Fannie Kelly the 
| sum of $10,000 out of any money in the Treasury not 


otherwise appropriated, in fall for property taken 
and destroyed by the Sioux Iudians in the year 1864, 

Mr. AMBLER. I would like to understand 
from my colleague [Mr. Foster, of Ohio,} 
whether the amendment offered by him comes 
from the Committee on Claims, of which he 
is a member, or whether itis a mere voluntary 
amendment of his own. 

Mr. SHANKS. I will say to the gentleman 
from Obio, [Mr. AMBLER, ] if his colleague 
[Mr. Fosrer] will permit me, that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, to which a bill simi- 
lar to this was referred some time ago, con- 
sidered this subject very carefully and author- 
ized me to report a bill appropriating $15,000. 
The amendment proposed to this bill is for 
$5,000 less than the Committee on Indian 
Affairs authorized me to report after a careful 
consideration of the subject. I hope the 
amendment will be agreed to, and the bill, as 
amended, passed, 3 

The question was taken, and, (two thirds 
voting in favor favor thereof,) the rules were 
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suspended, and the bill was passed with the 
amendment. | f 

Mr- KILLINGER. I move that the House 
now adjourn. 

-| The question was taken; and upon a divis- 
ion, there were—ayes 84, noes 81. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. PERCE called for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Those in favor of tellers 
will rise and stand antil counted. There 
are more than twenty-five gentlemen either 
rising or standing, and tellers are ordered. 
Mr. Perce, of Mississippi, and Mr. Rics, of 
IHinois, will act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 93, noes 68. 

Beforethe result of this vote was announced, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
‘Enrolled Bills, reported that they had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 280) for the relief of Mary 
M. Clark, widow of Leonard Clark, deceased ; 

An act (S. No. 298) directing the convey- 
ance of certain lots of ground with the itm- 
provements thereon, for the use of the public 
schools of the city of Washington ; 

An act (S. No. 299) amending an act enti- 
tled ‘An act directing the conveyance of a lot 
of ground for the use of the public schools of 
the city of Washington;’’ and 

An act (S. No. 324) to extend the provisions 
of an act entitled ‘An act for the final adjust- 
ment of private land claims in the States of 
Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, and for 
other purposes.” 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the same 
committee, reported that they had examined 
and found truly enrolled billsof the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2397) granting a pension 
to Margaret C. Gibson ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2398) granting a pension 
to Martha G. Rudolph; 

An act(H. R. No. 2400) granting a pension 
to William B. Taylor; 

. Anact(H. R.-No.2401) granting a pension 
to Margaret Caldwell ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2416) granting a pension 
to Andrew Reinfort ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2417) granting a pen- 
sion to Abraham Cooper ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2418) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs, Nancy E. Pugh; 

An act (H. R. No. 2422) granting a pen- 
sion to Phoebe Ann Elderkin; 

An act (H. R. No. 242) granting a pension 
to James Supple; and 

Anact (H. R. No. 2708) relative to the 
Centennial International Exhibition, to be 
held in the city of Philadelphia, State of 
Pennsylvania, in the year 1876, 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. TURNER asked and obtained unani- 
mous consent to have printed in the Globe 
some remarks he had prepared upon the cot- 
ton tax, and also upon the necessity of erecting 
a public building in Selma, Alabama. [See 
Appendix. ] 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BARRY asked and obtained leave, by 
unanimous consent, for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the papers in the 
ease of Mary EB. Sacia. 

Mr. BRIGHT asked and obtained leave, 
by unanimous consent, for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in 
relation to the First Baptist church at Tulla- 
homa, Tennessee. 

Mr. PECK, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House 
papers ia the case of William F. Simms apply- 
ing for a pension. 

Mr. TWICHELL, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to withdraw from the files of 


the House papers in the cases of George W, | 


Plummer and of Wyley J. Davis. 


|l 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained indefinite leave of absence on account 
of sickness in his family. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Symp- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. No. 824) to extend the 
provisions of an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the 
final adjustment of private land claims in the 
States of Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 1) to revise, consolidate, 
and amend the statutes relating to the Post 
Office Department, 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had passed a bill of the following title; in 
which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : i 

An act (S. No. 1182) for the completion and 
publication of the Medical and Surgical 
History of the Rebellion. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had insisted on its amendments, dis- 
agreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 
255) confirming to the Port Huron and Lake 
Michigan Railroad Company the lands hereto- 
fore granted to the State of Michigan to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from Grand 
Haven to Flint, and thence to Port Huron, 
and providing for the manner of issuing 
patents therefor, and for other purposes; had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the iwo Houses 
upon the bill, and had appointed, as conferees 
on the part of the Senate, Mr. Logan, Mr. 
Pomeroy, and Mr. CASSERLY. 

The result upon the motion of Mr. Kıl- 
LINGER, that the House adjourn, was then 
announced; and accordingly (at four o’clock 
and five minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. DARRALL: A petition of 600 cit- 
izens of Calcasieu parish, Louisiana, protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill No. 2228, 
a bill to improve the navigation of Calcasieu 
river, Louisiana, and donating one hundred 
thousand acres of public lands for that pur- 


ose. 
By Mr. FINKELNBURG: The claim of 
Luigi Botto, for property destroyed by United 
States troops at Memphis, Tennessee. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The memorial of the 
American Steamship Company of Philadel- 
phia, requesting the adoption by Congress of 
the measure presented by the Secretary of the 
Treasury recommending the passage of a law 
guarantying to persons who may employ in the 
foreign trade American-built first-class steam- 
ships of not less than two thousand tons 
burden an annual payment of thirteen dollars 
per ton for a period of five years. 

By Mr. MERCUR: The memorial of W. H. 
Pheips, of Bradford county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for relief. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petition of Jackson 
Case, late second lieutenant first Arkansas 
cavalry. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, May 31, 1872. 

The Senate met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, District 
of Columbia. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. MORTON. - As time isso valuable, I 
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suggest that we dispense with the reading of 
the minutes. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
Mr. SUMNER. 
be withdrawn. i . ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read the Journal. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the reading of the Jour- 
nal in order to take up a conference report. 

Mr. KELLOGG. E withdraw the objection 

the Senator from Michigan can obtain his 
request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move now to take up 
the conference report on the steamboat bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Subject to the morning 
business ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, subject to the 
morning business. _ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I object. Ihave 
been trying for several mornings to get up a 
bill. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


memorials are in order. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented three petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United States 
volunteer Army and Navy, praying that indus- 
trial homes and training schools be provided 
for the orphans of soldiers-and sailors who 
served the Federal Government in the war of 
the rebellion; which were ordered to lie on 
the table, 

He also presented amemorial of the Chero- 
kee delegation, transmitting claims of Colonel 
Lewis Downing and others for arrears of pay 
due them for services in the late war of rebel- 
lion in the Indian home guards; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Northampton county, Pennsylvania, 
protesting against any change in the Consti- 
tution so as to allow a person of foreign birth 
to be made President of the United States ;. 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of 
officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
have served in the Army, Navy, and Marine 
corps, praying that they be allowed to sell or 
assign certain lands acquired by a late amend- 
ment to the homestead law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 324) to extend 
the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘ An act for 
the final adjustment of private land claims in 
the States of Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, 
and for other purposes.’’ 

The amendment was to add as an additional 
section to the bill the following: 


Sxc. 2, That all persons claiming lands as speci- 
fied in the first section of said act may have their 
claims confirmed in accordance with the forms and 
in the manner prescribed in said act, in all cases 
where it shall be satisfactorily proved that the 
claimants and those from whom they derive title 
have held continuous possession of the land claimed 
from the date of the cession to the United States of 
the territory out of which the States of Florida, Lou- 
isiana, and Missouri were formed. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILLS, 

A bill (H. R. No. 1869) for the better se- 
curity of ‘bank reserves and to facilitate bank 
clearing-house exchanges, was read the first 
time by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be nc 
objection the bill will be read the second time 
and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. KELLOGG. Let it lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from 
eae objects to the second reading of the 

H. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1457) for the relief of | 
Martin P. Hardin, of Pontotoc county, Mis- 
SiSsippi, was read the first time. 


I object. . , 
I think the objection will 
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Mr. KELLOGG. I object to the second 
reading of that bill. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie on 
the table. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. McPserson, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. No. 255) confirming to the Port Huron and 
Lake Michigan Railroad Company the lands 
heretofore granted to the State of Michigan to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Grand Haven to Flint, and thence to Port 
Huron, and providing for the manner of issu- 
ing patents therefor, and for other purposes, 
asked a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Joux H. Kercnam of New York, Mr. 
Omar D. Concer of Michigan, and Mr. James 
R. McCormick, of Missouri managers at the 
same on its part. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2192) to establish a west- 
ern judicial district of North Carolina; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2988) granting right of 
way to the Utah, ldaho, and Montana Railroad 
Company. 

PORT HURON AND LAKE MICHIGAN RAILWAY. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ment to the bill (H. R. No. 255) confirming to 
the Port Huron and Lake Michigan Railroad 
Company the lands heretofore granted to the 
State of Michigan to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from Grand Haven to Flint, and 
thence to Port Huron, and providing for the 
manner of issuing patents therefor, and for 
other purposes, disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives. 


On motion by Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, it 
was . 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the said bill disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 


Locay, Mr. Pomeroy, and Mr. Casseruy. 
BRITISH CASE AT GENEVA. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to report back two 
resolutions with amendments. These are 
the same that my colleague [Mr. SPRAGUE] 
objected to the other morning. Is the objec- 
tion withdrawn? 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Isimply desired to record 
my objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I report with an 

amendment the House resolution relative to 
printing the British case. 
* The amendment of the Committee on Print- 
ing was to strike out all after the words “ that 
there be printed” in the House resolution and 
insert: 

Three thousand copies of the case presented on 
the partof the Government of her Britannic Majesty 
to the tribunal of arbitration constituted under 
article one of the treaty concluded at Washington 
on the 8th of May, 1871, between her Britannic 
Majesty and the United States of America; one 
thousand copies of which shall be for the use of the 
Senate, and two thousand copies for the use of the 
House. 

Theamendment was agreed to; and the reso- 

` lution, as amended, was concurred in. 
BRITISH COUNTER CASE. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam also instructed by 
the Committee on Printing to, report the 
House resolution as to the British counter 
case, with an amendment. 


The amendment was to strike out all after 
the words ‘that there be printed,” in the | 


first and second lines of the resolution of the 
House, and insert : 


Three thousand copies of the message of the 
President of April 26, 1872, transmitting, in answer 
to a resolution of the House of Representatives, the 
British countet case under the treaty of Washing- 
ton, with an accompanying appendix, one thousand 
copies of which shail be for the use of the Senate, 
and two thousand copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the 
resolution, as amended, was concurred in. 


KU KLUX ACT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I reported a resolution 
the other day, that was objected to by some 
Senator, for printing additional copies of the 
President’s message in regard to the employ- 
ment of authority under the so-called Ku 
Klux law. I should like to have that passed 
now if there is no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to that resolution being acted on now? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not see the 
necessity of publishing so many copies of that 
document. I do not see the object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Delaware objects. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will not the Senator 
from Delaware allow it to be disposed of, and 
let us print a less number of copies than the 
House proposed ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think the whole thing 
is wrong. Everybody knows that there is no 
necessity for it. The reports of the Ku Klux 
committee have been priuted and published, 
and what is the use now of publishing the 
President’s message in reference to the same 
subject? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
ask the Senator from Delaware to suspend. 
The matter is not before the Senate, and is 
not debatable. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I give notice that when 
the proper time comes I will move to take up 
that resolution. 

SURGICAL HISTORY OF THE WAR. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported a bill (S. No. 1182) for the 
completion and publication of the Medical and 
Surgical History of the Rebellion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This bill was explained 
a few days ago when I first presented it, but 
it was then withdrawn. I ask that it be now 
acted on. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was read 
three times, and passed. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to have completed the 
Medical and Surgical History of the War by 
the preparation in the office of the Surgeon 
General of two volumes of eighteen hundred 
pages, in addition to the first volume already 
compiled and printed under authority of Con- 
gress; and he is authorized to have executed 
as he may deem advisable and necessary 
engraving and Jithographing therefor at an 
expense not exéeeding $60,000. Five thou- 
sand copies each of the second and third vol- 
umes are to be printed and bound by the Con- 
gressional Printer, to be distributed with the 
first volume already printed as may be here- 
after directed by Congress. 

SALES OF ARMS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I believe the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumwer,] and the 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. Hamis, ] who I 
understand has been called home on a very 
sad errand, wished to be present when the 


_report was made on printing extra copies of 


the arms and sales report. I wish to accom- 
modate the Senators. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator can make 
the report, and then it will be for the Senate 
to determine. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I would not like to ask 
for its present consideration. 

Mr. SUMNER. No, I should not wish its 
present consideration, except with a view to 
assigning a time. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 


from Rhode Island will- suspend for a few 

minutes, there are some reports to be made, 

one a conference report on the postal code 

bill, which bill it will take some time to enroll, 
Mr. ANTHONY. Very well. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. HILL, it was 


Ordered, That G. W. Lyons, of Georgia, have leave - 
to withdraw from the Committee on Claims all 
papers appertaining to his claim for cotton seized 
after June 30, 1865, and that the said committee be 
Sicunrnce from the further consideration of the 
subject. 


POSTAL CODE. 


Mr. RAMSEY submitted the following re- 
port: 


Senate numbered, 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 
7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 25, 26, 27, 
28, 30, 31, 32, 38, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 43, 44, 45, 

5, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 


2, 123, 124, 124i, 125, 126, 127, 128, 
129, 130, 131, 182, 183, 184, 135, 136, 137, 188, 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the twentieth amendment of the Senate, with an 
amendment as follows: line two, strike out “ seven 
hundred and twenty” and insert ‘eight hundred.’” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the twenty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with anu amendment, as follows : 
line two, strike out “ China and, Japan and other.’” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the twenty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 

agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
line four, strike out" it’? and insert “ be;” and after 
the word “shail” strike out '' be his duty to” and 
insert ‘‘also;” line nine, strike out ‘on the Ist day 
of December of each year to Congress,” and insert 
“to Congress as aforesaid.” ; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the twenty-ninth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
substitute ” the” for “ his.’ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the forty-second amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows : strike 
out, line nine, “appropriation for the Post Office 
Department.” and insert “ proceeds of that service,” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the forty-sixth amendment of the Senate, and agree 

to the same with an amendment, as follows: line 
four, before '‘ proceeds ’’ insert ‘‘ net.’” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the forty-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows : 
strike out all after the word “ box-rents.’”’ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the fifty-second amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: insert 
“she” before “shall.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the fitty-third amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: to the 
end of the amendment add “and accepted.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the eighty-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
line four, after “ less,” add “‘ than one quarter;” and 
after one, in line four, strike out “quarter” and 
insert “year,” ie ais 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the ninety-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows : strike 
out “and” before “minerals,” and insert “and” 
after “‘minerals;’’ after “minerals” strike out 
“samples,” and after the word " merchandise ’’ 
strike out the rest. 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement. to 
the one hundred and seventh amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: add to the end: ‘‘and any person who 
shall counterfeit the frank of any person entitled to 
the franking privilege, or willfully utter or use any 
counterfeit frank with the intent to avoid the pay- 
ment of postage, shall, on conviction thereof, be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and be punished by a fine 
not less than fifty dollars nor more than $500, or by 
imprisonment not less than three months nor more 
than twelve months, or by both fine and imprison~ 
ment in the discretion of the court.” 
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: That the House recede from its disagreement with 
the Senate amendment one hundred and nineteen, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
jJows:-line one, after “that” insert ‘‘when such 
regulations ag the Postmaster General may pre- 
seribe;” lines two and three, strike out “and the 
regulations of the said Department issued in pur- 
suance thereof.” k i 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the one hundred and twentieth amendment of the 

Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: in next to the last line strike out the 
word “double,” 

That the Senate shall recede from its amendments 

57, 58, 59, 79, 152. 

ALEX. RAMSEY, 
H. HAMLIN, 
E. CASSERLY, 

Managers onthe part of the Senate. 
J. E. FARNSWORTH, 
JAMES N. TYNER, 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WINDOM. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 995) to perfect certain land 

` titles therein described, to report it back with 
an amendment. The bill is indorsed by the 
Secretary of the Interior; and on account of 
the great injury that is being done by delay in 
its passage, I ask that it be put upon its pas- 
sage now. 

Mr. SUMNER. I object to it until the 
morning business is through, 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I am directed 
by the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 1786) for the relief of Henry N. Galpin, 
postmaster at Berlin, Connecticut, to report it 
back without amendment. [ will state that 
this question has been before the committee 
heretofore on a Senate bill which is on the 
Calendar accompanied by a printed report. I 
now ask, in behalf of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. BUCKINGHAM, } that action be 
taken on the bill. It involves but one $150 
taken from a postmaster in postage stamps by 
burglars. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts has entered an objection, 
until the morning business has been gone 
through with, to the consideration of any bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes, sir; and I persist in it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There is on the table a 
bill of great public importance to provide for 
redemption of lands held by the United States 
under the several acts levying direct taxes. It 
has passed both Houses and is’ now in its last 
stages. It ought to be acted on this morning 
so as to be enrolled. I hope, therefore, the 
Senate will just take the vote on its passage. 
It is Senate bill No. 780, and has been fally 
considered. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don; I object to everything until morning 
business is over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the conference 
report on the steamboat bill, 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 object until the morning 
business is through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is the bill 
I wish to call up is part of the morning busi- 
ness. . It is on the table in the last stages, the 
question being on a House amendment to a 
Senate bill. 


ae 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mine is a conference || 


report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is business 
which could be called up if there was no morn- 
ing business. After the morning business has 
been gone througn with, it can be called up, 
like all other business on the Calendar, by 
motion. 

Mr. SAWYER. I appeal to the Senator 
from Massachusetts in regard to the colored 
citizens who have settled upon these lands 
to allow the bill to be acted on. 

Mr. SUMNER. Just-as soon as the morn- 
ing business is over. I have some morning 
business to present, and as soon as that is over 
I shall help the Senator. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees are in order. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom were referred numerous petitions of 
citizens and business firms of Philadelphia, 
praying an appropriation for the erection of a 
building sufficient to accommodate the present 
and future postal business of that city, asked 
to be discharged from their. further consider- 
ation; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2764) making 
an appropriation for the erection of a marine 
hospital at San Franscisco, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. COLE. Iask tbat that bill be acted 
upon now. It will take but a moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts is in his seat and objects. 

Mr. COLE. Then the Senator from Ver- 
mont had better withdraw the report. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Oh, no; it 
can be called up at any time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. VICKERS, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1055) to authorize the exten- 
sion and use of the National railroad of Mary- 
land into and within the District of Columbia, 
reported it with amendments, . 

Mr. LEWIS. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2847) to 
authorize the Orange, Alexandria, and Ma- 
passas Railroad Company to run trains and 
transport passengers within the District of 
Columbia, to report it back favorably, and I 
ask the immediate passage of this bill, It has 
passed the House of Representatives by a 
unanimous vote. There is no objection to it, 
and there will be no debate upon it, 

Mr. SUMNER. I object to anything being 
considered until the morning business is con- 
cluded. 

Mr. LEWIS. Then I withdraw the report. 

Mr. RAMSEY. lam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Post Officesand Post Roads, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2985) to es- 
tablish certain post roads, to report it with 
amendments, and to recommend its passage. 
It is nothing but a post route bill, and might 
as well be disposed of at once. There is no 
legislation in it, 

Mr. SUMNER. I object until the morning 
business is through. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, reported a bill (S. No. 1183) 
to enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
to purchase and pay for certain improvements 
within the Nez Perce Indian reservation, in 
the Territory of Idaho; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. SPENCER. I am directed by the 
Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 837) to amend an act 
entitled. ‘An act to regulate the diplomatic 
and consular systems of the United States,’’ 
approved August 18, 1856, to report it back 
without amendment, and { ask for its present 
consideration. 

Mr. SUMNER. I object until the morning 
business is through. 

Mr. SPENCER. Then I withdraw the re- 
port. 

Mr. OSBORN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred | 
the bill (H. R. No. 2109) to authorize the issu- 
ance of college scrip to the State of Arkansas, 
to report it back, and I ask that the bill be 
put upon its passage. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I object. 

Mr. OSBORN. Then 1 withdraw the report. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 1882) for the relief of Alexander 
McArthur, of the city of Corunna, in the State 


of Michigan, reported it without amendment. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2890) for the 
relief of Dwight J. McCann, reported it with- 
out amendment. 


CHNSUS COMPENDIUM. 


Mr. ANTHONY. TheCommittee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
additional copies of the compendium of the 
census report, have instructed me to report it 
back with an amendment, and to ask for its 
present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution. 

The amendment reported by the committee 
was tostrike out ‘‘two hundred and fifty thou- 
sand’’ and insert*' one hundred thousand ;” so 
as to make the resolution read : 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That there be printed one hun- 
dred thousand copies of the compendium of the 
census of 1870, of which twenty-five thousand copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, fifty thousand for 
the use of the House, and twenty-five thousand for 
the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Itis the intention to re- 
port additional numbers by and by, but this 
is thought to be sufficient for the present. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ny € 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the joint select Commit- 
tee on. Alleged Outrages in Southern States, 
reported an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1878, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON, Mr. FLANAGAN, and 
Mr. CRAGIN submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them to the bill (H. R. No. 
2705) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1873, and for other purposes ; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. Luoyp, its Chief Clerk, an- 
nounced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two [ouses on the 
bill (H. R. No. 1) to revise, consolidate, and 
amend the statutes relating to the Post Office 
Department. G 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2948) for the relief of 
Lucy A. Baker and Mary A. Baker, children 
of John M. Baker, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1241) for the relief of 
A. G. Booth, late assistant in the twenty-first 
revenue district of Pennsylvania. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. TIPTON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (S. R. No. 8) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution modifying the veto power ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ARBITRATION. 


Mr. SUMNER, Mr. President, I offer reso- 
lutions concerning arbitration as a substitute 
for war in determining differences between 
nations. As they are in my own handwriting, 
perhaps, with the permission of the Chair, I 
had better read them myself: 

Resolutions concerning arbitration as a substitute 


for war in determining differences between 
nations. 


Whereas by international law and existing cus- 
tom war is recognized as a form of trial for the de- 
termination of differences between nations; and 
whereas for generations good men have protested 
against the irrational character of this arbitramont, 
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where force instead of justice prevails, and have 
anxiously sought for a substitute in the nature of a 
judicial tribunal, all of which was expressed by 
Frankiin in his exclamation: ‘‘ When wili mankind 
be convinced that all wars are follies, very expen- 
sive and very mischievous. and agree to settle their 
differences by arbitration?” and whereas war once 
prevailed in the determination of differences be- 
tween individuals, between cities. between coun- 
ties, and between provinces, being recognized in all 
these cases as the arbiter of justice, but at last yielded 
to a judicial tribunal, atid now, in the progress of 
civilization; the time has come for the extension of 
this humane principle to nations, so that their differ- 
ences may be taken from thearbitrament of war, and, 
in conformity with these examples, submitted to a 
Judicial tribunal; an n 

Whereas arbitration has been formally recognized 
asa substitute for war in the determination of differ- 
ences between nations, being especially recom- 
mended by the Congress of Paris, where were assem- 
bled the representatives of England, France, Russia, 
Prussia, Austria,Sardinia, and Turkey, and afterward 
adopted by the United States in formal treaty with 
Great Britain for the determination of differences 
arising from depredations of British cruisers, and 
also from opposing claims with regard to the San 
Juan boundary ; and 

Whereas it becomes important to consider and 
settle the true character of this beneficent tribunal, 
thus commended and adopted, so that its authority 
and completeness as a substitute for war may not be 
impaired, but strengthened and upheld, to the end 
that civilization may be advanced and war be limited 
in its sphere: Therefore, 

|. Resolved, That in the determination of interna- 
tional differences arbitration should become a sub- 
stitute for war in reality as in name, and, therefore, 
coextensive with war in jurisdiction, so that any 
question or grievance which might be the occasion 
of war or of misunderstanding between nations 
should be considered by this tribunal. 

2. Resolved, That any withdrawal from a treaty 
recognizing arbitration, or any refusal to abide the 


judgment of the accepted tribunal, or any interpo- 
sition of technicalities to limit the proceedings, is to 
this extent a disparagement of the tribunal as a sub- 
stitute for war, and therefore hostile to civilization. 

3. Resolved, That the United States, having at 
heart the cause of peace everywhere, and hoping to 
help its permanent establishment between nations, 
hereby recommend the adoption of arbitration as a 

ust and practical method for the determination of 
international differences, to be maintained sincerely 
and in good faith, so that war may cease to be 
regarded as a proper form of trial between nations. 


Ihe resolutions were ordered to be printed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porren, bis Secretary, 
announced that the President bad on the 28th 
instant approved and signed the act (S. No. 
812) to provide for furnishing trusses to dis- 
abled soldiers. 

The message further announced that the 
President had on the 29th instant approved 


and signed the bill (S. No. 765) for the relief 
of the heirs of the late Captain B. R. Perkins, 
of the United States Army. 

The message also announced that the Presi- 
dent had this day approved and signed the 
following acts: 

A bill (S; No. 603) for the relief of the 
United States Express Company ; 

A bill (S. No. 514) for the relief of Albert 
Wieland ; : 

A bill (S. No. 908) for the relief of John 
Potts, chief clerk of the War Department ; 

A bill (S. No, 998) relating to the creation 
of new land districts ; 

A bill (S. No. 159) conferring upon the 
Court of Claims power to hear and determine 
the claim of J. W. Parish & Co., for damages 
for the alleged violation of their contract with 
the United States for the delivery of ice; 

A bill (S. No. 197) for the relief of the 
widow of D. Jay Brown, deceased ; 

A bill (S8. No. 885) for the relief of Mrs. 
Cecilia Barr, widow of William Barr; 

A bill (S. No. 876) to provide for a building 
for the use of the post office, United States 
circuit and district courts and internal revenue 
offices at Utica, New York ; ; 

A bill (S. No. 685) for the relief of B. C. 
Pressley; A 

A bil (S. No. 1086) to change tbe location 
of the Railroad National Bank, of Lowell, 
Massachusetts, to the city of Boston, Massa- 
chusetts; : 

A bill (8. No. 417) Sxing the rank of pro- 


A bill (S. No. 931) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas river 
at Litile Rock, Arkansas. 


STEAMBOAT BILL. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
conference report on the steamboat bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the Senator will 
allow us to take up Senate bill No. 780, to pro- 
vide for the redemption and sale of lands held 
by the United States under the several acts 
levying a direct tax. It is on its last stages 
on an amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the conference 
report be taken up and then I will yield. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I hope the 
Senator from Michigan will call up the river 
and harbor bill instead of the bill he proposes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis necessary to have 
action on this bill, as it has to go to the other 
House. There is a great desire from all parts 
of the United States to have action on it. I 
want action. 

Mr. STEWART. 
to act on it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. From what 
we have already heard in the Senate that bill 
cannot be acted on at this session. ‘There is |! 
more than one Senator ready to call for the 
entre reading of the original bill and substi- 
tute, which will consume the whole day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it all be read if 
necessary. I want action on the bill, Itis a 
very important biil, and perhaps more peo- 
ple are interested in it than in any other bill 
before the body. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I only de- 
sire to take up something that can be acted 


upon. 

Pir, CONKLING. It is, as the Senator 
says, a very important bill, and I hope if it 
shall be taken up nobody will interpose any 
objection for the sake of delay. _ I assure my 
honorable friend that L will not interpose one 
mornent’s delay unnecessarily; but when it is 
taken up I shall feel bound to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a number of things, 
which, understanding, I think they will dis- 
agree to the report and have the bill go again | 
to a conference committee in order that it may 
be relieved of what 1 cannot doubt are objec- 
tions so grave that the Senator from Michigan 
himself, when he hears them, will hardly be 
willing to take the responsibility of having 
this report concurred in as it stands. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let us have action. I 
ask action. 

Mr. CONKLING.. I am not standing in 
the Senator’s way at all; but it is entirely 
clear that we cannot have action in the morn- 
ing hour. This is a very voluminous bill which 
has been reviewed, before and since it under- 
went the action of a conference committee, by 
the Department of the Treasury. Here are 
papers to which attention must be called, the 
mere reading of which in those parts which | 
alone I propose to read—and that is only 
what is absolutely necessary——will extend this 
beyond the morning hour. 

Í hope my friend will not misunderstand my 
reason for now interposing. I do not want to 
delay the consideration of the subject. Tonly | 
want to say that Ishall feel bound in the 
briefest manner possible when it is taken up 
to call the attention of the Senate to some | 
things which I think ought not to be over- 
looked. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I shall ask the continu- 
ation of the consideration of the bill until final | 
action is taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
taken up. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let us assign this even- 
ing for it. [“ Ob, no.”] I listened to the | 
reading of this bill. There were only a few | 
Senators here that night—half a dozen ora 


It will take some time 


It is not yet 


fessors of mathematics in the United States 
Navy ; and 


= 


dozen; I suggested several amendments aud 


they were all adopted; but when the confer- 
ence committee got together I saw the Sen- 
ate receded at once from those amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The conference com- 
mittee receded from some and insisted on 
others. 

Mr. STEWART. It is not worth while to 
take up this bill and spend the morning hour. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unless it is taken up 
now it cannot be acted on at all, and there are 
millions of men throughout the United States 
interested init. Iam receiving telegrams as 
thick as hailstones wanting action, I want 
action of some kind on this bill, and it is righs 
that we should have it. If the Senate will 
not pass the bill, let them reject it and send 
it to another conference committee. I want 
action. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheChair thinks 
the argument that a million of men desire 
action on this touches the merits, though the 
Senator may differ with him. Debate on the 
merits is not in order on this motion. i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I desire to pro- 
pose to the Senator, as it is evident tbat no 
conclusion can be reached on this bill if it is 
taken up at the present time before the morn- 
ing hour shall expire-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER, I shall move to con- 
tinue its consideration after the morning hour 


s over, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I suggest to 
the Senator from Michigan that in considera- 
tion of the statement of the Senator from New 


| York a second conference would be desirable 


on-account of new facts which have since been 
developed. Therefore I suggest that, to make 
progress, the Senator from Michigan had bet- 
ter agree to a new conference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not wish to be on 
any further conference committee upon this 
bill. I have spent a month or two over this 
bill, and the House has spent three or four 
months, and I shall decline serving on any 
other conference committee upon it. If any 
Senator wishes to make that motion and go 
on another conference committee, so as to 
have no further action here, of course it is in 
the power of the Senate to do what it pleases. 
i shall decline to serve on another conference 
committee on this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Iam not antag- 
onizing the Senator at all ; but at this late day 
of the session it seems to me desirable to 
make some progress, and from the hint thrown 
out by the Senator from New York, I sup- 
pose the bill might in the end take that turn. 
Hence I make the suggestion whether the 
Senator from Michigan would not think it 
worth while to anticipate that, and himself 
consent to a new conference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Uf any Senator pro- 
poses that action, it is in the power of the 
Senate to take it or do whatever else it pleases 
with the bill. I want action of some kind on 
this bill. Iam receiving perhaps twenty tele- 
grams a day from all parts of the United States 
urging action, and I hope the Senate of the 
United States will grant action at least. The 
Committee on Commerce has spent a great 
deal of time over this bill both in the other 
House and in this. We have got the best bill 
we can get, and if itis not satisfactory to the 
Senate, it is in the power of the Senate to do 
what it pleases; but here we are within three 
days of the close of the session, and with per- 
haps the most important bill we have not acted 


upon. I want action, action, action. 
“Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, it will be 


remembered that a long time ago, when we 
were in the morning of life and were starting 
out on the tariff bill, I asked the Senate if 
they would not consent to set apart some small 
portion of the time to consider bills reported 
from the Committee on Claims. The Senate 
said no, they would not set aside any set time 
until they had disposed of the great question 
of the tariff and taxes. That. has been dis- 
posed of. Now I feel under obligations to 
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appeal tothe Senate once more. I hope my 
friend from California, [Mr. Core] will not 
take off his spectacles just yet. (Laughter. ] 
T know very well that I am confronted here by 
the steamboat bill and by the omnibus appro- 
priation bill; and yet with these terrors before 
mé I am obliged to ask that some time be set 
aside. I am very indifferent as to what the 
time is, provided it is before the adjournment 
of this Congress. I prefer it should be before 
that event takes place. i will take this even- 
ing, I-will.take to-morrow, as it shall suit the 
Senate. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
will indicate the time he desires, the Chair will 
ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. COLE. MayI interrupt my friend from 
Wisconsin just a moment to remind him of a 
fact which I recollect very well, and which I 
suppose has escaped his recollection entirely : 
that the Committee on Claims about a week 
or two ago had a day, and ran through with 
@theic bills on the Calendar at that time; 
and now I suppose the design is to reach a 
new. batch which have been hatched since 
those were disposed of. _ I do not think that 
committee has been treated with much disre- 
spect in respect of being allowed time to con- 
sider its measures. 

Mr. HOWE. I beg my friend not to under- 
stand that the committee complains of any 
disrespect or any want of respect, unless it is 
exhibited in putting us on to this work at all. 
If it be the determination of the Senate not to 
hear these matters, nobody can acquiesce in 
that decision with any more philosophy than 
Lean. Itis true that once—— 

Mr. BOREMAN. I would suggest to the 
Senator from Wisconsin that he ask the Sen- 
ate to set apart to-morrow evening. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, and Mr. HAMILTON of 
Maryland. We cannot give any evening, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 

recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Michigan, to proceed to the consideration of 
the conference report on the steamboat bill. 
n Mr, HOWE. ‘hen allow me to say one 
word. If the Senate will not, by unanimous 
consent, assign me a time, then 1 will antago- 
nize the rights of these claimants with what- 
ever else comes up, and take the sense of the 
Senate in that way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Wisconsin that he 
can antegonize now the question of taking up 
the conference report on the steamboat bill, 
but at one o’clock, when the appropriation 
bill comes up, he can move to lay it on the 
table for the purpose of taking up the bills he 
has referred to. 

Mr. HOWE. JI will wait until one o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
to proceed to the consideration of the confer- 
ence report on the steamboat bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on taking that up. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘This is simply a motion 
to take it up, without any understanding that 
if it be taken up it shall be continued beyond 
one o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
to take up the conference report. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 31, nays 18; as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Blair, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Cooper, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hamilton of Texas, 
Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Morton, Os- 
born, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, Rice, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Stockton, Wilson, and 
Wright—31. 

NAYS—Messrs, Anthony, Bayard, Cole, Conkling, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Hill, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- 
wood, Nye, Pomeroy, Stewart, Trumbull, Vickers, 
West, and Windom—i8, . 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Carpenter, Casserly, 
Clayton, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton, Goldthwaite, 
Hamlin, Hitchcock, Johnston, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Patterson, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, 


Spencer, Stevenson, Sumner, Thurman, and Tip- 
ton=25. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring in the conference report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now I wish to repeat the 
suggestion which was made by the Senator 
from Maine. As to the details of this bill I 
am rather indifferent; but the people I repre- 
sent are very anxious to have the general fea- 
tures of the bill passed. As I cannot serve on 
the committee of conference on this bill, hav- 
ing other duties to perform, I suggest that this 
matter be referred to a new committee of con- 
ference, that they have opportunity to. examine 
the new papers. In the hands of a committee 
of conference they can be examined much 
more carefully than here in the Senate. The 
body of this bill nobody objects to, and my 
people are very anxious to have it passed. On 
particular points of dispute there is a dis- 
agreement. I move, therefore, that the Sen- 
ate disagree to the report of the committee of 
conference and ask for another conference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope not. If there 
is to be another committee of conference, I 
hope the Senator will act as chairman of that 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot do it myself. 
The Chair, no doubt, upon consultation can 
select a satisfactory committee of conference. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that if there is a new committee he will 
consult the chairman of the committee as to 
the points of difference between the two Houses, 
so that the committee shall represent the Sen- 
ate. Further than that he cannot state. The 
question now is on the motion of the Senator 
from Ohio, that the Senate disagree to this 
report and ask for a new conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope that motion will 
not prevail. I trust the Senate will concur in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should hope so, too, 
if it would not take so much time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to concur. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
concur has priority of the motion to non-con- 
cur, as that motion, if adopted, brings the two 
Houses together. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senate ought to 
understand something of the history of the 
bill before voting on either of these motions, 
aud therefore I call attention to two or three 
facts, not meaning now to enter upon its 
merits. 

The bill, as has been stated, was for some 
time before the Committee on Commerce of 
the House. I cannot speak, of course, if I 
knew, of the proceedings there. It came 
to the Senate and was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, finding that committee bur- 
dened with a great accumulation of business. 
The bill, which was very voluminous and 
complex, was referred to a sub-committee, as 
Í suppose I may state without impropriety—I 
believe the fact has been alluded to before— 
consisting of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
CORBETT] and the Senator from Maryland, 
[Mr. Vicxrrs.] The bill was referred to this 
sub-committee, not to examine and report 
back to the Committee on Commerce, but to 
report to the Senate. The two Senators to 
whom I have referred had the billin charge, 
not to report back to the Committee on Com- 
merce, but to report to the Senate with any 
amendments thought needful. I may not dis- 
close what occurred in committee. { suppose 
I may say, however, that the bill and amend- 
ments never were considered in the Committee 
on Commerce before or after being examined 
by this sub-committee, but came directly from 
those two Scnators to the Senate, 

There has been a great deal of feeling about 
this bill; there are many persons interested 
in having in acted upon, and I think no Sen- 
ator has been more pressed than I to relinquish 
all opposition to it. It has been said, and echoed 


about this Chamber, ‘Oh, no, the bill does not 
protect life; but it protects life a good deal 
better than it does patent-rights.’’ My friend 
from Indiana [Mr. Morton] smiles. I think 
he has heard of this. If the bill shall be con- 
sidered it will be my duty to show the Senate 
how far the things to which the Treasury De- 
partment has called attention have any refer- 
ence to patent-rights. We all understand the 
object of talk about ‘ patent rights,”’ It is to 
give a black eye to opposition of the bill in 
advance, and have it understood that persons 
interested in patents, and nobody else, have 
prompted Senators to object to the bill. I 
promise, if no objections to it be found except 
such as concern patent-rights or patent con- 
trivances, nobody will be detained by me. 

The Treasury Department, in a letter which 
I have before me in print, reviewed this bill 
and called attention to what were deemed 
grave omissions and objections to it. The 
two Senators to whom I have referred, acting 
as a sub-committee, reported to the Senate 
amendments heeding these suggestions of the 
‘Treasury Department. The bill was read in 
the Senate during an evening—read formally. 
Senators who were here will remember how it 
was done. Itwas read formally in the absence 
of a quorum. There was no consideration, I 
believe, and no debate. Afteward, in the 
morning hour, the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, in order to expedite it, asked per- 
mission to take a vote in whole upon the bill 
and amendments and refer all to a committee 
of conference, and the vote was taken in a 
moment, no other action ever being had upon 
the amendments. Am I not right in this, I 
ask my friend? 

Mr. CHANDLER. They were sent to a 
conference committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. All voted upon in bulk 
in a moment. These amendments thus re- 
ported by the two Senators, acted on by the 
Senate, went to a committee of conference, 
never having been considered in any other 
way in the Senate. Now the bill comes back 
to us, the Senate having receded, I think it- 
will turn out, from nearly all the most im- 
portant amendments suggested by the Treasury 
Department and reported by the sub-commit- 
tee to the Senate. The managers on the part 
of the House obtained a report which aban- 
dons and recedes from the most vital pro- 
visions to which the Treasury Department has 
called attention, speaking in the interest of 
human life. : 

lt will not do to talk about ‘‘ patent-rights’’ 
in order to get the bill through in bulk with- 
out anybody knowing what it contains. On 
the contrary, every Senator will admit that it 
is the duty of all Senators whose attention has 
been brought to these matters ta see to it that 
it isnot owing to any delinquency of theirs 
that the Senate shall not understand what it 
is about to do. 

The conference committee on the part. of 
the Senate consisted of the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. CHANDLER, ] the honor- 
able Senator from Missouri, [Mr. BLAIR, ] and 
the honorable Senator fram Oregon, [Mr. 
CORBETT, ] the latter being one of the two 
Senators, who, as I said before, as a sub-com- 
mittee of the Committee on Commerce, had 
examined and reported the amendments to the 
bill. That Senator refused to sign this con- 
ference report. . The honorable Senator from 
Maryland, who bestowed a great deal of time 
upon the bill, and understands it, I doubt not, 
much better than I, will speak for himself 
when he comes to declare whether in his 
judgment it is wise or safe for the Senate to 
give to those who employ steam on water such 
provisions as are found here. I venture to say 
that the honorable Senator from Maryland, 
like the Senator from Oregon, will tell the 
Senate that they put in the bill those safeguards 
which they deemed indispensable, and that the 
most important. of them, nearly all, have dis- 
appeared in the conference. 
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This is the attitude of the bill, andat a future 
moment, promising to be as brief as I can, I 
shall call the attention of the Senate, first, to 
what the Treasury Department after a careful 
examination deemed essential inthe bill; then 
to the amendments which the Senate adopted 
and which have been abandoned in conference; 
and then I have a letter, a careful letter, writ- 
ten by the Secretary of the Treasury in answer 
to an inquiry of mine sincethe conferencereport 
was presented, reviewing the bill in the light 
of that report; and if the Senate can listen to 
this letter, without note or comment, and then 
say that, without a further conference, without 
any effort, we should commit the lives of all 
those who travel on steamboats and ferry-boats 
to provisions like these, I shall hold that I 
have done my duty as the humblest member 
of this body. 

Since this report has been lying on our 
table, in the harbor of the city of New York 
another steamboat has blown up and sent to 
sudden destruction men and women who had 
assembled to take leave of friends who were 
about to sail away to the Isthmus or around 
the Cape. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the Senator aware 
that that boat that blew up had every single 
contrivance that is mentioued or alluded to in 
the late law? 

Mr. CONKLING. I think I can show the 
honorable Senator from Michigan—I have 
heard-his suggestion made before; it is the 
patent-right suggestion—that the amendments 
contain provisions relating to no petent-right 
which might have saved that boat and saved 
the lives which were then extinguished. I will 
show the honorable Senator that under the 
bill as now reported you may as well discon- 
tinue all suits against the Westfield Ferry-Boat 
Company aud other like cases for those in- 
jared there, and the survivors of those who 
perished can no longer stand in the courts of 
justice; every such claim will be answered by 
the provisions of this bill. 

I quote the language of one wiser than I, 
one who has no interest in patents, but who 
owes aduty to this subject as high as our own, 
when I say we had better repeal steamboat 
laws and commit those who journey on steam- 
boats to their rights at common law, than to 
invent provisions like these to put up the bars 
against every right of action for negligence 
likely to oceur. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York—— 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, if I have 
the fraction of one minute remaining before 
the morning hour expires, I beg to add one 
sentence. ‘Ihe bill before us attaches to every 
steamboat or craft to which it applies an im- 
munity from liability under which no death or 
destruction by fire, or accident, can be visited 
in its consequences upon the owners of the 
vessel unless you can show actual carelessness 
in them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from New York will please suspend. The 
morning hour has expired and the sundry civil 
appropriation bill is before the Senate, upon 
which the Senator from California [Mr. CoLE] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr: CHANDLER. I hope we shall pro- 
ceed with the consideration of this steamboat 
bill until we have some action. ' I move to lay 
the appropriation bill on the table in order to 
continue the consideration of this conference 
report. 

Mr. COLE. I have not yielded the floor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPaxrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had agreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the folowing bills and joint 
resolution : , j 

A bill (H. R. No. 757) to carry into effect 
the fourth article of the treaty of February 


23, 1867, with the Seneca, Shawnee, Quapaw, | 


and other Indians; 

A bill (H. R. No. 903) for the relief of 
George A. Stevens, of the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2834) to confirm to the 
Great and Little Osage Indians a reservation 
in the Indian territory; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2411) granting a pension 
to A. Schuyler Sutton; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2623) to provide. for the 
removal of the Flathead and other Indians 
from the Bitter Root valley, in the Territory 
of Montana; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) providing 
fora more effective system of quarantine on 
the southern and Gulf coasts. 

The message also announced that the House 
further insisted on its amendments to the bill 
(S. No. 616) to release to the State of Indiana 
the lands known as the bed of Beaver lake, in 
Newton county, in said State, agreed to the 
further conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. James N. TYNER of 
Indiana, Mr. Joun F. Farnsworra of illinois, 
and Mr. James H. Siarer of Oregon, man- 
agers at the same on its part. 

The message further announced that the 
Houge bad concurred in the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2413) granting a 
pension to George W. Parris, with an amend- 
ment; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 546) relative to homestead 
settlers burned out in the States of Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and Michigan ; 

A bill (S. No. 569) relative to the entry and 
clearance of ferry-boats and of bonded cars 
passing from one State to another through 
foreign contiguous territory ; 

A bill (S. No. 710) to refund certain duties 
paid by the Winona and St. Peters Railroad 
Company; 

A bill (S. No. 739) for the relief of Sarah 
A. Ward; 

A bill (S. No. 745) relating to a site for pub- 
lie buildings in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, and 
Sacramento, California ; 

A bill (S. No. 790) to extend the provisions 
of an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of cer- 
tain purchasers of land from the legal repre- 
sentatives of Bartholomew Cousin,’’ approved 
February 18, 1871 ; 

A bill (S. No. 828) to cancel a certain deed 
to the United States of America; 

A bill (S. No. 887) to authorize the issue of 
an American register to the brig Delphine; 

A bill (S. No. 855) to provide for the sale 
of the marine hospital and grounds at San 
Francisco ; 

A bill (S. No. 897) in regard to the com- 
mencement of increased pay to promoted off- 
cers in the Navy; 

A bill (S. No. 910) relating to inventories 
and accounts of the property of the United 
States in public buildings and grounds; 

A bill (S. No. 429) supplementary to an act 
entitled “ An act to aid in the construction of 
telegraph lines, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes,’’ approved July 24, 1866 ; 

A bill (S. No. 595) to fix the pay of certain 
rear admirals on the retired list of the Navy; 

A bill (S. No. 857) granting a pension to 
Margaret H. Judd, of Wilmington, Delaware; 
aod 

A bill (S. No. 1105) for the relief of Har- 
mon E. Wentworth, late second lieutenant 
fourteenth New York heavy artillery. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills with amend- 
ments; in which amendments it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: - 

A bill (S. No. 508) for the relief of certain 
tribes.of Indians in the northern superintend- 
ency; : 


A bill (S. No. 882) to provide for a building 
for the use of the Federal courts, post office, 
internal revenue and other civil offices, in the 
city of Little Rock, Arkansas; and z 

A bill (S. No. 754) granting the right of 
way through the public lands for the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph in Florida. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that. the — 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
eurolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President: A 

A bill (S. No. 230) for the relief of Mary 
M. Clark, widow of Leonard Clark, deceased ; 

A bill (S. No. 298) directing the conveyance 
of certain lots of ground with the improvements 
thereon for the use of the public schools of 
the city of Washington ; 

A bill (S. No. 299) amending an act entitled 
‘¢ An act directing the conveyance of a lot of 
ground for the use of the public schools of the 
city of Washington ;’? Nee 

A bill (S. No. 324) to extend the provisions 
of an act for the final adjustment of private 
land claims in the States of Florida, Louisiana, 
and Missouri, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2397) granting a pension 
to Margaret C. Gibson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2398) granting a pension 
to Martha G. Rudolph; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2400) granting a pension 
to William B. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2401) granting a pension 
to Margaret Caldwell ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2416) granting a pension 
to Andrew Reinfort ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2417) granting a pension 
to Abraham Cooper ; 

A bill (H, R. No. 2418) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Nancy E. Pugh ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2422) granting a pension 
to Phebe Ann Elderkin ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2423) granting a pension 
to James Supple; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2708) relative to the cen- 
tennial international exhibition, to be held in 
the City of Philadelphia, State of Pennsylva- 
nia, in the year 1876. 

The message also announced that the House 
insisted upon its amendment to the bill (S. 
No. 1078) increasing the rates of pensions to 
certain persons therein- described, disagreed 
to by the Senate, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Jesse H. Moors of Illinois, Mr. Eras- 
mus D. Peck of Ohio, and Mr. Jous T. Biro 
of New Jersey, managers at the same on its 
part. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California is entitled to the floor on the 
unfinished business of yesterday, which is the 
bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expeuses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes. ‘Uhat bill is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The 
Senator from California claims the floor, and 
he is entitled to it. If be yields the floor the 
Chair will then, according to usage, recognize 
the Senator from Michigan to move that the 
bill be laid on the table for the purpose of 
continuing the consideration of the conference 
report. 

Mr. COLE. I do not yield the floor. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California claims the floor, and is entitled 


to 1t. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, we are now 
under a resolution to adjourn on Monday 
next. ‘There are but two working days, in- 
eluding this, between now and the time of 
adjournment. The sundry civil appropriation 
bill which I hold in my hand is one of con- 
siderable length, one of sixty-five or more 
pages. It contains a great variety of subjects. 
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It in fact contains appropriations for carrying 
on the Government for. the next fiscal. year. 
The passage. of this bill is absolutely. indis- 
pensable at this session. f i 
, Besides this, there are two other appropria- 
tion. bills, neither of which will consume any 
considerable space of time, the one providing 
for fortifications, the other in relation to rivers 
and harbors. The one relating to fortifica- 
tions is in the hands of the Committee on 
Appropriatious, the other in the hands of the 
Committee on Commerce. - Neither of these 
is of ‘anything like the importance of the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill. If the Senate 
are disposed to stand by the Committee on 
` Appropriations, there will be no difficulty in 
disposing of these bills at this and the next 
session and adjourning at the time fixed by 
the resolution which has already passed both 
branches of Congress. It will take some little 
time to read this bill, The amendments which 
have been reported by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations are not very. numerous, nor are 
they of great importance. They are such as 
can be disposed of without delay, and I hope 
without discussion. If Senators will forego 
the disposition to talk upon questions not per- 
taining to the business before the Senate at 
the particular time, there will be no difficulty 
in getting through with this bill before the time 
named in the resolution of adjournment. 

Lam not disposed to discuss the merits of 
this bill at this time, but only to refer to the 
course of business of the body. I did not 
intend to discuss the merits of the bill any 
way, because that would result, as Senators 
must see, in the same consumption of time 
which I am depreeating, and I do not intend 
to set the example of consuming time in the 
discussion of the provisions of this bill unless 
Senators require some explanation of them. 
If any explanation is required upon any par- 
ticular point in the bill it will be given by 
myself or some member of the committee 
readily, and without unnecessary words, as I 
am certain, and we shall be able to vote under- 
standingly upon every question involved in 
this bill. 

Now Lhope, and I appeal to the Senate, that 
Senators will stand by the Committee on Ap- 
- propriations until this bill can be disposed of. 
‘There is a great anxiety on the part of mem- 
bers of both branches of Congress to get away 
from here withiu a very few days. There 
ig a convention pending, and many wish to 
attend that convention. I will state here that 
there will be a reluctance on the part of the 
House of Representatives, as I am informed, 
to extending the time already fixed, and now 
that we have time enough to dispose of this 
bill and even other bills of importance before 
Congress, if there is not unnecessary delay, 
and without postponing it, I propose that the 
Secretary now proceed to read the bill, and 
that we act upon the amendments reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations as they are 


T 


reached in the reading oi the bill, avoiding in | 


that way one reading of it that might other- 
wise be called for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) That course will be 
pursued if there be no objection, 

Mr. HOWE. ‘There is objection, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
bill will be read at length. 

Mr. HOWE. Ido not know that that ob- 
jection will continue long, but I want to sub- 
mit.a motion. I want now to take the sense 
of the Senate once more as to whether they 
will give a short time to consider the business 
' from the Committee on Claims. Unless other 

Senators prefer a different time, I will propose 
to-morrow attwelve o’clock for the considera- 
tion of that class of business, and in order to 
submit that motion I shall have to move to 
lay the pending bill on the table; and I wish 
the Senate would understand that I only move 
to lay this bill on the table for the purpose of 


Then the 


taking the sense of the Senate on that ques- | 
tion. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator withdraw 
that motion for a moment to allow me to say 
aword? .- 

Mr. HOWE. 
purpose. A 

Mr. MORTON. I desire. to say that while 
I shall be very glad to give the Senator’s 
committee an opportunity to pass their bills, 
there are bills here of a general character of 
great importance, and I think that bills of a 
pubhe character and of general importance 
should have the preference over what must be 
called private bills, however meritorious they 
may be. It is very important to great com- 
mercial interests that the steamboat bill should 
pass in some form before the end of this ses- 
sion. Objections have been made to this con- 
ference report; we have had a strong speech 
in general terms against it, and I think that 
the objections will be found more general than 
specific in their character. But the report ought 
to be considered, and it should be acted upon, 
and if it is rejected let us have another confer- 
ence committee and a new report made. 

have received many dispatches from 
steamboat men on the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers in regard to this bill. I understand the 
importance of it, and Iam but doing my duty 
when I urge upon the Senate action on this 
bill. fam sure it is of more importance than 
any private bill that can be brought forward, 
and I hope that when the conference report 
comes up again, it will not be met by general 
declamation, but will be met by specific objec- 
tions to the bill, that they may be considered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now make the mo- 
tion that this appropriation bill lie on the 
table for the purpose of continuing the con- 
sideration of the steamboat bill, until we have 
final action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Michigan moves that the pending bill lie 
on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I second that demand. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POMEROY. I shall vote to lay on the 
table, but with no purpose to proceed with the 
steamboat bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to lay on the table is an independent one. It 
does not follow that any other bill is taken up 
if this motion prevails. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 28; as follows: 


YHAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Blair, Buckingham, 
Chandler, Clayton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, 
Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Rice, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, and 
Stevonson—2, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Carpenter, Cas- 
serly, Cole, Conkling, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Ed- 
munds, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Morrill 
of Vermont, Norwood, Nye, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Viek- 
ers, and Wright—28, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Boreman, 
Cameron, Davis of Kentucky, 


I will withdraw it for that 


Brownlow, Caldwell, 
um i Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Fenton, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Kelly, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Patterson, Ransom, Thur- 
man, Trumbull, West, Wilson, and Windom—0, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. I suppose there will be no 
objection to.disposing of the amendments ag 
they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. The next motion in order 
after a motion to lay on the table is a motion 
to postpone indefinitely, and that I now make. 

Mr. COLE, I hope the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will not, in the face of the vote jast 
taken, make that motion. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. I move that this bill be indefinitely 
postponed, and on that I desire to be heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts moves the indefinite 


already fixed beyond recall. 


postponement of the bill. 


Mr. SUMNER. In making this motion, 
let. me say I seize an opportunity which other- 
wise I might lose, and which I desire for my- 
self and my friend, the Senator from Missouri, 
{Mr. Scuurz.]_ We seek a hearing. Could 
there be an understanding on the part of the 
Senate that we should have that hearing, for 
instance, this evening, I should have no dis- 
position to go.on now ; but without that under- 
standing I shall-be obliged to take advantage 
of the opportunity now afforded. 

Mr. CONKLING. | Willthe Senator let me 
inform him of a fact? : 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I see the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. MORRILL] is not in his seat, else 


I should not ask the Senator to hear me state - 


what ÍI am going to state. The Senator from 
Wisconsin, who was on the committee to whose 
report the Senator is going to refer, is also 
absent. 

Mr. SUMNER, He was here a minute 


ago. 

SMr, CONKLING. The Senator from Maine, 
who is my immediate neighbor when he is in 
his seat, [Mr. Hamurn,} has been called sud- 
denly away, a very heavy blow of affliction 
having fallen upon him, which compelled him 
to take the early train this morning for his 
home to attend the death-bed of one very near 
to him. I thought the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts might not know this, and might like 
to know it, and therefore, in the absence of 
the colleague of the Senator from Maine, and 
in thé absence also of the Senator from Wis- 
consin, {Mr. CARPENTER,] I make the state- 


ment. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am obliged to the Sena- 
tor. I had received from another quarter an 
intimation in regard to the Senator from Maine, 
and I unite with the Senator and all his asso- 
ciates in a sincere regret at the occasion. The 
Senator from Wisconsin is now in his seat. 
He is the author of the report. I think he 
can represent it on the floor. . 

I begin, sir, by calling attention to the re- 
port on the sale of arms to France. 

This report is an extraordinary document, 
doubtlessone of the most extraordinary in par- 
liamentary history, but not more extraordinary 
than the committee. Indeed, from such a com- 
mittee, constituted in open defiance of a first 
principleof parliamentary law, it would be nat- 
ural to expect a report defying first principles 
in everything. At lcast three of the commit- 
tee were disqualified from sitting, as much as 
a juror who bas given his opinion before trial, 
and one of these was the chairman. Accord- 
ing to parliamentary law, they should have 
risen in the Senate and declined to serve ; but 
they went on the committee, and tke present 
report is their verdict. | 

I present this report as unworthy of the 
Senate in every respect; wanting in ordinary 
fairness, unbecoming in tone, unjust to Sen- 
ators who had deemed it their duty to move 
the inquiry, and ridiculous in its attempt to 
expound interuational law. Tts character is 
So far as remem- 
bered, it will be known as the “ whitewash- 
ing report.” For the present I forbear to 
Say more on this head, assured that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Scnurz] will do it 
ample justice. 

lt may be remembered, that, during the 
former debate, much was said of a political 
character, and especially in defense of the 
President of the United States. The Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Morroy] led in that de- 
bate, and seemed desirous of drawing me into 
it. Ideclined, wishing, if possible, to confine 
it to the Arms Question. Í said nothing of a 
political character. But the time for reserve 
on my part has passed, and now I accept the 
opportunity. + 
, Mr. President, I have no hesitation in declar- 
lng myself a member of the Republican party 
and one of the straitest of the sect. I doubt 
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if any Senator can. point to earlier or more. 
constant service in its behalf. [began at the 
beginning, and from that early day have never 
failed to sustain its candidates and to advance 
its principles. For these I have labored 
always by speech and vote, in the Senate 
and elsewhere, at first with few only, but at 
last as success began to dawn then with mul- 
titudes flocking forward. In this cause I 
never asked who were my associates or how 
many they would number. ln the conscious- 
ness of right I was willing to be alone. To 
such a party, with which so much of my life 
is intertwined, I have no common attachment, 
Not without regret can I see it suffer; not 
without a pang can I see it changed from its 
original character, for such a change is death. 
Therefore do I ask, with no common feeling, 
that the peril which menaces it may pass 
away. I stood by its cradle; let me not 
foliow its hearse. 

ORIGIN AND OBJECT OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

Turning back to its birth, I recall a speech 
of my own at a State convention in Massa- 
chusetts,; as far back as September 7, 1854, 
where I vindicated its principles and announced 
its name in these words: ‘ As REPUBLICANS 
we go forth to encounter the Oligarchs of 
Slavery.” The report records the applause 
with which this name was received by the 
excited multitude. Years of conflict ensued, 
in which the good cause constantly gained. 
At last, in the summer of 1860, Abraham 
Lincoln was nominated by this party as its 
candidate for the Presidency; and here par- 
don me if I refer again to myself. On my way 
home from the Senate I was detained in New 
York by the invitation of party friends to 
speak at the Cooper Institute on the issues of 
the pending election. The speech was made 
July 12, and, I believe, was the earliest of 
the campaign. As published at the time it 
was entitled ‘‘ Origin, Necessity, and Perma- 
nence of the Republican Party,” and to ex- 
hibit these was its precise object. Both the 
necessity and permanence of the party were 
asserted. A brief passage, which I take from 
the report in the New York Herald, will show 
the duty and destiny I ventured then to hold 
up. After dwelling on the evils of Slavery and 
the corruptions it had engendered, including 
the purchase of votes at the polls, I proceeded 
as follows: ; 


“Therefore justso long as the present false theories 
of Slavery prevail, whether concerning its character 
morally, economically, and socially, or concerning 
its prerogatives under the Constitution, just so long 
as the Slave Oligarchy, which is the sleepless and 
unhesitating agent of Slavery in all its pretensions, 
continues to exist as a political power, the Repub- 
lican party must endure. [Applause.] [fbad men con- 
spire for Slavery, good men must combine for: Free- 
dom. [‘Good, good!’] Norcan theholy war be ended 
until the barbarism now dominant in the Republie 
is overthrown and the Pagan power is driven from 
our Jerusalem. [Applause.} And when the triumph 
is won, securing the immediate object of our organ- 
ization, the Republican party will not die, but puri- 
fied by its long contest, with Slavery and filled with 
higher life, it will be lifted to yet other efforts with 
nobler aims for the good of man. [Applause, three 
cheers for Lincoln.]” 


Such, on the eve of the presidential election, 
was my description of the Republican party 
and my aspiration for its future. It was not 
to die, but purified by long contest with 
Slavery and filled with higher life, we were 
to behold it lifted to yet other efforts and 
nobler aims for the good of man. Here was 
nothing personal, nothing mean or petty. The 
Republican party was necessary and perma- 
nent, and always on an ascending plane. For 
such a party there was no death, but higher 
life and nobler aims; and this was the party 
to which I gave my vows. But alas! how 
changed. Once country was the object, and 
not a man; once principle was inscribed on 


the victorious banners, and not a name only. - 


REPUBLICAN PARTY SEIZED BY THE PRESIDENT. 
It is not difficult to indicate when this disas-. 


trous change, exalling the will of one man. 


above all else, became not merely manifest. but 
painfully conspicuous, Already it had begun 


to show itself in personal pretensions, to which 
I shall refer soon, when suddenly aad without 
any warning through the public press or any 
expression from public opinion, the President 
elected by the Republican party precipitated 
upon tbe country an ill-considered and ill- 
omened scheme for the annexion of a portion 
of the island of St. Domingo, in pursuance of 
a treaty negotiated by a person of his own 
household styling himself ‘‘ Aid-de-Camp of 
the President of the United States.” Had 
this effort, however injudicious in object, been 
confined to ordinary and ,constitutional. pro- 
ceedings, with proper regard for a codrdinate 
branch of the Government, it would have soon 
dropped out ofsightand been remembered only 
asa blunder. But it was not so. Strangely 
and unaccountably, it was pressed for months 
by every means and appliance of power, 
whether at home or abroad, now reaching into 
the Senate Chamber, and now into the waters 
about the island. Reluctant Senators were 
subdued to its support, while, treading under 
foot the Constitution in one of its most dis 

tinctive republican principles, the President 
seized the war powers of the nation, instituted 
foreign intervention, and capped the climax 
of usurpation -by menace of violence to the 
Black Republic of Hayıi, where the colored 
race have commenced the experiment of self- 
government, thus adding manifest outrage of 
International Law to manifest outrage of the 
Constitution, while the long-suffering African 
was condemned to new indignity. All these 
things, so utterly indefensible and aggravating, 
and therefore to be promptly disowned, found 
defenders on this floor. The President, who 
was the original author of the wrongs, contin- 
ued to maintain them, and appealed to Repub- 
lican Senators for help, thus fulfilling the 
eccentric stipulation with the Government of 
Baez, executed by his Aid-de-Camp. . 

At last a Republican Senator, who felt it his 
duty to exhibit tbese plain violations of the 
Consutution and of International Law, and 
then in obedience to the irresistible prompt- 
ings of his nature, and in harmony with his 
whole life, pleaded for the equal rights of the 
Black Republic—who declared that he did this 
as a Republican, and to save the party from 
this wretched complicity—this Republican 
Senator, engaged in a patriotic service, and 
anxious to save the colored people from out- 
rage, was denounced on this floor as a traitor 
to the party, and this was done by a Senator 
speaking for the party, and known to be in 
intimate relations with the President guilty of 
these wrongs. Evidently the party was in 
process of change from that generous asso- 
Ciation dedicated to Human Rights and to the 
guardianship of the African race. Too plainly 
it was becoming the instrument of one man 
and his personal will, no matter how much he 
set at defiance the Constitution and Interna- 
tional Law, or how much he insulted the col- 
ored people. The President was to be main- 
tained at all hazards, notwithstanding his 
aberrations, and all who called them in ques- 
tion were to be struck down. : 

In exhibiting this autocratic pretension, so 
revolutionary and unrepublican in character, 
I mean to be moderate in language and to keep 
within the strictest bounds. The facts are in- 
disputable, and nobody can deny the gross 


violation of the Constitution and of Inter- 


national Law with insult to the Black Repub- 
lic—the whole case being more reprehensi- 
ble, as also plainly more unconstitutional and 
more illegal than anything alleged against 
Andrew Johnson on his impeachment. Be- 


lieve me, sir, L should gladly leave this matter 


to the judgment already recorded, if it were 
not put in issue again by the extraordinary 
efforts, radiating on every line of office, to 
press its author for a second term as Pres- 


ident; and since. silence gives. consent,, all 


these efforts. are his efforts: They become 
more noteworthy when it is considered. that 
the name of the ‘candidate thus pressed has | 


become a sign of discord and not. of concord, 
dividing instead of uniting tbe: Republican 
party, so that these extraordinary :efforts.tend 
directly to the disruption of the party, all of. 
which he witnesses. and again. by.his silence 
ratifies. ‘ Let. the party split,’’ says.the ;Pres- 
ident, ‘I. will not renounce my chance ofa 
second term. The extent of this personal 
pressure and the subordination of the party to: 
the will of .an individual compel us to consider 
his pretensions. These, too, are in issue. 
PRESIDENTIAL PRETENSIONS. 

“On what meat doth this our Cesar feed’? 
that he should assume so much?. No honor 
for victory in war can justify disobedience to 
the Constitution and to law; nor can it afford 
the least apology for any personal immunity, 
privilege, or license in the presidential office. 
A President must: turn into a king before it 
can be said of him that he can do no wrong. 
He is responsible always. As President he 
is foremost servant of the law, bound to obey 
its slightest mandate.. As the elect of the-peo- 
ple he owes not only the example of willing 
obedience, but-also of fidelity and. industry in 
the discharge of his conspicuous office with ‘an 
absolute abnegation of all seif seeking... Noth- 
ing for self but all for country. And now, as 
we regard the career of this candidate, we 
find to our amazement how little it accords 
with this simple requirement. Bring it to the 
touchstone and it fails. 

Not only are Constitution and law disre- 
garded, but the presidential office itself is 
treated as little more than a plaything and a 
perquisite—when not the former then, the 
latter. Here the details are ample; showing 
how from the beginning this exalted trust has 
dropped to be a -personal. indulgence, where 
palace cars, fast horses, and sea-side loiterings 
figure more than duties ; how. personal -aims 
and objects have been more prominent than 
the public interests; how the presidential 
office has been used to advance hisown family 
on a scale of nepotism dwarfing everything 
of the kind in our history and hardly equaled 
in the corrupt Governments where this abuse 
has most prevailed; how in the same spirit 
office has been conferred upon those from whom 
he had received gifts or benefits, thus making 
the country repay bis personal obligations ; how 
personal devotion to himself rather than pub- 
lie or party service has been. made-the stand- 
ard of favor; how the vast appointing power 
conferred by the Constitution for the generat 
welfare has been employed at his wili to pro- 
mote his schemes, to reward his friends, to pun: 
ish his opponents, and to advance his election 
to a second term; how all these assumptions 
have matured in a personal government, semi- 
miiitary in character and breathing, the mili- 
tary spirit, being a species of Ceesarism or 
personalism, abhorrent to republican institu- - 
tions, where subservience to the President is the 
supreme law; how in maintaining this subserv- ` 
ieuce he has operated by a system of combin- 
ations, military, political, and even senatorial, 
having their orbits about him, so that, like the 
planet Saturn, he is surrounded by rings; nor 
does the similitude end here, for his: rings. 
like those of the planet, are held in position 
by satellites; how this utterly unrepublican 
Cesarism has mastered the Republican party 
and dictated the presidential will, stalking 
into the Senate Chamber itself, while a vin- 
dictive spirit visits good Republicans who: 
cannot submit; how the President himself, 
unconscious that a President has no right to 
quarrel with anybody, insists upon quarrelin 
until he has become the great presidential’ 
quarreler, with more quarrels than all-other: 
Presidents together, all begun and’ contin- 
ued by himself; how his personal: followers 
back him in quarrels, insult those he insults, ' 
and then, not departing from: his spirit, ery 
out with Shakspeare,-*‘ We will have: rings: 
and things and fine array’? and: finally, ‘how? 
the. chosen. head of the Republic-is known” 
| chiefly for presidential: pretensions, utterly: 
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indefensible in character; derogatory to: the 
country and of evil influence, making personal 
objects a primary pursuit, so that instead of 
a beneficent. presence he is a bad example 
through whom Republican: institutions suffer 
‘aud the people learn to do wrong. 

Would that these- things could: be forgotten, 
but since through: officious friends the Pres- 
idént-insists upon: a second term they must 
be-considered ‘and publicly: discussed. When 
understood: nobody will-vindicate them. : lt is 
easy to see ‘that Czesarism even in Europe is at 
a discount ; that ‘ personal government’ has 
been beaten on that ancient field, and that 
‘Cæsar with a senate at his heels’? is not 
the fit model for our Republic. King George 
Til of: England, so peculiar for narrowness 
and obstinacy, had retainers in Parliament 
who went under the name of ‘The. King’s 
Friends.’ Nothing can be allowed here. to 
justify the inquiry, ‘ Have we a King George 
among us?’ or that other question, ‘‘ Have 
we a party in the Senate of ‘the King’s 
Friends? ” 

PRRSONAL GOVERNMENT UNREPUBLICAN. 

: Personal. government is autocratic. It is 
the One-Man Power elevated above all else, 
and is, therefore, in direct conflict with re- 
publicau government, whose consummate form 
is tripartite, Executive, Legislative, and Judi- 
cial; each independent and coequal. From 
Mr.: Madison, in the Federalist, we learn that 
the accumulation ofthese powers *‘in the same 
hands’. may justly be pronounced ‘the very 
definition of tyranny.” And so any attempt 
by either to exercise powers of another is a 
tyrannical invasion always reprehensible in 
proportion to its extent. John Adams tells 
us in most instructive words that ‘it is by 
balancing each of these powers against the 
other two that the efforts in human nature 
toward tyranny can alone be checked and 
festrained, and any degree of freedom pre- 
served in the Constitution.” (John Adams's 
Works, Vol. IV, p. 186.) 
“Phen, again, the same authority says: that 
the perlection of: thie great idea is ‘ by giving 
each. division a power to defend itself by a 
negative.” (Tbid., page 296.) In other words, 
each ig-armed against invasion by the others. 
Accordingly, the constitution of Virginia, in 
1776, conspicuous as: an historical precedent, 
declared expressly : 

“The logisiative, executive, and judiciary depart- 
ments shall be sepurate and distinct, so that neither 
exercise the powers properly belonging to the other ; 
nor Shall any porson oxecute the powers of more 
than one of them at the same time.” 
` Lhe constitution of Massachusetts, dating 
frowy 1780, embodied the same principle in 
memorable words: ` 

“The legislative department shall never exercise 
the executive and judicial powers, or either of 
thems the executive shall never exercise the legis- 
lative and judicial powers, or either of them; the 
judicial shali never exercise the legislative and 
executive powers, or either of them, to the end that 
it may be a government of laws and not of men.” 

A government of laws and not of men is the 
object: of republican government; nay more, 
itis the distinctive essence without which it 
becomes a tyranny. Therefore, personal gov- 
ernment in all its forms, and especially when 
it seeks to sway the action of any other branch 
or overturn its constitutional negative, is hos- 


tile to the first principles of republican insti: | 


tations, and.an unquestionable outrage. That 
our President has offended in this way is 
` unhappily too apparent. 
THE. PRESIDENT AS A CIVILIAN. 

To comprehend the personal government 
that has been installed over us we must know 
its author. His picture is the necessary 
frontispiece; not as soldier, let it be borne in 
mind, but as civilian. The Presidentis titular 
head of the Army and Navy. of the United 
States; but his office is not military or naval. 
As if to exclude-all question, heis classed by 
the Constitution among. “civil officers,” 
Therefore as civilian is-he to be seen: “Then, 
perhaps, may we learn the secretof the poliey- 


| 
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so adverse to republicanism in which he 
perseverés. 

To appreciate his peculiar character as a 
civilian it is-important to know his triumphs 
as a soldier, for the one is the natural com- 
plement of the other. The successful soldier 
is rarely. changed tó the successful civilian. 
There seems. an incompatibility between the 
two, modified by the extent to which one has 
been allowed to exclude the other. One 
always a soldier cannot late in life become a 
statesman; one always a civilian cannot late 
in life become asoldier. Education and expe- 
rience are-needed for each. Washington and 
Jackson were civilians as well as soldiers. 

In the large training and experience of 
antiquity the soldier and civilian were often 
united; but in modern times this has been 
seldom. Thecamp is peculiar in the influence 
it exercises; itis‘in itself an education; but it 
is not the education of the statesman. To 
suppose that we can change without prepara- 
tion from the soldier to the statesman is to 
assume that training and experience are of 
less consequence for the one than the other— 
that a man may be born a statesman but can 
fit himself*as a soldier only by four years at 
West Point, careful scientific study, the com- 
mand of troops, and experience in the tented 
field. And is nothing required for the states- 
man? Is his duty so slight? His study is the 
nation and its welfare, turning always to his- 
tory for example, to law for authority, and to 
the loftiest truth for rules of conduct. No 
knowledge, care, or virtue, disciplined by 
habit, can be too great. The pilot is not 
accepted in his trust until he knows the signs 
of the storm, the secrets of navigation, the 
rocks of the coast, all of which are learned 
only by careful study with charts and sound- 
ings, by coasting the land and watching the 
crested wave. But can less be expected of 
that other pilot who is to steer the ship which 
contains us all? 

The failure of the modern soldier as states- 
man is exhibited by Mr. Buckle in his remark- 
able work on- the ‘History of Civilization.’ 
Writing as a philosopher devoted to liberal 
ideas, he does not disguise that in antiquity 
‘the most eminent soldiers were likewise the 
most eminent politicians; but he plainly 
shows the reason when hè adds that ‘in the 
midst of the hurry and turmoil of camps these 
eminent men cultivated their minds to the 
highest point that the knowledge of that age 
would allow.’ (Vol. I, chap. 4.) The secret 
wag culture not confined to war. In modern 
Europe few soldiers have been more con- 
spicuous than Gustavus Adolphus and Fred- 
erick sometimes called the Great; but we 
learn from our author that both ‘failed igno- 
miniously in their domestic policy and showed 
themselves as short-sighted in the arts of 
peace as they were sagacious in the arts of 
war’? (Ibid.)} The judgment of Marlborough 
is more pointed. While portraying him as 
“the greatest conqueror of the age, the hero 


of a hundred fights, the victor of Blenheim 


and Ramillies,” the same philosophical writer 
describes him as “a man not only of the most 
idle and frivolous pursuits, but so miserably 
ignorant that his deficiencies made him the 
ridicule of his contemporaries,’’ while bis 
politics were compounded of selfishness and 
treachery. Nor was Wellington an exception. 
Though shining in the field without a rival, 
and remarkable for integrity of purpose, an 
unflinching honesty and high moral feeling, the 
conqueror of Waterloo is described as ‘ never- 


theless. utterly unequal to the complicated: 


exigencies of political life.’ (Ibid.) Such 
are the examples of history, each with its 
warning. ee 

It would: be hard to find anything in the 
native endowments or-in the training of our 
chieftain to make him an illustrious exception ; 


at least nothing ofthis kind is recorded. Was 


nature: more generous with him ‘than with 
Marlborough or Wellington; Gustavas Adol- 
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phus or Frederick called the Great? Or was 
his experience of life a better preparation than 
theirs? And yet they failed except in war. It 
is not known.that our chieftain had any expe- 
rience as à civilian until he became President, 
nor does any partisan attribute to him that 
double culture which in antiquity made the 
game man soldier and statesman. It has been 
often said that he took no note of public affairs 
never voting but once in his life, and then for 
James Buchanan. After leaving West Point he 
became a captain in the Army, bat soon aban- 
doned the service to reappear at-a later day asa 
successful general. There is no reason to believe 
that he employed this intermediate period in any 
way calculated to improve him as a statesman. 
One ‘of his unhesitating supporters, my col- 
league, [Mr. Wiuson,] ina speech intended 
to commend him for reélection says: 

“ Before the war-we knew nothing of Grant. Ho 
was earning a few hundred dollars s$ year in tanning 
hides in Galena.” ; 

By the war he passed to be President; and ` 
such was his preparation to govern the great 

Republic, making it an example to mankind. 

Thus he learned to deal with all questions 

domestic and foreign, whether of peace or war, 

to declare constitutional law and international 

law and to administer the vast appointing 

power, creating Cabinet officers, judges, for- 

eign ministers, and an. uncounted army of 

officeholders. : 2 

To these things must be added that when 
this soldier ‘first began as civilian he was 
already forty-six years old. At this mature 
age, close upon half a century, when habits 
are irrevocably fixed, when the mind has hard- 
ened against what is new, when the character 
has taken its permanent form, and the whole 
man is rooted in his own unchangeable indi- 
viduality, our soldier entered abruptly upon the 
untried life of a civilian in its most exalted 
sphere. Do not be surprised, that, like other 
soldiers, he failed; the wonder would be had 
he succeeded. Harvey was accustomed to say 
that nobody over forty ever accepted his:dis- 
covery of the circulation of the blood ; but he 
is not the only person who has recognized this 
period of life as the dividing point after which 
it is difficult to learn new things.. Something 
like this is embodied in the French saying, 
that at forty aman has given his measure. At 
least his vocation is settled—how completely 
ig seen if we suppose the statesman after trav- 
ersing the dividing point abruptly changed to 
the soldier. And yet at an age nearly seven 
years later our soldier precipitately changed 
to the statesman. 

This sudden metamorphosis cannot be forgot- 
ten when we seek to comprehend the strange 
pretensions which ensued. It is easy to see 
how some very moderate experience in civil 
life, involving: of course the Jesson:of subor- 
dination to republican principles, would have 
prevented indefensible. acts. ` 

TESTIMONY OF THE LATE EDWIN- M; STANTON: 

Something also must be attributed to indi 
vidual character; and here I express no opin 
ion of my own; I shall allow another to speak 
in solemn words echoed from the tomb. 

On reaching Washington at the opening of 
Congress in December, 1869, I was pained to 
hear that Mr. Stanton, lately Secretary of 
War,.was in failing health, Full of gratitude 
for his unsurpassed services, and with a senti- 
ment of friendship quickened by common 
political sympathies, I lost no time in seeing. 
him, and repeated my visits until. his death, 
toward the close of the same month. My last: 
visit. was marked by a communication never 
to be forgotten. As I entered his bedroom, 
where I found him reclining on a sofa, propped 
by pillows, he reached out bis hand, already 
clammy cold, and in reply to. my, inguiry, 
‘‘How are you?’ answered, ‘* Waiting for 
my furlough.” Then at once with singular 
solemnity he said, ‘I havesomething. to say 
to you.’ When I was seatéd. lie. proceeded’ 


without one word of introduction: “* I Know” 
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General Grant better than. any other person 
in the country can know him. It was my daty 
to study him, and I did so night and day, when 
Isaw him and when [did not see him, and 
now I tell you what I know, he cannot govern 
this country.” The intensity of hig manner and 
the positiveness of his judgment surprised me, 
for though I was aware that the late Secretary 
of War did not place the President very high 
in general capacity, I was not prepared for 
_ a. judgment so strongly couched. At. last, 
afier some delay, occupied in meditating his 
remarkable words, I observed, ** What you 
say is very broad.” ‘It is as true as it. is 
broad,” he replied promptly. Iadded, You 
are tardy; you tell this late; why did you not 
say it before his nomination?” He answered 
that he was not consulted about the nomination, 
and bad no opportunity of expressing his 
opinion upon it, besides being much oecupied 
at the time by his duties as Secretary of War 
and his contest with the President. I followed 
by saying, “But you took part in the pres- 
idential election, and made a. succession of 
speeches for him in Ohio and ‘Pennsylvania. ” 
“I spoke,” said he, “ but E never introduced 
the name of General Grant.. I spoke for the 
Republican party and the Republican cause.”’ 
‘This was the last time Lsaw Mr. Stanton. A 
few days later I followed bim to the grave 
where he now rests. As the vagaries of the 
President became more manifest and the pres- 
idential office seethed more and more a play- 
thing and perquisite, this dying judgment of 
the great citizen who knew him so well 
haunted me constantly day and night, and I 
now communicate it to my country, feeling 
that it is a legacy which I have no right to 
withhold. Beyond the intrinsic interest from 
its author, it is not without value as tes- 
timony in considering how the President could 
have been led into that Quixotism of personal 
pretension which it is my-duty to expose. 
. DUTY, TO MAKE EXPOSURE. 

Pardon me if I repeat that it is my duty to 
make this exposure, spreading before you the 
proofs of that personal government, which will 
only pass without censure when it passes with- 
out observation. Insisting upon reélection, 
the President challenges inquiry and puts him- 
self upon the country. But even if his press- 
ure for reélection did not menace the tran- 
quillity of the country, it is important'that the 
persoual pretensions he'has set up should be 
exposed, that no President hereafter may ven- 
ture npon such ways and no Senator presume 
to defend them. . The case is cléar ás noon. 

TWO TYPICAL INSTANCES. . 

In opening this catalogue E select two 
typical instances, . Nepotism and Gift-taking 
officially compensated, each absolutely, inde- 
fensible in the head of a Republic, most per- 
nicious in example, and showing beyond 
question that surpassing egotism of pretension 
which changed the presidential office into a 
personal instrumentality, not unlike the trank 
of an elephant, apt for all things, small as 
well as great, from provision for a relation to 
forcing a treaty on 4: reluctant, Senate or 
forcing a reélection on a reluctant people. 

NEPOTISM OF THE PRESIDENT. 

Between these two typical: instances I hesi- 
tate which. to. place foremost, but. since. the 
nepotism of the President is a ruling. passion 
revealing the primary instincts: of his nature; 
since it is maintained by him in utter uncon- 
sciousness of -its offensive character; since 
instead of blushing for it as an unhappy mis- 
take he continues to uphold it; since it has 
been openly defended by. Senators on. this 
floor, and since no true patriot anxious for 
republican institutions can doubt that it ought 
_ to be driven with hissing and’ scorn from all 

possibility of repetition, I begia with this 
undoubted abuse. 

There has been no call of Congress for a 
return of the relations holding office, stipend 
or money-making opportunity under the Pres- 
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ident. The country is left to the press for in- 
formation on this important subject, If there 
is any exaggeration the President is in fault, 
since knowing the disereditable allegations he 
has not hastened’ to furnish the precise facts, 
or at least his partisans have failed in not call- 
ing for the official information. In the mood 
which they have shown in this Chamber it is 
evident that any resolution calling for it moved 
by a Senator not known. to be for his reëlec- 
tion would meet with opposition, and an effort 
to vindicate republican institutions would be 
denounced as an assault on the President. But 
the newspapers. have placed enough: beyond 
question for judgment on this extraordinary 
case, although thus far there has been no 
attempt to appreciate it, especially in the light 
of history. 

. One: list makes the number of beneficia- 
ries as many as forty-two—being probably 
every known person. allied:to the President. by 


-bloodor marriage. -Persons seeming to speak 


for the. President, or at least-after careful in- 
quivies, have denied the accuracy of this list, 
reducing: it to thirteen. Is will not be ques- 
tioned that there is at least a baker’s dozen in 
this: category—thirteen relations of the Presi- 
dent billeted on the country, not one of: whom 
but for this relationship would have been 
brought forward,'the whole constituting a case 
of. nepotism not unworthy of those worst"Gov- 
ernments where office is a family possession. 

Beyond the list of thirteen are other revela- 
tions, showing that this strange abuse. did 
not stop with the President’s relations, but 
that these obtained appointments for others in 
their circle, so that every relation became a cen- 
ter of influence, while the: presidential family 
extended indefinitely. 

Only. one President bas appointed relations, 
and that was John Adams; but he found pub- 
lie opinion, inspired by the example of 
Washington, so strong agains} it that after a 
slight experiment he replied to an applicant, 
t You know it is impossible for me to appoint 
my own relations to anything without drawing 
forth a torrent-of obloquy.” (Letter to Ben- 
jomin Adams, April 2; 1799; John Adamss 

orks, vol. VIII, p. 634.) The judgment of 
the country found voice in Thomas Jefferson, 
who, in a letter written shortly after he became 
President, used these strong words: ‘Mr. 
Adams degraded himself infinitely by his còn- 
:duct- on: this subject.” Buti John Adams, 
besides’ transferring his son, Johu Quinoy 
Adams, from one diplomatic post to another, 
appointed only two relations. . Pray, sir, what 
words would Jeffersou use if he were here to 
speak on the open and multifarious nepotism 
of our President ? : 5 

ORIGIN AND HISTORY OF NEPOTISM. 

` The presidential pretension is so important 
in every aspect, and the character of repub- 
hean institutions is so absolutely compromised 
by its toleration, that it cannot be treated in 
any perfunctory way. It shall not be my fault 
if hereafter there is any doubt with regard 
£Osihe 2 outs eget 
The word ‘‘nepotism’’ is of Italian origin. 
First appearing at Rome when the papal power 
was at its height, it served to designate the 
authority aud influence exercised by the 
nephews, or more generally the family of a 
Pope. All the family of a Pope were nephews 
and the Pope was universal uncle. As. fur 
back as 1667 this undoubted abuse occupied 
attention to such a degree that it became the 
subject ofan able historical work: in two vol- 
umes, entitled IZ Nipotismo di Roma, which 
is full of instruction and warning even for 
our Republic. From Italian the word passed 
into other European languages, but in the 
lapse of time or process of naturalization, it 
has come to denote the misconduct of the 
appointing power. Addison, who visited 
Rome at the beginning of the last century, 
described it ‘as’ ‘¢ undue patronage bestowed 
by the Popes upon the members of their fam- 
ily.” But the word has amplified since, so as 


‘to embrace ‘others: besides Popes:whe appoint 
relations to office. Johnson’ in his Dictionary 
defined it simply as “fondness for nephews +”? 
but our latest and best lexicographer, Wor- 
cester, supplies-a definition mote complete 
and satisfactory: ‘ Favoritism shown to rela- 
tions; patronage’ bestowed in’ consideration 
of ‘family relationship: and not of merit:” 
Such undoubtedly is the meaning of thé word 
as now received and employed, ©. oo oeit 

The character of this pretension appears in 
its origin and history. “In the‘éatly days of 
the: Church, Popes are described ag discarding 
all relationship, whether of: blood or alliance, 
in their appointments, and’ inclining to: metit 
alone, although there were some with so tatge 
a number of nephews, grand-nephews, brothers- 
in-law, and relations as to baffle belief, and yet it 
is recorded that no soonet did the good Pope 
enter the Vatican, which is the Executive Man- 
sion of Rome, than relations fled, brothers-in- 
law hid themselvés, grand-nephews removed 
away, and nephews got at a long distancë. 
Such was the early virtue. ` Nepotism did not 
exist, andthe word itself was unknown. ' 

At last, ih 1471, twenty-one years before 
the discovery: ‘of. América: ‘by Christopher 
Columbus, Sixtus IV became Pope, and with 
him began: that nepotism which soon became 
famous as a Roman institution. ‘Bornin 1411, 
the son of a fisherman, the eminent‘founder was 
already fifty-seven years old; and hé reigned 
thirteen years, bringing to his functions large 
experience as a successful préacher and’ ag 
general of the Franciscan’ friars: ‘Phough 
cradledin poverty, and by the vows of his‘order 
bound to mendicancy, he began‘at once to'heap 
office and riches upon ‘thé various‘members of 
his family, so that his conduct, ‘from its bare- 
faced inconsistency with the obligition‘of his 
life, excited, according to the historian, ** the 
amazement and worder of all.” - The ‘useful 
réfornis he attempted are forgotten, and this 
remarkable pontiff is chiefly remembered row 
as the earliest nepotist:' ‘Diferent degrees of 
severity are employed’ by different, ‘authors’ in 
characterizing this unbappy fame.’ Bouillet, 
in his Dictionary of History, having Catholic 
approbation, describes him as ‘feeble toward 
his nephews,’’ and-our own Cyclopedia, inma 
brief exposition: of his character, says “‘ he 
made himself odious by excessive nepotism,” 
But in all varieties of expression the offense 
stands out for judgment. : Chas adena Si 

The immediate successor ‘of Sixtus was 
Innocent VIII; whom the historiat describes 
as ‘very cold to his relations,” ‘since two 
only obtained preferment at his hands. But 
the example of the founder so far prevailed 
that for a century nepotism, as was said, 
**lorded it in Rome,” exceptin a few instances 
worthy of commemoration ‘ard example, 

Of these exceptions, tlie fitst in time was 
Julius H, founder of St. Peters ‘at Rome, 
whose remarkable cottntenance’ is ‘so ‘beau: 
tifully preserved by Raffaelle. Though the 
nephew ‘of the nepotist, and not declining to 
appoint all relations, he did it with such: mod- 
eration that népotism was said to be ‘dying 
out. Adrian VI, early teacher of Charles V, 
and successor of Leo X, set a better example 
by refusing absolutely. - But so accustomed 
had Rome become to this abuse, that not 
ouly by the embassadors but by the people 
was he condemned as ‘too severe with his 
relations.’’? A son of his cousin, studying 
in Siena, started for Rome, trusting to obtain 
important recognition. But the Pope, with- 
out seeing him, sent-him back on a hired horse. 
Relations thronged from other places and even 
from: aeross the Alps, longing for that great- 
ness which other Popes had lavished on family; 
but Adrian dismissed them with a slight change 
of clothing and an allowance of money for 
the journey. One who from poverty ‘came on 
foot was permitted to return on foot.’ ‘This 
Pope carried abnegation of his family so far 
as to make relationship an excuse for not re- 


warding one who-had ‘served-the Church well. 
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, ‘Similar in character was Marcellus II, who 
became. Pope in 1555.. He was unwilling 
‘that.any.of his. family should come to Rome; 
„even his brother was forbidden ; but this good 
example was closed by death after a reign of 
twenty days only. And.yet-this brief period 
of exemplary. virtue has: made this pontiff 
famous. -Kindred in. spirit. was. Urban VIL, 
who reigned thirteen days only in 1590, but 
long enough to. repel his relations, and also 
Leo. Xl, who reigned twenty-five daysin 1605. 
To.this list may- be added Innocent IX, who 
-died after two months of service. It is related 
that his death displeased his relations much, 
and. dissolved the: air-castles they had built. 
They had hurried from Bologna, bat except a 
grand-nephew, all were obliged to return poor 
as they came. In this list I must: not forget 
Pius V, who reigned from 1565 to 1572. He 
set himself so completely against aggrandizing 
his: own family; that he was with difficulty per- 


suaded to make a sister’s son cardinal, and - 


would not have done it had not- all the. car- 
dinals united on-grounds of conscience against 
_ the denial of this dignity to one most worthy 
of it. Such virtue was part of that elevated 
-character which caused. his subsequent canon- 
ization.. o, . oe 
These good. Popes were short-lived.. The 
reigns of all except Pius counted by days 
only; but they opened happy glimpses. of an 
-administration, where, the powers of govern- 
Jnent were not treated as 4 personal perquisite. 
-The opposite list had the advantage of time. 
Conspicuous among nepotists was Alex- 
ander VI, whose family name of Borgia is 
damned to fame. With bim nepotism as- 
sumed its most brutal and barbarous develop- 
ment, reflecting the character of its pontifical 
author, who was without the smallest ray of 
good. Other Popes were less cruel and bloody, 
But not less determined in providing for their 
families. Paul II, who was of the. great 
house of Farnese, would have had the Estates 
of the Church a garden for the ‘lilies’ which 
flourish on the escutcheon of his family. It 
is related that when Urban VIII, who was a 
Barberini, commenced hig historic reign, all 
his relations. at a distance flew to Rome like 
the ‘‘bees’’ on the family.arms, to suck the 
honey of the Church, but not leaving behind 
the sting with which they pricked while they 
sucked. Whether lilies or bees it was the same. 
The latter pontiff gave to nepotism fullness 
of power when. he resolved ‘to have no 
business with any one not dependent upon 
his house.’ Jn the same spirit he excused 
himself from making a man cardinal because 
he had been “the, enemy. of his nephews.” 
Although nothing go positive is recorded of 
Paul V, who was a Borghese, his nepotism 
appears in the Roman saying, that while serv- 
ing the Church as a good shepherd he “ gave 
too. much wool to his relations.’ These 
instructive , incidents, illustrating the. pon- 
tifical pretension, reflect light on the history 
of palaces and galleries at Rome which are 
now admired by the visitor from distant lands, 
If not created, they were at least enlarged by 
nepotism. 
lt does not always appear. how many rela- 
tions a Pope endowed. Olten it. was all, as in 
the case of Gregory XIL, who, besides 
advancing a nephew actually at Rome, called 
thithet all his nephews and graud-nephews, 
whether from brothers, or sisters, and gave 
them offices, dignities, governments, lord- 
ships, and abbacies. Cæsar Borgia and his 
sister, Lucrezia were uot the only rela- 
` tiong of Alexander VI. I do not find the 
number adopted by Sixtus, the founder of the 
system.. Pius IV, who was. of the grasping 
Medicean family, favored no less than twenty- 
five. Alexander VII, of the Chigi family, 
had about him five nephews and one brother, 
which a contemporary characterized as “ ne. 
potism all complete.’ This pontiff began his 
reign by forbidding his relations to appear at 


Rome, which redounded at once to his credit: 


throughoat the Christian world, while the 
astonished people discoursed of his holiness 
and the purity of his life, expecting even to 
see miracles, -In making the change he 
yielded evidently. to immoral pressure: and 
the example of predecessors.: -` a 

The performances of papal nephews: figure 
in history... Next after the Borgias; were the 
‘Caraffas,, who obtained power through Paul 
IV, but. at. last becoming too insolent and 
rapacious, their uncle was compelled to strip 
them: of their dignitiesand drive them from 
Rome. . Sometimes nephews were: employed 
chiefly in ministering to pontifical pleasures, 
as in the case of Julius II, who, according 
to the historian, ‘‘theught of: nothing but ban- 
queting with that one and with this one, keep- 
ing his relations in Rome, rather to accom- 
pany him at banquets than to aid’him- in the 
government of the holy Church, of which he 
thought little.” . This occasion for relations 
does not exist at Rome now, as the pontiff leads 
a discreet: life, always at-home and never ban- 
quets abroad, : a 

These historic instances make us see nepo- 
tism in its original home. - Would: you know 
how’ it was regarded there?’ .Sometimes it was 
called a bydra with many heads, sprouting anew 
at the election of a pontiff; then again it was 
called Ottoman rather than Christian in char- 
acter: : The contemporary historian: who has 
described it so minutely says that those who 
merely read of it without seeing it will find it 
difficult to believe or even imagine... The 
qualities of a Pope’s relation were said to be 
‘ignorance and cunning.” It-is easy to.be- 
lieve that this prostitution of the head of the 
Church was one of the abuses which excited 
the cry for Reform, and. awakened even in 
Rome the echoes of Martin Luther. A brave 
Swiss is recorded as declaring himself unwill- 
ing to be the subject of a pontiff who was 
-himself the subject of his own relations.. But 
even this pretension was not. without open 
defenders, while the general. effrontery with 
which it was maintained assumed that it was 
above question. If some gave with eyes closed, 
most gave with eyes. open. It was said that 
Popes were not to neglect their own blood, 
that they should not show themselves worse 
than the beasts, not one of whom failed to 
caress his relations, and the case of bears and 
lions, the most ferocious of all, was cited as 
authority for. this recognition of one’s own 
blood. All this was soberly said, and it is 
doubtless true. Not even a Pope ean justly 
neglect his own blood; but help and charity 
must be at his own expense and not at- the 
expense of his country. In appointments to 
office merit and not blood is the only just 
recommendation. 


That nepotism has ceased to lord itself in- 


Rome; that no pontiff billets his relations 
upon the Church; that the appointing power 
of the Pope is treated as a publie trust and 
not as a personal. perquisite—all this is the 
present testimony with regard to that govern- 
ment which knows from experience the bane- 
ful character of this abuse. E 
AMERICAN AUTHORITIES ON NEPOTISM, 

The nepotism of Rome was: little known in 
our country, and [do not doubt that Wash- 
ington, when declining to make the presiden- 
tial officea personal perquisite, was governed 
by that instinct of duty and patriotism’ ‘which 
rendered him so preéminent. Through all the 
perils of a seven years’ war, he had battled 
with that kingly rule which elevates a whole 
family without regard to merit, fastening all 


upon the nation, and he had learned that this. 


royal system could find no place in a republic. 
Theretore he rejected the claims of relations, 
and in nothing was his example more beauti- 
fal. His latest biographer, Washington Irving, 
records him as saying: i f 

* So far as I know my own mind, Ï woua notbe ir 


the remotest degree influenced in making nomina- 
tions by motives arising from the ties of family or 
99 


blood.” —Life of Washington, Vol. V, p. 22. 


| Then again he declared his purpose, 


“To discharge the duties of office with that im- 
partiality and zeal for the public good which ought 
never.to suffer connections of blood or friendship to 
mingle so as to have the least sway on decisions of 
a public nature.” l : . 

This excellent rule of conduct is illustrated 
by the advice to his successor with régard 
to the transfer of his: son, John Quincy 
Adams. After giving it as his decided opin- 
ion that the latter was the most valuable char- 
acter we had abroad, and promising to be the . 
ablest of all our diplomatic corps, Washing- 
ton declares :° ` 
“If he was now to be brought into that line, or 
into any other public walk, I could not, upon the 
principle. which has regulated my own eonduct, 
disapprove of the caution which is hinted at in the 
lettér. ” —John Adams’s Works, Vol. VIII, p. 530. 

Considering the importance of the rule it 
were. better if. it. had prevailed over parental 
regard and the. extraordinary merits of the 
son. stages ak s 
. Ín vindicating his conduct at a later day 
John Adams protested against: what he called 
“the. hypersuperlative virtue’? of Washing- 
ton, and, insisted: j0 0, 

“A President ought not.to appoint a man be- 

‘cause he is his relation; nor. ought he. to refuse or 
neglect to appoint him for that reason.” ; 
With absolute. ‘certainty ‘that the President 
is above all prejudice of family and sensitive 
to merit only, this rule is not unreasonable ; 
but who can be trusted to apply it? 

Jefferson developed and explained the true 
principles in a manner worthy of republican 
institutions, In ‘a letter 10 a relation immedi- 
ately after becoming President, he wrote: 

“The public will never be made to. believe that 
an appointment of a relation is made on the ground 
of merit alone, uninflaenced by family views, nor 
can they ever see with approbation offiees, the disposal 
of which they intruat to their Presidents for ge ic pur- 
poses, divided out as family property. Mr. Adams 
degraded himself infinitely by his conduct on this 
subject, as Washington ‘had done himself the.great- 
est honor. With two such examples to proceed by, 
I should be doubly inexcusable to err.” —Letter to 
George Jefferson, March'27, 1801; Jefferson’s Works, 
Vol. LV, p. 388, . aes 

After his retirement from the Presideney, in 
a letter toa kinsman, he asserts the ruleagain: 

“Toward acquiring the confidence of the people, 
the very first measure is to satisfy them of his dis- 
interestedness, and that he is directing their 
affairs with a single eye to their good, and not to 
build ap fortunes for himself and family, and espe- 
cially that the officers appointed to transact their 
business, are appointed because they are the fittest 
men, not because they are his relations, So prone 
are they. to suspicion, that where a President ap- 
points a relation of his own, however worthy, they 
will believe that favor, and, not merit, was the 
motive. E therefore laid it down as alaw ofcon- 
Suot for myself, Moot Chel ar Lointmont to a 
relation,” —Letter to J. Farland Jefferson, January 25, 
1810; Zbid., Vol. V, p.498, ete Rear ahaa 

That statement is unanswerable. ‘The elect 
‘of the people must live so ag best to maintain 
‘their interests and ‘to elevate the national sèn- 
timent. This can be only by an example of 
unselfish devotion to the publie weal which 
shall be above suspicion.” A President sus- 
pected of weakness for his relations is already 
shorn of strength. 

„In saying that his predecessor ‘degraded 
himself infinitely by his conduct on this sub- 
ject,” Jefferson shows the rigor of his require- 
ment, Besides the transfer of his son, John 
Quincy Adams, from one diplomatic mission . 
to another, John Adams is responsible for the 
appointment-of his son-in-law, Colonel Smith, 
as surveyor of the-port of New York, and: his 
wife’s nephew, William Craneh, as chief justice 
of the circuit court of the Distriet of Cohumbia— 
both persons:of merit, and the former *‘ serving 
through the war with high applause of his supe- 
riors.’? The public sentiment appears in the 
condemnation of these appointments. In re- 
fusing another of His relations, we have already 
seen that John Adams wrote: 

“You knowit is impossible for ine to appoint my 
own relations to anything without drawing forth a 
torrent of obloquy.” . 

But this torrent was nothing but the judg- 
ment of the American people unwilling that 
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republican institutions at that early day should 
suffer. 

Thos far John Adams stands alone. If any 
other President has made appointments from 
his own family, it has been on so petty a scale 
as not to be recognized in history. . John 
Quincy Adams, when President, did not follow 
his father. An early letter to his mother fore- 
shadows a rule not unlike that of Jefferson: 


“I hope, my ever.dear and honored mother, that 


you are fully convinced from my letters, which you 
have before this received, that upon thé contingency 
of my father’s being piaced in the first magistracy, 
Ishall never give him any trouble by solicitation 
for office of any kind. Your late letters have re- 
peated so many times that I shall in that case have 
nothing to expect, trat I am afraid you have im- 
agined it possible that /might form expectations from 
such an event. Thad hoped that my mother knew 
me better; that she did me the justice to believe 
that I have not been so totally regardless or forget- 
ful of the principles which my education had in- 
stilled, nor so totally destitute of a personal sense of 

delicacy as to be susceptible of a wish tending in that 
direction.” — John Adams's Works, Vol. VILL, pp. 
529, 530, note, . 

To Jefferson’s sense of public duty John 
Quincy Adams added the sense of personal 
delicacy, both strong, against the appointment 
of relations. To the irresistible judgment 
against this abuse, a recent moralist, of lofty 
nature, Theodore Parker, imparts new expres- 
sion when he says, ‘Lt is a dangerous and 
unjust practice.” (Historic Americans, p. 211.) 
This is simple and monitory. * 

PRESIDENTIAL APOLOGIES FOR NEPOTISM, 

Without the avalanche of testimony against 
this presidential pretension, it is only necessary 
to glance at the defenses sometimes set up; 
for such is the insensibility bred by presidential 
example, that even’ this intolerable outrage 
is not without voices, speaking for the Presi- 
dent. Sometimes it is said that his salary 
being far from royal, the people will not scan 
closely an attempt to help relations, which, 
being interpreted; means that the President 
may supplement the pettiness of ‘his salary by 
the appointing power. Let John Adams, who 
did not hesitate to bestow office upon a few 
relations of unquestioned merit, judge this 
pretension. I quote his words: 


. “Every public man should be honestly paid for 
his services. But he should be restrained from 
eveşy perguisite not. known .to the laws, and. he 
should, make no claims upon the gratitude of the 
public, nor ever confer an office within his patron- 
age upon ason, a brother, a friend, upon pretense 
that he isnot paid for his services by the profits of 
his office,”’—Leitter to. John Jebb, August 21, 1783; 


Works, Vol. IX, p. 535. 
It is impossible to deny the soundness of 
this requirement and its completeness as an 
answer to one of the presidential apologies, 
Sometimes the defender is more audacious, 
insisting openly upon the presidential preroga- 
tive without question, until we seem to hear 
in aggravated form the obnoxious cry, ‘* To 
the victor belong the spoils.’ I did not 
suppose that this old cry could be revived in 
any form ; but since it is heard again, I choose 
to expose it, and here I use the language of 
Madison, whose mild wisdom has illumined so 
much of constitutional duty. In his judgment 
the pretension was odious, ‘‘that offices and 
emoluments were the spoils of victory, the per- 
sonal property of the successful candidate for 
the Presidency,” and he adds in words not to 
be forgotten at this moment: p 
. “The principle if avowed without the, practice, 
or practiced without the avowal, could not fail to 
degrade any Administration—both together com- 
pletely so.’’—Letter to. Edward Cole, August 29, 1834. 
Letters and Writings, Vol. LV, p. 856. é 
These are strong words.. .The rule in its 
early form, could. not fail to degrade any 
Administration. But now this degrading rule 
is extended,, and we are told that to the 
President's family belong the spoils. : 
Another apology, vouchsafed even on this 
floor, is, that if the President cannot appoint 
his relations they alone of. all citizens are 
excluded from office, which, it is said, should 
not be. . But is it not for the public good that 
they should. be excluded? Such was the wise 


i 
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judgment of Jefferson, and such is the testi- 
mony from another quarter. That eminent pre- 
late, Bishop Butler, who has given to English 
literature one of its most masterly productions, 
known as “ Butler’s Analogy,” after his ele- 
vation to the see of Durham with its remark- 
able patronage, wasso self-denying with regard 
to his family that a nephew said to him, 
t Methinks, my lord, it isa misfortune to be 
related to you.’’ Golden words of honor for 
the English bishop! But none such have been 
earned by the American President. 

Assuming thatin case of positive merit desig- 
nating a citizen for a particular post the Presi- 
dent might appoint a relation, it would be only 
where the merit was so shining that his absence 
would be noticed. At least it must be such 
as to make the citizen a candidate without 
regard to family. Butno-such merit is attrib- 
uted to the beneficiaries of our President, some 
of whom have done little but bring scandal 
upon the public service. Atleast one is tainted 
with fraud, and another, with the commission 
ofthe Republic abroad, has been guilty of indis- 
cretions inconsistent with his trast. Appointed 
originally in open defiance of republican, prin- 
ciples, they have been retained in office ‘after 
their unfitness became painfully conspicuous. 
By the testimony before a congressional com- 
mittee, one of these, a brother-in-law, was im- 
plicated in bribery and corruption. It is said 
that at last, after considerable delay, the Presi- 
dent has consented to his removal. 

Here l leave for the present this enormous 
pretension of nepotism, waiting to. hear if it 
can again find an apologist. Is therea single 
Senator who will not dismiss it to judgment? 

GIFT-TAKING OFFICIALLY COMPENSATED. 

From one typical abuse I pass to another. 
From a dropsical nepotism swollen to ele- 
phantiasis, which nobody can defend, I pass 
to gift-taking, which with our President has 
assumed an unprecedented form. Sometimes 
public men even in our country have taken 
gifts, but it is not known: that any President 
before has repaid the patron with office. For 
a public man to take gifts is reprehensible; 
for a President to select Cabinet councilors 
and other officers among those from whom he 
has taken gifts is an anomaly in republican 
annals. Observe, sir, that I speak of it gently, 
unwilling to exhibit the indignation which such 
a presidential pretension is calculated to 
arouse. ‘The country will jadge it, and blot-it 
outas an example. 

There have been throughout history corrupt 
characters in official station, but, whether in 
ancient or modern times, the testimony is con- 
stant against the taking of gifts, and nowhere 
with more force than in our Scriptures, where 
itis said, ‘Thou shalt not wrest judgment, 
thou ‘shalt not respect persons, neither take a 
gift; for a gift doth blind the eyes of ‘the 
wise.” (Deuteronomy, XVI,19.) Here is the 
inhibition and also the reason, which slight 
observation shows to be true. Does not a gift 
blind the eyes of the wise? The influence of 
gifts is represented by Plutarch in the life of 
a Spartan king: 


“For he thought those ways of intrapping men by 
gifts and presents, which other kings use, dishonest 
and inartificial; and it seemed to him to be the 
most noble method and most suitable to a king to 
win the affections of those that came near him by 
personal intercourse and agreeable conversation, 
since between a friend and a mercenary the only 
distinction is, that we gain the one by, our ehar- 
acter and conversation and the other by _our 


į money.”’—Plutarch’s Lives; Clough’s Edition ; Vol. 


V, p. 479, 
. Whatis done under. the influence of gift-is | 
mercenary ; but whether from ruler to subject 
‘or from subject to ruler, the gift is equally per- 
nicious. An ancient patriot feared ‘the Greeks 
bearing gifis,”’ and these words have become 
a proverb, but there are Greeks bearing gifts 
elsewhere than at Troy. A public man can 
traffic-with sueh. only at his peril. At their 
appearance the prayer should be said, “Lead | 


us not into temptation.”?-.. 


- The best examples testify. ‘Thus inthe auto- 
biography of Lord Brougham, posthumously 
published, it appears that at a. great meeting 
in Glasgow £500 were subscribed as a gift 
to him for his public service, tobe put in such 
form. as he might think best... He hesitated. 
A It required, .he records, :‘! much.censidera- 
tion, as such gifts were liable- to abuse.” -Not 
content with his own judgment, he assembled 
his friends to discuss it, ‘Lord Holland, 
Lord Erskine, Romilly and Baring,” and «he 
wrote Earl Grey, afterward Prime Minister, 
who replied: * Both Granville and I accepted 
a piece of plate from the Catholics. in Glas- 
gow, of no great value indeed, after we were 
turned out. If. you still feel scruples, I can 
only add that it is impossible. to err. on the 
side of delicacy with respect to matters of 
this nature.’ It ended in his accepting a 
small gold inkstand. - . $ 

In our country: Washington keeps his: lofty 
heights, setting himself against gift-taking as 
against nepotism. : In 1785, while in private 
life, two years after he ceased to be.com- 
mander-in-chief of our armies and four-years 
before he became President, he could. not be 
induced to accept.a certain. amount ofsecanal 
stock otfered him by the State of. Virginia, 
as appears in an official.communications : i 

“ It gives me great pleasure to-inform you-that:the 
Assembly, without a dissenting voice, complimented 
you with fifty shares in the Potomac Company and 
one hundred in the James River Company?’ Wash- 
ington’s Writings, Vol. IX, p. 83; Letter of Benjamin 
Harrison, January 6, 1775. é Sets! 

. Fally to appreciate the reply of Washington 
it must be borne in mind. that, according to 
Washington Irving, his biographer, ‘t Some 
degree of economy was necessary, for his 
financial affairs had suffered during the war, 
and the products of his. estate had fallen off.?’ 
But he was not tempted. Thus he wrote : ... 

“How would this matter be viewed by tho‘eye of 
the world, and what would be its opinion when: it 
comes to be related that George Washington accepted 
$20,000? Under whatever pretense, and however 
customarily these gifts are made in other countries, 
if I accepted this should I not henceforward becon- 
sidered as a dependent? I never for a moment 
entertained the idea of accepting it.”—Ibid., p. 85. 
Letter to Benjamin Harrison, January 22, 1785. . 

How admirably he touches the point when 
he asks, ‘‘If I accepted this, should I not 
henceforward be considered asa dependent?” 
According to our Scripture the gift blinds the 
eyes; according to Washington it makes the 
receiver a dependent. - In harmony with this 
sentiment was his subsequent refusal when 
President, as is recorded’ by an ingenious 
writer: ; : 

“Jle was exceedingly careful about committing 
himself, would receive no favors of any kind, and 
scrupulously paid for everything. A’ large: house 
was set apart for him on Ninth street, on the grounds 


now covered by the Pennsylvania University, which 
he refused to accept.’’—Colonel Korney's Anecdotes. 
By such instanees‘brought to light recently, 
and shining in contrast with our times; we learn 
to admire anew the virtue of Washington. 
_ It would be easy to show how'in all ages 
the refusal of gifts has been recognized as the 
sign of virtue, if not the requirement of duty. 
The story of St. Louis of France is: beautiful 
and suggestive. Leaving on a crosade he 
charged the Queen Regent, who remained be- 
hind, ‘not to accept presents for herself or 
her children.” Such was: one of the injune- 
tions by which this monarch, when far away 
on a pious expedition, impressed himself upon 
his country. : : 
My own strong convictions on this presiden: 
tial pretension were aroused in a conversation 
which it was my privilege to enjoy with Joba 
Quincy Adams, as he sat in his sick-chamber 
at his son’s house in Boston, a short time 
before he fell at his post of duty in the House 
of Representatives. In a voice trembling 
with age and with emotion, he said that no 


‘public man could take gifis without peril, and 


he confessed that his own judgment had been 
quickened by the example of Count Roman” 
zoff, the eminent chancellor of the Russian 
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empire, who, after. receiving ‘costly gifts from | 


foreign ‘sovereigns: with whom he had nego- 
tiated: treaties, felt a diffieulty-of conscience 


in-keeping them; and at last handed over their | 


valieto.a hospital, as ‘he related:to: Mr. Adams, 
then minister at St. Petersburg: ~The: latter 
was impressed ‘by this Russian example; and 
through. his. long: careerj'as minister abroad, 
Secretary-of State,-President, and Representa- 
tive, always ‘refused! gifts, unless a book or 
some small article: in its nature a token and 
not arewatd or bribe: ` 

i Phe Constitution testifies against the taking 
of gifts by officers of the United States, when 
it provides that no person holding any office 
of ‘profit or trust under them shall, without 
the consent of -the-Congress, accept of any 
Present or emolument; from any king, prince, 
or foreign State. The acceptance of a pres- 
ent or emolument from our: own citizens was 
left without constitutional inhibition, to be 
constrained: by the public conscience and the 
just: aversion’ to any semblance of bargain an 
sale or bribery in the public service. 9°: > 

‘The case of ‘our: President is exceptional. 
Notoriously: he has taker gifts while: in the 
public'service, some:at least after he had been 
elected President, until **the Galena tanner 
of a few: hundred dollars a year,?’ to borrow 
the words of my. colleague,.[Mr. Wiison, ] 
one of his supporters, is now- rich in houses; 

ands, ånd stock, above his salary, being prob- 
ably the richest President since George Wash- 
ington. Notoriously he bas appointed to his 
Cabinet several among these ‘‘ Greeks bearing 
gifts,’ without seeming to see the indecorum, 
if notthe indecency of the transaction. At 
least two if not three of these Greeks, hav- 
ing no known position in the Republican 
party or influence ‘in the country, have been 
selected as his counselors in national affairs, 
and heads: of great : departments of. Govern- 
ment.: Again do I repeat the words of our 
Scriptures, ‘*A gift doth blind the eyes of the 
wise.’ Again, the words of Washington, ‘If 
T accepted: this should Inot henceforward be 
considered a dependent?” 

` Nor does: the case of the first Secretary of 
State differ in character from the. other three. 
The President, feeliag under personal obliga- 
tion. to Mr. Washburne for. important support, 
gave him a complimentary nomination, with 
the understanding that after confirmation he 
should forthwith resign. I cannot forget the 
indignant. comment of the late Mr. Fessenden 
as we passed out-of the Senate Chamber, im: 
mediately after the confirmation: ‘ Who,”? 
said he, ‘ever heard. before of a mam nomia- 
ated Secretary of State merely as a. compli- 
ment?! But this is only another case of the 
public service subordinated to personal con- 
siderations. - 

Not only in the Cabinet but in other offices 
there is: reason to believe that the President 
has been under the influence of patrons. 
Why wag. he so blind to Thomas Murphy? 
The custom-house of New York, with all its 
capacity as a political engine, was handed 
over to this agent, whose want of recognition 
in:the Republican party was outbalanced. by 
presidential .fayer, and whose gifts have þe- 
come notorious. And when the demand for 
his removal was irresistible the President 
accepted his resignation with an effusion..of 
sentiment natural toward a patron, but with- 
out justification in the character of the retiring 
officer, . 

Shakspeare, who saw intuitively the springs 
of human conduct, touches more than. once 
on the operation of the gift. “PH do thee 
service for so good a gift,’ said Gloster to 
Warwick. Then, again, how truly spoke the 
lord, who said of Timon, 

dct ees gift to him ; 
reeas r i 
All use of, quae es exccodin . 
aod such were the returns made by the Presi- 
ent. ; i a ; : 


- Thus mùth for gift-taking; reciprocated by 
office. The'instancėè is original and without 
precedent in our history. © 05o 005 S e) 
gni ` EHE PRESIDENCY A PERQUISYTE. >t] 

have now completed the survey of the two 
typical instances—nepotismand gif aking off: 
cially com pensated—in which we are pelted 
tò see the President. In these things he shows 
himself.’ Hefe'is no portrait drawn by critic 
or enemy; it is the original who stands fortli, 
saying, ‘* Behold the génerosity I. practice to 
my relations at the expense of the public ser- 
vice, also the gifts I take, and then my way of 
rewarding the patrons. always at the’ expense 
of the public ‘service.’? In this open. exhibi- 
tion we see how the Presidency, instéad of & 
trust, has become à perquisite..’ Bad as aré 
these two capital inStances, ‘and important as 
is their condemnation, sò that’ they may. not 
become a precedent, I dwell on them now as 
illustrating the Administration.. “A President 
that can do such things’and not tecoghize at 
onée the error he has committéd, shows that 
supéreminence of egotism onder which Còn- 
stitution, Intefriational Law, and: municipal 
law, ‘to say nothing of Republican Govern: 
ment in its primary principles, are- all subor: 
dinated -to the presidential will, and this is 
personal government. Add ‘an ‘insensibility 
to the honest convictions of others, and you 
have a characteristic incident of this ‘preten: 
sion. ` 


INSTANCES. e : 

: Lawyers cite what are called ‘leading 
cases.” A few of these show the presidential 
will'in constant operation with little regard to 
precedent or reason, so as to bèa caprice, if 
it were nota pretension. Imitating the Popes 
in nepotism, the President has imitated them 
in ostentatious assumption of infallibility. 

THE PRESIDENT'S INAUGURAL ADDRESS. 

Other Presidents have entered upon their 
high office with a certain modesty and distrust. 
Washington in his {naugural ‘address declared 
his ‘‘ anxieties,” also his sense of ‘thé mag: 
nitude and ‘dithéulty of the trist”’—" awaken- 
ing a distrustful scrutiny into his” qualifica- 
tions.” Jefferson’ in his famous Inaugural, 
so replete with politicat wisdom, after declaring 
his ‘‘sincere consciousness that the task ‘is 
above his tatents, > says: ron tae 

“I approach it with those anxiousand awfal pre- 
sentiments which the greatness of thecharze and: the 
weakness of my powers so: justly inspire,” #-  # 


and I humble myself before the - 
nitude of the undertaking.” ` Les 


Our soldier, absolutely untried in civil life, 
entirely a new man, entering upon the sub- 
limest duties, before which Washington. and 
Jefferson had shrunk, said in his Inaugural: 
t‘ The responsibilities of the position I feel, 
but accept them without fear.’ Great prede- 
ĉessors, with ample preparation for the re- 
sponsibilities, had shrunk back with fear. He 
had none. Either he did not sce the responsi- 
bilities, or the Cæsar began to stir in his 
bosom. In either case he was disqualified, 

|. SELECTION OF HIS CABINET. ee 

Next after the Inaugural address, his. first 
official act was the selection of his Cabinet, and 
here the. general disappointment: was equaled 
by the general wonder. As ‘the President 
was little known except from the victories 
which had commended him, it was not then 
seen how. completely charatteristic was this 
initial act. Looking back upon it we recog- 
nize the pretension by which all tradition, 
usage, and propriety were discarded, by which 
the just.expectations of the party that had 
elected him were set ‘at naught, and -the 


safeguards of constitutional government were’ 


subordinated to the personal: pretensions of 
One Man. In this Cabinet: were persons 
having small relations with the Republican 
party, and little position in the country, isome 
absolutely without claims from public service, 
and some absolutely disqualified by the gifts 
they had made to the President.. “Such was 


| the political: phenomenon presented for the 
first time in American history, while reported 
sayings of the President showed the simpli- 
city: with which he acted. To a committee 
he’ described his Cabinet as his‘ family ’’ 
with-which no stranger could be allowed to 
interfere,‘ and to a member’ of: Congress he 
antiounced that he selected his Cabinet *‘ to 
-please himself and nobody else’’—being good 
rules unquestionably for the organization: of 
a household and the choice of domestics, to 
which the Cabinet seem to. have been likened. 
This personal government flowered in the 
Navy Department, where a gift-bearing Greek 
was suddenly changed -to a Secretary. No less 
a personage than the grand old Admiral, the 
brave, yet modest Farragut, was reported as 
asking, .on.the 5th of March, the very day when 
the Cabinet was announced, in unaffected igno- 
rance, “ Do you kaow anything- of Borie ?’’ 
And yet:this uneconspicuous citizen, bearer of 
gifts to the President, was coustituted the 
naval superior of that historic character. If 
others.were-less obscure; the Cabinet asa unit 
was none the less notable as the creature of 
presidential will where change vied with favor- 
itism as arbiter... coc e oloo ris auo 

All this.is-so strange whén we consider the 
true idea of a Cabinet. ‘Though not named in 
the Qonstitution, yet by virtue of unbroken'usage 
among us, and in harmony with constitutional 
governments. everywhere, the Cabinet. has be- 
come a constitutional body, hardly Jess than if 
expressly established bythe Constitution itself. 
Its members, besides being the heads of great 
Departments, are the counselors of the Presi- 
dent, with the duty to advise him of all matters 
within the sphere of his office, being nothing 
less than the great catalogue in the preambie 
of the Constitution, beginning with duty to the 
Union, and-ending with the duty to secure the 
blessings: of liberty to ourselves und our pos- 
terity. Besides undoubted. fiiness for these 
exalted. responsibilities as head of a Depart- 
ment, and. as counselor, a thember should 
have such acknowledged position in the coun- 
try that bis presence inspires confidence and 
gives strength to the administration. How 
little these things were regarded by the Presi- 
dent need notbe said.. < >). - ` 

Unquestionably the President'has a disere- 
tion.in the 4ppointment of his Cabinet, but it 
is a constitutional discretion, regulated by 
regard for the’ interests of the country, and not 
by mere personal will; by statesmanship and 
not by favoritism. A Cabinet is a national 
institution and not a presidential perquisite, 
unless our President is allowed’ to copy’ the 
example of imperial France. In all consti- 
tutional governments, the Cabinet is selected 
on’ public reasons, atid with a single eye to 
the public servics; it isnot in any tespect the 
“family of the sovereign, nor igit.“ to please 
himself and nobody else.” English monatchs 
have often accepted statesmen personally dis- 
agreeable when’ they had betote representa- 
tives of the prevailing party, as when George 
TT, the most obstinate of ruters, accepted Fox, 
and George IV, as prejudiced as his father 
was: obstinate, accepted Canning, each bring- 
ing to the service commanding abilities. By 
such instances in a constitutional ‘government 
is the Cabinet fixed asa constitutional and not 
a personal body. It is only by some extraor- 
divary hallucination that the President of a 
Republic. dedicated: to: constitutional liberty 
can imagine himself invested with a transform- 
iig prerogative'above-that of any English sov- 
ereign, by which his counselors are changed 
from =publie officers to personal attendants, 
and @ great constitutional body, in which all 
citizens have a common interest, is- made a 
perquisite of the President, 

APPROPRIATION OF THE OFFICES; 

Marked among the- spectacles which fol- 
lowed, and kindred ineharacter with the appro-- 
priation of the Cabinet as individual ‘property, 
‘was’ the appropriation ‘of the offices of the 
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country, to: which I refer in this place even at 
the expense of repetition.. Obscure and unde- 
serving relations, marriage connections, : per- 
sonal retainers, Army associates, friends of 
unknown fame and notable only.as personal 
friends or friends of his relations, evidently 
absorbed the presidential: mind daring. those 
months of obdurate reticence when a generous 
people supposed the..Cabinet to be the all- 
absorbing thought. ‘Judging by the facts, it 
would seem as if the chief and. most spontan- 
eous thought was how-to exploit the appoint- 
ing power to his own personal beko. At this 
period the New York custom-house presented 
itself to the imagination, and a letter was writ- 
ten consigning a military dependent ‘to the 
generosity of the collector. You know the 
rest. Dr. Johnson, acting as executor in sell- 
ing the distillery of. Mr. Thrale, said, ‘We 
are not ‘selling a parcel of tubs and vats; we 
are selling the potentiality of geowing rich 
beyond the dreams of avarice.’ If the Presi- 
dent did not use the sounding phrase of the 
great’ English moralist, it is evident that his 
military dependent felt in that letter all the 
“ potentiality’? advertised in the earlier case, 
and he acted accordingly. . . ne 
lt is not necessary to say that in these 
things there was departure from the require- 
ments of law, whether in the appointment of 
his Cabinet or of personal favorites, even in 
return for personal benefactions, alihough it 
was plainly unrepublican, offensive, and inde- 
fensible; but this same usurping spiril, born 
ofan untutored egotism, brooking no restraint, 
showed itself in another class of transactions, 
to which I have already referred, where law 
and Constitution were little regarded. 
PRESIDENTIAL ASSAULT ON SAFEGUARD OF , THE 
TREASURY. 

First in time and very indigenous in char: 
acter was the presidential attempt against one 
of the sacred: safeguards of the J’reasury, the 
original workmanship of Alexander Hamilton, 
being nothing less than the ‘‘ act to establish the 
Treasury Department.” Here was an import- 
ant provision that no person appointed to any 
office instituted by the act ‘‘ shall directiy or 
indirectly be concerned or interested in car- 
rying on the. business of trade or commerce,’’ 
and any person so offending was declared 
guilty of a high misdemeanor, and was to for- 
feit to the United States $8,000, with removal 
from office, and forever thereafter to be-inca- 
pable of holding any office under the United 
States. (Statutes-at-Large, Vol.: I, p. 67, 
September 2, 1789.) From the beginning this 
statute had stood unquestioned, until it- had 
acquired the character ‘of fundamental: law. 
And yet the President, by a special message 
dated March 6, 1869, being the second day of 
his first service asa civilian, asked Congress 
to set it aside so as to enable Mr. Stewart, of 
New York, already nominated and confirmed 
as Secretary of the Treasury, to enter upon 
the duties of this office. This gentleman was 
unquestionably the largest merchant who had 
transacted business in our country, and his 
imports were of such. magnitude as to clog 
the custom-house. If the statute was any- 
thing but one of those cob-webs which catch 
the weak but yield to the rich, this was the 
occasion for it, and the President should have 
yielded to no temptation against it. The inde- 
corum of his effort stands out more painfully 
eminent when it is considered that the: mer- 
chant for whom he wished to set aside a time- 
honored safeguard was one of those from whom 
he had received gifts, 

Such was the accommodating disposition of 
the Senate, that a bill exempting the presi- 
dential benefactor from the operation of the 
statute was promptly introduced, and even 
read twice, until, as it seemed about to pass, 
I felt it my duty to object to its consideration, 
saying, according to the Globe, ‘I think it 
ought to be. most profoundly considered before 
it is acted on by the Senate.. This objection: 
caused its postponement. The country was li 


startled. By telegraph the general anxiety 
was communicated to Washington. At the 
next meeting of the Senate, three days later, 
the President sent a message requesting per- 
mission to withdraw. the former message. But 
he could not withdraw the impression.produced 
by such open disregard of the law to pro- 
mote his personal desire. 
ILLEGAL MILITARY RING AT EXECUTIVE MANSION. 

The military spirit which failed in the effort 
to set. aside a fundamental law as if it were a 
transient order was more successful at the 
Executive Mansion, which at once assumed 
the ‘character of military headquarters. To 
the dishonor of the civil service and in total dis- 
regard- of precedent, the President surrounded 
himself with officers of the Army, and substi- 
tuted. military forms fot those of civil life, 
detailing for this service members of his late 
staff.. The earliest public notice of this mili- 
tary occupation: appeared in the Daily -Morn- 
ing Chronicle of March 8, 1869, understood 
to be the official organ of the Administration : 

“President Grant was not at the White House 
yesterday, büt. the following members of his staff 
were occupying the Secretaries’ rooms and acting as 
such: Generals Babcock, Porter, Badeau, and Dent.” 

This is to bé regarded not only in its strange 
blazonry of the presidential pretension, but 
also as the first apparition of that minor mili- 
tary ring in which the President has lived ever 
since. 

Thus installed, Army officers became secre- 
taries of the President, delivering his messages 
to both Houses of Congress, and even authen- 
ticating presidential acts as if they were mili- 
tary orders, Here, for instance, is an official 
communication: 
ae Exsicurive Mansion, March 15, 1869. 
To ROBERT Martin DOUGLAS, esq. : 


Siz; You are hereby appointed Assistant, Private 
Secretary to the President, to date from March 15, 


By order of the President, 

HORACE PORTER, 
Brevet Brigadier General, Secretary. 

Mark the words, ‘‘by order of the Presi- 
dent,” and then the signature, ‘‘ Horace Porter, 
Brevet Brigadier. General, Secretary.’ 

The presidential pretension which I exhibit 
on the simple facts, besides being of doubtfal 
legality to say the least, was of evil example, 
demoralizing alike to the military and civil 
service, and an undoubted reproach to repub- 
lican institutions in that primary principle, 
announced by Jefferson in his first Inaugural 
Address, ‘‘ the supremacy of the civil over the 
military authority.” It seemed only to remain 
that the President should sign his. messages 
‘*Commander-in-Chief of the Army of the 
United States.’’ Evidently a new order of 
things had arrived. : 

Observe the mildness of my language when 
I call this presidential pretension of doubt- 
ful legality. The law shall speak for itself. 
Obviously it was the same for our military 
President as for his predecessors, and it was 
recent also: : 

“The President is hereby authorized to appoint a 
private secretary at an annual salary of $3,500, an 
assistant secretary at an annual salary of $2,500, 
a short-hand writer at an annual salary of $2,500, a 
elerk of pardons at an annual salary of $2,000, and 
three clerks of the fourth class.” — Statutes at Large, 
Vol. XIV, p. 206. 

It cannot be doubted that this provision was 
more than ample, for Congress by act of July 
23, 1868, repealed so much as authorized a 
clerk of pardons, and also one of the three 
clerks of the fourth class. Therefore, there 
could be no necessity for a levy of soldiers to 
perform the duties of secretaries, and the con- 
duct of ‘the President can be explained only 
by the supposition that he preferred to be sur- 
rounded by Army officers rather than civilians, 
continuing in the Executive Mansion the tra- 
ditions of headquarters—all of which, though 
agreeable to. him and illustrating his character, 
was an anomaly and a scandal. 

In extenuation of this indefensible preten- 
sion, we have been reminded of two things: 
first, that according to the record Washington 


sent his first message by General Knox, when 
in fact General Knox held no military office 
at that time, but was actually Secretary of 
War; and: secondly, thatthe military officers 
now occupying the Executive; Mansion, are 
detailed for this service without other, salary 
than that of their grade, As the Knox precs- 
dent ig moonshine, the minor military ring. can 
be vindicated only as a ‘‘ detail” for service in 
the. Executive Mansion. . a eee 
Here again. the law. shall speak. By act of 
Congress of March 3, 1863, it ig provided that 
‘details to special service shall only be made 
with the consent of the commanding officer of 
forces in the field;’ but this, it will be seen, 
refers to.a state of war. Congress by-act of 
July 16, 1866, authorized the President ‘to 
detail fromthe Army all the officers and agents 
of this Bureau,”’ {for the reliefofFreedmen.and 
Refugees.]  (Statutes-at- Large. Vol. XIV,.p. 
174 ;) also by act of July 28,1868, to “ detail’? 
officers. of the Army, not-exceeding twenty at 
any time, to actas President, Superintendent, 
or Professor in certain colleges.  (Ibid., Vol. 
XIV, p. 336.) And then again by July 16, 
1870, it provided that ‘any retired officer may, 
on his own application, be detailed to serve as 
professor in any college.’’ (Ibid:; Vol. XVI, 
p. 820.) As thereis'no other statute authorizing 
details, this exceptional transfer of Army offi- 
cers to the Executive Mansion can be main- 
tained only on some undefined prerogative. 
The presidential’ pretension, which. is con- 
tinued to the present time, is the more unnat- 
ural when itis considered that there are at 
least three different statutes'in which Congress 
has shown its purpose to limit the employment 
of. military officers in civil service.. As: long 
ago-as July 5, 1838, it was explicitly provided 
that no Army. officers should: be separated 
from their regiments and corps ‘‘for employ- 
ment on civil works of internal improvement 
or be allowed to engage in the service of in- 
corporated companies;’’ nor any line officer 
to be acting paymaster or disbursing agent 
for the Indian department, if such extra 
employment require that he be separated from 
his regiment or company or otherwise inter- 
fere with the performanceof the military duties 
proper.” (Statutes at- Large, Vol. V, p.200.) 
Obviously the will of Congress.is here declared 
that officers should not be allowed to leave 
their posts for any service which might inter- 
fere with the performance of the military 
duties proper. This language . is explicit. 
Then came the act of March 30, 1867, which 
provides that ‘‘any officer of the Army or 
Navy of the United States who shall, after 
the. passage of this act, accept or hold any 
appointment in the diplomatic or consular ser- 
vice of the Government, shall be considered 
as having resigned his said office, and the place 
held by him in the military or naval service shall 
be deemed and taken. to be vacant,”  (Zbéd., 
Vol. XV, p. 125.) To a considerate: and cir- 
cumspect President who recognized: the..law 
in its spirit as well-as its letter this provision, 
especially when réenforced by the earlier ‘stat- 
ute, would have been a rule of action in anal- 
ogous cases, and therefore an insurmountable 
obstacle to a pretension which takes. Army 
officers from their proper duties and makes 
them presidential secretaries. A later statute 
adds to the obstacle. By act of Congress of 
July 15, 1870, it is provided care 
“That it shall not be lawful for any officer of the 
Army of the United States-on the active list to hold 
any civil office, whether by clectton. or appointment, and 
any such officer accepting or exercising the functions 
of a civil oficeshall at once cease to be an officer of 
the Army, and hiscommissgion shall be vacated there- 
by.”—Statutes-at-Large, Vol. XVI, p. 319. i 
It is difficult toimagine anything plainerthan 
these words. No Army officer not on the 
retired list can hold any civil office; and then 
to enforce the inhibition, it is provided that in 
“ accepting or exercising the-fanetions '’ -of 
such office the commission is vacated... Now, 
the Blue Book, which is our political almanac, 
has under the head of ‘‘ Executive Mansion,’’ 
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a list of“ secretaries and. clerks,’’ ‘beginning 
as follows: ‘‘* Secretaries, General F. T. Dent, 
General Horace Porter; General O. B. Bab 
cock,” when, in fact, there are no: such ofti- 
eérs authorized by law. -Then follow the 
‘Private Secretary,” “Assistant Private Sec- 
retary;’? and ‘‘ Executive Clerks,” authorized 
by law, but: placed: below those unauthorized. 

fothing is said of being detailed for this pur: 
pose. They are openly'called +‘ Secretaries,” 
which: isà title of office; and since it is at the 
Executive.Mansion, it must be a civil office; 
and yet, in defiance of law, these Army officers 
continue to exercise its functions, and some 
of them enter the Senate with messages from 
the: President: The apology that they are 
detailed?’ for this service is vain; no author- 
ity canbe shown for it. Bat how absurd to 
suppose that a rule against the exercise of a 
civil office can be evaded bya ‘‘detail.’”? If 
it. may be done for three Army officers why 
not for-three dozen? Nay'more, if the civil 
office of Secretary at the Executive Mansion 
may be created without law, why not some 
other civil, office? And what is to hinder the 
President. from surrounding himself not only 
with Secretaries, but with messengers, stewards, 
and personal'attendants, even a body guard, all 
detailed from the Army? Why may he not en- 
ldrge the military circleatthe Executive Man- 
sion indefinitely? If the President can be jus- 
tifiedin his present course, there is no limit to 
his pretensions in open violation of the statute. 
Here the Blue Book testifies again, for it records 
the names of the ‘ Secretaries”? in their proper 
places:as Army officers, thus presenting them 
as holding two incompatible offices, 

I dismiss this transaction as another instance 
of presidential pretension which, in the in- 
terest of republican government, should be 
arrested. : 

UNREPUBLICAN SUBORDINATION OF THE WAR DEPART- 
MENT TO THE GHNERAL-IN-CHIEF, 

From the lixecutive Mansion, pass now to 
the War Department, and there we witness 
the ‘same presidential pretensions by which 
law, usage, and correct principle-are lost in 
the will of One Man. ‘The supremacy of the 
civil power over the military is typified in the 
Secretary of War, a civilian, from whom Army 


officers receive orders. But this beautiful rule, ` 


with its lesson of subordination to the military 
was suddenly set aside hy our President, and the 
Secretary of War degraded to be a clerk. The 
5th of March witnessed a most important order 
from the President reconstituting the military 
departments covering the southern States and 
placing them under officers of his choice, which 
purported to be -signed-by the Adjutant Gen- 
eral, by command of the General of the Army, 
but actually ignoring the Secretary of War. 
Three days later witnessed another order pro: 
fessing to proceed from the President, whereby 
in express terms the War Department wassub- 
ordinated to. the General-in-Chief, being Wil- 
liam T. Sherman, who atthe time was promoted 
to that command. Here are the words: ‘‘ The 
chiefs of staff, corps, departments, and bureaus 
will: report. to and act under the immediate 
orders of the General commanding the Army.” 
This act of revolution, exalting the military 
power above the civil, showed instant fruits 
in.an order of the General, who, upon assum- 
ing command, proceeded to place the several 
bureau officers of the War Department upon 
his military staff, so that for the time there 
was a military dictatorship with the President 
asits head not merely in spirit, but in actual 
form. By and by John A. Rawlins, a civilian 
by education and a respecter of the Constitu- 
tion, became Secretary of War, and, though 
bound to the President by personal ties, :he 
said ‘‘check to the King.” By General Order, 
issued from the War Department March 26, 
1869, and signed by the Secretary of War, the 
offensive order was: rescinded, and it was 
enjoined that ‘‘all official business which by 
law or regulation requires the action of the 
President or Secretary of War will be submitted 


by the chiefs-of staff, corps, departments, and 
buteatis tothe Secretary of War: Pubhe 
report šaid that this restoration of the civil 
power to its rightful supremacy was not ob- 
tained without an intimation of resignation on 
the part-of the Secretary. 07 7 t S ete. 

“ THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY BY DEPUTY: + 

Kindred in character was the unprecedented 
attempt to devolve the duties of the Navy 
Department upon a deputy, so that orders were 
to be signed “A. E. Borie, Secretary of the 
Navy, per D. D. Porter, Admiral,” as appears 
in the official journal ‘of “May 11, 1869, or, 
according to another instance, ‘Daniel D. 
Porter, Vice Admiral, for the Secretary of the 
Navy.” The obvious object of this illegal 
arrangement was to enable the incumbent, 
who stood high on the list of gift-makers, to 
be Secretary without being troubled with the 
business of the office. Notoriously he was an 
invalid who, according to ‘his own confession, 
modestly pleaded that he could not apply him- 
self to work more than an bour a day; but the 
President soothed his anxieties- by promising 
a deputy. who would do the work. And thus 
was this great Department made a plaything ; 
but public opinion and. other counsels arrested 
the sport. Here I mention that when this 
incumbent left his important post it is under- 
stood that he was allowed to nominate his 
successor. 

PRESIDENTIAL PRETENSION AT THE INDIAN BUREAU. 

At the same time occurred the effort. to 
absorb the Indian Bureau into the War 
Department, changing its character as part of 
the civil service. Congress had already repu- 
diated such an attempt, bat the President, not 
disheartened by legislative failure, sought to 
accomplish it by manipulation and indirection. 
First elevating a member of his late staff to the 
head of the bureau, he then by a military 
order, dated May 7, 1869, proceeded to detail 
for.the Indian service a long list of ‘ officers 
left out of their regimental organization by the 
consolidation of thé infantry regiments,” 
assuming to do this by authority of the act of 
Congress of June 80, 1834, which, after declar- 
ing the number of Indian agents and how 
they shall be appointed, provides that ‘* it shall 
be competent forthe President to require any 
military officer of the United States to execute 
the duties of Indian agent.” (Statutes-at-Large 
Vol. IV; p. 786.) Obviously this provision 
had reference to some exceptional exigency 
and can be no authority for the general sub- 
stitute of military officers instead of civilians 
confirmed by the Senate and bound with 
sureties for the faithful discharge of their 
daties. And yet upward of sixty. Army 
officers were in this way foisted into the 
Indian service. ‘The act of Congress of July 
15, 1870, already quoted, creating an incom- 
patibility between military service and civil, 
was aimed especially at this abuse, and these 
officers ceased to be Indian agents. But this 
attempt is another illustration of presidential 
pretension, 

MILITARY INTERFERENCE AT ELECTIONS. 

Then followed military interference in elec- 
tions, and the repeated use of the military in aid 
of the Revenue Law under circumstances of 
doubtfal legality, until at last General Halleck 
and General Sherman protested; the former, 
in his report of October 24, 1870, saying, * I 
respectfully repeat the recommendation of my 
last annual report, that military officers should 
not interfere in local civil difficuities, unless 
called out in the manner provided by law;”’ 
and the latter, in his report of November 10, 
1870, “I think the soldiers ought not to be 
expected to. make individual arrests, or to do 
any act of violence except in their capacity as 
a posse comitatus duly summoned by the 
United States marshal and acting in his per- 
sonal presence.’’ And so this military pre- 
tension, igvading civil affairs, was arrested. 

PRESIDENTIAL PRETENSION AGAIN. 

Meanwhile this same presidential usurpation 


subordinating all ito: himself, became. palpable 
in another form.’ It-was said of Gustavus 
Adolphus that he drilled his Diet to vote atthe 
word of command... Such atthe outset seemed 
to-be the presidential policy with: regard to 
Congress. We were to vote as he desired. He 
did not like the tenure-of- office act, and dur- 
ing the first: month of his administration. his 
influence was felt in both branches of Congress 
to secure its repeal—all of which seemed more 
astonishing when it was considered that he eu- 
tered-upon his high trast with the ostentatious 
avowal that ‘all Jaws would: be faithfully exe- 
cuted whether they met ‘his.approval or not, 
and that he should-have no policy to enforce 
against the willof the people. That beneficent 
statute which be had upheld in the impeach- 
ment of President Johnson was a limitation 
on the presidential power of appointment, and 
he could not.brook it. Here was plain inter- 
ference with his great perquisite of olfice, and 
Congress must be. coerced to repeal it. The 
House acted promptly and passed the desired 
bill. In the Senate there was delay and a 
protracted. debate, during which: the official 
journal announced : a 

“The President, in conversation with a prominent 
Senator a few days since, declared that it was his 
intention not tosend in any nomination until defin- 
ite action was taken by Congress upon the tenure- 
of-office bill.” : 

Here I venture to add that a member of the 
Cabinet pressed me to withdraw my opposition 
to the repeal, saying that the President felt 
strongly upon it. { could not understand how a 
Republican President could consent to weaken 
the liniitations upon the Executive, and so I 
said, adding, that in my judgment he should 
rather reach forth his hands and ask to ‘have 
them tied. Better always a government of law 
than of men, ` 


PRESIDENTIAL INTERFERENCE IN LOCAL POLITICS. 


. In this tyrannical spirit, and in the assump- 
tion of his central imperialism, he has inter- 
fered with political questions and. party move- 
ments in distant States, reaching into Missouri 
and then into New York. to dictate how the 
people should vote, then manipulating Louis- 
iana through a brother-in-law appointed col- 
lector. With him a custom-house seems less 
a place.for the collection of revenue than an 
engine. of political-influence through which his 
dictatorship may be maintained. ae 
Authentic testimony places this tyrannical 
abuse beyond question. New York is the 
scene, and. Thomas Murphy, collector, the 
Presidential lieutenant. Nobody doubts the 
intimacy between the President and tbe col- 
lector, who are bound to each other by other 
ties than those of sea-side neighborhood. The 
collector: was determined to obtain the control 
of the Republican State convention, and ap- 
pealed to a patriot citizen for help, who re 
plied that in his judgment ‘it would be a 
delicate matter for office-holders to undertake 
to dictate to: the associations in the different 
districts who should go from them to the State 
convention, and still more delicate to attempt 
to control the judgments. of men employed 
in the different. departments as to the best 
men to represent them.” The brave coilector 
lientenant of the President said ‘‘that he 
should not hesitate. to do it; that it was Gen- 
eral Grant’s wish, and General Grant was the 
head of the Republican party, and should 
be authority on this subject? (New York 
Custom-House Investigation, Vol. 1, p. 581. 
Testimony of General Palmer.) Plainly, the 
Republican party was his perquisite, and all 
Republicans were to do his bidding. From 
the same. testimony it appears that the Presi- 
dent, according to the statement of his lieu- 
tenant, ‘‘ wanted to be represented in the con- 
vention,” being the Republican State conven- 
tion of New York ; “ wanted to have his friends 
there in the convention;’’ and the presiden- 
tial lieutenant, being none other than the 
famous collector, offered to appoint four men 
in the custom-house if the witness would secure 
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the nomination of certain persons as delegates 
from bis district, and he promised -“‘ that he 
would immediately send their names onto 
Washington and have them appointed.” (bid., 
p. 626. Testimony of William Atkinson.) And 
so the presidential dictatorship was admin- 
istered. Offices in the custom house were 
openly bartered for votes in the State conven- 
tion. Here was intolerable tyranny, with de- 
moralization like that of the slave market. 
But New York is not the only scene of this 
outrage. The presidential pretension extends 
everywhere; nor is it easy to measure the 
arrogance of corruption or the honest indigaa- 
tion that it quickens into life. 

PRESIDENTIAL CONTRIVANCE AGAINST ST. DOMINGO. 

‘These presidential pretensions in all their 
variety, personal and military, with reckless 
indiffereuce to law, naturally ripened in the 
contrivance, nursed in hot-house secrecy, 
against the peace of the island of St. Do- 
mingo—lI say deliberately, against the peace 
of that island, for under the guise of annex- 
ing -a portion there was menace to the 
Black Republic of Hayti. This whole busi- 
ness, absolutely indefensible from beginning 
to end, being wrong at every point, is the spe- 
cial and most characteristic product of the 
Administration, into which it infused and pro- 
jected itself more than into anything else. In 

_this multiform disobedience we behold our 
President. Already I have referred to this 
contrivance as marking an epoch in presiden- 
tial pretensions. It is my duty now to show 
its true character as a warning against its 
author. ' 

A few weeks only after beginning his career 
as acivilian, and while occupied with military 
usurpations and the perquisites of office, he was 
tempted by overtures of Dominican plotters, 
headed by the usurper Baez and the specu- 
lator Cazneau, the first ati adventurer, con- 
spirator, and trickster, described by one who 
knows him well as ‘‘the worst man living of 
whom he has any personal knowledge,” and 
the second, one of our own countrymen long 
resident on the island, known as disloyal 
throughout the war, and entirely kindred in 
character to Baez. Listening to these prompt- 
ers, and without one word in Congress or in 
the press suggesting annexion of the island 
ov any part of it, the President began his con- 
trivance, and here we see abuse in every form 
and at every step, absolutely without prece- 
dent in our history. 

The agent in this transaction was Orville E. 
Babcock, a young officer figuring in the Blue 
Book of the time as one of the unauthorized 
“t secretaries’? at the Executive Mansion, and 
also as a major of engineers. His published 
instructions under date of July 17, 1869, were 
simply to make inquiries ; but the plot appears 
in a communication of the same date from the 
Secretary of the Navy, directed to the Semi- 
nole, a war-ship, with an armament of one 
eleven-inch gun and four thirty-two pound- 
ers, "to give him the moral support of its 
guns;’’ and this was followed bya telegraphic 
instruction to Key West for another war-ship 
& to proceed without a moment's delay to San 
Domingo City, to be placed at the disposal of 
General Babcock while on that coast.’? With 
such ‘moral sapport’? the emissary of the 
President obtained from the usurper Baez that 
famous protocol stipulating the annexion of 
Dominica to the United States in considera- 
tion of $1,500,000, which the young officer, 
fresh from the Executive Mansion, professed 
to execute as ‘‘Aid de-Camp.of his Excellency 
General Ulysses S. Grant, President of the 
United States,’’ as if, instead of Chief Magis- 
trate of a Republic, the President were a mil- 
itary chieftain with his foot in the stirrup, sur- 
rounded by a military staff. The same instru- 
ment contained the unblushing stipulation that 
“his Excellency General Grant, President of 
the Unitrd States, promises privately to use 
all his influence in order that the idea of 


annexing the Dominican Republic to the 
! United States may acquire such a degree of 
popularity among the members of Congress 
as will be necessary for its accomplishment,” 
which is simply thatthe President shall become 
a lobbyist to bring about the annexion by 
Congress. Such: was. the strange beginning, 
illegal, unconstitutional, and offensive in every 
particular, but showing the presidential char- 
acter. $ 

On his return to Washington the young off- 
cer, who had assumed to be ‘‘ Aid-de-Camp 
of his Excellency General Ulysses S. Grant’? 
and had bound the President to become a 
lobbyist for a wretched scheme, instead of 
being disowned and reprimanded, was sent 
back to the usurper with instructions to nego- 
tiate two treaties, one for the annexion of the 
half island of Dominica and the other for the 
lease of the bay of Samana. By the Consti- 
tution of the United States ‘‘ embassadors and 
other public ministers’? are appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate; but our Aid-de-Camp had no 
such commission. Presidential prerogative 
empowered him, nor was naval force wanting. 
With three war ships at his disposal he entered 
upon negotiation with Baez and obtained the 
two treaties. Naturally force was needed to 
keep the usurper in power while he sold his 
country, and naturally such a transaction re- 
| quired a presidential Aid-de-Camp unknown 
to Constitution or law, rather than a civilfan 
daly appointed according to both. 
PRESIDENTIAL VIOLATIONS OF CONSITUTIONAL AND 

INTERNATIONAL LAW. 

On other occasions it has been my solemn 
duty to expose the outrages which attended 
this hateful business, wheré at each step we 
are brought face to face with presidential pre- 
tension ; first, in the open seizure of the war 
powers of the Government, as if he were 
already Cæsar, forcibly intervening in Domin- 
ica and menacing war to Hayti, all ot which 
is proved by the official reports of "the State 
Department and Navy Department, being 
: nothing less than war by kingly prerogative in 
defiance of that distinctive principle of repub- 
lican government, first embodied in our Con- 
| stitution, which places the war. powers under 
| the safeguard of the Jegislative branch, making 
any attempt by the President ‘‘ to declare 
war” an undoubied usurpation. But our 
President, like Gallio, cures for none of these 
things. The open violation of the Constitu- 
tion was naturally followed by a barefaced 
disregard of that equality of nations, which is 
the first principle of International Law, as the 
equality of men is the first principle of the 
Declaration of Independence; and this sacred 
rule was set aside in order to insult and men- 
ace Hayti, doing unto the Black Republic 
what we would not have that Republic do unto 
us, nov what we would have done to any white 
Power. To these eminent and most painful 
presidential pretensions, the tirst adverse to the 
Constitution and the second adverse to Inter- 
national Law, add the imprisonment of an 
American citizen in Dominica by the presi- 
| dential confederate Baez for fear of his hos- 
tility to the treaty if he were allowed to reach 
i New York, all of which was kuown to his 
subordinates, Babcock and Cazneau, and 
doubtless to himself. What was the liberty 
i of an American citizen compared with the 
presidential prerogative? To one who had 
defied the Constitution, on which depends the 
liberty of all, and then defied International Law, 
on which depends the peace of the world, a 
single citizen immured ina distant dungeon 
was of smail moment. But this is only an 
illustration. Add now the lawless occupation 
of the Bay of Samana for many months after 
the lapse of the Treaty, keeping the national 
flag flying there and assuming a territorial sov- 
ereignty which did not exist. Then add the pro- 
tracted support of Baez in his usurped power 
Í to the extent of placing the national flag at his 


| 
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disposal, and girdling the island with our ships 
of wat, all at immense cost and to the neglect 
of other service where the Navy was needed. 

PRESIDENTIAL EFFORTS FOR THE CONTRIVANCE. 

This strange succession of acts, which if 
established for a precedent would overturn 
Constitution and law, was followed by another 
class of presidential manifestations, being, 
first, an unseemly importunity of Senators 
during the pendency of the Treaty, visiting the 
Capitol as a lobbyist and summoning them to 
his presence in squads in obvious pursdance 
of the stipulation made by his Aid-de-Camp 
and never disowned by him, being intervention 
in the Senate, reéaforced by all the influence 
of the appointing power, whether by reward or 
menace, all of which was as unconstitutional 
in character as that warlike intervention on 
the island; and then, after debate in the 
Senate, when the treaty was lost on solemn 
vote, we were called to witness his self-willed 
effrontery in proseeuting the fatal error, return- 
ing to the charge in his Annual Message at 
the ensuing session, insisting upon his con- 
trivance as nothing less than the means by 
which “our large deht abroad is to be. ulti- 
mately extinguished,” and gravely charging 
the Senate with “folly” in rejecting the treaty, 
and yet while making this astounding charge 
against a codrdinate branch of Government, 
and claiming such astounding profits, he 
blundered geographically in describing the 
prize. 

All this diversified performance, with its 
various eccentricity of effort, failed. The re- 
port of able commissioners transported ‘to 
the island in an expensive war-ship ended in 
nothing. The American people rose against 
the undertaking and insisted upon its aban- 
donment. Bya message charged with Parthian 
shafts the President at length announced’ that 
he would proceed no further in this business. 
His senatorial partisans, being a majority of 
the Chamber, after denouncing those who had 
exposed the business, arrested the discussion. 
In obedience to irrepressible sentiments, and 
according to the logic of my life, I felt it my 
duty to speak, but the President would not 
forgive me, and his peculiar representatives 


.found me disloyal to the party which I had 


served so long and helped to found. Then 
was devotion to the President made the shib- 
boleth of party. : 


WHERE WAS THE GRAND INQUEST OF THE NATION ? 


Such is asummary of the St. Domingo busi- 
ness in its characteristic features; but here are 
transgressions-in every form—open violation 
of the Constitution in more than one essential 
requirement, open violation of International 
Law in more than one of its most beautiful 
principles, flagrant insult to the Black Repub- 
lic with menace of war, complicity with the 
wrongful imprisonment of an American citi- 
zen, lawless assumption of territorial sov- 
ereiguty in a foreign jurisdiction, employment 
of the national Navy to sustain a usurper, 
being all acts of substance, maintained by an 
agent calling himself ‘* Aid-de Camp of Ulys- 
ses S. Grant, President of the United States,’ 
and stipulating that his chief should play the 
lobbyist to help the contrivance through Con- 
gress, then urged by private appeals to Sen- 
ators and the influence of the appointing 
power tyrannically employed by the presi- 
deutial lobbyist, and finally urged anew in an 
Annual Message where undisguised insult to 
the Senate vies with absurdity in declaring 
prospective profits and with geographical igno- 
rance. Such, in brief, is this multiform dis- 
obedience, where every particular is of such 
aggravation asto merit the most solemn judg- 
ment, Why the Grand Inquest of the nation, 
which brought Andrew Johnson to the bar of 
the Senate, should have slept on this: con- 
glomerate misdemeanor, every part of which 
was offensive beyond any technical. offense 
charged against his predecessor, while it had 
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a back-ground. of nepotism, gift-taking offi- 
cially compensated, and various presidential 
pretensions beyond all precedent—all this will 
be one.of the riddles of American. history, to 
be explained only by the extent to which-the 
One Man Power had suceeeded in subjugating 
the Government. . 2 

, "DIGNITY, TO THE AFRICAN RACES. , 
, etme confess, sir, that, while at each stage 
T have felt. this: tyranny most keenly, and never 
doubted that it- ought te be arrested by im- 
peachment, my. feelings have been most stirred 
by the outrage t0 Hayti, which, besides being 
a wrong ta-the Black Republic, was an insult 
to. the: colored i race not only abroad but here 
at home.: How: a Chief Magistrate with four 
millions of. colored fellow-citizens could have 
done this thing passes comprehension. Did 
he:suppose it would-not be known? Did he 
imagine it could be. hushed in official. pigeon- 
holes? Or was he insensible to the trae char- 
acter of -his own conduct? The facts are 
indisputable. . For more than two generations 
Hayti bad been independent, entitled under 
International Law to equality among uations, 
and since emancipation in our country, com- 
mended. to us as an example of. self-gov- 
ernment, being the first in the history of- the 
African. race and the: promise of the future. 
And yet our President, in his effort to secure 
that Naboth’s vineyard on. which he had set 
hig eyes, not, content with maintgining the 
usurper Baez in power, occupying the harbors 
of Dominica with war-ships, sent other war- 
ships; being none other than our most power- 
ful monitor, the Dictator, with the frigate Sev- 
ern as consort, and with yet other monitors in 
their train to strike at-the independence of the 
Black Republic and to menace it with war. 
Dol err in any way, am I not entirely right 
when I say that here was unpardonable out- 
rage tothe African race? As one who for 
years has stood by the side of this much- 
oppressed people, sympathizing always in 
their woes and struggling for them, I felt the 
plow which the President dealt, and it became 
the more intolerable from the heartless at- 
tempts to defend it. Alas! that our Presi- 
dent should be. willing to wield the giant 


strength of the great Republic in trampling 


upon the representative Government of the 
African race. Alas! that he did not see the 
infinite debt of friendship, kindness, and pro- 
tection due to that people, so that instead of 
monitors and war-ships, breathing violence, 
he had sent & messenger of peace and good 
will, . ‘ 

This outrage was followed by an incident 
in which the same sentiments were revealed. 
Frederick Douglass, remarkable for his intelli- 
gence as for his eloquence, and always agree- 
able in personal relations, whose only offense 
is a skin not entirely Caucasian, was. selected 
by the President to accompany the St. Do- 
mingo commissioners, aud yet on his return, 
and almost within sight of the Executive 
Mansion, he was repelled from the common 
table of the mail steamer on the Potomac, 
where his companions were already seated, 
and thus through him was the African race 
insulted, and their equal rights denied, but 
the President whose commission he had borne 
neither. did or said anything to right this 
wrong, and a few days later, when entertain- 
ing the commissioners at the Executive Man- 
sion, actually forgot the colored orator whose 
services he had sought. But this indignity is 
mi unison with the rest. After insulting the 
Black Republic,.it is easy to see how natural 
it was to treat with’ insensibility the repre- 
sentative of ‘the African race. 

ALL THESE THINGS IN ISSUE. NOW, 


` Here I stay this painful. presentment in its 
various heads, beginning with Nepotism and 
Gift-taking officially compensated, and ending 
in the contrivance against St. Domingo with 
indignity to the African race, not because it 
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is complete, but because it is enough. : With 
sorrow unspeakable have I made this ex- 
posure of ‘pretensions which forthe sake of 
Republican Institutions every good: citizen 
should wish expunged from history ; : but: I 
had: no alternative, The President himself 
insists upon putting them in-issue ; he-will.not 
allow them. to be forgotten. As.a-candidate 
for reélection he invites judgment, while par- 
tisans acting in his behalf make it absolutely 
necessary by the brutality’ of their-assault on 
faithful. Republicans. unwilling to :see their 
party, like the presidential office; a- personal 
perquisite. - If his partisans are-exacting, vin- 
dictive, and unjust,-they act only in harmony 
with his‘own nature ‘too traly represented in 
them. There is not a-ring; whether’ military 
or senatorial, that does not. derive its distinct- 
ive character from himself. Therefore: what 
they do and what they say must be considered 
as done. and said’by the chieftain they: serve. 
And here is a new : manifestation of that sov- 
eign egotism which. no. taciturnity can cover 
up, and a new motive for inquiry into-its per- 
nicious influence. a 
THE GREAT PRESIDENTIAL QUARRELER. i 

Any presentment of the President would be 
imperfect which did not show how this ungov- 
ervable personality breaks forth in quarrel, 
making him the great presidential quarreler of 
our history. As in nepotism, gift-taking offi- 
cially compensated, and presidential preten- 
sions generally, here again he is foremost, hav- 
ing quarreled not only more than any other 
President, but more than all others together 
from George Washington to himself. His own 
Cabinet, the Senate, the House of Representa- 
tives, the diplomatic service and the civil ser- 
vice. generally, all have their victims, nearly 
every one of whom, besides serving the Repub- 
lican party, had helped to make him President. 
Nor have Army officers, his companions ‘in 
the field, or even his generous patrons, been 
exempt. To him a quarrel is not only a con- 
stant necessity but a perquisite of office: To 
nurse a quarrel, like tending a horse, is in his 
list of presidential duties. How idle must he 
pe should the words of Shakspeare be fulfilled, 
“This dayall quarrels die.’”’ ‘To him may be 
applied those other words of Shakspeare, ‘‘ as 
quarrelous as the weasel.”’ 

Evidently our President has never read the 
Eleventh Commandment: “A President of 
the United States shall never quarrel.’’ At 
least he lives in perpetual violation. of it, lis- 
tening to stories from horse-cars, gobbling the 
gossip of his military ring, discoursing on im- 
aginary griefs, and nursing his unjust anger. 
The elect of forty millions of people has no 
right to quarrel with anybody. His position 
is too exalted. He cannot do it without 
offense to the requirements of patriotism, 
without a shock to the decencies of life, 
without a jar to the harmony of the universe. 
If lesson were needed for his conduct he 
might find it in that King of France, who, on 
ascending the throne, made haste to declare 
that he did not remember injuries received as 
Dauphin. Perhaps a better model still would 
be Tancred, the acknowledged type of the per- 
fect Christian knight, who ‘* disdained to speak 
illof whoever it might be, even when ill had 
been spoken of himself.’’ Our soldier Pres- 
ident could not err in following ‘this knightly 
example. Ifthis were too much thenat least 
might we hope that he would consent to limit, 
the sphere of his quarrelsome operations, so: 
that the public service might-not be disturbed. 
Of this be assured. In every quarrel he isthe. 
offender, according to the fact, as .according 
to every reasonable presumption 5 especially. 
is he responsible for its continuance. The 
President can always choose his relations with 
any citizen. But he chooses discord.- With 
the arrogance of arms he resents any imped- 
iment in his path, as when, in the spring of 
1870, without allusion to himself, L felt it my 


daty to oppose his St. Domingo contrivance. 


The verse of Juvenal, as translated by Dryden 
(Satires; TII; 464, 468,) describes his conduct. 
-a Poor me he fights, if that be fighting, where 


He only cudgels, and Lonly. bear.’ -- 
+ x 5. #,. #8 k nE, 0#. * # 


i “ Answer or answer not, 'tis all the same, 
He lays fne on and makes ime bear the blame.” 


"Another scholarly translator gives to this 
deséription of the presidential quarrel another 
form, which is also applicable: 

“TE that be deemed a quarrel where, heaven knows, 

He only gives and I receive the blows— 

‘Across my path he strides and bids me stand I= 

I bow obsequious to the dread eommand.” 

-H the latter verse is not. entirely true in my 
case, something must be pardoned to that 
liberty. in, which I was born... : ; 

. Men-take their places in history. according 
to. their deeds. .The flattery of life is then 
superseded by: the truthful record, and rulers 
do not escape judgment. ‘Louis X, of France, 
has the designation of Le Hutin or ‘‘The 
Quarreler,’’ by. which he is known. in the long 
line of French kings. And so in the longline 
of American Chief Magistrates has our Pres- 
ident vindicated for himself the same title. He 
must wear it.. The French monarch was 
younger than our President; but there are 
other points in his life which are not without 
parallel. According to a contemporary chron- 
icle he was. ** well-disposed but not very atten- 
tive to. the. needs of the kingdom’’—volentif 
mais pas bien ententif en ce gui au royaume il 
falloit ; and then again it wag hig rare fortune 
to sign one of the greatest ordinances of French 
history, declaring that according to nature all 
men have the right to be free; but the Quar- 
reler was in no respect. aathor of this illus- 
trious act, and.was moved to its adoption by 
considerations of personal advantage, It will 
be for impartial history to determine if our 
Quarreler, who treated his great office as a 
personal. perquisite, and all his life long was 
against that Enfranchisement to which he put 
his name, does not fall into the same category. 

DUTY OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

‘Here I stop, and now the question of duty 
is presented to the Republican party. I like 
that word. It is at the mandate of duty that 
we must act. Do the presidential pretensions 
merit the sanction of the party? Can Repub- 
licans without departing from all obligations, 
whether of party or patriotism, recoguize our 
ambitious Cæsar ‘äs a proper representative? 
Can we take the fearful responsibility of his 
prolonged empire? I put these questions 
solemnly, as a member of the Republican 
party, with all the earnestness ofa life devoted 
to the triumph of this party, but which I 
served always with the conviction that I gave 
up nothing that was meant for country or 
mankind.» With me the party was country 
and mankind; but with the adoption of all 
these presidential pretensions, the party loses 
its distinctive character and drops from its 
sphere. Its creed ceases to be Republicanism 
and becomes Grantism; its members cease to 
be Republicans and become Grant-men. It 
is no longer a political party, but a personal 
party. For myself, I say openly, 1 am no 
man’s man; nor do I belong to any personal 
party. 

_ ONE TERM FOR PRESIDENT. 

The attempt to change the character of the 
Republican party begins by assault’ on “the 
principle of One Term for President. There- 
fore must our support of this requirement be 
made manifest; and here we have the testimony 
of our President and what is stronger, his 
example, showing the necessity of such'limita- 
tion. Authentic report attests that before his 
nomination. he declared that ‘‘The Hberties 
of the country cannot be maintained without a 
One Term amendment of the Constitution.” 
Avibis time Mr. Wade was pressing this very 
amendment. ‘Then after his nomination, and 
while his election was pending; the organ of 
the Republican party at Washington, where he 
resided, commended him constantly as faithful 
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to the. principle. The Morning Chronicle of 
June3, 1869, alter the canvass had commenced, 
proclaimed of the candidate, ‘‘ He is, moreover, 
an advocate of the One Term principle as con- 
ducing toward the proper administration of the 
law—a principle with which so many prominent 
Republicans have identified themselves that it 
may be accepted as an article of. party faith.” 
Then again, July.14, the same organ insisted, 
“ Vet not Congress adjourn without passing the 
One-Term amendment ‘to the Constitution, 
There has never.been-so favorable an opportun- 
ity. All parties areinfavorofit. General Grant 
is in favorof it. The party that.supports Gen- 
eral Grant demands.it, and above all else pub- 
lic morality calls for it.” Considering that these 
pledges were: made. by an: organ of the party, 
and in his very presence, they may.be accepted 
as proceeding from him, His name must be 
added to the list with Andrew ackson, William 
Heury Harrison, Henry Clay, and. Benjamin 
F. Wade, all of whom are enrolled against.the 
reéligibility of a President. ; 

But his example as President is more than 
his testimony in showing the necessity of 
this limitation. Andrew Jackson did not. hes- 
itate to say that it was required in order to 
place the President ‘‘ beyond the reach of any 
improper influence and uncommitted to any 
other course than the strict live of: constitu- 
tional daty.” William Henry Harrison fol- 
lowed in declaring that with the adoption. of 
this principle ‘the incumbent would devote 
all his time to the public. interest and there 
would be no cause to. misrule the country.” 
Henry Clay was satisfied after much observa- 
tion and reflection {that too. much. of the 
time the thoughts. and the exertions of the 
incumbent are occupied during the first term 
in securing his reélection.’’.. Benjamin F, 
Wade, after denouncing the reéligibility of the 
President, said: “There are, defects in the 
Constitution, and, this is among. the most 
glaring?’ a ; 

And now our President by his example, 
besides his testimony, vindicates all these 
authorities. He makes us see how all that has 
been predicted of Presidents seeking reélec- 
tion is fulfilled; how this, desire dominates 
official conduct; how. naturally the resources 
of the. Government are-employed to serve a 
personal purpose; how the national interests 
are subordinate to individual advancement; 
how all questions, foreign or domestic, whether 
of treaties or laws, are handled..with a view to 
electoral votes; how the appointing power 
lends itself to a selfish will, acting now by the 
temptation of ofice and then, by the. menace 
of removal; and, since every officebolder and 
every officeseeker. has a brevet commission in 
the predominant political party, how the Pres- 
ident, desiring reélection, becomes the active 
head of three codperating armies, the army 

_ of officeholders eighty thousand strong, the 
larger army of officeseekers, and the army of 
the political party, the whole constituting a 
consolidated power which no candidate can 
possess without peril to his country. Of these 
vast, coUperating armies the President is com- 
mander-in-chief and generalissimo. Through 
these he holds in submission even Represent- 
atives and Senators, and makes the country 
his vassal with a condition not unlike that of 
martial law where the disobedient. are shot, 
while the various rings help secure the prize. 
That this is not too strong appears from testi- 
mony before a Senate Committce, where a pres- 
idential lieutenant boldly denounced an eminent 
New York citizen, who was a prominent can- 
didate for Governor, as ‘‘ obnoxious to General 

- Grant,” and, then with an effrontery like 

the presidential pretension, announced that 

( President Grant was the representative and 

head of the Republican party, and all good 

Republicans should support him in all his 

measures and appointments, and any one who 

did not do it should be crushed out.”? Such 

things teach how wise were those statesmen 
who would not subject the: President to the 


temptation or even the suspicion of using his 
vast powers in promoting personal ends. 

Unquestionably the One Man Power hasin- 
creased latterly beyond example, owing partly 
to the greater. facilities of intercourse, espe- 
cially by telegraph, so thatthe whole country 
is easily reached ; partlyo improvements in or- 
ganization, by which distant places are-brought 
into unity; and partly through the protracted 
prevalence of the military spirit-created by the 
war: . There was a: time in: English history 
when the House of Commons, on the motion 
of the. famous lawyer, Mr. Dunning, adopted 
the resolution: ‘‘'That the influence of the 
Crown has increased, is increasing, and ought 
to be diminished.” The same declaratian is 
needed with regard to the President ; and the 
very words of the parliamentary patriot may 
be repeated. In his memorable speech, Mr. 
Dunning, after saying that he did not rest ‘‘ upon 
proof idle to require,’’ declared that the .ques- 
tion ‘‘must be decided by the consciences of 
those who, as a jury, were called to determine 
what was or was not within their own knowl- 
edge.” (Hansard, Parliamentary History, 
April, 1780, Vol. XXI, p. 347.) It was on 
ground of notoriety cognizable to all that he 
acted. And precisely on this ground, but also 
with specific proofs, do I insist that the influ- 
ence of the President has increased, is increas- 
ing, and ought to be diminished. But in this 
excellent work, well worthy the best efforts of 
all, nothing is more important than the limit- 
ation to one term. 

‘There is a demand-for reform in the Civil 
Service, and the President formally adopts this 
demand; but he neglects the first step, which 
depends only on himself... From this we may 
judge his little earnestness.in the cause.. Be- 
yond all question, Civil Service. Reform ‘must 
begin by a limitation of the: President to one 
term, so that the temptation to use the appoint- 
ing power for personal ends may disappear from 
our system, and this great disturbing force 
cease to exist. If the President is sincere for 
reform, it will be easy for him to set the exam- 
ple by declaring again his adhesion to the One- 
Term principle. But even if he fails we must 
do our duty. 

Therefore, in opposing the prolonged power 
of the present incumbent, I begin by insisting 
that, for the good of the country and without 
reference to any personal failure, no President 
should be a candidate for réelection ; and it is 
our duty now to set an example worthy of Re- 
publican Institutions. In the name of the One- 
Term prineiple, once recognized by him, and 
which needs no other evidence of its necessity 
than his own Presidency, i protest against his 
attempt to obtain another lease of power. 
But this protest is on the threshold. 

UNFITNESS FOR THE PRESIDENTIAL OFFICE. 

I protest against him as radically unfit for 
the presidential.office, being essentially mili- 
tary in nature, without experience in civil life, 
without aptitude for civil duties, and without 
knowledge of Republican Institutions, all of 
which is perfectly apparent, unless we are 
ready to assume that the matters and things 
set forth to-day are of no account—and then 
declare in further support of the candidate, 
boldly that nepotism in a President is noth- 
ing, that gift-taking with repayment in official 
patronage is nothing, that violation of the 
Constitution and of law international and mu- 
nicipal is nothing, that indignity to the African 
race is nothing, that quarrel with political as- 
sociates is nothing, and that all his presiden- 
tial pretensions in their motley aggregation, 
being a new Casarism or personal govern- 
ment, are nothing. But if these are all noth- 
ing, then is the Republican: party nothing; 
nor is there any safeguard for Republican 
Institutions. ols 
. APOLOGIES. 

Two apologies I hear. 

The first is that he means well and errs from 
want of knowledge. This is not-much, Jt was 


| said of Louis the Quarreller, that he meant 


well; nor. isthere a. slate- head-stone in: any 
village burial ground that does not-record as 
much of the humble lodger beneath: Some- 
thing more is needed for a President. “Nor 
can we afford to perpetuate power in :a ruler 
who errs so much from ignorance: Charity 
for the past I concede; but no. investiture for 
the future. oe : 

The other apology is that his Presidency has 
been successful. How? When? Where? Not 
to him can be attributed that general prosperity 
which is the natural outgrowth of our people 
and country, for his contribution is not traced in 
the abounding result.. ` Our golden fields, pro- 
ductive mines, busy industry, diversified com- 
merce owe nothing to him. Show, then) his 
success. Is it in the finances? The national 
debt has been reduced; but. not to so large 
an amount as by: Andrew Johnson in the 
game space of time. Little merit is due to 
either, for each employed the means allowed 
by Congress, To the American. people is 
this reduction due, and not to any President. 
And while our President in this respect is’ no 
better than his predecessor, he can claim no 
merit for any systematic effort to reduce taxa- 
tion or restore specie payments. Perhaps, 
then, it is in foreign relations that he claims 
the laurels he is to wear. Kuowing some- 
thing of these from careful study and years of 
practical acqnaintance, I am bound to say 
that never before has their management been 
so wanting in ability and so absolutely without 
character. In every direction is muddle— 
muddle with Spain, muddle with Cuba, muddle 
with the Black Republic, muddle with distant: 
Corea, muddle with Venezuela, muddle with 
Russia, muddle. with England—on all sides 
one diversified muddle. To this condition are 
we reduced, When before in our history have 
we reached any such bathos as that to which 
we have been carried in our questions with 
England? Are tbese the laurels for a presi- 
dential candidate? But where are they? Are 
they found on the Indian frontier? -Let the 
cry of massacre and blood from that distant 
region answer. Are they in reform of the civil 
service? But here the initial point'is the lim- 
itation of the President to one term, so that 
he may be placed above temptation; but this 
he opposes. Evidently he is no true reformer. 
Are these laurels: found in the administration 
of the Departments? Let the discreditable 
sale of arms to France. in violation of neutral 
daties and of municipal statute be the answer, 
and let the eustom houses of New York and 
New Orleans with their tales of favoritism and 
of nepotism,.and with their prostitution as 
agencies, mercenary and political, echo back 
the answer, while senatorial committees organ- 
ized contrary to a cardinal principle of Parlia- 
mentary Law as a cover to these scandals, tes- 
tify also, Where, then, are the laurels? At 
last I find them fresh and brilliant in the bar- 
mony which the President has preserved among 
Republicans.. Harmony do I say? This should 
have been his congenial task ; nor would any 
aid or homage of mine been wanting. But 
instead he has organized discord operating 
through a succession of rings, and for laurels 
we find only weeds and thistles. 

But L-hear that he is successful in the States 
once in rebellion. Strange that this should 
be said while we are harrowed by the reports 
of Ku Klux outrages. Here, as in paying the 
national debt, Congress has been the effect- 
ive power. Even the last extraordinary meas- 
ure became necessary, in my judgment, to 
supplement his little efficiency. Had the Pres: 
ident put into the protection of the colored 
people at the South half the effort and earn- 
est will with which he maintained his S% 
Domingo contrivance, the murderous Ku Klux 
would. have been driven from the field and 
peace assured. Nor has he ever exhibited to 
the colored people any true sympathy. His 
conduct to. Frederick Douglass on. his return 
from St. Domingo is an illustration, and so 
also was his answer to the committee of colored 
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fellow-citizens seeking -his countenance for 
the pending :measure of Civil Rights.. Some 
thought him indifferent; others found him 
insulting.: ‘Then came his recent letter to the 
great: meeting at Washington, ‘May: 9,1872, 
called .to assert these:rights; where he could 
say nothing more than this: ‘‘I beg-to assure 
you, however, that I sympathize most cordially 
inany-effortto secare: for. all our people of 
whidtever race, nativity .or color, the exercise 
of those rights to which ‘every citizen: should 
be entitled.’”’: . Of course. everybody is in favor 
of “‘the rights to which every: citizen should 
be entitled.” But what. are these rights? 
And tliis meaningless juggle of words,.entirely 
worthy: of. the. days:of slavery, is all: that is 
vouchsafed: by the- President. for the equal 
rights of his colored fellow-citizens, 

I dismiss the apologies. with the conclusion 
that in the matters to which they invite atten- 
tion, his Presidency is an enormous failure. 

THE PRESIDENT AS CANDIDATE. 

` Looking at his daily life as it becomes known 
through the press or conversation, his chief 
employment seems the dispensation of patron- 
age, unless society is an employment. For 
this he is visited daily by Senators and Repre- 
sentatives bringing distant constituents. ‘The 
Executive Mansion has become that famous 
treasury. trough, described so well by an early 
Congressional orator : 

“Such running, such jostling, such wriggling, such 

clambering over one another’s backs, such squealing 
because’ the tub is so narrow and the company is 
so crowded.”’—Speech of Josiah Quincy, January 30, 
1811, Annals of Congress, page 851, 
To sit behind is the Presidential occupation, 
watching and feeding the animals. If this were 
an amusement only it might be pardoned ; but 
it must be seen in a more serious light. Some 
nations are governed by the sword, in other 
words by central force commanding obedience, 
Our President governs by offices, in other words 
by the appointing power, being a central force 
by which he coerces obedience to his personal 
will. : Let a Senator or Representative hesi- 
tate in the support of his autocracy or doubt 
if he merits a second. term, and forthwith 
some distant consul: or postmaster, appointed 
by his influence, begins to tremble. The 
“Head Centre’? makes himself felt to the 
most distant circumference, Can such tyranny, 
where the military spirit of our President finds 
a congenial field, be permitted to endure? 


In adopting him as a candidate for reélec-. 


tion we undertake to vindicate his Presidency, 
and adopt in all things the insulting, incapable, 
aid-de-campish dictatorship which he has 
inangurated,. Presenting his name we vouch 
for his fitness, not only in original nature, but 
in experience of civil life, in aptitude for civil 
duties, in knowledge of Republican Institu- 
tions and elevation of purpose; and we must 
be ready to defend openly what he has openly 
done, Can Republicans honestly do this thing? 
Let it be said that he is not orly the greatest 
hepotist among Presidents, but greater. than 
all others together, aud what Republican 
can reply? Let it be said that he is not only 
the greatest gift-taker among Presidents, but 
the only one who repaid his patrons at the 
public expense, and what Republican ‘can re- 
ply? Let it be said that he has openly vio- 
lated the Constitution and International Law, 
in the prosecution ofa wretched contrivance 
against the peace of St. Domingo, and. what 
tepublican can reply? Let it be said that 
wielding the power of the Great Republic he 
has insulted the Black Republic with a menace 
of war, involving indignity to the African race, 
and what Republican can reply? Letit besaid 
that he has set up presidential pretensions with- 
out number, constituting an undoubted Cæsar 
ism or personal government, and what Repub- 
lican can reply? And let it be added that, 
unconscious of all this misrule, he quarrels 
without cause even with: political supporters 
and ou such a scale as to become the greatest 
presidential quarreler of our history, quarrel- 


‘ i 
ing more than: all other Presidents: together, 
and what Republican: can reply? H will not į 
be enough to say. that he was triumphant in: 
war. as Scipio, the.victor of Hannibal, re- 
minded the Roman people that on-this: day: 


he conquered at: Zama. : Others have been | 
triumphant in war and failed in civil: life, as | 
Marlborough, whose: heroic victories seemed: | 


unaccountabte in the frivolity, the ignorance, 
and the heartlessness of: his pretended states- 
manship. To: Washington: was: awarded that 
rarest tribute, ‘first in war, first in peace; 
and first in the hearts of his country men.” 
Of our President it will be said willingly, 
tt first in war,” but the candid historian will 
add, “frst in nepotism, first. in gift-taking 
repaid by official :patronage,. first in presi- 
dential pretensions, and first in quarrel with 
his countrymen.” 3 

Anxiously, earnestly, the country asks for 
reform,.and stands tip-toe to greet. the com- 
ing. -But how-expect reform from a President 
who needs.it so much: himself? Who shall 
reform the reformer?. So, also, does the coun- 
try ask for purity. But is it:not-vain to seek 
this:boon from one whose presidential preten- 
sions are so demoralizing? Who shall: purify 
the purifier? The country asks for reform in 
the civil: service, but how expect any such 
change from one who will not allow the pres- 
idential office to be secured against its worst 
temptation? The country desires‘an exam- 
ple forthe youth of the land, where intelligence 
shall blend with character and both be elevated 
by a constant sense of duty with unselfish de- 
votion to the public weal. But how accord 


‘this place to a President who makes his great 


office a plaything and perquisite, while his 
highest industry is in quarreling? Since Sau- 
cho Panza at Barataria no Governor has done 
so‘ well for his relations at the expense of his 
country, and if any other has made Cabinet 
appointments the return for personal favors, 
his name has dropped out of history. A man 
is known by his acts ; so, also, by the company 
he keeps. And is not our President known 
by his intimacy with those who are’ by-words 
of distrust? But all these by-words look to 
another term for perpetuation of their power. 
Therefore, for the sake of reform and purity, 
which is a longing of the people, and also that 
the Chief Magistrate may be an example, we 
must seek a remedy. ` 

See for one moment how pernicious must 
be the presidential example. First in place, 
his personal influence is far-reaching beyond 
that of any otber citizen. What he does others 
will do. What he fails to do others will fail 
todo. His standard of conduct will-be ac- 
cepted at least by his political supporters. 
His measare of industry and his sense of duty 
will be the pattern forthe country. If he ap 
points relations to office and repays gifts by 
official patronage making his Presidency, ‘a 
great Gift Enterprise,’’? may not every office- | 
bolder do likewise, each in his sphere, so that 
nepotism and gift-taking officially compensated 
will be general and gift enterprises be multi- 
plied indefinitely in the public service? If | 
he treats his trust as plaything and perquisite, 
why may not every office-holder do the same ? 
If he disregards: constitution and law in: the 
pursuit of personal objects how can we expect 
a just subordination from others? . If he sets 
up pretensions without number, repugnant to 
Republican institutions, must not the good 
cause suffer? Ifhe is stubborn, obstinate, and 
perverse are not stubbornness, obstinacy and 
perversity commended for imitation? If he 
insults and wrongs associates in official trust, } 
who is safe from the malignant influence hav- 
ing its propulsion from the Executive Man- 
sion? if he fraternizes with jobbers and Hes- 
sians, where is the limit to the demoralization 
that must ensue? Necessarily the public ser- 
vice takes its character from its elected chief 
and the whole country reflects the President. 
His example is a law. But a bad example | 


must be corrected as a bad law. 


2 APPEAL TO THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

To the Republican party, devoted to ideas 
and principles, I turn now with .more than 
ordinary-solicitude. Not willingly can I see it 
sacrificed. Not without earnest effort against 
the betrayal can I suffer its ideas and princi- 
ples to be lost in the personal: pretensions of: 
one man. Both the old parties are in a crisis, 
with this difference. between the. two. The 
Democracy is dissolving ; the Republican party 
is being absorbed. - The Democracy is falling 
apart, thus visibly losing its vital unity ; the 
Republican. party is submitting to a personal 
influence, thus visibly losing its vital charac- 
ter... The Democracy is ceasing to exist. The 
Republican party is losing its identity. Let 
the process be completed, and it will be no 
longer that Republican party which I helped 
to found and have always served, but only a 
personal party, while instead of those ideas 
and principles which we have been-so proud 
to uphold will: be presidential pretensions, 
and instead of Republicanism there will be 
nothing but Grantism: , ; 

: Political parties are losing their sway. 
Higher than party are:country and the duty to 
save it from Caesar. The caucus is at last un- 
derstood asa political engine, moved by wire- 
pullers, and it becomes more insupportable in 
proportion as directed to personal ends; nor is 
its character changed when called a National 
Convéntion. Here too are wire-pullers, and 
when the great’ Officeholder and the great 
Officéseeker are one and the same, it is easy to 
see: how naturally the engine’ responds to the 
central toueh. A political convention is an 
agency and convenience, but never a law, least 
ot alla despotism ; and when it seeks to impose 
a candidate whose name is a synonym of pre- 
tensions usirepublican in character and hostile 
to good: government, it will be for earnest 
Republicans to consider well how clearly party 
is subordinate to country. Such a nomination 
can have no just obligation. ‘Therefore with 
unspeakable interest will the country watch 
the National Convention at Philadelphia, It 
may be an assembly (and such-is my hope!) 
where ideas and principles-are above ali per- 
sonal pretensions, and the unity of the party 
is symbolized in the candidate or it may add 
another to presidental rings, being an expan- 
sion of the military ring at the Executive 
Mansion, the senatorial ring in this Chamber, 
and the political ring in the custom-houses 
of New York and New Orleans. ‘A National 
Convention which is a presidental ring cannot 
represent the Republican party. 

Much rather would I see the party, to which 
Tam dedicated, under the image of a life-boat 
not to be sunk by wind or wave. How often 
have l said this to cheer my comrades. I do 
not fear the Democratic party. Nothing from 
them can harm our life-boat. But I do fear a 
quarrelsome pilot, unused to the sea, but pre- 
tentious in command, who occupies himself in 
loading aboard his own unserviceable relations 
and personal patrons while he drives away the 
experienced seamen who know the craft and 
her voyage. Here is a peril which no life-boat 
can stand. ; 

Meanwhile I wait the determination of the 
National Convention, where are delegates 
from my own much-honored Commonwealth 
with whom I rejoice to act. Not without 
anxiety do I wait, but with the earnest hope 
tbat the Convention will bring the Republican 
party into ancient harmony, saving it espe- 
cially from the suicidal folly of an issue on the 
personal pretensions of one man. 


TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


During the delivery of Mr. SUMNER’ S speech 
a message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr..McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House had agreed to some aud disagreed 
to other amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports, 
and to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes; that it had agreed to the one hun- 
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dred and twentieth amendment of the Senate 


with an amendment; that it asked a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Henry 
L. Dawes of Massachusetts, Mr. Wittiam D. 
Keiey of Pennsylvania, and Mr. MICHAEL 
C. Kerr of Indiana, managers at the same on 
its part. ete eS ees 

On motion by Mr. SHERMAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the said bill disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, and disagree to the amendment of 
the House to the one hundred and twentieth amend- 
ment of the said bill; and that it agree to the con- 
ference asked by the House onthe disagretving votes 
of.the two Houses thereon, $ 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. appointed Mr. 
Suerman, Mr. MORRILL of Vermont, and Mr. 
Bavary. ; 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


© Mr. SUMNER having concluded his speech, 
Mr. COLE. ‘The great length-of this first 
speech on this appropriation bill leads to the 
conclusion that we cannot get through with it 
by Monday. It is very likely that others of 
the same character will follow, and therefore 
I introduce now the following resolution: 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives coneurring,) [That the resolution directing the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House 
to dectare their respective Houses adjourned with- 
outday on Monday, the 3d of June, at twelve o’clock 
meridian, be, and thé sameis hereby, rescinded, 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Pres- 
ident does not that require unanimous con- 


sent? ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tt does at this 
time, as the appropriation bill is pending before 
the Senate. The resolution can only be enter- 
tained by first laying the appropriation bill on 
the table, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I object. 

Mr. COLE. I see the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. SCHURZ] seems desirous to obtain 
the floor. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Maryland object to this resolution 
being received for consideration to-morrow? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yes, sir; 
I object to its being received. 

Mr. COLE. What is the question before 
the Senate ? ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, to postpone indefinitely the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr: COLE. Is it in order now to move to 
lay the bill on the table? i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. : 

Mr. COLE. Then I make that motion so 
tbat [ may present the resolution that F indi- 
cated, a 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California moves to lay the appropria- 
tion bill on the table for the purpose of offer- 
ing the resolution just now read. 

Mr. CASSERLY called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
lay on the table iz not debatable. — 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was only going to say 
that I do not see what object there can be in 
objecting to the reception of the resolution. 

Mr. CONKLING. I rise to a question of 
order. This motion ig not debatable, and I 
ask that the regular order proceed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York raises the question of order 
that the motion to lay on the table is not 
debatable. ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam aware of that, but 
I thought there would be no objection to the 
reception of the resolution of the Senator from 
California. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair in- 
quired specifically whether there was objection 
to its reception, aud the Senator from Mary- 


The motion to ] 
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land objected. The Secretary will call- the 
roll on the motion to lay the appropriation bill 
on the table. - uae poo 
“Mr. CASSERLY. I did not perhaps under- 
stand the precise posture of the matter. Ifthe 
proposition is ‘simply to permit the resolution 
to be received, to be acted upon to-morrow, 
for one Ë shall make no opposition, though I 
regret that this particular moment of much 
party heat among the majority here, ‘resulting 
from the'speech just made by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. Sumner] bas been taken 
advantage of for such a motion. f 

Mr: COLE. That is all that is proposed. 

- The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 

ator from Maryland withdraw bis objection? 
‘Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I withdraw 

the objection so far as relates to receiving it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the call for the yeas and nays will 
be withdrawn, and the resolution will be 
received aud placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. COLE. Now I hope we may proceed 
with the appropriation bill before the Senate, 
unless the Senator from Massachusetts insists 
on the motion to indefinitely postpone. - 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


-The VICE. PRESIDENT. The sundry 
civil expenses appropriation bill is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As we were here so 
late last night, Iwas going to suggest to the 
Senator from California whether we had not 
better now take a recess until seven o'clock. 
I think it would be better to take a recess 
until seven o’clock. I make that motion. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘That motion is 
in order under. the rule of the Senate. The 
Senator from Ilinois moves that the Senate 
now take a recess until seven o'clock. 

Mr COLE. Say half past seven. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will conform to the 
suggestion of the chairman. I proposed seven 
because [thought he would concur in it easier, 
but J will say half past seven. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois moves that the Senate now take 
a recess until half past seven o'clock. 

The question. being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 28, noes 29. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. lask for the yeas and 
nays... z , 

The yeas-and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays.32 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Biair, Casserly. 
Cooper, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hill, Hitebeock, Johnston, Kelly, 
Lewis, Norwood, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Sprague, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Trum- 
bull, Vickers, and West—2o. j 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, 
Cote, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Harlan, Howe, 
Kellogg, Morrill of Muine, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Scott. Sherman, 
Spencer, Stewart, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—22, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Chandler, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Hamilton of ‘Texas, Hamlin, Logan, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Steven- 
son, and Thurman—l7. " 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, to indefinitely postpone the 
appropriation bil. 

Mr. SCHURZ proceeded to address the 
Senate. Having spoken a few minutes, 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I think that 
under the ordinary usages and courtesies of 
the Senate it would be proper at this moment 
that a motion should be made and should pre- 
vail to adjourn. I therefore move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SUMNER. Take a recess. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
to adjourn. . 

The motion was not agreed to, there being, 
on a division—ayes 19, noes 24. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I wish to 


No, I move | 


j the Senate which will take some time. 


make one more appeal tothe Senate, and there-- 
fore I will now: move that the Senate take a 
recess until half past seven ‘o'clock. : f 
„The question being pab; ther 
division—ayes 24, noes 25. : 
~Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut.: 
the -yéas and nays. o +: : wean 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : ee 

Mr. SUMNER. | Allow me simply. tore- 
mark that it is to ‘give the Senator from Mis- 
souri who is about. to speak—— eo" Niet 

Mr. CONKLING. Is this motion debat- 
able, Mr. President? ` : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, { Mr. An- 
THONY in-the chair.) Itis not. ` 

Mr. SUMNER. It is an: indulgence not 
usually denied on this floor. 

Mr. CONKLING.. But the Senator must 
know that after what has occurred courtesy is 
notapplicable here, aos f 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is not debatable. : 

Mr. CONKLING. We are deusling with 
sterner things than that now. Be 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
restlted—yeas 26, nays 82; as follows : 

YEAS+Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Cooper, 
Corbett, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut. Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Johnson, Kelly, Morrill of 
Vermont, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robert- 
son, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague. Stockton. Sumner, 
Trambuil, Vickers, West, and Windom—26. | 
_ NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buek- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, 
Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Harlan, Hitech- 
cock, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, 
Spencer, Stewart, Wilson, and: Wright—32. : 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Brownlow, Casserly, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Jamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Kellogg, Nye, 
Patterson, Saavyer, Sherman, Stevenson, Thurman, 
and Tipton—i6. f Er 


So the motion was not agreed to. . 


Mr. SCHURZ resumed the floor, and hav- 
ing spoken several: minutes, ey aY 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from 
Missouri will give way, there is manifestly no 
quorum of the Senate present, IJ think if we 
are to go on we had better have a quorum 
present. I move that the Senate adjourn, 

Mr. CONKLING, Let us have the yeas 


were, On a 


I call for 


| and nays upon that motion. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VICKERS. On all questions of recess 
and adjournment I am paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. Howe.] He would vote 
against them, and I should vote for them. 

The question being taken by yeasand nays, 


! resulted—yeas 14, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Johnston, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Schurz, 
Spragne, Stockton, Sumner, and Trumbull—l4, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Cragin, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hitehcock, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Marton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Scott, 
Spencer, Wilson, and Windom—26. 

ABSUNT—Messrs. Brownlow, Buckingham, Ca m- 
eron, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virgivia, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Golathwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Jam- 
lin, Uill, Howe, Kelly, Nye, Patterson, Pratt, Rice, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sherman. Steven- 
son, Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, Vickers, West, and 
Wright—34. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Missouri will allow me, there is 
a period, and it is common to mankind and 


i animals and all creation, near the close of 


the day, when it is more ‘irksome to remain 
together and do business than at any other 
hour ofthe twenty-four. We have now arrived 
at that ‘period. We were in session here yes- 
terday, as is well known, from eleven o'clock 
in the day until three o’clock this morning. 
Now, the Senator from Missouri has risen 
with the view of submitting some penile 10 

e 
prefers to go on after an intermission of an 
hour or two, as may suit the Senate. It seems 
to me it would be better on all hånds to con- 
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cede-some. little time in which Senators. might. 
go ont aod take some refreshment, either by 
going to their. lodgings, those who ‘live near 
by and those who do not could procure them 
in the Capitol, and then we. shall -come back 
here in.better. temper and better prepared. to 
go on with the transaction of business-or what: 
ever is to be don@.. oes: pono o ; 

-Ft is known to. Senators, those: who were 
present will certainly do me:the courtesy.to. 
admit, that I remained. here- last night and. 
struggled as earnestly-4s anyone to. get through || 
with the business, and I shall expect to remain; 
as longas Iam ‘able to-night, and to take up 
no time by making speeches or. delaying. the 
Senate myselfin any form, so fat ag Lám aware 
of, further than to transact. what is the legiti- 
mate business before the Senate, 0 . 

But,-sir; [think. it-is quite unusual in. the 
Senate to force a Senator, at this hour, who 
préfers going. oniafter an haur.or.two of inter- 
mission, to proceed with his remarks. I think 
we gain nothing by it; and we inconvenience 
ourselves. I should like to hear what. the 
Senator from, Missouri has to say, and.I should 
like at the same time to be able to leave.the 
Senate for alittle while to. procure some re- 
freshments, if we are to remain up late again 
to-night. I hope we may not have to remain 
up. very late. f es 

_ Under. these circumstances I submit to Sen- 
ators whether it is not better to agree to take 
a recess without a struggle over it, for it is 
very difficult’ now to keep a quorum. ‘There 
was a bare quorum on the last vote, There 
was not a quorum in the Senate when the | 
motion was made, and we had to send out to 
get Senators to make a quorum. The Sena- 
tor from Misgouri thinks, whether rightly or 
wrongly it is not for me to judge, that it is his 
duty to make some. remarks upon a report 
that has been made which he thinks.person- 
ally affects him. Under such circumstances 
it seems to me that, there should be a general 
acquiescence in the Senate, without a struggle, 
to take a recess to some convenient hour, and 
as it is now nearly half past five o'clock, I 
will say seven and,a-half o'clock; and I will 
make the motion that the Senate now take a 
recess until seven, aud a half o’clock, and I 
hope there will be no resistance to it. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President-—— . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois moves that the Senate take 
a recess, which is not debatable, 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us have the yeas 
and nays upon it and see how much time may 
be worn out by making such motions. 

Mr. TRUMBULL... If the- Senator. from 
Indiana wishes to make a suggestion, I with- 
draw the motion. : ‘ 

Mr. MORTON. I vemained here until after 
three o'clock this morning at great personal 
inconvenience and danger, of prejudice to my 
health, for the purpose of assisting in passing 
the tariff bill. I have’been here from eleven 
to twelve o’clock, I believe, every night this 
week in the hope that Congress would be able 
to adjourn, first, on the 29th of May, the day 
before yesterday, and afterward on next Mon- 
day. As the resolution now stands, both 
Houses are to be adjourned-on next Monday 
at twelve o'clock. A resolution was offered 
awhile ago, the necessity of which was made 
very apparent by the Senator from California, 
to rescind that resolution, it being pretty 
obvious that we could not get through with 
the appropriation bills by that time, and an 
objection was made to its reception, I expect 
that resolution will be opposed :in every way 
both in this House and in the other in order 
to force an adjournment on next Monday with- 
out having the necessary business transacted, | 
so that the President shall be driven to call | 
Congress together in extra session. To-day 
we came together at twelve o’clock, all of us 
tired, aud at one o'clock the appropriation 
bill was called up. It was, immediately antag- 


onized:-by a-motion for indefinite postpone: 
ment,:and..the. Senator from. Massachusetts. 


has spoken nearly four hours this afternoon. 
- Tam entirely willing to hear the: Senator 


from. Missouri. upon this report.of the investi-., 
gating committee on the subject. of the sale.of 

arms; but ag: a matter of justice to. us who- 
have sacrificed: so much this. week in order to: 
get. through with. business, I think he ought to. 


go on now,- Itis not because I wishto put him 


to any. personal.-inconvenienge ; but. it is ask:- 


ing a good :deal of members. of the Senate. who 
have stayed here until eleven: and. twelve 
o’clock at night and three o'clock inthe morn- 
ing, night after night, for the purpose of ¢los- 
ing up business, on Friday to, have the whole. 


| day taken ‘up bya political. debate, and .it is 


suggested to me when the. Senator. himself. 
was not here, and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts was not here. . They were. taking their. 
rest. 
of us were-here at:work,, trying to get through 
with the business. so that we might adjourn, 
and we do not receive with the utmast patience 
this political debate at- this time, aaa ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. . Will the Senator allow. 
me to interrupt him right there? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. a 

Mr. TRUMBULL. For my own conven- 
ience—I do not know how he. may.feel about 
it—I think it would be a relief'to me to ‘be 
relieved for an hour. or two now, and come 
back and sit an hour or two later if ne¢essary. 
I should prefer that. I do not think we can, 
consistently with a proper regard to the health 
of some of us at any rate, sit here continu- 
ously in this way. There may be younger 
men than I am, perhaps, who can stay here 
day after day, and all the time; but I confess 
I have suffered some inconvenience from the 
nights I have already been here, and it would 
be to me a relief, and I think it would be to 
other Senators. I cannot, of course, answer 
for the others, but we would all feel better 
and get along just as fast by taking. a recess 


now. - > 

Mr. SCHURZ. May I make a suggestion 
to the Senator from: Indiana? In the first 
place, as to the resolution: which was in- 
troduced in relation to the adjournment of 
Congress, I did not makeany objection to that; 
and if it will be any convenience to tbis body 
to have it passed now I shall not interpose 
any objection. In the second place, the Sen- 
ator says he does not like to hear remarks on 
this subject. Icean assure him-I did not. like 
to read this report as far as it referred to me. 

Mr. MORTON. I did not say that I did not 
like to hear remarks on the subject... I said I 
was perfectly willing to hear the Senator. 

‘Mr. SCHURZ., I thought the Senator said 
he was tired of it. 

Mr. MORTON. Imakenosort of objection 
to the Senator speaking on the subject. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I think in a case like this 
our. convenience might be mutually considered. 
l should not stand in the way of the Senate 
going on with this bill if any time was assigned 
to me to-morrow or any other time that may 
please the Senate; but at the present moment 
[ must confess it:is hardly possible forme to 
go on, my health having been bad for a con: 
siderable time. I therefore desire that. a recess 
may be taken, or, if Senators prefer it, that 
the Senate should adjourn until to-morrow. 
If the Senate wants to pass now the resolution 
referring to the adjournment of Congress I will 


| yield for that purpose, 


Mr. LEWIS. Will the Senator from Mis- 
oe yield to me to take up. House bill No. 
2847? aie ; 

Mr. SCHURZ. I do notthinkI would yield 


for that, but I would yield for the resolution | 


to adjourn, or for a motion for a recess. _. 
Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the sound 
economy of time would dictate the proper use 
of it. The whole of this week has been. the 
seene.of constant labor and. of over-exertion 


I do not complain of that; bug the-rest | 


4 


by the members of, this body, such as they 
could. not maintain for any length of time with- 
out utter physical and mental prostration. . I 
speak at least for those whọ, sit here and cn- 


‘deavor to attend to the public business; aud 


that does not embrace the whole of the Senate. 
As was. said bythe. honorable Senator from 
Indiana, the sessions of this week have, been 
very severe. -He-said, 1 think, that he bad 
been here until midnight every night this week. 

Many. of us. have been here not only until mid- 
night, but until almost midday of the day fol- 
lowing our meeting, ., ” 

The Senator referred to those who he sup- 
posed in some way were seeking so to delay 
the progress of the necessary measures of the 
session that a new session of Congress should be 
called as the:result of their action, or some in- 
definite prolongation of the present session. 


Such may be the intent with some ; and. when, 


last night, I witnessed in this‘Chamber upon 
the. part. of:members of the majority in the 
Chamber dilatory motions, dilatory action hav- 
ing no other apparent.effect or intention than. 
to prolong the,sessions and prevent the passage 
of. the. tariff. bill, -L thought there was. good 
ground for supposing that, there. wag, in the, ma- 
jority in this Chamber.and against the will of 
the minority, a strong disposition to protract 


i| the session and defeat. the. appropriation bills 


atthe present session, and make, perhaps, the 
call of another session necessary. À 
Therefore, when these things are to .be;con- 
sidered, when. the . honorable Senator, says a 
resolution looking to. a, prolongation of the 
present session was introduced and objected 
to, why did he not follow it up with the further 
statement, the, other half of the truth, that the 
objection was withdrawn by the geutleman 
who entered it, because hethought at the time 
the proposition was made it was made at a 
oint. of the debate when party heat would 
have rendered. the proposition unsafe to. be 
entertained by those in the Chamber, and I 
will say by those of us in:the Chamber, for I 
am one of them, who desired that the public 
business should be expeditiously and honestly 
and thoroughly. performed, and an, adjourn- 
ment.take place as soon as-it, was practicable 
for public safety and a due sense of the public 
interests, .- pats i ; i 
Now, sir, we were in session yesterday until 
I think nearly four o'clock this morning when 
the Senate adjourned. We'came back here at 
midday and we have been in session five hours 
and a half steadily; and it is proposed to con- 
tinue the session to-night. I have nota par- 
ticle of objection to that, for, although fatigued, 
I would certainly overcome my personal incon- 
venience for the sake of proceeding with busi- 
ness; but. it is. not practicable to sit here 
without rest, without food, or the proper 
Opportunity for physical refreshment, and go 
ou with the business of the country.in a man- 
ner which befits our positions, or at all equal 
to the duties we are called upon to perform, 


| -T therefore submit that it would be decorous 


and proper for the Senate to take a recess for 
such proper and convenient time as will admit 
of rest and refreshment to persons who are 
engaged here in public business. I trust, for 
the expedition of public business, for that 
reasonable expedition which no man can 
doubt the result of, the motion for arecess will 
be accepted by the Senate, and that we may 
take an hour and a half or two hours for that 
purpose, and meet again to-night and prolong 
the session: until it shall become proper to 
adjourn to. the following day. I hope there 
will be no objection to this, because if there be, 
that objection plainly will be an obstruction 
of -reasonable legislation. ; ; 

Mr, COLE. Mr. President, this is not a 
matter of conveniencee—— 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing question is the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, to postpone indefinitely the far- 
ther consideration of the appropriation bill. 
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The Senator from Miaois withdrew the motion 


for a recess. 


Mr. COLE. I will say one word: on this 


subject which has been discussed’ by other | 


Senators. ; : way 

Mr: TRUMBULL. ` I withdrew the motion 
at the instance of the’ Senator from’ Indiana, 
who desired to make a suggestion about, it. 
I expected to renew it. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California has the floor, and the 
motion cannot be renewed without his consent. 

Mr. COLE. We cannot govern ourselves 
here by considerations of convenience. We 
have bat’a limited time in which to do a very 
large amount of business, If we could have 
been governed by mere consideratigns of con- 
venience we should not have béeti in session 
until three o'clock this morning. We have 
passed that period of the session when we can 
consult our own convenience, our own wishes, 
or our own comfort. So far as we now know, 
and so far as we ‘can judge, the time for ad- 
journment is next Monday’ at’ twelve o’clock, 
and we have a very large amount of business 
that must be transacted, even if we are com- 
pelled to remain in session every moment be- 
tween this tinve and that, ‘including Sunday. 

Mr; SCHURZ.,  Permitme to interrupt the 
Senator right there. Does he want to'call up 
the resolution relative to adjournment now ? 

Mr. COLE. No, sir; Edid not propose to 
do that. There was objection ta it and it went 
over until to-morrow. 

-Mr. SCHURZ. ‘I suppose that objection 
would be withdrawn. There would be no dith- 
eulty about that. : 
`. Mr. COLE. We have no assurance: that the 
House will take favorable action upon it. 

< Mr: MORRILL, of Vermont. hopë' the 
Senator will ask to have that resolution passed. 

Mr. COLE. I have no objection, certainly. 

Mr. VICKERS. My colleague [Mr: Ham- 
ILTON ] made the ‘objection, and he isnotin the 
Chamber. I do not know what his reason was. 
' The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California asks unanimous consent 
to praceed to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion to rescind the adjournment resolution. 
Does the Senator from Maryland object? 

Mr, VICKERS. I do not think it ought to 
be taken’ up in the absence of my colleagie. 
‘Phe PRESIDING: OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland objects. 

Mr, BAYARD.-' It’ was distinetly stated by 
the Chair that thatrésolution laid over until 
to-morrow, because then there was ample time 
for its consideration. ‘The ‘objection ‘to ‘its 
reception was withdrawn, and it laid over with 
that understanding of the ‘Senate, not one word 
being said to the contrary. I merely mention 
that as a fact which: it strikes me makes the 
motion of the Senator from California irregu- 
lar. I will inquire is there any motion now 
before the Senate?  : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ped: 


ing motion is the motion of the Senator from |. 


Massachusetts, tO indefinitely postpone ‘the 
appropriation bill. ` 

- Mr. BAYARD. Is it in ‘order for me to 
move to` take à récess until half” past seven 
o'clock? - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is always in order. 

Mr. BAYARD. I make that motion now. 

The question being put, there- were on a 
division-—ayes 15, noes 21; no quorum voting. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us have the yeas 
and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered: 
© The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WEST. 
quorum voting, I ask leave to submit a report 
from a committee of conference.” - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
must first announce the result of the vote. If 
no quorum is voting it would not be in order 
to proceed to other business. : 


That motion 


As I understand there is no | 


The result was announced—yeas 17, nays | 
22; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aledrn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, | 


Cragin, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly. Norwood, Pool, 
Ransom, Schurz. Sprague, Sumner, Trumbull, West, 
and Windom—I7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boréman, Cald- 


Krelingbuyesn, ; Harlan,. Hitcheock, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 
Pomeroy, Ramsey, Scott, Spencer, and Wilson—22. 

ABSENT —Messrs, Brownlow, Buckingham, Cani- 
eron, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of 
West Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, ‘Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas. Hawlin, Hill, Howe, Nye, Osborn, gatter- 
son,, Pratt, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, 
Sherman. Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, “iarnae 
‘Tipton, Vickers, and Wright—35. 


So the motion was disagreed to. | 


Mr. POMEROY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the question of postponing indef: 
nitely the further consideration of the appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President-—— `` 

` The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair 
will first put the question on the, demand fot 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and ‘nays were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. I was about to withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. MORTON and others. ‘It is too late. 

Mr. SUMNER. The yeas and nays have 
not been ordered. and {I-withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. -I object. 

Mr. CONKLING. [raise the point of order 
that the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr SUMNER. Mr. President, have I the 


floo 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has the floor. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. Į was about 
to rise, and indeed was on my feet, in order 
to settle this controversy which seemed to be 
going on, and in which [take nó part.’ The 
Senator from Missouri wished indulgence, and 
the Seriators here were not disposed to give it 
to him, and I was about to suggest a way which 
would accommodate all around. ‘The motion 
to indefinitely postpone will be in order at any 
time. It will be in order an hout from now 
or three hours from now, at any stage of the 
bill, and therefore I withdraw the motion’ T 
have made, giving notice that at some con- 
venient’ time that will harmonize with the 
strengih and desires of the Senator from Mis- 
sduri I shall renew it. > 

“Mr. CONKLING. I object’ to the motion 
being ‘withdrawn on the ground that the’ ye: as 
and nays have been ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tt requires 
unanimous’ consent to withdraw the motion, 
the yeas and nays having been ordered upon it. 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. - But the motion ‘to in- 
definitely postpone can be made at any time. 
-The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can be. 

Mr. TRUMBULL: Then there is nothing 
gained by this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tt can be 
renewed.at any time. 

.. Mr.. WILSON. Is the motion withdrawn 


or not? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
ig not withdrawn. The Senator from New 
York objects to its withdrawal. 

Mr. WILSON. If it is not withdrawn, I 
think it better all around that we agree to 
take a recess, and meet again at half -past 
seven o'clock, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If that had been agreed 
to some time ago, we should have saved half 
av hour. 

The PRESIDING<OFFICER. . The ques- 
tion is on the motion to indefinitely postpone 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Have the yeas and nays 
been ordered on that motion? 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have 
been. 

Mr. SUMNER. "I did not so understand it. 

-Thè PRESIDING OFFICER. ~The Chair 


well, Carpenter, Chandler. Clayton, Cole, Conkling, j 


stated that a suficient number rose tó second 
the call. 

Mr. TRUMBULL: That does not change 
it at all. The motion’to postpone cah be 
voted down now, and we can ‘goon, andi in half 
an hour make it ‘over again; 

~The PRESIDING OFFICER: The Chair 
80 stated. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Do not Senators “pee 
that nothing is gained by this?’ 

: Mr. CONKLING. Everybody sees that. - 

Mr. SUMNER. : Very well; let the:vote be 
taken on the’ motion for‘ ‘indefinite postpone- 
ment. 

Mr: TRUMBULL. Let us take the vote 
on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr.. Witsow] now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Sevator from Massachusetts move a recess? 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL, I understood the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts was’ ‘going to move a 


récess. We have already lost three quarters 
ofan hour. = 
Mr. WILSON: I make a motion for a 


recess until half past séven o'clock. 

Mir SCHURZ. Say eight ‘o'clock: 

“Mr WILSON. Very well T I will say eight 
o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that the Senate now take a 
reċess until eight o’clock. ©’ 

The question being put, one were, On & 
division—ayes 16, noes 20 ; no quofura 
voting. 

Mr. WEST called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. © Now, Mr. President, i is 
it worth while to’ continue ‘this struggle? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The motion 
is not‘debatables’ — 

Mr. MORTON. I desire ‘to say that while I 
think this is imposing a hardship on those who 
have been up here night afier night, and who 
arè most anxious to conclude business if” pos- 
sible‘on next Mouday, I, for one, shall offer 
no further opposition to. a recess until half 
past seven or eight 0’ clock, ’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 17; as follows’: 

YEAS+-Messrs.Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Hitcheock, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morton, dior wood, -Ransom,. Schurz, ppencer, 
Sprague, Stockton, Sumner, ‘Yrunrbull, West, Wil ~ 
son, and Windom-=21. 

NAYS-—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hill, Lewis, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Pomeroy, Ramsey, and Seott—l7. 

ABSEN ‘T—Messrs. Brownlow, Buckingham, Cam- 
eron, Casserly, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry ‘of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Howe, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury. Sawyer, Sherman, Stevenson, Stewart, 
Thurman, Tipton, Vickers, and Wright—36. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Sen- 
ate accordingly (at six’ o'clock‘ p. m. ) took a 
recess until eight o clock p.m. 


EVENING SESSION, 
The Senate reassembled at eight o’ ‘clock 
p. te 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


~ A message from the House of Représenta- 
tives, by Mr. Ciivron Liovp, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the fol: 
lowing bills, with: amendments; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. No. 18) for the relief of Mrs. 

Fanny Kelly; and 

A bill (S. No. 984) granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Denver 
and Rio Grande Railway Company. 


'STATUE OF GENERAL RAWLINS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following message of the President 
of the United States ; which was ordered to be 
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printed, and referred to the. Committee. on | 


Military Afairs: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I have the honor to respectfully call the atten- 
tion df Congress ‘to an act approved July.14, 1870, 
directing the. Secrétary of Warto place ‘at the dis- 
posal of the President. certain bronze-ordnance to aid 
inthe erection -ef.an equestrian, statue of the late 
General John: A, Rawlins, dnd to the factsthat no 
appropriation’ of money to pay for the: statue-is 
made-by the resolution, ino attist-is named, or party 
designated to whom. the ordnance is to be delivered. 

In view of the ambiguity of the statute, I would 


recommend : that Congress signify’ what action is” 


desired.as to the selection of the artist, and that the 
necessary sum required for the erection of, the mon- 
ument be appropriated. `A board of officers should 
also be named to designate the location of the mon- 
UMER eT RANT, 
“Exnoutive Mansion, May 31, 1872: e 

f CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The VICE..PRESIDENT:: The Senate 


resumes, as. in Committee of the Whole; the 
consideration. of the bill (H. R. No. 2705) 
making appropriations. for sundry: civil ex- 
penses of the Government forthe fiscal year end: 
ing June 80, 1873,-and for otber purposes; the 
pending question being on-the. motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER] to 
postpone. it indefinitely, upon ‘which the. Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Scuurz] is entitled 
to. the floor. «: eee ae ` 

_ Mr. SPENCER, 

Mr. EDMONDS. 
orders o CPA can 
. Mr. SPENCER. . I should like to make a 
report from a committee. z 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No reports until this bill 
is conéluded. 

Mr. SCHURZ respmed and concluded the 
speech commenced by him before the recess. 
[His speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. CARPENTER obtained the floor, 

Mr, CONKLING. Wiil the Senator from 
Wisconsin allow me to inquire: what is the 
pending question? 4 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Av- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is onthe 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Sumwer,] to indefinitely. postpone the 
sundry. civil appropriation bill. : 

Mr. CONKLING. I suppose the Senator 
from Wisconsin, if he means to reply, does 


I ‘appeal to the Senator 


I insist. on the regular 


not wish to proceed to-night. 

Mr. CARPENTER. No, sir. 

Mr. COLE. I hope we shall now’ proceed 
with the consideration of the bill. There is 
plenty of time to get through with the bill 
to-night, ae 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
before the Senate is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, that this bill be in- 
definitely postponed, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered, aud the Secretary 
will call the roll. 

NOUR OF MBETING. 


. Mr. ANTHONY. I ask consent to inter- 
pose a motion that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it be to meet at twelve o’clock to- 
morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from. Rhode Island asks -consent to enter a 
motion that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet at. twelve o’ clock to-morrow 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The question is on the motion, . 

The motion was agreed to. 


: BUELL COURT-MARTEAL RECORDS.. 


Mr: WILSON. I ask unanimous consent 
to report back; without amendment, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the bill (H.R. 
No. 2851) to provide for the restoration of the 
records of the proceedings of the court of in- 
quiry concerning the operations of the army 
under the command of General. Don Carlos 
Buell in, Kentucky and ‘Tennessee, . 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 


sider the bill. The preamble. recites. that it 
appears in the matter of the investigation 
made by the court-of. inquiry in: the years 
1862 and. 1863, into the operations of the 
army under ‘the command: of General Don 
Carlos. Buell, in Kentucky. and Tennessee, 
that; the records of; the..proceedings..of: the 
court:are not to:be found on the. proper files 
in the War, Department; ‘and that -it. farther 
appears that.there.is now in. the-possession of 
Benn. Pitman; the phonographic: reporter of 
the court, a “full. and. complete report of the 
‘proceedings ofthe court of inquiry, The bill 
therefore directs the Secretary of War to em- 
‘ploy at once Benn Pitman, the reporter for the 
court of inquiry inthe matter, to make a full and 
complete transcript- of the phonographie notes 
taken by him. during the investigation, and 
to put iton file among the records of the War 
Department, and to furnish a copy of the same 
to Congress. f i 

The bill was -reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to a third:reading, 
and read the third time., . 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to discuss this 
matter at all ; but I.ask, the honorable chair- 
man of, the Committee .on :Military Affairs, 
who reported this bill, whether he „has any 
information going to show what has. become 
of the records in the Buell court-martial case? 

_Mr. WILSON. . That matter is now being 
investigated in the-House of Representatives. 


I understand the reporter of the court has been | 


before the committee aud has testified that he 
has all the notes of the proceedings in his pos- 
session, and that he can make this transcript, 
‘This bill. comes from the. House, and I hope 
the Senate will allow it to pass. I understand 
the committee there are investigating the ques- 
tion of the loss of these papers, and there will 
be a report during the present session. 

Mr. BLAIR, $ am very auxious for the 
passage of this bill and for the restoration of 
those documents.. There is a rumor that Col- 
onel Badeau, formerly an aid-de-camp to. Gen- 
eral Grant, aud his historian, has taken them 
off with him to London, where he enjoys a 
consulate, aud probably he may see proper, to 
restore them at some more distant day when 

is Convenience has been served. 

Mr. WILSON. I apprehend it will turn 
out that they have never been. taken for. that 
purpose, and that the papers were lost before 
that person had anything to do with them, 
Under this pill the papers will be. restored, 
and I hope the-Senator will not object to pass: 
ing it. It comes from the committee of the 
Honse who are now investigating the-subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. I know the testimony is very 
direct that Colonel Badeau had nat only taken 
these papers, but almost every other report of 
any importance on file in the War Department. 
But I do not wish to interpose: any objection 
to the passage of this bill. eee ae 

The bill was passed. 


TRANSKER OF PENSION APPROPRIATIONS.. 


Mr. COLE. I am directed by the Committee 
on Appropriations, to whom was réferred the 
bill (H. i. No. 2987) making a transfer of 
a pension ‘appropriation from one fund: to 
another, to reportit: back without amendment, 
and | hope it will be put on its passage. 

By ‘unanimous: consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. -It- authorizes: thé Secretary of ‘the 
Treasury to transfer from the appropriations 
for pensions for ‘‘widows aud dependent rela- 
tives and soldiers of the war of 1812,” for the 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1872, sùċh an 
amount as may be necessary to meet any defi- 
ciency that may arise in the appropriation for 
invalid pensions for that- year. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third’ reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ©. 0 e 

ARMY APPROPRIATION. BILL. 


Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- |! Mr, WEST..If it is in order, Lask permis- 


sion to make. the following report from a com- 
mittee of conference: 

The committee: of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two. Houses on. the. eightb. amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1541) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending June: 30, 1873, and for other: purposes, 
having met, after full. and free conference, have been 
tunable to agree. a , 

~The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘This. is the see- 
ond conference. upon the Army. appropriation 
bill, and npon the pending amendment. the 
conference committee have failed to agree, ` 
“Mr. WEST. The committee would be glad 
to have an expression of opinion by the Senate 
as to what. course should’ be pursued. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘I willask to have the 
amendment read. What is it? ` : 

“The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis an amend- 
ment of the Senate making an appropriation 
for the Leavenworth barracks. ‘he Secre- 
tary will report it. , 
` The CHIRE CLERK.. The eighth amend- 
ment of the Sepate. is to insert on page 5 of 
the bill the following: =.. 

“To enable the Secretary of War to. enlarge the 
militaty depot àt Fort Leavenworth, ‘Kansas, to 
meet the neéessities of the public’ service, the sum 
of $200,000. is hereby appropriated, to-be expended. 
under the direction of tHe Secretary of War. 
_.The VICE. PRESIDENT. : Is. is- within 
the power of the Senate to.recede: or insist on 
thigamerd ment and.ask for another conterence, 
or adhere, which: latter.vote’ of course would 
cause the bill to. fail.uuless. the House should 
recede. ee 

Mr. CALDWELL. -.I:hope the Senate will 
not recede from, that amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope we shall recede. 
I think we. ought not to’ lose a bill of that 
character upon such an amendment as that, 
I move that the. Senate recede . from: its 
amendment; .._. eee if ah 

The VICE. PRESIDENT, : That is nowthe 
only: motion before the Senate. -The con- 
ference. committee have. not recommended 
another conferences ‘ ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. : Certainly we ought not 
to lose the..Army bill on .a, disagreement 
between the two Houses as to. some improve- 
ments.at Fort Leavenworth... are 

Mr. WEST. 1 will state. that the reason 
why the conference committee: on the-part of 
the Senate make no. suggestion to the Senate 
is that they were all unanimous that the Sen- 
ate should adhere, but we prefer that the sense 
of the Senate be tested on the question: - 

. Mr. CALDWELL. . I hope the Senate will 
not-recede, o pa oe i . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . The. Chair will 
state.to. the Senator that this proceeding is by 
unanimous consent.: The sundry. civil appro- 
priation bill is still peuding, and this is taken 
up by unanimous consent, although ‘it isa cou- 
ference report... ... ‘tt, tt are aR ge i 

Mr, CALDWELL.» Is:it notin order for me 
to make some remarks upon it? ~ i 
. The VICE PRESIDENT,  It-is, unless 
some Senator demands the regular order. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. President, I hope 
the Senate will not recede, and:as I have tres- 
passed so little. upon the time. of: the ‘Senate, 
l hope I may be indulged in making a brief 
statement, as this is a matter in which I feel 
considerable interest... Pepe 

The amendment referred to appropriates 
$200,000. to enlarge the military depot at Fort 
Leavenworth, Kansas. ‘The proposition has 
been recommended by the officers of the Army 
who have beeu in-command of the department 
of the Missouri for the past four or five years, 
including such. officers.as Generals. Sheridan, 
Schofield, and Pope, and it comes now to the 
Senate. officially indorsed by General: Sherman 
and by.the Secretary of War. It bas been unani- 


-mously indorsed by the Senate Committee on 


Military Affairs, and also by the Committee on 
Appropriations, has passed. the Senate but 
failed in the House, and the Senate is now 


asked to recede. 
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Now, Mr. President, if General Pope, Gen- 
eral Sherman, and the Secretary of War had 
united in recommending the establishment of 
United States courts in Kansas or elsewhere, 
or had made some suggestionin regard to the 
finances. of the country, we might feel our- 
selves justified in paying very little attention 
to their request. I do not mean, however, to 
intimate that these gentlemen would not make 
wise suggestions on these or any other topics, 
for they arè wise men. But it is not their 
business to look-after such questions,- It. is, 
however, their duty, to look after’all matters 
relating to the Army; and when they make 
official and urgent recommendations in that 
direction they should at least command the 
respect and the attention of Congress. | hope, 
therefore, the Senate will not recede from this 
amendment; and I have no doubt in the world 
that if Senators would take the pains to ex 
amine this question every one present would 
insist on this amendment. 2 

It is indispensable that the Government pro- 
vide places of shelter for. the: troops, and it 
is important that a portion of the Army should 
be concentrated at some central point, where 
supplies of all kinds can be most cheaply pur- 
chased, and from which troops may be read- 
ily sent by, rail or water transportation to all 
other points, pe ant 

It appears to me, Mr. President, and, as al- 
ready stated, it is the opinion of the most dis- 
tinguished officers of the Army, that Fort Leav- 
enworth has advantages superior to those of 
any other military post in the country. It 
was first established in May, 1827, by Colonel 
H, Leavenworth. It is not a fortification as 
the word ‘‘ fort’? would imply, but simply a 
barracks, garrison, or depot for. the concen- 
tration of troops and supplies. Itissituated in 
Kansas, on the west bank of the Missouri river, 
‘about three miles above the city. of Leaven- 
worth, T'he reservation comprises seven thoy- 
sand acres of the best land in the world. 
Two thousand acres or more are fenced and 
under cultivation, yielding a large amount of 
grain annually and affording excellent pas- 
turage for the public animals. Woodfor fuel 
aud lumber of many varieties can be obtained 
from the ‘bottoms’ of the Missouri river 
and those of tributary streams in greater 
abundance and at much less cost than at any 
points further west. Coal of.a better quality 
than any as.yet discovered in the valley of the 
Missouri has been found at the.depth of seven 
hundred feet to underlie the entire reservation. 
The Leavenworth Coal Company is now 
bringing to the surface from three to -five 
thousand bushels daily, and under an agree- 
ment with the United States, by which its 
mining privileges are secured, furnishes to 
the Government free of cost a portion of the 
coal required for use at Fort Leavenworth. 

This item of cheap. fuel is only one of the 
many advantages of Fort Leavenworth as a 
military post. .Here forage for the animals 
and subsistence for the men can be purchased 
at less cost than at any other of the military 
stations further West... It has for many years 
been the great market. for the purchase of 
horses and mules, the Government, as the 
records will show, securing. these animals at 
less cost, here than at. St. Louis, Chicago, or 
other points. During the rebellion a great 
number of regiments of cavalry were organ- 
ized or rémounted at this place. : 

From the date of its establishment to the 
present time this post has been the point at 
which the greater portion of the supphes have 
been concentrated for the military posts in the 
‘Territories west of the Missouri river, and 
thence carried by wagon transportation to the 
various. places of destination. During the 
Mormon troubles of 1858 the troops were 
organized at and started from this point, and 
during the war of the rebellion more than 
two thirds of all the military supplies for the 
Territories west were forwarded from Fort 
Leavenworth. Persons not familiar with the 


fact will be surprised to learn that from 1858 
to. 1868 there were loaded at Fort Leaven- 
worth and at the city of Leavenworth more 
than ten thousand wagons each year, requir- 


| ing the employment of more than ten thou- 


sand men, and the services of one hundred 
thousand: head of cattle and mules annually 
in hauling the supplies to their destination: 
During that period (before the- construction 
of railroads across the plains) it was impos- 
sible to transport supplies in the winter, and 
all stores had to be transported in wagons and 
within the time embraced between the months 
of May and October, inclusive, the snow and 
absence of grass on the plains for the animals 
during the other months of the year rendering 
wagon transportation impossible. 

‘he troops were then scattered over the 
plains in one, two, three, and four. company 
posts.. To establish quarters at these distant 
posts, and to transport to them the necessary 
food. for men and animals, required the ex- 
penditure of large sums of money. Since the 
construction of railways across the plains, and 
the consequent settlement of the country, 
many of these posts have become unnecessary 
for military. purposes and have been aban- 
doned or sold by the- Government at: great 
sacrifice. I could name many such which 
have been. abandoned or otherwise disposed 
of within the past ten years at great loss to the 
Government: Among them I now think of 
Forts Zarab, Gibson, Arbuckle, Wise, Smith, 
and Bascom. l have estimated the cost of 
forts and garrisons thus abandoned by the 
Government during the past ten years at more 
than three million dollars. 

Before the construction of railroads west of 
the Missouri river it was necessary to estab- 
lish these numerous small posts. It was neces- 
sary that they should be supplied with forage 
and subsistence during the summer months 
from Fort Leavenworth, it being impossible 
to reach them by wagon transportation in the 
winter. To maintain these posts at distant 
points was difficult and expensive, while the 
morale and efficiency of the men were much 
impaired by dividing them up into small bodies 
and scattering. them over so much territory. 
Every military man will readily appreciate 
this. The situation now is somewhat changed. 
The building-of roads and the protection af- 
forded by the partial settlement of the country 
have rendered’ many of these’ small posts un- 
necessary.. Some of them have been aban- 
doned, and others must be in a few years: It 
is therefore not thought wise to expend more 
‘money in erecting quarters for troops at dis- 
tant and expensive points, which, in thenature 
of things, will. not be of permanent necessity, 
but rather to select some. central point where 
everything required for the use of an army may 
be cheaply purchased, and which by its geo- 
graphical position and other advantages must 
continue a military necessity for all time to 
come. , 

Sucha place, Mr. President, is Fort Leaven- 
worth, situated about midway between the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and the Lakes on 
the north and the Gulf of Mexico on the south. 
It is proposed to enlarge it so as to afford 
ample accommodations for one full regiment 
of cavalry during the winter, aud from which 
they are to be staried in early spring to such 
points on the plains as may require their pres- 
ence, no other shelter than tents being neces- 
sary during the time they are kept in active 
service on the plains in the summer, 

The advantages to be derived from. winter- 
ing at Fort Leavenworth are the great saving 
in cost and the increased comfort and en- 
hanced efficiency ofthe troops. As. to the 
matter of economy, it wiil be appareat to any 
one that it would be much cheaper for the men 
and animals to march or to be transported to 
the subsistence and forage than it would be to 
send the forage and. subsistence to distant 
posts on the plains. This will readily be under- 
stood when it is known that at Fort Leaven- 


worth hay can be purchased: at from five 
to ten dollars per ton, while at soine ‘of the 
posts on'the plains the. Government. has paid 
as high as fifty dollars per ton, and. the usual 
price ranges from fifteen to twenty dollars per 
ton... Wood can be purchased at Fort Deaven- 
worth at from seven toten dollars. per cord, 
while. on the plains. it ranges. from fifteen. to 
forty dollars. Corn.can be. had. at. Leaven- 
worth at from twenty to fifty cents per bushel, 
- while on the plains it costs from two to.ten dol- 
lars. And so I might go onenumerating other 
articles with like dispropartionate prices. 

Why, Mr... President, I have now. on my 
desk a calculation made by one of the most 
intelligent officers of the Army, and one. who 
has had large experience on the plains, show- 
ing in detail the. increase in the cost of -all 
articles necessary for the use of troops on the 
plains over the prevailing prices at Fort Leav- 
enworth, and proving conclusively that it will 
cost the Government more ‘than ‘one hindred 
thousand dollars less to winter a regiment of 
cavalry at Fort Leavenworth, than it would to 
winter the same number of men and animals 
at.smaller and. scattered points on the plains. 
Thus, sir, it appears by actual calculation, 
made by those familiar with the subject, that 
the Government can save more than the entire 
amount asked for by this amendment. in two 
winters, f 

Now, Mr. President, assuming’ that I am 
correct in this, the question arises as to. the 
best place to concentrate these troops. I have 
already spoken of the central position of Fort 
Leavenworth, and of the large and valuable 
reservation now the property of the United 
States. Being located on the Missouri river, 
it affords the Government all the advantages 
of river navigation.. It is connected by. rail 
with all points Mast, and railroads are being 
rapidly constructed in all diréctions on the 
plains,. With the Kansas Pacific to Denver 
and Cheyenne; the Union Pacific to Califor- 
nia; the Leavenworth, Lawrence, and Gal- 
veston, and the Missouri, Kansas, and Texas 
reaching Fort Gibson and. other points in the 
Indian territory, and soon to be extended to 
the Gulf of Mexico; the Atchison, Topeka, 
and Santa Fé, extending westward up the val- 
ley of the Arkansas; and the Kansas. Central 
narrow-gauge road now being rapidly extended 
toward the valley of the Solomon; with all 
these, Mr, President, it will be seen that we 
are no Jonger dependent. upon wagon. trans- 
portation, but that troops and supphes may be 
forwarded from Fort Leavenworth by rail at 
| all seasons of the year to within a reasonable 
distance of any of the military posts. I there- 
fore submit that on account of geographical 
position, cheapness of market, healthtuluess 
of climate, and facilities for communication. 
Fort Leavenworth is a proper place fora large 
military depot. ` 

But it has been said thata winter campaign 
against the Indians may become necessary. I 
answer that if such should. be the case the 
troops can be more rapidly organized at Fort 
Leavenworth, and at less expense, than at any 
other point west of the Missouri river. 

Mr. President, it is not good policy to ap- 
propriate money to erect temporary buildings, 
j and for that reason the amendment before us 
proposes to expend this money at Fort Leav- 
enworth, in the belief that for a great many 
years to come that post cannot fail to be a most 
important military point. If the time should 
arrive when there would be no longer any 
| necessity for troops to protect the country 
from Indian incursions; if, indeed, onr good 
; Quaker friends should succeed in winning the 
wily savage into ways of pleasantness and 
paths of peace, the Government will not be 
| able, even then, to dispense entirely with the 
Army; and the same necessity will ‘exist’ for 
| some point under the exclusive control of the 
authorities of the United States at which troops 
may be concentrated and organized for active 


| duty; and where could a place be found more 
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suitable in’ all respects than Fort Leaven: 
worth? - Pe Be ah SS EEE AgS 
: In speaking of the advantages. of this point 
T ought not'to omit ‘to: say: that within a few 
weeks there has been:completed at Fort Leav- 
enworth one of the most, costly and magnifi- 
cent railroadbridges across the ‘Missouri river 
that has yet been projected for that stream, 
which will: enable thé:trains df eastern roads 
loaded with ‘goods: to deliver their: freight at 


thé very doors-of the Government warehouses: 


on the reservation. - ; ea 
Before concluding, I desire to have the Sec- 


retary read: the official: recommendations on | 


thissubject of General Pope, General Sher- 
man, and the’Secretary of War. They are 
brief. fo ten A l 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, February 10, 1871. 
The Secretary of War has tho honor to submit to 
the Senate of the United States, in obedience to the 
resolution of February 9, 1871, the report of Briga- 
dier General Pope, United States Army, in favor of 
the enlargement of the military post and depot of 
Bort Leavenworth, and recommending an.appropri+ 
ation of 350, or tha TPOSe. _ ; a 

i ; ; WILLIAM ‘W. BELKNAP, 
ł ` : : Secretary of War. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT MISSOURI, 

, FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS, January 2, 1871. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to submit the follow- 
ing remarks ahd’ recommendations concerning the 
military reservation of Kort Leavenworth, and: to 
ask that they. be submitted to the Secretary, of War, 
with sucli retnarks from‘yourself as you may think 
appropriate. If approved by the Secretary of War, 
Trespecttully ask that they. be laid before the Mili- 
tary Committees of Congress, with the recommend- 
ation of the War Department that legislation be 
had accordingly. 

Remarks, 


The military ‘reservation of Fort Leavenworth 
consists of six thousand eight hundred and forty 
acres of good arable land, well watered, and admir- 
ably suited ‘to every imilitaty purpose.’ It lies on 
the Missouri river, at a point to: which the river is 
always navigable unless obstructed by ice. . It is 
connected by railroad with all points east, west, and 
south ‘us far as the Indian country west of the State 
of Arkansas, In this tast region railroads are being 
rapidly pushed through the entire Indian country, 
west of the Rio Grande and south to the Texas line. 
It lies in the best settled and: most’ fertile: portion 
of Kansas, where:all supplies.can be as. cheaply, and 
many. more cheaply, bought than at.any other point 
in this whole region. Its natural situation, as well 
as its’ convection by rail with “all the vast region 
lying west and south in which military oporations 
are conducted, and which for years to come will 
necd military. protection, render’ it altogether the 
best and most: suitable point in: all this country as 
the headquarters. of the military forces, and the 
depot for all military supplies, 

The cavalry forces, which are required to protect 
the long lines of rail and wagon road leading west 
and south from the Missouri river, and the exposed 
settlements in Kansas, Colorado, and Now Mexico, 
are only needed for active service during the sum- 
mer months, (say frota May 1 to November 10.) 

During this season. alone. are. the Indians able to 
carry on hostile Operatians in any part of this. great 
region, and, except for tha protection of prominent 
points, the cavalry alone is efficient’ against them. 
The expense of keeping up cavalry, very consider- 
able under any circumstances, is increased in geo- 
metrical ratio with its distance from forage-pro- 
ducing districts, 

Keeping cavalry at remote posts on the plains 
during the winteris a very great, and, under exist- 
ing circumstances, an unnecessary expense. 

‘Yn the summer only they are needed in these 
remote places, and during that season they can. be 
almost wholly subsisted on the prairie grass. For 
economy’s sake and tor other sufficient reasons. it 
is very desirable, when the season for field. opera- 
tions closes; to bring in the-cavalry to points. where 
it can be most cheaply. subsisted and brought into 
condition for ictive aud eficient use at the least 
expense, ` 
conditions than any other point that could now be 
chosen, and, being already the property of the Gov- 
ernment, it would seem that good polity should 
prompt the immediate adaptation of: its extraor- 
dinary advantages to these purposes, i 

> 1 ,, Recepmmendations. - : : 

Fort Leavenworth was built originally fọr a cay- 
alry post. It contains baracks and quarters for ten 
companies. The barracks for four companies are 
now used (though: badly fitted for the purpose) for 
the officers of department headquarters, and the 
officers’ quarters for the officers of the department 
staff and the depot. 

Appropriation should be made for constructing 
suitable buildings for department officers and. quar- 
ters for officérs belonging to the department staff 
elsewhere on the réservation: ee : 

The depot buildings should: be enlarged and con+ 
venience of. storage of -public supplies inereased. 
ý these méans the entire’ post could be given up 
to the cavalry. During the summer: one building 


Fort Leavenworth better fulfills these i 


for barracks for two companies should be put up, so 
thatthe post wodld hold twelve companies of cav- 
airy. The quarters.fer officers for that number: of 
companies are already built, ; . 
` I therefore ask that the Secretary of War recom- 
mend aspecial appropriation for these purposes of 
$350,000, to.be expended under his direction, and in 
accordance with plans approved by him. ,. , |. 
Itismy well=considered opinion, as I know it to 
be that of the General-in-Chief:of the Army; Gen- 
eral Sheridan,. and. every: oficer.of rank who has 
ever served here, that every interest of the Govern- 
inent in its military service would be promoted by 
such legislation as is here recommended, esas 
.. In thisconneetion Linvite attention tothe remarks 
and recommendations contained in my annual re- 
ort, dated October 31, 1870, undér the head of *' Fort 
Leavenworth,” to-the nature of the services of the 
cavalry in this department, as set forth therein, and 
to the want of suitable quarters and stabling for that 
arm of thé service'at thé:posts on the plains during 
the winter season, as weil.as to the largely increased 
expense of maintaining it at those posts. as compared 
with ork Lonvonworth. i bedien esri 
` Tam, General, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
: < JOHN POPS, ~ : 


Brevet Major General Commanding. 


General Wm. T, SHERMAN, . General-in-Chief of. Uni- 
ted States Army, Washington, D. C. 
/{Indorsement.J, 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE Army 

ASHINGTON, D.C., January. 7, 1871. 
` Respectfully forwarded to the Secretary of War, 
approved and recommended. a ater 

Fort Leavenworth is the most valuable. military 

tesérvation in the West. It will always be the most 
appropriate depot ahd headquarters of à depart- 
ment, and. should haye. barracks fora battalion of 
infantry, regiment a cavalry, and suitable buildings 
for headquarters. These in part alréady exist, and 
the appropriation herein asked for is deemed ample 
to. begin and complete the whole: In my judgment, 
it. is better to ask this appropriation i Gpecials 
rather than to undertake the work by driblets out 
of the annual appropriation for the maintenance of 
the Army, Though the amount asked for may seem 
large, it is, in. fact, small as compared to the sums 
expended on our sea-coast forts, which are not half 
as important for the immediate uses‘of the Army. 

: W. DT. SHERMAN, General, 


“War DEPARTMENT, February, 28, 1871. 

The Secretary’ of War has' the honor to report to 
the Senate of the: United States, in answer to the 
resolution of February 27, 1871, that certain recom- 
mendations of the commander of the Department 
of the Missouri, for the enlargement of the military 
dépot at Fort Leavenworth, have already been sub- 

itted. to the Senate in answer to its resolution. of 

ebruary 9, 1871, and it remains. only for the Secre- 
tary of Warto state that the military interests of 
the United. States could not fail to be greatly pro- 
moted, and the military. expenditures in future 
greatly economized, by: the proposed: enlargement 
and improvenient of the military establishment at 
Fort Leavenworth; and for thosé reasons, concur- 
ring with the department commander and the Gen- 
eral of the Army, a grant of the necessary appro- 
priation is ed recommended, i 
WM: W. BELKNAP; Secretary of War.’ 
’ Mr. CALDWELL. Seriators wih- notice 
that the documents £ have sént up to the desk 
include á statement frorn` General’ Pope in 
regard to the advantages of Fort Leavenworth 
as a military depot. That statement is in- 
dorsed by General Sherman, ‘who strongly rec- 
omniends that this appropriation be made for 
Fort Leavenworth. “The proposition is also 
indorsed by the Secretary of War, as will be 
seen by referring to those reports. 

I have only to say, in conclusion, Mr, Pres- 
ident, that the proposition to enlare this depot 
has had the indorsement of General Schofield, 
General Sheridan; -and every military com- 
mander who has been stationed at Fort Leav- 
enworth during the’ last five or ten-years, I 
cannot conceive of any stronger indorsements 
that we could bring here than these. {f we 
cannot take. the opinion of the General of 
the Army, of the Secretary of War, and of 
the generals in command whose business it 
is-to look into’ the military matters:-6f this 
country, and whose characters are such as to 
give their statements entire reliability ‘and 
credit, I do not know to whom we can look 
for information. : 

I am satisfied of the importance of this 
measure. I know very well that if Senators 
on this floor were as familiar with the’ loca- 
tion of Fort Leavenworth and its advantages 
as a military depot as I am, they would not 
hesitate tò stand by this amendment. ‘There 
are some: Senators here who have been there. 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. MORRILL] was | 


one ‘of those who visited the reservation last 


gummer, and I regret very much that he is 
nót in the ‘Senate now to corroborate what I 
say as to its importance and the necessity of 
this appropriation. ` 

‘Tt has been objected that Fort Leavenworth 

is no longer upon the frontier. But do Séna- 
tors understand that when they go three hun- 
dred miles west of Fort Leavenworth they get 
beyond the grain-growing country, that they 
even get beyond the grass country? You get 
into what is called ‘the buffalo region, where 
you cannot cut grass enough for the animals. 
‘The only grass that grows there is the short 
‘buffalo-grass. You cannot raise grain of any 
kind. Therefore you cannot put your forts 
west'of Fort Leavenworth without being sub- 
jected to enormous expense in transporting 
‘to those points on the plains subsistence for 
thé animals during the winter, while at Leaven- 
worth you have all the advantages of cheap 
markets. , 
"J will not detain the Senate longer. ' I regret 
that I have had ‘to dogo so long, but I feel the 
importance of this amendment, and I hope the 
Senate will adhere to it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have no 
doubt of the beauty of Fort Leavenworth. I 
have no doubt of the desire of the officers of 
the Army to remain there in preference to 
doing duty out upon the’ plains where they may 
be needed. I have no doubt that it would be 
very pleasant indeed ‘to the Senator from Kan- 
gas to have $200,000 expended at Fort Leaven- 
worth. It would make it perhaps a more beau- 
tiful place, and I have no doubt that it would 
be promotive of the morals of the Army to 
remain there. But it is very possible that they 
may be needed for sdme other purpose; and 1 
merely róse.'to' move that the Senate recede 
from its disagreement with thé House. Surely, 
however ‘strong the argument may be in behalf 
of this appropriation, we cannot afford to lose 
the Army bill for such an item as this. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not desire, and 
cannot ‘at this tinie, occupy the time of the 
Senate. I only'want to second what’ my col- 
league has so well said, and reply in a word to 
what the Senator from Vermont has said. “He 
tells us that: these“ recommendatiots come 


“from Army officers who enjoy themsélves at 


‘Fort’ Leavenworth. I 'think that is a reflec- 
tion upon the “Army officers, who have volun- 
tarily year by year sent up these recommenda- 
tions, which is: not deserved or merited. In 
discharging public duties in all the depart- 
‘ments‘of'-the Government we take the recom- 
mendations of the several departments: that 
have to administer upon these’ trasts: Prom 
the Navy Department we take the recom- 
mendations of Officéis of the’ Navy; from the 
Interior, the recotimendations of officers of the 
Interior Departmenti in regard to our foreign 
relations, the reéomiendations of the Depart- 
ment of State and the ‘President. Now, why 
is it that we are not to take the recommenda- 
tions of the War Department? 

"It is not simply the-officers stationed there 
who have recommended’ this year by year. 
The first recommendation that attracted my 
attention’ was made by General Schofield 
when he was Secretaty’of War, voluntarily 
so far as I know. I look ‘upon this with no 
mere local eye or local interest.’ It has been 
recommended for the good of the Army and 
for the public service, and it is on that ground 
that this recommendation and this appropria- 
tion can be sustained. I said that General 
Schofield first recommended it; and then it 
has been followed up by every Secretaty of 
War ‘since, as well as by the general in cóm- 
mand at the post. They look upon it as a 
pecuniary advantage to the Government. 
They base their recommendation ‘upon the 
economy of the service, ‘because that ig the 
best grain market of this country. Thousands 
ot bushels of corn ‘are sold therë at twenty and 
twenty-five cents’a bashel; and it Gannot be 
purchased for the Army at that price at any 
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place that I know of on this continent. I 
now there are remote districts where the 
price, perhaps, is as low ds that; but corn is 
delivered at that price there, was last year, 
and if they have a prosperous: and fertile sea- 
son it will probably be done this year. 

So I come to this question in no mere local 
spirit, in no spirit of aggrandizement for 
Leavenworth City or Kansas.or the Missouri 
valley, but on a broader and higher ground, 
that it is promotive of the public service, of 
the economy of the administration of the Gov- 
ernment, and on that ground I sustain this 
appropriation. It is economy not only to keep 
the officers’ and men of the Army there at 
times, but: the horses, the animals that are 
brought there to recruit after long and tire- 
some service on the plains. Why, sir, a whole 
regiment of horses have wasted away in one 
single campaign, which regiment and its outfit 
cost an amouut equal to this whole appropria- 
tion, and they could have been saved, pre- 
served for the uses of the Government, if they 
had been stationed, with proper care, at Fort 
Leavenworth. 

Now, I wart the yeas and nays on this 
motion. I want to test the sense of the Senate 
on this question of receding. I, for one, believe 
it to be good economy to make this appropri- 
ation. I place it on public grounds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Illinois, that 
the Senate recede from this amendment to the 
Army appropriation bill, on which motion the 
Senator, from’ Kansas asks for the yeas and 
nays. : . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.. MORRILL, of Vermont. To vote 
‘t yea’? is to pass the bill and recede from the 
amendment. : ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Recession 
unites the two Houses. 

The anention being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, Cas- 
serly, Cole, Conkling, Cooper, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Schurz, Ste- 
venson, Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wil- 
sen—21. 

NAYS—Messrs,.Ames, Blair, Boreman, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell. Chandler, Clayton, Corbett, Ferry 
of Michigan, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Robertson, 
Scott, Spencer, West, and Windom—17, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Carpen- 
ter, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Flanagan, „Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Howe, 

ohnston; Lewis, Logan, Morrill of: Maine, Morton, 
Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pratt, Rice, Sawyer, Sher- 
man, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, 
and Wright—36. e 


So the motion to recede was agreed to. 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. WILSON. No; there is a bill on the 
table. It will takë bùt a moment to concur 
with the vote of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Louisiana withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes, to accommodate 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the: bill (S. No. 757) to authorize the ap- 
pointment, of certain officers in the quarter- 
master’s department. 

The amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives was to strike out all after the enacting 
clause, and in lieu thereof insert : 

That the President be, and: hereby is, authorized 
to nominate, and, by and with the’ advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to appoint certain officers of the 
quarterinaster’s department to the grade they would 
have held in said department, respectively, had the 
vacancies created therein by'the act of July 28, 1866, 
from the rank-of major to-the rank of colonel, both 
inclusive, been, filled by promotion by. seniority: 
Provided, That no edfficer shall be deprived of his 
relative rank or reduced from his‘present grade by 
this aet, and: that the officers whose appointments 
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are herein authorized shall take rank and receive 


pay only from the date of their confirmation. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
LAND TITLES IN IOWA. 


Mr, HARLAN. There was a motion made 
to reconsider the vote by which Senate bill No: 
986 was passed a week or two since. ‘The 
motion was made in behalf of the honorable 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunns.] I 
had a conversation with him, and he authorized 
me to say to the Senate that if he were not 
here and I had an opportunity to call it up he 
would not object to having it done. I hope 
the motion may be taken up and voted down, 
so that the bill can go to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. It is the bill (S. No. 986) to settle 
land titles in the State of Iowa. i 

Mr. RAMSEY. [should not like that’ bill 
to pass this evening. 

Mr. HARLAN. Let the motion to recon- 
sider be taken up and voted down. The bill 
has passed. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on taking up the motion to reconsider. 

The motion to take up was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on reconsidering the vote by which 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
considered. 

The motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. I hope the Senate will permit 
me to take up a bill which will consume only 
five or ten minutes and dispose of it, because 
it ought to go to the House of Representatives 
and be engrossed and have time for its 
passage. l mean the bill (H. R. No. 1671) 
making appropriations for the construction, 
preservation, and repairs of certain fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
adjourn, 

Mr. COLE, 
insist on that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir, I insist. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is an 
objection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COLE. ] call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator from 
Michigan allow me to appeal to him? I have 
nothing I want to do, but { see Senators around 
me who seem to want to make reports or have 
formal matters done to which there is no ob- 
jection. Iask the Senator to withdraw his 
motion for a moment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is time to adjourn. 
I do not withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HARLAN. I suggest that we have a 
division instead of calling the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COLE. Very well. I will consent to 
take it by a division. 

The motion was agreed to ; there being on 
a division—ayes 19, noes 15, and (at ten 
o'clock and fifty-two minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


I hope it will not be re- 


I hope the Senator will not 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 1, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D.D : 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
WILLIAM B. MUSE. 


Mr. WHITTHORNH, by unanimous: con- 
sent, reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, with a recommendation thatit do pass, 
a bill (H. R, No. 2949) for the relief of Wil- 


liam B. Muse;. which was read a first and: 


second time. : 

The bill was read. . It authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to-pay to William B. 
Muse, formerly a passed. midshipman in the 


Navy of the United States, $729; out of any | 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appro: : 
priated, as payment in full for services rene: 
dered the Government during two-years, two 
months, and twenty-eight days, said amount 
being the difference of pay between a passed 
midshipman and a master in the Navy of the 
United States: ne E 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was this man 
of the Naval Academy? 

Mr. WHITCHORNE. This claim arises 
under the act of 1848. The bill is accom- 
panied by a report, and has the unanimous 
recommendation of the committee, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that the report be read. 

The report was read. The committee find 
that on the 8d day of June, 1847, Passed Mid- 
shipman William B. Muse reported for duty 
as acting lieutenant on the frigate Congress, 
and continued thereon, performing duty as 
such, until the 11th of August, 1848, when he 
was transferred to the Warren on the same 
duty, where he remained until the 2d of 
November, 1848, when he was transferred to 
the Dale, acting as lieutenant thereon until the 
31st of August, 1849. 

The duty of Passed Midshipman Muse ag 
acting lieutenant was for the period of two 
years, two months, and twenty-eight days. . 
During this time the pay-roll of the Navy 
Department shows that he only received the: 
pay of a passed midshipman. He claims that 
under the sixth section of the act of Congress, 
approved August 3, 1848, (volume nine Stat- 
utes at-Large, chapter one hundred and twenty- 
one, page 271,) he is entitled to the difference 
of pay between the rank of passed midship- 
man and that of master. a 

By reference to the act of 1848 
seen that it provides that— 

“When any master in the Nuvy or’ passed mid- 
shipman holding any acting appointment as master. 
from the Secretary of the Navy, has performed or 
shall hereafter perform the duty of a lieutenant,’ 
&e., “ho shall be allowed tho pay of a’ waster for 
the period or periods during which he shall have 
performed such duty.” 

Now, the reason why payment has not been 
made to Mr. Muse, and why it cannot now be 
made, is that while it is admitted that Mr. 
Muse, as passed midshipman, did under orders 


agraduate 


it will be: 


-perform duty as acting lieutenant for the time 


mentioned, yet owing to absence from the 
country, and being eugaged in active duty upon 
the coast of Mexico during the existence of 
the war with that republic, he did not have. 
an acting appointment as master. It seems 
hard and unjust that under so technical an 
objection a meritorious officer should be de-, 
prived of the compensation evidently intended 
by the act of 1848 to be paid to officers of 
whom highér and more responsiole Jabor and 
duty was exacted than pertained to their rank. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a thirdtime; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

ALGERNON $. WORTH. ; 

Mr.: POTTER, by:unanimous cousent, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 2950) for the relef of Alger- 
non S. Worth; which was: read a first and 
second time, 

The bill, which was read, provides that all 
legal and political disabilities imposed by the 
third section of the fourteenth umendment of 
the Constitution, by reason of participation in 
the rebellion, be, and are hereby, removed 
from Algernon S. Worth, of Westchester 
county, New York, a minor cadet at the Naval 
Academy. at the breaking out of ihe rebellion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed. and. 


-reada third time; and being engrossed, it: was 


accordingly read the third time, and. passed. 
Mr. POTTER moved to reconsider: the vote 
by which ‘the bill was-passed:; and: glso moved 
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that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : Í 
. The latter motion was agreed to. 


‘ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION. 


` Mr. COGHLAN. T ask unanimous consent 
to report back from the Committee. on. the 
Publie Lands a bill (H. B. No. 2094) to pro- 
vide for the sale to actual. settlers of the sur- 
plus lands of the Round Valley Indian reserva- 
tion, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

‘Thebill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that all that portion of the proposed 
Indian reservation in Round valley, Mendo- 
cino county, California. which was not in the 
actual occupation of the Indian department 
on‘ the Ist day of January, 1872, for Indian 
purposes, be restored to the public lands of 
the United States, and the Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause the same to be offered for 
saie in legal subdivisions at $1 25 per acre; 
provided that all improvements made by any 
Person on said proposed reservation before 
the passage of the act shall be the sole prop- 
erty of ibe persons making or owning the 
same, which said persons shall have priority 
of right in purchasing three hundred and 
twenty acres, or less, of the lands upon which 

‘said improvements are situated and adjoining 
the same; provided further, that nothing 
contained in the bill shall be so construed as 
to prevent persons therein declared to have 
such priority of right to purchase from obtain- 
ing tiile to such lands under the provisions of 
the preémption. or homestead laws of the 
United States. The second section provides 
that the act shall take effect from and after 
its passage. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. What is that bill 
about? Gentlemen all gather down in front, 
and we seem to be passing bills blindly with- 
out the House kuowing what is going on. 

, Me. COGHLAN. If the House will hear 
for one moment, I will make an explanation. 

Mr. COBURN. I rise to a point of order. 
Gentlemen have all gathered down in the area 
in front of the Speaker's chair, and we cannot 
hear what ‘is going on, and [ therefore make 
the point of order that members shall be re- 
quired to speak from their desks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. COBURN. I have no disposition to 
interfere with the business, but I cannot hear 
a word that is going on. 

Mr. COGHLAN. If the House will allow 
me one minute, I will make a brief statement 
in‘reference to this bill. In Round valley, 
Mendocino county, California, there is an In- 
dian reservation containing five thousand acres 
of land. There are also surplus lands making 
in the aggregate thirty-one thousand acres. 
Yhere are on that reservation about four or 
five hundred Indians. An effort is being made 
to extend this Indian reservation over these 
thirty-one thousand acres of land which have 

- Been settled upon for filteen years, and the 
lands made by the settlers worth from fifteen 
to twenty-five dollars an acre. The effort 
which is being made to extend the Indian res- 
ervation is for the purpose of claiming for In- 
Gian purposes the whole thirty-one thousand 
acres of land, and thereby deprive the settlers 
who were there before any Indian reservation 
was established of all chance of entering these 
lands. Ido not think any member can by any 
possibility oppose this bill who comes to 
understand the facts in the case, but I do not 
desire to take up the time of the House at this 
late stage of the session by going fully into all 
the details, 

Mr. SHANKS rose. 

Mr. COGHLAN, I willstate, however, Mr. 
Speaker, that papers in California are making 
the charge that a portion of the Indian depart- 
ment in that State with some land-grabbers in 
San Francisco have raised $100,000 to assist 
in extending the reservation over the whole of. 
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this valley, so that the settlers may be driven 
off, the creatures of these land-grabbers put 
in possession, thé reservation removed, the 
land thrown into market, and the land-grab- 
bers allowed to steal their homes from the 
hard-working settlers. ‘There is no question 
that there are not in the northern part of Cali- 
fornia Indians enough to require a larger reser- 
vation than five thousand acres for their care 
and preservation. , T 

Every effort has been made by interested 
parties to raise the presumption that the whole 
valley is needed for Indiau purposes, but 
without avail, for there is no reason for it 
other than a desire to steal the homes built 
up by labor and hardship from these settlers, 
and leave their families in poverty and want 
for the benefitof a wealthy ring of land thieves. 

I have in my possession now a letter from 
citizen of Mendocino county stating that there 
are three hundred Indians who have been 
taken from Little Lake valley in that county 
from their different homes where they were at 
work by the day upon farms earning tbeir hv- 
ings as other laboring men do, they having 
abandoned their tribal relations entirely ; that 
those men were taken by force within the last 
three weeks by orders of the Indian depart- 
ment and put upon this Indian reservation, 
where they must be held by force in order that 
they might count up as many as eight hundred 
Indians upon it. I siate it to be a fact, and 
have the proof here, that every year the Indian 
department sell a large quantity of surplus pro- 
duce from their reservation of five thousand 
acres; that they have more tillable land than 
they can use, and that they have no reason to 
ask for the balance of this thirty-one thousand 
acres. 

There can be no possible reason for it ex- 
cept that the land-grabbers in California are 
making the attempt to steal this land from the 
actual settlers who have resided. upon it for 
fifteen years, and who resided upon it before 
the Indian department ever hada single foot 
of land in the valley. Task for a vote. 

Mr. SHANKS. I hope there will n ot bea 
vote until there is an opportuniry of something 
more being said about this matter. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I yield to the gentleman 
if he desires to say anything. 

The SPEAKER. All this is proceeding by 
unanimous cousent. 

Mr. SHANKS. This is a bill by which 
what is now an Indian reservation is sought 
to be taken from the Indians without the mat- 
ter being referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. . 

Mr. COGHLAN. The gentleman is mis- 
taken. Itis not an Indian reservation. ‘This 
bill does not provide for the sale of any lands 
in possession of the Indian department. 

Mr. SHANKS. I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to fully investigate the matter, as the 
bill has not been referred to our committee ; 
but I know that this land has been surveyed 
and declared an Indian reservation, and the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Cocuian] 
himself states that the Indian authorities are 
controlling and are putting in Indians upon 
the reservation, and notwithstanding that so 
much difficulty arises from Indians roaming 
over the country, he now complains that they 
are to be put back upon this reservation, and 
that men working upon their farms are to be 
interfered with by the Government in making 
this reservation. And yet the gentlemau 
claims that it is not an Indian reservation. 

The fact is that this land has been set apart 
for au Indian reservation to increase the Round 
Valiey reservation, and including the whole 
valley, the object of the Department being to 
put indians upon it and take them away from 
ube rest of theState. The Department is very 
anxious tbat this bill should not pass. The 
wish of. the Government is to keep this reser- 
vation. It only increases. the Round Valley 
reservation so as to include the whole valiey.. 


So far as the settlers are concerned of whom 
the gentleman speaks, they were intruders upon 
the public lands. They went upon them with- 
outauthority. . The Government has estimated 
the value of their improvements, aud those 
estimates are now inthe Department, and have 
been laid before this-House. I thought I bad 
a copy in. my desk, but [ cannot now lay my 
hand on it. Those estimates have all been 
made by appraisers. The list includes each 
man by name, with an es'imnate of the value of 
property, every dollar of improvemeut being 
allowed for, and allisin readiness for paying 
them whenever the appropriations are made. 

I hope that this reservation will not be set 
aside, and this encroachment made by the pas- 
sage of this bi:l. without the Committee on 
Indian Affairs being permitted to examine it 
and lay before the House the results of their 
examination, i 

Me. COGHLAN. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Suaxxs] evidently does not 
understand this case at all. He has himself 
admitted that he does not undersfand it. We 
do not claim that any portion of the Indian 
reservation shall be sold. All that is sought 
by this bill is that men who have gone on this 
land under the. promise of the Government 
that if they went on the land-and complied 
with the laws they would have the right. of 
preémption shall not have their rights taken 
from them. ‘They went upon those lands 
before any Indian reservation was thought of, 
and for fifteen years have been making roads, 
establishing post routes, building saw- mills 
and grist-mills, establishing: ‘schools, and 
introducing all the other elements of civiliza- 
tion into the valiey. They went there with 
the promise of the Government that if they 
complied with the preémption laws the land 
should be theirs, and all we claim is that they 
shall have the preference over the land grab- 
bers and thieves, wherever they may be, who 
are endeavoring to steal the land through the 
Indian department. This iscertainly not ask- 
ing more than justice for these men. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I must object 
to further debate. i : 

Mr. COGHLAN. This bill has been before 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and that 
committee is unanimously in favor of its 
passage. ; 

Mr. SHANKS. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Commitiee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is novin 
order pending the motion of the gentleman 
from California to suspend the rules aud paas 
the bill. 

Mr. SHANKS. 
done. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I hope it will. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. 
CoGHLAN; and there were—ayes forty-four, 
noes not counted, ae 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. ? 
l Mr. GARFIELD,of Ohio. I rise to a prive 
ileged question. { offer the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring.) That the time 
for tho final adjournment of the second session of 
the Forty-Second Congress, now fixed at noon Mon- 
day, June 3, instant, be, and thosame is hereby, ex- 
tended to eight o'clock Tuesday evening, June 4, 
instant; and the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House shail at that time adjourn 
their respective Houses without day. 

Mr. WOOD. I would ask the gentleman 
from Ohio if he can give us any assurance that 
the Honse will be able to adjourn at thatiine? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio: Í wish { could; 
but | cannot altogether say. - All the bills now 
pending between the two: Houses that are 
indispensable to be passed before-——~ 

Mr. BINGHAM, “ts debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is ndt. T 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If my colleagu 


T bope that will not be 
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objects to my answering the’ question of the 
keni leiman from New York, of course I cannot 
O it. É 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itrust the gentleman from 
Ohio will fix the hour of adjournment at five 
o'clock instead of at eight o'clock. a 
_ Mr. BINGHAM. i object to debate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I have no ob- 
jection to changing the hour if gentlemen 
think it will accommodate any one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then make it five o'clock. 
>- Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I accept that 
modification, i tink myself that we can get 
through all the necessary business by that 
time, ` 

The question was put upon the resolution as 
modified, and there were—ayes 118, noes 25. 
~ Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider. the vote by which the resolution was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, I yield for a 
moment to the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Dox.] 

CUANGING LOCATION OF BANK, 


Mr. DOX, by unanimous consent, from the 
Jommittee on Banking and Currency, reported 

back, with the recommendation that it do pass, 
the bill (H. R. No. 2848) authorizing the First 
National Bank of Annapolis to change its loca- 
tion and name. 

The biil, which was read, authorizes the First 
National Bank of Annapolis, now located in 
the city of Annapolis, Maryland, to change its 
location to the city of Baitimore, and to. change 
iis name to the Traders’? National Bank of 
Baltimore. 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

FORT WALLA*WALLA RESERVATION, 

Mr. MOREY, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back, with the recommendation that it do pass, 
the bill (S. No. 608) to correct an error in the 
act approved February 24, 1871. 

The biil was read. [6 provides that so much 
‘of the act emiled ‘‘ An act to provide for the 
disposition, of useless military reservations,” 
approved February 24, 1871, as locates the 
military reservation ot Fort Walla-Walla in 
“ Oregon,” is hereby amended so ag to read 
# Washington Territory,’’ the actual location 
of said reservation. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading ; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

EMERIC sZaBAD. 


Mr. MOREY also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (S. No. 486) for the relief 
of Brevet Colonel Kmeric Szabad. 

The bill was read. it directs the Paymaster 
General to allow and pay to Brevet Colonel 
Emeric Szabad the full pay proper and allow- 
ance of an aid-de-camp on duty in the field, 
with the rank of captain, from the Ist day of 
April, 1862, to the date of his muster, the 
same being for actùhl services rendered in the 
field. £ 

The bill was ordered to-a third reading; and 
jt was accordingly read the third time, ‘and 
passed. | 

Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bili was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLERK OF PENSION COMMITTEE, 
. Mr. MOORE, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Invalid. Pensions, reported 
the following preamble and resolution ;. which 
were read, considered, and adopted : t 


Whereas the clerk of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions has been instructed to examine and brief 


the evidence in claims referred to said committee: 
Therefore ; 
Resolved, That his pay be continued during the 
rées of Congress at the present rate of compensa- 
iðn. 


MARY J. MORSE. 


Mr. MOORE, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 2951) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Morse; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roil, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary d. 
Morse, widow of Dr. J. H. Morse, late a con- 
tract surgeon in the Army, at the rate of sev- 
enteen dollars per month from the passage of 
this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


COMPENDIUM OF THE NINTH CENSUS. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, by unani- 
mous consent, submitted the following con- 
current resolution, which was read, and, under 
the law, referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Renresentativea, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That the Secretary of the Interior 
be, and he hereby is, authorized and instructed to 
cause to be prepared, with as little delay as practi- 
cable, a compendium or abstract of the ninth census, 
for popular use and distribution; and that he cause 
to be published of the same eighty-five thousand 
copies, fifty thousand for the use of the House, twen- 
ty-five thousand for the use of the Senate, and ten 
thousand for the several Executive Departments of 
the-Government, and for distribution among foreign 
nations, 


ASSIGNMENT OF PAY. 


Mr. SLOSS. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee ou Revision of the Laws of the United 
States to report a bill to legalize assignments 
of pay of officers of the Army, Navy, and 
Marine corps, and officers, clerks, and other 
employés of the civil service of the United 
States. 

The bill, which was read, provides that when 
an officer in the Army, Navy, or Marine corps, 
or an officer, clerk, or other employé in the 
civil service of the United States, shall assign 
his pay or any portion of the same, it shall be 
a part of the duty of the paymaster, disbursing 
officer, or pay clerk by whom he is paid, to 
accept the puay-receipt voucher, duly signed, 
when presented, and pay the assignor without 
extra compensation, when the pay so assigned 
shall be due ; and repeals all laws or parts of 
laws inconsistent with this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That seems to be a very 
important measure, and I trust the bill will be 
again reported. There is so much confusion 
in the Hall that it was not distinctly under- 


| stood. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be again 
read. The Chair, however, must put in a 
little plea for the reading clerks at the end of 
the session. On yesterday bills had to be 
read four several times on account of confu- 
sion created by members who were not listen- 


ing. The reading clerks at the end of the 
session cannotendure it.. ‘he bill will be read 
again. : 


The bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do think that is not a 
good bill. It seems to me it will give sbarpers 
an advantage over the employés in our civil 
service. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
me to say a word. This bill was fully consid- 
ered by the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws, upon a very large petition of all classes 
of employés of the Government. 
stance of the bill is this: it proposes to allow 


an officer or a clerk to assign his pay, and 


when it is so assigned to: require the paymas- 
ter or pay clerk without any additional compen- 
sation, to pay according to assignment. The 


Allow | 


The sab- | 


difficulty now is this: the paymaster or payi 

clerk refuses to recognize such an assignment. 
unless paid a royalty for so doing. Such an 

assignment cannot pass anything against the 

United States, and therefore sharps charge 

five and even ten per cent. a month to men 

who desire to get advances ‘on their pay. It 

may be said that men should not ask advances 

on their pay, but they will do it; and is is 

best so to fix it that while the United States. 

cannot lose anything the transaction shall be ` 
a legal one, and employés be enabled to get 

an advance at fair rates of interest. Now, it 

is simply a system of robbery and of grinding 

down the clerks and officers. In the first 

place, the pay clerk will not very frequently 

pay unless he has a royalty. In the second 

place, the assignment not being legal, immense 

rates of interest and shaves are charged. 

l have in my mind one case where an em- 
ployé of this House who was supporting his 
father, and. was obliged to assign his. pay 
because the father required assistance, was 
charged at the rate of five per cent. per month. 

Mr. POTTER. The difficulty seems to be 
that the officer of the Government making 
the payment will not have the name of the 
assignee on the pay-roll, and will thus get his 
accounts into confasion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There 
is no trouble about that; the bill provides for 
that. It requires the paying ollicer to enter 
the name of the assignee upon his books and 
pay so much as may be due. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I wish to inquire of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts whether it 
will not be demoralizing with respect to assign- 
ors and injurious to the Government to allow 
men to assign their pay before it is earned ? 
According to this bill they can assign their 


pay three years before it is earned. There is 
no limitation whatever. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, I agree 


that under this bill they can assign their pay 
before it is due; but they cannot do any harm 
to the United States. The Government will 
not pay any more than has been earned. 

Mr. AMBLER. I object to further debate. 

Mr. SLOSS. I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 

The question being taken on the motion, 
there were—ayes 50, noes 45. 

So. (two thirds not baving voted in. favor 
thereof) the bill was not passed. 


THOMAS BURKE. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, by unanimous 
consent, reported back from the Commitee 
of Claims, with a recommendation that it pass, 
a bill (H. R. No, 2642) tor the relief of Thomas 
Burke, of Virginia. 

The bill was read. Ii authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
pay to Thomas Burke the sum of $1,100 11, 
being amount due him for carrying the mail 
on route No. 4382 from the 31st day of March, - 
1861, to the 24th day of July, 1861, without 
requiring the oath prescribed by the joint 
resolution approved March 2, 1867. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Harris] give us some 


explanation of this bill? 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, The party 


! who is entitled tothis money cannot be paid 


because he is unable to take the oath pre- 
scribed in the joint resolution of March 2, 
1867. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Why should this man, 
rather than other parties, be excused from 
taking the oath? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The report 
shows that the amount is due him according 
to the official records. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed. and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to recon- 
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sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider | 


be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BURKE AND. KUNKEL. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, also, by unani- 
mous consent, reported from the Committee 
of Claims a bill (H. R. No. 2952) for the relief 
of Burke & Kunkel; which was read a first 
and second time. j : 

` The bill authorizes and directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to Burke & Kun- 
kel, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, $8,849, being the 
value of pig iron taken by an agent of the 
Treasury Department, by mistake, as confed- 
erate property, in July, 1865, the net proceeds 
having been covered into the Treasury of the 
United States to thé credit of the ‘‘ captured 
and abandoned property fund.” 

Mr. DICKEY.’ Where does that bill come 


from? 

The SPEAKER. From the Committee of 
Claims, through the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Harris. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask for the 
reading of the report. 

The report was read. The committee find 
that these claimants were iron-masters in the 
county of Augusta, Virginia, before and during 
the rebellion; that during the progress of the 
rebellion, as was- in that section of the country 
the custom, the confederate government com- 
pelled these claimants to enter into a contract 
to furnish and deliver at Richmond one half of 
all the proceeds of their furnaces at a fixed 
price, to be paid on delivery; that these claim- 
ants complied with the terms of this contract, 
and at the taking of Richmond and the prac- 
tical close of the rebellion had near their 
foundery and on the line of the railroad, with 
the view of transportation to Richmond, this 
iron for which they ask compensation; that 
the United States authorities, in July, 1865, 
seized the same as the property of the confed- 
eracy, caused it to be sold, as appears by the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, for the 
sum of $5,212 40, the expenses of sale being 
$1,863 40, and the net balance of $3,849 was 
covered into the Treasury of the United States 
to the credit of the ‘ captured and abandoned 
property fund.” í 

The committee state as their opinion that 
this property so taken was not the property of 
the confederacy; that these claimants owned 
it to all intents and purposes until actual 
delivery, and that they ought to receive from 
the Government the amount covered into 
the Treasury as above, $3,849. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I hope we will 
now have a vote on the suspension of therules 
and passage of the bill, 

Mr. PERCH. Ido not think this is a bill 
which ought to pass at this time. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. It is a unan- 
imous report from the Committee of Claims. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes į 


81, noes 22; no quorum voting. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I demand 
tellers, ` 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Youxe and 
Mr. Gooprics were appointed. 


The House again divided; and the tellers 


reported—ayes £6, noes 26. 
So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill passed. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. SAWYER. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to report back, with the 
recommendation that it do pass, a bill (H. R. 
No. 1907) to maxe San Diego, in the State of 
California, a port of entry, 
suspend the rules to pass the bill. 

‘The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that the counties of Santa Barbara, 
Los Angeles, San Bernardino, and San Diego, 


I now move to || 


in the State of California, are hereby detached 
from the collection district of San Francisco ; 
and all the territory; ports, harbors, rivers, and 
waters ‘of said counties shall constitute a col- 
lection district by the name of the San Diego 
district ; and the city of San Diego, on the 
bay of San Diego, is hereby established as the 
sole port of entry: for said district; and the 
President of the United States, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, shall 
appointa collector, toreside atsaid port, whose 
compensation shall be $3,000 per annum. 

The second section provides that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall have power to 
appoint such inspectors, weighers, gaugers, 
measurers, and other officers as may be neces- 
sary for the collection of the revenue at said 
port; and the collector of said port may, with 
the approbation of said Secretary, appoint 
inspectors, whose compensation shall be $1,000 
each per annum, for each of the ports of San 
Pedro and Santa Barbara, which shall continue 
to be ports of delivery. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a single 
statement. I have a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury in reference to sim- 
ilar offices which have been established. We 
have established already ports of delivery, 
which have been in operation for now nearly 
a year, the salaries being paid to the officers, 
and so far not one single dollar has been re- 
ceived by the Government, as not one single 
dollar’s worth of foreign merchandise has been 
imported. That statement is true in reference 
to Memphisin Tennessee, and Evansville in my 
own State. I therefore object to the passage 
of this bill. : 

Mr.NEGLEY. That statement has no ref- 
erence whatever to this bill. San Diego is 
far distant from San Francisco, and there is 
now an appraiser stationed there at a salary ; 
and if this bill be passed it will not make any 
very great increase of salaries. 

Mr. RANDALL. I should like to know 
what duties were collected last year in this 
district which would induce us to establish 
there all these officers at salaries. 

Mr. NEGLEY. There is an appraiser there 
now. 

The rules were not suspended, (two thirds 
not voting in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
not passed. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT LA CROSSE. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have been directed by 
the Committee on Commerce to report back, 
with the recommendation that it do pass, a 
bill (H. R. No. 862) to create a port of de- 
livery at La Crosse, in Wisconsin, and to pro- 
vide for a surveyor of customs thereat. I 
pow move to suspend the rules and pass the 

ill. 

The bill, which was read, provides that La 
Crosse, in the county of La Crosse and State 
of Wisconsin, be constituted a port of delivery 
within the collection district of New Orleans, 
and. there shall be appointed a surveyor of 


, customs for said port, who shall perform the 


duties of such office and receive the compen- 
sation of $1,200 per annum as salary. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is what Í suppose 
they call civil service reform on the other 
side: creating new offices for which there is 
not the least necessity. 

The rules were not suspended, and the bill 
was not passed. ; 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to take a 
recess until three o’ clock. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
67, noes 73. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
motion. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I suggest that we take 
arecess until two o'clock. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope: we will sit here 
and take up and consider the business of the 
session. ere 


I withdraw my 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ido not object 
to taking a recess until two o’clock. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ob,no. I hope we 
will bave a recess until four o'clock. 

Mr. SPEER,- of Georgia. I move that we 
take a recess until half past, seven, o’ clock this 
evening. 0 00O ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The question recurs 
on my motion that we take a recess until half 
past four o'clock this afternoon. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
55, noes 72. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH demanded the yeas 
and nays. i f 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. POLAND. I move to suspend the 
rules to pass to a bill which I have been 
instructed by the Committee on tke Revision 
of the Laws to report with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The SPEAKER. After this the Chair will 
proceed to execute the order of the House of 
yesterday, to consider the business on the 
Speakér’s table in regular order under the 
two-thirds rule. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
thing not in order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ob- 
ject. to the gentleman from Vermont? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to every- 
thing except the regular order. 

Mr. POLAND. I ask that the bill be 
reported as a matter of great consequence to 
the people of California. . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
thing not in regular order. 

Mr. POLAND. Have I not the right to 
move to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER.. The House is now acting 
under a suspension of the rules, but the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman when the House 


I object to every- 


I object to every- 


-gets through the business on the Speaker’s 


table, 

SALE OF COAL LANDS. 
' The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 522) to provide for the 
ec of lands of the United States containing 
coal, i 

The bill was read in part. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There has ‘been enough 
of this bill read to indicate its character. It 
is a measure of such general importance that 
it ought certainly to go to the Committee on 
the Publie Lands. 

.Mr. NEGLEY. It should be referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The Committee on the 
Public Lands have considered this'bill, and 
have authorized me to offer a substitute for it, 
and ask its passage. 

Mr. NEGLEY. It should also be. considered 
by the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. SARGENT. If there is anything the 
Committee on Mines and Mining does not 
understand it is mines and mining. [ Laughter. ] 
I object to the bill going to that committee. 

Mr. NEGLEY. The gentleman owes an 
apology to his colleagues on the committee 
or making such a statement. 

Mr. SARGENT. I owe none to you. 

Me NEGLEY. Then you owe it to your- 
self. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I again ask that the bill 
shall go. to the Committee on the Publie 
Lands. f 
Mr. SARGENT. It has been already con- 
sidered there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We should have moretime 
to consider a bill of this importance than we 
can have on a motion to suspend the rules. 
The substitute, I believe, has not been printed. 

The substitute wds’réead. ' noes 

Mr: CHAFFEE. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. Does thegentleman from 
oie M; Stevenson]. yield tor au amends 
menti ` . 


1872, x 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I will hear it. 
The Clerk read the amendment as follows: 


In the first section of the substitute, line eight, 
afterthe word “coal,” insert the words “ or iron.” 
Also, in section three, line ——, after the word “coal,” 
Insert the words’ or iron.” 


Mr. STEVENSON. I suggest to the gen- 
tleman that iron is covered by the general law. 
I must decline to admit that amendment. 

Mr. SARGENT. I offer the following 
amendment: 


Add at the end of the bill the following: 
Provided, That this actshall notapply to Alaska. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I accept that amend- 
ment. I yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chasetts [Mr. Ames] to offer an amendment. 

Mr. AMES. Ioffer the following amend- 
ment: i 

Add the following proviso to the bill: 

And provided further, That nothing in this act shall 


be construed to authorize the taking of any lands 
granted to any railroad company. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I accept that amend- 
ment. 

_Mr. CHAFFEE. What has become of my 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman who has 
charge of the bill has declined to admit it. 
The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill with tbe amendments which 

ave been admitted. 

The question being put, there were—ayes 
forty-one, noes not counted. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to say that I 
see the propriety of having a bill like this con- 
sidered more matarely than can be done now, 
and hence I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to, two thirds having 
voted in favor thereof. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. With the concur- 
rence of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, who is now in his seat, I 
move that the House take a recess until seven 
o'clock this evening. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
55, noes 74. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 81, noes 81. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. How doesthe Chair 
vote? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair votes “ay,” 
and the motion is agreed to. - 

The House accordingly (at twelve o’clock 
and twenty-seven minutes p. m.) took a recess 
until seven o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House re- 
sumed its session at'seven o’clock p. m. 


HALL OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise 
for a moment toa personal explanation, which 
will take buta moment. In offering the resolu- 
tion which the House passed yesterday, raising 
a special committee to attempt some alteration 
‘in this Hall, I by no means meant to reflect 
upon the very able and competent Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds; and I now 
rise simply to ask the House to permit the 
reference to be changed from the special com- 
mittee, composed of five members, to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. RANDALL. Would it be in order.to 
move toadd the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. BUTLER] to that committee for this 
service ? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 
very much obliged to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] but the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds is an 
amply able committee forthe purpose. I was 
not aware of its constitution under the rules. 

Mr. GETZ. 1 believe I can state on behalf 
of the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds that it will be very happy to have 
the coöperation of the gentleman from Mas- 
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sachusetts in regard to the subject-matter of 
this resolution. . 

Mr. RANDALL. He may have some plan 
that may be useful to them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts can accept the suggestion and 
serve whether he chooses or not. The Chair 
will add his name to the committee. 


MESSAGE FROM THE.BENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, 
one of its Clerks, announced that the Senate 
had voted to rescind the concurrent resola- 
tion directing the President of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
to declare their respective Houses adjourned 
without day on Monday, June 8, at twelve 
o’clock m. 

Also, that the Senate had appointed Mr. 
Pratt a member of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. No. 616) to release to 
the State of Indiana the lands known as the 
bed of Beaver lake, in Newton county, in 
said State, in place of Mr. Morton, excused. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. No. 757) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of certain officers in the quarter- 
master’s department. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the biil (S. No. 754) granting the right of 
way through the public lands for the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph in Florida. 

Also, that the Senate bad agreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. No, 
382) to provide for a building for the use of 
the Federal courts, the post office, and internal 
revenue and other civil offices in the city of 
Little Rock, Arkansas. 

. Also, that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. No. 
18) for the relief of Fanny Kelly. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a concurrent resolution for 
the printing of one hundred thousand copies 
of the compendium of the census of 1870, of 
which twenty-five thousand should be for the 
use of the Senate, fifty thousand for the use of 
the House, and twenty-five thousand for the 
Department of the Interior. 

Also, that the Senate bad concurred, with 
amendments, in the concurrent resolutions of 
the House in regard to the printing of twenty- 
five thousand copies of the case presented by 
her Britannic Majesty to the tribunal of arbi- 
tration constituted under the treaty of Wash- 
ington. 

Also, that the Senate had concurred, with an 
amendment, in the resolution of the House for 
the printing of the British counter case. 

The message further anuounced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles ; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. No. 699) fixing the salary of 
the United States attorney and United States 
marshal for the district of Nebraska ; 

A bill (S. No. 142) to relieve Charles J. 
Faulkner, of West Virginia, from the legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States; and 

A bill (S. No. 986) to settle land titles in the 


State of lowa. 


The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2987) making a transfer 
of a pension appropriation from one fund to 
another ; R 

A bill (H. R. No. 2851) to provide for the 
restoration of the records of the proceedings 
of the court of inquiry concerning the opera- 
tions of the army under the command of 
General- Don Carlos Buell in Kentucky and 
Tennessee; and X 

A bill (H. R No. 2688) to grant additional 


compensation to the marshal of the district of 
South Carolina for the period of four months 
and ten days. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate insisted upon itsameridments disagreed 
to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 2322) 
to reduce the duties on imports, and.to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to the amendment of the House to the 
amendment of the Senate on page 36, agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Mor- 
RILL of Vermont, and Mr. BAYARD, managers 
of the conference on the part of the Senate. 


INVESTIGATION OF INDIAN FRAUDS, 


Mr. SHANKS. I ask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs the following : 


Resolved, That the resolution of the House, passed 
January 8, 1872, instructing the Conimittee on Indian 
Affairs to make and report an investigation into 
frauds against Indians, be continued during this 
Congress, and that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
may, in pursuance of said investigation, send a sub- 
committee of its members to the Indian territory 
during the vacation of Congress. 


That is absolutely necessary. And I will 
say to the House that the investigation made 
up to this time has not cost the Government 
one farthing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How large will be the 
sub-committee? 

Mr. SHANKS. I suppose the committee 
will decide that. You can put it in this reso- 
lution if you please. 

Mr. DICKEY. Make it three members. 

Mr. SHANKS. Very well; I will modify 
my resolution so-as to provide that the sub- 
committee shall not exceed three members. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


DECORATION DAY. 


Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 158) to 
establish the 30th day of May in each year a 
public holiday; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOLCRAFT’S HISTORY OF INDIAN TRIBES. 

Mr. STEVENSON. [ask unanimous con- 
sent to introduce for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Printing a bill relative to School- 
craft’s History of the Indian Tribes. * 

Mr. HOLMAN. | Let it be read. 

The preamble of the bill states that the 
celebrated book known as Schoolcraft’s His- 
tory, Statistics, Condition, and Prospects of 
the Indian Tribes of the United States is out 
of print, and scarcely a copy can be found in 
any library, public or private, in the country ; 
and that Mr. Foley, of this city, has the ori- 
ginal plates and copyright of the work, and is 
preparing an edition to be printed and neatly 
boundin morocco. The bill therefore directs 
the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives to contract with 
said Foley for two thousand copies of said 
work at a reasonable price. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I merely ask for its 
reference. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object to its reference. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Task leave to intro- 
duce a bill for reference. . 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I merely wish it 


referred to a committee. 
Mr. STEVENSON. Well; that is all I 


want. 

Mr. ARCHER. I ask leave to report a bill 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object. 

Mr. ARCHER. I hope the gentleman will 
not. object. 

Mr. STEVENSON. There is no quorum 
here; in fact there is only one wise man in 
the House. 

Mr. DICKEY. That means me, I suppose. 
I will withdraw my objection to the bill of the 
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June I, 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Stevenson] in 
order to preserve good nature. 

No further objection being made, the bill 
(H.R. No. 2953) relative to Schooleraft’s 
History of the Indian Tribes was received, 
‘yead a first. and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. : : 

‘ SILAS H. HAMILTON. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced à bill (H. R. No. 2954) for the 
yelief of Silas H. Hamilton; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
“Committee on Patents. 


ACCOUNTS OF OFFICERS. 


Mr, ARCHER. Iask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
for consideration at this time, Senate bill No. 
611, to continue the act to authorize the settle- 
‘ment of the accounts of officers of the Army 
and Navy. 

The bil, which was read, provides that the 
act to authorize the settlement of the accounts 
of officers of the Army and Navy, approved 
June 23, 1870, shall continue and be in force 
for two years from June 23, 1872, and no 
longer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not object to that 
bill if it ig limited to a single year. 

‘Mr. ARCHER. I will only say that the 
objection to the amendment of the gentleman 
jg this: this being a Senate bill, if we amend 
it the probability is that there will be no action 
on it this session. Ifthe gentleman will hear 
read a short letter from the Second Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, I am sure he will not 
object. . 

"The letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
SECOND CoMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
May 31, 187: 
Dean Str: I hope you will call up Senate bill No. 
. 611, to extend the time for settling officers’ accounts, 
&e., undor the act of June 23, 1870. The law expires 
“on the Blof June proximo, and as it has proved 
most beneficial and enables the Auditors to dispense 
with the services of many clerks, I hope it wil be 
continued, ns proposed in the Senate bill, for two 
years longer. In that time tho docket will be 
cleared, 
Truly and respectfully, yours, 


J.M. BRODHEAD. 
Yon. G. W. Scorieyp, M, C. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Ifanew 
account is filed it takes more than a year to 
get it through all the bureaus. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of that explan- 
ation I will withdraw any objection. 

No further objection being made, the bill 
was received and ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


CUSTOM-ILOUSE AT PLYMOUTH. 


Mr. HALSEY. I ask consent to report 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, a bill authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to sell the custom-house prop- 
erty at Plymouth, North Carolina. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to cause to be sold at pub- 
lie auction. without unnecessary delay, in the 
town of Plymouth, in the State of North 
Carolina, to the highest and best bidder, the 
old custom-honse, and the lot of land on 
which the same is situated, the whole being 
known as the custom-house property in the 
said town of Plymouth, in the State of North 
Carolina, upon such terms of payment as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the 

. Treasury. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the absence of any 
member from the State of North Carolina on 
this side of the House, I must object. 

Mr. HALSEY. This whole property is 
worth only about two thousand dollars. lask 
that a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on this subject be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TRUASURY DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. C.. February 28, 1872. 


Brr: In reply to yoursofthe27:h instant, in regard 
to the propricty of selling the old custom-house 


property at Plymouth, North Carolina, I -have to 
say that the Department has heretofore recom- 
mended the sale of this property, as will be seen by 
reference to the reports of the supervising architect 
contained in the finance reports for the years 1868, 
1869. 1870. and 1871, and it sees no reason to change 
its views at this time. The building is reported as 
being badly damaged and in danger of falling, and 


as the site will probably not be required for Gov- 


ernment purposes, it appears to me advisable that 
itshould be sold at an early day. 


Vv 5 tfully, ; 
ory repect 250. 5, BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon. C. L. Coss, House of Representatives. 


Mr. RANDALL. I think we ought not to 
take any action on this bill in the absence of 
the Representatives from North Carolina. 
On that ground alone I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Hatsry] 
when the members from North Carolina come 
in. The bill at present is not before the 
House. 

POST OFFICE BUILDING, CHICAGO. 


Mr. FARWELL. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce and have passed at the present 
time a bill to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to disposé of the old post office 
building in Chicago. 

The bill was read for information. The 
first section authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to sell the lot on which was located 
the custom-house and. post office lately de- 
stroyed by fire iu the city of Chicago, together 
with the ruins remaining thereon, in sach 
manner and on such terms as he may think 
best. 

The second section authorizes the Secretary 
of the Treasury to purchase a lot suitable in 
size and location in the city of Chicago, and 
erect thereon a fire-proof warehouse for 
bonded goods and other necessary uses of the 
Government; the cost of the whole building 
to be constructed thereon not to exceed the 
amount for’ which the custom-house and post 
office site shall be sold; and the moneys to be 
received from the sale of that site, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, are appropriated 
for the purchase of sch lot, and the construc- 
tion of such warehouse. 

Mr. MAYNARD. While I do not wish to 
be understood as expressing any want of con- 
fidence in any officer of the Goverument, I 
think that the first section of this bill is in such 
a form as to be dangerous as a precedent. It 
provides that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall sell this property ‘‘in such manner and 
on such terms as he shall think best.” Ido 
not think we should give any official authority 
to dispose of public property in that way. 

Mr. FARWELL. If the gentleman will 


offer an amendment to obviate his objection, | 


I will not object to it. 

Mr. DICKEY. We have dealt very liber- 
ally with Chicago. We appropriated a large 
sum of money to buya new lot for the erection 
of a new custom-house. It is now proposed to 
take the old lot for another purpose. I must 
object. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
House? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. AMBLER. I think this bill ought not 
to be put on its passage in this manner. I 
must object to it. 

Mr. FARWELL. I ask that it be referred 


Is the bill before the 


to the Committee on Public Buildings and | 


Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the bill (H. R. No. 2955) will be introduced, 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection; and it wasordered 
accordingly. l 


NEW MEXICO AND GULF RAILWAY. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. On 


behalf of the Committee on the Public Lands f 
ask leave to report a bill (H. R. No. 2956) to 


{ 
i 


-in the bill. 


authorize the building of the New Mexico and 
Gulf railway, and for other purposes. 
- The bill was. read. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have created already 
too many of these fancy corporations, which 
are manifestly designed to be scld out, which 
are not bona fide. I must object to this 


ill. ; 
i Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I move 
that the rules be suspended and the bill passed. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
suapend the rules, there were—ayes 77, noes 
44; less than two thirds voting iu the affirm- 
ative. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I ask 
unanimous consent to make an explanation 
of the bill. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we have passed 
bills enough of this kind. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I 
merely want two minutes to explain the pro- 
visions of this bill. : 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. _I hope the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will be allowed two 
minutes; it iz but a short time to ask. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no 
objection. i 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 


Speaker, I wish to say to the House that this 
bill is precisely similar to half a dozen bills 
giving the right of way which the House has 
passed unanimously during this session. lt is 
nothing but a grant of the right of way. The 
company is incorporated by the Territory of 
New Mexico. Jt grants only the right of way 
two hundred feet wide. It is no land grant, 
merely giving twenty acres every ten miles for 
depots. It isthe only road that the New Mex- 
icans have asked for or are likely to obtain 
during the present session of Congress. They 
desire this bill should be passed. It isan act 
of justice to them, and it should be done. Ht 
has been unanimously agreed to by the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and it is only 
right and fair they should have a chance to go 
on with the construction of this road. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe gentleman will strike 
off the New York names and the Boston 
names, perhaps we will agree to pass the bill, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I know 
nothing of the New York men or Boston men 
I only know we recoguize the 
corporation of New Mexico. 

Mr. AMBLER. This does not create a 


‘corporation at all. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
corporation. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Penasylvania. I 
wish to say, in reply to the gentleman from 


I think it does create a 


Indiana, that this does not create a corpora- 
i| tion, but merely recognizes a corporation which 


has been already created by the Territory of 
New Mexico. 


Mr: BURCHARD. Created by what Terri- 
tory 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. By 


the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Where is it to run? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Be- 
tween the northwest and a southeast point in 
the Territory of New Mexico going down into 
Texas, I hope the House will pass the bill. 
It is a matter of justice to the Territory of 
New Mexico. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the first portion 


-of the bill be read. 


The Clerk again read the bill. © 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this is not the creation 
of a new corporation, why should it contain 
these names without giving the name of any 
corporation in the Territory of New Mexico? 
What is the name of this corporation? ` 
_ Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, It is 
in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not in the bill at all. 
There are names in the bill of persous from 
Boston and New York. Let the bill be amended 


by striking out those New York and Boston 
names, ` 


1872. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I 
demand telers. i 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Towysewp, 
of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Horman were ap- 
pointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 80, noes 48, ; 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were not suspended, and the bill was 
not passed. 


MARY E. COCHRAN, 


Mr. PECK, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, by unanimous consent, reported a 
Lill (H. R. No. 2957) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Cochraa; which was read a first and 
second time. ; 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension roll, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension laws, the name 
of Mary E. Cochran, widow of J. Stanley 
Cochran, late a private in company K, nine- 
teenth regiment Ohio volunteers, from and 
after the passage of the act. 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEUK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
teas the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEW MEXICO AND GULF RAILWAY 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say a single 
word, which I hope will not be objected to, 
in reference to the bill relating to the New 
Mexico and Gulf railway. If the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Townsenxp] will men- 
tion in the bill the name of the corporation to 
which right of way is to be given through New 
Mexico, | presume there will be no objection 
to the passage of the biil. 

Mr. RANDALL. l believe my colleague 

- [Mr. Townsenp] will be willing to do that. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I 
have made the change in the bill which is de- 
sired by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Horman. ] 

Mr. STORM. I object to the introduction 
of that bill again. ` 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Then 
I move that the rules be suspended, and that 
the bill be passed. I have stricken out the 
names and left the title as it was. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink there is no time 
fixed within which the line of this road shall 
be located. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Two 
years are allowed in which to locate the line 
and ten years for the completion of the road. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [think the time for locat- 
ing the line should be limited to one year. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Penusyivania. I will 
change it to one year. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
passed. 

JOSEPIT GEER. 


Mr.. PECK, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 2959) granting a pension to 
Joseph Geer; which was read a first and 
second time, 


The* bill, which was read, authorizes and 


directs the Secretary of the Interior to place | 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Joseph Geer, late a private in company G, 
first Virginia cavalry volunteers, from and 
«afier the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


t 


i osition to offer in reference to this matter. He 
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TAKING OF TESTIMONY. 


Mr. POLAND, by unanimous»consent, from 
the Commituee on Revision of the Laws of 
the United States, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 2960) to-regulate the taking of testimony 
in certain cases; which was read a first and 
second timè. ` 

The bill was read. It provides that no wit- 
ness shall be compelled to appear or to testify 
before any commissioner or officer appointed 
to take testimony under a commission of let- 
ters rogatory, issued or to be issued from any 
court in any foreign country, in any suit or 
proceeding in which the Government of such 
foreign country shall be a party or shall have 
an interest, except for the purpose of answer- 
ing specific written interrogatories issued with 
and accompanying such commission or letters 
rogatory, and addressed to such witness. 

The bill, in its second section, provides that 
no witness shall be required on such examina- 
tion to make any disclosure or discovery 
which he would be protected from making if 
the same were pending in a court of the 
State or Territory within which such exami- 
nation is had. g 

Mr. HOAR asked a question which was 
inaudible to the reporter. 

Mr. POLAND. Itake it there is no ques- 
tion but we have the.right to regulate and 
prescribe the termsand rules upon which testi- 
mony shall be taken here under commissions 
that are sent from foreign Governments. The 
bill only applies to cases where a commis- 
sion is sent here from some foreign country to 
take testimony here. Itis very narrow in its 
application, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third tithe, and passed. 

Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the ji 
House take a recess until ten o’ clock on Mon- 
day. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to | 
a privileged motion. I desire to call up the 
resolution of the Senate to rescind the resolu- 
tion for adjourning beth Houses of Congress 
sine die on the 8d of June. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to taking up that 
resolution out of order. 

The SPEAKER. It is 


i 
a privileged, a || 
higbly privileged motion. There is no order |} 
about it. i 

Mr. RANDALL. [understood the Speaker |; 
the other day, on a similar motion, to decide || 
that it was not privileged. | 

The SPEAKER. On what similar motion? | 

Mr. RANDALL. On the question of final |! 
adjournment. i 

Tbe SPEAKER. That was on a motion to 
return a resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire ` 
to move that the House concur in the Senate | 
resolution. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
House take a recess until ten o'elockon Mon- |: 
day. We will then have two hours to act on || 
the question of the prolongation of the session. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest to thegen- | 
tleman that he fix an earlier hour, i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I will say | 

| 


I move that the: 


nine o'clock. i 
Mr. DICKEY. I desire to make a single | 
statement. | 
Mr. RANDALL. I object to debate. i 
Mr. DICKEY. Ido not wish to debate but |} 
simply state a fact. The chairman of the | 
Committee of Ways and Means has a prop- 


if 
H 
l ‘ 
rose to make it but gave way for some other | 


motions, and has stepped out of the House. ii 
He desires to make a motion with reference to | 


i limits. 


| speaking within those limits. 
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this question of final adjournment proceedin 
from the Committee. of Ways and Means. si 
hope it will not be considered in his absente. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. . 1 do not 
know any patent by which the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means hasa special 
right to make a motion on this subject He 
has gone to his conference commitiee; and 
how long are we to stay here passing. bills 
waiting his return ? : 

Mr. DICKEY. Ido not think this should 
be taken up in hig absence. 

Mr. MeNEBLY. I object to debate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Js my 
motion in order, and is it not debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is debatable within 
very narrow limits. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Well, 1 
propose to keep within those narrow limits. 
Now, if I can have the attention of the House 
without some gentleman’ s interjecting aspeech 
into the middle of my remarks I shall be very 
glad. The state of the public business, as I 
understand it, is this: that we have two appro- 
priation bills yet before the Senate, and also 
the steamboat bill and the tariff bill, which is 
still betore the Senate or in couference com- 
mittee. That committee is not yet ready to 
report. We are now approaching the Sabbath. 
We have to adjourn at twelve o’clock Monday, 
and unless we concur in this vote of the Sen- 
ate we shall be adjourned on Monday at twelve 
o’clock, because there is not time to amend 
this resolution and send it back to the Senate 
and get it concurred in there so as to prevent 
such adjournment. It is simply a question of 
time. 

Now here we are in the last days of the ges- 
sion. If we undertake to amend the motion 
to extend the session, we shall be here acting 
under suspension of the rules by which a two» 
thirds vote always takes precedence of any 
other order of business; no committee can 
report; no business can be considered, and 
there have been more calls—I will not call 


| them jobs—upon the Treasury passed within 


the last ten days than in the whole cessiou be- 
fore, and although these things are said to be 
done by a two-thirds vote, yet only about one 


|| third of the House votes in fact; there is no 


discussion, no debate, no examination. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Will the gentleman allow 
me to offer a substitute for the pending prop- 
osition ? : 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir, 
not now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this matter debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis within very narrow 


Mr. HOLMAN. I insist that the gentleman 
shall confine himself within those limits. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetis.. I am 
These are the 
disadvantages of attempting to continue’ the 
session as we are. We can have no kind of 


j debate, or discussion or examination of prop- 


ositions presented, and every gentleman here 
is pulling and hauling to get his little bill or 
proposition through. 


‘Ihen there is another difficulty. About one 


| fourth of the House have gone home, at least 


they are not present here now, and they have 


| gone home under the expectation that this- 


session would come to an end on Monday. 


| They have been excused by the House. 


Mr. ARCHER. Overtwo hundred members: 
voted upon one vote to-day. f 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. Well, sir, 
I do not see that that militates against my 
proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman’s mathe- 
matics are at fault. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There 
are forty three members absent ; I doubt, how- 
ever, whether two hundred voted to-day. One 
fourth of the members are not here; they have 
been excused, and they have gone home. on the 
ground that they would not be ‘wanted an 
more this session, and it is unjust to them an 


unjust tothe public business that we shoald 
continue this:session any longer. If there is 
any further session of Congress needed after we 
have been in session for eight long months—— 


“Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. Only 
six months. i i 
Mr. BUTLER, of: Massachusetts.. Pardon 


me; bow long were we in session last spring? 
Mr: PARKER, of New Hampshire. That 
was another session of Congress. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. This:Con- 


gress has been in session since it came into 


existence on the 4th of March of last year for 

eight months. I wanta new session to begin, 

because the call of the States was begun over 

eight months ago for resolutions, and has not 
ot down through the State of Maine. 

Mr. DAWES. Do'you want a. new session 
of Congress for that? ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do, if 
we are going to have any session at all. We 
were here in the spring for two months with- 
out any committees, and we are now attempt- 
ing to-act for two months without any rules. 

Mr. DAWES. Suppose we have a new 
session, where will we begin with the call of 
the States? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am not 
looking at that point just now. I am only 
saying how long we have been bere, and how 
‘little we have done during this session. That 
has always been the way with a presidential 
Congress, as it is called. I ventured to pre- 
dict as much last fall before the people that 
there.would not be anything done by Congress, 
aud I was taken to task for it very strongly. 
But I now call attention to the fact that what 
J then stated bas come true. Now let us bring 
this matter to a close, and put the responsi- 
bility upon the Executive or upon the Senate, 
where it belongs, if we cannot get through the 
public business by the time fixed. 

. Mr. BROOKS. Will the gentleman allow 
‘me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will. 

Mr. BROOKS. Does the Executive desire 
to call an extra session? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Ido not 
know; I have never asked him, and I do not 
propose to ask him. And if I had done so, 1 
should not be like some meu who come here 
and retail the opinions of the President in 
order to carry a point; I give that notice. 
Now, then, a little further about this matter. 
We here in the House are through with the 
business before us. What has caused this 
necessity for an extension of time? It is 
because while one branch of a given parlia- 
mentary body of which I have knowledge has 
worked all night to finish its business, and 
attempted to come up to the time fixed for 
adjournment, in another branch of that same 
parliamentary body of which 1 am speaking 
a speech of four hours’ length was interjected 
between the public business and the expiring 
hours of the session, with the intent to destroy 
the Republican party; and that was followed 
by another speech of two hours long for the 
same purpose. 

Those speeches were made on a motion to 
indefinitely postpone the sundry civil appro- 
“priation bill.. It is upon those who brought 
forward those speeches, and upon those who 
are aiding and abetting them, that the respon- 
sibility of an extra session will rest, if upon 
anybody, for want of passing the appropria- 
tion bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. LIrise to a point of order. 
-. TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] is not 
within the proper limits of. debate upon this 
motion. The conduct of the Senate is not the 
subject of discussion here. : 

Mr. BOTLER, of Massachusetts. I did not 
hear the point of order made by the gentleman. 


The SPEAKER. -Itis that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Burier] is out. of 
order in referring to the Senate: a | 
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I have 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
not said a.wosd about the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was un- 
doubtedly referring to the Senate, and the 
Chair sustains the point of order. : 2 

Mr. ‘BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Very 
well; I will not say anything more about the 
Senate. [Laughter.]} The Chair having de- 
cided that I did talk about the Senate when I 
was very careful not-to-even say “‘ Senate,” I 
will not say anything more:about the Senate. 
[Laughter.] 1 was saying that it was not 
upon the House that ..this responsibility will 
rest, not upon the Republican majority of the 
House, not upon the Republican party that 
this responsibility comes. We have worked 
honestly and faithfuily more night sessions 
and more hours, and with less whisky drank 
at night sessions, than any other Congress 
ever did. We have worked up the public 
business in good faith to adjourn on the 29th 
of May. Four months ago 1 asked the House 
to adopt the resolution to adjourn on the 29th 
of May, and we should have adjourned on the 
8d of June if it had not been for something 
that I cannot talk -about, [laughter,] but 
something that everybody knows about. Now, 
that being the condition of things, I hope we 
will concur in the resolution of the Senate 
rescinding the resolution for final adjourn- 


ment, 

Mr. HALE. If .that resolution should be 
rescinded, when does the gentleman believe 
we will beable to adjourn? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I might 
make answer to that question, but I dare not 
say anything about what might happen in the 
Senate. But I will go so far as to say that so 
far as the House is concerned we might get 
off to-morrow morning; but as it depends 
upon a body that I do not talk about and can- 
not talk about, we might not get off under a 
fortnight. Now, let us agree with the Senate 
to rescind, and then let the responsibility of 
carrying on the session fall where it belongs. 
If it falls on the Senate, be it so; if on the 
House, be it so; but in any event let the 
House place itself on proper ground. 

I see that my colleague, the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. 
Dawss, ] is very anxious that [ shall sit down, 
in order that he may follow me. He has 
always been very strenuous to adjourn this 
session of Congress.. He offered five resolu- 
tions—four, I believe; I take one back. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the gentleman 
taking back one.. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Perhaps 
I ought not to. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
order? 

The SPEAKER. The House is not in 


order. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I do not want the 
Speaker to get mad about it. 

The SPEAKER. 
occasion for any expression of that kind. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Only because the 
Speaker got mad at me the other day and—— 

[Other remarks were not heard in conse- 
quence of raps of the Speaker’s gavel. ] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from 
Wisconsin is:in gross disrespect of the Chair. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. So was-the Speaker in 
gross disrespect of me the other.day when he 
got angry at me when I only raised a question 
of order and demanded an appeal. I want 
to say now that the Speaker was angry then 
without cause. 

Mr. DICKEY. I would suggest that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin is angry now with- 
out cause. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. No,Iamnot. Imerely 
want to raise a question of order which 1 have 
aright to have ruled upon. 

The SPEAKER. What question does the 


Is the House now in 


‘gentleman desire to raise? 


Mr. ELDREDGE. Simply that the other 


The gentleman has no- 


and demanded ‘an appeal the Speaker got 
angry because I raised that question, and 
undertook to beat me down with his gavel and 
turned his back upon the House when I raised 
that question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentlema 
desire that point of order renewed? - : 

Mr. ELDREDGE, Oh, no; I do not wish 
the Speaker to rule upon it. He did that the 
other day. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
occupy one moment upon this point. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isthere any point before 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the right 
to make astatement, and he begs the attention 
of members while he does so. On the day 
before yesterday a portion of the members of 
the House, for reasons sufficient to themselves, 
resorted to dilatory motions, which they had 
a perfect right to do under the rales. A mo- 
tion had been made to fix the day to which the 
House would adjourn, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. Previously to that a mo- 
tion had been made to adjourn, on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered, While the roll 
was being called on the motion to fix the day 
to which the House would adjourn some mem- 
bers on the same side of the House as the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin refrained from voting 
for reasons well known to themselves ; so that 
when the vote was declared it appeared tbat 
there was nota quorum voting. The gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, as gentlemen of the 
House will remember, attempted thereupon to 
obtrude another dilatory motion, which was 
that a call of the House be ordered. The rule 
provides that— 

_“ Before the House adjourns it is proper to fix the 
time to which it sball adjourn; but when less than 
a quorum is present no motion can be entertained 
except to adjourn or for a call of the House.” ` 

The motion to adjourn was already pending; 
and the rule continues— a 

“Consequently at such a time the motion to ad- 
journ would take precedence.” — 

The Chair merely ordered the Clerk to call 
the roll. The gentleman from Wisconsin, in 
attempting to interruptthe roll-call, was grossly 
out of order, and of course the Chair determ- 
ined that he should not interrupt the proceed- 
ings of the House. The gentleman had no 
right to make an appeal; there was nothing 
on which an appeal could possibly be based. 
It was an absolute violation of the rules of 
decorum for the gentleman to attempt to take 
the floor; and the Chair did not allow him to 
do so. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] has been recognized. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I wish to know whether 
I have not the right to give my statement of 
the case ? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear the 
gentleman. There is no roll-call pending, 
however, or the Chair would not hear him. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I do not wish to make 
any remark which shall seem to be offensive 
to the Speaker. I have always maintained 
good relations with him, and I have always 


. thought that he endeavored to.do so with me. 


On the occasion referred to I simply raised a 
question oforder. My colleague [ Mr. HAZEL- 
TON] asked unanimous consent of the House, 
while I was raising my question, to submit.a 
proposition. The Speaker asked Me if I 
yielded to him to make his proposition. -I 
said I did without waiving any question of 
right with regard to the question Í proposed 
to raise. The gentleman offered it, and an 
objection was made. The Speaker ordered 
the Clerk to commence the call of the roil.: I 
stated at the first opportunity 1 stood on my 
feet waiving no question of right, and the 
Speaker got angry, I thought, and exhibited 
his anger to the House :by rapping me down. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Wis- 
consin is not correct in supposing that the 


day when I raised a simple question of order || Chair is angry every time he uses his gavel, as 
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that is one of the necessary means for bringing 
the House to order. : ae 
.Mr. ELDREDGE. Oh, no, Mr. Speaker, 
Iknow that is not so. Sometimes you use it 
with great propriety, but on. that occasion I 
thought you used it with great impropriety. 
[Greatlaughter.] All I .have.to sayin regard 
to that is this: when I raised the question 
the Speaker said I was grossly out of order. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state 
what question he raised? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The question I raised 
was this: that I raised a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. But what was it? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The question is imma- 
terial. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. I hope the gentleman 
from Wisconsin will state it for the benefit of 
the House. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Now, you will recol- 
lect that I did not interrupt the Speaker in his 
statement. [Laughter.] The Speaker is 
constantly interrupting me. I beg pardon of 
the House, and I beg pardon of the Speaker. 
The quéstion I raised might be grossly wrong. 
It probably was. [Laughter.] Of course we 
all know the Speaker is generally right, 

Mr. STEVENSON. And you are generally 
wrong. [Laugbter. ] 

Mr. BLDREDGE. Some gentleman over 
the way says I am generally wrong. That 
„probably is so. I rose to take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, and the Chair 
rapped me down by the free use of his gavel, 
and then turned around in his chair as though 
he was angry. Thatis my point of order. I 
thought the Speaker had no right to lose his 
temper so long as:I did not lose mine, and that 
is the only point Ihave to make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules that 
point of order. [Laughter. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The Chair has the right 
to overrule it, but nevertheless I must insist 
I was not out of order even though he does 
overrule the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say 
that he did not show any temper on that occa- 
sion, and ‘he did not intend any personal dis- 
respect or unkindness to the honorable gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin. Ata time when dila- 
tory motions are being made the Chair will 
give the minority all the rights to which they 
are entitled under the rules, but he will not 
allow any more than they are entitled to. The 
majority have rights as well as the minority, 
and it is the duty of the Chair to faithfully 
administer the rules of the House, and he 
claims to have done no more. For that.rea- 
son, and that reason only, the Chair ruled the 
gentleman from Wisconsin out of order, with- 
out ectertaining any feeling of personal un- 
kindness to him whatever. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I accepted the state- 
ment of the Chair, and can only add that it is 
entirely satisfactory to me. The only point I 
rose to was that the Speaker got angry, and 
I thought be ought not to have done so. 
[Laughter. ] ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts is entitled to the floor, and -will 
resume his remarks. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, when interrupted I was saying that 
undoubtedly my friend and colleague from 
Massachusetts was trying to get the floor after 
me, and I trust:he will.. Hewas so anxious 
to adjourn last spring that he introduced four 
-or five resolutions to that effect. He :has 
now offered resolutions twice fixing the time 
-of final adjournment. Both have been con- 
curred in by the:Senate. ‘The Senate have to- 
day rescinded the resolution fixing the day for 
final adjournment, and Ivhope:the House will 
concur with the Senate. in that motion. At 
any rate I protest as strongly as I ought to, 
and as respectfully as I must, against con- 


tinuing the session of Congress any longer 
without any rules forthe Government of-the | 


House by the suspension of all the rules on 
every occasion. 

Mr. DAWES. I presume, Mr. Speaker, 
everybody in.this House is desirous of a final 


adjournment of Congress, not an adjournment 


for a day or two. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
most important question, and I hope the 
House will come to order. 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, 
and requested members to resume their seats. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I believe 
every.member in the House is desirous of 
effecting a final adjournment of Congress at 
the earliest possible day, not a temporary 
adjournment which will result in calling us 
back to an indefinite continuance of the ses- 
sion during the hot weather. I concur with 
my colleague in the views which he entertained 
a short time since that it is dangerous to sit 
here during the hot weather. [Laughter.] 
And, Mr. Speaker, in order to bring about 
a final adjournment at the earliest possible 
moment, when the business in the other branch 
will be completed, so that the resolution will 
really effect a final adjournment, I have taken 
some pains to consult with those in the other 
branch who seem to know most about the busi- 
ness there. And recognizing the fact that on 
one or two days of the coming week it will be 
very difficult, if not impossible, to keep a quo- 
rum in that branch, I have after consultation 
there made up my mind to offer an amend- 
ment to this resolution which will fix the final 
adjournment of Congress for Monday week. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
resolution as it comes from the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

In tHe SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
June 1, 1872. 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That the resolution directing the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives to declare their respect- 
ive Houses adjourned without day on Monday, the 
8d day of June, at twelve o’clock meridian, be, and 
the same is hereby, rescinded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] moves to amend that 
by substituting what the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Strike out all after the word “resolved,” and 
ai the day of final adjournment of the second 
session of the -Forty-Second Congress be extended 
to Monday, June 10, at twelve o’clock meridian, at 
which time the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the, House of Representatives shall ad- 
journ their respective Houses without day. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to say just a single 
word further in explanation of that resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
a point of order. I ask the attention of the 
Chair to the point whether that amendment is 
germane to the Senate resolution. This is not 
a resolution of the Senate fixing a day of ad- 
journment, which may be amended by fixing 
another day. It is a rescinding resolution 
simply. 

The SPEAKER. They are both resoli- 
tions with reference to the termination of the 
session, The amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is entirely 
germane. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to say that I would 
have fixed an earlier day in the coming week. 
But if gentlemen will look at the position of 
matters, they will see that on the first day of 
next week it will be very difficult to get any of 
the ordinarybusiness that is hanging upon the 
other -branch ‘proceeded with. Everybody 
knows the reason why. -Then comes Tuesday. 
About:two days of industrious work I believe 
would enable the Senate to complete the busi- 
ness before them. But on Wednesday and 
Thursday it is very evident that it will be 
difficult to keep a quorum. Friday and Sat- 
urday will be required for finishing up the busi- 
ness; and if we fix Monday, and offer that to 
them, I have reason to believe they would 
adopt it and work up to it, so that-on Monday 


week we should be able to adjourn, all of as 
gratified. with a final adjournment. Tt .seems 
to.be recognized on all sides that the: general 
appropriation bill and the revenue bill are all 
that prevent the adjournment now. > While /I 
would gladly fix an-earlier.day if [thought that 
it would bring about an earlier adjournment} [ 
am satisfied that the best time is ‘that fixed jn 
my resolution. bee a 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. ‘Wall my 
colleague allow me to ask him a question? + 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. ae ʻi 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I-wish:to 
ask him if the Senate have not yoted down:a 
resolution fixing Monday week as the day af 
adjournment? - : 

‘Mr. DAWES. I know they have done go 
by two majority. Several of the members of 
the Senate were engaged on committees of 
conference at the time. . But I am very. confi- 
dent, on consultation with various members 
of the other branch, that if we send this over 
to them, letting the public see and giving the 
Senate to understand that all the time they 
desire for finisbing up the public business the 
House of Representatives will wait upgn them, 
and wait upon them patiently, so th¥t when 
they finish up the public business at that end 
of the Capitol we are ready to join them jn 
an adjournment, and that we suggest Mon- 
day week for that purpose and for no other, 
they will accept it. ` 

I call the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the substitute which has been read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has demanded 
the previous question. 

Mr. DAWES. I am willing to yield a few 
moments to gentlemen for suggestions. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN, Ido not ask the gentleman 
to yield unless he will allow me to offer my 
amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I insist.on the previous 
question. oa 
Mr. STEVENSON. I- move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
on the call of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts for the previous question. 

Mr. DAWES. I will withdraw the call,for 
the previous question, to allow the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Horman] to offer his 
amendment, and will then renew it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the following 
amendment: 3 


That the President of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the House do adjourn their respective Houses at 
five o’clock p. m. on Tuesday, the 4th day of June 
next, withoutday. 


Mr. DAWES. I will say, in reference ‘to 
that, that nothing would gratify me more ‘than 
to bring about that result, but the gentleman 
from Indiana {Mr. Horman] will see that.we 
sent that same proposition of his over to the 
Senate once- to-day, and he will see that in the 
present condition of things it is not likely to 
be adopted. - 

Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a question:of 
order. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I object to it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Imove thatthe House 
do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and forty-seven. mem- 


-bers voted in the affirmative. 


Mr. ELDREDGE and Mr. STEVENSO 
called for tellers. as 

Tellers were not ordered, only twenty mem- 
bers voting therefor. 

Mr.STEVENSON, Idemand the yeasand 
nays. : 

‘The yeas and.nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 50, nays 146, not voting 
44; as follows: ‘ 


YEAS — Messrs. Archer, Barber, Beatty,, Bigby, 
Bingham, Bird, Buckley, Benjamin F. Butler, Röd- 
erick R. Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Conner, De Large, 
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«Pox, Eldredge, Elliott, Ely, Forker, Getz. Giddings, 
ambleton, Hanks, Hoar. Lamison,: Lowe, Mane 
“gon, Muynard, MoNeely, Merrick, Negléy, Perce, 
áron: FY Perry; Rainey, Read, Sessions, Slater, 
-Blocum, Jecha A. Smith, Thomas J.: Speer, Ste- 
svenson, Tatfe, Terry, Turner, Tuthill, Tyner, Van 
‘?Praten, Wallace, Walls, Winchester, and Young—50. 
: ~ NAYS— Messrs, Acker, Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Arthur, Averill. Bunks, Barry, Beck, Bell, Biggs, 
“Austin. Blair, James G. Blair, Bright, Brooks, 
'Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Caldwell, Carroll, 
~ Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Creba, Critchér, 
Grocker, Crossland, Darrall, Dawes, Dickey, Don- 
‘nan, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eames, 
Parasworth. Farwell, Finkelnburg. Charles Foster, 
Henry D. Poster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, ‘Garfield. 
/Golladay, ale, Halsey, Hancock, Handley, Harmer, 
arper, John Larris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 
ays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hore- 
ford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Holman, Kelley, 
Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, King, Lamport, 
koosing, Lewis, Lynch, Marsholl, McClelland, Me- 
‘Cormick, MeCrary, McGrew, Meflenry, McIntyre, 
eJuukir Merour, Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
onros, Moore, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Niblack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Hosea W. 
Parker, Irano C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Peters, 
«Poland, Potter, Price, Prindle,, Randall, Edward 
£ Rice, Jubn M. Rioo, Eilis H. Roberts, William 
B. Roberts, Sion IE Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Saw- 
yor, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shober, Shoe- 
maker, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Worthington C. 
mitb, Snyder, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, 
toughton, Strong, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, 
Froma Washington Townsend, Twichell, Waddell, 
aldo, Waldron, Warren, Wells, Whiteley, Whit- 
thorne, Willard, Willinms of Indiana, Williams of 
New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John ‘Lf, Wilson, 
and Wood--146. 

NOT VOTING — Messrs. Barnum, Beveridge, 
oles, Braxton, Campbell, Ciarke, Cox, Creely, 
wvis, Garrett, Goodrich, Grifith, Haldeman, George 
. Harris, Hooper, Houghton. Kiilinger, Kinsella, 

ach, McKee, McKinney, Mitchell, Morey, Bli 
Perry, Platt,. Porter, Ritchie, Robinson, Johu 

Rogers, Roosevelt, Scofield, Seeley, Sherwood, 

Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Storm, Stowell, St. John, 
wight Townsend, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, 

akeman, and Wheeler—~44, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


‘The question recurred‘upon Mr. Dawes’s 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Willthe gentleman from 
Massachusetts yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill do so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If this matter is to be 
open to debate I want tobe heard. I have no 
objection to my friend from Pennsylvania be- 
ing heard at all, but I should like to be heard 


also. 
: Mr, RANDALL. You will have to seek 
permission through the same avenue that I 


ave.’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. I mean by common con- 
sent; that is all, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. During the remarks of 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] he stated a probability might occur 
that on two or three days of the next week 
‘there would not be a quorum here. I pre- 
sume that he alluded to the fact of the holding 
of the Philadelphia convention, which will 
take away many members from the other side 
of the House. Now, I want to say that while 
there is a possibility of the necessary absence 
of gentleman on that side of the House for 
two or three days next week, we on this side 
are not necessitated to attend the Republican 
convention, and we would therefore like to 
know exactly what days.those are on which 
the convention is to be held, to see if we can- 
not come to some understanding that no legis- 
lation shall be done during that time. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state that it is my 
intention to move on Tuesday next that the 
House adjourn over until Thursday or Friday. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Do these political bar- 
gains between the two sides of the House 
require unanimous consent? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no bargain 
about it 

Mr. DAWES. I only say that it is my inten- 
tion, if no other gentleman does it, to move on 
‘Tueeday that the House adjourn till Thursday 
or Friday. : : 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
the leading bills that are required to be passed 
cau be passed between this and Tuesday even- 


It is very manifest that 


son why an adjournment should not take place 
on Tuesday evening. apan ass 
Mr. DAWES. ‘There is no other reason, 
except that business happens to be so situated 
in the other branch that it seems impossible 
to bring abont an adjournment at that time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. . The pending bills certainly 
can he disposed of by that time if the Senate 
desires. l k : : 

Mr. BANKS. -It has been customary here- 
tofure to agree that no business shall be done 
on a certain day in advance, and thatthe House 
shall adjourn from that day to some other day 
named. : 

Mr: STEVENSON. There was no such 
agreement made in the case of the Cincinnati 
convention.  [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWES. I will move, if no other 
gentleman does, on Tuesday next to adjourn 
over Wednesday and Thursday. I now move 
thatthe rules be suspended and the Senate 
resolution passed, with au amendment extend- 
ing the time fur final adjournment to Monday, 
June 10, at twelve m. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is; though disorder 
seems to be most in order just now. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I can understand thir- 
teen or fourteen Democrats at the same time, 
but I cannot understand fifteen or twenty 
Republicans in addition. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BINGHAM, (standing near the seat 
of Mr. Dawes) I desire the favor of the 
House to say that there are some bills in this 
House which have already been acted upon by 
the Senate. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, 
order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. ‘The gentleman from 
Ohio [ Mr. Bryenam J is not in his seat; he 
belongs on this side of the House. [Laughter. ] 
He is my friend, and I insist that he shall be 
in his place over here with us. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well, I will go over. 
[Having returned to his own seat.) I ask the 
favor of the House to'say, in reply to the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Horman, ] that there is some default, I say it 
with all respect, in this House as well as in 
the other branch of Congress, touching the 
state of the public business. I desire to say 
to the House that there are at least two bills 
now on the Speaker’s table which should be 
passed. I waive altogether questions of differ- 
ence that may arise between myself and other 
gentlemen upon this floor touching what is 
known as the Ku Klux bill; I remember the 
fact thata majority of this House have already 
recorded their votes against that bill. Bat 
there are two other bills upon the Speaker’s 
table which have received the assent of the 
Senate, aud which have either once or oftener 
within the last ten days received the assent 
ofa majority of the members upon this floor, 
on motions to suspend the rules and pass 
them. Those bills are of as much moment to 
every party organization in this country, to 
every State and congressional district, as any 
other measure which remainsunacted on. 

Mr. BECK. Is this debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous con- 
sent, pending a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BECK. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Dawes,] to suspend the rules and pass 
the resolution of the Senate with the amend- 
ment he has indicated. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. Why not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has any business inter- 
vened since the House voted down a motion 


Is a question of order 


I rise to a question of 


jug at five o’clock. ‘There is no political rea- {| to adjourn? 
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‘The SPEAKER. ~ A motion to suspend the 
rales has been made since then. 3 

‘The question waś'then faken on the motion 
to adjoure ; and apon a division there were— 
ayes 41, noes 123. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, culled for 
the yeas and nays. l 

The question was taken on ordering the 
yeas and nays, and there were twenty in the 
affirmative: not one fifth of the last vote. 

‘Mr. STEVENSON called for tellers on 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers ; 
and there were twenty-one in the affirmative ; 
not one fifth of a quorum. 

So: tellers were. not ordered, and the yeas 
and nays were not ordered. A 

The motion to adjourn accordingly was not 
agreed to. . 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass the 
rescinding resolution of the Senate, with an 
amendment extending the time for final ad- 
jourtiment to Monday, June 10, at twelve m, 

The question was taken vivy voce, and the 
Speaker announced that in his opinion two 
thirds had voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
MAYNARD called for the yeas and nays. 

‘The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and nays; and there were twenty-one in 
the affirmative; not one fifth of the last full 
vote. 

Before the result of the vote was declared, 

Mr. BINGHAM called for tellers on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers; 
and there were twenty-three in the affirmative ; 
not one fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were not ordered, and the yeas 
and nays were not ordered. 

Several members called for a division on the 
vote upon suspending the rules, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
127, noes 61. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. ELDREDGE culled for the yeas and 


nays. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Honse has already 
refused the yeas and nays on this motion. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I-call for tellers on 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The House has also 
refused tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call for tellers on the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. STEVENSON were appointed. ` 

The. House again divided; and the tellers 

reported that there were—ayes 125, noes 60. 
_ fhe SPEAKER. Two thirds having voted 
in the affirmative, the rules are suspended, and 
the resolution with the amendment moved 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Daves] is adopted. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I call for the yeas and 
nays on suspending the rules and passing that 
resolution with the amendment indicated. 

The SPEAKER, It is not within the rules 
to aguin submit the question of ordering the 
yeas and nays; but the Chair will do so if 
there is no objection. 

Mr. DICKEY. 1 object. 

Mr. PERCE. I move to retonsider the 
vote by which the House refused to order the 
yeas and nays, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state where 
the result óf a viva voce vote has been declared 
by the Chair, the yeas and nays have been 
asked and refused, and tellers on ordering the 
yeas and nays have been asked and refaged, all 
that does not deprive the House of a right to 
a vote by a division or by tellers. But the 
taking of the vote by division and by tellers 
does not revive the right to a vote by yeas and 


nays. - 
Mr. ELDREDGE. But have we not the 
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right to demand the yeas and nays after a 
division, and after tellers have been ordered, 

and after the tellers have decided against us? 
ate SPEAKER. The rale is perfectly 

plain ; 

- Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 

point of order, t 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will make this 
matter perfectly clear if gentlemen will be 
quiet. On the viva voce vote the Chair decided 
that the ayes had it. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Bur_er] then demanded 
the yeas and nays. Twenty- gentlemen rose, 
and the Chair declared that as noża sufficient 
number. Then tellers were asked on order- 
ing the yeas and nays, and twenty three mem- 
bers rose. The Chair announced that as not 
a sufficient number. Then a division was 
asked upon the motion. These proceedings 
did not deprive the House of the rightto a 
division nor of the right to tellers upon the 
question, both of which have been had; but 
the vote by a division and by tellers does not 
revive the right to the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I raise 
the point of order that the Constitution gives 
the right to one fifth of the members present 
to have the names of those voting inscribed 
upon the Journal, 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman did 
not get one fifth. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Perce] makes a motion which 
is perfectly in order. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I raise a question of 
order. I think the record will show that tell- 
ers were not asked on the yeas ard nays, but 
were asked on the adoption of the motion. 

Several Membens. They were asked on both. 

Mr. STEVENSON. [ understand that I 


am mistaken. 
The Chair would be very 


I raise a 


The SPEAKER, 
glad if no objection would be made to resub- 
mitting the question of ordering the yeas and 


nays. f 

Mr. STEVENSON. TI hope the Chair will 
do so, in view of the vote just given on the 
count by tellers. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, I raise a question of 
order. My point is that after the House has 
divided, and the Speaker has declared his 
decision, and tellers have been demanded, and 
the tellers have reported their count, we still 
have the right to demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Not if they have been 
before refused. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Perce] has made a perfectly 
legitimate motion, that the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were refused shall be recon- 
sidered. 


Mr. PERCE. I call for the yeas and nays 
on that question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will per- 


ceive that the yeas and nays cannot be called 
upon this motion, The Chair is glad, how- 
ever, that the point has been raised. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. As the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Perce] has moved to 
reconsider, I wish to inquire on which side he 
voted upon the original question. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is not material. 
There is no record of the vote. The Chair 
will remark that a motion to reconsider the 
vote ordering or refusing to order the yeas 
and nays is not itself subject to a call for the 
yeas and nays, for it is merely one of the pro- 
cesses of determining the question of yeas 
and nays; itis not a question of itself. 

Mr. SUEVENSON. Pending that motion 
I move that the House take a recess till to- 
morrow at eleven o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has pro- 
nounced his decision that the ayes have it, 
and that the resolution of the Senate with 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is agreed. to. 

Mr. STEVENSON. But a motion is pend- 
ing to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. To reconsider what? 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. To re- 


consider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were refused. ; 
The SPEAKER. But ifthe decision upon 
that question is cut off, the resolution stands 
adopted upon the vote already taken. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If the 
decision upon reconsideration be cut off, it 
cuts off everything connected with that ques- 
tion. F 
The SPEAKER. Notat all. ; 
The qnestion being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Perce, to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were refused, there were, on 
a division—ayes thirty-eight, noes not counted. 
The SPEAKER. There is evidently a 
majority adverse to reconsideration. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I demand the yeas and 


nays. 

The SPEAKER. A call for the yeas and 
nays is not admissible upon this question. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 1 take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Before the question is 
taken on the appeal of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, the Chair desires. that the House 
may distinctly understand the question, for it 
is one that does not often arise and is a very 
nice question in parliamentary law. The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Perce] has 
moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
House refused to order the yeas aud nays. 
The Chair decides that that motion is not sub- 
ject to a call for the yeas and nays, because it 
is merely a part of the process of determining 
whether the House will have the yeas and 
nays; ibis nota *‘ question” within the mean- 
ing of the Constitution ; it is merely a part of 
the process of counting to determine whether 
the House will have the yeas and nays on the 
pending question ; and therefore a call for the 
yeas and nays is not admissible. The gentle- 
man from Wisconsin appeals from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. DAWES. 
the table. 

Mr. RANDALL, I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay the appeal on the 


table. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
a parliamentary question. Where one fifth 
have the constitutional right to order the yeas 
and nays, is it not in order for one fifth to 
reconsider ? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. The only 
question is, will the House agree to have it 
resubmitted, and that depends on a majority 
vote. Where two thirds are required under 
the constitutional amendment a majority may 
reconsider, and so too a majority can reconsider 
where one fifth is required to order the yeas 
and uays. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
that decision I take an appeal. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There is one appeal 
already pending. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is evident these 
motions are dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on laying 
the appeal on the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
110, noes 16. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 


nays. 

Mr. BANKS. Can the yeas and nays be 
ordered on this motion? ` 

The SPEAKER. They cannot; but as 
this is personal to himself, the Chair hopes the 
gentleman will allow the yeas and nays to be 
ordered. 

Mr. BANKS. It is not right to have a false 

recedent established of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts objects the Chair cannot.enter- 
tain the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is there anything on 
which we can have the yeas and nays? 


Mr. ELDREDGE. Idemand the yeas and 


T move to lay that appeal on 


From 


I demand the yeas and 


ays. 
“The SPEAKER. In the process of determin- | 
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ing whether the. House will order the yeasand 
nays the House cannot by any side motion bs 
subjected to a call of the yeas and:-nays. . The 
House cannot by a side. motion be made to do 
tnat which the large majority have already 
voted to refrain from, PRS 

Mr. BANKS. If the Chair will allow me, I 
will state the rulein another way. The motion 
to recon-ider always takes the characteristics 
of the original motion, and where the yeas and 
nays could not be taken on the original ques- 
tion they cannot be taken on the motion to 
recousider or on an appeal or any other ques- 
tion growing ont of that reconsideration, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DAWES. By ten o'clock Monday 
morning the committee of conference on the 
tariff bill will be ready to report; and I there- 
fore move we take a recess until that time, 

Mr. RANDALL. What becomes of the 
other motion? 

The SPEAKER. That has been carried, 
two thirds voting in the affirmative. The 
question now recurs on the motion to adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
23, noes 115. : 

Mr. STEVENSON demanded tellers. ; 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes, and 
Mr. Burien of Massachusetts, were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 25, noes 95. 

Mr. ELDREDGE demanded the yeas and 


ays. 
nays ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that they had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: . 

An act oj No. 18) for the relief of Mrs. 
Fanny Kelly; . 

An act (S. No. 382) to provide for a build- 
ing for the use of the Federal courts, post 
office, internal revenue, and other civil offices 
in the city of Little Rock, Arkansas ; 

An act (S. No. 429) supplementary to an 
act entitled “ An act to aid in the construction 
of telegraph lines, and to secure to the Gov- 
ernment the use of the same for postal, mili- 
tary, and other purposes,” approved July 24, 
1866; ` 

An act (S. No. 486) for the relief of Brevet 
Colonel Emeric Szabad ; : 

An act (S. No. 546) relative to homestead 
settlers burned out in the States of Minesota, 
Wisconsin, and Michigan ; 

An act (S. No. 595) to fix the pay of cer- 
tain rear admirals on the retired list of the 
Navy ; : 

An act (S. No, 608) to correct an error in 
the act approved February 24, 1871; 

An act (S. No. 659) relative to the entry and 
clearance of ferry-boats and of bonded cars 
passing from one State to another through for- 
eign contiguous territory ; . 

An act (S. No. 710) to refund certain duties 
paid by the Winona and St. Peters Railroad 
Company; : 

An act (S. No. 745) relating to a site for 
public buildings in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, 
and Sacramento, California ; 

An act (S. No. 754) granting the right of 
way through the public lands for the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph in Florida ; 

An act (S. No. 757) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of certain officers in the quartermaster’ s 
department ; i: ; 

An act(S. No. 790) to extend the provisions 
of anactentitled “An act for the relief of cer- 
tain. purchasers of lands from Bartholomew 
Cousin,” approved February 18, 1871; 

An act (S. No. 823) to cancel a certain deed 
to the United States of America; 

An act (S. No. 837) to authorize the issue 
of an American register to the brig Delphine; 
An act (S. No. 855) to provide for the sale o 
the Marine hospital and grounds. at San Fran- 

cisco 3 FM ; 
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oka act’ (S.No. 857) granting: a pension to 
Margaret: H. Judd, of Wilmington, Delaware; 
©" An act (S.No. 897) in regard to the com- 
tmencement of increased pay to promoted offi- 
eers'in the Navy; <: : S 
-An act.(S. No. 910) relating to inventories 
and ‘accounts of the property of the United 
States’ in‘public: buildings and grounds; and 
‘SAn ach’ (S. No. 1105) for the relief of 
Harman. E. Wentworth, late second lieutenant 
fourteenth New York heavy artillery. - 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. AMBLER. I-demand the regular order. 
““The SPEAKER. The question is on order 
ing the yeas and nays on the motion to ad- 


journ. 
“The House divided; and there were—ayes 
22, noes 85, 

So (more than one fifth voting affirmatively) 
the yeas and nays were ordered. - 

The question was then taken on the motion 
to ‘adjourn; and it was decided -in the nega- 
tive—yeas 48, nays 138, not voting 54; as 
follows: f 


“"YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barry, Beatty, Bigby, 
Bird, Buckley, Burdett, Benjamin Butler, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Cobb, Coburn, Conner, Cross- 
Jand, Darrall, De Large, Dox, Dunnell, Eldredge, 
Elliott, Ely, Getz, Giddings, Hays, Hereford, Hoar, 
Holman, Lamison, Manson, Maynard. McNeely, 
Morey, Perce, Price, Rainey, Read, William R, 
Roberts, Slater, II. Boardman Smith, John A. 
mith, Thomas J. Speer, Storm, Terry, Turner, 
Van Trump, Wallace, Walls, and Winchester—48, 
NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Ames, Arthur, 
Averill, Banks, Barber, Beck, Bell, Biggs, Austin 
Blair, Bright, Brooks, Buffinton, Burchard, Rode- 
rick R. Butler, Carroll, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, 
Crebs, Critcher, Crocker, Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, 
n Bose, Dueli, Duke. Eames, Farnsworth, Farwell, 
finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
‘Garfield, Garrett, Golladay, Goodrich, Haldeman, 
Hale, Halsey, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, 
lanks, Harper, George E. Harris, John T. Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W, 
Hazelton, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Kelley, Kellogg, 
endall, Kerr, Keteham, King, Lamport, Lansing, 
Lewis, Lowe, Lynch, Marshall. McClelland, McCor- 
mick, McCrary, McGrew, McHenry, McIntyre, 
MedJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, Merrick, Benjamin 
F. Meyers, Monroe, Moore, Morgan, Morphis, Leon- 
ard Myers, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Isaac O. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
‘Peters, Prindle, Randall, Edward Y. Rice, John 
M. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, Robinson, Sion H. Rogers, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Shella- 
barger, Shober, Shoemaker, Slocum, Sloss, Worth- 
dngton C. Smith, Snyder, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevens, Stoughton, Strong, St. John, Swann, 
Thomas, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Walden, Waldron. Warren, Wells, 
Whiteley, Whitthorne, Willard. Williams of Indiana, 
Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Jobn 
T. Wilson, and Young—138, 
; NOT VOTING—Messrs Adams, Barnum, Bevor- 
idge, Bingham, James @. Blair, Boles, Braxton, 
Clarke, Comingo, Cox, Creely, Davis, Forker, Henry 
.. Foster, Griffith, Harmer, Hooper, Houghton, 
Killinger, Kinsella, Leach, McKee, McKinney, 
Mitchell, Negley, Orr, Aaron E. Perry, Eli Perry, 
Plait, Poland, Porter, Potter, Ritchie, John Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, 
Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Stevenson, Stowell, Suth- 
erland, Sypher, Taffo, Dwight Townsend, Twichell, 
Tynen psom, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wheeler, and 
ood—ő4. 


So the House refased to adjourn. 


During the roll-caH, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE said: My colleague, 
Mr. VAUGHAN, is absent from the House 
to-night on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced 
As above recorded. 


- ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found duly 
enrolled bills and a joint resolution of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2411) granting a pen- 
sion to A. Schuyler Sutton; ” 

An act (H. R. No. 2419) granting a pension 
to William Freshone;.— - : 

An act (H. R. No. 2623) to provide forthe 
removal of the Flathead and other ‘Indians 
from the Bitter Root valley, in the Territory 
of Montana ; Re a 

An act (H. R. No. 903) for the relief.of 


George A. Stevens, of the. United States 
Navy; os 

An act (H. R. No. 2334) to confirm to the 
Great and Little Osage Indians a reservation 
in the Indian territory ; 

“A joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) pro- 
viding for amore effective system of quaran- 
tine on the southern and Gulf coasts ; 

An.act (H. R. No. 2937) making a transfer 
of a pension appropriation from one fund to 
another ; , 

An act (H. R. No. 2851) to provide for the 
restoration of the records of the proceedings 
of the court of inquiry concerning the opera- 
tions of the army under the command of 
General Don Carlos Buell in’ Kentucky and 
Tennessee; and : 

An act (H. R. No. 757) to carry into effect 
the fourth article of the treaty of February 
28, 1867, with the Seneca, Shawnee, Quapaw, 
and other Indians. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Sr. JORN was 
granted indefinite leave of absence on account 
of illness. 

JOSHUA HILL. 


On motion of Mr. WHITELEY, by unan- 
imous consent, leave was given to withdraw 
papers in the case of Joshua Hill. 

Mr. DAWES. I now renew my motion 
that the House take a recess until half past 
nine o'clock on Monday morning. 

Mr. CONGER. Say ten. 

Mr. DAWES. I modify my motion so as 
to make the hour ten o’clock, and I call the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at nine o’clock and forty- 


five minutes p. m.) the House took a recess 
until ten o’clock a. m. on Monday. 


MORNING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House re- 
sumed its session at teu o’clock a. m., (Monday, 
June 3.) ; 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to ; and accordingly 
(at ten o’clock and one minute a. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. COGHLAN: A joint resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of California, asking 
Congress to pass the bill for the relief of set- 
tlers on the Suscol ranch. 

By Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio: The petition 
of Charles Henry Kirby, praying to be restored 
on the pay-rous of the Army. 

By Mr. L, MYERS: The memorial of Jay 
Cooke & Co., William Sellers & Co., Powers 
& Weightmann, and 10 others, asking Congress 
to consider the claims of Oliver Evans Woods 
on account of his improvements in the postal 
service of the United States. 

By Mr. NIBLACK: The memorial of Rev. 
M. M. C. Hobbs, late chaplain of the eightieth 
Indiana volunteers, praying for a pension. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 1, 1872. 


The Senate met at twelvem. Prayer by 
Rey. E. D. Owen, of Washington, District of 
Columbia. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Jour- 
nal-of yesterday's proceedings. 

Mr. COLE. I move to dispense with the 
reading of the Journal and proceed with the 


fortification bill. 


i ‘Ehe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from California asks unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the Journal, and 
that the fortification bill be taken up. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. For that 
purpose, and subject to the morning business, 
{ have no objection to dispensing with the 
reading of the Journal. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Subject to the 
morning business the reading of the Journal 
is dispensed with, and the fortification bill 
taken up. The Chair will first submit as 
morning business, under the twenty-fourth 
rule, various amendments of the House of 
Representatives to Senate bills. 

INDIANS OF NORTHERN SUPERINTENDENCY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. No. 508) for the relief 
of certain tribes of Indians in the northern 
superintendency. 

The amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was at the end of the first section 
to insert the following: 

Provided, That no sale shall be approved unless 
the average sales of each of said parcels of said 
lands shall be at least $2 50, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the Sen- 
ate non-concur in the amendment of the 
House and ask for a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
the conferees on the part of the Seuate to be 
appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice 
President appointed Mr. Hircucocx, Mr. 
Haruay, and Mr. Davis of West Virginia, 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH IN FLORIDA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 754) granting 
the right of way through the public lands for 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
in Florida. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
the House, which was to strike out all after 
the enacting clause of the bill and insert the 
following: 

That the right of way through the public lands be, 
and the same is hereby, granted to the Great South- 


; ern Railway Company, a corporation created under 


the laws of the State of Florida, its successors and 
assigns, for the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph from the St. Mary’s river, in the State of 
Florida, to Key West, in said State, together with a 
branch road from the most eligible point on said 
rvad to Tampa bay and Caloosa eutrance, in said 
State; and theright, power, and authority are hereby 
given to said corporation to take, from the public 
lands adjacent to the line of said road, materials for 
the construction thereof. Said way is granted to 
said railroad to the extent of one hundred feet in 
width on each side of the central line of said road 
where it may pass through the public domain, in- 
cluding grounds for station buildings, werkshops, 
depots, machine-shops, switches, side-tracks, turn- 
tables, and water-stations, to an amount not exceed- 
ing twenty for each ten milesin length of the main line 
of said railroad: Provided, That within one year from 
the passage of this act thesaid company shail file with 
the Secretary of the Interior its acceptance of the 
terms of this act, and a map of the route, exhibiting 
the line of the road and its branch, as the same hag 
been located, and shall complete said road within 
ten yoars of the passage of this act, It shall be the 
duty of the said company to permit any other rail- 
road, which has been or shall be authorized by the 
United States, or by the State of Florida, to form 
running connections with its road on fair and equi- 
table terms, In case of disagreement euch terms 
shall be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Src. 2. That said road shall be a post route and a 
military road; and Congress at any time, having 
due regard for the rights of said company, may fix 
rates of tariff for transportation of troops, materials 
of war, and mails, and may add to, alter, or amend 
this act. 

Sec. 3. That Congress reserves to itself the right 
to alter, amend, or repeal this act whenever in its 
judgment the interests of the people may require it, 


Mr. OSBORN. I move that the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DENVER, ETC., RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of. the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 984) granting 
the right of way through the public lands to 
the Denverand Rio Grande Railway Company. 
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The amendments of the House of Repre- 


sentatives were, in line seven, to strike out the 
word ‘‘ forty?’ and insert the word “twenty;?? 
iu the same line to strike out ‘‘five’’ and in- 
sert ‘ten ;’’ in line twelve to strike out the 
word “‘duly;” and also to add the following 
proviso: i 7 

Provided, That said company shall complete its 
railway to æ point on the Rio Grande as far south 
as Santa Fé, within four ycars of the passage of this 
act, and shall complete fifty miles additional south 
ofsaid point in each year thereafter, and in default 
thereof, the rights and privileges herein granted 
shall be rendered null and void so far as respects 
tue unfinished portion of said road: And provided 
Jurther, That nothing in this act contained shail be 
construed as affirming or denying the right of any 
Territory to incorporate a railroad company. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate non- 
concur in the amendment of the House, and 
ask for a committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Honses, the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed 
by the Chair. . ` 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice 
President appointed Mr. Scorr, Mr. STEWART, 
and Mr. Cooper, conferees on the part of the 
Senate. i 

FANNY KELLY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 18) for the 
relief of Mrs. Fanny Kelly. 

The amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives was to strike out all of the bill after the 
enacting clause, and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That tae Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Mrs. 
Fanny Kelly the sum of $10,000, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full 
for property taken and destroyed by the Sioux In- 
dians in the year 1864, 


Mr. POMEROY. I think we had better 
concur in that. 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I move a concur- 
rence in the amendment of the House. 
The amendment was concurred in, 
GEORGE W. PARRIS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 2418) granting a pension 
to George W. Parris. 

The amendment of the House to the amend- 
ment of the Senate was to strike out the word 
“ eight,’ in line seven of the bill, and insert 
in lieu thereof the word ‘‘fifteen;’’ so that 
the bill will read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of George W. Parris, of Dayton, 
Ohio, at the rate of fifteen dollars per month, to take 
effect from and after the passage of this act, 


Mr. EDMUNDS, Let that lie on the table 
for the time being. I do not understand the 
reason of it. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about to state that it brings up the well-known 
diference between the two Houses whether a 
pension shall commence from the passage of 
the act or from some timein the past. In this 


from eight to fifteen dollars a month. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is another way of 
doing the same thing. Let it lie on the table. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie on the 
table. ; 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT LITTLE ROCK. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 382) to provide 
for a building for the use of the Federal courts, 
post office, internal revenue and other civil 
offices in the city of Little Rock, Arkansas. 

The amendment of the House was to add to 
the bill the following proviso:: 


rovided, That no part of. the sum herein appro- 
pa be used or expended until avalid title 
to the site of said building shall be vested in the 
United States, and until the State.of Arkansas shall 
duly release and relinquish its jurisdiction over the 
same, and its right to tax said site and the property 
which may be thereon during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the owner thereof. 


i 
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Mr. RICE. I move that the Senate concur | 
in that amendment, . . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
colleague also desires concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1241) for the relief of 
A. G. Booth, late assistant assessor in the 
twenty-first revenue district of Pennsylvania, 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. POOL. I object to the second reading 
of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
North Carolina objects to the second reading 
of the bill, and it will therefore be placed on 
the Calendar on its first reading, 

The bill (H. R. No. 2948) for the relief of 
Lucy A. Baker and Mary A. Baker, children 
of John M. Baker, deceased, was read the 
first time by its title. 

Mr. POOL. ‘I object to the second reading 
of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 


DISABILITIES OF CHARLES J. FAULKNER. 


Mr. BOREMAN, ` I ask permission of the 
Senate to take up a little bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I havea report to make. 

Mr. BOREMAN. It is a bill relieving 
Charles J. Faulkner from his political disabili- 
ties. There is but one man in my State under 
political disabilities, and I should like to have 
them removed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia asks. unanimous consent 
to consider the billindicated by him. If there 
be no objection it will be reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I should like to ask the 
Senator to allow me to offer an amendment 
to that bill covering some persons in my own 
State. 

Mr. POMEROY. If it is going to be 
amended, while I do not want to object, I 
shall feel compelled to do so. i 

Mr. NORWOOD. [ will 
amendment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 142) to relieve Charles 
J. Faulkner, of West Virginia, from the legal 


and political disabilities imposed by the four: | 


teenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


ross i TER 3 : R oidi 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a i| bill with an amendment, to strike out in line 


third reading, and read the third time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is, ‘Shall the bill pass?’ which, by the Con- 
stitution, requires a two-thirds vote? 

The bill was passed. 

ATTORNEY AND MARSHAL FOR NEBRASKA. | 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask unavimous con- 
sent to take up Senate bill No. 699. It will 
cause no debate whatever. It isa bill reported 


: : hb ittee on the Judiciary several 
case the House propose to raise the pension |i by the Committee y 


months ago to correct av omission in the judi- 
ciary law in regard to the marshal and district 
attorney of Nebraska, | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That isa billthat ought 
to pass. It puts the marshal and district 
attorney of Nebraska on the same footing with 
all the others. 

Mr. SAWYER. JI have a precisely similar. 
bill in regard to the marshal of South Carolina, 
and Í ask to have both passed. It will take 
but a minute to pass both bills: ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. At this period 
of the session, if Senators do not object, many 
of these private bills may be. passed; but if 
Senators object because all cannot be passed, 
none willbe passed... . : 

Mr. POMEROY. I shall never vote to 
adjourn this. session until those bills which 
require no discussion, and can be passed by 


not offer the | 


unanimous consent, have all had one oppor- 
tunity. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be-no 
objection the bill indicated by the Senator 
from Nebraska: will be reported, subject: to 
objection or a demand for the Yegular order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to: con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 699) fixing the salaries 
of the United States attorney and’ United 
States marshal for the district of Nebraska: 
It provides that the United States’ district 
attorney and United States marshal for the 
district of Nebraska shall, in addition to their 
stated fees, be paid annually by the United 
States $400 each, in full compensation for alk 
extra services, the payment to be made quar 
terly at the Treasury of the United States, 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported 
the bill with an amendment to strike out 
“ $400"? and insert ‘* $200.” ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third- time, and 
passed. ; 

MARSHAL OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent 
to take up House bill No. 2688,reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the Senate, agin 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2688) to grant addi- 
tional compensation to the marshal of the 
district of South Carolina for the period of 
four months and ten days. It proposes to 
suspend and make inoperative so much of the 
third section of the act of Congress. entitled 
‘*An act to regulate the fees and costs to be 
allowed clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States, 
and for other purposes,” as limits the personal 
compensation of marshal over and above the 
necessary expenses of his office, and necessary 
clerk-hire included, to a maximum sum per 
annum, so far as the compensation of the 
marshal of the district of South Carolina, and 
his deputies, for the period from September 
21, 1871, to February 1, 1872, is limited and 
established thereby; and the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury are authorized to 
allow to the marshal and his deputies, for that 
period, the gross amount of fees and costs 
taxable by law, notwithstanding such allow- 
ance would make the whole compensation 
received more than such maximum, 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported the 


thirteen the word ‘February’? and 
“ April.” 

Mr. SAWYER. I understand the com- 
mittee to agree to an amendment to that 
amendment, to make it May 1, because April 
1 was fixed under a misunderstanding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have 
the gentleman who reported the bill explain it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is a House bill 
allowing the marshal of South Carolina to 
have compensation beyond the limitation. 
The Senator recollects it. Weagreed in com- 
mittee to extend it to the Ist of April. The 
marshal that it was intended for the benefit of 
went out of office, and we propose to extend 
it to his successor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have 
the Senator from Illinois, as I was not. in. 
committee when the- bill was considered and 
reported, explain to the Senate the ground 
upon which. this extra allowancé is properly 
made to this officer. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The extra allowance 
is no extra allowance at all except to repeal 
the limitation. There is a limitation ọn the 
fees of the marshals and district attorneys. 
throughout the United States to $6,000 a 
year. That is the general law. . There is-an 
exception to it in the State of New York nawe. 
lt was represented. to: Congress that in çon- 
sequence of the trials-under what is known.as. 


insert’ 
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the Ku: Klux law in South Carolina the mar- 
shal there. was put to additional expense, and 
ought ‘not 16 be limited by this $6,000 limit- 
ation. ‘The House passed a bill relieving him 
from that limitation: for the peod of four 
months, and that was the time when the old 
tnarshal went. out and a° new marshal was 
appointed, some time [think in February. 
The Committee on the Judiciary thought it 
proper that if the other marsbal was not lim- 
ited for the four months previous, as these 
trials and arrests continued down to about 
May, the bill ought ta be extended to him, 
and they recommended to extend it to the Ist 
of May and pass it. That is the whole of it. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


“The amendment, as.amended, was adopted. |; 


The biil was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in, Jt 
was ordered that the amendment be engrossed 
and the bill read a tbird time. - The: -bill was 
read the third time and passed, and its title 
was amended so as to read, “A bill to grant 
additional compensation to the marshal of the 
district of South Carolina.’’ 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


| Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular 


order. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, Fask the Senate to 
take up Senate bill No. 1163, which has been 
favorably reported from the Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I insist on the regular 
order, whatever it may be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont demands the regular order, 

_ which arrests all other business. The regular 
order is first the presentation of petitions. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. This is a bill which 
will take no timeand will give rise to no debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That may be, 
but the Senator from Vermont objects tu any- 
thing but the regular order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My apology, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and | make it to all Senators at once, is 
that there is a resolution pending on your 
table, offered by the Sevator from ‘California 
(Mr. Cots] yesterday, which it is indispensable 
should be considered, and | feel it io be my 
duty to insist on the regular order, so we. may 
be enabled to take that up and consider it, 

Mr. ROBERTSON, l appeal to the Sen- 
ator tu allow this bill to pass. 
` The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont does not withdraw his objec- 
tion, Petitions and inemorials are in order. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


_Mr. COLE presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of California, asking relief to set- 
tlers on the Soscol rancho, lying in the coun- 
ties of Napa aud Solano, iu that State, and 
asking an appropriation to reimburse those 
settlers for damages sustained by them and 
expenses incurred in’ prosecuting their claims 
to the land; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, ; 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


- Mr: SHERMAN. There are two bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Finance of 
general importance -here in their last stages, 
and'I should like to have them passed upon. 
I am now acting upon a committee of confer- 
ence, and I'can only be present here for fifteen 
minutes. They are bills in which my con- 
stituents have no special interest, but one of 
them involves the interest of a large number 
of colored people of the South in regard to 
land titles, and the other is:in regard to the 
construction of a revenue law. L-hope the 
Senate will allow me to have them passed so 
that'l may go back -to the committee of con- 
ference now occupying my-attention.>- a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. | The Senator can go back 


t 
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when we have disposed of the adjournment 
resolution. I feel it my duty to stick to the 
objection until we determine the question of 
adjournment, if we can. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I- am in- 
structed by the Committee on Patents to ask 
an hour this evening, or rather some evening, 
and I will ask it this evening, for the consid- 
eration of business from that committee. It 
will take no more than.an hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut asks that one hour of this 
evening’s session be assigned for the consid- 
eration of bills from the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot consent to it 
until we have disposed of the adjournment 
question. i 

Mr. WINDOM. I rose to add my request 
to that of the Senator from Connecticut, but 
of course if the Senator from Vermont persists 
in his objection the motion cannot be made. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LEWIS. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2847) to au- 
thorize the Orange, Alexandria. and Manassas 
Railroad Company to run trains and trans- 
port freight and passengers within the District 
of Columbia, to report it back formally. This 
bill has been passed unanimously by the 
House; there is no objection whatever to it 
from any. quarter; and it is very important 
that these parties should be at work. I hope, 
therefore, there will be no objection to put it 
on its passage at once. ; 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Vermont insist on his objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LEWIS. I move, then, to lay aside the 
regular order and take up this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That-cannot be 
done. . Under the twenty-fourth rule the order 
of business must be called through, except it 
be dispensed with by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 898) for the protection of owners of saw 
mills ou the Mississippi river, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2865) to fix 
the compensation of gaugers and measurers at 
the port of Boston, reported it without amend- 
ment, 

He'also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred so much of the President’s mes- 
sage concerning the telegraph system of the 
United States as related to commerce, sub- 
mitted a report; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. and be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. T am also directed by 
the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 171) to provide for the 
sale of a part of the light-house reservation 
at Fort Gratiot, Port Huron, in the State of 
Michigan, to report it back without amend- 
ment and recommend its passage; and as it 
is purely a local matter, and very brief, I will 
ask unanimous consent to putit on its passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont objects until the adjournment 
question shall be decided. 

Mr. CHANDLER. TI think the Senator 
will withdraw his objection in this case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He will not. 
He has declined to withdraw it for several 
reports. 

Mr. CHANDLER.. Then I will make this 
report afterward. j 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan withdraws the report. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. The Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1175) for the relief of certain Indians 
in the central superintendency, have directed 
me to report it back with amendments and 
recommend its passage; and I should be very 


to the conference, and then come back: hére:ll glad if the Senator from Vermont would with- 


draw his objection, and permit action on this 


bill. l 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor from Vermont withdraw his objection? | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sic; I iusist upon it 
all the time. ; : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, how- 
ever, feels compelled to submit the question 
when requested by a Senator to do so. 

. Mr. POMEROY. As the Senator from Con- 
necticut was instructed to ask the present con- 
sideration of that bill when reported, I hope 
he will now withdraw it until he can obtain its 
present consideration, because if it goes upon 
the Calendar it will notbereached. ‘The See- 
retary of the Interior has just returned from 
the West, and this bill is introduced here to 
supply a want he found there, and he asks 
that it may be acted upon now. Under the 
circumstances I hope the Senator will with- 
draw the report. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Twill do so. 

“The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The Senator 
from Connecticut withdraws the report, and will 
submit it at the proper time. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ihave several reports to 
make from the Committee on Public Lands, 
one giving some Government land to Fisk 
University, in the State of Tennessee, but [ 
cannot obey ihe instructions of my commit- 
tee under the circumstances, because Í was 
requested to ask its present consideration. It 
is a bill granting three acres of land in Ten- 
nessee, near Nashville, to the Fisk University 
for educational purposes. The bill hus passed 
the House, and we have reported it unan- 
imously ; but under the circumstances I will 
withhold all these reports until I can ask for 
their present consideration, 1 desire it tu be 
distinctly understood that [ shall never vote 
to adjourn this session until those bills which 
can be passed unanimously have had an oppor- 
tunity to come before the Senate. 

Mr. VICKERS; from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (3. 
No. 1179). to make San Diego, in the State of 
California, a port of entry, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He.also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2622) for the 
relief of James De Long, late United States 
consul at Aux Cayes, Hayti, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2568) for the 
relief of Jobn Black, late consul of the United 
States at the city of Mexico, 1eported it with- 
out amendment. ` 


MESSAGE FROM THE TOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr..McPuersoy, its Clerk, aunounced 
that the House had passed the following reso- 
lution; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate : i 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring.) That the time ` 
for the final adjournment of the second session of 
the :Forty-Second Congress, now fixed at Monday, 


; June3, instant, be, and the same is hereby, extended 


till five’o’clock Tuesday evening, June 4, instant, 
and the President of the Senate and the Speaker of 
the House shall at that time adjourn their respective 
Houses without day. : 

Under 


The VICE PRESIDENT. the 
twenty-fourth rule, at the opening of the 
morning session the Chair is directed to lay 
before the Senate messages from the House 
of Representatives. This is a message ex- 
tending the time of adjournment of the session 
of Congress; but the morning business having 
commenced, and now resting at calls of com- 
mittees, if Senators object, the Chair caunot 
now submit the resolution to the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. object, for one. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. Then, not com- 
ing at the commencement of the morning busi- 
ness, the Chair cannot present it. 
PAGES OF THE SENATE. 
. Mr. POOL. I offer the following resolu- 
Resolved, That the pay of the pages of the Senate 
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be continued until the end of the present month, 
and that the Secretary is hereby directed to allow 
and pay the same. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That ought to be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.- It will be so 
referred. a . , 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there are no 
farther Senate resolutions, the Senate resumes 
the consideration of the fortification bill, called 
up by unanimous consent this morning subject 
to the morning business. 

Mr. COLE. I move that that be laid aside 
informally, in order to take up the resolution 
in reference to adjournment that I submitted 
yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California asks that the fortification bill 
be laid aside informally for the purpose of 
proceeding to the consideration of the reso- 
lution in regard to adjournment. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, aod the 
Secretary will report the resolution offered 
yesterday, which has lain over one day. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That the resolution directing the 
President_of-the Senate and the Speaker of the 
Jlouse of Representatives to declare their respect- 
ive Houses adjourned on Monday, the 3d of June, at 
twelve o’clock meridian be, and the samo is hereby, 
rescinded. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is it in order to offer the 
resolution which has just come from the House 
as a substitute for this? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in order 
to offer the language of it, but not the specific 
resolution itself. The Senator can offer the 
language of it as an amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move, then, that this 
resolution be Jaid on the table, in order to 

` consider the resolution of the House. 

Mr. EDMONDS. 1 suggest to the Senator 
from Delaware that he cannot consider the 
‘resolution from the House to-day, because 
the rules require that it shall go over until 
to morrow, just as this one went over yesterday. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I inquire whether the 
Senator from Vermont makes the point of 
order as to the consideration of the House 
resolution to-day? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He does. 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall make itwhen the 
time comes, if it does come, for the same 
reason that Senators in the Opposition made 
it yesterday against the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mr. BAYARD. They withdrew the objec- 
tion, and therefore if the Senstor chooses to 
follow their example he should follow it in 
that respect as well as the other. 

Mr. SUMNER. Allow me to suggest to 
the Senator that he can accomplish his pur- 
pose by moving to strike out all after the 
resolving clause and iuvsert the resolution of 
the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly that will bring 
up the question fairly and squarely. 

Mr. BAYARD. J ask whether the Senator 
from Vermont proposes to enforce the point 
of order in this case by objecting to laying this 
resolution on the table in order to take up the 
House resolution? - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has a right 
to move to table this resolution if he wishes to. 
There is no point of order about that, But I 
will say to the Senator, although it is taking 
up time which I ought not to take up, that I 
propose to apply to the House resolution pre- 
cisely the parliamentary rule applied to that 
of wy friend from California: [Mr. Cote] 
offered yesterday. Its present consideration 
was objected to. Therefore, if the House res- 
olution is taken up [shall objeet to its present 
consideration. 


Mrs BAYARD. I merely draw the atten- 
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tion of the Senator to the fact that that objec- 
tion wag withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMONDS. The Senatoris mistaken, 
as I am assured; but I will leave it to the 
Chair. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then, as I understand, 
the Senator from Vermont does intend toob- 
ject to this resolution, or to my motion, upon 
the ground which he has stated, I will move 
to substitute the language of the -Heuse reso- 
lution for this resolution. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. | That isin order, 
to move to amend this resolution which has 
lain over one day by substituting the language 
of the House resolution. The Chair will state 
in regard to the colloquy between the Senator 
from Delaware and the Senator from Ver- 
mont, that objection was made at first yester- 
day to the reception or consideration of the 
resolution now before the Senate. Afterward 
the Senator from Maryland withdrew his objec- 
tion to the reception of it, allowing it to come 
in, but that it should go over one day as, 
under the rules of the Senate, resolutions must 
go over one day. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think the Senator from 
Maryland, when he withdrew his objection, 
did so unqualifiedly. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. No; I 
did not understand it in the first place, and at 
first my objection was offered to the reception 
of the resolution. { withdrew that; but my 
objection remained—the Senator from Dela- 
ware is mistaken—to its consideration. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, 
then was correct in his statement. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware now moves to amend this 
resolution by striking out all after the word 
“that,” in the second line, and inserting 
what will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the matter proposed 
to be inserted, as follows: 

The time for final adjournment of the second 
session of the Forty-Second Congress, now fixed 
at Monday, June 3 instant, be, und the same is 
hereby, extended to five o'clock on Tuesday, June 
4 instant; and the President of the Senate and 
Speaker of the House shall at that time adjourn 
their respective Houses without day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am opposed to that 
amendment for reasons which 1 will state in 
two or three minutes. In the first place, i 
hope. the Senate will preserve, as it always 
endeavors to do, something of its sense of 
self-respect. We passed, months ago, a reso- 
lution to adjourn on the 29th of Mav, when, 
had it been agreed to withina reasonable time, 
there was ample time fur both Houses to have 
worked in the light of it, to have passed ull 
bills of a public nature which either House 
desired to have a vote upon, or to have dis- 
posed of them by a defeat, without having it 
put in the power of either House by means 
of what are called parliamentary tactics, or in 


| the language of the newspapers. by filibuster- 


ing, or in the language of honest men by ques 
tionable means to prevent the majority from 
having a fuir vote, after discussion. upon pub- 
lic measures. The Senate asked a return of 
that resolution in season to have not had it 
acted upon, and the House, I believe fur the 
first time in the history of the Government, 
declined to accede to the request of the Sen- 
ate, and proceeded in haste onthe next day to 
adopt the resolution, in order obviously to 
prevent the Senate from reconsidering the 


i proposition which it had made to the House 


so long before, and which the Houserhad not 
undertaken to consider. So we were bound to 
Then, when that ime was 
about to come, it was extended until Monday 
next; that was the first extension. 

Meantime te Senate, whichis supposed still 
to have some rights, has passed various bills of 
a public nature, be they wise or unwise—that 
is a question which [do not now propose to 
discuss—and have sent them to the House of 

tepresentatives. Some of those measures, as 
we see by the pablit papers, {and we have a 


i 


right to refer to it- probably, ag this-is á quesi 
tion ‘between the two Houses: any how} 
evidently a majority of that’ House desires to 
consider—I do not say to pass—[ say desire'to 
consider, but a minority of that body, bya 
regort to those measures ‘which I hope the 
Senate never will resort to, prevent’ a majority 
of the House from bringing them under con? 
sideration. Po dies 

Now, in this state of the case, when: the 
measures of the Senate which it has passed in 
what it believes to be the interest of the coin- 
try are sent to that body, and when this day of 
final adjournment has been fixed throngh what 
I cannot but regard as the gross discourtesy 
of the House of Representatives to this body, 
Tsay, for one, that E trast we shall pass iio 
resolution in this body save one to rescind the 
action of the two Houses, and send that to 
the House of Representatives, and let it take 
the responsibility of terminating this session 
on Monday or of rescinding its resolution, so 
that filibusters may not have the opportunity 
of thwarting the will of the two Houses and of 
adding to the insults which I think have beeu 
imposed upon the Senate about this business 
any further. . l 

These are my reasons for opposing any 
amendment, and for insisting upon having 
the vote of the Senate on the direct proposi- 
tion ; 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
order. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
perhaps anticipate the Senator from Califor- 
nia by saying that he thiuks the remarks in 
regard to insults by the other House are not 
in accordance with parliamentary law. l 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Chair 
misunderstood me, and so did ihe Senator 
from California. I did not say.“'iusults ‘by 
the other House.” T 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
understood the Senator, then. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What did the Senator 
say about ‘the Senator from Califoruia 7” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nothing. 

Mr. CASSERLY. l certainly heard the 
language ** Senator from California.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I dil say it, I must 
have been more uubappy in my language than 
I usually am. : 

Mr. CASSERLY. The language of the Sen- 
ator was—of course I say it under correction— 
‘the gross discourtesy of the House.’’ That 
was his language. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How was that an insult 
to the Senator from California? 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator knows very 
well what I am talking about. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I certainly do not. : 

Mr. CASSERLY. I did not speak of any, 
insult to me. : Perhaps if | had thought: there 
was any l should not have been s0 prompt to 
interrupt the Senator till I had heard hiw out, 
supposing if he had done it he bad done it 
unintentionally and would so correct kis lan- 
guage; but my objection is to so much of the 
Senator’s remarks as referred to two points, 
The first ig he referred to the action of the 
other House for the purpose of influencing the 
action of this; and second, he referred to the 
House as having conducted itself with * gross 
discourtesy.’’ I state the language, of course, 
as | understood it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was alittle too long 
ago tu raise a poiut of order upon it. If any 
point of order is raised, ag 1 do not want to 
spend time upon points of order, 1 withdraw, 
with suitable hamiliation and repentance, all 
that I have said about discourtesy and grossa 
ness, and if I have used the word ‘‘insultiag’’ 
E withdraw that and every other objectionable 
remark, and will begin again by saying that I 
have the highest respect for the House of Rep- 
resentatives, as I have, and will say that Lam, 
bound to presume they do not intend any dis- 
éourtesy to us, aud 1 will now say agaia that 


I rise to a point of 


The Chair mis- 
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I think, without intendingit, it has been guilty 
of léading.the country. to believe that it bas 
intended a.discourtesy.: Of course the country 
must. be mistaken ; of course the Senate is 
mistaken. BPN SRE aca tg ace a od 88 
Lhe VICE PRESIDENT.. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Vermont that the 
word which fell upon his ear and which struck 
him was the word ‘‘insult’’ applied to the 
other House ; and as soon as the sentence was 
concluded he rose ‘simultaneously with the 
Senator from. California to intimate, without 
making any point of order, that that might 
cause ill feeling in the other House, under the 
rule on page 232 of the Manual: 

‘Therefore it isthe duty of the House, and more 
particularly of the Speaker, tointerfere immediately, 
and not to permit expressions to go unnoticed which 
may give'a ground ot complaint to the other House, 
and introduce proceedings and mutual accusations 
between the two Houses which can hardly be termi- 
nated without difficulty and disorder.” 


“Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair is quite right. 
The use that I made of the word ‘ insulting” 
was-as applied to its effect upon the Senate. 
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through on Tuesday. We: have-made two or 
three postponements already. If we- adopt 
Monday week as the day of adjournment, we 
can conclude the business before Congress; 
and I am in favor of doing it at once without 
half-a-dozen resolutions foran extension of 
the time. = © = Hd R GNR 

Mr. TRUMBULL. .. Mr. President, the ex- 
cited speech of the Senator. from - Vermont, 
[Mr. Epmunps,] in which-he seeks to attribute 
to the House of Representatives blame, which 
if it belongs anywhere belongs to himself and 


pass unnoticed. > 
Itis well known that he and those acting 


haste early in the session, before any bill 
whatever of any importance had passed, be- 
fore any public measure, any appropriation 


Congress‘on a certain day.. Now, how con- 
sistent it is for the Senator from Vermont- to 


| every appropriation bill has passed and nearly 


I did not intend, and I think the literal state- 
ment of the reporter’s notes will show that I 
did not use the word “ insult ” as applied to 
the House or any act of the House as intended 
by them, but as to its effect on us. But even 
that, perhaps, was too far; I did not mean to 
go beyond propriety. 

The: VICE PRESIDENT. The. Senator 
from Vermont withdraws the words, which is 
all that is ever required under such circum- 
stances., 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. But I do say that as it 
respects the Senate the treatment that this 
question has received has not been one calcu- 
lated to produce in our minds the most pleas- 
ant impressions, quite the reverse of it, and 
every Senator who hears me knows that just 
as well as I do; but perhaps that is a by-gone 


thing, . 

We come now to the situation of the public 
business. We find that measures of great 
importance that we have sent out of this 
Chamber long ago are not heard from—I have 
a right to say that, I take it—measures affect 
ing the rights and liberties of the people of 
this country in a large degree in the estima- 
tion of all sides of this Chamber. The minority 
think that most of them affect the rights and 
liberties of the country in anu injurious respect; 
those of us who voted for them believe they 
affect the rights and liberties of the people of 
the country in a beneficial aspect, in a vital 
aspect. Now, sir, we have not heard from 


those measures. What is the matter? Where- | 


fore, therefore, should we postpone. only for 
twenty-four hours the time of final adjouro- 
ment? Is there anything that we know either 
in the Globe or out of it which leads any of us 
to suppose that within that time those meas- 
ures are to be returned to us either approved 
or disapproved? No, sir, there is not. 

Iam not talking for the purpose of consum- 
ing time. I am only appealing to the good 
sense and patriotism of the Senate. I say let 
us send to the House of Representatives a total 
rescission of this resolution of adjournment 
and thus put it out of the power of anybody 
anywhere by resort to unfair tactics (if such a 
thing were possible, as of course it is not) to 
prevent the fair expression of the legislative 
will upon measures of public importance. 

Mr, WINDOM. Is an amendment to the 
substitute in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. 

_ Mr. WINDOM. Imoveto amend, then, by 
inserting ‘‘ Monday, the 10th day of June.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
froma Minnesota moves to amend the substi- 
tate by striking out “Tuesday at five o'clock 
p. m,” and inserting “ Monday, the 10th of 
Jute, at noon? i 

Mi. WINDOM. I make that motion for 


all public measures of importance, and say, ‘* It 
is known to the country that two or three méas- 
ures that passed this body we have not heard 
from, and [ will agree to no day of adjourn- 
ment until we hear from them!’’ Why, where 
was the Senator from Vermontin January last 
when he had not heard from a single bill, that 
he was ready to fix the day of adjournment on 
a certain day, the 29th of May? And now on 
the 1st of June he will agree to no day till 
the House of Representatives gives him some 
notice as to two or three measures. All 
measures could have the go-by then. 

He complained of the action of the House. 
I believe he bas withdrawn the offensive terms 
which he applied to the House; but if the 
Senator is hunting after filibustering, let me 
say to him that if he had been here the night 
before last and remained through the night 
until three o’clock in the morning, as sonie 
of us did, and had; heard the Senator 
from: Nevada, [Mr. Nru,] be would: have 
known who it was that was filibustering and 
trying to prevent the public business. from 
being done. He could have learned from him 
that motions were being made by his asso- 
ciates here and those who act with him, first 
one motion and then another, offering an 
amendment which had beeu once voted down 
time and again, in a little different shape, call- 
ing tbe yeas and nays upon every question, 
until one of his fastest friends, the Senator 
from Nevada, rose and rebuked this action in 
the Senate. 
been here he would have heard all that. 

But what has aroused the ire and led to this 
excited speech of the Senator from Vermont? 
He complains that the two Houses of Congress 
have agreed to adjourn on Monday next. 
Well, did not the Senate agree to it? A mo- 
tion was made when the proposition of the 
House came here to adjourn on Monday, sim- 
ilar to the one the Senator from Vermont 
makes now, and the Senate voted it down. 
An effort was then made not to agree to 
adjourn on Monday; but the Senate thought 
proper to agree to adjouru on Monday. Now 
it turns out that some members of the body, 
and probably correctly, think that we shall 
not be able to get through with the public 
business on Monday; and the House of Rep- 
resentatives, seeing the condition of the public 
business, „sends us a resolution postponing the 
time of adjournment till. Tuesday at five 
o'clock. It seems to me that so far from 
being discourteous or disrespectful, it‘isin the 
highest degree a proper resolution to have 
sent. 

But the Senator wants to control this ques: 
tion of adjournment; he wants to send back 
to the House a resolution to compel them to 
rescind absolutely the day of adjournment. 


the'reason that I think it is apparent’ to every 
meiiber of the Senate: that. we shall not get: 


Nothing else will satisfy him. What right 


have you.to force that on the House?,. What. 


his associates.in this body, I think should not 


with him forced through this Senate in hot 


bill had been acted on, a resolution to adjourn. 


rise on the Ist day of June, andi when nearly: 


If the Senator from Vermont had. 


June 1, 


right has the Senate to: say to the House, 
‘You shall agree to rescind absolutely the reso- 
lation of adjournment?” The House hus as 
many rights as the Senate on this subject, and 
I think the House acted with proper respect 
in pursuing thé’ course it did in regard to the 
resolution “for adjournment’ on the 29th of 
May. Has the Senator from Vermont for- 
gotten what occurred in’ the Senate at that 
time? A resolution:was offered here to recall 
the resolution of adjournment which he and his 
friends had forced through this body four 
months ago, and for what purpose? The Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] avowed the 
purpose, in order that the Senate might con- 
trol the time of adjournment; and the House 
very properly, when the resolution was seut 
to them to recall a resolution which had been 
passed four months before, concurred in the 
original resolution and sent it here; and then 
dis¢overing that the public business could not 
be finished at that time, they sent us another 
resolution to adjourn on the 3d of June, and in 
that resdlution the Senate, after discussion, 
coticurred. The Senator talks about this being 
a discourtesy, a thing that never was done 
before. I say tohim that he cannot find in 
the history of this Govornment an instance 
where’ a’ proposition that had passed one body 
four months before was recalled in this way. 
There is where the unusual action of the two 
bodies comes in. Ti 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say in all 
kinduess to the Senator from Vermontand to 
the Senate that I am in favor of adjourning 
Congress at an early day ; but Iam willing to 
stay here until we can have time to transact 
the public business. If I could have my way, 
I would not go through the physical endurance 
that is required to'sit here, as we do, night 
alter night. I would rather continue this ses- 
sion as proposed by the Senator from Minne- 
sota to the 10th of Jane, or the 20th of June, 
and come here at reasonable hours and trans- 
act the public business that it is necessary to 
do. ButIsee no occasion for flying into a. 
passion with the’ House of Representatives or 
seeking to place that House in the wrong for 
anything that it has doue.. F think if blame is 
to attach to anybody, it belongs to the action 
of the Senate on this question of adjournment, 

Now, it seems to mé that we have arrived 
at a stage of the session when we may with 
propriety fix a day for adjournment. One is 
already fixed. It seoms to be supposed we 
cannot get through by Monday. I think we 
could perhaps get’ through: by Monday, but 
others think not. Let us, then, if itis thought 
best, change this day, extend it even for a 
week. I appréhend no one’ supposes there 
will be any difficulty in closing such business 
ashe two Housesdesire to act upon by Mon- 
day, the 10th. Although’ that is longer than’ I 
think is necessary, still T: have! no controversy 
in regard to that: My own impression is that 
if you fix it for Wednesday next. at twelve 
o'clock; we-could close up the business. ‘The 
Senator who has charge of the appropriation 
bills can perhaps tell best about that. If he 
thought we could not get through with these 
various: bills so early-as. Wednesday, EF would 
vote for a later day; ‘but I think we can close: 
the business by twelve o'clock on Wednesday 
next, and I shall be glad myself, if we can, 
to close the session at that time, — S 

Mr. THURMAN. Ireally see no necessity 
for feeling on this subject. The Senate passed 
a resolution and sent it to the House, propos- 
ing an-adjournment on the 29th of May. Sub- 
sequently the Senate sent a resolution asking 
the House to return that resolution. The 
House did not see fit to.do it, and for a very 
plain and obvious reason, and one not at all 
disrespectful to the Senate. The House saw 
fit to hold the advantage that it would have by 
passing that resolution, so that Congress must 
adjourn then unless the period were extended - 
for such time. aa the House should: gee Sudo 


1872. 
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agree to. I think there was nothing discourte- 


ous to the Senate in that. The very Constitu- 
tion itself contemplates that the two Houses 
of Congress may disagree as to the time of 
adjournment, and it then provides how Con- 
gress may be adjourned ; and for either House, 
when it has the opportunity, to hold the con- 
trol of the matter in the way the House of 
Representatives did, by adopting ourresolution 
to adjourn on the 29th of May, is in no wise 
disrespectful to the other House, it seems to 
me. It simply enables it to have the adjourn- 
ment, if it is in favor of an early adjournment, 
at such time as it shall agree to, and not allow 
the other body to postpone the adjournment 
indefinitely. 
in it one way or the other, nothing that ought 
to excite the slightest- feeling or emotion on. 
the part of the Senate. . 

I think the other House has not acted with 
the least discourtesy or with the least impro- 
priety whatsoever in keeping the control of 
the matter as it has done by agreeing to our 
resolution. Then, what is to be done? The 
House has already sent us a resolution extend- 
ing the time until Tuesday next. Why not 
agree to that, as we agreed to the other exten- 
sion until Monday, and if it shall be found 
then that the public service does require a 
further extension, we are bound to presume 
that the House is as regardful of the public 
service as the Senate, and that the House will 
agree to a further extension. But for the 
present the obvious duty of the Senate, as it 
strikes me, is to do with reference to this new 
resolution which has come from the House 
precisely what we did with the other, We 
agreed to the other extension ; let us agree to 
this, and let us trust to it that the House of 
Representatives has a sufficient sense of its 
duty to send us a resolution for another ex- 
tension if the public business shall require it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois accused me of having got 
into a passion, and with that calmness which 
always characterizes his conduct has given 
me a lecture for it; and if the Senate could 
have seen his face, as Ihave no doubt they did, 
and have observed his Demosthenic gesticula- 
tions, as I have no doubt they did, when he 
was soothing me with recommendations not 
to get into a passion, they undoubtedly would 
have fe!t, not only the force of precept which 
they heard, but the force of example which 
they saw. 

Why, Mr. President, the honorable Senator, 
when he advises people to keep cool, reminds 
me of an old dominie who once hved in Con- 
necticut, I believe—a State that the honorable 
Senator may remember—who, every time that 
he had occasion to chastise a boy for getting a 
little excited or whispering, always did it with 
oaths and tears and brandishing his ruler over 
his head with a flourish every time he brought 
it down on the boy, at the same time telling 
the boy that the height of human virtue was 
never to get excited! [Laughter. ] 

Perhaps that is not, however, an important 
subject. Whether either of us is excited, the 
rules. gives us a right to be. But the more 
important consideration is the contrast which 
the Senator undertakes to make between my 
conduct and his on the subject of consistency. 
He appeals to the Senate to observe how 
inconsistent I am; that four months ago I 
voted to adjourn on the 29thof May, and now, 
on the Ist of June, am opposed to adjourning 
on the 2d or 3d. Well, sir, I do not see any 
inconsistency in that; but I suppose the Sen- 
ator does; and I certainly know of no person 
to whose judgment I should yield so readily 
on the subject of inconsistency as to his, for 
thereis no man within thelimit of my acquaint- 
ance whose experience in that particular 
branch of human dialectics is so great, as the 
Journal and as the Globe shows, as that of the 
honorable Senator from Hlinois. ; 

Sir, take the subject of caucuses about which 
we have heard the honorable Senator dilate 
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There is nothing disrespectful | 


i 


for the last few days and weeks, accusing every- 
thing as being born of a caucus and asan 
abominable thing therefore. Does not the 
honorable Senator and every Senator who has 
been here ten years know that he himself has 
been the king of the caucus until at last the 
caucus did not obey the king and then the 
king condemned the cancus? I do not know 
it; Í merely ask the question. 

Mr. President, the Senator speaks of con- 
sistency. Look at every bill touching the 
public questions of the United States that has 
been under consideration this session, and read 
what the honorable Senator has with his usual 
eloquence and ability said against those bills 
and the measures of them. Turn back to the 
Globe five years, eight years, ten years, two 
years, a year and a half ago, and you can read 
from him speeches of exactly the opposite 
character defending the measures that he now 
condemns and calling upon all true Repub- 
licans. to stand. by, for the public interest, 
against the encroachments of the power that 
he wished to put down. 

Well, Mr. President, therefore (not to dilate 
upon this) I bow with most respectful sub- 
mission to the lecture that the honorable Sen- 
ator gives me upon the subject of consistency, 
because I can see that he having been on all 
sides can best judge of what is consistent and 
what is inconsistent. I confess that I do not 
claim to have occupied that attitude. 

Now, toreturn to the question ; the honorable 
Senator says that it was wrong in us to ask the 
return of the resolution and that it was un- 
precedented; that is to say it was uuprece- 
dented to ask the return of a resolution that 
had been gone just four months. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is unprecedented, no doubt, to ask the 
return of a resolution which was written in 
precisely that language and by precisely the 
man who wrote that. The idea of establishing 
a principle upon the length of time isa new 
argument to be adduced upon the subject of 
courtesy between the two Houses. If it would 
have been courteous in the House of Repre- 
sentatives to have returned that resolution 10 
us the next day, would it not also have been 
courteous in that body to have returned it the 
next week or the next month, if, in the mean 
time, it had not acted upon it? The Senator 
cannot make any distinction; no man can. 

Bat, as I said, that question has gone by. 
The question now is one of hard fact, and we 
find, as the Senator from Ohio has said, that 
each House has a right to control the other 
upon the subject of the adjournment, and he 
is right about it. The House of Representa- 
tives has a right to compel us, if it can, to 
accept an adjournment for next Tuesday or 
next Monday ; but have we not the same right 
upon that subject that the House of Repre- 


sentatives has? Of course we have; and all |! 


that I propose to do, therefore, is to send the 
House of Representatives, not a resolution 
compelling them to rescind, but only a respect- 
ful resolution in the form of a proposition to 
them that they do rescind. Is there anything į 
discourteous in that? If they do not choose į 
to agree to it, two courses are open to them, 
They can send it back disagreed tu, and then | 
we shall adjourn on Monday; or they can send 
it back with an amendment postponing the i 
time already fixed for one day or ten days, 
and we can concur, or confer, or disagree as 
we like. Thatis all. Therefore, the question 
now is, as there is time enough to agt upon 
this matter between the two Houses fairly and | 
deliberately, whether it is not better for the | 
public interests to rescind altogether, and thus 
stop the blockade that we know exists in cer- 
tain quarters to all legislation of a certain 
character, to all consideration of legislation 
of a certain character, by naming a day to} 
continue the same blockade that exists now. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the sundry civil ex- 
penses appropriation bill is before the Senate, 
the pending question being on the motion to 


postpone the bill indefinitely, upon which the 
yeas and nays haye -been ordered, and the 
Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CARPENTER, ] 
who is not present, is entitled to the floor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


_ A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPugrson, its Clork, announced 
that the House had passed. the following bills : 

A bill (S. No. 486) for the relief of Brevet 
Colonel Emeric Szabad; and : : 

A bill (S. No. G08) to correct an error ia 
the act approved February 24, 1871. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2848) authorizing the 
First National Bank of Annapolis to change 
its location and name; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2949) for the relief of 
William B. Muse; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2950) for the relief of 
Algernon S. Worth ; 

A. bill (H. R. No. 2951) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Morse; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2952) 
Barke & Kunkel. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porter, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had this day 
approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (3. No. 889) for the relief of Joseph , 
Segar, of Virginia ; 

An act (S. No. 200) for the relief of William 
H. Colledge ; 

An act (S. No. 201) for the relief of Phebe - 
Hepburn ; i 

An act (S. No. 329) for the relief of Charles 
W. Whitney ; 

An act (S. No. 259) for the relief of Mrs. 
Harriet B. Pendleton, widow of George H. 
Pendleton, late of the United States Navy; — 

An act (S. No. 58) to prescribe the time for 
holding the election for electors of President 
aud Vice President in the State of Louisiana ; 
an 

An act (S. No. 473) to farther the admin- 
istration of justice. 


STEAMBOAT BILL. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to non-concur in the report of the con- 
ference committee on the steamboat bill, and 
ask the House that a new committee of con- 
ference be appointed on that bill, of which I 
decline to be a member. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan proposes that the Senate non- 
concur iu the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the steamboat bill, and ask another 
conference. ; 

Mr. CONKLING, The new committee of 
conference would, of course, be in. the dark 
as to any objections there may be to the bill. 
Now, if a new committee is ordered, and if it 
should return with the same bill, and then the 
effect should be to treat it as if it had been 
considered by the second conference commit- 
tee in the light of the objections, I should not 
be willing to conseut to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator him- 
self will consent to serve on the committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. 1 beg to assure my hon- 
orable friend that I am not ambitious to 
undertake that. Ido not make my remark to 
take the form of an objection; I only make it 
by way of giving notice that when the bill 
comes back, if it be the same in some respects 
as it is now, I shall insist upon my objections 
to it; and as there is no opportunity at this 
time to state those objections in detail, I do it 
at large in this way, conscious in advance that 
the committee must reconsider the bill wholly 
in the dark as to the views of the Senate 
touching those amendments, and I make my 
j remark to cover all the amendments. which 
were adopted in the Senate and which. were 
| surrendered or lost in the prior conference. I 


for. the relief of 


4146 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June I, 


do: not object to the motion of my honorable 
friend, bat I simply give this notice. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the course sug- 
gested by the Senator from Michigan will not 
be agreed to. The effect of it is simply to 
defeat this bill, and leave on the statute-book 
a: body of the most onerous and oppressive 
laws that ever were passed in the world upon 
the steamboat interest of this country. 

: Mre BLAIR, I desire to say 

Mr. COLE. I must insist on the regular 
order if there is to be debate on this. matter, 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say the Senator 
from Ohio has anticipated me in saying I hope 
the Senate will not non-concur, but that we 
shall have a vote of the Senate on this report ; 
and if the Senator from New York has any 
objections to the report, instead of making a 
general objection and occupying half an hour 
in making it, as he did yesterday, I hope he 
will state specifically what his objections are, 
and let this matter be discussed in the Senate 
and let the Senate decide upon the measure. 
Tam perfectly willing, at any time the Senate 
may accord us the opportunity, to.meet and 
answer the objections that he may make to 
this report. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President 

Mr, COLE. I must iasist on the regular 


order. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wantto say one word 
in answer to the Senator from Missouri. He 
is quite mistaken in supposing that I occupied 
half an hour yesterday on this matter. Onthe 
contrary, the suggestion was made, when the 
bill was taken up, that only fifteen minutes of 
the morning hour remained, and therefore I 
eould not have occupied half an hour; but as 
the Senator with a good deal of emphasis points 
his finger at me, I beg to assure him that when 
this bill, as he has made it in conference com- 
mittee, is taken up, I will point most specific- 
ally my objections, and I will show that in 
addition to removing such obstructions as the 
Senator from Ohio speaks of, the committee 
has taken occasion—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

. Mr. CONKLING. I believe I have the 


floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from New York yield to the Senator from 
Missouri? 

Mr. CONKLING. No, sir; not until I com- 
plete my sentence, which is that I will take 
occasion to show to the Senate that in addi- 
tion to removing all these objectionable things, 


they have introduced into the bill matter which | 


1 doubt very much whether the Senator from 
Missouri will be bold enough to attempt to 
advocate upon this floor. $ 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, the Senator from New 
York has occupied fifteen minutes yesterday 
and considerable time to-dayin making threats 
about what he will do. I ask him togo on and 
do the thing that he threatens to do. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam entirely ready to 
goon at any time when it is the pleasure of 
the Senate. 

Mr. COLE, This question is leading to de- 
bate and no practical result. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not think the Senator is 
ready to do it. He prefers to flourish his 
threats rather than make them good. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. fhe Senator 
from California is entitled to the floor, hav- 
ing charge of the remaining public business, 
the appropriation bills, 

Mr. COLE. I ask that the regular order 
be laid aside informally that we may dispose 
of the-resolution of adjournment. 

„The VICK PRESIDENT. The sundry 
civil expenses appropriation bill being before 
the Senate, the Senator from California asks 
that it be laid aside informally for the purpose 
of continuing the consideration of the resolu- 


tion in regard to the final adjournment of this 


session, is there objection? 
Mr. SCOTT. What has become of the sub- 
ject of the steamboat bill? 


The VICEPRESIDENT. That has passed 


away. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask consent of the Senator 
from California to make one statement. which 
has not been made.on that subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent to 
make a statement. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SCOTT. . This subject of taking up the 
steamboat bill has been treated in the light 
of affecting only passenger steamboats. Now, 
sir, I have in my hand a law passed in Decem- 
ber last for the purpose of relieving the coal 
trade of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers from 
the effect of the bill passed last year, and that 
law expires on the 20th of June. Unless we 
get action upon this conference report it is an 
effectual blockade upon the whole eommerce 
of the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, and, with- 
out regard to the manner in which that bill 
does effect passenger steamboats only, I hope 
we shall have action. 

Mr. COLE. I demand the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California demands the regular order, 
and that is an objection to any further debate 
on the steamboat bill. l 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President, I hope 
the Senator will withdraw that for a moment. 
[“ Nol”? “Nol?] 

Mr. POMEROY. 
withdrawn, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The appropri- 
atiou bill is before the Senate, the question 
being on its indefinite postponement on the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, on 
which the yeasand nays have been ordered, The 
Senator from California asks that it be passed 
over informally for the purpose of considering 
the consideration of the resolution of adjourn- 
ment, which was pending during the morn- 
ing hour. Is there objection to that propo- 
sition? 

Mr.. THURMAN. Can that be done? 
Will anybody have the right to call for the 
regular order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It can. Any 
one can call for the regular order. 

Mr. THURMAN. Any Senator? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Any Senator 


can. 


I object to its being 


BED OF BEAVER LAKE. 
Mr. MORTON. I was appointed on the 


second committee of conference in regard to 
the bill (S. No. 616) to release to the State 
of Indiana the lands known as the bed of 
Beaver lake, in Newton county, in said State. 
I ask to be excused, and that my colleagne 
be appointed in my stead, he having paid 
much attention to the subject, and I have not. 

There being no objection, Mr. Morton was 
excused, and Mr. Prarr appointed in his 
place. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the resolution relative to adjourn- 
mentis now before the Senate, subject to a 
demand for the regular order, which is the 
appropriation biil; and the pending question 


Jis on the amendment offered by the Senator 


from Minnesota [Mr. Winpom] to the substi- 
tute offered by the Senator from Delaware, 
[Mr. Bayanrn,] to strike out Tuesday, at five 
o'clock, and insert Monday, the 10th of June, 
at noon. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, unfor- 
tunately the great Author of us all did not 
endow me with that perfect wisdom that, I 
always know in advance, like some other per- 
sons, what is right and what is best. I ean 
only act according to the best judgment that I 
have, and must leave it to those mortals en- 
dowed with greater capacity who never make 
mistakes, like my good friend from Vermont, 
always to do that which is right and perfect. 
It is possible that I may have donethings which 
T ought not.to have done; but I hope I have 


wisdom enough, when I learn that, to leave 
the error and strive to correct it for the future. 

Mr. President, while admitting my imper- 
fections, and not setting up such a standard as 
others endowed with greater wisdom may set 
up for themsélves, { undertake to say that in 
reference to those great principles of liberty, 
of equality, of human rights, of civil rights, 
for which I bave struggled during my whole 
publie service, I hope { have done nothing 
and I expect to do nothing to depart from 
those principles which have hitherto governed 
me; and the Senator from Vermont will bunt 
in vain for any speeches of mine to which he 
refers, either fifteen years ago, or ten years 
ago, or two years ago, departing from these 
principles. : Sa 

Sir, the great fandamental principles of the 
Republican party, its love for economy, for 
equality,. for freedom, l stand by, and if 
having come into this Senate opposed to 
abuses I oppose them now, and if the Sen- 
ator from Vermont finds that he and | are not 
acting togetber in sustaining measures which 
lead to plunder, I hope he will not suppose 
that I necessarily have departed from the faith 
with which I set out. It is possible that some 
others may have gone astray. It is possible 
that a party Jong in power has forgotten some 
of the sterner principles aud virtues by which 
it was actuated when it first obtained power. 

But, Mr. President, it is not my purpose to 
take up time now in. reviewing the acts of my 
public life. Although the Senator from Ver- 
mont has chosen to say that I have been upon 
all sides of all questions, I think he will tind 
it difficult to show that by any acts of mine ; 
and I should ‘not have risen at all to reply to 
the Senator from Vermont except to say that 
whenever the time comes, if it does, that he 
shall undertake to show what be has said here 
to-day, that my course is d departure from the 
principles of my whole public life, 1 shall be 
ready to meet him upon that oceasion, and to 
show, as I think I can, that I am as true to 
the great principles underlying the Republican 
party as he himself. It is a party of liberality, 
and I am opposed to illiberality; itis a party 
of justice, and I am opposed to injustice; it 
is a party of freedom, and I am opposed to 
tyranny, whether it be the tyranny of party or 
the tyranny of a slaveholder upon his slave. 
I would emancipate the minds of the people 
of this country from -party intolerance as 
readily as I would emancipate the body of the 
slave from the physical domination of his 
master. 

I hope, Mr. President, that on this adjourn- 
ment question we may have, as I said, no feel- 
ing about it, and that we shall either agree to 
the extension already proposed by the House, 
or name some other day and send the resolu- 
tion back to the House. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate 
resolution pending proposes to rescind the 
resolution for adjournment, with the concur- 
rence of the House, to which the Senator from 
Delaware moves a substitute to strike it out 
and insert the time fixed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives in the resolution lying on the 
table, naming Tuesday at five o’clock as the 
time of adjournment. The Senator from Min- 
nesota moves to amend the substitute by in- 
serting, in licu of Tuesday at five o'clock, Mon- 
day, the 10th day of June, at noon. The 
question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The question being put cn the amendment 
to the amendment, there were, on a division— 
ayes 21, noes 25. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think I shall have to 
call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WINDOM. My object in moving this 
amendment is to avoid an extra session of 
Congress. Iam perfectly satisfied that if we 
pass a resolution to adjourn on Tuesday we 
shall not complete business, and we shall 
spend as much time on Monday in discussing 
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the question of adjournment as we have done 


to-day, and instead of transacting the business | 


of the country we shall spend our whole time 
diseussing the question when we shall adjourn. 
If we postpone it until Monday week, there 
will be an opportunity to complete business; 
and I am satistied there will not be short of 
that time. Iam perfectly satisfied also that 
if we simply rescind the resolution, as pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont, the House 
will not accept it. Ispent ten years in that 
body, and I think I know something of its 
temper; and I am perfectly satisfied that after 
the remarks which have been made here this 
morning you cannot get fifty votes in the House 
of Representatives to rescind this resolution. 

For one I do not complain of the action of 
the House in regard to the formal resolution 
of adjournment. When we had sent thema 
resolution which was lying on their table for 


four months, and then attempted to get an | 


advantage of them by controlling the day of 
adjournment ourselves and asked them to re- 
turn our resolution, they acted very properly 
in returning it. It is true they were a little too 
accommodating; they returned il, but they 
returned it with their own indorsement ; aud 
they will act upon the same principle again 
if we rescind the resolution. Now, to avoid 
an extra session, I hope we shall ix Monday 
week as the day of adjournment, 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to say but two or 
three words on this subject. If you fix the 
10th of the month for the adjournment, as the 
Senator from Minnesota proposes, and carry 
the session beyond the Philadelphia conven- 
tion, we shall not adjourn ‘here before the Ist 
of July, and probably not before the 15th of 
July, and the time from now until the 10ih 
of June will be oceupied to a great extent in 
political speeches, and they will have to be 
answered, and thus the session will be indefi- 
nitely prolonged. That is the inevitable result 
ofit. Onthe other hand, if we agree to what 
| the House has proposed, fix Tuesday, then, if 
- it become indispensable to have another day, 
the House has manifested its willingness to 
extend the time as faras the public interests 
may require. I hope, therefore, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Miunesoia will be 
voted down. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to lay the amend- 
ment to the amendment and the amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING, 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That would 
earry the resolution also on the table. The 
new rule in regard to amendments to appro- 
priation bills disconnects them from the pend- 
ing bill; but layink an amendment on the 
table, by parliamentary law, lays the whole 
subject on the table. Does the Senator insist 
on his motion? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLE. What is the motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The effect of 
the motion is to lay the whole subject on the 
table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Atthe request of friends 
around me Í withdraw the motion. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Iregret, Mr. President, 
at this particular moment to detain the Senate 
even five minutes, or two minutes, as the case 
may be; but the remarks of my distinguished 
friend from Ohio [Mr. THurman] make it 
proper, I think, for me to say a few words. I 
know that what he says is always pertinent 
and to the point, and made up of good sense 
and facts. 

Much has been said here on the subject of 
adjournment. Itis known, as my friend has 
well said, that if the session be continued with- 
out day we may find ourselves here on the 
Ist day of July and perhaps beyond that. 
He has made known to us why it will be found 
thus. Now, T wish it understood in the Senate, 
and if understood in the Senate it will be else- 
where, that there is a responsibility upon some 


That carries the resolu- 


i 
! 


i 


party for that action, and I meet my friend 
and ask him whether that responsibility is to 
be found upon his side of the House or upon 
ours; and if upon ours a questionable propo- 
sition is presented here all will understand that 
the difficulty now surrounding: us kas been 
fastened upon us not by the friends of the Ad- 
ministration, but by those that claim to be 
Liberal Republicans, and to my mind: evi- 
dently to place the Administration in an un- 
enviable position before the voters of the 
American nation, and the friends of the Presi- 
dent repel any such idea. 

It is very apparent to the Senate that we 
should have been ready for adjournment; we 
were here night and day—night before last we 
were here until three o'clock, working in good 


| faith for the purpose of adjourning upon the day 


agreed upon; and why are we not enabled to 
do so; nay, why are we circumstanced as we 
find ourselvés to-day? Are we thus placed by 
the friends of the Administration or by its 
enemies? The anomalous situation in which 
we are placed is caused by those who claim to 
be Republicans. Yes, they use the word 
“ Republican.” I know that in past days 
they have been. Republicans, and at proper 
periods they were true ones ; but are they such 
now? Can you show me a genuine Republi- 
can in the Senate or elsewhere who is directly 


| opposed to the Administration and tothe great 


tepublican principles? I say we were getting 


j ready in good faith to adjourn on the day 


agreed upon; but yesterday the distinguished 
Senator SUMNER, with bis world-wide fame, and 
the distinguished Senator Scuurz, from Mis- 
souri, with his European and American fame, 
both opened up, as it were, the mighty volcanoes 
of Vesuvius and Aitna, and their lava is spread 
abroad and cast upon us. Is it to be under- 
stood that they are to be permitted to pass off 
without an answer? No! Well knows my 
friend, with his ability, that it is not thus to be 
done; and I for one will sit here for the next 
month, nay, L will go deeply into July, before 
they shall thus go off with their stocked deck, 
if I may say so, without cutting in and break- 
ing their lead. 

We were acting in good faith, as I say, to 
adjourn at. the time agreed upon, but these 
gentlemen came in and supposed that after 
they got off these rhetorical efforts we were 
going to adjourn immediately! They have 
been caught in their own trap.. They had 
better have kept their manuscript until a later 
day. It was well written, and would have 
gone down to posterity in the books with the 
efforts of the venerable and distinguished Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts who preceded him 
that is here now, the great Webster. But, 


| sir, the great Webster overreached himself; 


he acted rather fast and he went down He 
was never a successful applicant for the Presi- 


i dency, aud the fate of the present distinguished 


Senator [Mr. SUMNER] is to be seen in a clear 
handwriting upon the wall too plain not to be 
understood. 
love his name and fame. 
him; I pride in the name of Massachusetts, 
the old free State. But the great Webster 
never at any time in the Senate of the United 
States, that he so long and eminently adorned, 


stood forth by word, deed, resolution, or other- |! 


wise but as the constitutional defender and 


| proud champion of American liberty, and was 


for his country without qualification right or 
wrong. He espoused the cause of no foreign 
nation, charging upon his Government bad 
faith. No,sir; he could not have been placed 
in any such an attitude. If he could have 
said nothing favorable for his country upon 
any subject he would have said nothing. 

My distinguished friend yesterday was able 
to show the shortcomings of the present Pres- 
ident of the United States.. Everything was 
wrong according to him; the great political 
questions of the day had all been badly treated ; 
but, “I told you so.” Hetold us in elegant, 
beautiful language, after resurrecting all the 


The great Webster I loved; I! 
I named a son after |! 


| great men of fame who have passed away, ‘I 
said it would bethus.’? J should like to know 
| what the great Cæsar, the Massachusetts Sen- 
ator, feeds upon. 1 know very well that “he 
does not expose himself here to night sessinns; 
and the course things have taken is very com- 
plimentary to him, and shows his fine ability, 
and makes it look as if we were a parcel’ of 
boys here that be can control at any time: 
Anything that he does ig in proper’ order. 
Surely, that cannot be gainsaid, and I donot 
pretend to do so. ; 

But the other evening when we were re- 
quired to stay here with the greatest anxiety 
and earnestness to try to get through with our 
labors so that we might be able thereby soon 
to adjourn, a motion was made to adjourn for 
| the evening. The distinguished Senator voted 
‘no, and immediately bundled his papers 
| under his arm and off he went, and we saw 
him no more that night. The rest of us sat 
here and worked hard all night until nearly 
daylight. -Yesterday the Senator comes in 
and says, ‘‘ I have got you here now; I under- 
stand the rules of the Senate; you must sit 
here and hear me, and take the consequences, !? 
Well, sir, he must su ffer the consequences too; 
and they are upon him to-day, and not upon 
the Republican party. That is the truth of 
that matter; and I wish the country to know 
it, and see the true facts pertaining to the 
matter, and then they will dispose of the mat- 
ter as may suit them, ‘he great struggle of 
the Massachusetts Senator [Mr. Sumser | dur- 
ing the whole session has been to putdown the 
President of the United States, and, if neces- 
sary, to sacrifice the great Republican party 
that has so recently saved the party and nation, 

Then what is the next proposition? Oh, 
his friend from Missouri, Senator SCHURZ, as a 
matter of course, must have the rest of the 
day. They have had their day. Do they sup- 
pose that it is going to be accepted that there 
shall be no opportunity of replying to them? 
No, they will be met; and they will be, as 
heretofore, successfully met. ‘The country 
will understand that matter. When | was a 
| little boy, and wentto a log-house sebool in Old 
| Virginia, in the evening, in the very best and 
kindliest feeling with my little associates, girls 
and boys, with our baskets ou our arms, the 
great matter was to get the last tag inthe even- 
ing’samusement. My friend did uot get thelast 
tag yesterday evening. [Laughter.] He will 
be heard of again, and the question will not 
drop there. tle will be fully answered, and 
by those that have ample ability to do so, and 
those that are more familiar with the imme- 
| diate action of the committee .on the sale of 
arms; but I say in my place that I have seen 
| nothing in the report that reflects even re- 
motely upon the Secretary of War or any 
officers of the Government. They come out 
unseathed, like Daniel from the lion’s den, 
and just as the President and his officials have 
i come out in every instance, and, as | believe, 
they will continue to do after all the searching 
investigations that have been or may be had. 
i What has the President done thatis prejudicial 
to this great nation? { challenge mortal man 
| to point to the fact; up to this time nothing 
has been shown. ` 
| To-day 1 have heard my distinguished friend 
| from Illinois [Mr. TRUNXRULL] speaking kindly 
i and happily of the Republican party. Now, 
who is it that does not understand my friend ? 
Is he an advocate for the Republican party? 
Great changes are abroad in the Jand, and he 
| is one of the Liberals, or Liberal Republicans! 
When I hear the word ‘ Liberal’ to-day, what 
does it remind me of? It reminds me of the 
proud old and earlier days of the Republie, 
when the jightning did not flash from one end 
of the country to the other what the leaders 
of the masses, the bright lights of the politi- 
i clans of the land were doing. At that day the 


| proud Clay, a name that I always Joved, was 


enshrined in the affections of the American 
people. 
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: The--people also entertained kind feelings | 
for the great-victor of the 8th of January at 
the battle of New Orleans, when Pakenham 
and Lambert were sent back- to England in 
hogsheads of ram noi exactly in the highest 
credit.: The mighty. question of the. tariff 
divided the.people. General Jackson had the 
love of the people for hia bright and glorious 
achievement on that occasion, and the nation 
loved, too, the champion and supporter of 
internal:improvements, the great Clay, and he 
wasadmired by every lover of freedom through- 
out the world. Clay and Jackson differed upon 
this great subject of the tariff. There were 
shrewd men living at that day as well as now. 
lt is said, I know, by some that we have very 
much deteriorated in that respect, that there 
isnot so much life in men’s brains now on 
political. subjects, I think that is a decided 
mistake; but at that day there was certainly 
considerable shrewdness. A friend of General 
Jackson wrote him a letter asking him his 
views upon the subject of the tariff. General 
Jackson replied, ‘‘ I am for a judicious tariff.”’ 
That was a happy word. He could not have 
done better if he had had Aladdin’s lamp and 
rubbed it and the genii of the world had 
responded. It was justas successful, because 
in the North. a man could say, * My dear 
friend, General Jackson is in favor of a high 
tariff; here in the South ‘‘a low tariff,” thos 
pleasing all. He in his letter on this subject 
says. he is for a *‘ judicious tariff,” and you 
know what a: judicious tariff is? Then in the 
South he was just as potent, because the peo- 
ple could say, ‘* Now everything is all right ; 
we do not want anything else but a judicious 
tarif.” So it pleased every one, 

Now, I will go on and come down as rapidly 
as I can to the present moment. As we com- 
menced in the arena of politics we are, as my 
friend from Ohio says, likely to close the session 
on.that basis. Now, as Iam on the floor, 
though I made no preparation under the sun, 
I feel disposed to submit some few remarks on 
that branch of the subject and in connection 
with it. : 

Mr. KELLOGG. I hope the Senator from 
Texas will take his time. We have the whole 
day, and he has a fine audience before him. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Thank you, sir, I will 
proceed. 

The next proposition I submit is this, and 
I will see whether Í cannot substantiate it: 
whenever you find a Democrat, a Republican, 
an. old-line Whig, a man, be he what he 
may, who brings forth an amendment to his 
name, he is acting in fraud. The political 
history of the country directly establishes that 
fact. How was President Buchanan elected to 
the high office that he filied, I will not say 
whether well or otherwise? It is very well 
known that when he was nominated at the 
Cincinnati convention he was nominated as a 
straight-line Democrat—nay, one that neither 
looked to the right nor to the left, a strict con- 
structionist of the United States Constitution. 
He was thus successful in procuring the nom- 
ination. At that time no lightning-rod con- 
nected us with California. And here per- 
mit me to digress for an instant to say that 
one of the great men of that day, the 
encyclopedia of the Senate for knowledge in į 
the absence of John Quiney Adams, I mean 
Thomas H. Benton, said twenty years ago 
that. it. was all idle to talk about a telegraph 
from the Mississippi rivér to California, that 
the Digger Indians would go and take. the 
wires and break them up into pieces of three 
inches in length, and that they would use it to 
kill worms and lizards tolive upon. You can 
read that inthe Globe by looking at his speech. 
But we have the wires now all over the world, 
not only on the land but under the water, and 
l am gratified that it is the fact. The progress 
of the day is great, but it is nothing compared | 
with what it will be if we are perpetuated as | 
I hope we shall be. 

I have said that Mr. Buchanan was nom- 


inated at Cincinnati as. a straight-out Demo- 
crat. He was elected in fraud. What was the 
fraud practiced upon that occasion? After the 
nomination he wrote a letter to Mr. Washing- 
ton, who was chairman ofthe Democratic 
State committee of California, saying that he 
saw no objection in. the world to building a 
railroad to the Pacific, that there was nothing 
in. the Constitution prohibiting it. . He was 
triumphantly carried through in California, 
and could not have been but for this letter. A 
day or two after bis election that letter came 
back to this side of the continent by the slow 
process of travel at that day, and that. letter 
being published the Democratic politicians of 
Alabama, Mississippi, Georgia, Virginia, (my 
native State,) and some others, amounting to 
nine, became alarmed and got together, They 
said, ‘“ We have been deceived by this: man; 
Buchanan is not the man he was represented 
to us to be; and they held a coxfvention. and 
denounced him for his want of candor in 
forcing himself upon them. Buthe was then 
elected and fastened upon the country. Ifhe 
had been defeated we would have had no 
struggle for secesssion; and if General Grant 
is now defeated it will be done by the south- 
ern secessionists and those that sympathized 
with them. This the nation cannot afford. 
If they do the nation will be disrupted at an 
early day. History repeats itself, and the risk 
cannot now be taken. 

In other respects what was his course? 
What was the motto upon hig banner in the 
free States of the Union, for at that day all the 
States were not free. ‘Buchanan, Breckin- 
ridge, and free Kansas,” was the motto under 
which he triumphed in Pennsylvania, and, I 
believe, even with that fraud he carried the 
State by only about three hundred votes. And 
if the voters bad believed that he was in sym- 
pathy with the South his proud State would have 
spurned him from their confidence; but the 
fraud succeeded, which has cost the nation 
millions upon millions of treasure, and many, 
many brave patriots and heroes. 

At the next session of Congress after he 
was inaugurated the matter came up in Con- 
gress. It was alleged by some member that 
he had thus succeeded in carrying the State 
of Pennsylvania in fraud for hia election to 
the Presidency. What was the reply? ‘Ah, 
you cannot attribute fraud in that motto under 
which the. party fought; they did fight for 
t Buchanan, Breckinridge, and free Kansas.’ ”’ 
Well, the inquiry was, what doesit mean? The 
answer was that it simply meant that Kansas 
was free to declare for freedom or slavery ; 
that was the whole of it, begging the question 
and thus getting out of it and conclusively 
establishing the fact of fraud. And if they 
succeed now the fraud will be as great as ever. 
The ery is ‘‘reform.’’. Who does not know that 
if the Opposition come into power the ref. 
ormation will be to deplete the Treasury not 
less than two for one? This Administration 


is paying the national debt rapidly, and we j 


are reducing taxation in millions, 

Now, Mr. President, do westop there? No, 
sir. At the close of our unfortunate war of 
the American people with themselves, the 
whole South, and the North also to some ex- 
tent, were Conservatives; you could scarcely 
find a Democrat in the broad land. They were 
all for peace, all Conservatives, no.Democrats ; 
but when they got together inthe New York 
convention Mr. Seymour cried a little and the 
South came out for Democracy, and when 
those men came home they had an air of 
triumph and did not know a Conservative, and 
a Conservative would not have been an accept- 
able guest in a Democrat’s house under any 
circumstances, ‘hen the ery was, ‘ Talk not 
to me about your Conservatism; are you a 
Democrat? If you are, stand up like a man.” 
They were defeated then, and now where are 
they? . Now they are with my friend, the Seu- 
ator from Illinois, and now the ery is, “ We 
are not Conservatives, we are not Democrats, 


we are not Republicans, hut we are Liberal 
Republicans.” How far are they liberal. They 
are liberal just in the same sense that the 


i| word ‘* conservative’? was used, conservative 


enough or liberal enough to appropriate any- 
thiug and everything under God Almighty’s 
heaven that will tend to victory, and then they 
will come out and all be Democrats. To-day 
I would rather votefor a straight-out Democrat 
who has never swerved, yea, for my friend 
Tuurman, if you please, than one of these 
Liberal Republicans. We. know them too well. 
They have such liberality as was exhibited on 
the part of the great Horace Greeley when he 
went down and became voluntary bondsman 
for Jefferson Davis. 

Who is there that did not understand what 
be was doing then? There wasa fraud, and a 
palpable one. He indorsed secession, and if 
you elect a President who indorsed secession 


| Í ask you what guarantee. you have for the 


perpetuity of the mightiest nation on the globe. 
We should have none; we should be at sea 
without helm or compass; and we should be 
very likely to be drifted upon the shoals of 
secession at an early day. I see this process 
going on, and now the great question is, shall 
we find Conservatives, Liberal Republicans, 
Democrats, sore-heads from whatever source, 
a combination of all these elements. They 
have had one planting in Cincinnati; it has not 
been. very successful; there are not very many 
buds on the tree. Now, they have adjourned 
to Baltimore, yes, Baltimore 

Mr. COLE. If the Senator will give way I 
should like to ask 

Mr. FLANAGAN. California is a long 
way from here, aud I know you cannot start 
home to-day. [Laughter.] 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ater from Texas declines to yield. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Baltimore has not fur- 
nished within a recent period many spirits 
who. have advocated the perpetuation of our 
glorious Union, but Baltimore bas a proud 
old name, and.there are hosts of proud old 
names associated with her history. It is a 
great city and it is in a great State, Maryland, 
‘gweet Maryland.” But when Lincoln was 
coming through from Illinois, the great State 
of my friend, Senator FRUMBULL, he was not 
permitted to come through Baltimore. It is 
said they were prepared to use him up be- 
fore he reached Washington. He came to 
Washington, however, and was afterward as- 
sassinated here, becoming a martyr to the 
great cause that he advocated. Where are 
the American people now? Are they ready 
to ignore everything that they have realized 
from those facts which are demonstrated 
beyond peradventure? Iħope not. We have 
too much at risk. 

But 1 want to go further into the history of 
the country at this moment. Yesterday morn- 
ing certain resolutions were introduced here 
by the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts. Whatis their purport? I heard them 
read, and if I make any statement about them 


| which is inaccurate I hope I shall be corrected, 


for I have not seen them in print; but I think 
I understand them. The tenor of the resolu- 
tions amounts to this, that we have been acting 
unwisely, He js for peace first, last, and all 
the time. I think those resolutions were in- 
troduced at a very inopportune period, 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, I call for the 
regular order, 

Mr. FLANAGAN. It is known in, sir 

Mr. COLE. I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. You shall hear me, sir. 
It is known now that the difficulty between 
Engiand and the United States has not been 
satisfactorily adjusted. [Mr. Core continued 
addressing the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does tha 
Senator from ‘Texas yield to the Senator from 
California? 

Mr. FLANAGAN, Iwill not yield the floor 
unless Lam compelled to. 
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Mr. COLE. I hope we may go through with | 
the regular order. 

Mr. FLANAGAN, I wish my friend pros- 
perity in every sense of the word, but I am 
talking now. [Laughter] 

Mr. COLE. I beg the attention of my friend 
amoment. The spectacleis presented here 
of our absolutely refusing to do business in 
this body, the House of Representatives being 
compelled to adjourn and take recesses from 
time to time, and insisting upon our going on 
with the business of the session. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Ihave the very highest 
regard for that House, no man higher, but I 
have a duty to perform myself. 

Mr. COLE. I beg my friend’s pardon for 
interrupting him at all in his speech, but really 
Ithink the interests of the country are not 
benefited: by our refusing to transact legitimate 
business. : 

Mr. FLANAGAN. That is your opinion, 
sir, pe I think very highly of it, too. (Laugh- 
ter. : : 

Mr. President, Iwas remarking that-the res- 
olutions of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
to which I was alluding, have been introduced 
ata very inopportune time, and the history of 
the country will bear me outin that. I think 
every’ American ‘citizen who is intelligent 
enough to appreciate the facts, must feel that 
he is thus compromised by the great statesman 
from Massachusetts. And then they came in 
at the very moment ofadjournment, too. These 
difficulties are known to the mass of the people 
throughout the country. The resolutions do 
not directly so state, but indirectly their pur- 
port is not'to be misunderstood: “ the queen 
_ of England has a right to say to us ‘thas and 
so and nothing else, and we must do as James 
K. Polk ‘did when he talked abont fifty-four 
forty or fight, and settled down to forty-nine.” 

We have to such President atthis day, none 
that can be molded thus either bythe taunts 
or the superior knowledge of the great “ I 
am’? from Massachusetts, or from any other 
class orquarter. No such dictation will be tol- 
erated upon the part of the American people 
‘to-day. We know our rights; we will be lib- 
eral in asserting them; but we will demand 
that they shall be respected by all the civilized 
nations of the world, What is our bright his- 
tory? In 1846 we conquered Mexico; not 
that we desired to do so; our sympathies were 
with her; we wanted a great republic to grow 
up there just as we desire republicanism to 
succeed broadcast throughout the earth. But 
it seemed they were incompetent; they were 
disposed to make war upon their best friends 
known to the political horizon, the United 
States. We went there-and subdued them. 
What was our conduct then? She was weak ; 
she was not worthy of our mettle. We did 
only that which we were compelled to do. 
‘Afterward, though, instead of appropriating 
her territory, we gave it back to her, we re- 
stored the bulk of it to her, taking only a 
small slice which we paid. her for in kindness, 
being a contribution as it were, and not avery 
bad bargain either, for we gave her $10,000,-" 
000 to adjast’ her difficulties that had grown 
up out of that unhappy war.: We have been 
liberal, not illiberal at any time. We now offer 
peace to our gréat ancestor. We love old 
England, but we love her as-a proud old 
mother. We are freemen.’ Our’progenitors 
came to this continent under peculiar circum- | 
stances. We-have built up this country to 
what itis. It is unnecessary to speak about | 
our history at large, but sufficient it is to say 
that: we are now as great as the mother is, and 
we must keep up the proud spirit and fame of 
the mother, by: doing nothing disreputable on 
the part of the children, nor will we do so. 

Then, Mr. President, I further remark that 
I most earnestly bope the Government of 
of the United States will be perpetuated. Are 
we not the best people of the world? Are not 
our institutions the most liberal? Are we not 


as independent in every sensé of the word as 


a nation can be? And are we not admonished 
that the civilized world is upon our side of the 
question? Yea, sir, I can illastrate the fact 
in the happy circumstance that one: of the 
grand spirits of this Senate, an honorable 
Senator born in Germany, now sits here. He 
made an eloquent speech last evening, and he 
only then did what he has frequently done in 
the Senate and from the various rostrums 
throughout the United States for the last two 
or three years, or for a considerable period— 
I should not want to go far back. He has been 
discoursing to large Democratic audiences, and 
what has fe been teaching? The corruption 
of this Government! Now, that may be con- 
sidered very favorable. We are instructed by 
these bright spirits, some of whom, by the way, 
have not succeeded very well in their own 
country; but they come here and point outthe 
corruptions of the United States Government 
with a great deal of success, and the Demo- 
crats are delighted at it because they will all 
go down together, and risk their chances upon 
the floating planks of the débris of the nation 
subsequently. That is the verdict of history 
which we are realizing. We are told by dis- 
tinguished foreigners what the true principles 
of republicanism are! 

Now, [ am a little like the great ‘‘ Father 
of his Country’? when the dying Braddock 
expired in his arms. Braddock, the proud 
British general, said on that occasion, “ high 
times, my God, sir, for a young American 
buckskin to teach a British general how to 
fight.” High times, indeed, if the American 
Senate is to be instructed in its duties by a 
German. Now, I love the Germans; I wish 
they would come here in thousands upon thou- 
sands, because they are good citizens; but I 
would just as lief have the short-comings of 
our Government ‘pointed out to us by native 
Americaus; it would sound to me fully as well 
to say the least. By-the way, I must say that 
I think we have gone on the liberal line far 
enough. The day has come, as it was inthe 
times of secession, when the armies were mus- 
tering one against the other, those in favor of 
the Union and those determined to disrupt it. 
The issue was joined. It was joined to the 
tune of the blood of almost untold thousands 
and the sacrifice of millions of treasure. Now, 
what are we to contemplate in the futare? 
Take the resolution and the speech at this 
moment. ‘of the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts; and what are we to realize from 
them? They mean something. They were not 
intended to be read after the Senator shall 
quietly go into his grave. They have some 
meaning now. The Alabama question is jeop- 
ardized, it is said. Why is it jeopardized? 
Who knows—I do not, God knows—the rea- 
sons prompting my distinguished friend to in- 
troduce those resolutions just at this moment? 
Is- it in sympathy with his nation, or is it in 
sympathy with prond old England? ‘That is 
a question which may well be pondered and 
canvassed, as to the promptings of these reso- 
lations and this speech ‘at this moment; and 
then he wishes the Senate to adjourn in fifteen 
minutes thereafter, so ‘that they cannot be 
responded to and presented to the American 
people and to the civilized world to speculate 
as to the reasons prompting the resolutions 
and the speech by the distinguished Senator. 
I know uot what his reasons may be, nor how 
many he may have. He is a man who does 
not seem to know much, except in the Senate 
of. the United States, upon great political 
questions that tend to affect the civilized Gov- 
ernments of the world. 

I say, Mr. President, that this is a peculiar 
period of our history. There is no margin at 
this day for speculation. We have inaugu- 
rated a policy ; it has been inaugurated by the 
great Republican: party. of this nation, that 
none of them dare raise an issue with. Even 
though they may have deserted the camp, they 
must still invoke the shield of Republicanism 
to protect them in their action. It is a proof 


— 


to the world of the power of the Government . 
and that party. Now, we cannot risk any- 
thing. What is abroad? There are many mil- 
lions of cotton -bonds held by British capital- 
ists. They want their money; and if they can 
disrupt the Republican party, I ask any candid 
man to say to mewhat the future will be touch- 
ing the bonds of the cotton States. If ‘the 
Democracy get in power these people miy say 
to us, ‘‘ Come, gentlemen, settle this matter ; 
you have had a squabble between yourselvés ; 
both sides were wrong; you pay these debts, 
and we will pay yours; and if you dé not, 
down goes the whole-concern by repudiation.’? 
Tbey may be looking to that very thing now 
in the prolongation of this matter. They may 
be looking to the November election, anti- 
cipating, waiting, all anxiety to see whether 
President Grant cannot be defeated, and if 
defeated then ‘‘ we pay you no moiiey growing 
out of your Alabama claims; ‘we -will ‘settle 
that debt when you settle the debt we ‘hold ; 
you have amnestied all your pebple; they’are 
now upoh an équality 5 it is true some of them 
disagreed with you for a time, ‘and fought yu 5 
but now their debts must bé paid, attd'then 
ours to you; we are ready now for an Offsetiat 
any moment.” That I fear will be the’ effect 
of the success of the Democracy} and ‘when 
you talk to me about Liberal Republicanism, 
I say itis merely liberal enough to get into 
power, as was the case with the Indians‘ when 
they had a conference with Daniel Boone at 
old Boonsborough, in the proud old State of 
Kentucky. They were so cordiat and go hat- 
monious that they wanted to have it agreed 
that two Indians should take to their bosoms 
one American. They thought by this’ they 
could entrap them and: take possession of 
Boonsborough, and get into the fort and then 
they would have the wholé country. ‘That: is 
just what the Democrats are doing; here are 
your Liberal Republicans; hereare your Con- 
servatives, everything ready to appropriate the 
American people. 

They talk about frauds! Good God! when- 
ever they make that issue, and it is clearly 
understood by Republicans throughout’ the 
broad land, what will be the result? Let the 
impression prevail that the United States 
Government is a corrupt one, and there is no 
longer any doubt. Let these mén make that 
charge, and there will be myriads of Dem- 
ocrats who will flock to our ranks. Yes, good 
men will come from the Democrati¢ ranks 
to us then. They will be ready to como 
forth, and forth they will come, and what we 
lose upou one side we shall gain upon’ the 
other, S 

Why, sir, wè were told yesterday in’ the 
speech of the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts that the President of the United 
States has absolutely'taken into his confidence 
Army officers. Yea, he has not stopped there ; 
he has smiled béneficently upon bis relatives. 
Now, I say without’ fear‘of contradiction’ that 
he has done nothing else thai a good tian 
would do. You remember the incident in 
Romar history when a foreign army was in 
battle array against a celebrated Romai gen- 
eral. Oneof the opponents was seen Walking 
up and down, challenging to single combat 
any Roman in the ranks of that army. ‘The 
son of that proud old Roman general that then 
was clothed with power stepped forth and 
accepted the proposition and vanquished the 
enemy. What was the penalty? Under the 
law of proud old Rome at that day,’as sacred 
to them as-the laws of the Medes and Per- 
sians, he suffered death for it. Do I commend 
that general for that? I do not. If I had 
been the father I would have died instead of 
the son, if death must be the atonement. 
President Grant, I hope, would not do othér- 
wise; and when he had a meritorious officer 
or a host of them around him, ‘upon: whom 
could he rely with more confidence than apon 
those bright spirits; those ‘brave méi who 
through wind and rain, night and day, exposed 
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to every hardship, were marching up and 
downs guarding. the marquee of the great 
American captain general? Repudiate them ! 
Turn them out and take in Liberal Republi- 
cans.who would as soon let an assassin come 
in. as anybody else! No, sir... t None but 
Americans on guard ’™in that particular is the 
motto. General Grant did right, valiant com- 
mander.ag he is, in trusting those in whom he 
can. confide.: -r : ee 

Committee after committee hag been raised 
from.time.to time to. investigate these matters. 
Vast rumors of an aggravating character have 
been presented here. . They are all false; they 
. have gone by the board. The distinguished 
Senators, SUMNER and Scuurz, however, are 
to be exalted, placed upan a high pinnacle, an 
elevated position, not bound to respond to the 
interrogatories. of a committee of the United 
States Senate, their peers. They are in a 
position to.. go- before a committee and say, 
“Any knowledge I possess I am going to 
retain, and will not disclose.’’ I notify those 
distinguished gentlemen that the. American 
people will understand very well why they 
could not answer. It was because they had 
nothing to answer, or if anything, it was just 
as fatal to them, and therefore they fell back 
on their dignity, firing blank cartridges.. That 
is their position to-day. 

But it is said President Grant appoints rela- 
tives to office... Why, sir, if I was President 
of the United: States, and [ hada thousand 
relatives who were worthy I would bring them 
in every one, and help them as far as I could, 
bat I would hold them toa strict responsibility, 
When. General Jackson was President-of the 
United States, the Whig papers were down 
upon him very much, and I was one of the 
boys who were right after him at that time. It 
was said that his household was not just exactly 
what it should be; and yet it never moved 
General Jackson; he stood firm: “ By the 
Eternal, I know my friends, and I will stand 
by them.” So I say, first know your friends, 
never sacrifice them; and this idea of sacri- 
ficing A to get B or Cin will not do, and any 
man who has:been successful in politics must 
appreciate it. Hold on to your old friends, 
and if there.is any roaming to be done to bring 
in outsiders, let those friends do it. Your 
friends will bring in others if you stand by 
them, 

Now, I say all that President Grant has to 
do is to stand firm against the internal foes who 
have tried to pour their fire upon him on this 
occasion. I have no hesitation in saying that 
he will stand firm, manifesting to the civilized 
world that we are ready to go as far as justice 
shall require, and beyond that under no cir- 
cumstances will we go, and he will move for- 
ward again to victory, at the head ofa Roman 
phalanx, as it were, with all the improvements 
of Americanized ideas and principles, carrying 
out the progress that the world has been 
making for a thousand years. = |; s 

Sir, I apologize to the Senate for the time 
I have occupied, and yield the floor. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the amendment of the 
Senator from Minnesota will wot be agreed to, 
but thatthe resolution may be adopted as it 
was presented by me yesterday. 

Mr. President, the course-of business in this 
Senate is so uncertain thatit would be folly in 


my judgment now to fix any definite day for- 


adjournment; and I think the policy of those 
who are in favor of. an early adjournment is to 
fix no definite day, but to allow the business 
to proceed under a resolution fixing no partic- 
ular time for the adjournment.. ` are 
Mr. President, the bills from the Committee 


on Appropriations that are now unacted upon | 


will require a.considerable time. even -to read 
them.. They may excite some discussion upon 
the propositions they ‘contain, 
be remembered that. after they have passed 
the Senate, they must yet-be acted upon by 
the House of Representatives, and. probably 
be submitted to committees of conference, 


And-it must | 


and then be enrolled and go to the President, 
and be reported back to thetwo Houses before 
we can,adjoura. The disposition on the part 
of the House is to accommodate the Senate 
in this matter of adjournment. They have 
shown that by the-several resolutions that they 
have passed on the subject; and I doubt not 
they will be willing hereafter to accommodate 
the Senate in any reasonable proposition to 
enable them to: get through with the regular 
business that is before us. ` S 

I stated a’ moment ago that the Senate pre- 
sented to the country the spectacle of neglect- 
ing, I might say deliberately neglecting, to 
transact the business before the body. I think 
I might, without misrepresenting the Senate, 
say that it amounts to an absolute refusal to 
transact the business that is. now before us. 
The House of Representatives are adjourning 
from day to day, and taking recesses from 
hour to hour, in the hope that the Senate may 
proceed with the business of the session. We 
have heard speeches on both sides. of the 
political question yesterday and to-day, and I 
hope now the Senate will be content, without 
indulging in any more debate of that kind, to 
proceed with the appropriation bills and the 
legitimate business of thé body which must be 
transacted before we adjourn. Sa 

I believe the House of Representatives will 
adopt the resolution that is now pending with- 
out the amendments, and that they will permit 
us to go on with the business that is so urgent 
and pressing upou us. I hope the amendment 
of the Senator from Minnesota will be voted 
down, and that the resolution will.be adopted 
as it was presented. If the House see fit to 
modify it, I have no doubt they will do it this 
evening when they meet again after the recess, 
and will put it in some form that will enable 
us to transact the business. [ am not disposed 
to waste any of the time of this body ; indeed, 
I feel a great deal of embarrassment in. con- 
suming a single moment, knowing the extreme 
importance and value of time for the .consid- 
eration and transaction of the business. I ask 
for a-vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. FE hold ir my hand a 
communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has-the Sen- 
ator from California concluded ? 

Mr. COLE. I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hold- in my hand a 
communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, inclosing a large number of tele- 
grams directed to the President from all parts 
of the United States, urging upon Congress 
the passage of the steamboat. bill now before 
the Senate, and I hope no time will be fixed 
for adjournment until the passage of that bill, 

Mr. COLE. I cannot yield for that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no question 
before Congress in which .sosmany people of 
the United States -are interested as in the 
passage of that- bilh.» 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


state to the Senator from California that when 


he yields the floor for a vote, debate must pre- 
cede the vote, and the vote. cannot- be taken by 
the Chair until debate is exhausted. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan has risen to debate the 
pending question, and must be heard. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senator will not 
indulge in any debate on the bill to which he 
refers. ; Sd : 

Mr. CHANDLER... I want to give a reason 
why we should not fix a time for adjournment. 
I understood we are called upon to vote on 
that proposition now. ? 


Mr. COLE. Iam apprehensive that it. will | 
lead to discussion if the Senator enters upon | 
We were very for- į 


that subject particularly. 
tunate in getting out of an irrelevant diseus~ 
sion this morning after considerable effort, and 
I ask the Senator to allow us to vote on this 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota 
first and then on the resolution. ; d 
< Mr. CHANDLER. But the argument I 


propose to make is upon that very point, and 
Í shall move to lay this matter aside and take 
up the steamboat bill and stand by it until 
final action is bad of some kind; E care not 
what. I therefore move to lay this whole sub- 
ject on the table for the purpose of taking up 
and having final action upon the conference 
report.on the steamboat bill. ahd 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state the parliamentary condition of business. 
The sundry civil appropriation bill was before | 
the Senate, but was informally passed over 
to consider the resolution in regard to final 
adjournment, subject to a demand for the 
regular order. The Senator from Michigan 
now moves that the adjournment resolution, 
with the amendments thereto, be laid on the 
table. If that shall be carried, the appropri- 
ation bill will then come up ex proprio vigore, 
by virtue of its own right. Then, itthat should 
be laid on the table, the Senator from Michigan 
could submit his motion to take up the con- 
ference report on the steamboat bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER.. I withdraw my motion 
for a moment until I read a few of these tele- 
grams. I have hereatelegram from St. Louis: 
“The steamboat men here are very anxious to 
have the bill get through this session,” Here 
is one directed to the President from Boston, 
Massachusetts, numerously signed; another 
to the same effect from Buffalo, New York, to 
the President: ‘It is of the utmost import- 
ance'to the large steamboat interest of the 
lakes that the conference bill now pending 
shall pass without delay.’ I have another 
from Detroit, numerously signed, to the same 
effect ; another from Chicago to the same 
effect ; another from Ciacinvati, Ohio, which 
says, ‘‘If the steamboat bill before the Senate 
fails it will ruin the steamboat interest here 
entirely.’ I have others from Cincinnati to 
the same effect, all numerously signed, and so 
on from all parts of the United States. Sir, 
I think this Congress ought not to adjourn, and 
will not adjourn, until final action is had on 
this bill; and I therefore now renew the mo- 
tion to lay this subject on the table and take 
up and proceed with the consideration of the 
conference report on the steamboat bill until 
final action is had. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator cannot 
couple those two motions together. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requiresthree 
motions, as the Chair. stated, to bring the con- 
ference report before the Senate. ' 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move now to lay this 
matter on the table, and then if that is carried, 
I will follow it with another motion. 

Mr. COLE. I ask the Senator to withdraw 
it for just one moment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. COLE. It mast-be very evident now 
to the Senate and. the country that the Sena- 
tor from Michigan doesnot desire that- another 
day of.adjournment shall be. fixed, but that 
we shall be put in jthe position of being ad- 
journed under our present resolution on Mon- 
day at nooh, and thus force the calling of an 

-extra session of Congress. ‘That, I take it, 
is the clear interpretation of his motion. If 
there is wisdom iu that—Republican wisdom— 
{ fail utterly to see it. If thatig an advant- 
age to the country, or to the party to ‘which 
he and I belong, I certainly am unable to 
comprehend it. Ido not pretend, however, 
to comprehend all the political wisdom that 
is found in this body and in the country; but 
I am clearly of the opinion, though that 
opinion, I confess, is not entitled to bave 
much weight, that it will be very damaging not 
only to the interests of the country, but of the 
party as well. I believe our policy is to do 
what: the country requires, to proceed in a 
proper way with the business before the body, 
and not force ourselves to an adjournment on 
Monday next, but to act upon-the: resolution 
before us recinding the resolution -heretofore 


passed for adjournment. ‘That, in my judg: 
ment, 18- our policy; -but the motion ot the 
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Senator from Michigan looks toward. a defeat 
of that resolution, and toward an adjourn- 
ment on Monday next, which must necessarily 
be followed by a called session of Congress. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator entirely 
misapprehends my object. My object is to 
have action upon an important measure now 
before Congress, a measure that has passed | 
oue House after more than four. months care- 
ful consideration, has passed the other House 
after weeks of careful consideration, and now 
we have on the table a conference report on 
this very bill which the whole nation demands 
the passage of. I simply ask to take it up now 
and have action upon it one way or the other, 
and I think we ought to do that before we 
vote upon any proposition to adjourn. I shall 
therefore renew my motion to lay this matter 
on the table, and I hope the Senate will stand 
by me in that proposition. 

Mr. COLE. Just one word, if the Senator 
will allow me. If we have an extra session, 
the Senator must know, for he is acquainted 
with the rules.of the House, that no business 
can be transacted during the first six days of f 
that session under the twenty-first joint rule, 
and there will be six days lost. 
poe CHANDLER, ldo not know any such 
thing. i : 

-Mr. COLE. Thatis so. The Senator will 
observe the fact that we cannot do anything 
for the first six days of the session. 

Mr. THURMAN. I want to have one mat- 
ter decided, and for the purpose of having it 
decided, without any disrespect to anybody, Í 
demand the regular order, and insist that I 
have the right to take a Senator off his feet to 
make that demand. I want a ruling upon that | 
point. 

i Mr. POMEROY. That is not in order; 
the Senator cannot do that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I deny that the Senator 
has a right to take me off my feet. 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 want the Chair to rule 
upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is 
about to decide that point, or express his opin- 
ion, which, of course, will be subject to debate 
after he has stated the point. Some time 
since, about a month ago, the Senate by unan- | 
imous consent informally passed over the reg- 
ular order to allow the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. ALCORN ].to speak on the so-called 
Morrill amendment. After speaking some ten 
minutes an endeavor was made. to take him 
off his feet for the purpose of proceeding with 
the regular order. A point of order was made 
upon him, which of course required him to 
resume his seat. The Chair overriled the 
point of order, and the Senator trom Missis- 
sippi then rose and insisted that he could not 
be taken off the floor by a point of order being 
made upon him, nor could he be taken off the 
floor by a demand for the regular order until he 
completed his remarks, which he stated he 
would doin five or ten minutes. ‘The Chair, on 
reflection, sustained that upon the ground that 
no Senator can by any rule known to the Sen- 
ate or by its usage be taken off the floor ar- 
bitrarily by a demand, by any Senator, but he 
stated at that time, in anticipation -of this very 
contingency which now occurs, that the ruling 
would make it unpleasant toward the close of 
the session to yield when appropriation bills 
were pending to take up informally other busi- 
ness, because a Senator might insist on. the 
right to the floor untilhe finisued his remarks. 
But the Senator from Ohio desires this to be 
decided by the Senate, and as it wili be the 
first time that a Senator has been takea from 
the floor by a demand for the regular order, the 
Chair will with great pleasure submit the ques- 
tion to the Senate for their debate and decision 
whether a Senator can be taken from the floor 
as the Senator from Mississippi. was some time 
since while speaking on a matter: that was 
taken up by unanimous consent, and the reg- 
ular order informally passed over. 


Mr. THURMAN. I make the point simply 


for the purpose of having the practice settled. 
it seems to me perfectly clear that if we can- 
not take a Senator off his feet under circum- 
stances like these, it never willbe safe to pass 
over the regular order informally because a 
Senator may take the floor and: speak for six 
weeks. Now, this thing of passing by the 
regular order informally in order to allow 
business that is not contested to pass facil- 
itates the transaction of business in the 
Senate wonderfully. Every day we pass 
numerous bills by the chairman who has the 
regular. order in charge passing it by inform- 
ally subject to a call at any moment; but if 
upon any bill that comes up a Senator can 
take the floor and speak about everything from 
the creation of the world down to this time, 
and hold the floor just as long as he pleases, it 
will be unsafe for the chairman of any com- 
mittee having the regular order in charge ever 
to agree to its being informally passed over, 
and nobody can get business done as we do 
now every day by the chairman consenting to 
informally pass by his bill or lay it aside sub- 
ject toa call for the regular order. I hope 
the Senate will vote that when such an agree- 
ment as this is made to lay aside the regular 
order informally to take up something else 
subject to a call for the regular order, that call 
may be made at any time and will take who- 
ever is speaking off his feet. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Docs the Senator ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. THURMAN. The Chair did not make 
a decision. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; the Chair 
submitted the question to the Senate. The 
Chair stated that he protected the Senator 
from Mississippi a month since in remarks 
interesting to his State and section, because 
he did not himself desire to introduce a new 
rule in the Senate by which a Senator could 
be taken from the floor in the midst. of a 
speech on the demand of a Senator. The 
Senator from Ohio now insists, however, upou 
that question being settled. It is for the Sen- 
ate to make this rule, which the Chair of 
course will obey bereatter if it is made; and 
the question is, under the circumstances now 
before the Senate, with which they are familiar, 
can the Senator from Ohio demand the regu- 
lar order while the Senator from California is 
on the floor speaking? 

Mr.: CASSERLY. Do I understand the 
Chair to decide 

Mr. THURMAN. No; the Chair did not 
make any decision. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Do I understand the 
remarks of the Chair to be directed to the pre- 


cise state of facts which now exist; that is to |! 


say, to a case where the regular order has been 
laid aside by consent or informaliy to permit 
other business to be taken up, subject only to 
a call for the regular order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
can that call be made while a Senator is on 
the floor speaking. ‘Fhe question, in the mind 
of the Chair, is whether the Chair can recog- 
nize the Senator from Obio. When the Sen- 
ator from California is addressing himself to 
him; and speaking, the Chair does not exactly 
see how he can recognize any other Senator: 
but if the Senate decides that this can be done 
under the state of facts now occurring, the 
Chair, of course, will enforce that rule bere- 
afier, that a Senator can be taken from the 
floor under similar circumstances by any Sen- 
ator interrupting him, 

‘Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to say, under- 
standing from the remarks just made by the 
Chair that such a practice would be an inno- 
vation on the usage of the Senate, I hope the 
Senator from Ohio will not press his motion. 
If made, I shall be obliged to vote against it. 

Mr. POMEROY.. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw it. -We do not want to establish the 


principle here that a Senator can be taken off - 


the floor when speaking within the rules. A 
Senator who is called to order has the right to 


resume the floor when the question of order is 
settled; and there is no rule and no principle 
in this body by which we can stop a Senator 
who is speaking within the rules, and we 
ought not to establish it now. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Ohio insist upon the point? 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 do insist-upon it.. We 
ought to understand it. I say if I ever had 
charge of the regular order, if the rule is to be 
as. suggested, I never would agree to passing 
it by informally, because anybody could take 
the floor and speak ad libitum, and it would 
not be safeto doit if that isthe rule; whereas, 
as we have practiced it, we have transacted a 
great deal of business by passing the regular 
order informally, subject to call, and I think 
it is the true spirit and intent of that, which is 
something in the nature ot an agreement, that 
if we will pass by the regular order informally 
and take up other: business subject to a call 
for the regular order, that cali may be made 
at any time. : 

Mr. POMEROY. That is when we lay 
aside the regular order with the express under- 
standing that it shall not lead to debate; but 
if we lay it aside with the understanding: that 
the measure to be taken up shall lead’ to 
debate, there is no way of terminating that 


| debate until a Senator can get the floor to 


submit a motion that will do it. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Upon this vote, in order 
to sustain the former decision of the Chair, 
we vote ‘f no,” as I understand it 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘The Chair does 
not make a decision upon this particular point. 
The Chair will state the question clearly, so 
that the decision of the Senate shall be unmis- 
takable. The regular order having been 
informally passed over, subject to a demand 
for the regular order by any Senator, ‘the ques- 
tion is, can the Senator from Ohio interrupt 
the Senator from California [Mr. Cone] white 
upon the floor speaking, and demand the reg- 
ular order, and thus terminate his speech, and 
call up the regular order? Senators in favor 
of that principle will say ay ; those opposed, no, 

The question being put, it was decided in 
the negative. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California is now eutitled to the floor. 

Mr. COLE. in order that we may know 
precisely the ground we occupy and the con- 
dition in which we shall find ourselves after 
Monday. at twelve o’clock, if we do. not take 
action on this resolution, Lask that the twenty- 
first joint rule be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“21. After six days from the commencement of a 
second or subsequent session of Congress, all ‘bills, 
resolutions, or reports, which originated in either 
House, and at the close of the next preceding session 
remained undetermined in either House, shall be 


resumed and acted on in the same manner as if an 
adjournment had not taken place.” 


Mr. COLE. ‘Thus it will be seen that if we 
adjourn without acting on the appropriation 


‘bill, or any other bill that needs action, we 


shall find ourselves in the dilemma. of not 


j being able to consider or to act upon. it until 


six days bave passed alter the commencement 
of the called session, 
Mr. POMEROY. 
two Houses can suspend that rule. 
been several times suspended. 
Mr. COLE. Isis ajoint rule, and we have 


The joint action of the 
It has 


| no reason to believe or expect that it will be 


suspended or rescinded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state on this point that the fifty-second rule 
of the Senate provides that— . 

“ At the second, orany subsequent session of a Con- 
gress, the legislaitve business of the Senate which 
remains undetermined at the close of the next pre- 
ceding session of that Congress shall be resumed and 
proceeded with in the saine manner ag if no adjourn»: 
ment of the Senate had taken place.” its 

That was adopted on the 25th of March, 
1848, and on the 14th of August of the same 
year the jomt rule alluded to by the Senator 
from California was agreed to, which is the 
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later rale, and-therefore the. controlling rule, 
as-has been frequently decided by the Senate ; 
but.as.the Senator-from Kansas: states, it can 
be suspended, like all other joint rules, by the 
action of both branches. f 

. Mr. POMEROY. ‘Lhe embarrassment with 
me in regard to a called session is: this: at 
the beginning of every session we must arrange 
our committees, and if we have ‘a. called ses- 
sion the committees- of this body, will have to 
be elected over again; and then there are com- 
mittees: of, conference appointed, which have 
not yet reported,.and?’I doubt whether a com- 
mittee of conference appointed. now, that does 
not report. at this session, can report‘at a new 
session.  That-is-the point-I am not clear 
about. [ would not give that as my opinion; 
but as we have got to arrange all other com- 
mittees at the opening of a session, I am 
inclined lo think we should have to appoint 
new committees of conference; but I will not 
say that, ©’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Michigan insist on the motion to lay 
on thẹ table? , >.. 

. Mr. CHANDLER... I shall renew it in a 
moment... Both. Houses. can rescind the rule 
to which the Senator from California refers, in 
amoment. That has no weight whatever, be- 
cause it is in the power of both Houses to re- 
scind it immediately. Inow renew my. motion 
to lay this subject on the table, and on that 1 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan moves that the adjournment 
resolution.and the amendments be laid on the 
table, the. effect of which will be, if adopted, 
to call up the appropriation bill, upon which 
the. Senator from California [Mr. Core} will 
be entitled to the floor; but the Senator trom 
Michigan gives notice that he will also move 
to lay that on the table in order to consider 
the conference report on the steamboat bill. 

The. question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 86; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs: Ames, Blair, Boreman, Cameron, 
Chandler Flanagan, Harlan, Kellogg, Morton, Os- 
born, Pool, Rice; Scott, and Spencer—i4, 
> NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cole, 
Conkling, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia 
Ferry, of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of ‘Texas, Hill, Hicheock, 
Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- 
wood, Nye, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ransom, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, 
Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, Win- 
dom, and Wright—36. 
. ABSUNT—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Bucking- 
han, Caldwell, Carpenter, Clayton, Cragin, Davis 
of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, 
Gilbert, Goldth waite, Hamlin, Howe, Lewis, Morrill 


of Maine, Patterson, Ramsey, Sawyer, Schurz, Ste- 
venson, Sumner, and Wilson—ż4. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The: VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question 
recurs on the amendment to the substitute 
offered by the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. 
Winpom,] striking out ‘* Tuesday, the 4th 
instant, at five o'clock,” and ‘inserting ‘* Mon- 
day, the 10th of June, at noon,” on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

“The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 84; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Chandler, Cor- 
bett, Ferry of Connecticut, Hill, Hitchcock, Logan, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Rice, 
Sherman, Sumner, Windom, and Wright—17, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Cole, Conkling, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Ran- 
som, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Seott, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Thurman. 
Lipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—34. 

ABSENT Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, ‘Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Clayton, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Gilbert, Hainlin, Ylarlan, Howe, Kelly, Morrill. 
of Maine, Patterson, Pool, Sawyer, and Wilson—23. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
recurs on the substitute of the 
Delaware, fixing Tuesday next 
p. m. for the final adjournment. 


The question 
Senator from 
at five o’clock 


i 


Mr. MORTON. I should like'to inquire of 
the Senator from Delaware what his views are 
in offering that asa substitute? The appro- 
priation bill now pending is perhaps the most 
tedious of all, and I am informed by a refer: 
ence to the Globe it will appear that’ the 
House were seven days in passing that bill: 
It is miscellaneous in its character, and for 
that very reason the most tedious of all the 
appropriation bills. If. we were to begin 
now we could hardly conclude that bill by 
the time named; and of course everything 
else would have to receive the go-by. That 
would result simply in making it necessary 
for the President to call an extra session 
of Congress. The Senator hardly desires. to 
create that necessity. I hope the President 
will not be put in that position. I trust both 
Houses of Congress intend to stay here long 
enough to do the necessary business, that 
that will be done promptly, and that then: we 
we shall go home. Iam anxious to get-away 
from here, and I shall do everything in» my 
power to basten the adjournment of Congress, 
but not until the necessary business -has been 
transacted. We have remained here every 
night this week for the purpose of -accom- 
plishing it. 

Yesterday a political debate was thrown in 
here unexpectedly and undesired. ‘The Sen- 
ator was not responsible for that perhaps any 
more than I was. I do not hold his: friends 
responsible for it. But a debate of a peculiar 
and of a violent character was thrown in here. 
It may perhaps be necessary to make some 
short response to that. For one, Ido not 
wish to do so; but, leaving that entirely out 
of view, we cannot transact the necessary busi- 
ness between this and Tuesday evening at five 
o'clock. Therefore, I want to know why itis 
the Senator from Delaware proposes to put in 
that hour. 

Mr. BAYARD. The answer is very easy. 
The measure which took so long a time to 
discuss has been passed by the House, and 
they have proved their anxiety and desire for 
a short session by the number and character 
of the votes they have cast upon the subject. 
Their resolution sent to us shows their desire 
to get away at the earliest possible moment. 
Tn that desire I heartily concnr. When they 
fix Tuesday I, not knowing the character of 
the measures they have passed, presume they 
have exercised an intelligent judgment and 
understand what can be done within the time 
which they themselves have selected for the 
purpose. I look upon the vote of the House 
as indicating the wishes of a body favorable 
by a large majority to an early adjournment, 
in which wish I and those gentlemen with 
whom I act on this floor most heartily concur: 

As to my desiring an extra session, I can 
set the Senator’s mind at rest on that subject 
should he indeed have any doubt about it. If 
a special session is caused, it will be the act 
of the Administration and the act-of the 
friends of the Administration alone. ‘Thanks 
to the presence of the minority party in this 
Chamber, thanks to their course on the night 
when the tariff bill was passed, it. did pass the 
Senate and got into its present condition for 
consideration. Ido not say; thanks to them 
alone; but without them the majority “party, 
lefi to itself alone; certainly. would have still 
delayed the passage of that measure, and they 
probably would: have been diseussing it until 
to-night. : 

Therefore, I say I am willing to take the 
judgment of the House as to the possibility 
of the work we can accomplish between now 
and next Tuesday, that we can ge over the 
ground which they have gone over and aecept 
the measures which they have passed by next 
Tuesday night. By that time, should a: fur- 
ther prolongation of twenty-four hours become 
necessary, | presume it will be acceded to: 
But the proposition before us was-whether-we 
should accept the proposition of the Elouse to. 


adjourn on- Tuesday evening or whether. we 


should rescind our own resolution and leave 
the whole matter open for a prolonged ses- 
sion to extend through the entire summer. 
Of the two I prefer the House resolution, and 
Ido not think the Senator has the Jeast doubt 
in his own mind that I and those with whom 
I act’ have done everything we could in the 
fullest good faith toward an early adjourn- 
ment of Congress. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, we must be 
presumed to understand the condition of busi- 
ness in the Senate a little better than the 
House understands the condition of business in 
this body. -I certainly give them credit for 
understanding their business better than we 
understand it. : 

Now, sir, it must be obvious to every Sen- 
ator, it seems to me, that we-cannot pass this 
appropriation bill, have it go to a committee 
of conference, as it inevitably will, then pass 
the viver and harbor bill, and transact the other 
business that is necessary to be transacted, 
between this and next Tuesday evening at five 
o'clock. If we are satisiied of that, we ‘should 
not fix:that hoar for adjournment unless ‘we 
want to drive the President ‘to call an extra 
session. If we do fix that hour, it will be 
because we want to drive the President to do 


«that. 


> Now, E wish to say that the Senators on the 
other side have shown a willingness hereto- 
fore to conclude the business of Congress, and 
to adjourn at an early day. They did work 
faithfully on the tariff bill until three o’clock 
in the morning; but the most of those on the 
other side did the same thing. There were 
several who seemed to throw some obstacles 
in the way, but the great body of Republicans 
on this floor worked faithfully and stayed here, 
and we succeeded in passing that bill. 

The Senator says that if an extra session is 
made. necessary the Administration party on 
this floor is responsible. I answer the Sena- 
tor, no. The speeches made here yesterday 
were not in the interest of the Administra- 
tion; they were not made by those who are 
supporting the Administration. They werein 
hostility to the Administration; and I appre- 
hend they were ‘enjoyed much better on that 
side of the House than they were on the 
other. The profit that they will hereafter 
realize from these speeches I imagine will be 
very readily and very easily calculated. We 
had hoped to go on with the appropriation 
bill yesterday, and if we had done so, and if 
there had been no interruption of this kind, we 
could have adjourned probably on Tuesday 
evening. But we were not responsible for 
those speeches being made and that particular 
debate being thrown in. i 

A resolution was offered yesterday to re- 
scind the resolution of adjournment, and ob- 
jection was made by the Senator from Mary- 
land even to its reception upon that day. I 
believe that objection’ was afterward with- 
drawn; but there was no’ attempt made to 
consider it yesterday. It simply went on the 
Calendar, and would have been allowed to go 
no further. f 

_ But now we come down to the single propo- 
sition: if we fix the time for adjournment on 
Tuesday evening it is equivalent'to the decla- 
ration that we want the President to call an 
extra session. I have no doubt the President 
will-do his duty, whatever he understands it 
tobe. Let usdo ours: What is it? It is that 
we shull stay here until the necessary business 
of Congress is transacted, and that without 
reference either to personal convenience or 
to political considerations. I am prepared to 
stay that long, although | stay with ‘great per- 
sonal inconvenience, and I hope all others will 
concur with me, i : ps 
' Mr. CASSERLY, I should: like to ask the 
Senator from Indiana one question before he 
closes. Do I understand the Senator, whom 
we all recognize as one of the chiefs of his 
party, to speak by authority when he says that 
a resolution to adjourn upon Tuesday next at 
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five o’clock will be equivalent to a call for an 
extra session ? 

Mr. MORTON. I do not speak by author- 
ity. I have had no consultation whatever, 
have not exchanged a word, directly or indi- 
rectly, with the executive department on this 
subject; but I take it for granted that if we 
adjourn without passing the necessary appro- 
priation bills, without providing the money 
for carrying on the Government, the Presi- 
dent will do his duty, and will call us back and 
ask us to stay here until we do ours. I say I 
take it for granted; but I have no more author- 
ity for saying so than the Senator himself. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If there is to be an extra 
session of Congress, it will be because some 
party in each House of Congress has so acted 
as to make an extra session inevitable. If any 
party shall so act, it is because it desires to 
have an extra session. Is there any such party 
in this body? I know it is not the party with 
which Tact. The minority here as one man 
is not only opposed to an extra session, but it 
regards an exira session as an evil of the very 
first magnitude. The Senator from Indiana 
can have no repugnance to an extra session 
that at all exceeds in intensity or earnestness 
the repugnance felt by every member of the 
minority in this body. 

Now, sir, if the majority, or even enough 
of the Republicans of this body to make, with 
the Democrats, a majority, as was the case 
during the long and weary debate the other 
night upon the tariff, are of the same way of 


thinking, there can be no extra session; at | 


least there can be no colorable pretense for 
one. I do say that. I say it because if it 
shall be found upon the approach of the hour 
for adjournment proposed. by the House, 
namely, five o'clock on Tuesday, that the state 
of the public business requires a further exten- 
sion, those in this body and those in the House 
who are opposed to an extra session will vote 
for that further extension; and I may say for 
the Democrats in this House, and I think I may 
speak for the Democrats in the other House, 
they will not refuse any reasonable extension 
of the time of adjournment, when they know 
that to refuse to do so is to furnish some ground 
or some appearance of a ground for an extra 
session, Therefore, I repeat, if there is to 
be an extra session, it will be because the 
Administration majority in this body and in 
the other House are determined to have one. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. J objected 
to the consideration of this resolution yester- 
day for the reason that I believed we could 
get through with the public business without 
changing the time of adjournment. 
after the discussion yesterday that we could 


I thought | 


conclude that appropriation bili last night j 


before we adjourned, and I voted against all 
motions to adjourn. I was willing to remain 
here last night in order to accomplish that 
object. The very reason that induces me now 
to vote against any proposition for adjourn- 
ment beyond Tuesday is because I believe if 
we now go to work on this appropriation bill 
we can adjourn by thattime. ‘This is a weil 
considered bill.. The Committee on Appro- 
priations know something about the business 
which they have considered, and I take it for 
granted when under the press for an adjourn- 
ment we come to the consideration of that 
bill, we- skall attribute some knowledge to 
that committee and.will vote down amend- 
ments much better than if we were to proceed 
under the idea of a prolonged session and 
allow debate on all kinds of amendments. If 
we would conclude this discussion now, and 
adopt the resolution sent to us -by the House 
and get to work, we:could pass that appropri- 
ation bill to-day, and I will stand by the ma- 
jority in this body until the sun rises to-mor- 
row morning; I will stay away from -church 
ik order to pass that bill, and think T will.do 
the country: much better service by that than 
by attending church, _[Laughter.] 


Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, day before. | 


yesterday, beginning with a committee meet- 
ing, I worked in this building nineteen hours, 
shut up for seventeen hours.in this iron box. 
When I had been for fifteen hours without 
food, not having left the Chamber at all, and 
when some other Senators had been. equally 
attentive, a suggestion was made several times 
that it would be a relief to have an hour dur- 
ing which those who had remained here con- 
tinuously so long might get something to eat. 
The Democratic members of the Senate, as we 
have been repeatedly reminded since, insisted 
upon continuing the session with a. unanimity 
which, if it has been found before, has not 
often been found hastening business. Time 
after time they refused to allow indulgence to 
hunger or fatigue. My friend [Mr. HAMILTON, 
of Maryland] shakes his head. I say not to 
be misunderstood that the Democratic Sen- 
ators voted against propositions -during the 
night for a respite as often as such motions 
were made. Now, I. think my friend from 
Maryland will not shake his head in dissent. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That was 
on the tariff bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Itis of that night that 
I am speaking; and { remind the Senate that 
the result was the completion of the tariff bill 
after an exhaustive and toilsome night, and 
the next day found the decks clear for the ex- 
traordinary utterances heard in the Senate 
yesterday. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Sumyar] had given notice to the Senate 
previously more than once that he found him- 
self assaulted in a report of a committee 
touching the sale of arms, and for that rea- 
son, as we were given to understand, he inter- 
posed a motion to postpone indefinitely the 
great appropriation bill upon which the oper- 
ations of the Government depend, and then he 
visited upon the Senate a printed essay which 
required four hours to pass his lips, in which 
nothing at all was said of any vindication 
against the report of the arms committee. 

When five o’clock had come, and we had 
sat here weary with the loss of sleep and exces- 
sive labor waiting to be allowed to proceed 
with business, the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
ScHvunz] rose with a portentous pile of manu- 
script before him, and then we were reminded 
from the Democratic side that courtesy required 
us to take a recess in order that Seuators 
might refresh themselves who were unaccus- 
tomed to go without food, and in order also, I 
suspect, that the interval might command a 
more showy and imposing audience than at 
that time waited upon the Senator from Mis- 
souri. I ventured to say that it was not a 
question of courtesy; that the question was 
made of sterner stuff; and! repeat it. We had 
been arrested by two electioneering speeches, 
which if they were appropriate any where might 
be made at the hustings, which, if there were 
no other objection to them, were made at a 
time when they wore out the dying hours of 
the session, and drove important bills to de- 
struction, unless new postponements could be 
gained. But the day having been squandered, 
and Monday at meridian having been set as 
the mete and bound of our continuance, we 
were told that courtesy required us to take a 
recess in order that, with the actors’ strength 


replenished, the night might foliow the day- 


down to the tomb of wasted hours—houars 
devoted by the Senator from Massachusetts to 


reading a speech, if that name describes the 


paper, which he will live to regret; an unjust 
and bitter speech aimed at another, but which 
the Senator will find a boomerang recoiling 
with heavy, if not deadly, weight upon himself. 
It was an effort full of joy for: his enemies— 
full of sorrow for his friends... : ` i 


Now, Mr. President, our friends on the other 


side voted for that.recess which some of us 
tried in vain with a bare.quorum to resist, and 
the evening, as I say, was wasted, wasted as 
regards all the bills awaiting action; and now 
we are engaged, not in--going on with legisla- 
tion, but in what seems to be rather a game 


of bounce, rather a-trip and twitch affair upon 
the question. whether we- cannot so manage 
and exploit the question of adjournment as to 
throw upon the President the responsibility 
of calling or omitting to call an extra session. 
This phase of the proceeding gives me “no 
solicitude. I imagine that as the President 
has been found always equal thus far.in the 
field and in the Cabinet to auch exigencies ag 
have beset him, he will manage to determine 
whether:he should see the unfinished. business 
lie prostrate until December or should. recon- 
vene the Representatives of the people. I say 
nothing in regard to that;. the purpose of the 
Senate ought to be, I hope it will be, to ‘act 
not upon the question of advantage between 
parties -or candidates or ambitions, to be 
gained by thrusting upon the President the 
alternative of an extra session, but upon what 
we should do upon our oaths in the exigency 
upon us. : PI, 

I shall vote against the pending amendmen 
because I want to vote upon the: simple prop- 
osition to rescind. That going to the House, 
we shall commit to it the option of saying 
whether the resolution existing now and term- 
inating the session on: Monday:shall. be put 
aside or not, and if the House think it.unwise 
to answer that question in the affirmative, it 
will committo the House the further option of 
proposing the day when we shall adjourn. The 
position of the Senate, if we pass the resolu- 
tion to rescind, will be, that we had better go 
on without fixing a day at this moment. If the 
House differs with us, the House is the appro- 
priate body between the two to indicate the 
final day. ‘Therefore to me the road seems 
open and the duty plain. f 

Mr. President, 1 give this reason, without 
going into others, for preferring an open end. 
of the session rather than one closed by a day. 
There are three appropriation bills pending, 
the sundry civil bill, the river and harbor bill 
and the fortification bill. There are several other 
important measures, one or two from the du- 
diciary Committee. The honorable Senator 
from Michigan has repeatedly called attention 
to the steamboat bill; and although I do not 
read his telegrams as he does, although I do 
not read my telegrams as he would, that those 
sending them insist upon the passage of the par- 
ticular bill as reported, I do agree in. thinking 
it desirable to have some legislation touch- 
ing the steamboat interest, and he will: find 
me following him in that. direction, much as I 
object to particular provisions contained in 
the pending bill. 

Without referring to other measures, suffice 
it to say that there remains considerable 
unfinished business. There are two ways of 
doing it. One is to do it-on the run, to put it 
through as the steamboat bill would have gone 
through on the conference report, not five 
members of the Senate. being able in the haste 
to ascertain in detail what the. bill contained. 
That is one way. It isa bad way. I venture 
to say it is a blamable way, speaking of the 
two Houses in the aggregate, when we can con- 
trol together the time of our adjournment, to 
so manage it that we must do business after 
that manner. The other way is deliberately 
and intelligently to sit down, subjecting our 
convenience to our duty, curbing the disposi- 
tion we all have to get away, (and I presume I 
would like to go as much as anybody else,) 
and to say to ourselves and to each other, we 
must address ourselves to our duties. until 
those duties are done, be it on the 4thof June 
or the 4th of July. Nothing short of the 
breaking ovt of a pestilence or some provi- 
dential visitation would warrant us in doing 
less. : i 

If we fix the day that my honorable: friend 
before me [Mr. Winpom] proposes; Monday 
week, itisall the time in the powerof any Sen- 
ator to exhaust or-control the time. -Have we 
forgotten yesterday when we entered upon the 
consideration of a bill to which our rules per- 
mitted us to apply a-five-minutes debate, which 
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nobody:not. in the: secret--I-do not say there 
was any:secret; I.do not say it was: not wholly 
accidental that we were driven under whip and 
spurt through a'night and. found’ the next 
morning the coast clear for a political assault 
with the five-minutes rule out of the way— 
but who; that was not in the‘secret, would 
have supposed that one single Senator yester- 
day morning would give the whole, day, and 
another the whole evening, to .the winds, so 
that not one step: of advance could be made 
in the .great ‘appropriation bill which remains 


to be acted: on, the most. important in some- 


respects: of all the appropriation bills? 

Now, if we fix a day three days hence ora 
week hence, it is at the option of every mem- 
ber of this body of either. political party to 
devote one day or two days.or every day, as 
he pleases. Jf we fix no day, the disposition 
that seems to prevail on all sides to hasten a 
conclusion will enable us to do it, because no 
motive is presented to any one opposed to 
particular measures to wear them out by délay, 
no. idea of advantage by forcing an extra. ses- 
sion can enter in, but all will concur in pro- 
ceeding to a conclusion of the business, ‘This 
seems to me very plain. I do not want to di- 
late upon it.. I am sorry to occupy a moment 
of the time of the: Senate, but I submit that we 
might: at least vote upon the pending proposi- 
tion, 


of fixing a day, that ends itot: course. If the 


majority is in favor of rescinding the adjourn-. 


ment resolution altogether for the present, so 
be it, and let the resolution go at once to the 
House, in order that we may know what the 
House prefers.on the subject. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I regret, sir, that the 
Senator from New York should have seen fit 
to address his emphatic reproaches to the con- 
duct of the minority with which L act in this 
Chamber for its course in regard to the tariff 
bill. Indeed, there was running through his 
remarks an arraigument of the minority on 
two points. One point was on its. want of 
courtesy in refusing a recess for needful rest 
and. food; the other was the fact that the 
minority was in a secret; that is to say, in a 
private scheme the object of which was, touse 
the language of the Senator himself, to clear 
the decks of the Senate the next day for the 
two speeches which were delivered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts and the Senator from 
Missouri. J wish to say that so far as I have 
observed the minority of this body has never 
been wanting in the courtesies or.the proprie- 


ties of this body as the minority understood: 


them. .I-know.of no Senator who has more 
frequently in my time in this body insisted on 
using the power of the majority so relentlessly 
as the Senator from New York; no Senator 
who, time after time, has insisted on com- 


pelling the minority:here to sit during long j 


and weary. sessions. I do not say that to 
reproach him; I say it siwply to remind him 
that if we did err in regard to a tariff bill we 
had a very distinguished precedent for our 
errors. ac 

. Mr. THURMAN, Allow me to suggest that 
I moved: twice for a recess of an hour on the 
night of the tariff bill, and, according to wy 
observation, every Democrat: on this floor 
voted with. me for the recess. 

: Mr. CONKLING.: Wasa record made of 
that vote? : 

Mr. THURMAN. According to my recol- 
lection every Demverat on the floor so voted. 

. Mr. CONKLING: I did not mean to speak 
of anything but the vote. I think if he will 
look at the record he will find 

Mr. CASSERLY.: I must proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The Senator from 
California insists on his right to the floor, and 
will proceed. ; ae 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Obio 
remarks two instances of motions -made by 
himself for a reeess, both: of which motions 
were voted down, as he says, in spite of the 


If a majority of the Senate is in favor: 


general support: of the minority. Then the 
Senator from New. York challenged him fora 
record. There is no record of either of there 
motions, so. far as I can see; but I have here 
the last record that was taken on the subject. 
About six o'clock -of that long session: the 
Senator from Pennsylvania farthest from me 
[Mr. Cameron] moved a recess till half-past 
seven. 1 observe that he said in bis remarks: 

“T-move that we take arecess for two hours. Itis 
after five o’clock now,” mr et 

There was a yea and nay vote taken on a 
recess; and now I beg the attention of the 
Senator from New York, after the reproaches 
which he addressed to the minority here, first 
that they were discourteous.and next that they 
were in a plot with a view to proceedings the 
next day, to listen to what I have to say. I 
have the record here. 

Mr. CONKLING.. May I understand what 
the Senator is going to read from? Is this 
something that occurred in the afternoon or 
the evening? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iam very sorry the Sen- 
ator was so much engaged about something 
else that he did not attend to what I was say- 
ing. I will repeat it. . After. five o’clock on 
that day the Senator from Pennsylvania moved 
a recess until half past sevene. Now, I ask the 
Senator from New York, who has charged not 
only discourtesy upon the minority here, but a 
secret plot to clear the decks of the Senate for 
two political speeches the next day, to attend 
to the last record that I believe exists as to the 
vote on the subject. of a recess. ‘That was the 
vote taken on the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, which I have just described. 
The motion for a recess was voted down by 31 


a majority were members of the same party 
with the Senator from New York; that is to say, 
if eighteen make a majority of thirty-one, I 
wish to call the attention of the Senator him- 
self to the fact that among the gentlemen who 
voted against that recess was himself. 

Mr. CONKLING. No doubt of it; in the 
afternoon I did. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Now, sir, if there was 
any discourtesy or any plot the Senator from 
New York must take his full share of it. He 
says it was in the afternoon. It was after five 
o'clock of theafternoon. It wasthe usual hour 
for a recess. 


yesterday to hear, accidentally, thata suspicion 
ofsome such thing on the partof the minority had 
found color on the other side of the Chamber. 
I could scarcely believe that such a suspicion 
had found credence.there. Certainly nothing 
was further from my mind. I have taken the 
trouble to inquire of my political associates, 
and I may say for them, one and all, that no 
such idea entered for a moment into their 
heads. No man inthe Chamber, not even the 
Senator from New York, was more surprised 
by what took place the next day than the Dem- 
oecratic minority here. And if there was any 
such plot, I ask why it was that neither of the 
two Senators, who delivered those speeches, 
the Senator from Massachusetts and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, was ou hand to help to 
carry out the plot? In this same vote, which 
is the last recorded vote in- the Globe of yester- 
day, onthe subject of a recess, I find the names 
of both those Senators among the ‘ absent;’’ 
that is to say, they were absent, or. if present 
they did not vote. 

That is all Ihave to say. There was no dis- 
courtesy; there was no plot. The Senator 
from Indiana is right when he says that the 
Democrats, though unanimous in favor of dis- 
| posing of the tariff bill if possible at that one 
sitting; could not have accomplished it by 
themselves ; and most of the votes against re- 
cesses; and most of the votes against dilatory 
motions, will show a majority of Republicans 
acting with-thc minority on this floor. The 
“majority were:just as much in the-plot, if plot 


| there was, as the Democrats. They were as 


votes to 17, and of the thirty-one Senators | 


Now, sir, as to the plot: I was astonished | 


much implicated in discourtesy, if discourtesy 
there was, as the Democrats. 

The truth is that so far as we were con- 
cerned there. was no discourtesy, there was 
nothing but the pure and simple earnest desire 
to dispose of the public business. We were 
willing, as we bave been willing throughout 
this session and all other sessions, to lead all 
reasonable facilities to the passage of those 
great bills which are essential to the Govern- 
ment. It never can be true, it never can be 
excusable for any Senator in this body to say 
of the minority here that they bave at any 
time intentionally given obstruction to the 
passage of any one of the bills to which I 
have referred. I mean, of course, those bills 
without. which no Government could go on— 
revenue bills and appropriation bills. We 
have not obstructed them this session. Our 
conduct the other night was the best pledge 
we could give of our earnest desire to aid the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, as 
we had aided the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations to push through all those 
bills. Weare ready to doitstill. If political 
issues have been made at this advanced stage 
of the session, they have been made by gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the Chamber; 
they have not been suggested or originated by 
us. Itis not just for the Senator from New 
York to impute tous anything of that kind. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I am not sur- 
prised at all at the exhibition of virtue on the 
other side of the Chamber at this late hour— 
the disposition that has been shown this mora- 
ing on the part of those Senators to press for- 
ward and attend especially to legislative busi- 
ness and none other and deprive every one in 
the Senate who had a desire to. say anything 
in reference to questions of a political char- 
acter or of a personal nature of the oppor- 
tunity to do so. 

This desire and virtue, however, has but 
recently seized them. A majority ofus remained 
here day and night almost for the purpose of 
perfecting and passing aud getting through 
the publie business. ‘here has not been an 
hour of legislation for the last two weeks that 
Ihave not attended, either day or night. I 
have attended meetings of committees early in 
the morning, as early as nine o'clock, the ses- 
sion of the Senate at eleven, aud remained 
here until twelve o’cloek at night, and on one 
oceasion until nine o'clock the next morning, 
and on another till four o’clock in the morning. 
The majority of the Senate did the same. 
While we were doing the business of the coun- 
try, however, an exiibition-came off here on 
yesterday. that our Democratic friends on the 
opposite side of the Chamber might well be 
satished with; and since this exhibition they 
clamor for an early adjournment. If ever a 
midnight lamp burned to prepare with cool 
and calm deliberation malignant. and brutal 
attacks upon any human being, either living or 
dead, that lamp has been exhausted and ex- 
pended for the purpose of putting them forth 
in this Chamber, from which attacks benefits 
may result to that side of the Chamber, or at 
least the intention must have been such. Well 
may the Senators on that side be satisfied with 
what has been done. Well may they say they 
desire to dispose of the public business at once 
aud return home, because these charges that 
bave been in preparation for their benefit were 
better prepared, better delivered, better put 
forth before the country than either one of 
them, in my judgment, is capable of doing. 
Your side of the case has been made, made 
for you, and made by gentlemen claiming to 
be on this side of the Chamber, and, aa I say, 
in my judgment better prepared and better 
presented to the country than it would have 
been if prepared by yourselves. 

I came here this morning, as humble as I 
am, and as feeble in ability. as I may be, with 
an intention of defending in my feeble way an 
old soldier in. the camps, of -whom I took 
part for years: But I saw that the pressure 
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of public business was such that I would be 
accused, as- I would anybody elsė, of interfer- 
ing at this late hour with the publie business; 
therefore it would go to the country that an 
adjournment and a called session were pro- 
duced probably by myself; and I refrained 
from doing it. But I say this: ifthe adjourn- 
ment must take place and a-called session is 
the result, it cannot be laid at the door ‘of the 
friends of the Administration; it cannot be 
laid at the door of the true Republicans in this 
Chamber; it cannot be laid at the door of 
the men who are desirous of performing their 
duties without exhausting the time in political 
discussion, and of returning to their homes after 
those duties have been performed ; but it can 
be laid at the door of the two Senators who 
night after night have been studiously prepar- 
ing attacks upon the Administration aud upon 
one of the organized committees of this body. 
It is no harm, however, if the result is that a 
called session shallbe brought about by. their 
action. I presume they are responsible at 
this time to nobody else than themselves. 
Hence no one if affected by it. They can 
take the responsibility, but none others can; 
and I am willing they shall do it. 

But if, in the mean time, the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate of the United 
States shall deem it just to themselves and 
this country, for the purpose of completing the 
public business, to extend this session for a 
sufficient period to do that, at a proper time 
in this Chamber I will in my feeble way 
attempt at least to reply to one of the most 
malignant assaults that has ever: been made 
against an honest man, the assault that was 
made yesterday in this Chamber upon the 
President of the United States. Such an 
assault as that was not fitted for the Senate 
Chainber ; it was not fitted for the lower branch 
of Congress, it was fitted for no deliberative 
body on this earth; it was fitted alone for 
the hastings, and should have been uttered 
alone from the lips of a stump orator who knew 
not the courtesies aud deceucies of the Senate 
Chamber. An attack so brutal, so vile, so 
malignant, was never made against mortal man, 
except it was made afier cool, calm, preparation 
by a man only calculated to make such an 
attack. 

Now, sir, what purpose can this attack 
serve? I mean to defend the President of the 
United States at a proper time against it. I 
may be forced to do it on the stump, but I 
assure you I wili doit. In doing that, it is 
not because I indorse everything that has been 
done by this Administration, butit is because 
an attack of this kind has been made, intended 
only to destroy him before the people of this 
country, whose liberties have been saved by 
the assistance of his own strong right arm, in 
leading the van of loyalists in this land who 
severed the chains of slavery and preserved 
the Union, which ail the fine words that were 
uttered by the silvery tongue of the Senator 
from Massachusetts could never have effected. 
It is because thé attack has been made upon 
a man to whom this country is more indebted 
than to any other. He has his short-comings, 
perhaps, like’other men ; but he is entitled to 
the gratitude of this. people; he is entitled to 
be defended at their hands; ‘he is entitled to 
be justified iu all things that are right; he is 
entitled to be secure from aspersion, from 
vilification, from falsification, and ` from 
slander. 

And I will say to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, in the short time that I am going 
to talk now, that he will fnd an answer to that 
malignant speech of bis in every crutch that 
helps and aids the wounded soldier to wend his 
way along in this land: He will find an 
answer toit in every wooden arm. - He will 
find an answer to it in the bereaved heart of 
every widowed mother. He will find an answer 
to itin this country that will overwhelm bim 


land for the lost. son and the lost brother will 
speak in volumes like. the tones of thunder ix 
defense of one of .the most gallant soldiers 
that ever led a gallant band for the preserva- 
tion ofa nation, [Applause in the galleries,] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) Order. must be 
preserved in the galleries. . The doorkeepers 
are instructed to remove any person who 
creates disorder in the galleries. 

Mr. LOGAN. I only say this much now 
because, as I stated when I rose, I do not 
intend to take up the time of the Senate. I 
will only tell the Senator from Massachusetts 
at this late hour in the expiring moments of 
this session of Congress that. when he next 
prepares a speech and reads it in this Senate 
Chamber only twenty-four hours ‘before the 
Congress expires, if he is afraid to have it 
responded to he had better put itin his pocket, 
or if not, let it appear in the Globe the next 
morning. I woke up this morning, after but 
three hours’ sleep, early, in order to read the 


aud all his oratory. . He will find that the 
weeds of mourning which are found. in this į 


Globe to find the Senator’s speech, that I might 
to-day reply to it paragraph by paragraph in 
my feeble way. Nota word or line could I 
find published officially. Yet it was printed 
yesterday, prepared well, too; but it appears 
nowhere officially this morning. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator knows that I 
am not responsible for that. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not say the Senator is 
responsible; I am only stating a fact. 

Mr. SUMNER. My desire was to have it 
appear. 

Mr. LOGAN. I am sorry your desires were 
not accommodated.. Iam only stating a fact. 
I do not give the reasons, for | know nothing 
about them; I only know that that is the posi- 
tion of the case as it stands before.the country. 
So it is with the other Senator’s attack last 
night on the committee that was denominated 
by the Senator from Massachusetts ‘‘a white- 
washing committee,’ language that ought 
never to have fallen from the lips of that Sen- 
ator in reference to this or any other com- 
mittee that has honestly performed its duty. 
Yet that speech is not found this morning; 
only a paragraph can he found, and that is 
that “Mr. Scuurz took the floor and spoke in 
reference to French arms,” : 

No response is allowed, no opportunity is 
given ; there is no record from which the com- 
mittee can. speak, or on which they -can speak, 
or to which they can reply, and we. are told 
that the needs of the country are such, that 
business is such, as demands this adjourn- 
ment at the earliest moment. Mr. President, 
be it so. Mr. President, if the cause of these 
Sénators is so weak to-day before the land that 
they must vomit forth their venom on the heads 
of at least as good men I will say as they are 
themselves, and no time can be afforded in 
Congress for a reply to it, be it so. But the 
honest-hearted laboring men of this land, the 
honest-hearted women and children of this 
land, will read the purposes of these gentle- 
men as plainly as you or Í can read them. The 
people of this country are too intelligent to be 
deceived by any man.- That is an impossibility. 
They understand the whole programme; they 
i know that the road out of the Philadelphia 
i convention is the direct road into the arms of 
the Democratic party. 

This whole country understands that an 
attack upon the man who is certain to be 
nominated at Philadelphia is a speech in the 
interest of the Democratic party: It reminds 


plenty of men who professed to be very loyal, 
but who were opposed to the war; who were 
always loyal and in-favor of the Union, but 
opposed to prosecuting the war for the pres- 
ervation of the Union. That was the case’ 
with many men then who were loyal. because 
they could not help themselves, but Joyal to 
no good purpose. So it isin this instance; all 
the earnest. efforts ofa life-time of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, all bis learning, all his 


me of the times of the war, when we found | 


statesmanship, all his knowledge. of: interna- 
tional law, all his knowledge of national affairs, 
all his.opposition to slavery, and all that he 
has done throughout his life which has bloomed 
and blossomed forth, and from which we have 
all received nourishment and information that 
has prepared us for the good work—from that 
tall estate the Senator fell yesterday! 

He attacked, if not directly indirectly, every 
act of his former life; if not directly indirectly 
the party that he says he made himself. . If 
not directly indirectly he stabbed his own 
child. If not directly indirectly he strangled 
that which he had himself spoken into life 
according to his own statement. | know the 
Senator will not receive advice from me; [ 
know Tam not capable of giving it; but [ 
will say this to him in the conclusion of my 
remarks: he said yesterday that the Repub- 
lican boat when properly guided was the life- 
boat of the nation. Ireply to him ‘to-day 
that the Republican boat of this nation is the 
life-boat of this nation. The Republican 
party is the truelife-boat. Outside all is sea; 
inside is life. The very moment you at- 
tempt to strand that old craft, that moment 
you sink to. the bottom of the sea that. vessel 
upoù which the hopes of mankind: were 
freighted as we passed through one of the 
most terrific wars ever known to nations since 
nations began; and he willdo if he shall suc- 
ceed that which the Democratic party have 
never been able to do, sink the old Kepub- 
lican ship. 

Now, sir, I am ready to-proceed with busi- 
ness. Iam ready to go on until Monday at 
twelve o’clock, the time fixed for the adjourn- 
meni of Congress, and then I am ready to 
adjourn if the public business is through; if 
uot, to extend the session. What I rose to say 
now was in relation tothe question of adjourn- 
ment. I hope the Senate of the United States 
will agree to a resolution postponing the time 
of adjournment until the business is completed, 
in order to prevent a called session, in order 
to prevent the President doing that which 
otherwise he will be compelled to do, callus 
together again in order to complete that which 
we have failed todo. 1 hope that: necessity 
will not be imposed upon hin. 

What L have said has been merely by way 
of giving a reason why I will not take up the 
time of the Senate ou this oceasion to reply 
to what was said yesterday. I announce, how- 
ever, that although we have buta short-time to 
prepare, we. intend, if there is time during-the 
session of Congress, to have areply made to 
the Senator from Massachusetts and the Sena- 
tor from. Missouri on the part of the committee 
to inquire into the sales of arms in reference to 
other-charges against that. committee and the 
charges of the. Senator from Massachusetts 
generally, and that reply will be. made as full 
and as complete as it lies in the ability of that 
committee to make.it. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, I rise to ask 
the consent of the Senate to let this resolution 
be voted upon without any further discussion ; 
if not, I shall deem it my duty to call for the 
regular order. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Delaware tise to speak? If he does 
the Chair will ask consent to submit a veto 
message from the President of the United 
States. ; 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Very well. 

J. MILTON BEST.—VETO MESSAGE, 

The VICE PRESIDENT Jaid. before the 
Senate the following message of the President 
of the United States; which was read :. 

Lo the Senate of the United States: ieee 

I have examined the bill (S. No. 105) entitled 
“An act for the relief of J. Milton Best,” and, being 
unable to give it my approval, return the same to 
the Senate, the House in which it: originated, with- 
out my signature. . A te 

The bill appropriates the sum, of $25,000 to com- 
pensate Dr. J. Miiton Best for the destruction of his 
dwelling-house and its contents by-order of the. com- 
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manding officer of the United States military forces 
at Paducah, Kentucky, on the 26th day of, March, 
1864. Ltappears that this house was one of a consid- 
erable number destroyed forthe purpose of giving 


open range to the guns of a United States fort.: Gn | 


the day.preceding the destruction the houses had 
been used as a cover for rebel troops attacking the 
fort, and apprehending a renewal of the attack, the 
commanding officer caused the destruction of the 
houses. ‘his, then, is a claim for compensation on 
account of the ravages of war. It cannot be denied 
that the payment of this claim ‘would invité the 
presentation of demands for very large sums of 
money; and such is the supposed magnitude. of the 
claims that may be made against the Government 
for necessary and unavoidable destruction of prop- 
erty by the Army that E deem it. proper to return 
this bill for reconsideration, . id 

It is a general principle of both international and 
municipal law that all property is held subject, not 
only to be taken by the Government for public uses, 


jn which case under the Constitution of the United | 


States the owner is entitled to just compensation, 
but also‘ subject to be temporarily occupied, or even 
actually destroyed in times of great public danger, 
and when the public safety demands it, and in this 
latter case, Governments do not admit a le-al obli- 
gation on their part to compensate the owner, The 
temporary occupation of, injuries to, and destruction 
of property caused by actual and necessary military 
operations, is generally considered to fall within the 
last mentioned principle.” If a Government makes 
compensation under such circumstances, it is a mat- 
ter of bounty rather than of strict legal right. . 

"Tf it be deemed proper to make compensation’ for 
such tosses: I suggest for the consideration of Con- 
gress whether it would not be better, by general 
legislation, to provide some means for the ascer- 
tainment of the damage in all similar cases, and 
thus save to claimants the expense, inconvenience, 
and delay of attendance upon Congress, and, at the 
same time, save the Government from the danger 
of having imposed upon it fictitious or exaggerated 
claims supported wholly by ex parte proof. If the 
claimant in this case ought to be paid, so ought all 
others similarly situated, and that there are many 
such cannot be doubtéd. Besides, there are strong 
reasons for believing that the amount of damage in 
this case bas been greatly overestimated. If this 
be true, it furnishes an illustration of the danger of 
trusting entirely to ex parte testimony in such mat- 


ters. ` 
ae Ao U. S. GRANT. 
_ WASHINGTON, June 1, 1872. . 

Mr: HOWE. Mr. President, that message 
takes me somewhat by surprise. I.cannot pre- 
tend that the bill whichis returned with that 
message received theassent of the Senate with- 
out full consideration. -$ think every Senator 
will agree that that was no hasty legislation, 
though it might have been unwise. Still there 
is strong reason to believe that the Senate and 
the Committee on Claims committed. mistake. 
I would desire that the committee might have 
an opportunity to reconsider that matter them- 
selves before asking the vote of the Senate on 
the subject. I therefore move that the bill be 
recommitted, with the message of the Presi- 
dent, to the Committee on Claims. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question 
under thd Constitution is, ‘* Will the Senate on 
reconsideration agree to the passage of this 
bill, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding ?’’ pending which the 
Senator from Wisconsin moves that the mes- 
sage be printed, and, with the bill, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 

from Delaware [Mr. SautsBury] is entitled to 
the floor on the resolution relative to the ad- 
journmentof this session, which is now before 
the Senate. . ave. 
» Mr. COLE, The Senator from. Delaware 
very kindly. declines making any speech in 
order that we may have unanimous consent to 
proceed to vote. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. | Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition of the Senator from 
California? : : 

Mr. CRAGIN, ' The Senator thinks he will 
save time. The amendment now pending is 
an amendment to the Senate resolution, fixing 
Tuesday next. On Monday next there will 
come another resolution from: the House ex-. 
tending it to Wednesday probably, and we 
shall consume all day. Monday discussing that 
question just. as we have consamed all of 
to-day, and there is nothing gained. If any 
amendment is adopted, it should be an amend- 


ment putting the time so. far off that every 
Senator can see that we can compiete the 
necessary business by that-time. Jam not for 
delaying this session at all; Tam not for an 
extra session.: J am for getting through with 
the. business as.-soon as possible and then 
adjourning. But here we are on Saturday in 
the afternoon, almost night, at. foar o'clock, 
with three appropriation bills before the Sen- 
ate not acted. upon by us; and under these 
circumstances ‘for. us to agree to adjourn on 
Tuesday next at four-o’clock, when there is not 
one Senator in this body but what knows it is 
an impossibility-—— 3 

Mr. COLE. - The Senator misunderstood 
the proposition. - Itis not to have unanimous 


to vote on the several propositions, the reso- 
lution and amendments, without further dis- 
cussion. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about to state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, if he would allow him to do so, that the 
proposition is to cease debate, which would 
not prevent the offering of amendments in 
regard to any day. ~ 

Mr. CRAGIN. I understood the proposi- 
tion to be to: request unanimous. consent that 
a vote might be taken on this amendment—— 

Mr. COLE. On the resolution and. amend- 


ments. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I thought it was to vote on 
this amendment.and adopt it. . 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. If debate 
is to continue, the Senator from Delaware is 
entitled to the floor.: : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be no objection to the suspension of debate ; 
but the proposition will be open to amend- 
ment until action is finally taken. 

Mr. POMEROY. LToaly want to say that 
if we would take up the House resolution 
and amend it and send it back they could 
non-concur, and we could get a committee of 
eonference, But if we send a Senate resolu- 
tion there, there is no non-concurrence. 
want to get the subject in the hands of a com- 
mittee of conference, and then we can agree 
on a day of adjournment; but you cannot 
get a committee of conference by sending a 
Senate resolution there. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Vermont objected to the consideration of the 
House resolution, and therefore the Senate 
resolution is before the body. . The vote is 
now to be taken without further debate. The 
first question is on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Bayaxp] to strike 
out the resolution rescinding the concurrent 
resolution of adjournment, and to insert the 
language of the proposition sent by the House 
of Representatives, fixing ‘Tuesday at five 
o'clock for the final adjournment of this ses- 


sion. ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, called. for 
the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask leave to make a 
statement of:a nature personal to an absent 
Senator. I should have made this statement 
at one o'clock, but the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. CoLe] at that moment asked that the 
appropriation bill lie aside... Therefore, I have 
retained the note that 1 have in my hands for 
a more convenient moment; f 

The honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CARPENTER] had the floor upon- the appro- 
priation bill; but before the hour of meeting 
arrived I received a vote from him, the: par- 
tieulars of which Ineed notstate, informing me 
that he was seriously. and: violently ill and had 
been during the night, and was unable to come 
to the Senate, to be here bodily, and of course 
unable to address the Senate.. He asked me 
to.say this in--explanation of the fact that: 
having the floor he did not appear. He felt 
that having been especially alluded to as the 
reputed author of the report he might be par- 


doned for occupying some time in making 
:& response tO what was said yesterday owing 


consent to adjourn at that particular time, bat |; 


| to its relations to him -personally, and he 
intended to ask the indulgence of the Senate, 
and would have done so but for the fact that 
he was too ill to come. . 

I was also asked by the Senator from Wis- 
consin to say that ata very early moment he 
hopes for an opportunity, which will not iin- 
pede the public business, to reply, as he wishes 
to, and as he is and was last mght prepared to 
do, fully to what was said. f 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 16, nays 39; as follows: 


:YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Johnston, 
Kelly, Norwood, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, and Vickers—16. 

AYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bore- 
man, Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Fianagan, Freling- 
huysen, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Scott, 
Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, Tipton, West, Wilson, 
and Windom--39, 

SENT—Messrs, Brownlow, Buckingham, Car- 

penter, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Patterson, Ransom, Rice, Saw- 
yer, Stewart, Thurman, and Wright—19, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question re- 
curs upon the resolution, which will be read 
for information. ; 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concyrring,) That the resolution directing the 
President of the Senate and Speaker ot the House 
of Representatives to declare the respective Houses 
adjourned without day on Monday the 3dof June, at 
twelve o’clock meridian, be, and the same is hereby, 
rescinded. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I move as a substitute 
for the resolution a proposition to adjourn on 
Thursday, the 6th of June, at twelve o'clock 
noon. Mr. President : T i 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (in his seat.) Ithought 
we had unanimous consent to vote without 
debate. 

Mr. CASSERLY, T heard the Senator from 
Vermont talking. What did be say? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I said that I understood 
we had unanimous consent to vote without 
debate. I simply made that inquiry. I cer- 
tainly haveno right, whether we had or‘ not, 
to object to my friend proceeding, and I do 
uot propose to do so. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I was not aware of any 
such arrangement or agreement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That arrange- 
ment was made by unanimous consent. It was 
stated from the Chair two or three times, and 
finally agreed to by unanimous consent, that 
there should be no further debate, but that the 
power to move amendments should be exer- 
cised. This, however, is a unanimous consent 
of the Senate which the Chair does not enforce; 
it depends on Senators themselves to obey it. 


Mr.CASSERLY. It was a unanimous con- 
sent given.in my absence, and I will yield to 
it just as much as if I were present. I state 
that ib took place in my absence, in order to 
explain what would otherwise seem singular. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator trom Cal- 
ifornia, to substitute a provision directing an 
adjournment on Thursday at noon. 

_ Mr. CASSERLY. I think these are rather 
Important questions, and I ask for the yeas 
and nays. ` TA 

The yeas ana’ nays were ordered ; aud being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Caldwell, Casserly, Cooper, Fe 
of Connecticut, Geldthwaite, Hamilton of "Mary: 
land, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Rice, Sauls- 
bury, Scharz, Sprague. Stevenson, Stockton, Tipton, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and Windom—20, 

NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Boreinan, 
Chandler, Clayton, Cole,Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hamilton of Texas, Hitcheock, Kellogg, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Morton, Nye. Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Kobertson, Scott, Spencer, 
Stewart. Samuer, West, and Wilson—32, 
_ ABSENT— Messrs, Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Davis of Kentucky, 


Davia of West: Virginia, Fenton, Gilbert, Hamiin, 
arlan, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Pat- 
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terson, Ran : , i ` 
toron, Ransom Sawyer, Sherman, Thurman, and 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I renew the motion of 
the Senator from Minnesota for Monday the 
10th of June, [No “Nol?’] 

Mr. MORTON. -That has already been 
voted on. ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposition 
for that precise day, Monday, the 10th, has 
been voted on once by the yeas and nays and 


rejected, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to give the Senate 
an opportunity to reconsider, and I move to 
fix Monday week at one o’clock. 

The VICK PRESIDENT, That is a differ- 
ent time. The Senator from California moves 
to amend by substituting an adjournment on 
Monday, the 10th of June, at one o'clock p. m. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I waut to appeal to 
the Senator from California, let us take a direct 
vote on the main question. If the Senate does 
not wish to agree to the resolution as it stands, 
we shall know it; and if not we are wasting 
time on the amendments. 

Mr. CASSERLY. This is the last amend- 
ment I shall move. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If the Senate rejects 
tbat, we all understand the meaning ofit. 

Mr. POMEROY. I should like to make a 
suggestion ; 1 have not and do not intend to 
make one offensively ; but why can we not by 
unanimous consent take up the House resolu- 
tion, which was objected to this morning and 
so had to go over? The advantage of that to 
my mind is this: we ean amend the House 
resolution or we can agree to it, and if we send 
it back this evening amended they will have 
an opportunity to non-concur in our amend- 
ment and send it back to us, or to concur with 
an amendment. The moment they do that, 
we can get a committee of conference. The 
road to a committee of conference in my mind 
is the right road to adjourn this session, when 
we can all agreeona way to adjourn. Ifthe 
Senate will consent to take the vote on the 


House resolution, we can either adjourn or get | 


a committee of conference. Otherwise—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is not this debate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senate 
have agreed there shall be no further debate; 
but the Chair does not enforce this under- 
standing. 

Mr. POMEROY. [If there is an agreement 
not to debate, I will not debate the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to substitute for the resolution a propo- 


sition to adjourn on Monday, the 10th of June, | 


at one o'clock. 
Mr. CASSERLY. Task for the yeas and 
nays. J 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 


taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 33; as follows: | 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Casserly, Davis of West Virginia, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Morrill of 
Vermont, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Sherman, Sprague, Stockton, Tipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, Windom,and Wright—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cam- 


eron, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, į 


Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hitcheock, Howe, 
Kellogg, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Scott, Spencer, 
Stewart, Sumner, West, and Wilson—33. 

ABSEN‘T—Messrs. Brownlow, Carpenter, Cooper, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Flanagan, Gilbert, Ham- 
lin, Morrill of Maine, Patterson, Rice, Sawyer, Ste- 
venson, and Thurman—l4, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. , 

Mr. THURMAN. Before the roll is called 
on that, I wish to say that on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Bavaro] to the resolution I was paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Caw- 


ERON.] I should have voted for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware if I were 
here. : j 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas: 40, nays 16; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, 
Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey. Rice, 
Robertson, Scott, Spencer, Stewart, Summer, Tipton, 
West, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—40. 
NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, 
Sprague, Stockton, Thurman, Trumbull, and Vick- 


ers—16. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Carpenter, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Osborn, Patterson, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Sherman, and Stevenson—18, 


So the resolution was adopted. 
CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate, as 


in Committee of the Whole, resumes the. con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making 
appropriations for certain sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1878, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being upon the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER, ] 
that the bill be indefinitely postponed, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
Mr. COLE. I wish to make a suggestion. 
To morrow will be a day of rest, and we are 
approaching now the close of the day’s work 
for Saturday; but if we adjourn now and close 
our session to-day, we shall meet on Monday 
morning at eleven, and when twelve o’clock 
arrives we shall find ourselves adjourned sine 
die under the resolution already passed. There- 
fore it is necessary that we should meet this 
evening. ‘fhe House of Representatives hav- 


"ing taken a recess, will be in session this even- 


ing, and in all probability will act upon the 
resolution we have just passed. If they con- 
cur in that, they will be able to notify us; but 
if they should not, we shall find ourselves in 
the dilemma on Monday morning, if we do 
not sit to-night, of being adjourned absolutely 
on the objection of any one Senator or person 
to the consideration of that subject. I move, 
therefore, that at half past four we take a 
recess until.half past seven this evening. 
BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON PATENTS. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticat. Mr. Presi- 
dent 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
not debatable. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The motion 
is not debatable, I know, and I do not rise 
to debate it; but I wish again, for the third 
time, to ask unanimous consent that I may 
have half an hour this evening, at the open- 
ing of the evening session, for bills from the 
Committee on Patents. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut asks that half an hour at 
the opening of the evening session be assigned 
to the consideration of bills from the Commit- 
tee on Patents. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COLE. I must object for this reason: 
we are now under the pressure of a resolution 
of adjournment absolutely on Monday. If 
we get the time extended, the Senator will 
have his half hour on another day. We have 
our appropriation bills pending, and I must 
object. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the Senator will 
allow me to make a motion to go into execu- 
tive session. I only wish a few minutes. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope permission: will 
be given to the Senator from Connecticut. 
We are not under the pressure of a resolution 
of adjournment, because everybody knows that 
it is utterly impossible for us to adjourn on 
Monday ; that if no action is taken we must 
be.calied together again. I think the request 
of the Senator from Connecticut, who has 
attended tkis body with great assiduity, and 


The motion is 


part of the time in very feeble health, is a 
reasonable one and ought to be granted, 

Mr. COLE. I make no objectidu to half 
an hour. : ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
further objection, ifthere should be an evening 
session the Senator from Connecticut will have 
half an hour at the opening of that. session, 
from half past séven to eight o’clock, for the 
consideration of bills from the Committee on 
Patents. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


RECESS. 


Mr. COLE. I now ask that the vote be 
taken on the motion for a recess. 

The. VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from’ California moves that at half past four 
o’clock to-day the Senate take a recess until 
half. past seven. o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. JI call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular 
order is the civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORTON, 1 desire to make an inquiry. 
Will anything be in order to-night except 
business from the Committee on Patents ? 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir, after eight 
o’clock. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that the first half hour is devoted to the 
Senator from Connecticut for the considera- 
tion of bills from the Committee oa Patents. 

Mr. MORTON. What then? 

Mr. COLE. The appropriation bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. At this period 
of the session the Chair would suggest that if 
that order were made by unanimous consent it 
would defeat. action upon messages from the 
House of Representatives. It will require 
unanimous consent, however, to interrupt any- 
thing or a motion to lay the appropriation bill 
on the table. oe 

Mr. COLE. I wish to appeal to the Senator 
from Massachusetts to withdraw the motion 
for the indefinite postponement of the appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly Ido. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the motion to postpone the appro- 
priation bill indefinitely is withdrawn, 


BILL INTRODUCED.  ' 


Mr. SPRAGUE asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1185) concerning transportation in boud ; 
which was. read twice by its. title, referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STEAM TOWING AND FREIGHUT-BOATS. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of ‘executive 
business. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to appeal to my col- 
league to withdraw the motion forthe purpose 
of enabling me to introduce a bill to meet 
the difficulty with regard to steamboats which 
will be encountered by the failure of the bill 
now pending on the report of a committee of 
conference. I will state that I have a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury in which 
he says this measure ought to be taken at 
once; and if there is no objection to it Í in- 
troduce the bill and ask that it be immediately 
considered and put on its passage. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1184) relating to the 
limitation of steam pressure on towing and 
freight-boats on the Mississippi river and its 
tributaries; and it was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the bill come 
from a committee? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will state to the Senator 
from Hlinois 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object to it if it does 
not come from a committee, ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator hear a state- 
ment? sË ; 
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Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Ili- 
nois will not-object-ifhe hears it. | 

Mr. SCOTT. Let me make a statement. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to 
hearing a statement; but I shall object to the 
consideration of any bill. that has not been 
before a-committee. san be ove 

Mr. SCOTT. .. The statement is this: the 
law passed in December Jast permitted these 
boats to run at the pressure fixed by that law, 
but. fixed a limitation of six months in antici- 
pation of the general law being passed.in the 
mean time. This bill now introduced is that 
law striking out the limitation, which the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury says ought to be struck 
out and the bill ought to pass. It is the same 
bill that was then considered in committee 
except that the limitation of six months is 
struck out. g 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It makes the time in- 
definite then, 

Mr. SCOTT. Indefinite. 

Mr. EDMUNDS., I object. ; : 

Mr. SCOTT.. Will the Senator object if I 
continue the limitation ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall object to a bill 
being acted on that has not been to a commit- 
tee. ldo not care what the statement is, 

Mr. SCOTT. Then I wish to state that I 
introduce this bill at the request of the steam- 
boat interest of the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers. Jf this calamity comes on the com- 
merce of that region the Senator from Hli- 
nois will take the responsibility. 

Mr. CAMERON. I insist on my right to 
the floor, and I insist on my motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator to 
allow me one moment. I want to add to the 
statement made by his colleague that this 
bill is one which the Treasury Department 
approves of having examined it, and I want 
to be counted as one of its friends as I have 
been regarded as one of those objecting to 
steambout legislation. I have no doubt this 
is right and ought to be done, and I know the 
Department approves of an extension of the 
present law, 

Mr. CAMERON. I have no doubt it is 
right; but the Senator from Illinois says he 
will object. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator with- 
draw his motion for a moment? 

Mr. CAMERON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Then I suggest that the 
time be extended two or three minutes for the 
recess. [No P?) “Nol!?’] 

Mr. THURMAN, I do hope the Senator 
from Llinois will withdraw the objection. 
Here is a bill that passed this Congress unan- 
imously. The time was limited in order that 
Congress might act on the general bill. No- 
body pretends but that the exemption made 
by this bill ought to be made. The Treasury 
Department is in favor of it, and I tell the 
Senator from Illinois that if his people suffer 
because the coal trade of the Ohio this fall is 
completely blocked by the law and by the 
want of this very bill which the Senator from 
Pennsylvania now proposes to introduce, the 
responsibility will rest on him. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am entirely willing 


to take the responsibility, and I say to my 


constituents I will not, as their represent- 
ative, suffer bills to be introduced here and 
passed without consideration. I am sent 
here for that. The Senator from Ohio 
wants me to take the responsibility, and I 
take it. 

Mr. CAMERON rose. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania insists on his motion that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the time of the afternoon session 
will be extended fifteen minutes. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is extended to a 
quarter to five o'clock. 


, A. R. BOTELER AND JOHN YOUNG BROWN. 


Mr. STEVENSON. While the doors are | 
beirig closed I ask the Senate to pass a litile 
House bill that will not. take a minute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the bill will. be read, subject to 
objection. Se 

The Cuter CLERK. A bil (H. R. No. 
2989). to remove the political disabilities of the 
persons therein tamed. i . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Thatis enough. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the bill cannot be considered. — 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwithdraw the objection 
at the request of my friend from Kentucky. _ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the biil (H. R. No. 2939) to remove the 
political disabilities of the persons therein 
named. It proposes to remove all legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States, by reason of participation in the late 
rebellion, from Alexander R. Boteler, of West 
Virginia, and John Young Brown, of Hender- 
son, Kentucky. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdrew my objection 
on the statement of my honorable friend 
from Kentucky of his personal knowledge that 
neither of these persons really falls within the 
existing condemnation. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Brown I know 
does not. Mr. Boteler. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not ask any explan- 
ation. J have my friend's word for it. I 
merely state that in explanation of my not 


| objecting. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and 
read the third time. 

Mr. CAMERON. While this bill is up I 
wish to add a name. [‘ Nol’? “No!??] I+ 
will not press it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The. question 
is, ‘*Shall-the bill pass?’ which requires a 
two-thirds vote. 

The bill was passed. 


TOWING AND FREIGHT BOATS. 


‘Mr. SCOTT. I wish to have the bill intro- 
duced by me referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 
1184) relating to the limitation of steam pres- 
sure on towing and freight boats on the Mis- 
sissippi river and its tributaries was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


CONSUL AT SANTAREM, BRAZIL. 
Mr. SPENCER. I am directed by the Com- 


mittee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 887) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate the diplomatic and 
consular systems of the United States,’ ap- 
proved August 18, 1856, to report it back with- 
out amendment, and to ask that it be put on 
its passage. It is a very short bill, and there 
will be no objection to it. 

By ananimous consent, the Senate, asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It proposes to amend schedule C of sec- 
tion three of an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the diplomatic and consular systems of 
the United States,’’ approved August 18, 1856, 
so as to add to the consuls in Brazil a consal 
at Santarem. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


H. G. AUKENY. 


Mr. LOGAN. Task the Senate to take up 
and pass House bill No. 2861, reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, for the 
relief of an Army officer. ` ; 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2861) for the relief 


of H.-G. Aukeny, late captain fourth Iowa 
infantry, It instructs the Secretary of War 


to reimburse to H. G. Aukeny, late captain 
fourth Lowa infantry, the sum of $299 50, out 
of any appropriation made, or hereafter to be 
made, for the recruiting service of the United 
States Army. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Several. Senators addressed the Chair. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the regular 


order. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have given way now 
to everybody, and I must insist on the execu- 
tive session. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I appeal to the Sena- 
tor to allow me to pass a disability bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania declines to yield further. 

The Senate thereupon proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, and after 
five minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened. 


SARAH S. STAFFORD. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, and by unani- 
mous consent, the consideration of the bill (S. 
No. 1060) for the relief of Sarah S. Stafford 
was resumed as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides for the payment to Sarah S. Stat- 
ford, only daughter and surviving heir of 
James Bayard Stafford, an officer in the Navy 
during the revolutionary war, the aggregate 
amount of the half pay ofa lieutenant in the 
Navy.while-at sea, under the present laws of 
Congress, for seven years. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move to add the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That the amount hereby appropriated 
shall not exceed the sum of $8,000. > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate ag 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This bill which is now 
about passing was before the Senate some days 
ago, and a report was read giving a most 
heartrending account of the sufferings endured 
by persons who were captured by the British, 
how badly they were treated when chained 
together, how they suffered, and the hearts of 
nearly all Senators, I presume, who heard the 
terrible affliction that was visited upon those 
persons who were really patriots and friends of 
our country, when they were arrested in Eng- 
land getting information for our benefit, were 
touched. We were all touched by it; but the 
misfortune about the thing is that the man 
never was captured at all, and this was an 
account of what would have happened to him 
if he had been captured. This man was never 
captured. The whole story was one as to the 
afflictions that were visited upon those who 
like him were in our service, and who, unlike 
him, were unfortunate enough to fall into the 
enemy’s hands, 

Mr. STOCKTON. I know that any bill at 
this time of the session will be killed by mak- 
ing a speech on it, and therefore Senators 
may be perfectly sure, as I am very anxious 
for the passage of the bill, that Í will not 
detain them two’ minutes; but I wish to 
answer the Senator from Illinois. I do not 
think there is a Senator on this floor who 
would so unwillingly do such a great act of 
injustice as he has done now; and he has done 
it because really, in the hurry to take up this 
bill, no one has taken pains to inform him 
and other Senators about it. 

The report did state what might have been 
the fate which would have occurred to the 
lady’s father if he had been captured when he 
was going under orders from our Congress to 
give a message to a prisoner in the Tower of 
London, who was one of our diplomatic rep- 
resentatives. It was very important that he 
should get a communication from Congress, 
and he did receive it through this officer. But 
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the statement to which the Senator refers was | 
but a-mere addition put on by the gentlemen 
of the committee at the end of this story. 

The facts are these: this man being in 
our service, was a volunteer on board the Bon 
Homme Richard in her fight with the Serapis. 
He was seriously wounded there, but could 
not get pension or prize-money because he 
was acting as a volunteer. This lady is his 
only surviving daughter, who is eighty years 
of age. She will die in all human probability 
before you pass this pension if you do not do 
it quick. She is livingin the city of Trenton. 
My colleague knows all about this case; it has 
been reported upon favorably over and over 
again at previous Congresses, as long ago L 
think as twenty years since. 

Several Sexarors. Vote, vote; we will 
give it. 

Mr. THURMAN. TI have an additional 
reason for voting for this bill. Itis the only 
bill that has been reported by the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims for twenty years ; 
[‘* Good!’ ] and I say the bill ought to pass 
out of respect for that committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to know 
if it comes from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims ? i 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It does. 


Mr. STOCKTON. It has been unani- 
mously reported. i 
The bill was passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to passa little bill (S. No. 1168) to relieve 
certain persons therein named from the legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I object. 

Mr. SPENCER, Let the bill be read. 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, I object to its being 
considered at all. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. TI ask that the ses 
sion be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others.” I objecta 

Mr. CLAYTON, I object to the considera- 
tion of any bill. 

Mr. CORBETT, Let us proceed with the 
consideration of executive business, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. This is 
the first time I have ever asked the Senate to 
pass a bill. I have troubled them in no wise 
in that respect. I have a small bill that my 
people have some interest in. It is to remove 
a national bank from Annapolis to Baltimore, 
and has passed the House. 

Mr. CLAYTON, 1 object to everything.’ 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Will not 
the Senator from Arkansas allow this little 
bill to pass? It will not takea minute. It is 
for the removal of a national bank from 
Annapolis to Baltimore. It will not take half 
a minute. IJ move to take it up. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Arkansas objects to the passage of any 


bill, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I move 
to take it up. 

Mr. CAMERON. You cannot do it. I 
move that the doors be closed. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive basi- 
ness. After three minutes spent in executive 
session, the doors were reoperied, and (at four 
o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the Sen- 


ate took a recess until half past seven o’clock | 


p m. 
EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o'clock p. m. l 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The recess hav- 
ing expired, the Senate resumes its session, 
and the first half hour of this evening’s ses- 


sion is to be devoted to reports from the Com- 


mittee on Patents, pending which the Senator 
from California desires to submit a motion. 


DEBATE ON APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. I move that debate on the 
pending appropriation bill, the sundry civil bill, 
be limited to five minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California moves that debate on the 
appropriation bill be limited to five minates 
under the rule of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HIRAM W. HAYDEN. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Connecticut is now recognized, and will 
be for half an hour, under the order of the 
Senate. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 1152, for the relief of Hiram 
W. Hayden. If Senators will listen to the 
reading of the preamble of the bill they will 
hear all the facts in the case. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 1152) for the relief of Hiram W. Hayden 
was read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. The preamble 
recites that on the 16th of December, 1851, 
letters: patent of the United States were granted 
to Hiram W. Hayden for machinery for mak- 
ing kettles and articles of like character from 
disks of metal, which were extended by the 
Commissioner of Patents, and were afterward, 
onthe 18th of February, 1866, reissued to him, 
and were afterward, on the 24th of May, 1870, 
surrendered and reissued to the Waterbury 
Brass Company, as his assignees, in two divis- 
ions, numbered, respectively, 3,995 and 3,996, 
and which will expire on the 16th of December, 
1872; that the inventions and machinery of 
Hiram W. Hayden are novel, and that he isthe 
original and first inventor thereof; that they are 
of great value and importance to the public, 
and that he has received no adequate reward 
for the service conferred on the public by the 
invention. The bill therefore extends the let- 
ters-patent, as reissued May 24, 1870, for the 
term of seven years from the 16th of December, 
1872, to Hayden, his heirs, and legal repre- 
sentatives; and the Commissioner of Patents 
is directed, upon the presentation of the letters- 
patent and the payment of the fees and charges 
provided by law, to make a certificate of this 
extension on the letters-patent, or ona certified 
copy, and to cause this extension to be recorded 
in the records of the Patent Office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES P. S WARDWELL. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I move 
to take up House bill No. 904, for the relief 
of Charles P. S. Wardwell, reported from the 
Committee on Patents, which I desire to have 
considered. . 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 904) for the relief 
of Charles P. S. Wardwell. It authorizes the 
Commissioner of Patents to entertain, con- 
sider, and decide upon the application of 
Charles P. S. Wardwell, for extension of 
letters-patent granted to him for an improved 


‘circular-saw machine or bench, bearing date 


the 10th of March, 1857, in the same manner, 
upon the same evidence, and to the same 
effect as if the application had been filed in 
due form and within the time prescribed by 
law ; but the application is to be made within 
sixty days from the passage of the act, and 
nothing in it is to be so construed as to hold 
responsible in damages any person who may 
have manufactured, applied, or used the im- 
provement between the expiration of the 
patent and the approval of the act. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHESTER C. TOLMAN. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
to take up House bill No. 1889. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H.-R. No. 1889). for the 
relief of Chester C. Tolman. It proposes.to 
authorize the Commissioner of Patents to con: 
sider, rehear, and determine the application of 
Chester ©. Tolman for the extension of his 
letters-patent for an improvement on gimlets, 
issued to him the 4th of December, 1855, and 
numbered 13897, for the term of seven years 
from the 4th of December, 1869, upon the same 
evidence and principles and with the same 
effect as if the application for extension had 
been made and the evidence therein filed in 
the Patent Office within the time prescribed 
by law, prior to the expiration of the patent, 
and as if no hearing had ever occurred for such 
extension ; but in case the extension is granted 
no person is to be held liable for damages for 
infringement of the patent, or for sale or use 
of the improvement, between the date of the 
expiration of the original patent and the date 
of such extension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CALISTA E. COX, 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I now move 
to take up Senate bill No. 1151, for the relief 
of, it reads, Colista E. Cox. It should be 
Calista, and I ask the Secretary to make that 
correction wherever the name occurs, f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That bill willbe 
considered as before the Senate, if there be 
no objection, and the correction indicated by 
the Senator from Connecticut will be made. 

The bill (S. No. 1151) for the relief of 
Calista E. Cox was read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The Commissioner of Patents, upon due appli- 
cation made to him therefor, and upon the 
same evidence and rules of Jaw as in ordinary 
extension cases, is authorized by the bill to 
extend the patent of Harvey W. Sabine, late 
of Canandaigua, New York, deceased, forim- 
provement in horse hay-rakes, issued to him 
December 3, 1850, extended by the Commis- 
sioner of Patents for seven years from the 3d 
of December, 1864, and reissued by his assign- 
ees in four divisions March 28, 1865, for the 
further term of seven years from and after the 
passage of this act; but this extended term 
is to insure to the sole benefit of Calista HK. 
Cox, widow of Harvey W. Sabine, her heirs 
and assigns; and no person isto be liable for 
infringing such extended patent by reason of 
any manufacture, use, or sale subsequent to 
the 8d of December, 1871, and prior to the 
passage of the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES D. WILLOUGHBY. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Inow move 
to take up Senate bill No. 1148. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
i consider the bill (S. No. 1148) for the relief 
of James D. Willoughby, of Vineland; New 
‘Jersey. 

The preamble recites that letters-patent of 
the United States were issued to James D. 
Willoughby for an improvement in seed-plant- 
ers, August 3, 1858, No. 21002, which letters- 
patent expire August 3, 1872; that Willoughby, 
the inventor, visited Washington city on or 
about April 10, 1872, for the purpose of apply- 
ing for aa extension of his letters-patent, and 
that the time allotted by lawin which topake 
i his application was limited to May 3; thattpon 
i his arrival he was prosirated with an attack 


I now move 


of brain fever until the time allotied had 
passed in which to make his application ac- 
| cording to law; and his failure to so apply 
| was caused by no fault or negligence of his 
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own. The bill therefore proposes to permit 
James :D. Willoughby, to whom letters-patent 
of the United. States, dated. August 3, 1858, 
No.: 21102; were issued: for.an improvement 
in seed-planters, and which letters-patent ex- 
pire August 8, 1872, within ten days of the 
date at which the act: becomes a law, to file in 
the Patent Office his application for an exten- 
sion of. his letters-patent; and. the law which 
requires. the Commissioner to give sixty days’ 
public notice in the papers of the- application 
for the extension of the letters-patent is sus- 
pended inthis case, so far as to require the 
Commissioner to give such publie notice as 
long before his action upon the case as the 
limited time now left will permit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading,. read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH 8. TRAPP. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move to take up House 
bill No. 924, reported from the Committee on 
Patents. 

The motion’ was agreed to ; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 924) for the relief 
of Sarah S. Trapp, executrix of William 
Trapp, deceased. The bill proposes to re- 
new, revive, and extend the letters-patent 
granted to William Trapp, a citizen of the 
United States, dated the Ist of October, 1845, 
surrendered and reissued on the 10th of 
March, 1849, and extended by the Commis- 
sioner of Patents for seven years from the 1st 
of October, 1859, and again surrendered and 
reissued in two several divisions or patents, 
numbered, respectively, 1946 and 1947, for 
new and useful improvements in barrel ma- 
chinery, for the term of seven years from and 
after the passage of the act ; and the Commis- 
sioner of Patents is directed, upon the present- 
ation of the patents or reissues, numbered 
respectively 1946 and 1947, or certified copies 
thereof, by making a certificate upon such 
patent or reissue, or certified copy thereof, 
of such extension, (the. lawful fees being first 
paid,) in the name of Sarah S. Trapp, execu- 
trix of William Trapp; and the Commissioner 
of Patents is directed to cause them to be en- 
tered of record in the Patent Office; and the 
patents so renewed, revived, and extended are 
to have the same effect in law as if originally 

` granted for terms extending to the end of the 
term to which they are extended by this act; 
but such renewal or extended patents, respeet- 
ively, are.to be open to legal inquiry and de- 
cision in the same manner as if issued under 
the general law regulating the granting of 
patents, and no person, firm, or corporation 
is to be liable for any damage or royalty for 
having made, vended, or used the improve- 
ments in the patents specified prior to the pas- 
sage of this act ; and any such person, firm, or 
corporation having made or purchased and 
used the improvement since the expiration of 
the patents, is to be entitled to use the same 
without liability during the term of the exten- 
sion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SIMEON SAVAGE. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I move to 
take up Senate bill No. 649, reported from the 
Committee on Patents, 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 649) for the relief of 
Simeon Savage. The bill proposes to extend 
the letters-patent granted to Simeon Savage, 
a citizen of the United States, dated the 2d of 
Margi 1852, and extended by the Commis- 
sionér of Patents for seven years from the 2d 
of March, 1866, for an improvementin machin- 
ery for printing floor oil-cloths, for the term 
of seven years from the 2d of March, 1873, 
and the Commissioner of Patents is directed, 
upon the presentation of the patent, or a cer- 


tified copy thereof, to make a certificate upon 
such patent or certified copy of such extension 
(the lawful fees being first paid) to Simeon Sav- 
age; and the Commissioner of Patents is also 
directed to cause the same to be entered of 
record in the Patent Office ; and the. patent so 
extended is to have the same effect in law as 
if originally granted for the term extending to 
the end of the term to which it isextended by 
this act; but such extended patent is to be 
open to legal inquiry and decision, in the same 
manner as if issued under the general law 
regulating the granting of patents. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM AND COLEMAN SELLERS. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I now move 
to take up House bill No. 896. 

The motion was agreed to; andthe Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 896) to enable 
William Sellers and Coleman Sellers to make 
application to the Commissioner of Patents for 
the extension of letters- patent for an improve- 
mentin coupling forshatting. The bill proposes 
to allow William Sellers and Coleman Sellers, 
of Philadelphia, to make application to the 
Commissioner of Patents for an extension of the 
letters-patent granted to them for improvement 
in coupling for shafting, under date of May 5, 
1857, for the term of seven years from and 
after the expiration of the original term of 
fourteen years for which those letters-patent. 
are granted, such application to be made in 
the same manner and to have the same effect 
as if it had been filed not less than ninety 
days before the expiration of the original term 
of the patent. And, upon such application 
so filed, the Commissioner of Patents is au 
thorized to consider and determine the same 
in the same manner and with the same effect 
as if the application had been daly filed within 
the time prescribed by law, and as if the 
original term of the patent had not expired; 
but no person is to be held liable for the 
infringement of the patent, if extended, for 
making use of the invention since the expira- 
tion of the original term of the patent and 
prior to the date of its extension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF ANNAPOLIS. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I presented 
and had passed one bill this evening from the 
Committee on Patents; and as we are nearly 
through with our bills, £ bave a little bill here 
relating toa local matter to which there will 
be no objection whatever, and I hope Senators 
will allow it to betaken up. It will not take 
a minute. The chairman consents. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut yield to the Senator 
from Maryland ? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Yes, sir. 

The ViCK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut, who has the floor, yields to 
his colleague on the committee to call up a 


j local bill if there be no objection. 


By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 
2848) authorizing the First National Bank of 
Annapolis to change its location and name 


was read twice by its title, and considered as 


in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN B. EMERSON. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
to take up Senate bill No. 188, 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 


I now move 


| consider the bill (S. No. 188) for the relief of 


John B. Emerson. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to John B. Emer- 
son, or his legal representatives, the sum of 


$25,610, to be received in full satisfaction for 
any and all claim for an infringement by the 
United States of his letters-patent, dated 
March 8, 18384. : , 

The bill. was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENT OF PATENT LAW. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I now move 
to take up Senate bill No. 240. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 240) to amend an 
act to revise, consolidate, and amend the 
statutes relating to patents and copyrights. 
The bill proposes to amend section thirty- 
three of the act entitled ‘‘An act to revise, 
consolidate, and amend the statutes relating to 
patents. and copyrights,’ approved July 8, 
1870, by striking therefrom the. words ‘‘and, 
also, if he-be living, in case of an application 
for reissue.’? The second section provides 
that in all cases the assignees of patents shall 
stand in the same place, and be entitled to the 
same rights, privileges, and advantages in all 
applications for grant, reissue, or extension 
of any letters-patent, as the original inventor, 
or discoverer, if assignment had not been 
made. , 

The Committee on Patents reported the 
bill with an amendment, to strike out the sec- 
ond section in the following words: 

That in all cases the assignees of patents shall 
stand in the same place, and be entitled to the same 
rights, privileges, and advantages in all applications 
for grant, reissue, or extension of any letters-pat- 


ent, as the original inventor or discoverer, if assign- 
ment had not been made. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was coneurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I am now 
through with the business of the Committee 
on Patents. ' 


GREAT SALT LAKE AND. COLORADO RAILWAY. 


Mr. POMEROY obtained the floor. 

Mr. LEWIS. Let me appeal to the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. POMEROY. Has the Senator a bill 
from the Committee on Patents ? 

Mr. LEWIS. No, sir. 

Mr.'POMEROY. Then I ask the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
2199. This bill was considered on the day 
that was set apart for the Committee on 
Public Lands, and the amendments ‘were 
agreed to. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] moved an amendment which was a 
general incorporation law for railroads in the 
Territories. Í had not then examined that 
amendment; but since that time it has been 
examined by members of my own committee 
and others, and we have agreed toa provis- 
ion to be added as an amendment to this bill 
in lieu of it. What we want is for the Sen- 
ate to proceed to the consideration of that 
amendment, the bill having been read and 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole. I ask 
that the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Nevada, as now amended and agreed to, 
which is a general incorporation law, be added 
to this bill as an amendment. ` 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does not that require 
unanimous consent? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas moves to proceed to its consider- 
ation, the Chair understands. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Ido not think it ought 
to be taken up in the absence of the Senator 
from Nevada. 

, Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Nevada 
is here. I wastalking with him a momentago 
on the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Kansas. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2199) to 
incorporate the Great Salt Lake and Colorado 
River Railroad Company, and to grant to said 
company the right of way through the public 
lands of the United States. 


Mr. LEWIS. Now I ask unanimous con- 
sent to passa bill to which there will be no 
objection in any quarter, and which has passed 
the House. 


Mr. POMEROY. There is an amendment 
to be offered to this bill which will only take a 
moment, ‘and then we are through. It is 
offered as a substitute for the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nevada, and it 
has been agreed to by both committees, I 
believe. f : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada, from the Pacifi Railroad Com- 
mittee, offered an amendment to this bill when 
it was last under consideration, in the nature 
of a general incorporation law for railroads in 
the Territories. He now withdraws that 
amendment, and the Committee on Public 
Lands, alter conference with the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad, offer an amendment, 
which will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to add as additional sections the following: 


. Sac. —. The following sections, providing a gen- 
eral Incorporation law for the Territories, shall not 
be construed to authorize ‘the Jocation or construc- 
tion of any other railroad upon the line or route 
which may be adopted under the foregoing provis- 
ions by the Great Salt Lake and Colorado River 
Railroad Company, or which may in any manner 
affect or impair the rights, privileges, and fran- 
chises granted by the preceding sections of this act, 
except that the Utah Southern Railroad Company 
may have the right to locate and construct to Placer 
City, as hereinbefore provided. 

Suc. —. That any number of natural persons, not 
less than five, may become a body corporate for the 
purpose of locating, constructing, maintaining, and 
operating a railroad in the Territories of the United 
States, except the Indian territory, with all the 
rights, privileges, and powers conferred by, and 
subject to all the restrictions of, this act. 

Sro. --. That any number of persons as aforesaid, 
associating to form a company for the purposes 
named in the first section of this act, shail, under 
their hands and seals, make a certificate which shall 
specify as follows: first, the name assumed by such 
company, and by which it shall be known; secondly, 
the name of the county or counties, and Territory or 
Territories, where the termini of suid road are to be 


located, and the county or counties, and Territory | 


or Territories, through which such road shall pass, 
and the general route of said road; thirdly, the 
amount of capital stock necessary to construct such 
road, Such certificate shall be acknowledged before 
a justice of the peace, or before a territorial. court 
of record, and, if acknowledged before a justice of 
the peace, his official character shail be certified to 
under seal by the clerk of a territorial court, and a 
duly certified copy thereof shall be filed with the 
secretary of each and every Territory within or 
tbrough which the line of road as described in the 
certificate will pass,and the original shall be filed 
with the Secretary of the Interior. A copy of said 
certificate, duly certified: by the Secretary of the 
Interior, under the seal of the Departinent, shali be 
evidence of the existence of such company. 

Src. --. That when the foregoing provisions have 


been complied with, the persons named as corpora- | 


tors in said certificate are hereby authorized to carry 
into effect the objects named in said certificate, in 
accordance with the provisions of this act; and they 
and their associates, successors, and assigns, by the 
name and style provided in said certificate, shall 
thereafler be deemed a body eurporate, with succes- 
sion, with power to sue and be sued, plead and be 
impleaded, defend and be defended, contract and be 
contracted with, acquire and convey such real and 
personal estate as may be convenient and necessary 
to carry into effect the objects of the incorporation, 
to make and use a common seal, and thé same to 
alter at pleasure, and do all need{ul acts to carry iuto 
effect the objects for which it was created; and such 
company shall possess all the powers and be subject 
to all ruies and restrictions provided by this act. 

Suc. — That such corporations shall-be authorized 
to locate, construct, maintain, and operate a rail- 
road, with a single or double track, with such side- 
tracks, turn-outs, machine-shops, offices, and depots 
as they may deem necessary between any points they 
may select within the counties named in the certifi- 
cate as the termini of such road, and to construct, 
maintain, and operate branches from the main line 
to other towns or places within the limits of any 
county through which said road may pass. 

Src. —. That the capital stock of such company 
shall be divided into shares of $100 each, and con- 
sist of such sum as may be named in the certificate, 
Such shares shall be regarded as personal property, 
and shall be subject to execution at law. An install- 
ment of five dollars on each share of stock shall be 
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paid at the time of making such subscription, and 
the residue thereof shall be paid in such install- 
ments, and at such times and places, and to such 
persons, as may be required by the directors of such 
company. A 7 

Sec. — That if any installment of stock shall re- 
main unpaid for sixty days after the time it may be 
required, whether such stock is held by an assignee, 
transferee, or the original subscriber, the same may 
be collected by action of debt, or the directors may 
sell the stock so unpaid at public auction, for the in- 
stallment then due thereon, first giving thirty days’ 
public notice of the time and place of sale_in some 
newspaper in general circulation in the Territory 
where such delinquent stockholder resided at the 
time of making such subscription, or beeoming sueh 
assignee or transferee, or of his aetual residence at 
the timeof such sale; or, if such stockholder does not 
reside in any Territory, such publication shal! be 
madein the Territory where the principal office of 
the company is located; and if any residue of money 
shall remain after paying the amount due on said 
stock, the same shall, on demand, be paid over to the 
owner. 

Src. — That whenever any railroad company in- 
corporated under this act shall, in the opinion of the 
directors thereof, require an increased amount of 
capital stock, they shall, if authorized by the hold- 
ers of two-thirds of the stock, file a supplementary 
certificate, in the manner prescribed for the filing of 
the original certificate, setting forth the amount of 


“such desired increase, and thereafter such company 


shall be entitled to have such increased capital as is 
fixed by said certificate. 4 
‘Seco. —. That the personsnamed in said certificate of 
incorporation, or a majority of them, shall be author- 
ized to order books to be opened for receiving sub- 
scriptions to the capital stock of said company, at 
such time or times, and at such place or places, as 
they may deem expedient, after having given at 
least thirty days’ notice, in a newspaper of general 
circulation in each Territory through or within 
which such road will pass, of the time and place of 
opening books; and as soon as ten per cent. on 
the capital stock shall be subscribed, they may give 
like notice for the stockholders to meet at such time 
and place as they may designate for the purpope of 
choosing five or mare directors, who shalt continue 
in office until the time fixed for the annual election, 
and until their successors are chosen and qualified: 
at the time and place appointed, directors shall be 
chosen, by ballot, by such of the stockholders as 
shall attend for that purpose, either in person or by 
lawful proxies; each share shall entitle the owner 
to one vote, and a majority of votes east shall be 
necessary for a choice, but after the first election of 
directors no person shall vote on any sbare on which 
any installment is due and unpaid. The persons 
named in such certificate, or such of themas may be 
present, shall be inspectors of such election, and 
shall certify what persons are elected directors, and 
appoint the time and place for holding their first 
meeting; a majority of said directors shall form a 
board and be competent to fill vacancies in their 
board, make by-laws, and transact all business of 
the corporation; a new election shall be annually 
held for directors, at such time and place as the 
stockholders at their first meeting shall determine, 
oras the by-laws of the corporation may require; 
and the direetors chosen at any election shall, so 
soon thereafter as may be convenient, choose one of 
their number to be president, and shall appoint a 
secretary and a treasurer of the corporation. The 
directors before entering upon their duties shall 
each take an oath or affirmation faithfully to dis- 
charge his duties, and they shall, from time to time, 
make such dividends of the profits of said company 
as they may think proper, and shall hold their 
offices untittheir successors are elected and qualified. 
dSec.—. That the right of way through the public 
lands is hereby granted to any railroad company 
incorporated under this act to the extent of one 
hundred feetin width on each side of the center of 
such railroad, and the right and authority are hereby 
given to such corporation to take from the public 
lands adjacent to the line of said road material of | 
earth, stone, timber, and water for the construc- 
tion and maintenance thereof; and ground for sta- 
tion-buildings, workshops, depots, machine-shops, 
switches, sidc-tracks, turn-tables, and water-sta- 
tions is hereby granted to such corporation, not to 
exceed forty acres upon any ten miles of road. 

Sse. —. That for the purpose of securing private 
fands and premises on the line of such road, which 
may be necessary and proper for the construction 
thereot, such corporation is hereby granted all the 
rights, powers, and privileges, and is made subject 
to all the restrictions of section three of an act enti- 
tled “An act to amend ‘An act to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph from the Mis- 
souri river to the Pacific ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the usc of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes,’ approved July 1, 1562,” up- 
proved July 2, i864: Provided, That the territorial 
district court of the distriet in which the land or 
premises are situated shall have exclusive jurisdic- 
tion in all judicial proceedings had in pursuance 
of this section and of section three aforesaid. Any 
such corporation whose right of way extends 
through any canyon, pass, or defile, shall not 
exclude any other such corporation from a passage 
through the same upon equitable terms; and in 
case of disagreement upon application of either of 
the parties, with notice to the other, the same shall 
be adjusted by the Secretary of the Interior, whose 
decision may be enforced by a court of competent 
jurisdiction; and if the passage of any such rail- 
road through any canyon, pass, or defile causes the 
disuse or change of location of any public wagon- | 


ij 


road that now traverses the same, damages shall be 
awarded therefor as provided by this section. 

Src. — That every railroad company organized 
under the provisions of this act shall be required to 
commence operations on the line of its road within 
one year from the filing of its certificate with the 
Secretary of the Interior, and thereafter to grade at 
least ten miles each year, and to construct the 
whole line of its road within ten years from the date 
of the filing of said certificate; and if it shall fail to 
comply with any of the requirements of this section 


it shali- forfeit its charter and all the rigbts and 


privileges conferred by this act as to any uncom- 
pleted portion of its line of road; and upon the 
written application of any party interested, made 
to the Secretary of the Interior, setting forth the 
cause of such forfeiture, it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary, after notice to the corporation, to ex- 
amine the case, and if, in his judgment, public 
policy requires such forfeiture, he shall notify the 
Attorney General of. the United States, whereupon 
it shall be the duty of the Attorney General, or of the 
United States district attorney of any Territory in 
which any part of the line of said road is situated, 
to commence proceedings to enforce the forfeiture. 

Ske. —. That whenever any company organized 
under this act shall find it necessary, for the purpose 
of avoiding annoyance to public travel, or danger- 
ous or difficult curves or grades, or unsafe or unsub- 
stantial grounds or foundations. or for other reason» 
able causes, to change the location or grade of any 
portions of its road, such railroad company is hereby 
authorized to make such changes, not departing 
from the general route prescribed in the certificate 
of such company; and for the purpose of making 
such change as aforesaid, such company shall have 
all the rights, powers, and privileges granted. by 
sections —— and —~ of this act. 

Src. — That any company organized under this 
act shall have power to borrow money on the credit 
of the corporation, not exceeding its authorized cap- 
ital stock, ata rate of interest to be agreed upon by 
the respective parties, and may execute bonds there- 
for in sums of not lessthan $109 aud secure the pay- 
ment thereof by mortgage, or pledge the property 
and income of such company. 

Sec. —. That such company may acquire, by pur- 
chase or gift, any lands in the vicinity of said road, 
or through which the same may pass, so far as may 
be convenient or necessary to secure theright of way, 
or such as may be granted, to aid in the construction 
of such road, and the same to hold or convey in such 
manner as the directors may prescribe; and all 
deeds and conveyances made by such company shall 
be signed by the president, under the scal of the 
corporation. 

Suo.—. ‘That it shall be lawful for such company, 
whenever it may be necessary in the construction 
of such road, to cross any road or stream of water, 
to divert the same from its present location or bed: 
but such corporation shall, without unnecessary 
delay, place such road or stream in such condition 
as not to impair its former usefulness. And in case 
it shall become necessary and proper for any such 
railroad company to build a bridge on the line of 
its road over a navigable stream, said bridge shall 
be built under and subject to such regulations for 
the security of the navigation of the stream as the 
Secretary of War shall prescribe; and the said 
bridge shall be at all times so kept and managed ag 
to offer reasonable and proper means for the passage 
of vessels’; and such bridge shali not be built or com- 
menced until the plans and specifications sball have 
been submitted to and approved by the Secretary 
of War; and no higher charge shall be made for the 
transmission over the same of the mails, the troops, 
and munitions of war of the United States, than the 
rate per mile paid for their transportation over the 
railroads or public highways leading to said bridge, 
and the United States shall have the right of way 
for postal telegraph purposes across said bridge. 
Should any change be made in the plan of said 
bridge during the progress of the work thereon, 
such change shall be subject to the approval of the 

secretary of War; and ail changes in the construc- 
tion or any alteration of said bridge that may be 
directed at any time by Congress, shall be made at 
the cost and expense of the owners thereof; and in 
case of any litigation or alleged obstruction to the 
free navigation of said river, the cause may be tried 
before the district court of the Territory in which 
any portion of said obstruction or bridge touches, 

Sec. —. That such corporation shall, as. soon as 
convenient after its organization, establish a prinéi- 
pal oflice at some point on the line of its road, and 
may change thesameat pleasure, giving public notice 
in one or more newspapers in the Territory having 
the largest circulation, and notice to the Secretary 
of the Interior, of such establishment or change. 

Sac. —. That each and every railroad company 
incorporated under this act shall, annually, in the 
month of January, make a full report of the condi- 
tion of its affairs to the Seeretary of the Interior, 
showing the amount of the capital stock of such 
company subscribed and the amount actually paid 
in, the gross amountof tolls and receipts during the 
previous year, the amount ot road graded, the 
amount constructed, the cost of repairs and inci- 
dental expenses, the net amount of profits, the divi- 
dends made, and the debts and liabilities, with such 


; other facts as may be necessary to a full statement 


of the affairsand condition of such road 

Sec. —. That any railroad company incorporated 
under this act, or under any special act of Gougress, 
may at any time, by means of subscription to the 
capital stock of any other company which may. be 
organized under this act, or otherwise, aid sueh com- 
pany in the construction of its railroad for the pur- 
pose of forming a connection of said last-men tioned 
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road with the road owned by the company furnish- 
ing such aid. Any railroad company heretofore 
organized under the acts of the Legislature of any 
Territory shall, upon filing with the Secretary of the 
interior its original articles of incorporation, or a 
certified copy thereof, and its acceptance of this act, 
be recognized for all the objects and purposes of this 
act, and shall be entitled:to all the privileges and 
benefits, and shall be subject to ali the restrictions 
herein granted or imposed, iby" 

Sec. —. That any such corporation is hereby au- 
thorized to construct, maintain, and operate a tele- 
graph on the line of its road. The provisions of 
this act concerning the grant for station-buildings, 
workshops, depots, machine-shops, switches, side- 
tracks, turn-tables, and water-stations shall not ap- 

ly to mineral lands of tho United States, nor to 
ands reserved by the United States, nor to lands 
occupied by homestead or pre¢émption settlers. 

Sec, —. That nothing in this act shall be construed 
to make the United States responsible for any debts 
or obligations of any character which. may be con- 
tracted -by such corporations, And it shall not be 
lawful for any Territory, or any county or municipal 
corporation within any Territory, to subscribe to 
the stock of any corporation authorized by this 
act, or that may accept its terms, or in any manner 
to loan its credit to such corporation, Congress 
may, at any time, having due regard for the rights 
of such companies, add to, alter, amend or repeal 
this act. 

Sre. —. That the right of way through the publie 
lands in any State is hereby granted to any railroad 
company incorporated under the laws of such State 
to the extent of one hundred feet in width on each 
side of the center of such railroad, and the right 
and authority are hereby given to such corporation 
to take, from the public lands adjacent to the line 
of said road, material of earth, stone, timber, and 
water for the construction and maintenance thereof; 
and ground for station puidings, workshops; depots, 
machine-shops, switches, side-tracks, turn-tables, 
and water-stations is hereby granted to such corpo- 
ration, not to exceed forty acres upon any ten miles 
of road. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. Now, after that long 
bill has been read, I trust the Senator who 
had it read will be satisfied. He cannot pro- 
pose to pass a bill of that extent and of that 
importance suddenly, in this unexpected way. 
The Senate is exceedingly thin, and I submit 
it would be an indecorous thing to attempt to 
pass a general act of legislation for incor- 
porating any number of railroads, from one to 
ten thousand, in the Territories of the United 
States, granting them rights of way of a cer- 
tain width, without having a very full discus- 
sion upon it. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator hear 
me for a moment ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I merely state that this is 
not the time nor the mode in which a bill of 
this kind should be brought up. 

Mr. STEWART, Will the Senator hear 
me for one moment? 

Mr. BAYARD. [cannot help hearing the 
Senator when he speaks so loud. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish the Senator to 
hear me one moment. We were formerly in 
the habit of granting lands to aid in the build- 
ing of railroads in the States and Territories. 
We have abandoned that policy. 
tories formerly were allowed to organize rail- 
road companies. Some two years ago we 
passed a law forbidding them to organize rail- 
road companies. 
action of the Government, abandoning the 
policy of granting lands to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads, and prohibiting the 
Territories from passing incorporation laws, 
is that you have one hundred and eight bills 
introduced at this session of Congress asking 
the right of way to build railroads and making 
special incorporations in the Territories, and 
you have a lobby here averaging from fitty to 
one hundred and fifty men pressing these 
schemes. ‘The result is that you pass bills in 
the morning hour creating corporations with- 
out the proper guards, without proper restric- 
tions. You give away the mountain passes to 
individuals who come here and ask for them, 
whether they intend to build the roads or not. 
You give them these franchises to sell, be- 
cause If is a great thing to get a corporation 
in a Territory. 

This bill provides a general system by which 
anybody can incorporate for this purpose, and 
anybody çan build a railroad in-a Territory. 


x 


The Terri- | 


The consequence of that i 


| 


Some eight or ten of these special bills were 
referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road. We looked them over. The commit- 
tee, after consulting extensively about this 
subject, came to the conclusion that we had 
better try to meet this question by general 
legislation. The first proposition was to allow 
the Territories to make these organizations 
and let them have the right of way. Then it 
was suggested that the territorial Legislatures 
were so uncertain, in such a crude state, that 
they would grant privileges that ought not to 
be granted, and we would have the same diffi- 
culties that had occasioned the legislation 
which prohibited them from acting on the sub- 
ject at all, The committee then came to the 
conclusion that we would report a general bill 
to put everybody on the same footing, a bill 
providing a simple mode of incorporation for 
all who want to build railroads in the Terri- 
tories, granting them the right of way, placing 
all on an equality, and not giving to the indus- 
trious lobbyists the privilege of coming here 
and getting acts of incorporation to sell out to 


, men who want to build railroads, but to let 


those who want to build railroads build them, 
and with their own money. 

I have been trying for a long time to get a 
hearing on this subject. The difficulties in a 
bill of this kind are apparent to all. The 
Committee on Public Lands at first said they 
had jurisdiction and it ought not to come from 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. Idid 
not care for that. I have consulted with those 
members of that com mittee who were willing to 
consult and had leisure to examine the sub- 
ject, and they examined it and indorsed it 
and adopted it. I do not believe you will get 
a better bill. I do not believe you will get 
more attention to any other biil than has been 
bestowed upon this. 

It seems to me, in view of the facts I have 
briefly stated, it ought to be allowed to pass. 
It relieves us of a vast lobby, makes railroad 
building free, relieves us from special legisla- 
tion, places all on the same footing, enables 
those who desire to do so to put their money 
in the building of railroads and not in buying 
franchises, because it makes franchises free, 
the right to build free. It is not an original 
measure. It is based upon the statutes of 
Ohio and other States which make up a sys- 
tem. Every section in it is a section that has 
been tried by experience. The bill was care- 
fully examined at some six or eight meetings 
of the Pacific Railroad Committee and criti- 
cised carefully, aud I believe it is right and 
ought to pass. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is a bill-—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator wish to speak on this amendment ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I want to say a few words in 
reference to the bill that occupies the attention 
of the Senate. The author of that bill, the 
Senator from Nevada, is urging it before the 
Senate now. I desire to allude in this con- 
nection to a very important bill; a bill which 


| occupied the attention of a committee of the 


other ‘House for nearly six months, which 
passed that House and came to the Senate, 
which passed here with amendments, was re- 
ferred to a committee of conference, and that 
committee, after having devoted a very long 
session to its consideration, have reported the 
bill to the Senate. We have sought on several 
occasions to briug the report of that committee 
to the attention of the Senate. That billis one 
of more importance than any bill that has 
been considered by the Senate at this session. 
Í refer to the steamboat bill. It is a bill 
which affects more persons, which affects 
larger interests, more property, and more lives. 

Mr. CONKLING, (in his seat.) Yes, that is 


true; it affects more lives. 
Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir, and it excludes 
some patentees from fastening themselves 


upon the business of this country, and for 
that among other. reasons Senators have 


objected to its consideration and occupied the | 


time of the Senate and prevented its consid- 
eration although it had proceeded to the very 
last stage of a Dill for its consideration before 
the Senate. Now, sir, I shall object to the 
consideration of the pending bill, excluding 
as it does measures of this great importance. 
The Senator says this is a bill that gives con- 
veniences to the people in the Territories. 
Unless we can pass some measure we shall 
have the steamboat interest of the whole coun- 
try brought to a stand-still by the objections of 
that Senator and others in this Chamber. 

Mr. COLE. I demand the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that at eight o’clock the appropriation 
bill became, by postponement and by unani- 
mous consent, the order of the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I want a vote on this 
bill, and I shall move to lay the appropriation 
bill on the table if necessary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The appropria- 
tion bill must be taken up if demanded, be- 
cause it was the order for eight o’clock. The 
Senator from California is entitled to the floor 
on the regular order. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to say a word, if 
my friend will yield tome. The Senator from 
Missouri said a thing in which I feel an inter- 
est. He said this bill takes away from the 
steamboat laws—I do not quote him at this 
moment literally; I shall in a moment 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator intends to 
quote me, I wish he would quote me exactly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I shall quote him, and 
Itook down the Senator’s words, which I will 
come toina moment. He said it cuts off the 
rights-——— 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President—— 

Mr..CONKLING. Have I the floor? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California has the floor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I will wait until 
the Senator from California yields. I want 
to be heard when the Senator from California 
does not interfere with me. 

Mr. NYE. I wish to make an appeal—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California is entitled to the floor on the 
appropriation bill, which was postponed until 
eight o’clock, and is now called up by a 
demand for the regular order. 

Mr. NYE. I ask the Senator to yield for 
two or three minutes. 

Mr. COLE. For what purpose? 

Mr. NYE. To dispose of the bill now up. 

Mr. COLE. [fit can be voted on without 
further discussion, I should be willing to yield 
to that. 

Mr. NYE. I know I shall have the support 
of the honorable Senator from California. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from California yields the floor, the Chair will 
assign it to some other Senator? 

Mr. COLE. If the bill can be disposed of 
without debate, on account of the importunity 
of many Senators L will yield and allow a vote 
to be taken. 

Mr. NYE. I shall not occupy the attention 
of the Senate three minutes. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire who has 
the floor? 

The VICK PRESIDENT, 
from California, 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator from 
California proceeds I have no right to object ; 
if he is not going to proceed I claim the floor. 

Mr. NYE. I hope the honorable Senator 
from New York will let me have the floor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iwillina moment; but 
I have a personal matter to settle with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, which I mean to settle as 
soon as I get the opportunity. 

Mr. COLE. {wish it to be understood that 
the five-minutes rule prevails on the appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr, NYE. Unfortunately I live in a coun- 
try where there are no steamboats. If it were 


otherwise I suppose I could get the floor fora 
minute, 


The Senator 
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Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California is entitled the floor, . If he 
surrenders the floor the Chair will recognize 
some other Senator. 

Mr. COLE. If a vote can be taken I will 
yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator withdraws 
his objection, and I hope we shall agree to the 
amendment, andthen send the bill to a con- 
ference. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not believe any 
vote will be taken in the Senate until I get the 
floor after other Senators get done. I will 
wait for ever so long, but I am going to settle 
one matter with the Senator from Missouri 
before anything else is done, if I have the 
power to command the floor for that purpose. 
l want but a moment, but I do not intend to 
be interrupted successfully if I can avoid it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will be 
allowed to settle the matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The floor has 
been assigned by the Chair to the Senator 
from California. If he does not claim it the 
Chair will recognize some other Senator. 

Mr. COLE. l have not been speaking 
much, but other Senators have since I was 
on the floor. I admit I have not said much 
in relation to the bill now before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
must keep addressing the Chair, or other 
Senators will speak in his time, and the Chair 
cannot prevent it. 

Mr. COLE, They are a little more persist- 
ent than I am and succeed better than I in 
making themselves heard by the Senate. I 
have said to the Senators having this bill in 
charge, the objection being withdrawn, that 
if they can get a vote on it I should be will- 
ing to have the appropriation bill laid aside 
informally for that purpose, and for that pur- 
pose only, and after- that I would be quite 
willing to yield to the Senator from New York 
to say what he has to say for the space of a 
: few minutes in reply to the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. CONKLING. Have I the floor, Mr. 
President? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly, the 
Chair recognized the Senator from New York, 
which gives him the floor by the rule. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri stated that the steamboat 
bill, in addition to other recommendations, 
cut out the interest of certain patentees, and 
now I quote him: “and for tbat reason, 
among others, certain Senators have objected 
to it and prevented its being considered ulti- 
mately.” I wish to inquire of the Senator 
from Missouri whether he intends ta allege 
that I have objected to the steamboat bill be- 
cause it interfered with the rights or interests 
of patentees or with patent rights? 

Mr. BLAIR. I repeat, Mr. President, what 
T said, and what the Senator quotes me as 
saying, that that is one of the reasons, aud I 
believe the principal reason, why we cannot 
consider that measure so vital to the interests 
of this country. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, will the Senator 
answer me whether he imputes that reason 
to me? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has my answer. 
If he chooses to assume that-—— 

Mr. NYE. ‘This is a mere personal affair. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York is entitled to the floor, but 
yields to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. BLAIR. If he assumes that, I shall 
not contradict him. The statement that I 
made remains, and I will not withdraw it. I 
reassert that that is the principal reason why 
we cannot have the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator does not 
want to answer my question, I claim the 
floor. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The ara 


from New York resumes the floor. 


Mr. NYE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor from New York yield to the Senator from 
Nevada? 

Mr. CONKLING. No, sir; I wantthe floor 
myself. 

Mr. President, I have known the Senator 
from Missouri for a good many years, and in 
all the rash and indiscreet things that he has 
done, I have always found in him a large 
measure of personal courage and of personal 
fairness, and therefore Lam surprised, if he 
intended to impute that reason to me, that 
he does not frankly avow it. I say to him, 
however, being very sorry that there should be 
any ground for altercation between him and 
me, that if he does mean to impute to me 
acting in the interest of any patentee or any 
patent right, he means to impute to me that 
which is utterly false—false be it said by the 
Senator or by anybody else; and l authorize 
him if anybody has told him that, whoever 
he may be, to say to him that he has made 
a statement which is not only false in fact, 
but which has no shadow or appearance of 
truth in it. I have taken occasion to say 
several times that when I could have the 
opportunity properly to do so, I wished, as 
briefly as 1 might, to draw attention to some 
provisions in the steamboat bill which have 
nothing to do with patent rights; and therefore 
I pronounce the imputation, whoever makes 
it, not only false, but false in the face of 
the fact that I have disclaimed reference to 
erent rights, or to the sections which regard 
them. 

One other word, Mr. President, and I have 
done. Iavowed to-day my willingness to sup- 
port the bill proposed by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. I shall be very glad to sup- 
port it, or any other safe bill in the interest 
of steamboats, in behalf of that interest. I 
object to nothing in the steamboat bill so 
ealled, except those things which I believe 
have no reference whatever to the welfare of 
that interest, but which in their effect must be 
dangerous to human life and injurious to the 
public interests. I shall be found at all times 
cobperating with every Senator who wants to 
pass a bill to divorce the steamboat. interest 
from patent rights or anything else which ought 
not to incumber or interfere with it. 

Mr. NYE obtained the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President: 

Mr. POMEROY. I am afraid of this bill 
occupying too much time 

Mr. NYE. I want two or three minutes. 

Mr. POMEROY. My suggestion is that we 
concur in this amendment, and then send the 
bill to a committee of conference. I do not 
want to be a member of the committee myself. 

Mr. NYE. Iam not talking about steam- 


boats. 

Mr. POMEROY. Neither am I. I am 
talking about this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Ne- 
vada yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. NYE. I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator 
from New York can take the benefit of his 
denial that he has any interest in obstructing 
the steam boat bill because of any patent-rights. 
The statement which I made, and which he 
repeated to the Senate, was that [ believed 
that was one of the principal reasons why the 
bill was obstructed and its consideration ob- 
structed. He sprang to his feet as it.I had 
made an imputation upon him, 3 
Senator on the floor seemed to þe so sensi- 
tive. 

Mr. CONKLING. A 
pardon me, did he not allude to a particular 
Senator, and does it not so happen that I am 


No other | 


If the Senator will |! 


the particular Senator who had the consider- | 


ation of this bill postponed? I submit to my 
friend that I should have been very dull if £ 
had not supposed he pointed to me. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator knows that I 


objected to the consideration of the bill then 


pending, which was a measure brought for- 
ward by the Senator from Nevada, alleging 
that tbat Senator had objected to the consid- 
eration of a bill far more important, but the 
Senator from New York chose to assume that 
I alluded to him, and endeavored. with. his 
usual vaporing air to coerce me or to compel 
me to take back the observation which I had 
the honor to make to the Senate. I declined 
to do so, and I declined to do so for the rea- 
son 

Mr. NYE. I hope my friend from Missouri 
will not take up all my time. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, sir; I shall not. 

Mc. NYE. I find the only way to get the 
attention of the Senate is to get up some per- 
sonal controversy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
yields, however, to the Senator from Mis- 
souri? 

Mr. NYE. Ido; but I merely wanted to 
say a word on the pending bill myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, sir, I do not care at 
this time or any other time to be dragooned by 
the Senator from New York. In making the 
statement I did I made it because I believed 
it to be true, and I believe I can show it to be 
true, that this bill was obstructed by those who 
have au interest in fastening upon this great 
interest of the country certain patent-rights, 
And when the Senator desired to know of me, 
in a pointed manner, whether in that I alluded 
to him, I declined to say whether I did or not. 
Now, he may take the benefit of denying that 
he is instigated by that motive, and he may 
clear his skirts as may seem best to him. 

Mr. NYE. I want to say a word or two 
upon the bill under consideration, and I hope 
the Senate will give me their attention. The 
bill submitted from the Committee on Public 
Lands isa bill of great importance to almost 
one half of the service of this country. At 
the present session of Congress we have put 
quite in the distance the day when these Ter- 
ritories, now so rich and growing rapidly, 
richer, can be admitted as States into this 
Union, by fixing the ratio of representation 
at one hundred and forty thousand ; and at the 
same time I recall to the minds of Senators 
that our population is so different and so varied 
from the eastern population that when we cast 
a vote of ten thousand in a Territory it is equal 
to a population of filty thousand in a State, I 
shall attract the attention of the Senate while 
I appeal for their immediate necessities, Take 
the Territory of Montana, or Idaho, or Utah, 
which to-day equal in wealth many of the 
States of this Union, and put them in the line 
of the progress of the States in railroads, and 
calculate the wealth that is flowing into these 
Territories from almost every quarter, not only 
our own but distant lands. 1 trust I shall not 
appeal in vain tothe Senate of the United 
Siates for a single moment for that consider- 
ation which is due to enterprise and energy in 
these Territories. What we want there is 
simply the right to construct railroads, and to 
construct such, and such only, astheimmediate 
necegsities of the hour and the time demand 
across the public domain. And when I recall 
to mind the fact that much of that domain is 
useless for any other purpose, I shall not shock 
the sense of the Senate of the United States 
if I ask them to consider this leniency. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Nevada that his five 


| minutes have now expired. 


Mr. NYE. 
ing point. 

‘the VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
yielded a portion of his time to the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. NYE. Ithink my friend from Califor- 
nia ought to sympathize with this. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri withdrew his objection. 

Mr. NYE, Ishall subject myself to my 
master in this, the chairman of the committee, 
He says “take the vote.’’ 


I have just got to the interest- 
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Mr. POMEROY, Let the amendment be 
adopted and go to a conference committee. 

‘Mr. CASSERLY. What is the question? 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Itisa bill for 
a general railroad act, and the Senator from 
Kansas stated that he desired itto go to a con- 
ference committee.. The Senator from Missouri 
objected, but afterward the Senator rose and 
stated that he withdrew his objection. 

Mr. POMEROY. I will state further that 
Iwant the Senator from California on the 
committee. Heis on the Committee on Public 
Lands, and there is no abler man and no bet- 
ter man on the committee. Now, let the Sen- 
ator be on the committee of conference, and 
we-can. finish this bill. f 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have beard it said that 
these two bills, one of which is added to the 
‘other, had the approbation of the Public Lands 
Committee. The only one of the two bills 
that ever was before the committee is the first 
bill; but I did not:approve it there, and I do 
not approve it now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is subject to 
objection. If the Senator objects, the appro- 

riation bill must come before the Senate. It 
Kas passed from that stage at which the mat- 
ter canbe treated by a majority, as after eight 
o’clock the appropriation bill was, by unan- 
imous consent, to be the unfinished business. 
This bill was taken up, read, and objected to 
by the Senator from Missouri; then a collo- 
quy ensued, after which he withdrew the ob- 
jection, The Senator from Kansas asked to 
have it passed for the reason stated, but any 
objection prevents it, 

Mr. BAYARD. If one objection avails, I 
make it. . 

Mr. STEWART. I move to lay the appro- 
priation bill on the table for the purpose of 
considering it. This is a very important bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada moves that the appropriation 
bill be laid on the table for the purpose of 
cousidering this bill, 

Mr. NYE.’ Only to take the vote. 

The motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to--ayes fourteen, noes not counted. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ANTHONY, Mr. SCOTT, Mr. COR- 
BETT, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. NYE, and 
Mr. SAWYER submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them to the bill (H. 
R. No. 2705) making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, and for other 
purposes; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (H. R. 
No. 2705) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 80, 1878, and for other pur- 


poses, is before the Senate asin Committee of | 


the Whole. The Secretary will read the bill, 
and the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations will be acted upon as they are 
reached in the reading of the text, 
eae Chief Clerk proceeded to read the 
ill. 
The first amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 4, line sixty-three, 
after the word “bidder” to add the words: 


Except when, in the judgment of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, the acceptance of the lowest propo- 
sal will, for other reasons, equally secure the proper 
care and treatment of marine patients, 


So as to make the clause read: 


` _Marine-hospital service. 

For supplying deficiency in the fand for the relief 
of sick and disabled seamen, $125,000. roviided, 
That no part of this sum shall be used to support 
any sick or disabled seaman entitled to be received 
intoa marine hospital; by contract at the lowest bid- 
der except when, in thejudgmentof the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the acceptance of the lowest proposal 
will, for other reasons, equally secure the proper 
care and treatment of marine patients, : 


‘The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was on page 4, line 
sixty-seven, to strike out ‘‘loans and Treasury 
notes” and insert ‘‘ national currency.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a 
heading to the item from line seventy-two to 
seventy-seven the words ‘‘ detection and pun- 
ishment of counterfeiting.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 4, after 
line seventy-seven, to add the following 
clause: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
Warrington Sommers asum sufficient to make his 
salary, from October 1, 1868, to June 1, 1869, that of 
a fourth-class clerk in the Fifth Auditor’s Office, 
$150, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 4, after 

line eighty-three, to add the follow ing: 
: Senate. 

For folding documents, and material for the same, 

000. 

For labor, $8,000. | à 

For miscellaneous items for the current fiscal year, 
315,000. hog 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 5, line 
ninety-eight, after the words ‘‘eighteen hundred 
and seventy-one,’’ to add * orany acts amend- 
atory thereof or supplementary thereto ;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 


For defraying the expenses of the courts of: the | 
United States, including the District of Columbia; | 


for jurors and witnesses, and expenses of suits in 
which the United States are concerned, of prosecu- 
tions for offenses committed against the United 
States; for the safe-keeping of prisoners ; and for the 
expenses which may be incurred in the enforcement 
of the act of February 28, 1871, or any acts amenda- 
tory thereof or supplementary thereto, $3,000,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 5, line 
one hundred and ten, to reduce the appropria- 
tion ‘‘ for defraying the expenses of defendin 
claims under the convention with Mexico of 
July 4, 1868, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Attorney General,” from $20,000 
to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 6, line 
one hundred and sixteen, after the words 
‘t United States’’ to strike outtbe words ‘in 
respect to such property; in line one hun- 
dred and nineteen, after the word “ attor- 
neys” to insert ‘or counselors; and. in 


line one hundred and twenty-four to strike out 


‘‘ appropriation ° and insert ‘‘expenditure ;” 


so that the clause will read:. 


For payment of the necessary expenses incurred in 
defending suits against the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or his agents, for the seizure of captured ur aban- 
doned property; and for the examination of wit- 
nesses in claims against the United States pending 
in any Department: and for the defense of the Uni- 
ted States in the Court of Claims, to be expended 


| under the direction of the Attorney General, $30,000, 


no part of which shall be paid to attorneys or coun- 
selors at law for professional services, for appearthg 
and assisting in the trial of causes in the Supreme, 
circuit, or district courts of the United States, or 
Court of Claims; and that the Attorney. General 


make report to Congress at the end of the fiscal year | 


of the manner of the expenditure of this fund, and 
to whom and for what purposes paid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 6, after 
line one hundred and thirty-two, to add the 
following clause: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to collect 
captured and abandoned property of the United 
States, and to collect, procure, and preserve all 
vouchers, papers, records, and evideuce, and to take 
testimony as to claims against the United States, to 
be paid only upon the certificate of the commissioners 
of claims, $150,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
_ The next amendment was on page 7. after 
line ove hundred and. fifty-three, to add the 
following: 
For collecting information about mines and mineral 
productions east of tbe Rocky mountains, $10,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 7, after 


i 


i| of the canal from Seventh street west to 


line one hundred and fifty-nine, to add the 
following: 

For the introduction of shad into the waters of the 
Gulf States and of the Mississippi valley, and of 
salmon, white fish, and other usefal food fishes, 
into the waters of the United States to which they 
are best adapted, $15,000, to be expended under the 
direction of the United States commissioner of fish 
and fisheries. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 8, line 
one hundred and eighty, to reduce the appro- 
priation for contingent expenses of the office 
of the secretary of the Territory of Wyoming 
from $2,000 to $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 8, after 
line one hundred and eighty-one, to strike out 
the following clause: 

To refund to the Board of Public Works of the 
District of Columbia the amount expended by them 
for paving roadway and curbing and paving side- 
walks in front of or adjoining the property of the 
United States Government, and puid for by. said 
board, $192,620 31. , 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the 
reasonable and proper expense only incurred for 
paving roadway and curbing and paving side- 
walks in front of the property of the United 
States in the District of Columbia, $150,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary ; Provided, 
That only so much of the curbing and paving of side~ 
walks as is necessary for tue side ofthe street adjoin- 
ing the property-of the United States shall be 
chargeable to the Government of the United States, 
and not more than one third of the legitimate cost 
of paving roadways or putting in sewers in front of 
the property of the United States shall be paid by 
the Government of the United States. i 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 9, after 
line two hundred, to strike out the following 
clause: : 

To pay the Board of Public Works of the District 


of Columbia the proportion of the cost properly pay- 
able by the United States Government for the filling 


g 


Seventeenth 
street west, and of the cost of the interceptin sewer 
along the canal adjoining the property of the United 
States Government, said work being under the direc- 
tion of the Board of Public Works, $68,365, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary: Procided, That 
all payments made under this and the preceding 
appropriation shall be made only upoa vouchers 
approved by tne officer in charge of the public 
buildings and grounds of the District: and that no 
portion of the money herewith appropriated shall be 
used by the Board of Public Works for any other 
purpose whatever than the purpose that is named in 
the said two last paragraphs, 

Mr. HARLAN. I have some doubt about 
the propriety of that amendment. {should 
like to understand from the ebairman of the 
committee what reason there is for striking out 
the clause. 

Mr. COLE. I am willing it shall be re- 
served if the Senator desires. 

Mr. HARLAN. Very well. 

m : ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Borg- 
MAN in the chair.) ‘This amendment will be 
reserved. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations was on page 10, lines two hundred and 
twenty four, two hundred and twenty-five, and 
two hundred and twenty-six, to strike out the 
following clause: i 

For construction of standard weights and meas- 


ures, of the metric system, to be furnished 
State $24,000, 7 encore 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 10, line 
two hundred and twenty-seven, alter the word 
‘repairs,’ to insert the words “of the same,” 
and in line two hundred and twenty-nine to 
strike out ‘£$150,000” and insert * $100,000 ;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


For furniture and repairs of the same for publie 
buildings under the control of the Treasury Depart- 


ment, $100,000, 

Mr. SAWYER. Before that ia agreed to, I 
should like to submit to the chairman and to 
the Senate a statement from the Secretary of 
the Treasury in reference to it, unless it is 
thought better to reserve it until we get into 
the Senate. 
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Mr. COLE. Let it be reserved. 

Mr. SAWYER. Very well. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be passed over for the present. 

Mr. SAWYER. And also that in the suc- 
ceeding paragraph. I havea- communication 
from the Department on the subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why not settle it now? 
Jt will take no more time now than by and by. 

Mr. SAWYER, Very well. Then I send 
the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
the desk and ask for the reading of the por- 
tions which I have marked. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“I find on line two hundred and twenty-seven, 
page 10, of the same bill, that the Senate commit- 
tee has recommended a reduction of the appropri- 
ation for furniture for publie buildings from $150,000 
to $100,000. .The amount asked in the estimate and 
appropriated in the bill as passed by the House 
of Representatives, namely, $150,000, is the same 
amount as was appropriated last year. Thatappro- 
priation has been entirely expended, and it is esti- 
mated that there will bea greater necessity for ex- 
penditures of this description during the coming 
fiscal year than in the present. 


"On line two hundred and thirty, on the same 
page, I find that the words ‘and’ miscellaneous 


iteins’ are stricken from the paragraph providing 
an appropriation for fuel, lights, and water for pub- 
lic buildings. These words were added to enable 
the Department to pay for such minor expenditures 
as soap, brooms, brushes, buckets, &., for the use 
of the janitor in cleaning the buildings, and which, 
under existing law, are still paid from the contin- 
gent funds of the different Departments, whose offi- 
cers occupy rooms in the buildings, The expendi- 
ture for these purposes is necessarily small, and if 
included in the manner in which it passed the House 
willgive the Department the control of this class 
of expenditures, as it now has of all others in con- 
nection with the constructiqn, repairing, furnishing, 
lighting, heating, and taking care of the public 
buildings placed by law under its charge.” 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
why the committee propose to strike out 
$50.000 ander such a statement. 

Mr. COLE. For the reason that it was 
supposed $150,000 was a very large sum for 
purchasing new furniture aud repairing . far- 
niture for one year; and it was believed 
that the furniture which was on hand in the 
building of the United States might. possibly 
last another year without so large an expendi- 


ture. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
whether there were any data on which to base 
that conclusion, or was it a mere guess? . That 
letter of the Secretary, if it is to be relied 
upon, shows that the whole sum is necessary. 

Mr. COLE. That is a showing which has 
been made since the committeeacited. We had 
no showing before the committee to convince 
us that so large an appropriation was neces- 
sary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then the appropriation 
ought not to be reduced, I think. 

Mr. COLE. While I am up let me allude 
to the next item ‘* for fuel, lights, and water.” 
The words ‘miscellaneous items’? were 
stricken out for the reason that they were not 
in the law heretofore, and it was believed it 
gave too much latitude in the expenditure of 
that very considerable sum of money, the 
words ‘‘ miscellaneous items” including al- 
most every conceivableobjeect for which money 
could be expended. The object for which the 
moneyis really appropriated is for fuel, lights, 
and water. We believed that to restrict the 
use of the money to these particular objects is 
advisable. Such was the view of the committee. 

Mr. SAWYER, I will say a single word. 
The chairman could not have listened tothe 
letter that was read in reference to that sub- 
ject. The Secretary says there are such items 
as brushes, brooms, buckets, and articles of 
that sort, which are absolutely necessary, and 
are included in this appropriation, and if the 
words ‘and miscellaneous items ’’ are stricken 
out, it is alleged that will occasion serious 
inconvenience, because then they can use the 
appropriation only for fuel, lights, and water. 
There is ice, brooms, towels, and a dozen 
or twenty different articles which it is neces- 
sary to use, and there will be no fund to pay 
for them unless these words remain. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment reducing the appro- 
priation to $100,000 for furniture and repairs 
in public buildings. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 10, line two 
hundred and thirty, after the word ‘‘ lights,” 
to insert “and,” and after the word “ water’? 
to strike out “‘‘and miscellaneous items;’’ so 
that the clause will read : 

For fuel, lights, and water for public buildings 
under the control of the Treasury Department, 
$225,000. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. That ought to be non- 
concurred in. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WEST. We gave them $65,000 last 
year for the same purpose, and now we are 
giving $225,000. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This amendment does 
not alter the amount. 

Mr. COLE. Let us go on. ; 

The reading of the bill was continued. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 11, in lives two 
hundred and forty-one and two hundred and 
forty-two, to strike out the words ‘the unex- 
pended balance of former appropriations is 
hereby reappropriated”’ and insert ‘' $10,000 ;”’ 
so that the clause will read: 

For photographing, engraving, and printing plans 
of public buildings under control of the Treasury 
Department, $10,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I take occasion, noticing 
the insertion of these words in an appropria- 
tion bill, which it is very properly moved to 
strike out, to make the remark that if any offi- 
cer of the Government procures the insertion 
of such words in an appropriation bill in vio- 
lation of law he ought to be punished for it. 
It is in the face of the law which prohibits the 
use of unexpended balances and requires them 
to be transfered to the Treasury and that the 
appropriations shall be confined to the fiscal 
year. It seems to me that whenever such 
words are seen in an appropriation bill they 
ought to be regarded as evidences of fraud. 
That is the only way Congress can put a stop 
to it. I am very glad, therefore, to see that 
the committee struck out the words. 

Mr. SAWYER. I may in justice to the 
Treasury Department state that the amount of 
the unexpended balance is much less than the 
$10,000 asa matter of fact. There was asum 
of $10,000 appropriated last year, and they 
have only used about one thousand dollars, be- 
cause much of the work that it was intended to 
to do has not been done at all, so that we 
are really in this way appropriating more 
money than we should if we had adopted the 
language of the original clause; but the ob- 
jection to the language is the same that has 
been stated by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. COLE. Nevertheless, it is better that 
we should know what we are doing rather than 
appropriate an unexpended balance which we 
know nothing about; and even if we do ex- 
ceed the amount of the unexpended balance, 
it is a better practice by far and a safer one on 
the part of the Government. If it is agree- 
able to my colleague on the committee, if the 
$10,000 which was appropriated last year and 
the year before is too much, I hope he will 
move to strike it down to a less sum. 

Mr. SAWYER. There is no objection to 
striking it down to $5,000 with the information 
I have on the subject now. . 

Mr. COLE. -I hope he will make the motion. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘ten’? and insert- 
ing “five.” 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 


Appropriations was on page 11, line two hun- 
dred and forty-four, to reduce the appropria- 


tion for pay of custodians and janitors of public 
buildings under the control of the Treasury 
Department from $200,000 to $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


_ The next amendment was on page 11, after 
line two hundred and forty-eight, to strike out 
the following clause: : 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
the city of Charlestown, Massachusetts, the expenso 
incurred by said city in curbing and paving the 
Age and streets adjacent to: the navy-yard, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The following clauses of the bill were read 
from line two hundred and fifty-nine to line 
two hundred and seventy-two: 

Supervising inspectors of steam vessels: 

For carrying out the provisions of the act for the 
better protection of the lives of passengers on veg- 
sels propelled in whole or in part by steam, and of 
the apts amendatory thereof, the following sums, 
namely: 

For salaries of steamboat inspectors: Payment of 
salaries of supervising inspector general, supervis- 
ing inspeciors, local inspectors, assistant inspectors, 
and clerks, $105,400, 

Contingent expenses of steamboat inspection ser- 
vice: Expenses of instruments, stationery, meetings 
of board of supervising inspectors, mileage of super- 
vising inspectors, at $1,000 each, and other miscel- 
lancous expenses, $91,000, 

Mr. COLE. I will state in explanation that 
the appropriations in these three paragraphs 
are made in view of the possibility of the pas- 
sage of a law which has passed the Senate, 
and is now, I believe, pending before the 
House, or in conference, relating to steam- 
boats; not the biil that was referred to by Sen- 
ators to-night. If that bill should pass, these 
appropriations would be necessary ; if it does 
not pass, then these appropriations will not be 
necessary. They seem pretty large; but under 
the law as it now is, these expenses are paid 
by the steamboats, paid as fees for the inspec- 
tion of the steamboat boilers and hulls, 

The next amendment was on page 12, after 
line two hundred and seventy-two, to strike 
out the following clause: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
contractors for carrying the mails for services ren~ 
dered prior to July 1, 1869, $13,416. 

The next amendment was on page 15, lines 
three hundred and two and three hundred and 
three, after the word ‘‘tnbe,’’ to strike’ out 
the words ‘‘ upon the plan invented by Albert 
Brisbane;’’ so that the clause will read: 

That the sum of $15,000, be appropriated for the 
purpose of constructing a pneumatic tube from the 
Capitol, along North Capitol street, to the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, for the transmission of books, 
packages, &e., to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, and the work to be 
done under the supervision of the architect of the 
Capitol extension, 

Mr. HARLAN. I hope that will not be 
done. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why do you want to 
adopt his plan? f 2 

Mr. HARLAN. There is no other. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It cannot do any harm 
to strike these words out. Ifthere is but one 
plan, as the Senator says, the inventor of it 
will have the benefit of this; and if there is 
a better plan, the amendment ought to be 
adopted to leave the matter open. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting in place of the words 
proposed to be stricken out, the words ‘‘in- 
cluding spheres.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. ` 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment, as amended, will be considered as 
agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 14, to 
strike out lines three hundred and twelve to 
three hundred and twenty, inclusive, in the 
following words: 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to purchase such books as may not be within 
his control as public property as may be necessary 
to carry into effect a joint resolution approved June 
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June I, 


8, 1868, entitled ‘A joint resolution to supply books 
and public documents to the National Asylum for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,” $1,080, the books to be 
forwarded by him to the libraries named therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 14, line 
three’ hundred and thirty-one, to strike ont 
‘t completion” and insert the word ‘‘con- 
tinuation;’’ and in line three hundred and 
thirty-four to strike out ‘$25,000’ and insert 
‘+ $50,000; so that the clause will read: 


For continuation of the construction of the build- 
ing for post office and court-houseat Columbia, South 
Carolina, to be built of brick, and to be three stories 
high, $50,000 

Mr. COLE. I believe the words “to be 
built of brick and to be three stories high”’ 
were agreed to be stricken out in committee 
but is not so printed. I move that they be 
stricken out. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not see the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, who is chairman ofthe Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, in his 
seat this evening. I havehad some conversa- 
tion with him in regard to the appropriations for 
public buildings contained in this bill, and my 
understanding is that quite a number of these 
appropriations have not been before the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds at 
all. That committee has endeavored in the 
examination of bills for public buildings in 
the different States to ascertain in the first 
place what the building would cost before any 
appropriation was made for it, and to make 
a plan and to be governed by some principle 
in recommending the appropriations. The 
former practice of the Government was this: 
parties who desired the construction of a pub- 
lic building, for instance at New Orleans or 
Charleston, would commence by asking an 
appropriation of one or two hundred thousand 
dollars to construct a custom-house, say at 
New Orleans, without any plan having been 
agreed upon, without any estimate having 
been furnished to Congress to enable it to 
know what the custom-house was to cost; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury then com- 
menced the building, the foundations were 
laid with perhaps a couple of hundred thou- 
sand dollars, and next year we were called 
on to appropriate two or three hundred thou- 
sand dollars more. So it went from year to 
year until for one building at New Orleans we 
appropriated more than three million dol- 
lars and for another building at Charleston 
more than two million dollars. 

That certainly is a very improvident way of 
doing. We ought to know before any appro- 
priation is made what a building is to cost, and 
the law should contain a provision that no 
building shall be undertaken and no contract 
made except it be to construct the building 
upon a plan that shall cost a certain amount 
and no more, and there is no safety if youadopt 
any other course. These appropriations have 
been put in this bill, some of them on the old 
plan—I am not prepared to say at this moment 
which they are—that never have passed the 
scrutiny of the Committee on Pubiic Build- 
ings and Grounds, I know that the Senator 
from Vermont not now in his seat has had this 
subject examined. Isuppose the Senator from 
California does not expect to finish this bill 
to-night, and I suggest that these appropria- 
tions for public buildings and grounds shall 
be passed over until the Senator from Vermont 
sballbe present. I am not preparéd now with 
the facts, which I know are in his possession, 
with regard to some of these appropriations, 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I desire to make a 
statement that will satisfy my friend from 
Illinois. This is not to start a new building. 
This building is already started and nearly one 
third finished. The estimates and plans were 
long since agreed upon by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 

and the Postmaster General. In the esti- 
mates for public buildings I find that for the 
next fiscal year the Secretary of the Treasury 
recommended $100,000 for this work. I-sup- 
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pose that $100,000 would finish the building. 
The building is nearly one third done. This 
amendment only proposes $50,000. In defer- 
ence to the views of the committee I have 
consented to take $50,000; but I ask that the 
words ‘‘to be built of brick three stories 
high” be stricken out, inasmuch as the esti- 
mates and plans are for a granite building, 
and I do not see why it should be determined 
now to alter the plan. It is not a new build- 
ing. Ihope my friend from Illinois will not 
make any objection. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from South 
Carolina will not understand me as objecting 
to the particular appropriation. I have not 
the facts, and am not prepared to make any 
statement to the Senate in regard to these ap- 
propriations. I have made the general state- 
ment that some of them, I know, have not 
passed under the consideration of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and my 
suggestion was merely to pass them over for 
the time being, that the Senator from Vermont 
might be present. There are some of them that 
I am advised he would like to call the attention 
of the Senate to. I do not know that I am 
opposed to any of them when the facts shall 
be properly understood. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. There are only a few 
appropriations here; and I think all the com- 
mittee would agreeto them; and none of them 
are for new buildings atall; at least it is so in 
South Carolina. I hope my friend from Illi- 
nois will not offer any objection. 

Mr. COLE. There may be two or three, but 
I think only one or two, of the items in this bill 
that have not undergone a scrutiny of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. and 
Ido not intend that the subject shall be closed 
up to-night. Indeed, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds has 
amendments which he will offer when the. bill 
is under consideration again, and then the bill 
will be open for such amendments as the chair- 
man of the committee and the Senator from 
Ulinois may desire. I think we may goon 
with it, The action taken now will not pre- 
clude any action hereafter in reference to these 
things. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The trouble will be that 
if you adopt these particular amendments they 
will not be subject to be changed. 

Mr. COLE, There are only amendments in 
two items. 

Mr. TROMBULL. What is the objection 
to passing over these matters? ‘There is only 
a couple of pages of them, 

Mr. COLE. There is no object in passing 
over these pages, because they do not cover 
any amendments; but these two pages will be 
open to amendment afterward after the amend- 
ments of the committee are disposed of. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My only object is that 
there may be an opportunity to examine these 
appropriations, 

Mr. COLE. There will be that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not wish to delay 
the bill or oppose the amendment which is 
suggested in regard to the building at Colum- 
bia, South Carolina. Lam not in possession 
of facts that would warrant my doing it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If there is anything 
wrong about this the Senator from Ilinois or 
the Senator from Vermont can make a motion 
in regard to itin the Senate. {I insist upon 
going on with the bill as it is. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I concur in the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Illinois. We 
cannot tell, there is not a member of the comi 
mittee who can tell which of these appropria- 
tions for public buildings have passed under 
the supervision of the Committee on Public 
Buildings. Just let us pass over this part of 
the bill till the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds is present, and 
then he can inform us as to those appropria- 
tions which have passed under the supervision 
of his committee. 

Mr. COLE, It will not pass from the con- 
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sideration of the Senate by any means; no 
Senator will be precluded from any amend- 
ment that he may desire to move to this part 
of the bill any more than to any other part of 
the bill, and I hope we may proceed regularly 
and allow the reading of the bill to proceed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. This is not a new 
building. In the appropriation act of March 
3, 1869, volume fifteen, page 306, I find: 

ss $ -houso at Columbia, 
PE Ne coe AAE EN the site for 
the same be given to the United States.” 

That was March. 8, 1869. In consequence 
of the Legislature of South Carolina not being 
in session long enough after that date to cede 
jurisdiction of the lot given by citizens of 
Columbia, South Carolina, to the United 
States, and the Legislature not meeting again 
until nearly twelve months after that time, the 
appropriation lapsed. The appropriation was 
renewed last year, and the building has been 
going on about twelve months. Therefore, it 
is nota new building. As I said before, the 
plans were drawn by the supervising architect 
of the Treasury, and approved by the three 
officers of the Government whose approval 
was required by law. I hope the Senate will 
not pass over these public building items: 
there are only- eight or ten of them, and none 
of them new buildings. They have all been 
provided for by legislation heretofore. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is simply on the amendments of the com- 
mittee, and not upon the proposition itself. 
That can be recurred to hereafter and amended. 

Mr. ALCORN. In this item there was a 
clerical error made by the clerk of the com- 
mittee, and by this amendment to this bill the 
honorable chairman of the committee desires 
to get rid of that error. It requires the action 
of the Senate. It is not an original proposi- 
tion. It is only a question as to the sum of 
money that shall be appropriated for the con- 
struction of this post office at Columbia, South 
Carolina, If it was an original proposition 
we could debate that proposition; but an 
amendment merely to correct an error does 
not place the question beyond the reach of the 
Senate, and I pledge myself that if the Sen- 
ator from Illinois or the Senator trom Vermont 
desires to have a revision or a reconsideration, 
I will move that reconsideration when it comes 
into the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. With the understanding 
that it can be reached afterward, I have no 
objection. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is simply on the amendments of the com- 
mittee and not on the items themselves. If 
there is no objection, the amendments will be 
regarded as agreed to, and the reading will 
proceed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 15, from line three 
hundred and forty-nine to line three hundred 
and fifty-seven, to strike out the following 
proviso at the close of the appropriation for 
continuation of the construction of the build- 
ing for the Department of State: 

Provided, That no pa: ; i 
by this bill for senting say aitor opriated 
expended. except upon contracts duly entered into 
m pursuance of advertising for proposals for tho 
work and materials, and which contracts shail be 
let to the lowest bidder, who shall give bonds for the 
performance of the said contract or contracts: Pro- 
vided further, That this provision shall only apply 
to public buildings under the control of the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why is that stricken 
out? 1 should like some explanation of it. 
That is a provision to let out the work to the 
lowest responsible bidder. Why should not 
the lowest responsible bidder have the work, 
under the direction, of course, of the architect? 

Mr. COLE. We have a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury in regard to this 
very thing in which he sets forth his reasons 
why this proviso should be adopted, and they 
will be, 1 presume, entirely satisfactory to the 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


4167 


Senator from Illinois. I ask that the letter be 
read if the Senator from Illinois desires it. 

Mr. TROMBULL. I want some statement. 
It strikes me as a proper provision unless there 
is some reason that 1 do not understand. Of 
course it is for the public interest to have the 
public work constructed for the least sum that 
it can properly be done, and this is a provis- 
ion requiring this work to be let out to the 
lowest responsible bidder. Of course it is to 
be under the charge and supervision of the 
architect, and that is the way private persons 
build houses. If the Senator from Illinois 
wanted to construct a building in San Fran- 
cisco or Chicago he would employ an architect 
and get up his plans and let it out to the low- 
est responsible bidder. Why the Government 
should not do that, I do not know. There 
may be reasons, if the Senator will state them, 
or it will be shorter perhaps to have the letter 
read. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope this amend- 
mend will be disagreed to. There is no more 
important provision in the bill than this which 
has been proposed to be stricken out, There 
is no security for the disbursement of the 
public money without some such limitation. 

am prepared to show by official documents 
that millions of dollars bave been wasted, 
expended by some irresponsible employé of 
the Treasury Department without having 
entered into a contract, without knowing the 
amount the work would cost, paying exorbit- 
ant prices when the work could have been 
done for a much less sum. You must place 
some check upon the expenditure of the mil- 
lions of dollars which are now being put in 
public buildings. I have before me a docu- 
ment which shows that more than a million 
dollars have been wasted for the want of some 
such check, and I have been unable to see or 
hear any good reason why some such limita- 
tion as that should not be put upon this bill. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator, when he speaks 
of wasting millions of dollars upon public build- 
ings, must be referring to the buildings that 
were alluded to by my friend from Lilinois a 
few minutes ago, to-wit, the buildings at New 
Orleans and Charleston, and under former 
administrations and under management that 
did really result no doubt in the loss of large 
amounts of money to the Government; but 
such, I am very certain, has not been the case 
in modern times. I ask that the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, which will explain 
the matter more briefly than I can, may be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
-OFFICK OF THE SECRETARY, May 27, 1872, 


Srr: I desire to call your attention to two provisos 
on the thirteenth page, lines three hundred and two 
to three hundred and ten, inclusive, of the bill of 
the House of Representatives making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, and for other 
purposes, as reported to the Senate by your com- 
mittee, g 

These provisos require that in the erection of the 
buildings under the Treasury Department the work 
and materials shall be obtained by contracts duly 
entered into in pursuance of advertisements for 
proposals the contracts to be given to the lowest 

idder. 

It must be apparent to the committee and to Con- 
gress, I think, upon further consideration, that it is 
impracticable to erect public buildings in accord- 
ance with the conditions herein imposed. It is the 
practice at present to obtain proposals upon public 
advertisement for the materials when they are re- 
quired in any considerable quantities. These pro- 
visos would compel the Department to let the con- 
struction of buildings, including the structure itself 
and the fixtures, to the lowest bidder, and Iam fally 
satistied that a return to the former practice in this 
respect would be expensive and injurious to the 
public service. | ER 

The opportunities I have had for ascertaining the 


facts in regard to public buildings satisfy me that j 


those constructed under the contract system, and 
especially from the year 1850.to the year 1860, are of 
comparatively little value, while the expense was 
very great. Moreover, contractors under thatsystem 
have contrived to obtain either through the Depart- 
ment large allowances for extra work, or by appeal 
to Congress to obtain large appropriations against 
the judgment of the Department. The evidence of 
this may be found in the report of the supervising 
an eee for the year 1870, (pages 301 to 304 inclu- 
sive. 


The statistics upon the pages referred to show that 
the contractors received for the work sums very 
largely in excess of the contract prices, while in 
most cases the work performed was far below the 
standard of work done under the system followed 
during the past few years, 

Very respectfully, 

GEO. S. BOUTWELL, 
Secretary, 
Hon. Coryenius Cour, Chairman Committee on 

Appropriations, United Statea Senate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations says that my 
statement that a million or more of money has 
been wasted in these public buildings must 
apply to buildings constructed many years ago. 
Mr. President, I hold in my hand a report which 
I find to be signed by Joun F. FARNSWORTH, 
T. W. Ferry, the present Senator from Mich- 
igan, S. H. Boyd, James N. Tyner, GEORGE 
M. Apams, and J. S. Smith, made on the 
20th of December, 1869. They constituted 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
of the House of Representativesat that period. 
‘They were instructed by a resolution to invest- 
igate the construction of certain new build- 
ings which the Government had undertaken 
at several places in the United States. I pro- 
pose to read to the Senate ashort extract from 
that report: f 

“The Government thus seems to be in a measure 
at the mercy of the contractor. It pays the wages 
of the men employed by him. Ile charges up and 
receives in addition a sum equal to fifteen per cent. 
ofthe entire cost. If a workmun shall occupy two 
days in performing a job that ought to be done ia 
one, he realizes a profit on two days’ work instead 
of one. The most favorable opportunity for con- 
nivance is thus created, and every inducement 
exists to favor the contractor and enlarge his 
profits.” 

Farther: 

_ “The committee is painfully impressed with the 
Insecurity and danger to the Government in allow- 
ing its money to the extent of many millious—how 
many, no one, not even the architect himself, can 
tell—to bethus lavished upon the erection of public 
buildings, without any control or limit, either as to 
design or amount, except the irresponsible disere- 
tion of a subordinate employé of the Treasury 
Department.” = # * - * O oe 

“ The Secretary of the Treasury recommends that 
the erection of no building be commenced until a 
law be first enacted providing for its crection and 
fixing or limitingits cost. ‘Lhe committee earnestly 
concurs in that recommendation, though even such 
a limitation has failed to be effective, or to be 
observed, in some cases which hare been brought 
before the committee, But, without some restraint, 
experience shows that the money ofthe Government 
is lavished upon public buildings, without any re- 
sponsibility, and limited only by the taste or ca- 
price of the officer or agent in charge of them, or, 
when inthe hands of a bad or dishonest man, by his 
avarice and cupidity.” 

Now, sir, I cannot see the least objection to 
this limitation. I think it is just what a pri- 
vate man would do in regard to his own busi- 
ness, and I must protest, and so long as I am 
on the Appropriation Committee, I will con- 
tinue to protest, against putting at the control 
of irresponsible employés and egents millions 
of dollars of the pubiic money, to be wasted 
and squandered as this record shows has been 
done. I do hope that this amendment will 
not prevail. I have taken some little trouble 
to investigate this subject, and I hold iu my 
hand the most monstrous bill that a contrac- 
tor—— 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Scnator’s 


five minutes have expired. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPusrsoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the resolution of 
the Senate to rescind the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the two Houses, providing for the final 
adjournment of the present session of Con- 
gress ou Monday the 8d iustant, with an amend- 
ment; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 611) to continue 
the act to authorize the settlement of the ac- 
counts of officers of the Army and Navy, with 
an amendment; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the 


House had passed a bill (H, R. No. 2672) for 
the relief of Thomas Burke, of Virginia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 18) for the relief of Mrs. 
Fanny Kelly; 

A bill (S. No. 882) to provide for a build- 
ing fur the use of the Federal courts, post 
office, internal revenue and other civil offices 
in the city of Little Kock, Arkansas; 

A bill (S. No. 429) supplementary to an act 
entitled ‘* An act to aid in the construction of 
telegraph lines, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes,’’ approved July 24, 1866 ; 

A bill (S. No. 486) for the relief of Brevet 
Colonel Emeric Szabad ; 

A bill (S. No. 546) relative to homestead 
settlers burned out in the States of Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, aud Michigan ; 

A bill (S. No. 595) to fx the pay of certain 
rear admirals on the retired list of the Navy ; 

A bill (S. No. 608) to correct an error in the 
act approved February 24, 1871; 

A bill (S. No. 659) relative to the entry and 
clearance of ferry-boats and of bonded cars 
passing from one State to another through for- 
eign contiguous territory ; 

A bill (S. No. 789) for the relief of Sarah 
A. Ward; 

A bill (S. No. 710) to refund certain duties 
paid by the Winona and St. Peter’s Railroad 
Company; 

A bill (S. No. 745) relating to a site for pub- 
lic buildings in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, and 
Sacramento, California ; 

A bill (S. No. 754) granting the right of 
way through the public lands forthe construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph in Florida; 

A bill (S. No, 757) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of certain officers in the quartermaster’s 
department; 

A bill (S. No. 790) to extend the provisions 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of 
certain purchasers of lands from the legal 
representatives of Bartholomew Cousin,’’ ap- 
proved February 18, 1871; 

A bill (S. No. 828) to cancel a certain deed 
to the United States of America ; 

A bill (S. No. 837) to authorize the. issue 
of an American register to the brig Delphine; 

A bill (S. No. 855) to provide for the sale 
of the marine hospital and grounds at San 
Francisco; 

A bill (S. No. 857) granting a pension to 
Margaret H. Judd, of Wilmington, Delaware ; 

A bill (S. No. 897) in regard to the com- 
mencement of increased pay to promoted 
officers in the Navy ; 

A bill (S. No. 910) relating to invent- 
ories and accounts of the property of the 
United States in public buildings and grounds: 

A bill (S. No. 1105) for the relief of Har- 
mon E. Wentworth, late second lieutenant 
fourteenth New York heavy artillery; 

A bill (H. R. No. 757) to carry into effect 
the fourth article of the treaty of February 23, 
1867, with the Seneca, Shawnee, Quapaw, and 
other Indians; 

A bill (H. R. No. 903) for the relief of 
George A. Stevens, of the United States 
Navy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2384) to confirm to the 
Great and Little Osage Indians a reservation 
in the Indian territory ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2411) granting a pension 
to A. Schuyler Sutton ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2419) granting a pension 
to William Freshone ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2623) to provide for the 
removal of the Flathead and other Indians 
from the Bitter Root valley, in the Territory 
of Montana ; 7 

A bill (H. R. No. 2851) to provide for the 
restoration of the records of the proceedings 
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of the court of inquiry concerning the opera- 
tions. of the army under the command of Gen- 
eral Don Carlos Buell in Kentucky and Ten- 
nessee ; , 

A bill (H. R. No. 2937) making a transfer 
of a pension appropriation from one fund to 
another; and i , 

A joint resolation (H. R. No. 82) providing 
for a more effective system of quarantine on 
the southern and Gulf coasts. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT., 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the bill lie 
on the table for the present for us to go on with 
the resolution that bas come from the House of 
Representatives. It is important that the de- 
cision of the Senate on that question should be 
known immediately, so.that. we can govern our 
action accordingly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bors- 
MAN.) Does the Senator move to lay the bill on 
the table? . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; or let it be passed 
over informally if that can be done by general 
consent, = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
bill will be passed over informally, if there is no 
objection,to consider the resolution indicated by 
the Senator from Ohio, which will be reported. 

The Chief. Clerk read the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the Senate reso- 
lation, which was to strike out all after the word 
“+ concurring,’ and insert as follows: 

That the day of final adjournment of the second 
session of the Forty-Second Congress be extended to 
Monday, June 10, at twelve o’cloek -meridian, at 
which time the President of the Senate and Speaker 
of the House shall adjourn their respective Houses 
without day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ʻI believe that we can 
close the business of this session fully by that 
time. It is manifestly impossible to close it 
by Monday next. However, I wish to get the 
sense of the Senate, and believing ‘that the 
amendment of the House ought to be adopted, 
I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment proposed by the House. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is an amendment to 
that in order? If so, I move as an amend- 
ment that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, and 
ask for a committee of conference. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think we had better 
have a committee of conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no time for a 
committee of conference. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The first 
question is on concurring, I take it. f 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 


question is on concurring. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Imove to amend, that 
the Senate non-concar and ask for a confer- 
ence. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest to my friend 
from Michigan that the question-is undoubt- 
edly on concurring. He accomplishes his 
purpose if he signifies his intention, if the Sen- 
ate should non-coneur, then to ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. Therefore, I ask the 
Senator to make his appeal to the Senate to 
non concur, and vote against the motion to 
concur, declaring his purpose to move a com- 
mittee of conference if that shall be the vote 
‘of the body. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I accept the suggestion 
of the Senator from New York, and will ask 
the Senate not to concur, and give notice that 
Į will then move acommittee of- conference. 

Mr. CONKLING. Those who wanta com- 
mittee of conference will vote in the negative. 
Those who want to concur will vote in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why notconcur with the 
House of Representatives and not ask for a 
conference? It is manifest that within the 
week we can dispose of all the business either 
House desires to pass. There are three or 
four important bills, and the week allowed by 
- the. House of Representatives will give us 
ample time to discuss and act upon every 


1 


proposition that is pending in either House 
under the rules of the two Houses. 

© Now, Mr. President, my experience teaches 
me that to have a conference on a question 
that has been two or three times voted upon 
by the respective Houses will be a waste of 
time, and it will cause us to exhaust ourselves 
by a night session to-night, because until this 
question of adjournment is settled, we cannot 
adjourn atall; we must stay here all night, 
and all day to-morrow, and all to-morrow 
night, till this matter is agreed upon, unless 
indeed we have made up our minds deliber- 
ately to defeat the concurrent resolution of the 
two Houses for the adjournment, and compel 
the President of the United States to call 
them together in extra session. ee 

Now, when the House of Representatives 
proposes to give us one week longer to dispose 
of our business, it seems to me it is all we can 
ask. My own opinion is that we could bave 
closed the session of this body by next Mon- 
day easily and well, and disposed of every bill, 
but for the unjustifiable thrusting in of a polit- 
ical debate on the tariff bill and the pending 
appropriation bill. I have no right to re- 
proach anybody for that; but it has been 
done; Senators have availed themselves of 
their rights to do it; but the rights of others 
must be respected ; the rights of others who 
have been assailed must be respected, and 
now the House of Representatives have given 
us ample time to discuss reasonably and con- 
sider and act upon every question that may 
come before us. 

The proposition of my honorable friend 
from Michigan will only hold us here in con- 
tinual session, and compel the President of the 
United States to call us together to discharge 
duties that we shall leave undetermined and 
neglected. Now, think of the idea of having 
a conference at this time, only two hours 
before Sunday, to debate and confer upon a 
matter of this kind! What could a conference 
do? Could they propose to postpone it longer? 
Does any Senator desire more than a week to 
close the business now pending? . No one 
proposes to hold the session more than a week 
longer. so far as [ know. What object can we 
have in this? Is it to name a shorter time? 
If the Senate think we can dispose of the 
business in a shorter time, all we have to do is 
to amend this proposition and make the time 
shorter; but I take it the Senator from Mich- 
igan does not expect to get away before Mon- 
day week, and within that time we can dispose 
of the business. 

I hope, therefore, the Senate without fur- 
ther delay will concur, and not send this reso- 
lution to a committee of conference to be 
quarreled over by the,two Houses ; but let us 
act ourselves, understanding the business be- 
fore us, and decide according to our judg- 
ment, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, this 
body sent over a request, a very polite request, 
to the House of Representatives to return the 
resolution that had lain there four months 
without action. The House, instead of re- 
turning it, saw fit to adopt it after it had lain 
four months on its table. Now, we to-day, by 
an overwhelming vote, have refused to appoint 
Monday week as the day of our final adjourn- 


ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ican state to the Sena- 
tor that I know some Senators did that because 
they thought that but for the resolution to 
rescind the resolution of adjournment they. 


could not get such a favorable proposition 
I know | 


from the House of Representatives. 
that argument was used to me, that that was 


the only way by which we could get a week’s | 


delay, and therefore that plan was adopted, 
and we have succeeded in getting this resolu- 
tion from the House of Representatives giving 
us a week. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope that the Senate 
will non-concur. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. When the 


| 


resolution was up here, amended to adjourn 
a week from Moäday, the argument used with 
me and with others was that the House would 
not grant any such terms. Now the House 
has sent it here, and it is palpable to every 
Senator that the time is sufficient to get 
through with all the business that is necessary 
to be done at this- session. Jf it ig more than 
enough, so that we can adjourn two or three 
days sooner, we shall have the right to make 
that proposition, and I have no doubt that if, 
we are able to make it and do make it, it will 
be accepted with alacrity. I trust we shall 
have no more fooling about this question, but 
will pass this resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion is on concurrence. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Hovse has already 
concurred im our resolution to rescind the 
other resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all, They have 
concurred with an amendment. 

“Mr. CHANDLER. If we reject thisamend- 
ment the concurrence stands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, they have concurred 
with an amendment, which is the very propo- 
sition we are now to vote upon.. l hope no 
Senator will vote on that supposition. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘The Senator from Ohio, 
as every other Senator, knows that aš to next 
week, the shadow thrown over us, that it 
will be devoted to political debate in this body, 
and Senators have announced to-day that they 
intend to occupy the time’ of the Senate if 
they can do so under the rules next week for 
that purpose. If we debate politics here one 
week, are we any better off to adjourn on 
Monday week? 

Mr. SHERMAN, If [had power over the 
matter I would not allow that debate at all. 
I believe the fire of yesterday would be re- 
pelled by the people of the United States, who 
will resent an attack upon the President in 
the last hours of the session. If I had my 
way, I would turn these arguments to the 
people of the United States. But at the same 
time I can see the propriety and sensibility, 
that it is right that here where these attacks 
were made they should be replied to. One 
week, yes, one day, is enough to reply to those 
attacks. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator and myself 
feel alike about that. Neither of us, I pre- 
sume, will occupy a moment of time; but time 
is to be occupied, we cannot wink the fact out 
of sight. Notice has been given, Senators 
have said so, Now, if we spend next week in 
that kind of debate, where is the public busi- 
ness? A conference between the two Houses 
may reconcile all these difficulties. When- 
ever a committee of three of each House think 
the public business is in such a situation as 
that Congress can adjourn, let them report it 
and we can agree at once. I think it is the 
safest and best way. Every Senator wants to 
finish the public business. No one wants to 
adjourn until it is finished. We are agreed 
substantially about that. We have always had 
one of these regolutions in the hands of acom- 
mittee, generally the Committee on Finance ; 
but as we are situated now, we might put it in 
the hands of a committee of conference, then 
each House is represented, and upon a harmo- 
nlous report we can adjourn. We do not 
know what may happen next week. Who 
wants to tie our hands up again? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not the Senator 
from Kansas see that the committee of còn- 
ference has got to act between now and twelve 
o'clock on Monday or else the two Houses will 
be adjourned at that hour. The conferees 
have got to meet, agree upon something, and 
report it and getit agreed to by the two Houses 
before twelve o’clock on Monday. When they 
meet together I would like to know if these 
three persons from each House can learn any- 
thing more than we now know ? 

Mr. POMEROY. Very likely they can. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not see how they 
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can, for no business is to be done in the mean 
time. It is now Saturday night, nearly ten 
o'clock; we shall adjourn directly. Suppose 
the Senate committee is appointed, and if the 
Honse has not adjourned—I do not know 
whether it has or not—it appoiats a commit- 
tee; they meet to night; what can that com- 
mittee do? They have got to report back and 
have their report acted upon. Will they have 
any information upon which to fix a day any 
better than the two Houses have it? Manifestly 


nothing is to be accomplished by a commit- | 


tee of conference. The House has already 
adjourned, I am told. 

Mr. KELLOGG. That is a mistake; ithas 
taken a recess. 

Mr. CONKLING. An arrangement to ad- 
journ on a week from Monday is very unsatis- 
factory to me as one member of the Senate, 


and yet I dm not sure that I shall not vote to | 


concur in this resolution for reasons which have 
in part been stated. It would be much more 
agreeable to me to have no day fixed whatever 
and let the session proceed. 

We had yesterday issued from this Chamber 
a pronunciamiento, a ukase, or a pair of them, 
addressed to the Philadelphia convention. Now, 


I agree with the Senator from Kansas that it | 


would be very pleasant to have time enough to 
reply to the extraordinary utterances to which 
we were compelled to listen yesterday; but I 
remined that Seuator that the provocation to 


do so is not as great as it has been many j 


another time when the public business has 
been allowed to proceed without interruption 
for political debate. I do not think we should 
allow ourselves to be diverted from the wisest 


course upon that question by any provocation | 


which has been given to enter political discus- 
sion, while I should be uncandid to deny that 
if the session were to be extended until the 
business could be disposed of, I should be very 
glad to see a political discussion take place, 
and I am afraid I should inflict my share of it 
upon the Senate, 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope you will. 

Mr. CONKLING, But I say to my friend 
from Kansas that I think we can abundantly 
afford to forego the opportunity for political 
discussion now, I will not dilate upon it, bat 
I think~I could assign reasons in which he 
would concur with me in thinking that we are 
not called upon to take any extraordinary pro- 
ceeding in order to bring within our reach an 
opportunity for political debate. 

The House of Representatives has determ- 
ined, it scems, not to extend the session 
beyond the time named. If we can confine it 
to doing business, if we are exempted from 
interruptions of an extraneous character, I 

` hope and I believe that we can complete the 
business; 
friend from Michigan and the Senator from 
Kansas I would greatly prefer an extended 


and therefore, although like my | 


session, a session extended beyond that, I do | 


not think I can conscientiously vote to non- 
concur in this resolution. My impression is 
that itis the safest way out now, looking to 
the public interest and our legislative duties, 
which we are bound first of all to regard; and 
therefore I am willing for one to commit 
these essays, denunciations, whatever they may 
be called, which we heard read yesterday to 
the purpose for which they were designed—to 
reverse (for that seems to have been the de- 
sign) the convictions of a convention com- 
posed of some seven hundred men, embracing 
many of the wisest, purest, and most honored 
citizens of the Republic. Ido not think that 
any Senator on this side of the Chamber can 
really suppose that, designed for that purpose, 
they require us to stay here and jeopard the 
public business, or hazard an extra session of 
Congress, in order that the Senator from Kan- 
sasa and the Senator Michigan and myself and 
other Senators may indulge the very natural 
and unavoidable inclination that they feel to 
say something in reply. So that, differing as 


I do with hesitation from my friend who asks 
us to non-concar, and from the Senator from 
Kansas, I feel constrained to vote to concur 
in this resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam very sorry to hear 
my honorable friend from New York change 
his position. Ithink in the whole course of 
my life | have never heard so brutal an assault 
made upon mortal man as was made yester- 
day upon the Chief Executive of the United 
States, and I think it would be criminal on the 
part of my honorable friend from New York 
not to respond to that assault. I propose to 
say a few words upon that subject myself, if 
time is given, and J hope that my friend from 
New York will reconsider his decision to` 
forego that political discussion. 

Mr. CONKLING. If my friend will pardon 
me, Í will promise not to forego my share of 
it if any Opportunity is offered when I can 
have that share without doing injury to the 
measures before us. He may rely upon me 
following him very closely if the opportunity 
is offered without doing harm to the legisla- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg my friend’s par- 
don, I will follow him. I shall be an humble 
follower of my honorable friend from New 
York. I shall not attempt to be a leader in 
that discussion; I propose myself to be an 
humble follower of my friend. Mr. President, 
one of my reasons for desiring non-concur- 
rence is that there may be an opportunity for 
this discussion. I think there ought to be a 
discussion. What have we to lose in this 
political discussion, Mr. President? We have 
nothing to lose and everything to gain while | 
the enemy is demoralized and routed before | 
the fight commences, absolutely demoralized; | 
and those brutal assaults made yesterday upon | 
a man who could not answer—he was not a 
member of this body—those brutal assaults | 
made upon this floor upon one of the most | 
honored men that this nation ever saw, will 
react with terrific force upon their authors. 
[t Question!’ — Question! ] . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. POOL. Mr. President, I do not think 
that we ought to agree to adjourn Monday a 
week. It is utterly impossible for the proper 
business of this session to be completed: by 
that time. Unless we can have a session with- 
out limit we are to have continually upon 
every measure of importance, certainly upon 
many of them, what was designated by the 
Senator from Vermont as filibustering, but 
whenever we have a session without limit the 
filibustering operation will be stopped and we 
shall be enabied to go to the regular business 
of the session. 

There are bills pending here which ought to 
pass and in which my constituents, the whole 
section of country which I with others on this 
floor represent, desire should be passed. 
Some of them are now before the Senate ; 
some of them are before the House; there is 
not one of them that will be passed if next 
Monday week is fixed upon as the day of 
adjournment. I do not think that we can 
facilitate business by fixing a day atall. The |, 
propercourse for us to pursue is to non-concar 
and let there be a committee of conference. 
I shall be obliged to vote against concurrence 
in the proposition to adjourn on Monday week. 
I desire to test the sense of the Senate on that || 
question by some vote preliminary to a direct || 
vote, and in order to get at that I call for the || 
regular order. 

Mr.SHERMAN, The Senator from North 
Carolina wishes the sense of the Senate. I 
will give him an opportunity, so far as I am 
concerned. I therefore move that the appro- | 
priation bill lie on the table until this matter | 
is disposed of. 

Mr. POOL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 


tor from Ohio moves that the appropriation 
bill lie on the table. a, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now I move to resume the 
consideration of the adjournment resolution. 

The motion was agreed to: ae . 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is On coneurring in the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the resolution.’ 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. POOL called for 
the yeas and nays; and they were ordered, è 

Mr. POMEROY. Let the Chair state the 
question. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives to the 
resolution relative to adjournment, 

Mr. BAYARD, Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read. i 

The Curer CLerg. The amendment is to 
to strike out all after ‘concurring’ in the reso- 
lution of the Senate and insert: 


That the day of final adjoutnment of the second 
session of the Forty-Second Congress be extended 
to Monday, June 10, at twelve o'clock meridian, at 
which time the President of the Sonate and Speaker 
of the House skall adjourn their respective Houses 
without day. 

Mr. POOL. I now move to strike out 
Monday, the 10th of June, and insert Saturday, 


the 29th day of June; and I will say that if 


| before that time we can adjourn with justice 


to the public business we can rescind the reso- 
lution and fix an earlier day. We may fixa 
day earlier than next Monday, possibly, pro- 
vided the public business will justify it. 
desire that wé shall have some litile elbow- 
room, and not be put in the hands of those who 
by dilatory motions and other modes of tram- 
meling the passage of bills, which I consider 
unfair, prevent the passage of measures which 
there is a majority of this House and of the 
other desirous of passing. If the motion which 
I. now make, to insert Saturday, the 29th, in 
place of Monday, the 10th, be carried, the mat- 
ter will be in hand, and we may finally fix an 
earlier day than the 29th, if we please. 

Mr, ALCORN. I ask whether the motion 
to concur has not precedence? 

The PRESIDING OFFICIER. The motion 
to amend is first in order. ‘The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from North 
Carolina to the amendment of the House of 
Representatives. ` 

Mr. POOL. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. POOL. I state that my desire ia mov- 
ing that as an amendment to this resolution 
is that we may have what isin the nature of an 
open and unlimited session. We may fix an 
earlier day to adjourn after this shall have been 
carried, if it is carried. 

Mr. POMEROY. I suggest to the Senator 
to say ‘‘ Thursday, the 20th.’’ I think we can 
get through by that time. 

Mr. POOL. Well, I will accept that as an 
amendment. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from North Carolina accepts ‘ Thursday, the 
20th.” His amendment will be so modified, 
and the question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from North Carolina, as modified, to 
strike out ‘Monday, the 10th,” and insert 


>“ Tharsday, the 20th.” 


Mr. CONKLING. I feel bound to vote for 
this amendment, and I wish to state, in view . 
of the remarks I made before, that I find 
various Senators about me believing that the 
House will consent to a day more distant than 
the 10th, and they say with a good deal of force 
that next week will be more or less broken in 
upon by the fact that one of the national con- 
ventions is to be held, and in spite of our- 
selves both Houses will no doubt be somewhat 
interrupted. Iam told that is true of the 
other House as much as of this, so that we 
shall not have for purposes of business ail the 
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time'implied by postponing the day te the 10th 
of June. Therefore, I am quite villing to 
concur with Senators who think we can get 
this from the House in voting for alater day; 
and when we have so tried, then Thope that 
Senators who hold that belief, if it fails, will 
accept the fact that the House, exercising its 
undoubted right, intends to put anend to the 
session at a day: sọ early that Senators must 
forego the replies that they wish to make upon 

olitical questions, whether they would or not. 

t is entirely clear that in one week, even if it 
were to be an unbroken week, we eannot pass 
here three appropriation bills, the steamboat 
bill after amending it, and other important 
measures, and have time left for any Senator, 
however loudly he may feel called upon, to 
make reply to matters which have deen referred 
to and which have been uttered ia the Senate. 

Therefore, I say that, voting as I will on 
this occasion for this amendment, if it is car- 
ried, and if the House shall refuse to postpone 
this day, I hope that Senators will all concur 
with the Senator from Vermont in accepting 
that asa finality and making en end of tbe 
adjournment question, in order that we may 
improve our time, brief as it is, in perfecting 
and consummating the important public meas- 
ures before us. It is entirely clear that the 
Senate, no matter what may be the majority 
here, no matter what may be its inclination, 
cannot successfully 

Mr. ALCORN, I rise to a point of order. 
My point of order is—— 

Mr. CONKLING,. I must yield to the point 
of order. 

Mr. ALCORN. The resolution passed by 
the Senate to-day proposed to rescind the 
adjournment resolution. The House of Rep- 
resentatives amend that resolution passed by 
this body and propose to adjourn on the 10th 
of June. My point of order is that the ques- 
tion before the Senate is concur or non-con- 
cur; and if we do not concur, then a commit- 
tee of conference is the result. If, now, this 
Senate shall amend the resolution and put in 
the 20th, then the House of Representatives 
may amend that and put in the 15th or the 
80th, and the Senate can reamend and put in 
some other time, and thus there is never an 
issue joined, never a case made up. Now,I 
submit that the question before this body is to 
concur or non-concur, and if we fail to concur 
then comes a committee of conference. 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend has 
made his point of order. It is not debatable. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to say before taking 
my seat, with the permission of the Senator 
from New York, that [ submit the point of order 
with great diffidence, not being acquainted 
with proceedings here, and not professing in 
truth to be acquainted with the rules of the 
Senate, | submit it with great diffidence, and 
ask the Chair whether I am right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. The Manual on 
page 272 says: 

“ A motion to amendan amendment from the other 
House takes: precedence of the motion to agree or 
disagree.” 

So the motion to amend is in order. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I am 
very glad that my honorable friend from Mis- 
sissippi made the point of order, although I 


do not agree that he is troubled at all with- 


ignorance of the rules of the Senate; very far 
from it. It is certainly a very fair point to 
submit, and I am glad myself to have the 
ruling of the Chair. The ruling of the Chair 
is that we can concur with an amendment. 

I was in the act of saying when my friend 
made his point that it must be obvious to every 
Senator that the Senate, no matter what Sen- 
ators may feel as the inducement, the impulse, 
the provocation, to have an. opportunity to not 
only finish the public business, but to discuss 
some matters to which reference has been 
made, cannot achieve that opportunity with- 


out the concurrence of the House. Therefore 
I say again that when we have voted for this 
amendment, and I will vote for it with pleas- 
ure, vote with my friend from North Carolina, 
if we can carry it, so be it, and on Monday 
morning I am told, (1 suppose I may refer to 
that, the House will adjourn to. an early hour 
on Monday, ten o’clock, which will give abun- 
dant opportunity to concur or refuse to concur 
in the amendment,) if on Monday morning the 
House will not concur, then J trust we shall 
accept once for all the fact that the judgment 
and preference of the House, insisted upon, is 
to put an end to the session on the 10th of 
June. ‘Then Senators, in addition to forego- 
ing political debate, must forego their conven- 
ience, and they must consent to come here 
and work night and day unless | am greatly 
mistaken. Otherwise, in spite of the absence 
of political discussion, we shall still lose some 
of these bills. So that I wish to make an ap- 
peal now, and I hope I shall not be induced 
to trouble the Senate on the subject again, to 
all Senators after the vote has been taken upon 
this amendment, whether it shall prevail or 
whether it shall be lost, to ‘‘ accept the situa- 
tion,” as the saying is, and then go on and 
make the most of our time, as many hours 
of the day as we can come here and work, 
adbering strictly to the business before us. 
Mr. WILSON. The two Houses of Con- 


| gress are in a very disagreeable position, and I 


think they are not in a very creditable position, 
and it comes, to a great extent, from one cause 
and thata political one. We made here in the 
Senate a great mistake at the opening of the 
session. I do not reflect on any one, for I 
joined in it, and that was in fixing an early 
day for adjournment before we had done any 
business, thereby putting ourselves at the 
mercy of the House of Representatives. If 
we had proceeded to attend to our business in 
the Senate as we usually do, there would per- 
haps have been no difficulty. But during all 
the sessions L have been here, for more than 
seventeen years, I have never known the Sen- 
ate to be so dilatory in business or to spend 
so much time in unprofitable political debate 
and wrangling discussions as at the present 
session. Ihave never known the House of 
Representatives to preserve so good temper, 
to be so attentive to business as during this 
session. I think that will be the verdict of all 
who understand the action of both Houses of 


Congress. The House did most of its business,. 


except a portion of it which it has neglected 
lately, for political reasons too, and did that 
business with a great deal of fidelity and took 
us at our word and fixed the 29th of May for 
adjournment. Here we are to-night. We 
have extended the session once. Now we 
have a proposition to extend it ten days. Ido 
not know anything better to do than to take it. 
The House meets at ten o’clock on Monday. 
I take it if any considerable body of men there 
make up their minds that they will not extend 
the time, if we add to the resolution, there 
will be no vote taken, and twelve o’clock will 
come and we shall have to adjourn. I think 
the best thing to do is to take these ten days, 
attend to our business faithfully, and when the 
time comes if we have had filibustering any- 
where or a failure anywhere to do the proper 
legislation of Congress, put our foot down and 
say we want more time, and get it, and if we 
do not get it, call an extra session of Congress 
and do the business of the country and take 
the responsibility. 

But I think to-night we are forced to the 
position of taking this or have Congress ad- 
journ on Monday, and then to havea called 
session, for we are in no condition to adjourn. 
I do not believe this Congress can properly or 
fairly adjourn, in view of the public business 
to be done here in the Senate, before the 29th 
or 25th day of June. I think it was a great 
mistake we made in attempting to adjourn so 
early because we wanted to do something that 


appeared to be very much in earnest. We 
have spent a great deal of our time now, we 
have lost to-day ; we lost a day yesterday, a 
very profitless day. We have a notion here 
in the Senate that we are of a great deal more 
account than we really are. [Laughter.] 
We have got a people in the United States of 
forty millions, and they know their business 
quite as well as we know it. ‘They understand 
political affairs quite as well as we do, and E 
think it is a very strange thing for us to get 
the idea in our heads that we can explode 
pomb-shells here, that we can come out with 
speeches and give direction to the affairs of 
the country. Why, we arc the merest pigmies 
in the world for that. 

Mr. STEWART. Doesthe Senator pretend 
to say that the convention at Philadelphia 
could not be frightened by a speech here? 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir, I would not say 
such a thing, for I cannot tell what that con- 
vention will do; but I will say that Ido not 
believe the speeches in this Senate from De- 
cember last to this time have controlled five 
hundred votes in the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator really 
believe a delegation will have the courage to 
go to that convention after all those speeches? 

Mr. WILSON. I will simply say that I 

think the best way we can do here is to attend 
to the public business, to mind our own busi- 
ness, let the convention at Philadelphia and 
the convention that meets at Baltimore alone, 
let the people manage their own business, and 
we, their servants, attend to the business they 
send us here for, and let the people and the 
public press of the country discuss these 
questions. And I will tell my political 
friends here if they spend any portion of 
next week in «poled discussion { think it 
will be very profitless. Ido not think it will 
control a vote at Philadelphia or anywhere 
~else. ‘hat is my opinion about the matier, 
and I do not want to hear a political debate 
here. We have a great amount of business 
to do, and I tell you I feel that it is neglect- 
ing the publie duty to go away and leave it in 
the condition it now is. I think as honest 
public men we cannot do it. But I think we 
could have been ready to adjourn about this 
time if the Senate had worked this session as 
the House of Representatives has worked. 
understand that there has been some filibuster- 
ing on one or two important questions, I am 
very sorry to hear it. I hope that will be 
given-up in these ten days, that those gentle- 
men will come to their senses, and that they will 
act fairly and take an honest and square vote on 
public questions before the country, and if they 
do not do it, and there are public questions 
that need to be acted upon, I hope when the 
ten days are out we shall ask for further time. 
If they do not give us the time, let Congress 
break up on the day fixed, and if it is neces- 
sary to do it let the President call us together 
again. But I do not see anything to do now 
but take the ten days the House has offered us, 
and I hope in those ten days we shall be able 
to do the public business if we attend to it. 
_ Mr. COLE. I have but a word to say, partly 
in reference to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who is of the opinion, as are some few 
other Senators, that we cannot get through 
with the public business before the 20:h of 
June. It is my opinion that we can get 
through all the business by the 10th of June 
without any difficulty whatever. If Senators 
wiil forego the discussion of political and irrel- 
evant questions upon the business before the 
Senate, we should be able to get through with 
the business in half the time that will elapse 
between now and the 10th of June. 

I hope that this resolution of the House that 
has been passed to-night and sent to us will 
be agreed to, and I shall feel that we shall 
have a good deal of leisure in these ten days 
even for political discussion and be able to 


transact ail the business that is necessary to 
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be transacted by this body. Why, sir, the 
House of Representatives have already trans- 
acted all tbe business that is before them. 
They have but little to do. They are ready to 
adjourn. We have not a great deal of busi- 
ness to furnish them that has not already been 
acted upon in this body, and we can with all 
ease, in my judgment, get through with it by 
the 10th of June, the time mentioned in the 
resolution. I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. WINDOM. I wish to ask the Senator 
from California aquestion. He seems to have 
obtained new light on this question since the 
forenoon. He voted before against adjourn- 
ing on the 10th. I see noreason why he should 
have changed. I have not changed. 

Mr. COLE. The circumstances have been 
very much changed; since then we have had 
action of the House, while we were then ex- 
pecting that they would hold us toan adjourn- 
ment next Monday. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think the Senator said 
this afternoon we could not concludethe busi- 
ness by the 10th. We have not made much 
progress since. 

Mr. COLE. Ihave not said that. I have 
been constantly of the opinion that we could 
get through with the business some tifne next 
week, Ihave thought by Wednesday or Thurs- 
day, and I have no doubt now we could if we 
would only persuade ourselves to forego polit- 
ical discussions whichin my opinion are not 
so profitable as those who indulge in them sup- 
pose them to be. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. T am gratified at the 
remarks of the Senator from California, which 
I have no doubt are entirely correct, that we 
can dispose of all the public business before 
us in two days as well as in twenty days, that 
needs to be done. There are a great many 
bills here on our tables which it would be 
better should never pass. But I have no doubt 
all the appropriation bills can be passed. 
They have been spoken of as being three; 
there is but one that will take any considerable 
time. I suppose the fortification bill will pass 
in half an hour at any time, and the river and 
harbor bill it is not very likely will take long. 
The bill we have under consideration can be 
passed as well on Monday as in ten days. So 


that there is no difficulty in getting through with 


the appropriation bills. Ithinkit was expected 
in the Senate on Thursday that we would close 
the session on Monday next at twelve o'clock, 
that three days would have been sufficient to 
close the business 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
friend a question. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Certainly. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose other Scnators 
take pleasure in making political speeches, 
such as were made during the present week 
by three eminent members of this body pend- 
ing the tariff bill and a leading appropriation 
bill, when shall we be able to get through ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 will say very candidly 
to the Senator from Ohio that I am not sur- 
prised at all at the effort of the Senator from 
North Carolina, the Senator from Michigan, 
the Senator from Kansas, and the Senator 
from New York, who want the session ex- 
tended indefinitely for the purpose of replying 
to what was said yesterday. I think they would 
need an indefinite extension. 
the time for them to answer what was said yes- 
terday, and I have no doubt that they will 
want all time from this till eternity. [Laugh- 
ter.] I say that without indorsing by any 
means all that has been said. They may take 
a single day to reply—and there was only a 
day occupied by the speeches of yesterday— 
and still we shall have an abundance of ume 
to do the business that is necessary to bedone. 

The Senator from California who has charge 
of the appropriation bills tells us that we can 
get through in two or three days with those. 
Therefore there will be several days left for 
these speeches that the gentlemen have treas- 
ured up to reply to what was said yesterday. 


I venture to ask my 


Tt will take all |) 


I think they will want a great deal of time; in 

that respect I agree with them—— 

Mr. CAMERON. Will theSenatorallow me? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | Certainly. 

_ Mr. CAMERON, Irise for the purpose of 

inquiring of my friend, the Senator from Fli- 

nois, who seems so much impressed with the 
speeches made yesterday against the President 
and the Republican party, if he listened to-day 
to the speech made by his colleague, the other 

Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Locay ?] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did, with a great deal 
of pleasure, as I always do. 

_ Mr. CAMERON. I fear he is not much 

impressed with that speech, not so much im- 

pressed as Į think the country will be by it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was impressed cer- 
tainly by the speech of my colleague, asI al- 
ways am by his speeches. He always speaks 
well; lam delighted to hear him. There is 
scarcely any Senator to whom I listen with 
more pleasure, except my distinguished friend 
from Pennsylvania. { Laughter. ] 

But, Mr. President, I do not wish to take 
up time. I hope we shall concur in the propo- 
sition to adjourn Monday week. I think that 
is giving us all the time necessary to discharge 
the public business and allow these gentle- 
men two or three days to make their speeches. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Iadvocate the proposi- 
tion for adjournmentonthe 20th. My reasons 
are verybrief. My honored friend from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Wi.son,] one of the patriarchs 
of the Senate, has occupied a proud position 
here for seventeen years, with much experience, 
a good man at heart and in every sense of the 
word. l regret very much upon any occasion 
to differ with him. Ihave great respect and 
unbounded confidence in his views and declara- 
tions. A very happy lecture he gave usa few 
minutes since. He stated that we were really 
in an unpleasant position, including the two 
branches of this great Government. Well, 
now, so far as the House of Representatives 
are concerned, I have nofears as to their action. 
l have not had from the first one serious mo- 
ment’s reflection about them. Who are they? 
They are proud American citizens. They have 
the interests of their country in immediate 
contemplation and view. They have the fame 
of their country at heart. They are patriots. 
Thus feeling, I have no fear under the sun of 
their final action. They will act, and they will 
act, I say without the fear of contradiction, 
correctly. Now, if I had been all anxiety to 
adjourn at the first day I should have changed 
my views on that subject alter taking hold of 
the New York Times ofthe 1st of June. What 
do I there find? I will read it: 

Proceedings in Parliament—Earl Granville refuses 
to produce the Supplemental Article—Mr. Gladstone 
waiting for the Adjournment of Congress. 

Lonpon, May 31. 


In the House of Lords to-night the Earl of Derby 
urged the Government to produce the text of the 
supplemental article to the treaty of Washington 


| with the Senate amendments. The House needed a 


thorough understanding of the present position of 
the negotiations. 5 

Kari Granville replied that the American Congress 
would adjourn on Monday; the negotiations had not 
yet been drawn to a close, hence it would be impos- 
sible for the Government to comply with the de- 
mands of the noble lord. 

Now, I think the Earl of Granville under- 
stood this great matter as my distinguished 
friend, Senator SUMNER, of proud old Massa- 
chusetts, did. The Senator thought here we 
would undoubtedly adjourn on Monday, and 
the noble lord in the Parliament of England 
came to the same conciusion, and there may 
be an understanding between these distin- 
guished gentlemen, [laughter,] and I want to 
break the league, for one, and if my vote can 
do so it will certainly be done. Mr. Presi- 
dent, under the circumstances I have no dis- 
position to detain the Senate scarcely a minute. 
I read further, very briefly: 

“Tn the House of Commons, in reply to Mr. Dis- 
yaeli’s inquiries for information, Mr. Gladstone 
promised to give him satisfactory answers when the 
American Congress had adjourned.’ 


_Now, sir, I propose to draw. their fire, not 
giving them the drop on us. [Laughter.]. It 
does seem to me that this great question is too 
well understood by some distinguished Ameri- 
cans on this occasion. I want to break their 
league and to see what the final result will be. 
Therefore I shall most heartily vote for. the 
proposition of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, I should like to say more, but shall not. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the House 
were unwilling to concede justand proper terms 
I think it would comport with the dignity of 
the Senate to stand upon their rights, and 
allow Congress to be adjourned on Monday 
without fully completing the public business, 
and let the consequences rest where they prop- 
erly belong. But they have offered us all that 
is fair, just, and proper; and now, after we 
have been working day and night until every 
Senator and officer of the Senate is wearied 
with the labors of the week, at half past ten 
o’clock on Saturday night, the House having 
already taken a recess until Monday at ten 
o'clock, and it is no longer possible, unless 
we agree with the terms now proposed, to pre- 
vent an extra session, it seemsto me we ought 
not to hesitate a single moment as to what we 
shall do. 1 hope we shall concur in the prop- 
osition of the House. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from North 
Carolina to insert t Thursday, the 20th of 
June,” instead of '‘ Monday, the 10th of 
June.” 

The question heing taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Chandler, Olay- 
ton, Conkling, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Harlan, Kellogg, Logan, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy. 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Stewart, an 
Wilson—2L. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Howe, Johnston, 
Kelly. Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Ran- 
som, Robertson, Saulsbury, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, 
Windom, and Wright—33. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Brownlow, Buckingham, Car- 
enter, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 
ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Ham- 

lin, Hill, Hitchcock, Morrill of Maine, Morton, 
Patterson, Schurz, Spencer, Sumner, Thurman, and 
ipton—20. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


«The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs On concurring with the House of Rep- 
resentatives in their amendment to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move to amend by 
inserting ‘‘Saturday, the 15th;” and I shall 
say but a word on this amendment. We all 
feel alike about this matter, I have no doubt. 
We have been here twenty hours a day for the 
last ten days. I do not know any one who is 
not tiredout. Now, if we fix theadjournment 
at a short period off, we have got to run this 
thing day and night just as we have been doing, 
twenty hours a day; but give us fifteen days 
and we can hold day sessions, do the public 
business with deliberation and care, and ad- 
journ then earlier than Congress bas ever 
adjourned at a long session since I have been 
here. We can then do our business at our 
leisure and do it better. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is it not manifest to 
every sensible man that a postponement of 
the time fixed by the House of Representa- 
tives is equivalent to the calling of an extra 
session? Does not everybody know that the 
House of Representatives have adjourned until 
next Monday at ten o’clock, and that in two 
hours after, by the law of the two Houses, 
Congress will be separated by final adjourn- 
ment, and there will be no alternative but the 
President must call us in immediate session ? 

if you send this proposition back to the 
House, after they have postponed for the 
second time the day of adjournment fixed by 
the Senate itself in violation-of the usages of 
Congress, is it reasonable to expect that that 
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will not be defeated?. Ten men can defeatit; 
one man can defeat it, and as a matter of course 
you place in a minority: of the House, or in a 
few men, orin one man of the Louse of Rep- 
resentatives the: power to’ control the action 
of: Congress.” Oa’ the’ contrary, if we accept 
the time fixed by the Houseof Representatives 
and any unforeseen event shall occur by which: 
weare not able to-complete our business on 
the 10th, how easy it is for the majority of the 
two Houses, a very large majority of both 
Houses being composed of our Republican 
friends, to extend thetime. Would you rather 
trust a single one of your adversaries to con- 
trol the power of adjournment than the ma- 
jority of a body composed of your political 
friends? 

Lido not believe anything can occur that 
will make it necessary to postpone. the ad- 
journment of Congress beyond the 10th. We 
Gan even give one day or two days for political 
debate, and dispose of all the other measures 
of Congress; wé can take up and pass those 
bills from the Committee on Claims that the 
Senator from Wisconsin has been so desirous 
to pass; we can act upon the appropriation 
bills; we can do everything that can be rea- 
sonably required of us, and leave upon the 
House of Representatives the responsibility 
of passing or rejecting such bills as we may 
send to'them ; but if we now, by dallying with 
this question, place it in the power of our 
political adversaries to control our movements, 
we only follow out that line which has been 
pursued from the beginning on this question 
of adjournment, Sir, the Senate made a mis- 
take in attempting to inaugurate a resolution 
of adjournment for the first time in the his- 
tory of the Government. We made a mistake 
in the outset, and let us share in the responsi- 
bility and say no more about it. 

The House have twice yielded to our request 
to extend the time, and now they have given 
usa time which it was said on this floor to-day 

they would not give. Why not accept their 
offer? 1f any extraordinary event should 
arise, making a further extension necessary, 
have we not a right to believe that the House 
of Representatives, composed of our friends, 
will yield to the public necessity and remain 
here as long as may be necessary to discharge 
their public duty? 


I hope, therefore, thatall anendments—and | 


T see an effort is to be made to test the sense 
of the Senate—will be voted down. ‘The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina gave us notice that 
he intended to try us with many amendments. 
Any amendment to this proposition means an 
extra session, and defeats it, or at least places 
itin the power of any one determined man in 
the House of Representatives to defeat it and 
compel the President to call us together in 
extra session—to call together the Houses of 
his.friends to finish the business they are sworn 
to discharge! 

I hope, therefore, that we shall accept the 
proposan made by the House, in the full re- 
iance that if anything shali occur to demand 
an extension of the time, our political friends 
and our political adversaries in the House of 
Representatives, and in the Senate also, will 
concurin such further timeas may be demanded 
for the proper discharge of our public duty. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is not worth while for 
us to attempt to conceal from ourselves, for 
we certainly conceal from nobody else, the 
objects of these amendments. As has just 
been said by the Senator from Ohio, any 
amendment that takes this question back to 
the House of Representatives means an extra 
session, and therefore I shall vote for the res- 
olution as.it came from the House, desiring to 
avoid an extra session. I suppose we could 
get the votes of some of our friends here who 
are apxious to adjourn on the 20th, to adjourn 
next Thursday or any day rather than the day 
set by the House of Representatives. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the Sen- 


ator from Kansas, to strike out ‘¢ Monday, the 
10th of June,” and insert ‘Saturday, the 15th 
of Jane, at noon.’ : 


Mr. POOL.. Lask for the yeas and nays on | 


that- amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. . 
Mr. ANTHONY. .. While no person can be 


more ‘anxious for adjournment than I am—and: 


I hope we shall be able to get through with 
the business of. the- country without, having 
any extra session—{-do not understand, if it 
should be necessary, where is the great evil of 
a session called by the President over the pro- 
longation of the present session. The Senator 
from Ohio speaks as though it would be a 
great misfortune for the President to call us 
together. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would be saying, if 
my friend will allow me, that the two Houses 
of Congress, belonging to the same great polit- 
ical organization, were not able to decide for 
themselves a question which affects themselves 
alone, and the reserved power of the President 
of the United States—a power given to him 
only for extraordinary occasions—should be 
called into use for an ordinary occasion to 
compel Congress to pass the necessary appro- 
priation bills to carry on the Government. I 
do not want to see that done. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I donot think thatis any 
great misfortune. [prefer that it should not be 
done. I prefer, if we do not get through with 
the business in time, that both Houses should 
agree to a prolongation of the session; but I 
cannot see any very great misfortune if, failing 
to agree, the President shall be obliged to call 
us together, 

Nor do I understand what the Senator from 
Ohio says, that the House has twice at our re- 
quest prolonged the session. I do not under- 
stand that the House has at all at our request 
prolonged the session, ~The Senate, early in 
the session, desired that the session should 
be a short one, in consideration of our hav- 
ing been in session two months at the be- 
ginning of the Congress,.and passed a res- 
olution, whether wisely or uowisely, that we 
should adjourn on the 29th-of May. The 
House in its undoubted right kept that res- 
olution back so late that it was apparent to 
the Senate that we could not transact the 
proper business of the country in time to 
adjourn on the 29th. Of course there is much 
business that must be transacted by the Senate 
after it has been perfected in the House. Then 
the Senate asked the House to send back the 
resolution of adjournment. ‘The reply to that 
was the passage of the resolution of adjourn- 
ment. All that the House had a perfect right 
to do. I make no complaint. Then it being 
apparent that we could not adjourn on the 
29th, the House twice, not, as Í understand, 
by request of the Senate or any suggestion of 
the Senate, has sent to us a resolution pro- 
longing the session. I do not understand why 
the Senator from Ohio says this has been 
done twice at the request of the Senate. There 
has been, so far as | am aware, no suggestions 
at all of the Senate. It has been entirely upon 
the motion of the House. 

Mr. HOWE. If I felt as the Senator from 
Rhode Island says he does, my course would 
be very much clearer than it is. But I can- 
not for my life feel so. Ishould feel it a great 
misfortune to have these two Houses convened 
on Monday next or on any other day upon the 
allegation that the Houses had adjourned 
without having transacted the public business. 
I say I should feel it a great misfortune. I 
should feel it a humiliation to somebody, either 
to the executive or the legislative depart- 
ment of the’ Government. If Í felt that the 
reassembling of the two Houses was made 
necessary because in fact we had adjourned 
before we had transacted the public business, 
then I should feel that we had brought upon 
our own heads a deep disgrace; we had dis- 
honored the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment. If,on the other hand, we should 


| deliberately adjourn after having transacted 
all the public business, so fac as. we thought 
the public exigencies demanded, and then the 
President should reassemble us, which I do 
not think is a supposable case, I should cer- 
tainly think that was an act dishonoring to the 
executive department of the Government. 

. Feeling thus, I feel that the most. important 
step for us to take is that which secures us the 
most time to. legislate during this session of 
Congress. Now, I believe the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senator from Minnesota spoke 
the indubitable truth when they said that if we 
amended the preposition which the House of 
Representatives bas sent to us at all, either by 
prolonging the time or shortening the time, 
that meant, and must inevitably result in, au 
adjournment of this session of Congress with- 
out the transaction of a great deal of business 
which we know must be transacted before we 
can be permitted to go to our homes, before 
we would be willing to go to our homes. 

- The House have offered us an extension, as 
has been said over and over again, of one week 
from Monday next. During that week we 
can transact a good deal of business. I am 
one of those who believe that we could spend 
more time than that week profitably to the 
country; but I had rather take that week 
since it'is offered to us now, and trust to the 
future to provide for any emergency that may 
present itself within that week, than to refuse 
the week now with the certainty that we cannot 
have a day beyond Monday next except by the 
intervention of the executive department of 
the Government. I am afraid that when the 
end of that week shall come, when the tenth 
of the month has arrived, we shall not be en- 
tirely prepared to go to our homes. - Some 
work which I believe ought to be done is very 
likely to be undone at that time. 

I am one of those who would be extremely 
glad to see a few hours ora day or two de- 
voted to a reply. to the speeches made in the 
Senate yesterday. I shall not be entirely con- 
tent if 1 am obliged to leave Washington with- 
out hearing what the Senator from New York 
{ Mr. Conxiina] and the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. CHANDLER] may have to say in reply 
to. those remarkable speeches. But, sir, 
‘shall not be altogether unhappy if I am obliged 
to leave Washington without hearing those 
replies. This unhappiness will be spared me. 
I shall leave with the most-confident assurance 
that the country will not suffer, nor the Repub- 
lican party either, because those speeches are 
not replied toon this floor: and before tbe 
adjournment. I shall feel the less unhappy 
about it because to-day we have heard a pretty 
fitting and a pretty ample reply to those ` 
speeches from the mouths of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. FLANAGAN] and the Senator from 
Illinois, [Mr. Locan.] But, sir, 1 shall feel all 
the more contented because I am very confi- 
dent that whatever there was of weight in those 
speeches was responded to by the country a 
year ago, and if there should not be.a word 
uttered here there is nota third-rate county 
politician to be found anywhere between the 
two oceans, between the Lakes and the Gulf, 
who has not the reply to those speeches by 
heart and has not made it over and over again. 

So we can go home with entire safety. We 
have only got ta crucify ourselves so far as 
those speeches are concerned, forego the great 
temptations they hold out to us, to keep still a 
little longer, to devote ourselves to the business 
of the day and the hour, to show the country 
once more an example of men who care more 
about transacting the business of the country 
than they do about making speeches to peddle 
for political purposes and for political effect. 
I therefore think that we had better not agree 
to this amendment moved by my friend from 
Kansas. I think we had better concur in the 
proposition sent to us by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I think we had better take this | 


week and work during the coming week, 
Mr. POMEROY. Day and night? 
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Mr. HOWE. Day and night if it is neces: | 


sary to transact the public business; day and 
night in silence if itis necessary to transact the 
public business; day and night with our hands 
upon our mouths except when we take them off 
to say ‘‘yea’’ or “nay?” to some proposition 
pending here; do the business that the coun- 
try. demands. Whatever few chores there may 
remain to be done for the good of the Repub- 
lican party we can do on any rainy day and be 
entirely confident.of the result. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, Iam very 
much inclined to take the resolution as sent 
to us- from the House, for the reason that I 
believe in a week we can finish all the business 
we have todo. I think we could have been 
ready to adjourn on Monday next without any 
trouble if we had not been interfered with by 
business which was extraneous, which did not 
really belong to the legislation of either House. 
Tam sure that we can complete the business 
next week if we do our duty. We have the ma- 
jority here, and we can prevent long speeches ; 
and if we agree as we did a week ago that we 
should have no speeches except by a person 
who made a motion, and he only five minutes, 
under which we carried. three of the most im- 
portant bills of the session in a couple of 
hours, we can certainly dispose of the busi- 
ness which may come to us from the other 
House. : 

Now, I should like very well to have speeches 
from the distinguished men of the Senate in 
reply to the speeches made yesterday against the 
Administration; but I remember now since I 
have got on my feet that I was once traveling 
along the road, and I saw a most beautiful rep- 
tile,and just in front of me on the road was a 
man with a club in his hand, and he broke the 
back of the rattlesnake. The snake in its franti¢ 
efforts to move out of the way bit itself and 
killed itself, destroyed itself by its own poison. 
So it will be with these gentlemen who have 
turned around upon the party which has 
brought them out of obscurity into importance 
and dignity. They will kili themselves with- 
out hurting anybodyelse. I regret their action, 
because I have had great respect for all those 
gentlemen; I have admired their great abili- 
ties, and I have felt proud of all their efforts 
to restore the slave to liberty and to give glory 
to the Republican party. . I ouly regret: that 
now, when the great victory of the party has 
been achieved, they would destroy everything 
because they have lost the power to control 
the Administration. or 

Why, gentlemen, I am an old man, and I 
have seen parties for more than fifty years 

~ rise and cniminate and fall, and I have never 
scen a leader of a party who deserted that 
‘party and changed his principles who did not 
say that he belonged to the party which he 
had started with. They always say so, but the 
only result has always been their own destruc- 
tion. The people never trust a traitor to the 
party a bit more than they trust a traitor to the 
country. I regret the course of these gentle- 
men, and I regret to use these words, which are 
harsh, but they are words of soberness and 
truth, and the country will carry them out 
faithfully. % 

Now, about our legislation, there can be no 
doubt as to our ability to finish it next week ; 
and if we do not, acting right, as the House 
believe they are doing, they will extend the 
time. It is not worth while to impugn the 
motives of the other House a bit more than it 
is to impugn the. motives of your adversary ; 
and therefore I say that doing our duty here, 
we shall expect the House, if we do not have 
time, to extend the session, and if they do not, 
there is power given by the Constitution to the 
President to call us together; and its exer- 
cise will be no censure upon us, nor upon the 
House, nor upon anybody, if baving tried to 
get through and kaving failed in a faithfal 
effort to do so he should call us together. 
Then we can remain as long as may be neces- 
sary. a 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis 
on the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 


sas, striking out Monday, the 10th, and insert- | 


ing Saturday, the 15th. . 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 16, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Conkling, Flanagan, Harlan, Kellogg, Osborn 
Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, Stewart, and 
Wilson—16, 

AYS — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Kelly, Morrill 
of Vermont, Norwood, Pratt, Ransom, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, Windom, and 
Wright—35, 

ABSENT—Messrs.. Brownlow, Buckingham, Car- 
penter, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Hill, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Patterson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sumner, Thur- 
man, and Lipton—23. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
not agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question re- 
curs'on concurring in the amendment of the 
House of Representatives. . 

Mr. POOL. I am satisfied that the business 
of the session which is absolutely necessary to 
be done cannot be done by next Monday week, 
and the Senate will find it so unless [am more 
mistaken than Í ever was in my life. When 
next Monday week comes it will be worse that 
a called session should take place than it would 
be to have it take place on next Monday. I 
would prefer to see the two Houses adjourn on 


next Monday and havea called session than to 


see a called session a week later. I therefore 
move that the Senatedo now adjourn, and I ask 
for the yeas and nays upon that motion. The 
effect of that motion will be to compel an ad- 
journment of the two Houses next Monday and 
a called session, and I make the motion for the 
purpose of effecting that, if it can be done in 
that way. : 
. The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resultled—yeas 10, nays 42; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Chandler, Clayton, Flana- 


gan, 
Spencer—10 


NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard; Blair, | 


Boreman, Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly, Cole, Conk- 
ling, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia,.Ferry of Michigan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morrillof Vermont, Nor- 
wood, Nye, Pratt, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, 
Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Wright—42. 

-~ ABSENT—Meassrs. Brownlow,.Buckingham, Car- 
penter, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 


| Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Hill, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morton, j 


Patterson, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Sumner, Thur- 
man, and Tipton—22, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on concurrence in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the Senate 
concurrent. resolution. 

Mr. POOL. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 42, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly. Cole, Conkling, Cooper, 


Corbett, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of 
Michigan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 


Hamilton of Texas, Ifowe, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, | 


Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Pratt, Ransom, Rice, 
Robertson, Sauisbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Sher- 
man, Sprague. Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Trum- 
bull, Vickers, W est, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—42, 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames. Anthony, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Flanagan. Harlan, Kellogg, Nye,Osborn, Pome- 
roy, Pool, Ramsey, and Spencer—13. : 
ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Buckingham, Car- 
penter, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Frelingbuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, 
Hill, Hiteheock, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morton, 
Patterson, Sumner, Thurman, and Tipton—19, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
BUSINESS OF CLAIMS COMMITTEE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate re- 


sumes the consideration of the appropriation 


bill. : Š 


Kellogg, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Scott, and | 


Mr. HOWE. - Mr. President—— 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that when we 
adjourn we adjourn to meet at twelve o’clock on 
Monday. I think we have had such fatiguing 
sessions that we had better do this, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does ‘the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 
Rhode Island? a i 

Mr. HOWE. In one moment I will yield. 
I desire now, once more, to throw myself on 
the indulgence of the Senate. A` week” is 
snatched to us, and I hope now: the Senate 
will unanimously concede the evening of 
Monday next to the consideration of bills 
reported from: the Committee on: Claims, > 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Wisconsin asks that Monday eveuing, 
commencing at half past seven o’clock, be 
assigned to the consideration of reports from 
the Committee ‘on Claims. [‘* Agreed!’’ 
tAgreed!”] The Chairs hears no objection. 
It is so ordered. 

THE RAWLINS STATUE. 


Mr. LOGAN. Task indulgence of the Sen- 
ate to have a bill readand.acted on. Ifthere 
ig a solitary objection I will withdraw it. I 
report it from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. f : 

The bill (S. No. 1164) appropriating $10,000 
for a statue of General John A. Rawlings! was 
read, and by unanimous consent considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed.. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move that when the 
Senate adjourns it be to meet at twelve o'clock 
on Monday, 

Mr. BOREMAN., Is that motion in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis not, because 
the appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. BOREMAN, I object. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I move to lay the 
appropriation bill on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The appropria- 
tion bill is before the Senate, and the Senator 
from Rhode Island moves to lay it on the table. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of 
the Senator from Maryland is that the Senate 
adjourn, which will have the effect of making 
the Senate meet on Monday at eleven o’clock. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I am op- 
posed to adjourning until twelve o'clock. We 
have but one week, and 1—— i ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to debate and 
call the Senator to order. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the adjournment, and that is undebatable 
except by unanimous consent, and debate is 
objected to by the Senator from Michigan. 

The question being put, there were on @ 
division—ayes 21, noes 18. 

So the motion was agreed to; and (at eleven 
o'clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjoarned. © > 0 ‘ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Moynpay, June 3, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
E raver by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D 


The Journal of Saturday was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
son, one of their clerks, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the amendment of the 
House to the resolution of the Senate rescind- 
ing the concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses fixing the 3d of June as the day for 
the final adjournment of the second session 
of the Forty-Second Congress. ae 

The message further announeed: that the 
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Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the. House of the following titles: 

~ A bill (H. R. No. 887) to amend an act 
entitled “ An act to regulate the diplomatic 
and consular service of the United States,” 
approved August 18, 1856; , 

A bill (H, R. No. 896) to enable William 
Sellers and Coleman Sellers to make applica- 
tion to the Commissioner of Patents for the 
extension -of letters-patent. for an. improve- 
ment in coupling for shafting ; . 

A bill (H. R. No. 904) for the relief of 
Charles P. S. Wardwell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 924) for the relief of 
Sarah S. Trapp, executrix of William Trapp, 
deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1889) for the relief of 
Chester C. Tolman ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2848) authorizing the 
First. National Bank of Annapolis to change 
its location and name; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2861) for the relief of H. 
G. Aukenny, late captain fourth Iowa cav- 
alry; and — 

A bill {H. R. No. 2939) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of the persons therein named. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had disagreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill of the 
Senate No. 508, for the relief of certain tribes 
of Indians in the northern superintendeucy, 
requested a committee of conference upon the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Hireucock of Ne- 
braska, Mr. Harian of Iowa, and Mr. Davis 
of West Virginia, the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message further announced that. the 
Senate had disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to the bill of the Senate No. 984, 
granting the right of way through the public 
lands to the Denver and Rio Grande Railway 
Company, requested a committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereqn, and had appointed Mr. Scorr of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Srewarr of Nevada, and 
Mr. Coorer of Tennessee, the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed and requested the. concur- 
rence of the House in bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (S. No. 138) for the relief of Jobn B, 
Emerson; 

A bill (S. No. 240) to amend an act to revise, 
consolidate, and amend the statutes rèlating 
to patents and copyrights ; 

A bill (S. No. 649) for the relief of Simeon 
Savage ; : ; 

A bill (S. No. 1060) for the relief of Sarah 
S. Stafford ; 

A bill (S, No, 1148) for the relief of James 
D. Willoughby, of Vineland, New Jersey ; 

A bill (S. No. 1181) for the relief of Calista 
E. Cox; 

A bill (S. No. 1152) for the relief of Hiram 
W. Hayden; and 

A bill (S. No. 1164) appropriating $10,000 
for a statue of General John A. Rawlins. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (Æ. R. No. 2965) to remove 
the disabilities of certain persons therein 
named; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, removes the dis- 
abilities imposed by the fourteenth article of 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States upon W. S. Walker, of Atlanta, Geor- 
gia, and J. W. H. Underwood, of Rome, 
Georgia. 

Mr. HAYS. I ask the gentleman. from 
Georgia to allow me to move to amend the bill 
by adding to it the names of John V. Wright, 
A. O., P. Nicholson, and James M. Quarles, 
of Tennessee. 


| 


Mr. YOUNG. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I ask the 
gentleman to allow me to offer an amend- 
ment. ‘ 
Mr. YOUNG. I cannot yield for further 
amendments, 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time;. and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, two thirds voting in favor thereof. 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT LA CROSSE. 


Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Commerce reported back, 
with the recommendation that it do pass, the 
bill (H. R. No. 862) to create a port of delivery 
at La Crosse, Wisconsin, and to provide for 
the appointment of a surveyor of customs 
thereat. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the 
bill; and being put, there were—ayes 62, noes 
15; no quorum yoting. : 

Mr. BROOKS. 1 will not insist on a fuar- 
ther division if the gentleman will allow me 
to put in an amendment providing for the 
establishment of a port of entry on Mount 
Washington, New Hampshire. [Laughter.] 
If he will accept that amendment I will make 
no further opposition to this bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman 
take charge of the office there? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROOKS, I should have no objection 
to it in the summer time. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brooxs and 
Mr. Sawyer were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 100, noes 22. 

So the bill was passed. 


MRS. CATHERINE ODLAM. 


Mr. GARRETT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R: No. 2960) for the relief 
of Mrs. Catherine Odlam; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, 


REVISED POSTAL CODE, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the following resolution ; which 
was read, and referred, under the law, to the 
Committee on Printing: i 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
members of the House of Representatives thirty 
thousand copies of the revised postal code. 


WASIINGTON BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS. 


Mr. CREBS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2961) defining the 
power of the Board of Public Works of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

C. WINFIELD SCOTT, JR. 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire, by unan- 
imous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2962) granting a pension to C. Winfield Scott, 
jr., of Suffolk county, Massachusetts ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed, 

COMMANDER CROSMAN AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 159) for the relief of the represent- 
atives of Commander Alexander F. Crosman 
and others; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT NEW HAVEN. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask unanimous con- 

sent-to offer the following résolution: ` 


:: Resolved, That-the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to include in the estimates for the next 


Ihave no objection to the 


fiscal year the expense of erecting a Jight-house 
upon the southwest ledge, so called, at New Haven 
harbor, Connecticut, or theremoval of the existing 
light-house from its present location to the said 
southwest ledge. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That resolution is im- 
perative, and it ought to be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I think the gentleman 
will have no objection to the resolution if he 
will listen to me for a moment. Both the 
Engineer Bureau of the War Department and 
the Light-House Board have reported in favor 
of this change of location. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This isan imperative res- 
olution, and unusual in its form. 

Mr. KELLOGG. As both bureaus have 
reported in favor of this work, I hope the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his objection. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair seldom inter- 
poses in a matter of this kind; but he must 


| say that it is unusual to direct- the head of a 


Department by resolution to include anything 
in an estimate. The estimates must be in 
the Secretary’s discretion. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will modify the resolu- 
tion so as to leave the matter to the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. ' 

Mr. HOLMAN. The matter is in his dis- 
cretion now. 

The SPEAKER. His diseretion in the 
matter cannot be increased by a resolution of 
this kind. : 

Mr. KELLOGG. Very well; let the reso- 
lution go to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

HOMESTEADS FOR SOLDIERS. 


Mr. DUELL, by unanimoug consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2963) to enable cer- 
tain soldiers to avail themselves of the benefit 
of the act approved April 4, 1872, granting 
lands to soldiers for a homestead ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDUCATION OF THE BLIND. 


Mr. DUELL also, by unanimous consent, 
presented joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of New York, in favor of granting 
aid by an appropriation of money to the board 
of regents of the American Printing-House 
for the Blind and the American University for 
the Blind; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, i 

; SMITHSONIAN REPORT, 


Mr. PRICE. The Committee on Printing 
have directed me to report back the Senate 
resolution for the printing of twelve thousand 
extra copies of the report of the Smithsonian 
Institution for the current year. The House 
amended the resolution by making the number 
twenty thousand; but the Senate refused to 
concur in that amendment. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Printing to move that 
the House recede from its amendment. 

Mr. POLAND. I hope the House will not 
recede. 

The SPEAKER. If there is to be debate, 
the Chair cannot entertain the proposition. 
The House is acting under an order made 
under suspension of the rules to consider busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BEATTY. I think the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Ponanp] had better agree to 
the proposition to recede. 

Mr. POLAND. No, sir; I have very good 
reasons for believing that the Senate will con- 
cur in our amendment if we insist upon it. 


JURISDICTION OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. BECK, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2964) to.amend the 
act of February 21, 1867, entitled * An act to 
declare the sense of an act entitled ‘ An act to 
restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims 


and to. provide for the payment of certain 
| demands for quartermaster stores and subsist- 
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ence supplies furnished to the Army of the 
United States, and for other purposes ;’’? which 
was read a first and second time. i 

Mr. BECK. 1 move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on thé Revision of the Laws 
of the United Srates, and be printed. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I think it ought to go 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, which 
has the same subject under consideration. 

Mr. BECK. E have presented the bill at 
the instance of the gentleman from: Indiana, 
[Mr. Keerr,] who is now absent upon acom- 
mittee of conference, and who requested that 
the hill might be referred to the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws of the United States. 

The motion of Mr. Beck was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. PENDLETON. I am instructed by 
the Commiitee on Printing to.call up from the 
Speaker's table Senate bill No. 1182. 

The SPEAKER,” The Chair will take up 
bills in their order. The House is already 
acting under an order to proceed with the con- 
sideration of biilg on the Speaker's table. 


MARSHAL OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 


The first business on the Speaker’s table was 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. No. 2683) 10 grant additional compensation 
to the marshal of the district of South Carolina 
for the period of four months and ten days. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, 
as follows: 

In line twelve, on pagel, strike out “February” 
and insert “April.” 

Amend the title so as to read, ‘ An act to grant 
additional compensation to the marshal of the dis- 
trict of Suuth Carulina.” 

Mr. PETERS. I move that the House 
concur in the amendments. This bill was 
unanimously reported by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and was passed by the House 
upon a full explanation. The object of the 
bill is to allow Mr. Johnsen, who was marshal 
of South Carolina, his actual expenses in the 
arrest of persons under the Ku Klux act. The 
measure was recommended by the Attorney 
Geueral and by Judge Bond, and the commit- 
tee were well satisfied that it ought to pass. 
In the Senate Mr. Wallace satisfied the com- 
mi-tee thathe was at similar expense in con- 
tinuing the same business up to April of the 
game year, and it extends the payment up 10 
April to his successor. I hope there will be 
no objection. 

So (two thirds having voted in the affirma- 
tive) the amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 


DENVER AND RIO GRANDE RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. $84) granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Denver 
and Rio Grande Railway Company, which 
was returned from the Senate with non-con- 
currence iv the amendment of the House and 
a request for a eommiviee of conference 

Mr KELPCHAM. I move that the request 
of the Senate for a committee of conference 
be acceded to. 

The mouon was agreed to. 

INDIANS OF NORTILERN SUPERINTENDENCY. 

The next business on the Speaker's table 
was an act (S. No. 508) for the relief of ceriain 
tribes of Indians in the uorihern superintend- 
ency, returned from the Senate with amend- 
ment of the House non-concurred in and a 
request for a committee of conference. 

There was no objection; auda committee of 
conference was ordered ov the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

R. H. PRATT. — . 

The next business on the Speaker’s table’ 
was an act (S. No. 549) for the relief of R. H. 
Pratt; which was taken up and read a first 
and second time, Je 


The bill, which was read, provides that the- 


Secretary of the Treasury ishereby authorized 
and directed to pay tok. H. Pratt, tirstlieaten- - 


ant tenth cavalry, out of any money `in the 

Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 

of $200. for horse stolen from him by Coman- 

che Indians in 1869. : 
Mr. HOLMAN. That bill ought to be re- 

ferred to the’ Committee of Claims, and I 

make that motion: =, . 
The motion was*agreed to. » 


8. D HOUSTON. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
wasa bill (S. No. 549) for the relief of S. D. 
Houston, late receiver of public moneys. at 
Junction City, in the State of Kansas; which 
was taken up, and read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move. that 
bill be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. LOWE. If the motion to refer is 

insisted on, I would prefer that the bill should 
be retained on the Speaker’s table. 
_ The bill, which was read, provides that the 
sum of $223 34 be appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise. appro- 
priated, to reimburse Houston, tate 
receiver of public moneys at the United States 
land office at Junction City, Kansas, for one 
month’s’salary and commissions paid'to John 
Williams, the register of that office, after the 
act of the 2d of March, 1867, known as the 
“civil tenure office law; ond that in the 
settlement of the accounts of said Houston 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
be authorized to allow and pay the sum of 
$223 34, as settlement in fuil of payment 
made to John Williams by S. D. Houston. 

Mr. MAYNARD. That is a very small 
matter, and unless the statements can beim- 
paired I hope the bill will be passed. 

The SPEAKER. That is the question. 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


BLACK BOB INDIAN LANDS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. 620) for the sale of the 
Black Bob Indian lands, in the State of Kansas; 
which was taken up, and read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. SHANKS, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ELBRIDGE GERRY. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was a bill (S. No. 686) for the relief of Elbridge 
Gerry; which was taken up, and read a first 
and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to 
pay to Elbridge Gerry the sum of $7,650, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury belonging to 
or which may hereafter become due to the fol- 
lowing Indian tribes, and in full of all his de- 
mands against them on account of loss of 
stock in the years 1864 and 1865, to wit, the 
Cheyennes, Brulé Sioux, and Ogallalla Sioux; 
the money to be paid from the respective funds 
of the tribes, as follows: from the fund of 
the Cheyennés. $8.300; from the fund of the 
Brulé Sionx, $1,050: and from the fund of the 
GOyallatla Sionx, $8,800. 

Mr. BURDETT. This matter of the cleim 
of Elbridge Gerry was before the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. On regular call of the 
committee a biil was reported appropriating 
a sum of $18,200. ‘The committee were not 
only satisfied that Elbridge Gerry was clearly 


| entitled to the sum specified in the Senate bill 


and to the larger sum of $18,200, and farther 
that it should not come out of any Indian 


money as specified in the Senare bill, but 


ought to be, ag that committee reported, a 
direct appropriation from the Treasury. 


I move, therefore, Mr. Speaker, a substitute: 


for the Senate bill, which I send to the desk to 


' be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert 


thé folowing: i 5 
‘That there be, and is hereby, appropriated cut of 


: Í 
I move that the bill be | 


| by the cemmi.tee. 


any moneys in the ‘Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, the suni of $13,200, to be 
paid by the Secretary of the Treasury. to Elbridge 
Gerry, .in full compensation: for valuable ‘services 


| rendered the Guvernment in 1864, 


_ Mr. HOLMAN. Lraise the point of order 
that this amendment is not germane to the 
bill. The Senate bill is to pay this man. out 
of certain Indian funds. This isto pay him 
out of the Treasury of the Uni ed States, 

The SPEAKER. As the House is acting 
under a suspension of the rules, the poiut of 
order would not apply. fe Ret as 

Mr. HOLMAN, Lask that the bill of the 
Senate and the amendment. of the gentleman 
from Missouri be again read. l ; 

The bill and amendments were again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The amendmentis a prop- 
cation which certainly is not. germane to the 

il. : 

Mr. BURDETT. ° With the consent of the 
House I would like a few moments to make a 
statement of this case. My objection to the 
form of thé Senate bill, which appropriates 
from the funds of these Indians, is this, that 
itis at best a mere pretense; and that just so 
much as we take from the funds of the Indians, 
provided they have any in’ the Treasury sub- 
ject to such draft, will hereafter have to be 
made up in the regular Indian appropriation 
biil; and we will find the appropriation init so 
soon as another Indian. appropriation bill 
comes in to the House. : 

Now, let me say one word as to the case 
itself. ‘This Elbridge Gerry lived in Colorado 
Territory, and had lived there for many years. 
He was and ever hud been on friendly: terms 
with the Indians. In 1864, when the first 
attacks upon the white settiements were made 
by the Brulé and other Sioux, two old chiefs 
came to bis house and notified himof the time 
and place and all the circumstances of the 
attack. They came to him, as an old friend, 
to warn him to gather in his stock, that‘ he 
might not suffer any loss. The proof is ample 
and beyond all question that he had gathered | 
around him a very large amount of valuuble 
stock. He was a thrifty man, i 

Well, sir, instead of waiting one mo- 
ment io secure a sing’e head of his stock, 
seattered all over the Territory, this man 
Gerry, in the night-time, mounted Lis horse 
and for iwo days, witliout rest, made Lis way 
along the line of settlement, giving notice to 
all along the trail and eventually atthe capital 
of the Territory. ‘The result was that such 
proceedings were had that a slaughter was 
prevented. Thisis testifiéd to by the Governor 
of the Territory, who says that Elbridge Gerry 
rendered services which the people of the 
covutry never can sufficiently r pay him, 

‘This bill is simply to repay him for. such 
stock as were actually taken and driven away, 
upon the confession of the Indians themselves 
who were engaged in that raid. 

And now, maik you, while Gerry by his self. 
denying efforts prevented the robbery and 
slaughter of the settlers, it was at once ascer. 
tained by the Indians from whom the news 
came; and his preperiy and ranches being 
alone left deferseless, were attacked, and ho 
alone was the sufferer. | 

This sum of $13.200 was not one fourth 
of the amount which is proved to have been 
lost by him, in consequence of his self denying 
efforts. And therefore the Commitee on In- 
dian Affairs thought it but just that this sum, 


| comparatively a small one, should be appro- 


priated direcily from the Treasury. s 

Mr. ADAMS. As one of the members of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs by- whom 
this claim of Mr. Gerry was. considered. I 
could not agree to the conclusions arrived at 
I concede that the sate- 
ment made by the genileman. from Missouri: 
[Mr. Burperr] is substaniially correct. But 
Mr. Gerry must bave had a ecnsideratle num-: 
ber of eniploy és 10 take charge of the immense. 
amount of stock: he-bad, < It was taken by the 
Indians, and it does not appear that he lett any 


URS 


ALG 


word with hisemployés, or made any efforts to | 


secure his own stock, while he was gone giving 
information of the impending attack. 

Mr: LYNCH. He lost his stock while he 
was so gone? i f 

Mr. ADAMS. He did. Bat I maintain 
that there is no obligation on the part of the 
Government to make good to Mr. Gerry the 
Toss he sustained at the hands of the Indians. 

it was a hardship upon Mr. Gerry of course, 
but it is a hardship upon any man ‘to suffer 
Tosses ‘at the hands of Indians by reason of 
their depredations. Why, sir, the city of 
Chicago was burned not long ago ; it wasa hard 
case, and one that commended itself to the 
sympathies of every one; but no one would 
undertake to indemnify the people of Chicago 
for the ‘losses they sustained. Thousands of 
persons have suffered losses at the hands of 
the Indians as well as Elbridge Gerry, and itis 
ë dangerous precedent, it seems to me, for this 
Government to undertake to pay every man 
for the losses he has sustained at the hands of 
Indians. 

If Elbridge Gerry had left word with his em- 
ployés his stock could have been got out of 
the way of the Indians; but it seems that he 
took no pains to secure himself, relying en- 
tirely on the friendly relations that existed 
between himself and the Indians. 
` These are the facts of the case. Iam the 
last man upon this floor who would undertake 
to oppose any claim when I felt there was 
any obligation on the part of the Government 
to pay the claim; but in this case there is 
absolutely none. Thousands and thousands 
of claims are presented here where the Gov- 
ernment is legally bound to pay the claims 
that have been refused. It occurs to me that 
the Government ought to be just before it 
undertakes to be generous. 


EXAMINATION AT WEST POINT.” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is required by 
law to appoint three members of the House to 
attend.the examination atthe Military Acad- 

emy at West Point, New York. The Chair 
appoints for that purpose, Mr. STOUGHTON of 
Michigan, Mr. Sancenr of California, and Mr. 
Cox of New. York. 
ELBRIDGE GERRY. 


Mr. POTTER. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri what he says in respect of 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky,{ Mr, Aas, ] thar if this man had given 
rotice to his employés to gather in the stock 
it would not have been lost, and. that the loss 
was the result of his own negligence ? 

Mr. BURDETT. l shall be very glad to 
make a reply to that question, and my reply is 
simply this, which sems to me must be effective 
atonce : bere wasa man having a ranche on the 
plains, and living as men on the frontier do, by 
himself. The friendship of the Indians which 
protected Elbridge Gerry himself and his prop- 
erty was personal, on account of long acquaint- 
ance and old association. I ask the gentle- 
man from New York how many of the simple 
employés about a western ranche, if there had 
been any there, would have remained after 
notice had been given at that ranche that fif- 
teen hundred braves were on the war-path? 
And my further answer is this : that as soon as 
the absence of Elbridge Gerry was known— 
and it was known to the Indians instantly—no 
matter how many men had gathered in the 
stock, Elbridge Gerry had become a traitor to 
his indian friends, and they would not have 
spared his stock, even if it had been gath- 
ered in. 

Let me make a still further reply. In 1834 
the Government of the United States enacted 
a Jaw which remained on our statute-book until 
within the last two years, expressly and in 
terms providing that the Government should 
be responsible to its citizens for damages done 
by the Indians upon proof being shown that 
the éitizen Limself had made no reprisals. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 3, 


just law) until within the last two years, when 
it was repealed. i 

Now, there is a vast difference between a 
case as against Indians and a case as against 
citizens. The United States has provided by 
its laws that there shall be no reprisals upon 
the property of the Indians. 

No matter if they have millionsin the Treas- 
ury, the citizen cannot appeal against the 
Indian fund for redress. As to reprisals 
against the white neighbor, the law is open to 
him, the courts are open, into which he can go 
and obtain redress. We have ourselves said 
to the Indians, who are almost overloaded with 
wealih, at least many of the tribes are, that no 
man shall appeal against them for redress. 
Having said so, shall we not afford them re- 
dress when; as in this case, the patriotism, 
self-denial, and mercy of this man toward five 
thousand settlers on the frontier led to the 
destruction of his property ? . 

Mr. SHANKS. ‘he virtue in this case lies 
in the fact that Elbridge Gerry did not stop to 
take care of his property. lf be had stopped 
to take care of his stock his patriotism and 
virtue would have ceased. 

Mr. POTTER. Dothe Committee on Indian 
Affairs find that this man lost Lis stock in fact 
from the result of his action? 

Mr. BURDETT. It was done on the spot, 
almost; there is no question about that. 

The question was upon suspending the rules 
and passing the bill of the Senate with an 
amendment; and being taken, there were, 
upon a division—ayes eighty-six, noes not 
counted. 

So (two thirds having voted in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended, and the bill, 
with the amendment, was passed. 


LAND TITLES IN DAKOTA 


The next business upon the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 1045. to quiet the title to 
certain lands in Dakota Territory ; which was 
taken np, and read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that it 
shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to examine and report to Congress what 
title or interest the Sisseton and Walipeton 
bands of Sioux Indians have to any portion 
of the lands mentioned, and particularly 
described in the second article of the treaty 
made and concluded with said bands of Indians 
on February 19, 1867, and afterward amended, 
ratified, and proclaimed on May 2, 1867, or by 
virtue of any other law or treaty whatever, 
excepting such rights as were accorded to said 
bands of Indians by the third and fourth arti- 
cles in said treaty as a permanent reservation ; 
and whether any, and if any what, compensa- 
tion ought, in justice and equity, to be made 
to said bands of Indians respectively for the 
extinguishment of whatever title they may 
have to said lands. 

Mr. AVERILL. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the bill passed. 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


WILLIAM G. LANGFORD. 


The next business upon the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 744, for the relief of Wil- 
liam G. Langford ; which was taken up and 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. SHANKS. I move that this bill be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILSON BOWLBY. 


The next business upon the Speaker's table 
was Senate bill No. 1107, for the relief of Wil- 
son. Bowlby, collector or internal revenue for 
Oregon ;. which was taken up and read a first 
and second. time. 

The biil, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to credit Wilson Bowlby, 
collector of internal revenue for Oregon, with 
the sum of $1,104, the value of internal rev- 


. That was the law of tbe land (and it was a || enue stamps. alleged to have beensent by mail 


on April 26, 1871, to said Bowlby, but which 
never reached him. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the rules be 
suspended and this bill passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I desire to move 
that this bill be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. SARGENT. This bill states the exact 
facts in the case. The stamps were ordered 
and sent by mail.. On the Atlantic side there 
ig an arrangement by the Department by 
which stamps are sent by express, and at a 
very low rate. No such arrangement exists 
with reference to the Pacific States, and there 
is no place on the Pacific coast where the 
Government keeps stamps for sale. Fhe 
only method of supplying that portion of the 
country with stamps is to transmit them by 
mail. Very rarely.indeed are the stamps 
thus sent lost. In this case the stamps were 
sent by mail in an unregistered package, as 
the Department certifies. J have here affida- 
vits, which it is not necessary to read, of Mr. 
Bowlby, and his deputy, to the effect that 
they never received these stamps. I think 
there can be not the slightest doubt of the 
bona fide correctness of this claim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill should be 
considered by a committee of this House. 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill was considered 
by the Finance Committee of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. If the House should not 
pass the bill, the next question would be upon 
its reference to the Committee of Claims. 

The question was taken upon suspending 
the rules and passing the bill; and upon a di- 
vision there were—ayes 51, noes 22; no quo-. 
rum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SARGENT and 
Mr. Horman were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 85, noes 38. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


WEST WISCONSIN RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 1025) to quiet the tiile to 
the lands of the settlers on lands belonging to 
the West Wisconsin Railway Company. . 

Mr. RUSK. [ ask that this bill remain on 
the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


JACKSONVILLE AND ST. AUGUSTINE RATLROAD. 


The next business on tbe Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 1036) granting the right 
of way through the pubhke lands to the Jack- 
sonville and St. Augustine Railroad Company ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. DUNNELL., -I ask that this bill be 
put on its passage. 

The bill: was read at length, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and (two 
thirds voting in favor thereof) passed. 


CLAIMS OF POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 944) to provide for the 
claims of. the Pottawatomie Indians residing 
in Michigan and Indiana; which was read a 
first and second time, and, on motion of Mr. 
HOLMAN, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. i 

LAND TITLES IN IOWA. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 1015) to quiet the title to 
certain lands in the State of Iowa; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It provides that the title 
to the lands in the State of Iowa heretofore 
approved. and certified by the Department of 
the Interior for railroad purposes, to aid in 
the construction of a railroad. from tbe city of 
Davenport, via Iowa City to Council Bluffs, 
under the grants made by Congress, according 
to the adjustments thereof made at the Gea- 
eral Land Office, be confirmed to the Missis- 
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sippiand Missouri Railroad Company and the 


Company, and their assigns, they being the 
corporations to whom said lands were certified. | 
But this act isto be construed as conveying 


only any reversionary or other interest which | 


the United States may havein the lands ; and 
all lands settled upon in good faith and now 
occupied by homestead or preémption settlers 
are to be excluded from the operation of the 
act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


T rise to a question of 
order. 


I submit that it is unjust to the House 


that a measure which has once failed upon a |! 


vote of the House should be brought up a 


second time. This bill has already been before i 


the House upon a motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, and was voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see 
that this is a question of order. 

Mr. STEVENSON, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. SAWYER, J hope not. l ask that it 
may be passed, . 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I havea 
substitute which I wish to offer if this biil is 
to be considered. . The bill is an important one, 
and cannot be understood by the House from 
the mere reading. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
bil. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill has already been 
twice voted down, 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I ask that 
the friends of this bill may allow it to be 
amended. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This bill has the approval 
of the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If there is to be auy 
debate I want some understanding about the 
matter. ` 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman 
ohject to debate? 

Mr. STEVENSON, 
be debate on both sides. 

The SPEAKER. Debate can ouly proceed 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So far as I am concerned 
J am willing to debate the bill; but if gentle- 
men do not want it debated, I am willing to 
proceed to vote upon it without debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [think the biil is already 
understood, It has been twice voted down 
by the House. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I propose that the bill be 
discussed ten minutes on each side. 

Mr. STEVENSON. And be open to amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. Amendments will not be 
in order under a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask the gentleman 
from [inois (Mr. Hawker] whether his prop- 
osition includes the right to offer amend- 
ments ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. If we had more time I 
would have no objection to allowing amend- 
ments, but the time is too short to discuss 
amendments as well as the bill itself. 

Mr, SLEVENSON. Then I cannot consent 
to the arrangement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


I desire to debate the 


Tdo, unless there is to 


Ishall object to debate 


unless more time be given thanis suggested by |; 


the gentleman from lilinois. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is objected to. 
The question is, * Willthe House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill??? On this question the 
gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Hawiey] and 
the gentleman from Missouri { Mr. McCormick ] 
will act as tellers. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 94, noes 381. 

Mr. STEVENSON demanded the yeas and 
nays. - 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : i 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 91, nays 58, not voting 
91; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barnum, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, Buckley, Buffinton, | 
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i} Hambleton, Harper, 


| Palmer, 
| Prindle, Sion. H. Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, 


; weather, Setherland, Swann, T 


| Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Clarke,Cobb, 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific ‘Railroad u 
ii Duell, Dunnell, Eames, 


Conger, Conner, Cotton, Crocker, Dickey, Donnan, 
Chartes Foster, Wilder D. 
Garfield, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, 
George E. Harris, Havens, 
Hawley, Hays, Gerry W, Hazelton, Jobn W. Hazel- 
ton, Hill, Hoar, Kellogg, Ketcham, Lansing, Me- 
Crary, McHenry, McJunkin, McKee, Me t 
Moore, Morey, Morphis,.Niblack, Orr, Packard, 
Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Peters, Poland, 


Foster, Frye, 


Sheldon, Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Worth- 

ington C.Smith, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stark- 

y J affe, Thomas, Wash- 

ington Townsend, Turner, Tutbili, T wichell, Waddell, 

Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, War- 

teus Whiteley, Whitthorne, and Williams of New 
ork—91. 

NAYsS—Messrs Acker, Adams, Arthur, Beatty, 
Beck, Bell, Bird, James Q. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Campbell, Comingo, Crebs, 
Cri:cher, Crossiand, Dox, Du Bose, Finkelnburg, 
Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, 
Haldeman, Hancock, Hendley, Jobn T. Harris, 


! Hay, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Lamison, Lewis, 


| Terry, Tyner, Van Trump, Wood, and 


Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, McGrew, Me- 
Intyre, Merrick, Morgan, Hosea W. Parker, Aaron 
F. Perry, Potter, Price, Randall, Edward Y. Rice, 
Ritchie, Slater, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Strong, 
Young—d8. 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Archer, Barber, 
Berry, Biggs, Bingham, Boles. Brooks, Burchard, 
Carroll, Coburn, Coghlan, Cox, Creely, Darrall, 
Davis. Dawes, De Large. Duke, Eldredge, Eliott, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Golladay,Grifith, Hanks, 
Harmer, Hereford, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Ken- 
dall, Kerr, Killinger, King, Kinsella, Lamport, 


| Leach, Lowe, Lynch, Manson, Maynard, McKinney, 


McNeely, Merriam, Benjamin FE. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Monroe, Leonard Myers, Negley, Packer, Isaac C. 
Parker, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, Rainey, Read, 


| John M. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Rob- 


erts, Robinson, John Rogers, Roosevelt, Scofield, 
Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
Shober, Shoemaker, John A. Smith, Snapp, Suy- 
der, R. Milton Speer, Stoughton, Stowell, St Jobn, 
Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Upson, Vaughan, Voor- 


i hees, Wells, Wheeler, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 


Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T, Wilson, and Win- 
chester—91. 

So (two thirds not having voted in the 
affirmative) the rules were not suspended, and 


| the bill was not passed. 


© During the vote, 
Mr. WILLIAM R. ROBERTS stated that 
he was paired on this question with Mr. Mrr- 


| CHELL, of Wisconsin, who would vote in the 
| affirmative, while he would vote in the nega- 


tive. 
The vote was then announced as above 


| recorded. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Let the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
I make that motion. 

The motion was disagreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The bill remains on the 
Speaker’s table. 
. POTTAWATOMIES. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask that the bill (S. No. 
944) to provide for the claims of the Potta- 
watomie Indians residing in Michigan and 
Indiana remain on the Speaker’s tabie. 

The SPEAKER. It was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not hear it, or I 
should have objected. 

The SPEAKER. A single objection would 
not have availed. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which it was referred. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order. 

RECESS. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that the 
House now take a recess until three o’clock 
this afternoon, as I understand by that time 
the committee of conference will be ready to 
muke a report on the tariff bill. 

ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. BANKS. I move, by unanimous con- 

sent, to take from the Speaker’s table a concur- 


' rent resolution in reference to printing the 


cases under the Washington treaty .with an 
amendment returned from the Senate. 

There was no objection. 

The concurrent resolution, which was read, 
provides (the Senate concurring) that there be 
printed twenty-two thousand copies of the case 
presented on the part of the Government of 


her Britannic Majesty to the tribunal of arbitra: 


reur,’ 


tion under article one of thè treaty concluded. 
at Washington, May 8, 1871, between. ber. Bri- 
tannic Majesty and the United States of Amer- 
ica, seven thousand copies of: which shall: be 
for the use of the Senate and fifteen thousand 
copies of which shall be for the use of the: 
House. 

Mr. BANKS. The Senate moves to cut that 
down to three thousand. I move to concur. 
The House provided for a large number of 
copies, which the Senate has reduced to three 
thousand. ; f 

Mr. BROOKS. How far down does thig 
case go? 

Mr. BANKS. All the papers received by 
the Government. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
date? f 

Mr. BANKS. It does not include the cor- 
respondence between the Governments, but it 
includes all the cases. : 

Mr. BROOKS. I think it is quite time that 
the committee should have entire information 
on this subject. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Does itinclude the 
correspondence concerning the supplemental 
treaty ? 

Mr. BANKS. It does not include corre- 
spondence at all. It includes the cases. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not-think we would 
seriously object if you cut it all down. 

The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in, 


Down to how recent a 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I now call for the regular 
order of business. 
- The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order. of 
business is the motion of the gentleman from: 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] that there be a recess 
until three o’clock this afternoon. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
73, noes 49. 

Mr. McHENRY called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. McHenry 
and Mr. FARNSWORTH were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—aves 83, noes 37, 

So the motion that the House take a recess 
was agreed to. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, ` 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found duly enrolled, bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1) to revise, consolidate, 
and amend the statutes relating to the Post 
Office Department; and i 

An act (H. R. No. 1541) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending June 80, 1873, and for other pur- 
poses. 

EDUCATIONAL LANDS IN FLORIDA, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
tary of the Interior, transmitting to the House 
of Representatives a list of all lands patented 
or conveyed in any manner to the State of 
Florida fur educational or. school purposes ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


COAST SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in accord- 
ance with the act of March 3, 1853, a state- 
ment of the number and names of all persons 
employed in the coast survey during the fiseal 
year ending June 30, 1871, and a statement 
of expenditures under the Superintendent: 
thereot; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SCHOOL PROPERTY OF OTTAWA INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent; laid before the House a letter from the 
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Secretary-of: the Interior, transmitting: a re: 
port ofthe Commissioner of Indian Affairs in; 


rélation to the ‘disposition of school: property 


of: Ottawa Indians -in Kansas, under -treaty 


of -June 24; 1862; which was referred te the 


Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered. to- 


be printed., , ; 
‘2 NEW DISTRICT LAND OFFICES. `: 

“The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 

sent, laid before the House a letter from the 


Secretary of the Interior, transmitting acon’ 


munication from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, submitting estimate of appro- 
priations required for the expenses of the nine 
new district land: offices recently created by 
Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mitiée on thd Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

` <- COMPENDIUM ‘OF NINTI CENSUS. 


The SPEAKER also, by. unanimous con- 
gent, laid before the House a-letter: from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmisting. to the 
House of Representatives a letter. from the 
acting Superintendent of the Censas recom- 
mending the printing of two hundred and fifty 
thousand copies of the compendium of. the 
ninth census; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee ou Printings : 

ROCK ISLAND BRIDGR: X 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
gent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a communica- 
tion from Colonel J. M. Macomb, corps of 
engineers, in relation to: the balance of appro- 
priatians for the construction of the Kock 

sland bridge; which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
FENTAN PRISONERS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con 
sent, laid before the House a leuer from the 
Secretary of State, in relation to a joint resolu- 
tion referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, stating that. no persons are now in 
prison in Canada on account of complicity in 
the Fenian invasion of Canada in June, 1868; 
which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TEXAS AGRICULTURAL SCRIP. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the Honse a letter from the 
Governor of the State of Texas, in compli- 
ance with the act of July 2, 1862, relating to 
the sale of agricultural scrip received by the 
said State under said act; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and ordered to be printed, 

: WILLIAM 8 MALCOLM, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House-a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting papers relating 
to the petition of William S. Malcolm ;:wbich 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be primed. © ° | 

BIDS. FOR MAIL SERVICE. 

` The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Postmaster General, transmitting, in compli: 
ance with the act of July 2, 1836, abstracts 
of offers for conveying mails upon the dif. 
ferent routes in the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and ordered. to Ke printed. 

NATIONAL ASYLUM FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEERS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House the report of the 
board of managers of the National Asylum 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers for the year 
1871; which was referred ‘to the Committee 
ox Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed 

DAM ACROSS TIIE ONIO RIVER. OP! S 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter ‘from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to the resolution 


‘resolution of the House of the 14th of Febru- 


‘ther consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2689) 


‘committee? 
|, Mr. MeCORMICK;, of Arizona: 


of the Honse ofthe 24th instant, transmitting 
a report of Major William B. Merrill, in rela- 
tion to, the building of a dam across the Ohio 
river at. McKee’s roeks; which was. referred 
to thé’ Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed, Pigg te OS 
SALES OF PROPERTY. BY NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER: also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Seeretary.of.:the. Treasury, in answer to a 


ary last, transmitting information relative to 
the amount of money paid into the Treasury, 
or to the Freasurer of the United States, from 
sales of property by the officers of the Navy 
Department since June 30, 1865; which was 
referred to- the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. . 


' WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr: SWANN, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House: of papers in the 
case of William Schilling. 

-QOn motion of Mr. DUKE, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in the 
case of Hamilton Boyd. í 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr, HARMER for three days. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Biesy for three days. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Moors from Wednesday morn- 
ing next till the close of the session. 

The House then (at twelve o’clock and fifty- 
three minutes p. m.) took a recess until three 
o’clock. 


AFTERNOON SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House re- 
sumed its session at three o'clock p. m. 


SOLDIERS’ MONUMENTS IN MASSACHUSETTS, 


Mr. CROCKER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 160) 
donating four condemned cannon for soldiers? 
monuments at Fitchburg, Massachusetts, and 
Athol, Massachusetts; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. SYPHER, from the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, to whom was referred the 
resolution of the House of Representatives of 
the 18th of February last, authorizing and 
directing an investigation to be made into the 
affairs and. condition of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, submitted the evidence 
thus far taken by the committee, and moved 
that it be recommitted to the committee, and 
printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to know what 
the recommittal means. 

Mr. SYPHEER. It is merely the testimony 
taken in accordance with the resolution of the 
House of February last. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then there is no occasion 
for recommittal. That might imply aright on 
the part of thè committee to report a biil or 
something. : 

The SPEAKER, Tt cannot be brought back 
by a motion to reconsider, 

Mr. Sypuer’s motion was then agreed to. 


LAND DISTRICT IN ARIZONA. 
Mr. MeCORMICK, of Arizona. I move that 


the rules be.suspended, and the Committee on 
the Public Lands be discharged from the fur- 


creating an additional land district in the Terri- 
tory of Arizona, and that the same be passed. 
Mr. RANDALL. Is this the report of a 


: I would 
say that this bill ‘has been considered by the | 


Committee on the Public ‘Lunds and has 
received their approval. ve oh 

Mr. MAYNARD, I would inquire if this: 
bill has been before any committee Y Es 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair knows nothing 
about the bill. a ee . 
‘Mr. DUNNELL. The billhas been before 
the Committee onthe Pubhe Lands and they 
unanimously recommend its passage. f 

Mr. MAYNARD. What do tbe sales of: 
public lands in Arizona amount to? ` 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizuna. I do not 
know the exact amount. uae, 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is the amount sufficient 
to pay the salaries of these officers ? 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona. Yes, sir. 
The present land office is two hundred and 
fitty to three hundred and filty miles from many 
of the surveyed lands, and that is one reasun 
why comparatively few land sales have been: 
made. The. Commissioner of the. General 
Land Office recommends the passage of his 
bill... I ask for the reading of the letter from 
him which I send to-the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LASD OFFier, 
WASHINGTON, D. O., sper’ 30, 1872 

Sır: Referring to your letter of the 22d instant, 
relative to the establishment of an additional tand 
district in Arizona, I would state that I have care- 
fully considered the subject, and in view of the fact 
that the residents of suuthern Arizona are- subject 
to great danger and hardship in proceeding tu the 
land office at Prescott, and that as it is desirable to 
offer all reasonabie facilities to the settlers who are 
nowin that region, as well as those who may be 
induced to gothere to setile along the line of the 
Texas Pacific railroad, there appears to be a neces~ 
sity for the creation of anew land district, although 
the amount of business now trausacted at the local 
land office in the Territory would not ander other 
circumstances justify me in making the recommend- 
ation. < i . 

Very respectfully, 

WILLIS DRUMMOND, 


Commissioner, 


Hoy, R, C. McCornick, House of Representutives. 


The question was then taken ; (and two thirds 
voting in favor, thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
SON, one of its clerks, announced that thé 
Senate had passed, without amendment, bills 
of the House of the following titles: ` 

A bill (H. R. No. 631) to amend an_.act èn- 
titled An act regulating proceedings iu crime 
inal cases, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
March 3, 1865; Deke ey 

A bill (H. R. No. 1982) to: provide for 
holding a circuit court of tbe United States 
in and for the western district of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2826) for the relief of 
Mrs. R. A. Kennedy; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2682) to provide for 
filling vacancies in certuin offices in the several 
Territories ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2688) amendatory of an 
act approved March 2, 1867, entitled “ An act 
amendatory of an act to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Montana, 
approved May 26, 1864 ;” and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2869) for the relief of 
Martin Freeman. 

The message farther announced that the 
Senate had passed and: requested the concur- 
rence of the House in bills of the following 
titles: f i 

A bill (S. No. 899) to amend an act enti- 
tied “An act to establish a uniform aysiem of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States:” 

A bill (3. No. 538) for the relief of Albert 
D. Pierce, postmasier at Sumnerville, O.towa 
county, Kansas; and : 

_A bill (S. No. 1184) relating to the limita- 
tion of steam pressure on towing and freight- 
boats on the Mississippi river and its tribu- 
taries. “23 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had. examined and 
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found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles ; when the Speaker signed the same : 

An act (H. R. No. 2683) to grant addi- 
tional compensation to the marshal of the dis- 
trict of South Carolina; and 

An act (H. R. 2848,) authorizing the First 
National Bauk of Annapolis to change its loca- 
tion and name. 

BUTRO TUNNEL, 


Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, I am in- 
structed by the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing, to whom was referred House bill No. 1173, 
to aid in the construction of the Sutro tunnel 
from the proceeds of the sale of mineral lands, 
to report a bill in leu of the one referred, 
together with the testimony which has been 
taken before the committee, and also the con- 
clusions of the committee as embraced in a 
Teport. 

The committee have given the subject a full 
and thorough investigation. The commission- 
ers who examined the Sutro tunnel by author- 
ity of a resolution passed. at the first session 
of this Congress were examined as witnesses 
before the committee in reference to the feasi- 
bility and progress of the work, and its value 
in facilitating and developing the mining in- 
dustry and resources of the country. There 
were also before the committee other gentle- 
men representing the best mining science and 
expericuce, whose testimony taken in connec- 
tion with that of the commissioners makes a 
full and exhaustive statement of the facts. 

This testimony is too voluminous for any 
adequate examination by this House at this 
late day of the session. 

The committee therefore ask no action on 
this measure at the present session of Con- 
gress; but in order that the House may be in 
possession of all the facts, and be enabled to 
give the matter due consideration at an early 
day of the next session, I am instructed to 
ask that the bill, the report of the committee, 
and the testimony and accompanying papers 
be printed, and that the bill be recommitted, 
not to be brought back into the House by a 
motion to reconsider; 

No objection was made; and accordingly the 
bill (H. R. No. 2966) was received and read a 
first and second time, with the report and testi- 
mony ordered to be printed, and recommitted 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. SLOSS. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce, for consideration at this time, a bill 
to remove the political disabilities of George 
S. Houston, Joseph Wheeler, Jobn A. Camp- 
bell, James L. Pugh, and Joba R, Bartwell, 
of Alabama. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Have those persons pre- 
sented petitions to have their disabilities re- 
moved? 

Mr. HAYS. They have. 

Mr, WALLS. I desire to move an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. SLOSS. I have no objection to having 
another name put in the. bill. 

Mr. WALLS. I desire to move an amend- 
ment, which L send to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read, 

The Clerk began the reading of the amend- 
ment, which appeared to be the civil rights 
bill now pending on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. BECK. I object to the amendment 
being read. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then I object to the 
introduction or the passage of this bill, if gen- 
tlemen are going to object to hearing an amend- 
ment read. 

Mr. WALLS. If thereis objection to giving 
the colored people their rights, I am going to 
object to the removal of political disabilities. 
I have voted heretofore for every bill for the 
removal of polincal disabilities; yet, every 
time there has been an attempt to remove 
the disabilities of my people, there has been 
objection. 


| 


Mr. SLOSS. I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. : 

The question was taken; and-upon-a division 
there were—ayes 66, noes 11; no quorum 
voting. ; 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Stoss and Mr. 
MAYNarD were appointed. ` : 

Tbe House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 75, noes 9, 

Mr. BECK. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. YOUNG. I move that the House now 
take a recess until half past seven. 

The SPKHAKER. The motion to take a 
recess does not take precedence of a motion 
for acall of the House. 

Mr. YOUNG. I will withdraw the motion 
for a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there 
is a quorum in the House if gentlemen will 
only vote. 

Mr. BECK. I willwithdraw my motion for 
a call of the House. 

The tellers continued their count, and finally 
reported that there were—ayes 96, noes 27. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill (H. R. No. 
2967) was passed. i 


FREDERICK P. DIMPFEL. 


Mr. L. MYERS. I ask leave to report from 
the Committee on Patents, for consideration at 
this time, Senate bill No. 156, for the relief of 
Frederick P. Dimpfel. 

The bill, which was read, provides for ex- 
tending the patent granted July 16, 1850, to 
Frederick P. Dimpfel for an improvement in 
steam-boilers, for seventeen years from and 
after July 16, 1871, and provides that all 
persons who have engaged in the manufacture 
or use of the invention since the expiration 
of the patent shall be authorized to continue 
the same, notwithstanding the passage of the 
act. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I understand that 
this bill proposes the extension of a patent. 
Is it reported from any committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is reported by the 
chairman of the Committee on Patents, [Mr. 
L. Myers. ] 

Mr. L. MYERS. As gentlemen seem to 
desire an explanation of this measure, I ask 
the attention of the House while I make a 
brief statement. This is a bill for the exten- 
sion of a steam-boiler patent. During the 
last Congress it passed the Senate, and in the 
House was unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Patents, who considered it one of 
the most meritorious cases that had ever come 
before them. But it was not acted on by 
the House in that Congress because it was 
not reached ; it lay upon the Speaker’s table. 
The Senate passed tle bill again during this 
session, and after consideration by the Com- 
mittee on Patents of this House | have been 
unanimously instructed to reportit. The in- 
vention is one of great value to the country. 

Mr. BECK. [rise toa question of order: 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
L. Myers] is not in his seat, and that there 
is so much confusion in the Hall that we 
cannot hear bim. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Very well; then I will 
call the previous qnestion, : 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Lhope the bill will 
not pass, if we cannot have an explanation of it. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I prefer to go on with my 
explanation if the House is willing to hear me. 

Mr. BECK. I insist the gentleman shall 
not proceed until the House comes to order. 

Mr. L. MYERS, (after a pause.) If there 


are no further inquiries about the bill, I call, 


for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The bill can only be 
passed under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move, thea, to suspend 
the rules and pass the biil. 

The question being taken on the motion. 
there were—ayes 44, noes 85; no quorum vot- 
ing. 


} 
} 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. I: MYeRrs 
and Mr. Finge_ynune were appointed. ‘ 

The House divided ; and the tellers reports 
ed—ayes 82, noes 48. 

Mr. L. MYERS, This:is-the unanimous 
report of the Committee on Patents ; itis a just 
case, and I deem it my duty tocali forthe yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

So (two thirds not having voted ia favor 
thereof) the motion to suspend the rules was 
not agreed to. : 


PROMOTIONS IN STAFF DEPARTMENTS, 


Mr. COBURN. Ihave been directed by the 
Committee on Military Affairs to report with 
amendments, and ask the House to pags the 
bill (S. No. 996) to repeal so much of section 
six of an act entitled * An act making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending June 30, 1870, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 38, 1869, as prolubits 
promotions in the staff departawents of the 
Army. The committee has struck out all of 
the bill relating to every staff department ex- 
cept the engineer department. The eagineer 
corps has an immense amount of work to, do 
in the survey of rivers aud harbors, There 
are fourteen vacancies existing ia that depart- 
ment, and this bill authorizes promotioas to 
be made aud vacancies to be filled. 

The engineer’s corps is not only very efficient 
and useful, batis one of the hardest worked 
branches of the Government. These officers 
are thoroughly skilled and scientific, are the 
pride of the Army, and an honor to the whole 
couatry. I know of no men more deserving, 
none more capable, and none more useful. 
The amount of work assigned them is daily 
increasing, is of an important character, and 
of great value to the whole country. 

The bill was read. It provides for the 
repeal of so much of section six of the act of 
March 3, 1869, as prohibits promotions ia the 
Adjutant General's department, in the Inspect- 
or General’s department, in the pay depart- 
ment, in the quartermaster’s department, in 
the commissary department, in the orduance 
department, in the engineer department, and 
in the medical department. But this act is 
not to authorize: new appointments to places 
made vacant by promotions under the act, nor 
to authorize promotions above the grade of 
major. 

Mr. COBURN. Task that the amendment 
reported by the committee be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘tin the Adjutant General’s 
department, in the Inspector General's department, 
in the pay department, ia the quartermaster’s de= 
partment, in the commissary department, in the 
ordnance department;” strike out also the worda 
“and in the medical department; ” also the words 
“that nothing herein shall authorize new appoint- 
ments to places made vacant by promotions under 
this act; and provided also;” so that the bill will 
read ag follows: 

Be it enacted, £e., That so much of section six of an 
act entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 
1870, and for other purposes.” approved Mareb 3, 
1869, as prohibits promotions in the engineer departe 
ment, be, and the same is hereby, repealed: Provided, 
That nothing berein shall authorize promotions in 
said departments above the grade of major. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. J desire to 
ask the gentleman a question., I suppose 
from the bill as I heard it read it ought to 
pass. I know the engimeer corps have the 
whole burden of river and harbor duty beside 
the reguiar engineer duty of the Army proper 
on their hands, and require a larger force than 
any other staff corps. Jf I supposed this were 
going to a committee of conference of the 
two tlouses, and we ran a risk in giving up any 
other part of the staff corps and opening it up 
to promotion, I should feel is the daty of the 
House to resist even this. I wish to say that 
being familiar with the bill which stopped 
these promotions, being on the conference 
committee which agreed to it, 1 have followed 
the bistory ofthat bul, and nothing bas enabled 


lL us to bring down the staff corps of the Army 
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until that bil? was passed. We had. at the 
end of the: war an enormous: staff corps: in 
proportion to. the size of our Army.. We had 
& saff corps equalto an army of a million 
mew ; ‘Rank had been increased all through 
the corps, and the number of staff officers had 
increased, and very properly, for a time of war. 
It was exceedingly difficult after the war closed 
to find any means by which toshave down and 
‘trim its’ vast: proportions to a lime. of peace. 
There was. nothing but to cut off promotions 
where vacancies were caused by death, .resig- 
nation, or the ordinary casualties of the service 
iu order to bring this enormous ‘staff corps 
down to'the proportions of peace.’ Not a ses- 
sion since then but we have been appealed to 
again and again to repeal that very just law 
preventing those promotions. 

Mr. HAYS. Is this debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HAYS. ‘Then I object. 

Mr. COBURN. Il wish to say a word. 

Mr. HAYS. [I object to debate. 

Mr. COBURN. ‘This is a very much over- 
worked department, having the entire charge 
of river and harbor improvements, beside 
the ordinary engineer duties. 

I am sure that the whole country appre- 
ciates the services of the engineer corps. ‘Their 
labors extend all over the land, and their 
sphere of usefulness is almost unlimited: The 
present vacancies should be filled by promo- 
tion, and meritorious young officers be put ia 
‘these places. ‘The duties of these officers are 
semi-civil in their nature, and their place can 
only be ‘supplied from the Army. $ wish it 
‘were possible to put all the coast survey as 
well as rivers and harbors under this corps, 
and would if I could enlarge it to that 
eud. 

ae SPEAKER. Debate has been object- 
ed to. 

i So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


CLAIMS AGENTS AND ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. BECK. I wish to introduce a bill to 
regulaie the compensation of agents and attor- 
neys prosecuting Claims or demands before 
Congress or the Wxecutive Departments of 
the Government, and for other purposes. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
‘provides that from and afier the passage of 
the act no person shall be permitted to appear 
or act as agent or attorney for any individual, 
body poline or corpora e, relative to any claim 
or demand against the United. States, either 
before Congress or any committee thereof, or 
before any Depariment of the Government, 
when either he or any other person has any 
inivrest, directly or indirectly, in said claim 
or demand, or any agreement for compensa: 
tion for services in obtaining payment of such 
claim or demand, antil such ageut or attorney 
shall file with the proper committee of Con- 
gress or the proper officer of the Departments, 
a statement on oath, in writing, of the amount 
aud character of compensation which the 
claimant has agreed to pay for services ren- 
dered relative to said claim, and no greater 
sum than the amount thus stated shall be col- 
leciible out of or because of services rendered 
concerning said claim or demand. All other 
and further agreements for the payment of ad- 
ditional compensation relative to the collection 
of said claim or demand shall be nall and 
void. If any money or other thing of value 
is paid, directly or iudirectly, by the claimant, 
or any one for him, to any person or persons, 
beyond the amount so filed, or otherwise than 
as stated in said paper required to be filed as 
aforesaid, it may be recovered by any person 
suing for the same from the person so receiving 
it, or from any person interested in the pay- 
ment so made by suit in any court of the Uni- 
ted States, ove half of which recovery shall be 
paid to the person suing thetefor, and the 
other half shall be paid into the Treasury of 
the United Siaces. And ali persons direculy 


or indirectly receiving any compensation: in 
excess of or otherwise than asset forth in. said 
stalement, required to be filed as aforesaid, 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on con- 
vietion before any court of the United States 
shall be fined: not less than $1,000, and :may, 
in addition thereto, beimprisoved for any time 
not exceeding one year at the discretion of the 
court ; provided that no allowance for com- 
pensation to agents or attorneys: shall exceed 
ten per cent. of the amount of such claim or 


H demand in any case whatever, either before 


Congress or the Executive Departinents of the 
Government, and the amount of allowance, 
under the amount of percentage above stated, 
shall be subject to the orders: of the Depart- 
ments or of ihe Congress allowing or ordering 
payment of such claim or demand., 

The second section provides that.no officer 
or clerk who has been, is. or may be employed 
iu auy capacity whateverin any of the Depart- 


ments or bureaus of the Government of the 
United States shall, either while in such office 


or for two years after his retirement there- 


from, accept any employment from, render 


any services, or give any information to any 
person, body-politic or corporate, relative to 


any claim against the United Srates or other 


matter which might have come betore, or have 
been considered by the Department, or any 
officer or bureau therein, in which he is, has 
been, or may be employed ; and all contracts 
made or to be made whereby money or any 
other thing of value is agreed to be paid to 
such person, or to any one else for such ser- 
vices, are hereby declared null and void; and 
any money which may be paid to such person 
or persons may be recovered by any person 


suing for the same within fivé years after the 
discovery of the fact that such payment has 
been made, which suit may be brought in any 
court of the United States in the name of the 


United States, at the cost of the party iusti- 
tuting it, one half of the amount so recovered 


to be for the use of the party suing, aud the 


other half shall be paid into the Lceasury of 
the United States. 
provisions of this bill shall be guilty of a mis- 


demeanor, and on gonviction thereof before 


any court of the United States sball be fined 
not less than $1,000, and may in addition 


thereto be imprisoned for any time not ex- 
ceeding one year, in the discretion of the 


court. i 
The third section provides that from and 


after the passage of this bill all peraons filing 


claims of any kind against the United States, 


before any ol the Executive Departments of the 
Government, shall be required to verify the 
truth of the petinon on which the claim is 


based, and shall, unless when official state- 
ments are made, support it by written stace- 
ments sworn to by the witnesses. No objec- 


tions to the paymeut of such claims shall be 
received by any officer of any Department 


other than official stacemeuts, unless such ob- 
Jection isin writing, signed and sworn to by 
the party making it, setting forth distinetly 
the facts upou which such objection is based. 
When such objection is founded on informa- 
tion of others, it shall disclose the names of 
the informanis as weli asthe information. All 
false statements made by any person, either to 
sustain or defeat such claims, shall be deemed 
perjury and punished as such. Allihe papers 
pertaining to such claims shall be open tor the 
inspection of the claimant or bs or ber 
legally authorized attorney, and any officer 
in any Department who reiuses to aliow such 
examination to be made shail be guilty.of a 
Misdemeanor tu office, and on conviction may 
may be fined not exceeding $1,000, in the 
discretion of the court. 

Mr. BECK. [move to suspend the rules 
and pass that bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope it will be referred, 

Mr. PEERS. It was before the dadiciary 
Commitee and received no favor, and ought 
nob to pasa. 


Any person violating the 


Mr. BECK. | There-are just three points in 

the bill. The first is——.. à 
“Mr. PERCE. I object to-debate. 

Mr. BECK. I do not expect any favor 
for the bill from anybody who is a friend of 
the lobby thieves. : PN 

A divison having been taken viva voce, ‘the 
Speaker announced that, in his opinion, two 
thirds had not voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. BECK. demanded the yeas aud nays. 

‘The yeas and ‘nays were ordered. ` 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 70, nays 94, not voting 76; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Barnum, 
Beauty, Beck, ell,” Biggs, Binghain, Bird, Austin 
Blair, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, 
Carroll, Comingo, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Dox, 
bu Bose, Duke, Pinkeiuburg, Forker, Henry D. 
Foster, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Gotladay, Hand- 
ley, John T. Harris, Hay, Hibbard, Holman, Ken- 
dali, Kerr, King, Lamivson, Marshall, McClelland, 
McCormick, MeLr tyre, Merrick, Benjamin F, Meyers, 
Morgan, Nibiack, Hosea W, Parker, Poland, Potter, 
Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. 
Rice, Sion H. Rogers, Slater, Sloss, Suevens, Storm, 
Swann, Terry, Van Trump, Warren, Weils, Whit- 
thorne, Willard, Williams of New York, Wood, and 
Young—70. g : 

NAYsS—Messrs. Adams, Averill, Barber, Barry, 
Buckley, Bufiuton, Burchard, Burdett, Caluwell, 
Conger, Conver, Crocker, Durrall, De Large, Dickey, 
Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Bliiotu Farnsworth, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Koster, Goodrich, Halsey, 
Hanks, Harper, George E, Harris, Hawley, Hays, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, Jobn W. Hazelton, Hill, Hour, 
Kelley, Keilogg, Ketcham, Lamport, Lowe, May- 
nard, McCrary, MeGrew, McHenry, McKee, Mer- 
riam, Monroe, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac: ©. Parker, 
Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Prindie, Rainey, Ritchie, Ellis H` Roberis, 
Rusk, Surgent, Sawyer, Shanks, Sbober, H, Board- 


, man Smith, John A. Smith, Worthington U, Smith, 


Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Stough- 
ton, Sowell, Strong, Sucheriand, Sypher, ‘faite, 
Thomas, Washington Townsend, ‘fwicheil, Tyner, 
Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, ..Wallace, Walls, 
Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wil- 
son, and John T. Wilson—94, 

NOT VOTLNG—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Banks, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Boles, Benjamin Fy Butler, Rod- 
erick R. Butier, Campbell, Ciavke, -Conb, Coburn, 
Coghlan, Cotton, Cox, Creely, Davis, Dawes, Eld- 
redge, Biy, Farwell, Frye, Garfield, Griflith, Hulde- 
man, Hale, Hambleton, Hancock, Harmer, Havens, 
Hereford, Herndon, Hooper, Houghion, Killinger, 
Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Manson, 
McJunkin, Mehinney, McNeely, Mercur, Mitchel, 
Moore, Negley, Hii_ Perry, Porter, William R. 


Roberts, Robinson, Joba Rogers,. Roosevelt, Sco- 


tield, Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sher- 
wood, Shoemaker, Slocum, Suapp, R Mitton Speer, 
Sprague, Stevenson, St. Jobn, Dwight Townsend, 
Turner, Tuthill, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wad- 
dell, Wheeter, aud Winchester—76. Sie 

So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. S!'ORM said: My colleague, Mr. Grrr- 
FITH, is sick. {f he were here he would vote 
bay? ht 4 : 

The result of the vote was: then’ announced- 
as above recorded. 


- MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT., 


A message from the President by Mr. Hog- 
AcE Porrer, his Private Secretary, informed 
the House that the Presideut had approved 
and sigued bills of the following titles ; 

An act (H.-R. No. 2592) granting the right 
of way to the Dakota Grand Truak Railway 
Company ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2708) velative to the 
centennial international exhibition to be. held 
in the city of Philudelpaia, State of Pennsyl- 
vauia, in the year 1876; . 

An act (H. R. No. 2699) to amend an act 
entided ‘* An act to establish and protect na- 
tional cemeteries,” approved February 22, 
1867; 

An act (H. R. No. 1552) relative to. the con- 
striction of a new jail for the Disirict of. Co- 
lumbia; 

An act (H. R. No. 1070) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment ior the year ending June 30, 1873; 

Anact(H. R. No. 2938) granting right of way 
to the Utah, Idaho, and Montana Railroad 


‘Company ; 


Anaci (H. R. No. 2398) granting a pension 
to Martha G. Rudolph; : : 
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eAn act (H. R. No. 2422) granting a pension | 
to Phoebe Aun Elderkin; 

An act (H. R. No. 2416) granting a pension 
to Andrew Reinfort; 

An act (H. R. No. 2401) granting a pension 
to Margaret. Caldwell ; f 

An act (H. R. No. 2397) granting a pension 
to Margaret C. Gibson; 

An act (H. R. No 2423) granting a pension 
to James Supple ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2417) granting a pension 
to Abraham Cooper. 

An act (H. R. No. 2418) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Nancy E. Pugh ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2400) granting a pension 
to William B. Taylor ; 

An act (H. R. No. 183) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to make partition of 
the reservation to Me-shin-go-me-sia, a Miami 
Indian ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1914) to authorize the 
President of the United Stares to negotiate 
with the chefs and head-men of the Shoshone 
and Bannock: tribes of Indians for the relin- 
ainsh ine of @ portion of their reservation in 

Vyomiug Territory; 

An act (H. R. No. 1208) granting a pension 
to Martha Elwell; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2565) to provide for the 
issue of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced 
bonds of the United States. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Seuare bad passed a concurrent resolution for 
the printing of ten thousand additional copies 
of the report of the select committee, in rela: 
tion to the sale of arms by the Government 
during the year ending June 30, 1871. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the con- 
current resolution of the House for the print- 
ing in German, for the use of the Treasury 
Department, of extra copies of the report of 
the chief of the Bureau of Statistics ou immi- 
gration, 

The message further announced that the 
Senate bad passed bilis of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

A bill (S. N+, 426) for tbe relief of Thomas 
Allen ; 

A bill (S. No, 1175) for the relief of certain 
Indians in the centra) superintendency ; 

A bill (S. No. 1081) granting to the Amer- 
ican Fork Railway Company the right of way 
through the public lands for the coustruction 
of a railroad and telegraph ; 

A bill (S.-No. 144) to give to the bark 
Jewess an American register; and 

A bill (S. No. 1106) forthe relief of Mrs. F. 
Selina Buchanan. f 

BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I am instructed by 
tbe Commiuee of Ways and Means to report a 
bill to restore the office of the director of the 
Bureau of Statistics, and to extend the duties 
of said director. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first section provides that the office 
of director of the Bureau of Statistics be 
restored; and that the officer in charge of 
the bureau shall perform all the duties, ex- 
ercise all the powers, and be entitled to all 
the privileges conferred by the thirteenth sec- 
tion of the act approved July 28, 1866, en- 
tiled “An act to protect the revenue. and for 
other purposes;’? and repeals so much of the 
act approved July 20, 1868. entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30ih day of 
June, 1869,” and of all other acts and laws as 
are inconsistent with the provisions of the act. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 rise to a point of 
order. i submit that the Committee of Ways 


and Means have not authority to report this 


bill at any time. . 
The SPEAKER. Of course nothing can 


be done now except uader a suspension of the 
rules. This bill is not reported by virtue of 
the authority to the Committee of Ways and 
Means to report at any time. The bill can 
only.pass by a two-thirds vote. 

The Clerk then resumed the reading of the 
bill, 

The second section provides that in addi- 
tion to the duties prescribed by the thirteenth 
section of the act approved July 28, 1866, 
it shall be the further duty of the director 
of the Bureau of Statisties to prepare and sub- 
wit annually to Congress a statement of the 
rates of wages paid to workmen employed in 
the leading jucustries of the several States, 
the wholesale prices of leading articles of 
merchandise in the principal markets of the 
country, and the prices of the principal arti- 
cles of subsistence and domestic use, together 
with similar informauon in rezard to the same 
industries in such other countries as ean be 
obtained. And it shall be the further duty 
of said director annually to collect, digest, 
and arrange for the use of Congress the statis- 
tics of the savings bauks and institutions in 
the several States, showing the amount of 
deposits aud the number of depositors, with 
the rate and amount of dividends in each; 
also the number of State banks, the capital, 
assets, and liabilities of each, and rates and 
amount of dividends declared annually by 
each; also, the statistics of the railroad and 
canal Companies of the United States, show- 
ing, respectively, the amount of capital, cost 
of construction, the amount of revenues and 
expenditures, and dividends declared by each, 
tne number of passengers carried and the 
number of officers and their compensation, 
the casualties Occurring to passengers and 
employés, and the amount of freight trans 
pocted; also, the statisties of life, fre, and 
marine insurance com panies, showing respect- 
ively the capital, assets, and liabilities, the 
amount of insurance, the rate and amount of 
dividend, and the losses paid during the year; 
also, the statistics of the telegraph companies 
of the United States, the capital, assets, and 
liabilities of each, and the rate of dividend 
declared during the year; and all sach other 
information concerning said savings banks, 
State banks, railroad and canal companies, 
insurance and telegraph compames, as will 
present a full exhibit of their condition and 
Operations. And the expenses necessarily 
iueurred by the bureau in obtaining such in- 
formation are to be defrayed, on the order 
and approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to the re- 
ception of wis bul, and call for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. 
objection is too fate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Not at all. I arose 
as quickly as 1 could, some minutes ago, and 
made the point of order that the committee 
had no right to report this bill. 

Tue SPEAKER. And the Chair custained 
the point of order, that they had no right to 
report the bill under the rule, aud the com- 
mittee does not assume to so report it. But 
wherever a proposition bas been made and 
ailowed to be stated, the Chair has held it to 
be proper to submit it to a two-thirds vote of 
the House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Heretofore, when- 
ever auybody bas made a motion to suspend 
the rules, and the regular order has beeu called 
for, the Chair has beid 

Mr. BROOKS. I desire to say to my col- 
league, { Mr. E. H. Ropers, ] who reports this 
bill, that I do not recollect it in the Comuit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. The bill was ordered 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to be 
reported to the House. ‘The order was made 
in quite a full meeting of the commiitee, and 


The Chair thinks the 


Mr. BROOKS. Does. my colleague from 
Indiana [ Mr. Kerr] recollect this bill? 

Mr. KERR. I do not. 

Mr. B. H. ROBERTS. I am surprised to 
hear gentlemen rise upon this floor and ques- 
tion the order of the Commitiee of Ways and 
Means to report this bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. F do.notdo that. I know 
we had someihng about raising salaries, 

Mr. B. H. ROBERTS. This is reported in 
the words ordered by the committee.” 

Mr. BROOKS. Ido vot doubt that fact. 

Mr. B. HW. ROBERTS. I suppose not. 

Mr. BROOKS. All F can say is that £ do 
not remember the details of this bill. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. The bill was con- 
sidered in committee, and includes certain 
amendments moved by the gentleman. from 
lilinois, [ Mr. BURCHARD, } and it was ordered 
to be reported to the House by the uusnimous 
vote of those present and voting. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The gentleman. from 
New York (Mr. B. H. Rozerrs]} is correct. 
This bili was passed upon in committee, and 
ordered io be reported to the House. 

Mr. BROOKS. 1 do not doubt that fact. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I do not know that it 
elicited much discussion in c minittee, but 
that was the order of the commitiee. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Pi- 
nois (Mr. Burcuarp] will permit me to re- 
mind him that this bill was under discussion 
in Committee one morning when we adjourned, 
aud its consideration was resumed at the next 
meeting, so that it had two days’ cousidera- 
tion in the committee. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The gentleman is cor- 
rect; it was twice considered by the com mittee. 

Mr. KERR. When was it considered in 
com:nittee ? 

Mr. 8. H. ROBERTS. Some ten days ago. 

Me. KERR. Most likely when I was iil 
and not present, for! donot remember itat all. 

Mr. KELLEY. When we adjourned on one 
day there was an informal motion pending 
that the gentleman from Ihinois [Mr. Burcu- 
ARD) report the bill. he next day it was 
ibe first business taken up in committee, con- 
sidered for some time, and then the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. B. H; Ropuers] was 
iustrucied to report it to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. AN that is not material. 
What is the object of the bill? 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. It is to broaden the 


duties 
Mr. PLATT. I object to further debate, 
Mr. RANDALL. Let us understand the 


objectof the bill, and then we will know bow 
to vote. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. 
explain. 

Mr. PLATT. I withdraw my objection to 
debate. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. We all know that 
this country is behind other countries iu the 
matter of statistics. The gathering of statis- 
lics is both an art and a science, Lhis coun- 
try fails in that regard, as compared with the 
older countries of Europe, owing perhaps to 
the great extent of our territory., The pur- 
pose of this bil is to enlarge the duties of the 
present chiet of the Bureau of Statisties, 10 give 
him the title of director of statistics, and what 
is more, to lay down distinctly. a broader field 
within which he may gather the information 
bearing upon matters of legislation in which 
we are all interested. Under the old bureau 
his duties were limited more particularly to 
customs duties and the facis bearing upon 
them. The purpose of this biilis to extend 
the scope of his inquiries so as to give us the 
wholesale prices o: the leading articles of 
merchandise in the chief markets of the coun- 
iy; and statistics in relatiou to banks, rail- 
roads, insurance companies, &., so: that we 
may have those facts at hand to aid us in legisla- 
tion. $ 

lt gives also a broader discretion to the Sec- 


I am willing to 


without objection. l 


| retary of the Lreasury in regard to the payment 
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of expenses incident to the gathering of these 
stalistics. ' 

Mr. RANDALL. Then it creates no new 
office, and gives this officer no additional 
salary, though adding to his duties. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish to inquire 
of the gentleman from New York whether the 
bill authorizes this officer to go abroad? 

Mr. E: H. ROBERLS. It does not; yet I 
ought to say, in justice to the officer to whom 
reference is imade, that he goes sbroad at his 
own enpense to gather statistics which some 
geutlemau some time or other will be using 
upon this floor. I understand he has an hon- 
orary title as a delegate to the statistical con- 
gress at St. Petersburg. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. There was a gen- 
tleman a few years ago who, in his official 
capacity, gathered valuable statisties gt home 
and abroad, and who, for having obtained these 
statistics, was turned out of oflice. 

Me Le. MYERS. Almost all of us have 
availed ourselves of the labors of this olficer 
with profit to ourselves and L believe to the 
country. 

Mr. GAREFTELD, of Ohio. Is there any- 
thing in this bil that resivicts the free jndg- 
ment of the ollicer ax to what kindof facts he 
shall gather or the conclusions at which he 
shall arrive? {desire that we shall have the 
benetit of all the knowledge he may gather ; 
and | want the ofhcer to be absolutely free 
to utter lis judgment upon whatever he may 
find. 

Mr. FINKE LN BURG. Ts there not reason 
to believe irom our experience in the past 
that when an ollicer does unfewer his judg 
Tent upon a question of tis kid bis conclu 
sion will be overruledand tis otlice abolished Y 
Vhat has been the case heretofore; and L fear 
such wil be the result in this instance. 

Mr. B. EL ROBIER US. ‘There is nothing 
in this bill that restrerg this freedom of this 
officer, L will go quire us larv as che genile 
man from Missouri | Me. PINKELNBUURG | or any 
one else in order to masure that the ollicer shall 
be entirely free in the exercise of his duty. 

Mr. PENNE ELN BURG. Tdo not desire to 
antagon ze this bill; £ believe we ought to 
collect ali tbe stansrieal information that may 
be atianable. Dat E cannot allow the bill to 


; ‘ ; | 
pass without calling attention to the fact that | 


we have heretofore bad two similar officers 
aud because the information they gave us did 
not suit eertain geatlomen they were attacked 
aud hunted down and finally, somehow or 
other, pat out of office, White Fam a friend 
of the geutlaman to whom this bill refers, I 


think there is too much reason to fear that be j 


will suter hereafter the same fate. dt seens 
to me Congress is not yet prepared to receive 
the truth ie the form of sta istenl information, 

Me bk. H, ROBES. TP desire to say that 
the present oceupant of this office has already 
Leen successtitin giving us facets which com- 


mand the confidence of ad sides; that he has | 


been conrieous to all sides; and that his state 
ments have commanded contidence trrespect- 
ive of party toes. 

Mr. BURCHARD. [wish to say that this 
bill dous not require the officer to report his 
couclusions, as was the case with the ollicers 
to whom reference has been made, but to 
guher statistics. 
is no reason to apprehend that be will be sub- 
jected to the assaults of whieh gendearen hive 
spoken, There are some statistics which were 
formerly officially obtained, but whieh have 
not been gathered for the last ten years-— 
among them the wholesale prices of leading 
articles of merchandise in foreign. countries, 
Twelve orfileen years ago such staistics were 
embodied ia the Treasury reports. We ought 
to have thea in our ‘Treasury reperts now, so 
that they might be spread before Congress. 1 
hope that rhe authority proposed in this bill 
wiil be granted. 

Mr. HAYS. T object to further debate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is onthe 


Hence it seems to me tuere | 


i 
i 


motion to suspend the rules, and pass the 
bill. 

The question being 
79, noes 43. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. E. O. Ros- 
erts and Mr. BECK were appointed. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 86, noes 51. i 

So (two tbirds not having voted in favor 
thereof’) the motion to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill was not agreed to. 


BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I ask. leave to report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary and put 
upon its passage a bill (S. No. 899) to amend 
an act entitled ‘* An act to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States.”’? This bill is supplementary to the 
bankrupt law and gives to the reorganized 
Siates the same benetits under that law as 
are enjoyed by the other States. So far as it 
goes, it is precisely the bill which has already 
been passed by the House at the present 
session. 

Mr. DICKEY. 


taken, there were—ayes 


I move the House adjourn. 
Mr. BINGHAM, Noj; let me pass this bill. 
Mr. DICKEY. Very well, I will yield to 

the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itis Senate bill No. 399, 
to amend an act entitled tAn act to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy through: 
vut the United States.” Lask the bill be read. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
first proviso in section fourteen of an act ap- 
proved March 2, 1867, entided “An act to 
establish a uniform system of baukruptey 
throughout the United Stares,’”? be amended 
hy sinking out #1864” and inserting im lieu 
theroof © 1871.” 

Mr. BINGHAM, <I desire to say it is pre- 


| esely the same amendment to the bankrupt 


law which in connection with o:her amend- 
ments passed this Louse without division 
some weeks ago, but has come back from the 
Senate, vol as au amendment, but as au orj- 
ginal bill, and applies ouly to exemptions made 
vy operation of Stale laws as they were en- 
fureed in 1871. 

Mr. Ra NDALL. Does this come froin the 
Committee onthe Jadiciary ? 

Me. BINGHAM. It bas the concurrence of 
the Jud.ctary Commitee, Phe first proviso of 
the fourteeu.b section of the bankrupt act has 
its Operatious limited to 1864 Since 1864 


‘nearly all of the insurrectiovary States have 
| been reconstructed and, exemptions provided 


by their law are constitutional exemptions 
made since thatdate, and hence the necessity 
of this change. L demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; aud under the opera- 
tioa tocreof the bill was ordered to a third 
reading, and it was accordingly read tue third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BiINGUAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
ou the table. 

‘Lhe lawer motion was agreed to, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. PENDLETON, by unanimous consent, 
was vranied leave of absence antil Friday next. 

Mr. AMBLER, by unanimous consent, was 
granted leave of absence for the remainder of 
the session on account of sickness. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER, by unanimous consent, 
was granted indetinite leave of absence. 

JOBS. GOFF. 


On motion of Mr. PECK, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in 
the case of Job S. Goffappiying for a pension. 

And then, on motion of Mr, SPEER, of 
Georgia, (at four o'clock and twenty tive min- 
utes p. m.,) the House adjourned. ` 


. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
commitlees: 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee: The peti- 
tion of Miss Carrie King, of Tennessee, pray- 
ing compensation for services rendered the 
United States during the rebeilion. 

By Mr. SHANKS: The petition of the Cher- 
okee delegation, for a court for the Indian 
territory. 

By Mr. STEVENS: The memorial of A. 
Bowen, Samuel Edwards, and sundry others, 
citizens of the State of Ilinois, for a grant of 
public lands to agricultural colleges. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 3, 1872, 


The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m, 
Prayer by Rev. B. D. Owen, of Washing- 
tou, District of Columbia. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of the proceedings of Saturday last, 

Mr. NYD. | move that the further reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with, and I desire 
to move to take up a certain bill as soon as L 
can. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada asks that the reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with, and that the Senate 
consider a bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What is the bill? 

The VICK PRESIDISNE. ‘The Chair does 
not know, Will the Senator from Nevada 
state the nature of the bill? 

© Me NYE. I want to call up two or three, 

and it is quite intmaterial which one is taken 
up first. i wish to call up one or two trom 
the Committee on Naval AtFiirs, and two 
from the Comm tiee on Territories. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, That is too 
many. : 

Mr. CASSERLY,. I think the morning 
business should first be disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California consents, il the Senator from 
Nevada yields to the worning business. 

Mr, NYB. Very well; I will do'so, 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Vice President mis- 
understood me. ddo not object 10 suspend- 
ing the reading of the Journal, bat {insist that 
the morning business shall go on in the regular 
why. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
consents to dispensing with the reading of the 
Journal, but insists on proceeding with the 
morning business. If there be no objection, 
the reading of the Journal will be dispensed 
with, Petitions are first in order. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILSON presented five petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United Sates 
volunteer Army and Navy, praying that iudus- 
trial homes aud training schools be provided 
for the orphans of soldiers and sailors who 
served the Federal Government in the war of 
the rebellion; which were ordered to lie ou the 
table. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM presented a memorial 
of Fisk Mills, sculptor, relative to a resos 
lution of Congress, approved July 14, 1870, 
dovating condemned ordvance tu be appled 
in the execution of an equestrian statue of 
the late General Rawlins; which was referred 
to the Commitiee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, presented a 
petition of citizens of Bridgeport, praying the 
passage of the bul (H. R. No. 1738) grannug 
a pension to partially disabled soldiers; which 
was referred to the Committee ou Military 
Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. OSBORN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Pubsic Lands, to whom was referred 
| the bill (H. R. No. 2109) tó authorize the 
| Issuance of college scrip to the State of Arkan», 
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sas, to report it back favorably with an amend- 
ment, and [ ask that it be put on its passage 
now, 

Mr. RICE. T object. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The Senator 
from Arkansas objects, and the. bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. A 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Patents,to whom were referred cer- 
tain petitions of citizens of the United States 
in different States against the extension of the 
A. B. Wilson sewing-machine patents, asked 
to be discharged from their further consider- 
ation, the petitioner, A. B. Wilson, having 
obrained leave of the Senate to withdraw his 
papers. 

The committee were discharged. 

MRS. R. A. KENNEDY. 


Mr, CRAGIN. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No, 2326) for the relief of Mrs. R. A. Kennedy, 
have instracted me to report it back without 
amendment, and recommend its passage. This 
is a very small bill. appropriating about seven 
hundred dollars. The claim is very just. and 
meritorious, aud I ask that it be put upon its 
passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Commitree of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Navy to pay to Mrs. R. A. Kennedy a sum 
not exceeding $739, in payment of naval stores 
delivered at the Gosport navy-yard by R. A. 


Kennedy in 1861, and for which payment has l 


not been made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third ume, nud passed, 


MARTIN FREEMAN. 


Mr. CRAGIN. The Committee on Naval 

Affairs. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2860) for the rehef of Martin Freeman, 
have bad the same under consideration, and 
instructed ine to report it back without amend- 
ment, and ask for its passage. I will state that 
Martin Freeman was the pilot of Admiral Far- 
ragut, aud this bill proposes to pay bim for his 
fishing-smack, which was taken before he 
entered the service of the United States. fn 
js recommended by Adanral Farragut, and is 
a most just and meritorious case, t ask for 
its present cousideration, 
_ ‘There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Cominitiee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, It authorizes the Secretary of the 
Navy to pay to Martin Freeman, owner of the 
schooner Delight, fur ber loss in the service 
of the United Siates, the sum of $6,000, out 
of any money beretofure, or which may here- 
afer be, appropriated for the purchase of 
vessels and equipment, which sum, if received, 
js to be in filtof allclaims by Freeman against 
the United States. 

‘Lhe bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, ` 

THOMAS ALLEN, 


Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 426. { wiil state that this 
is the ouly private claim that has ever been 
before the Committee on Printing, which has 
reported in favor of it over and. over, and it 
has passed in oue House time alter time, but 
never in both Houses at the same session. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to com 
sider the bill (S. No. 420) tor the relief of 
Thomas Allen. It direc:s the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Thomas Allen $27,780 03, 
in full compensation for printing twenty thou- 
saud copies of the compendium of the sixth 
census of the United States; and furnishing 
the materials therefor, by order of the Secre- 
tary of State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amenduient, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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BARK JEWSSS. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I ask the 
Senate to take up Senate bill No. 1144, re- 
poried from the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 1144) to give to the bark 
Jewess an Atnerican register. It proposes to 
relieve the bark Jewess, built in Chelsea, Mas- 
sacbusetis. in 1863, and now owned by Morris 
Ketchum, a citizen of Connecticut, from any 
disabilities imposed upon the vessel by reason 
of an act of Congress entitled ‘An act to 
regulate the registering of vessels,’’ passed 
February 10, 1866 ; and the owner of the bark 
is to be entided to register the vessel, and to 
obtain a certificate thereof upon his comply- 
ing with the usual requirements of law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


VACANCIES IN TERRITORIAL OFFICES, 


Mr. NYE. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Terri ories, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2632) to provide for filling vacan- 
cies in certain offices in the several Territories, 
to report it back with an amendment; and I 
ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asia Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. lt provides that whevever in any of the 
Territories a vacaney shall happen during the 
recess of the legislative council in any office 
which under the organic act of the Territory 
is to be filled by appointment of the Governor, 
by aud with the advice and consent of the 
council, the Governor sball fill up such vacancy 
by gtapiing a commission, whicn shall expire 
at the end of the next session of the legiola- 
tive council. 

The Committee on Territories reported the 
bill with an amendment, to insert after the 
word “happeu,’? in line four, the words 
“from resignation or death.” 

The ameudment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. Lt 


was ordered that the amendment be engrossed | 


and the bill read a third time. ‘The bill was 


read the third time, and passed. 
INDIANS OF CENTRAL SUPERINTENDENCY, 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I am directed by the 
Commitiee on [odian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1175) fur tbe relief 
of certain Indians in the central superintend- 
eucy, to report it back with amendments; and 
I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that it be taken up and acted upon now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as 
in Commitiee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. 

Its preamble recites that the members of 
the tribe of Ottawa Indians of Bianchard's 
Fork and Roche de Bœuf bave presented their 
petition, earnestly requesting that a sale be 
nade of their lands, premises, assets, and 
other property in the State of Kansas, and 
that the proceeds thereof be distributed in sev- 
eralty to the present members of. said tribe, 
their heirs or assigns; therefore the bill pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
bave an inventory taken of all the lands and 
appurtenances thereto appertaining remaining 
unsold, mentioned in the sixth article of the 
treaty between the United States and that 
tribe of Indians, concluded June 24, 1862, and 
proclaimed July 28, 1862, or acquired, held, 
or controlled under authority couterred by that 
article, including any lauds formerly trust 
jands belonging to the tribe, purchased and 
held by the trustees provided forin the article, 
together also with the section of land reserved 
under the provisions of the article for the 
location of a school and the appurtenances 
thereto appertaining ; also, of all bonds, notes, 
mortgages, moneys, credits, assets, and other 
property arising from sales heretofore made 


of lands mentioned in the sixth article of the 
treaty, or from sale of lauds purchased by the 
trustees provided for therein, and the lands, 
premises, appurtenances, bouds, notes, mort- 
gages, credis, assets, and other property are 
to be inventoried and appraised by threé coti- 
missioners appointed by the Secretary of ihe 
Interior. After the inventory: and appraise- 
ment of the property the Secretary of the 
Interior is required forthwith to advertise and 
sell the same upon such terms and conditions 
as he may prescribe; but no bid shall be 
accepted which may be less than the appraised 
value of the property. The commissioners 
shall at the time of waking the appraisement 
also ascertain, determine, and report to the 
Secretary of the Interior any legal or equitable 
interest which any person, ‘association, or 
corporation may have in any part of the lands 
and premises, or in any of the buildings or 
appurtenances thereto, together with the valuo 
thereof, and from the proceeds of such sales, 
with the consent and concurrenceof the meni- 
bers of the tribe, their heirs of assigns, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall pay over tosuch 
pariy, association, of corporation the value of 
such interest, and the balance of the proceeds 
of such sales shall be paid to the several them- 
bers of the tribe, their heirs or assigns, pro 
rata; and in case any of the members of ihe 
tribe are minors, then such sums of money as 
are due or coming to them from such proceeds 
shall be paid to the guardian. of such miuors 
appointed under the laws of the State of 
Kansas. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs reported 
an amendment in line twenty-nine, section 
one, after the word ‘¢same,”? to insert ‘in par- 
cels not exceeding one section to any one per- 
son; and in line thirty-three, after the word 
= property,” to strike out down to and includ- 
ing the word ‘‘of’’-in lie forty-three, as fol- 
lows: , : 

The said commissioners herein provided for shall 
at the time of making thé said apprdisentent also 
ascertain, determine, and report to the Seuretary of 
the Interior any legal or equitable interest which 
any person, association, Or Corporation may Dave md 
auy part of said lands and premises, or in any of 
the buildings of appurtenances thereto, Logetber 
with the value thereot, and from the proceeds of 
such sales, with the conseut and concurrence of the 
mewbers of said tribe, their heirs or assigns, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall pay over to such party," 
association, or éorpuration, the value of such interest 
and the balance of. : 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. BOREMAN. I ask to have the first 
part of the bill read again. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Léhall bevery happy 
to give any explanation needed, not exteed- 
ing one minute. re 

Mr. BOREMAN. 1 do not, onderstand it. 
Does that article of the treaty authorize this 
proceeding ? p NA 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. The bill is reported 
by the Comutitiee on Indian Affairs. It is 
simply to dispose of lands in Kansas under the 
direction of the Secretary of: the Interior. 
Those lands were reserved for the Ottawa 
Indians for educational purposes. The tribe 
has dissolved; they have become ciuizens 3 
they have lett Kansas; they have gone into 
the Indian territory ; and this is a bill provid- 
ing for the sale of the lands left behind them, 
and to. divide the proceeds among the Indians, 

The biil was reported to the .Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the thirdiime, and passed, 

ALBERT D. PIERCE, 


Mr. CALDWELL. I desire tocall up Sen» 
ate bill No. 538. 1 think if I shall be beard 
half a minute, there will not be any objection 
to the bill.” It only involves $25 50. : 

By unanimous ‘consent, the Senate, a8 Im 
Commitice of the Whole, proceeded to: eons 
sider the bill (3. No. 588) for the relief of 
Aibert D. Pierce, postmaster at Sumuerville, 
Ottawa county, Kansas. dt is a direction to 
the Auditor of the ‘Treasury for the Post Otice 
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Department.to credit the account of Albert 
D. Pierce, postmaster at Sumnerville, Ottawa 
county, Kansas, with the sum of $25 50, being 
the value of stamps and stamped envelopes 
stolen or- destroyed by hostile Indians on the 
12:h day of June, 1869. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FISK UNIVERSITY. 


Mr. POMEROY. I am directed by the 
Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2862) to confirm 
the purchase by the executive department of 
three acres of land, more or legs, in the vicin- 
ity of Nashville, Tennessee, known as the site 
of Fort Houston, and to donate and convey 
the same to the Fisk University, for educa- 
tional. purposes, to report it back without 
amendment. It is a bill to donate to the Fisk 
University three acres of land near the city 
of Nashville in the State of Tennessee. That 
institution being so well advertised and thig 
being so well recommended, I am directed to 
ask the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to inquire 
whether that is land we have purchased there 
for a public building? 

Mr. POMEROY. Itis land which was pur- 
chased during the war by the quartermaster’s 
department to erect a fort, and has been aban- 
doned since the war. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is not that land now 
reserved for public buildings? 

Mr. POMEROY. 1 think not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘There is some land at 
Nashville reserved for that purpose, and I 
should like to have the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds see 
this bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. J will withdraw the report 
if there is any objection to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, ‘There is some land at 
Nashville, I know, that has been retained with 
a view to erect upon it a public building, and 
this bill onght not to be disposed of without 
our knowing whether this is the land or not. 

Mr. POMEROY. This is in another part 
of the city. L withdraw the report. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Honse of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPirerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2958) granting a pension 
to Joseph Geer; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2957) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Cochran ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2956) to authorize the 
building of the New Mexico and Gulf railway, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2959) to regulate the 
taking of testimony in certain cases. 


TERRITORIAL CORPORATIONS, 


Mr. NYE. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Territories, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 2633) amendatory of an act 
approved March 2, 1867, entitled “An act 
atnendatory of an act to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Montana, 
approved May 26, 1864,” to report it back 
without amendment, aud to ask for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. lt provides tbat the first sec- 
tion of an act approved March 2, 1867, en- 
titled ‘An act amendatory of an act to pro- 
vide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Montana, approved May 26, 1864, so far 
as relates to incorporations which have been 
or which may hereafter be created and organ- 
ized for the business of mining, manufacturing, 
or otber industrial pursuits, or the construc- 
struction or operation of railroads, wagon-roads 
jrrigating ditches, and tne colonization and im- 


provement of lands in connection therewith, or 
for colleges. seminaries, churches, libraries, or 
any benevolent, charitable, or scientific asso- 
ciation, and for all rightful subjects of legis- 
lation consistent with the Constitution of the 
United States, under the general incorporation 
laws of any ‘Territory of the United States, 
shall be construed.as having authorized, and 
ag authorizing the Legislative Assemblies of the 
Territories of the United States, by general 
incorporation acts, to permit persons to asso- 
ciate together as bodies corporate for the pur- 
poses named. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

COURTS IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 
No. 1982. 

Mr. KELLOGG, 
through ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has hardly 
commenced yet. This is by unanimous con- 
sent. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Waole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1982) to provide for 
holding a circuit court of the United States in 
and for the western district of Missouri. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. | think the bill had 
better wait until the morning business is over. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That objection apples 
to all bills. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do not know how the 
Senator can ask that any bill should be consid- 
ered while the morning business is proceeding. 

Mr, ANTHONY. L rise with) morning 
business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
to debate. 
the bill. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
ate bill No. 885. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 
business. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The morning 
business is in order and the Chair will first 
submit the business on his table. 


WOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2672) for the relief of 
Thomas Burke, of Virginia—to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2949) for the relief of 
William B. Muse—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2950) for the relief of 
Algernon S. Worth—to the select Committee 
on the Removal of Politieal Disabiiities. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2951) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Morse—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2952) for tbe relief of 
Burke & Kunkel—to the Committee on Claims. 


THE YELLOWSTONE REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to report the following 
resolution and ask for its present considera- 
tion : 


Resolved, That thirty-seven hundred and fifty ad- 
ditional copies of the report of the chief of engineers 
on the valiey of tue Yellowstone river be printed 
for the use of the Senate, and that the resolution 
passed April 22, 1872, ordering the printing of six 
thousand copies of the same be and is hereby 
rescinded. 


Mr. POMEROY. 


that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It reduces the number 
because it is necessary to bring the number 
within the limits that the Senate can order the 
printing of documents without the concur- 
rence of the House. of. Representatives. 


Is the morning business 


It is not subject 
If objection is made, that arrests 


I move to take up Sen- 


I shall object. 
l rise with morning 


I do not know about 


Mr. POMEROY. By one order we can 
print $500 worth, and this will necessitate the 
passing of two resolutions. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Itisperfectly competent 
for the Senator to offer a concurrent resolu-ion 
for a larger number; but this is as much as we 
can print alone. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I will let -this go 
through, and I give notice that we shall bave 
more copies than that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. A Senate resolution or- 
dered six thousand copies to be printed. That 
is more than we can order. This brings it 
within the number we can order alone. 

The resolution was adopted. 


STATISTICAL REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following concurrent 
resolution of the House of Representatives ; 
which was considered by un:nimous consent: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring) That there be 
printed iu German for the use of the Treasury De- 
partment ten thousand copies of the report of the 
chief of the Bureau of Statistics on immigration, 
and ten thousand copies of the same in French. 


The resolution was concurred in. 
SALES OF ARMS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing report favorably on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Harkan] to print ten 
thousand additional copies of the report of the 
select committee in relation to the sales of 
arms by the Government during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1871, with the views of the 
minority, without the testimony, and two 
thousand additional copies of the testimony, 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROCKEDINGS UNDER KU KLUX ACT, 


Mr. ANTHONY. Now I would ask if the 
Senator from Missouri objects to the resolu- 
tion for printing the message of the President 
in answer to the inquiry of the House relative 
to the proceedings under the Ku Klux law? 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 object. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then it must lie over 
for the present. 

BILL RECOMMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (H. R. No. 2935) to establish 
certain post roads, be recomuitted to the Cuinmittee 
oo Post Offices and Post Roads. ‘ 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 1186) directing the Secretary of 
War to deliver to Fisk Mills, sculptor, con- 
demned ordnance to be used in the casting of 
the equestrian statue of the late General Raw- 
lins, and making an appropriation for the 
erection of the same upon the public grounds; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, aud ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. F. S. BUCHANAN. 


Mr. OSBORN. I ask unanimous consent 
to take up the bill (S. No, 1106) for the relief 
of Mrs. F. Selina Buchanan. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois is in his seat and makes objec- 
tion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, The Senator from 
Louisiana makes the objection. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1106) for 
the relief of Mrs. F. Selina Buchanan. It 
provides for the payment of $5,277 46, to Mrs. 
F. Selina Buchanan, widow of the late McKean 
Buchanan, pay master in the Navy, in fuil sat- 
isfaction of any claim of the estate of her hus- 
band arising out of damages sustained in con- 
sequence of an arbitrary order of the late Com- 
modore Claxton reducing the emoluments 
accruing to him during the cruise of the frigate 
Constitution in 1889, 1840, and 1841, of which 
he was purser, below the amount to which he 
was enutied by law and the usage and custom 
of the service, ; 
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: Mr. TRUMBULL. Iwill arrest action on 
the bill long enough to state that a few min- 
utes ago'a bill in which E had no interest at 
all, to establish a circuit court at Jefferson 
* City, Missouri, was objected to by the Senator 
from Louisiana, and the Senator from Louis- 
ana took occasion to say that he objected 
until the morning business was disposed of. 
I merely want to call his attention to.the fact 
that bills are passing to show the course he 
is pursuing. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Now I object. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Now I ask both Sen- 
ators in behalf of an aged woman that has a 

erfectly just claim for money due her hus- 

and, a paymaster in the Navy, who isold and 
feeble and has been hanging around these 
lobbies session after session, to do her justice. 
I hope they will remit the objection in her 
favor. . 

Mr. KELLOGG. I was not aware that any 
bill was passing; and if any bill is passed Í 
must withdraw my objection. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana to withdraw his objec- 
tion to the bill to establish a circuit court at 
Jefferson City being read through, and | ask 
that it be put upon its passage. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I shall withdraw it if any 
bills are to pass, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. A dozen have been 
passed, and one is passing now. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Not since my objection. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. One is passing now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The power to 
object is an absolute power, and not a con- 
ditional one. If the Senator from Louisiana 
objects to this bill, that is final. : 

Mr. KELLOGG. Liusist on the objection 
to the b'li of the Senator from illinois. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from lilinois object to the consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No. sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN FORK RAILWAY. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask unanimous con- 
sent. to take up the bill (S. No. 1081) granting 
tothe American Fork Railway Company the 
right of way through the pubiic lands for the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph. Í 
desire to say that this is a bill reported by the 
Pacific Railroad Committee sometime ago, and 
it simply gives the right of way through the 
public lands up a cafionin Utah, seventeen 
miles, to the smelting: works owned by Mr. 
Aspinwall, of New York. It is carefully 
guarded and there can be no objection to the 
bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Commiitee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It grants the right of way 
through the public lands to the American Fork 
Railway Company, a corporation created un- 
der the laws of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Yerritory of Utah, its successors and assigns, 
for the coustructiou of a railroad and telegraph 
fiom a point on the line of the Utah Southern 
railroad, in the Territory of Utah, at or near the 
townof American Fork; thence to the mouth 
of American Fork efion, in that Territory, and 
up that cañon to a point ator near the Sultana 
smelting works, and the right, power, and 
authority are given to the corporation to take, 
from the public lands adjacent to the line of 

` the road, material of earth, stone, timber, 
&c., for the construction thereof. The right 
of way is granted to the extent of one hundred 
feet in width on each side of the railroad, 
where it may pass through the public domain, 
ineluding grounds for station-buildings, work- 
shops, depots, machine-shops, switches, side- 
tracks, turn-tables, and water-stations, to an 
amount not exceeding ten acres, not mineral 
lands, for each station, which stations shall 
pot occur oftener than once in four miles. 


‘The Committee on the Pacific Railroad re- 
ported the bill with an amendment, in section 
one, line twenty-two, to strike out ‘ four” and 
insert ‘‘ five” before the word ‘f miles;’’. so 
as to read: 


Said way is granted to said railroad to the extent 
of one hundred feet in width on each side of said 
tailroad, where it may pass through the public 
domain, including grounds for station-baildings, 
workshops, depots, machine-shops, switches, side- 
tracks, turn-tables,and water-stations, to an amount 
not exceeding ten acres, not mineral lands, for each 
station, which stations shall not occur oftener than 
once in five miles. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. lask if the bill contains 
a clause allowing other companies to build an 
extension. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It isin the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the last section: 


Provided, That such corporation shall be subject to 
the acts of Congress now in force or which may here- 
after be passed, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended and the amendments concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I withdraw my objection 
to some judicial bill which the Senator from 
Ulinois desired to have passed. - 


TOWING AND FREIGUT BOATS. 


Mr. VICKERS. I report back from the 
Committee on Commerce the bill (S. No. 1184) 
relating to the limitation of steam pressureon 
towing and freight boats on the Mississippi 
river and its tributaries, and recommend its 


passage. (as 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask that the bill just re- 
ported by the Senator from Maryland, from the 
Committee on Commerce, be now considered. 
It is one relating to steamboats on the Ohio 
and Mississippi rivers, and is so modified as to 
meet the objection which was made when the 
question was up on Saturday. I ask that it 
be put on its passage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. No. 1184) 
relating to the limitation of steam pressure on 
towing and freight boats on the Mississippi 
river and its tributaries, as follows: : 
A bill (S. No. 1184) relating to the limitation of 

steam pressure on towing and freight boats on the 

Mississippi river and its tributaties. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That, the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to provide fur the better security of life on 
vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam,” 
&e., approved February 28, 1871, so far as they relate 
to the limitation of steam pressure of steamboats 
used exclusively for towing and carrying freignt on 
the Mississippi river and its tributaries, are hereby 
so far modified as to substitute for such boats one 
hundred and fifty pounds of steam pressure in place 
of one hundred and ten pounds, as provided in said 
act for the standard pressure upon standard boilers 
of forty-two inches diameter, an,l of plates of one 
quarter of an inch in thickness; and such boats 
may, on the written permit of tbe supervising in- 
spector of the district in which such boats shall 
carry on their business for a term of twelve months 
from and after the passage of this act, be permitted 
to carry steam above tho standard pressure of one 
hundred and ten pounds, but not exceeding the 
standard pressure of one hundred and fifty pounds 
to the square inch. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make no objection to 
that if they want it, but not because it is 
right. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. SPENCER. I wish to state to the 
Senate that my colleague [ Mr. GoLpTuwaitE] 
is to sail for Europe on Weduesday owing to 
ill health, and I ask leave of absence for him 
during the remainder of the session. 

Leave was granted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCOTT. Iask unanimous consent to 
take up House bill No. 2850, which has been 
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reported by the Committee on Public. Builds 
ings and Grounds, and I will-state that es the 
Senator from Mlinois had- a bill previously up 
to which objection was withdrawn, I will give 


-way to bim. i 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senate must see 
that the course pursued by.certain Senators 
prevents the transaction of business ‘by & ‘mi- 
nority in the Senate. I- have no interest in 
asingle bill from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary; they are public bills; there is‘not one 
that affects my State which is pending except 
one in committee, I believe ; none in the Sèn: 
ate. J have no interest in any of them ; but 
having got the floor once or twice to call them 
up they are objected to by a single individual 
and that carries them over. In a moment we 
shall be through with the morning business, 
and then it will be out of the power of any 
Senator to prevent any business being done 
from the Judiciary Committee. : 

Mr. SCOTT. l-was proposing to give way 
for the Senator’s bill. > 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is only one Sena- 
tor. The Senator from Pennsylvania did. not 
object before. I shall not object to his biil; 
but let us get through with the morning busi- 
ness and then one Senator will not have it-in 
his power to object. I think we had -better 
ruo through with the morning business. ` 

Mr. KELLOGG. I wish to present a 
memorial. ; : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object to the recep: 
tion of that memorial. The time for memorials 
has passed. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
TONY in the chair.) The point of order is 
well taken. Reports from committees are in 
order. 

EDWIN M. STANTON. : 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to give notice 
that Í shall, at an early day, attempt to vindi- 
cate the memory of a dead personal friend 
from the foul aspersions cast upon h'm on this 
floor. I. M. Stanton was, while living, my 
personal friend, and I honor his memory, and 
I shall attempt a vindication of it. 


REPEAL OF A RULE. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I now 
ask that tbe Secretary finish the reading of the 
bill which L called up a few moments ago. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Are resolutionsin order ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Then Í object. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Lunderstood there were 
no resolutions. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I offer the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the rule regarding appropriation 
bills, adopted April 29, 1872, and amended May 10, 
1872, be, and the same is heréby, rescinded 

-I ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. COLE. I object. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That resolution cannot 
be considered now. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I havea bill, if I can lay 
my hands upon it, which I desire to report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall object. to the 
report. Jt is not inorder now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would not 
be strictly in order as that order has passed by, 
Resolutions are in order. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Hasthe morning business 
closed? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I trust the Senator will 
not try to hold the floor all the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘he morn- 
ing Lusiness has closed, and the Senator from 
Illinois has the floor. i 


CIRCUIT COURT. IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I now ask that the bill 
which was nearly read through, to which the 
Senator trom Louisiana objected, be taken up 
and continued. : = 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1982) to provide 
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for holding a citeuit court of the United States 
inang for the western district of Missouri. 
“The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, N 


CHALLENGES IN CRIMINAL CASES. 


` Mr. TRUMBULL. T now move that the 
penele proceed to the: consideration of House 
ill No. 681, 7 
„ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 631) to. amend 
an act entitled ‘An act regulating proceed- 
ings in criminal cases, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 8, 1865. It proposes to 
amend section two of the act entitled ‘ An act 
regulating proceedings in criminal cases, and 
for other purposes,” so as to read as follows: 
Sue, 2. That when,the offense charged be treason 
or a capitat offense, the defeudant shall be entitled 
to twenty and the United States to five peremptory 
ehallenges.. On the trialof any othet felony, the 
defendantsball be entitled to ten and the United 


States to three peremptory challenges; and in al 
other eases, civil and criminal, each party shall be 


entitled to threo peremptory ‘challenges s and in all | 


cases where there aro several, defondunts or several 
plaintiffs, the parties on each side shall be deemed a 


single putty for the purposes of all challenges under | 


this seetion, All challvoges, whether to the array 
or panoh or to individual jurors, for cause or favor; 


shall bo tried by thecourt without the aid of triers. | 


, The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed: 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mississippi judicial bill, giving two judges to 
the State of Mississippi, which was reported à 
Jong time ago from the Committee on the Judi- 
chuy and is now on the Calendar, i do not 
wish to interfere with the Senator from Ii- 
nois, 

Mr. TRUMBULL, 


b bul while. the Senator is finding twat one. 


of House bill No. 188. 

Yhe PRESIDING OPEICER, 
will remind Senators that if they will inforna 
themselves of the numbers. of bills before 
calling them up, ik will save time. 

Mr KOMUN DS. Lihought wy chance was 
BO siili, about equivalent 10 being struck by 
lightning, that d did notlook fup. { Laughter. j 
Me SCOUT. 1 believe I yielded to the 
Senator from Hhinots, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pshall stiek to my mo- 
tion, for fam sure { shall never get the floor 
again, My motion is to take ap Benate bili 
No. 913. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, ptodeeded to 
consider the bill (3. No, 918) to provide for 
the appointment ot a district judge in each of 
the judreial districts of Mississippi. i 

Mr, EDMUNDS. The conmitiee propose 
‘a substitute for the whole biH, and 1 presume 
it is only necessary to read the substitute. 

Tbe PRESIDING OREICER. The read- 
ing of the original bill will be dispensed with, 
if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read theamend ment of thé 
Committee on the Judiciary, which was to 
strike ont all of the bill after the enacting 
clause, and to insert iù liet thereof the fol 
lowing: 

That the northern judicial distriet_of Mississippi 
shall embrace and consist of the towing neraed 
couuties in paid State, that isto say: Laaderdate, 
Montgomery, Leflore, Coahoma bali, Aleorn, 
diawainba, Lowhdes, Oktibbeha, Noshoba, Catrall, 
Bun Fiewer, Tunica, Benton, Tishemingo, Union, 
Noxubee, Caoctaw, Attala, Grenada, Bolivar, Be 
Soto. Tippab, Lee, Monroe, Winston, Yalabusba, 
Talia batchee. Pontotoc, Calhoun, Kemper, Panola, 
Chickasaw, Colfax, aud La Fuyeite. A i 
Si That dre southern judicial district of Mis- 
sissippi shell embrace and eoasist of all Ureeounties 
in said State not embraced in the said northern 
disutvet. A 

„Sec. 3. That the present district Sedge ef the 
United States, now exerciging power ia the two dis- 
triets of Mississippi, shali hereafter be the judge of 

e southern district herein described, and all the 
powers and functions hitherto exercised by him 


T move to take up the | 


shall, in; respect. to. the ‘northern district herein 
Serer cease abd determine on the passago of 
this aet. 

sec. 4. That the President shall, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, appoint a proper 
porson learned in the law to be the district judge 
of the United States for suid northern district, who 
shall have and exercise all tha powers nd functions 
appertaining to district judges of the United States, 
and who sball réceive 4 salary of $3,500 per annum, 
payable quarterly. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I move to amend the bill 
by adding as additional sections the following: 


Sec. — That the State of Iowa is hereby divided 
into two districts, in the following manner, to wit: 
the sounties of Worth, Cerro Gordo, Franklin, 
Hardin, Marshall, Jasper,: Marion, Tucas, and 
Wayne, with all that part of tbe State lying west 
of the same, shall compose one district, to be called 
the western district of Iowa, and the courts therein 
shall be held for said district at the times and places 
now or hereafter to be provided by Jaw. All the re- 
maining part of said State shall compose another 
digtriet, tv be caled the eastern district of Lowa, 
und the courta for the same shail be held at the 
times and places now or hereafter to be provided by 
law. And the said courts are hereby authorized to 
hold adjourned terms when the business before the 
court shali, in the opinion ef the court, require it. 

SKC, —. Thar all sui and other proceedings, of 
whatever name or nature, uow pending in the sev- 
eral district courts of the United States for the pres- 
ent district of Lewashail be tried and disposed of 
in the several courts where brought and pending, in 
the same manner as they would bave been had said 
State not been divided inte two districts, and for 
that purpose jurisdietion is vested in said district 
courts in the two districts, and all processes and 
other proceedings taken, issued, vr made returnable 
to tho uistrigt courts of the United states for said 


j district shill bebetarpable to the next terin of said 


coutts in and for shid several districts, 

Seo. —. That apontie applicativa of any party to 
any suit now pending in Lhe district cuurts for the 
State of Towa which in gittat of this division should 
have guén commenced iu the gastora district, but 
which by the division are lett in the courts ia tha 


J western district, the digtvict court may, and if al 


parties cousent shali order that the sate be re- 
moved for burther proceedings ce the district court 
fur said vastora disuici, Aud uae same rule shall 


| apply to gases now pending which, under tho pro- 


I can ran through with | 
LE: 


ak the Senate to proceed to the cousideration |} 


visions of this act, shoutd have been commenved in 
the werte district, Aud it shall be the duty of the 
ol rk of said district courts Tespectively to temsmit 
N 


removed, add all furtner proceedings shalt be And 
in suid Latter court asif the suit had been originally 


commenced therein, 
Ssd. —, That he presont jadge of the diatrict of 


owi be, nud he is hereby, assigued to hold the § 
courts withio wud for the said eastern district otlTowa, 4 
isu the samo jurisdiction and pertorn | 
the same duties within suid district as he now exer- } 


mod suali ex 


and performs within his pressat district. 


e enléred in the district court ot the United 


therein, except Lhose removed as hereinbefore pro- 


Yitled, shalt be issued from the courts where ren- f 


ered or ponding, nud made returnable accordingly 


Sec. — That Lhe office of distict judge vf said 1 
western district of Lowa ts hereby cheated, aud a fit | 
person shali be appointed gach district judge, wio | 


shall e) se the stus Jurisdiction and perform the 
Sarpedutivs in said wescern district as the district 
judge vt the present district of Lowa now exercises 
tud pertorins within his présent distri 
district Jadges of suid districts snuit cac receiv an 
annust sal vy of 34,009. 

Sue. That the present district attorney For the 
District of Lowa stall be the district attorney for tire 
western dixcrict, and the present marshal and clerk 
forthe district of Llowashaill be the matshal and 
clerk fot the eastern district of Towa, 


rci. Coat a marsha shall be appointed for tho |] 


Western district, as also a distret attormey for the 
eastern distriet and a clerk for the western district 
shai be uppointed by the judge thereof, 

| Seo. Chat the circuit court of the United States 
in and for toe present district of lowashall be begua 
aud betdatthe place now fixed and at the times 
now or bereaiter provided by iaw. It shall in all 
things retua jarisdiction of all matters now pend- 
jug therein, and bave and exercise the same original 
Jurisdiction in said State as is vested in the several 
circuit coarts of the United States, as organized 
under existing laws, and shall also have and exer- 
vise the same appellate jurisdiction over the district 
eourts of the United States for said eastern and 
western districts of Towa as by existing Liws is 
vested in the several cireuit courts of the United 
Suwates over the district courts of the United Srates 
iu their respective circuits. Said circuit court shall 
be called the circuit court in aad for the districts of 
Iowa, and shail bó composed of the justice of the 
Supreme Court assigned to said_cireuit, the circuit 
Judge for the circuit of which Towa forms a part, 
and the two judges of the eastern and western dis- 
tricts.of Towa, but may be held by any twe or more 
of said Judges, in the absence of the temainder. 

Said justice of the Stpreme Gourt; or, ia his ab- 


tho papers iu any cause Lbus removed, with a fi 
| transcript of the order of removat, and all other 
| orders, to the clerk of the court te whieh the swit is 


The Chair |} 


—, That final process upon muy judgment or | 


t; and the | 


sence, the circuit judge, and in the absence of both 
the oldest in commission of said two district judges, 
shall be the presiding judge of seid circuit court; 
and incase of any division of opinion among the 
judges of said circuit court, tho opinion of the pre= 
siding judge shall prevail, and be the. judgment of 
the said circuit court; but on any appeal to said 
circuit court from one of the said disirict courts, 
the judge of the district cour: trom which such ap- 
peal was taken shall not sit in said circuit cuart on 
the trial or decision of the cise so carried by appeal 
to said circuit court. The clerk of the circuit court 
for the present districtof Iowa shall be and rémain 
the clerk of the circuit court as modified. by. this 
act. Tbe district attorney and marshal for, the 
western district of Iowa shall act, as such district 
attorney and marshal ia said cireuit evurt; but the 
process of said circuit court may be directed to the 
marshal of either of said eastern or western dis- 
tricts of Lowa. and shall be executed only by the 
marshal to whom. it is directed, ox by his duly 
appointed deputy in his district. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I appeal to my friend 
from lowa to withdraw that amendment, 
That is a Senate bill, which has beea reported 
against by the Committee on the Judiciary on 
the ground that the time had not come to do 
that thing. its details have not been exame 
ined, and of course it must give rise to con- 
troversy, as the committee thought it ought not 
to be passed vow. It is on the Catendar. 
Here is a bill which the committee have re- 
ported, which the State of Mississippi needs, 
which both the Seuators from that State agree 
ought to be passed in substance, although they 
differ as to the way in which the State should 
be divided into districts by counties, aud [ 
appeal tu the Senator from lowa tbat it is not 
perhaps quite fair toward the Mississippi case 
to burden it wiih this coutroverted question. 
L hope be will witidraw it wud let tnis lie 
bill pass. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I can see no reason why 
this should be any more a controverted ques- 
tion than the bilt to which it is offered as an 
amendment, Tbat whieh [ have offered as an 
amendment to the. bill now peawng was pre- 
sented by me some months since, and referred 
to the Commitiee on the Judiciary. I desire 
the ullention of the Senate to the reason why 
d press this amendment now, J do it for no 
purpose on earth and with no thought. of 
defeating the bill called up by the Senator 
from Vermont. { have no wish whatever to 
antagonize that bili. The amendment thit E 
bave ottered, however, J believe just, proper, 
amd necessary, 4 believe there is a necessity 
fora divisiou of my own State into two judi- 


tè int i | cial distrie:s, aud 4 wiil state very briefly the 
ites for the district oF Lowa, or all further pro- f , y J 

ceedings and progess tor the entoreement of any ji 
order of said toare in any cause now pending | 


reason, 

We have a population there of from one 
million three hundred thousand to one millioa 
dour hundred thousand, lhe United States 
courts there are held now in four places. The 
judge of vhe district courtis compelled to hoid 
fis terme from seven to nine mouths in each 
year. By the action of Congress, the State of 
Wiscousin has already been divided: into two 
judicial districts. It has less populatd.n, and 
as d think less busiuess than the State of lowa. 
dast week we divided the State of North Car- 
olina into two judicial districts. A measure 
is pending here reported from the committee, 
as { understand, to divide the State of Iuinois 
into three judicial disiricts., 

Now, if with the business that we have in 
Towa, and with our population other States 
are divided with not so much business nor so 
large a population, L ask what reason there 
is ihat that State shail wot be divided, and 
thus be the be terenabledio have the business 
in the State transacted ? 

Teanuot by any meansin the world seek to 
interfere with the passaze of the bill so anx 
iously desired by the Senators from Missis- 
sippt. I kuow of vo reason, however, why that 
Siate should be divided that does not apply to 
my own State. On the contrary, l see very 
many good reasons why we should have a 
division in Iowa that donot apply to the other 
States. {am sure they have sot ine population j 
Tam sure they have noi the business. If there 
be reasons of a peculiar character applicable to 
Mississippi, let those reasons apply to ‘pass 
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that bill, and let the reasons that apply to my 
own State, thongh they be not peculiar, bat 
arise out of the nature of the business and 
the amount of the business and the amount 
of the population, apply to my: amendment 
as well. 

Mr. President, as a rule, I am opposed to 
offering such amendments to such bills; but I 
have seen from my experience here | that 
there is no other way to get what is frequently 
necessary, namely, just and necessary legisla- 
tion; and I therefore shall insist on my amend- 
ment, believing it to be right, and Í ask Sen- 
ators to sustain the amendment and give me 
this court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morn- 
ing hour has expired, and it becomes the duty 
ot the Chair to call up the unfinished business 
of Saturday, being the bill making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move to indefinitely 
postpone the pending bill, and yield the floor 
to the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Car- 
PENTER. ] 

Mr, COLE. I would rather it should be 

assed over informally. 

Mr. POMEROY. If it be passed over 
informally, it may be called up at any time; 
and [ move to indefinitely postpone it. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senator will not 
insist on that motion. f 

Mr. ALCORN. The motion to indefinitely 
postpone js debatable, T believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tt is, and 
the Senator from Kansas has the floor upon 


lt. 

Mr. POMEROY. I said I would move to 
post pone indetinitely the pending bill and yield 
the floor to the Senator from Wisconsin. 


Mr. CARPIEN PER. Mr. President—— 
TLE BANKPUPT LAW. 


Mr. LEWIS. Will the Senator yield fo me 
a moment to have a bill considered? 

Mr. CARPENTER. T give way. 

Mr. LEWIS. This isa very important bill. 
Tt is Senate bill No. 809, to extend the pro- 
visions of the bankrupt law, It bas been 
reporced from the Judiciary Committee. 

‘The PRESIDING OFICER. Is there 
ebjection to considering the bill named by the 
Senator from Virgmia ?+ The Chair hears no 
objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider tbe biil (S. No. 399) to amend an act 
entitled © An aet to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of baukruptey throughout the United 
States. Jt proposes to amend the first proviso 
in section fourieen.of an act approved March 
2, 1867, entitled ** An act to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States,” by striking out © 1864" and 
foserting in lieu thereof '* 1872.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. {í have no objection to 
the consideration of the bill, but 1 wish to state 
that I think it ought not to pass. The 
etfvet of the bill is to adopt the exemption laws 
of the various States in force in 1871. I will 
state the fact that in some of the States of the 
Union $5,000 worth of property is exempted, 
and in others not $500.. Lf that is a uni: 
form system of bankruptcy, Í do not under- 
stand the meaning of the word ‘‘anifurm p? 
and there are States like Wisconsin where 
a homestead is exempted from execution 
although it may be worth $50,000, What 
sortuf a baukrups law is that which allows a 
mun to put $50,000 into a homestead? — 

Mr. CARPENTER. I will say to my friend 
from Hifivois that that is precisely the bank- 
rupt law you have enacted. D 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Is the law of Wisconsin 
adopted 7 l 

Mr. CARPENTER. The law of every 
State is adopted, and this only changes the 


date. j 
“Me. TRUMBULL. I think itis bad enough li 


if it is the law already in reference to Wiscon- 
sin. I would not make it worse. i 

Mr. CARPENTER.. That. is, you would 
not take it uniform throughout all States 
and give all the States the. benefit of the 
provision? 

Mr. fRUMBULL. I would not make it 
any more diverse than it is by adopting a new 
set of diversities, ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


_A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. MePuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the Hoase of Representatives had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
of the House (H. R. No. 2683) to grant addi- 
tional compensation to the marshal of the 
district of South Carolina for the period of 
four mouths and ter days. ` 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the. 
Speaker of the Louse had signed the lollow- 
ing enrolled bills; atd they were thereupon 
sigued by the Vice President: 

A bul (kL. R. No. 1) to revise, consolidate, 
and amend ihe statutes relating to the Post 
Office Department ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1541) waking appropria- 
tions for the support-of the Army for the year 
ending June 39, 1873, and for other purposes. 

CIVIL APPROBKIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the cousideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2705) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of tue Government for the fiscal 
year cuding Juve 30, 1878, aud for other pur- 
poses, the pending question being. on the 
motion of Mr. Pomeroy, to postpoue the bill 
indefinitely. . i 

Mr. CARPENTER addressed the Senate in 
reply to the speeches of Me Sunyer and Me. 
Scuunz ou Friday laste [Mr. CARPENTER S 
speteh will be published in the Appensix. | 

Mr. LOGAN next addressed the Senate. 
(His speech will also be published in the 
Appendix. ] £ 

During the course of Mr. Locax’s speech he 
was interrupted by ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will it be entirely con- 
venient to my-friend from Hlinois to postpone 
his remarks until i can make a report from a 
committee of couference? l ask it because 
the House of Representa. ives is waiting tor the 
report. It bas to be acted upon here firat. 

Mr. LOGAN. AH righs. 

Mr. SLEWART. Has a recess 
dered? 

Mr. COLE. No; not yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) The report of the coumuit- 
tee of conference will be read. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is that the report on the 
tariff bili? 1fso, 1 do not think L ought to be 
asked to yield to @ long report like that, 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The only reason I ask 
it ig because the House of Representatives is 
waiting for it; but if the Senator wishes to go 
onl will not ask ite . 

Mr. CONKLING. Has the Senator from 
Ohio any objection to making the report and 
allowing it to be printed, so that we can take 
it up to-morrow morning? 

Mr. SHBRMAN. ‘Phat will take too long. 

Mr. LOGAN. Lhave no objection to yield: | 
ing to any ordinary matter, but { cannot yield 
to the reading of a long report Eke that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. £ wiil withhold the report | 
until the Senator is through. 

Mr. CONKLING. 1 wish to say that, 
whether withbeid or made now, Í shall not 
consent to act ou the conference report on te 
tariff bill without an opportunity to look at it. 
‘Therefore I think it had better be made and 


been or- 


printed. , i 
*: Mir, COLE. Will the Senator yield to allow u 


me fo makea formal motion that at fiveo’ clock 
we take recess until half past seven o'clock ? 

Mr. LOGAN. -I shall not-yield to motions. . 
It is not generous toward me to ask me ‘to. do 
it. I shall finish my remarks in a few minutes: 
if Senators will allow me to go on.. If they. 
do not desire to hear me they need not remain. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Senator 
cannot be interrupted without his consent. He, 
will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. LOGAN resumed and 
remarks, 

Mr. POMEROY. , E withdraw the motion 
to postpone the bitt indefinitely. 

Mr. HOWE. ł rise to move that the Senate 
take a recess. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPusrsoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills : 

A bill (S. No. 572) for the relief of S. D. 
Houston, late receiver of public moneys at 
Junction City, in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (S. No. 10386) granting the right of 
way through the pubtic lands to’ the Jackson- 
ville and St. Augustine Railroad Company ; ` 

A biil (S. No. 1045) to quiet the- title to 
certain lands in Dakota Territory ; and 

A bill (S. No. 1107) for the relief of. Wil- 
son Bowlby, collector of internal revenue for 
Oregon, A 

The message also announced that the Honse 
had passed tne bill (S. No. 686) for the relief. 
of kKibridge Gerry, with an amendment: in 
which. it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. i . 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills, in which 
it requested the conerrrence of the Senate: - 

A bill (H. R. No. 862) to create à port of 
delivery at La Crosse, ta Wisconsin, and to 
provide fora surveyor of custom thereat; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2965) removing disabili- 
ties of certain persons therein named, f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced thatthe Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bil (H. R. No. 2683) to grant additional 
compensation to the marshal of the district of 
South Carolina; and : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2848) anthorizing the First 
National Bank of Annapolis to change its toca- 
tion and name. 


concluded his 


RECESS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


state that by unanimous consent an evening 
session was ordered for to-day, commencing 
at half past seven o'clock, for the considera- 
tion of reports from the Committee on Claims; 
but it was not ordered at what time the after- 
noon session should cease. 

Mr. HOWE. I move that the Senate take 
a recess until half past seven o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o'clock and seven minutes p. in.) the Senate 
took a recess until half past seven. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o'clock p. m. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The recess hav- 
ing expired, the Senate resumes its session, 
and by ùnanimous consent this evening was 
assigned for the consideration of bills from 
the Committee on Cizims. The Chair, there- 
fore, will recognize the Senator from Wiscoti- 
sin, the chairman of that committee, 

RECONSIDERATION OF A BILL. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I desire to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the Vit (IE R. 
No. 2633) amendatory of an act approved 
March 2; 1869, entitled “ An act amendatory 
of an act to provide a temporary goverument 
for Montana,” approved. May 2, 1864, was 
passed to-day. Te ee ; 
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‘The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion 
will be entered. 


PETITION 


Mr. POMEROY presented the memorial of 
Messrs. Ross, Adair, and Vann, delegates of 
the Cherokee nation of Indians, in favor of 
the’ establishment of a separate court for the 
Indian territory ; which was referred to the 


Jommittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to’ 


be printed, 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JOHNSTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1187) to remove the disabilities of Daniel 
Trigg and others; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 


SENATOR FROM KANSAS, 


Mr. LOGAN. I askthe Senator from Wis- 
consin to allow me to submit a report with a 
view to have it printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On what sub- 

ject? 
i Mr. LOGAN. The Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, who were directed by a resolu- 
tion of the Senate to investigate the eleciion 
of the Senators from Kansas, have directed 
me to submit a report in relation to one of the 
Senators, [Mr. Pomeroy, ] which I ask be laid 
on the table and be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY. Istherea resolution with 
the report? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas, who is interested on this subject, 
desires to kuow whether the report is accom- 
panied by a resolution? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; the committee 
merely ask to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The report will 
be lnid upon the table and printed. 

The report was, on motion of Mr. POME- 
ROY, ordered to be printed in the Globe. [See 
Appendix. } 

TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. With the consent of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, Í ask to present the 
conference report on the tariff biil tu will 
take bur a few moments to dispose of it. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator is not quite 
correct in saying he has my consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tsay with your consent. 
J trust the Senator will allow it, because l 
want to get the report through as soon xg pos- 
sible. Itis a heavy bill, and will require a 
grent. deal of labor to euroll it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio appeals to the Senator from Wis- 
consin to allow him to make a conference 
report, subject to objection if it gives rise to 
debate. ny 

Mr. JOWE. Very well; [ will do that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present the report from 
the conference committee on the tax and tariff 
bill, aud ask that it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses onthe bith (H. R. No. 2322) 
to reduce dutics on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and forother purposes, baying wet, after full 
and free conference have ugreed to recommeud, and 
do recommend to their respective Houses, as fol- 
OWS: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
noawbered 37, 88. 46, 50, 64, 68, 120, 184, and 135. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate numbered 2. 3, 5, 
6. 7. 8, 13, 14, 15, 17, 19. 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26. 30, 31, 
86. 39. 40, 4t, 42. 43, 44. 45, 48, 49,51, 52, 53. 56, 59, 60, 
65. 66. G7. 64, 70, 72. 73, 74, 75. 76. 77, 78. 79. 80. 81, 82. 
83. S4. 85, 8), 87. 58. 89, 90 91. 92, 93, 94, 95. 96, 97. 93, 
190. JOT, 192. 103. 105, 106, 107, 108. H2, 113. 114, 115, 
T6. 117. 118,119, WL, 192, 193, 124, 125, 1.6, 127, 128, 
J29. 130, 131, 152, 133, 136. 137, 138, 147. 
bar the House recede trom their disagreement 
to the first amendment of the Senate so far as it is 
proposed to strike out the word “January,” and 
agree to the same with an amendment inserting in 
heu of tbe word prosesed to be inserted the word 
“August;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
tothe fourth amendment of the Senate, nnd agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: strike 
out the word “ten,” in said Senate amendment, and 


insert in lieu thereof the word “‘fifteen;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. . 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the tenth amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
the same with amendments as follows: strike out all 
from line eleven to line twenty inclusive, on page 3 
of said Senate amendment; and strike out of said 
Senate amendment (line twenty-five) the word 
“and,” and insert in lieu thereof the words "five 
cents per pound, and on;” aud the Senate agree to 
the same. ee 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the cleventh amendment of the Senate, so far as it 
is proposed to strike out words, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: strike out the 
words proposed to be inserted, and insert in lieu 
thereof the words "lst day of August, 1872; ” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the twelfth amendment. of the Senate, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: on page 2, 
line twelve of the bill, before the word “ animals,” 
insert the word *'like;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. ‘ 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixteenth amendwentof the Senate, anc agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: after the 
word “excepting,” in line twenty, page 2, of the 
bill, insert the words “percussion caps;” and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

hnt the House recede from their disagreement to 
the eighteenth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: strike 
out the word “including,” in said Senate amend- 
ment, and insert in lieu thereof the words “ except- 
ing unsized printing paper;” and the Senate agree 
to the sume. 

That the House recede from theirdisagreement to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate,aud agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: strike 
out the word ‘kaolin ” from said Senate amend- 
ment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the twenty-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
atter the word “except” in said Senate amendment 
insert the word “wool;” and the Senate agree to the 


samo, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the twenty-eighth mnondment of the Senate so far 
as it, proposes w strike out the words “day and year 
when this act shall take effect,” and insert in lieu 
of the words proposed to be inserted the words 
“Ist day of August, 1872;” and tho Senate agree to 
the samo, 

That the House recede from theirdisagreement to 
the twenty-ninth amendment of the Senate so far 
asit is proposed to strike out words, and agree to 
the sume with an amendment us follows: insert in 
lieu of the paragraph stricken out, the words “on 
ali burlaps, aud like manufctures of flax, jute, 
ar hemp, or of which flax, jate, or hemp shati bo 
the component material of chief value, excepting 
such as muy be suitable for bagging for cotton, 
thirty per cent. ad valorem; on all ovil-cloth 
foundations or floor-cloth cauvas, made of flax, 
jute, or homp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp shail 
be the component material of chiet value, forty 
per cent. ad valorem on all bugs, cotton bags, and 
bagging. and all other like manuinetures, not 
herein otherwise provided for, except cotton bagging 
for colton, composed wholly or in part of flax, hemp, 
jute, gunny-cloth, gunny-bags, or other material, 
forty percent. ad valorem p’ and the Senate agree to 
the same, 

That tho House recede from their disagreement 
to the thirty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
insert in lieu of the matter proposed to be strieken 
out the followings 

On acids, namely, acetic, acetous, and pyrolig- 
neous of specifies gravity of 1.047, or less, five cents 
per pound ; acetic, acetous, and pyroligneons of 
specife gravity over 1.047, thirty cents per pound; 
eurbolic, liquid, ten percent. ad valorem; galic, one 
dollar per pound; sulphuric, fuming, (Nordhau- 
sen,) one cent per pound; tannic, one dollar per 
pound; tartaric, fifteen cents per pound. 

On acetates of ammonia, twenty-five cents per 
pound; baryta, twenty-five cents per pound; cop- 
per, ten cents per pound; iron, twenty-five cents per 
pound; lead, brown, five cents per pound; white, 
ten cents per pound; potassa, twenty-five cents per 
pound; soda, twenty-five cents per pound; strontia, 
twenty-five cents per pound; zine, twenty-five cents 
per pound, 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
insert in lheu of the words stricken out the words 
“on blue vitriol, four cents per pound;” and on page 
5, lines ten and eleven, strike ou. ‘he words.“ crude, 
fifteen cents per pound; refined, twenty ;” and insert 
in Heu thereof the words *‘ refined, five;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: strike 
out the word “ten” in said Senate amendment, 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “twenty ;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the forty-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendwent as follows: 
after the word “dates,” in said amendment, insert 
the word “ prunes;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 


| 


the fifty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: insertin 
lieu of the matter stricken vut the words "on moisie 
iron, made trom sand. ore by one process, fliteen 
dollars per ton;’’ and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from theirdisagreement to 
the fifty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to thesame with an amendment as follows: sirike 
out all of said amendment after the word “‘sun- 
shades,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“when covered with silk or alpaca, shall be sixty 
per cent. ad valorem, all other umbrellas shall be 
forty-five per cent. ad valorem; on saltpeter, crude, 
one cent per pound; refined, and partially refined, 
two cents per pourid;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the fifty-seventh amendment of the Senate,and agree 
to the same with amendments as follows: page 7, 
line eighteen of the bill, strike out the word “July,” 
and iasert in lieu thereof the word “‘August;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the fifty-eighth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to thesame with the following amendments: amend 
said Senate amendment as follows: page 10, line 
one, strike out the word “citric; page 10, line 
twenty-eight, strike out the word ‘‘arrow-root;” 
page 12, ine nine, strike out the words ` bromide 
and chloride of aluminium ;” page 12, line twelve, 
strike out the words “carbolic acid; page 12, line 
twenty-two, strike out the word * butter;” page 12, 
line twenty-three, after the word ‘coir’ insert 
‘and coir yarn ;” page 13, line twenty-five, strike 
out the words ‘‘ gold, oxide of;” page 18, strike out 
lines twenty-seven and twenty-eight, and insert in 
licu thereot the words ** grease for use as soap stock 
only, not otherwise provided for;” page 14, line four, 
strike out the words “and hog;” page l4, line six 
after the word * mattresses,” insert the words “aud 
not fit for bristles; page 14, line twelve, strike out 
the words "of cattle;”? page 14, line twenty-lour, 
strike out the words “and crude rosin of;’’ page 15, 
strike outall of line seventeen; page 15, line twenty- 
one, strike out the words “and crude rosin ot: 
page 17, line four, after ube word “‘sassatras” add 
the words ` bark and root;” page 17, strike out all 
of line seven; page 17, strike out line ten and line 
thirteen ;page 18, line eleven, after the word “ whale- 
bose” add the word "` unwanufactured;” and on 
page 18 strike out line fifteen; and the Senate agreo 
to the same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixty-first amendment of the Senate, and ag ee 
to tbe same with an amendment as follows: stike 
out the word “July,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “August.” 

That the Louse recede from their disagreement to 
the sixty-second amendment ofthe Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment ag follows: after 
the word “ fire-arms”’ insert the words “scales, bal- 
ances;” and the Senate agree to the sume. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixty-third amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to Lhe sume with the fullowing amendments: on page 
l4of the bill, line seventeen, after the word “manila” 


| insert the word “and,” and atter the word “steel,” 


in line seventeen, strike out the words “not ad- 
vanced beyond ;” and in line eightcen, same page, 
atter the word ` bars” insert “spikes, nails,” and 
in samo line, after the word “ bolts,” insert the word 
“and; and the Senate agree to the sume, 

That the House recede trom their disagreement to 
the ninety-ninth amendmentot the Senate, and ugree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: suike 
out the matter proposed to be inserted, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: that section forty- 
eight be amended by striking out all after the enact- 
ing clauseand inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

That on all wines, liquors, or compounds known 
or denominated as wine, and made in imitation of 
sparkling wine or champagne, but nut made from 
grapes grown in the United States, and on all liquors, 
not made trom grapes, currants, rhubarb, or berries 
grown in the United States, but produced by bemg 
rectified or mixed with distilled spirits, or by tne 
infusion of any matter in spirits to be sold as wine 
or usa substitute for. wine, there shall be levied 
and collected a tax of teu cents per bottle or pack- 
age containing not more than one pint, or of twenty 
cents per bottle or package containing more than 
one pint aud not more thau one quart, and at the 
same rate for any larger quantity of such merchan- 
dise, however tne same may be put up, or whatever 
may be the package; aud the Commissioner of Lu- 
ternal Revenue shail cause to be prepared suitable 
and special stamps denoting the tax herein imposed, 
to be affixed to each bottie or package coutainiug 
such werchandise, by the person wanufaccuring, 
compounding, or putting up the same, betore re- 
movaltrom theplave of manutacture, compounding, 
or putting up; said stamps to be affixed and Can- 
celed in such manuer as the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue may prescribe; aud the absenve of 
such stamp from any bottle or package containing 
such merchandise shall be prima facie evidence that 
the tax thereon has not been paid, and such mer- 
chaudise shall be forfeited to the United States. 
Any person counterfeiting, altering, or refusing 
said stamps shall be subject to the same penaliies as 
are imposed for the same offenses in relation to pro“ 
prietary stamps. 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the one hundred and thirty-uinth amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as foHows: strike out the words proposed to be 
inserted, and insert in heu thereof the following: 
“that on and after the ist day of October, 1872, all 
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ihe taxes imposed by stamps under and by. virtue 
of schedule B, of section one hundred 
of the act approved June 30, 1804, and the several 
acts amendatory thereof, be, and the same are 


hereby, repealed, excepting only the tax of. two i 


eentson bauk checks, dratts, or orders: Provided, | 


That where any mortgage has been executed and 
-Fecorded, or muy be executed and recorded, before 
the lst day of October, A. D. 1872, to secure the pay- 
‘ment of bonds or obligations that muy be made and 
issued. from time to time, and such mortgage not 
being stamped, all such bonds or obligations so made 
and issued on Or atter the said 1st day of October, 
A. D. 1872, sha. not be subject to any stamp duty, 
but only such of their bonds or obligations as may 
have been made and issued before the day last afore- 
said: And procided further, Tnat in the mean time 
the bolder of any instrument of writing of whatever 
kind and deseription which has been made or issued 


without being duly stamped, or with adefunctstamp, |} 


may make application to any collector of internal 
revenue, and that upon such application such col- 
Jector shali thereupon affix the stamp provided by 
such hoider upon such instrument of writing as 
required by law to be put upon the same, and sub- 
jeet to the provisions of section one hundred and 
fitty-eight of the internal revenue laws;” and the 
Senate ugree to the same, 

That the House recede trom their disagreement to 


the amendwents of the Senate numbered 14), 141, | 


142, 143, 144, and 145, and agree to the same with an | 


amendment, as foliows: strike out the matter pro- 
posed to be inserted, and also all of the proviso tuus 


amended, being from the word ‘ provided” in line | 


eleven, page 53, down to the word “ establish” in 
Hine nineteen, page 53, inclusive; and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

‘That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the one hundred aud forty-sixth amendinent of the 

epee and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: atter the word “received” in said 
amendment, insert the words ‘‘ from day to day; 
aud Lue Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the one hundred aud forty-eighth amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: iu section forty-three of suid Senate 
amendment strike out the word “sixty,” and insert 
in licu thereo! the word “eighty ;’ and the Senate 


ugree to the same, 
JOAN SHERMAN, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
T. F. BAYARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


iL. L. DAWES, 
-WM. D. KELLEY, 
M. C. KERR, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The Chief Clerk having read the recom- 
mendation of the conference committee on the 
tlnriy-filth amendment of the Senate, 

Mr. CASSERLY. L should lke to know 
something about these amendments. To what 
docs thai amendment relate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 think that amendment 
Teters to quinine. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to give notice 
that I shall have to debate that. Both the 
Senate and the House agreed to ten per cent., 
and I desire to know why the conference com- 
mittee considered itself authorized to reverse 
the action of both Houses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When we get through 
with the reading L will explain it. 

The Chief Clerk having concluded the read- 
ing of the report, è 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionis 
on agreeing 10 the report, 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘This report is an illus- 


tration of the utter uselessness of conference | 


reports, where the details are numerous, as a 
matter of information. I desire to say now 
that L think we mustall recognize by this time 
the necessity of an entire change in the mode 
of making these reports. They should at least 
couform to the formula of the statutes, so that 
when a change is made the section or the 
clause should be set out so as to inform us 
what has taken place. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from California that if 


debate is to commence on this report, he must. 


proiect the Senator from Wisconsin, who has 
only this evening for the biils reported from the 
Committee on Claims, and ouly yielaed to 
this report on condition that it could be dis- 
posed of without debate, and already a quarter 
of an hour bas been oceupied with it. 

Ar SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from 
California will allow the report to be acted on 
without debate. 


The VICh PRESIDENT, The report can 


| 
and seventy, | 


-rate on tobacco at twenty cents. 


be priuted or laid-on the table, and the Senator 
wi.l have ample time hereafter to discuss it. 
Mr. CASSERLY. That- is -a very trying 
position in’ which to place anybody who has 
taken any interest in this tariff bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . The Chair only 
desired to say this now lest the point might be 
raised, if this debate continued, as to whether 
the Senator from Wisconsin would have the 
right to take a Senator off of the floor in the 
midst of a speech on the tariff. This evening 
was assigned to his committee, and he gave 
way on the express condition that this report 
should not lead to debate. : 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am not dissenting in 
the slightest degree to what the Chair says. I 
was replying to the Senator from Ohio. who 
was appealing to me not to raise any debate, 
and Í said it was a very trying position in 
which to place any Senator who has taken the 
slightest interest in this bill. I would much 
preter that we were allowed to ascertain what 
has taken place. I am merely anxious upon 
those subjects on which from my position as a 
Senator trom California I was obiiged to take 
especial interest. 1 do not know, for instance, 
what has become of the subject of bagging. 1 
do know what has become of the subject of 
quinine, and it is a reversal of the action of 
both Houses, as I understand it; yet I may be 
mistaken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Wisconsin now claims the floor the Chair 
must assign it to him. If he gives way for 
debate, debate will be open, subject to the 
rules of the Senate. 

Mr. HOWE. Certainly the Senator from 
Ohio will not insist on going on with this re- 
port under the intimation of the Senator from 
Ca'ifornia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This isa very important 
bill, and the House have been waiting in ses- 
sion for it, and they have adjourned until to- 
morrow in hope that they may go on with it 
then. I will state generally that ail the amend- 
ments of the Senate practically have been 
concurred in, except in regard to tobacco, 
where we were compelled to yield tothe very de 
termined wish of the House to have a uniform 
The subject 
of quinine was entirely open, and we reduced 
the duty from forty-five to twenty per cent. 
That is the only case that I know of in which 
we departed from the vote of the Senate.. The 
members of the House committee insisted that 
by the action of the two Houses the whole 
subject was open, and that a reduction from 
forty-five to twenty per cent. was just as much 
as the article would bear. My triend from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] knows very well the 
periinacity with which that item was insisted 
upon. Jf the Senator from California wishes 
to have another conference on that point, 
and to engage in debate upon it, let it go over. 
Of the general amendments of the Senate, as 
the Senator will see by looking at the report, 
all but five were concurred in; some of them 
with modifications. Nearly every Senate 
amendment was adopted. It the Senator can 
hope to get a better report out of six stub- 
born men Í should like to have him try it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Wisconsin is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOWE. I move thatthe Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
2046. 

The VICE PRESIDNT. That bill will be 
regarded as before the Senate if no division 
is demanded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What has become of 
the conference report? ` 

Tne VICK PRESIDENT. .That* report 
was presented by unanimous consent. subject 
to a demand for the regular order. T'he Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin rose-and demanded the 
regular order; which is now before the Senate. 
‘The Senaie is now acting, as the Senator from 
Ohio, is aware, by the unanimous consent 


which was granted to the Gommitteeon Claims, 
The Chair had no power to interfere with:that 
unanimous consent, thongh it.may‘embarrass 
business, and the Senator from Wisconsin.is 
therefore entitled to the foor > i 
CAUSES OF BOILER EXPLOSIONS. , 

Mr. STOCKTON. I desire to appeal to 
the Senator. from Wisconsin to allow me to 
take upa bill and. pass it which ought to. be 
passed immediately, and if he will give mea 
minute to state what the bill is and its object, 
ldo not think he or any other Senator wiil 
object. If it gives rise to the slightest debate, 
l shall not press it. i 

Mr. HOWE. Itrust the Senator from New 
Jersey will excuse me., He sees that | have 
been compelled to interrupt the Senator from 
Ohio in reference to a report of a conference 
committee on the tariff pill. When I could 
not yield to the Senator from Ohio, [ think 
the Senator from New Jersey will not insist 
on my yielding to him. , 

Mr. STOCKTON. I cannot insist upon it, 
bat wili the Senator let me name the bill to 
him I wish to call up, and if be objects to it [ 
will take my seat? The title of the bill is a 
bill (S. No. 999) to authorize inquiries into 
the causes of steam-boiler explosions. Fa 
two minutes I can tell him the great import- 
ance of the passage of the bill. 

After the bursting of the boiler of the West- 
field aud other steamers certain railroad com- 
panies in my State appropriated a large amount 
of money to make experiments, and experi- 
ments were made at Sandy Hook by the kind 
permission of the President, who gave the use 
of the Government grounds there for that pur- 
pose. They have arrived just at this point: 
they have exploded seven boilers, and ex- 
ploded every theory that has heretofore been 
brought forward as to the cause of explosions. 
This isa much more important matter than 
the steamboat bill. We simply ask that the 
Goverument shall institute further inquiries to 
ascertain what is the cause of the bursting of > 
boilers. The bill will go through without 
objection in three minutes if the Senator wiil 
let me bring it forward, If not, it may not 
pass this session. 

Mr. HOWE. I should be very glad to 
accommodate the Senator, but I think he will 
excuse me now. 

Tbe VICK PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Wisconsin declines to yield. 


THEODORE ADAMS, - 


Mr. HOWE. Inow move that the Senate 
take up House bill No. 2046. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2046) for. the 
relief of Theodore Adams. 

The committee repuried the bill with an 
amendment, so as to make it read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That there be paid to Theodore 
Adams, out of any money not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $30,242 56. in full for all claim 
against the Government of the United States for the 
construction of thirty-eight mortar-boats and eight 
steam-tugs. 


Mr. POMEROY. I am opposed to that 
amendment and desire to vote against it, 

Mr. WRIGHT. I am very well aware it 
not infrequently occurs with reference to these 
claims tbat they receive but very little aiten- 
tion as they are passing, and for a very few 
moments, in connection with this bill, I would 
crave the attention of the Senate and the 
attention of Senators as well. 

Mr. HOWE. Will my friend allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr WRIGHT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOWE. i see he rises to debate this 
kill, and i therefore ask permission to pass the 
bill by for the present and proceed with-some 
other matters. : 

Mr. WRIGHT. 
wishes of the chairman. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. -The Senator 


Of course [-defer to the 
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from: Wisconsin; asks that. this bill be passed 
OVER, x ooe mee ; - ; 
= Mro SCOTT, . I hope it will be called up 


gain during the evening, 

Mr. HOWE. - Yes, six, wes 

Mr. POMEROY. If we are going to pass 
over this bill forthe night, I shall desire to 
‘object-to'all these bills, | °° > 7 : 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
sfate that when ‘an evening is given to a com- 
mittee for private bills it has been the custom 
to ‘allow. the chairman, if a bill gave rise to 
‘debate, to pass it over temporarily, so that the 
unobjected bills may be disposed of. If there 
be po objection, this bill will be passed over 
for the present. f 

D. ©. FARRELL. 


Mr. HOWE. I move to take up House 
bill No. 1942. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
agin Committee of the Whole; proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No..1942) for the 
relief of D, ©. Farrell, of Peoria, illinois, 

The preamble recites that it is alleged that 
the distillery, together with distillery bonded 
warehouse No, 6, of D. C. Farrell, in the fifth 
collection district of Ilinois.. were destroyed 
by fire on the 27th of July, 1870, without any 
neglect, faull, fraud, or evil practice on the 
part of Farrell, his agents, or employés, and 
that in the warehouse and by the fire were de- 
stroyed, before they had been sold or removed 
from the premises where they had been manu- 
factured, two thousaud barrels of high wines 
or distilled spirits, and upon which the tax per 
gallon had not been paid, The bill therefore 
authorizes the Commissioner of Enternal Rev: 
enue Lo inguire into aud determing the amount 
ol high wines or distilled spirits contained jn 
the warehouse of D, O. Ferrell, on the 27th 
of July, 1870, aud which were destroyed on 
thas day by üre; and the Commissioner is 
authorized to abate aud remit the direct tax 
of fifty cents per gallon due and unpaid npon 
all such distilled spirits or high wines as he 
shall fiud were destroyed by the fire on that 

ay, except so far as the owner may be indem- 
nified aguingt the tax by a valid claim for 
insurance, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third ume, and passed. 


CHARLES HIPP: 


Mr. HOWE. I now move to take up House 
bill No. 1262. i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
ag in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (EL it. No. 1262) for the re- 
lief of Charles Hipp, of St. Mury’s, Auglaize 
county, Oliio. 

‘The Committee on Claims reported the bill 
with amendments, so as to make it read as 
follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay to Charles [Hpp, postmas- 
ter at Ni. Mary's, Augliize county, Qrio, the sum 
of $223, $124 58 of said sum being postage stamps on 
bund deposited with him astuch posturaster for sule, 
and $08 42, being cash on band derived from the 
amnoney-order business of said office; which was 
stolen ou the night of the 16th of June, 1871, by 
some person or persons unknown, who burglariously 
eniered said office and forced an entrance into the 
iron safe in whieh said Jnoney was deposited, by 
blowing said safe open with gunpowder; and which 
said swin of money has been accounted for by said 
Hipp, 

‘The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. lt was ordered that the amendments be en- 
grossed and the bill read the third time. The 
biil was read the third time, and passed. 

JANE A. GREEN. 

Mr. HOWE. I now move to take up House 
bill No. 639. 

The mouon was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No..639) for the relief 


of Jane-A. Green. ‘Ti. directs. the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue to Jane A. Green, or 
her representative, a duplicate ten-forty cou- 
pon bond, No.. 5859; for $1,000, in lieu 
of the original destroyed by fire, and he is 
directed: to pay the interest due thereon; but 
the owner:of the destroyed bond is to file in 
the Treasury a bond in the penal sum equal 
to the amount of the destroyed hond, and the 
interest which would accrue thereon from 
September 1, 1864, until the principal thereof’ 
is due and payable, with two good and sufficient 
sureties, residents of the United States, sub- 
ject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with condition ‘to indemnify and 
save harmless the United Strates from any 
claim because of the destroyed bond. 

The biil was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HORACE B, SHEPARD, 


Mr. HOWE. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
857. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider tbe bill (H. R. No. 857) for the re- 
lief of Horace B. Shepard, of Indiana. It 
directs that there be refunded and paid to 
Horace B. Shepard, late collector of internal 
revenue for the first collection district of Indi- 
ana, $1,006 75 for beer stamps, amounting to 
that sum, iutrusted to bim for sale while sct- 
ing as such collector, and destroyed by fire 
by the burning of his office on the 29th of 
March, 1867, and which were charged to and 
have been accounted for by him in the final 
seulement of his accounts with the Govern- 
ment, 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendmeut, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


REPORT OF SOUTHERN CLAIMS COMMISSION, 


Mr. HOWE. I move to take up House bill 
No. 2582. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2682) making 
appropriations for the payment of claims 
reported allowed by the commissioners of 
claims under the act of Congress of March 
8, 1871. 

Mr. HOWE. There are two or three 
amendments reported to the bill and one or 
two more that I wish to move, and I ask that 
they may be acted upon as the bill is read. 
The bill is pretty long. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, If there be no 
objection that course will Le pursued. 

Ihe Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the committee was 
to strike out in lines thirty six and thirty-seven 
the words *‘ to Lewis Bailey, $1,225.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 
sixty and sixty-one in the words ‘to Lewis 
Bailey, $1,206 50.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next smendment was to strike out lines 
one hundred and four, one hundred and five, 
one hundred and six, and one hundred and 
seven, in the words ‘Ambrose Cock, jr., $263. 
To Ambrose Cock, sen., $620.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 
four hundred and twenty and four hundred 
and twenty-one, in the words ‘io Lorenzo 
Thomas, jr., and Henry C. Thomas, $6,500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWE. On ‘page 101 move'to strike 
out lines two hundred and seventeen and two 
hundred and eighteen, in the words ‘‘ to Caro- 
lina Heater, $5,165.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWE. I move to insert after line 
four hundred and eighty-seven the words 


June 3, 


‘Sty Robert Hamilton, administrator of the 
estate ‘of Joseph E. Edsall, $1,845 20.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendmenis. were con- 
curredin. It was ordered that the amendments 
be engrossed and the bill be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CLAIM OF CONNECTICUT, 


Mr. HOWE. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of House bill No. 2709. | 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H, R. No. 2709) for the 
relief of the State.of Connecticut and otber 
States, The preamble recites that the Treasury 
Department hag decided that vouchers pre- 
sented by the State of Connecticut for reim- 
buisement, under the act of July 27, 1861, of 
amounts paid to second assistant and other 
surgeons, for services rendered in connection 
with raising and organizing volunteers within 
the State during the rebellion, are not admissi- 
ble under the law, for the reason that the em- 
ployment of those officers, was not authorized 
prior to the actof July 2, 1862; and that it 
appears that the officers actually rendered the 
services, and were paid in good faith by the 
State, and were subsequently mustered as 
employed in the service of the United States. 
The bill therefore directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to continue the settlement of ac- 
counts presented under the act of July 27, 
1861, to pay to the Governor of Connecticut, 
or to his duly authorized agents, any amounts 
advanced by the State in payment of extra 
surgeons or assistant surgeons tur services ren- 
dered prior to their muster into the service of 
the United States; the claims to be settled 
upon proper youchers to be tiled and passed 
upon by the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury. Where the vouchers of other States 
for payments made to extra surgeons or assist- 
ant surgeons of militia or volunteers accepted 
into the service of the United States are situ- 
ated similarly with those of Connecticut, the 
Treasury Department is to adjust and settle 
them according to the provisions of the fore- 
going section, ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS D. WEST. 

Mr. HOWE. I move to take up House 
bill No. 1261. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as jn Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1261) for the re- 
lief of Thomas D. West, of Sandusky, Ohio. 
Ty directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Thomas D. West $910, in full compensa- 
tion for his losses sustained, occasioned by the 
occupancy of his three story stone building in 
Sandusky, Ohio, by the one hundred and 
twenty second New York volunteers, during 
the months of January, February, March, and 
April, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS F. SPENCER. 

Mr. HOWE. . I now move to take up House 
bill No. 1274. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1274) for the 
relief of Thomas F. Spencer, of Indiana. It 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Thomas F. Spencer $100, for 
one horse taken and appropriated to the ser- 
vice of the United States by troops under the 
command of General Hobson, on the 13th 
day of July, 1863. re 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, ` 
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; <. COLONEL FRANCIS VIGO, 
‘Mr. HOWE. 
bil No. 1421. . 
> The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as.in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1421) referring 
thé claim of the’ heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Colonel Francis Vigo, deceased, to the 
Court of Claims for adjustment. The bill 
proposes to refer the claim of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Colonel Francis Vigo, 
deceased, late of Terre Haute, Indiana, for 
money and snpplies furnished the troops under 
command of General George Rogers Clark, in 
dhe year 1778, during the revolutionary war, 
along with the papers and official documents 
belonging thereto, to. the Court of Claims, 
with full jurisdiction to adjust and settle it, 
and in making such adjusument and settle- 
ment the court is to be governed by the rales 
and regulations heretofore adopted by the 
United States in the settlement of like cases. 
giving proper consideration to official acts, if 
any have heretofore been had iu connection 
with this claim, and without regard to the 
statutes of limitations, 

_, The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. THOMPSON. 


` Me. HOWE. Inow moveto take up House 
bill No. 2029. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R, No. 2029) for the re- 
lief of Charles H. Thompson, of New Orleans, 
Louisiana.. The Secretary of the Treasury is 
‘directed by the bill to pay to Charles H. 
Thompson.of New Orleans, Louisiana, the sum 
of $8,100, the same to be received by Thomp- 
son in full satisfaction for his claim against the 
Government for the failure of title to a certain 
‘steam saw-mill, machinery, aud dwelling, 
located on block sixty-six, city of Shreveport, 
-Louisiana,soldto him by the Government under 
orders from the military division of the west 
Mississippi, at Shreveport, in the State of 
Louisiana, on the Ist of May, 1866. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. __ 

` HUMPHREY M. WOODYARD. 

Mr. HOWE. I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 
No. 114. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 114) for the relief 
of the heirs of Lieutenant Colonel Humphrey 
M. Woodyard, late of the twenty-first Missouri 
infantry. The preamble recites that in the 
year 1868 stoppage was made against the pay 
of officers of the twenty-first regiment Mis- 
souri infantry volunteers by Major H. V. Sul- 
livan, paymaster United States Army, and the 
amount of pay stopped against Humphrey M. 
Woodyard, deceased, lieutenant colonel twenty- 
first regiment Missouri infantry volunteers, was 
$1,099 07, which, after the death of Humphrey 
M. Woodyard, was found erroneously stopped. 
The bill therefore directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay Alice N. Woodyard, Nantilla 
M. Woodyard, Marce B. Woodyard, James N. 
Woodyard, and Sue Woodyard the sum of 
$1,099 07, being the amount due the heirs of 
H. M. Woodyard, deceased. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BLACK AND COOPER, 
Mr. HOWE. I now move to take up House 


bill No. 887. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Comimittee of the Whole, proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 887) 
for the relief of Samuel Black and Albert R. 


Coopér. It ‘empowers aud directs Godfrey 


I now move to take up House 


| 


Weitzel, of the corps: of engineers, United 
States Army, and in-charge of the improve- 
ment of: the. Louisville canal, subject: to the 
approval of the chief of the corps: of en- 
gineers, to adjust and pay, out of any’ money 
appropriated for the improvement of the 
caual, to Samuel Black and Albert:R. Cooper 
any legal or equitable claim they may have 
against the United States arising out-of their 
contract to perform work on the improvement 
of the canal-in 1870 and 1871; buat thereis not 
to be paid tothem, in any event, over $20,000, 
nor more under that sum than, together with 
any sums already paid to them. ou account of 
the contract and work, will be equal to the 
fair and reasonable value to the Government 
of the work done by them for the Government 
under such contract. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M. STAFFORD. 


Mr. HOWE. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed tọ the consideration of House bill No. 
2088. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2038) for the re- 
lef of William M. Stafford, late acting district 
attorney for Montana T'erritory. It is a direc- 
tion to the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
William M. Stafford $500 as compensation 
for his services rendered ag acting United 
States district attorney for Montana Territory 
during the years 1866 67. p 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. CLARK. 


Mr. HOWE, I move now to take up House 
bill No, 2791, l 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2791) for the 
relief of William J. Clark, administrator of 
Gad E. Upson, deceased. It proposes to 
direct the Secretary of the Interior to audit, 
settle, and adjust upon just and equitable 
principles, the accounts of William J. Clark, 
administrator of the estate of Gad E. Upson, 
deceased, late United States agent for the 
Blackfoot and other Indians in the territory of 
Montana, and commissioner on the part of the 
United States for disbursements made and ser- 
yices rendered on behalf of the Government; 
but the amountallowed is not toexceed $2.000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to athird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER M’ARTIIUR. 


Mr. HOWE, . I move to take up House bill 
No. 1882, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1882) for the 
relief of Alexander McArthur, of the city of 
Corunna, in the State of Michigan. It pro- 
poses that the sum of $756 be allowed and 
paid to Alexander Mcarthur, of Corunna, 
Michigan, for damages sustained by him in 
consequence of injuriesto his housein Corunna, 
leased to the United States on the 15th day of 
August, 1863, for barracks for the provost 
marshal’s office for the sixth district of Mich- 
igan, which injuries were done by the soldiers 
occupying the same. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ; 


DWIGHE J. M’CÀNN. 


Mr. HOWE. . I move totake up House bill 
No. 2890. ~ 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2890) for the relief 
of Dwight J. McCann. Iris a direction tothe ii 


‘as in Committee of the Whole, 


Secretary of the Interior to examine-theiclaim 
of Dwight J; McCann: on account ot losses 
sustained by breach of contract for the transe 
portation of Indian supplies at Omaha, Ne 
braska, in May, 1866, and to- adjust and settle 
the same, not to exceed the sum of $4,890 75. 

The bill was r-ported ‘to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered.to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed... ©) $ “oa 

: P. ANDE RBD. 90 0 

Mr. HOWE, I move to take np House bill 
No, 1420. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as.in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1420) for the re- 
lief of F. and B. Reed, of Bath, Maine, Je is 
a direction to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to F. and E. Reed, of Bath, Maine. own- 
ers and agents of the ship William M. Reed, 
the sum of $1,200 is full satisfaction of all 
claims in bebalf of the owners of the ship for 
her arrest and detention in the port of Valen- 
cia, Spain, by: the American consul, in Oc- 
tober, 1869, for the proteciion of American 
citizens, : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : j 


DR, JOHN H. M’QUOWN. 


Mr. HOWE. I move to take up House 
bill No. 2032. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill 
(H. R. No. 2032) for the relief of Dr. John 
H. McQuown, of Illinois, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It propoges to 
direct the Paymaster General to cause’ to be 
allowed and paid, out of any money subject to 
his order for the pay of the Army, to Dr. Joha 
H. McQuown, of Ilinois, the sum of $1,020, 
in full satisfaction for all military and medical 
services rendered the United States by Me- 
Quown as acting assistant surgeon of thesixty- 
second regiment of Illinois volunteer infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, : 


MICHUABL F. GANNETT. 


Mr. HOWE. I move to take up House bill 
No. 1419. ` 3 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1419) for the relief 
of Michael F. Gannett. It is a direction to 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Michael 
F. Gannett, of Bath, Maine, agent of the ship 
Atasea, the sum of $172 20, in full sais- 
faction for an excessive hospital tax exacted 
from the ship Atasca at the port of New 
Orleans, in October, 1870, and to charge the 
same to the marine hospital fund. . 7 

‘The Committee on Claims reported the bill 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and, in lieu thereof to insert 
the following as a substitute : 
. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is, 
authorized and directed to pay to the seamen of the 
ship Atasca, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $172 20, in 
their proper distributive shares in full satisfaction 
for excessive hospital taxes exacted from said ship 
Atasca, at the port of New Orleans, in October, 
in the year 1870, and chargethesame to the marine 
hospital fund. ` 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as 


‘amended, and the amendment was concurred 
‘in.’ It was ordered that the amendment be 


engrossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The. title was amended to read, “A bill for 
the relief of the seamen of the ship Atasca.”’ 

: GEORGE T. WIGGINS, 

Mr. HOWE. I move next to take up Ben- 
ate bill No. 377. i be 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
l proceedéd to 
cotisider the biil (S. No. 877) for the relief of 
the legal represeatativés of the- late George 
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T; Wiggins, of Keokuk, in the State of Iowa.: 
ile: provides for-the payment to the legal rep- 

resemativegs of- the late George T. Wiggins, of 

Keokuk, Lowa, of $2,000, in fall for all damages 
sustained: by himin consequence of the seizure 
of the: Léighton House, in Keokuk, by the 
military authorities of the United States, for. 
hospital. purposes, in the year 1862, 


The Committee? on. Claims. réported an | 


amendment to reduce the amount appropriated 
from $2.000 to $500. 
“My HARLAN.“ Iwould suggest that that 
amendment be amended, so as to read $1,000, 
one half the amount. : 
The amendment to thé amendment was 
agreed to. o > . 
- The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and thé amendment was concurred 
in.’ "Lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a. 
‘third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
: JOSEPIL A. CLAY. 


Mr. HOWE. Task: leave now to report 
from the Committee on Claims the bill (H. R. 
No. 40) for the relief of Joseph A. Clay, of 
Philadelphia, and recommend its passage. 

There being no objection, the Seuate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
siderthe bill, The preamble recites that under 
the treaty of indemnity between the United 
States and Spain, concluded at Madrid on the 
17th of February, 1884, and under the award 
‘of the commissioner appointed to adjudicate 
‘upon claims for indemnity presented under 
the treaty, awards were made for the sums 
of $208 14, and for $615 08, for which cer- 
tificmes Nos. 43 and 130 were issued and 
became the property of Joseph A. Clay, of 
the city of Philadelphia, and that the certifi- 
cutes have been lost for many. years, and can- 
not be found, and in is alleged that there is 
ho authority in any of the Departments to 
issue new certificates to replace them. The 
bill tharefure directs the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to issue certificates of Spanish in- 
“demnity to Joseph A. Clay for the sums. of 
$203 14 and $661 08, to be held by Joseph 
A. Clay in: lieu and stead of like certificates 
‘of the same kind and amount, and to bear the 


5 


same date as the original certificates. The | 
Claimant is to give security in double the | 


amount of the awards that no claim shall be 


made upon the lost certificates, or that, if any 


such claim sball be established thereon, he 
will return and cancel the new certificates. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendinent, ordered: to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
T, P. ROBB, 


Mr. HOWE. The same committee. to whom 
was referred the bill (H; R. No. 2162) for the 
relief of T. P. Robb, of Savannah, Georgia, 
have instructed meé to report it back without 
amendment and recommend its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Comtnitiee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 

‘sider the bill. “It appropriates, out of the 
Treasury, from the revenues of the Post Office 
Department, for the relief of T. P. Robb, the 
sum of $1,000, which shill be in full for all 
services rendered the Post. Office Depart- 
ment in the matter of collecting the sum of 
$18,450 31 of one A. la Harris, formerly a 
special agent of that Department. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
ye third time, and passed. 

i SOILN J. SMITH. 

Mr. HOWE. The same committee; to whom 
was retereed the bill (H; R; No. 2796) for the 
relief of John J. Smith, have instructed me 
to report it back without amendment, and to 
recommend its passage. f : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 

Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the Lill. lt provides. for the payment to 
Jobn J. Smith, of Vicksburg, Mississippi, of 


{ 
| 


$960 97, in full discharge ofall claims against 
the United States Government. on account of 
seven bales of cotton turned over to a Gov- 
ernment purchasing agent on the 14th. of 
June, 1865, in consideration of a license from 
the Government to transport twenty-one bales 
of cotton to the loyal States, underthe Treas- 
ury. regulations :preseribed under the eighth 
section of. the act of Congress approved July 
2, 1864. be ; ns : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SIMEON STANSIFER, 


Mr. HOWE. The same committee have 
instructed me to report back the bill (H. R. 
No. 2888) for the relief of Simeon Stansifer, 
without amendment, and to recommend its 
passage. i 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. Jt is a direction to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in adjusting the accounts 
of Simeon Stansifer, late collector of internal 
revenue for the third district of Indiana, to 
allow him a credit of $800 on account of an 
error committed in regard to revenue stamps 
alleged to have been delivered to him as such 
collector. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, aud passed. 


MORITZ AUGENSTEIN, 


Mr. HOWE. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2911) 
for the relief of Moritz Augenstein, have 
instructed me to report it buck without amend- 
ment, and recommend its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to examine the claim of Moritz 
Augenstein for damag:s under an alleged 
agreement made with Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue Pleasonton to furnish saccharometéers 
to distillers, aud to ascertain and determine 
what amount, if any, is equitably due Augen- 
stein on account of the failure of the present 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to carry 
out such alleged agreement; and to pay ‘to 
Augenstein such sum as he shall find to be 
equitably due biin, not to exceed the sum of 
$7,500, which shall be in full discharge of all 
claims against the Government by Augenstein 
under the alleged agreement. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

OMAHA NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. HOWE. I now yield to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. f 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia desires the attention of the chairman for 
a moment, 

Mr. BOREMAN. The bill for the relief of 
Levi J. Powell was reported by the committee 
and is on the Calendar—a Senate bill: 

Mr. HOWE. T yield to the Senator from 
TP. nnsylvania for the present. There are quite 
a uumber of Senate bills that will come ‘up 


| later. 


Mr. SCOTT. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 2907) for the relief of the 
Omaba National Bank, to report it back wiih- 
out amendment, and to ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 


Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
| sider the bill. 


It authorizes and directs ‘the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the Omaha 


| Nationak Bank $1,503 96, in lieu of draft 


numbered one hundred and eighty, on the 
United States depository at Chicago, Illinois, 
dated September 14, 1871, payable to the 
order of J. V. Bogert, and signed by H. C. 
Ransom, colonel and quartermaster United 


States Army ; but before the payment shall 
be made, the bank. shall execute a bond of 
indemnity to the United States with sufficient 
sureties against the claim of the payee iu the 
draft. , ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT GRANT. 


Mr. SCOTT. I am authorized by the same 
committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 2085) to provide for the examination 
and payment of the claim of Albert Grant, to 
report it back without amendment, and to ask 
for its consideration. I will state that this bill 
involves the same question that was raised by 
the Senator from lowa with reference to the 
bill for the relief of Theodore Adams, and as 
contested cases are now reached I ask that the 
case first called up by the chairman of the 
committee for the relief of Theodore Adams 
may be taken up, as by it the same question 
will be settled which is raised in both cases. 

Mr. PRATT. I suggest before that bill is 
taken up, inasmuch as it will lead to some dis- 
cus:ion, that several other bills are on the Cal- 
endar which have not yet been submiited to 
the’ Senate for cousideration, and that those 
cases should be proceeded with before debata- 
ble cases are taken up. ‘There are several bills 
that I reported from that commiitee myself 
which the chairman has not yet called up. 

Mr. SCOTT, If there are other members 
of the. committee who have cases that are 
unobjected to, with the undersianding that 
the Adams case shall be reached and disposed 
of to-niglit, it is buttair that the unobjected 
eases should be first disposed of, and | will 
yield fur that purpose with that understanding. 


REUBEN GOODRICH. 


Mr. PRATT. I move, then, that the bill (S. 
No. 990) for the relief of Reuben Goodrich 
be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill 
was read the second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. Jt provides 
for the payment to Reuben Goodrich of 
$1,377 71, that beiug the sum paid by him to 
Morgan Bates as register of the land office at 
Traverse Bay, Michigan, for salary and com- 
missions for services performed by him trom 
December 1, 1866, to May 15, 1867, and dis- 
allowed in the account of Goodrich by the 
Secretary, as per his letter of March 8, 1868, 
to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. d j f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
ameudment, ordered to be eugrossed for a 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WARREN AND MOORE. 
Mr. PRATT. 
bill No. 198. ` 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (3. No. 198) for the relief of 
Warren & Moore. It provides for the pay- 
ment to Warren & Moore, of Nashville, Ten- 
nessee, of $293 58, in fall compensation for 
fourteen thousand six hundred and seventy- 
uine feet of lumber purchased from them by 
Lieutenant Drake, clevénth Michigan volan- 
teers, acting assistant quartermaster of the 
twenty-ninth brigade, Army of the Ohio, in 
the year of 1862, for the purpose of construct 
ing defenses near the wall about the old hos- 
pial No 10, Nashville. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


s JOHN W. PHELPS. f 

Mr. HOWE. As the Senator from Towa 
has some cases to report I yield to him. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 1 am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. Rs No, 2898) for the relief of John 
W. Phelps, of “Vermouit, to report it back 


I move to take up Senate 
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without amendment, and recommend its 
passage. ` 
i There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
*Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con: 
sider the bill. It directs the Secrétary of the 
‘Treasiry to pay $555 to John W. Phelps, of 
Vermont, in fall for the rent ‘of certain lands 
owned by bim in Alexandria, Virginia, occu- 
pied by the’ commissary department for a 
bakery from 1862 to 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
‘amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DAVID BRADEN. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I move to take up Senate 
bul No. 166. l 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 166) for the relief of 
David Braden. ‘It is a direction‘to the Sécre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to David Braden, 
-late captain and assistant adjutant general of 
volunteers, for commutation: of quarters and 


«fuel, and three months’ extra pay; under act | 


.of March 3, 1865, the sum of $1,058. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 


R. B. WILLIAMSON, 


Mr. WRIGHT. I call up the bill for the 
relief of Levi J. Powell.. The Senator from 
West Virginia has the number of it. 

Mr. HOWE. I wish to suggest to my col- 
leagues the „propriety. of passing House bills 
first. It is the law which I, bhaye observed 
myself and which I have been solicitous that 
my colleagues should observe. There is very 
little use in passing Senate bills now. : 

Mr. WRIGHT. I believe there is no other 
bill at present to. be considered coming from 
the House. ; 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia has some bills to report, . 

Mr. BOREMAN. I am directed by the 


Committee on Claims, to whom was referred | 


the bill (H; R. No. 2807) for the relief of 
Robert B. Williamson, to report it with an 
amendment. ʻI ask for its present consider- 
ation. 

‘There being no objection, the Senate. as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It provides for the payment to Rob- 
ert B. Williamson of $2,817, in full discharge 
of all ciaims against the United States on 
account. of property belonging to him taken 
from his farm in Fauquier county, Virginia, 
in the years: 1862 and 1863 for the use of the 
Army. ` 

The amendment of the committee was in 
line six, to’ strike out '‘ $2,817’? and insert 
“ 82,567.” l s 

The amendment was agreed ta. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. It 
was ordered that the amendment be engrossed 
and the bill read a third time. The bili was 
read the third time, and passed. 


W. T. BOWERS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. [am directed 
by the Committeeon Claims; to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 1899) for the relief 
of W. T. Bowers, to report it back without 
amendment. There are only thirty dollars 
involved, and I trust: it will be acted on at 
once. 

There being no objection, the Senate, ag in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which directs the proper ac- 
counting officer of the Post Office Department 
to eredit W. T. Bowers, postmaster at Liberty, 
Union county, Indiana, with the sum of thirty 
‘dollars on his acebunt as postmaster with the 
Department, that sum being the amount of 
postage stamps stolen from that post office 
onthe 2ist day of December, 1871, while the 
building in which the office was kept was 
threatened with destruction by fire. 


42p Cong. 2p Sess. —No. 263. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. we 

RICHARD R. BOLLING. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. F am di- 
rected by the same committee, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2788) for the 
relief of Richard R. Bolling, to report it back 
without amendment, and to ask for its present 
consideration, ` 
| There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, preceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which is a direction to the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury, in adjusting 
and settling the accounts of Richard R., Boll- 
ing, late surveyor of customs and United States 
depositary at Louisville, Kentucky, to credit 


amount of Government funds embezzled and 
stolen from him without his default while 
I| holding those offices during the years 1867 
i} and 1868. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. i 


CHILDREN OF J. M. BAKER. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am direct- 


bill (H. R. Nu. 2948) for the relief of Lucy 
A. Baker and Mary A. Baker, children of 
John M. Baker, deceased, and to ask for its 
present consideration. Itis perhaps proper to 
say that a similar bill was once vetoed by the 
President, but there 'is.a letter there now 
from him stating that, if returned to him, he 
will sign it. 
_, There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Cominittee of the Whole, proceeded. to con- 
sider the bill, which directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay Lucy A. Baker and Mary 
A. Baker, children of John. M. Baker, de- 
ceased, late consul of the United States at the 
port of Rio de Janeiro, $1,666 67, for diplo- 
i| matic service rendered by their father while 
acting as such consul. ~ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


A. G. BOOTH. 


Mr. SCOTT. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims to ask action on the bill 
(H. R. No. 1241) for the relief of A. G. 
Booth, late assistant assessor in the twenty- 
first revenue district of Pennsylvania. This 
bill was not actually referred to the commit- 
tee, but was sent here with a multitude of 
other bills which came from the House. It 
has not received its second reading, but the 
Committee on Claims authorize me to ask 
that it be read the second time, and put on its 
passage. ` g 

There being no objection, the. bill was read 
the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the.Whole. It provides for paying 
to A. G. Booth, late assistant assessor in the 
twenty-first revenue district -of Pennsylvania, 
the compensation payable to asséssors in that 
district, from the 15th day of January, 1868, 
until the 8th day of April, 1869, being the 
period during which he acted as assessor, 
after deducting the amount paid him as assist- 
ant assessor during the same period. 

The bill was reported to the Sénate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 


WILLIAM L. UTLEY. 


Mr. HOWE. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
1090. yo 

‘The motion was agreed to;.and the bill (8. 
No. 1090) for the relief of William‘L. ’ Utley 
was read the second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. The Secretary 
of the Treasury is by the bill directed to pay 
to the attorneys of record of George Robert- 
son, of Kertucky, the amount of the judgment 


him with the sum of $23,838 77, being the | 


ed by the same committee to report back the | 


consideration of Senate bill No. 983. 


rendered for’ Robertson against’ William. D. 
Utley, which ‘judgment was rendered in the 


‘circuit court for the eastern district of Wiscdn- 


sin, dn the 6th day of October, 1871, for the 
sum of $908 06 debt, and $26 40 coats, to- 
gether with interest œn ‘Such sums. from the 
date of recovery, and iu ciuse the jidgment to 
be discharged of record, ce ee oes ede, 
The bill was reportéd to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrogsed for a 
third reading, read the third tiine, and passed. 
MARGARET |B, FRANKS. 0 vi 
Mr. HOWE. I move to proceed with the 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill(S. 
No. 983) for the relief of Margaret B. Franks, 
heir-at-law of Thomas L. Franks,’ of Green 
Bay, Wisconsin, was- read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides for the payment to Margaret `B, 
Franks, heft-at-law of Thomas L. Franks, of 
$1,754 66%, in discharge of all claims upon the 
Government of the United States for services 
rendered and supplies furnished as set forth in 


| her petition. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read the third time, and passed: 


LEVI J. POWELL. 


Mr. HOWE. 
No. 1172. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 1172) for the relief of Levi J. Powell was 
read the second time, and considered as in Coni- 
mittee of the Whole.. It provides for the pay- 
ment to Levi J. Powell of $104 50, in full: for 
his bill for printing done and furnished by order 
of the military authorities at Clarksburg, West 
Virginia, during the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


A. W. MOSS. 
I move to take up Senate 


I move to take up Senate bill 


Mr. HOWE. 
bill No. 1021. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 1021) for the relief of A. W. Moss was 
read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides for the 
payment to A. W. Moss of $480, in full com- 
pensation for ninety-six days’ services, at five 
dollars per day, rendered by him under: the 
appointment of General Rosecrans as a mén- 
ber of a board to take charge of the military 
custom-house at Nashville, Tennessee, from 
March 20, 1863, to July 1 in the same year. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


A. GORDON MULLIN. 


Mr. HOWE. I move to take up Senate bill 
No. 1074. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 1074) for the relief of A. Gordon Muitin 
was read the second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would say to the Senator 
from Wisconsin that that bill is covered by 
a general bill which has been passed, author- 
izing the issue of new bonds for lest bonds of 
the United States, and I have withdrawn the 
papers. I have no desire that the bill should 
pass. r 

Mr. HOWE. I move that the bill be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

-| DAVID L. WRIGHT. 

Mr. HOWE. I move to take up Senate 
bill No. 663. l 

The motion was.agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 668) for the relief of David L. Wright, late 
captain of company E, fifty-first regiment In- 
diana volunteers, was considered: as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes-to direct 
the Paymaster. General of the Army to pay, 
out of any money appropriated or herealter 


4194 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 3, 


to be appropriated for the payment of the 


Army, to David’ L. Wright, late captain in | 
the fifty-first regiment of Indiana volunteers, | 


the pay and emoluments of a captain of 
infaniry; from the 80th. day, of June, . 1863, 
the date of bis commission, to the 14th day 
of March, 1865, the date of his discharge as a 
returned prisoner of war, ag if he had been 
mustered as captain on the date of his com- 
mission, first deducting whatever sum may have 
been 
perio 


Mr. COLB. I do not think a bill should 


pass in that form, .Appropriations for. the j 


Army are made.in pursuance of estimates and 
for speciic objects... The. money ought to be 
paid. out of the Treasury. ag 

Mr. HOWE. -If it is, going to lead to de- 
bate, Lask that the bill be passed over. 

“Mr, PRATT., What isthe objection of the 
Senator from California ? 

Mr. COLE. 
made by the Paymaster General of the Army 
out of xppropriations for the military service. 
The appropriations for the Army are made in 
pursuance of estimates and for specific pur- 


oses. . 

k Mr. HOWE. Tt should be directed to the 
Secretary of tbe Treasury, 

Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
amended by striking out the words ‘t Paymas- 
ter General of the Army ” and insert ‘* Beere- 
tary of the S'reasury’’.if. there be no objec- 
tion. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurredin. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

RUFUS M., PICKEL. 


Mr. HOWE, I move to take up Senate bill 
No 403. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No, 403) for the relief of 
Rufus M. Pickel. Jt directs the proper 
accounting oflicers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to credit Rufus M. Pickel, late internal 
revenue stamp agent at Mount Pleasant, lowa, 
with $672 60 in his account, being the value 
of revenue stamps mailed to him in the ordin- 
ary course of business and never received by 
him, on being satisfied that the stamps were 
irrecoverably lost without fault on bis part. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for n 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GHORGE WRIGIT. 


Mr. HOWE. I move to take up Senate bill 
No, 289, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No, 289) for the relief of 
George Wright. 

The Committeo on Claims reported the bill 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and to insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

That out of any money in the Treasury of the 
United States not otherwise appropriated tho Sec- 
retary of the Treasury pay to George Wright the 
sum of 21,500, in fall consideration for the entire 

ast and futuro use, by the Government of the 

nited States, of tho patent linch-pin of said George 
Wright: Provided, That said George Wright shall 
first execute and deposit with the War Department 
a fall, sufficient, and legal trunsfer and license to the 
Goveramont to use said linch-pin for Government 
purposes, tree of all charges or royalty. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. Thebill was ordered io be engrossed fora 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES AND BMMA S. CAMEKON, 


Mr. HOWE. I move to take up Senate 
bill No. 953. 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 


paid him. ag lieutenant during the same ; 


That it directs payment to be | 


No. 958) to pay James and Emma S. Cameron 
for property taken and used by the Army 
during the late war was read the. second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It appropriates $10,000 to James and Emma 
S. Cameron for the use and damage by the 
Army of the United States during the late war 
of their property. situated near Chartunooga, 
‘Tennessee, now known as Fort-Cameron. -- 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

: 8. E. WARD. ‘ 

Mr. HOWE. I move to take up Senate bill 
No. 1142. i 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 1142) for the relief of S. E. Ward was 
read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides for the 
payment to S, E. Ward of $445 35, in full of 
his claim against the United States for sup- 
plies furnished Big Ribs and his party, Sioux 
Indians, in October, 1865, pursuant to the 
Special Order No. 22 of General Wheaton, 
commanding officer of the district of Nebraska. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NEVADA TERRITORIAL EXPENSES, 

Mr. HOWE. I move to takeup Senate bill 
No. 1089. ' 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 1089) to reimburse the State of Nevada 
for expenses incurred while a Territory in pur- 
chase of a prison and in support of United 
States courts was read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. Ir 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
$60,000, to be received in full payment of all 
claims against the United States for expenses 
incurred by the Territory of Nevada. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time,and passed. 


MICHAEL F. GANNETT, 


Mr. HOWE. I move that the Senate re- 
sume the consideration of House bill No. 2046. 

Mr. PRATT. As that. bill will lead to 
debate, I wish totake up another case. 

Mr. HOWE. Very well. 

Mr. PRATT. I move the reconsideration 
of the vote by which the bill (H. R. No. 1419) 
for the relief of Michael F, Gannett was 
passed. 

‘The motion to reconsider was agreed to; 
and the vote ordering the bill to a third read- 
ing was reconsidered. 

Mr. PRATL. Tam satisfied that the com- 
mittee committed a mistake in making the 
amendment to the bill that was made. They 
assumed that the hospital money should go to 
tha seamen ofthis vessel rather than to Mr. Gan- 
nett; but [ am informed by the Senator from 
Maine that Mr. Gannett paid the seamen this 
hospital money, and that it should in equity 
go to him rather than the seamen. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. That is undoubt- 
edly the fact. 

Mr. PRATT. The bill therefore should 
pass in the form in which it came from the 
House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator from Indi- 
ana moves to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now recurs on the amendment, which was 
ia the nature of a substitute to the bill, 

The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title 
will remain as it was originally. 
JOHN MILONE, 


Mr. BOREMAN. I am authorized by the 


| riously upon me. 


Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2885) for the relief of 
John Milone, postmaster at Ubricksville, Ohio, 
to report it back without amendment, aud ask . 
for its present consideration, f 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Who-e. proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It directs the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, in settling the 
accounts of John .Milone, postmaster at 
Ubricksville, Ohio, to allow and credit to him 
the sum.of $210, the amount of postage-stamps 
stolen from his office by burglars on the night 
of October 6, 1868, without fault or neglect 
on his part, 

The bill.was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS, 


Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, on Sat- 
urday evening the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAI] made some remarks in regard. to the 
steamboat bill which seemed to reflect inju- 
Coming from a Senator 
with whom a Jong acquaintance had never 
been unpleasantly interrupted before, they 
surprised me; and under the supposition, 
which I may say was shared by Senators 
around me, that. an affront was intended, I 
replied at the time with some warmth. Iam 
assured now by a friend that the Senator from 
Missouri did not refer to me, and did not 
intend any imputation or reflection upon me, 
and will so state. J therefore wish to with- 
draw my: remarks, made on the occasion to 
which I refer, in regard to the Senator from 
Missouri. i 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam very glad to embrace 
the opportunity now afforded me by the Sen- 
ator from New York to say that I had no 
intention whatever, in the remarks I made on 
Saturday, to allude to the Senator from New 
York at all. 

THEODORE ADAMS. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that. the Senate now 
resume the consideration of House biil No. 
2046, for the relief of Theodore Adams. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration.of the bill. Is provides for the 
payment to Theodore Adams, out of any 
money hereafter to be appropriated for that 
purpose, of $112.740 76, in full for all claim 
under his contracts with the Government. of 
the United States for the construction of thirty- 
eight mortar: boats and eight steam tugs. 

The Committee on Claims proposed to 
amend the bill so as to make it read: 


That there be paid to Theodore Adams, out of 
apy money not otherwise appropriatod, the sum of 
$39,242 56, in full for all claim against the Govermmeut 
of the United States for the construction of thirty- 
oight mortar-bouts and eight steam-tugs. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I took oceasion to say 
when this bill was first called up that we 
know how apt we are to pass these bills with- 


‘out reflection and without examination, taking 


it for granted that when a bill has passed 
through the hands of a committee, and espe- 
cially this Committee on Claims of which the 
Senator from Wisconsin is chairman, it must 
beright. I therefore almost know that itis the 
next thing to idle for me to say anything against 
this bill. i, however, desire the attention of the 
Senate to the question I shall present in connec- 
tion with it, for the reason that the amount in- 
volved is not so much, in my judgment, as the 
principle involved ; and I desire that the Senate 
shall settle the question definitely and uuder- 
standingly upon this case, that we may know 
whether, taking it as a precedent, we shall 
hereafter pass like claims. Iam. sure I need 
not say thatso far as this claim is concerned I 
have no kind of feeling, none whatever, as 
against the claim. On the contrary, my feel- 
ings are most friendly, and I would do him a 
kindly act as readily as any other man I know 
of, I-desire to say that so far as I am con- 
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cerned I know no man in the discharge of my 
duty bere, and especially in the passage of 
Clalms. f 

This claim and the claim of Albert Grant, 
which has been reported here this evening. by 
the committee, involve the same question and 
the same principle, and therefore the two cases 
may be considered somewhat together. I will 
state very briefly, for I have no purpose to 
take up much time, my understanding of this 
case. ‘ 

Mr. Adams entered into a contract with the 
military department.at St. Louis for the build- 
ing of certain tug-boats and mortar- boats. 
He claimed for his work under that contract 
several hundred thousand dollars. A com- 
mission was appoiuted, as is known to the 
Senate, at the head of which was Judge Davis, 
now of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Upon tne same commission were 
Judge Holt, and also Mr. Campbell, of st. 
Louw. They visited St. Louis for the purpose 
of examining the several claims against the 
Government for work in that department, aud 
they proceeded to examine those claims, and 
among others was this claim of Adams. The 
first’ point that is made is that Adams never 
presented his claim to that commission. I 
insist that as a matter of law he did submit 
his claim to that commission. and. that com- 
mission decided upon his claim. 
commission was in session, on the 18th Jan- 
uary, 1862, Mr. Adams addressed to the com- 
mission this letter; 4 shall not read all of it, 
but only apart of it: 

Sr. Louis, January 18, 1862. 


Sır: I desire to submit the following facts in rela-. 


tion to the construction of the Government mortar- 
| boats at this place, 
In Juve last L observed the following advertise- 
ment of General Meigs. 


He then proceeds to set forth the advertise- 
ment and that he made the bids for the work 
that was there invited. He says that he imme- 
diately came ou and called on General Fré- 
mont, found that these boats were wanted, and 
entered into a contract, and then says: 


No one is directly or indirectly interested. in this 
contract, or any other that I have, but myself. When 
this contract was made, I supposed I would have to 
pay much higher for materials and labor than [ 
have, and therefore the jub has been more profitable 
in figures than L expected. ‘fo do this work I had 
to contract debts to workmen, and all classes who 
have furnished we materials; and claim, as [ have 
in po respect been remiss on my part, the Govern- 
ment shoo deal promphy and liberally with me. 

epecttully, your obedient servant, 
THEODORE ADAMS. 
Hon. Davin Davis, Chairman of the Commissioners, 

St. Louis, Missouri. 

That commission proceeded to examine his 
claim, and they allowed him some ninety 
thousand dollars; the exact amount is not 
material, but they allowed him some ninety 
thousand dollars. The Congress of the United 
Staes passed an act after this time providing 
for the payment of all sums that had been 
allowed by the commission, and they put in 
the act this provision: 

“That all sums allowed to be due from the United 
States to individuals, companies, or corporations, 
by the commission heretofore appointed by the Sec- 
retary of War, (for the investigation of military 
claims against the department of the West,) com- 

osed of David Davis, Joseph Holt, and Hugh Camp- 
bel, now sitting at St. Louis, Missouri, shall be 
deemed to be due and payable, and sha i be paid by 
the disbursing officer, either at St. Louis or Wash- 


ington, in each case upon the presentation of the 
voucher, with the commissioners’ certificates there- 
on, in any form plainly indicating the allowance of 
the claim, and to what amount. This resolution 
shall apply only to claims and contracts for service, 
labor, or materials, and for subsistence, clothing, 
transportation, arms, supplies, and the purchase, 
hire, and construction of vessels.” 

I say that here was an appropriation of 
money for the payment of these claims, Here 
was an allowance of the claim of the present 
claimant after he had presented his claim to 
the commissioners in contemplation of law. 
After this allowance had been made he ap- 
peared before the accounting officer and re- 
ceived the money that had been allowed, and 
in receiving it he gave to the disbursing officer 


While that | 


areceipt. Will tbe Senator from Pennsylvania 
turn me to that receipt in the report? 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not think the Senator 
will find the receipt inthe report. - It is in the 
printed copy of the proceedings of the Court 
of Claims which is returned to the Clerk’s 
desk with the report. I have it not now 
before me. 

Mr. WRIGHT. At.all events, without re- 
ferring to the language, I can state it. He 
gave a receipt to the disbursing officer in full 
of his claim, and the law required that the 
receipt should be in full. 

It is true that at the time he gave that receipt 
he protested against receiving the money in 
full of his claim, entered his protest and 
received the money under protest; but that, 
as I submit, makes no difference in the world. 


‘After be bad thus given his receipt he brought 


his acion in the Court of Claims for what he 
claimed. was a balance due him under hig con 
tract. The Court of Claims examined the 
entire case and allowed. him $112,000. The 
Government appealed to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. Tbe Supreme Court of 
the Uvited States, after examining the whole 


case, decided in the first instance that inas- j 


much as he had submitted his claim to these 
commissioners, and had received the money 


that-was allowed bim there, he was conciuded | 


and was not entitled to another dollar, and 
thereupon reversed the action of the Court of 
Claims and remanded the case for judgment 
in accordance with the decision of the Supreme 
Court. Afterward Mr. Adams made an appli- 
cation for a review of the case, asked for a 
rehearing. ‘Che Supreme Court of the United 
States held that there was perhaps an error in 
concluding that he had in fact submitted his 
case to the commissioners, and that in so far 
as their jadgment was based upon his submis- 
sion to the commissioners it was perhaps erro- 
neous, erroneous as being founded upon a mis- 
take of fact, but they nevertheless held upon 
this application for a rehearing as foliows: 

“There is another view also, arising out of the facts 
upon which this motion is founded, which should be 
stated. Although it is true that the appellee did 
not present his claims before the board, as stated 
in tho finding, in the record of appeal, it cannot, in 
view of the facts which appear in the original 
record of the evidence before the Court of Claims, 
well be denied but that he made himself a party to 
the proceeding, and took the benefit of the adjust- 
ment of his accounts by them, which brings the case 
within the case decided in 7th Wallace.” 

And that case I have here, the case of the 
United States vs. Adams, wherein they con- 
sidered that question at length, and held that 
inasmuch as he made himself a party to that 
proceeding, and received the fruits of that 
order, he is concluded now from going into 
the court and asking anything more. 

If this case was between individuals there 
is not a Senator on this floor who would stand 
one moment in determining the question as to 
whether this claimant should have another dol- 
lar. When the Government has afforded a 
tribunal where it can be sued, the Court of 
Ciaims, and parties elect to go to that tribunal 
and have their case there heard, and when the 
case goes to the highest judicial tribunal in the 
land and is decided there on the record, the 
eutire case examined, and the claimant is de- 
cided against, I submit that, in the absence 
of fraud, accident, or mistake, the Senate has 
no right—it bas the power, we have the power 
to allow any claim, I suppose, but I submit 
we have no right—to go bebind such a judg- 
ment and allow a claim. There is no pre- 
tense in this case that there was any fraud, 
accident, or mistake. He submitted his claim 
and was heard, and upon that hearing the tri- 
bunal decided against him. 

Now, I want to say another thing: that if 
this claimant is entiled to anything at all he 
is entitled to $112,000, for unless the action 
of the commissioners at St. Louis concluded 
him, then he is entitled to recover his contract 
price, which would give him $112,000, and the 
Government has no right to ask that he shall 


account upon the quantum meruit alone. The 
Committee on Claims have ailowed him $39,- 
000, upon the ground that there was no:con- 
tract which bound the Government, and that’ 
he is only entitled to recover what his services 
were worth. I say if he is entitled to recover 
anything, he is entitled to recover upon his — 
contract, and there is no warrant ia this record 
for reducing the claim to $89,000; bat I sub- 
mit that upon the facts of the case this Senate 
has no right to say that this man shall have 
another dollar. I say that if we determineia 
this case, in the absence of fraud, accident, or 
mistake, that every claim that shail be heard 
in the Court of Claims, or before a tribunal that 
is organized by the Government to hear claims, 
can come in here and again be heard, and we 
can go bebind such judgments, then you bad 
better abolish the tribunal that allows the party 
to come before it and sue the Government. 
There is no safety to the Treasury; but any 
and all these claims will come before Congress 
as often as a party shall be unsuccessful before 
the tribunal. 

Understand me, Mr. President, I do not 
claim that if there was auy accideut, if there 
was any fraud, if there was any mistake there, 
the party shouid be concluded; but L do say 
that where there is the absence of all these 
things, and he has-had a fuir hearing before the 
tribunal, it is not in accordance with prece- 
dent, and it is not safe or right that parties 
shali come before us and be permitted to again 
have their claims investigated and allowed. 
We have enough to do, in all conscience, to 
examine those claims that have not been 


| before such tribunais. 


This is all Ihave to say. I only submit this 
question because J think it important in prin- 
ciple. I will say, however, before | take my 
seat, for the purpose of showing the nature of 
this claim, the justice or injustice of it, that 
I desire to refer to the report of the committee 
in the case of Albert Grant, and I commend 
what is there said, after their patient and faith- 
ful consideration, to every member of the Sen- 
ate now before me. ‘The claim of Albert Grant 
was also before the Court of Claims, and they 
decided against him. Notwithstanding their 
decision was against him, he came before the 
Committee on Claims and presented his case. 
The committee reporting on that claim before 
the House bill was. here, made the report 
which | hold in my hand. The House having 
passed that bill, to-night the House bill bas 
been reported back. Now, I desire to refer to 
what has been said in connection with that 
claim for the purpose of showing what little 
foundation there is for the claim now before 
the Senate. I+ is said: 


“From this judgment no appeal was taken, and 
Albert Grant, one of the partners, without produ- 
cing any assignment of the interest of his copartner, 
now presents bis memorial praying Congress te pay 
him that part of the claim for extra work which was 
rejected by the Court of Claims, and. also the whole 
amount of damages for which the court decided the 
Government could not be held liable. 

“To allow the claim for ex'ra work would be to 
reverse the finding of the court, from which peti- 
tioner did not appeal, and this we think we ought 
not to do.’ 


Now, I ask in all conscience if we ought not 
to reverse the finding of the Court of Claims, 
ought we'to reverse the finding of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, as is asked in the 
case before us? It isnothing more and noth- 
ing less. 

“To allow the claim for damages, we must not 
only reverse the finding of the court as to the lia- 
bility of the Government for the unauthorized or 
wrongful acts of its agents, but we must first ind the 
officers, Craig and Crosman, guilty of misconduct, 
and then assess the damages resulting from that mis- 
conduct, after an examination of the voluminous 
testimony in this case.” 

And so in this instance we must reverse the 
finding of the commission in session at St. 
Louis that passed upon this claim, and every 
dollar of their allowance was received by the 
claimant in this instance. 


“The latter work is one for which the Committee 
on Claims cannot find the neceasary time to discharge 
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the Auty properly, even if it were adapted to that 
duty, as it is not,” 5 i 
- {should like to know, if we cannot find the | 
time to pass upon a-claim so small as that of :| 
Albert Grant, how we: can find time to pass 
upon a claim ‘five or ten times larger in the 
“ease of Theodore Adams, TERE 
|4 Justico and fair dealing may require that if the | 
‘contractors really suffered injury by.the arbitrary: 
or oppressive conduct. of the Government officers, 
they should be’ equally compensated, for to turn 
thera over'to a’ remedy against the officers would 
be:fnuitless, o +y E T : 
But whether there was, such arbitrary and op- 
préssive ‘conduct, and if so, what injury resulted to 
the ‘contractors; ate‘ both ‘questions of ‘fact which 
should be ascertained. by : inquiry under. direction: 
of, tho War Department, for whom this work was 
dove, and with notice'to the officers whose conduct 
is‘ealbedin question.’” | aoe : , 
CA question precisely similar to this was pre- 
sented to the commission at St. Louis in the 
Adams case, and to the Court of Claims, and 
by both tribunals decided against him, at least 
by the‘comunission to a certain extent, and he 
received the money allowed. > Now Iwill state 
the conclusion:, . E 
“The majority of the committee, however, are of 
the opinion that after hearing in the Court ‘of 
Claims, decision. against-the claimants, and no ap- 
pea taken, the Legislature, ought pot to reopen and 
ear the case; and in obedience to the instructions 
of the majority this adverse report is made, and the 
committee asks to be discharged from farther con- 


sideration of the report.” 

That is precisely what [ insist upon:in this 
cases After decision against the élaimant in 
the Court of Claims and’no appeal taken, the 
Legislature ought not to reopen and hear the 
case. Now | ask ivali conscience, after a de- 
cision in the Court of Claims and an appeal to 
tbe Supreme Court ofthe United States and a 
decision there aguinst Adams, ought the Legis- | 
lature to reopen and hear the case? How! 
these two reports ean stand together, Lleave 
these who defend this claim to explain. : 

Mr. SCOLL. Mr. President, before enter- 
ing’ upon w history of the case immediately 
before us, [ wish to say, in answer to the last 
remark. of the Senator from lowa, that the two 
reports do not stand together, “1 made the 
report inthe onse of Albert Grant by direction 
of the majority of the committee, stating atthe 
time that £ dissented from it- And since that 
time | have been directed by a majority of the 
committee to reportin favor of the bill, so that 
the two reports ag at lirst made do notstand, as 
the Senator from lowa supposes they do, in 
opposition to each other, but in harmony with 
euch other, 

Mr. WRIGHT, Will the Senator from 
Pennsylvania ‘allow me to correet him? I 
stated that the House bill for the relief of 
Albert Grant had been reported back to-night 
favorably, and that therefore the report which 
had before been made oh the Senate bill was 
uo longer the report before the Senate. But 
l say that the committee having- reached the 
conclusion in the Albert Grant-case at one time 
that the majority did, I do not see how that can 
stand withthe present report. 

Mr. SCOTT. L now proceed with a very: 
brief history of the Adams case, and- I think 
that history will satisly the Senateof the jus- 
tice of his claim ; and the simple question that 
will be presented will be whether the Senate. 
will exercise the power which the Senator 
from ‘Towa admits it possesses to do that jus- 
tice, It is entirely proper that we should pre- 
sent the case for the purpose of invoking priu- 
ciple against the payment of this just claim if | 
we would: be thereby establishing a practice. 
which would do injustice either to the Govern: | 
ment or to individuals. Bat it is because the | 
Government is in a certain sense omnipotent 
in regard to the payment of claims against | 
itself, that claimants have to come to Congress 
at all. Itis true the Government has in cer- 
tain specified cases dropped its prerogative and 
authorized its citizens to go into the Court of 
Claims and there present their claims ; but it 


does not follow that if a citizen who has gone j 
into the Court of Claims bas been turned away 


from it; or after he has obtained a judgment 
in it against the Government, that jadgment 
has been reversed: upon a technical rule of 
law in the Supreme Court, the Government 
should in no case exercise its. power to do 
what is clearly’right even if that right is op-- 
posed bysa technical-rule of law. : Rls 
I agree with the Senator from Iowa in one: 
thing, and that is,-that-instead: of the Govern- 
ment paying to Theodore Adams the $39,000 
which the amendment of this bill directs to be 
paid, it onght to pay:him the-contract price: 
of $112,000 ; but in that. opinion £ was over- 
ruled by a majority of the: committee. Now, 
what is the case? -‘Fhe-case is simply this: in: 
1861 the quartermaster’s department adver- 
tised for plans and proposals for building 
mortar-boats and tug-boats to be used on the 
Mississippi river. Mr. Adams submitted his 
plans and proposals to the quartermaster’s 
department. ‘Lhey :were’ not immediately: 
acted upon there; but after some time they 
were referred to the War Department proper, 
not simply to the quartermaster’s department, 
but to the office of the Secretary. of War. 
These plans and proposals were sent to Gem 
eral Frémont then in command at St. Louis, 
and he was given authority to make such con- 
tracts as he deemed necessary to promote the 
general good at that point. Mr. Adams made 
a contract with General Frémont for building 
thirty-eight mortar-boats and four ‘tug-boats. 
After that four additional tug-boats were con-" 
tracted for. Hewas put under a penalty of: 
fifty dollars. per day for every day beyond the 
time fixed for the delivery of those boats that 
they were not delivered, it being considered 
highly important to the public interests that 
these boats should be completed with as much 
rapidity: as possible, so that they might be sent 
down the river and receive the armament which 
was provided forthem. He fulfilled his con- 
tract. He fulfilled it within the time stipu- 
lated. He fulfilled it in the manner’which he 
was bound to fulfill it, doing his work well, 
and there is a letter among the papers submit- 
ted, aud [ think it is printed in the reporty 
fiom the acting quartermaster at St. Louis, 
Robert Allen, in which itis stated that there 
was not the slightest shadow or taint of sus- 


picion or fraud about Adats’s contract or! 


the mode of its fulfillment. The boats were 
ordered to Cairo; they were used by the Gov- 
ernment; the armament was pat upon them, 
and they did efficient service in the Mississippi 
flotilla, After that an act of Congress was 
passed which transferred them to the Navy 


Department ; so that if there could be any’ 


question raised as to the authority of General 
Frémont to make the contract, as to the man- 
ner in which it had been executed, and as to 
the acceptance of the boats by the Government, 
every question of that kind-was settled by án- 


act of Congress which absolutely transferred | 


these boats to the Navy Department; but 
there was no complaint either of want of good 


faith in fulfilling the contract at the time stipu- ` 


lated nor in the manner of its fulfillment; but 
there were a great many contracts made by 
General Frémont at St. Louis which excited 


| public notice, and inconsequence of the clamor 


raised With reference to some of the contracts 
that were made there, a commission was 
ordered, not by authority of Jaw; not by 
authority of an act of Congress; but the Sec- 
retary of Warappointed a commission consist- 
ing of the three gentlemen named to go to St. 
Louis and examine into the contracts that 
were alleged there to have been improperly 
made, and for which improper prices were 
alleged to have been agreed to be paid, They 
went there and they instituted this exam- 
ination, which, as is agreed in the case in 
the Supreme : Court and in the Court of` 


| Claims, and as is agreed everywhere where it 


is examined, had-no legal validity at all; they 
did not bind anybody. Neither Mr. Adams 
nor ‘avy other person whose claims were ex- 
amined at that point, was bound to submit to 


this as a judicial finding ;, but they made their 
report,and although many others did go before 
the commission, submitting their claims and 
offering evidence, Mr: Adams never did go 
before them to submit his-claim at all, but his 
claim was examined before the commission by 
virtue of this order, which I read from the 
report: rae <7 : ? : 

+ +. QUARTERMASTER GENERAL’S: OFFICE, $ 

. ... WASHINGTON Crry, December 30, 1861, 


Masor: Referring to a letter addressed to you 
to-day, for more full, information, I hand. Mr. 
Theodore Adams this note. The bills for the mortar- 
boats and gui-boats built in St. Louis, not by ċon- 
tract. direct with this. office, must be audited by the 
commission on debts of the. western department be- 
fore being paid. Full information as to all’ sums 
of money paid on account of these vessels should 
be laid before the commission. ; 

I am, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
M. ©. MEIGS, 
Quartermaster General, 
Major ALLEN, ` ara , 
: 3 Chief Quartermaster, St. Louis, Missouri. 


F A JANUARY 4, 1862. 

i ing accounts are those. to whick 
A aaa cre aubmatted respectfully to the 
investigating COMMISSION.: ROBERT ALLEN, 

Major and Quartermaster, 

It will be noticed that- the direction to sub- 
mit the evidence there is to the quartermaster, 
and it is the quartermasterwho did submit the 
claim to that commission. | Mr. Adams did not 
appear before them at all. ‘He examined no 
witnesses; but the: witnesses who were exam- 
ined were only those who were sent before the 
commission by the quartermaster. j 

The letter to which the Senator from Iowa 
refers and a portion of which he has read was 
written by Mr. Adams after the commission 
had examined his claim, not during the time 
it was being examined by them; for if the 
history of the case be examined into, it will 
be found that their examination was to be con- 
fined to cases originating before a certain date, 
and Adams’s case was really not one of them, 
was not embraced in those which were to be ex- 
amined into by the commission; butatall events 
what he said.to the commission was said to 
them efter they had examined his case. He was 
in this situation: he had executed his contract 
faithfally ; he had incurred debts to those who 
had supplied him with materials; he had em- 
ployed hands who worked upon these boats 
day and night and Sundays for the purpose of 
completing his contract. He had incurred very 
large additional expense beyond the amount 
which would. have been incurred had he been 
building these boats under ordinary circum- 
stances, bnt the testimony taken ex parte before 
the commission applied only to the expenses 
which would have been incurred in building 
the boats ‘tinder ordinary. circumstances. 

Under these circumstances they deducted a 
large amount from what they consideréd to be 
the cost of the boats on the ex parte testimony 
before them ; and Mr. Adams being in the. 
condition I have stated, with his creditors de- 
manding their. pay, was at the mercy of the 

Government. ‘There is no ‘parallel between 
his case and the case of individuals who are 
dealing with each other where one is not 
bound to accept what the other proposes to 
give, but being at the mercy ofthe Government 
at that time and also submitting to the clamor 
of his creditors, he accepted, under the act of 
Congress which was afterward passed, the 
amount which this commission found to be due 
to him. But how did he accept it? The sec- 
retary of the commission says that when he 
received the voucher he protested against it 
and said then that he was submitting to a 
necessity, The act which was passed has not 
the provision in it,as I think the Senator from 
Iowa mistakenly supposed it had, that it was 
to be in full for the payment of these claims; 
but the intention of that act, as the Senator 
will perhaps see upon looking at it, was, 
instead of providing for the payment in full of 
these claims, simply to authorize the payment 
to’ be made at Washington, which under the- 
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then existing law aiid orders of the Depattinent 
could only be made by the quarterinaster at 
St. Louis. The language is: * A ae 

“That all sums allowed to be due, tHe United 
States to individuals, companies; or corporations; 
by the commission heretofore appointed by the-Bec- 
retary of, War, (for. the -investigation: of . military 
claims against the Department of the West,) com- 
posed of David Davis, Joseph Holt, and Hagh Caxip- 
beH, now sitting at. Sti: Louis; Missouri, shall - be 
deemed to be due and payable, and shall.be.paid by 
the disbursing officér, either at St. Louis or Wash- 
ington, in ‘each’ case upon the’ presentation of the 
voucher witi thacommissioners’ certificate thereon, 


in any form plainly indicating the. allowance of the 


claim, and to what amount.” — ah chin 

So that ithe provision wag, to. enable the 
claimants to get. their money either at St. 
Louis or at Washington, nota. new provision 
to make the finding final and a bar, to all far- 
ther recovery ; and, as willbe observed,.on 
page 4 of the report, in the nineteenth finding 
of the Court of Claims, the receipt. to. which 
the Senator from Iowa referred is probably in 
substance embodied. I could not tell him at 
the time he asked me to, where it was. I find 
this: PAEAN Je goat . 
‘19th. That on-his said elaims thesaid petitioner 
received from. the said commissioners vouchers for 
the said sums of $75,959 24, and $20,196, and signed a 
receipt for said'two vouchers in words following, 
namely; ‘the undersigned acknowledge to have.re- 
ceiyed the vouchers referred to and described below, 
which, when paid, will be in full of all demands 
against the United States on account of the respéct+ 
ive claims set opposite their several names.” . 

That is a quotation from the receipt for the 
vouchers, The foNowing isthe closing of that 
finding: ATEA - 

‘ And the petitioner was not allowed by the com- 
missioner to receivesaid vouchersammtil be had signed 
the said receipt; and he protested against. such 
action of the commissioners, and signed the receipt 


and agreement under said protest.” 


Now, we have the fact that the contract was 
honestly made; that it was honestly fulfilled ; 
that the Government received the boats ; that 
they went into service and were used; that 
they were transferred to the Navy Department, 
and that he accepted under protest the amount 
awarded him by this commission. What did 
he do after that? Ele went into the Court of 
Claims, and there, where there was a hearing 
with notice to the Government, where there was 
an examination of witnesses with notice to 
the Government,anda crossexgmination where 
the Secretary of War, the Assistant Secretary 
of War, the Quartermaster General, all, the 
officers who had anything to do with the mak- 
ing, or with the fulfilling of this contract, were 
examined, the Court of Claims after a full hear- 
ing found that if he was to be compensated 
according to the contract there was $112,000 
due him; that if the contract were to be 
thrown out of view, and he was to be paid the 
amount that would be reasonably due to him 
for the work done, there would be, upon the 
testimony as they viewed it the sum of thirty- 
nine thousand and some odd hundred dollars 
due him, but.the court entered judgment for 
the claim of $112,000 according to the con- 
tract.. There: was a full hearing before the 
Court of Claims, and that finding in his favor. 
Ordinarily as between individuals that would 
be deemed very good evidence of the claim. 
The Government appealed from that finding 
and carried the case to the Supreme Court, 
and in the language of the Supreme Court the 
case was reversed for this reason j E quote 
from the opinion, of the court: ae. 

“Tn the view we have taken of the case, the-giv- 
ing of this receipt is. of no [egal importance. The 
bar to any further legal demand against the ‘Gov- 
ernment does not rest upon this acquittanee, but 
upon the voluntary submission to the: board; the 
hearing and the final decision thereon, the receipt 
of the vouchers containing the sumor amount found 
due the claimant, and the acceptance of the pay- 
ment of that amount under the act.of Congress pro- 
viding therefor.” E A PAN 

Thus it will be seen that it. was on the 
ground that he made a voluntary submission 
to the board. His counsel asked to have the 
case sent back on the ground that this was an 
error in the court, and the Supreme Coart, in 


delivering the opinion upon that application, 
admit that that was an error, They say: 

_ “Although it is true that the appellee did. not 
Présent hif Claims before the board; as statéd in the 
finding in-the record; of appeal, it-cannot,; in view of 
the facts which appegr:in the original reeord of the 
evidence be ore the sourt of Claims, well hé denied 
but that he made hiniselfapartyto the Broceédings, 
and:took thebenefit of the adjustment of his accounts 
by, them, Which brings the case within the principle 
decided iù f Wale ey paat aeaaee 
_ Thus the court base their finding and their 
tial judgment upon the fact tbat, Mr.: Adams 
had received the. money , under this act of 
Congress. They agree that he had not sub- 
mitted his case to the board of commissioners ; 
they agree that he was not bound by that sub- 
mission, for he had made no submission, and 
therefore the only ground upon which they 
place it is that having receiyed the fuoney. 
uiider the act of Congress he had so far made 
himself a party to the acts,of the Government 
in constituting the commission and in;passing 
the law that he was not now permitted to say that 
he was notbhound by it. There, then, is the whole 
case.’ Here was a contractor under, the Gov- 
ernment who performed his contract honestly 
and faithfully; and that is the distinguishing 
feature of the case. „I know it is, often alleged 
that contractors are to be narrowly watched. 
T agree to it; and if any one who has sus- 
picion of these claims being -improperly 
allowed were aware of the scrutiny which an 
honest man has to undergo in the Committee 
on Claims, I think that much of this clamor 
against contractors would perhaps disappear ; 
for Iam free to say that in consequence of 
that very feeling I think that while the Com- 
mittee on Claims do act adversely upon many 
claims, they approach the consideration of. 
many claims with their feelings against the 
claimant, and not giving him the benefitwhich 
every man ought to have of. treating his claim 
as an honest one until the contrary appears, 
We have here the fact that. this is an honest 
claim, the Government certifying that the con- 
tract was honestly performed, and its court 
finding that this amount was honestly due 
under the contract, and the Supreme Court 
reverse it upon a rule of law simply, that he 
has taken the money and that he ought to 
be bound by it whether it is right or wrong. 
That brings him back to Congress; and now 
if we are satisfied that he honestly performed 
his contract, that this amount of money was 
honestly due to him, the simple question is, 
shall Congress be bound by the same technical 
rule of law upon which the Supreme Court 
decided? Jt cannot be alleged that this man 
is not entitled to his money if he has honestly 
performed his contract. All that can be 
alleged is that the Supreme Court, applying 
to him the rale which would be applied 
between individuals, says .he has estopped 
himself from denying that, he submitted to this 


power of the Government that was invoked | 


then.. It was the power to do a wrong; now, 
the power that is invoked is to right. that 
wrong, and the simple question presented to 
the Senate is whether they will exercise that 
power for the purpose of doing it. I think 
that in order to do it, and I trust some mem- 
ber of the committee who feels with me*—for 
I made this report under instructioas—will 
offer an amendment to make the amount 


$112,000, instead of $89,000, and then that | 


would be doing justice. — > i 7 
Mr. BOREMAN.- I should not say a word 


| about the bill before the Senate were Jt not for | 


the fact that Lam a member of the committee 
by which the report has been.made. „I have 


|! given the claim in this case mere consider- 


ation than I bave the claims which have come 
before that committee ordinarily, which have 
not been committed to my charge specially, 
and I feel assured that by passing this bill as 
reported by the committee, giving Mr, Adams 
only $89,000, we are doing very great injustice 
to him. į do not propose to repeat the history 
of the case, inasmuch as the facts as well as the 


| was the quartérniaster at St. 5, : 
| tered into a portion of these contracts with 


j the Senator from’ Pennsyl 


jaw have been go siceinetly and clearly and 
fairly: stated by the Senator from, Pennayl- 
vania. ‘The’ simple question is whether 
the Government öf: the. United’ States can 
afford, upon the veriest technicali 
diate a solemn ‘contract, 0 a, oie 
“The Contract made under’ authority of thé 
War Departitent, by direction of General 
Frémont, through ‘his quartermastér in St. 
Louis, "in “1861, with Mr. Adams was; as hag 
been stated, to build thirty-eight mortar-béats 
ata specific price“each, $8,250 apiece, and eight 
tug-boats at a spe cifié sun which is mentioned 
in this report taken from the decision of the 
Court of Claims. The case, as has been stated, 
was before the Court of Claims, and that court 

nds the following facts as to the acceptance 
and use of these boats; E read the fifteenth 
finding in the decision of the Court‘of Claims: 

“15th. Thatin Jannary, . 3 r of, W 
aici Tatin anr IMD the Smrlney of War 
built by the petitioner, and then at Cairo, should be 
completed for service by getting on board their arma- 
ment, for which they.were then ready, at the earliest 
date practicable; and this was done, and the mortar; 
boats and tug-boats‘were'thken' into the service of 
the: United States and immediately used in the mili: 


tary operatigns on the Mississippi river.” 


That is the fifteenth finding of the Court of 
Claims, and includes all these boats, showing 
an acceptance and appropriation of them with: 
out objection, without. exception in any pàr: 
ticular whatsoever.’ Now, to a plain, honest 
man that would seem sufficient? But if there 
should be'a seeming objection to the payment 
of the claim on account of any suspicion, we 
have here a letter of the Assistant Quarter- 
master General; ‘which was referred to by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, and which he ‘did 
not read, but which ‘I will read, which shows 
that there was ‘never’ ariy suspicion that Mr. 
Adams had nót completed most ‘thoroughiy 
and honestly: his contract: Mr. Adams, ‘it 
seems, addressed him a note, to’ which hé 
replied under dite of February 6, 1871: < 7 

I have your note ofthis date. To your question 
whether I ever ‘heard of any’ charges of trand Ya 
connection with your construction of eight steam: 
tugs and thirty-eight mortar-boats, I answer, em- 
phatically, no. Iam satisfied you labored zealously 
to fulfill your contract, and that yowacted in 


good faith toward the Government, ; o 
Very respecifully, your obedient servant 
a "R. W. ALLEN, 
Assistant Quartermaster General, 


It will’ be perceived that this, ‘General Allen 
‘ Louis, ‘and eñ: 


perfect 


Mr, Adams, under the’ direction of General 
Frémont and thé War Department. © 0 
` These are the facts. Then this commission, 
consisting of Judge Davis, Judge Holt, and 
Mr, Campbell, sat in St, Louis to take into 
consideration war claims, in General’ Fré- 
mont’s department. As has been shown by 
sylvania, this claim got 
before them not at theinstance of Mr. Adatas; 
He did not carry it there; it was sent there 
by direction of, the Quartermaster General, as 
has been stated, and this shows that it was not 
until after they had examined his claim that 
Mr. Adams heard’ probably something from 
them, and addressed them a note in regard to 
it. He foùnd probably that they were going 
to do him injustice, and he addressed them a 
note making an explanation in regard to some 
matters; which note appears in the printed 
report. y a : ` 

The Court of Claims allowed him the fall 
amount of his claim, the balance due him, 
$112,748 70.. The Court of Claims. decided 
that the contract. was accepted, that it. was 
binding on the Government, and that he had 
fulfilled it, and therefore was entitled to, re- 
cover the money according, to the contract, 
It we look into the statute giving jurisdiction 
to the Court of Claims, they. would not have 
entertained jurisdiction had they not been of 
opinion that the contract did exist.. , ; 

Now, how does the Government, attempt. to 
get rid of the payment of this $112,000? The 
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case is taken by appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and they do uot pretend 
to decide on the merits of the case... They talk 
about the case, itis true; but the decision, as 
may be seen by reference to 7 Wallace, was 
based on a technicality. They claim that he 
was bound by the decision of the commission 
at St. Lonis. They say, as has been read here, 
that he voluntarily submitted to that board, 
which was subsequently coutroverted ; but the 
first decision was mude upon that single ground 
alone. Afterward he applied to the court to 
be allowed to show that that was not true, and 
subsequently the court held, as has been read, 
that the mere fact of addressing this letter to 
the commission made him such a party to that 
proceeding ag to bind him by the decision of 
the commissioners. 

It may be that it was an indiscretion in | 
Mr. Adams to write that note, bw finding that 
the commission was going to do bim injustice 
he addressed them the note. Remember, that 
was a tribuoal not authorized by law, merely 
a set of commissioners sent out by the Seci e- 
tary of War to take into consideration claims 
within the western military department. They 
took this claim into cons-deration, and he upon 
that addressed them ths note, perhaps ingis- 
creeily, and theretore. be is 10 be cus off from 
the money that otherwise would have been due 
him by ihe Government. Why, sir, this com 
mission bud no jurisd:crion of him. twas not 
one of those trivanals that ave recognized any- 
where in any statute of the country, and 1 can- 
pot imagine how be is to be bound by their 
action tuless the court regard them as. arbitra- 
tors. Even in that light they were not arbi- 
trators. He never agreed tom. To make an 
arbitration binding the parties must agree to 
the arbitration, But then, I suppose, the 
court claim. that inasmuch as he addressed 
this uote to these commissioners he has made 
himsel! a party to the proceeding, aud there- 
fore they begame, as between him and the 
Government arbitrators. For one, here in 
my position as a Senator, Lam nor willing for 
this Governinent to get rid of its fair contracts 
upon such a mere technicality as tnis. 

l know it ig said that if we pass this bill we 
àre about. to upset a decision of the Supreme 
Court, and that we are to make a precedent 
that may be followed in the future to the great 
detriment of the Goverument. Lthink not. It 
the Supreme Court had taken this case into 
consideration on ils merits, had decided even 
the other question which has been spoken’ of 
here, thar Mr, Adams tad received according 
ty the evidence what. was fairly and justly due 
him upon a quantum meruit, then it might 
have been regarded ag a precedeut; but tbey 
just held that he had no right to come into 
court at all because he happened to address 
this note to those commissioners, 

Now, sin l understaud that the House of 
Representatives have passed a bill allowing 
him $112,000. If so, | move that ibat bill 
be suvstitu.ed for this, and I wish to test the 
sense of the Senate upon ite T think it but 
an act of justice. This gentleman made a 
coutract which it is admitued he fulfilled to 
the letter; he made these boats in every 
particular ag he was required, there was no 
defect in them whatsoever; and now I wish 
to see whether the Senate is willing to pay 

im his contract price. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the 
House bill that is now before the Senate. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Then i move to amend. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 


non-concurred in? 

Mr. FRELINGHOUYSEN. I should like 
He ask the Senator what award the board made 

im? 

Mr. BOREMAN. He has received what 
he has been allowed, as was stated by the 
Senator frum Pevosylvania, and I believe by | 
the Senator from Lowa, 


Mr. TRELINGHUYSEN, 
thousand, dollars? ' y peoe 

Mr. BOREMAN. Ithink it was 

Mr. SCOT. I will state to the Senator 
from New Jersey that the account presented 
by Mr. Adams for building the thirty eight 
mortar-boats was- $313 500... Upon that ac- 
count he has received $75 000:at one time and 
$55,000 at another, making $130.000, leaving 
a balance due him of $183,500 tor the mortar- 
boats, and ‘on that the commissioners allowed 
him $75.959. For the tug-boars his account 
was $34,400, upon which he had before that 
received $9.000, leaving a balance of $25.400, 
and they allowed him $20,196. ‘This $112,000 
allowed him by the Court of Claims was the 
balance of his contract price. E 

Mr.. FRELINGHUYSEN. Why was it 
that the board did not allow him the full 
amount? ; 

Mr. SCOTT. For the reason that they 
received testimony ex parte, that testimony 
showing what the boats might be built for 
under ordinary circumstances; whereas he 
built them working his hands day and night, 
and on Sunday, to get them ready within the 
time they were required to be ready. 

Mr. PRATI. Mr, President, I have not 
examined this case with the same care with 
which it hvs been examined by. the Sen- 
ators who have addressed the Senate; but 
I was present in committee, at the time the 
claim was’ under consideration, and my rec: 
ollection is that there were two difficulties 
in the way. In the first place, there was 
no contract entered into with the Govern- 
ment in pursuance of the act of Congress upon 
that subject; that is to say, this contract had 
not been entered into by any person designated 
by the law as capable of binding the Goveru- 
ment with Mr. Adams, Jf J am incorrect in 
this statement, the Seuator from Pennsylvania 
will correct me; but that is my recollection. 

In the next place. this matter having been 
submitred by the claimant to the Court of 
Claims and the decision having been appealed 
from by the Government, and the judgment 
ol. that court reversed by the Supreme Court, 
the claimant was out of court. He bad songht 
the tribunal designated by the law for the pur- 
pose of manifesting and asserting his claim 
against the Government, and he bad failed 
faded in the Supreme Court of the United 
States, which determined that under the law 
he had no valid claim against the Government. 
That is the attitude of the case. These are 
the circumstances under which Mr. Adams 
came before Congress. ` 

My recollection is that the committee ascer- 
tained that the amount mentioned in this Diil, 
$39,000, was the amount that. would compensate 
Mr. Adams for his outlays, for money and 
Services expended in building the mortar boats 
and tug boa's. The $112.000 awarded to him 
by the Court of Claims was the amouyt which 
he claimed, as I understand, under ‘this iy: 
formal contract with the Goverument, and 
which alter being allowed by the Court of 
Claims was disallowed by the Supteme Court. 
The sam of $39,000, as I understand, was a 
matter of compromise in the committee, they 
aiming to indemnify Mr. Adams so that he 
would not be out of pocket. 

While I am willing to abide by the decision 
of the Committee on Claims and allow this bill 
as reported by that committee to pass, I must 
oppose the amendment offered by the honora- 
bie Senator from West Virginia. The com- 


Senator waut the amendment of the committee | pecan pes Wabi eye cree 


opening the door to Mr. Adams to come before 
Congress and to reassert bis claim. That tri- 
bunal which bad been appointed by the law to: 
consider claims of this charseter, to be sure, 
awarded him the sum of $112.000; but upon 
appeal to the Supreme Court it was determ- 
ined that he was not entitled to anything- 
The sum which the committee awarded him, 
therefore, was in the nature of a quantum 


Some: ninety, } 


meruit, .. They thought it would be doing him 
justice, although it was not giving him the 
amount which he would have been entitled to 
under, his contract wih the Government if 
that contract. had been entered into. pursuant 
to law. o sas po 
:White, therefore, I am willing fọ support 
ihe bill.reported. irom the committee, Í am 
opposed tothe amendment offered, by the 
Senator’from West Virginia. : 
Mr, SCOTT... understood the Senator to 
appeal to me on the subject of the contract. 
Now, the fact aboutthat is this: the Secretary 
of War testifies that he directed General Fré- 
mént to-make thése contracts, and moreover, 
that whiié he was in command of the Army at 
St. Louis, be considered him authorized to do 
anything which he deemed advisable for the 
purpose of the general defense. at that time. 
The language of the Secretary of War in his 
testimony would authorize almost anyihing 
that General Frémout in his discretion saw 
proper to do for the public welfare at that 
point, But ih the case in the Supreme Court 
the Attorney General made three points: t first, 
that the authority to make the cuntract in the 
case was not found; second, that the ratifica: 
tion of the contract was not found; aud third, 
that an emergency to jusuily making the con- 
tract was uot found.’? In deciding the case 
the Supreme Court passed over all these ques- 
tions, and. admitted the competency or the 
power to:make the contract, and disposed of 
the case on the other ground that be had 
accepted the money. So fur as that is con- 
cerned, that, was the ground upon which it 
was placed... As. to the actual contracis, the 
contracts were drawn in pursuance ot the terms 
agreed upon by General Frémont and Mr. 
Adams; they were reduced to writing; they 
were signed by Mr. Adams and left in the 
bands of the quartermasier tọ be executed by 
him, and he through inadvertence omitted to 
put hig name to the contracts. So that all that 
was necessary to make a formal wriuea con- 
tract was wauting simply because of the neg- 
lect of the offcer of tne Government, and 
throughout the case it has been treated asa 
contract sufficiently executed, and the Court 
of Claims round upon it aud rendered a judg- 
ment for che amount due under the contact 

The PRISsiDING OFINCER, The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia wiil reach ‘his object 
by voting against the amendment of the com- 
mittee, It is notin order to move to nou-con- 
cur in the report of the committee, but to vote 
against the report of the committee will 
accomplisir his object.’ 
` Mr. BOREMAN. The question will first 
be on the amendment of the commiitee. 
‘Then those who are in favor ot the bill as it 
came from the House will vote against the 
ameudment, =. O, E 

‘Mr. WRIGHT. I only desire to add'a very 
few words. Jf any other member ‘at the Sen: 
ate desires to say anything on this subject T 
will give way to bin. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. IJ would simply 
say that the committee can hardly expect that 
when they recommend $39,000 we shall make 
it $112,000. If that sum is to be reacted at 
all it will have to be reached by a committee 
of conterence. We had better take the vote 
directly on the $89,000 and not spend tiie. 

Mr. BOREMAN. The Senator trom New 
Jersey is mistaken in tbat, The House passed 
the bill for $112,000. 

Mr. FRELINGHOYSEN. But the. com- 
mittee of othe. Senate recommend . $39,000. 
We are not going to vote against that to give 
$112,000. i PES 2 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to.add a very few 
words to what I have said- and in answer to 
what has been said by Senators on the other 
side. 1 do not understand that either the 
Senator from. Penngylvavia or the Senator 
from West Virginia pretends to controvert the 
principle for which I contend in this case. 1 
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understand rather that they insist that inas' 


much as this ease was not heard upon its 
merits in the Supreme Court of the: United 
States, and inasmuch as they insist it isa just 


and honest claim, therefore we ‘shall gò back’ 


of this judgment and allow it, - S5 : 

Now, I confess in all candor that such'argu- 
ments coming from lawyers struck me ‘with 
astonishment, 


they did this? 
from West Virginia will tell me, to know how 
a court for the correction of errors can hear’a 
ee upon its merits any more than they :did 
this. i : : ; Bee 
Mr. STEWART.. Does the Senator from 
Towa take the position that there can be no 


merits that Congress should consider after the: 


Supreme Court has decided? : 
Mr. WRIGHT. Jf my-distinguished friend 
had been here when I presented this case in 
the first instance lie would have iunderstdod 
me distinctly as saying, as I did, that we had 
the power to allow this claim; but the ques: 
tion of right was the one that Fpresentedto 
the Senate. : Peer 4 ae 
Mr. STEWART. Is not the Senator aware 
of the fact that sucha claim ‘as this can. only 
go before the Supreme Court or any*court on 
a question of contract, and that there are many 
claims we are paying daily that.do ‘not arise 
on contract such as could be enforced iy the 
limited jurisdiction of that court? Cases may 
arise daily where the court ‘has rendered all 
the relief that caw be rendered under the 
contract and stiil justice may not have been 
done. Such cases may arise frequently, and 
they do arise. - If a case was referred tothe 
court by an act of Congress giving them juris- 
diction of all the equities, of all the circum: 
stances, and they had passed upon it with a 
full knowledge of all those facts, I can see why 
we should not interfere in that case; but when 
it is simply referred to them to.decide upon a 
contract, and it turns out that there are equi- 
ties outside of the contract, Congress may con- 
sider those equities. Cases of that kind fre- 
uently arise. 


Mr. WRIGHT. Iam very well aware of 


that. ; 
Mr. STEWART. In a case where the 
Supreme Court has decided upon a title, Ido 
not suppese Congress would interfere, or in à 
case where they have decided upon a eontract 
I do not. suppose. Congress ‘would | interfere 
with that coutract; but they may interfere and 
they may grant relief so far as 
of the coniract are concerned. 
Mr. WRIGHT. 1 should be doing injus- 
tice to myself and my own feelings and be 
not courteous were I to suggest that my dis- 
tinguished friend did not understand this case. 
Mr. STEWART. That may bes | 
Mr. WRIGHT. Is he aware that the Court 
of Claims had jurisdiction of this case; that 
it was presented there; that: they tried. it, 
heard it, and decided it, aud that no person 
here pretends they did not have jurisdiction? 
No one preténds that they did. not hear the 
case and decide it; no one ‘pretends that there 
was not an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States and they decidéd the case ; 
no one pretends that that decision is riot final ; 
no one pretends that as between individuals 
there would be any person foui‘d here. orany- 
where else who would claim‘that yow could 
again review it. The whole ‘ground of this 
claim is that this man did vot get as much money. 
as he ought to have had, notwithstanding he 
went into a court that had. unquestioned juris: 
dietion, had his case heard tried, and decided; 
and now he comes to this tribunal, after hav- 
ing sought the tribunal. provided for him by 
law, without any-mistake, without any fraud, 
without any accident. being committed there, 
asks the Senate to review, reverse, and set 
aside the judgment of a competent: tribunal.: 
That is all there is about it. | AS 


L should ‘like to-be totd how! 
the Supreme Court of the United States: coald: 
consider a case upon its merits any tore than: 
I should like, if the: Senator: 


equities outside 


“But: I was paying my respects to the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia. A 
and L'want'an answer-to it. ‘Can the Senator 
tell me how the Supreme Court of the United 


“States could have this case upon its ‘merits 


before them in any other way than they did: 
have? -I say this case was before the Supreme 


’ Courtof the United States.’ The Senator from 


Pennsylvania talks about its being decided, 
not upon its merits, but‘upon a merè techni- 
cality, and the Senator from West Virginia 
follows. it up. Now, do ‘not those disin- 
guished Senators know perfectly well that 
when a tribunal decides the law against the 
party upon principle, that is as much a decis- 
ion of the merits and goes as much to the 
equity of the case, and should be as conclusive 
between the parties as if they went into the 
whole merits? What are courts of Jaw estab- 


lished for? To examine the facts as they are- 


submitted:and apply the law, and when they 
have applied the law and decided the case 
against a party, is it not just as conclusive in 
law and equity as if they had decided it upon 
the' merits? Did they not have this case on 


its merits before them as muck as they could: 


have? ; 

What was thé question? Just the question 
that arises in numberless cases before judicial 
tribunals; whether, when a party has taken a 
certain step ina- case, he as a matter of law is 
canéluded. There is no dispute as to the 
facts. They held that having submitted his 
case to that tribunal and received the fruits of 
it, asa matter of law he was concluded, Is 
not that a decision on the merits? 

But you say, cannot Congress: afford to do 
justice? Certainly it can; but justice. in any 
other tnanner than according lo law is, of 
all things, the most dangerous kind of justiee. 

It iş said there was no compulsion upon 
him to submit his case to this tribunal. ‘hat 
is so. But’ suppose two parties voluntarily 
organize a‘ tribunal by consent that shall de- 
termine a controversy between them, and that 
tribunal does decide it? The Senators who 
have addressed the Senate know just as well 
as I do that that is as conclusive between 
them as if it was the best and most formally 
organized court in the world, and in a contro 
versy in relation to the matters covered by the 
agreement and decided they are as mueh.con- 
cluded as if they were in the highest tribunal 
in the land. : 

He was not compelled to go there. But did 
he not go there? Ft is said his letter to the 
commissioners was after they had examined 
his claim, but before they detided it; but one 
thing is significant in this ‘matter, to which | 
call‘attention. Mr. Adams, in submitting his 
case, if it was a submission, said: ar 

“When this contract was made, I supposed I would 
have to pay much higher for materials and labor 
than I have, and therefore the job has been more 
profitablo in figures than L expected.” 

That is:evidence that Mr. Adams wås'a can- 
did man and a frank man. It seems at all 
events that he was allowed a large sum by 
these commissioners, received his money, had 
received a large sum before they acted upon 
the claim, and now he comes before Congress 
and insists upon $112,000 more.. I say he 
was vot. compelled to go there, but he did. I 
say that upon principle Mr. Adams was before 
that. tribunal. Isay, under the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States he 
was before that: tribunal. : 

I have but-one word more to add. It is 
said we can afford to pay this claim because 
there is. nothing dangerous init. Senators, Í 
want you to bear in mind, if you allow this 
claim, every demand. that was submitted to 


those commissioners, where they did not allow ji 
the party as much as he thought he was en-’ 
H titled to, wiil rise up in judgment before Con- 


gress at the next or some subsequent session, 
and we shall be called upor to pay it. The 


Supreme Court of the United States have had 


a case before them growing out of that same 


asked a question, | 


conimission and’ those’samé contracts at the 
same üme, ahd hive followed the ‘decision 
they made- in the Adams case, and gone fur- 
ther, as the Senator from- Pennsylvania knows, 
and have settled’ and ‘determined definifely 
that having received the money awarded by 
thosé com missioners the parties are ¢oncliddd., 

Now, letme submit one question right bere. 
Suppose the commissioners had allowed “Ad: 
ams $800,000, the entire amount of his cldim, 
and when it had come to Congress for ‘pay- 
went it bad been said, ‘The commission had 
no power to hear his claim, because, as he did 
not appear before it, the Government was pot 
concluded, the submission was not mutual;’’ 
suppose that. had been the condition of the 
question; I warrant you Mr. Adams would 
have been fouud bere insisting that the tri- 
bulnal had power to investigate that claim and 
that he was before that tribunal. AE at 

Mr. COLE. I move that the Senate now 
adjourn. ` , ae 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN and others: ‘Oh, 
no; I hope not. a ae 

Mr. COLE. I insist on the: motion if the 
Sénator from Towa will permit-me to make it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 1 can-hardly iniagine that 
the Senator from Califoriiia' had any unkind 
purpose'in that motion. ih PEII 

Mr. (COLE. By no means toward the Sen- 
aior ieoi Toia; not in the slightest, I assüre 

mm. a £ See ey 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms: 
ROY in the chair.) The Senator from lowa 
had not yielded the floor, and’ the Chair cán- 
not entertain the motion. SS tara? oe 

Mr. WRIGHT. Lam verysure that I havenot 
troubled the Senate much heretofore. I have 
been etideavoring to present my objections to 
this claim in a brief way, aud show the’ princi- 
ples'iavolved in it; and about the time l was’ 
about to close the Senator interposes for the 
purpose of making a motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
cannot be entertained without the consent of 
the Senator-on the floor. © ` : 

Mr. WRIGHT. I say again that if Mr. 
Adams, being before that commission, had 
been allowed the full amount of his claim, and 
a question had been made in the Senate as to 
whether that tribunal had power to investigate 
his claim and whether he did appear, you 
would-have found him insisting here they had 
the power aifd he did appear and the Govern- 
ment was concluded because he was concluded, 
but they did not allow him enough. j 

Now, Mr. President, I need not assure you 
again that I have no feeling on earth in this 
case. I am just as anxious that justicé shail 
be done to Mr. Adams as any one Oh ‘this 
floor’; ‘bat bé¢ause I believe there is a prin- 
ciple involved: here, ‘and one’ which if carried 
out to the extent claimed on the otter ‘side 
would be dangérous beyond measure, | insist. 
that this case shall be determined in such a 
way’ that_the precedent shall be understood, 
and that hereafter when claims come before 
the Senate“ decided by the highest judicial 
tribunal of the land, by the tribunal that is 
provided by law for claimants, and where 
there is neither accident, fraud, nor mistake, 
the Congress shall be concluded and the 
claimant shall not be allowed the demand he 


asks. 

- Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow 
me, I do not think Fam so far mistaken in 
this case as he supposes. Iwill-ask him if it 
was not decided by the Supreme Court that 
Adams could not recover any more because he 
had goné ‘before the cenimission and received 
what they awarded? Was not that their 
decision? : : 

Mr. BOREMAN. Substantially. ` 
i Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator from 

owa. s, 
| Mr. WRIGHT. Thè Senator from Nevada 
‘will find that the Supreme Court:of the United 


| States decided in the first instance: that— i 
“The har to any further legal demand agéiùst the 
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Government-does not rest, upon this. acauittance, b i ; 
ọn the voluntary, pms ssion.t¢ the hoard; the 
hbaring and’ the final decision thereon, the receipt 
of the vouchers containing thé sunt of athount found ` 
duethe claimant, and ithe acceptance of ‘the: pay- 
ment of that. amount Updo the pot..of Congress 

providing therefor.” 

‘And, then, when  oploaliaa was, ade for. 
rehearing of the cane: the Supreme Court said 
furthers, ici Daiei 

““Thereis weather view elso arising bat of the facts | 
upon whieh this. motign is founded. w which shouldbe 
statéd. “Although ‘it is tryo that the appellee did 
not préseht his claims’ before'thé board, as stated in 
the pding, i in the Sepak of eee it pannor: bA 
y ew ofthe. facts whic ppear in the ortginalrecor 

tthe ane hey rer he Court of Psa well be 
ta but that he made himself a party to’ ‘the: pro- 
ceedings and took. the benofit:of thé adjustment of 
his accounts by them, which brings tho case within., 
the “pringiple decided i in ‘allace,”? . 

“Me, STEWART. Allow me a word. right. 
there. Thea the Supreme Court held that the 
reasgn,why they, could not give him relief was 
because he had gone before a board and taken, 
a pert of his, claim which had. been awarded 
to him. He made an application for a re- 
hearing, but they: spidi held, that as he went 
before.a board and recejved part of his claim- 
he made himself a;party to it. 1. undertake 
to. say, that that,. is, no decisiony. The, court 
never reviewed the amount duo. him,.,gnd 
never pretended to do so.. They simply said 
he had made 2, contract to take so muchy and 
had submitted himself to that board, and po 
mapterif he had-taken less than, wag due. him, 
the, court could not give him relief. Thera is 
ng, pretense in this decision that they. acted on 
the merits at all; and I say. in such. a case it 
iy, the duty of Congress to give relief. Itis 
noba case where the matter was submitted to 
the court.an an original claim, but the matter 
was submitted to the court whether he was cut 
- olf by being obliged to go before that commis- 

sion or g into bankruptey.. He had to go 
there aud get what he could, or go into bank- 
ruptcy. That wag the question submitted to 
the court, and pok the merits of the claim, He 
took the part of the claim that was awarded to 
him; and because be choge to take that rather 
than submit to immediate bankruptcy, it is 
said eines should grant kim no further 


relig 

Me, BOREMAN. I do not propose to con- 
tinge this. discussion, but the Senator from 
lowa put a question to ma which probably L 
ought to answer before we take the vote, The 
Senator from Iowa is a very good lawyer and 
a very good judge.. He takes a judicial. view 
of.this.case, no. doubt. He asks if this. was 
not-a-decision upon the. merits. 1 wil state 
my: position in regard to. that. ‘Tbe tribunal 
that, decided this matter was no: legally con-. 
stituted tribunal, and the only, way in which 
the court held him to the decision. -of thaf tri-. 
bunal. was that he had written this letter, - 
and therefore they were precluded from. going. 
into the merits. 

I have but one word more to. say and. then I 
am done. -The report-of the committee gives 
this man $39,000, and therefore the principle 
is gone. The committee were almost unani- 
mous, I believe, ins giving him the $39,000, 
while the court ‘gave him-ngthing. . I think we 
ought to give him $112,000. 

Mr PRATY. Ishould like to ask my friend 
from West Virginia whether the sum of 339,000 
was not deemed by the committee gulicient to 
indemnify him against any-loss, and whether: 
the difference between that and the larger sum 
of $112,000 was-notin the nature of a profits 
claim? 

Mr. BOREMAN, The committee, I believe, 
came: to the eonclusion that $39,000. would į 
save him from loss simply, and that without 
any interest. and after ten years’ delays! but I 
think aman ‘is -entitled ‘to his contraet not- 
withstanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, .. The ques- 
tion:is on the amendment. ee eee, 

Mr. WRIGHT. -For the porpose.of haying: 


’ 


wil be withdrawn. 
į jection. 


the question settled so as to know what we 


may-rely upon in the fatare, I, ask, for the 


i yeas-and nays. 


Mr. STEWART. “Oh, no; do not do ‘that 5. 
there ig not a quorum- here. -. 

. Mr. CONKLING. .. If that. is so, then the. 
bil}: ought not tò: pases 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. Does ‘the. 
abe insist on the call: for. ae. yeas and: 


ha 

ek WRIGHT, Ido.. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PRATT. Do I. understand “that ‘this: 
vote:is on the amendment of the Senator from: 
West Virginia, i increasing the amount allowed 
by the committee ? 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER, The qnestion 
is.on the amendment of the committee. reducing. 
the sum to $89,000. > 

Mr. WRIGHT. To save all the time L can. 
I shall not insist on the yeas and nays on the 
amendment, but shall call for them on the 
passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. If there be: 
no objection, the call for the yeas and nays 
The Chair. hearg-.no. ob- 
The question is on the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. H was ordered that: the amendment be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was'read the third time. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Task forthe yeas and nays 
on tho passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 88, nays 6; ’as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Plait, Borerati;. 
Caldwell, Casserly. Cooper, Cragin, Davis of West 
Virginia, Vrelinghuysen, Aill; Hitchcock, Howe, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of 
Maino, Osborn; omeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Robert- 
son, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott. Spencer, Stevenson, 
Stewart, Stockton, Vickers, and Wilson--33. 

AYS—Messrs, Buckingham, Cole. Ltamilton of 
Toxns, Harlan, Schurz, and Wright 

ABSENT — Messrs, Ames, ‘Anthony, Brownlow; 
Camergn, Carpenter, Chandler, glay (on. Conkling, 
Corbett, Davis’ of Kontucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flan- 
agan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamlin, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, 
Nyo, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Sherman, 
Sprague, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, 
West, and Windom—35, 


So the bill was passed. 
ALBERT GRANT. 


Mr. SCOTT. IL report back from the Com- 
mittee on Claims the bill (H. R. No. 2085) to: 
provide forthe examination. and payment of 
the claim of Albert Grant without amend- 
ment, It involves the:same principle as. the 
bill just päigod, and I ask that it may,be taken 
up and acted 

a he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands this is the last bill from the Com- 


mittee on Claims, and this evening was de- 


voted to that committee: 

There. being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee: of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It directs the Secretary of War 
toexamine the claim of Albert Grant, assignee 
to A. Grant & Co., for damages. sústained by 
A. Grant & Co. in the erection of a fire-proof 
storehouse at Schuylkill arsenal, iu- the city 


of Philadelphia, in. the years 1867 and 1868,- 


under a contract by them entered into with 
the United Siates, the alleged amount being 
$47,000; and if on examination the Secre- 
tary shall be of the opinion that the claim, 
or aly part of it, is just and equitable, he is 
to cause it to be paid to this claimant or his 
legal representatives; but. the amount so 
allowed is not: to exceed the sum of $47,000, 
and = is to be in-full discharge of the claim. 
n. STEWART. - Is there a written: PERDORE: 
aE that bill ?: ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair. 
understands not.: 


Mr. SCOTT... Gh, yes, there i is. 


Mr. STEWART J should like to hear it. | 


Here isa claim for $47;000, and it is proposed 


to refer.it to the Department. for examina- 
tion aud allow them. to give what they please. 
That is nota very good. way of- legislating. 

: Mra SCOTT.: The reason. why it is referred 


ito thé Department is-hecatise it involves the 


question whether this claimant was:interfered 


_with.in the execution,of his contract: by sey- 


enal-Army officers, and it was.deemed improper: 


‘|| that the question should be decided without 


investigation by the Secretary.of War, so that 


if; the Seeretary should decide thatthe claim- 


ant wasintéerfered with; he.may determine the: 
amount thdt-is due to hinunder those circum- 
stances, There ig a printed report which comes 
from the House with the- bill. It is reported 
by Mr. Frye, chairman of the com mittee. 
Tie WRIGHT.: I désire to say ‘to the Sen- 


| ator: from, Nevada that, this.case involves pre“ 


cisely the same (principle as the one-that has 
just been decided, and the: other bill having 
been passed, there ought not ta be any trouble 

about this. : i 

Mr. STEWART. The other was fora fixed 
amount; and this refers the claim to a Depart- 
ment for adjustment, : and I do vot think that 
is a proper principle of legislation. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I think they can determine 
it better: than we:cam. ~: 

Mr. STEWART: Iti is very likely they could 
determine better ‘all: these claims, but if the 
matter is to be referred for adjustment. any- 
where, I think it ought to be referred to. the 


‘Court of Claims, which has been specially 


organized for that very. purpose. 

Mr. HOWE. This is safer. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; if the com- 
mittee insist upon it, I shall not interpose an 
objection. 

The bill was nisd to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD N. CALVERT, 


Myu FRELINGHUYSEN. I move thatthe 
Senate proceed to the consideration of House 
bill. No. 694.. 

My. DAVIS, of: West Virginia. I havea 
bill fom:the Commitiee on Claims, the last 
one, I believe, and thereis no question about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood those bills to be exhausted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, sir; 


i there is one. more—Senate bill No. 1162. I 


moye to take it up. 

The motion: was agreed to; and the bill 
(S. No. 1162) for the relief of Edward N. Cal- 
vert was-read:the aecond time, -and considered 
as.in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Edward 
N. Qalvert, of the. District: of Colimbia, 
$1,500, to. be in full and complete payment of 
damage, rent, &es, done to ‘the. property of 
Edward N. Calvert; known as Fort Wagner, 
on Good Hope Hill, District of Columbia. ° 

The bill was. reported to the Senate without 
améndment, ordered to be engrossed‘ for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


Mr, PRELINGHUYSEN. Í move. that the 
Senate. proceed tọ the consideration of House 
bill No. 694.. 

The motion was:agreed to. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The pill has 
been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has 
been read: heretofore. 

Mr. CASSERLY, * What isit? We hares 
right to know what it is, I suppose: 

“Lhe Cuter Cuser. A bill (H. R. No. 694) 
to prevent cruelty to animals while in transit 
by: railroad or other means of transportation 
-within the-United States. . 

“Mr. CASSERLY. I wish ‘to know whether 
the Chair rales that we are not entitled to have 
that bill read for information? - 

> Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. 
read: and: disensged. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chait 


t peni been 
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has made no ruling on that. subject.. Any 
o can have any paper read that he calls: 


itr, PRATT.. I shall have to object to the 
consideration of tbat bill at this time until 
the cases reported from the Committee on 
Claims are all considered, 

‘Mr. PRELINGHUYSEN. 


were. Ina 

Mr. PRATT.. :No, sir. I wish to. call up 
one or two. cases reported: from that com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... Does the 
Senator from New-Jersey withdraw his bill? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. (I do not if it 
is: in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill 
has been taken up by a vote of the Senate. It 
can belaid aside by unanimous consent. : 

-Mr.: FRELINGHUYSEN. I object. I 
think, as this bill is up now, we had better 
dispose of it. 

Mr. PRATT. This evening was. specially 
designated for -the ‘consideration of bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims, and I 
think they are entitled to be heard. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
was informed that the bills from that commit- 
tee were disposed of: 

Mr. PRAFT. Ifthe pill of the Senator 
from New Jersey will not lead to debate, I 
do not object. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It will. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
some debate, but it ought to pass, and at any 
rate L.want tò get.a vote of the Senate uponit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood.a Senator from the Committee on 
Claims to say that their calendar was ex- 
hausted, and he then recognized the Senator 
from New Jersey, and his bill was taken up by 
a vote of the Senate, and it is now before the 


Sen 

Me “COOPER. 
now adjourn. 

Mr, PRELINGHUYSEN. 
yeas and uays. - 

peter SENATORS. 


firs 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
call, 

The: question -being put, there were—ayes 
ten. 
Mr. WILSON. I hope Senators will not 
insist on @ division. I should like to ask 
unanimous consent to give me.next Wednes- 
day night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isa farther 
count insisted upon? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Yes, sir. | 

Twenty-seven Senators rose in the negative. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... The Senate 
refuses to adjourn, but there is not a quorum 


I thought they 


Tt will lead to | 


j 


I move that the Senate do 
I ask for the 
Oh, no; take a division 


I withdraw the 


voting. : 

Mr CONKLING. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. ‘There is a quorum present. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, WILSON. While the Clerk is looking 
over the list I ask unanimous consent to give 
me Wednesday night. $ 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; we cannot do 


that. as 

Mr. WILSON. I must have somenight. I 
have twenty-five or thirty bills, and if the Sen- 
ate will give me an hour and a half I can dis- 


pose of them. ` 
Mr. RAMSEY. I will divide the night with 


you, : - f 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. - Debate is 
out of order pending the announcement of the 
vote on the motion to adjourn. 
The result was then announced~-yeas 9, 
nays 20; as follows: 7 
YEAS— Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, | 
Helly spiasbury Stevenson, Stockton, and Vick- | 


NA AYS—Messrs.-Aleorn, Blair, Boreman, Caldwell, 
Conkling, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Johnston, Kel- 


logge, Lewis, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Scott. comet Wilson, and Wright—29. 
ABSENT—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Brownlow; 
Bieta Cameron. Carpentér, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Corbett, Davis of: Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 


Goldthwaitg;: ‘Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of’ 


Texas, Hamlin, Hitcheock, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Bice, 
Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, Sumner, 

Tipton, Trumbull, West, and Windom—36. 


So the’Senate refused to adjourn. 


“Mr. WILSON. T ask unanimous. consent 
that Wednesday night be given to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, and the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. . 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Tobject for the 
present until this bill is passed. 

Mr. STEWART. _T do not object to assign- 
ing an evening, but I object to the time that is 
made in so thin a Senate. 

5 Mr, BA YARD. What is the bill before the 
ena 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
read for information. 

The Cutzr CLERK. ` The bill before the Sen- 
ate is the bil (H. R, No. 694) to prevent 
cruelty to animals while in transit by railroad 
or other means of transportation within. the 
United States. 

Mr. PRATT. I move to lay that bill on the 
table for the purpose of allowing the remaining 
bills upon the Calendar reported by the Com- 
mittee on Claims to be considered. 

3 Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I object to de- 
ate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is not debatable: The question is, shall the 
bill lie on the table? 

Mr. PRATT. , I ask for the yeas and nays. 
I wish to see whether the agreement of the 
Senate will be carried out. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23 nays, 14; as ‘follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 


Caldwell, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Hill, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, Norwood, 


Osborn, Pratt, Ransom, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, | 


Stevenson, Stockton, and Vickers—23. 
NAYS—Messrs. Conkling, Cragin, Flanagan, Fre- 

linghuysen, Harlan, Kelly, Pomeroy, Pool, Ram- 

soF, Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, Stewart, and Wil- 


—14, 

SOR BSENT—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Buekingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Glay- 
ton, Cole, Corbett, Davis of Kentueky, Edmunds, 
Penton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
ilton of Texais, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patter- 
son, Rice, Sherman,. Sprague, Sumner, Thurman, 
Tipton, Trumbull, West, Windom, and Wright—37. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the absentees 
be-called; I am satisfied there is a quorum 
here 

Mr. COLE. I move that the Senate ne now 
adjourn. > 

Mr. PRATT. : Isitin 1 order to make ‘a single 
remark? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By anani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. PRATT. This evening I understood 
was given to the Committee on Claims. to con- 
sider all bills proceeding from that committee, 
1 believe, with the exception of two. I ask 
for the consideration of. one, - 

Mr. COLE. We have considered too many 
to- Te from.that committee, lam sure. ` 

. PRATT. I thought the whole evening 
was wae to that committee. There are only 
$400 or $500 involved in the bill I wish to 
have considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. -The Chair 
must remind the Senate that the last vote dis- 
closed the want'of a quorum. =: 

Mr. WILSON. The question ison adjoarn~ 


ment. I ask for the yeas and nays on that 
motion. Dae us see whether we have a quo- 
rum or 


-The PRESIDING “OFFICER. On- the 
motion made by the Senator from California, 


:Logan; Norwood, Osborn, Pomeroy, 


Thurman, i 


H 


i 


that the Senate: do now adjourn, the: Senator 
from Massachusetts: demands me ‘yeas and: 
nays t 
. The yeas: and. nays were- ordered and taken, 
with the following result :- ney f 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Caläwéti, ‘Casserly, 
Cole, Cooper, Cragin, Harlan, Hitghcook,. John- 
ston, Kelly; Lewis, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, 


Saulsbury, ‘Stevenson, Stockton, and Viekers—20. 
NA YS- Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Conkling; Davis’ 


of wet peireinias, Flana: an, Frelinghuysen, Hil, 
Howe, Norwood, ‘Pratt, ansom, Robertsoy, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Scott, Sbencer, Stewart, and 
son— 


ABSENT--Mesers. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron,. Carpenter, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gil- 
hert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamil- 
ton of Texas, Hanlin, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye. Patter- 
son, Rice, Shérman, Sprague, Sumner, Thurman, 
Tipton, Trumbull, West, Windom, and Wright—36. 

The call of the roll having been concluded, 

Mr. WILSON. Before the announcement 
of the vote is made, I ask nnanimous consent 
that Wednesday evening be assigned to’ the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, the Committee oni Agricul- 
ture, and the Committee: on Post Offices and 
Post Roads.” - 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I object. = 

Mr. HILL. < I must ask my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts, does he expect to behere on Wed- 
nesday evening? [Laughter.] ~ . 

Mr. WILSON. Ihave twenty-five bills from 
the Military Committee. I should like to have 
Wednesday:evening. Ido not expect to pass 
any bills that anybody opposes. When‘ we 
> through, others may have what they can 


othe PRESIDING OFFICER.. Is there 
objection to the proposition of the Senator 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HITCHGOOK. I object. 

Mr.RAMSEY. With this amendment, that 
he take in the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, who have a parcel of small bills 
which will not be objected to + 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: 
objection to that proposition ? -' 

one CONKLING. What is the proposi- 


“ciho PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands it to be the proposition of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that Wednesday 
evening be set apart to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and the Senator from Minnesota 
ee the Committee’ on Post Offices aid Post 

oa 

Mr. CONKLING. I shall want a little time 
to consider that unless I know what sort 
of bills the Post Office Committee intend to 
take up 

Mr. RAMSEY, I assure the Sënator that 


‘Is there 


| the postal: telegraph bilt, which he ‘stands. so 


much in dread of, will not be brought up. 

Mr. GONKLING. Ido not object, if the 
Senator says that he wants ah- evening to take 
up routine measures from- the Pobi ‘Office 
Committee. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Thati is all. 

Mr. CASSERLY. T shall not object. to that 


. proposition provided it is understood that no 


other bills are taken-‘up. 

Mr. COLE. Tam under the névessity of 
objecting while the appropriation bills are in 
their present condition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from California object? 

Mr. COLE. Ican only consent on condi- 
tion that'it be subject to’ the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

Mr. CONKLING. One minute before’ this is 
announced. ‘The suggestion made by the other 
Senator from California, [Mr. Casspruys] I 
am afraid, will have the effect, as usual, to 
bring a very thin Senate here. Senators come 
who are interested in the particular bills to be 
considered; other Senators feel exonerated, 
and we shall have a very small attendarice.- 
do not believe the Senator from California 
farthest from me [Mr. Cassenny] wants that. 
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But if-we leave it open, other. Senators feel 
beund:to-attend. -The worst of the night ses- 
sións is a.night session confined to particular 
bilis,..s¢:that. alk Senators: not: interested “in 
them. feel exonerated. trom: coming. I hope 
the Senator from Califosnia will not. put ‘on 
that.éondition:: PETE GP EER pe Irepo! apt 
‘She PRESIDING. OFFICER.” Phe Chair 
will take the sense of the Senate... Does ‘the 
Senator from California object? gso > 
Mr. CASSERLY: | J have a reason for that 
suggestion of mine which I hope the Senator 
from:New York will appreciate, ‘This evening 
we came here to attend to bills from one com- 
mittee, and before we got throagh the Calen- 
dar of that committee another bill, foreign to 
that cammittee, was pushed in here. bdo not 
reflect, at all upon the manner of bringing it 
forward, but it was brought forward and it cut 
out that committee for. the. rest of the evening, 
and brought up a subject for debate which may 
consume the whole evening. J merely wish to 
revent the possibility. of that- occurring ‘on 
Wednesday nighe That is all. - et 
Mr. FRALINGHUYSEN...: This evening was 
set aside for the Committee on Claims. There 
was no arrangement made that I heard of} that 
it was to be restricted to the. bakinéss.of that 
committee, and no auch arrangemonti has been 
anvouueed, I further say. that: | supposed the 
business of thut committee, was done, as the 
Chair also did, before £ called up the cattle 


bill. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.: The Chair so 
announced. : : i 

Mr. PRELINGHUYSEN. Bat it was not 
pushed in in auy way, but was moved in an 
orderly; seuatorial marmer, and | do not aub- 
mit to the stivtures of the Senator feom 
Culifornia, aud J notify bim that whenever 
there is an opportunity lo iéteh up-that bill L 
shall call it up 

Mr. CASSERLY. I took soma pains——- 

Mro PALL. sit in ordertodemand that 
the vote be announced ? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

My. PRATI. 1 demand that the vote be 
announced, : 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator from 
Indiana will yield to mo tor a moment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Is it the intendon of the 
Senator from indiana to deprive me of a word 
in reply ? . 

-Mr PRATT. Certainly not. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unani- 
mous Consent this is being proceeded with, 

Mr. CASSERLY. E took some pains to 
disclaim in advance any reflection on the Sen- 
ator frou New dersey. Jt was not therefore 
at ull his cue to get up and assume suchau air 
of valor without ibe slightest necessity for the 
purpose of repelling what he calls: sirictures 
that I did not make and that I did nou think 
of making. I expressly said that I did not 
intend to reflect at alt upon the manner ot his 
bringing forward: the bill. Now, sic, if the 


Senator is not satisied with that, I take back . 


my disclaimer. i 

Me. VRELINGHUYSEN.. The Senator 
froin Calitornia distinctly accased me of vio- 
lating uu understanding. of tbe Senate, aud 
the term that be: used waa that in violating 
that understanding .1 had pushed -in a bill, 
when neither of the charges was correct. 
There is nothing about the Senator:from Cal 
ifurnia that invokes my valor iu the-least, 1 
have nou reached that point, : 

Mr, CASSERLY.. 1.do.not remember hav- 
ing used the words ‘violation of an under- 
sianding;™ and 1 do. not.wish to provoke the 
valor, nor the want of it, on the. part of the 


Senator from New Jersey, I wish--him to- 


understand, . amin i 

Mr. PRATT. I demand the announcement 
of ihe result of the vute on the moion to 
adjourn. 


10e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair || 


will announce the vote. SE ety bod 
Mr, SPENCER. I ask ths Senator from 


° 


Indiana to yield to-me for a moment. Ihave 
a` personal favor to ask, Iam going away to 
be gone -for two or three days, and I should 
like' to have the Senate take up and consider 
Senate “bill No. 1157. `I do not think there 
can be any earthly objection to the bill. Lf 
theré is I shall not press it. : $ 

oMi. PRATT. Iinsist onthe announcement 
of the vote, 70 oo 2000 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not believe that 
the Senator frony Indiana will refuse to yield 
to the Senator from Alabama: 

Mr. PRATT. I hope the Senate will re- 
main in session long enough to consider a bill 
from the Committee on Claims. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no ob- 
jection be made, the Chair wiil entertain the 
motion made by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. COLE. — Is it in order for me to change 
my vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. SPENCER. 
up Senate-bill. No, 1157, 
ticn to the bill. 

Mr. SVEVIENSON... Let us have the vote 
announced, : 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator calls for the announcement of the vote. 
The Chair must make the announcement. 

Mr. SUNVENSON. 
nonncement of the vote, 

‘the PRESIDING OFFICER, (at eleven 
o'clock and seventeen minutes p.m.) On the 
motion to adjonrn the yeas are 20 and the 
nays are 18. So the Senate stands adjourned 
to meet to-morrow at eleven o'clock. 


Tt is not. 


There is no objec- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, June 4, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prasos by the Chaplain, Rev. J. Q. Burien, 
D). D ` 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, requesting 
the return to that body of.an act (H. R. No. 
2033) amendatory of an act approved March 
2, 1869, entitled “An act amendatory of an 
act to provide a temporary government lor 
Montana,” approved May 2, 1864. 

he message further announced that the 
Senate had passed: bills of the House uf the 
following tides wiihout amendment: 

An act (H. R. No. 40) for the relief of 
Joseph A. Clay, of Philadelphia; 

An act (H. R. No. 114) for the relief tof 
the heirs-of Lieutenant Colonel Humphrey M. 


Woodyard, late of the twenty-first Missouri | 


infantry 5 à 

„An act (H.R. Nov 3857y:for the relief of. 
Horace B. Shepard, of Indiana ; 

An act (H.R. No. 639) for the relief of 
John A. Green; 


An act (H,.B. No, 1419) for the relief of 


Michael T. Gannett ; 
An act (H. R. No. 1420) for the relief of 
F. E. Reed, of Bath, Maine; : 


An acu (I. R. No. 1421) referring the claim 
of the heirs and legal representatives. of | 


Colonel Francis Vigo, deceased, -to the Court 
of Claims for adjustment; : 

An act (H. R. No, 887). for the relief: of 
Samuel Black and Albert R. Cooper; 

Au act (H. R. No. 1274)-for the relief of 
Thomas F. Spencer, of Indiana; 

An act (H. R. No. 1382) for the relief of 
Alexander McArthur, of the city of Corunna, 
in the State of Michigan; > 

An act (H. R. No. 1241) for the relief of. 
A. G. Booth, late assistant assessor in the 
twenty-first revenue district of Pennsylva- 
nia; 


of Ohio 


Lask the Senate to take. 


I insist on the an- 


‘An act (H. R. No. 1261) for the relief of || W 
| Thomas D. West; of Sandusky, in thd State 


“An act’ (H.R. No. 1899) 

William T. Bowers; i at 

An act (H. R. No. 1942) for the relief of 
D. C. Farrell, of Peoria. Hingis‘; ; 

‘An act (H. R. No. 2029) for the relief o 
Charles Thompson, of New Orleáns, ‘Louis. 
iana; A ; 
An act (H. R. No. 2032) for the relief of 
Dr. John H. McQuown, of Minois; | 

‘An act (H; R. No. 2038) for the relief of 
William M. Stafford, late acting district attor- 
ney for Montana Territory ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2162) for the relief of 
T. P. Robb, of Savannah, Georgia; 

An act (H. R. No. 2085) to provide for the 
examination and payment of the claim of 
Aibert Grant; ` : 

An act (H. R. No. 2709) for the relief. of 
the State of Connecticut and other States; 

An act (H. R. No. 2788) for the relief of 
Richard R. Bolling; 

An act (H. R. No. 2789) for the relief of 
John J. Smith; 

An act (H. R. No. 2791) for the relief of 
William J. Clark, administrator of Gad E. 
Upson, deceased ; i 

An act (H. R. No. 2890) for the relief of 
Dwight J. McCann; 

An act (H. R. No, 2888)-for the relief of 
Simeon'Stansifer 3 e a 

Anact (H. R. No. 2885) forthe relief: of 
John Miloue, postmaster at Uhriċksville, 
Ohio; ' : 
An act (H. R. No. 2098) for 
John W. Phelps, of Vermont; - i 

An act (H. R. No. 2907) for the relief of 
the Omaha National Bank ; : 

An act (H. R. No. 2911) for 
Moritz Augensteins and 

An act (H. R: No 2948) for the relief of 
Lucy A. Baker and Mary A. Baker, children 
of Jobn M. Baker, deceased. : 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the House of the 
following titles, with amendments; in whieh 
the concurrence of the House was requested : 

An act (H. R. No. 1262) for the relief of 
cee Hipp, of St. Mary’s, Auglaize county, 

hio; . 

An act (H. R. No. 2016) for the relief of 
Theodore Adams; 

An act (H. R. No. 2582) making appropri- 
ations for the payment of claims reported 
allowed by the commissioners of claims under 
the act of Congress of March 8, 1871 ; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2807) for the relief of 
Robert B. Williamson, 

The message farther: annoimeed that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: ... > 

An act (S. No..198).for the relief of Warren 
& Moore ; eh p A 

An act (S. No. 877) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of: the late George T. Wiggins, 
of Keokuk, in the State of Lowa; 

i An et (S.No. 403) for the relief of Rufus 
ickel ; 

Au act (S. No. 663) for the relief of David 
L. Wright, late captain of company H, fifty- 
first regiment Indiana volunteers ; 

An act (3. No. 953) to pay James and Anna 
S. Cameron for property taken and used by the 
Army during the war ; Í 

An act (S. No. 990) for.the relief of Reuben 
Goodrich ; : : 

An act (S. No. 983) for the relief of Mar- 
garet B. Franks; her-atlaw of Thomas L. 
Franks, of Green Bay, Wisconsin ; ; 

An- act (S. No. 166) for the relief of David 
Braden; : : : 
get act (S. No, 1021) for the relief of A. W. 

öss; a : z 

Anact (S. No. 1090) for the relief of William 
L. Utley ; À . i 
Aa aci (S.-No. 1142) for the relief of S. is, 
ard; 

An act (8. No. 1089) to reimburse the State 
of Nevala for expenses incurred while a Ter- 


for the relief of - 


the relief of 


the: relief of 
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ritory in. the purchase. of a-prison. andin supt 

port of United States courts; oon cari p moit 
Ao act (5. No. 1162). fop the rel: 
Edward N. Calvert; and =s x 

An act (3. No. 1172) for the 
J. Powell. PGR EAE a hs, 7 

WESTERN DISTRICT:COURT, MISSOURI; 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. ~ 
by the Committee “on the Judiciary 5 ‘report 
back a bill (H. R. No: 720). to provide for 
holding terms. of the district: cours of, the 
Unired States for the western district.of Mis» 
sonri at St. Joseph and Springfield, in said 
district, and to increase the jurisdiction of said 
district court. I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill. cee 

The bill was read. 

The question being taken on the suspension 
of the rules, there were—ayes fifty-fuur, noes 
not counted : or 

So (two thirds nothaving voted in the affirm- 
ative) the rules were not suspended, and the 
bill was not passed. oo 

NEW POST ROUTE. oe 

Mr. STORM, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2968) establishing a 
post route in Pennsylvania ; which was read a- 
first and second time. 7 

The bill, which was read, declares the fol- 
lowing to be a post route: from Pocono to’ 
Houser’s Mills, in Monroe county, Stateot : 
Pennsylvania. © : ‘ : 

The bill. was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, ‘it 


A 


; 
relief of Levi 
£ 


FR 


was accordingly read the third time, and } 


passed. he 
ir, STORM moved ta-reconsider: the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : f Hapi 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
POTTAWATOMLES. 

Mr. SHANKS. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill (3. No. 944) to provide for the 
claims of the Potrawatomie Indiansresiding iu 
Michigan and Indiana, which was taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred to the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs, may be replaced on 
the Speaker’s table and hold its place for con 
sideration when it shall be again reached. 1 
may be permitted to say that I du not desire 
to ask action on the bill until the committee 
have passed upon it; but | do not desire that 
it shall be thrown out-of its p'ace. The com- 
mittee have uot acred upon is as yet. In all 
probability they will find it tu be entirely, cor- 
rect, and Task that it may lie upon the’ table 
and tbavit may be taken up when the :commit- 
tee have acted upon if, AE Ge 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill makes ‘a large 
appropriation of nionéy; ‘and thé trouble is, 
who is to get that moiey? > ` Re cau 

Mr. SHANKS, I will not: call up the‘bill 
until the committee shali have passed upon T 

The SPEAKER. If there be nó objection: 
the bill-will lie upon thé Speakers table, as 
among ote bills which were passed over. | 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

DISTRIBUTION OF ARMS, ETO, | 

Mr. TERRY, by unauimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2969) to authorize and 
direct ihe Secretary of .War-to distribute arms 
and midiary equipments,under the act. of 
April 28, 1808, and acts amendatory thereof; 
which was read. a.first and second time. |; 

‘}he bill, which was read, authorizes -and 
direcis the Secretary of War to distribute. to 
such States.as did not from the year 1862.to 
the year 1869 receive the same, their appro; 
priate quora of rms and military equipments 
for each year from 1862 to 1869, pnder the act 
of Congress approved Aprit:28; 1808, aud the 
several acis amendatory thereof; provided 
that in the organization and equipment. of 
military companies and organizations with said 
arms, no discrimination shall be made-berween 
said companies and organizations Un account i 


p 5 sed 
| + Die. TERRY.: moved.-to: 
a directed | 


of ; race,.color, or former condition of. servi- 
: “The: bill. was, ordered to, be engrossed. and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was ‘accordingly. read; the -third fime, and 
assed, a eae i 7 


p: ‘reconsider the: vote 
by: which .tbe:billavas passed;-and. also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be. laid -on the 

The latte: 


19 Ane ogee te | COR 
r motion wás agreed: topo: - 
> NATIONAL OURRÈENON Yii 


Mr. GOODRICH moved that 'the rulés be 


suspended. to enable him to report fron the 


Committee on the Judiciary and the House to 
pass a bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
to provide a national currency secared by 
pledge of, United States. bonds, and to pro- 
vide for, the circulation: and ‘redemption 
hereof’? aw, 

The bill was read in part. -= 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think it neces- 
sary to complete the reading of the bill, With- 
out dwelling on the fact that this bill has 
already been before tbẹ- House: and been 
rejected, I raise the point of order that the 
motion to suspend. the rales and pass-this bill 
cannot be made while the House is. acting 


under @ sugpension of the rnies. 


“The SPEAKER. If objection is made, the 
motion to suspend the rules cannot be enter- 
tained. TEE 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill has been under 
‘consideration of the Committee on Banking 
and . Currency,-or-one:similar to it, and we 
failed to recommendity oo 2° i 
~ Mr. SHELDON....dt is precisely the bill on 
which the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Kerr] 
made ia point of order,.and which. was, then 
referred to the Committee oa.the Judiciary. 
“The SPEAKER. Objection being made, 
the bill is not before the House. 

BARK A 1, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. . Two bills, Sen- 
ate bill No. 196 and, Senate bill No. 905, 
were reported unanimously by the Committee 
of Claims, and, on points of order made by 
the chairman of; the Committee on Appro- 
priations, the gentleman from Ohio, | Mr. Gar 
FIELD, ] were reterred.to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Caleudar., I uyderstaud 
be now withdraws his objections, ca. 

“Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. , I have, since 
examined. the pills, and am willing: to. wiih- 
draw. the points of order, ua eer 
Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan,.. I move thatthe 
Commitee of the Whole be discharged. from 
the further consideration of the. bilt (S.No. 


196) tor the relief of the owners of: the bark 


A 1, and. that the. same be 
‘the House for consideration. 
< The motion was.agreed.,to. . ; 
.; Thebiil was.read.:. Jt veguiresthe Secretary 
of ithe lreasury to pay; from any. moneys -in 
the Treasury not otherwise ‘appropriated, to 
the owners. of the bark A 1, lost-on tbe Indian 
ogean, in the year 1864, the sum of $7,808 52, 
in full compensation tor all losses sustained 
by them, the officers and crew of said vessel, 
in consequence ‘of. the seizure made of said 
bark in December, 1863, and. the. imprison- 
ment.of the ọficers and crew iw Fort Mifilin 
by order of General Cadwalader, and her sub- 
sequevt-seizure in January, 1864, by. the mar- 
shal of the eastern disirict of Pennsylvania, 
and for the deteution of said vessel from. ber 
voyage. for the period of -fifty two; days, and 
the Joss of the ship stores, and:.in full com- 
pensation of .all other, losses resuiting from 
such. seizure.and detentlom -cn iy 
“The bill. was ordered to-be:read: a third 


time; and ip was, apcordiagly. read. the. third 


time, and passed. - webhp cite uao 
Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved, to recon- 
sider the vote by which. the bill was. passed ; 
and also moved that the motion ,to reconsider 
be laid:on the table... - re 

‘fhe latter motion was agre’d to. 


brought before 


i 


i tien -to.that at all. 


ol ocs o JIABAIBT SPRING. | a 
Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I nowmovethat 


| the Committee of the Whole on the Private 


‘Calendar be.discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (3. No..905) for the re.ief 
of Harriet Spring, the heir of Captain Williams 
Barker, deceased, and that the same be brought 
‘pefore the House for consideration, 

+The motiou was agreed to. 

-oDhe bill: was- read: - 1s. provides that there 


| bepaid to Harriet Spring, of Waterville, Maine, 


the heir of Captain Williams Barker, of Water- 
ville, Maine, out of any money in the Treasury 
not Otherwise appropriated, the half pay of a 
captain from the end of the revolutionary war 
to the death of Captain Barker, February 19, 
1819; and thata warrant be issued to the said 
Hartiet Spring for such bounty land ag she, in 
virtue of the services of the said Captain Wil- 
liams Barker, deceased, as a private soldier in 
said war, is entitled to receive. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a revolutionary 
claim seventy-five years old, I believe. I[ 
think we should have a little leisure to look 
into it, and. I move that the bill be referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

‘The SPEAKER. The first question is on 
the passage of the bill. It has already. been 
before the Committee of Claims, and has been 
reported by tbat committee, 

Mr. HOLMAN.. L had not heard of this 
claim until this bill came before us. | It is one 
of those old claims, which should be very 
carefully considered I ask that the bill may 
be again reported. 

The bill was again read. . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would like 
the gentleman to explain that bill. It seems 
to be rather unugual to pags a bill for a claim 
so very old as this, arising trom the revolu- 
tionary war and coming down to 1819. It may 
be all right, but I would like to hear an 
explanation of it. f 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have made a motion to 
‘refer the bill to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. The fact that it is 
a- revolutionary claim makes it all the more 
meritorious, and I believe the bili only pro- 
vides for the granting of a laud warrant. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ohno; it gives 
the half pay ofa captain from the revolutionary 
war down to 1819, and also a land warrant. 
The bill may be allright; [ do not want to 
prejudice it at all, bat- E do ask that the gentle- 
man from Michigan may bave time to make 
an explanation of it. 

oMr., BLAIR, of Michigan. Fwil state that 
this case was. not particularly under my charge 
in the Committee of Claims, but I remember 
that the case was examined in the Senate, and 
that the facts stated in the Senate, report were 
found by the House committee to be true. The 
bill was. agreed 10 uuanimously by the com- 
mittee as being right. I think»my colleague 
on the committee from Maine [Mr. Frye] bad 
-charge of the matter, and is familiar with the 
facts, but be is not here to-day. 1 cannot 
myself state the facis from memory; all that 
I recollect is. that we looked over the Senate 
report, and all the members of. the committee 
were satisfied that the facts stated in that re- 
port were true. For some reason the name of 
this officer was not properly borne upon the 
rolls, but the proof is abundant that he did the 


service. 

Mr..GARFIELD, of Ohio, I hope, then, 
the gentleman will allow the bill to retain its 
place upon the table until the gentleman from 
Maine retucns. ; 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I have no objec- 

Mr. HOLMAN. T believe the bill is in 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar now. 

The SPEAKER. Two thirds of the House 
can pass it whether it-be in Committee of the 
Whole.or on the Speaker's table: 

Mr. HOLMAN. Batit-will remain ia Com- 
mittee of the Whole. - : ; : 
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The SPEAKER. It willif the gentleman 
insists uponeit.? 6 epf LATE le 
Mr. HOLMAN, I will not-insist upon-it; 
but this:is an old claim which originated many 
years ago. : : ere : 
The SPEAKER. Jt isiin such a position 
that.only two thirds ef the House can passit 
whether it.be in. Committee of the Whole or 
upon the Speaker’s table. If. there be no ob- 
jection, the Chair will regard it as being apon 
the Speaker’s-table, and the Chair hears none. 
7 e's FIBHERILS: ie 
` Mr. ' BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 
unanimous consent to present resolutions of 
the New Hagland association of fish deal- 
ers, and after the resolutions have been read I 
desire’to make one word of explanation... — 
The. Clerk read the resolutions, as follows : 


Resolutions passed at a meeting of the Fish and 
Salt Beal A es fa of New England, held at 
their room, State street, Boston, May 29, 1872. 
Whereas it seems probable that the’ British. and 

American Government, by adopting the so-called 
supplementary articlo to the Washington treaty, 
will establish a new principle of international law 
which. the United States'hoped would have been 
established by arbitration at Geneva; and whereas 
there seems to be no other obstacle to- prevent the 
carrying out ofthe Washington treaty: Therefore, 

Resolved, That heartily approving the course pur- 
sued by the United States, we earnestly urge upon 
our national Legislature the Jmportance of at once 
enacting tho necessary laws for carrying the fishery 
clanse ofthe treaty into offect, as provided for by 
artidle thirty-three of the gaid troaty, inorder that 
our Asherman may, without further d elay, be able 
to make nrrangements for tho prosecution of the 
fishories without risk of interferenco on the part of 
tho British provineos, $ 

texolned, That copies of these resolutions bo sont 
to our Ropresontatives in Congress, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have 
brought these resolutions to the attention of 
the House and the’country because they called 
for immediate action in putting the fishery 
clause of the treaty of Washington into effect, 
and that nobody may be misled by it I will 
state that this is an association of the. fish 
dealers who bave always desired to have free 
fish in order that they might make money by 
importing and exporting them, and who are 
the natural enemies of the fish-catchers, the 
fishermen. I want, therefore, to give their 
resolutions a good send-off. ` 

I move that. they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 
The motion was agreed. 
WIDOW OF GNORGH JONES. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I have a bill here 
which I am unanimously instructed to report 
by the Committee on the Judiciary for the 
relief ofthe widow of George Jones. Before 
the bill is read [ will state. the: facts: of the 
case. During the war George Jones had a 
son who enlisted in the Federal Army. He 
was alterward- discharged and came -home 
from the service and was pat under bonds in 
the United States court to keep the peace. 
His: father signed the bonds, and the son 
afterward. went over to the confederacy. - ‘The 
bonds were escheated and judgment was en- 
tered against the father, and his little house 
and lot, with five acres of land, have been sold 
under the jadgment of the court. It is all they 
have. ‘The’ father is dead, the son is dead, and 
the widowed: mother is'living there with three 
infant children, daughters. ‘The United States 
have the`title to this five acres of land, bat 
this family is still living upon it, and no effort 
is.made'to enforce the judgment. hat js 
worth nothing to the United States; it will 
never bring in a dollar to the Government, 
A committee recommend the passage of the 

Dee 2S a : X 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which objections to its. consideration at 
this time will be in order, “ 

The bill provides that the title acquired by 
the United States in and to five acres of land 
situated on the old Litchfield road, about half 
a mile from Owenborough, in Daviess county, 
Kentucky, by purchase.at marshal’s sale, De- 
cember 11, 1865, under writ of fieri facias from 


the circuit: court of the United States. for the 
district of Kentucky, and sold as the property 
of George Johns, be andthe same is kéreby 
released. ve = Se ea 

There being no ‘objection, the’ bill (H.-R: 


No. 2970) for the relief of the widow and | 


‘children of George Jctink;-deceased, of Daviess 
county, Kentucky, was: received, and read a 
first and second ‘times 7 = 5+ Sy 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third'times-‘and-béing engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES.’ 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. [ask unanimous 
consent to introduce a bill for the removal of 
political disabilities. ue aries 

No objection was made; and the bill (H. R. 
No, 2971) for the'temoval of the political dis- 
abilities of Lawrenca J. Gartrell, of Fulton 
county, Georgia, was received, and read a first 
and second time. =+" Kaa : ; 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and reada third time. i 

Mr. BUCKLEY. -Will the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Sresr} yield to me to move to 
insert a namé: i Ef 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I will yield fòr 
that purpose. : . 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I moveto insert thé name 
of David Clopton, of Montgomery county, 
Alabama. ` i 

Mr. BINGHAM, Imoveto insert thenamie 
of Mannich McKimmel, of Cape Girardéau, 
Missouri. 


Mr. WHITELEY. ‘move to insert thé natie i 


of Martin J, Crawford, of Georgia. ‘ 
Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, © T will include 
those names in the bill. > > 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 


‘engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
THOMAS ALLEN, 

Mr. DAWES. ‘I desire to try an experi- 
ment which I never did try before in ail my 
serina in this House.’ Ft'is'totake up a private 

U. 

Mr. PETERS. Let him have ft, 

Mr. DAWES. I know tho bill is perfectly 
just. It has been here fifteen years; it has 
been reported upon unanimously from all our 
Committees of Claims, and if, has passed this 
Housé several times, but been stopped in the 
Senate’; it has passed thé Senate several times 
and failed to reach action in the House; it 
never has got through both Houses‘ ut the same 
‘session. Tt is a bill for the relief of Thomas 
Allen. He is a native of my town, but does 
not live there now; he lives in Missouri: He 
was Congressional Printer here years ago, and 
obtained a judgmént of the Court of Claims 
in his favor for some $27,000. ‘This case was 
reported from the Oommittée of Claiins of the 
last Congress, of which eommittee my late 
colleague, Mr. Washburn, was chairman. It 
passed the House unanimously, but did not 
get reached in the Senate. This Congress it 
has been reported to the Senate and passed, 
and is now upori the Speaker’s table. I would 
like to have the House passit at once. ‘This 
gentleman is not a political friend of mine; 
he lives in Missouri, and E think lis claim‘is 
just. oa ‘ g JA Sr 

The bill (S. No. 426) was read. It directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Thomas 
Allen the sum of $27,730 03, in fall compen- 
sation for printing twenty thousand copiés of 
the compendium of the sixth census of the 
United States, and furnishing thé materials 
therefor, by order of the Secretary of State: 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. : F desire to 
tion to what has been said: by ‘the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, pr. _Dawns,} that in 
looking“ovèr this case Í find the opinion of the 
Court of Claims was pronounced by Judge 
Blackford, one of the first judges ‘of that 
court. Any person who knew him; or any- 
thing of his reputation, ‘would feel confident 


say. in addi- Í 


| that anycase that met his approval was founded 
{| upon a just and legal claim. 
‘DAWES; 


Mr Í believe no man who: has 
looked into the case will doubt its entire jus- 
tiei -> ii be Se i : 

_ No objection being made, the bill was taken 
from: the Speaker's table; and, under -a sus- 
pension of the rules, (two thirds. voting in 
favor thereof,) it was passed, 

~ EXTENSION OF A PATENT. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Task unanimous consent 
to have put on its passage a bili which has 
been reported unanimously by the Committee 
on Patents. It is the bill (S. No. 624) con- 
firming atid extending a patent-right to Levi 
W. Pond and the Eau Claire Lumber Com: 

any. . 

i Mr. W. R: ROBERTS. I object. , 

Mr: KELLOGG. ~ Will not the gentleman 
allow me to explain a moment? z 


Mr. RANDALL. I object to debate. 
gä ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I demand the regular 
order. f UN , 
` The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
consideration of business on the Speaker's 
table. l ae 
VACANCIES IN. TERRITORIAL OFFICES. 


The first; business on: the Speaker's table 
wag the amendment of the Senate tothe bill 
(H. R. No. 2632) to provide for filling vacan- 
‘eles in certain. offices in the several. Terri- 
tories. oe 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: hs . 

‘After the word: “happen? insert “from resigna- 
tion or. death ;” so thatit will read: “that in any 
of the Territories, whenever a vacancy shall hap- 
pen from resignation or doath during the récess of 
the legislative council,” &c. i 

There being no objection, the amendment 
was concurred in. 


‘THEODORE ADAMS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the amendment of the Senate to the bill 


(H. R. No. 2046) for the relief of Theodore 


Adanis, 

The amendments of the Senate, which were 
read, were to make the bill read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &e., That there be paid to Theodore 
Adams, out óf any money not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $39,242 56, in full for all claim 
against the Government of the United States for tho 
construcion of thirty-eight mortar-boats and eight 
Steam-tugs. © °, r 

Mr. ARCHER. Lask thatthe amendments 
of the Senate be non-concurred in. 

The. question being taken on coneurring in 
the amendments, there were—ayes 74, noes 35; 
-no quoruny; voting. : 

. Tellers. were ordered; and Mr. Perrrs and 
Mr. Hormax were appointed. P 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 76, noes 42. : i 

Mr. ARCHER. I believe, under the yote 
jast taken, the amendments are not concurred 
in, and the bill will lie on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. RANDALL. A majority have voted in 
favor of concurrence. . 

The SPEAKER. Nothing but a two-thirds 
ce can dispose of any bill on the Speaker's 
fable, 0 ’ J i f 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does it require a two- 
thirds vote to concur in an amendment of the 
Senate? f ; 

The SPEAKER. Clearly it does according 
to the order under'which the House is now 
acting. The Chair has announced several 
times that a-two-thirds vote is requisite for any 
action upon any. billon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. ARCHER. Then thé bill les on’ the 
Speaker's table, - ues fant 

The SPEAKER, Ít does. i p 

Mr. HOLMAN. T ask the yeas and nays 
on concurring in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, o on £ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Horman] must be aware that, under 


1872. 


the ruling’of the Chair in carrying out the 
order of the House, all amendments taken up 
from the Speaker’s table for :consideratio 
have required a two-thirds vote. . : - 
Mr. HOLMAN. [ask forthe yeas and nays. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr..Symeson, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the bill (H. R. No. 2822) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce'intemal 
taxes, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had agreed to the amendment of the House 
to the bill of the followingtitle, with an amend- 
ment; in which. the concurrence of -the House 
was requested ; 

An act. (H. R. No. 
Elbridge Gerry. 


TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreein 
votes of the two Houses onthe bill (H; R. No. 2322) 
to reduce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend, an 
do recommend to their respective Houses, as fol- 


636) for the relief of 


Wt: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 87, 38, 46, 50, 64, 68, 120, 184, and 135. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 5, 
6, 7, 8, 13, 14, 15, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 30, 31, 32, 
36, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44) 45, 48, 49, 51, 52, 53, 56, 59, 60, 
65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81,82, 

83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 

100, 101,102, 103, 103, 106, 107, 108,112, 118, 114, 115, 

116, 117, 118, 119, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 

129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 136, 187, 188, 147, 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the first amendment of the Senate so far as it is 
proposed to strike out the word “January,’”’ and 
agree to the same with an amendment inserting in 
lieu of the word proposed to be inserted the word 
‘“August;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the fourth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: strike 
out the word “‘ ten,” in said Senate amendment, and 

_ insert in lieu thereof the word “‘fifteen;” and the 

Senate agree to the same. ` SE 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the tenth amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
the same with amendments as follows: strike out all 
from: line eleven to line twenty, inclusive, on page 3 
of said Senate amendment; and strike out of said 
Senate amendment (line twenty-five) the word 
and,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “five 
cents per pound, andon;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. a 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the eleventh amendment of the Senate, so far as it 
is proposed to strike out words, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: strike out the 
words proposed to be inserted, and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “lst day of August, 1872;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. E 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the twelfth amendment of the Seriate, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: on page 2, 
line twelve of the bill, before the word ‘‘ animals,” 
insert the word *' like; ” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixteenth amendmentof the Senate, and agree 
tothe same with an amendment as follows: after the 
word “excepting,” in line twenty, page 2, of the 
bill, insert the words ‘‘ percussion caps;” and the 
Senate agree to the same, seat te 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the eighteenth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: strike 
out the word “including,” in said Senate amend- 
ment, and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ except- 
ing unsized printing paper;” and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the twenty-fifth amcndment of the Senate,and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: strike 
out the word “kaolin” from said Senate amend- 
ment; and the Senate agree tv the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the twenty-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
aiter the word ‘except’ in said Sénate amendment 
insert the word ‘“‘wool;”’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the twenty-eighth amendment of the Senate so far 
as it proposes to strike out the words “‘day and year 
when this act shall take effect,” and insert in lieu 
of the words proposed to be. inserted. the words 
“Ist day of August, 1872; and the Senate agree to 
the same. ak . 
‘That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the twenty-ninth amendment of the Senate so far 
as itis proposed to strike out words, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: insert in 
jieu of the paragraph stricken out, the words “on 
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all -burlaps, and like manufactures of flax, jute, 


or. hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp shall be 
the. component material of chief value, excepting 
such as may be suitable for bagging for cotton, 
thirty per cent. ad valorem; on all oil-cloth 
foundations or floor-cloth canvas, mads of flax, 
jute, or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp shall 
be the component material of chief value, forty 
per cent. ad valorem ;:on all bags, cotton bags, and 
bagging, and all other like manufactures, not 
herein otherwise provided for, except Gotton bagging 
for cotton, composed wholly or in part of flax, hemp, 
jute, gunny-cloth, gunny-bags, or other material, 
forty per cent, ad valorem ,”? and the Senate agree to 
the same. ' 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the thirty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
insert in lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken 
out the following: s , 

On acids, namely, acetic, acetous, and pyrolig- 
neous of specific gravity of 1.047, or less, five cents 
per pound; acetic, acetous, and pyroligneous of 
specific gravity over 1.047, thirty cents per pound; 
carbolie, liquid, ten percent. ad valorem ; gallic,one 
dollar per pound; sulphuric; fuming, (Nordhau- 
sen,) one cent per pound; tannic, one dollar per 
pound; tartaric, fifteen cents per pound. 

On acetates of ammonia, twenty-five cents per 
pound; baryta, twenty-five cents per pound; cop- 
per, ten cents per pound; iron, twenty-five cents per 
pound; lead, brown, five cents per pound; white, 
ten cents per pound; potassa, twenty-five cents per 
pound; soda, twenty-five cents per pound; -strontia, 
twenty-five cents per pound; zinc, twenty-five cents 
per pound, 

And the Senate agree to the same. , 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with amendments ‘as follows: 
insert in lieu of the words stricken out the words 
“on blue vitriol, four cents per pound;’”’ and on page 
5, lines ten and eleven, strike out the words “crude, 
fifteen cents per pound: refined, twenty ;” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words *‘ refined, five;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: strike 
out the word “ten’? in said Senate amendment, 
and insert in lien thereof the word “twenty ;” and 
the Senate agree'to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the forty-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
after the word “dates,” in said amendment, insert 
the word “‘ prunes;” and the Senate agree to the 


same... 

‘That the House recede from their disagreement, to 
the fifty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: insert in 


lieu of the matter stricken out the words '* on moisie | 


iron, made from sand ore by one process, fifteen dol- 
lars per ton;” and the Senate agree to the same, 
That the House recede from theirdisagreement to 
the fifty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: strike 


out all of said amendment after the word ‘‘sun- | 


shades,” and insert in. lieu thereof the following: 
* when covered with silk or alpaca, “shall be sixty 
per cent. ad valorem, all other umbrellas shall be 
forty-five per cont. ad valorem, on saltpeter, crude, 
one cent per pound ; refined, and partially refined, 
two cents per pound;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the fifty-seventh amendment of the Senate,and agree 
to the same with amendments as follows: page 7, 
line eighteen of the bill, strike out the word “July,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘August;”’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 


the fifty-eighth amendment of the Senate, and agree, 


to the same with the following amendments: amend 
said Senate amendment as follows: page 10, line 
one, strike out the word ‘“‘citric;” page 10, line 
twenty-eight, strike out the word “arrow-root;” 
page 12, line nine, strike out the words “ bromide 
and chloride of aluminium ;” page 12, line twelve, 
strike out the words ‘‘carbolie acid;’”? page 12, line 
twenty-two, strike out the word “ butter;” page 12, 
line twenty-three, after the word “coir” insert 
“and coir yarn,’ page 13, line twenty-five, strike 
out the words “gold, oxide of;” page 13, strike out 
lines twenty-seven and twenty-eight, and insert in 
lieu thereof the words-‘‘ grease for use as soap stock 
only, not otherwise provided for;” page 14, line four, 
strike out the words ‘‘and hog;” page 14, line six, 
after the word ` mattresses,” insert the words “an 
not fit for bristles;’’ page -14, line twelve, strike out 
the words “of cattle;” page 14, line twenty-four, 
strike out the words “and crude rosin of:’’ page 15, 
strike outall of line seventeen; page 15, line twenty- 
one, strike out the words “‘and crude rosin of;” 
page 17, line four, after the word “sassafras” add 
the words ‘‘bark and root;” page 17, strike out all 
of line seven; page 17, strike out line ten und line 
thirteen; page 18, line eleven, after the word whale- 
bone”? add the word ‘‘unmanufactured;” and on 
page 18 strike out line fifteen; and the Senate agree 
to the same, : y 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixty-first amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: strike 
out the word “July,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “August.” : rae be 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixty-second amendment ofthe Senate, and agree 


to the same with an amendment ag follows: after 
the word '‘ fire-arms” insert the words ‘'seales, bal- 
ances ;’’ and the Senate agree tothe same... , 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixty-third amendment of the Senate, ind agree 
to the same with the following amendments: on page 
14of the bill, line seventeen, after the word ‘manila ” 
insert the word *‘and,” and after the word “steel,” 
in line seventeen, strike out the words “not ad- 
vanced beyond;’’ and in line eighteen, same page, 
after the word “‘bars” insert ‘spikes, nails,” and 
in same line, after the word “ bolts,” insert the word 
and; and the Senate agree to the same: 

That the House recede from their disagreement:to 
the ninety-ninth amendmentof the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: strike 
out the matter proposed to be inserted, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: that section forty- 
eight be amended by striking out all after the enact- 
ing clause and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

That on all wines, liquors, or compounds known 
or denominated as wine, and made in imitation of 
sparkling wine or champagne, but not made from 
grapes grown in the United States, and on all liquors, 
not made from grapes, currants, rhubarb, or berries 
grown in the United States, but produced by, being 
rectified or mixed with distilled spirits, or by the 
infusion of any matter in spirits to be sold as wing 
or as a substitute for wine, there shall be levied 
and collected a tax often cents per bottle or pack- 
age containing not more than one pint, or of twenty 
eents per bottle or package containing more than 
one pint and not more than one quart, and at ‘the 
same rate for any larger quantity of such merchan- 
dise, however the same may be put up, or whatever 
may be the package; andthe Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue shall cause to be prepared suitable 
and special stamps denoting the tax herein imposed, 
to be affixed to each bottle or package containing 
such merchandise, by the person manufacturing, 
compounding, or putting up the same, betore re- 
moval from the place of manufacture, compounding, 
or putting up; said stamps to be affixed and, can- 
celed in such manner as the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue may prescribe; and the absence of 
such stamp from any bottle or package containing 
such merchandise shall be prima facie evidence that 
the tax thereon has not been paid, and such mer- 
chandise shall be forfeited to the United States. 
Any person counterfeiting, altering, or refusing 
said stamps shall be subject to the same penalties as 
are imposed for the same offenses in relation to pro- 
prietary stamps. ae 

And the Senate agree to the same. , s 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
theone hundred and thirty-ninth amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: strike out the words proposed to be 
inserted, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“that on and after the 1st day of October, 1872, all 
the taxes imposed by stamps under and by virtue 
of schedule B, of section one hundred and seventy. 
of the act approved June 30, 1864, and the several 
acts amendatory thereof, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed, excepting only the tax of two 
cents on bank checks, drafts, or orders: Provided, 
That where any mortgage has been executed and 
recorded, or may be executed and recorded, before 
the lst day of October, A. D. 1872, to secure the pay- 
ment of bonds or obligations that may be made and 
issued from time to time, and such mortgage not 
being stamped, allsuch bonds or obligations so made 
and-issued:on or after the said Ist day of October, 
A. D. 1872, shall not be subject to any stamp duty, 
but only such of their bonds or obligations as may 
have been made and issued before the day last afore- 
said: And provided further, That in the mean time 
the holder of any instrument of writing of whatever 
kind and description which hasbeen made or issued 
without being duly stamped, or witha defunctstamp, 
may make application to any collector of internal 
revenue, and that upon such application such col- 
lector shall thereupon affix the stamp provided by 
such holder upon such instrument of writing as 
required by law to be put upon the same, and sub- 
ject to the provisions of. section one hundred and 
fifty-eight gf the internal revenue laws;” and the 
Senate agree to the same, Reon 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 149, 141, 
142, 143, 144, and 145, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: strike out the matter pro- 
posed to be inserted, and also all of the proviso thus 
amended, being from the word “ proyided ” in line 
eleven, page 53, down to the word “establish ” in 
line nineteen, page 53, inclusive; und the Senate 
agree to the same. - moe 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the one hundred and forty-sixth amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same with au amendment, 
as follows: after the word “‘received,’”’ in said 
amendment, insert the words ‘from day to day p” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the one hundred and forty-eighth amendmentof the 
Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: in section forty-three of said Senate 
amendment strike out the word “ sixty,’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “eighty ;” and the Senate 


agree to the same. 

H. L. DAWES, 
WM. D, KELLEY, 

M M. €. KERR, 7 he Hi 

anagers on the partof the douse, 

SOIN SHERMAN 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
T E BAYARD, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 
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Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, the House! 
will allow me to congratulate it that this “bill 
is now on its last stage, and after the vote we 
shall now be called upon to takes I trust the 
workwill be finished. ‘Lhe conference report 
presents the gratifying spectacle of a unani- 
mous report. [am ii.tormed that it has been 
adopted by the other branch without division. 
Ido notflatter myself. nor do'any’ members of 
the committee, that this unanimity in signing | 
the report is because’all its details are satis: 
factory to all the members of the comntittes.. 
Indeed, sir, a conference report of any kind, 
and especially upon a subject like this, is the 
result of concessions, There are inthis report 
many things which, if standing alone, un- 
accompanied with other matters, would not 
be agreed to by each individpal member of 
the committee. The House must make up its 
mind to find in the bill many disappointments. 

There are grievous ones in it to myself. 
There are gentlemen on the committee who 
desired to go much further, and there are gen- 
temen on the committee who did not desire 
to go so far. It is ouly tothe whole as a con 
cession, in that spirit of mutual concession 
which has been so gratifying in all the con- 
siderations of this bill, in every stage of it, | 
that we find all of the members of the com- i 
mittee, without regard to their political status. 
or theories in reference to the tariff bill, affix | 
their names; and on the same ground is it 
that it was agreed to on the part of the Senate 
without a division. 

Mr. Speaker, it is proper I should. state 
the final result of ail this work. When the: 
bill left the House of Representatives, count- | 
ing tea and coffee as part of this one measure, | 
there was a reduction of tariff and tax duties 
of $48,633,778 06. By the Senate the free 
list was inereased $634,254, by other customs 
duties $1,389,227, aud by repeal of stamp 
taxes in excess of those repealed by the House 
$7,400,000, making in the aggregate a reduc- 
tion on the part of the Senate of $9,423,481, 
and a total reduction, including. what was 
done by the House, with tea and coffee, of 
$53,057,259 06. 

Now, | do not think ‘it is necessary, as the 
report of the committee of conference is 
printed at Jength in this morning’s Globe, 
and as the bill with all the amendments of 
the Senate is on the table of each member, to 
go into any detailed explanation of all the 
provisions of the bill as it has been agreed to 
by the conference committee of both Louses. 
But I am here to answer any inquiry any gen- 
tleman may make, and that seems to be the 
best way of arriving at information in refer- 
ence to points of most interest to members. 
Alter that I shall call the previous question, 
after having submitted some tables to be 
printed in the Globe. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I should like 
to ask the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means at what date this *bill takes 
effect in all its different parts? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The bill, as ivoriginally set out 
from the Committee of Ways and Means fixed 
the Ist of Jauuary next. lt was the testimony 
before the committee of busitess men that was 
the tinte which it would be less injurious for 
all concerned to fix. Wesoon foundin the pro- 
gress of the examination that business is now 
transacted in a different manner from what it 
was twenty years ago. Capital turns itself 
over a great many titnes in six months. ‘The 


members of the Committee of Ways and Means H 


were fully sauished that it was better for all 
concerned it should take effect on the Ist of 
July, and the bill went tothe committee of con- 
fereuce 80 fixing the time at the 1st of July. 
But we ascertained officially from the Treas- 
ury Department, after we had completed our 
work, that it was a practical impossibility for 
the Treasury Department to be ready with cir- 
culars, &c., by the Ist of July; and although 


feeling ourselves it was better it should be the 


Ist of July, after the Treasury statement was 
made to us specially and officially that it was 
impossible for them to. be in readiness, we’ 
changed it to the Istof August. 0 0.00. 5 
Mr GARFIELD, of Obio. I will now ask 
the gentleman concerning an interest in which. 
my own State is largely concerned, and which 
I did-not-observe at the time it: passed the 
Housé. ` As thé’ bill. originally passed ‘the 
House there. was. tariffduty on fine flax 
dressed and valied at twenty-fivecents per 
pound of three quarters of one, cent per 
pound ; that is, on flax. worth $500 a ton we 
levied # tax of only fitteen dollars a ton. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Thatis stricken out. l 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Jam glad of it, 
for otherwise it would have seriously affected: 
this gréat juterest. in. the State of Ohio. I 
wish to. ask one more question. I should 
like to know from the gentlemin from Mas- 
sachusetts in what shape books are left; that 
is, books in foreigu languages, and old books 
in our own language printed more than twenty 

ears? 

Mr.. DAWES- . Books are. left precisely as 
in (he existing law. There was a great desire 
and a great effort to change the form of the 
duty from an ad valorem to a specific ; but 
finally the matter was left as it stood before. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In the pres- 
ent law, ouly books in the Euglish language 
printed twenty feats ago are free from duty. 
Does the pending bill extend, that privilege to 
books priuted in foreign languages as weil? 

Mr. DAWBS. 1 cannot answer the ques- 
tion at this moment. He will find how that 
is by turning to the free list. 

Mr. NIBLACK, Is the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. Dawes} able to state what 
is the.average reduction on the rates of duties 
included in this bill as it is now presented to 
us in the report of the committee of conter- 
ence ? 

Mr. DAWES. Almost everything comes 
under a ten per cent. reduction. ‘There are 
exceptions on both sides.: Some few articles 
are excepted from the application of the ten 
per cent. redaction, and some are subjected 
to a greater reduction. Ido not. think it will 
vary much from & len per cent. reduction alt 
through. I am unable, however, to answer 
positively what the reduction on the tariff ex- 
actly will be. ~ Including the reduction on in- 
ternal revenue, the whole reduction is much 
greater than ten per cent. A 

Mr. NIBLACK. Js there any very mate- 
rial increase ? 

Mr. DAWES. There isno material increase. 
There are very few articles on which there is 
an increase. One or iwo provisions by mis- 
take got into the tariff by which the manufac- 
tured article came in at a lower rate of duty 
than the material of which it was made. In 
one or two cases we reversed that and made a 
slight increase. 

Mr. BROOKS. I beg to state to the gen- 
tleman and to the House that a statistician in 
whom I place considerable reliance calculates 
the reduction on the tariff to be only seven per 
cent. 1 have not made the calcutation myself. 

Mr. DAWES. Nor have | made the calcu- 
lation. Bus 1 chink I can show by a very brief 
statement that statisticians have made their 
calculations as to this matter iù such a way 
as to have deluded the debaters in the whole 
of this discussion, having adopted a process 
which in point of fact is not entitled to very 
much confidence. ‘They took thé. valuation in 
custom-houses for all goods, those which are 
admitted at specific duties as well as those 
which are assessed at ad valorem. Now; spe- 
cifics are putin atrandom, because it makes no 
difference whatthe value is. The same article 
is entered in one year three times or five Limes 
as high asin another year ; and from theaggre- 
gate of all that is derived the general rave of 
reduction, which is therefore not reliable. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to make an inquiry of 


f 


the chairman. . Some-confusion has arisen on 
this side of the House-inthe attei pt tu under- 
stand what has been agreed ou as to the 
tobacco tax. Some :mistake. l- understand 
occurred in the Senate on that point. 

Mr. DAWES. In, the draft of the report 
the one hundred and twentieth amendment, 
which is the tobacco amendment, by accident 
slipped out. “But before the report was cailed 
up in.the Senate this moruig the mistake 
was discovered;and that has been inserted. 

Mr. BECK: Is it now a-uniform rate of 
twenty cents? . 

Mr. DAWES. Itis. : 

Mr. BECK. At what ‘time does it take 
effect? > 

Mr. DAWES. On the Ist day of July. 

Mr. GARE ELD, of Ohio. With reference 
toa question which I addressed to the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means a 
short time ago, | am glad to find on examina- 
tion that books in all fanguages printed twenty 
years ago are on the free list in this bill. Can 
the chairman of the committee inform us how 
much this change in the tobacco tax will 
reduce the revenue from tobacco? 

Mr. PLALT. I am. happy to inform the 
gentleman that it will increase the revenue. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. There is one fea- 
ture inthis conference report which it seems 


į to me is subject to the severest criticism, and 


thatis in regurd tothe tax on fricuon matches. 
ltwill be remembered that both the House 
and the Senate agreed to take off the tax on 
matches, an articie of necessity. I am in- 
formed, and I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means whether 1 am cor- 
rectly informed, that the tax on friction 
matches, an article of necessity, was restored 
in order to make up for a loss of revenue on 
tobacco, an article of luxury. I desire to have 
information on that point,and 1 would like 
the chairman to explain to the House bow it 
is, if my information be correct, that the con- 
ference committee undertook to overturn the 
decision of both Houses on the subject? 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill state the position of 
this question, The House: bill proposed to 
repeal the tax on friction matehes. ‘I'he Sen- 
ate struck out that provision of the House bill 
and inserted an amendment, which, in connec- 
tion with other matters, also repealed the tax 
on friction matches. And now I will tell the 
gentleman how it comes about that the tax on 
friction matches remains. ‘There is nothing 
in connection with this matter that I regret so 
much as that it was necessary in the opinion 
of the committee to restore the tax on this 
article, — 

l struggled against it untiltheend. I thought 
we could get'along and repeal it, but the coin- 
mittee concluded, tor reasonswhich I willstate, 
that it was necessary to retain the tax. When 
the House by a vote of more than two to one, 
and almost by three to one, determiued on a 
uniform tax of sixteen cents on tobacco, it 
struck $7,600,000 outof the revenue; the Sen- 
ate by an almost equally strong vote made the 
tax uniform at twenty-four cents, which only 
took about $4,000,000 from the revenue, I 
thought that the tax ought to be sixteen and. 
twenty-four cents with reference to the reve- 
nue, but the feeling in regard to uniformity in 
the tax was so great among the tobacco men 
that it was useless for one man to set up his 
own ‘private opinion, and therefore retaining 
the private opinion that it would be better for 
the purpose of revenue that the tax should be 
sixteen and twenty-four cents, I yielded to 
these strong votes of both Houses whieh pre- 
cluded me upon the question. I speak of 
course of myself, and I think I speak. also for 
the rest of the committee. There was nothing 
left for us but to decide upon a uniform rate, 
because we were bound by the action of the 
two Houses. The only question was, should 
the tax be sixteen cents, twenty cents, or 
twenty-four cents. If it were sixteen cents, it 


1872... 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


4207 


would cut of about $11,000,000 from the Treas- 
ury; if twenty-four cents, about $4,000,000, 
and if twenty ceuts, about $8,000,000. 

The committee, after a great deal of trouble 
about this tax, concluded to make it twenty 
cents. We then aggregated the redactions, 
and we found that they reached $58,000.000. 
This fact came to the ears of the ‘Treasury 
officials and they brought down upon us official 
statements to show that if we reduce the reve- 


nue $58,000,000 those who are responsible for | 


the administration of the Government are of 
thé opinion that we should not have enough 
to pay the sinking fund. I am not here to 
discuss the soundness of that opinion. I do 
not think any member of the committee, how- 
ever much they may have differed from that 
conclusion, was’ willing to take the responsi- 
bility out of official hands and take it upon his 
own shoulders.. We thought that those who 
are responsible for it should be listened’ to 
in this matter, and therefore we concluded 
that we must go back to where the House bill 
left it with twenty cents upon tobacco. We 


then cast about to see where we could take | 


off $4.090,000 of reduction, and it cost us a 
good many hours of labor, the result of which 


was that we thought it best that we should |! 


restore schedule C. 

Mr. GARFLELD, of Ohio. Entire? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, entire. For the sake 
of uniformity and simplicity we agreed to that, 
and i included friction matches, very much to 
may regret. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the interest of a 
monopoly. 

Mr. DAWES. We also retained the tax on 
bank ehecks to make uy the difference. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Will the gentieman from 
Massachusetts have any objection after this bill 
is passed to allow us to test the sense of the 
House upon this question of the tax on fric- 
tion matches? 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I shall have no 
objection. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I would ask the 

entleman how much this tax on matches pro- 
uced this year? 

Mr. DAWES. Two anda quarter million 
doliars this year, and it is estimated that it 
will yield $2,509,000 next year. Ihave stated 
briefly the reasous which coutrolled the com- 
mittee, and all of us in the end acquiesced 
that it was necessary to retrace our steps so 
that the reduction should be $4,000,000 tess. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to iuquire 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, in ref- 
erence to the tariff upon quinine, what have 
they agreed upon? Did they yield to the prop- 
ositiou of the Senate? 

Mr. DAWES. 
per cent, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is ten per cent. 
more than the House agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. It is a reduction of fifty per 
cent. under the existing law. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like to in- 
quire what was-done in relation to pine and 
spruce timber? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senate amendment in 
regard to that was taken as a whole. . The 
whole of the Senate amendment upon those 
two items is a reduction upon the House biil. 

Mr, FARNSWORLH. Ido not know how 
the gentleman gets at it that the Senate has 
made a reduction of duty upon lamber upon 
the whole. 
hemlock lumber. 

Mr. DAWES. I can tell the gentleman. 
Take ten per cent. off existing duties, and cal- 
culate upon tbe receipts of last year, and it 
gives you a certain sum. Take the rate of 
duty fixed by the Senate amendment, and upon 
the same receipts you get a diflerent sum. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 do not intend to 
antagouize the report particularly as a whole, 
but Lam very sorry the committee have agreed 
to the increase of duty upon lumber. The 
present tariff is twenty per cent., aud the sta- 


We made the duty twenty | 


They have made a reduction on | 


tistics of last jfear’s imports stow that pine 
lumber, as a whole, has been valued, for the 
purpose of the duty, at a little over eight dol- 
lars per thousand feet, which would. make a 
specitie duty of about one dollar and eighty 
cents per thousand. 

Mr. DAWES. That is so. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Now, the commit- 
tee have made it two dollars per thousand. In 
the West it is still more onerous. The statis- 
ties show that pine lumber—and it is only. pine 
that is imported from the Canadas—pays a 
duty of about one dollar and twenty cents per 
thousand. [t is valued at between six and 
seven dollars per thousand where the duty is 
put on it. Now, the commitiee of conference 
have actually increased the tariff upon lumber 
from $1 20 per thousand to two dollars per 
thousand, so far as the West is concerned. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘That arises from what L have 
stated. : 

. Mr. FARNSWORTH. I know the commit- 
tee have reduced the tariff on a small portion 
of the lumber. 

Mr. PETERS. Upon shingles, laths, clap- 
boards, and such lumber, there is a great 
decrease of duty. 

Mr. SAWYER, During the last five years 
the lumber brought into the Chicago market 
has been worth from eleveu to twelve doilars 
per thousand. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] what 
stamps are repealed and what are retained ? 
As I understand it all the stamps in schedule 
B except bank check stamps are repealed, 
and all the stamps in schedule C are retained. 

Mr. DAWES. I will again state in regard 
to stamps, aside from whisky and tobacco 
stamps, all. the stumps in schedule B except 
those upon bank checks are repealed. ‘Those 
upon checks and all in schedule C are re- 
tained. It was fhe original intention to repeal 
them all, together with the stamps on playing 
cards and friction matches. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Has 
any provision been made for the redemption 


and cancellation of stamps held by private į 


individuals at the time this act takes effect? 

Mr. DAWES. I think that is provided for 
in the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Ihave 
not been able io find the provision. 

Mr. L. MYERS. As { understand it, the 
Senate has reduced the duty on glassware 


twenty per cent., a very unexpected blow to | 


an interest that is not able to afford in I 
desire to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts what impeiled the commitvee of confer- 
ence to agree to that? 

Mr. DAWES. Absolute necessity. 

Mr. L. MYERS. 
to my question, 

Mr. DAWES. It was necessary to concede 
on all sides. The House made the ten per 


cent. reduction apply to plate glass alone ; the | 


Senate insisted that the ten per cent. should 
apply to all glass. 
own district of both plate and other glass, and 
Í struggled to keep it alt out, but I was eom- 
pelled, as [ said some time ago, to count that 
among my grievances. 

Mr. BROOKS. Why not put in earthenware, 
the glass of the common people? The exist- 
ing duty on all earthenware is practically about 
fifty-two and a half per cent, 

MONTANA. 
The SPEAKER. The Senate have sent to 


the House a request for the return of House 
bill No. 2633, amendatory of an act to pro- 


there be no objection the request of the Senate 
will be complied with. 
No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 
TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of 


That is hardly an answer | 


There are interests in my | 


: i A < if iron. 
vide a temporary government for the Terri- | 


-tory of Montana, approved May 26, 1864. lf | 


the report of the committee of conference on 
the tariff and tax bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan, [ Mr. Conegr.} 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to ask the chair- 
man what conclusion the committee came to 
in regard to the duty on Moisie iron ? 

Mr. DAWES. We have put it at fifteen 
dollars per ton, three dollars less than the 
duty upon bar and hammered iron. . 

Mr. CONGER. By an inadvertence in the 
House, Moisie iron was put in at the same 
rate as pig iron. Now, sir, Moisie iron is the 
purest and best iron that is imported into this 


country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. That is the reason we 
want to get it as cheaply as we can. 

Mr. CONGER. It is as pure as Swedish 
iron. Itisworth one third more than English 
bar iron. It comes into competition with all 
the Lake Superior bloom, and the iron of 
northern New York,-and some other places, 
with all the superior kind of iron made from 
magnetic iron ore and speculariron ore. The 
importation of Moisie iron or its equivalent 
kind of iron at the rate of duty proposed will 
interfere most materially with some of the 
best iron interests of Michigan and New York, 
The committee propose to admit it at three 
dollars per ton less than English iron and 
Swedish iron. 

Now, by our treaty obligations all bar and 
hammered charcoal iron must be permitted to 
come into the country at the same rate; and [ 
ask the chairman of the committee whether it 
is understood that under our treaty obligations 
all Swedish, Prussian, English, and otherironus 
of the quality of Moisie iron must be intro- 
duced into this country at fifteen dollars 
instead of eighteen dollars? _ 

Mr. DAWES. It is not so understood. 
This iron, which when worked up is very 
probably of the quality mentioned by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, is in its rough state 
similar to the specimen which I hold in my 
hand, which is the end ofa pig; the middle of 
it would look a little better than this, Now, 
if this iron is hammered or wronght out and 
all the dross beaten out of it, so as to make it 
good bar iron, it will come in at eighteen dol- 
lars aton. We were satisfied that it would 
cost about twelve dollars a ton to hammer it 
out. In that process it suffers a shrinkage of 
some twenty or thirty per cent; but afier 
undergoing the process it is very fine iron. 
If that work is performed on the other side of 
the line, the iron will come in at eighteen dol- 
lars. We thought it quite an object to have 
that work performed in this country; and, 


| therefore, we made a difference of only three 


dollars between bar iron and this kind of iron. 
We may have been wrong, but that is what 


we did, f ' 

Mr. CONGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, this pièce 
of iron which has been brought in here—— 

Mr. DAWES. There were much better 
specimens before the committee. l 

Mr. CONGER. This piece of iron is part 
of a slag which has not gone through the ham- 
mering process. It takes three hundred and 
ffy bushels of charcoal to make a. ton of 
Moisie iron, At ten cents a bushel, thirty- 
five dollars’ worth of charcoal is needed to 
make a ton of this iron. It costs as much to 
make it as the best English iron or the best 
Swedish iron. Now, some Canadians have 
brought this specimen otf slag, the rough 
end of hammered iron, aud have imposed upon 
the intelligent gentlemen of the commiitee by 
representing it as a fair specimen of Moisie 
It is mere slag, the unhammered end 
of a piece of fluxed iron. 

Now, this Moisie iron must be worked when 
first fuxed. ‘That is the object of fluxing it 
so that it may be putunder the hammer. This 
has not been put under the hammer, and. is 
dross at that. , 

Mr. DAWES. I thought you wanted to ask 
a question. 
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“Mr CONGER. “I wanted to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the imposition or fraud 
which-haé been practiced upon the committee 
by bringing in thig ‘as. @ specimen of what is 
called Moisie iron, 9 70 oo 
© Mr? DAWES; “The gentleman from Michi- 
_gan [Mr. Coxaur] had better address his. re- 
marks to his colleague [Mr SUTHERLAND] 
from the Michigan iron district, who moved to 
make the duty’ ‘on this ivon the same’as on pig 
fron.’ Ido riot want to argue the matter We 
midé three uoilars difference between this 
article and perfect bariron, 9° 7 O 
iF now ytelé to miy colleague, (Mr. Burien. ] 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts... [desire 
siinplyto'ask what hhs, become of the proposi- 


tion to allow one'third of import duties to be | 


paid in’ greenbacks? CLeaugtiter. | My ces 
” Mr DAWES. I will state, Mr. Speaker, 
that! upon an investigation of the bearing of 
that projeét upon the currency of the country 
it Becamé evident that it would draw green- 
backs" from the western country to the sea- 
Board: to bé boarded up.in the banks in the 
eastern cities, and would thus cause. finan- 
cial Btringency at the West. Everybody: in 
the cominittee acquiesced in striking out that 
provisibn, : 

` Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Where 
did‘you get that information? ; 
i Me. DAWES. , [do not know particularly ; 
it came to ts‘ when we looked ito the matter. 
[laughter] i ' 

‘Mr RANDALL. I would like to inquire 
whether the committee has made any estimate 
of thé amount of internal revenue under this 
bill ag compared with the expenses of main- 


taining collectors, assessors, Xe? 
Mr.’ DAWES. We have greatly reduced 


the assessors and collectors. . 

Mr. RANDALL. What want is an esti- 
mate of the expense of collecting the internal 
revenue as compared with the amount re- 
ceived, i 

Mr. DAWES. Tam notable to answer that 
question. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana, and afterward I desire to cull the 
previous question, 

Mr. KERR. ° Mr. Speaker, I think I do not 
improperly asstime that the gentlemen of this 
House can'havé no trouble in determining to 
what party of this bill I could on principle 
assent, T‘take it also to be clear that they 
cui hive no trouble to know ou what principle 
ib is that Ihave concurred in the report of 
this Cominittee. It will, of course, no tbe as- 
sumed that I have concurred because I approve 


of all that is in the report, or all that iy in this | 


billo "Very many parts of the bill violate sound 
principle and correct policy. But, like all 
measures of this kind, the bill in its final shape 
and purpdses 18 Lie’ result of compromise. ft 
i will not.be improper. for me to refer briefly. to 


å few leading features in this report. On these 
points T wish to say a little, but not much, for I 
think it witlecessiry to say much. Virst, I 


wish to gay.f have concurred in the report 
bechusd'in thy judgment, as‘a unit, the bill is 
an excellént.one as compared with the legis- 
lation on these subjects of late years. -I think 


this. bill is a very excellent gne and a very | 


great iniprovemént in its changes‘on the sub- 
Ject of internal revenue and in relation to the 
maGhijery of that system, und especially, in 
the adjustment of internal taxes and the modes 
of administering the law. All these changes 
were mainly “madé.’ by the House, and the 
House billin that regard was almost entirely 


accepted by the Seuate, and the changes made | 


by the House’ bill, which is mainly the bill of 
the inajority éf the Ways and Means, in ‘this 


department of Federal taxes are L-think ina | 
high degree beneficent and praiseworthy, and | 


therefore 1 could not dissent from those parts 
of the bill. i E 

Mr. BECK. IJ wish to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana why he left the minimum pen- 
alties in the bill which were'stricken óut bythe 
House? 


i 


Mr. KERR. In answer to my colleague on 
the Committee of Ways and Means, [ will say 
heré in the hearing of my two colleagues of 
thé conference committee on the part of ‘the 
House that it was the desire of a majority of 
the conferees on the part of the House that 
the Senate should recede from their amend- 
méitto our bill inthat particular. “We thought 
the judgment of the House on that subject'was 
clear and just, Ithiùk I am. right in saying 
that much; = * > eae 

A Muuoer. Ih saying what ?- ‘ 

’ Mr. KERR. ‘That it was the opinion of the 
majority of the House confereés that the House 
bill-in its abolition of thé minimum penalties 
under the existing internal revenue law ought 
to be adopted, but we could not bring the Sen- 
ate conferees to recede in that particular, and 
rather than defeat the general policy of the 
bill in-reference to the internal revenue the 
conferees of the. House receded.. I think it 
is the opinion of the House that the minimum 
penalties under the revenue laws should have 
been abolished as not being ins keep ing with 
the spirit of the age. They are harsh and ex- 
treme.” It is inhuman and unwise to inflict 
excessive penalties for trivial offenses under 
any circumstances. It does not accomplish 
the. just objects of punishment. The degree 
of punishment for minor offenses had much 
better be left to the discretion of the courts. 
That is what the House bill did, but the Sen- 
ate adhered tenaciously to the present law. 

In reference to the tariff part of this bill, 
Mr. Speaker, my views are less in harmony 
with the report of the committee than those 
of my colleagues of the conferees. I would 
say in rererence to that part of the bill that 
generally it makes a teduction of much less 
than ten per cent. on the tariff. 


man refer to the present tariff on the articles 
acted on in this bill? 

Mr. KERR. I refer to the whole tariff. In 
reference to the articles embraced in the bill, 
or most of them, the reduction is precisely ten 
per cent. of the present duties. In other 
words, the bill retains ninety per cent. of the 
present duties. ‘Then upon the articles in the 
bill not under the ten per cent. reduction, but 
specifically provided for, I think the reduction 
averages more than ten per cent., but if you 
paco the average on the entire tariff it is much 
ess than ten per cent., and it is therefore very 
much less than it ought to be. But that is not 
a question to be discussed now. My views on 
that subject are well understood. f 
` In reference to the specific things in this 
bill of which I think the House has a right 
to complain [ will refer to a fewonly, First, 
concerning the amendment made by’ the Sen- 
ate to section nine of the House bill, on the 


country to be engaged in foreign trade. 
amendment, of the Senate makes that section 
embrace all vessels to be constructed in this 
country for exployment in foreign trade. Per- 
sons engaged inship-building are thus enabled, 
without payment of any tariff tax, or duty, 
to import and use certain kinds of foreign 
material. This is an advantage conceded to 
no other class of persons under the tariff, èx- 
cept in reference to a few unimportant things. 
But it is a coucession for which it may be 
truthfully said there is a quite general popular 
demand. I think this mode of relief is illogical 


1) and can never be effective, and is not the way 


in which the great business of restoring our 
marine and. our commerce should be attempted. 
Ivis.at besta sort of tinkering or pateh- work, 
not to be approved. a wore: 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. - Will the gen- 
tleman allow meto ‘cali his attention to a 
statemeut he made a moment'since t : 
“Mrs KERR. Inia moment. In section 
nine, page 33, it is provided : ba det 
That from and after the passage of this act all 
lamber, timber, hemp,.uianila,. iron. and: steel pot 


| advanced beyond rods, bars, and bolts, and spikes, 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. Does the gentle- ; 


subject of wooden ships constructed in this | 
The | 


and nails! and copper and composition metal, which 
may be necessary for the construction and equip- 
ment of vessels built in the United States for the 
purpose of being employed in the foreign trade, in- 
cluding the trade between the Atlantic and Pacific 
ports of the United’ States, and- finished after the 
passage-of this act, may be imported in bond, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe. . ae 

“To that part of this bill, under the anoma- 
lous circumstances which now surround the 
commercial marine of our country, although 
I think it violates correct principles, I felt 
inclined to makè no serious opposition. But 
jt will bé remembered’ that the House added 
to that’ section on. the suggestion of my col- 
league on-my left [Mr. Houtman] the follow- 
ing: o, . f E 

That the. provisions of.this section shall apply to 
the materials above enumerated. which shall be 
used in the construction and equipment of steam- 
boats engaged in navigating the navigable waters 
of the United States. : 

To that amendment of the House. the Sen- 
ate refused to agree, and they amended our: bill 
by striking it.out. The. conferees on the 
partof the House and the Senate concurred in 
the action of the. Senate in striking that: out.; 
and I regret very much that that was- doue, . 
It-ought.to have been retained. + : D 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope the gentleman will 
state also that the Senate allowed vessels so 
constructed to engage inthe domestic trade 
of the country for three months in each year, 
. Mr. KERR., The Senate recede from that, 
The coasting trade privilege is limited to two 
months in each year., y A 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘They are stiil allowed to 
engage in the coastwise. trade‘for twa months 
in the year. No such privilege is extended to 
vessels of interior construction. wet 
_ Mr. BECK. Before: the- gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Kerg} takes his seat, I desire: 
him to explain the meaning of the Senate 
amendment, at the bottom’ of page 7-and top 
of page 8, which imposgsia duty often per 
eent,— 

On all goods, wares, abd merchandise of the growth 
or produce of countries east of the Cape of Good 
Hope, (except raw cotton and raw silk as reeled from 
the cocoon, or not further advanced than tram, 
thrown, or organzine,) when imported fror places 
west of the Cape of Good Hope. > 

„I wish the gentleman to tell us whether in 
his judgment that embraces tea, coffee; and 
the other articles now on the free list? 

Mr. KERR. Whenever such articles, the 
growth of countries east of the Cape of Good 
Hope, are imported from places west of the 
Cape of Good Hope, they are beyond all ques: 
tion embraced within this provision, and are 
therefore hereafter to be subjected to a duty 
of ten per cent. To this violation of the re- 
peatedly expressed will. qf the Houge, and 
indeed of both the Senate and House in refer- 
euce to tea and coflee, I earnestly objected. 
But the ‘Senate amendment was retained by 
the majority of the conferees of each body. 

Mr. BECK. Suppose they are: free now 2... 

Mr. KERR... That, makes no difference. 
This provision subjects them again to tax, as 
T have stated. . i 

‘Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, ‘They 
must. be imported and landed on the continent 
of Europe, or in some place west of the.Cape 
of Good Hope, before they come under that 
provision. ht a i ne 

Mr. DAWES.. -They do not bave to pay 
the duty unless they are landed in England 
aud reshipped. i 

Mr. KERR. 
bill: | 
. That on and after the Ist day of October next 
there shall be collected and paid on all goods, wares, 
and merchandise of the growth or produce of coun- 
tries:east of the Cape of Good Hope, (except raw 
gotton and raw silk as reeled from the cocoon, or not 

urther advanced than tram, thrown, or organzine, 
and wool.) when imported from places west of the 
Cipe of Good Hope, a duty of ten per cent. ad va- 
lorem; in addition to the duties imposed on any such 
article when imported directly from the place or 
places of their growth or production, f 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Does that apply. 

to tea and cöffee? l 


This is the language of the 


-~ gentleman I desire to say a word. 
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Mr. DAWES. The effect is to encourage | 


the direct importation of tea and coffee instead 
of having them shipped from London. 

Mr. KERR. In my opinion, the greater 
part of the coffee imported into this country 
will not come in this way, and will not be sub- 
ject to this increased duty. Buta portion, the 
Sumatra, and Mocha, and some other kinds 
of coffee, will be subjected to this increased 
duty. And the great bulk of the tea will also 
be subject to it. The importation of tea to 
our Pacific coast, I take it, will not for many 
years amount to any great proportion of the 
whole consamption of the country. f 

Mr. DAWES. It is a ten per cent. differ- 
ence between San Francisco and London. 

Mr. COBURN. Is not the object also to 
swell the freight for the Pacific railroad? 

Mr. KERR. In answer to my colleague, I 
will say that in my judgment this particular 


provision violates correct principle mainly in | 


this: that it confers special privileges on cer- 
tain classes of citizens of the country; and 
any law that has such a purpose, in my judg- 
mentis a vicious law, which it does not become 
the Representatives of a great people to enact. 
But in reference to the specific effect on the 
interests of the western coast, I do not know 
that there is anything to object to. The inten- 
tion of this amendment is to favor the owners 
of American bottoms engaged in the import- 
ation of tea and coffee direct. 

Mr. BANKS. With the permission of the 
The 
Government of Holland, which is the largest 
exporter of coffee west of the Cape of Good 
Hope, has passed a law by which the export 
duty on coffee of eight per cent. is to be dis- 
continued from and after the Ist of January 
next. Now, wili nota provision of this kind 
lead the Government of Holland to reimpose 
that tax? ; : 

Mr. DAWES. This amendment does not 
affect Holland at all. 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly it does. 

Mr. DAWES. The coffee is to be landed 
in London before thisamendment takes effect. 

Mr. BANKS. But theclause ‘ from west of 
the Cape of Good Hope” affects all European 
countries, and the result will be that in Hol- 
land, where the export duty has been taken off 
from coffee for the benefit of this country, the 
‘imposition of this duty will lead Holland to 
re6nact that export duty against the United 
States. 

Mr. DAWES, If it has that effect it can 
be corrected hereafter. 

Mr. KERR. I have but a few words more 
to say, and then I will detain the House no 
longer.. I wish to say in reference to the re- 
tention of the duty on friction matches that 
it was a matter with me of serious regret that 
it was thought by the majority of the commit- 
tee to be necessary to retain that tax. The 
House had abolished the tax on friction 
matches. It was the judgment of the House, 
I believe, clearly and unmistakably, that the 
revenue could bear that reduction with safety 
and without any sort of embarrassment, but 
it was the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury that if we insisted on a reduction of 
the tax on tobacco to twenty cents uniform we 
ought to make up a part of that reduction by 
retaining the taxes on some other articles ; 
and then, after'a great deal of hesitation, and 
with much reluctance on the part of the mem- 
bers of the committee, we retained the taxes 
on these things which have been mentioned 
by the chariman of the House conferees, [Mr. 
Dawes. ] 

I regretted very much that the Senate would 
not recede from its oppusition to the reduetion 
of the duty on copper, which is one of the 
grossest excesses of the tariff in this country; 
but they could not be brought to agree to that, 
and copper went under the ten per cent. re- 
duction, along with lead and all other metals. 

There are a few provisions in this bill and 
report the effect of which is to materially in- 
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erease certain duties. I think the aggregate 
effect of the changed duties on lumber is an 
increase. I know there is an increase on wire 
rope of certain kinds, and this results from a 
Senate amendment to section two of the House 
bill. And there is an increase on emery ore 
and on emery grains, which is largeand ought 


never to have been made. Dutiesareincreased | 


on a few other articles. All changes having 
this effect are uncalled for and simply wrong. 
Their object is not national, but special, and 
for individual advantage. ‘Ihe popular de- 
mand and the demand of the House are for 
reductions of duties. But itis not needful that 
I shall refer in greater detail to this report. 
In its leading features and results I heartily 
concur. The aggregate reduction ought to be 
much greater; but itis better as itis than if 
it were less. I hope the report will be con- 
curred in without further controversy. 

Mr. DAWES. I yield now to my other 
colleague on the committee of conference, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kunury. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Asa member of the com- 
mittee of conference, I desire a moment or 
two simply to say that the bill, coming out of 
the diversities of opinion manifested both in 
the House-and in the Senate and between those 
two bodies, has my hearty commendation; yet, 
if I be asked whether it is an internal tax bill 
or a tariff bill such as I would have made, I 
say no, itis neither. If I am asked whether 
its special features commend it to my con- 
stituents and to the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent, I say no; yet, asa 
whole, in view of the condition of the public 
mind, and the diversities of opinion, as I have 
said, expressed in the two Houses, I believe 
the bill to be a good one, one that will advance 
the interests of the country, extend its com- 
merce, and not seriously impair, even for the 
present, any of its industries. As a matter of 
concession all round, it has my hearty com- 
mendation and support. 

Mr. DAWES. i yield now fora moment to 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooks. ] 

Mr. BROOKS. I do not wonder that the 
two honorable gentlemen on my right, [Mr. 
Dawes and Mr. KeLLey,] members of the 
committee of conference, are pretty well sat- 
isfied with this bill, with all its imperfections. 
Let me join my congratulations with those of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts that they 
have-reached this s&tisfactory result.. I am 
about to vote for the report of the committee 
of conference; but I do it with greater reluc- 
tance than I ever voted for a tariff bill, I think, 
in my whole life. I vote for it because itis a 
reduction, and only because it is a reduction. 

I demonstrated to this House, in a way that 
has never been answered, that the condition 
of our Treasury admits of a reduction of 
$100,000,000. By this bill there is a reduc- 
tion on dutiable articles of only $12,174,572. 
On the free list of this bill, mainly created 
for the benefit of the manufacturing interests, 
there is a reduction of only $8,841,304. That 
makes a reduction by this bill of $15,515,876 
only of the tariff duties. The reductions upon 
cotton, wool, and iron have been comparatively 
small, And I must, in all frankness, tell the 
honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes]. and the honorable gentleman 
trom Pennsyivania [Mr. KeLLeY] that in 
assenting to this reduction of ten percent. we 
consider it but a wedge driven in so that we 
can get ten per cent. next year, and ten per 
cent. the year after, aud so ou until we have 
produced something of a practical reduction of 
the tariff upon wool and iron, and other articles 
which are now unnecessarily protected. 

Were it not for the peculiar condition of our 
foreign affairs, which leaves the markets for 
our bonds unsettled upon the other side, and 
which produces the high rate of goid, at thir- 
teen and fourteen per cent. premium, I would 
venture to predict that that part of this tariff 
bill relating to dutiable articles, not the free 
į list, would result in a practical increase of the 


revenue, instead of a reduction. I made the 
same prediction two years ago in relation to the 
billintroduced by the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Schenck;) I then said it would 
result in an increase of the revenue, and such 
was the case. The only hesitation I have now; 
about making a similar prediction in reference 
to this bill is because of the peculiar- condi- 
tion of our foreign affairs and the enormous 
importations that may take place. ` 

Mr. DAWES and others. Now letus have 
a vote. i 

Mr. BROOKS. Do not be impatient. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought the gentleman 
was through. 

Mr. BROOKS. We have had no discus: 
sion upon this tariff at all, noneat all upon its 
details, I never saw a bill more ingeniously, 
perhaps I ought to say ingenuously, for in 
saying ingeniously I paya compliment to skill 
rather than a compliment to that quality that 
comes under the definition ingenuously—I 
never saw a bill so ingeniously and ingenur 
ously handled throughout the whole of it, so 
as to prevent any discussion of the details of 
this bill from beginning to end, and I venture 
to say that when the House shall pass this bill 
to-day not twenty members will begin to com- 
prebend the details of it, and we will soon 
have to make alteration after alteration in 
the tariff part of this billso as amend it to 
satisfy. the demands of the country. : 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin) The 
Globe shows that something like one hundred 
and sixty speeches were made upon the tariff 
part of this bill, a large number of them by 
gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber, 

Mr. BROOKS. Let me set the honorable 
gentleman right. I have here the bill re- 
ported from the Committee of Ways and 
Means by the honorable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Dawrs.}]. In the matter of 
details we discussed just one page and a half; 


„and the moment we came to iron and wool 


and cotton, to bar iron, sheet iron, iron wire, 
iron in coils, band, hoop, and seroll iron, slit 
rods, locomotive tires, mill irons, anvils, 
traces, and chains, anchors, screws, wrought 
nails, spikes, rivets and bolts, cut tacks, tubes, 
wood-screws, hollow ware, steel, saws, iron 
squares, &ec., that very moment my ingenious 
and ingenuous friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] silenced us all by an order of 
the House cutting short the discussion upon 
all these things, except as we took them in 
the aggregate. Did you have anything to say 
on wood-screws, and upon traces and chains, 
and all these other articles?) Goand tell your 
people of the enormous duties on them. Do 
not talk to me about discussion, 

Mr. CONGER. It seems to me that I have 
a lively recollection of hearing the gentleman 
speak upon all those things. 

Mr. BROOKS. You heard me talk about 
the high rates of duty. : 

Mr. CONGER. On iron and woolens, &c. 

Mr. BROOKS. 1 did not have a chance to 
discuss the duties in detail. The enormous 
duty of fifty-two and a half per cent. is still 
kept on earthenware. The House knows 
nothing of these things, and never will till the 
bill gets before the people. 1 would not go 
into this sort of discussion if I had not been 
interrupted. I intended to discuss the ques- 
tion in a proper and statesman-like manner ; 
but when gentlemen tell me there has. been 
discussion I wish them to look at things ag 
they are. o> 

I congratulate the country that in this. bill 
Congress has at last approached a reduction 
of the tariff; and I feel profoundly grateful 
therefor to the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Dawzs,] and even to the 
gentleman from Penusylvania, { Mr. Kuuipy.]} 
itis the beginning of the end. ‘I'he reduction 
is only about seven per cent.; certainly not 
ten per cent. on the average; yet it is the 
beginning of the end; and the ultimate result 
will be satisfactory I trust to the country. 
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Bat, Mr. Speaker, it was a most painful 
thing for me to hear. this morning in the state- 
ment of the honorable gentleman from Massa- 
ehusetts [Mr. Dawes] of the interposition of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, who when we 
shad reduced the revenue to the extent of $53,- 
000,000 became alarmed lest we should inter- 
fere with the policy of his administration in 
further reduction of the national debi. If 
there be any insanity prevalent in the vicinity 
of the White House fi do not say in the White 
House) it is an insane desire for a reduction 
of the-publice debt. beyond the demands of the 
Sinking fund; an insane determination to keep 
up the price of bonds, and consequently the bur- 
den of taxation, in order to more and more re- 
duce the public debt. The reduction of that 
debt to the extent demanded by the sinking fund 
ought to be satisfactory to everybody. Iam 
not content, and the country will not be con- 
tent with a reduction of tariff and tax burdens 
to the extent of merely $53,000,000. - The 
people will come again with louder and louder 
voice, and in the next House of Representa- 
tives will demand a yet further reduction. In 
my judgment the country will never be satis- 
fied until a considerably larger reduction is 
secured. 

Mr. DAWES. Before asking a vote on this 
report, I wish to say that I have some very 
interesting figures which I propose to have 
published in the-Globe, and I ask gentlemen 
to read them. We have during the last two 
years reduced the revenue $85,000,000, mak- 
ing, with the $54,000,000 reduction to result 
from this bill, about one hundred and forty 
million dollars. The figures which I propose 
to publish show the exact expenditures of 
the Government for the year 1871 as com- 
pared with those of 1860. In this calculation 
the expenditures of 1871 are reduced to a 
peace basis and a gold basis. Every item 
which is attributed to a war basis is specified, 
so that every one can understand how the 


result is arrived at. I am surprised to be able’ 


to show by these figures that upon a peace 
basis the actual expenditures of 1871 exceed 
those of 1860 by only $6,448,000, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is certainly 
mistaken, The difference must be more than 
thirty-eight million dollars. 

Mr. DAWES. That may depend upon what 
gentlemen consider proper to be deducted for 
the war basis, I have specified all such de- 
ductions in these tables, and L invoke for these 
figures the most careful scrutiny of criticism, 
whether friendly or unfriendly. 

These tables also show the rate of expendi- 
tures of the Government per capita at inter- 
vals of ten years since 1800; and it will be 
found that the rate of expenditure per capita 
to-day is less than it bas been in any previous 
year since 1840. I hold myself responsible 
for the official figures which [ thus submit ; 
and, as I have said, [invite to them the closest 
scrutiny. Every dollar of deduction for the 
war basis is specified, so that any one making 
the examination can pass judgment upon the 
propriety of the deductions. I now call the 
previous question. 

Mr. BECK. Before consent is given for the 
printing of those figures—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course we cannot 
answer those figures if they are merely to be 
printed. 

Mr. DAWES. I only ask gentlemen to read 
them and determine for themselves their cor- 
rectness, 

Mr. BROOKS. I do not wish to object 
to printing those figures, but on our side of 
a House we demgnd permission to answer 
them. 

Mr. DAWES. Of course. 

Mr, BECK, I shall object to the printing 
or those figures (because the gentleman from 
Massachusetts objected to my printing matter 
in the Globe which was not delivered) unless 
he will designate a time when we can answer 
them, 


Mr. DAWES.. I will designate any time 
that may suit gentlemen. . 

Mr. BECK. Will the gentleman give us 
before this House adjourns an hour or two in 
which to answer those figures? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly; so far as it may 
be in my power. 

Mr. BECK. Then I do not object. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion to printing the figures in the Globe. 

Mr. DAWES. Let them go into the Globe. 
I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. object to this 
bargaining. 

Mr. DAWES. Nobody should stand up 
here and object. I do not consider them 
authentic unless they can bear criticism. I 
call the previous question. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I consider this 
an opportune time for the chairman to state 
fully the full cffect and operation of this bill, 


but not at all a proper time in which to make 
a partisan speech. J 

Mr. DAWES. I do not put them in for 
that purpose. I wish to put them in print, 
and now, I think, is the proper time. I 
absolve gentlemen from all party obligation, 
so far as they are concerned. I say they are 
figures worth looking into. They are worth 
nothing if they cannot stand the test of criti- 


cism, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If they are correct, they 
will show an increase of over thirty-eight mil- 
lion dollars. i 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman whether they have not been held back 
until now, when it is known there can be no 
opportunity to answer them? 

Mr. DAWES. I have been getting them 
ready, and sought an opportunity to put them 
into the Globe without a word being said. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


Comparison ‘of the expenditures of 1871 with those of 1860. 


For detailed statement of deduc- Expenditures 


tions see statements marked— for ae year 
"A? Congress.. $5,004,820 19 


10,153,141 55 
3,320,918 98 
281,808 74 


“B?” Executive 
“Q” Judiciary. 
Governme 
18,760,779 46 
1,604,373 87 
40,116,762 90 
7,426,997 44 
34,443,894 88 
$5,799,991 82 


Total civil listesse. 

Foreign intercourse 
“D.” Miscellancous 
Indians... 
€N.” Pensions.. 


“E? Military establishmont. 


“a” Naval establishment..... a W431 0287 21 
“EL” Premium on purchase of bonds. 9,016,794 74 
“ I”? Interost on tho publie debt....| 125,576,565 93 


$292, 
Deduct twelve per cent., the 
average premium on gold 
during the yoar, the 6x- 
penditures here given being 
in currenoy, while those of 
1860 Wore in GOL ws screnecreee 


“K.” Deduct items not chargeable 
to tho present Administra- 
tion, and not growing out 
of tho war,and which should 
have been paid by former 

« AMMINIStLATIONS. 4 Barcesseesese 


“L”? Deduct items which are not 
in reality expenditures, but 
which appear so by reason 
of the system of book-keep- 
ing in practice in the Depart- 
IMNON’ esnsascosesssaensesesoseororos sen nesses 


„177,188 25 


Deductions of 


expenditures® ‘ 
a a singin Espenditores Expenditures 
consequence basis—1871 in 1860, 
of the rebel- 
lion=1871. 
$662,039 29 - $2,619,529 43 
5,457,681 75 - 2,347,458 05 
915,523 63 - 1,181,667 93 
7,035,244 67 | $11,725,584 79 6,148,055 41 
s 1,604,373 87 4,183, 207 15 
13,583,355 42 26.583.407 48, 20,658,007 92 
34,443,894 88 aes F} 3,955,686 59 
16,607,973 85 19,192.017 97 16.409,767 10 
3.303,754 68 16,122,272 53 11,513,150 19 
9,016,794 74 < : 
125,576,565 93 ~ 3,177,314 62 
- 82,604,604 08 63,025,788 98 
- 9,684,015 74 
72,920,588 34 
- 778,680 71 
72,141,907 63 
- 4,290,816 15 1,623,380 34 
$67,851,091 48 | $01,402,408 64 
- $6,448,682 84 


The expenditures per enpita are shown to be for 1860, the population being 31,443,321, $1 95; and for 


1871, the population being 88,555,983, $1 76. 


{neluded in the expenditures as here given for 1871 is the sum of $10,733,759 05, or twenty-eight 
hundredths per capita for the erection of public buildings, the improvement of rivers and harbors, and 
other public works distributed thranghout the country; while for the same purposes in 1860 the expondi- 


tures were only $2,913,371 48, or nine hundredths per capita. 


Taking these expenditures on account of 


public buildings and works into consideration, the expenses of the fiscal yoar 187lof President Grant’s 
administration, notwithstanding the increased area of tho country, the interest on Pacific railroad honds, 
the organization of new Territories, &c., aro shown by the following table to be as low and economical 
as those of any Administration which has governed the country: 


Table showing expenditures per capita, 


Year Popula- Expendi- Per 
° tion, tures. capita, 
1800 305,925 $10,818,971 2.038 
1810. 239.814 8,474,753 37 1.171 
1820. 638.131 18,235,534 89 1.897 
1830. 2,866,020 15,142,108 26 1.176 
1840. 59,453 24,314,518 19 1.424 
1850. 23,191,876 40,948,383 12 1.766 
1860. 321 63,200,576 65 2.010 
1860. 1,443,321  *61,402,408 64 1.952 
1870. ..38,555,983 67,851,091 48 1.760 

Table of expenditures for publie works. 

Popula- Expendi- Per 
Year _ thon, tures, eapita, 
TOP iscesvdex «38,555,983 $10,733,759 05 +279 
31,413,321 2,913,371 48 083 


*Expenditures after deducting items notin reality 
expenditures, 


STATEMENT A. 


Congress. 

Reporting and publishing the debates in Con- 
E EO Ax « $149,086 36 
Printing for Congress............. 160,907 74 
Printing for Treasury Department.. 139,229. 06 
Printing for Interior Department. 121.481 52 
Printing for War Department... 43.397 00 
Printing for Navy Department.. 20,000 00 
634,101 68 


Expenses of joint select Committee 
in Southern 


on Alleged Qutrages in 
TREES. rere cesses 


$662,089 29 


1872. 
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STATEMENT B. 


Executive. 
Expenses, Expenses, 
1860. 1871. Expense of national loans............ .| $2,897,856 92 - 
Salaries in internal revenue office. ` 384,922 00 
Salaries in Treasury Department: 
$47,931 00 4326.101 15 Office of the Seeretary os 65,600 00 
35,470 00 57,358 85 First Auditor... 11,481 85 
33,470 00 834,511 22 - Second Auditor. 349,041 22 
329,189 56 Third Auditor 196,283 86 
73.926 19 Fourth Auditor. 44,188 39 
59,725.71 Fifth Auditor... 2,104 

74,906 33 First Comptroller 48,566 33 
134,188 99 Second Comptroller 107,348 99 
5 169,280 75 Treasurer . 142,529 60 
51,707 11 62,829 57 Register........., 11,122 46 
i - Comptroller of Curreney........ 101,381 89 
145,584 02 588,208 08 War Department and bureaus 442.624 36 
107,300 00 137,058 54 . Navy Department and bureaus.. 29,758 54 
126,206 46 426,398 03 Interior Department, Pension Office. 810,191 57 
Expenses of commission between the United States ang Great Britain—Alabama. 20,000 00 
Southern claims comm ission, salaries, &C. sesse enere A PEEN 8,606 86 


5,211,608 12 


Independent Treasury, salaries of persons omployed in redeeming and issuing cur- 


rency and notes, and paying interest on the public debt... 


terepe coceneves se coraee: 


246,073 63 


$5,457,681 75 


STATEMENT C. 
Judiciary. 


Expense of courts... seve $915,523 63 
Being one third of the total expenses of the United 

States courts, estimated by the First Comptroller as 

incurred on account of internal revenue suits. 


STATEMENT D. 
Miscellaneous. 
Return of prongs; captured and abandoned prop- 


erty (cotton )... $780,889 78 
Defending suits, “respecting aptur ed 

and abandoned property ..ese cee sient 27,657 72 
Expensesofrefundingthenationaldebt 332,173 04 
Plates, paper, &c., Comptroller of Cur- 

LODCY oner 160,551 52 
Detecting, punishment, ‘ke. ‘of ‘persons 

counterfeiting, &c., notes, bonds, &e., 

of the United States.ocusssssssssseserne . 117,955 84 
Payment for illegal captures of certain 

British vessels and cargoes—brigs 

Dashing Wave, Volant, &G.........cce00 rs 760,728 72 


Expenses assessing and eee in- 
ternal revenuo.. 
Internal revenue “allowances ¢ 7 r draw- 


7,075,187 17 


backs... 451,203 66 
Punishing Violations of internal 1 reve- 

NUE LAWS... ce seccessnes os 58,712 57 
Refunding internal revenue taxes “ille- 

gally assessed, &c... 612,243 3 
Dies, paper, and stamps. 357,603 51 
Compensation of direct tax commis- 

sioners, refunding taxes under tax | 

laws, lands redeemed, MG. verr 9,802 63 
Payment of excess of tax on banking 

associations... EEA A A 2,860 94 
Expenses under habeas bonpus act.. 5,509 71 
Relief of heirs of John Lf. Peabody, ko, BS 

of Louisiana... Si 9,504 99 
Relief of heirs of "Colonel TE, O. Me- 

Manus, of Texas, (cotton)... 16,777 36 
Relief of the heirs of A. M; Douglass 

tor schooner Davis 21,371 20 
Relief of the heirs of I. P. Leese 3,534 35 
Relief of theheirs of Nicholas M. Page’s s 

property, confiscated in Virginia... 41,309 40 
Relief of the heirs of George F. Robin- 

son, Soldier... eseese ise 5,000 00 
Rebuilding Catholic Orphan. Asylum at 

Charleston 12,000 00 
Payment of judg ur of 

Claims, (war property)... 84,475 93 


Collecting the revenue from Gastonia: 
being excess of cost over 1860, namely: 
$6,560,672 Ól in 1871, and $3,324,430 53 
in 1860, made necessary by the in- 
creased revenues required and set 
apart by law to meet the interest and 
principal of the public debt... 


smedscooes 


1,186,242 08 
$13,583,355 42 


STATEMENT E. 


The entire amount on account of pensions is đe- 
ducted, as itis not reasonable to suppose that many 
persons who would be entitled to the benefits of the 
old pension laws are now living. 


STATEMENT F. 
Military Establishment, 
Army contingencies.....ccccccccsscssseessaee . $125,810 19 


Medical and hospital department... 75,536 86 
Pay of two and three years’ volunteers, 583,128 95 
Colleeting, drilling and organizing vol- 

unteers ...... Aviato 73,102 96 
Draft and substitute fund 6,126 80 
Bounty to volunteers and regulars on 

POS Mist On bec cisdre enisi sansrinessdedeaessavene 25 00 
Ordnance, armament of forts, Boson 4,662 61 
Purchase of arms for volunteers and 

VORULATE oa cceces ciceassesstsaseiosstonye 4,036 08 
Keeping, ke. 1 prison rs of war, ‘a 415 66 
Payments to National Asylum for Vol- | 

unteers ..... 296,287 32 


Relief acts... l GETSS 92 


Bounty under act of July 28, 1866......... 1,505,000 00 
Bounty, widows and orphans of volun- 

teers 150,000 00 
Secret service fund .. 13,767 17 
Medical and Surgical History a 10 03 | 
Expenses reconstruction acts. a 7,193 19 
Pay of the Army........ ie à 38,962 35 
Capture of Jeff, Davis 1,611 50 
Supplying prisoners of war.. 1,218 28 


Refunding to States expenses incurred 
in suppressing the rebellion... y 
Horses, &c., lost in the military service, 


2,344,636 97 
177,473 20 


Subsistence of the Army 60,790 52 
Quartermaster’s departinent.. 749,880 99 
Comfort of sick and discharged soldiers 6,654 97 


National cemeteries 
Freedmen’s Bureau 


827,369 55 


Increased expenses of the Army in consequence of the 


war, 
1860. ` 1871. 
Pay of the Army. $3,828,924 55 $6,146,981 79 
Commissary. 2,745,162 67 3,483,668 52 
Quartermast 6,470,472 5S 12746. 339 97 


22,376,981 28 
13,044,559 80 


$13,044,559 80 


It will be seen by the following table that we have 
compared fhe expenditures of the War Department 
for 1871 witb the smallest expenditures of any 
year of Mr. Buchanan’s administration, that of 
1860, and there is such a disparity between the 
expenditures of that year as they appear, and 
former years, as to lead to the inquiry whether all 
the. debts and liabilities incurred for that year 
were paid within the year, or allowed to go over 
to be met by the incoming administration of Mr. 
Lincoln, and to be lost sight of through the other 
expenses of the great rebellion. History places the 
transactions of the head of that Department in so 
questionable a light during the year preceding the 
war that comment upon such a miraculous econ- 
omy of expenditures is unnccesary : 


War Department expenditures. 


0 6, 472,202 72 


owing the average expenditure to have been 
gt ee 998 93. 


x 


| President’s House... 


STATEMENT G. 
Naval Establishment. 


Preservation of materials, boilers, &c., eare and 
repairs of steam machinery, preservation of ves+ 
sels on the stocks and in ordinary, &e., (esti 
mated) a $3,008. 600 o0 

Indemnity for lost clothing 

Bounty to seamen... 

Prize-money, &e. 


Reliefs... ae 1, '369 ii 
Payment to ‘Paul A ance or 
steam engine for A IgZONQUin.s esscr 27,338 00 
Payment to Horatio Ames for guns.. 72,960 38 
Payment to Willian Fisher or Sup- : 
3.075 00 + 
308,754 68 


e 


What has been said of the expenditures of the 
War Department is equally true of tho Navy, as 
will be seen by the following table. 


Navy Department expenditures: 


1857. ose 1 2,651,694 41 
1858.. . 14,053,264 64 
1859.. . 14,690,927 90 
1860.. 11,514,649 83 


Average yearly expenditure $13,227, 63i 19, 
STATEMENTS Hand I. 


Interest on the public debt... --$125,576,565 93 
Premium on purchase of bon 9,016,794 74 


STATEMENT K. 
Miscellaneous, 


Items not strictly chargeable tothe war, but which 
should have been paid by former Administrations : 
Reliefof Nicholas P. Trist, negotiator of the treaty 

of Gaudalupe Hidalgo, 1848... essas $14,559 90 
Relief of J. K. Bennett, expens 3in con- 

nection with land offices in Minnesota 

in 1854... ee 
Expenses ‘Of eighth census, , A860). 
Retunding to Massachusetts interest p 

on moneys advanced in war 1812-1815... 


Military establishment. 
Suppressing cate hostilities in Minne- 


7.706 89 
28,084 87 


d 
vee 678,362 71 


MA seee 17,734 63 

a, e, supplies, &e., 
rington ind "oreson volunteers, in E 
42,131 71 
«$778,680 71 
anma 


STATEMENT L. 


The following items whieh are ineluded in the ag- 
gregate as expenditures both for the years 1880 and 
i871 are deducted from each, for the reason that they 
are not expenditures in the true meaning oy the 
word, as they involve no outlay of money by the 
Treasury, and are no burden upon the tax-payers, 
they being merely entrieson both the debit and credit 
side of the, books (made necessary by the system of 
book-keeping in practice) of moneys received from 
persons and subsequently returned to them or ex- 
pended in their behalf, namely: 


1860. 1871. 


Refunding excess of 
amounts deposited by 
importers for unascer- 
tained duties, ese.. 

Refunding duties err 
ously or aeeatily col- 


$814.826 87 $1,787,266 59 


lected .. 3,821 55 490,659 58 
Debenture > 

baeks.. 585,158 39 978,358 33 
Distribu 


toms, fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures * i 
Patent fund 


Total..... 


- 488,135 55 
219,573 53 546,396 10 
$1,623,380 34 $4,290,816 15 

PS Sa 


STATEMENT M. 


Expenditures for public buildings, river and harbor 


improvements for 1871. 
Treasury building... $160,205" 23 


52, ma 53 


Public buildings in Wa 
Post office building i in New Yor 
Post office building in Boston......... 


Post office buildings in other places...... 284,313 91 
Columbian Institute for Deaf and 
Dian beg cece scsi occas Sees scestesenesoasssasscds sucave . 152,862 00 
Government hospital for insane 132,271 03 
Capitol extension and Dome « 201,816 33 
Public buildings and grounds in Wash- 
INGtON. eee 265,968 45 
Repairs of custom- “houses, | marine hos- 
pitals, and other publie buildings...... 224,069 16 
Fire-proof appraisers’ stores in Phila- met 
Delphi a... ceresecsecsseseeseecssen sseseaseeees 92,583 28 28 
Amount carried forward..ssess. scese $2,877, 507 71 7 


* Prior to the act of March 2. 1867, the moneys re- 
ceived from this source were distributed:by the col- 
lectors of customs without their being paid or cred ~ 
ited inte or charged out of the Treasury. 
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Amount brought forward............+ $2,877,507 71 


Construction and repair of custom- 


HOUSES. ..ccccnereccseserseisersenerserstsecsceeeesee _ 692,436 67 
Building and repair of light-houses....... 1,042,369 36 
Forts. and fortifications..... e 1.287.167 47 
Improvement of harbors + 1,081,566 62 
Improvement of rivers 1,003,727 23 
Improvement of Ohio river ar 6,909 04 
pulprorement of Mimistippi river 911,572 50 

ent of Mississippi, nor 
Fmprovems and Ohio rivers... 188,956 64 
Improvement of snag boats 

rivers 7i i E 26,591 98 
Repair, preservation, &c., of river and 
p BARDO WOME og ose Sere 636,884 77 

f y and Dela- 
eae poeu 40,503 92 
E ination and survey of northwest- E 
eer aer aa river a cee. ALBO 43 
Rock Island bridge...... 302,760 70 


STATEMENT N. 
Expenses for public buildings, river and harbor im- 
provements in 1860. 


Continuation of the Treasury building, 
Building post offices, court-houses, &e. 
Public buildings in Territories... 
Building marine hospitals... 
Building custom-houses.. 
Annual repairs of marine hospitals. 
Annual repairs of custom-houses.. 
Patent Office building, north fron 
Alterations and repairs of public b 
ings in Washington, improvement of 


8248,03 84 


30,157 00 
16,731 50 
7,950 98 

DOOK Si ccarsécaccsesocvesssezestécesversseeces asbsceteaee 3,600 00 

Ponitentiary in tho District of Colum- = 
Wea ONE OP E ES EO 22,200 00 
Fortifications, and other works of de- 

LONG oriako Raa NECETE we 980,245 99 
Construction of ronds, bridges, &e a 163,933 44 
Improvement of rivors, harbors, &e...... 221,973 23 
Extension of the Capitol of the United 

Stated... Wrrsissedosbavucateansesaaeeedcunredeeyeesd 213,700 00 
Removing tho Dome of tho Capitol 140,000 00 
Continuation of tho General Post Of i 

building. y 55,000 00 

Total 13,371 48 


As good evidence of the economy of the pres- 
ont Administration as can be desired may bo found 
in the following illastration ; H 

In 1860 the customs collections were $53,187,511 87, 
and the cost of-collecting the same was $3,324,430 53, 
or 6.25. In 1871 the collections wore $206,270,408 05, 
and tho cost of collecting $6,500,672 GL, or 3.114, less 
than one half of the amount which it cost the 
Buchanan administration in 1890. 


Mr, DAWES. J now demand the previous 
question, ‘aoe 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the report of the committee of 
conference was adopted. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report of the committee of con- 
ference was adopted; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 


ENROLLHD BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
game: 

An act (S. No. 573) for the relief of S. D. 
Houston, late receiver of public moneys at 
Junction City, in the State of Kansas ; 

An act (S. No. 611) to continue the act to 
authorize the settlement of the accounts of 
officers of the Army and Navy; & 

An act (S. No..1036) granting right of way 
through the public lands to the Jacksonville 
and St. Augustine Railroad Company ; 

An act (S. No. 1045) to quiet the title to 
certain lands in Dakota Territory ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2939) to remove the 
political disabilities of the persons therein 
named ; 


An act (H. R. No. 2869) for the relief of i 


Martin Freeman; 

An act (H. R. No. 2861) for the relief of 
H. G. Aukeny, late a captain in the fourth 
Iowa infantry ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2683) amendatory of an 


act approved March 2, 1867, entitled “An act 


i amendatory of an act to provide a temporary. 


government for the Territory of Montana,” 
approved May 26, 1864; a 

An act (H. R. No. 2326) for. the relief of 
Mrs. R. A. Kennedy ; : 

An act (H. R. No. 1982) to provide for 
holding a circuit court of the United States 
in and for the western district of Missouri ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1889) for the relief of 
Chester C. Tolman; ` Ry ae 

An act (S. No. 1107) for the relief of Wilson 
Bowlby, collector. of internal revenue for 
Oregon ; f 

An act (H. R. No. 924) for the relief of 
Sarah S. Trapp, executrix of William Trapp, 
deceased ; 

An act (H. R. No. 904) for the relief of 
Charles P. S. Wardwell ; 

An act (H. R. No. 896) to enable William 
Sellers and Coleman Sellers to make applica- 
tion to the Commissioner of Patents for the 
extension of letters-patent for an improvement 
in coupling and shafting ; 

An act (H. R. No. 887) for the relief of 
Samuel Black and Albert R. Cooper; 

An act (H. R. No. 887) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to regulate the diplomatic 
and consular systems of the United States,” 
approved August 18, 1868 ; and 

An act (H. R. No. 631) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act regulating proceedings in 
criminal cases, and for other purposes,’ ap- 
proved March’3, 1865, 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. DAWES. I now yield the remaining 
portion of the time to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Garrietp.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 
call attention of the House to the fact that 
three of the appropriation bills are still pend- 
ing. Those three bills are still in the Senate, 
and willnot be likely to reach us for two days. 
if we meet again on Friday morning and work 
vigorously L believe we can finish those bills 
betore the day fixed for final adjournment. 
I shall therefore move that we adjourn over 
until Friday. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope not. 
remain here and attend to business. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
when the Ilouse adjourns to-day it be to meet 
on Friday next at eleven o’clock. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Let us know for what 
purpose that motion is made. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Gentlemen on 
all sides of the House have expressed a desire 
that we shall adjourn over until Friday morn- 
ing, and no committee, so far as I know, is 
presenting business which needs to be pressed 
before that time. . 

The motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, was 
agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House 
do now adjourn, 


USK OF COMMITTEE-ROOMS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, Lhat the Speaker order the Doorkeeper 
of the House to prevent strictly the occupation of 
any of the olfices and rooms assigned by the Speaker 
and by orders of the House to the use of ¢he several 
officers and committees of the House by any person 
whomsoever during any recess of the House, with- 
out the written consent of the officer having such 
offico in charge, or of the chairman or chairmen of 
the committee or committees to whom such room 
has been assigned. 


Mr. PLATT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The adoption of that 
resolution will not affect the committee-rooms 
the use of which is given to the committees of 
the two political parties. 

Mr. PLATT. Will it not prevent the con- 
gressional executive Republican committee 
from having the use of the rooms assigned to 
them? 

The SPEAKER. It will not; because that 
is done with the approbation of the Speaker 
of the House or of the Doorkeeper. 


Let us 


I desire 


} 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I should like to know 
what is the object of this resolution? 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
state the object of the resolution. It has been 


found that during the recesses of Congress, 
unauthorized persons, messengers and others 
who have been discharged, having keys to the 
several committee-rooms, have gone into them 
and occupied them for proper and sometimes 
improper purposes. To stop that is the object 
of this resolution. : 

Mr. KERR. Would the word ‘‘ recess’’ 
apply to the adjournment of the House with- 
out day? : 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Chair would 
so construe it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Every 
chairman of a committee will have bis own 
room in charge under this resolution. The 
object is simply to prevent. the unauthorized 
use of committee-rooms during the recess by 
people who have no right to them, 

Mr. KERR. Jam not aware of any abuse 
heretofore of these rooms. Ido not know 
any reason why the resolution should pass. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to suspend the rules. AG 

The rales were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the resolution 
was adopted. 


RAFAEL MADRAZO, 


Mr. MARSHALL. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Appropriations unanimously to 
report a bill (H. R. No. 2972) for the relief of 
Rafael Madrazo. 

The bill was received and read a first aud 
second time. It authorizes and directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Rafael 
Madrazo, owner of the bark Teresita, which 
vessel was illegally captured by the United 
States steamer Granite City on the 16th day of 
November, 1863, near the mouth of the Rio 
Grande, a restitution of which was ordered by 
the district court of the eastern district of 
Lonisiana after sale of said bark and the dis- 
posal of the proceeds of the salethereof, under 
the order of the court, in the First National 
Bank of New Orleans, which said judgment of 
restitution was afterward, at the December 
term, in 1866, of the Supreme Court of the 
United States affirmed, a sufficient sum, not 
exceeding $10,359 20, out of any money in 
the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to re- 
store tosaid Madrazo, or to his lawful assigns, 
without interest, the proceeds of said sale after 
deducting therefrom whatever sum may have 
been recovered from said bank, either before 
or after the failure thereof, said bank having 
failed shortly after the deposit of the pro- 
ceeds aforesaid. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. This is the 
unanimous report of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How did that subject come 
before the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It was regu- 
larly referred to the Committee, and was in- 
serted in the general appropriation bill, but 
was thrown out ona point of order, 

Mr. MARSHALL. If the House will per- 
mit me, I will state briefly the facts of the*case. 
The bark Teresita belonging to a Spanish sub- 
ject, was illegally siezed by the United States 
steamer Granite City. Proceedings were in- 
stituted in the court in New Orleans, and 
the bark was ordered to be sold. On the 
final trial there was an order of restitution. 
But in the meantime the bank in which the 
proceeds of the sale were deposited, had failed, 
and the owner of thevessel has never received 
the money. The proceedings were brought to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
the decision of the court below was sustained. 

And this bill is simply for the purpose of 
returning to this man, the owner of the vessel, 
the net proceeds of the sale of the vessel 
seized and illegally disposed of by the authors 
ities of the United States. It is the unani“ 
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mousopinion of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions that this appropriation should be made. 
The question was put on Mr. MARSHALL’ S 
motion; and (two thirds voting in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended, and the bill 
was passed, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to submita report 
from the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire that the House shall 
order the tariff bill, as passed, to be printed; 
and I also wish to submit a resolution for the 
printing of extra copies to be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. . 

Mr. BROOKS. Let us order that now by 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
that that can be done. l 

Mr. BROOKS. Can it not be done under 
a suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot. There isa law 
which requires that resolutions for the print- 
ing of extra copies shall be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. Hoar’s motion for the printing of the 
tariff bill, as passed, was agreed to. 


Mr. HOAR. I now offer the following 
resolution for reference to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Fesulved, That the ten thousand extra copies of 


the tariff bill, just passed, be printed for the use of 
the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Cannot that resolution be 
acted on at once under a suspension of the 
rules? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot, but it can be 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
any member of that committee can report it 
back at once. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. We. do not gain 
anything by this hurry; the bill has not yet 
been enrolled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks no time 
will be lost by postponing this matter till 
Friday. f 

Mr. BROOKS. A bill of this importance 
ought to go before the country immediately. 
I notice that in the reports of the bill as agreed 
to in some of the New York papers there are 
several errors which are very mischievous. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. You cannot get the 
bill before the country before Friday next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
that the adjournment over till Friday will pre- 
vent the bill from being signed by the Speaker 
and the Vice President and sent to the Presi- 
dent. The Chair does not intend to leave the 
city during the recess, and for the purpose of 
having the bill signed a session of the House 
might be held to-morrow and for no other 
purpose. The Chair will merely call the House 
to order and then sign the bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Chair cannot 
do that when an order has aiready been made 
that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ till Friday. 

The SPEAKER. Notunless by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that by unani- 
mous consent a session be held to-morrow for 
that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
House meeting at eleven o’clock to-morrow 
morning for the simple purpose of enabling 
the Speaker to sign the enrolled tariff bill, 
which must be done in open House, and for no 
other purpose? 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. TURNER was granted, by unanimous 
consent, leave to withdraw from the files of 
the House the papers in the case of Daniel 
Nelson. 

Mr. BUCKLEY was granted, by unanimous 
consent, leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House the papers in the case of Edward Law- 
rence & Co. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire, was 
granted indefinite leave of absence. 


Mr. WALDRON was granted leave of ab- | 


sence for the remainder of the session. 

Mr. HERNDON, on account of sickness 
in his family, was granted leave of absence for 
the remainder of the session. 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS was granted leave of 
absence for the remainder of the session. 

Mr. STORM was granted leave of absence 
for one day. 

Mr. COGHLAN, on account of sickness in 
his family, was granted indefinite leave of 
absence. 

Mr. ELLIOTT was granted leave of absence 
until Saturday next. 

Mr. CREBS was granted leave of absence 
for the remainder of the session. 


SESSION OF TO-MORROW. 


TheSPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion that the House now adjourn. By 
order of the House the session of to-morrow 
will be for the purpose of enabling the Speaker 
to receive a report from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, no other business whatever to 
be transacted; after which it will be the duty 
of the Speaker to declare the House adjourned 
until Friday next. 

The question was taken on the motion to 
adjourn; and upon a division there were— 
ayes 69, noes 33. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at one o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. 
m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, June 4, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o’clocka. m. Prayer 
by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move to dispense with the 
reading of the Journal for the purpose of tak- 
ing up House bill No. 2850, subject to the 
morning business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to anything 
being taken up until the conference report on 
the tariff and tax bill is disposed of. I move 
that the reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with and that we proceed to consider the con- 
ference report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition of the Senator from 
Ohio? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not object to sus- 
pending the reading of the Journal, but I ask 
the Senator to let us run through the morning 
business, which can be done in ten minutes, 
and then a single objection cannot take auy 
one off the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
IIouse of Representatives may soon be with- 
out a quorum, and it is very important to have 
action on this report so that it may reach the 
House early. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall throw no obsta- 
cle in the way. I want to facilitate it, and I 
think the course I have suggested will do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will give way for morn- 
ing busingss. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stands, then, that at the end of the morning 
business he is to recognize the Senator from 
Ohio. i 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwill not object; but I give 
notice that I have several times had up the 
bill which I have mentioned, and I wish to 
get itacted on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reading 
of the Journal will be dispensed with. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 1 wish to get up 
this morning, if possible, Senate bill No. 1125 
at the proper time. I merely state now that I 
regard it of importance connected with the 
erecting a building in the city of New York 
for custom-house and other Government pur- 
poses. 


I am informed that the 


ELBRIDGE GERRY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 686) for the 
relief of Eibridge Gerry. i 

The amendment of the House was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause, and insert 
the following: 

That there be, and ishereby, appropriated, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $13,200, to be 
paid hy the Secretary of the Treasury to Elbridge 


Gerry, in full compensation for valuable services 
rendered the Government in 1864, 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 
concur in that amendment with the following 
amendment, to add: 

And for all claims for Indian depredations up to 
the date of the passage of this act. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. ~ 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were read twice by their titles, 
and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. No. 862) to create a port of 
delivery at La Crosse, in Wisconsin, and to 
provide for a surveyor of customs thereat—to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

The bill (H. R. No. 2965) removing dis- 
abilities of certain persons therein named—~to 
the select Committee on the Removal of Polit- 
ical Disabilities. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2958) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Geer—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2957) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Cochran—to .the Committee on 
Pensions. 2 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There are two 
other bills,onea bill (H. R. No. 2956) to auther- 
ize the building of the New Mexico and Gulf 
railway, and for other purposes, in which the 
Senator from Rhode Island is interested, and 
also the bill (H. R. No. 2959) to regulate the 
taking of testimony in certain cases, that the 
Senator from California [Mr. Casserty) de- 
sired to reserve. Ifthere be no objection the 
Chair will reserve the two bills. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOWE presented the petition of Nathan 
Cole, late captain and brevet major twenty- 
third regiment Veteran Reserve corps, praying 
the passage of an act for his relief from indebt- 
edness to the Government on account of the 
loss of $120 80 by accident; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present resolutions in the 
nature of a petition from the International 
Grand Lodge of the Knights of St. Crispin, 
held at Boston, April 22, 1872, in which they 
solemnly protest, in the name of one hun- 
dred thousand shoemakers belonging to their 
order, against any and all attempts to repeal 
the law making eight hours a legal day's work 
for all employés directly or indirectly em- 
ployed by the Government of the United 
States. This is signed by their committee 
and by the officers of the Grand Lodge. 
move its reference to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 
citizens of Ohio, earnestly praying Congress 
to preserve inviolate the great guarantees of 
religious liberty now contained in the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and to dismiss all 
petitions asking Congress to adopt measures 
for amending the Constitution by incorporat- 
ing in it a recognition of ‘‘ God as the source 
of all authority and power in civil govern- 
ment’? and of ‘the Lord Jesus Christ as the 
Ruler among the nations ;’’ which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRATT presented the'petition of Jane 
Humphrey, widow of James R. Humphrey, 
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late of company H, eighty-first Indiana volun- 
teers, praying to be allowed a pension ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

“Be also presented the memorial of Gallus 
Kirchner, of North Vernon, Indiana, praying 
compensation for 2,880} yards of blue limestone 
delivered to the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


PAY OF SENATOR RANSOM. 


Mr. THURMAN. I ask leave to make a 
report from the Committee on Privileges and 
Blections in respect to the pay of the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransom,] and I 
ask for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution.: The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to 


whom was roferred the following resolution offered 
by the Senator from Delaware, (Mr. BAYARD, jto wits 

Resolved, That the pay of Hon. Marr. W. RAN- 
SOM, a8 a Senator from the State of North Carolina, 
shall commence from the dth day of March, A. D 
I 


Report that the practico in each House of Con- 
gress seems to havo boen founded upon an interpret- 
ation of the act of July 12, 1862, (12 Statutes, 624; 
Manual, 312,) consistent with the resolution. As this 
interpretation has been practiced upon since 1862, 
and way be considered as within the spirit of the act 
aforesaid, your committee report back the resolu- 
tion with a recommendation that k be passed, 


B., F. RICE. 

The resolution was considered by unani- 

mous consent, and agreed to. 
RUPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. POOL. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
the bill (H£. R. No. 1865) for the relief of the 
sureties of James E. Miller, late collector and 
depositary at Wilmington, North Carolina, to 
report it back and recommend its passage, It 
has been fully investigated by the committee, 
and I ask that it be put on its passage. The 
court sits this week ; and it is to relieve a party 
trom an obligation under a bond. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I object until the con- 
fereuce report on the tariff bill is disposed of. 

Mr. POOL. I must ask, then, to withdraw 
the report. I think the Senator ought not to 
antagonize the bill, as the court is in session 
and itis important to have action, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the Senator retain 
it fora few moments. ; 

Mr. POOL. Ishall not get the floor then. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator will have a 
chance, 

Mr. POOL, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the 

papers relating to the claim of heirs of Colonel 
trancis Taylor, for services rendered in the 
revolutionary war, submitted a report accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 1188) for the relief of 
the heirs of Colonel Francis ‘taylor, aud Dr. 
Charles Taylor; which was read and passed 
to a second reading, and the report was 
ordered to be printed, 

Mr. VICKERS, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No, 488) to incorporate the Wash- 
ington Canal and Water-Power Company, 
reported adversely thereon, and moved its 
indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. The committee of conference 
appointed by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. No. 1073) increasing the 
rates of pension to certain persons therein de- 
scribed, and the amendments of the House 
thereto, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence on the points of disagreement have been 
unableto agree, I will state to the Senate the 
points of disagreement. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. I donot thiok that is 
quite fair, as [ objected to the Senator from 
Ohio’s conference report. I do-not want to 
make any distinction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [think the Senator from 
Indiana will see himself that the report of the 


committee of conference on the tariff bill 
ought to be first acted on. 

Mr. PRATT. This will not occupy a 
miuute. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This report will not oc- 
cupy a minute, because it has been read, and 
all we want is a vote. , 

Mr. PRATT. I am simply proposing to 
state the points of disagreement. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is objec- 
tion to the consideration of the conference 
report, it must go over one day, because the 
rule says that all reports of committees must 
lie over one day unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator 
to withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It can be reached in 
ten minutes, 

Mr. PRATT. Very well. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to ask the indulgence 
of the Senate either now or some time before 
the morning hour shall expire, or immediately 
thereafter, to allow me to take up two little 
bills, and for this reason: I am compelled to 
leave the city this evening by reason of sick- 
ness in my family, I am sure the bills will 
not take more than ten or fifteen minutes, and 
I will endeavor to confine them within even a 
shorter time than that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now we have gone so 
far in the morning business that I ask unani- 
mous consent to get the tariff bill out of the 
way. It will take but a moment. I simply 
ask a vote on it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio asks unanimous consent that the 
conference report on the tariff bill submitted 
last night shall now be considered. It has lain 
over one day. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears no objection, and the conference report 
is before the Senate. 

Mr. HOWE. The Committee of Investi- 
gation and Retrenchment instruct me to make 
a report. ‘Lhe order to print has already been 
made, so that there is no action required, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is it accom- 
panied with any resolution? 

Mr. HOWE. ‘There is no resolution; 
simply the report and testimony. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What committee is the 
report from? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Committee 
on Investigation and Retrenchments. 

Mr. BAYARD. I willask presently to sub- 
mit on behalf of the minority of that commit- 
tee a short memorandum, and Í propose also 
to ask leave that we may print our views in 
the recess of Congress, and I wish also to 
make a few remarks; but I would rather give 
way for a few moments that the tariff confer- 
ence report may be considered if it is under- 
stood that when that is over I may submit a 
proposition to accompany the report of the 
honorable Senator from Wisconsin. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Delaware desires consent to make a 
minority report, not at this moment, but at 
some other time during the day, after the con- 
ference report on the tariff bill shall have been 
disposed of. If the Senator asks unanimous 
conseut to be then recognized, the Chair will 
submit that; otherwise the recognition will 
have to be under the rules of whoever first 
addresses the Chair, 
asks consent that some time during the day 
he may have time to consider two private bills, 
on account of his having to leave to-night from 
serious illness in his family. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That will be done no 
doubt at any time. Iask now for a vote on 
the tariff conference report. 

TAX AND TARIFF BILL 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That report is 
before the Senate, and was read last night. 
The question is on concurring in it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I did not 
design last night when I rose to speak, nor do 
I mean now by any lengthened remarks of 


The Senator from Iowa | 


mine to delay the action of the Senate on so 
important a subject as that now before them. 
I wish to express my regret, however, that 
upon several heads as to which the Senate 
had very decidedly expressed its views the 
conference came to a conclusion to adopt pro- 
visions so different in their character. I refer 
particularly to two subjects that interest the 
State of California. One of these subjects is 
that of bagging. The Senate committee and 
the Senate in its action on the bill fixed a 
reduced rate of duty as compared with the 
duty fixed by the House. I wish the confer- 
ence had struck the medium at least between 
the House section on that subject and the Sen- 
ate section. Instead of that, bowever, the 
Senate conferees yielded tothe demand of the 
House. 

Then in regard to the section as to differ- 
ential duties upon articles produced east of 
the Cape of Good Hope and imported from 
some point west of the Cape of Good Hope. 
A motion was made during the discussion in 
the Senate to include wool as one of the arti- 
clesexcepted from the benefit of the differential 
duties of ten percent. That motion was voted 
down distinctly by the Senate; and-yet the 
conference committee’s report has put it back 
with the word ‘‘ wool’? inserted, thus depriv- 
ing a product of the State of California of the 
benefit of these differential duties. J under- 
stand very well what pressure there is from the 
manufacturing interest for these and such like 
changes. 

I wish also that the conference had succeed- 
ed in retaining books at the duty fixed by the 
Senate of twenty-two and a half per cent., 
and the same as to quinine, The Senate after 
debate in Committee of the Whole, and in the 
Senate, fixed it at ten per cent.; the House 
made it free; but the conference committee 
has fixed the duty at twenty per cent., neither 
the House measure nor the Senate measure. 

I do not, of course, intend in the slightest 
degree to criticise the action of our conference, 
but merely to express my regret with regard 
to the changes which I have mentioned. There 
are many others, but I will not detain the 
Senate by referring to them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill only say that the 
committee of conference had a difficult task. 
They had one hundred and fifty amendments 
toacton. The House of Representatives re- 
cede from their disagreement to all our amend- 
ments except cight. About fifteen or twenty 
of them are amended by amendments which 
are mere modifications of details. As a mat- 
ter of course we had to give and take. On the 
subject of cotton bagging the House were firm, 
and we could not force them to yield to our 
amendments. On quinine we reduce the duty 
from forty-five to twenty per cent., and we are 
now informed that even that reduction is de- 
structive to the industry in this country. Ja 
all conferences we have to yield something or 
agreement is impossible. In regard to the 
indirect importation of wool, I have only to 
say that both the Houses passed upon that 
favorably. ‘This section was a part of the 
Senate tariff bill and is now a part of this bill. 
The Committee on Finance hesitated about 
the exception as to wool; we struck it out and 
the Senate sustained us, but we were compelled 
to yield to the position of the House. 

On the whole we thought we had gota favor- 
able report. If the Senator will look at the 
report as published in the Globe this morning, 
he will find that nearly every amendment of 
the Senate has been concurred in. 

Not to protract debate, 1 send to the reporter 
and ask to have published in the Globe certain 
tabular statements, showing the general result 
of the reduction of taxation provided for in 
this bill. The aggregate reductions are now 
$53,057,259, including the taxes on tea and 
coffee repealed at this session, but excluding 
the income tax, which has now expired, or will 
soon expire. The House proposed a reduc- 
tion of $43,633,778. ‘The Senate increased 
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the reductions to $54,500,000. The confer- 
ence leaves the reduction at $58,057,259. 
The details will be given in these official tables 
which I prefer to have printed in the Globe, 
so that the Senate can see and examine them 
at their leisure: 

Estimated reduction of gees on articles in bill H. R. 


o. 
Artveles: 


Cotton, manufacturas 
Iron, and manufactures of, ‘ 
529,490 00 


eather cecsecsssesserssayesssssnee ses 

Letals, and manufactures of, not other- 

wise specified... .. 284,966 11 
Bal by prssiserisarcoaases 615,522 00 


Wool, and manufactures o . 8,358,274 03 


List included wader heading of ‘‘ All other metals and 
manufactures not otherwise specified? 


Brass, and manufactures o 
Bronze, nickel, &e.......... 
Burlaps, &c., (no estimate can be made.) 
Flax,;dressed, (no estimate can be made.) 
Gold and silver, and manufactures of, 
(watehes, jewelry, and ornaments not 
included,) ....... ne 


$1,088 94 
6,841 19 


7,708 24 
510 9 


Gutta percha, and manufactures of.. 9 
India rubber, and manufactures o 53,207 6l 
Lead, and manufactures of...... « 187,060 95 
Lumber, and manufactures of. 185,980 57 
Oil-cloths .. RERIN 2,736 61 
Steel, and manufactures of 489,256 26 
Straw, and manufactures of. «65,847 57 
Tin, and manufactures of, (tin in sheeis ` 

or plates not included,).. 47,400 07 
Zino, and manufactures of. « 84,868 72 
All other Articles, Gncluding chemicals, 

Cay Jasnsanrsgdacdesiis bieseossenenbeets srsvseone 594,944 52 
List of articles included under heading of “All other 
articles.” 

Acetate; | 

AMMONID sercesseeecseneees $0 90 
174 00 
2 = 
3 40 
64 25 
25 00 
20 75 
veeereesasee 28,852 50 

Bay rum... arenedes tusea Sp 63 
Blue vitriol sav asta xis 916 18 


Books, printed, &c., (no estimate can 
be made. 
Camphor : 
Crude. seess 
Refined 
Coal-tar, Ke... 
Copper, and manufactures of. 
Corks... oe N 
Currants, figs, and raisins. 
Freestone, & 
Medicinal preparations not otherwise 


1,036,517 80 
91 25 


Specified... eossrreessesresrooseseseregsoeres tesen sore 18,582 61 
Moisie iron, (no estimate can be made.) 
Mustard, groun v 10,462 96 
Newspapers, periodicals, &c., (no esti- 

mate can be made. 
Paper, (manufactures of not included,)... 6,101 10 
Piate glass (including silvered,). « 94,291 06 
Rochelle salts... 10 OU 
Rum essence or oil. 240 00 
Sal-soda and soda ash. 435,164 26 
Santonine.... 3,930 06 


Screws for wood, (embraced in iron 
reduction.) 

Strychnia. 

‘Tin in sheets or plates. avs 

Vermuth, (no estimate can be made.) 


5 00 
949,077 82 


Total reduction, dutiable..............4..41,076,629 56 


Acid: Free list, 
Boracic.....00 $60,202 45 
Chromic., 75 

Aluminium... 63 20 

Annatto extract.. 77 20 

Asafetida, tse sarecenes 2,557 80 

19,256 60 
968 10 
1,118 63 
4,582 50 

Bark, extract. 651 20 

Bath Drick...ceccacessee 153 20 

Birds stuffed... 156 00 

Bologna sausage. 128 7 

Borate of lime.. 2,280 00 

Borax, crude... 

Bulbs, &e., (esti 12,000 00 

Onlomel.. seses 944 10 
Chalk, £0.. 37,105 40 

Charcoal.. 2 


Cobalt ore.. 
Cocoa, crude, 
Curry-powders. 
Diamonds. 


Dried blood 35 2 
ried flowers 224 00 
Flints reer PEER a 78 23 
————— 347,293 81 


Amount carried forward....ccseccsess $11,425,923 37 


Amount brought NOE Webs eee 
Flowers, leaves, &c.. 14,882 67 
Forest trees. 25 00 
Ginger root. 53,406 44 
Goldbeaters’ skins „268 29 
Gunpowder.. 154 50 
Hair, curled formattresses, 280 33 
Harness liquid. onanie 3 6 


Hides of cattle. 
Hones....... 


Leath er, old scraps.. 
Licorice paste. 
Lime.. 
Loadstone. 
ica.. 
Milk. 
Mustard- seed.. 


Amber, crude.. 
Cajaput.. 
Fennel.. 
Thyme, white. 
Valerian.. 
Orange buds... 
Paper stock, ‘ke... 


Parane... 
Pulu...... 
Quicksilver... 
Quinine. 
Rennets. 
Salpeter: 

Crude „esses 

Refined ....... 
8 
Sauerkraut.. 

Anise.. 

Anise star.. 

Chia... 

Rape... 

Sugar-cane.. 19 
Soapstone....... 28 
Spermaceti....... i 
Split peas.....rscrccsoscrescerens 22 20 
Spunk.. 6 90 
Straw, unmanufactured..... 274 84 
Sulphate of magnesia, (Ep- 

SOM Salts,)....ceecse. 855 82 
Sulphate of soda 1.174 00 

ETE 99 20 
Fallow.) Ae 692 44 
Tar and pitch... « 1,006 54 

Teeth, unmanufactured... 15 00 
Tin crystals.cccssssessesee 918 30 
Venice turpentine 596 00 
METT C 162 75 
Wax: 

OF hoad ei cerrcrssecscnsessee reese 730 40 

Manufactured... es... 2 oe 3 

Shoemaker’ sses 9i 40 

Shas 61 80 

Yeast cakes......... OEO 45 60 
———_ 2,328,800 02 
Taxes on tea and coffee repealed........0. 3 893, 846 67 67 
Total crsssssssessssssesse gears sseevesserensesene $29,645,778 06 06 


Estimated annual reduction in internal revenue 

by House bill No. 2322: 
Spirits. 

The substitution of a tax of sixty-five cents per 
gallon on spirits in place of the present per diem, 
barrel, and galion taxes, would probably have the 
effect neither to increase nor diminish the revenue. 

The anticipated increase of revenue by substitut- 
ing the amendment to section forty-cight for the 
original section will doubtless more than compen- 
sate for the loss occasioned by the payment of the 
salaries of storekeepers and gaugers by the Govern- 


ment, and by the repeal of the tax of warehouse. 


stamps. 
Tobacco. 


Estimated annual loss on manufactured tobacco 
(snuff excepted) by substituting a uniform rate 
of twenty cents per pound for the present rates 


of sixteen and thirty-two cents....... $6,480,000 
Dealers in manufactured tobacco 50,000 
Manufacturers of tobacco... 10,000 
Manufacturers of cigars 33,000 
Total 10SS...cccs0cecreeees IEAA 7,073,000 
Gain: 
Retail leaf dealers, (nominal.) y 
Peddlers of tobacco ~.ccccecceseecereeesnees 35,000 
Balance 1088...,scsessseercececssereesere $7,038,000 
Gas. 
Annual 1088 00 £88....ccceeeeseseeenee $2,800,000 
Adhesive stamps. 
Bank checks.. $1, 250 000 
Matches 000 
Agreement or contract, and leases, Eos "150, 000 
Total Stamps... mceseseesresenercsnnesesteseise $3,650,000 


Banks. 
Estimated annual loss on savings banks’ deposits, 


. $11,423,923 37 | 


by raising the exemption of deposits from $500 to 
$2,000 to the credit of any one person, say......9500,( 


Recapitulation. 


Loss on tobacco $7,038,000 00 
Loss on gas.. 2,800,000 00 
Loss on adhes st 650,000 00 
Loss on savings banks’ d 600,000. 00 


Total... 
Add reduction of dt 


Total reductions proposed by House of 
Representatives... = 
The Senate proposed. further re 

tion as follows: 
On free list... a 
On other customs dut 
On internal revenue as fol- 
lows*.. 


13,988,000 00 
29,645,778 06 


. 48,633,778 06 


10,189,481 00 
$53,823,259 06 


* Estimated annual reduction in internal revenue 
by House bill No. 2322, as amended by Committee on 
Finance: 

Sptrits, 

The substitution of a tax of seventy cents per gal- 
lon on spirits for the present per diem, barrel, and 
galion taxes, would probably increase the revenue 
(60,000,000%4 cents)... es $2,400,000 

Loss by taxing warehouse, “dealers’ and 

rectifiers’ stamps ten cents instead of 
twenty-five cents per stamp KR $455,000 

Dealera’ sales...ccscsessscsseseess «1,400,000 


Hectib eres over, two _bundred 
barrels.. PEE PAP E OOD, 
: 2,460,000 
Balance Lossy sisivsscareeaneccusnneseencsen sessie $60,000 


Tobacco. pe 

Estimated annual loss on manufactured tobacco 
(snuff excepted) by substituting a uniform rate 

of twenty-four cents per pound for the pres- 
ent rate of sixteen and thirty-two cents per 


und... 560,000 

Sales of leaf toba 1000 
Sales of manufacture 162,000 
Sales of cigars.. 83,000 
Manufacturers’ sa ,000 
rots LOBE PENE NEEE s 2,889,000 


Retail leaf-dealers, (nominal.) 
Peddlers of tobatto.. 


Balance loss...... 


Gas. 
Annual 103s ON gaScccsssescees cee cecens aned sonent 1 $2,800,000 


Adhesive stamps. 
Annual loss by repeal ofschedules B and C, $16,000,000 


Banke. . 


Annual loss on savings banks’ deposits by raising 
the exemption of sumsto the credit of any one per- 
son from $500 to $2,000, say. 

This office has no means o amount 
of “borrowed capital” used in banking. The tax 
on bank capital exclusive of thatof national banks 
amounted for the last fiscal year to $919,262. 


> 


Recapitulation, . 
$2,854,000 


Annual! loss on tobacco. 
Annuali loss on gas. 2,800,000 
Annual loss on adh 16,000,000 


Annual loss on banks, exclusive 
on borrowed capital.. 


Total _ loss, 


at 
deiars 500,000 


exclusive of borrowed 


capital... 22,154,000. 
Total loss b 13,988,000 
Excess by amended bill, exclusive 

of tax_on borrowed capital... ‘i 8,166,000 


The committee of conference uce 
the uniform tobacco tax to twenty. 
cents, involving a further floss of 
revenue of... .. 84,000,000 

To meet this I 
tee of conference restore 


the stamp taxes on bank 
checks, yielding........ „310, 
And schedule C 
cluding matches 4,199,007 
— 5,022,817 


1,022,817 


Reduction of internal taxes in éxcess 


Of Tlouse bill. cus eceseesessseneccacnace scene 87,183 143,183 183 
Total reduction on tariff.. becca $29,645, 778 06 06 
Yotal reduction in internal revenu 13,985,000 00 


Total reduction by House.. .. 43,633,778 06 
Senate reduction in additio 
Increase of free list.. 


Other customs reduce 


9 


1,389, 


2,028,481 00 

Internal revenue taxes repealed by y 
conference report, (mostly stamps)... 7. » 7,400,000 00 
` $53, $53,057 2 259 06 
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Mr. THURMAN. Iwish merely to say that 
I shall vote for concurring in this conference 
report, because this bill is the best we can get. 
Tt is not such a bill as I would like; it is not 
the bill that I would prefer, either in its classi- 
fication or in the amount of its duties; but it 
is the best that we can get, and I think, there- 
fore, the sooner it becomes a law the better. 

Mr. SCOTT. Although I voted against the 
final passage of this bill, a do not intend to vote 
against the report of the committee of confer- 
ence or to take up any time in discussing it. 
I did think, and Ido think, that at this junc- 
ture of our affairs the reduetion of duties upon 
a uniform scale. especially of ten per cent., 
‘was a mistake. But the bill having now been 
discussed in both Houses, having gone to a 
committee of conference, and being perhaps, 
as the Senator from Ohio says, the best we can 
get, Lam disposed to accept it as an earnest 
of stability, and hope when it once passes into 
a law we shall not be again called upon to 
consider the question either of reducing or 
raising duties for years to come. 

Mr. ALCORN. I shall not detain the Senate 


long with what I may have to say on this sub- 
ject; but the reason that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania gives with regard to the stability 
that is construed to attach to this tariff is one 
of the reasons why I shall not vote to sustain 
the report of the conference committee. There 
is in that report a flagrant injustice done to 
the section from which I come. I speak it in 
no spirit of complaint, but I state it as a fact 
that the section of country from which I come 
has none of the benefit of any of the appro- 
priations that have been made by the Govern- 
ment. That portion of the country has been 
overlooked. Et is true that an appropriation 
of small value has been made at one or two 
points of the southern coast of Mississippi, 
the Atlantic coast, but the South in the appro- 
priationë made by Congress has been over- 
ooked. I state this asa fact, 

In the item of bagging, the Senate, after 
having heard the views of those who advocated 
a diminution of duty upon that article, reduced 
it twenty-five per cent., corresponding with the 
scale of reductions that had been agreed upon 
as proper in order to reduce the revenve to 
the minimum which it was said the Govern- 
ment was able to bear. The conference com- 
mittee, however, have restored the duty upon 
bagging to the old rate, a duty that amounts 
to aprohibition, almost, of the importation of 
India bagging. 

Mr. SHERMAN. he ties, as they are 
called, made of iron—L do not know the 
technical name—are left in the ten per cent. 
reduction chuse. I may say also that the 
House conferees stated with a great deal of 
force, and it was pretty hard for us to answer, 
although we presented the proposition of the 
Senate, that the duty on cotton bagging was 
now far less than on any similar product, and 
that substantially the cotton planter reecived 
a profit by it, that he actually received upon 
the cotton bagging on the cotton more than he 
had paid forthe bagging. The Senator will 
be able to tell better whether that is correct 
than I can. I presume it is. 

Mr. ALCORN. The cotton bagging on a 
cotton bale now costs about seventy cents per 
bale, and the Senator can understand very 
well what seventy cents per bale will amount 
to in the number of bales produced in. the 
South, 

Mr, SHERMAN. But you sell the bale 
withoutlare, atso much per pound, and actually | 
get a profit from it, 

Mr. ALCORN. But there isa tare always 
deducted by the merchant, which is intended 
to cover the bagging. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Not in the northern 
market, not in our own market. That is so in 
Liverpool, but not with us. We pay for the 
bagging and for the hoops, if there are any. 

Mr, WEST. If the Senator from Mississippi 
will allow me, the Liverpool cotton market | 
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regulates the price of cotton allover the world, 
and in that market there is a tare upon bag- 
ging and the iron hoops, and consequently 
the price is so regulated in the United States 
market 

Mr. ANTHONY. That regulates the price, 
and that price we in the manufacturing dis- 
tricts pay for the bagging, for the ropes, and 
for the iron hoops. 

Mr. WEST. They get it so much cheaper. 

Mr. ALCORN. If it is true, as the Senator 
from Louisiana says, and that it is true there 
is no question, that the Liverpool market regu- 
lates the price of cotton, and that there the tare 
is fixed, that tare as a matter of course will 
attach to any market in which cotton is sold. 
But I do not intend to go into any elaborate 
argument on the subject. I presume the ques- 
tion is settled. I merely desire to enter my 
protest against the stability of the tariff which 
is to be established under the report of this 
conference committee. 

But more than that, on the article of qui- 
nine, used by the poor and by the afflicted poor 
of the land, an article which it was shown 
here had been taxed to such a degree as to 
forbid its importation. altogether, the House 
of Representatives fixed the tariff at ten per 
cent., if I am correctly informed. The House 
sent the bill here with a duty of ten per cent. 
upon quinia, while quinine was upon the free 
list. ‘Che honorable Senator from Ohio stated 
that placing quinine upon the free list was a 
mistake, but the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] rose in his place and showed that 
quinia, the article from which quinine was 
manufactured, and the quinine itself, were 
separate articles, and that the provisions of 
the House bill were not inconsistent with 
themselves. The Senate agreed to the ten 
per cent. fixed by the House, and thereby it 
occurred to me we had established the duty 
upon quinine beyond the reach of Congress 
to change it. Now, the conference commit- 
tee come back and fix the rate of duty at 
twenty per cent., a rate of duty that the bon- 
orable Senator declares the manufacturers 
state to be destructive to the interest in this 
country, in the face of the declaration made by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Scorr, ] 
who advocated the high rates of duty, and 
who with the best showing he could make 
when that question was under discussion, 
went on to show that the price of quinine 
here was but twenty per cent. above that 
in Liverpool and in the foreign market. The 
best that he could state was, that the differ- 
ence was about twenty per cent. But that 
position of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
was controverted. His own statement of the 
facts went to show that the manufacture of 
quinine in this country was able to sustain 
itself without any duty. 

I know the argument that was made in re- 
gard to the tax upon alcohol, and that alcohol 
which was exported to foreign countries wag 
imported there free. It was stated that the 
alcohol that was used in the manufacture of 
quinine abroad was not required to pay any 
duty, and that no taxes were imposed upon 
it; but that was again controverted by the 
Senator from California, [Mr. CASSERLY, } 
who called upon the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] to state the fact as to whether it 
was exempt from duty, and the Senator failed 
to state that fact. It was a fact not within hig | 
knowledge. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sen- 
ator will permit me, there is no question about 
the fact. 

Mr. ALCORN. About what? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That the 
article when. used for the arts in England 
is used without the payment of duty. 

Mr. ALCORN. I have no doubtof the sin- 
cerity of the honorable Senator, but I have 
beard it said on the other side that there was 
no doubt the other way. Ido not profess to 


-ized the sale of this article. 


know, and. I leave it between. the statements 


of Senators on both sides of the Chamber with 
regard to the fact, having no doubt that all who 
make statements are equally sincere. 

But the fact is that the article of foreign 
quinine has been driven from the market. Not 
an ounce of quinine has been imported into 
this country within the last six months. For 


the last twelve months quinine paid something. 


like two thousand dollars, but in the last six 
months not an ounce has been imported. With 
two millions of the article manufactured in the 
three manufactories in this country, two in 
Pennsylvania and one in New York, that have 
grown into mammoth establishments, consti- 
tuting, asthey do, a monopoly of the article, 
all we asked was that the tariff should be so 
regulated as to prevent that great monopoly 
acting upon the afflicted poor with that degree 
of oppression that had heretofore character- 
We do not ask to 
disturb these manufactories. We ask simply 
by the tariff to put a check upon the monopoly 
that has grown up in this country. We ask 
this in the interest of the people who use the 
article not. only in the South, but in the West 
and elsewhere where fever and ague prevails, 
It is an appeal that is made in the interest 
of a class of people who have a right to be 
heard on this floor. The article yields no 
revenue to the Government, and we only wish, 
I repeat, that such a check shall be put upon 
this monopoly as will prevent the oppression 
which will otherwise necessarily result. 

The honorable Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
West] says that if all the establishments 
engaged in this manufacture had fo stop, it 
would notamount tomuch. But, sir, we do not 
desire any such thing. We desire to maintain 
those manufactories; but when all the articles 
used in themanufacture of quinine are im- 
ported free, when the alcohol constitutes but 
a minor portion of the cost, we think the price 
of the article should be reduced to a reason- 
able figure. The amountof alcohol used in the 
manufacture of quinine is a mere bagatelle. 
That is the only thing upon which the advocates 
of the tariff can seize to hold up the plea they 
have made thatthe duty ought to be maintained 
on this article. Alcohol does not constitute one 
twentieth portion of the cost of the manufacture 
of quinine; and with their extensive labora- 
tories, with their large capital invested, who 
will say here in this place that these man- 
ufactories are not able to maintain à com- 
petition in the face of all the world without 
duty? 

If there was any consideration that applied 
to the Government, if there were revenues 
derived from the tariff on this article, it would 
be a different thing ; but the Government de- 
rives no revenue from it. It is simply a tax 
that is imposed, and imposed upon people who 
are the least able of all others to pay it. When 
you go with your tax upon quinine, you go to 
the bedside of the distressed, you go to the 
bedside of the poor, and you demand of them 
that they shall pay this monopoly this exorbit- 
anttax. Whatfor? Notforthe Government. 
The Government is not protected. The in- 
terests of the Government are not advanced. 
It is only to maintain a monopoly that has 
grown up in this country, and whose influence 
is felt here, and whose influence overrides the 
cry of the distressed that comes from the 
afflicted in the land. It isan outrage; it is an 
injustice; and I for one shall not vote for a 
tariff bill that embraces within its provisions 
an injustice so flagrant to the people who are 
so much in want of the special consideration 
of Congress. i 

Mr. SAWYER, I think my constituents 
are almost as much, if not quite as much, in- 
terested in cheap quinine as those of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi ; and yet I cannot forget 
that the duty is reduced by this bill over fifty 
percent. The duty was forty-five per cent by 
the last tariff, and the conference report, as [ 
understand, places it at twenty per cent., so 
that it is reduced fifty six and a quarter per 
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cent.. We have here an actual reduction of 
fifty-six and a quarter per cent. on this artir 
cle; and yet the Senator from Mississippi 
proposes to oppose the adoption of this report, 
and leave it at the old duty, which is the only 
thing that is likely to come if you disagree to 
this report, in aid of his constituents. I can- 
not for my own part see the consistency of 
such a course. ‘his tariff bill, as it seems to 
me, is one of the best tariff bills we have had 
for years. We makeby it a reduction of over 
fifty millions of revenue, and I ask my friend 
from Mississippi if he thinks he can justify 
his course with his constituents when there is 
proposed a reduction of over fifty millions of 
taxes because in that reduction he gets only 
a reduction of fifty-six per cent. in the duty 
on the article in question? 

It seems to me we had better take what we 
can get now, having got a very good thing. 
Having reduced the duty more than one half on 
this article so valuable to our constituents, it 
is not worth while to defeat a bill which takes 
$50,000,000 of taxes off the people on account 
of the few dollars of duties we shall have to 
pay on the medicine which so many of our 
constituents consume, 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, it is the 
peculiarity of a conference report that he who 
votes upon it must vote for the whole of it or 
vote against the whole of it; and it is my 
misfortune as to this conference report that 
it not having been printed I have not been 
able to examine it so as to know in regard to 
all of the matters to which my attention has 
been called. 

I know of course that it has been presented 
so that it was open to examination by one 
Senator at a time since it was brought in last 
evening. IfI were going to assign reasons 
for an attempt to recommit the report in the 
hope of a change, I should have many reasons 
to assign. If I were to address myself to my 
reasons for not opposing it, I should be con- 
fined to one, and that one would not be the 
reason announced to us by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Scorr.] The 
Senator from Pennsylvania, if I understood 
him, announced his purpose to vote for it in 
view of the importance of stability touching 
tariff legislation. If the honorable Senator 
and myself shall live a year, time will teach, 
us whether he is right or whether I am right 
when we differ in this regard. My belief is 
that there are matters contained in this report 
which would not be there had the conference 
committee adhered to the position of the Sen- 
ate, which will be the subjects of active con- 
troversy at the next session of Congress. IL 
fear the Senator from Pennsylvania will be 
sadly disappointed if he thinks this bill will 
compose permanently in the sense of stability 
the questions which it embraces. My fears 
and my judgment teach me otherwise. 

But, Mr. President, I have said virtually 
that I would not ask the Senate to hear from 
me a statement of reasons upon which I 
should act were I to make the attempt to 
recommit the report to the committee in the 
hope of its coming back changed. I will 
address myself for one moment to the only 
reason which could lead me to vote for it, the 
only reason that could induce me to withhold 
an effort to change it, if I thought it was pos- 
sible to obtain any change. That reason is 
the anxiety L feel to dismiss and diminish 
taxes. The report of the conference com- 
mittee locating and adjusting the diminution 
as I should not have done, as {I regret deeply 
in some respects the committee has done, 
nevertheless promises a dismissal of fifty-three 
millions annually of taxation. Task the Sen- 
ator from Penusylvania whether I am right in 
this? ` 

Mr. SCOTT. That is the statement of the 


. chairman of the committee. 


Mr. CONKLING. ‘The chairman of the 
committee. is now in his place. I was say- 
ing that, as I understand, the report of the 


committee promises a reduction of taxes of 
$53,000,000. annually. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. — Something over that. 
Before the Senator from New York came in 
I sent to the reporter’s desk an official state- 
ment of the result of the conference, made up 
by the proper officers of the Treasury, for the 
purpose of publication in the Globe. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish I had heard that; 
but it was my misfortune not to be in at the 
moment. Will my friend be good enough to 
tell me, dividing between customs duties and 
internal tax, what the reduction is? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The general result is 
that the House bill proposed a reduction of 
$43,000,000, of which $29,000,000 were on the 
tariff and the balance on the internal revenue. 
The Senate Finance Committee inereased the 
reduction to $54,000,000, of which about two 
millions was added to the tariff reduction and 
the rest to the internal revenue, principally by 
the repeal of the stamp act. The result of the 
conference report is to restore the tobacco tax 
to twenty cents, thus throwing off $4,000,000 
more on tobacco, and to restore certain stamp 
duties making the general result a reduction 
of fifty-three million and some hundred thou- 
sand dollars of which about thirty-one millions 
are of tariff duties. 

Mr. CONKLING. Thus we have presented 
to us the alternative.of voting for or against 
the reduction of taxes, all told, of about fifty- 
three million dollars, thirty million dollars 
or thereabouts relating to the tariff and the 
residue relating to the internal taxes. For 
myself I confess that sadly perverse must be 
any bill which accomplishes this purpose at 
this time, the provisions of which would war- 
rant me in voting against it. Therefore I say, 
in refraining from any opposition to this re- 
port, in abstaining from any motion to recom- 
mit it, feeling as E do—and I should not dis- 
charge my duty did I not say it—that great 
injustice has been done to some of the interests 
embraced in this bill, interests of great import- 
ance to the people whom I represent; feeling 
that, I cannot justify myself in the vain attempt 
at this stage of the session to get another bill 
or in the other attempt to defeat this bill with 
an improbability of any other. 

Therefore, Mr. President, abstaining as I 
shall from all opposition, I ground my action, 
and shall excuse myself for my action with 
those who look to me to represent their views, 
which are adverse in particulars to those now 
presented, by the fact that this is the oppor- 
tunity, in all probability the only opportunity 
for which we can hope at this session to strike 
down taxes. Ihave said before, and I repeat, 
that I know of nothing lying within the do- 
main of our legislative power now, so just, so 
important, so urgent, so imperative as to take 
from the hands of labor the weights by which 
they are burdened, to emancipate the people 


from the unnecessary and excessive taxation | 


which rests upon them. There shall be found 
my excuse for refraining from opposition to 
the bill which contains many provisions that 
I regret, and which contains omissions that I 
think might be applied with great advantage 
to the public interest. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I desire to 
say that this bill contains many things that I 
like and some things that I would not like to 
have init. It is not a perfect bill; and I pre- 
sume no one who favors it himself would vin- 
dicate itas such; but it is the best bill that 
can be had at this time. Indeed, I may go 
further and say that it is the only bill which 
can be had at this time. Now, unless the 
Senate is disposed to renounce all legislation 
on the tariff, it must accept this bill. 

But I find a special motive, not unlike that 


which the Senator from New York has found. | 
| Itis that this bill is measurably, not sufficiently, 


but measurably, a reduction of taxation. It 
is one stage on that great highway. It is, 


| I was about to say, the beginning of that end, 
|| though it is not precisely the beginning, for 


we have already commenced the reduction of 
taxation; but it is one step and a very import: 
ant step. It is a step from which there can 
be no retreat. Therefore to that extent was 
the Senator from Pennsylvania right when he 
found in this billa certain assurance of sta- 
bility. The stability which I find is that tax- 
ation is to be lower instead of higher, that 
the rule which this bill follows is to be con- 
tinued until our taxation is really adapted to 
the condition of our country, which I insist at 
this time it is not. 

It is now nearly two years ago, certainly a 
year and a half ago, since from this place in 
the Senate I raised the ery, ‘t Down with the 
taxes.” Senators remember the echo that- 
came from the country. ‘Down with the 
taxes’? was heard from the North and the 
South, from the East and the West. At last 
it found a voice in this Chamber; and now 
again as I declare my adhesion to this bill, I 
repeat the cry, ‘Down with the taxes,” and 
let this bill be an earnest for the future. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would really like to 
ask my friend from Massachusetts if he sup- 
poses his ery, which I remember distinetly 
now, had anything to do with the reduction 
of taxes? Did it bring it about, or cause it, 
or result in it? But I will not go into that. 
I will only state that this bill is the result of 
careful and patient labor. It is not the result 
of declamation or talk or long speeches, but 
simply of the careful, patient labor of two 
committees of the two bodies of Congress, the 
members of which have said probably less on 
the subject than a great many others who have 
bad less to do with it. I hope now we shall 
vote without further debate. 

The report was concurred in. 


ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the Senator yield to 
me to make a statement? And if he then 
insists on his bill I will give way. 

Mr. LEWIS. Iheard the Senator's explan- 
ation awhile ago; and I stand exactly in the 
same position with himself; I must leave this 
evening. J report from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia the bill (H. R. No, 2847) 
to authorize the Orange, Alexandria, and 
Manasses Railroad Company to run trains and 
transport freight and passengers within the 
District of Columbia, without amendment, 
and I ask that it be put on its passage. I do 
not say a word in its favor, though I could say 
much. There is no objection to the bill, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Has that bill been taken 


up? 

"The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. AxN- 
THONY in the chair.) It is subject to objection. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I do not know that I 
have any objection to the bill; but it was 
shown to me this morning in the committee- 
room of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and while I was glancing over 
it the Senate met. I have not had an oppor- 
tunity of examining it. I am in favor of giving 
every facility to these railroads; but I think 
the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds ought to know what the bill is before 
it is acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from New Jersey object to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. STOCKTON. Yes, sir. 

FREDERICK BOEHMLER. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, by the 
understanding of the Senate—— 

Mr. HARLAN. If the honorable Senator 
from Delaware willallow me, I have never yet 
known reasonable courtesy denied a member 
of this body. My colleague has stated that on 
account of extreme illness in his family he will 
be compelled to leave for his home this after- 
noon, 

Mr. BAYARD. That is quite sufficient, 
sir, [ yield. : > 
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“Mr. WRIGHT. -I desire to call up Senate 


bill No. 884. . : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider-the bill (S. No. 884) for the relief of the 
sureties of Frederiek Boehmler, of the State 
of Iowa. It provides that a certain judgment 
rendered in the district court for the district 
of Iowa, at the city of Dubuque, at the April 
term, 1870, and rendered final in October of 
that year, for the sum of $4,000 against Fred- 
erick Boehmler and his sureties upon his 
bond, to appear to answer an indictment 
against. him for. stealing money from letters at 
Cedar Falls, while postmaster at that place, 
be satisfied and canceled as to the sureties, 
and the proper officers are to enter satisfac- 
tion thereon; bnt the sureties are to pay all 
costs in the case, including the fees of the 
attorneys of the United States. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I should like to have 
that billexplained. Why should the securi- 
ties be relieved ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. T will make the explana- 
tion. Frederick Boehmler was postmaster at 
Cedar Falls, in Iowa, and while such postmas- 
ter he was charged with opening letters and 
taking money therefrom. He was indicted 
accordingly; and his father, together with sev- 
eral of his neighbors, became his: sureties. 
Under an assurance that he would certainly 
attend they rested easy. His sureties had 
no question that he would attend. It seems 
that upon the day on which he was to appear 
he failed to enter an appearance, and a for- 
feiture was taken of bis recognizance, the 
recognizance being in the sum of $4,000. 
The father, however, made every effort, to- 
gether with the detectives, to find the son, but 
was unable to do so. Suit was brought upon 
that bond and a judgment recovered. T'he 
father paid every dollar that had been taken 
from the letters to the persons that were en- 
titled to it, so that there has been no loss to 
individuals whatever. ‘This son, together with 
four others, were in the Union Army. ‘he 
father had five sons in the Union Army, and 
they all lived to return home, Every dollar 
that the father had was taken to make good 
the money that had been abstracted by the 
son, 

Now, if this judgment is insisted on, it must 
be recovered of the father or the other sure- 
ties; and the father, who is an old man, will 
be required for the remaining portion of his 
life to make good this loss if possible. The 
district judge and the district attorney join in 
the request that this judgment shall be released, 
it being provided that the Government shall lose 
no dollar so far as expenses are concerned by 
this bill; and all the expenses of the court, in- 
eluding the fees of the attorneys, are to be 
paid by the individuals, and it is simply asked 
that the Government shall release this judg- 
ment so far as tho sureties are concerned. Of 
course, if the son shall be able to pay it, it 
still holds good against him. 

There ig a report here from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads in favor of 
this bill, and setting forth the facts that I have 
thus briefly stated. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The explanation is 
very satisfactory, and 1 withdraw all objection. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOUN S. CORLETT. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I now ask the indulgence 
of the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill No. 855. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 855) granting a 
pension to John S. Corlett. It provides for 
placing on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of John S. Corlett, late a teamster 
in the service of the United States, and that 


he shall be paid the pension of a private from 
and after the passage of the act, and that he 
shall be entitled to the benefits of all laws now 
in force relative to furnishing to disabled sol- 
diers of his class artificial limbs, or commuta- 
tion therefor, : 

Mr. PRATT. IT inquire of the Senator from 
Towa whether that bill has been referred to 
the Committee on Pensions? 3 

Mr. WRIGHT. Itwasreferredand reported 
adversely. 

Mr. PRATT. On what ground was it 
reported adversely ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. In this case the report of 
the Committee on Pensions was adverse to the 
bill, and I will state the case very briefly to the 
Senate 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Aw- 
THONY.) The morning hour has‘ expired and 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to call up the 
unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Task the indulgence of the 
Senate to pass that over informally. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have a resolution to 


offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tt is asked 
that the untinished business be passed over 
informally. 

Mr. PRATT. Iam constrained to object. 
The chairman of the Committee on Pensions 
is not in his seat. Idid not report the bill 
myself, otherwise I would endeavor to answer 
the Senator’s objections. The chairman is not 
present, and I hope the Senator will let the biil 
lie over. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I should certainly do it if 
I could remain in the Senate. But I will 
state to the Senator from Indiana that I called 
the attention of the Senator from Vermont to 
this bill, and told him I desired to call it up 
at as early a day as possible. He said very 
well; that while he should prefer to be pres- 
ent when it was considered, if he should not 
be I need not delay it. Ido not want to 
insist upon it if there is an objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... Is there 
objection to continuing the consideration of 
the bill just read? 

Mr. PRATT. I think I must object until 
the chairman of the Committce on Pensions 
is present. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Then, Mr. President, I 
do not like to do it, and Leertainly do not wish 
to do so against the wishes of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, but 1 
believe the appropriation bill is the regular 
order and E move—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular 
order is the bill (H, R. No. 694) to prevent 
cruelty to animals while in transit by railroad 
or other means of transportation within the 
United States, the unfinished business.of yes- 
terday; and the question is on the motion to 
lay that bill on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. That cannot be debated. 

Mr. ALCORN, I desire to make an inquiry 
of the Chair. Do I understand the unfinished 
business that is asked to be postponed to be 
the bill in regard to a judicial district in Mis- 
sissippi which was yesterday under discussion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfin- 
ished business is the bill which was under con- 
sideration at the adjournment last night, a bill 
to prevent cruelty to animals. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The Senator from New 
Jersey who has that bill in charge is not pres- 
ent, and I trust there will be no objection to 
passing that over and letting me dispose of 
this pension bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope nobody will rely 
on the absence of the Senator from New Jersey, 
for he is very anxious that the bill shall be 
considered, and I presume he will be in his 
seat in a moment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I do not ask that it lie on 
the table, but merely that it be passed over 
informally. 

Mr. CONKLING. Twill not object to pass- 


| ing it over informally, but I do want action on | 


that bill. I have tried to get. it up myself 
several times. 
Mr. CASSERLY. 
going over informally ? 
The PRESIDING OFEICER. It is sub- 
ject to be called up by any Senator at any 


time. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I object, to passing it 
over informally. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I rise to withdraw the 
objection I made to the Orange and Alexan- 
dria railroad bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from lowa 
to proceed with the consideration of the bill 
just read—the bill (H. R. No. 855) granting 
a pension to John S. Corlett. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Committee on 
Pensions, to whom that bill was referred, I 
understand have reported adversely upon the 
bill, The bill was fully examined in commit- 
tee. It does not come within that class of 
cases that the committee felt it their duty to 
report favorably upon. They have examined 
this whole subject; and there are thousands, 
I might. say tens of thousands of cases fully as 
worthy where persons are entitled as much as 
this gentleman is to a pension; and if we do 
not have some regard for the action of the 
committee who are guarding this pension fund 
as best they can against imposition, we may 
have our pension list increased to double what 
it is at present. I hope, therefore, that there 
will be some respect paid to the action of this 
commiitee. I make this remark in the absence 
of the chairman of the committee, knowin 
that if he were here he would oppose the bill 
as a measure that had been acted upon by the 
committee, and in the judgment of the com- 
mitlee was not entitled to favorable consider- 
ation. 

Mr. PRATT. I inguire of the Senator 
from Iowa if the case of Mr. Corlett is that 
of a teamster who was not enlisted in the ser- 
vice of the United States ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Ihave the whole facts here, 
and as soon as I can get an opportunity I will 
state them. 

Mr. PRATT. Very well, i 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to state to th 


Senate the exact facts in this case. Mr. Cor- 


What is the effect of its 


„lett was enlisted and sworn into the service 


of the Government as a teamster—that is ad- 
mitted; this was at St. Louis—by Mr. Dimond, 
who was the chief Government agent at St. 
Louis for such purposes. He went from St, 
Louis to Rolla, Missouri. There he joined a 
supply train connected with that portion of the 
Army under General Curtis. From Rolla he 
went to Batesville, and from Batesville to 
Helena. Onthe way from Batesville to Helena, 
his team taking fright, he was thrown between 
the mules and had his leg crushed. He was 
mustered in as a teamster on the 29th of April, 
1862, and was injured about the Ist of day, 
1862. He was treated at the post hospital at 
Helena, and he remained there until the 1st 
of October, 1862, when he returned to St. 
Louis, and at St. Louis, in January, 1863, he 
was admitted into the hospital at that place, 
and remained until the 22d of December, 
1863, wheu his right leg was amputated. He 
remained in this hospital until March 14, 1864, 
when he was discharged. 

There is no question whatever as. to the 
injury, nor as to the cireumstances under 
which it occurred. There is no question as to 
the excellent character of this man, for it is 
vouched for by many of the leading citizens 
of his town and county. Of course I under- 
stand perfectly well that if this man fell within 
the law allowing pensions in these cases, there 
would be no necessity for coming here; but 
he comes here because of the extraordinary 
hardships of the case. The Senator from 
Delaware says that if you are to increase your 
pension list by such cases as this there will be 
no end to it. I have a case here that was 
passed by the Senate last week. I know the 
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extraordinary care of this Committee on Pen- 
sions, and I know how watchful they are of 
all these cases; but in the case of Martha G. 
Rudolph, as I bave it from the memorandum 
before me, she was the widow of a wagon- 
master, simply hired, and never mustered or 
enlisted. The House passed a bill, and the 
Senate concurred in it, giving the widow a 
pension. If that is right, I ask in the case of 
Corlett who was sworn into the service and in 
the service went into hospital and there had 
his leg amputated, what reason there is for 
denying a pension to him? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator will allow 
me to state that I understand it was the cus- 
tom to swear all the employés connected with 
the Army,the teamsters and everybody else, 
during the war, for the purpose of preventing 
any person coming there and disclosing what 
ought not to be made known tothe enemy. It 
was customary to swear them; but these 
teamsters were not sworn into the service of 
the country as a soldier is sworn. 

There is this further distinction: teamsters 
were paid something like sixty dollars a month, 
and the soldier was paid thirteen dollars a 
month. He went into this service in consid- 
eration of the extra pay he got; he was not 
performing the duty of a soldier, and it is 
upon this principle that the committee have 
excluded that class of claims. I hope the bill 
will be rejected. 

Mr. COLE. I call for the regular order. 
There is a bill in which several millions are 
interested, and a little bill in which one indi- 
vidual is interested should not take its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from California calls for the regular order. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I hope the 
Senator from California will allow morning 
business. 

Mr. HARLAN. This bill has been taken 
up by a vote of the Senate. Let a vote be 
taken. Ifthe Senate will not allow a teamster 
who has lost his leg in driving a mule team a 
pension, it is well enough for the country to 
know it. ; 

Mr. COLE. If the busivess of the whole 
country is to be suspended for such a matter, Í 
think we ought to know it. 

Mr. HARLAN. The bill has been taken 
up regularly by a vote. 

Mr: PRATT. If there is a report in the 
ease I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular 
order is called for. 

Me. WRIGHT. I ask the Senator from 
California to let me have a vote on this bill. I 
will not say another word. 

Mr. COLE. I do not object to that, but I 
object to interminable discussion on matters 
of this kind. 

Mr. PRATT. I move that the bill be re- 
committed to the Committee on Pensions, 
with the statement of facts which the Senator 
from Iowa has made to the Senate for recon- 
sideration. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 18, noes 16; no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a 
quorum in the Chamber if Senators will vote. 
The Chair will put the question-again and ask 
Senators to vote. 

The question being put, there were—ayes 
24, noes 19; so the motion was agreed to. 


REPEAL OF A RULE, 
Mr. POMEROY. I offer a resolution for 


consideration.. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, There are a 
few reports to be made that will not require 
present action, and such reports I think ought 
to be received. 

Mr. POMEROY. I offer the following res- 
olution: 


Resolved, That in the consideration of the sundry 
civil appropriation bill for this session the restrict- 
ive rule confining amendments to matters directly 
relating to appropriations in the bill shall not 


apply. 


j 
ii 
t 


I want to remark in a word that the sundry 
civil bill, the last appropriation bill, contains 
the odds and ends of all the appropriations, 
miscellaneous matters; but if you apply the 
restrictive rule to it you cannot get any of 
them on. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is “a consumma- 
tion devoutly to be wished.’’? I object to the 
consideration of that resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go 
over. : 

Mr. POMEROY. You object to everything 
the committee put on. 

Mr. THURMAN. 


tion. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK, Mr. MORRILL of 
Maine, and Mr. SAWYER submitted amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by them to the 
bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1878, and for 
other purposes; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. : 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Kepresenta- 
tives, by Mr. McPHERsoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives to print extra copies 
of the ‘ case’’ presented by the Government 
of her Britannic Majesty to the tribunal of 
arbitration, and the resolution of the House 
of Representatives to print extra copies of the 
President’s message of April 26, 1872, trans- 
mitting the British counter case under the 
treaty of Washington. 

The message also announced that the House 
insisted upon its amendment to the bili (S. 
No. 508) for the relief of certain tribes of in- 
dians in the northern superintendency, agreed 
tu the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Joux P. C. SHANKS 
of Indiana, Mr. Joux Tarreof Nebraska, and 


I object to that resolu- 


| Mr. Jons H. Cress of illinois, managers at 


the same on its part. 

The message further announced that the 
House insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (S. No. 984) granting the right of way 
through the public lands to the Denver. and 
Rio Grande Railroad Company, agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disa 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Jonn H. Kercnamof New 
York, Mr. WASHINGTON TOWNSEND of Penn- 
sylvania, and Mr. Bexsamiy T. Bices, of Del- 
aware, managers at the same on its part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 399) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to establish a uniform 


| system of bankruptcy throughout the United 


States.” 


The message further announced that the j 


House had passed the bill (S. No. 996) to re- 
peal so much of section six of an act entitled 


tAn act making appropriations for the sup- | 


port of the Army forthe year ending June 30, 


| 1870, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 


8, 1869, as prohibits promotions in the staff 
departments of the Army, with amendments ; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 


| requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. No. 2689) creating an addi- 
tional land district in the Territory of Ari- 
zona; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2967) to remove the 
political disabilities of George S. Houston, 
Joseph Wheeler, John A. Campbell, James 
L. Pugh, and Jobn R. Burtwell, of Alabama, 

The message also announced that the House 
had returned to the Senate, agreeably to its 
request, the bill (H. R. No. 2633) amendatory 
of an act approved march 2, 1867, entitled 


it 


i 


“An act amendatory of an act to provide a 
temporary government. for the Territory of 
Montana,” approved May 26, 1864. 

ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 


Mr. LEWIS. I ask that the vote be taken 
on the bill which I reported; the Senator 
from New Jersey withdraws. his objection. 


‘It is House bill No. 2847, to authorize the 


Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas. Railroad 
Company to run trains and transport freight 
ae passengers within the District of Colum- 
ia. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill makes it lawful for the Orange, Alex- 
andria, and Manassas Railroad Company, a 
corporation chartered under the laws of the 
State of Virginia, to exercise its functions as 
a common carrier, and transport passengers 
and freight within the District of Columbia, 
and for this purpose to run locomotives and 
trains upon and over the bridge which has been 
constructed by the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company across the Potomac river 
at the western terminus of Maryland avenue, 


| in the city of Washington, upon the terms and 


conditions prescribed in the act of Congress 
granting to the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company the privilege to construct and 
operate the bridge. The company may put 
down a single track along Maryland avenue 
from its western terminus to its intersection 
with the Washington canal, now in process 
of being filled up, and thence by a curve south- 
wardly along the ground heretofore occupied 
by the canal to the intersection of D or E 
streets soutb, as may be determined by the 
engineer in charge of the public buildings and 
grounds, and thence along one of those streets 
by a tunnel under the public grounds east of 
the Capitol building, upon such route and in 
such manner as the engineer may prescribe, 
to Second or Third street east; thence along 
Second or Third street east to the line of the 
Baltimore and Ohio railroad; and the track 
of the railroad, except so much thereof as is 
laid in the tunnel or its approaches, shall con- 
form to the grade of the streets as shall be 
prescribed by the Board of Public Works. Any 
damage caused to the property of individuals 
by the construction of the railroad are to be 
aid by the Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas 
tailroad Company; and that company is to 
pay to the District of Columbia one half of 
the cost of arching the Washington canal 
from Maryland avenue to the street on which 
the railroad track enters the tunnel. Nothing 
contained in the bill isto be construed to grant 
to the company the right to establish a depot 
along the avenue or streets named until con- 
sent for the same has first been obtained from 
the Legislative Assembly of the District of 
Columbia. 

Congress is to have the right to regulate the 
rates of fare collected by the company from 
passengers, and the rates of charge for trans- 
porting freight. The rates of charge for the 
transportation of freight per ton per mile for all 
freight passing into the District of Columbia 
on the railroad shall be not more than the 
rates charged per ton per mile on that part of 
the Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas rail- 
road not in the District; and all property 
owned by the company within the District is 
to be subject to taxation by the proper muni- 
cipal authority, and Washington city is to be 
considered as a terminal point, and entitled to 


j all the privileges and facilities of any other 


terminal points on the road. 
The company is to give to other railroad 


; companies connecting with it the right to pass 


throagh and use the tunnel on such reagonable 
terms as may be agreed upon between. the 
respective parties or as Congress prescribes. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not ob- 
ject to the passage of the bill. I have already 
been run over by one railroad; I donot pro- 
pose to put my head under arother. [Laugh- 
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ter.] If I had been consulted about the prep- 
sration of the bill it would have been drawn 
in a different manner. It permits the tunnel- 
ing of the hill on which the Capitol is located 
at a point where it may run under the Capitol; 
but it is under the direction of the engineer 
of the Capitol grounds abd buildings, and 
therefore I do not think there is any danger 
that he will allow it to enter at a point where 
it should not. 

There is oné other point in the bill that I 
should like to have remédied. It leaves the 
railroad company with the power of putting 
up 4 railroad depot at the cornerof the Botanic 
Garden. [think it ought not to be there. It 
ought to be lower down on Maryland or Vir- 
ginia avenue; but I do not propose to object 
to the bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I have not examined 
the bill as fully as I wish to. I propose to 
vote for it for the purpose of moving the te- 
consideration of it, after I examine it, if I 
think it is wrong. 

The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


NEW YORK CUSTOM-ITOUSE, 


Mr. BAYARD.. I present a paper con- 
nected with the report and action of the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Investigation and 
Retrenchment in the matter of the investigation 
at New York, and I desire thas it may be read 
because it contains an application for an order 
which the minority desire to obtain from the 
Senate. It is a short paper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware asks that the views of the 
minority on the New York custom-house in- 
vestigation shall be read. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr, BAYARD, It was understood that it 
was to be read jn connection with the, report 
of the committee, I gavo way in order that 
the tariff bill might be considered, and it was 
with the understanding that this should come 
up immediately alter, Subsequent to that, out 
of deference to the honorable Senator from 
Towa, L yielded the floor for the purpose of 
allowing him to pass some billa. 

Mr. POMEROY, lask if the views of the 
majority have been read? 

Mr, BAYARD, They have not been read, 
but they have been handed up to the desk for 
the action of the Senate. 

Mr. POMEROY. Does the Scaator ask 
that the views of the minority may be read 
now? 

Mr. CASSERLY, This is a mere memo- 
randum with reference to a subsequent matter. 

Mr. POMEROY, If it is a memorandum 
I am willing to hear it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ifthe Senator will allow 
the paper to be read, I think it will explain | 
itself. 

Mr. HOWE. A memorandum isa thing so 
utterly unknown to me-in such proceedings | 
that I have no idea whether I ought to object 
to the reading of this or not. 1 take it for 
granted that the Senator, would not send a 
paper to the desk to be read that was not 
proper. So J do not feel called upon* to 
object, 

Mr. BAYARD. I will adopt this paper as 
a portion of the remarks I desired to make 
at the time the report of the majority was 
presented to the Senate: 

The undersigned, members of the Committee on 
Tn vestigation and Retrencement, are unable to con- 
curin the report made by the majority upon the con- 
dition of the custom-house in the city of New York, to 
which subject the investigation has thas far been con- 
fined. They desire respectfully to express their dis- 
sent from the conclusions arrived at by the nm ajority. 
The report of the majority has, however, been made, 
very unexpectedly to them, before even the custom i 
house branch of the investigation had been closed, į 
and before the testimony of all the witnesses exam- 
ined had been published: and while, as the minority 
had full right to sappose, the whole matter was still 
open, and before notice to them that any report was 


intended by ihe majority at this session. 


‘ 


The report, however, having been made in the 


closing days of the session when the time of the un- 
dersigned is wholly engrossed_by the unusual pres- 
sure of their duties in the Senate, and upon the 
regular committees, they ask that it may now be 
ordered by the Senate that leave be granted them 
to present their views hereafter, and that the same 
may be printed during the recess of Congress, to 
accompany tho-report of the majority, and in the 
same number of copies. 
T. F. BAYARD, 


E. CASSERLY. 


There is an order I desire to have made by 
the Senatein that case. The memorandum as 
it was prepared by me was perhaps unusual, 
because, if I may so say without any intentional 
disrespect to the majority, their action in this 
case was unusual. In the first place, the Sen- 
ate will remember that some six or eight dif- 
ferent branches of inquiry were submitted by 
various resolutions to this special committee. 
There has been no action taken by the com- 
mittee, under the authority vested in them by 
the Senate, except upon the matter of the 
investigation connected with the New York 
custom-house. The rest remains open for 


action. Now, sir, the history ofthis investiga- 
tion 
Mr. HOWE. F must make a point of order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin rises to a point of order, 
which he will state. 

Mr. HOWE. ‘The point of order that I 
make is that there is no question before the 
Senate, and therefore nothing upon which 
debate can be made, and I make this point 
now, I desire to say to the Senator from Del- 
aware, with this view merely: to postpone 
what he is saying until some time when there 
ean be a reply to it. I see he is making some 
complaint of the action of the committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not use the word 
“complain.” I make no complaint. But 
there is something beforethe Senate, and that 
is the application for an order of the Senate 
that icave may be granted the minority to print 
their views in the recess; and I was about to 
give the reasons why I thought the application 
was necessary and why the Senate in their 
discretion should allow it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Wisconsin to raise 
a point of order which was not stated. 

Mr. HOWE. That there is no question 
before the Senate; but if there is, as the Sen- 
ator from Delaware says, of course 1 with- 
draw it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir, there is a request 
in that paper which is an application for an 
order that leave may be granted to the minor- 
ity to present their views during the recess. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the ap- 
prehension of the Chair the question cannot 
be considered on the same day it is presented 
except by general consent. 

Mr. BAYARD. If there is objection to 
my explaining the reasons of the minority in 


I| asking for it, I will explain them on another 


occasion, but I thought as [ made the appli- 
eation it would be proper at this time to state 
the reasons why we were compelled to ask 
leave of the Senate to prepare our views dur- 
ing the recess, and submit them as if presented 
during the session. 

Mr, SHERMAN, There are two bills—— 

Mr. BAYARD. Task that the assent of the 
Senate be given to the proposition contained 
in that paper, and that the order may be made 
as prayed for there. 

i Mr. SHERMAN. Is there any objection to 
that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware asks unanimous consent 
that the order offered in the paper which has 
been read be adopted. 

Mr. HOWE. What is the order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the 
minority may have leave to present their views 
in the recess and have them printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the vote can be taken 
on that without debate I have no objection. 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator tell me what 


time he has specified within which the views 
of the minority shall be presented? 

Mr. BAYARD. I have stated none in this 
paper; but we would certainly prepare them 
just as soon as we could. If the Senator pre- 
fers it I will mention some time; say the Ist 
of August. 

Mr. HOWE. No; I think that would be 
unreasonable, . 

Mr. BAYARD. Until the report of the 
majority is printed my honorable friend: is 
aware we cannot very well know what time 
we shall require. There has been no con- 
sultation in regard to the report. The com- 
mittee have never exchanged views. There 
never has been any consultation in the com- 
mittee-room on the subject. I have been in 
the conference committee on the tariff bill, as 
my friend from Ohio knows, since the morn- 
ing that report was brought in. It is in man- 
uscript; it ig not practicable to read it; we 
must wait until itis printed, and then I pro- 
pose that it shall be most respectfully con- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of this 
order? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
word upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It cannot 
be debated unless it is entertained. If it is 
entertained, debate can go on until it is set- 
tled, 

Mr. COLE. I should like to have the regu- 
lar order and progress with business. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not care anything 
about what is done in this particular case—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut has the floor if the de- 
bate is to go on. ; 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I understand the 
Senator from Delaware desires to see the 
report printed from which I judge he may 
be disposed to comment upon that report in 
the views which he and the honorable Senator 
associated with him may present. I under- 
stand that the minority have this privilege, or 
thia right, if you please, to state their views 
upon the questions which have been submitted 
to them, but those views must be independent 
of the report of the majority, based upon the 
facts, based upon the testimony heard by the 
committee. In that view I certainly have no 
objection to the presentation of the views of 
the honorable Senators during the recess. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ido not ob- 
ject tothis case, but I do object to the growing 
practice of having a minority report becoming 
a mere review of the majority report. It is 
wholly unprecedented, and it ought not to be 
tolerated for a single moment, for it gives the 
minority an unfair advantage to take the 
majority report and merely make a critique 
upon it. It is not a presentation of their views 
independently upon the testimony. Ihave never 
known until this session a practice of that kind 
to be excused or tolerated. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I understand that 
the honorable Senator from Delaware assents 
to the view presentcd by the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order 
of the Senator from Delaware for the present- 


I desire to say a 


What is the pending 


j| ation of the views of the minority on the 


New York custom-house investigation during 
the recess. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to that decidedly, 
for one. 

ar COLE. Then I demand the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. These pro- 
ceedings are all going on by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to the 
question being taken. I was merely stating it 
as an argument, that I thought it an unfair 
thing to allow the minority of a committee to 
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go intoan ex parte examination of the report of 
the majority and publish it at any time during 
the recess as an official document. That is 
the most extraordinary proposition I ever 
heard set forth. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from California calls for the regular order. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that. At the time this subject was 
presented the tariff bill was pressing before 
the Senate, and I yielded to it, although it was 
my right at that time to be heard, for the pur- 
pose of having that bill passed. Subsequently, 
the honorable Senator from Jowa asked, 
through his friends, that I might yield again. 
I did so for personal considerations to himself. 
I do not propose to debate this matter. The 
Senate now knows the position of the minor- 
ity, and I ask that the order may be made. 


Mr. COLE. My good friend from Delaware į 


knows that other Senators object. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps] objects. 

Mr. BAYARD. o; Lunderstand there is 
no objection except the calling for the regular 
order by the Senator from California. 

Mr. COLE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the proposition in 
writing which is now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear it 


read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read the paper presented 
by Mr. BAYARD. 

Mr. HOWE. Before Senators take position 
in reference to that request I think I ought to 
state one or two facts which I was in hopes 
the chairman of the committee would state. 
The first is, I did not suppose any member of 
the committee had a doubt but that it was the 
duty of the committee to submit a report 
during this session of Congress upon that sub- 
ject, which had been engaging the attention 
of the committee for a good many weeks; and 
secondly, that it was just as embarrassing for 
the majority of the committee to prepare a 
report as it could have been for the minority 
during the session of Congress. It is true 
the testimony has but recently been put in 
print. That was a fact equally embarrassing 
to every member of the committee. It must 
have embarrassed the chairman of the com- 
mittee just as much to handle that testimony 
as it could have embarrassed the Senator from 
Delaware or any one else. 

Another fact I wish to state is, that the 
report was prepared, and, as I understand, 
every member of the committee was notified 
some time last week, I think as early as Thurs- 
day, I think as early as Wednesday——— 

Mr. BAYARD. — I never heard there was a 
report to be read to the committee until the 
morning when it was read, and at that time | 
was engaged in the committee of conference 
on the tariff bill and unable to attend. I never 
heard one word of that report. It was read 
‘during the.session of the Senate in great part. 
My colleague on the committee [Mr. Cas- 
sERLY] heard portions of it. That is my 
answer. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will state to the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin that I received no notice 
of the meeting of the committee at which the 
report was read until the morning of the meet- 
ing. That was last Saturday. : 

Mr. HOWE. I was not saying that. Iwas 
saying that I understood the members of the 
committee were notified as early as Wednesday 
or Thursday that they could hear the report 
read if they wished. 

Mr. BAYARD. No, sir; no such intima- 
tion was given to me. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Wis- 
consin is mistaken. I speak for myself. The 
first notice I had that there would be a report, 
or that there would be a meeting of the com- 
mittee even, was the morning of Saturday, the 


It will be 


very ‘day the committee met at ten o’clock. il 


I got that notice with my mail at my house 
before nine o’clock the same morning. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I beg leave to state, 
and [| think Iam not mistaken, that-I made 
inquiry of the honorable Senators in the early 
part of the week whether it would not be con- 
venient for them to meet with the committee 
either on Friday or Saturday. Of. course 
there was no official notification. 

Mr. BAYARD. My honorable friend did 
not state that a report was to be presented on 
that occasion. He gave no intimation of that 
sort. . 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. No. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The general impression 
I had, although that turned out to be errone- 
ous, when I parted with our respected chair- 
man in those conversations, was that it was 
not settled whether the-meeting should be on 
Friday or Saturday. I expressed a preference 
for Saturday as the time of the meeting, and 
having received no notice in writing I took it 
for granted there would be none until I re- 
ceived my note on Saturday morning about 
one hour before the committee met. 

Mr. HOWE. ‘These are undoubtedly the 
facts; I understood just what I said. The 
members of the committee were notified that 
they could hear the report read. 

Mr. BAYARD. No, sir, I beg pardon; 
there was no notification that any report was 
to be read. 

Mr. HOWE. I was repeating what I un- 
derstood to be the fact. I stand corrected on 
that. The fact was so, however, that the 
report was-ready to be read. There was a 
meeting I think called on Saturday to hear 
the reading. Now, the session will close, or 
we suppose it will close, on Monday next. 
The Senator suggests that he would like to 
have a vacation of two months to prepare a 
statement of the views of the minority, and 
that those views -be then published with the 
report of the committee. There are two 
objections— 

Mr. BAYARD. Say the Ist of July, thirty 


days. 

Mr. HOWE. Why not say to the end of 
the session? Is not that all the time you 
require? 

Mr. BAYARD. My eye-sight is so poor 
that I cannot very well write, and I should 
like to have thirty days from the adjournment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator from 
Wisconsin be good enough to answer one 
question? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CASSERLY. How long was he en- 
gaged on this report? 

Mr. HOWE. A good while, but not thirty 
d 


ays. . 
Mr. CASSERLY. How many days off and 

on, if I may usetbhat expression, had the report 

been in hand from the time he commenced it 

until be concluded it? 

Mr. HOWE. I should think nearly thirty 


days. - 

Mr. CASSERLY. And at a time, too, 
when I may observe there was no such pres- 
sure on the time of Senators as there is at 
present, and likely to be for the next six or 
seven days. 

Mr. HOWE. But I think the Senator from 
California will concede that I labored under 


disadvantages which neither he nor his col- 


league would labor under. I had to com- 
mence writing when the testimony commenced 
being printed, and it came to me from the 
Printing Office in different chapters, fragments, 
and it was extremely embarrassing. Besides, 
Congress was still in session, and the Senate 
was sitting every day, and it was absolutely 
necessary that I should be here more or less, 
though it is true I did have to absent myself 
a great deal from the Senate. There was no 
thirty days labor expended ‘on-that report. I 
wish there had been a great deal more. To 
be sure, if I had had more time I should 
have expended it. I donot wish to make any 


point with the Senator from Delaware nor 
with the Senator trom California about ‘the 
mere question of time. I desire that the re- 
port of the majority, infirm as it is in manner, 
should be got to the public as soon as pos- 
sible. 

Mr. THURMAN. Say thirty days from the 
adjournment of the session. 

Mr. HOWE. I have no objection myself. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire 
what the precedents are on this point. I care 
nothing about this particular case when the 
report is made; but I wish to know whether 
it has been usual to allow the minority, or 
majority either, to publish their views in vaca- 
tion. Are there any cases where that has 
been done? ; 

Mr. BAYARD. The custom has been here- 
tofore when a majority made a report that the 
minority had an opportunity to know what 
was in it. ; 

Mr. HOWE. Doesthe Senator from Dela- 
ware mean to say that he did not have ample 
opportunity to know what was in thig report? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly I do; most emphat- 


ically. 
Mr. HOWE. Iam sorry to hear that state- 
ment. I do understand that the Senator was 


notified that he might hear the report on Sat- 
urday last. He did not come to hear it.: I 
did not suppose he cared what was init. I 
did not understand him to send any apology. 
I-consulted with the Senator, as he will do me 
the justice to say, once or twice about the 
time { should submit the report to the Senate. 
I did not understand that he had the slightest 
objection to its being submitted presently. He 
did prefer that I should not submit it on Sat- 


urday. 

Mr. BAYARD. No, sir; the Senator once- 
or twice yesterday morning, when I was in 
the conference committee, and came into the 
Senate for a moment, spoke to me on the sub- 
ject, and that was the only oceasion that he 
spoke to me or I to him on the subject of the 
presentation of a report. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Wis- 
consin spoke to me, and [ wish to say that in 
two conversations with me as to the time of 
presenting his report he exhibited every dis- 
position to be obliging and courteous as to the 
time of presenting it. . 

Mr. HOWE. © I was speaking now with ref- 
erence to this charge that certain members of 
the committee had not had an opportunity to 
see the report. I did not know that there was 
any wish to seethe report. Idid speak to the 
Senator from California, and I think it was at 
his suggestion that the report was withheld until 
yesterday, and I think it was upon consult- 
ation with the Senator from Delaware that 
the making of the report was deferred until 
to-day. * ; 

Mr BAYARD. The presenting it. 

Mr. HOWE. The presenting it. I did not 
understand that either of the Senators had 
the slightest objection to the report being sub- 
mitted to the Senate as soon as they could 
prepare some little statement, which I suppose 
was this memorandum. 

Mr. BAYARD. None whatever, nor do 
th@y now, except that we ask that a reasonable 
time may be given us to see this report and 
submit our views, Thirty days will answer 
the purpose. 

Mr. HOWE. Now, then, with regard to this 
reasonable time, I have nothing to say about it 
myself except that it shall not delay the print- 
ing of the report of the committee. If that can 
go on, I have nothing to say. : 

Mr. BAYARD. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 should lke to under- 
stand thisproposition. I desire to know whether 
the point of the minority of the committee is 
that they wish to see the report of the majority 
with a view to the making up of their minority 
report. Is that it? 

Mr. BAYARD. It would have been pre- 


ferable, and might haye done away with a great 
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Geal.of trouble if we had heard this report. I 
have merely heard. from my colleague, who 
heard a portion of the report. read, the con- 
clusions of the majority, which we were unable 
to.concurin. If-our views are simply to be 
independent views of the testimony, that will 
be satisfactory enough; but I confess so far as 
I should be able to concur in the views of the 
majority I should like to express my concur- 
rence with them. It is always a pleasure to do 
sowhen I can. I do not propose that the views 
of the minority shall be a criticism on their 
report. I do not think that was the intention 
of the parliamentary rule that allowed er gratia 
the views of the minority to be presented, not 
‘as a matter of strict right, but as a matter of 
courtesy. I never knew it refused. But I do 
not propose that the publication of this testi- 
mony or the publication of this report shall 
be delayed an hour. I merely say that in the 
present condition of the Printing Office if we 
had our views in by thirty days from the 
adjournment it would be ample time and both 
could go along together, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator cannot find 
au instance in the history of this body, I feel 
safe in saying, in which a. minority have been 
permitted to take time to file their views after 
having had an opportunity to cousider and see 
what arguments can be made upon the views 
of the majority. fhe majority have just as 
good a right to know what the views of the 
minority are belore they make a report as the 
minority have to know the views of the major: 
ity. On the theory of tho Senator from Del- 
aware, neither side could ever make a report, 
for the reason that neither could muke a proper 
one until they had seen the other. Now, 1 
repeat, that l think the Senator can find no 
instance, even in the good old Democratic 
times of the utmost liberality and fairness, 
when more than a day or two was ever given 
tow minority alter a majority report was filed 
to file their views. 

Now, then, so far as tho question of the 
minority of this committes filing their views 
is concerned, nobody objects to it. Phe ques- 
tion ig whether they are to have the views of 
the majority and sit down and make a run- 
ning commentary upon them, just as the ma- 
jonty could take the views of the minority, if 


they only had them, and bavo that go to the |! 


country, Thatis the question. Lf that is not 
the object, as 1 must suppose it is not, then 
all that is necessary to put the minority on a 
perfectly equal footing. with the majority is to 
say thal they may prepare their views by next 
Monday. 

Mr. BAYARD. No, sir, I would rather 
ask the views of my colleagues on the com- 
mittee, who are thoroughly cognizant of the 
facts of the case, as to whether there was any 
possible suggestion to the minority that any 
report woud be called for at this session, or 
that any was in progress. I took occasion to | 
inquire the other day as to the practice upon 
the committee of investigation regarding the 
sales of arms to French agents, and I under- | 
stand that after they had met and heard the 
testimony, a meeting of the committee was 
called, and there was a free and candid inter- 
change of opinion among all the membérs, 
After that was done, and they had expressed 
their opinions, it was decided that there was | 
to be a dissent. That was all that was said, 
and instantly each set to work to prepare 
independent views, the majority on the one 
side and the minority on the other; but there 
was a discussion and an intimation given to | 
each of the others’ views, and then the prep- 
aration occurred, 

Jn the present case, at the last meeting we 
had, on Saturday week, witnesses were exam- 
ined in relation to the custom-house matter, 
and when a proposition was made in commit- 
tee that the committee should sit in the recess, 
it was passed over disapproved. lhad fully 


the idea that this investigation was going on; 
and yet we are called upon now within three || 


or four days of the end of the session to'review 
upward of two thousand pages of printed 
testimony, when there was no ‘intimation that 
g report was to be called for, when the gentle- 
man who was preparing the majority report 
did not intimate to us at all that he was pre- 
paring it, and he never did intimate it until 
last Monday morning, and then presented. it 
in the shape of a manuscript of great length, 
as will be seen. I made no apology for my 
non-attendance at that meeting. My apology 
was my actual presence on duty upon an im- 
portant conference committee. [have attended 
the meetings of this committee with an assid- 
uity certainly not excelled by any gentleman 
upon it. 
whole duty in regard to it, 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. The Senator from 
Delaware speaks of the fact that no time was 
fixed for closing the testimony, That is 
true; nothing of the kind was done form- 
ally; and yet it was well understood by the 
committee that the testimony was so near an 
end that it might stop at any time. We per- 
mitted any man who was disposed to come 
before the committee to come and give his 
testimony. The committee have been open 
to receive such testimony ever since the 3d 
day of January last, and every one who had 
any complaint to make in the city of New 
York or anywhere else in reference to wrong 
doing in the custom-house felt, it appears to 
me, or might have felt, that the door was per- 
fectly open. It appears to me that the Sen- 
ator from Delaware and every other member 
has had every opportunity which he could 
wish to secure testimony, und as we were 
approaching the end of the-session, it was 
night that there should be a report made, 
whether we did, or did not, formally say that 
tho testimony was closed. 

Now, in regard to the views which the mi- 
nority shall present, I have no doubt that 
the statement of the Senator from Vermont is 
quite right and is in aceordanee with the prac- 
tice of this body I have also confidence in 
the two Senators who dissent from the report 
which hag already been made by the committee 
that they will not violate this custom, this 
practice; and therefore I am pertectly willing 
to leave it to them, giving them a reasonable 
time to present their views, believing that they 
will be made upon the testimony, upon the 
facts, and not upon the report of the committee. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. May I ask for 
the regular order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Jersey calls for the regular order, 
which is the bill (H. R. No. 694) to prevent 
cruelty to animals while in transit by railroads 
or other means of transportation within the 
United States. 

Mr. BAYARD.  Willthe Senator from New 
Jersey permit the question that is before the 
Senate to be passed upon without further 
discussion ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
willing to give way informally. 

Mr. PRATT. I ask leave to conclude the 
verbal report from a conference committee 
that I was making. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


I am perfeetly 


i from Indiana asks unanimous consent to pre- 


sent a report from a conference committee. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 
INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. PRATT. I was submittting a report 
froma conference committee during the morn- 
ing hour when reports were called for, 

Mr. THURMAN. Will not the Senator from 
Indiana allow a vote to be taken on the order 
asked fur by the Senator from Delaware? We 
were just on the point of taking a vote. I 
understand there is no objection. . 

Mr. PRATT. Ishall be through in a mo- 
ment. 

I was stating when I was up before the points 
of disagreement between the committees of 


I have endeavored to perform my || 


the House and Senate upon the bill (S. No. 1078) 
increasing the rates of pensions to certain per- 
sons described in the bill. The act of 1866, 
as I have had oceasion to explain heretofore in 
the Senate, gave to those belonging to the first 
class, embracing those who had lost both eyes, 
or both hands, a pension of twenty-five doliars 
per month, amounting to $300 a year. The 
Senate bill increased that rate twenty percent., 
amounting in the aggregate to $860 ayear. The 
amendment of the House increased the pensions 
of this class to forty dollars a month, making 
the pension for the year $480. Thus the dif 
ference between the Senate and the House is 
the difference between $360 and $480 for per- 
sons belonging to the first class of disability. 

The second class, defined in the act of 1866 
as those who had lost both feet or one hand 
and one foot, embraces six hundred and sixty- 
one persons who, under the existing law, draw 
pensions at the rate of $240 a year, The Sen- 
ate bill increased that rate to $288, while the 
House bill increased it to $360. 

In the third class of disability, that is includ- 
ing those who have lost one hand or one foot, 
there are fifteen thousand and sixty persons 
drawing pensions under the existing law at 
the rate of $1804 year. The Senate bill 
gave them $216 a year, and the amendment 
of the House gives them $240 a year. 

‘These are the points of disagreement between 
the committees of the two branches of Con- 
gress. 1 will say that the committee of con- 
ference on behalf of the Senate were willing 
to increase the existing rates of pensions to 
those belonging to the first class twenty-five 
per cent., but this did not meet the views of 
the Committee of the House, and the conse- 
quence has been a disagreement. On behalf 
of the committee appointed by the Senate I 
ask that they be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Indiana moves that the committee of 
conference be discharged. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porrer, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had, on the $d 
instant, approved and signed the act (S. No. 
759) to authorize the appointment of certain 
oflivers in the quartermaster’s department. 

The message also announced that the Pres- 
ident had this day approved and signed the 
following acts: 

An act (S. No. 298) directing the conveyance 
of certain lots of ground with the improvements 
thereon for the use of the public schools of 
the city of Washington ; 

An act (S. No. 299) amending an act entitled 
“An act directing the conveyance of a lot of 
ground for.the use of the public schools of the 
city of Washington ;” Ps 

An act (S. No. 463) to enable the President 
to appoint a Paymaster General of the Army ; 

An act (S. No, 429) supplementary to an 
act entitled “An act to aid in the construction 
of telegraph lines, and to secure to the Gov- 
ernment the use of the same for postal, mili- 
ies and other purposes,” approved July 24, 

866 ; 

An act (S. No. 631) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
at Brownville, Nebraska; 

An act (S. No. 659) relative to the entry and 
clearance of ferry-boats and of bonded cars 


| passing from one State to another through 


foreign contiguous territory ; 

An act (S. No. 754) granting the right of way 
through the public lands for the construction 
of a railroad and telegraph in Florida; 

An act (S. No. 790) to extend the provisions 
of an act entitled “An act for the relief of cer- 
tain purchasers of lands from Bartholomew 
Cousin,” approved February 18, 1871; 

An act (S. No. 823) to cancel a certain deed 
to the United States of America; : 


1872. 
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Anact (S. No. 828) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
opposite to or within the corporate limits of 
Nebraska City, Nebraska; : 

An act (S. No. 837) to authorize the issue of 
an American register to the brig Delphine ; 

An act (S. No. 857) granting a pension to 
Margaret H. Judd, of Wilmington, Delaware; 
an 

An act (S. No. 910) relating to inventories 
and accounts of the property of the United 
States in public buildings and grounds. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I hope the question 
may be taken now on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] limiting 
the time to the 25th of June. 

Mr, BAYARD. The amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Connecticut has been 
made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the order offered by the Senator 
from Delaware, that the minority of the com- 
mittee on the custom-house investigation be 
allowed to present their views on or before 
the 25th of June. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend that 
só that it will read ‘during the present ses- 
sion.” I do not want to establish the prece- 
dent of going beyond the session. `’ 

Mr. THURMAN. That is simply a refusal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, let it be a 
refusal then. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not care to make 
matters of my personal canvenience ever a 
subject for the consideration of the Senate, or 
any question of my personal infirmities; but 
the Senator from Vermont knowg that my 
eyesight has been considerably broken down 
during the last three or four weeks, and I 
desire to have a few days to attempt to 
repair it. Ido not know that it has occupied 
the attention of the Senator from Vermont 
before, although I have reason to suppose 
that he does know it. This will require 
the review of over two thousand pages of 
closely printed testimony. ‘The facts are be- 
fore the Senate ; and if they choose to refuse 
to allow this reasonable time for the prepara- 
tion of a minority report under the circum- 
stances it is for them to decide, l 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I dislike to have my 
friend from Delaware put me in the position 
he assumes to place me in, as if I was desirous 
to refuse him anything. He ought to know 
that I would gladly give him everything; but 
I cannot destroy a principle of proper pro- 
cedure for the sake of my friend or anybody 
else., I repeat that there is not an instauce 
in the history of the Government, and there 
never ought to be, in which any committee 
of this body or any part of a committee are 
authorized to file as an official document with 
the Clerk their views when the Senate is not 
present to consider what those views are. 
Suppose the views of this minority should be 
totally disrespectful and derogatory to the 
Senate. Of course I am not speaking of this 
as a probable circumstance, or one perhaps 
within the range of moral possibility. I only 
speak of it as illustrating the true method of 
parliamentary procedure. You should not 
allow any committee to report and have a 
thing part of your official documents here at 
a time when you could not decide whether you 
would receive sach a report or not. The pre- 
cedent cannot be found for such a perform- 
ance. That is my objection besides the one 
I stated before. Therefore, unless you are to 
say that a minority are entitled to more rights 
than a majority, and that you cannot have a 
minority report until it shall be a review of 
the majority report, and that it may be made 
at a time when the Senate cannot decide 
whether it is adocument proper to be received 
or not, this minority must take the same way 
that majorities do, and do their official action 
during the session and file it during the session. 


If the honorable Senator had asked that he 
might have until the first Monday in De- 
cember to prepare the views of the minority, 
then the Senate would be here and could 
determine whether they were proper to be 
received; but then the only objection to- that 
would be the one { have stated before, that it 


“would necessarily be really, instead of the views 


of the minority upon the case, the viewsof the 
minority upon the reportof the majority; and 
then the majority might turn around and wish 
to file a supplementary report which would be 
a rejoinder. That is not the way business is 
carried on; it is not the way it ought to be. 
So I say it is asking altogether too much, and 
in my opinion an unwise concession, contrary 
to principle, for any part of a committee to 
ask to file its report or its views, whatever they 
may be, out of the session when they can be 
received in the regular way. That is my point. 
. Mr. BAYARD. The Senator is assuming 
as a fact that which has been precisely stricken 
from the consideration of the Senate; and 
that is, that the minority propose to review the 
report of the majority. It is understood that 
that is not the intent; and not only that, but 
the majority report will not be printed by the 
time our report will be ready for printing. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The undisputed facts in 
this case are simple enough. This investiga- 
tion has been on foot since the 8d of January 
in New York, and afterward in this city. No 
notice of any report was given; but a report 
was brought in last Saturday morning and read 
in the committee. That was the first notice I 
had that there would be a report or what its 
nature would be. My colleague on the com- 
mittee, who was at that momentupon the con- 
ference committee on the tariff bill, could not 
possibly absent himself to attend in our com- 
mittee. That was all understood. 

Now, I have no doubt whatever that the 
Senator from Wisconsin got his report ready 
full as soon as by possibility he could get it 
ready. Ido not mean to intimate for a mo- 
ment that there was any purpose on his part 
or that of the majority of the committee to cut 
us off from a reasonable time to understand 
the report and a reasonable time, if we dis- 
sented from it or any part of it, within which 
to prepare our views. The whole situation 
was the accidental result of circumstances 
which to a certain extent none of us could 
control. But, sir, what was the situation? 
The situation was thatthe report was ready on 
Saturday; that was the first time we knew 
about it. I suppose it will not be contended 
that the minority have not the right to know 
what is in the report of the majority. Until 
they do know it is impossible for them to say 
whether they assent or dissent. To that extent 
therefore they have a right to be acquainted 
with its.contents. 

And more than that, I think it may safely 
be contended that they should have a reason- 
able time, where the document is 3 long one 
and involving the consideration of two thoa- 
sand pages of testimony, within which to ex- 
amine and consider it and ascertain upon what 
points they can agree with the majority, and 
upon what points they cannot agree. All that 
being so, the Senator from Vermont is dis- 
posed to insist that we shall have no time 
longer than the expiration of the session. 
That expiration has been fixed for next Mon- 
day. The Senator from Vermont knows, and 
all the Senate knows, that to us that is simply 
indirectly to deny to us the right to make any 
report or statement whatever, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know any such 
thing, if. the Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If the Senator does not 
know it, everybody else I think knows it. 
We have been sitting here, and probably shall 
sit, as the Senator from Wisconsin said very 
justly last Saturday, night and day until we 
get through our work in order to adjourn on 
the day fixed, which is next Monday. 

Mr. PRATT. I should like to ask the Sen- 


ator from California. a question. I ask him 
whether there has not been practically a‘sus- 
pension of all service. upon that committee 
for the last six or seven weeks? Has it not 
been that length of time since we have sub- 
penaed any witnesses before us? :The point 
of the inquiry is whether the minority in this 
case have not had the same opportunity, the 
same means of writing out their views, that the 
majority of the committee have had? 

. Mr. CASSERLY. . I think the question of 
my associate on the committee, the Senator 
from Indiana, is answered by what I said, 
that until the report of the majority was ready 
to be presented in the committee it was im- 
possible for us to say whether we should be 
under the necessity of making any minority 
report. Why should we prepare a report that 
might in no substantial particular differ from 
the report of the majority?. I repeat, until 
the majority report was read in the committee 
it was inadmissible to say that. we could be 
called upon to take notice of what it would 
be, or to assent or dissent; and I may say in 
farther illustration, if my friend will permit 
me, that there are portions of the report, as I 
understood them, in regard to the proposed 
remedies in which I imagine the minority 
would be disposed to concur, certainly with 
some amendments, Sir, what folly it would 
be for us to prepare a voluminous document 
which on every essential point would be a 
mere repetition of the views of the majority! 
Of course the result is that until we heard 
those views we did not know what there was 
to assent to or dissent from. We did hear 
them on Saturday, and I repeat that it is 
impossible for any minority or any number of 
men to go over two thousand pages to ascer- 
tain in what particular they are disposed to 
contest the statement. of the majority, either 
by way of conclusions from the evidence, or 
by way of recommendation of remedies, in 
the time that remains of this session and do 
our duty here as Senators. And, sir, if we 
must let one or the other thing go, we must 
hold on to our duties in the Senate, because a 
mistake or a mischief resulting from the ab- 
sence either of my colleague on the committee 
or myself in matters of legislation is irrepar- 
able; the loss of a statement by us with the 
consent of the Senate is not irreparable, 
because I suppose there may be other. ways of 
getting our views before the country. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President—~ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I gave way to 
have a vote taken, That was the request. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I did not so understand. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to say a word. 
Mr. President, there could be no majority or 
minority of this committee until the report 
was read. How could there be a majority or 
a minority of the committee until the report 
was read which the committee was to submit 
to the Senate? I should like somebody to 
classify them. 

Mr. PRATT. Allow me to.ask the Senator 
from Ohio a question in that connection. Is 
it not true that the views of the minority of 
the Ku Klux Committee were prepared and 
printed at the same time that the report of 
the majority was prepared ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Iwas not on the Ku 
Klux Committee, and that committee must 
answer for itself. Ifit had conferences and 
verbally came to an understanding as to its 
views, the views of some of the members being 
one way and the views of the others being the 
other, there was a majority and a minority. 
But that was not the case here. Itis not pre- 
tended that there had been any such verbal 
communication as developed a difference of 
opinion in the members of this committee; 
nothing of that kind is pretended; and there- 
fore I want to know what was the majority 
and what was the minority of this committee 
before the report was made?. Was there a 
majority to acquit, or was there a majority to 
condemn? Where wasit? What constituted 


4224 


June 4, 


a majority to: aequit, or- what constituted a 
majority. to condemn before the report. was 
read? . How came the one or the other to be 
composed? No, Mr. President, in a matter 
of this kind there can be no minority until a 
report is prepared and receives the sanction of 
the majority of the committee. Then those 
who do not agree with that report constitute a 
minority. ‘In the nature of things it could 
only be that way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senatora 
question? 

«Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator would 
state- to the Senate how long is the longest 
time he has-ever known as a precedent given 
toa minority of a committee of this body to 
present its views after the majority report was 
presented. f 

Mr. THURMAN. -I will answer that ques- 
tion. {can only do. one thing at a time, as 
my friend from Wisconsin has so often re- 
minded us. There could be no minority of 
this committee until the report was presented 
and agreed to by a majority. Then those who 
dissented became the minority, and that is 
the only way a minority would come to be. 

Thou what are the rights and privileges of 

& minority according to the usage of the Sen- 
ate? Inthe House of Representatives it has 
the right to make what is called a minority 
report. There they allow a minority to make 
a report. Acting more strictly in accordance 
with parliamentary law, the Senate say that a 
minority of a committee cannot make areport, 
and therefore they say a minority may submit 
whatis equivalent to a report, though they can- 
not report any resolution or bill, in the form 
of ‘‘views of the minority; and that is the 
-established usage of the Senate, Why is it the 
established usage of the Senate; as a matter 
of courtesy to the minority? Perhaps that 
has influenced the Senate to some extent, 
‘but not that alone. If that was all, it is a 
very useless usage, for a minority could take 
the floor and apeak. Itis not that alone, but 
itia because the Senate that has to act upon 
the reports wants to hear both sides, and 
therefore wants to see what those who bave 
investigated the subject in committee and are 
‘notable to concur with the majority of the 
committees think about it, That is the reagon 
and the substantial reason for a minority 
report. If that is the case in reference to a 
bill or resolution, æ fortioré ia it the cuse 
‘in reference to an investigation into alleged 
abuses in a department of the Government 
-which it may require legislation to correct. 

That reaches, then, simply „to the question, 
not whether the minority of this committee 
shall be deprived of the right to present their 
views, but whether the Senate shall be deprived 
of the views of the minority. lt is not a ques- 
tion about a personal favor to the minority 
‘members of the committee; it is not a ques- 
tion about their individual rights at all; but 
the question is: shall the Senate be deprived 
of the views of the minority who have per- 
formed faithful toil on this committee for a 
long time, and are necessarily much more 

conversant with the subject than any Senator 
ean be who was not upon the committee? 
Shall the Senate be deprived of the result of 
their labors and their reflections? That is the 
question, and now have they had an oppor- 
tunity to prepare their views, or will they have 
an opportunity between now and next Mon- 
day? When did they first see this report 
which constituted them a minority? Last Sat- 
urday. ‘They knew not before that time that 
there was any such report. When was the 
adjournment of Congress fixed at the time 
that report was read to them? Fixed for yes- 
terday, the 8d of June. Then Saturday that 


report is read to them, a review of two thou- 


sand pages of testimony, and how could they 
prepare their minority views by the next Mon- 
day, Sunday being the only intervening day ? 
Now, it is asked that they shall prepare them, 
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when? By next Monday, with all the busi- | 


ness of the session upon their hands. It is 
simply impossible; it is simply a denial of 
the right to present the views of the minority; 
it is simply a denial of the right of the Senate 
to have the benefit of those views. - Ido not 
know what the precedents are; but if there is 
no precedent, it is time to set one. 

As to what the Senator from Vermont says, 
that u report may be made here which is cen- 
surable, that may be said about the majority 
report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is presented now. 

Mr. THURMAN. | That is presented now; 
but the majority report might be presented at 
the very last hour of the session. It is pre- 
sented now; but I do not suppose a single 
member except those who were on the com- 
mittee know what is in that report, and whether 
there is any thing censurable in it or not. Bat 
a majority may report at the very last hour of 
the session. ‘The direction of that matter is 
in the power which the Senate has to strike 
from the report at any time that which is:im- 
proper, or to pass censure upon those whe vio- 
late the proprieties of their station and the 
duties which they owe to the Senate; and far 
more than that the Senate has a guarantee in 
the character of its members that they will not 
abuse their privileges to make a report of theirs 
a vehicle of scandal and abuse, instead of a 
just and proper expression of their sentiments. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I gave way to 
have the vote taken; and if the vote can be 
taken I will not call for the regular order; 
otherwise Í call for the regular order. 

Mr. BAYARD. Can we not have the ques- 
tion, sir? : 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President-— 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I call for the 
regular order. 

Mr. BAYARD. The vote upon this matter 
was prevented I think by the objection of the 
honorable Senator from Vermont, the party 
friend and associate of the honorable Senator 
from New Jersey. If we can take the vote 
on this matter at this time, I respectfully ask 
that it may be done. It ia the question simply 
whether we can present our views to the Sen- 
ate, or whether we must get them in another 


way. 

Mr. STEWART. Before the vote is taken, 
J want to call the attention of the Senate to 
the question of precedent. I care nothing 
about this matter one way or the other, but L 
wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
some discussion that o¢curred here at the last 
session. ; 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If the Senator 
merely wishes to refer to a precedent, I will 
not interpose. 

Mr. STEWART. I want a few minutes. 

Mr. COLI. I ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nevada is on the floor and the call 
cannot be made while he is on the floor. 

Mr. COLE. What has become of my de- 
mand for the regular order which I have made 
several times? 

Mr. BAYARD. It was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California made calls for the regular 
order but at no time when he could be recog- 
nized by the Chair; it was while other Sena- 
tors were on the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. The question whether a 


| report shall be allowed to be presented and 


printed in vacation, as a rule, is a matter of 


| considerable importance. At the last session, 


in March, 1871, the Senate sent a resolution 
to the House lo raise a joint committee on 
southern outrages. The resolution was a con- 
current resolation which simply. raised the 
committee. The House amended it by pro- 
posing to strike out all after the enacting 


clause and to insert a substitute which pro- 


vided, among other things, that the committee 
should have leave to report at any time. Upon 


that the question arose as to the propriety . 


of reporting during vacation, and the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. Taurman] made a very 
forcible statement of the evils of allowing 
publications of this kind during vacation. 

Mr. COLE. Irise to make an inquiry. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam not through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will hear the inquiry. oe 

Mr. COLE. Is this in order? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis while 
the Senator from Nevada retains the floor. It 
was decided last week that a Senator cannot 
call for the regular order while another Sena- 
tor is on the floor. 

Mr. COLE. I think I objected to that in 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor called for the regular order, but did not 
insist on it. He yielded to several Senators. 

Mr. COLE. 1 beg leave to correct the 
Chair. If I have yielded, I am not conscious 


of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
Chair has decided erroneously ; but it is too 
late to correct it now. The Senator from 
Nevada is on the floor, 

Mr. STEWART. Jaskthe Clerk to read 
the remarks of the Senator from Ohio on the 
question that arose on the concurrence of the 
Senate in the amendments made by the House, 
allowing among many other things the com- 
mittee to report at any time during the vaca- 


tion. > 

Mr. THURMAN. “From time to time.” 
That was it. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to have the re- 
marks of the Senator from Ohio upon that 
occasion read. 

The Chief Clerk read from page 189 of the 
Congressional Globe, first session Forty-Sec- 
ond Congress, as follows: 


Mr, Tuurman, That strikes mo as a very novel 

proposition. 2 ` y 
‘Mr. Antnony. That is the way we passed it, 

“ Mr. Tuorman, It entirely escaped my observa- 
tion. If [had noticed itin the original resolution 
I should have submitted some remarks upon it and 
havo asked the Senate to strike it out. The com- 
mittee is to make public from time to timo during 
the recess of Congress the result of its investigations; 
itis toreportto the people from time to time, to 
publish the results of the investigation ; that is, they 
are at the public ‘expense to make a set of election- 
eering documonts to go bofore the public, not for 
the benefit of Congress—because they can make their 
report on the first day of the next session in ample 
time for it to be considered’ by Congress—but they 
are to print at the publie oxpense, to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate, from time to time, 
as political exigencies may require, such statements 
as a majority of the committee may declare to be the 
results of thoirinvestigation ! 

. “Mr. Conxuina. Four the interest of what polit- 
ical party, may I ask? 

_ Mr. Tuurmax. Woll, for the interest of no polit- 
ical party that is governed by right principle, . Lam 
not willing to trust the committee with any such 
power. I beliove that almost the whole of thisthing 
is a simple attempt to manufacture political and par- 
tisan capital; aud I am not willing to trust anybody 
of men, Senators or others, with the power to go 
traveling around and issuing from time to time 
political bulletins to affect the elections of the 
country. 

“What business have we to do any such thing as 
that? Who bas made us the publishers of partisan 
pamphlets at the public expense to influence elec- 
tions? No, sir; if this investigation is.in good 
faith, if it is for the purpose of enlightening tho 
Senate and enlightening the House of Representa- 
tives, so that we may be enabled to pass such laws as 
we have constitutional power to pass, that object 
will be achieved by the committae making its re- 
port to the Senate and to the House of Representa- 
tives at the meeting of the next session of Congress. 
Thon there will be time to consider it; and this thing 
of giving us homeopathic or allopathic doses of this 
traveling and roaming commission during the 
whole of the summer is a thing, I take it, unheard 
of, and that has no justifieation whatsoever. Ido not 
care how honestly they may attempt to exercise it; 
men are but men, The majority of the committee 
will have their views; they will have their preju- 
dices; they will be biased, perhaps unconsciously, by 
their prejudices: and now, without having finished 
any Investigation at ali, but going along from time 
to time as they may find one or another place where 
they think they have struck a good lead to make 
political capital in the country, we are to havea 
manifesto, a builetin, printed at the public expense 


‘and scattered abroad as the result of an investigat- 
„ing committee! 


You might as well ask a jury. to 
report to the public from day to day the result of 
the testimony offered before it without waiting for 
the wholetestimony to-pe heard and the argument 
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to be adduced. Why, sir, it is simply monstrous. 
I do not know but that it discloses the object of this 
whole movement, and that itis well enough that it 
is-called to the attention not only of the Senate but 
of the people.” 3 SETA ves 

Mr. STEWART. The proposition was that 
the committee should have leave to report at 
any time. The discussion went on at consid- 
erable length, The minority protested that it 
was not fair, notwithstanding both partics had 
notice and knew that it was put in the resolu- 
tion; that they could not report at any time. 
They contended that it-was not fair to make 
these publications in vacation ; that it was not 
a good practice for the Senate to pursue; that 
reports of committees were for the enlighten- 
ment of the Senate to base legislative action 
upon, and anything beyond that was illegiti- 
mate. The arguments of the minority were so 
strong in that case, taking the ground that it 
was vot the business of Congréss ta send out 
committees to publish reports to manufacture 
public opinion .outside, but solely for the 
enlightenment of the Senate, and that reports 
should be made during the session of the Sen- 
ate, that it: resulted in the resolution which I 
send to the Chair, which does not give such 
direction: After’ discussion, their views: pre- 
vailed that it was the office of a report to 
enlighten the Senate and not the country. 
The result was the passage of a resolution in 
this form: ; 
_“* Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (the 


House of Representatives concurring,) That a joint | 
committee, consisting of seven Senators and fourteen | 


Representatives, be appointed, whose duty it shall 
be to inquire into the condition of the late insurrec- 
tionary States, so far as it regards the execution of 
the lawsand the safety. of the lives and property of 
the citizens of the United States, with leave to report 
at any time during the next or any subsequent ses- 
sion of Congress, the result of their investigation to 
either or both Houses of Congress, with such recom- 
mendations as they may deem expedient; that said 
committee be authorized to employ clerks and ste- 
nographers, to sit during the recess, to send for per- 
sons and papers, to administer oaths and to take 
testimony, and to visit, at their discretion, through 
sub-committees, any portions of said States during 
the recess of Congress; and:the expenses of said 
committee shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, upon vouchers approved by thechair- 
man of said committee.” . 


Mr. THURMAN. Now, will the Senator 


from Nevada allow me to correct the statement | 


of fact he has just made? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. And he will see at once 
‘that there is no room for his criticism, The 
Ku Klux resolution, as it was called, was in- 
‘troduced into this body on the 17th of March, 
1871, by the Senator from Rhode Island who 
now occupies the chair, [Mr. AnrHowy, ] which 
read in these words: ; 

| Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (the 
House of Representatives concurring,) That a joint 
committee, consisting of five Senators and seven 
Representatives, be appointed, whose duty it shall 
be to inquire into the condition of the late insurrec- 
tionary States so far as regards the execution of the 
Jaws and the safety of the lives and property of citi- 
zens of the United States, with leave to report at any 
time the result of their investigation to the two 
Houses of Congress” — 

That, of course, was to be a report in ses- 

sion— 
“with such recommendations as they may deem 
expedient; that said committee be ‘authorized to 
employ clerks and stenographers, to sit during the 
recess, to send for persons and papers, to take. testi- 
mony, and to visit at their discretion, through sub- 
committees, any portion of the said States during 
the recess of Congress.”’ ; 

So far there is nothing but reports to Con- 
gress itself; but there was this clause: 

“And to print and make public from time to 
time during the recess the results of their investiga- 
tions; and the expenses of said committee shall be 
paid out of the contingent funds of the two Housés 
of Congress.” : f 

Not to report to Congress, but to print and 
make public from time to time during .the 
recess, the results of their investigations. . In 
that form it passed the Senate. The House 
struck that clause out about. printing and 
making public during the recess, and upon 
the resolution coming into the Senate again, 
as amended by. the House, the. Senator from 
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Rhode. Island objected. to concutring in the 
House amendment because it left out that 
clause which authorized the committee, not to 
report to Congress, but to print: and make 
public during the recess the results of their 
investigations... That.was the subject of: the 
debate to which the Senator has. alluded. 

Mr. STEWART. So far as. my point is 
concerned, that. strengthens it very much. 
The point in-eontroversy was whether a.com- 
mittee should print and make public during 


the vacation the result of their investigations, | 


Upon that the speech ofthe Senator from 
Ohio, which Lhave just had. read, was. made, 
and upon that a great deal of discussion fol 
lowed by various Senators. The, correction, 
no. doubt, is all right; -I have not leoked 
through the various stages of the resolution 
further than to ascertain the point that was 
raised, The point was-that it was unparlia- 
mentary, that there could be no good purpose 
served by allowing a committee to print and 
make public its investigations during vaca- 
tion, .for.those investigations were made for 
the enlightenment of the Senate and House 
in that case, the enlightenment of Congress, 


not of the country, and the report should | 


be made to Congress. because Congress was 


to act upon it and not the country; that} 


publishing during the vacation could only be 
for some outside purpose. That argument 
prevailed; the clause allowing them to priat 
and make public the results during the vaca- 
tion was stricken out by the action of the two 
Houses finally, and the resolution confined to 
allowing the committee to report to either 
House of Congress while Congress was in 
session and at no other time. 

So far as this report. is concerned I would 
as lief it should be made in vacation as during 
the session, but I submit to my friend from 
Ohio that this may be a precedent which we 
would wish to avoid, allowing the minority or 
the majority of a committee to make publica- 
tions during vacation of their views, objected 
to in that case, and there it was only testimony. 
Now you authorize the committee to publish 
their views ; not testimony, but their views. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘That was to publish ‘‘ the 
results.” 

Mr.STEWART. Thisallows them to pub- 
lish their views, Ido not think it makes much 
difference on that point; but if the precedent is 
to be established, I want it distinctly understood 
what we do establish. Iam perfectly willing 
that this report shall be made at any time, but 
Ido think that there is no precedent for this. 
I have heard it stated in this debate that there 
was no precedent for allowing a committee to 
make a report except to one House of Con- 
gress. This would be a new precedent if it 
were established. The question is, shall it be 
established ? 

Mr. HOWE. If I can be heard for two or 
three minutes I think we need not differ about 
this matter. I agree entirely with what the 
Senator from Ohio says, that there cannot be 
any majority or any minority report until the 
committee has come together and consulted 
and seen whether they could agree or not. 
But then I do not think that helps out the dif- 
ficulty. It seems to me every member of this 
committee and every member of every other 
committee has an equal right to make a re- 
port. . We are all supposed to have heard the 
same testimony. We are not supposed to 


‘think upon that testimony exactly alike; no 


two of us are bound to think exactly alike. 
It. seems to me one man. has just as good right 


to make a report as another, and when the 


committee come together with their several 
reports, if one of them can secure the assent of 
a majority of the members that one is very likely 
to become the report of the majority of the 


committee. . If no other cpinion could secure 


the assent of more than the one who wrote it, 
then you would have.as many dissentients and 
as many statemenis as there were men on the 
committee. 


Now, we heard this. testimony. all together. 
Each one of us might have. gone to work-and 
written out our views if we saw: fit.. We did 
not all go to. work at.it, it seems, but the time 
for writing is.not-ended. I have-no sort of 
doubt that my distinguished: friend: from Del- 
aware and my distinguished friend from Cali- 
fornia, will continue to write fora good while, 
and they ean discuss the. testimony here... They 
can discuss, J. suppose; if they choose to: do 
so, the report-which has bees submitted to the 
Senate this morning. It seems to me to-bea- 
mere question of. printing, whether the Senate 
will agree that those who dissent from the 
views of the majority may write something 
else to be printed by and by at the expense of 
the Government, or whether they shall print it 
at their own expense. Now, [should say çer- 
tainly that they should print it at their own 
expense if I supposed they would write any- 
thing in that statement which was unbecoming 
the character of Senaters, or unbecoming the 
character of the Senate, but L do not believe 
they will for two reasons: first, because I 
think they know too well what belongs to the 
Senate and what belongs to themselves to do 
such a thing; and secondly, because I believe 
they would injure themselves much more than 
they. would injure the Senate if they did.. So 
that I am perfectly willing myself to assent.to 
this request of theirs to let them have until. the 
25th of June, as they ask it, to consult with 
each other, to examine the testimony, aud. to 
write out something; and when itis written to 
let it be printed at the expense of the Govern; 
ment. do not see any serious. objection to 
that. It will be a precedent says the Senator 
from Nevada. Yes, it willbea precedent that 
nobody is bound to follow, but which -in all 
like circumstances, unless it is improper in 
itself, I think we should he glad to follow. 

The Senator retorts upon the Senator from 
Ohio that he opposed the publication.of the 
testimony that was to be taken by the Ku 
Klux committee from time to time. While I 
always accept the Senator from Ohio asa mas- 
ter when he is talking of law, when he is talk- 
ing of politics I sometimes feel inclined to.dis- 
sent. I think the Senator made a mistake 
there. The simple question was whether one 
or the other dared to submit to the readers of 
the country what the witnesses swore to on the 
stand, being examined. by the representatives 
not of one party but of both parties. I think 
the Senator from Ohio was afraid to do that; 
or he thought at all events it was not best to 
do that. I think he made a mistake. I think 
if I had been in his position, if I knew nothing 
but double distilled damnation would have 
come from those witnesses, I would have sooner 
said let it come than I would have tried to stop 
it. But while I think he made a mistake in that 
case, I am not embarrassed by the danger of 
falling into the same mistake myself. It is 
one of those things in which I feel called upon 
to differ from him. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN., 
regular order. 

Mr. HOWE. Can we not take the vote on 
this proposition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The regular 
order is House bill No. 694, to prevent cruelty 
to animals, the pending motion being to lay 
the bill on the table. ; 

Mr. CASSERLY. TIbope the Senator from 
New: Jersey will allow a vote to be taken on 
the preceding question. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. If I can have 
an understanding that a vote can be taken 
upon it I certainly will; but if this billis to be 
debated and opposed, I think we had better 
go on with. it. os 

Mr. CASSERLY.. I do not see any con- 
nection between them. I think the vote can 
be taken at once without further discussion. : 
. Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. ‘Theeonnection 
is this: some Senators. want to yote on that 
matter, and I want a vote: on; the bill that I 
have charge of. i : 


I call for the 
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Mr. CONKLING. | And your bill is prece- 
dent: in the order-of business. 

Mr. CASSERLY. -I never asked for a vote 
without idiscussion. This question has just 
beew discussed, and the Senator, I am sure, 
does not want a.vote on his bill without dis- 
enssion. ~ eee 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.. There arethose 
who, want to discuss thie matter further. 
<«The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator: from New Jersey calls for the regular 


order. : ; : 
o Mr: FRELINGHUYSEN.-. I do. 
MESSAGE FROM THE MOUSE, 


` Å messege from the House of Representa- 
tives by Mr. McPusgrson, its Clerk, announced 
at the House had passed the following bills: 
, A bill (S. No. 426) for the relief of Thomas 
Allen; and ; 
‘A bill (S. No. 196) for the relief of the 
owners of the bark A 1. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 611) to continue the act to 
authorize the settlement of the accounts of 
officers of the Army and Navy; 

A bill (S. No. 752) for the relief of S. D. 
Houston, late receiver of public moneys at 
Junction City, in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 904) for the relief of 
Charles P. S. Wardwell; 

A bill (H. R. No, 924) for the relief of 
Sarah S, Trapp, executrix of William Trapp, 
deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1839) for the relief of 
Chester C. Tolman; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1982) to provide for hold- 
ing a circuit court of the United States in and 
for the western district of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2826) for the relief of Mrs, 
R. A. Kennedy; 

A bill (HL R. No. 2861) for the relief of H, 
G. Aukeny, late captain fonrth lowa infantry ; 

ADH (S. No. 1086) granting right of way 
through the public lands to the Jacksonville 
and St. Augustine Railroad Company ; 

A bill (8. No. 1045) to quiet the title to cer- 
tain lands in Dakota Terrtory ; 

A bill (S; No. 1107) for the relief of Wil 


son Bowlby, collector of internal revenue for | 


Oregon ; 


A bill (H.R. No. 681) to amend an act |], 


entitled “An act regulating proceedings in 
criminal cases, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 8, 1865; 

CA bih (H. R. No. 837) to amend an net 
entitled “An act to regulate the diplomatic 
and consular systems of the United States,” 
approved Angust 18, 1856; 

A bill (H. R. No. 887) forthe relief of Sam- 
uel Black and Albert R. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. No. 896) to enable William 
Sellers and Goleman Sellers to make applica- 
tion to the Commissioner of Patents for the 
extension of letters-patent for an improvement 
in coupling and shafting ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2809) for the relief of 
Martin Freeman; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2939) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of the persons therein named. 

CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


Mr. ALCORN. ‘The Senator from New 
Jersey is evidently a gentleman of great pa- 
hence and good nature, aud I merely desire 
that he should give one further testimony, and 
then I think it will never be disputed that he 
is a man of extraordinary patience, if he will 
give way that E may! call up a bill of no 


importance to the country but of very great | 


importance toan individual. Itisin the nature 
of a demand that Martin P. Hardin, of Mis- 
sissippi, has against the Government. - Martin 
P. Hardin entered in the land office of Missis- 
Sippi a quarter section of land, the sixteenth 


| 
| 


section, and it turned out that the Government 
of the United States had no claim to the six- 
teenth section. At the last session of Con- 
gress the House passed a bill restoring to him 
the sum of money he had paid for the land. 
That bill was sent to the Senate and was lost. 
Now, again the House of Representatives have 
passed another bill without any opposition. 
Lhe question was before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee ; all the papers are here. The poor 
man asks to have his $200 restored to him 
that he has been kept out of the use of for sev- 


| eral years, never having obtained any title to 


the land, the Government having no title to 
the land. There willbe no debate upon it and 
no opposition, E am sure, and if the Senator 
will allow it to be called up and passed I will 
then stand ready to assist hin in the proposi- 
tion he has pending. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should be 
very happy to see the bill passed, and hope to 
have the question which others want disposed 
of settled, and to have a vote upon the bill 
which L have charge of, and we can do it all 
in afew minutes if we do it without debate ; 
and if we can have unanimous consent to 
take the vote on these three measures without 
debate, I shall be very happy to make that 
arrangement; but if there is to be debate, I 
must insist on the regular order. 

Mr. ALCORN, I hope that understanding 
will be had, that we take a vote on all three 
propositions without debate. 

Mr. THURMAN, What propositions? 

Mr. ALCORN, Upon the proposition in 
regard to printing the report of the committee 
which has already been debated, then on the 
proposition of the honorable Senator from 
New Jersey, and then on a proposition which 
will be made by me. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Let that be the 
gencral understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there 
objection to that general understanding? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to say a word in 
reply to the Senator from Ohio on the subject 
of how much our good friends can be trusted, 
out of his own moath, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I call for the regular 
order, 1 reiterate the demand of the Senator 
from Now Jersey. If we are to have the reg- 
ular order, let us have it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill be- 
fore the Senate is House bill No. 694, to pre- 
vent cruelty to animals, 

Mr. ALCORN. Did not the Senator from 
New Jersey agree to the bill I mentioned be- 
ing taken up? If there is any debate I will 
withdraw it. 

Mr. FRELINGUUYSEN, The Senator 
from California demands the regular order. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 withdraw the demand. 

Mr. COLE. T renew it. I want to vote 


| on the present question, which is to lay on the 


table and is not debatable. 

Mer. CONKLING. May I inquire of the 
Chair by which Senator the motion to lay on 
the table was made ? 

The PRISSIDING OFFICER. By the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, (Mr. Prat. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I wish to appeal 
to my friend trom Indiana, as he has accom- 
plished his purpose, to withdraw his motion 
and let us vote on the merits of the bill and 
not upon laying it upon the table. 

Mr. PRATT. I am willing to withdraw 
the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 


can only be withdrawn by unanimous consent, 


|, as the yeas and nays have been ordered. The 


Chair hears no objection, 

Mr. COLE. I move to lay the bill on the 
table for the purpose of taking up the appro- 
priation bill. I do that because the motion 
is not debatable. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California moves to lay the bill upon the 
table. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 
nays. 3 
The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken resulted—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Texas, 


Hitchcock, Jobnston, Kelly, Norwood, Saulsbury, 


Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Trumbull, 
and : 


ickers~18. 

NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Amos, Anthony, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, 
Morriliof Vermont, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Sherman, Stewart, 
Sumner, West, and Wilson—27. ‘ 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow,Cameron,Carpenter, 
Chandler, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky; Feu- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gil- 
bert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, 
Hill, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nye, 
Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Schurz, Scott, Spencer, 
Tipton, Windom, and Wright—29. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ep- 
MuNDS in the chair.) The bill (H. R. No. 
694) to prevent cruelty to animals while in 
transit by railroad or other means of trans- 
portation in the United States is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
open to amendment. 

Mr. ALCORN. Will the Senator from New 
Jersey now allow a vote to be taken on the 
bill I proposed? There will be no objection. 

Mr. COLE. I object to everything but the 
regular order. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California objects. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I offer the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the bill 
as a new section : 

That this act shall not take effect for one year 
from and after the date of the passage thereof; 
and it shall not apply in any State which shall 
have by law sufficient provisions for the preven- 
tion of cruelty to animals within the intent and 
meaning of this act, together with the same or equal 
moans for enforoing such provisions. 

My reasons for offering the amendment’I 
will briefly state. There are, at least among 
members of the Senate on this side, grave 
doubts as to the constitutional power to pass 
this bill. There are grave doubts, even grant- 
ing the power, as to the policy of the bill, On 
the latter point I wish to observe that while 
all of us agree as to the necessity of prevent- 
ing cruelty to animals in the particulars cov- 
ered by this bill, we must also be agreed that 
the more the subject is left within the jurisdic- 
tion of the States, the better probably will be 
the administration of the remedies required. 
Ido not think that any Senator would prefer 
to take away from the State its police juris- 
diction over the subject of this bill, Police 
jurisdiction, although it is not a jurisdiction 
which makes the greatest figure before the 
world, is nevertheless that precise jurisdiction 
which is most essential to the existence of a 
State. States may exist without freedom of 
any kind in any other department of: govern- 
ment, because we know they have existed. 
States may exist without free or any kind of 
suffrage. Such States have existed. They may 
exist without any general intelligence, with- 
out any system of education for the people. 
Such States have existed. They may exist 
destitute of every element which we regard 
as essential to good government. The his- 
tory of the world is full of such instances. 
Asia to-day presents numerous illustrations 
of what I have said, and Europe in her 
past might be cited to the same effect. 
The one power without which a State cannot 
exist is the police power, the power to secure 
life, liberty, and property, the peace, order, 
and health of its people. Any State which has 
the right to be a State must possegs the police 
power. Without that power the State cannot 
be; it cannot exist, 

I am quite willing to assume, and shall as- 
sume for the purposes of this argument, that 
every Senator would prefer that this subject, 
which addresses itself to the best feelings of us 
all—I mean the prevéntion of ¢ruelty to ani- 
mals in transit between the States—-should have 
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been amply provided for by the States. them- | 


selves. I think it ought to have been provided 
for ; I trust it has been provided forto an extent 
which would not render this bill necessary. 
There may be cases of individual States where 
there is no law to punish such inhumanity, or 
the. law is inadequately enforced. 1 myself 
have heard of no such State;. and yet I will 
assume, in justice to the measure which is 
introduced here, and to the Senators who favor 
it, that there. may be some such cases. 

Agreeing as Ido fally in the propriety of 
checking a practice so barbarous as keeping 
poor dumb creatures without water, rest, or 
food for long periods together; agreeing also 
that the injury which is suffered to be done to 
them is an injury which extends itself to us 
who permit it, that we punish ourselves and 
afflict ourselves in permitting the poor dumb 
beasts to be maltreated—agreeing to all these 
views fully and heartily, I-have proposed my 
amendment for a purpose which I will state. 

The amendment is to the effect, first, that 

the law shall not go into operation for one 
year from its passage; and in the next place, 
that it shall not apply in any State which shall 
have laws sufficient for the prevention of 
cruelty to animals within the meaning of this 
act, and adequate provisions for the enforce- 
ment of those laws. Let that amendment be 
adopted, and what is the effect of it? The 
effect of it is that we give notice to the States 
of the Union that, preferring that they should 
themselves deal with the subject which is of so 
much interest to themselves and to their peo- 
ple, feeling that as a matter of choice we 
would rather leave to them the exercise of the 
police power provided for by this bill, we give 
them a year within which to pass such laws as 
may be necessary for that purpose; we give 
them a year within which to relieve Congress 
from the necessity of adopting a system which, 
after all, Congress never can administer half 
so well as the States themselves can admin- 
ister a like system. If at the end of one year 
there shall be any State which has not made a 
provision for which even a very low humanity 
must loudly call, then the act of Congress will 
take effect in every such State. I think, 
sir, my amendment will tend to relieve, if not 
the objections as to the constitutional power 
of Congress to pass this bill, at least the objec- 
tions, which are by no means light or few, 
to the policy of Congress exercising such a 
power, | 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, itis known 
to the Senate that I have favored some meas- 
ure, so far as we have constitutional power to 
enact it, to accomplish the object aimed at by 
this bill. I confess that I have never been 
entirely.clear on the constitutional question, 
though the inclination of: my mind has been 
that we have the power to pass some measure 
for this purpose. I would like, however, to 
consider that question more than I have had 
time to consider it. 

But in respect to this bill it does seem to 
me that the bill is defective, and that it can- 
not be amended in open Senate and made what 
it ought to. be; and Iam forcibly struck also 
-by the remarks of the Senator from California 
in respect to the advantage of State legislation 
on the subjecte over any legislation by Con- 
gress... The simple fact that the State laws 
are enforced in the counties through which the 
railroads run, in courts on the line of the rail- 
roads, instead of: at one or two distant places 
in a State, would: secure an enforcement of 
the State laws far better than- any law we 
might pass. But for the purpose of having 
this matter more fully considered, and if a bill 
is to pass that it may be more. thoroughly 
matured, without the slightest disrespect to 
the committee, by the committee who reported 
this bill and the distinguished chairman who 
advocates it and who has bestowed much time 
upon it; 1 move that the bill be postponed 
until the: first Monday of December next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 


roy in the: chair.) The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Iam surprised 
that that motion should be made, and that the 
bill should be criticised without any Senator 
stating a defect in it. I do not- know who 
drew the billand am not responsible for it ; 
and as I did not draw the billi takethe liberty 
of saying that I think it is the most judicious 
bill which could possibly be prepared on the 
subject, and nobody, with all the indisposition 
on the part of certain Senators to adopt this 
bill, has snggested a defect in it. And the 
reason that it is so free from defect js because 
it contains this one provision: after providing 
that animals shall not be kept without rest 
and food more than twenty-eight hours, it 
contains this provision: 


Provided, however, That when animals shall be 
carried in cars, boats, or other vessels in which they 
can and do have proper food, water, space, and op- 
portunity for rest, the foregoing provisions in regard 
to their being unloaded shall not apply. 


In other words, the effect of this bill is that 
it only applies to cases of cruelty. In nocase 
does the law require that the animals shali be 
unloaded more frequently than oncein twenty- 
eight hours, and then it provides that they 
need not be unloaded as often as that unless 
they are cruelly treated. 

Now, a word as to the constitutionality. My 
friend from Ohio suffers this bill to pass with- 
out its being criticised in that regard by him, 
which is a pretty good evidence that it does 
not violate the Constitution. The Constitu- 
tion expressly provides that Congress shall 
have power ‘‘to regulate commerce among 
the several States.’ Those words have re- 
ceived construction by the Supreme Court, 
and the Supreme Court has adjudged that 
‘commerce with foreign nations and among 
the several States can mean nothing more 
than intercourse with those nations and among 
those States for the purposes of trade, be the 
object of trade what it may, and that this inter- 
course must include all the means by which it 
can be carried on, whether by the free naviga- 
tion of the waters of the several States or by 
the passage through the States where such 
passage becomes necessary.’’ So we have the 
constitutional provision and we have the adju- 
dication of the Supreme Court. We shouid 
have a beautiful Government, Mr. President, 
if there was no power here that could regulate 
commerce between the States. This amend- 
ment proposes that each State shall enforce its 
own laws ; but the offense iscommitted through 
a number of States, and consequently the 
amendment would destroy the act. 

Then it is said that we are interfering with 
the police force. This act provides that it is 
to be enforced only by the officers of the United 
States, by the marshals, their deputies and 
subordinates. So we are just brought to the 
question whether it is wise to pass this act 
which the House has enacted. ‘The interests 
of those who raise cattle call for it, for if their 


cattle are properly taken care of they will | 


bring a much larger price and there will be 
much less shrinkage. Humanity calls for it, 
and the health of the community calls for it. 
Cattle are brought into market sick and sore, 
and slaughtered to prevent their dying, and 
then are sold in our markets, impairing health. 

But I do not propose to waste time, and will 
therefore close my remarks that we may have 
a vote upon this question. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am willing to with- 
draw the amendment for the present until the 
vote is taken on the motion to postpone indefi- 


nitely. 

Mr. THURMAN. Not to indefinitely post- 
pone, but postpone to the first Monday in 
December next. : 

Mr. CASSHRLY.. I wish to state to the 
Senator from New Jersey, who has just assumed 
that no objection has ever been stated to this 
bill, that not a great many days ago, probably 
during his absence, several objections were 
stated to this bill, One of them was stated by 


the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Scovr:] 
That objection was that the law involves in 
the guilt of crime and in heavy civil lability 
a railroad company within a State which may 
have received cattle from another: railroad 
company at the border of that State without 
the slightest information as. to the length of 
time during which those cattle were kept on 
that other railroad without food, rest, or water. 
He cited the case of the Steubenville railroad 
between the Pennsylvania line and a point in 
Ohio. No answer has ever been given to that 
objection. ‘The Senator from New Jersey must 
have been absent from the Chamber, for cer- 
tainly he could not have forgotten that objec- 
tion. 

So far as | am concerned, I content myself 
with stating it. I think it ought to be obvi- 
ated; but [am not going to make any great 
struggle for the protection. of railroad com- 
panies upon this point. I shall not vote for the 
bill even if that and other defects in it are cor- 
rected. In that way I shall vindicate my own 
sense of duty. Iam quite willing to leave 
to other Senators the duty of coutending for 
the necessary protection of the railroad com- 
panies. ae 

The Sepator from New Jersey has also for- 
gotten, or else he never heard, another objec- 
tion, that a period of twenty-eight consecutive 
hours is not a sufficient period; that is to say, 
it is not a proper period to designate as a uni- 
form period all over the country. Twenty- 
eight hours might be a sufficient limitation in 
the State of New York in fall or winter season. 
It might be a very insufficient limitation inthe 
State of Texas, and I am quite sure it would 
be in the State-of California in any season of 
the year. Texas is one of the great cattle 
fields of this country, as we all know. ` It is 
destined probably to become more so rather 
than Jess so. Now, I ask the Senator from 
New Jersey, giving full credit to him for the 
kindly feelings that prompt his advocacy of 
this bill, what he thinks of confining cattle 
upon the dry plains ot Texas in the heat of 
summer for twenty-eight consecutive hours 
without food, rest, or water? Why, ‘sir, 
twenty-eight consecutive hours upon the plains 


‘of Texas in the end of the summer season 


would be practically an amonnt of craelty, an 
amount of torture to which. fifty-six hours, 
yes, sixty hours in the winter season or the 
fall season in the State of New York or tlhe 
northern part of Ohio would not be anything 
like an equivalent in cruelty. And yet ‘the 
Senator thinks that no defects have been 
shown in the bill! 

I rise now to call those two objections to 
the notice of the Senator from New Jersey if 
he had not before heard of them. Hf he had 
heard of them and had forgotten them, as 
of course he must have done in view of his 
remarks, I call them to his recollection and I 
invoke hig earnest and candid consideration 
of them. 

The question now ison the postponement 
of the bill to a day certain, the first Monday 
of December. I am earnestly and sincerely 
in favor of amending thisbill, I believethere 
is a majority in this body prepared to pass it ; 
and for that reason, whatever may be my views 
about either its constitutionality or its policy, 
I want to make it a good bill for the purposes 
which it professes to have in view. Among 
other things, as my care for the dumb beast is 
not greater than my care for my fellow-beings, 
I think the bill should be amended so as to 
provide for the case of immigrants traveling 
in the cars over. our long railroad routes, so 
that they shall not be kept without opporé 
tunities for rest and proper accommodations 
and conveniences for sleeping in the cars for 
more than twenty-four hours at a time. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, Iam 
quite sure that every Senator sympathizes 
with the object of this bill. ‘Phe: reasons for 
some measure of this kind by some authority; 
State: or national, whichever is the proper 
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authority; are .so obvious that-every one feels | these cattle have been watered and fed and 


them-atonce, It is not simply mercy. to- the 
poor brute; although that of itself is sufficient 
with ‘any -right-hearted man; it is merey to 
‘ourselves; mercy to the people who eat: the 
flesh of these animals, which, when they ‘are 
improperly: transported, is: unhealthy: at the 
place of its+degtination, and almost or: quite 
unfit-for food, That is all very true; and a 


true economy, too, requires that proper means: 


shall be. provided to prevent cruelty to these 


animals, which results in a depreciation of the | 


animal and a less to its owner. 

i Asa- general role, 1 am for leaving trade to 
find-out the best remedies for evils that are 
incident to trade. It will be found ninety-nine 
times::out of a hundred that the interference 
of law is prejudicial. It will be found ninety- 
nine times out of a hundred that interest is the 
surest reform of abuses in trade. Take this 
very case: it is established that to transport 
trom: Chicago to New York in the ordinary 
way, and without sufficient rest and food, 
and water, a bullock involves a loss of not 
Jess: than: forty pounds ; but that in a proper 
car, supplying him with food, with water; and 
with an opportunity to lie down, his-Joss is 
only eight pounds. That of itself makes it 
the interest of the owver to ship him in a 
proper car if one be afforded, und L bave 
not the least doubt that, without any legisla- 
tion at gil onthe part. of Congress, not three 
years, nay, not.two years will pass by until we 
shall: see no bullock shipped in the cars in 
which they have heretofore been transported, 
but that on the contrary the improved car 
which affords him opportunities to lie down, 
aod, which affords him food nnd water at all 
times, will come into universaluse, {have no 
doubt that that will be so without any legis- 
lation at all, Ihave no doubt that the simple 
interest of the owner will compel the use of 
these cara, 

But in the mean time the railroad compa- 
nies bave a number of the old cars. Millions 
upon millions of dollars are invested in the 
old cars, aud some time is necessary for them 
to work off that stock. L say milhons; yea, 
tens of millions of dollars are invested in these 
old cars instead of the improved cars for cattle 
transportation, Jt is therefore a question, as 
it seems to mo, that we ought not to be too 
hastyin acting upon, We ought to be careful, 
in view of the large intereats involved, before 
we pass o bill to take effect immediately, and 
which may have the effect to throw out of 
view and to throw outol use go large an amount 
of property as might be readered useless by 
the passage of this bill, 

But, sir, there is another difficulty, ono to 


which the attention of the Senate has already | 


been called, and it is a very great difliculty, 
and I hardly know how to remedy it. Lt is 
provided in this bill that ‘in estimating such 
ecoufinement the time during which the ani- 
mals have been confined without such rest on 
connecting roads trom which they are received 
shall be included, it being the intent of this 
act to prohibit their continuous confinement 
beyond the period of twenty-eight hours, ex- 
cept upon contingencies hereinbefore stated.” 
I.do not know how a company owning a road 
in Ohio, for instance, of fifty or one hundred 
miles long, is to ascertain with certainty that 
cattle in a car which comes to that road have 


or have not been allowed rest and furnished | 


with food and water within the twenty-eight 
hours. ‘lake, for instance, a car-load of caitle 
coming by way of Cincinnati and destined for 
Pittsburg, and coming over the Little Miami, 
the Columbus and Xenia, the Central Ohio, 
the Steubenville and Pittsburg road, and the 
Pan-Handle road, and then the Pennsylvania 
road from the end of the Pan-Handle to Pitts- 
burg. There are five or six roads, some of 
them ninety miles long, some of them only 
fifty miles long, some of them. only twenty 
miles long. How is it possible for the man- 
agers of one of these short roads to tell whether 


allowed five hours’ consecutive rest within the 
last twenty-eight ours? If ignorance of the 
fact is to excuse, thet the bill ig not effective; 
bot if the company is to be: punished without 
knowing the factat all, although’ it acts in 
entire ignorance of it, then the: bilb is unjust. 
: : It seems to me that. this requires some’ pro: 
vision in this bill. My own impression is that 
the bill really hits:at the wrong persons; that 
it hits at the railroad -company over. whose 
road the cattle may pass, without hitting at 
the real persons who are the transporters of 
the cattle. How is this business done? It is 
done mainly in this way: a:cattle transporta» 
tion company at Chicago or Omaha under 
takes to transport cattle to Buffalo or to New 
York city, usually to Buffalo only, or to Al- 
bany, both great cattle markets, for the trans- 
portation very seldom extends beyond those 
places from the West, either Buffalo or Albany. 
There they are sold,-and there, after being pat 
in condition, they are taken to the city of New 
York. In the sameway cattle destined: for 
Philadelphia almost all are stopped at Pitts- 
burg, which is a great cattle market, and: after 
being refreshed, and recruiting some time by 
a stay of.two or three weeks, they ‘are then 
forwarded to Philadelphia. That is the course 
of the trade, and the transportation from Chi- 
cago, or from Omaha, or from St. Louis is 
usually under a cantract with.a transportation 
company, which transports them over all the 
roads and has charge of them all the way. 


tion company, which does ninety-nine hun- 
dredths of this business, and merely goes upon 
every liltle railroad company over whose road 
the cattle may puss. l think that is a great 
defect in the bill, 1 am uot prepared with an 
amendment, lt would take considerable time 
to prepare an amendment that would meet that 
case; und yet the truth of it is tbat this bill 
visits the punishment upon the railroad com- 
pany, which has no knowledge and can have 
no certain knowledge, has no means of knowl- 
edge whether the cattle have been properly 
| cared for pursuant to the bill or not, and leaves 
out the very transportation company that has 
them in charge. So it seems to me. | shall 
be happy to. be corrected if 1 am in error 
about it, but it so scems to me, and therefore, 
while I do favor the object of this bill very 
much, [think more time is necessary for its 
consideration, and that is the reason, and not 
hostility to the measure, why [ wish to see it 
laid over until the first Monday of December 
next; and also because I believe that the very 
fact of the pendency of this bill, of its having 
passed one House, of its having received such 
strong support in the Senate, will encourage 
the railroad companies and the cattle-traus- 
portation Companics to adopt a superior form 
of car which will relieve us from the necessity 
of any such fines and penalties at all. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 will just say 
a word in answer to the Senator from Ohio, 
as he is a strong friend of the bill, which Ido 
not question. As to the difficulty which he 
; suggests, it does not occur to me atall. The 
dificulty is as to a railroad company not hav- 
ing the information as to how Jong cattle have 
been confined in the cars, twenty-eight hours 
when a train comes to the railroad in ques- 
tion. ‘The employés and conductors of those 
trains go with the cattle and would give the 
information. A way-bill goes with the cattle, 
and at once, as soon as this bill is passed this 
fact would be on the way-bill. There is not 
the slightest difficulty in the railroad company 
making arrangements so as to know with un- 
erring certaiuty just how long the cattle have 
been in the cars. Besides that, if from cir- 
cumstances they were deceived on the subject, 
they would not be guilty. I think that is a 
perfect answer. “ 
Now, as to those ten million of cars: there 


has not come to me an objection from a single 
railroad company in. reference to: the passage 


This bill Jeaves out entirely that transporta- | 


| 


of: this bill.- The two Senators from Pennsyl- 
vania; who represent interests that are con- 
cerned ‘in the transportation of eattle will both 
vote for it. The only objection which I think 
frankness requires me to state, that I have 
heard: from any source: in reference to: this 
bill, is this ove: itis claimedby some large 
dealers in stock that ‘fat hogs ought not to be 
unloaded ‘as ‘often. as once in twenty-eight 
hours during the’ months from November to 
March. “Those interested in stock have seen 
me, and that is the-only objection that. ‘has 
been made to this bill; and I replied to that 
‘objection that the proviso to this bill provided 
that if they have proper food and stop and 
rest they need not be- unloaded even as often 
ag once in twenty-eight hours. ‘That I think 
meets thatobjection. At all events Ido not 
propose ‘any amendment to the bill in that 
regard, because the difficulty will not arise till 
November, at which time if there is any dif- 
culty it can‘ be relieved by legislation. “fhere- 
fore I think that ‘we had better all vote’ for 
this bill as it is. The Seitafor from Ohio does 
not: question ‘its constlitutionality, does: not 
question that it is inthe interests of- humanity 
that the bill be adopted.’ The House’ have by 
a large majotity enreted it, and the public 
interest calls for its passage. i 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine: Mr. President, 
T will not detain the Senate nore than a mo- 
ment, but coming into the Chamber'my atten- 
tion was attracted to this ‘bill by the remarks 
of the Senator from California. Not by the 
particular character of his remarks, I ought to 
observe, but [ was attracted to the subject, 
and I am at once interested in the general 
subject. of this bill. I do think, to make a 
general observation without criticising the bill, 
that it would be very healthy for the country 
and ‘for the morals of thé country if some bill 
of this character could be passed.’ ‘Lhere is 
vo question at all, in the opinion of people 
who have been observant in this matter, that 
great inhumanity is practiced toward animals 
that are forwarded fora market; and in the 
very nature of the case, from the'manner in 
which they are huddled together, especially in 
cars atid steamboats, and by water-carriage, 
that must be so. And when we know what 
takes place on the great highways ‘of com- 
merce, I think it a very provident thing, and 
one of very high expediency, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should interpose 
its authority, and at leastin some way give an 
admonition which shall teach men that: even 
dumb animals have rights which are not to be 
‘violated. f i 
The first thing that occurred ‘to me: on 
glancing at the bill was to see whether it 
seemed’ to be carefully drawn 30 as’ not to 
overstep the bounds of the jurisdiction which 
i think Congress may properly have over this 
subject, and it seems to me to havé been care- 
fully drawn in that respect. My ‘honorable 
friend from Ohio and the Senator from Uali- 
fornia would have’ detected, I am- sure; any 
violation of the provisions of the Constitution 
im this regard if there had been any. It réads: 
That no railroad company within the United States 
whose rond forms any part of a line of road ovor 
which cattlo, sheep, swine, or other animals shall be 
conveyed from one State to another. : 
Thereby confining itself, it will be seen, to 
the power to regulate commerce among the 
States; and so of water-carriage. I. have 
listened to the remarks made by both Sen- 
ators in regard to the practical difficulty of 
enforcing the subsequent provision of the bill, 
which isthe general feature of the bill, with- 
out great embarrassment to the railroads. It 
may be that the practical operation of this in 
the beginning might subject the roads:to some 
embarrassment; still with that provident care 
and solicitude which I think all- parties are 
bound to exercise who. undertake to convey eat- 
tlein this way, Icannotconceive that it would be 
very onerous: Now;cattlearetaken ata pointin 
the great: West; no matter where, and they are 
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to be conveyed: to the Hast in these cars. No 
liability, I conceive, would attach to oue eom- 
pany that might receive the cattle fram another 
compavy unless by neglect or:-want of care on 
their part they were improvident in not. getting 
the proper information to-enable them to know 
whether the terms of this law had’ been com- 
plied with. - : 

I simply rose not so. much to criticise the 
bill as to say that Eam very glad:that the 
subject-matter of this bill has at last been 
brought to the. corisideration of Congress, and 


I shall with very great alacrity vote for the | 


bill... ETE s 
. Mr. CASSERLY.. Mr, President, in conse- 


quence of what has: fallen from. the Senator | 


from New Jersey, as well as from the Senator 


from Maine, as tọ my omission aswell as that | 


of the Senator from Qhio to point outany con- 
stitutional objection to this bill, Ẹ desire to say 
a word.. : ae : oe 

I did state, when I first rose to. address the 
Senate, that there were upon this side of the 
Chamber grave doubts of the constitutional 
power of Cangress to: pass the bili. : I share 
those doubts. J will state one reason for 
them, though I shall sat argue: the question 
at any length, - . E bghet ee 

Mr, MORRILL, of Maine. If my honor- 
able friend will allow me, I came in while the 
honorable Senator was speaking. That-remark 
must have been made by him befure I came 
into the Chamber, , 

Mr. CASSERLY... The question so far as 
the Government is concerned is a twofold 
question ;:fixst,.of the.treatmeut of the dumb 
animals; and next, of the health of the com- 
munity where ‘they..are to be consumed. as 
food. Now, that the State has not only-the 
supreme right, but the exclusive right over 
the subject. of the health of the community 
within its jurisdiction, there can. be no sort 
of doubt... There is just as little doubt that 
Congress. has nothing in the world to do 
with it. 


Tn the next place, the State, it must be con- | 


ceded, has power to regulate all subjects of 
police jurisdiction within her territory. If 


the State has that power, it. must be in its | 


nature an exclusive power. It is very difficult 
for me to conceive of two different sovereign- 
ties. exercising police powers over the same 
subject within. the same territory. Hither the 
one is supreme-or the other is.. Whichever is 
supreme is exclusively supreme. : 
Congress, I know, bas the power to ‘‘regu- 
late commerce between the States.’’ Though 
it were true that the business of transporting 
cattle between the States is ‘‘commerce be- 
tween the States,” it would by no means follow 
that we have power to -pass this: bill, When 
two powers come in conflict, the lesser must 
give way. The police power of the State, as I 
have shown, is the highest that can be in this 


discussion ; for.it is a power without which | 


the State cannot be, . Therefore Congress, 
under. the guise of regulating commerce, can- 
not take away the police power.of the State. 
That is my short. view of a very great question. 

But, sir, I shall not argue the question of 
constitutional power for very obvious reasons. 
It has been my misfortune.so often during my 
short term here. to present questions of con- 
stitutional objection of the highest gravity to 
the Senate without finding that ever once the 
objections made the slightest impression upon 
even the few who did me: the honor to listen 
to such a discussion during the. protracted, 
weary Sessions spent. by the Senate and by the 
minority under the compulsion of the majority 


upon various political bills—I say, sir, that | 


my ill fortune has been so marked in-all those 


cases as to leave me without any desire to | 


renew the experiment.. Ido not think during 
my time in this body, be it short or long, while 
the majority remains. in the temper whick it 
has shown ‘since L came here upon constitu- 
tional questions in regard to the powers ex- 
ercised by Congress, that I shall trouble the 


it L-bave offered.the amendment which is now 


propriety of the motive which suggests a bill 


Senate with any discussion dri any views on 
such questions very often. © -< > : 

I am not.quite- certain that there is not some 
fascination in a doubt as. to the constitutional 
power, some fascination. even: in the plainest | 
want of constitutional power that:is almost 
irresistible to Congress as at present consti: 
tuted. _However that may-be—and I do not 
of course mean to say tbat- in any disrespectful 
sense—if J have not presented a constitutional 
question in this case at any length. it is be- 
eause I am entirely satished of the. futility of 
such a discussion. I do not admit, either by 
silence or otherwise, the constitutional power 
of Congress to pass this bill, but if it.is to pass | 
I wish it to be made as conducive to the end} 
which it professes to have in view as possible. 
With that purpose,:in candor and in good faith 


at the desk, and hope to offer other amend- 
ments: before the bill is finally disposed of. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio, to postpone the bill until the first Mon- 
day.in December next. : i 

The motion was not agreed to, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Now I ask that my 
amendment be read, as some time has elapsed 
since it. was offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
California, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That this act shall not take effect for one year from 
and after the date of the passage thereof, and it shall 
not apply in any State which shall have by law suffi- 
cient provision for the prevention of cruelty to ani- 
mals within the intent and meaning of this act, 
together with the same or equal means for enforcing 
such provisions, 


Mr. CASSERLY. That is a pretty decisive 
test of the purpose of this act. Therefore | 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALCORN. It seems to me that the 
amendment of the Senator from California is 
wanting in directness. It provides that this 


law of Congress shall not apply to any State | 


that has sufficient laws for the protection of 
animals. Who is to judge of the sufficiency 
of those laws? Where is the tribunal that is 
to decide the question? _ 

Mr. CASSERLY.. Will the Senator allow 


me? 

Mr. ALCORN. Certainly; I merely ask for 
information, _ . 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am very glad to be 
able to answer. My amendment requires that 
the State laws shall be sufficient for the pre- 
vention of cruelty to animals within the intent 
and meaning of this act, and that those laws 
shall furnish equal means for enforcing those 
provisions with this act. Of course, who shall 
judge, the Senator asks. The courts are to 
judge when the question is raised; and it is to 
the courts that we leave all questions finally. 
I endeavored to make the amendment more 
specific, but I found that it would not do with- 
out undertaking to tie the States down to the 
very language of this act, which of course 
nobody would propose. ; 

Mr. STOCKTON. I haye but a word to 
say on this subject, It is unnecessary for me 
or for any Senator to say on this- floor that this 
bill springs from motives which are entitled 
to the highest respect. It originates with; 
persons. who are engaged in attempting to 
ameliorate the sufferings of the brate creation, 
than which I know no nobler pursuit. There 
can then be no difference of opinion as to the | 


of this character, and I. have tried ever mings 
the bill was introduced to satisfy myself that 
it was. a. constitutional measure and was in 
accordance with that class of penal legisla- 
tion which has heretofore been decided by the 
courts of the United States to be within our 
jurisdiction. I de-not now rise. to argue 
that itis not so. .I-rise simply to say that I 


have not been able to convince myself that 


the bill is a constitutional bill, oris in aceord- 
ance with the construction -af congressional 
power given by the acts. of Congress: in refet- 
ence. to such penal questions. Ihave no 
doubt whatever that a bill can be framed that 
will acomplish all that is intended by. the 
promotersof this measure without being liable 
te the objections which seem to my mint tò be 
serious at present to this particular bill; . 
` Mr. President, to occupy more than a few 
moments on this subject would be, at the 
present stage of the session, to ‘be doing 
lutentionally what I certainly shall not de in 
this case, intentionally or unintentionally, 
that is to delay the progress of the measure 
by oceupying time. If other Senators in this 
body believe this bill to be constitutional, I 
am very glad of it, I hope they will vote for 
it; and as far as I am myself concerned, I 
shall simply regret that I Have not-been able 
to come to the same conclusion. : i 

I know of no quicker way to give thé precise 
point I wish to make than by reading a few 
lines from one of the statutes of the State. of 
New Jersey, consisting ‘of but a few lines. 
read from an act approved. March 27, 1867: 


“Every person who shall cruelly beat or torture 
any horse, mule. ox, or other. animal, whether 
belonging to himseif or to another, shall be guilty 
of misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be 
punished by fine not exceeding $100, or imprison- 
ment in the county jail not exceeding one year.” 


No man cau torture any animalsin the State 
of New Jersey without being subject to fine 
and imprisonment, No man can have charge 
of a dumb animal in the State of. New Jersey 
jin a railroad car within the jurisdiction of the 
supreme court of the State of New Jersey, and 
ill-use that animal, without being subject to 
fine and imprisonment. On all those great 
lines to-day, from the moment the owner or 
person having charge of these animals strikes 
the borders of the State, until he arrives at 
the terminus in Jersey City, he is Hable to be 
arrested and imprisoned for any cruelty prac- 
ticed toward them. Ido not know and have 


| not examined the question as to whether such 


a law exists in all the States through which 
these lines of railroad pass; but I think, so 
far trom needing legislation, the people who 
are seeking to carry out honestly and. earn- 
estly this great work, most of them ladies, had 
better be advised to see that the laws of the 
States on the subject are enforced, which are 
broken every day to the scandal of the com- 
munity. I believe it is not legislation that is 
wanted, but a little more practical application 
of the sound and honest principles which have 
actuated the production of these measures. © 
Now, Mr. President, the broad distinction 


| in this country has been drawn and admitted 


by all lawyers of all parties between the exer- 
cise of a penal jurisdiction by the State over 
offenses within its own jurisdiction, or penal 
laws having no extra-territorial effect whatever, 
their municipal punishment of crime, and all 
the power that does exist or ever has existed 
in the United States Government to punish 
offenses committed against it and its laws, 
offenses arising on the high seas, offenses 
against the Post Office laws, offenses against 
the Treasury laws. Why, sir, if my recollec- 
tion is right it is a mooted question whether a 
State court can present an indictment against 
a man tor passing counterfeit money within 
her borders. - I think it cannot. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no. The law is per- 
fectly clear that the State can punish the pass- 
ing of counterfeit money if she hasa statute on 
the subject. The Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States has decided that a State may punish, 
and the United States may punish also, as two 
distinct and separate offenses. ee 

Mr. STOCKTON. I thank the Senator for 
stating the matter more clearly than [-did.. I 
said, and I was trying to show that the line 
was drawn clearly. The United States. has 
its jurisdiction in reference to violations of its 
laws, but in reference tothe violations of the 
laws of a State, the State. has iss jurisdiction. 
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Gonkling's Treatise, a distinguished authority 
onthis subject, says: + 


“With the exception of the power given to Con- 
gress:to: provide for the punishment.of counter- 
feitipg the securities and current coin of the United 
States,” and “to declare the punishment of treason,” 
there isnot, in the Constitution, either among the 
enumerated powers’ of Congress, or in the section 
defining the judicial powers, any authority expressly 
conferred to inflict punishment for crimes.” 


And yet this bill is inflicting punishment for 
crime; itis a penal. statute. Let me read a 
few lines further from the same authority : 


i! But with’ respect to the nature and extent of the 
criminal jurisdiction vested in the national courts, 
widely different opinions prevailed at the outset, 
which were maintained with zeal and tenacity. On 
the one hand it was contended that this jurisdiction 
comprehended all common-law offenses against the 
United States, and especially all offenses cognizable 
bythe maritime. Jaw in a court of admiralty: and 
on the other. hand it was insisted that this jurisdic- 
tion extended only to thoso offenses which had been 
defined and made punishable by act of Congress, 

“After repeated and very animated discussions in 
the circuit courts, resulting in conflicting decisions, 
the subject wus, for the first time, brought under the 
consideration of the Supreme Court, in the case of 
The United States vs. Hudson and: Goodwin. Upon 
the trial of an-indictment, against the defendants in 
the circuit court for the district of Connectiout, for 
n libot upon the President, the judges disagroed in 
opinion upon the question of jurisdiction, and this 
question was certified to the Supreme Court for its 

ecision. The act charged against the defendants 
was an offense at common law, and being directed 
against the Chief Magistrato of the nation. it was 
contended that it was an offense against. tho United 
States, and as such cognizable in a national court, 
Bat, on the other hand, Congross had not seen fit to 
enuinerate this among the numerous offenses speci- 
fied in the crimas act of April 30, 1790, chapter ning; 
and. on this ground a mujority of the judges held it 
not to be within the jurisdiotion of the cirenit court. 
Tho noxt cave was ‘The Unitod States va. Coolridge, 
in which tho indistment was for a foreible reseno of 
a prizo captured by an Amorican cruiser, Lhis was 
an offense under the maritime law, and therefore of 
admiralty jurisdiction ; and inasmuch as the United 
States. had, by the Constitution, been invested with 
the ontire admiralty jurisdiction it was supposed 
tho caso might on this ground, be distinguishable 
from that of Hudson and Goodwin—the soundness 
of the decision of whish was, morcover, denied, 
“But the majority of tho court being of opinion 
thatthe case before them was not distinguishablo 
from that, contented thomselvos with merely do- 
olaring their adhorance to their former decision 
limiting tho criminal jurisdistion of tho national 
courts, without oxteption, to statuto offenses. In 
accordance with this rule, it was held in the cusoof 
Lhe United States ov, Beyans, 
for the district of Massachusotts could not tako cog- 
niganee of the crime of murdor committed on hoard 
an American sbip-of-war in Boston harbor, because 
the eighth section of the act of 1740, by whieh alone 
any provision had boon mado for the punishment of 
this crime vominitted on ship-board, speaks only of 
offenses committed ‘upon the high sons, or in any 
river, harbor, or j 
particular State,’ ” 


Now, Mr. Prosident, my point is that the | 


construction which is given to the Constitution 
by all the acts of Congress, and by the decisions 
on. those acts of Congress by the Supreme 
Court, in my humble opinion makes it impos- 
sible for the Congress of the United States 
to make a penal offense of an assault and 
battery committed in the ity of ‘Trenton, 
within the county of Mercer, and so obliged to 
be Jaid in the indictment; in other words, the 
penal jurisdiction of any State, of every county 
extends not beyond its territorial jurisdiction. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will my friend allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. STOCKTON, Certainly. 

Mr, CONKLING, Is not the power to 

unish penally offeuses committed against the 
Post Ollice and its service derived from that 
provision in the Constitution which confers 
upon Congress the, authority to establish and 
maintain post oflices aud post roads? 

Mr. STOCKTON.. I have no doubt that is 
so; and I have no doubt the next question 
will be, what is the power granted, and to 
what does it extend where it js provided that 
Congress shall have power to regulate com- 
merce between the States. ; 

Mr. CONKLING. No; if my honorable 
friend will pardon me, if I were to-be indulged 
in another question it would be this: 4s not 
the power to punish counterfeiting the coin of 
the Goverument derived trom and drawn after 
the power to coin money? 


that thecirenit gourt |! 


bay out of the jurisdiction of any | 


Mr. THURMAN, There isan express power 
to punish counterfeiting: >- 

Mr. CONKLING.. I know there is an ex- 
press power, and Tam calling attention to that. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I bave almost concluded 
what I hadto say. I will finish the few remarks 
I was making. -I will-say in answer to the 
Senator from New York that I know perfectly 
well that on this power in the Constitution given 
to Congress to regulate commerce between 
the States the Senator from New York, my col- 
league from New Jersey, and myself, agreeing 
perhaps on some points and disagreeing on 
others, could argue the question even until 
the last hours of this Congress; but I did not 
rise with the slightest intention of raising that 
question. Both of those Senators have thought 
this matter over carefully, they are both good 


minds whether it is embraced in that clause 
or not. I have never been able to see any- 
thing in that clause that would sanction an 
attempt to control the municipal regulations 
of the State in reference to its penal laws, or to 
make the marshals of the United States con- 
stables to enforce penal laws within the borders 
of a State. 

As was suggested by some gentlemen at my 
side, the power referred to by the Senator 
from New York '‘to provide for the punish- 
ment of counterfeiting the securities and cur- 
rent coin of the United States’’ is express. 

Mr. CONKLING. But that does not apply 
to post offices. There is the distinction. It 
does happen in reference to one of these mat- 
ters, if the Senator will pardon me, there are 
added the words *‘ to provide for” the punish- 
ment of the counterfeiting the securities and 
current coin ofthe United States. Then follows, 
“to establish post offices and post roads,” and 
| although there is not there a similar provision 
in the Constitution following after it, the 
; courts have always held that Webster’s crimes 
act, for example, and all the other acts pro- 
nouncing post oflice offenses were within the 
power of. Congress. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I have no doubt that 
that power is contained in the Constitution ; 
and yet that power, like many others, has 
been threatened to be very much abused, and 
i the distinction lost, except that some poor 
humble friend of the Constitution like myself 
occupying a position here sometimes calls at- 
teution to it. Under the power to establish 
post offices and post roads, it has been pro- 
posed here—not at this session, but at former 
sessions—to make roads for private specula- 
i tion all over this country, and to put money in 
i the pockets of certain men, not to carry out 
the just. wants of the people, not to make post- 
age cheaper. So, under the military power, 
when during the war it became necessary, 
Congress, under the maxim salus populi su- 
prema lex, seized on all the railroads and in- 
terfered with their management and running. 
It was suggested that they had the right to 
make roads from this national capital all over 
the land, not only in time of war, but in time 
of peace. ‘They had a right to do it if it was 
a war measure; they had a right to make a 
road if it was a post road; but they had no 
right to deceive the people and pretend that 
that was done as a war measure which was 
really intended for a private speculation. L 
only mention that to illustrate that in my hum- 
ble judgment in the construction of these 
clauses of the Constitution the great thing is 
to draw clear and detinite Hnes as to the 
necessity of the application of them. 

I know, sir, that 1 differ with other Senators 
on this question. We differ as gentlemen 
whose views on many political subjects are 
j different must differ. J know I -differ from 
| those Senators in reference to many things. I 
i| differ with them in the construction of the 
|| fourteenth and fifteenth amendments, and Í 
| differ with. them with reference to the con- 
| struction of many. clauses of .the Constitution. 
Our educations have -been different. 


lawyers, and they have made up their own: 


They | 


may be right and I-may be: wrong. If the 
voice of the voters in-this Senate is. appealed 
to, I doubt not I shall be adjudged wrong. As 
far as this little bill is concerned, and the 
animals that are to be protected by it, I really 
hope I may be wrong. : 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President; this ‘is 
a measure in which I feel a very decided ‘inter- 
est; but different reasons prompt me to ‘do 
so. In the first place, the State I have the 
honor in part to represent is very largely inter- 
ested in raising cattle, both horses and beeves. 
We have eight or-ten million cattle in our 
State and untold thousands of horses upon the 
prairies. There are, I am gratified to know, 
different railroads and: companies -building 
roads from your State, sir, [Mr. Pomeroy in 
the chair,] down to ours, and the great argu- 
ment is that they will be profitable in the 
transportation of stock. You may take up 
the New York Tribune, the Times, or the 
Herald, or any of these papers that give the 
facts pertaining to the commerce of the day, 
and you will find large numbers of Texan cat- 
tle given in the quotations as distinctly and 
readily as those from Ohio, Kentucky, Vir- 
ginia, or Indiana. Thousands of them are 
going there, and they have been taken there 
now for the last two or three years. A new 
trade is inaugurated, and they are looking 
forward to a lucrative trade in the transporta- 
tion of stock from my State to New York and 
other States. Humanity requires in this trans- 

ortation the condition of these cattle should 
pe looked to. This is a wholesome bill, as I 
conceive, in every sense of the word, I think 
myself it is well guarded. 

But we are admonished, and that is nothing 
new in this Chamber, that it is questionable as 
to its constitutionality. How far is it question- 
able? It is clear, I think, that the Congress 
of the United States has the power to regulate 
commerce. It is unnecessary that I should 
attempt on this occasion to argue that branch 
of the subject. It is sufficient to say that 
there are good lawyers on the one and the 
other side. There is a good lawyer who is 
opposing its constitutionality, the distinguished 
Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Srocxroy.] 
We have another Senator from New Jersey, 
{ Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN;} and with the Senator 
trom New York (Mr. Conxuine] thrown in, 
if you please, on the other side, and it seems 
to be an open question. With me it is not. 
Butadmitthat it is. It being an open question 
I am properly placed; I am situated as I have 
always been upon constitutional scruples and 
questions. Ihave never been one of those 
who look strictly and literally at the Constitu- 
tion. I believe it to be the greatest instru- 
ment and the most sacred, after the Bible itself, 
that has been written by man, but I look at 
it liberally. I look to its spirit and intention, 
and when difliculties are presented I look to 
the side of mercy, and there 1 locate and find 
no constitutional objection. Therefore I shall 
vote for the bill with a great deal of anxiety, 
hoping that it may pass. It is a humane bill. 

As to its constitutionality, I might go on and 
illustrate it in various ways. For instance, 
there are other constitutions to be considered 
besides this one that is quibbled over so much 
from time to time. There is the constitution 
of the animals that are to be transported on 
these cars and steamboats. Then there are 
the constitutions of the consumers, that ought 
to be looked to and preserved. [Laughter.] 
There is no necessity for raising any Demo- 
cratic question on this subject, in my opinion. 
The convention that met at Cincinnati; the 
present convention at Philadelphia,, if: you 
please, and the succeeding one at Baltimore— 
all those conventions would like to be-fed on 
good, sound heef, that had not. been fevered 
in the transportation of the cattle to such an 
extent as to-produce: disease. Therefore. I 
think the argument as.to the constitationality 
of this measure is all-on. our side, and Ido 
hope most. earnestly the bill will pass. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment moved by the Sena- 
tor from California i 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to offer as 
a substitute for that section, if it is in order, 
the following: 

This act shall take effect on the Ist day of Novem- 
ber next. 

Thave no trouble about the constitutional 
power of Congress to pass this bill, but I can 
see that it will be unjust to the railroad com- 
panies and unjust to those who. are engaged in 
this transportation to have it take effect imme- 
diately, because these great railroad corpora- 
tions could not at once adapt themselves to 
the new cars that are proposed by the provis- 
ions of the bill. 

I think, therefore, the Senate ought to post- 
pone its going into operation until some future 
day. If it were to take effect immediately it 
would operate harshly. I know it provides 
that if the railroad companies have cupplied 
themselves with cars of a certain pattern, 
which removes a good many of the objections 
to the transportation of cattle in cars, they will 
not be embraced in the bill; but in many cases 
it will be impossible for the railroad compa- 
nies to furnish themselves with those cars. 
Nearly all the cattle going from the West to 
the East pass through the State of Ohio on one 
of four different great lines of railway. Iam 
familiar with those lines, and I for oneam will- 
ing to compel them to carry these cattle either 
in new cars or to tuke the cattle off the cars 
for food and rest; but I think some reason- 
able date ought to be fixed when the act shall 
take effect. Otherwise we shall certainly sub- 

ject the transportation of cattle to very great 
inconvenience. Iam not particular about the 
time; but if the Senator from New Jersey will 
say the Ist of November I will support his bill 
with great pleasure. I think some reasonable 
time ought to be fixed for it to take effect. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I really do not 
gee any necessity at all for the amendment 
that is suggested by the Senator from Ohio. 
One objection is that it would render it neces- 
sary that the bill should go back to the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘They would at once 
agree to it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Butthe greatand 
serious objection is that it subjects the com- 
munity to all the evils from the present trans- 
portation of cattle through the whole warm 
season which we are now coming to, and 
there is no kind of necessity for that. Nei- 
ther will the railroad companies change their 
ears. This bill provides that they shall give 
the cattle food and rest once in twenty-eight 
hours. It does not require any change of cars 
to do that, and that they ought to do; and it 
does not require them to do it as often as that 
if they will put fewer cattle in the cars which 
they now have. . This bill only reaches cases 
of cruelty. If the cattle are sufliciently fed 
and have sufficient rest they need not take 
them out of the cars once in a week; and we 
ought not to suspend, in my opinion, until 

- October or November the enactment of a law 
that this cruelty shall not continue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me give the Senator 
from New Jersey a case that actually occurred. 
The great line of transportation for cattle is 
from Chicago to Pittsburg, a distance of four 
hundred and eighty miles. If they are required 
to take the cattle off the cars midway, it will 
be about Crestline; and you must give these 
railroad companies an opportunity to provide 
cattle-pens and all the necessary arrangements 
to take off the cattle, rest them, feed them, and 
then put them on the cars again. 

Mr. CONKLING. Bat it does not require 
them to take them off. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 

eight hours. 

Mr. CONKLING. Qh, no, not at all. 


I should like to have it 


It does every twenty- 


| to their sufferings in any way. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ifyou do not take them 
off the ears, if you stop them is transit ou the 
way, they tend to-block up the lines of rail- 
road; and not only that, you must take them 
off the cars, because it is no rest to the cattle 
to leave them on cars, sixteen in a car. You 
must therefore give a-reasonable opportunity 
to these railroad companies to make the 
necessary cattle-guards and cattle-pens. Iam 
perbaps as familiar with this transportation as 
the Senator from New Jersey. I know the 
long distances they have to travel. Take the 
road between Chicago and Pittsburg. The 
cattle travel there now, I understand, without 
rest, That is cruelty and wrong. They are 
required to travel four hundred and eighty 
miles, at an average running rate of about ten 
miles an hour, for say forty-eight hours, and 
the cattle are in a condition of almost ex- 
haustion, 

But before you make any sudden arrange- 
ment in regard to the transportation of these 
cattle you ought to give reasonable facilities to 
comply with your law. It seems to me it is 
not anything very severe, either to the people 
at large or to any one, to give to the compa- 
nies an opportunity to adapt themselves to the 
requirements of your law. To make the law 
take effect suddenly, right in the midst of the 
season when these cattle are being transported, 
when there are no facilities for resting them, 
would be doing the injustice by legislation 
that they do now by the cattle by carrying 
them too great a distance without rest or food. 
Such a provision as I suggest would at once 
be agreed to by the House of Representatives. 
If you allow them three months, say tothe Ist 
of October, that would bea reasonable pro- 
vision, and all the good results of this law 
would be attained without doing unnecessary 
injury to a great commerce. I therefore move, 
ifit is in order, to strike out all of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from California, 
and insert simply this provision: that this act 
shall take effect on and after the 1st day of 
October next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio moves an amendment to the 
amendment in the form of a substitute. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, an act of 
cruelty to animals is certainly a crime; one 
against which every person wiih any claim to 
respectability or decency must feel great repug- 
nance. The question is, against whom is the 
crime committed when an act of cruelty is 
perpetrated? Is it not against the community 
in which the act happens? If that be so, 
under our form of government, the act must 
be committed against the interest, the welfare, 
and the laws of some State. 

I should be heartily glad to contribute in any 
way to the amelioration of the condition of 
dumb animals in their transit through this 
country... I should be heartily glad to con- 
tribute in any way to the proper punishment 
of those who inflict cruelty upon them or add 
But in legisla- 
tion under a limited form of government the 
first question for any man whose vote is asked 
in regard to a measure is whether or not the 
power has been confided to him to pass such 
a law. I wish to state my difficulties on this 
subject, because they are such as to prevent 
my assent to this measure as it is now pre- 
sented. 

I have heard this bill discussed, and I have 
read its provisions, and I am quite satisfied 
that under the pretext of regulating commerce 
among -the several States Congress is assuming 
the exercise of a police power within the sev- 
eral States: The police power, which is so 
essential to the very existence of the State, is 
one that I never will willingly see infringed. 

An act of cruelty is an immoral act per se, 
and can be made illegal by statute. Many 
of the States have provided punishment for 
offenses of this kind. I wish all of them did 
so. ButI cannot admit that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has any power touching the cogduct 


of individuals. within a State in refereneé: to 
cach other or the moral well-being of. that 
community. They-are entirely for municipal 
regulation; and if the invasion by- the Federal, 
Government of that sphere of State:power aud 
duty shall once be admitted, [can see no limit 
to it, and I can see no protection to the power. 
of the State to control her own internal affairs. 

I do not propose to enter now into a length- 
ened argument on the subject of State rights, 
My experience in this Chamber hasshown me 
the uselessness of attempting to set up doc“ 
trines of that nature while the Chamber is 
composed as it now is. But I am very clear 
that this is an assumption of authority which 
belongs solely to the State, and which Con- 
gress has no right under any pretext to inter- 
fere with. . There are many things very desir 
able that we all wish to see carried into effect; 
the question is not whether they are right, but 
whether we have the power to perform them. 

Look at this bill which provides for the con- 
trol of any railroad company within the United 
States ‘‘ whose road forms any part of a line of 
road over which cattle, sheep, swine, or other 
animals shall be conveyed from one State to 
another.’? Does not that description upon 
its face include almost every railway, short or 
long, interstate or confined within any State 
in the United States? No intelligent man 
would invest his capital in a railway that had 
not connection with some other line of rail- 
way, directly or indirectly, and therefore this 
provision would give the United States Gov- 
ernment supervision of every portion of every 
railway almost withiu the United States. And: 
what is the purpose of the supervision ? Look 
atthe whole act. It is for police purposes. It 
is to regulate the moral conduct of individuals 
within the States, which have ample power to. 
punish any immoral transgressions. 

To whom is the execution of the law con- 
fided? It is made the duty of “all United 
States marshals, their deputies,’’ and to use a 
word not often found in our statutes, and no- 
where else but in the present law, that I know 
of, ‘their subordinates,’’ to prosecute all vio- 
lations of this act. Then, what have you done 
in effect? You have turned “ United States 
marshals, their deputies, aud subordinates,” 
whatever that may mean, into police officers, 
into a State constabulary; and, as my friend 
on my left [Mr. Cassurty] says, public pros- 
ecutors as well,- 

If you can do this for the sake of punishing 
a detestable offense like cruelty to dumb ani- 
mals, surely you bave as high or a higher call 
upon you to make it their duty to punish 
offenses against your fellow-creatures. Under 
the same theory of moral necessity, persons 
employed upon these railroads, brakesmen, 
conductors, cattle agents, and the numerous 
class of employés who hang around the depots 
of a long line of transportation, can all be 
brought within the police regulation of the 
United States, and then we shall have assaults 
and batteries, offenses touching the rights of. 
person or property of those who may be em- 
ployed in interstate commerce, brought within 
the jurisdiction of the Federal courts. 

As I said before, 1 do not propose—it would 
be useless at this time of the session for me to 
do so, perhaps useless at any time—to discuss 
the line between Federal and State jurisdic- 
tion. Anxious as] am to see men punished 
who shall be guilty of the detestable crime of 
cruelty to dumb animals, anxious as I am for 
every reason for the morality of any commun- 
ity in this country, that they should prevent 
cruelty which so reacts upon the moral nature 
of the community, stains and degrades it, yet 
atthe same time I cannot conceive that such 
a power was ever delegated or intended to be 
vested in the Congress of the United State 
under the Federal Constitution. : 

The power to regulate commerce: between 
the States is distinct. It hag its meaning; it 
has been defined. When. yon come to apply 
that power the question. is, is it an instance 
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of the:regulation ‘of commerce or ja it an in- 
stance of ‘the control of the police powers of 
the States? In this case- it is plein that by 
this so-called regulation of commerce you do 
assume, you do usurp the police powers, the 
punishment of individual offenses against laws 
or morals, which should be left to the States 
themselves alone. For that reason, and dit 
feting from my friend from New Jersey, [Mr. 
STOCKTON, } ‘that a bill can be framed commit- 
ting these powers to the Federal Government, 
I shall vote against this Lill, E do not see 
how'a bill could be framed to give these pow- 
ers to- the Federal Government without in- 
vading the necessary aud essential powers 
which must be retained in the States. 

There are impracticable features in this bill, 
one of which I-siiggest to the Senate is this: 
you provide that there shall not be a confine- 
ment of these cattle in cars, boats, or any other 
modes of transportation for a longer period 
than twenty eight consecutive hours, but at the 
énd of everv twenty-eight hours they shall be 
released from their confinement, and fed, and 
watered, and rested ‘for at least five consecr- 
tive hours. Now, let me ask, what provision 
doesthe bill make to kiow whether thatterm of 
twenty-eight hours between the times allotted 
for feeding and watering has passed? Det us 
take an illustration, of cattle arriving on the 
borders of the State of Maryland from the State 
of Virginia. What record is there that within 
twenty-eight hours those cattle have been un- 
loaded from the cars and‘have been fed and 
watered? Who is to be punished for the over- 
sight? What record is there to be kept? ‘The 
bill provides no machinery for that. How 
can the station-muster, the railroad agent of 
the Maryland railroad, know that the man in 
Virginia has failed to do his duty, or has done 
his duty by unloading these cattle and giving 
them the requisite food and water within 
twenty-eight hours? The billis impracticable. 

It has been suggested by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maine, (My. Mornt.,] that it would 
aot ag an information to milrond companies 
that they were liable to prosecution for n non- 
performance of the provisions of this act, and 
if they knew Congress had simply assumed 
this power and intended to carry it out, the 
threat would be sullicient to prevent the acts 
complained of) E cannot imagine that Con- 
grosas has a right to embark upon such specu- 
lativo legislation, If wo have the power, it 
should be oxercised, not ina threatening nian- 
ner, bat distinotly, formally, clearly, and prac- 
tically; so that when the offense was com- 
mitted, the punishmont might reasonably bo 
expected to:'follow. Ido not believe in phreat- 
gning logislation, and much less when that 
legislation involves of itself a grave doubt as 
to ita constitutional validity. 

It has been suggested, also, that the bill is 
crude and imperfect in this respect, that what 
would be cruelty to cattle in one latitude, or 
in one senson of the year, or in one condition 
of the weather, would be very far from being 
cruelty at another. Weall know that in sum- 
mer time cattle would suffer froma confine- 
ment of ten hours; in winter double the 
period might pass without any inconvenience 
to them; The amount of water required in 
the State of Maine is not one half of that re- 
quired in Louisiana; and yet this bill over an 


énormons territory such as is embraced within | 


our Union of States, proposes to make no dis- 
crimination whatever, but to suppose that the 
same hecessities for food and water exist in one 
quarter of the country as in another. 
is neither sensible nor trae. No careful; hu- 
mane owner of cattle would think of applying 


That | 


the same rule at one season of the year, or inone | 


part of the country, as in another. His care 
and attention would be graduated and the 
amount of food and water would be graduated 


entirely in proportion to their actual wants and | 


the demands of humanity, and not be put | 


upon a scale which should be rigid and unre- 
laxing, and which might be sensible in one 


part of the country and utterly insensible and 
foolish in another. i 

} do not care to enlarge upon my objections 
to this bill further, Although it is offered in 
a good cause, in the cause of humanity toward 
the: brute creation, it- isan assumption of 
power which I look upon with great disfavor 
and distrust. Congress has nothing to do 
with the morals of the people of the States. 
Congress has‘nothing to do with the quiet and 
peaceable order of the people of the States. 
They cannot undertake to panish crimes of 
immorality or of disorder. Those are left to 
the police powers of the States and the com- 
munities where they occur, which are not only 
the best, but, under our system of govern- 
ment, the only authority to check those evils. 
Congress can. regulate commerce among the 
States; but under the pretext of regulating 
commerce among the States they must vot 
seize upon the necessary police powers, no 
matter how desirable may be the object of 
their law, and wrest them away from the only 
authority to which they can safely be confided. 
For these reasons, and in the present shape of 


this bill, I shall, when the time comes for its | 


final passage, vote against it. 

Mr. COLE. All the arguments that have 
been presented on this bill to-day have “been 
presented I think several times to-day and on 
a former occasion several times, and I ean see 
no likelihood of the termination of the debate 
upon it. 

Mr. CONKLING, 
vote now, 

Mr. COLE. I think not; and E am bound 
to say what I am saying and to move to lay the 
bill on the table for the reason that in the 
condition of the public business and in this 
stage of the session it will not do to waste time 
upon bills of this character, ‘There are per- 
haps one hundred bills before Congress of as 
much importance as this, but there is no bill 
of a hundredth part of the importance of the 
civil appropriation bill. That everybody con- 
codes must pass before we can adjourn. Now, 
we are wasting all this day on a bill of little 
importance comparatively, and I hope the 
Senate will stand by ine and lay it on the table. 
I move that the bill be laid on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, no; that would be 
a very unwise expenditure of time. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Lask for the yeas and 
nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VICKERS. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Suawer.] On this motion he would 
vote ‘‘nay,” and | should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Lam requested by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Stevenson] to 
state that he has been compelled to leave the 
Chamber by reason of sickness. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resuliled—yeas 14, nays 253 as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs, Bayard, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Texas, John- 
ston, Kolly, Norwood, Pratt, Saulsbury, Stockton, 
Thurman, and Trambull—l4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcom. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, 
Udinands, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hitch- 
cock, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, West, 
and Wilson—25, 

ABSEN'T — Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, 


Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
lin, HiH, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ramsey, Ran- 
som, Rite, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Sumner, Tipton, Vickers, Window, and Wright—35, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. COLE. I move that at half past four 


Oh, yos, we can get a 


o'clock the Senate take a recess until halfpast | 


seven o'clock for the purpose of considering | 


this evening bills reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest 
to the Senator to say half past five o'clock: 
Mr. COLE. Well I will say from five 
o’clogk uatil half past seven o'clock. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California moves that the Senate 
take a recess to-day from five o’clock until 
half past seven o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I withdraw. the amend- 
ment that I offered to the amendment of the 
Senator from California ; but if that amend: 
ment is voted down, as I presume it will be, 
I shall then offer my proposition again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 
tion then ison the amendment of the Senator 
from California, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Several Senators wish 
to know what the amendment is. I ask that 
it be reported. i 

The Chief Clerk read it, as follows.: 

Sec, —, That this act shall not take effect for one 
year from and after the date of the passage thereof, 
and it shall not apply in any State which shall have 
by law sufficient provisions for the prevention of 
cruelty to animals within the intent and meaning of 


this act, together with the same or equal means for 
enforcing such provisions, 

Mr. VICKERS. I am‘paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts (Mr. SUMNER] on 
this question. He would ‘vote against this 
proposition and for the bill ; I should vote for 
this proposition and against the bill, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 26; as follows :. 

YEAS~Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Texas,’ Hill, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Saulsbary, 
Stockton, and. Thurman—l4, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Clayton, 
Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Harlan, Howe, Morrill of Maino, Osborn, Pom- 
eroy, Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 
Stewart. Trumbull, and Wilson—26, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Kel- 
logg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 
Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ramsey, Ransom, Rico, 
Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Sumner, Tip- 
ton, Vickers, West, Windom, and Wright—84. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move to. amend 
the bill by adding, ‘that this act shall take 
effect on the Ist.of October.” I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey to the fact that this is a criminal act, and 
under it any railroad company might be pes- 
tered with unreasonable suits immediately. 
This bill will be passed probably to-day or 
within a day or two; at any rate during thig 
week, Here is a provision that— 

Any company, owner, or custodian of such ani- 
mals who shall fail to comply with the provisions 
of this act shall, for each and every such failure to 
comply with the provisions of this act, be liable for 
and forfeit and pay a penalty of not less than $100 
nor more than $300. _ 

It is a penal act. It is au act that requires 
a railroad company to change its management 
its ordinary course of business... I trust, there- 
fore, the amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, CASSERLY. I offer an amendment to 
come in at the end of the first section. It 
relates to immigrants; and after the amend- 
ment is read I will say a few words upon it. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to insert at the end ofthe first section the 
following: a 


Provided, also, That immigrants traveling in rail- 
roads forming any part of a line of road from one 
State to another shall in all cases where they have 
to travel for opo or more nights on the way to their 
destination be provided by the owners or managers 
of the railroad over whioh they shall travel: each 
night with proper conveniences in the cars for sleep- 
ing and washing. All such immigrants shall be car- 
ried to their destination without unreasonable 
delay. For a failure to comply with this proviso, 
the owners, managers, and officers of the railroad 
shall be severally liable for and shall pay a penalty 
to the person aggrieved of not less than twenty-five 
dollars nor more than $1,000. : ` 


Mr. CASSERLY. The President of the 
United States sentin to us the other day a 
special message in regard to the mal-treatment 
of immigrants in various ways; and among 
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those ways in the transportation of them after 


theirarrivalin this country. Ashe states, that 
message was merely an enlargement upon ati 
allusion made by him in his regular message 
to Congress at the commencement of this ses- 
sion. With that message the President laid 
before us a report from a Government official, 
who, under instructions from the Treasury 
Department, inquired into the whole subject 
of immigration to the United States. As a 
part of his investigation he visited Europe. 
On the 1st of November, 1871, he made a re- 
port, which is the report transmitted by the 
President with his message. I send the report 
to the desk and ask the Clerk to read that por- 
tion of it on page 5 which is marked. 
The Secretary read as follows: ; 


“ Railway Transportation in the United States.—In 
addition to theinconveniences of asteerage passage, 
which ure a great obstacle to the increase of emigra- 
tion, complaints have been made against the railway 
companies because they run the emigrant trains 
upon slow time, or as ‘ extra’ trains, Not only isthe 
time from New York to Chicago, or St. Louis, from 
three tó four days, but the companies hold them- 
selves responsible for ño particular time whatever, 
The emigrant, with his wife and children, must take 
his chances, live upon the hard benches upon spring- 
less cars for may days at his own expense, very 
often without ‘water or fire, owing to the neglect of 
employés, who care nothing for the comforts orneces- 
sities of ‘foreigners’ who cannot even be under- 


stood. . 

“Tf the Government makes deductions for fail- 
ures of the mail-traing, surely it oughtto provide a 
proper legal remedy to the poor emigrant, who is 
frequently treated with less consideration than the 
brute creation.” 


Mr. CASSERLY. It will be perceived 
that so much of the agent's report as has just 
been read bag two branches, and that both those 
branches are covered by my amendment. One 
part of hisrémarks relates to the abuses of the 
railroad companies in regard to the delays of im- 
migrant trains. There is no doubt that what 
he ‘says is notonly not exaggerated, but is 
much below the actual truth. So, sir, in re- 
gard to the kind of accommodations furnished 
to those people in the cars which they use, the 
agent does not speak of the necessity of sleep- 
ing accommodations, but of course that fol- 
lows as a matter of common humanity where 
the immigrant is compelled to spend several 
nights in a ear on his way to his destination. 

Few Senators in this body probabiy have 
traveled sufficiently on the great lines west of 
Chicago and between that point and the Pacific 
ocean to have had the same ocular demonstra- 
tion which Ihave had of the unhappy condi- 
tion of immigrants upon those lines. I do not 
now enter into any’ crusade against the rail- 
road companies; | desire simply to bring be- 
fore the Senate of the United States the iacts, 
facts which make a very strong appeal to us 

all if properly understood. 

Mr. President, the great want of our coun- 
try, west of the Mississippi river especiaily, is 
population. All men are agreed nowadays 
as to the advantage of a healthy industrious 
population, that kind of population we derive 
now ina very large measure, perhaps in larger 
measure than ever before, fromthe liaropean 
immigration. Is it not the interest of the west- 
ern States In particular, among which States 
I class my own, to encourage such immigration 
by all proper means? ` Should we permit any- 
thing to be done which discourages it? That 
is the manifest interest of such States. But I 
do not content myself on that low ground; I 
speak also from the higher level of our common 
humanity; and when these poor nproteeted, 
defenseless people summon us to that level, 
they summon us to a level whete each one of 
us stands precisely on an equality with all the 
rest, where we stand as human beings simply 
before our great Maker. 

Sir, I wish I had the talent to tell what I 
have seen; I wish I had the capacity to ex- 
press what I feel now at the recollection. 
Over and over, upon one of the best managed 
railroads between the Atlantic and the Pacific, 
according to my personal experience, I have 
seen unhappy groups of immigrant families 


| 


after days and days of detention or of. travel 
upon the great railroad lines, after sleepless 
nights, looking more dead than alive. I have 
seen many-a young mother, after sleepless 
nights spent by her in an effort to snatch some 
repose for her flock of little ones, stretched 
out upon the hard bench so exhausted that she 
had lost for the time all ideas of comeliness 


i and almost of decency. I have looked upon 


her, her eyes red for want of sleep, her tace 
begrimed for waut of conveniences for clean- 
liness, and her luxuriant hair a tangled mass, 
while around her were those little ones, those 
white-headed boys and girls, fair-skinned and 
blue-eyed, the future fathers and mothers of a 
great race ia the West, helpless like chickens 
around their dam waiting for their mother to 
awaken from an uneasy slumber so that they 
might have some little attention paid to their 
personal wants. And when I heard the clamors 
of those little ones, and saw that young mother 
rousing herself from an uneasy slumber. on 
her hard bench, it occurred to me that all our 
welcome.to the immigrant on paper was of 
little worth, for this was the kind of treatment 
with which we entertained him after his arrival. 
Sir, it is a discredit to our civilization, it isa 
damage to our highest interests that we ever 
should have permitted such things. It will 
bea greater discredit if, after having known 
them, we shall allow them to exist. 

The Senator from New Jersey has brought 
forward and he has pressed here, I will not say 
with undue earnestness, his bill for the pre- 
veniion of cruelty to dumb beasts. Lask now 
that Senator to join with me, and f ask a ma- 


jority of this Senate which thas far has sus- 


tained him in his measure, also to join with 
me in putting one provision into this bill for 
the prevention of cruelty to human beings. 
I ask my associates in this body to join with 
me in securing for these immigrants whom we 
invite, who are year after year pouring new 
and fresh blood into the arteries of our body- 
politic—I ask them to join with me in secur- 
ing for these immigrants on the long lines of 
travel from the sea-board to the great West 
where they goto help to lay the foundations o 

our fature greatness, some conveniences for 
needful rest, some conveniences for decent 
cleanliness, some protection against hardships 
which I seek in vain to describe, and which are 
enough to afflict the heart of any thinkiog 
man with the commonest impulses of human- 
ity to witness or even to know that they exist 
and are not at once remedied. Sir, I send up 
to enforce what I said the message of the 
President, and I ask to have the portion read 
which Ihave marked. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“On his arrival he does not know States or cor- 
porations, but confides implicitly in the protecting 
arms of the great free country of which he bas 
heard so much before leaving his native land. It 
is a source of serious disappointment and discour- 
agement to those who start with means sufficient to 
support them comfortably until they can choose a 
residence and begin employment for a comfortable 
support to find themselves subject to ili-treatment 
and every discomfort on their passage here, and at 
the end of their journey seized upon by professed 
friends, claiming legal right to take charge of them 
for their protection, who do not leave them until 
all their resources are exhausted, when they are 
abandoned in a strange land, surrounded by stran- 
gers, without employment, and ignorant of the 
means of securing it.” 


Mr. CASSERLY. Sir, the general tone of 
that message, including the portion which I 
have had read, does honor to the head and 
heart of the Chief Magistrate. But, sir, his 
messages will be in vain if they are not fol- 
lowed up by action here. Here is an oppor- 
tunity, before you dispose of this bill, to insert 
in it a provision which shall carry out the 
spirit and the purpose of the message. When 
the President speaks of the poor immigrant, 
aud the hardships and privations inflicted on 
him onship board and on arrival on our shores, 
he has merely touched the surface of the sub- 
ject. Hespeaks of ‘‘ill-treatment and every 
discomfort on their passage here.’? Why,-sir, 


that is not so bad as the grievance, and the 
wrong, and the shame, if we shall allow it to 
continue, that after his arrival bere, after he 
has come into this land of equality, of liberty, 
of consideration for man as man, independent 
of the accident of his birth or his station, he 
is subjected by your great railroads—lI will 
not say all of them; I speak only of those of 
which I know—employing the language of the 
President, tq ill-treatment, to every ** discom- 
fort” on his attempted journey from the sea- 
board to his distant home in the great West. 
Shall that continue, sir? Now, the oppor- 


| tunity is offered to prevent its continuance in 


the future, to require of the companies. that 
they shall carry these immigrants with reason- 
able dispatch. f 

In the first place, the Senate will observe 
that I have employed words familiar to courts 
and lawyers. F do not wish to bind the rail- 
road companies by provisions impracticable or 
excessively stringent. À 

Ihave asked also by my amendment that 
when in the cars in long journeys, moving 
through several nights consecutively, the im- 
migrant shall have reasonable facilities for 
sleeping and for washing. Is that too much 
to ask? If it be, and if the Senate is not 
willing to give that, I will take, and take 
thanktully, whatever little pittance the Senate 
of the United States is willing to extend in 
the way of removing and guarding against in 
the future ‘ill-treatment and every discom- 
fort,’? which, as the President truly says, they 
experience on their passage here, but which, 
as Í say, and as every man who knows any- 
thing about it knows, are continued, if not 
increased and aggravated after their arrival 
on our shores, on their way to their distant 
home in the great West. i : 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, I wish to cor- 
roborate all that my edlleague has so well and 
so forcibly said touching the treatment of im- 
migrants over the long lines of railway. I 
think a great deal more cruelty is practiced 
toward the human species of animals than 
toward the brute species. So faras my obser- 
vation has gone that certainly is the ease. 
There ig more wanton neglect on the long 
lines of railroad in this country of the care 
and comfort of those who travel in the rudest 
class of cars, those who are unable to pay the 
highest rates of fare; and I must add that it 
is not confined to immigrants from foreign 
countries, but applies as well to our own 
native-born American citizens. I have seen 
them on long lines of rail traveling night and 
day for several days in succession without, I 
may say, the least accommodation or prepara- 
tion for comfort provided for them. 

I hope the amendment that is offered may 
be adopted, and that some little care may be 
given to the comfort of our own species, 
Why, Mr. President, a person who will prac- 
tice a cruelty toward a dumb brute partakes 
himself in part of the nature of the brute 
creation. A human man or an association 
of men, be they in the form of a railroad cor- 
poration or what not, that practice these acts 
of cruelty, or suffer these outrages on their 
passengers, partake in some degree ‘at least 
of the brutal character that is ascribed to the 
lower order of animals. I think our remedy 
begins first with the improvement upon our 
own race; and with requiring comforts for 
them; not that I would be unmindful of the 
objects of the bill of the Senator from New 
Jersey. They are humane and proper; I ap- 
prove of them all; but we ought, while we are 
considering the comforts of the brute creation, 
to consider also the comfort and convenience 
of the life and happiness and health of our 
own race. N 

Why, sir, if I may be the judge I would con- 
clude that there are more human lives lost by 
the hardships practiced upon immigrants than 
there are lives of the brute animals. : I do not 
assert this to be the fact, but I have no doubt 
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that many. a haman life is sacrificed through 
the avarica.of railroad companies and steam- 
boat companies who fail to provide the proper 
accommodations for travelers upon their lines. 

‘Me. WILSON. Mr. President, I have been 
more surprised at this long discussion than at 
any- debate I have listened to fora long time. 
We have spent four hours upona bill intended 
to be humane toward the brute creation, a 
bill to save the health and the lives of tens of 
thousands of ourpeople whoarenow compelled 
to eat the meat of diseased and bruised an- 
imals.. This is not a bill altogether for the 
animals. There are thousands of cattle and 
swine, that arrive on the Atlantic coast that 
are hardly fit for the dogs.to eat when they 
get there. This bill is intended to take care 
of our. poople as well as of animals. It isa 
bill that concerns health, and especially the 
health of the poor people in the cities. Itisa 
bill that concerns the health and lives of the 
people that eat the meat, of animals that arrive 
at their destination in such a condition that 
they ought to be killed and put under ground 
instead of being dressed and put into the mar- 
kets. And. here we have spent four hours 
upon constitutional power, and Senators who 
have discussed that question propose another 
question separate and distinct, one in which L. 
entirely concur with them in the necessity of 
legislation, and am ready to go for it. 

ut why embarrass this bill? Why defeat 
this bill at this session? Why not adopt this 
bill, and then introduce the other measure ? 
J assure the Senator from California he shall 
have my vote for any properly drawn bill on 
that subject. But why, in Heaven's name, 
continue this practice? The brute creation 
has endured untold agonies, and thousands 
of people have been compelled to eat the unfit 
meat brought to the market through this sys- 
tem that has prevailed for so many years. I 
vote for the bin fur the dumb animal, and { 
vote for it for the people, especially the poor 
of our Atlantic cities and towns, 

Mc, ANTHONY, I move to rescind the 
vote by which we agreed to take a recess al 
half past four o'clock. I think if we are to 
sit this bill out we had better sit it out before 
dinner, 

Mr. COLE. 
o'clock, 

Mr. ANTHONY. [ think we had better 
not take a recess until we pass this bill. 

Mr. COLE. LI hope the order will not be 
rescinded. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 
until twelve o'clock. 

Mr. CASSIERLY. Is the motion to rescind 
debatable ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. Ev- 
MUNDS in the chair.) As the original prop- 
osition is not debatable, the Chair holds that 
the motion to rescind the order is also uot de- 
batable. The question is ou the motion of 
the Senator from Lhode Island. 

Mr. CASSISRLY.. I suggest to the Senator 

from Rhode Isliud that several Senators have 
gone away relying upon the recess being 
taken, 
. ANTHONY. They will be back at | 
half past seven. Thereis no sort of prospect | 
of our getting through with the bill before 
that time, There will be no practical incon- 
venience. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Is the motion in order 
if there be objection to it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
holds that itis in order inasmuch as the ori- 
ginal motion itself is in order at any stage, 
under the new rule. The Chair holds the 
motion to rescind is within the same rules and 
usages as the original motion. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I beg leave respectfully | 
to differ with that ruling of the Chair. The 
rule, which was drawn by the Senator who is 
now in the Chair, speaks only of a motion for 
arecess, not of a motion to rescind.a recess. | 


The recess is ordered for five 


I am willing to sit here 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
decides that a motion to rescind an order for 
a recess falls within the equity, as the lawyers 
say, of a motion for a recess, and therefore 
holds that. the motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island is in order and is not debatable. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I takean appeal respect- 
fally from the decision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California appeals from the decision 
of the Chair, and the question is, ‘‘Shall the 
decision of the Chair staud as the judgment 
of the Senate?’’ . . 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to rescind the order fora recess. 

Mr. CASSERLY called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Isuggest to the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to withdraw his motion 
for the present. We may be able to get this 
vote before five o'clock. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Rbode Island to rescind the order for a recess. 

The question being taken by yeas and uays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Moasrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
inghamn, Caldwell, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Bd- 
munds, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Howe, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Pratt, Ramsey, Sawyer, 
Scott, Sherman, Stewart, West, and Wilson—22. 

AYS—Mesars. Blair, Casserly, Cole,Cooper, Ham- 
ilton of Tox as, Harlan, Hill, Kelly, Norwood, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Ransom, Rico, Robertson, Schurz, Stock- 
ton, Thurman, nud Vickers—18. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Corbett, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry 
of Conneetieut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Gold- 
thwaito, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, {Litcheock, 
Johuston, Kelloggs, Lowis, Lognu, Morton, Nye, 
Patterson, Pool, Saulsbury, Spencer. Spra ruc, Ste- 


venson, Sumner, Lipton, Trumbull, Windom, and 
Wright—34. 


So the order for a recess was rescinded. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment to the bill, pro- 
posed by the Senator from California, [Mr 
Cassenny. ] 

Mr. CASSERLY. I take advantage of the 
pendency of that amendment to say what | 
was not allowed to say awhile ago. 1 do not 
understand the precise motive for moving to 
rescind the recess so suddenly. If the object 
was to force a speedy termination of this 
debate it was unnecessary for that purpose, so 
fur as I know anything about it. I think the 
debate would have come to an end of itself 
by this time if the motion to rescind bad not 
been made. I submit to Senators engaged 
in that proceeding whether it is in precisely 
the proper spirit so to treat a bill of this im- 
portance, whether it is exactly right because 
a bill Jike this has provoked considerable 
debate to suddenly rescind ẹ recess ordered 
but a few moments before. 

Why, Mr. President, this bill is a new 
departure in the policy of this Government. 
It is the first time that Congress has under- 
taken to deal with that mighty problem 
whether the transportation of property upon 
railroads forming links in communication be- 
tween State and State is commerce within the 
meaning of the Constitution, in the first place, 
and whether, in the next place, it is politic for 
Congress to assume the exercise of that power. 
It is one of the greatest questions that bave 
ever arisen in this body. I have heard Sen- 
ators, aud leading Senators here, who did not 
doubt the congressional power, declare, with 
an carnestness and au emphasis that I never 
can forget, that they shrank from the conse- 
quences of exercising it. 

Now, sir, because a bill of that magnitude 
has been discussed somewhat, certainly not 
immoderately and in no factious spirit, the ma- 
jority here are disposed in some way or other 
either to force a termination of the debate 
before its natural end, or perhaps to punish 


the Senators who have discussed this: bill upon 
this side of the Chamber by compelling ‘us 
‘fto sit it out.” I say perhaps;’’ I do. not 
say certainly, and I would rather not believe 
that either purpose prompted the movement, 
In fact I prefer to decline to assign any pur- 
pose for the movement. ; 

Mr. ANTHONY. If my friend yields to 
me, will he allow me to explain my reasons 
for making the motion ? : 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. Iam always 
ready to hear the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I did not expect to weary 
Senators out. My object in making the motion 
was that we might have time to continue the 
debate. There was a disposition on the part 
of the Senate to continue this debate, and it 
was apparent to me that the debate would ran 
ou for several hours. I thought it better that 
we should have it now than postpone it until 
evening, because we are periling an appropri- 
ation bill, without which there must be an 
extra session of Congress. Now, my honest 
desire is that we may pass the appropriation 
bills, so that on Monday the session of Con- 
gress shall terminate. This motion I made 
was in the interest of what I thought my friend 
from California sympathized with me in, to 
terminate the session at the time we have 
agreed upon; for, certainly, if we should take 
a recess at five o'clock and come back here 
at half past seven refreshed, and continue this 
discussion until night, and then be without-a 
quorum, as we were last night, the bill would 
be left as the unfinished business and regular. 
order for to-morrow, and away goes the appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am glad to hear the. 
Senator say that he is in favor of adjourning 
on Monday, and in favor of disposing of the 
appropriation bills with a view to such adjourn- 
ment. Itis neither my privilege nor my wish 
ever to criticise anything that Senator does 
or says. Fhe respect I have for everything be 
does or says, even when I least agree with 
him, would restrain me from that. But I am 
obliged to cull the attention of the Senator to 
one or two points, go that it shall appear in 
what respect he and I differ in our practical 
conduct in the Senate with regard to the mat- 
ter of an early adjournment and an early dis- 
position of the appropriation bills to that end. 

There have been since this bill was got be- 
fore the Senate last night three or four times 
motions made to lay it on the table or post- 
pone it with the known object of permitting 
my colleague to call up and go on with the 
appropriation bills. For every one of those 
motions 1 voted, and the gentlemen acting 
with me in the minority in this body voted, 
likewise. Now, unless { am mistaken, the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island voted against every 
one of those motions, aud the Senator from 
Rhode Island virtually voted to bring up and 
to. keep up this bill, to keep it on foot before 
the Senate, which he saw was leading to a 
debate that, as he has just informed us, he 
believed would oecupy three or four hours 
longer. ‘The difference between the Senator 
and myself is 

Mr. RAMSEY. I should like to ask the 
Senator from California to yield to me a mo- 
ment to ask a favor of the Senate. It is 
this: that by unanimous consent the evening 
be assigned to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads for the consideration of the 
routine business they have. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 object to unanimous 
consent for any such purpose. I waut the 
appropriation bills disposed of firat. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator from: 
California yield to me to offer an amendment? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I would rather go on. 
The difference between the Senator from Khode 
Island and myself is, that he is for an early 
adjournment, and he wants to bring up and. 
keep before the Senate a- bill which is con- 
suming precious time that belongs to my col- 
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league and his appropriation bills. When he 
does thatthe Senator from Rhode Island knows 
full. well that until those appropriation bills 
are disposed of we cannot adjourn. - I have 
voted all the time contrariwise directly. to the 
Senator from Rhode Island. - He, desiring an 
early adjournment, as he tells us, votes for 
delay and for consumption of time that he 
knows will prevent an early adjournment. I, 
desiring an early adjournment, vote against 
delay and vote against consumption of. time. 
I vote to bring on and dispose of the appro- 
priation bills, without which we cannot have 
an early adjournment. I prove my faith by 
my works. I wish I could say the same for 
my much respected and honorable friend from 
Rhode Island. Now, sir, I hope we shall go 
on and dispose of this bill, and so far as I am 
concerned it was not my intention to consume 
any more time in discussing the bill. My 
intention was to confine myself to the amend- 
ment which I have just offered, and perhaps 
to one more somewhat brief, and it may be 
not very important in its character. 

When I offered the amendment and made 
my remarks upon it the Senate will remember 
that I asked the Senate fora vote. I was not 
anxious to engage in discussion. I do not 
reflect on other gentlemen at ail, I merely say 
that I have no disposition to protract this 
debate. It was none of my seeking. It has 
been forced on me and those who agree with 
me, because we were not willing that a meas- 
ure of the first magnitude, which, as I said, 
marks a new departure in the policy of Con- 
gress in regard to a great subject of intercom- 
munication between the States, should be al- 
lowed to pass without discussion, should we 
be censured, should we be censured especially 
by our friends on the other side who have re- 
frained from discussing either the power or the 
policy of exercising it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on agreelng to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from California. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘That is the amendment 

concerning immigrants on railroads, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so 
understands. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. On this bill I am 
paired with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Jounston.] If here he would vote for the 
amendment and against the bill, aud I should 
vote the other way. 

‘he question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 28 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Davis of West. Virginia, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hitcheock, Kelly, Lewis, Norwood, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Stockton, and 'Thurman—15. 

NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Conkling, Cragin, 
Edmunds, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Howe, Kel- 
logg, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Os- 
born, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sherman, 
Trumbull, and Wilson—23. « 

ABSENT — Méssrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, . Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, Logan, 
Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertcon, 
Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Sprague: Stevenson, Stew- 
art, Sumner, Lipton, Vickers, West, Windom, and 
Wright—36. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CASSERLY. | wish to offer an amend- 
ment to insert on line twenty-eight, page 2, 
after the word ‘ shall?’ the words ** knowingly 
and willfully p? so that a company which re- 
evives animals that- have already been twenty- 
eight hours without rest, water, or food shall 
not be liable except the scienter is proved ; in 
other words, except it is shown that the com- 
pany knew the fact. a 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN... That is wholly 
unnecessary ; that is the law now. : 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 17, noes. 19; ne quorum voung. 


' Mr. WILSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 


I ask for the yeas and 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 
YEAS~—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony. Bayard, Blair, 
Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Hitchcock, Kelly, Morrill 
of Maine, Norwood, Ramsey, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Boote: Sherman, Stockton, Thurman, and Tram- 
ull—22, ; 

NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Howe, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Rice, Sawyer, and 
Wilson—18. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Carpen- 
ter, Chandler, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticat, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Har- 
lan, Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morton, 
Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Sumner, Tipton, Vick- 
ers, West, Windom, and Wright—34. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THURMAN. I do not wish to take up 
much time on this matter. I suppose it isthe 
intention of the Senate to pass the bill. I 
regret that the bill is to be hurried through 
without that consideration which I think so 
great a step in this*particular direction ought 
to have. Let us look for one moment at what 
we are doing. This bill is founded on that 
provision of the Constitution which authorizes 
Congress ‘‘ to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States and with 
the Indian tribes.’ it has no other founda- 
tion upon which torest. Now, inrespectto that, 
any one who studies the decisions of the 
Supreme Court will become perhaps as much 
confused as he can upon any legal subject 
whatsoever, because it isim possible to reconcile 
all those decisions, and there is scarcely one 
of them that received the unanimous assent of 
allthe members of the court. But there are a 
few things that may be considered as settled. 

In the first place, it was decided that the 
power to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States is exclu- 
sive in the Government of the United States; 
and secondly, that any State Jaw that under- 
took to regulate commerce was simply void, 
whether Congress had legislated upon the 
subject or not. That was the opinion of a 
majority of the Supreme Court of the United 
States when the question first arose, and 


| among that majority were Marshall and Story. 


Ata later period in another case, a majority 
of the court held that it was a concurrent 
power, and that consequently State laws were 
valid until Congress legislated on the subject, 
and that the moment Congress legislated on 
the subject then all State laws on the same 
subject and inconsistent with the acts of Con- 
gress became null and void. 

It does not matter which one of these doc- 
trines. shall be maintained, the doctrine origin- 
ally advanced that the power in Congress is 
exclusive, and that consequently, whether 
Congress exercise the power or not, no State 
has any right to exercise it, or whether the 
power is concurrent, because in the case of 
concurrent powers, whenever Congress does 
exercise the power it ousts all State legisla- 
tion upon the same subject, so that if we pass 
this bill it as effectually ousts all State legis- 
lation on the subject as if it were admitted 
that the power of Congress was exclusive and 
that the States have no right whatsoever to 
legislate on the subject. Therefore it is a 
matter of grave importance whether we shall 
enter upon such legislation as this, the effect 
of which must be to annul all State legislation 
upon the same subject, 

But the difficulty does not stop. there, Mr. 
President.. There is another question, and 
that is whether the powers exercised in this 
bill are: police powers. If they are police 
powers, then, according to the decision of the 
Supreme Court, Congress has no jurisdiction 
over the subject at all; it is entirely reserved 
to the States. That that is the case I will 


read from the decision of the Supreme Court | 


of the United States in the case of the City of 
New York vs: Miln, 11 Peters, 102. The 


{| question was whether a certain act of the Legis- 


lature of the State of New York ‘concerning 
passengers in vessels arriving in the port of 
New York” was a regulation of commerce or 
of police. In that case the majority of the 
court held that this act was- not to be consid- 
ered as a regulation of commerce, but merely 
of police, and that,as the jurisdiction: over 
matters of internal police had never been sur- 
rendered by the States, any legislation by them 
upon such matters was a constitutional exer- 
cise of these powers ; and then the court go on 
to say: 


“ We choose rather to plant ourselves on what we 
consider impregnable positions, They are these: 


| that a State has the same undeniable and unlimited 


jurisdiction over all persons and things within its 
territorial limits as any foreign nation, where that 
jurisdiction is not surrendered or restrained by the 
Constitution of the United States. That, by virtue 
of this, itis not only the right, but the bounden and 
solemn duty of a State to advance the safety, happi- 
ness, and prosperity of its people, and to provide 
for its general welfare, by any and every act of legis- 
lation which it may deem to be conducive to these 
ends, where the power over the particular. subject 
or the manner of its exercise is not surrendered or 
restrained in the manner just stated. That all those 
powers which relate to merely municipal legislation, 
or what may, perhaps, more properly be called in- 
ternal police, are not thus surrendered orrestrained, 
and that, consequently, in relation to these the 
authority of a State is complete, unqualified, and 
exclusive.” tf 


That was.a power, as the court say, ‘f over 
all persons and things within its territorial 
limits.’? t Persons and things,” of course, 
include every object that is within the present 
bill, Then it follows that if the subject of 
this bill is more properly police regulation 
than a regulation of commerce, according to 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, the power is exclusively in the 
States, and Congress has no power whatsoever 
over the subject. On the other hand, if it isa 
regulation of commerce, if it comes within 
that clause of the Constitution, then the power 
is exclusive in the General Government, or 
concurrent, and if concurrent and exercised 
by the General Government, it ousts the juris- 
diction of the States. 

It is, therefore, perfectly obvious that the 
difficult question in this case is to determine 
whether or not this is a regulation of com- 
merce or of police, a subject so difficult that 
the Supreme Court has again and again dif- 
fered in opinion upon it; its opinions are not 
entirely consistent, and the judges have said 
themselves that it is almost or quite impossi- 
ble to draw a satisfactory line of distinction 
between the two cases. 

I did hope tbat a bill which presents such 
a delicate question, one in which the pathway 
of judicial decision is not lighted by clear and 
consistent adjudications, but where the diffi- 
culty is so inherent that it is almost impossi- 
ble to arrive at safe conclusions; I did hope 
that a bill involving these great questions 
would not be hurried through in this- way. 
For one, while I am most anxious that the 
object of this bill shall be furthered by consti- 
tutional means that are practical and that are 
calculated to.achieve that object, while lam 
sincerely anxious for that, and have been and 
was when the bill was mooted a year ago, still 
I do not see my way clear to vote for this bill 
as it now stands; and for another reason, that 
I do. think the bill is imperfect. I cannot 
help but think that it is imperfect. Why, sir, 
in addition to what:has been said as to the im- 
perfectness of the bill, there are.other things 


| that might be mentioned. 


In answer to what was said about this clause, 
“in estimating such confinement, the time 
during which the animals have been confined 
without such rest. on connecting roads from 
which they are received shall be included, it 
being the intent of this act to prohibit their 
continuous confinement beyond the period of 
twenty-eight hours, except upon. contingen- 
cies hereinbefore stated,’’ the Senator. who 
has the bill in charge said there could be no 
difficulty about that. E 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. -My friend will 
permit me to suggest that I think, while the 
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Senator was out. of the. Chamber, an'amend- 
ment. was: introduced in the-bill by which the 
words: knowingly .and willfully’? were 
jnserted..y ous oc o eee 

Mre THURMAN. No; -L:was here and 
voted: for it. That undoubtedly has helped to 
remove. that objection,. because: otherwise it 
seems:to.me the answer that. was given by. the 
Senator who has the billin charge would not 
be-satisfactory. Perhaps that is sufficient for 
that purpose. .. . i : ; 

But now I wish to call attention to another 
matter in respect to this bill which shows the 
necessity of more mature consideration of the 
subject. . Herethere may be a confinement of 
twenty-eight consecutive hours. of transporte 
ation. Howisit now? Cattle trains ran now 
at the rate of about ten to twelve miles an 
hour.. Ifyou pass this bill is there no danger 
that the speed of these trains will be so in- 
creased as to incommode and injure the cattle 
more than a few hours’ confinement would do? 

For instance, take the ‘route from Chicago 
to Pittsburg, the greatest caltle route in the 
whole country, upon which more cattle are 
transported than upon any western railroad in 
the United States. Cattle trains now running 
from Chicago to Pittsburg take somewhere 
from thirty-six to forty-eight hours. They 
can run the whole distance in twenty-eight 
bours.: They.can by increasing tbe speed run 
from. Chicago to Pittsburg in twenty-eight 
hours, What would be the. ctfect. of that? 
‘Lhe effect of that, ] am very fearful, would be 
to do more injury to these brates thau your 
bill would do good, by the increased rate of 
speed at which tbey would run, and they would 
hava a direct interest in doing it, because it is 


no slight matter to provide accommodations | 


for all these caltlo. Do Senators know what 
it requires? Atthe great cattle yards of the 
Pennsylvania road at Pittsburg, the very 
building bave seen the contract with my 
own eyes—eost $200,000, The contract price 
for erecting the building at the great catile 
yards a few miles east of Pitsburg on that 
road, was $200,000, and that included not one 
dollar for the land and not one dollar for the 
fencing around those yards, The cattle yards 
of the Baltimore and Ohio roud at Parkers- 


burg—I do not know what they cost—must | 


have cost a very large sum of money indeed, 
Hoere the Pennsylvania road would have a 
direct interest in running it trains at so rapid 
a rate of speed from Chicago to Pittsburg ag 
to do away with the necessity of any inter 
mediate station for cattle. Now, where I hive 
there is also a cattle trade. On tbe line 
of the railroads passing through Columbus 
there is a large cattle trade, and they have a 
cattle station at Columbus. Lknow it cost a 
great deal of money to establish these caitle 
yards, k requires a large area of ground; it 
requires buildings that are costly, and it re- 
quires the constant attention of men and a 
large supply of provender, 
done in a day; it cannot be done in a month. 
The arrangements cannot be made so as to do 
td very speedily. as Senatora suppose it may 
e 
stringent, there will be attempts made to evade 
it by running the trains at a higher rate of 
specd, with more injury to the beasts perhaps 
than they now suffer from the confinemeut 
they endure. 


I make these remarks in a practical point | 


of view.. There is no man who is more 
anxious than I am to see some remedy pro- 
vided. I have witnessed with my own eyes 
the torture of these beasts until | turned away 
because { could not look at it longer. I have 
seen them where they were lying dead, smoth- 
ered by the beat, and I know whatitis. After 
all, however, interest is the greatest regulator, 
the interest of the shipper and the interest of 
the railroad to have shippers. Now, what is 
it that makes one railroad more sought than 
another to transport cattle? It is the prepara- 
tions that that road makes for transporting them 


This caunot be j 


done; and therefore, if the law is too | 


$ 


3 


| compelled to vote against the bill, 


j road, does auy person suppose that Congress 


with comfort to themselves. and without loss. 
I know.a railroad—I will not mention it be- 
cause it might seem invidious—that gets nearly 
all the cattle transportation from a great sec- 
tion of the country, though traversed by other 
roads, because that road has accommodations 
so that it cau unload cattle and water and feed 
them and take good care of them, and then, 
speed them on their way. This bill will not 
affect that road: at-all, because there is never a 
beast that is twenty-eight bours in continuous 
transportation: upon that road. That road 
would like to see this bill pass. That road ig 
benefited perhaps by it, or at least would not 
object to, it so far as itis concerned; but itis a 
measure that requires the greatest considera- 
tion; it is a measure that requires practical 
knowledge of the subject, that ought to be 
most carefully guarded, independent of all 
qnestions about the Constitution. - 

1 make these remarks with great regret, 
because I have been disposed to favor some 
measure of this kind, and I would be extremely 
glad if I could see my way clear to vote for 
this bill. - If I am forced to vote upon it as it 
is now, believing it to be a-measare that has 
not received the consideration. it ought to 
have, I shall with great reluctance feel con- 
strained to vote against it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not desire or 
intend to detain the Senate; but E wish to say 
simply that. do not believe the constitutional 
power resides in Congress to pass a law of 
this character, and for that reason I shall be 


There sre other objections aside from the 
constitutional incompetency of Congress to 
pass the proposed law. If Congress has the 
right to enact this law, to regulate the manner 
in which cattle shall be transported by the 
railroads of this country, l inquire whether 
Congress does not possess the power to regu- 
Jute the price at which the cattle shall be 
carried? May it not enter into all the details 
in reference not only to the mode in which 
transportation shall take place, but the price 
at which the railroads shall carry them? 

If this bill shall become a law it may result 
that you will increase the cost of transporta- 
tion, because if the railroad companies have 
to exercise all this care and be subject to all 
the responsibilities imposed by this law, they 
will increase the charge for the transportation 
of cattle over their roads. It may even go 
further than that, Some company forming a 
connecting link between your large cities and 
the great West may utterly refuse to receive 
and transport over their roads any cattle, and 
hence the law may become the means of de- 
priving the eastern markets of a supply of 
beet. 

This matter has not been properly consid- 
ered. if Congress may regulate the mode of 
carrying cattle over the roads of private cor- 
porations, may it not do it over railroads 
created by the States themselves and operated 
by the States through their agents? Suppose, 
for instance, the State of New York or the 
State of Pennsylvania should build a railroad 
and through her own agents carry on that rail- 


has power to dictate to the State the mode in 
which she shall carry cattle over her own roads, 
built by the State authority herself? Lappre- | 
hend that if it is true that a State could defy 
your legislation, the companies which the 
State creates may exercise the same power; 
and thus the matter may come before the 
courts and the question of the constitutional 
power of Congress to enact this law be raised ; 
and in my apprehension the courts will decide 
that this legislation is wanting in authority. 

I did uot intend to do anything more than 
simply state my objection to the bill; not that 
Tam opposed to cattle being properly taken 
care of; I think that it ought to be done. I 
think it is an act of great inhumanity that the 
conductors of railroads do not make proper 
provision, and I would be glad to see them do | 


it, and I believe the States through which they 
pass ought to take hold of the subject and 
compel the railroad companies to make proper 
provision for earrying cattle safely, “But when 
you ask Congress to do it, it is a different ques- 
tion. Itis an attempt on the part of Congress 
to usurp the powers that legitimately belong 
to the States; and in these times when we see 
the tendency to the centralization of power, it 
becomes every member on this floor to watch 
with jealous care to see that no encroachment 
is made on the rights of the States, and that no 
prerogatives are usurped by the Federal Legis- 
lature that properly belong to the State Legis- 
latures, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendments made 
asin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. NORWOOD. ` Is it in order to move a 
substitute for the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is, 

Mr. NORWOOD. I offer the following as 
a substitute: . 

Whereas complaints have boen made to Congress 
of cruel treatment to. animals while in transitu 
through the States of this Union, and congressional 
legislation is prayed for to prevent such cruelty; 
and whereas doubt is entertained ‘as to the power 
of Congress to legislate on this subject: Therefore, 

Be tt resolved by the Senate and House of Hepre- 
sentatives in Congress assembled, That the Governors 
of the several States are hereby respectfully sotie- 
ited to bring the subject of prevention of cruelty to 
animais while being transported through the several 
States to the notice of the Legislatures of their re- 
spective States, to the end that such concerted 
action may be effected through said Legislatures as 
will prevent such cruelty. 

Resolvert, That the Secretary of the Senate forth- 
with furnish a copy of this aet to the Governor of 
euch of the several States. 

1 do not vise to discuss the proposition, but 
I think in view of the arguments which have 
been presented as to the constitutionality of 
the bill now pending before the Senate, it is a 
matter of doubt at least, and the best course 
to pursue on account. of those doubts is to 
refer the matter to the States. .1 think the 
States themselves will take such action as will 
bring about the result sought by the mover of 
the bill. {shall not detain the Senate after 
the prolonged discussion by preseuting any 
views, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is'on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Georgia as a substitute. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on concurring iù the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. i 

It was ordered that the amendments be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time. ‘The 
bill was read the third time, 

Mr. SAULSBURY called for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill; and they were 
ordered. ` š 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that after this 
vole is taken a recess be had until half past 
seven. 

Mr. CONKLING. I object, until afier we 
vote on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio is entitled to make the motion 
at this time, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the motion that 
after taking the vote we take a recess until 
half past seven o'clock. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope the Senator will not 
say immediately after the vote. There is a 
biil which I have been striving to get up for 
several days, and I hope we shall pass it be- 
fore we take a recess. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Ohio submit a motion? ea 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the motion that 
after a vote on this bill we take a recess until 
half past seven. f . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio moves that after the announcement 
of the vote on the final passage of this bill a 
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recess: shall be taken until balf past seven 
o'clock. ; 

The question is on that motion. . 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us have the ‘yeas 
and nays. We are going to lose this bill by 
this course. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. í 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was about to with- 
draw my demand for the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen- 

_ ator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for a vote on the 
motion for a recess. The Senator from Dela- 
ware says he will not demand a vote by yeas 
and nays. na Ù 
me CONKLING. Then let us pass the 

ill. Sor 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, the order for yeas and.nays on 
the question of taking a recess will be re 
scinded. The order is rescinded. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio, that after the final disposition of this 
bill a recess shall be taken until half past 
seven o'clock this evening. 
The motion was agreed to. ‘ 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 want to record my 
vote on the passage of the bill. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
and nays were ordered on the passage of the 
bill, and that call cannot:be withdrawn without 
unanimous consent. The Senator from Illinois 
objects, and the Secretary will call the roll on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Jounsron] asked me to state that he was 
paired on this bill with the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr..Ropertson.] Mr. Jounsron 
would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and Mr. ROBERTSON would 
vote ‘f yea”? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was requested to say 
by the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. Srevey- 
son] that he was compelled to leave the Sen- 
ate Chamber on account of sickness. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, lowe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, and Wilson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Davis of 
West Virginia, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Kelly, Nor- 
wood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Schurz, Thurman, and 
Trumbull—13. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Carpen- 
ter, Coopèr, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut; Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 
Goidthwaite; Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Har- 
lan, Hitcheock, Johnston, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, 
Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Tipton, Vickers, West, Windom, and 
Wright—365, 


So the bill was passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (at five 
o'clock and ten minutes p. m.) Pursuant to 
the order of the Senate, the Senate now takes 
a recess until half past seven o'clock, 


ques- 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o’clock p. m. 
AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 


Be it resulved by the Senate, (the House of Repre- 
sentatives concurring,) That there be printed six 
thousand additional copies of so much of the ninth 
census as relates to the statisties of agriculture, for 
the use of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD, 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I enter.a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 


dria, and Manassas Railroad Company to run 

trains and transport freight and passengers 

within the District of Columbia, was passed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pom- 


. EROY in the chair.) The motion will be entered. 


“ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COLE. I move that the Senate pro- | 


ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
ae being the miscellaneous appropriation 
lik 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia if he will not give way for half an hour 
to enable me to put on their passage a few bills 
from the Military Committee, 

Mr. COLE. 1 cannot consent to a post- 
ponement of the appropriation bill. I want to 
make some progress with it to-night. It is of 
great importance that it should be disposed of 
as soon as possible. I regret very much to do 
so, but J shall have to object to anything else 
being done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS in’the chair.) ‘The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from California, 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator consent 
that I shall bave an hour and a half on Thurs- 
day night? 

Mr. COLE. There are not enough Senators 
hereto make an assignment now ; I will help 
the Senator through the best I can when the 
appropriation bills are disposed of, but I can- 
not consent to night. 

Mr. POMEROY. Last night, just before 
we adjourned, the Senator from Massachuseits 
made the same request, and it was generally 
acceded to, but it so happened that we were 
without a quorum. I think the Senator from 
Massachusetts ought to have half an hour at 
the beginning of the session to finish those 
bills he’ has reported and then let the Senator 
from California go on with his bill, and I will 
then stand by him. 

Mr. COLE. Ido hope Senators will permit 
me to go on with the appropriation bill now, 
so that we may make some progress upon it. 
It is a matter of very great importance, and 
we want to know the ground upon which we 
stand without any farther delay. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I hope the 
appropriation bill will be taken up. 

Mr. POMEROY. If it is insisted upon, I 
sball call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia to proceed to the consideration of the 
civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. 1 presume it is in order 
to discuss the subject of taking it up. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Discussion 
of the question of the propriety of taking up 
the bill is in order. . 

Mr. POMEROY. I was going to observe 
that I would not put an obstacle inthe way of 
the passage of this appropriation bill, but the 
rights of the whole American people are not 
in that appropriation bill. 

Mr. COLE. Yes, sir, I think they are. 

Mr. POMEROY. There are other people 
than those contemplated and provided for in 
the appropriation bill. Idonot think we ever 
spent a more profitable night than we did last 
night, in relieving a great many people who 
have been in attendance upon Congress the 
whole session. A large number of bills were 
passed. Those men felt happy. They went 
home. I suppose they have gone home; they 
ought to go. Now, I say there are other 
committees besides the Committee on Appro- 
priations. The Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads have a few bills, mere routine 
business, nothing that will create discussion, 
that ought to be disposed of. The Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs have got a few. Why 
is it that nothing can be considered but an 
appropriation bill ora tariff bill? . 

Mr. COLE. Simply because the appropri- 
ation bill at present is of more importance 


No. 2847) to authorize the Orange, Alexan- ii than-any other bill, and the Senator knows as 


weed 


well as I do that if we do not get it through 
before the time for the adjournment, it ‘will 
result necessarily in another session. We: have 
barely commenced this long bill and it will 
take some time to read it.’ {t will’ satisfy the 
Committee on` Appropriations to make some 
progress upon the bill to-night, to. see where 
we stand and see what amendments will be 
adopted and what will “be discussed and’ cor- 
tested. ae ` 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator does not pro- 
pose to act definitely and finally upon this bill 
to-night? - f 

Mr. COLE. I should like very much to 
pass it to-night, but I am in great doubt about ` 
our ability to do that. Hag 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. POMEROY. I am not going to’ be 
factious in my opposition, but I thought the 
Senator from California would -be reasonable 
and yield to this request. ~ eae. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I rise to a point. of 
order. l : i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California will state his point of 
order. : è 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understood to-day 
that by an-order of the Senate we took a 
recess from a certain hour until half past 
seven o’clock, for the purpose of going on 
this evening with bills from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The PRES{DING OFFICER. The Ckair 
will state to the Senator from California that 


i that order was rescinded by a vote of the 


Senate. ; ; 

Mr. CASSERLY. Therecess was rescinded, 
but [ understood the new recess was under the 
same order ag to business. , : : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No motion 
of that kind was made. The old order was 
rescinded in toto, as the Chair understands. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from California to proceed to the 
consideration of the civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. . After what the Senator 
from California now says, that he will yield 
after a little while, I shall not ask for the yeas 
and nays upon that motion. ý 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARSHAL OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from Cal. | 
ifornia to Jet this bill lie aside informally until 
I can have a resolution passed to correct a 
clerical error in a bill which passed on Satur- 
day. It requires simply the reading of the 
resolution, which will not occupy halfa minute. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senator will not 
insist on his request. : : 

Mr. SAWYER. Itis merely the correction 
of a word; the insertion of.“ May” instead 
of ‘April’? ina bill. It was a bill reported 
from the Judiciary. Committee, and an amend- 
ment was made to insert “May” instead of 
‘* February,’’ and it was made ‘' April’’ instead 
of ** May.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from South Carolina asks unanimous con- 
sent to consider at thistime aresolution, which 
will be read. ' 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
atives concurring,) That the joint Committee on 
Enrolled Bills be directed to insert in the enroll- 
ment of the bill (H. R. No. 2683) to grant additional 
compensation to the marshal of South Carolina the 
word “ May” in lieu of the word * April,” which 
was by mistake inserted in the amendment of the 
Senate to the said bill and so concurred in by the 
House of Representatives, and that the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills be authorized to correct the said 
mistake in the enrollment of the said bill. 


- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the consideration of this concur- 
rent resolution? 
Mr. POMEROY. 
same year? 

Mr. SAWYER, It is May of the same 


ear. ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


Is it *‘May’’ of the 
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hears no objection to the present consideration 
of: the resolution; and it is before the Senate. 
© Phe resolution was adopted. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


<: Mr COLE; Now, I hope we shall go on 
with the appropriation bill, 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2705) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses-of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873, and for other pur- 
poses, the pending question being on the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, which was on page 15, from line three 
hundred and forty-nine to line three hundred 
and fifty-seven, to strike out the following 
proviso ‘at the close of the appropriation for 
continuation of the construction of the build- 
ing for the Department of State: 


Provided, That no part of the money appropriated 
by this bill for erecting any public building shall be 
expended except upon contracts duly entered into 
in pursuance of advortising tor proposals for the 
work and materials, and which contracts shall be 
let to the lowest bidder, who shall give bonds for the 
performance of the said contract or contracts: Pro- 
vided, further, That this provision shall only apply 
to public buildings under the control of the Treasury 
Department, 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer the 
following amendment, which was sent to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and by some 
inadvertence not acted upon, although J think 
they are all in favor of it-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will suggest to the Senator from Vermont that 
it is not in order to offer amendments until 
the amendments reported by the Committec 
ou Appropriations are gone through with. 

Mr. COLE. Do I understand the Senator 
to offer the amendment to be referred to the 
committee? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. No; it was 
offered, and by some omission not acted upon 
by the committee, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
cannot receive the amendment at this time, 
necording to the usage of the Senate. The 
ene will proceed with the reading of the 

ah, . 


‘Lhe reading of the bill was continued. The | 


next amendment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations was ou page 16, line three hundred 
aud sixty five, to reduce the appropriation to 
commence the erection of x building at Cin 
cinnti, Ohio, for the accommodation of the 
United States’ courts, custom-house, United 
States depository, &e., from $800,000 to 
$700,000. 
‘The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. POMEROY, The Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds in all propositions 
of this character insist that belore any of the 
money shall be expended the title shall be sc- 
cured to the United States, and the State re- 
Hinguish its jurisdiction und its right to tax. 
I do not see anything of that sort in these 
provisions, 

Mr. SHERMAN, That has been done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state that all those questions will arise 
when the amendments of the committee are 
gone through with, At the present time the 
guestion does not properly arise. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That has already been 
doue by the State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations was ou page 17, line three hundred 
and. ninety, after the word fact” to strike 
out the remainder of the clause in the follow- 
ing words: 

And the balances of appropriations for the current 
fiscal year for the construction of public buildings 
which may remain unexpended at the close of this 
fiscal ycar are hereby renppropriated; and any baj- 
ance of appropriation made for the building for 
post office and sub-Treasury in Boston, Massachu- 


| ary. 
j ment of the Sevator from Massachusetts, you 


setts, is hereby authorized to be applied to the con- 
structing and furnishing the necessary furniture and 
outfit for the said building, and preparing - the 
approaches therefo, and the sidewalks around the 
same. 


Mr. WILSON. I propose to amend that 
amendment by retaining all of that portion 
proposed to be stricken out after the word 
“ reappropriated,” in line three hundred and 
ninety-three. 

The Cuter Creek. It is proposed to amend 
the amendment by striking out the following 
words: 

- And the balances of appropriations for the cur- 
rent fiscal yoar for the construction of public build- 


ings which may remain unexpended at the close of 
this fiscal year are hereby reappropriated. 


Mr. SAWYER. Before the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts is acted upon I 
think it would be well to have a letter on this 
bject from the Secretary of the Treasury 
read, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I take it this is like all 
these transfer balances of appropriations. If 
the Senator from Massachusetts wants any 
given sum to finish the work on the Boston 
post office, let it be appropriated; but let these 
balances go intothe Treasury. 1am very glad 
to see that the Committee on Appropriations 
stand upon that principle. ‘Then if the De- 
partments want money we know how much 
money is appropriated, 

Mr. EDMONDS. The greatest reforma- 
tion, with all respect to the reformers, who 
are always absent when we have these ques- 
tions betore us—- 

Mr. WILSON. Let us have the facts first 
as they are stated in that letter of the Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treasury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the facts 
as well as the Secretary of the Treasury. We 
know whatweareabout. The greatest reform 
that has been accomplished since this Admin- 
istration orany Administration began, was the 
reform accomplished by my honorable friend 


from Maine [Mr. Morri) when in the act | 


of 1870 he cut up these balances ol appro- 
priations root and brauch, and having done 


| that millions have been sayed to the people 


of this country already, and we have brought 


the public expenditures into a compass that | 
we can understand every time we are called | 


upon to appropriate money precisely what we 
are doing and what has become of the money. 
Now itis proposed, and has been a hundred 


| times perhaps already, to make an iusidtous 


retrogression by putting clauses into the ap- 
propriation bils holding up for some special 
pirpose the old balances. So far Congress 


Departments to go back to the old. order of 
things, and this very year in all the body of 
Appropriation bills that we have passed, we 
have appropriated for public buildings, cus- 
tom-houses, aud post oflices, upon the theory 
that the old balances go back into the Treas- 
Now, then, if you agree to the amend- 


give more tothe Boston post office than the 
foundation statute intended should be given; 
you give what we have given in the legislative 


bill and in the other bills, whatever they may. 


be, and then in addition you give the old bal- 
ance which we took into consideration when 
we made the regular appropriation. 
to agree to the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts would be a contrivance in 


reality to get for the Boston post oflice more | 


than has been demanded for it and more than 
Congress intended togive. Lhope the amend- 
ment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. 1l desire to have the letter 
of the Secretary read, and let the Senate 
understand the facts, and then, if we stand on 
anything, let us stand on principle. 

Mr. 3DMUNDS. So say l. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“Upon an examination of the bill (H. R. No. 2705) 
providing appropriations for sundry civil expenses 


of the Government, as reported by the Senate Com- 
mittee ou Appropriations on the 29th instant, I-find 


has stoutly resisted these attempts of the | 


So that | 


on page 17, at Hine three hundred and ninety, that 
the committee has stricken out the section provid- 
ing for the reappropriation of balancesof appropria- 
tions for the construction of public buildings, which 
passed the House of Representatives, ` : 

“On thel9th ultimo I addressed a letter to the 
chairman of the Senate Committee on.Appropria- 
tions, transmitting the form ofa bill desigued to make 
appropriations for the construction of publie build- 
ings continuous. The legislation therein proposed 
would, I still think, be better than the provision 
included in the House bill, and which the Senate 
committeo has stricken ont. Bot J invite your at- 
tention to the fact that unless some legislation is 
had upon this subject either general, as provided 
in the bill transmitted with my letter, or special, as 
provided in the section referred to, it will beeame 
necessary to suspend all operations, on the 80th 
proximo, upon many of the most important publie 
‘buildings now in the course of erection by this 
Department. i 

| In live three hundred and ninety-three, on the 
same page, I see that the Senate committee had algo 
stricken out the paragraph providing for. the appli- 
cation of a certain balance to the furnishing of the 
Boston post office, and preparing tho approaches 
thereto. This matter was fully explained to the 
House committee, and I can sco no reason why it 
should be stricken from the bill unless the Seuate 
committee deem itadvisable to delay the completion 
of that important work.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say one word 
in respect to that letter. I have had the honor 
of an interview: with the Secretary of the 
Treasury since the date of that letter, in which 
this matter was discussed ; and I must say, with 
all my friendship for the honorable Secretary, 
I think he cuts it a little too strong, to use’a 
common phrase, when he puts it, “unless the 
Senate committee wish to delay the prosecu- 
tion of public works.” He has no right to say 
that. On the contrary, the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations wish to prosecute public 
works that are authorized by law, but they do 
not wish that a dollar of the public money shall 
be expended for such purposes that hus not 
been regularly appropriated so that we know 
how it is to be accounted for. ‘There ig the 
difference. It is true there are inconveniences 
in this method of having the law, 

There are greater inconveniences, enormous 
abuses, on the other side; and the only ques- 
tion, therefore, is iw balancing conveniences 
and inconveniences, difficulties on one side 
and difficulties on the other, where you are 
to strike the true live of security, We have 
found, and I am sure the Senator from Maine 
will bear me out in what I say, that a great 
reform has been accomplished in holding 
strictly to the provisions of the act of 1870; 
indeed a much larger reform than even we 
anticipated when we carried that measure 
| through. Jn a thousand different ways it has 
cropped out that abuses in expenditure which 
were not even suspected when we passed that 
bill, and which were the culmination of years 
and years and years through many Adminis- 
trations, have been detected and cut off. Et 
is natural that each one of these Departments 
(because it is not peculiar to the Treasury 
alone, but to every one of them) should ask 
you in their particular case to make an excep- 
tion for them. Bir, let us stand by this law, 
and whatever money is necessary let us-‘appro- 
priate it man-fashion and directly. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. , So far as 
the pablie buildings are concerned, where the 
bills authorizing them are in terms such as have 
heen reported by the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds of the Senate, it does 
not make a particle of difference whether the 
unexpended balances are covered into’ the 
Treasury or not, for the reason that in every 
instance for a long time there has been no 
building authorized by the committee of the 
Senate, and 1 do not recollect of a bill of the 
House that they amended in this particular in 
which the amendment failed, in which we have 
not limited the amounts of expenditure and 
provided that there should be no expenditure 
until the plan of the building had been made 
and approved by the Secretary cf thé Treasury. 

This amendment will be an inconvenience, 
for instance, in Oregon, where an appropria- 
tion was made and limited, and they have a 


sufficieht amount of money to complete the 
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building. It will be an inconvenience also at 


Omaha, where a sufficient amount. of money. 
is now appropriated to complete it without: 


taking this new appropriation in this bill to 
which I am opposed, for lam in favor of mak- 
ing the Treasury. Department comply with the 
law, and not expend $171,000 where only 
$100,000 was originally authorized, and. the 
appropriation limited to that sum. 

Now, I should hope, in relation to these 
public buildings, where the amount has been 
absolutely limited by law, the plans have been 
made and approved, and the sum has been 
appropriated, that that sum will not be suffered 
to fall back into the Treasury and. have to. be 
reappropriated. I think it would be an in- 
convenience, and would be no economy. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. My attention has 
been called to this provision by the Senator 
from. Oregon, who is how absent, [Mr. Cor- 
BEIT, ] with the desire that I should offer an 
amendment. I suppose itis not in order now. 
I see the inconveniences which are anticipated 
to arise from striking out this clause; but I 
rather agree on the whole with the necessity 
of adhering to.the rule. -I think I know prac- 


tically the inconveniences or the detriment to, 


the Treasury by the former construction, and 
I should regret extremely to see this rule 
relaxed. It occurs to me that. the difficulty 
anticipated by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and also by the Senator from Oregon, may be 
obviated by an amendment to this bill making 
an appropriation to cover this deficiency, 1 
so suggested to the Senator from Oregon, and 
he has left with me an amendment, of which 
notice has been given, and at the proper time, 
this not being that time, if he is not here I 
shall offer an amendment which will cover the 
balance that would be covered into the Treasury 
if this provision is passed. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the effect of the 
amendment generally ? 

Mr. MORRILL of Maine. The amendment 
is to this effect: there being a balance of 
appropriation unexpended for the Portland 
custom-house in Oregon, by the law to which 
reference has been made it will be covered 
into the Treasury at the end of the fiscal year, 
and so lost for that particular purpose, and 
being lost, and no appropriation having been 
made this year, as they were relying upon that 
balance, they will be without means to carry 
on the work. So instead ofa general provision 
like this touching all cases, an amendment will 
-be proposed to meet that particular case. 

Mr. COLE, . There is no objection to a re- 
appropriation of a specific amount as a reap- 
propriation, so that it may appear on the face 
of the law to be a reappropriation. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I suggest to 
the Senator from Massachusetts that the same 
thing can be done in this case. 

Mr. WILSON, Iwill withdraw the motion 
with that understanding. 

Mr. SAWYER, There are a great many 
cases of the same kind. The Portland, Ore- 
gon, caseis not a singleone. The whole light- 
house establishment is in the same condition. 
Nearly all our public, buildings in the course 
of construction are in the same condition. 
Our public buildings ought to be excepted 
from the general covering-in act, there being 
peculiar reasons why the balances in the case 
of public buildings should not be covered in 
which do not exist in regard to the ordinary 
balances of appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator 
what the diference is? 

Mr. SAWYER. Simply because the carry- 
ing on of the work and the employment of 
hundreds of thousands of men depend upon it, 
and the suspension of the work is a loss of 
thousands of dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me ask the Senator 
if the same rule does not apply to all the Army 
expenditures, the appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and the transportation of supplies? 

Mr. SAWYER. I.ask the Senator if we 


| priations. 


stop feeding the Army because balances. are 
covered into the Treasury? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, you do not, be- 
cause you reappropriate the money; you know 
what you are about; but Iam asking the Sen- 


„ator whether the same rulc he is arguing does 


not apply to the case of fortifications? 

Mr. SAWYER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [ask him if it does not 
apply to the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. No; it does not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not? 

-Mr. SAWYER. For this reason: the work 
on rivers and harbors is work which, in some 
instances, may be suspended without loss; but 
to suspend work on the New York post office 
for one week or for one month, and begin 
again, would cause an immense loss to the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isitto be presumed that 
Congress would arbitrarily suspend work when 
it ought not tobe done? Cannot Congress be 
trusted to make the annual appropriations for 
public buildings? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifyou cannot trust Con- 
gress you cannot trust anybody. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I agree with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont entirely. My attention 
was called to this subject since and during the 
war, and I aided the Senator from Maine in 
bringing about this reform. There were more 
gross and scandalous abuses growing out of 
transferring appropriations and using unex- 
pended balances than in all the other depart- 
ments of the Government combined. If you 
keep the power of Congress over these appro- 
priations and make them annually for the ser- 
vice of each fiscal year, and do not confine 
this matter to any branch of the service, but 
extend it to all without favor, you will then 
have some power of control over appropria- 
tions. But if you allow balances appropri- 
ated for one year to be carried over into the 
next, sometimes transferred, the power of 
Congress over appropriations is entirely gone. 
During one year of Johnson's administration 
more than twenty million dollars was expended 
in this way without any knowledge of Con- 
gress on the subject, or any control by Con- 
gress over the expenditures. in“one case 
in the War Department they reported to us 
that they only wanted one or two millions for 
a particular branch, and it was found they had 
$10,000,000 of balances of appropriaiions 
standing over, and that explains tbe reason 
why they made such small estimates ; so that 
we actually deceived and misled the people 
by our appropriations, and the money ex- 
pended far exceeded the appropriations, and 
when they were called to account for it they 
said they had balances of some past year. 
Money that was appropriated for the support 
of the Army in the trying times of the war 
was used as late as 1869 for purposes other 
than those designed by Congress. 

For one, while I have a seat on this floor I 
will sustain the Committee on Appropriations 
in standing by the principle of annual appro- 
Sir, it is a constitutional principle. 
They do the same thing in England. The 
annual budget is maintained there ; and soalso 
by our Government. The framers of our Con- 


stitution contemplated annual appropriations, | 


so that- Congress from year to year would pass 
upon the expenditures of the Government. I 
am glad therefore to see the spirit manifested 
by the Senator from Vermont to adhere to the 
rule as laid down in 1870. While the Depart- 


ments may complain of it, it is the business |! 


of Congress to see that the ruleisapplied. If 
they want any specific sum of money to carry 
on a work that is unfinished, let them come 
here, and I have no doubt they will get the 
appropriation promptly and fairly made, If, 
however, Congress desires to suspend opera- 
tions or limit expenditures, as a matter of 
course it will be done; but if there is any. 
proper subject of expenditure the demand for 
ig will be promptly met by Congress. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) The chair. understands the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
to be withdrawn. > 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say one word on 
this subject. The allusions of the Senator 
from Ohio to the gross abuses that existed with 
regard to the transfer of balances from one 
appropriation to another, and with regard to 
the carrying of balances from one year to an- 
other prior to the passage of the act of July 12, 
1870, requiring all these balances'to be covered 
in, relate to a very different matter from the 
pending question. The question here is an 
appropriation for a building, the amount re- 
quired for which we know exactly, and can 
know from year to year. Take, for instance, 
the post office at New York. Iv is limited by 
the act making the appropriation two years 
ago to a certain sum. We know just exactly 
how much has been appropriated to it. We 
do not know exactly, though I presume it may 
be in some of the documents submitted to.us, 
but it is not before us now, how much of that 
balance may remain unexpended at the end 
of the present fiscal year; but the calculations 
of the Treasury Department in making the 
estimates have been based on the fact that 
whatever had been appropriated to the New 
York post office would be carried over, because, 
as [ said, it was known that the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds intended to 
propose an amendment of that kind in the 
case of public buildings. 

Now, my friend from Ohio well knows that 
during the war there. was a law passed au- 
thorizing appropriations for Army and Navy 
purposes to be transferred from one account 
to another ; an appropriation which was made 
for ordnance might be carried to the engineer 
department; an appropriation made for cloth- 
ing might be used for provisions, &c. All 
that old system is abandoned. I know that 
at one time there were $17,000,000 of unex- 
pended balances in the Navy Department 
arising from various appropriations made 
during the war. We knew nothing about 
them, because they had unlimited power of 
transferring them from one head to another. 

This is no such case as that. This isa case 
where we do know exactly what the appropri- 
ation is for, a particular building. We cau go 
to the report of the Secretary and know how 
much has been expended for it. Wedo know 
in this individual case exactly how much we 
have appropriated for it, how much balance 
there is, and what this clause appropriates. We 
kuow there is about fifty seven thousand dol- 
lars appropriated for furniture and granite 
approaches to the Boston custom-house. Why 
not, knowing all these facts, they being abso- 
lutely definite, not indefinite, not beyond our 
control, let the proposition that is made here 
by the Treasury Department stand when it is 
not subject to any of the abuses to which the 
law towhich my friend from Ohio has referred 
was subject? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion ison the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

‘Lhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 17, after line four 
hundred and two, to insert the following clause : 

For machinery and apparatus for the new branch 
mint building at San Francisco, California, $160,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 18, after 
line four bundred and thirty-four, to insert the 
following clause: . 


For a light-house-and_steam fog-signal st the 
southerly end of Block Island, entrance to Long 
Island sound, $75,000. 


_ The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 21, after 
line four hundred and ninety-five, to insert 
the following clause: f 


For asecond-class light on or near Hunting Island, 
South Carolina, $25,000; and ‘such site ds may be 
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“necessary for stich light shall be ‘selected on the 
ipade now in the possession of the United States by 
the Light-House Board, and such site shali be ex- 
empted from the operation of any law providing for 
the restoration to the former owners of lands sold 
for direct. taxes. Be tne j 

The-amendment was agreed to. 

The following clause of tbe bill having been 
read— : ars : : 

‘Ehat appropriations for light-house purposes shall 
bo available for expenditure for two years after acts 
of Legislatures ceding jurisdiction over sites: Pro- 
vided, however, That this: section shall not apply to 
any. general appropriations for light~house pur- 
poses: And provided further, That in no case shall 
any special appropriation he available formore than 
two'years without further provision of law; and the 
unexpended balances of appropriations for special 
works under the Light-[ouse Board made by the 
act approved March 3, 1871, entitled “An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of theGov- 
ernment for the fiscal yoar ending. June 30, 1872, und 
for other purposes,” are hereby reappropriated for 
the purposes therein speciticd. 


Mr. SHERMAN, That falls within the same 
rule precisely, and T call the attention of the 
Senator from Vermont to it. It is a reappro- 
priation of general sums without any limit. 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the third instance. 
“My apology, as far as I am concerned, is that 
being ill Í was in committee but an hour or 
two duting the whole consideration of this 
bill; and I suppose these instances were over- 
looked. There are two others, one at the ond 
of page 17 and top of page 18, and another at 
the foot of page 21, and this one on page 24. 
Ty ig not in order at this time to move to strike 
them out; but when we get through the read- 
ing, if somebody else does not, 1 shall make 
that motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The 

_ next ameudment of the Commitice on Ap- 
propriations was on page 24, lines five hun- 
dred and cighty-one and five hundred and 
cighty-two, to increase the appropriation “ for 
expenses of raising, cleaning, painting, repair- 
ing, removing, and supplying losses of buoys, 
spindles, and day beacons, and for chains, 
sinkers, and similar necessaries,” from $275,- 
000 to $800,000. ` 

` The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amondment wag on page 26, line 
six hundred and thirty, to reduce the appro- 
printion "for rent of office of surveyor gen- 
eral of California, fuel, books, stationery, und 
other incidental expenses, $7,000; and for 
clerks in bis office,” from $20,000 to $15,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 28, line 
six hundred and seventy-seven, to increase 
the appropriation ‘for surveying the public 
lunds in Louisiana at rates not exceeding 
ten dollars per linear mile for township and 
cight dollars for section lues,” from $8,000 to 
$18,000, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [ask the chairman to 
explain that, It is a pretty large increase; I 
was not in committee when it was done. 

Mr. COLE. The chairman of the Commit- 

. tee on Appropriations of the House came to 
our conmmilwe-room and stated that was a 
mistake in the House. That was the state 
ment made by the chairman, and a request 
was made by him for a correction. If the 
Senate thinks itis not a mistake we can dis- 
agree to the amendment. In the next par- 
agraph the amount is $18,000 for Florida, and 
he said it was intended to be the same for 
Louisiana. 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. We have not any lands 
in either State that do not fall within the 
swainp-land act when the lands are surveyed. 

Mr. COLE. I take it my colleague on the 
committee speaks with authority and under- 
standing of the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on this amendment, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was on page 29, after 
the word “dollars,” in line six hundred and 
ninety-three, to insert the following : 


| dispatch as he stated. 


And the Secretary of War is hereby directed to pay, | 


for oxpenses incurred in suppressing Indian hostili- 
ties in the Territory of Montana, in the year 1867, to 
the persons entitled thereto, the several amounts, 
asreported upon by General James A. Hardié, un- 
der the provisions of section ten of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government, and for other purposes, 
for the year ending June 30, 1871,” approved July 


15, 1870; and for that parpose there is hereby appro- | 


riated, from any money in the.Treasury of the 

nited States not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $518,343, or so much thereof as may be necessary ; 
and that the claim of Leander S. Black for the sam 
of $374 97, or so much thereof as may be found just 
after examination under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, shall be paid asthe other claims already 
reported on, and the amount necessary therefor is 
hereby appropriated. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [should like to have 
this amendment explained and hear the docu- 
ments read about this half million dollars, 
if it is not intrusive, TE, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that ought-to be 
stricken out. ‘hisisan ‘‘old soldier.” It 
has been pending here a number of years, and 
ought to be considered in a separate bill. 
is not an appropriation for the current year. 
It is a falsehood on its face to begin with. 
The bill commences by providing— 

That the following sums be, and tho samo are 
hereby, appropriated for the objects horeinafter ox- 
prossad for the fiscal yoar ending June 30, 1873. 

That is an old matter. It grew out of a fright 
in the Territory of Montana; it: has been de- 
bated here for three orfour years. 1 examined 
it a few years ago, andam entirely satisfied it 
ought not to be paid, but the facts have now 
passed from my recollection. Certainly, it 
ought not to be put on an appropriation bill ; 
it ought to come up as a separate matter when 
we may have an opportunity to examine it. I 
have forgotten pretty much all I knew about it. 

Mr. HARLAN. I inquire of the honorable 
Senator if it has not been examined through 
the officers of the War Department? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment states 
here that General Hardie has examined the 
claims, but if the Senator wants us to stop 
here and go over and examine these papers, 
they ought to be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and we ought to have a report 
and take up the case ina separate bill. Surely 
a claim involving $500,000 ought not to be put 
on one of ourappropriation billsand we forced 
to examine it at this period of the session. 
There are a great bundle of documents in re- 
gard to this matter. I examined them at one 
time carefully, and was of opinion that the 
claim oughi not to be paid, 

Mr. TRUMBULL, 1 never examined the 
papers of which the Senator from Ohio speaks, 
but I was in Montana some two or three years 
ago, and I heard about these transactions and 
saw many of the persons who furnished sup- 
plies to these troops. A regiment of troops 
was raised in Montana under what they sup- 
posed to be the authority of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. The acting Gov- 
ernor at that time was General Meagher, and 
he received a dispatch from General Sherman 
which he thought authorized him to raise this 


It} 


regiment of men, aud- the regiment was raised | 


in Montana and they were in service for some 
time. The parties who have these claims are 


and the bacon, and other provisions to supply 
the troops. J myself saw at Helena a num- 
ber of merchants, who appeared to be respect- 
able men, who told me of the supplies they 
had furnished, for which they had never re- 
ceived one dollar. The Government ought 
to pay the persons who furnished these sup- 
plies under the authority of the Governor of 
the Territory, and authorized by telegraphic 
I believe there was 
some controversy as to whether he construed 
the dispatch which he received from General 
Sherman correctly or not, but whether that is 
so or not, the persons who furnished the pro- 
visions for these troops called out by authority 
ought to be paid. 

‘This much I heard in regard to these mat- 
ters at that time, and I also understand that 


| persons who furnished the flour, and the beef, | 


| purpose. 


General Hardie of the Army has since been 
sent to Montana and spent several months 
there in examining these claims and vouchers, 
and he has cut them down, as I am informed. 
I suppose there is information on the part of 
the chairman of the committee, who can state 
exactly the facts; I am only stating the case 
generally, without an examination of the 
papers. I understood that he cut them down 
something like half; the amount: of the 
vouchers that were given was double what he 
recommended to be paid. He is a very com- 
petent officer, a gentleman, as I think, of high 
character, and Í have no doubt he scrutinized 
these accounts very carefully, General Hardie 
is known probably to most members of the 
Senate. He was on duty, a portion of the time 
that the' war was raging, in the War Depart 
ment here, and must he known to many Sei- 
ators. I have no doubt that be serutinized 
these claims with great care. Whether this is 
the proper place to provide for paying this 
sum 1 do ‘not: undertake to say; nor have I 
made a personal investigation of these claims, 
but I understand that they have been carefully 
und laboriously examined by General Hardie, 
who was sent out to Montana by the War De- 
partment for that purpose, and that this is the 
result of his investigation. I thought it duc 
to state this much that has come to my knowl- 
edge in regard to these claims. 

Mr. BORIEEMAN. ‘Some two or three years 


‘since this subject was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Territories, of which L was then. and 
am stilla member, and it was examined pretty 
thoroughly. ‘The authority for calling out the 
militia in Moutana under the orders which: 
were given, the supplies furnished, the length 
of time the men were in service, all these 
questions were examined by that committee. 
We had witnesses from Montana before us. 
The whole proceeding was very irregular. 
Acting Governor Meagher got frightened about 
some Indians out there, telegraphed to Gen- 
eral Sherman or the Secretary of War, and 
had some sort of authority for calling outsome 
militia probably, but the committee thought 
it was very irregular, as I have remarked. 
After-a thorough investigation we thought 
that some of these persons had been misled, 
that they had purchased some sort of supplies, 
bet that the amount could not exceed some 
$70,000 in all. ‘That was the outside, I be- 
lieve, that onr committee decided should be 
paid after a thorough investigation. What- 
ever came of that report Ido not know now; 
but this is my present- recollection of the con- 
clusion of the committee. J am not sure 
whether we made. a written report or not. 
Probably we did; but how it got from our 
committee I do not recollect. I am uot 
advised how this proceeding got up, but I sup- 
pose by some amendment to an Army appro- 
priation bill, We all know that Army officers 
are very liberal in their estimates; and taking 
it for granted, I apprehend, that it was intended 
by Congress to recognize this proceeding, all 
that General Hardie probably bas done is to 
go on and make an estimate, on the basis of 
what appeared before him, at the osdinary 
Army prices. 

I think that we ought to hesitate along time 
before we appropriate even $100,000 for this 
It seems to me it would be a much 
more prudent course to have this subject again 
committed to a committee to be reported upon 
specially, setting forth all the items of charge 
ter which there should be an allowance, and 
reporting a bill for the specific sum. ; 

I have thought it necessary to make this 
statement inasmuch asI participated in this 
investigation some two or three years since. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now have the papers 
before me in regard to this Montana claim, 
and cau give more information that I could 
when I rose hastily before. It has been some 
time siuce I examined the matter. Lask the 
Chair first whether this is in order under the 
tuleunder which we areacting. Therule under 
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which we are acting limits amendments to 
appropriation bills. : 

Mr. POMEROY. I raised that question 
this morning. Nothing is germane to the 
miscellaneous appropriation bill because there 
is no specific line in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifit is not germane, it 
cannot be put here. 

Mr. POMEROY. Everything is germane 
to this bill. It isnot like an Army bill, This 
is made up of sundry civil items. Any item 
of appropriation is in order on the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, No: it isa regular bill 
for the civil service of the Government for the 
fiscal year commencing on the 1st of July. 

Mr. POMEROY. What service? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The service of the fiscal 
year, for the future; not to pay for any past 
expenditures, but for the future. 

Mr. POMEROY. What Department? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No particular Depart- 
ment. : ae 

Mr. POMEROY. That is what I say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not to pay old 
claims; otherwise any private bill could be 
putin. In the first place, I insist that this is 
a private claim, because it is-due toa class of 
individuals. It is a claim five or six years 
old; and it is not germane to this bill. It is 
not recognized under any existing law. There 
is no law providing for the payment; on the 
contrary, it has always been disputed. I am 
now ready to go into details if we must con- 
sider it. 

Mr. CRAGIN. If the Senator from Qhio 
will yield to me a moment, l would like to 
state a little in addition to what was said by 
the Senator from West Virginia, having been 
upon the same committee that examined the 
case at the time to which he referred. 

As was stated by the Senator from West 
Virginia, some two or three years ago this 
matter in some way got before the Committee 
on Territories, of which he and myself are 
members. We speut some two weeks, I think, 
examining this claim, examining witnesses 
from Montana and documents upon the ques- 
tion. While I made up my mind that there 
was considerable money equitably due to citi- 
zeus of the Territory of Montana, I came to 
the full conclusion that most of the claims 
‘ought not to be paid. They claimed over a 
million of dollars, about twelve hundred 
thousand dollars. We examined it through, 
and the Senator doubtless recollects. that 
Senator Howard, of Michigan, who was on 
the committee, was instructed to report a bill 
or a resolution or an amendment to an appro- 
priation bill, I do not know which, to the 


Senate, and it was under that resclution or j 
bill, my’ impression is, that General Hardie | 


made this examination. There was something 
passed, either a billor an amendment to an 
appropriation bill, authorizing the Secretary 
of War to examine into these claims. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was an act of Con- 
gress. I have it before me. 

Mr. CRAGIN. It was drawn by Senator 
Howard. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Shall I read it? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Section ten of the act 
of July 15, 1870, reads: 

“That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized. and required to ascertain, or cause to be 
ascertained, the amount of expenses necessarily 
incurred by the territorial authorities of Montana 
for arms and supplies of the volunteer forces called 
out to suppress Indian hostilities in the Territory 
of Montana in the year 1867, and report to Congress 
at the next session the names of pergons entitied to 
relief, together with a statement of the facts and 
sums upon which such report may be based.” 

It-is under that that General Hardie made 
the examination. . 

Mr. CRAGIN. I will say. again that I was 
fully convinced that a considerable amount 
was €quitably due, although, as stated by the 
Senator from West Virginia, the whole thing 
was irregular; änd -in point of fact the Gov- 
ernor had. no-authority-to call out the troops. 
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In my judgment, it appeared also before the 
Committee on Territories that large amounts 
of these claims had been sold in the city of 
New York and elsewhere for a very small 
price indeed. It occurs to me that this matter 
ought to come up in a separate bill. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. It ought to go to the 
Committee on Claims. I submit to Senators 
I do not want to raise any point of order or 
damage the claims, if there are any good 
claims here; but they ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. J hope, therefore, without 
any prejudice, as the saying is, the amend: 
ment will be stricken out here, and the matter 
referred to the. Committee on Claims. 1 have 
now the papers before me, and I: could go 
into them and show that these claims have 
no foundation in law. This was a totally un- 
authorized -proceediug. Congress never yet 
has recognized it except so far as to authorize 
General Hardie to go and investigate the facts, 
and he has given the facts as he presents them, 
but without any recommendation. He has not 
even recommended that this money be appro- 
priated. 
-< Mr. POMEROY. The Senator does not 
state that according to the record which 1 have 
before me—— f 

Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the point of 
order. I think it is certainly not germane to 
this bill according to the new rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ram- 
sey.) The Chair is of opinion that under the 


rule adopted on the 10th of May last the | 


amendment cannot be received. It is out of 


order. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. It comes from a com- 


mittee. 

Mr: SHERMAN. The rule operates on a 
committee as weil as on a Senator. 

Mr. POMEROY. Under that ruling I shall 
object to whatever comes in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 hope the Senator will, 
and I will join bhim in objecting to any private 


claim. 

Mr. POMEROY. There is nothingin the 
bill that is germane to it, because it has no 
particular line of appropriation, 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from Ohio says 
it was a totally unauthorized proceeding on 
which the claim is based. I shall not read-the 
dispatch, but when this matter is discussed 
J -think 

Mr. POMEROY. I will appeal from the 
decision of the Chair for the sake of saying a 
word. The Senator from Ohio has said that 
it was wholly unauthorized. _ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will withdraw all I have 
said except as to the point of order. 

Mr. POMEROY. Lhave before me the dis- 
patches of General Sherman, on which ‘the 
thing started originally. General Sherman’s 
first dispatch was to the Governor 

Mr. SHERMAN. That dispatch was not 
the occasion at all for calling out the troops. 
They were called out before and totally unau- 
thorized, and General Sherman wrote a re- 
port here in which he said the whole thing was 
totally unauthorized by him, and grew out of 
the scare occasioned by the killing of a man 
by the name of Bozeman. If you read a dis- 


patch to one officer there, you will have to read | 


the whole report to explain the entire affair. 

Mr. POMEROY. What I know about 
the case I will say whenever it is in order to 
say it; but I know some merchants from my 
own State went out there and did pay gold for 
flour and for bacon and for sugar, and they 
spent it under this authority, and they have 
got vouchers for it, upon which General Har- 
die has allowed about fifty cents on the dollar. 
A more honest and proper claim was. never 
presented to Congress. 

The idea that General Sherman did not call 
out these troops: cannot be sustained. The 
Military Committee of the House have re- 
ported in favor of it; one or two committees 
of this body have reported in favor of it; and 
there is not a committee in this body who will 


i that has anything to do with the question. 


examine these claims ‘that will not: report ‘in 


favor of them. They -have had the indorse- 


ment already of our Committee’ on Indian 
Affairs. Being claims for Indian. depreda- 
tions, the case was sent to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and they: unanimously reported 


‘in favor of it; and referred it to the Commit- 


tee on Appropriations: - ‘ EO Bass 
It isnot a claim which should have a: black 
eye by its being said:that it is out of order: and 
is all irregular. As to the. men who fornished 
horses, bacon, sugar, and flour, those to whom 
my attention has -been called at any rate, per: 
formed an honest and patriotic servide. ‘There 
may have been some vouchers given there that 
were somewhat extravagant and irregular, and 
that isthe difficulty.’ Congress in its wisdom 
ordered that General: Hardie be sent out there, 
and he has made an elaborate report, and in 
this report. there is every voucher, giving the 
name of the party, the original sum, and then _ 


| the sum allowed; and thereis as.able a report 


made: by the House committee as ‘have seen 
made upon any ĉase before Congress. 

If it is a question simply. of whether this 
amendment’ shall be received ‘on’ this appro 
priation bill, I will not say anything’ on that 
question. When the ‘case is. properly before 
the Senate, so that we can go into:the merits 
of-the claim, I shall be ready to argue it and te 
substantiate it before any committee or before 
the Senate or anywhere; I mean what Gen- 
eral Hardie has allowed. I-do ‘not ‘care. to 
argue that upon a question of order. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why is it notin order? 

Mr. POMEROY. It is in order, I ‘say, 
just as much as anything in this bill: : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘We ought to ‘have the 
question of order- settled.: = 8 oo 

Mr. CALDWELL. After my experienced 
colleague has sat down 1 do not know that I 
ought to get up; but if this: question is debat- 
able i desire to say something upon it.: Ido 
not mean to debate it now unless it is in order; 
but I want to say this: that I know! gentlemen 
who live in my. State, who live in my town, 
who have been made bankrupt by investing 
in this Montanabusiness, not by buying vouch- 
ers, but men who put their money into sugar 
and coffee and bacon, and transported ‘them 
to Montana and sold them to the territorial 
officers for the purpose of subsisting and 
equipping these troops.: ‘I think I'can show 
this, and that if there were some irregularities 
in the commencement of this” business, the 
dispatches. of the Secretary of War and 
the dispatches of General Sherman to the ter- 
ritorial officers were sufficient to induce. those 
officers to believe that the Federal Govern: 
ment would assume all the liabilities of the 
campaign. I know more; I know that. when 
citizens of my own town went there to bid for 
supplying these ‘troops they were referred to 
telegrams from General Sherman and the Sec- 
retary of War as the authority tor making the 
contracts. j 

I only say now that I am ready to stand up 
for the rights of the citizens of my own State 
in these claims, and I hope I shall have an 
opportunity to do it. I think they have been 
most outrageously treated, : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. lam glad that my friend 
stands up for the rights ofthe citizens; but as 
to telegrams, you might as well send bacon on 
a telegram from the Cincinnati convention, if 
A 
telegram is not authority unless there is some- 
thing behind it.» But it is rather out of time 
to argue the propriety of this amendment:on 
an appeal, and Fdo not intend to do so further 
than to allude to what the Senator from. Kan- 
sas and his colleague have said on. the: ‘merit 
of this claim. Pout ee a | 

I do not wonder that the honorable Senator 
who sits near me [Mr Pomeroy] says he 
is ready'to: argue this ` thing äs- die has 
allowed it, when by looking al 
of the document: on which h 
see that there was a systema 
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fraud practiced upon the Government from 
beginning to end, and here is the table show- 
ing the articles, the prices charged, and the 
prices at which the purchases could have been 
made at the same time. I will not occupy the 
time: of the Senate to run through the whole, 
but I will take bacon, sugar, and coffee, to 
which my friend from Kansas who sits farthest 
from me [Mr. CALDWELL] seemsto be chiefly de- 
voted. - For bacon the price charged was fifty 
to. eighty cents a pound; the price at which 
the purchase could have been made was twenty- 
seven : to thirty-five cents a pound. Sugar, 
price charged, sixty to. seventy-cight cents a 
ound; price at which the purchase could 
fave been made; thirty-two to thirty-five cents 
a pound. Coffee, price charged eighty cents 
per pound; price at which the purchase could 
have been made, thirty-seven and a half to forty- 
four cents. The whole thing, Mr. President, 
has been doubled, and I have a suspicion that 
the Montana Indian war was got up for the 
urpose of increasing the price of bacon in that 
ocality and getting these very contracts. 

Mr, President, lam asbamed for my country 
when I seea wholesale fraud of that kind run- 
ning through from beginning to end this per- 
formance attempted to be practiced, and Pdo 
not wonder these people do not get their pay, 
and it will bea just punishment to them if they 
never do, 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President—- 

Mr. EDMONDS. I do not yield to any- 


body. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not ask the Senator 
to yield, but I rise toa point of order. I want 
to know ifthere is any question before us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, An appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SAWYER. L beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, 1 assure my friend from 
South Carolina tbat I am far from discussing 
questions of general politics when there is 
nothing before the Senate. 

Mr, CALDWELL. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Vermont one question. Does 
he wish that tha Senate shall infer from his 
remarks that Bfty to eighty cents per pound 
for bacon ia charged in these claims as they 
stand now before the Senate ? 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Oh, no, sir; General 
Hardie has said that it was a fraud, and he 
has cut them down to what the consideration 
ought to have been, the current price in Mon- 
tana; there is po question about that. Bat I 
say that a citizen of the United States who, 
under the pretense of supplying an army in a 
atate of war, charges double for supplies that 
he furnished, never ought to have a cent. Kor 
the good of the public he ought to be made an 
example of. 

But, Mr. President, as I say, this is entirely 
foreign to the question of order, and my only 
apology is that both the Senators from Kansas 
have been in advance courting favor for these 
claims under the sincere belief, which they 
possess no doubt, that they are just. Nowi 
move to lay this appeal on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. I want to say one word 
to the Senator. He has insinuated-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is not debatable. 
Mr. POMEROY. 

tence here, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I shall want to 
reply. Isticktothe motion. There have been 
two speeches to one. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator has misrep- 
resented me, and I desire to set that right. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Very well; go ahead. 

Mr. POMEROY. I said. that L was led to 
sustain this as reported upon by General Har- 
die, and the Senator from Vermont says he 
does not wonder that I am for it, because such 
and such things are charged bere. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, | I did not say that. 

Mr. POMEROY. That was the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not say that. 

Mr. POMEROY. I willread what the Sec- 


I want to read one sen- 


retary of War said, upon which I based my 
remark : 

Upon. careful consideration the views of the 
investigating officer are sustained by the Secretary 
of War, WM. W. BELKNAP. 

On that I said I was ready to sustain and 
defend these claims. Now the Senator says 
there was a great fraud here, that they charged 
a great price, and he does not wonder that 
the Senator from Kansas sustains this report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not say that. 

Mr. POMEROY. I understood the Sena- 
tor to say that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You are very anxious 
to misunderstand me, somehow or other, 

Mr. POMEROY. Now, that these claims 
as recommended by the Department and sus- 
tained by General Hardie are fair and honest, 
I believe as much as ‘I believe in any report 
that was ever made to this body. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They look so, certainly. 
I renew the motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the appeal from the decision of the Chair 
be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes twenty-one, 
noes not counted. 

The reading of the bill was continued. 
The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 31, line seven 
hundred and thirty-seven, to increase the 
appropriation for “surveying the public lands 
in Arizona Territory, at rates not exceeding 
fifteen dollars per linear mile for standard 
lines, twelve dollars for township and ten 
dollars for section lines,” from $15,000 to 
$20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was on page 31, line 
seven hundred and forty-one, to increase the 
appropriation ‘for surveying the public lands 
of California, at rates not exceeding fifteen 
dollars per linear mile for standard lines, four- 
teen dollars for township and twelve dollars 
for section lines,’’ from $50,000 to $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 34, after 
line eight hundred and seven, to insert the 
words “ for completion of survey now being 
executed between the ninety sixth and ninety- 
eighth meridian of west longitude, Indian ter- 
ritory, $98,000.” 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I should like the chair- 
man to explain that,as I did not have the 
pleasure to be present in the committee. It 
is a pretty large sum. 

Mr. COL, That is an amendment pro- 
posed hy the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
is explained by a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, which 1 send to the desk and ask 
the Clerk to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT or THE [NTERIOR, 

f WASHINGTON, May 24, 1872, 

Sir: I havo the honor to transmit herewith a copy 
of wcommanication from the Commissioner of In- 
dian A fairs, dated the 2ist instant, inelosing a copy 
of a letter from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, stating that the sum of $98,000 will be 
required to complete surveys in the Indian terri- 
tory, between the pinety-sixth and ninety-eighth 
meridians, in addition to the balance unexpended 
and now on hand for that purpose. 

The amount is lor a deficiency for work done and 
tobe done during the current fiscal year in excess 
of the appropriation of 1870, and I respectfully sub- 


| mit the subject to Congress for its favorable consid- 


eration and action. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

B, R; COWAN, 
Hon. Janes G. BLAINE, TR AA 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

Mr. COLE. Laminformed that the work has 
been contracted for and is going on, and that 
this money is indispensable for the purpose 
of carrying on the work that is in progress, 
I do not propose to discuss the matter, because 
I do uot understaud the details of it very fully. 
For any further explanation I suppose the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
can oe it more satisfactorily than I possibly 
could. 


Mr. HARLAN. I understand it is to pay 
for the work under progress at this time up to 
the end of the current fiscal year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
or the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs how much was appropriated for this 
service last year, and how much we have 
already appropriated in the legislative and 
Indian bills for the same general objects? 

Mr. COLE. I wish my colleague on the 
Committee on Appropriations would ask his 
qnestions first in the committee. I know not 
why he did not ask them there, and havea full 
consideration at that time and in that place. 
Inasmuch as it was not done there, I will state 
that there was no appropriation made last 
year at all for this service, but that an appro- 
priation was made some previous year, I think 
the year before, of a very large amount, and 
none at all last year. j 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As my honorable friend 
from California, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, hag all these statutes at his fingers’ 
ends, I am sure he will not be embarrassed 
by my asking questions now. My respectful 
apology to him is that sickness prevented my 
having the honor of attending the meetings of 
his committee when this bill was under con- 
sideration, unless it may have been on the days 
when the Committee on Pensions, of which 
I am unfortunately chairman, had meetings. 
If the Committee on Appropriations had any 
meetings on that day, that must be my apology 
for not attending. If my honorable friend 
thinks I am impertinent in asking in the Sen- 
ate explanations for $100,000 put in bere and 
there, then [ offer him a respectful apology, 
and will apply elsewhere for my information. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 34, after line 
eight hundred and sixteen, to insert the fol- 
lowing clause: 

_ For constructing the connected maps of the pub- 

lic-land States and Territories, and procuring an 
engraved copper plato thercof, to bo perfected by 
adding, from year to year, the further surveys that 
way be made, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 84, line 
eight hundred and twenty-six, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘for salaries and commissions 
of registers of land offices and receivers of 
public moneys at eighty-one land offices,” 
from $397,200 to $451,200. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If Iam not out of order 
in asking a question, I would really like to 
know why this branch of the public service is 
increased in expense by the amount of sume- 
thing over fifty thousand dollars this year, We 
have not establisked a very large number of 
new land offices. I take it, however, there is 
a good reason forit. Perhaps my friend from 
Kansas, the chairman of the Committee ou 
Public Lands, can tell us. 

Mr. COLE. We have by this Congress 
established some nine new land offices. ‘This 
increase in the appropriation is to meet the 
necessary and indispensable expenses couse- 
quevt upon the establishment of nine, or, Í 
believe, ten new land offices, for one passed 
yesterday. That is the only explanation [I 
have to give of the increase. 

Mr. POMEROY. My attention has not 
been called to this paragraph, but I know we 
have established several new land offices. 
The expense to the Government is $1,000 for 
each office for the register and receiver, aud 
the balance is for stationery. Iufteen hnn- 
dred dollars will cover the expenses for the 
salary of the register and receiver. They ure 
allowed no clerks; they are allowed ‘no inci- 
dental expenses ; they are allowed no fuel, no 
lights, no room. rent, but. they are allowed 
$500 each salary, which is $1,000 to the office, 
and stationery to a limited amount. 

Mr. COLE. I stated that that was all the 
information I have. | I might correct myself 
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by saying that I have a letter of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office and also of 
the Secretary of the Interior upon the same 
subject, which I can have read if any one 
desires, . 

Mr. POMEROY. I suppose this is made 
larger from the fact that the Government is 
administering upon some large Indian res- 
ervations, the expenses of which will be re- 
imbursed after the lands are sold, but the 
Government has to pay the expenses in the 
first instance. 
land the Government pays the expense and is 
then reimbursed from the sales. That is the 
solution of it, I suppose. 

Mr. COLE. ‘These letters can be read if 
any one desires to hear them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 34, line 
eight hundred and twenty-eight, to increase 
the appropriation ‘for incidental expenses 
of the land offices”’ from $40,175 to $50,175. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 35, line 
eight hundred and thirty-one, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘for expenses of depositing 
moneys received from sales of public lands” 
front $10,000 to $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 37, after 
line eight hundred and ninety-four, to add the 
following clause: 

To provide for payments due and unpaid on July 
1, 1872, on the purchase by the institution of the 
estate known as Kendall Green, $70,000: Provided, 
That before the expenditure of any part of this 
appropriation, by proper deeds of conveyance, to 
be approved by the Attorney General of the United 
States, ail the real estate now owned by the said 
Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb shall 
be vested in the United States as trustee, for the sole 
use and purpose provided in the act entitled “An 
act to: incorporate the Columbia Institution for the 
Instruction of the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind,” 
approved February 16, 1857, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 89, line 
nine hundred and forty-nine, in the appropri 
ations for the Smithsonian Institution, to in- 
crease the appropriation “ for preservation of 
the collections of the surveying and exploring 
expeditions of the Government’ from $10,000 
to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 40, lines 
nine hundred and seventy-two to nine hundred 
and seventy-seven, inclusive, to strike out the 
following proviso: $ 

Providing, That the avenues, streets, and ap- 
proaches to the Capitol and grounds within one 
thousand yards thereof, shall have their grades 
established by the architect of the Capitol extension, 
under the direction of the Committees on Public 
Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Provided, That the grades of the streets and ave- | 


nues in the vicinity of the Capitol be, and the same 
are hereby, established in conformity with the plan 
approved by the mayor of the city of Washington, 
the officer in chargeof public buildings and grounds, 
aad thearchitect of the Capitol extension, as author- 
ized by the joint resolution approved July 14, 1870; 


and for this purpose the plan made by William For- | 


syth, surveyor, dated January 23, 1871, on file in the 
office of the architect of the Capitol extension, shall 
be considered authentic. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 41, after 
line nine hundred and ninety-nine, to insert 
the following among the appropriations for the 
Botanical Garden: 


For continuing fence and erecting gateways en 
Third street, $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 44, in lines 
ten hundred and sixty-seven and ten hundred 
and sixty-eight, to strike out the following 
clause: 


For completion of the wagon-road bridge connect- 
ing Moline with Rock Island, $100,000. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. These two lines were 


In administering upon this | 


stricken out, as I understand, by the commit- 

tee for want of information and under a mis- 

apprehension. A communication from the 

War Department shows the necessity of that 

appropriation, and I ask the Clerk to read it. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: ` 


War DEPARTMENT, February 13, 1872. 

The Secretary of War has the honor to send to 
the House of Representatives a communication 
from the chief of ordnance, recommending an ap- 
propriation of $100,000 for the completion of the 
wagon-road bridge connecting Moline with Rock 
Island, Illinois. WM. W. BELKNAP, 

Secretary of War. 
ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, February 12, 1872. 

„Sır: On the 14th of April, 1869, authority was 
given by General Schofield, Secretary of War, for the 
construction of a wagon-road bridge connecting the 
town of Moline, Illinois, with the upper end of the 
island of Rock Island. On the 9th December, 1869, 
upon the recommendation of General Rodinan, com- 
manding the arsenal, the piers and abutments of 
the bridge were, under your authority, ordered to 
be built. No appropriation for building the super- 
structure of the bridge has been asked for, and the 
work. is in the same condition as it was left upon 
the completion of the piers. Funds have not been 
heretofore requested to prosecute the work to final 
completion, because other objects at Kock Island 
arsenal, of more immediate importance, demanded 
earlier attention, and F felt that this project might 
be deferred for a time without serious inconven- 
ience to the Department. It was for this reason 
thut the Department refused the application of the 
commanding officer of the arsenal to permit the 
bridge to be built from appropriations that were 
under his control. Fe 

I am entirely of theopinion that the bridge will be 
a great public convenience, and inure to the ben- 
efit of the public service, and do recommend that 
$100,600 be appropriated for its completion, this 
being the sum estimated. 

It may be well to state that the town of Moline 
has pledged itself not to ask to be allowed to use 
the road between the bridge and the lower part of 
the island as a public highway. 

Very respectiully, your obedient servant, 

i A. B. DYER, 
Chief of Ordnance United States Army. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the amendment 
on that statement will not be concurred in. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I should like 
to have some explanation of this matter. This 
establishment at Rock Island js one of our pet 
institutions, but it isa very expensive one. 
I remember that we had to build a bridge there 
at a very large expense. Now, I have no 
doubt this is, as the Secretary of War states, 
a great public convenience to Moline, but of 
what use is it to the United States? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Moline does not use it 
at all. The officer states that the citizens of 
Moline do not propose to use it. This bridge 


is over the portion of the river between Mo- | 


line and the island. Rock Island arsenal is 
on the island of Rock Island, and this bridge 
connects the island of Rock Island with the 
mainland. ‘The piers have already been built, 
and this is for the superstructure. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Yes, and I 
remember the old structure was one that did not 
cost more than ten or fifteen thousand dollars, 
and was considered amply sufficient for the pur- 
pose. Now, why should we build a very ex- 
pensive structure there, that is really not 
needed, at an expense of $100,000? It seems 
to me itis a very extravagant appropriation. 

Mr. TROMBULL. This is the estimate of 
the officers there. The officers in charge and 
the Secretary of War recommend it. The 
Committee on Appropriations, I understand, 
did not have the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of War before them at the time they 
recommended this appropriation should be 
stricken out. I suppose if they had had the | 
papers before them they would not have made 
such a recommendation. 

Mr. COLE. This bridge seems to be a sort 
of afterthought. The recommendation for it 
does not appear in the regular book of esti- 
mates, but in a separate document, which has 
been read, and the chief point in which was 
called to the attention of the Senate by the 
honorable Senator from Vermont, where it | 
says that the bridge will be a great public con- 
venience and inure to the benefit of the pub- 
lic service. I really think it must be more | 


for the public convenience than for the use of 
the United States. l 

Now, the very next item in the bill relates 
to the construction of the Rock Island bridge, 
for which we appropriated, as will be recol- 
lected, $500,000, and the proposition in. the 
next paragraph is to continue the use of. so 
much of that appropriation as has not.been 
expended under the War Department for the 
completion of the bridge. That is a very 
costly one; and without more information 
than we have in this document I hardly 
think we can recommend the building of this 
bridge for the public convenience. No doubt 
it would be a bridge for the public conven- 
ience, but that it really would be a work 
required by the United States is another 
question. __. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator certainly 
has not read the report of the officer. itis 
not a bridge for the public convenience; it ia 
for the public service. 

Mr. COLE. Iwill read the language. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And it is expressly 
stated by the officer: : 

“Tt may be well to state that the town of Moline 
has pledged itself not to ask to be allowed to use the 
road between the bridge and the lower part of the 
island as a public highway.” 

Mr. COLE. The Senator seems. to take 
exception to my language, and | will read 
what the officer does say. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is for the public con- 
venience, but it is for the public convenience 
of the men employed in the arsenal. It is for 
the public convenience of the United States, 
not for the public convenience, as I under- 
stand it, of the town of Moline. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not know what it relates 
to particularly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand from one 
of my colleagues in the other House, who re- 
sides at Rock Island, that this is for the public 
convenience of the Government shops and 
employés, and not for the citizens of Moline. 

Mr. COLE. I wish merely to add that the 
divers and sundry objects for which appropri- 
ations are made in the paragraph just above 
this, amounting in all to $652,000, were thought 
to be very liberal for that locality, particularly 
when we in the amendment commencing in 
line ten hundred and sixty-nine proposed to 
continue the unexpended balance of the ap- 
propriation of $500,000—how much it js | do 
not know—for the completion of another 
bridge. That is all I have to say on the 
subject. 

Mr. HARLAN. The last observation of 
the honorable Senator, I think, ought not to 
have very much weight. There is a small bal- 
ance of an appropriation which that amend- 
ment proposes to extend into the next fiscal 
year. It amounts, ] understand, to buta very 
few thousand dollars. 

The exact condition of this proposed bridge 
ought to be understood by those who propose 
to vote against it, as well as those who will 
vote for it. : , 

Rock Island is about three and a half miles 
long. Atthe upper end of the island a water- 
power has been created by throwing a dam 
across the channel separating the islaud from 
the Illinois shore. The main public buildings, 
I believe, are near the center of the island, but 
a large part of ihe force that is needed to run 
the machinery must necessarily be at or near 
this dam where the water-power is created, 
and, as I understand it, it is proposed to com- 
plete this bridge for the convenience of the 
public immediately below this dam in connec- 
tion with the water-powerand Government ma- 
chinery. It can be of no possible practical ase 
to the people at large, except that small: part of 
them who may reside in the village of Moline 
aud work for the Government on the island: of 
Rock Island. . It would be of. great ` ¢onven- 
ience to them, doubtless, as it would require a 
travel of some five or six miles to go down to 
the lower end of the island to get across to:go 
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tó-the public shops. I think there is no doubt 
ithis.small appropriation ought to be made, It 
is true, it costs something to build this bridge, 
but it would cost forty times as much to put a 
fortification around similar public works else- 
where, and we ought not to lose sight of the 
fact ‘that this'is intended to be one of the great 
arsenals.and armories of the country. I under: | 
stand that one of- tbe principal arsenals and 
armories:is at Springfield, intended to supply 
the eastern part of the country; this one is to 
supply the northwest and center, and one in 
California ‘somewhere to. supply the Pacific 
coast, F think it would be money well ex- 
pended to construct this convenience for the 
public workmen. 

~ Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. When this 
was first started it was stated immediately 
after the appropriation that it would involve 
in the end ten millions of money, and I judge | 
it is going to verily that statement by the way 
we appropriate money. I have no doubt that 
a reasonable and useful bridge can be put up 
at this point with a much less sum than this if 
it ig really necessary, and I hope the Senate 
will. not vote to retain this clause.. Lhe Sen- 
ator from. Ilinois is one of our best economists 
usually, and when we come to something that 
touches his own State E do not want him to 


flinch, * 

“Mr, TRUMBULL. I have no information 
that this bridge is not necessary. We must 
rely upon the officers who make the estimates, 
and it js an accommodation for the work- 
men. There is no way in the world of getting 
on to Rock Island within a mile and a half of 
where the Government shops are unless you 
have this bridge at the upper end of the island. | 

Mr. HOWE. What is the length of the 
bridge ? 

Mr, TRUMBULL. 
length of it. 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. The old one 
is a very small one. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. A colleaguo of mine 
from the House states that it is four or five 
hundred feet. l 

Mr. HARLAN. I was abont to observe 
that if the honorable Senator from Vermont 
has examined the subject, and is prepared to 
show to the Senate that a smaller amount 
would secure the construction of this bridge, 
no one would vote for a diminution of the 
sum more cheerfully than I would. It is on } 
the supposition that the chief of the engineer 
department is right in bis eytimates-—— 

Mr. COLE. The chief of the ordnance | 
department, not of the engineer department. 

Mr. HARLAN.: [Fam much obliged to the | 
honorable Senator for the correction, It is 


I do not know the 


i} agreed to. 


ou the supposition that he is right, that he has | 
examined the subject, carefully and has made 
a correct report, that I support ite If there is 
any error in this report, and the honorable | 
Senator is prepared to state that a smaller | 
sum will build this bridge, I shall be per- | 
fectly willing to vote for a smaller sum. | 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator will allow | 
me to ask him a question, I should like to | 
understand one matter that I do not. Lheard | 
it said that this was not a public bridge, but | 
intended only for the public service, meaning, | 
I suppose, for the service of the United States; | 
that is, for the use of the employésof the Uni- | 
ted States. If that be so, I inquire of the | 
Senator why a superstructure to cost $100,000 | 
upon such piers is necessary. Of course, if it | 
is to be a bridge for the use of this town, for | 

p . | 
general traffic and transportation, Í could un- | 
derstand that; but-upon the theory that it is | 
to be a bridge only for the use of those eugaged | 
in the public service, I do not understand it. | 
Very likely there is some mistake about the | 
facts. If the Senator can give the informa- 
tion, I should be glad to hear it. 

Mr. HARLAN, The inquiry isa proper one, 
and of course the information is not very hard 
to give by those who have been on. the ground, 
as l have, personally, I have driven all over 


| 
| 


| 


i 


! 


the ground. ‘There are no interests whatever, 
I believe, on the island except the Govern- 
ment fmterests—none that I ever saw, and 
within the last year or two I have driven all 
over it in a carriage. The town of Moltne 
could have no interest whatever in it sò faras 
I can remember. I have driven down in a 
earriage from Moline to Rock Island on the 
east side of the chaunel on avery good road, a 
most excellent road. -l can seeno reason they 
could have for crossing this eastern channel of 
the Mississippi river twice in order to proceed 


from Moline to Rock Island, increasing the dis- į 


tance some mile or two. ` There are no private 
establishments on the island that I know of 
that would occasion any such travel. 

But at the upper end of this channel, as I 


before observed, there is a very great water | 


power created for the use ofthe Government, 
and an immense amount of machinery isbeing 


put in for the purpose of performing Govern- | 


ment-work, ‘There is a large amount of haul- 
ing to be done from the east side of this chan- 
nel, of luraber, coal, and materials; and heuce 
they need a wagou-road in order to pass from 


the workshops on the island tothe main-land. | 
They can, I suppose, make the landing with- | 


out this bridge by driving down the island 
some thrce and a half miles to the lower end 
of the island, crossing on a bridge that exists 
there and driving up again, whieh would 
occupy, as I suppose, several hours in time and 
travel, amounting to five, six, or seven miles, 
It is for the convenience of the Government 
surely, and nobody else, that the bridge is 
asked for. I suppose it will require about the 
amonnt named here to build it; but if any 


Senator is prepared to say that a less sum is ; 


suflicient, [shall vote to reduce it. 
Mr. WILSON. 


mittee on Appropriations and printed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Rax- | 


sty in the chair.) If there be no objection, 
that order will be made.. ‘The question is on 


the amendment of the committee striking ont | 


lines ten hundred and sixty-seven and ten hun- 
dred and sixty-eight. 

The question being put, a division was called 
for, and the nyes were six 

Mr. COLE, Let the amendment be passed 
over. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Oh, no; give it up. 

Mr. COLE, 1 will let it go for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pone- 
Roy in the chair.) The amendment ig dis- 
The reading of the bill will cou- 


H tinue, 


The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of 
the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was to insert afier line ten 
hundred and sixty-eight the following: 

For the construction of the Rock Island bridge, 


tho balance of the uppropriation, continued by | 


the act of Mareh 3, 1871, which may be unexpended 


at the close of the present fiscal year, is hereby | 


reappropriated, 


Mr. CONKLING. Whatis that bridge? 

Mr. COLI, The Rock Island bridge. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘The same bridge? 

Mr. COLL. No. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is for the com- 
pletion of the Rock Island bridge. It is the 
main bridge. The bridge is nearly finished, 
but I understand the water is high and they 


have been unable to point up some of the | 


piers. There is a small amount of appropri- 


ation remaining that is necessary to finish | 


entirely the piers after the water goes down. 
It is a small amount. I believe there are but 
a few thousand dollars remaining. 

Mr. WEST. According to a letter E have 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, there is a 
balance of $43,000 now inthe Treasury due to 
this fund. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
I supposed it was. 


Then it is more than 


l ask unanimous consent: 
to offer an amendment to the pending bill, | 
which I desire to have referred to the Com- 


Mr. WEST. It is available until the 30th 
of June ; it will then lapse into the Treasury ; 
but the money cannot be used nor the work 
done until August or September, and the ob- 
ject of this amendment is to continue it over 
until the next fiscal year because it cannot be 
used in the next thirty days. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the committee 
inserting this clanse. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 48, after 
the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line eleven hundred and 
sixty-four, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That no money-appropriated by this 
act shall be paid as commissions upon. any labor or 
materials furnished the United States, and all 


materials for buildings or repairs of buildings shall, 
after advertisement, be purchased in the city where 


the same shall be needed, whenever practicable. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 48, in 
lines eleven hundred and seventy-three and 
eleven hundred and seventy-four, after the word 
“vet,” to strike out the words “to the elose 
of the fiscal year ending June 80, 1874;” so 
that the clause will read: 


For continuing the, surveys of the northern and 
northwestern lakes, $175,000. And this appropria- 
tion shall be ayailablo from tbe time of the. passage 
of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to.’ 


The next amendment was on page 50, line 
twelve hundred and eighteen, to increase the 
appropriation ‘for improving Franklin square, 
introducing water, gas, lodge, and urinals” 
from $4,000 to $6,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 60, line 
twelve hundred and twenty-four, after the 
word *grounds”’ to strike out the word “of” 
and insert ‘‘in ;” jn line twelve hundred and 
twenty-five, before the word ‘‘ control” to iv- 
sert the word ‘same,’ and after the word 
‘control’ to strike out ‘of the officer de- 
tailed by the chief engineer of the Army to 
take charge of the” and insert ‘as the other ;” 
so that the clause will read: 


For improvement of monument grounds, grad- 
ing road, walk, draining, purchase and hauling 
gravel for walks and roads, trees and shrubs, as per 
plau, $15,000; and said grounds shall be considered 
as n portion of the public grounds in the city of 
Washington, and shall be under the same control 
as the other publie buildings and grounds in the 
city of Washington, in conformity with the aet of 
March 2, 1867. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
8 


The yext amendment was on page 51, after 
line twelve hundred and thirty-two, to insert 
the following: ‘ 

For the improvement of Judiciary square, by in- 


troducing water, drainage, purchase of trees, and 
opening and grading walks, $12,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 51, after 
line twelve hundred and forty-one, to insert 
the following clause: 


And all railroads are hereby prohibited on the I 
street and K street fronts of Farragut, Scott, and 
Franklin squares; and no further street-railroads 
shall bo laid down in the city of Washington witt- 
out the consent of Congress. 


Mr. STEWART. [ desire to add a proviso 
to that amendment, at the request of the Dele- 
gate from the District and others. 

Mr, BLAIR. This amendment of the com- 
mittee is simply legislation not germane to the 
bill, and 1 raise the point of order upon it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This amend- 
ment is clearly in order. It relates to squares 
and avenues, and of course anything in rela- 
tion to that subject is germane. 

Mr. STEWART. jt will be very hard to 
carry it out exactly and prevent all railroads 
being constructed. This would bea very harsh 
provision without the proviso which I wish to 
offer, suggested by the Delegate and others 
luterested in the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By the rule 
adopted on the 29th of April, it is provided: 

“And no amendment to any such bill making legis- 
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lative provisions, other than such as directly relate 
to the appropriations contained in the bill, shall be 
received.” 

If that rule is to be applied to this bill, then 
this amendment is out of order, in the opinion 
of the Chair. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Why, Mr. 
President, we find here an appropriation for 
the improvement of Farragut square, $5,000. 
Now, is it not germane to say that there shall 
be no railroad at the side of Farragut square? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This billis 
a bill making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 80, 1878, and the opinion of the Chair 
is that legislation of this sort is not germane 
to that specific object contained in the bill. 
This appropriation of $5,000 for the improve- 
ment of Farragut square is for improvement 
inside of the square, but does not relate to 
railroads. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not know 
that the Chair fully understands the question. 
The improvement of a square is not only 
inside of the square, but relates to the fences 
and the pavements round aboutit. This clause 
relates not only to Farragut square but Frank- 
lin square. Certainly nothing could be more 
germane than this amendment; and if it is 
germane it is certainly useful and proper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will not argue any point of order, but will state 
to the Senate that this is a legislative act. It 
reads: ‘and all railroads are hereby prohib- 
ited.” It is the repeal of the law, provided 
thero is any such law, authorizing any railroad 
there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think myself the point 
as to the last two lines would be well taken; 
but as to prohibiting railroads in front. of a 
square in providing for the improvement of it, 
it seems to me that is clearly proper. - The 
very question is, what improvements shall be 
made in those squares. The last clause is 
certainly legislation, although 1 do not suppose 
a street railroad could be laid: in this city 
without the authority of Congress, at any rate. 
I have always been surprised that any one sup- 
posed it possible that the legislative authority 
here in this District could authorize the con- 
struction of a railroad through our avenues, 
which are. expressly reserved by law to the ex- 
clusive jurisdiction of Congress, except for 
mere municipal purposes. I understand a 
railroad company has been chartered to run 
along the avenues of this city. That clearly 
cannot be done without the authority of Con- 
gress, because the avenues are expressly the 
property of the United States. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
already built, is it not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. COLE. Task that this amendment be 
passed over. There are several other reserved 
questions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations 
desires that this amendment be passed over 
for the present. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why pass it over? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to that. 1 have a 
word to say about. these streets. 

Mr. COLE. DoT understand the Senator 
from Missouri to object to its being passed 


over? . 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir, The streets have 
nothing to do with Farragut square or Frank- 
lin square. They are completely outside ; but 
this amendment goes outside of those squares. 
Nothing can be clearer than that this propo- 
sition is out of order under the rules of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. This debate seems to 
be proceeding by general consent, and I beg 
leave to make a suggestion. This is ‘* an act 
making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1878, and for other. pur- 


This road is 


| poses.’’ When we look into the act we find a 
variety of provisions touching the improvement 
of the public grounds, the public squares, the 
avenues, lamp-posts, and various things. Isay 
nothing at this moment about the merits of 
this amendment; it does not bear upon the 
question of order; but we come on page 51 
to these words: 
For improvement of Farragut square, $5,000. 


are: 
|. And all railroads are hereby prohibited. on the 
| I strect and K street fronts of Farragut, Scott, and 

Franklin squares. 

And I observe that Franklin square and 
| Seott square are also included in the bill, 
although in lines which we have not yet 
reached. Now, L submit to the Chair that 
there could be no ruling upon the question 
of the limits of the word “germane,” which 


or the appropriations must apply to the inside 
of the square. For example, take one of 
these squares, Scott square; suppose there 
is some obstruction in the street in front of 
it; suppose there is some unsightly encum- 
brance in front of it; is there any doubt that 
it would be germane to provide that that 
should be removed ; that that nuisance should 
be abated? Suppose there is a large hole, 
which is to be filled up, in the street; cer- 
tainly, I submit, it would be within the prov- 
ince of the bill, under the most technical 
construction, to provide for that, because the 
right to the fee runs to the center of the street. 


making exceptions in some instances; so that 
if a man comes and sits down on the curb- 
stone in front of my house, I have a right to 
make him go away. Why? Because the 
public have an easement to travel that street ; 
but nobody has a right to come there and put 
up a stand to vend fruit, or remain there, or 
stay there at all, because I own the fee to the 
center of the street, 

I adduce this merely to show that in the 
most technical and literal meaning you cannot 
confine the right to improve premises to that 
part of the premises privately occupied, and 
stopping with that part over which the public 
have an easement, a servitude, a right, which 
| makes it a public highway. Therefore, how- 
j ever it may be with the latter two lines, ‘‘and 
no further street railroads shall be laid down 
in the city of Washington without the consent 
of Congress,’ I respectfully submit to the 
Chair that so much of the amendment as the 
first two lines embrace is in order, orelse a 
very large part of this bill and of the amend- 
ments which have been proposed must be out 
of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will observe to the Senate that the ruling was 
made on the amendment on the two lines 
referred to. If the committee will divide their 
amendment the Chair will reverse his ruling 
so far as it relates to the first two lines of that 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Chair is per- 
fectly right in regard to the last two lines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was the 
last two lines, ‘and no further street railroads 
shall be laid down in the city of Washington 
without the consent of Congress,’’ that at- 
tracted the attention of the Chair. 

Mr. CONKLING. That was very natural. 
If the Chair will pardon me, I call attention 
to line eleven hundred and ninety-eight. I 
had intended to do so before, but the Senator 
from Louisiana reminds me of it. We find 
here ‘‘improvement and care of public 
grounds.” That is a general head in the bill 
as it came from the House. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Then on 
page 52, line twelve hundred and sixty-four: 

For improving reservations on different avenues, 
$20,000 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to remind 


| That is the general rule, municipal regulations | 


Then the first two lines of this amendment | 


would say that the improvements to be made | 


} 


the Chair of one other thing. The present 
occupant of the chair said. on the floor a short 
time ago that it was difficult to see what was 
germane to such a bill as this, because there - 
was no single theory of appropriation, like the 
Army bill or the river and harbor bill, run- 
ning through it. That is quite true; but I 
venture to suggest to the Chair that this bill is 
agiven thing more or less definite. It comes 
to us from the House. No matter how many 
different things it relates to, here it is, a 
bill for sundry civil expenses and for other 
parposes. You look in it and you find the 
‘care of the public grounds,’’ ‘care of res- 
ervations,’’ “fences,” &c. Now, when you 
come, I submit, to offer an amendment which 
relates particularly to one of the squares which 
by name is stated in the bill as it comes from 
the House, itis very difficult to see how an 
amendment relating to that is not germane. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has stated that if the committee divide their 
amendment, the Chair will rule the first two 
lines in order; the last two lines he will rule 


| out of order. 


Mr. COLE. Then J will modify the amend- 
ment, if there be no objection, by striking out 
the last two lines, leaving the amendment stand 


| with the first two lines and ask a vote upon 


that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iam not sure 
that it had not better all be stricken out, be- 
cause I quite agree with the Senator from Ohio 
that no authority exists in the city, in the 


i Board of Public Works, or in the Legislature 


of this District, to incorporate a railroad com- 
pany of any sort. 1f we should say that they 
should not do this on I and K streets, by im- 


| plication they might hold that they had a right 


to put a railroad on every other street. There- 
fore I rather think it had better all be stricken 


out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California moves to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the last two. lines. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think it 
had better all go out. 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 made the point of order 
on the entire amendment, and I think that 


i should have been decided without debate ; 


but the debate is going on informally and by 
unanimous consent, and I am perfectly will- 
ing to that; but I make the point of order 
on the entire amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it is not 
to be divided, the Chair decides that the 
amendment is out of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice that at the 
proper time, if nobody else does, I shall move 
to iusert the first two lines. I do not wish 
the public squares marred by street railroads. 
It is a strange idea that they can make a rail- 
road in the city of Washington without the 
authority of Congress, especially when Con- 
gress has the absolute ownership and propri- 
etary right, without limitation, as to the ave- 
nues of this city. It seems to me anybody 
who would risk money on such a title must 
have more money than brains. 

Mr. WEST. By the act of 1870, author- 
izing the formation of corporations in the 
District, it is positively prohibited that any rail- 
road shall be constructed within the District 
except with the sanction of Congress. I read 
from the act— 

“That no railroad shall be built under the provis- 
ions of this act until the route and termini of said 
road shall have been approved and sanctioned by 
Congress,” 

But under the organic act there is first an 
assumed prohibition {and I think it is very 
correctly assumed) that no exclusive franchise 
shall be granted to any corporation, in these 
words, ‘‘that the Legislative Assembly shall 
not pass special laws,” among other: things 
“granting to any corporation, association, or 
individual any special or exclusive privilege, 


immunity, or franchise whatever.” But the 
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twenty-eighth section of that act gives them 
this power, and it is under it that the Legisla- 
tive Assembly has. assumed to grant the right 
to. lay down railroads : 

“That the said Legislative Assembly shall have 
power to create by general law, modify, repeal, or 
amend within said District, corporations created for 
religious, charitable, educational, industrial, or com- 
mercial purposes.” 

Tt is‘ under the assumption that a street 
railroad for passengers comes under the head 
of ‘commercial purposes” that these char- 
tersare given in this city. Now, in order to 
show that Congress does not concede such a 
right, this proviso was put in here, that no 
further street railroads shall be allowed, 
merely to verify what had been done be 
fore. I do not think the amendment is at 
all necessary, but it was a further caution to 
the parties concerned, 

Mr. STEWART. A company, as I under- 
stand, have commenced the building of a rail- 
road, one which is very important for the 
accommodation of the community. They pro- 
pode to build a railroad across P street bridge 
to the heights of Georgetown. That route, 
coming up P street to New Jersey avenue and 
to the Capitol, will be a very good route, and 
then along L street they propose going to the 
new depot. These people have invested a good 
deal of money under the belief that they had 
the right to build the road. They have com- 
menced building on I street, comiug down 
there. I believe it is conceded on all hands 
that the roadought not to be there. The Dele- 
gate of the District and other cilizens have 
been looking overthe matter considerably, and 
they gave me a proviso to offer to this amend- 
ment, which would authorize them affirmatively 
to build the road,and build it in a place that 
will accommodate the community and inter- 
fere with no publice squares, and go upon no 
street now paved or inconvenience anybody. 
I should like, if there is to be an amendment 
made on this subject, that this proviso be put 
to it, because it seems they have no authority 
to build, but they have commenced building a 
road, have spent their money apon it, and we 
want tho road to the places indicated in this 
proviso. Ifthe proviso were read, perhaps it 
would be accepted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING, Let it-be read for inform- 
ation, i 

Mr, STEWART. I ask that it may be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed proviso, 
as follows: 

Provided, That the Union Railroad Company may 
continuo the construction of its road from the north- 
orn boundary line of Georgetown through High street 
to Fayotta street, along snid stroet to Second and 
Third streets, and along said streets to IHigh street, 
Wost stroet, and Beall stroet, along Montgomery, 
Beall, and Wost strevts in the city of Georgetown, to 
und ovor tho bridge at P street in the city of Wash- 
ington, along P stroet to New Jorsoy avenue, along 
baid avenue to First street west, along First street to 
Pennsylvania avenue; also along Connectiont ave- 
nue from Pstreet to Lstrect, along Lstreet to Tenth 
streot west, along said sireot to E street north, along 
gaid stroot to Sixth street wost, along said streot to 
Missouri avenue. Said road to bo a single or double 
track, Heid in tho most approved manner with flat 
rail laid upon an oven surfaco with the pavoment of 
tho streets, subject to the approval of the Seeretary 
of the Interior and tho Board of Publio Works of 
the District of Columbia; and said company shall 
place firat-cluss ears (to bo drawn by horse-power) 
with all modern improvements for tho convenience 
and comfort of passengers; the rate of fare for cach 
passenger not to exceed five ceuts, The capital stock 
of said company may bo increased tu an amount not 
excceding $300,000. 

If the wupany fail to complete the lines of said 
railroad within eighteen months from the passage of 
this act the same shail be nuli and void. And the 
act of incorporation of the said Union Railroad 
Company of the District of Columbia enacted by the 
Legislative Assembly of said District, and approved 
on the 19th day of January, 1872, is hereby approved 
and confirmed, except in so far as it is modified by 
this act. 

Mr. STEWART. T will state that there are 
a good many people engaged in this enterprise 
who have spent a large amount of money in 
getting together material to build the road, and 
if they are to have no authority to go on until 

next winter it will put them back and ineon- 


i 
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venience the public. The public expects these 
roads to be built. Iask unanimous consent 
that that amendment be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam somewhat astonished 
at the proposition here. I have seen this I 
street railroad laid down for three or four 
squares in length. These street railroads are 
used by the poorer classes of the people gen- 
erally. This road does not touch any public 
square. It passes by them on the street. 
Some gentlemen who advocated on this floor 
the other day not merely that a street railroad 
drawn by horses should pass on one of the 
streets in this city, and by one of the public 
squares, but that a steam railroad should enter 
the city and take possession of a square, and 
that a rich corporation, the ground being do- 
nated to them—the same gentlemen now make 
an objection to this class of improvements 
passing by Farragut square and one or two 
other squares that are named. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I will say to 
the Senator that I understand this provision 
suggested by the Senator from Nevada is 
agreeable to the gentlemen who have made 
the investment of which the Senator speaks ; 
and if so, I think we had better pass it with- 
out objection. 

Mr. STEWART. They are very anxious 
to continue on this work, because, having paid 
in their money, if it is postponed for a year 
they will be nearly ruined. What they have 
proposed will be of great advantage to the 
community, and if nothing is done by Con- 
gross before we udjourn they may be stopped 
by an injunction, 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not object to the first 
portion of the amendment of the committee, 
as l am informed by Senators on the floor that 
this compromise is agreeable to the parties, I 
withdraw the point of order so far as the first 
portion of the clause is concerned; but as to 
the other I shall insist upon my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This proviso 
can be received by unanimous consent. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This road, I 
understand, goes over P street bridge, the 
only bridge between Washington and George- 
town over which there will not be a railroad. 
I make the point of order that itis not ger- 


Is there 


|! mane to the bill. 


Mr. STEWART. There ought to be a rail- 
road over every one of them, particularly going 
to the heights of Georgetown. A great many 
people live up there, It isa pleasant place to 
live, and clerks and others will go to George- 
town to reside if there is a railroad running 
there. Lf there is no railroad there, P street 
bridge will be ouly tor those wealthy enough 
to keep carriages. I hope the Senator from 
Vermont will not make the objection. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. A measure 
of this kind ought to be considered by some 
committee. Evidently it ought not to be passed 
on such an appropriation billas this. I insist 
on my point of order, 

Mr. STEWART. Itis proposed to keep M 
street bridge, as I understand from the Dele- 
gate, clear, Í hope the Senator from Vermont 
will withdraw the objection. 

Mr. SIERMAN. We ought not to legis- 
late in this way. 

‘Mr. STEWART, Thesituation is so pecu- 
liar that I appeal to the Senator not to insist 
on the objection. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It seems to me 


l a pretty hard case for these parties who have 


invested their money. ‘They must have ex- 
pended thousands of dollars already. 

i Mr. SHERMAN. What right had they to 
oit? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. They did it by 
mistake, as I understand. Now they have got 
to take up all these rails, and they propose 
making this road, which is really for the 


accommodation of the public, on streets which 
are not improved, and I think we ought to 
permit them to take up the rails from where 
they are and place them down on those streets, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This debate 
is being proceeded with by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAWYER. The stock of this railroad 
is taken by people of moderate means all 
along the line of the road, in a part of the 
city where the houses are cheap houses, and it 
is made to accommodate, as has been observed, 
the poorer classes of the people. The company 
have spentsome sixty thousand dollars already 
ontheroad. ‘The objection to the laying of the 
tracks along the front of these squares is taken 
by the residents in that neighborhood. The par- 
ties who own the road went on, as they believed, 
in good faith, though I cannot exactly com- 
prehend how they thought any power existed 
in the territorial Legislature to give them the 
authority. They have gone on in good faith 
and put down this road. ‘They are willing to 
accept the proposition which has been made 
by the Senator from Nevada. While it is 
objectionable, as a principle, to legislate in 
this way on such a bill as this, inasmuch as [ 
desire to express the opinion of Congress on 
this matter of laying rails through the streets 
of Washington and Georgetown, it seems to 
me the object «an be attained better in this 
way, and indeed only in this way. I hope, 
therefore, that the provision which the com- 
mittee have put in, with the proviso offered 
by the Senator from Nevada, will prevail, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will receive the amendment of the Senator 
from Nevada unless objection be made. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 understand there is an 
objection made by the Senator from Vermont, 
and I wish further to say for myself that while 
Ido not see any possible ground or pretext for 
the idea that this railroad on I street and K 
street, or these railroads, if there are two of 
them, could have been authorized by the source 
from which they claim their authority, that is, 
the Legislative Assembly, after hearing the 
act read by the Senator from Louisiana, yet I 
am willing to afford them relief in some proper 
way. Over and over during this session the 
new rule adopted on the motion of the Senator 
from Vermont, not now in his seat, [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS,] has been applied with the utmost 
rigor; in some cases, in my judgment, pushed 
far beyond its legitimate meaning. ow, if 
there ever was a case for the application of the 
rule it is the case of this amendment, espe- 
cially as amended by the Senator from Ne- 
vada, who has brought forward here a long 
provision which I confess I am not sufficiently 
acquainted with the topography of the ancient 
borough cf Georgetown to understand, so far 
as the line is laid out; but it is all pure legis- 
lation, new legislation, which has nothing to 
do with any provisions contained in the bill. 

I repeat, I am ready to relieve these people 
if indeed they have expended money in good 
faith, and perhaps I should not be very rigor- 
ous ag to their good faith inasmuch as they 
have spent their moncy; but this is not the 
way to do it, upon an appropriation bill, and 
after the manner that rule has been applied 
over and over, in some cases pushed far 
beyond its true meaning, and in more cases 
than one to the great injury of the public inter- 
ests, as I conceive. J do not know why it 
should now be thrown open. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Ver- 
mont will withdraw his objection with a single 
modification, substituting Missouri avenue for 
Pennsylvania avenue, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does the Senator from 
Nevada understand that I object? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do, most explicitly. 

Mr. WEST, Now, let me appeal to my 
friend from California, The Senate has made 
this rule, and it can revoke it for good cause 
shown, TheSenate has made this rule specify- 
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ing that there shall be no amendments not 


germane to the bill. Now, the equities in this 
case will certainly appeal to the Senate, be- 
cause this is the only opportunity this company 
will have to remedy their. misfortunes. The 
moment they were notified that they were con- 
travening the Jaw of Congress, they immedi- 
ately appealed to Congress to give them per- 
mission, and their plea is that they have in- 
vested some forty or fifty thousand dollars inthis 
railroad. They have large contracts for iron 
which is about to be delivered here; and unless 
they can carry on the road at the present time 
they will lose the whole opportunity of the 
coming season and be postponed until next 
spring. 

Under these circumstances, the Senate hav- 
ing made the rule, you find a company unfor- 
tunately placed who are willing to concede 
everything thatis asked, a change of route, &c., 
and they appeal now to the Senate to give them 
the authority which they thought they had. It 
seems to me we can with propriety in this in- 
stance waivé the rule, because insisting upon 
it isatechnicality, and to insist upon it involves 
very great misfortune to this company. Their 
condition has been very properly described by 
the Senator from South Carolina as stock- 
holders residing along the line of the railroad, 
men of moderate meaus, desirous to improve 
the city of Washington. There is no question 
with any Senator that the amendment is not 
germane; but if we do insist upon our rule we 
shall absolutely ruin a company that is willing 
to do anything that Congress may ask it. 

Mr. HILL. I think it ought to be con- 
sidered in connection with this subject what 
class of people in the main we are benefiting 
by allowing this company to go on and build 
these lines of railway, for there are two of 
them, both lines mainly lying north of that 
portion of the city that belongs to wealthy 
persons, the north line running almost the 
whole length of P street, perhaps with the 
exception of about half a mile, running more 
than two miles through the northern portion 
of the city occupied by poor people, almost 
entirely by artisans and laborers who have no 
railroad facilities where they live at all, remote 
from the Fourteenth street road. Until you 
get down as far south as New York avenue, 
which at the nearest point is nearly half a 
mile from P street, until you approach Bound- 
ary street on the east, you find no railroad 
facilities whatever, and from New York avenue 
north, almost anywhere, when you get away 
from Seventh street or Fourteenth street, where 
are the only railroads running north, the people 
are subject to great inconveniences, and west 
of Fourteenth street there are no facilities 
whatever. j 

There have been months of preparation for 
the building of these roads; a great deal of 
lumber and iron has been already delivered, 
and is lyingalong the projected track, and por- 
tions of thetrack are already graded and exca- 
vated. It seems to me to stop them now would 
be a great blunder. I speak for myself, to be 
sure, but I say that whenever any responsible 
company will assume the building of a rail- 
way to afford facilities to the citizens of 
Washington in any portion of it, that does 
not materially interfere with the beauty of the 
city and with its great avenues, I shall always 
be ready, while Í am here, to vote to give 
them an opportunity to afford that public 
accommodation. We may have an opportun- 
ity to grant a franchise of this sort to the peo- 
ple of south Washington, where it is very 
much needed also. ‘There is a scheme pro- 
jected there for a line of railway from the 
Anacostia river around to the Fourteenth 
street road, which will be presented perhaps 
at the proper time. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is there any question before 
the Senate ? 

Mr. COLE. Task that this be passed over 
for the present. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 


| 


ROY:) This debate has been proceeded with 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Let the question be 
passed over for the present. F should like to 
look into the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection 
being made, it will be passed over. Theread- 
ing-of the bill will be continued. f 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to passing it over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Missouri persistin his objection ? 

Mr. COLE. I understand my colleague to 
be willing to pass it over for the time being. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I say I would like to look 
at the law to see what claim of right these 
parties have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objec- 
tion being made, this amendment will be 
passed over. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the reading of the bill will continue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If this railroad amend- 
ment is to be offered again to-morrow, | ask 
that it be printed, so that we may see what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order 
to print will be made. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I trust if the 
Senator is going to have it printed he wiil 
modify the amendment so as to have the ter- 
minus on the north line of Pennsylvania ave- 
nue instead of Missouri avenue. 

Mr. WEST. In line twelve hundred and 
sixty-two my attention is called to the extrav- 
agant amountof the appropriation for tree- 
markers. I move to strike out ‘* $500” and 
insert ‘t $100,’? so as to make it read: 

For purchase of tree-markers, and marking the 
same, 

One hundred dollars is enough for the pur- 
pose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was continued. 
The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 52, after line 
tweive hundred and sixty-five, to insert the 
following: 

For casual repairs of Navy-Yard bridge and upper 
bridge, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HILL. I offered an amendment, and 
sent it to the committee, and I have before me 
a copy of it, which it was my purpose, since 
the committee did not report it back, to offer. 
There was notice given of the amendment; it 
was sent to the committee, and I now offer the 
amendment, to come in after line twelve hun- 
dred and fifty-seven, on page 52. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will remark that itis not in order now. When 
the amendments of the Committee on Appro- 
priations have been gone through with the 
bill will be open for amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I will reserve it till then. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to make an 
inquiry of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations about the item. on page 53, for 
the collection and payment of bounty, prize- 
money, &c., to colored soldiers. Has that 
been customary heretofore? 

Mr. COLE. Yes, sir; it has been custom- 
ary heretofore, and the appropriagion is less 
than the estimates. The estimates were larger 
last year than they are this year by consider- 
able, and this is only tocloseup that institution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The read- 
ing of the bill will continue. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 56, line thirteen 
bundred and sixty-two, afier the word *‘ reso- 
lution ’’ to strike out the words “of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives number 
nine ;’’ and in line thirteen hundred and sixty- 
three, after the word “ the’ to strike out 
* seventh ” and insert ‘‘ninth;’’ soas to make 
the proviso read : ; 

Provided, also, That whenever any telegraph com- 

any shall have filed its written acceptance with the 


Postmaster General, of the restrictions and obliga- 
tions required by the act approved July 24, 1866, 


entitled “ An act to aid in tke construction of tele- 
graph lines, and te secure to the Government the use 
of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 
poses.” if such company, its agents or employ és, 


| shall hereafter refuse or neglect to transmit any such 
telegraphic communications as are provided for by 


the aforesaid act, or by the joint resolution approved 
the 9th day of February, 1870, to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to provide for taking metecrological 
observations „at the military stations and. other 
points of the interior of the continent, and for giv- 
ing notice on the northern Jakes and sea-board of the 
approach and force of storms, such telegraphic 
company shall forfeit and pay to the United States 
not less than $100 and not exceeding $1,000 for each 
refusal or negiect aforesaid, to be recovered by an 
action or actions at law, in any district court of tho 
United States. i 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ANTHONY. TIt is now nearly half 
past ten o'clock, and we meet at eleven. I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The reads 
ing of the bill will continue. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 56, line thirteen 
hundred and seventy-five, atter the word *‘ pay- 
ment,’’ to strikeout ‘of’? and insert ‘under 
existing laws for; and to strike out the pro- 
viso in lines thirteen hundred and seventy- 
eight and thirleen hundred and seventy-nine, 
in the following words: 

Provided, That said appropriation shall be avail- 


able for the payment of claims from the date of the 
passage of this act. 


So that the clause will read: 
To provide for the payment under existing laws for 


horses and other property Jost or destroyed in the 
military service of the United States, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 58, line 
fourteen hundred and twelve, to reduce the 
appropriation ‘‘for the establishment of an 
astronomical base and continuance of military 
aud geographical surveys and explorations 
west of the one hundredth meridian of longi- 
tude, under the direction of the Secretary of 
War,” from $75,000 to $65,000. 

Mr. COLE. I will not insist upon that. If 
the Senate choose to vote it down [ shall be 


satisfied. It was stricken out without inform- 
ation. We have since heard from the Depart- 
ment. 


The amendment was rejected. 


The next amendment was on page 58, to 
strike out lines fourteen hundred and fourteen 
to fourteen hundred and seventeen, in the words 
‘‘ for the observation of the transit of Venus 
across the disk of the sun, to be expended 
with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Navy, for the construction of instruments, 
$50,000 ;’? and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

For the purchase and preparation of instruments 
fora proper observation of the transit of Venus, 
which is predicted to occur on the 8th of December, 
1874, $50,000, to be expended under the dircetion ofa 
commission to be composed of the Superintendent 


and two of the professors of mathematics of the 
Navy attached to the Naval Observatory, the presi- 


| dent of the National Academy of Sciences, and the 


Superintendent of the Coast Survey: Provided, That 
no contracts or engagements shall be made for such 
instruments to an amountexeceding the sum hereby 
appropriated, 


Mr. COLE. The amount is not increased ; 
itis only amore definite provision as to ex- 
penditure. 

The amendmeut was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 59, after 
line fourteen hundred and twenty-eight, to 
strike out the following clause: 

For pedestal for the equestrian statue of General 


| Winfield Scott, authorized by act of July 15, 1870, 


$42,000. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope that amendment 
will be non-concurred in. I will state the 
facts which have come under my knowledge 
since the report of the committee. : 

The s atue for which this is the pedestal is 
now in store in Philadelphia, being com- 
pleted, ordered by act of Congress, two appro- 
priations made for it. Unless this appropria- 
tion is made it will have to lie there for a full 
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year. It is desired by the Superintendent of 
Public: Buildings and:Grounds that this appro- 
priation should be made now. Provision has 
been made, steps have been taken, plans 
drawn for this pedestal, and everything is in 
readiness but the appropriation. Jt will take 
some time to get it ready, and itis very desir- 
able it should be provided for at this time. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It seems to me it is a 
pretty large sum to be in readiness, $42,000. 
Mr. SAWYER. L have here the plans. 

Mr. ANTHONY, The statue costs $25,000, 
I-am told, and bere is $42,000 for the ped- 
estal, : 

Mr. SAWYER. Itis granite laid horizon- 
tally sọ as not to be subject to the action of 
the frost. There is quite a detailed statement 
which it is not necessary to repeat. I may 
state, however, that proposals were solicited 
from some four or five parties, and the sum is 
‘based on the result of those proposals. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I| move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope this amendment 
will not be concurred in. If $42,000 is too 
much, that might be a reason for reducing the 
amount, but certainly it cannot be a reason 
for striking out the whole clause; and I say in 
answer to the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, that while it would seem 
extraordinary that the pedestal should cost 
more than the statue, if it stopped there, it 
does not seem so extraordinary thata pedestal 
to hold an equestrian statue should cost more 
than the statue itself. If Lam not mistaken 
this statue is made out of molten cannon which 
were voted by Congress. 1 can readily under- 
stand how the casting of cannon intoa statue 
may nol cost as mach as the erection of a pon 

erous durable structure like that on which the 
horse and the rider of the Jackson statue, lor 
example, are seen in La Payette Square. 

Of course it is a subject which I speak about 
with great diflidence, but it does not strike me, 
ag it seems to strike the Senator from. Rhode 
Jsland, that it should be extraordinary that 
such a pedestal as is necessary to hold so 
ponderous a statue as this, and of the kind 
which ueually is placed under such a statne, 
should cost more than the casting of such a 
statue out of cannon voted bythe Government 
for that purpose. 

Mr. COL. L suppose L ought to explain 
this, and I will do so very briefly indeed. 
This pedestal will be made by successive lay- 
ers of granite, and each successive layer will 
be one solid block or mass of granite, and of 
course very large nud very costly, the idea 
being that there should be no perpendicular 
seama in it, which would in time result in the 
separating of them and in the destruction of 
them. The pedestal has been advertised for, 
and the offers for making it according to 


the pen have averaged something over one 
hundred thousand dollars down to $42,000, 


$42,000 being the lowest offer that was made 
for the pedestal under the plans. That is all 
L have to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ison the amendment striking out the clause. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of 
the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 59, afler line four- 
teen hundred and thirty-eight, to insert the 
following clause: 

To pay the publisher of the National Republican 


for printing a list of appropriations of the Thirty- 
Seventh Congress, $2,154, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That seems to bea very 
old affair, for the Thirty-Seventh Congress, ten 
years ago. What is the meaning of that? 

Mr. COLE. Itis an indebtedness that has 
been existing some years, I believe, The item 
is based on a letter from the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, which shows that 
other papers which were published at that 


isin my hand. 
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time in this city and are published now, I 
believe, did receive compensation for the same 
service, and this one alone was not paid. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Published without 
authority of law? 

Mr. COLE. No, I think with authority of 


law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is not in order at 
any rate. There is no appropriation of this 
kind in the bill. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senator will not 
object to it, because the others have been paid, 
and it is an invidious discrimination. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it was a publication 
without authority of law it ought not to be 
paid for. 

Mr. COLE. I suppose it was with authority 
of law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand the news- 
papers in the District are in the habit of in- 


| serting publications for furnishing beef for 


instance in New Mexico and things of that 
kind, and they are often published to fill up 
without authority and where there is no sort 
of benefit derived from the publications. Ido 
not know of any law which authorizes such a 
publication as this. I raise the question of 
order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Illinois makes the point of order, If it 
is on the ground that this is a private claim 
the point is sustained, and the amendment is 
not in order, The reading of the bill will 
continue, 

The next amendment was on page 61, after 
line fourteen hundred and eighty-one, to insert 
the following clause: 

For constructing experimental 
boat howitzers, $10,000, 

Mr. COLE. [hope that will be disagreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is in the biil before. 

Mr, WEST. It is an accidental repetition. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The next amendment was on page 61, after 
line fourteen hundred and eighty-three, to 
insert the following: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay the 
liquidated debt now duo the Corliss Stoam-Engine 
Company for steam machinery. furnished under 
contract with the Navy Department, $257,688. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, That is avery large sum 
of mouey, $257,000, appropriated here to 
enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay a debt 
due the Corliss Steam-Kngine Company. That 
cannot bein order. There is nothing certainly 
in this bill to justify that. 

Mr. SAWYER. Itis in accordance with 
a recommendation of the head of the Depart- 
ment for a liquidated debt. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is a private claim, 
and itis not germane to this bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. Why uot? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Because there is noth- 
ing in this bill relating to paying claims of this 
character. Certainly if the Montana Indian 
claims were ruled out this must go out. 

Mr. SAWYER. But the difference between 
this and the Montana claim is that this is a 
liquidated debt, a legitimate claim against the 
Government, audited and recommended to be 
paid by therSecretary of the Navy. His letter 
The parties have a certificate 
of indebtedness from the Navy Department 
for the amount. If itis not germane to this 
bill, and it is not within the rule, I do not know 
any item in the bill that is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There are two objec- 
tions to it. Lt is a private claim to begin with, 
and under the thirtieth rule is excluded. 
the next place, it is not germane to this bill; 
it has no reference to any appropriation con- 
tained in the bill, If you are going to make a 
bill here to appropriate money for private 
claims, J shall want some other evidence than 
a certificate from the Navy Department to pay 
$257,000. 
for. It is a very large item. How does it 
happen that there should be such a claim ag 
this? I raise the question of order upon it. 


breech-loading 


In | 


| 


1 should want to know what it is | 


| 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Astatement is before 
me showing precisely what the claim was for. 
It was for contracts made with the Depart- 
ment during the war and given up. ‘This isa 
settlement of these contracts adjusted prop- 
erly by the Navy Department, as just and 
honest a debt as any due by the Government 
to any contractor. Here is a statement of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is an old elaim. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. It is time to pay it. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I will suggest the reason 
why this has not been paid. For two or three 
years there has been a provision inserted in 
the naval appropriation bill that there should 
be no part of the money appropriated used in 
the payment of claims for building steam 
machinery, and for that reason it could not be 


paid. , , , 

Mr. WEST. This claim was inserted by 
the commivee in pursuance of this section of 
the naval appropriation bill of 1870; 

“To enable the Secretary of the Navy to discharge 
liabilities provided for by contracts made previous 
to March 4, 1869, $515,960 92, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary: Provided, That before paying 
the claim of the Corliss Steam-Bugine Co mpany, 
the Secretary of the Navy shall cause a reéxamini- 
tion of said claim to be made by the law officers of 
the Navy Department and two competent engineers 
to be detailed for that purpose,’’ &e. 


That examination was not made until the 
appropriation lapsed. It has now been made; 
and it becomes necessary that a further appro- 
priation should be made to pay the claim if it 
is to be paid at all. Bunt I will say to the 
Senate that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Epmunps] told me to-day that he would like 
to have this ease reserved. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I raise the question of 
order upon it. Ít is not in order. 

Mr. SAWYER. If it is to be ruled out of 
order I have nothing to say about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘There can 
be no further debate on the question except 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COLE, 1 object to further debate. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I desire to state that the 
Secretary of ihe Navy says that if he had had 
the money at the time in the Treasury he 
would have made the payment himself. But 
a settlement was made predicated upon an 
appropriation by Congress, and it has been 
hung up in consequence. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I cannot say anything 
on the point of order, but I have no doubt 
that the services were honestly and faithfully 
rendered, and that the money is due. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule 
allows the Chair to submit a question like this 
to the sense of the Senate. The Chair has 
some doubt about this, and will submit the 
question of order to the sense of the Senate, 
and take their vote whether it shall be received 
or not. 

Mr. COLE. 


I hope the Chair will not do 
that. 


I would rather it shouid be passed 
over. * 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless ob- 
jection be made, it will be passed over until 
the Senate is full. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is passed over. The reading of 
the bill will continue. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was on page 61, line fourteen 
handred and ninety-five, in the appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture, to reduce 
the appropriation ‘for cast-iron labels for 
naming trees in arboretum,” from $1,500 to 
$1,000, reducing the total appropriation for 
improvement of grounds, labor, &e., from 
$22,400 to $21,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 52, lines 
fifteen hundred and five and fifteen hundred 
and six, in the appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, to strike out the follow- 
ing clause: 

For two additional clerks, classone, $2,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 68, sec 
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tion four, after the words ‘‘per annum,” in 
line ten, to insert the following: 


And the accounting officers of the Treasury are 
hereby authorized to allow R. M. Wallace, late act- 
ye collector of internal revenue for the third col- 
l€ction district of South Carolina, the salary and 
commissions of collector from the 4th day of March, 
1869, until the date of his appointment as collector, 
deducting the amount heretofore paid on account 
of the same. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Is vot that a private 
claim? I sabmit that it is a private. claim. 

Mr. SAWYER. That is in obedience to a 
request from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. TROMBULL. That is admitted; but 
is this a bill of private claims, and does it 
make any difference who recommends it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of order is made the Chair must. decide that it 
is a private claim, and not in order here. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I would like to under- 
stand how this matter is. Under what rule is 
this ruling of the Chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in 
order under the thirtieth rule. The Secretary 
will read the rule. 

Mr. BORMAN. Does that apply to reports 
of committees made in pursuance of the rec- 
ommendation of the head of a Department? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule 
will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read from the thirtieth rule 
as follows: 


“No amendment proposing additional appro- 
priations shall be received to any general appro- 


priation bill, unless it be made to carry out the pro- | 


visions of some exising law, or some act or resolu- | only want to find out how easy it is not to do 


tion previously passed by the Senate during that 


session, or moved by direction of a standing orselect | 


committee of the Senate, or in purenance of an 
estimate from the head of some of the Departments; 
and no amendment shall ‘be received whose object 
is to provide for, a private claim, unless it be to 
carry out the provisions of an existing law ora treaty 
stipulation,’’ 


Mr. SAWYER. 
thing in reference to the fact whether it is to 
carry out the provisions of an existing law. 
There was a law passed here giving deputy 
collectors acting as collectors the compensa- 
tion of collectors, reported by the Committee 
on Finance. sci 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I rise to a point of 
order. The Chair has decided that it is a 
private claim ; is it proper now to discuss that 
question. 

Mr. SAWYER. Then [Itake an appeal. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest to the Senator 
before he proceeds further that this amend- 
ment is obnoxious also under the new rule: 


“And no amendmentto any such bill making legis- 
lative provisions, other than such as directly relate 
to the appropriations contained in the bill, shall be 
received.” 


Mr. SAWYER. I do not intrude upon the 
Senate much more than my share of the pub- 
lic time. I wish to state the facts about this 
case, which seem to be misunderstood by the 
Senate and Senators who have spoken upon it. 
When they have heard facts, if it is adjudged 
that it is aprivate claim, I will yield ; but I wish 
to state the facts and have them before the 
Senate. I say that we passed a law here two 
years ago giving to deputy collectors the com- 
pensation which collectors would have had. I 
believed then, and I believe now, that that law 
would have covered this case, but there was 


this peculiarity about that: the collector of | 


that district was elected a member of the 


the other House ; his seat was contested ; in- į 


stead of resigning he held his place as col- 
lector ; was subsequently admitted to the other 
House, and when he received his salary asa 
member of the other House the sum which 
had been paid to him as.collector of internal 
revenue was deducted from his salary. This 


gentleman, R. M. Wallace, acted as collector 


during the entire period. That left him but 
the pay of a deputy collector of internal rev- 
enue, although be performed the duties of 
collector. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator means that 
his pay as collector was held to cease at the 
time when his pay as Representative began? 


| 


If the point | 


Now, I want to say some- |j 


i 


t 


Mr. SAWYER. No; he received his pay 
as collector prior to his being admitted to the 
seat, which was contested, and when he finally 
was admitted in the other House he drew pay 
as a member of the other House from the be- 
ginning of that Congress, minus the amount 
which had been paid to him as collector. 


| That left the real collector, the man who had 


actually done the duty as collector, simply 
with the salary of deputy collector, although 
the law provided that deputy collectors acting 
as collectors should have the compensation of 
collectors. 

In the first place, the Comptroller admitted 
that it was very doubtful whether the present 
law did not cover it, but he preferred to have 
a distinct provision in reference to it, and 
therefore he drew this provision himself, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury recommends it. 
Now, is ita private claim when it is to pay a 
Government officer the salary which the whole 
spirit of the law determines he shall have, and 
which on a mere technicality is kept away from 

im? 

Mr. CONKLING. The fact tbat he is a 
Government officer does not make any differ- 
ence. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And the Government 
officers decided that there was no law to 
authorize them to pay this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. SAWYER. I withdraw the appeal. I 


jastice when it is desired to make a point 
against, it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appeal 
is withdrawn, and the amendment is ruled out 
of order. The reading of the bill will con- 
tinue, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand the effect 
of that is that we do not concur in the amend- 


ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tbe amend- 
ment is out of the bill. Jt is not entertained. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was to strike out section six, 
in the following words: 

Sec. 6. That the sum of $250,000, or so much there- 
of as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated to 
pay unsettled claims against the Government of the 
United States on account of services rendered in 
carrying the mails in tbe States lately in rebellion, 
previous to the lst day of May, A. D.1861: Provided, 
That before any payment shall be made under this 
act, satisfactory evidence shall be furnished that no 
compensation has been received from any source 
for such service. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope that section 
will not be stricken out. These are claims 
against the Government for carrying the mail, 
andare just. There are many railroads through- 
out the South that carried the mail under their 
contracts in good faith. By laws heretofore 
passed many private individuals who carried 
horse-mails were paid who could establish 
loyalty ; but it was impossible for a railroad 
company to establish loyalty, that being a cor- 
porate body. ‘There can be no question as to 
the loyalty of some of the stockholders; and I 
should like to know if they are to suffer simply 
because they were an incorporation. I move 
to amend the amendment by inserting after 
* 1861,” in line seven, the words “ without 
proof of loyalty as prescribed by joint reso- 
lution approved March 2, 1867.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from-South Carolina moves to amend the 
section before the vote is taken on striking 


out. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator from 
South Carolina care whether he offers it to- 
night or in the morning? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 


over. 

Mr. CONKLING. Speaking for myself, and 
some who are more weary than Lam, although 
they are not members of this body, I think we 
have worked long enough to-day. I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 


I am willing to pass it 


|l be now considered, 


Mr. COLE. . We have got to the last page. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is no reason why... 
we should go on.. I insist on my motion to 
adjourn. : 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If the Senator. from 
New York wili yield to. me for a moment -L 
will renew the motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I was going to make 
a suggestion that. we pass over this section of 
the bill in order to act on it afterward when 
the Senate is full. 

Mr. CONKLING. As I have inquired, I 
know that the officers of the Senute and the 
reporters are thoroughly weary. I think we, 
ought to adjourn; and therefore | make the 
motion. We shall not-save any time by going 
through the reading now. If there is no con- 
test about the rest of the bill, it will take no 
time in the morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at ten 
o'clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, June 5, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a..m, 
Frayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Clerk began reading the Journal of 
yesterday, but before concluding, 

Mr. HOLMAN asked unanimous consent 
that the further reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with. 

Noobjection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [understand that the tariff 
and tax bill is not yet ready for the signature 
of the Speaker. I therefore move that the 
House take a recess until twelve o'clock m, 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at eleven o’clock and seven minutes a. m.) 
the House took a recess till twelve o’clock m. 


AFTER THE RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House re- 

sumed its session at twelve o'clock m. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr.. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2822) to reduce duties 
on imports, and to reduce internal taxes, and 
for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House, 
made on yesterday, the Chair declares this 
House adjourned until Friday next at elever 
o’clock a. m. 

Accordingly (at twelve o’ clock and five min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, June 5, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washing- 
ton, Distriet of Columbia, 

On motion of Mr. THURMAN, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask that House bill No. 
2850 be taken up, subject to the morning busi- 


ness. 
Mr. POMEROY. Ihave some reports to 
make which Lintend to ask the consideration of. 
Mr. SCOTT. This will lead to no debate. 
I ask to take up the bill, subject to the morn: 
ing business. It is a bill to provide for a post 
office in Philadelphia. 
Mr. HARLAN. I prefer that it be acted 


| on, and not have it blocking the way of every- 


thing else. 


Mr. SCOTT. Then I ask: consent that it 
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< There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2850) authorizing 


the construction of a public building at Phila-. 


delphia, Peunsyslvania, for the use of the post 
office-and United States courts in said city. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know that the Senator 
from Illinois who is not now in his seat [Mr. 
TrRumBULL] desires to speak on this subject. 
There are a number.of these bills, I do not 
know how many of them, and they appropri- 
ate a very large sum of money and they involve 
another principle—— 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Ohio 

.permit me to say that the Senator from Illinois 

[Me TrumBuLu] has expressed to me his 
desire that the bill should pass? He is a 
member of the committee that reported it. 

Mr. THURMAN. If that is the case I have 
nothing to say. 

Mr. SCOTT. Here he is now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In regard to this bill 
the Senator from Pennsylvania desired to get 
it up the other day, and in the effort to get up 
different bills it so happened that a bill which 
J had in charge interfered with it, 1 do not 
know particularly about this bill, I merely 
wished to get out of the way of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania so that he could get his bill 
up. I believe it has met the approbation of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, though I was not present at the 
meeting, 

Mr. THURMAN. There is one feature of 
this bill, and l believe it is in a number ‘of 
such bills, that it does secm has hardly been 
considered ag much as it ought to be. It re- 
quires, as I understand, that the State of 

ennsylvania shall relinquish her jurisdiction 
over the soil on which the post oflice is to be. 
Tf that ia to be the case, ifin the case of every 
public building of the Federal Government in 
the cities of the United States there is to be a 
relinguishment of State jurisdiction over the 
soil on which the building is, wehave so many 
St. Gileseg in our cities, places of refuge for per- 
sons offending against the laws of the States. It 
strikes me as a very singular thing that there 
should be a spot of ground in the heart of a 
city, as a post ollice site ought to be, or a cus- 
tom-house site or the like ought to be, in which 
no crime committed isan offense against the 
State, in which no crime can be punished by 
the State, but that the jurisdiction is to be 
solely in tho Federal Government. I am 
aware that this provision has been put in other 
bills; but Pam inclined to think it has been 
done very improvidently, 

Furthermore, how is the State to cede its 
jurisdiction? J suppose the United States 
will have jurisdiction where the State assents 
to the purchase by the General Government 
of laud for any of the uses provided for in the 
Constitution, Then, as a matter of course, 
by force of the Constitution, the jurisdiction 
of the United States is exclusive. But it be- 
comes @ very serious question whether or not 
that, ought to be exercised in that way and so 
many Alsatias or places of refage be made in 
our great cities for this purpose. 1 throw out 
these suggestions for consideration. 

The Constitution of itself, undoubtedly, if 
the State gives its consent to the purchase for 


any one of the need/ul buildings referred to in | 


tbe Constitution—and | am inclined to think a 
post office comes within that class—makes the 
jurisdiction of Congress exclusive, I grant 
that; there is no denying it, and not only so, 
but it cannot be otherwise, Congress cannot. 
surrender the jurisdiction. Baut whether it is 
udvisable for us to go on purchasing sites for 
post offices and custom-houses and the like, 
and having so many spots in all the large cities 
of the country that are withdrawn from State 
jurisdiction altogether, is a matter that seems 
to me worthy of serious consideration.  How- 
ever, if this bill has received everybody's ap- 
probation, and there ‘is a necessity for it, I 
shail not interpose objections now. 


Mr. SCOTT. The bill has- received the | 
approbation of the House of Representatives, 
it has passed the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds of the Senate, and there is 
absolute necessity for the purchase of ground 
and the erection ofa new building. IfI were 
disposed to take up the time of the Senate 
with the statistics, Í could show that the ac- 
commodaticns in the present post office build 
ing are utterly inadequate for the business, 
and that the surplus revenue of the office in 
that city will pay the whole prospective appro- 
priation under this bill in five years. 

As to the objection of the Senator from 
Ohio, it issimply a question whether Congress 
will now depart from the policy, which bas 
been adhered to for many years, requiring a 
cession of jurisdiction from the States in all 
cases where property has been purchased for 
Government purposes. I trust that there will 
be no further objection and that the bill will 
now pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DEPUTIES OF COURT CLERKS. 
Mr. THURMAN. JI ask the Senate to take 


up a bill that passed the House and is reported 
by the Judiciary Committee without amend- 
ment, and I think there can be no objection to 
it, It is House bill No. 1758, to authorize the 
appointment of deputies of clerks of circuit 
and distriet courts. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, It provides that a deputy or 
deputies of any clerk of any court of the Uni- 
ted States may be appointed by such court 
upon the application of the clerk, and be re- 
movable at the pleasure of the court; and the 
compensation of any such deputy shall be paid 
by the clerk; and in case of the death of the 
clerk, his deputy or deputies shall, unless re- 
moved by the judge, continue in office and 
perform the duties of the clerk, in his name, 
until his successor be duly appointed and 
qualified; and for the defaults or misfeasances 
in office of any such deputy, whether in the 
lifetime of the clerk or after his death, the 
clerk and his estate and the sureties in his 
ollicial bond shall be liable, and his executor 
or administrator shall have such remedy for 
any such defaults or misfeasances committed 
after his death as the clerk would be entitled 
to if the same had oceurred in his lifetime. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


STAVE DEPARTMENTS, 


The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 996) to repeal 
so much of section six of an act making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 80, 1870, and for other 
purposes, approved March 3, 1869, as pro- 
hibits promotions in the staff departments of 
the Army. 

The amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives were to strike out lines six, seven, 
eight, and all of line nine to and including the 
word ‘the 3’? also to strike out from the word 
‘and,’ in Hne nine, to the word “ depart- 
ment,” in line ten, both included; also to strike 
out, after the word “ repealed,” in line eleven, 
to and including the word f‘ and,’ in line thir- 
teen; and in line thirteen to strike out the 
word ‘also.’ 

Mr. WILSON. I move to non-concur in 
the amendments, and ask for a committee of 
conference. 

The motion was agreed to; and the con- 
ferees were ordered to be appointed by the 
Vice President. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not wish to be on the 
conference committee. The bill wasin charge 


of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Ames. ] 


NEW MEXICO AND GULF RAILWAY. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2956) to authorize the 
building of the New Mexico and Gulf railway, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title. r 

Mr. SPRAGUE. This bill has already 
passed the Public Lands Committee, and it is 
the only measure that has had favorable con- 
sideration on the part of New Mexico Terri- 
tory. Itis the only communication out from 
Santa Fé to tbe East, and it is about as im- 
portant for the Government of the United 
States as itis forthe people. It is a road to 
be built by the peopie about Santa Fé. It is 
very necessary and very importaut. 1 trust the 
bill will be passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
character had better go toa committee. 
can be reported to morrow. 

Mr. POMEROY. We reported a similar 
bill last. session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot help that. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let it lie on the table. 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

LETTERS ROGATORY. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2959) to regulate the 
taking of testimony in certain cases was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That bill has special 
reference to the issuing of letters rogatory to 
take testimony from countries that have the 
civil law. I introduced a bill exactly the 
same early in the cession, and it was referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. I have had the 
opportunity of speaking but to the chairman 
of that committee, and 1 understand he hag 
no objection to the passage of this bill, which 
has come trom the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I think it ought to be 
referred. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I prefer to let it lie on 
the table. | think I can satisfy the Senator, 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2689) creating an addi- 
tional land district in the Territory of Arizona 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. H. No. 2967) to remove the 
political disabilities of George S. Houston, 
Joseph Wheeler, John A. Campbell, James L. 
Pugh, and John R. Burtwell, of Alabama, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the 
select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities. 

TERRITORIAL CHARTERS, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the bill (H. R. No. 2683) amendatory 
Ofan act approved March 2, 1867, entitled 
An act amendatory ofan act to provide a 
temporary government for the ‘Territory of 
Montana,’’ approved May 26, 1864, returned 
from the House of Representatives pending 
the motion of Mr, CASSERLY to reconsider the 
vote on its passage ; and it was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

GENERAL ANDERSON’S WIDOW. 


Mr. HOWE. A short time since a bill 
came from the House of Representatives (H. 
R. No. 2879) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
General Anderson, and it was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. I understand from 
the chairman of that committee that there is 
aJarge amount of business before them, and 
| that it will be probably impossible for them to 
| give consideration to that bill during this ses- 
i sion; and, as owing to the peculiar circum- 
| stances in which that family is left, it is very 
| desirable that there should be some relief pro- 
| vided, I ask unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate that the Committee on Pensions be dis- 
charged from further consideration of that 
bill, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military A faire. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If thero be no 
objection that order will be made. - The Chair 
i hears no objection. ; 


I think bills of that 
It 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


4251 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CONKLING presented the following 
resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
New York ; which was read, and ordered to 
lie on the table: 


In SENATE, STATE oF New YORK, 
ALBANY, May 10, 1872, 

Whereas the central board of trustees of the 
American Printing House for the Blind and the 
American University for the Blind has been organ- 
ized in the District of Columbia under the name of 
the Board of Regents of the American Printing 
House for the Blind and the American University 
for the Blind; and whereas the objects of said in- 
stitution are to provide for the blind facilities of in- 
struction not heretofore enjoyed or attainable by 
them, thatis to say, a series of text-books, works 
of general literature, and illustrative apparatus ad- 
dressed to the sense of touch, with all other methods 
conducive to the acquisition of thorough and liberal 
education; and whereas the respective State boards 
of trustees of said printing house or of said univer- 
sity are entitled to representation in said board of 
regents; and whereas it is for the benefit of the 
blind of the nation, in which those of this State are 
generally interested, and are recipients of said fa- 
cilities of education; and whereas, there is a bill in 
Congress to make an appropriation to said printing 
house and university for the blind: Therefore, 

Beit resolved, (if the Assembly coneur,) That our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress be re- 
quested to favor the granting of aid by an appropria- 
tion of money to said institution; and that his Excel- 
lency the Governor be requested to forward a copy 
of this memorial to our Representatives in Congress. 


By order: 
CHAS. R. DAYTON, Clerk. 


In Assembly, May 10, 1872, 
Concurred in without amendment. 


By order: 

EDWARD M. JOHNSON, Clerk. 
LANDS SOLD FOR DIRECT TAXES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a bill that 
passed the Senate, went to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, was returned with an amend- 
ment, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, who reported it back a long time 
ago. It stands on the final vote. It is a bill 


of great public importance to the South, pro- |] 


viding for the redemption of lands for direct 
taxes, The bill has been fully considered, 
and I wish it acted on now. 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope that will be done. 
I stopped the bill awhile to examine it, and I 
hope it will be acted on now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish that might lie 
until the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Frs- 
LINGHUYSEN | comes in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The bill has been more 

maturely considered than almost any bill that 
has been before Congress. It involves the 
interest of about twenty thousand colored peo- 
ple and many white people. The Senator from 
Massachusetts interrupted it one day and the 
Senator from Kansas on another. The bill 
has been fully cousidered. I do not want: to 
stand here calling up a bill in which my cou- 
stituents have no possible interest. It is a 
bill of the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
SawyeR,] who is pressing me every day to 
have it acted upon. I bope it will be dis- 
posed of. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator from Ohio 
asks unanimous consent to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to Sen- 
ate bill No. 780. - Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My only objection at this 
moment is the fact that the Senator from New 
Jersey who sits near me took an interest in 
that bill before, and I think he saw the possi- 
bility that some of the places where our sol- 
diers are buried might go back into the hands 
of their rebel owners under this bill. Ido 
not know that there is the slightest foundation 
for his fear; I have not examined it; bat I 
suggest to the Senator from Ohio as a matter 
of courtesy and of safety on the part of the 
Senate to wait a few moments. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection if 
it is really desirable, but the very point the 
Senator from New Jersey made has been met, 
and I think he is satisfied on that point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Jt may be that heis. I 
only do for him what I should expeet any Sen- 
ator to do for me in the same circumstances: 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
moment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request 
of the Senator from Ohio is withdrawn. 


COMPENSATION OF SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now I ask for the con- 
sideration of a House bill construing a statute, 
which passed the House some time ago, was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and from that committee sent to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and reported favorably. It 
is House bill No. 2773. If anybody objects, 
it may lie over. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 
2778) to amend section five of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year 1841,” approved March 8, 1841, 
and to authorize the proper construction 
thereof, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to construe the pro- 
visions of the fifth section of the act making 
appropriations for tbe civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year 1841, 
approved March 8, 1841, which established 
and limited the compensation of collectors of 
customs, so as. to apply to all surveyors of 
customs ports performing or having performed 
the duties of collectors of customs, who shall 
be entitled to receive the same compensation 
as is allowed to collectors by that act for like 
services in the settlement of their accounts 
with the Treasury, if the fees, commissions, 
and emoluments prescribed by law and col- 
lected by them shall amount to such maximum 
allowance. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTRES. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [ask the Senate to pro- 
cced to the consideration of the Ohio river 
bridge bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I desire to make a report. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is 
objection to the Ohio river bridge bill until 
my colleague is in his seat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Reports of 
committees are in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom were referred the following 
bills, asked to be discharged from their further 
consideration; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. No. 897) to facilitate specie pay- 
ment ; 

A bill (S. No. 970) relating to the proceeds 
of captured and abandoned property ; 

A bill (S. No. 1040) for the relief of Wiliam 
Fischer ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1957) authorizing the See- 
retary of the Treasury to refund duties paid 
on the chime of bells and clock imported for 


I will waive it for a 


and 


entitled “An act to reduce internal taxes, and 
for other purposes,” approved July 14, 1870. 


GOVERNMENT LAND AT PLATTSBURG. 


Mr. WILSON. Jam directed by the Com- 
i mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 2858) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to release twenty-five 
acres of the lands of the United States at 
Plattsburg, New York, to the New York and 


poses, to report it back with an amendment. 
There is no objection to the bill, and 1 should 
like to have it put on its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to empower the Secretary of War, if, 


vided in the act, to the New York and Canada 


the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the north tweuty-five acres 


St. Joseph’s cathedral, Buffalo, New York; į 


1 R. . 2691) to amend t 
Abik TaT To ) o ament aP aCi grossed and the bill to be read a third time. 


Canada Railroad Company, and for other pur- | 


| in his opinion it is not needed for military | 
purposes, to release, upon the conditions pro- jj 


Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, | 


of the lands. owned:and possessed by the Uni- 
ted States in the town of -Plattsburg, Clinton 
county, New York, and situated upon. the 
westerly banks of -Lake Champlain, together 
with a right of way from the. south thereto; 
the release to be with such restrictions as the 
Secretary of War may think necessary to pro- 
tect the interests of the United States. Before 
the expiration of the release the railroad com- 
pany shall first pay into the Treasury of the 
United States the fall value of the land, and 
the right of way to the same to be fixed by a 
board of three officers of the Army, appointed 
by the Secretary of War, whose report shall 
be approved by him. The dwelling-house now 
standing on the land is to be removed by the 
railroad company to such place as may be des- 
ignated by the Secretary of War, without ex- 
pense tothe United States. The premises are 
to be used exclusively for railway purposes, 
and the company, its successors and assigns, 
within three years from the passage of the act, 
shall complete and operate a railroad within 
the State of New York, connecting the rail- 
rouds leading from the city of New York with 
the Canadian frontier, 

The amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs was in Hne fifteen, to 
strike out the word ‘‘ expiration’? and insert 
‘© execution.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to ask for inform- 
ation, where is the land situated that is affected 
by this bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can state, as it hap- 
pens to be across the lake from where I reside. 
lt is situated in the State of New York, on the 
west bank of Lake Champlain, on the scene 
of the ancient battle of Plattsburg, of which 
my friend of course has heard. There has 
been a reservation there, barracks, and so on, 
which in the war of 1812 was used, and itis a 
military post still. This railway desires part 
of it, as l understand, for its depot purposes, 
and so on, and propose to buy it. I think 
very well of the scheme, from the fact that the 
iand is of no use for the military purposes of 
the United States; it will never be needed 
again, and if we can get the full value for a 
part of it [ think it a very good thing to do, 
although I know nothing about the bill other- 
wise. 

Mr, CASSERLY. I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator from Vermont if he knows how -the full 
value is to be ascertained? 

Mr. EDMUNDs. The bill provides it is to 
be ascertained by sn appraisement by a board 
of officers, subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of War. I noticed that in the reading 
of the bill. I have no knowledge of the details. 

Mr. CASSBRLY. I have no further in- 
quiry to make. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was con- 
curred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be enm- 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RAMSEY. I should like the Senate 
to give this evening after the recess for the 
consideration of bilis from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator from 
Minnesota? 

Mr. COLE. 
business. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection ? 

Mr. THURMAN. One objection I have to 
make. I hope the Senator from California 
intends to stick to his appropriation bill, aud 
that he will not yield until the bill is: passed. 
Afierit is taken up I shall objeet-to any busi- 
ness being taken up until it is passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. There is another appro- 


Subject to the unfinished 


Is there 
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priation bill, the. fortification bill, and then 
there is the river and harbor bill. This will 
not do at the.present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Objection 
is made, and the request cannot be enter- 
tained. ; 

FISK UNIVERSITY. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2862) to confirm the purchase by the ex- 
ecutive department of three acres of land, 
more or less, in the vicinity of Nashville, Ten- 
nessee, known ag the site of Fort Houston, 
and to donate and convey the same to the 
Fisk University for educational purposes, re- 
port it back. ‘This bill has passed the House, 
and I am directed by the committee to ask 
that it be considered: at this time by the 
Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us get through with 
the regular reports. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have tried these three 
mornings to get this bill up. Ishall never try 
it again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
tion. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ` I do not know anything 
about the bill, and I shouid like some time to 
examine it. I have not heard of it eitherasa 
member of the committee orin the Committee 
of Public Lands. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator had been 
present he would have heard it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to examine it, 
The Senator from Kansas knows Lam present 
in the committee at its meetings whenever L 
can be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will go on the Calendar. 

Mr. POMEROY. A delegation have been 
here about a week from the Wisk University. 
J have conferred with the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, the Senator from Vermont, and Sen- 
ators around me. f have discharged my 
duty, : The bill may lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN obtnined the floor. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia desires to withdraw his objection to the 
Fisk University bill, 

Mr. CASSERLY. 


I withdraw my objec- 


I am willing to with- 


draw it and have the bill come before the l 


Senate, l have inquired, however, of’ per- | 
sons who are informed, and | understand the 
piece of ground affected by this act is a very | 
valuable piece of ground in one of the very 
best pacts of the city of Nashville, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

SEIZURES OF BOOKS AND PAPERS, 

Mr, SHERMAN. The Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. Peenivcuuysun] is now present, 
aud Å again ask for action on the House 
amendment to the bill S. No. 780. He de- 
sires Lo submit an amendment to one section 
of it, I have no objection to the amendment 
except that it sends the bill back to the House, 
and 1 wish to accomplish the object he does, 
aud T think the bill does it now, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Without interfering with 
the Senator trom Ohio, L wish to make a mo 
tion, and will make a statement in regard to it. 

Mr. SHIERMAN, Let this bill be taken up. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Iwill not object to its 
being taken up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then it is up now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will 
be considered as before the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. On the 18th of April, 
nearly two months ago, there was sent over 
from the House of Representatives a bill (H. 
R. No. 2828) to regulate the seizureand exam- 
ination of invoices, books, and papers in cus- 
toms revenue cases, That bill was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. The Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary have hitherto been 
unable to come to au agreement in reference 
to it, and to report it back to the Senate, 
The session is drawing to its close, I have | 


i and I can only speak for myself—{ am not 


| rate, from the time they accrued and were pay- 


; or persons fail to agree upon and amicably settle 


received quite a number of telegrams and let- 
ters urging action upon the bill. The bill, in | 
my judgment, isa very important one, and I 
think action ought to be taken uponit. Under 
the circumstances, in order to relieve myself, 


speaking in behalf of the committee—and to 
show that I have discharged my duty in-refer- 
ence to it, I move that the Committee on the 
Judiciary be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and that it go upon the 
Calendar, so that the Senate can take such 
action as it thinks proper, if it thinks proper to 
take any. 

Mr. SUMNER. It is a very important bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is an important bill 
which has been before the Judiciary Commit- 
tee some six or seven weeks without our being 
able to come to an agreement upon it and 
report it back tothe Senale. As weare so near 
the close of the session, and it is very doubt- 
ful whether the committee can be got together 
to come to an agreement upon it at this late 
stage of the session, in time at any rate for 
any action, I make the motion that the com- 
mittee be discharged from its farther consid- 
eration, and that it go on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that motion in order 
at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can be 
entertained only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Inasmuch as the Senator 
from Illinois is entirely mistaken in his facts, 
I will object. 

LANDS SOLD FOR DIRECT TAXES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now I ask for action on 
the bill which } have called up. The Senator 
from New Jersey suggests an amendment to 
section seven, J have no objection to it, 
although L do not think it necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think for abundant 
caution it had better go in, 

‘The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the 
bill (S. N. 780) to provide (or the redemption 
and sale of lands held by the United States 
under the several acts levying direct taxes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the amendment, which 
was to strike out all alter the enacting clause 
and insert the following: 


That all the lands now owned or held by the 
United States by virtue of proceedings under theact | 
entitled “An act for the collection of direct taxesin | 
the insurrectionary districts within the United | 
States, and for other purposes,” approved June 7, 
1862, and under acts supplementary thereto, or upon 
the same subject-matter, may be redeemed and ro- 
stored to such persons as shall make applieation 
thorefor to the Scoretary of the ‘Lroasury, through 
tho Comntigsioner of Internal Rovenue, within two 
yoars from the passageot this act, aud furnish satis- 
factory evidence to said Department that such per- 
son or applicant in each c was atthe time the 
United States acquired title thereto the legal owner 
of such laud, or the beir at law, or devisee of such 
legal owner; but before such redemption shall be 
awarded and title restored on any such application 
and proof, such applicant shall pay into the Treasury 
ofthe United States thedireet tax charged against the 
lands described in such applicatign, tegether with 
tho cost of advertising and of the sale of said lands, 
and all other proper charges against tho same, and 
interest vu said tax from the date of its assess- 
ment at the rate of ten per cent. per annum, and 
interest on said eosts and eharges at the same | 


able: Provided, however, That if any other person 
or porsons than such applicantshall in any casemake 
satisfactory evidence to said Department that. he or 
they, after the acquisition of title by the United States | 
and before the passage of this act, made valuableand | 
permanent improvements on said Jand in good faith 
and under color of legal title, it shall then be thead- 
ditional duty of such applicant for redemption to pay 
to such person or persons the reasonable value of 
such permanent improvements at the time of actual 
redemption; and if the applicant and such person | 


such claim for improvements, then the value thereof 
shall be assessed and reported to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, under oath, by three competent and dis- 
interested treebolders, residents of the county or 
parish in which such land is situate, who shail be 
appointed for that purpose by the United States 
district judge of the district where the lands are 
Situate, upon information from the Secretary of the 


! and unadjusted by the parties thereto. 


Treasury that a claim for compensation for such 
permanent improvements is pending in any ease, 
It shall also 
be the duty of said board of freeholders to state in 
their report the nature of saidimprovemeuts, when 
they were made, by whom, andthe reasonable value 
thereof, as aforesaid, and any other facts that may 
be in their judgment material to a fair and just de- 
termination of the rights of the parties. ‘They shall 
send one copy of such report to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and file a duplicate thereof in the office 
of the clerk of the highest court of record of the 
State, in the county or parish where such land is 
situate. The reasonable fees of said board shall be 
borne and paid equally by the parties to said cvn- 
troversy. ` A 

Src. 2. That whenever the foregoing conditions 
have been complied with, and redemption and res- 
toration of title has been awarded in any case by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, it shall be the duty 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to mako 
out a certificate of release of the interest and titie 
of the United States in and tosuch lands in dupli- 
cate, which shall be approved in writing by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and his approval indorsed 
thereon; and then one copy thereot’ shall be deliv- 
ered to such applicant and the other filed in the 
office of said Commissioner, | 

Src. 3. That the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, shail, as soon as may be aftor the passage 
of this act, prescribe and promulgate such rules and 
regulations, not inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act, as may be necessary and proper to facilitate 
the execution of this act and secure the most speedy 
and Leust expensive attainment of the purpose here- 
of that is practicable. 

Suro. 4. fhatif at the expiration of the time here- 
inbetore allowed for redemption there shall remain 
any of said lands unredeemed, it shall then be the 
duty of the said Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
to proceed to sell at public auction, as soon as may 
be consistent with the public interest, the lands not 
redeemed and restored, and to release and convey 
the same to the purchasers in the manner aforesaid, 
and in the meantime and until so sold to lease the 
same. 

Sue. 5. That all lands now owned by the United 
States acquired under the provisions of any of the 
United S:ates direct tax acts, situated in the State 
of South Carolina, including all tracts or lots of land 
purchased under Army and Navy sales, not paid for 
in fnil at the present time, shall be included in tho 
provisions of this act; Provided, however, Liat the 
applications of the purehasers under Army and 
Navy sales shall, for six months after the passuge of 
this act, have precedence so far as relates to the land 
purchased by them. . 

Src. 6, That all money derived from the sale of 
school-farm Jands, under the provisions of section 
eight ofan actentitled ‘An act to continue in force 
and to amend ' An act to establish a Bureau for the 
relief of Froedmen and Refugees, and for other pur- 
poses,’ ” approved July 16, 1366, and which money 
is now in the custody of the Freedinen’s Bureau, be, 
and tho same is hereby, appropriated for the use 
and support of free public schools in the parishes of 
St. Helena and St. Luke, South Carolina, in equal 
parts, to be expended under the direction and con- 
trol of u special board of three commissioners, who 
shall be appointed by and act under the direction 
of tho Scerctary of the Treasury, and shall be duly 
sworn that they will faithfully discharge their duties 
as such commissioners, and shall give such good and 
suficient bouds therefor as said Secretary shali re- 
quire, and who shall not receive more than $100 per 
year each for their services, ý 

SRO. 7. That the provisions of this act shali not be 
construed ty apply to or embrave any lands, farms, 
plantations, or lots which are now, in whole or in 
part, used or occupied by the United States for na- 
tional cemeteries, or other public purposes, or which 
under the instructions of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, have been reserved for military or naval 
purposes, or such lots of land on Hunting Island, 
South Carolina, as may be necessary as a site forthe 
erection of a light-house, or tho lot in the town of 


; Boautort, in said Stato, designated on the plat of the 


late cominissioners of direct taxes for said State as 
lot E, block sixty-one. 

Sec, 8. That the premises known and designated 
as block one hundred and twenty-three on the plat 
atoresaid, in the town of Beaufort aforesaid, now 
occupied as a court-house for the county of Beau- 
fort, in said State, be, and the same are hereby, 
released unto said county, Tor the public uses of said 
county; and that all sums of money due to the 
United States on account. of said premises be, and 
they are hereby, released in favor of said county. 

Sec. 9. That section two of an act entitled “An 
act for the relief of purchasers of land sold for direct 
taxes in the insurrectionary States,” approved May 
9, 1872, be, and the same is hereby, amended to read 
as follows: : 

‘Sec, 2. That in all cases where the owner of any 
iand sold for taxes as aforesaid, his heirs or assigns, 
has recovered or shall recover the same from the 
purchaser, his heirs or assigns, without collusion on 
bis or their part, by the Judgment of any United 
States court, by reason of a failure, without his or 
their fault or neglect, of the title of the purchaser 
derived from said sale, the Secretary of tbe Treas- 
ury, on the payment into the ‘Treasury, by the clerk, 
of the money deposited with him as aforesaid, aud 
on being satisfied that any purchaser, bis heirs or 
assigus, without his or their collusion, has been 
evicted irom or turned- out of possession of any such 
land by the judgment of any United States court, in 


1872. 
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the manner before mentioned, is hereby authorized, 

out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 

appropriated, to repay to the person or. persons enti- 

tled thereto a sum of money equal to that originally 

paid by the purchaser of the land so recovered if 

the same bas been paid into the Treasury, or to any 
erson legally authorized to receive the same for the 
nited States.” : : 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move to amend 
the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives in section seven, line four, aftes the word 


“ cemeteries, ” by inserting ** or forthe burial | 


of the dead ;”” and after the word ‘‘ purposes,” 
in thesame line, inserting“ or which have been 
set apart for any such purpose,” and striking 
out after the word *‘ light-house,”’ in line nine, 
the following words: 7 

Or the lot in the town of Beaufort, in said State, 
designated on the plat of the late commissioners of 
direct taxes for said State as lot E, block sixty-one. 

So that, as amended, the seventh section will 
read: : : 

That the provisions of this act shall not be con- 
strued to apply to orembrace.any lands, farms, plant- 
ations, or lots which are now in whole or in part 
used or occupied by the United States for national 
cemeteries or for the burial of the dead, or other pub- 
lic purposes, or which have been set apart for any 
such purpose, or which under the instructions of the 
President of the United States have been reserved 
for military or naval purposes, or such lots of land 
on Hunting Island, South Carolina, as may be neces- 
sary as a site for the erection of a light-house. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to 
that if the Senator thinks that makes it clearer. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. SAWYER. Now, in section eight there 


is a reference to the ‘‘ plat aforesaid?’ which | 


is ovly mentioncd in section seven and in the 
part stricken out. There will have to bea 
verbal correction there. There should be 
simply a reference in section eight to the plat 
described in the part of section seven which 
has been stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN.: The Senator from South 
Carolina himself proposed the clause which 
was inserted here, and which is now stricken 
out; but I have no objection to striking it out. 

Mr. SAWYER. In regard to the remark 
made by my friend from Ohio, I will say that 
it was a lot excepted from the provisions of 
the bill at my request, because I had a com- 
munication from Beaufort to the effect that the 
building wasused for public offices, and it was 
desirable to retain it for that purpose. I find 
itis only used for an assistant assessor, and 
that assistant assessor will probably go out of 
office in a short time, and it is useless to retain 
it for that purpose. The custom-house is at 
another place; the post office is at another 
place. ‘The property is worth ten or twelve 
thousand dollars, and it ig hardly worth while 
to retain it for that purpose as I have learned 
since. The correction I have just suggested 
is necessary by having stricken out the descrip- 
tion of the plat in the seventh section, and in 
the eighth section the words ‘‘ plat aforesaid ”’ 
are used, Therefore itis not necessary to de- 
seribe in the seventh section the plat used by 
the commissioners. : : 

Mr. POMEROY. That verbal correction 
can be made by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amend- 
will be read. A 

The Cnmier Clerk. The amendment is in 
the eighth section, line three, to strike out the 
word ‘‘aforesaid’’ before ‘ plat,’’ and insert 
‘of the late commissioners of direct taxes of 
said State ;’’ so as to read: 


That the premises known and designated as block 
one hundred and twenty-three on the plat of the 
late commissioners of direct taxes for said State, now 
occupied asa court-house, &e. 


The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. . Bae Ey 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment of the 
House of Representatives, as amended., 

‘The amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in, i 

FISK UNIVERSITY. 


= Mr, WILSON, Task the Senate to take up | 


a little bill from the House, No. 2186, to au- 
thorize an appointment in the inspector gen- 
eral’s department ofthe Army. I think there 
will be no objection to it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like the Sena- 
tor’s permission to make a statement in regard 
to the bill to the consideration of which Lob- 
jected ‘awhile ago, the hill reported by’ the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I shall not object to the 
consideration of it by the Senate; yet I wish 
to say that having made inquiries as to the 
character of the land embraced in’ the bill, I 
am satisfied that it is a very valuable piece of 
land, perhaps in the very best part of the city 
of Nashville, not merely in its vicinity as de- 
scribed in the bill. The question is whether 
the Senate will lay that as a gift at the feet of 
the institution mentioned in the bill. I think 
it is too valuable for that. The’ bill also is 
very vague, for it speaks of the land being 
‘used for educational purposes. That might 
mean a play-ground. It does not provide that 
any buildings are to. be put upon it, nor that 
any really essential use shall be made of it. 

Mr. POMEROY. The trustees are prépar- 
ing to put up an institution there. The land 
cost the Government, with the buildings, 
$80,000, although it is said that was a large 
price; but thatis what I am told the Govern- 
ment paid for the land; they used it as a sort 
of fort during the war and then abandoned it. 
The Fisk University Association are raising 
money throughout the country now to build a 
splendid building upon it; and this bill is to 
donate the land fur that purpose. It does not 
givethe title absolutely, but donates it to the 
Fisk University so long as they use it for edu- 
cational purposes. If they ever cease so to use 
it, it reverts to the Government. ‘They have 
no fee in the soil that they can dispose of. I 
should like te have the vote on the passage of 
the bill unless the Senator objects. 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, l say I withdraw 
my objection to the present consideration of 
the bill. 
that I have ascertained to exist. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This gives to an instita- 
tion of learning property worth about thirty 
thousand dollars, in Nashville, that is no longer 
needed for Government uses, as I understand. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is what jt is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Massachusetts give way for this 
bill? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2862) to 
confirm the purchase by the executive depart- 
ment of three acres of land, more or less, in 
the vicinity of Nashville, Tennessee, known 
as the site of Fort Houston, and to donate and 
convey the same to the Visk University, for 
educational purposes. 

The bill confirms the purchase from Russell 
Houston, by order of the executive depart- 
ment of the United States, of the tract of Jand 
known as the site of Fort Houston, situate in 


the suburbs of Nashville, Tennessee, contain- 


ing three acres, more or less, which was con- 
veyed by Houston to the chief engineer of 
the Army of the United States for the sole and 
exclusive use and benefit of the United States 


of America by his deed executed on the 21st | 


day of August, 1865, and donates the tract to 
the Fisk University at Nashville for educa- 
tional parposes. But no further expense rela- 
tive thereto is to be incurred by the United 
States; and whenever the tract shall cease to 
be used for educational purposes by the Fisk 
University, it shall revertto the United States. 
The right to use the tract of land for military 
purposes, in‘ case of necessity, is reserved to 
the United States.: : 

Mr. COOPER. 
by striking out the following proviso: 

And provided further, That whenever said tract 


I merely state the objections to it | 


E morë to'amend the bill | 


of land shall cease to be used for educational pur- 
poses by the said Fisk University, the said tract of 
land shall revert to the United States. 


Mr. POMEROY. I understand the object 
of the Senator is to give the title in fee. 

Mr. COOPER. Absolutely to the. university. 

Mr. CASSERLY.. With all respect to the 
Senator from Tennessee, I wish to say. that this 
isa general question; it respects. the prop- 
erty of the United States, and we have to deal 
with it as such. I think this is the very first 
time I ever heard the proposition as to a con- 
veyance of land by the Government for spe- 
cific uses, that the conveyance should be un- 
conditional. The rule always is where you 
convey to specific uses, whether they are edu- 
cational, or eleemosynary, or otherwise, that 
the conveyance is on the condition that when- 
ever the land is diverted from those uses it 
shall revert to the grantor. I know of no rea- 
son why that should not be done here. Does 
the Fisk University desire. to make a profit 
out of this transaction? If it is conveyed to 
them in fee they can dispose of it to-morrow 
aud put the money in their pockets. Is that 
the object? I think if the Senate of the United 
States is disposed to give this beautiful and 
desirable piece of ground, as I-understand it 
to be, to this university for educational pur- 
noses, it should remain for those purposes for 
all time, an attractive addition to this univer- 


sity. 

Mr. WILSON. If there is to be debate I 
must insist on my motion. I hope the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee will withdraw his amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts yielded, and this bill 
is before the Senate, and must be disposed of. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator from 
Tennessee insists on his amendment it will 
cause debate, and I ask to have the bill lie on 
the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Kausas moves that the bill lie on the 


i| table. 


The motion was agreed to. 

INSPECTOR GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to take up House 

bill No. 2136. : 
. Fhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee ofthe Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2186) to authorize an. 
appointment inthe Inspector General’s depart- 
ment. By its terms the President is authorized 
to nominate, and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint Nelson H. 
Davis, of the Inspector General’s department, 
to the rank and place therein to which he is 
entitled, aud which he would have held had 
the law of promotions by seniority under ihe 
act of March 3, 1851, and the Army regula- 
tions of 1863 been carried out. But uo officer 
in that department is by this act to be reduced 
from his present grade, nor is any pay or 
allowance to be made to any officer under it, 
except from the date of hisconfirmation ; and 
no promotion to the grade of Inspector General 
is hereafter to be made until the number of 
inspectors generalis reduced to four. 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not hear the bill 
read. ; 

Mr. WILSON. We have passed the pro- 
vision once andthe Senator advocated it; but 
it was on another bill. The House have sent 
it bere by itself. It is the bill for General 
Davis. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam in favor of that. 

Mr. WILSON. It went on to another bill. 
The House would not pass the other part of 
a bill, and they have sent an independent 

il. < . 

Mr. THURMAN. To the same effect as 
that we passed? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. . F 

Mr. THURMAN. Then it is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


4254 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 5, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 902) 
making an appropriation for the repairs, far- 
nishing, and ornamentation of the United 
States cnstom-house and post office at Bath, 
Maine, reported it without’amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am also 
directed by the same committee, to whom were 
referred the bill (H. R, No. 2942) for the con- 
struction of a customn-house, bonded ware- 
houge, and post office at Port Huron, Michi- 
gan, and the bill (H. R. No. 2943) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Nash- 
ville, Tennessee, to report them back without 
any recommendation, but with a statement 
that the committee regard these two as the 
most meritorious of any such bills that are 
before the committee. We would have re- 
ported in favor of them but for the fact that 
we have reported so many bills this session 
that the Secretary of the Treasury says no 
more ought to be passed, as it increases the 
amount of labor of that Department and of 
the supervising architect of the Treasury to 
the full extent of his ability. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, also, from the 
same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 776) to provide for a fire-proof build- 
ing for post office, United States court and its 
offices, pension and internal revenue offices in 
the city of Grand Rapids, Michigan, moved its 
indefinite postponement ; which was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 91) to provide for 
a building for United States courts, post office 
pension and internal revenue offices at Grand 
Rapids, Michigan, moved its indefinite post- 
ponement; which was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1034) making an 
appropriation for a Government building to be 
used for a custom-house, post office, and 
bonded warchouse at Port Huron, in the State 
of Michigan, moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill ($. No. 1189) to amend the act of Febru- 
ary 21, 1867, entitled “An act to declare the 
sense of an act entitled ‘An act to restrict the 
Jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and to 
provide for the payment of certain demands 
for quartermaster’s stores and subsistence su p: 
plies furnished to the Army af the United 
States," and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its. title, aud referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOLINSTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1190) to relieve J. L. M. Curry from 
the disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the select Committee on the Re- 
moval of Political Disabilities. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porren, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had yesterday 
approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S, No. 710) to refund certain duties 
paid by the Winona and St. Peters Railroad 
Company; and 

An act (S. No. 855) to provide for the sale 
of the marine hospital and grounds at San 
Francisco, 

The message also announced that the Presi- 
dent had this day approved and signed the 
following acts: 

An act (S. No. 18) for the relief of Mrs. 
Fanny Kelly; i 

An act (5. No. 595) to fix the pay of cer- 
tain rear admirals on the retired list of the 
Navy; ` 


An act (S. No. 608) to correct an error in 
the act approved February 24, 1871; and 

An act (S. No. 897) in regard to the com- 
mencement of increased pay to promoted offi- 
cers in the Navy. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the report 
of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes ofa the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. Ko. 2322) to reduce duties on imports, 
and to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2968) establishing a post 
route in Pennsylvania ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2969) to authorize and 
direct the Secretary of War to distributearms 
and military equipments under the act of 
April 23, 1808, and the acts amendatory 
thereof ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2970) for the relief 
of the widow and children of George Jones, 
deceased, of Daviess county, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2971) to relieve the 
olitical disabilities of Lucius J. Gartrell, of 
Fulton county, Georgia, and other persons 
therein named ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2972) for the relief of 
Rafael Madrazo. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (H, R. No. 2322) to reduce duties on im- 
ports, and to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes; and it was thereupon signed 
by the Vice President. 

TAX AND TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following 
vesolution ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved, That three thousand copies of the bill 
(H, R. No, 2322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 


redave internal tuxes, and for other purposes, be 
printed for the use of the Sonato. 


MOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CONKLING, the bill (H. 
R. No. 1869) for the better security of bank 
reserves and to facilitate bank elcaring-house 
exchanges, was read the second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

NEW MEXICO AND GULF RAILWAY. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I desire now to call up 
the New Mexico and Gulf railway bill. The 
Senator from Vermont has examined it and 
has no objection, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr.+An- 
THONY.) ‘Lhe hour of twelve has arrived, and 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to call up the 
untinished business of yesterday, 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I hope that will be laid 
aside informally. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morn- 
ing hour has expired, and the appropriation 


‘bill is now before the Senate, pending whieh 


the Senator from Rhode Island asks unani- 
mous consent to takeup House bill No. 2956, 
to authorize the building of the New Mexico 
and Gulf railway, and for other purposes. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. CASSERLY, | Let it be read, 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Has this bill been re- 
ferred to any committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, . It has not 
been, ; 

Mr. CONKLING. Itis new matter to me. 
I think it would bear a reference. ; 

Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands reported a bill like it a year since. 
The bill was introduced in both Houses at the 
same time. The House committee reported 
it and the House passed the bill first. 


Mr. CONKLING. Has a bill like this ever 
been considered in the Senate? 

Mr. POMEROY. It has not been. 

Mr. CONKLING. This is the first consid- 
eration of it? - 

Mr. POMEROY. It is the first consider- 
ation of the subject. 

Mr. CONKLING.. I should like to look at 
this bill; Ido not know what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New York objects. 

Mr. CHANDLER, subsequently said: I 
desire to appeal to my friend from New York 
to withdraw his objection to the bill he just 
objected to that it may be put on its passage. 

Mr. CONKLING. May í ask my friend 
from Michigan, does he know what the bill is ? 
Has he examined it? Does he know that it 
is right? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Upon his responsibility, 
then, and not upon mine I withdraw the objec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New York withdraws his objection to 
the bill (H. R. No. 2956) to authorize the build- 
ing of the New Mexico and Gulf railway, and 
for other purposes, and it is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES C. PICKETT, 


Mr. CASSERLY. I report from the Com: 
mitlee on Foreign Relations the bill (H, R. 
No. 2569) authorizing the proper accounting 
officers of the ‘Treasury to revise and adjust 
the accounts of James C. Pickett, late chargé 
d'affaires to Peru. I wish to state that this 
bill was left with me by the chairman of the 
committee with the request that I would 
endeavor to secure its consideration when 
reported. It is a very short bill. 

Mr, COLE. I think that will have to go on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go over. 

Mr. CASSERLY, It refers. merely to a 
loss by difference of exchange which was not 
fixed in the adjustment of the accounts. ‘This 
enables the accounts. to be readjusted by 
the accounting officers. The whole amount 
involved is less than $2,000, 

Mr. COLE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask my colleague to 
let this bill be considered. If the Senate 
rejects it, very good; I shall have done my 
duty. If the objection is persisted in I. with- 
draw the report | have jast made, > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report 
will be withdrawn. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. BLAIR. J ask unanimous consent to 
take up a bill, 

Mr. COLE.: I must insist on the regular 
order. We shall lose the whole day if I yield 
to one after another. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The unfin- 
ished business of yesterday is before the Sen- 
ate, the civil expenses appropriation bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. To facilitate the passage 
of this bill, and to prevent the embarrassment 
which I think every Senator before we com- 
plete it will find himself in, I presented yes- 
terday morning a resolution which applies to 
the consideration of this appropriation bill. 
I ask that the resolution may be read, and 
that we may take a vote upon it without de- 


ate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas asks that by unanimous con- 


:| Sent the Senate proceed to the consideration 


of a resolution which will be read for inform- 
ation. ; 
Mr. CASSERLY. I hope the Senator from 
Kansas will allow the appropriation bill to be 
proceeded with. ; 

Mr. POMEROY. -This relates to the appro- 
priation bill. ` aids pee > 
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Mr. CASSERLY. I know; but it will cer- 
tainly lead to a good deal of debate. 

Mr. POMEROY. My intention was to have 
the sense of the Senate without debate, 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is impossible that a 
rule which the Senate deliberately made, upon 
much debate, for the regulation of the appro- 
priation bills for this session, can now be 


rescinded at the close of the session without a 


great deal of debate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California objects to the present consid- 
eration of. the resolution. 

Mr. POMEROY. The object is not to 
rescind the rule. It only applies to this ses- 
sion of Congress. It never was intended for 
the miscellaneous bill; and the very meaning 
of the rule iu its formation applies only to 
those bills upon which something can be ger- 
mane—— 

Mr. THURMAN, I call the Senator to 
order. Is that resolution before the Senate? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. THURMAN. . Then I call the Senator 
to order. 

Mr. POMEROY. It was on the question 
of taking itup. I was giving reasons why it 
ought to be taken up. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. It required 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution. Objection was made. 

Mr. THURMAN. I object. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Cannot the bill be laid on 
the table for the purpose of taking up the res- 
olution? 

Mr. POMEROY. I think we had better 
take the sense of the Senate in that way. 

Mr. RAMSEY. For the purpose of getting 
at this resolution of the Senator from Kansas, 
I move to lay the appropriation bill upon the 
table. 

Mr. COLE. Thope not. Let us get through 
with the bill. 

Mr. RAMSEY. My motion is that the ap- 
propriation bill be laid on the table for the 
purpose of entering on the consideration of 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I hope that will not 


e done. 
Mr. CONKLING. Pending that motion, 
is it in order to ask what the resolution is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota moves that the appro- 
priation bill be laid on the table, the object 
being that he may move to proceed to the con- 
sideration ofa resolution which will be read 
for information. ` 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That in the consideration of the sundry 
civil appropriation bill for this session the restrict- 
ive rule confining amendments to matters directly 
Hees to appropriations in the bill shall not 
apply. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President: 

Mr. COLE. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should be glad if 
the Senator from Kansas would state the 
object of that resolution. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is simply this: there 
are several miscellaneous matters or appropri- 
ations that do not relate to anything in the 
bill, and yet it is quite important that they 
should go upon the miscellaneous appropri- 
ation biil; but under the rule one objection 
and the Presiding Officer deciding them out 
of order prevents it. 
get the sense of the Senate upon matters of 
appropriation on which we ought to have it. 
Ido not want to interfere with the five-minutes 


rule. ` . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 
the Senator if the rulé allowing us to lay on 
the table any amendment that the Senate sees 
proper to so lay on the table will still apply? 

Mr. POMEROY. That will still apply, and 
the five-minutes rule. 

. Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, Then I have 
no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This debate 
is proceeding by unanimous consent, 


In that way we cannot | 


i 


Mr. SHERMAN. This resolution rescinds 
the whole of the rule. 

Mr. POMEROY. No. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question now is on 
the motion to lay on the table. 

_ Mr. POMEROY. - I will modify the resolu- 

tion 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ii is not before the Sen- 


ate yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques: 
tion is on the motion to lay the pending bill, 
being the civil appropriation bill, on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. I wiil only say that I 
have done my duty. Senators will find them- 
selves embarrassed when they come to move 
their amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate, and the 
pending question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina to the sixth 
section of the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that a vote be taken on the proposition 
submitted yesterday in respect to the snbmission 
of the views of the minority of the Committee 
on Investigation and Retrenchment in regard 
to the New York custom-house affairs. It was 
considerably discussed yesterday, and I be- 
lieve the discussion was exhausted. I should 
like to have it disposed of now, that we may 
know what course to take. I ask that without 
debate the vote may now be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware asks unanimous consent 
to take the vote ou the order submitted by him 
yesterday. 

Mr. POMEROY. I object to any unani- 
mous consent about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
is made. The appropriation bill is before the 
Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2705) making appropriations for sundry 
civil’ expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873, and for other pur- 
poses, the pending question being on the 
amendment of Mr. Roperrson to the sixth 
section of the bill. 

The Committee on Appropriations reported 
an amendment to strike out section six of the 
bill, in the following words: 


Sec. 6, That the sum of $250,000,or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated to pay 
unsettled claims against the Government of the Uni- 
ted States on account of services rendered in carry- 
ing the mails in the States lately in rebellion pre- 
vious to the 3lst day of May, A. D.1861: Provided, 
That before any payment shall be made under this 
act, satisfactory evidence shall be furnished that no 
compensation has been received from any source 
for such service. 


Mr. ROBERTSON moved to amend the sec- 
tion by striking out the proviso ang inserting 
‘‘without proof of loyalty, as required by joint 
resolution approved March 2, 1867.” 

Mr. ROBERTSON, By the joint. resolu- 
tion approved March 2, 1867, all contractors 
for carrying the mails throughout the States 
then lately in rebellion, before they could re- 
ceive their pay from the appropriations for the 


| mail service, were obliged to give proof of their 


loyalty. It is impossible that a railroad com- 
pany can prove its loyalty to this Government 
or to any party. I am conversant somewhat 
with railroad matters. I-have been long con- 
nected with railroads. I was on the most inti- 
mate relations with the president of the prin- 
cipal railroad in South Carolina; in fact, the 
president of that road was my father in-law. 
He was loyal to the Government, and there 
never has been any question as to his loyalty. 
In July, 1861, just previous to the battle of 
Manassas—about ten days before—he came to 
Washington to settle with the Government for 
carrying the mails; but owing to the disturbed 
condition of things at that time he failed to 
get a settlement. If proof of loyalty were 
wanted, there could be no question as to the | 
fact of his being loyal to the Government, and 


| rebellion. 


he was president of this railroad; but: the 
money for mail service has been withheld 
from that railroad company on account of this 
joint resolution passed March 2, 1867. In 
addition to that, a great many persons, widows, 
children, orphans, bave their money invested 
not only in that, but in other railroads in the 
South, and are deprived of the benefit of this 
money on account of want of proof of loyalty. 
I think it is unfair for the Government. to 
attempt to withhold pay from corporations or 
even individuals where services have been 
rendered. I hope the Senate, on reflection; 
and after considering the matter, will refuse 
to adopt the action of the committee in strik- 
ing out this section. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the recommendation of 
the committee will be concurred in, as it re- 
lates to the whole section, and I hope the 
amendment of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina will not be adopted. If there should be 
hardship, asis stated by him,in reference to 
some railroad companies, I doubt not upon à 
proper showing Congress would, in a separate 
bill, be willing to afford the relief of which 
they are deprived under the law as it now 
stands. But I trustthe amendment of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina may not be adopted, 
because, as will be seen, it at once opens 
the door for all persons, no matter how deeply 
they may have been engaged in the rebellion, 
to present claims. The law that was passed 
in 1867, in my judgment, was a wise one, and 
was necessary for the protection of the Gov- 
ernment at that time, and I am not aware that 
the necessity for it has up to this day ceased, 
I hope it will be held to apply to-day and in 
the future as to those persons who, while serv- 
ing the Government of the United States 
under contract, deliberately abandoned their 
contract as well as their loyalty to the Gov- 
ernment, and rendered service to the enemies 
of the Government. 

Mr. SAWYER. I voted in committee for 
striking out this section, because as it stands 
in the bill it is not worth a straw. There is 
no probability that any contractor who does 
not prove his loyalty will be paid under it. 
With the amendment of my colleague I shall 
vote to retain the section. Most of the sums 
which are due for carrying the mails in the 
South are due for services which were actually 
performed by the contractors for the United 
States. The mails were carried according to 
the contract. That they subsequently carried 
mails for the rebel government does notin auy 
way destroy the fact that the mails were car- 
ried up to a certain period in good faith for 
the United States Government, In many cases 
it was done by railroad corporations, some of 
whose stockholders were loyal and some of 
whom were disloyal; but it is said the railroad 
corporation was an engine of the rebellion, 
was subsequently used to aid and abet the 
I say in answer to that that the 
railroad corporation was pressed into the ser- 
vice of the rebellion frequently against the 
desire of many of its stockholders. In the 
case to which my colleague has alluded the 
president of the road himself wasa man whose 
every pulsation beat in sympathy with the 
cause of the Union; and yet he was obliged 
by superior foree to use his railroad for the 
benetit of the rebellion. It seems to me that 
if this was a claim of one individual on another 
no man would reject it because subsequent to 
the time when this claim arose that individual 
might have done something which showed his 
infidelity to the other party. This service that 
was performed and all these services that 
were performed before the war in good faith 
should be paid for just as though the war had 
no intervened, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The honorable Sen- 
ator from California, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, said this was a wise 
law to prevent the payment of rebels for ser- 
vices rendered during the war. ‘I will admit 
that it was a wise law at the time it was 
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enacted; but, sir, times have changed since 
then. ‘The States: have all been recognized 
and-are back in the Union; their Senators 
and ‘Representatives have their seats in Con- 
gress; and this section only provides for pay- 
ing for. services rendered. 

In the case. of the railroad I mentioned 

when I was last wp, the president of that rail- 
road company was ordered by the State author- 
ities, then in full accord with the confederate 
‘government, to resign on account of bis sym- 
pathies. with the: Government of the United 
States. He submitted the order to the direct- 
ors of the road; the directors sustained him; 
and he refused to resign. These things came 
under my direct observation. He continued 
in his office for six or eight months. ‘The war 
raged go fiercely, public opinion became go 
much inflamed against him, that he was forced 
by public opinion to yield, and. the railroad 
company then passed into other hands. Sir, 
that was evidence not only that the president, 
but that the directors were at that time loyal 
to the Government; and yet they are deprived 
of their pay, although they showed their loyalty 
to the Government by sustaining the president 
of the road in bis action toward the Govern- 
ment. As my colleague has wisely said, they 
were pressed into the rebellion just as a great 
many soldiers who went into the war and fought 
on the confederate side were pressed into the 
service, A great many of them had no interest 
for the cause they fought in and cared nothing 
for it, but by force of superior numbers they 
were compelled to perform a service which they 
chad no interest in performing. 

I hope the Senate will not strike out the sec- 
tion as proposed by the committee, but will 
retain it, for [ should dislike very mach to see 
the Government that I profess to love, and 
which | do love, repudiate any of her contracts. 
Sir, this would be repudiation and uothing else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
has spoken five minutes on this amendment. 

Mr. ALCORN. Fam not one of those who 
believe that the law was at any time wise which 
provided that no claim should be paid to the 
citizens of the disloyal States against the Gov- 
ernment unless they proved their loyalty, and 
I proceed to state the reason why 1 do not 
consider such a law just. 

Such a law would have been just if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States had confiscated 

the property of the southern people. If the 
Government had entered upon the plan of con- 
fiscution and had gone forward to confiseate 
the property of the southern people, then it 
would have been proper for the Government 
to confiscate a clainn that any one of the rebels 
may have had against the Government of the 
United States. But, sir, the Government owes 
it to itself to be just aud to treat all its people 
with a like justice. and fairness. If my prop- 
erty consists in land and the property of B 
consists in wclaim that he has against the Gov- 
ernment for services rendered before the war, 
recognized by the Government as just, upon 
what justification wiil you confiscate the claim 
of B against the Government and permit me 
atthe same time to hold my land? It is simply 
confiscation, and the confiscation extends only 
to those who have cluims against the Govern- 
ment. If it had been the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to carry out the principle and apply 
it to all the people, then it would have been 
just, because it would have been equal and 
operated uniformly among all the people. 

But, sir, the plan that is pursued under the 
operations of this law is to confiscate the prop- 
erty of the man who hada claim against the 
Government, who was the creditor of the 
Government when the war began for services 
rendered and recognized by the Government, 
and at the same time allow every one else 
to go unwhipped of whatyou consider justice. 
Is there justice in this? I appeal to the Sen- 
ate to know whether there is fairness in this. 
I appeal to the Senate to treat the people of 
the South with that uniform fairness and jus- 
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tice, extending to them all an equal measure | 
of the protection and of the chastisement, if 
need be, which the Government desires to | 
inflict upou them. It does occur to me that 
the law rests upon no principle of justice; that 
it originated in a misconception, if I may be 
allowed the expression, of the facts of the 
ease, going a part of the way in the direction 
of confiscation, and stopping short when you 
had confiscated the claims that- creditors held | 
against the Government of the United States. 
You cannot stop there with justice; you must | 
either not go at all or you must go further 
than this. Fhis is.a place where you cannot 
stop and defend yourselves us representatives 
of this Government in equity and fairness. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, itis very | 
objectionable to strike out this section. This 
section contemplates the payment of debts due 
by the Government, and nothing else. Ficti- 
tious claims cannot be introduced. There 
can be no imposition upon the Government. 
The Government is informed of every dollar 
that it is indebted to A, B, and C, throughout 
these unfortunate rebel States. Those parties 
now are all amnestied; they are part. and 
parce] of this happy nation. Besides that, I 
have no hesitancy in saying there are mail 
contractors throughout the Union who are not 
in perfect harmony with the Government of 
the United States; who would disrupt it, per- 
haps, if they could; but that is not the ques- 
tion. By Jaw contracts have been accorded 
to them; they are doing their work, and they 
are entitled to their pay. We have nothing 
to beg on this question. ‘This is a proposition 
to pay debts due, and there is no excuse on 
the part of the United States for withholding 
the money from the parties who have earned it. 

It is the right of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, who has the appro- 
priations in keeping, to object; but that objec- 
tion is formal only, and it amounts to but little. 
The facts are to be investigated. The parties 
who have earned this money may have been 
rebels or they may have been good Union men. 
It is likely that both classes are included. It 
is sufficient that the claims they may preseut 
are known to the Department. If they are due, 
they surely must be paid, and there cannot be 
that happy peace which we hope isin prospect 
for us at an enrly period if the debts that are 
posilively due fromthe Government to those 
people in the South are withheld, 

Mr. THURMAN, I hope the amendment 
of the Senator from Souk Carolina will be 
adopted. It seems to me if the matter is under- 
stood there cannot be any hesitation about 
adopting it. Let us see what the amendment 
proposes. 

‘The facts are these: before the rebellion the 
Government of the United States was indebted 
to certain contractors for carrying the mails. 
The rebellion broke out befure they had re- 
ceived payment for their services. This sec- 
tion amended as the Senator from South Caro- 
lina proposes to amend it, if that shall be 
done, will provide for the payment of that debt 
thus due by the Government. On that simple | 
statement it would seem there could be no 
objection to its payment. 

But it is said that some of these persons | 
were disloyal, and then the question arises, i 
did that extinguish the debt? Certainly a | 
war between the United States and a foreign 
Power would extinguish all debts due by the | 
United States to that foreign Power, or to 
any citizen or subject of it;. but is that the 
rule in the case of a rebellion or insurrection? 
I fancy it is not. On the contrary, while cer- 
tain belligerent rights existed on both sides 
in the late civil war, because the rebellion 
assumed that magnitude that it became, not 
amere disorder or slight insurrection, but a | 
great civil war, in which humanity, interest, 
and policy all required that belligerent. rights 
should be accorded to both sides, yet never, 
so far as I know, has it been held that in a 
case like that the lex belli, which declares that 


a war between two nations puts an end to all 
debts due from one to the other or the subjects 
of the one to the subjects of the other, obtains, 
That never has obtained in regard to a mere 
rebellion. Hence it cannot, upon any prin- 
ciple of law, be said that the rebellion has 
put an end to this indebtedness. 

Has it then been put an end to in any other 
mode known to the laws? Plainly it has not. 
Has the debt been confiscated by the United 
States? In the first-place, I have to say that 
in my humble judgment itcould not be confis- 
cated by the United States except upon the 
conviction of the creditor according to the 
Constitution, and then the confiscation could 
ouly be for his life. Ithink nothing is clearer 
than that. I think the language of the Con- 
gtitation is perfectly clear. I am not now 
speaking about the power of the Government 
in time of war to seize and confiscate property 
as a war measure necessary to carrg on the 
war, and which is an incident to the power to 
make and carry on war, but I am speaking 
now of a time of peace, and I ask, has there 
been any confiscation of this property? If 
there bas been, it must have been for some 
crime committed, and before you can contfis- 
cate for crime committed there must be a con- 
viction of the crime. You cannot confiscaie 
without finding first that the party has been 
guilty of the offense, and then the confiscation 
must be part of the judgment of a court, and 
it cannot extend beyond the life-time of the 
offender. What is the provision of the Con- 
stitution on this subject ? 


“The Congress shall have power to declare the 
punishment of treason; but no attainder of treason 


Shall work corruption of blood, or forfeiture, ex- 


cept during the life of the person attainted.” 


When it speaks of ‘‘attainder of treason,” 
it docs not mean ‘an attainder of treason by 
act of Congress, as we speak of an act of 
attainder passed by the British Parliament, 
for Congress has no power to pass an act. of 
altainder, the Constitution itself prohibits an 
act of attainder of treason by the other pro- 
vision in the Constitution that no person shall 
be convieted of treason unless on the testi- 
mony of two witnesses to the same overt act 
or on confession in open court, and still. an- 
other provision requiring that the trial of all 
crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall 
be by jury. So that there can be no attainder 
of treason passed by the Congress of the United 
States. When, therefore, the Constitution says 
that attainder of treason shall not work a for- 
feiture beyond the lite of the offender, it means 
that Congress cannot authorize any forfeiture 
of his estate beyond the term of his life. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
has spoken five minutes, 

Mr. HILL. I do not desire to detain the 
Senate from coming to a vote ov this amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina, but 
I wish to make a suggestion in regard to it. I 
take it, if not now, at some future day, these 
railroad companies, who are the great credit- 
ors of the Government for carrying the mails 
prior to the war, will be paid their indebted- 
ness. It is almost impossible te establish the 
disloyalty of a corporation, composed as these 
railroad corporations are of all classes of the 
community, not only citizens of the disloyal 
States, but citizeus of other States; and I take 
it for granted that Congress never will perpe- 
trate such an act of injustice as to refuse to 
pay a railroad corporation an indebtedness of 
this character, Sometime ago | suggested to 
the Postmaster General that it would be a 
very useful piece of public service for him to 
have prepared an accurate table of the indebt- 
edness of the Government.to everybody for 
mail service prior to the rebellion. He said 
under theexisting law it was unnecessary, that 
the only difficulty that he knew of was the 
want of funds as.the law stood.. That was 
very true, except where it restricted payment 
to those who could prove: the ‘service to have 
been rendered and also prove their loyalty, 
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their part, that they have never been paid any- 
thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
utor’s time has expired. 

Mr. COLE. I rise rather to ask to have the 
vote on this question than to say anything 
further; but I will remark that at the opening 
of hostilities, actual war, these claims on both 
sides were wiped out; they ceased to be valid 
claims. These persons who were rendering 
service to the Government of the United States 
were no loiiger able to do so, and the United 
States forbore because of its inability to col- 
lect taxes of these parties. It is an old say- 
ing, inter arma leges silent. There was no 
law existing during the rebellion, and it is 
not for us now to go back and commence pay- 
ing these old claims. Senators ought to reflect 
that the parties who are making these claims 
for a series of years ceased to pay their por- 
tion of the expenses of the Government of the 
United States, and up to this time they have 
not done it. They are the debtors of the Gov- 
erninent of the United States. And these very 
railroad companies, as I am reminded, obtained 
their pay ne doubt from the confederate States, 
in confederate paper money, and I presume 
they have beeu more than amply paid, so far 
at least as the nominal amount is concerned, 
for the service they rendered during thattime ; 
and though this relates to services that were 
rendered prior to a certain date, yet I must 
say they had probably generally been paid up 
pretty close to that time by the United States. 
Jt is hardly proper for us to go back now. 
We shall find ourselves in a dilemma in a little 
while if we adopt that policy. 
on ROBERTSON. I just wish to say a 
wor 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from ‘South Carolina has spoken five 
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Now, as compared with the corporations to 
whom the Government is indebted, and to 
whom, I take it for granted, it will respond, 
the indebtedness to individuals is compar- 
atively small. These individuals, to a great 
extent, in my own State, and I take it to be 
true everywhere else, wherever. they could, in 
the. main, continued to carry the mails for 
the confederate government, and they did it 
in many cases to avoid military service. Men 
were glad to escape military service by con- 
tinuing to’ carry the little horse-mails across 
the country from one point to another. It is 
difficult to see how they could have been more 
innocently employed, so far as this Govern- 
ment is concerned. I do not know of any- 
thing else they could have done that would 
have done this Government less harm than that 
particular service. When we come to look 
at the amount appropriated here, $250,000, 
which is supposed to be more than the aggre- 
gate of the whole indebtedness, or so much as 
is necessary to be applied out of that sum to 
the extinguishment of these claims, I take it 
for granted that that portion of it that will go 
to individuals is small; and while we are con- 
ceding that the railroad companies may re- 
cover what will be due to them, much the 
larger amount of the indebtedness, I think 
we might as well allow the individual claim- 
ants to take the small amount that will be 
coming to them without making the require- 
ment any longer of proof of loyalty. I think 
that is the most important portion of the 
amendment. As to the proviso that the 
House has putin here, I am not very partic- 
ular about it, though I think it had better be 
stricken out. It reads: 

That before any payment shall be made under 
this act, satisfactory evidence shall be furnished 
that no componsation. has been received from any 
source for such service. 

It is difficult to see how the mail contractor 
of this Government could have been paid from 
any source except from the Treasury of the 
United States. I do not see the use of the 
proviso. It only serves to embarrass the claim- 
ants, requiring negative proof, I suppose, on 


minutes on this amendment, and is not entitled 
to speak again except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I only ask a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Rosertson] to the sec- 
tion proposed to be stricken ont. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being, 
on a division—ayes 26, noes 18. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on striking out the paragraph as 
amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to amend the 
section by striking out in lines six and seven 
the words ‘‘31st day of May, 1861,’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘ passage of a so-called ordinance of seces- 
sion by the State in which the services were 
rendered.” i f 

1 certainly do not wish to pay railroad com- 
panies for transporting supplies for bombard- 
ing Fort Sumter. Ido not want to pay for the 
services of corporations or individuals in 
States that had proclaimed an ordinance of 
secession, whether we regarded those ordin- 
ances of secession as valid or not. I style them 
“ so-called ordinances.’ They were valid 
enough as against us, and no citizen of any 
southern State ever rendered any service to 
the United States except by fighting it after 
the ordinances of secession; and why anybody 
should fix the 31st day of May, 1861, as the 
time I cannot imagine. 

We might in this way be compelled to pay 
money to railroad companies who were en- 
gaged in the service of the rebel confederacy, 
or in the service of the rebel States which 
were waging war. We might be paying rail- 
road companies that were transporting men 
and supplies to bombard General Anderson 
at Fort Sumter. I think that would be carry- 
ing generosity toan extent unparalleled. Why 
fix itat the 3lst of May, 1861? You might 
as well make it 31st of May, 1865, so as to 
pay them during the whole war, because I 
take it that after the ordinances of secession 
these railroad companies received pay from 
the rebel governments, or from the State gov- 
ernments, because the State governments 
were supreme in those States when they pro- 
claimed secession. 

While [am up I will say that I think my- 
self that in all human probability ninety-nine 
out of a hundred of these parties got their pay 
from the rebel government. The confederacy 
passed an ordinance assuming to their own 
citizens debts due from the United States to 
them. That was the natural sequence of their 
rebellion. They then offered very kindly to 
pay to us their fair proportion of the debts of 
the United States that had been contracted 
before the war! They offered to make a di- 
vide! They confiscated the property of our 
citizens, refused to pay debts due to our peo- 
ple during the war, and did not do it, confis- 
cated money of the United States in the hands 
of postmasters, and there was one marked ex- 
ample where an officer of the United States 
did try to settle with the Government of the 
United States after an ordinance of secession 
and we have rewarded his remarkable patriot- 
ism by giving him pay, but in most cases the 
rebel State governments and the rebel con- 
federacy confiscated the property of the Uni- 
ted States and the money of the United States 
in the hands of the officers of the United 
States. 

Now, I am willing to forgive and forget, to 
let by-gones be by-gones; and I donot want 
to revive the recollection of these old claims. 
They were wiped out by the war, extinguished, 
exterminated. Let them go, be buried in the 
grave of the past, and I trust no effort will be 
made now to revive them against the United 
States. : i i 

Mr. HILL. Ionly wish to say in reply to 
the Senator from Ohio that the books of the 
Post Office Department show the indebtedness 
of that Department to every mail contractor 
lin the southern States up to the 31st of May, 
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1861; and ‘that’ is the reason of that date. 
That Department gave notice to the contract- 
ors that it would not any longer continue 
the contracts beyond that particular period of 
time, á mouth and’ à ‘half before the battle 
of Bull Run. The Government had been 
hoping all a long, I take it, that there would 
be no actual and flagrant war; but it did’ not 
turn out that way, and they gave noti¢e them- 
selves and terminated these contracts. It was 
the fault of the Department if they directed 
these contractors to go on earrying their mails, 
which they did from this city and from the 
northern cities over the entire South. Fort 
Sumter had not been bombarded and reduced. 
What was the duty of the contractors? It 
was to perform their contracts. They did it 
and did it until they were notified that they 
would be discontinued, and up to that time the 
so called confuderate government had not or- 
ganized any mail system, but strangely enough, 
in an attitude of hostility, relied upon thig 
Government for the transportation of news 
matter. 

That is the history of it, as I understand. 
You cannot account in any other way for the 
termination of those contracts at the close of 
May, 1861. That was the way it was brought 
about. The Government might have termin- 
ated them earlier if it had chosen to do so, 
but it did not. Therefore, it was no fault of 
the contractors that the Government continued 
them in its service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio will only kill the sec- 
tion. I bope, therefore, it will not be adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My amendment is very 
simple. Itis simply not to pay for services 
in any State after its ordinance of secession 
was passed. In South Carolina they passed 
the ordinance of secessionin January. Would 
the Senator from South Carolina think it right 
for the Government of the United States to 
pay for the transportation of the mail in the 
State of South Carolina after she had openly 
seceded, so that no man recognizing the Gov- 
ernment of the United States could live in the 
State of South Carolina? | 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Ideny it. I lived there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator was a citi- 
zen; but I could not live there. -  * 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The president of the 
South Carolina railroad company lived there 
that I spoke of a few moments ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘This is the question: 
ought we to pay for carrying the mail to the 
péople of South Carolina after they passed 
an ordinance of secession ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that the mails were carried at 
the request of the Government long after the 
ordinance of secession was passed; they were 
made up in the city of Washington and in- 
trusted to these contractors to take South at 
that time ; and the mail contractors reported 
to the Department at Washington during the 
entire period for which payment is asked here, 
and the postmasters made their. returns up to 
that time as they had done before. It was 
subsequent to that time that the rebel gov- 
ernment took possession of the mails and 
assumed to make any compensation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where shall we find the 
evidence of what the Senator is saying ? 

Mr. SAWYER. In the Post Office Depart- 
ment. The Senator from Georgia has “just 
stated the exact facts. My 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But we are accustomed 
generally to have some official evidence laid 
on our tables. i 

Mr. SAWYER. I can conceive of no official 
evidence which would satisfy my, friend from 
Vermont that this claim ought to be paid. — 
_Mr. EDMUNDS. That would depend a 
little on whether the evidence existed, which 
does not appear yet. f l 
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Mr. HILL. Allow me to remind the Sen- 
ator that this Government has recovered by 
suitthe postages due by postmasters to it after 
the ordinance of secession wag passed. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from. Ohio. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I ask the attention of 
the Senator from Ohio to one fact in this con- 
necfion. Solomon Cohen, postmaster at 
Savannah up to the time of hostilities, died 
during the war. After the war the sureties on 
his official bond were sued, and the Govern- 
ment held those sureties responsible upon his 
bond up to the last of May. There. was a suit 
also against John Boston as collector of that 

ort; and my impression is that he was held 
Fable as collector up to the 31st of May. The 
postal arrangements continued in Georgia, 
notwithstanding the ordinance of secession 
was passed on the 19th of January, up to that 
period, and the officers of the Government 
were held liable on their bonds up to that 
time. I think, therefore, that if these con- 
tractors are paid at all they should be paid for 
carrying the mail during the time the Govern- 
ment held the service in operation in those 
States, 

Mr. ALCORN. I desire to notice one 
point made by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio, (Mr. Suerman,] and that is with re- 
gard to the liberality with which he charac- 
terized this legislation on the part of Con- 

ress. I would not put it on such a ground. 
ft is no liberality, it is simple justice. What 
is the rule of law as between individuals? 

Çan the Government assume any other posi- 
tion with regard to its creditors than that 
which it by law fixes as the relation to exist 
between citizens? The citizen of the South 
now can sue the citizen of the North, although 
the citizen of the South was a rebel, for a 
claim that attached, before the war. You 
have made no provision that suits should be 
barred on account of the rebellion. ‘There is 
no provision in the Jaw that requires a party 
to prove his loyalty before he brings a suit 
against n loyal person, Then, upon what plea 
ig it that the Government of the United 
States requires such & prerequisite here in 
order to prevent a claim against the Govern- 
ment? ‘These are claims against the Govern- 
ment adinilted, ascertained by its own depart- 
ment up to a certain period, and that is 
the 81st of May, 1861. It is a fact known to 
the history of the country that the railroads 
in the South were not disturbed or seized by 
the confederate government until long after 
the 3ist of May, 1861. They were finally 
seized by the government, controlled by the 
government, with or without the consent of 
the owners. I happen to know that in the 
State which [in part represent not one single 
railroad president was in favor of the rebel- 
lion; but he bad to yield, and was compelled 
te yield his road to the use of the rebellion. 
But there was a provision in the section 
that I think was proper ; it would covera con- 
tingency; but it has been stricken out. I will 
contend for nothing bere that I do not believe 
is right. If these parties did receive from the 
contederate government payment for the trans- 
portation of the mails they should not demand 
and ought not to be entitled to have compen- 
gation from the Government of the United 
States. If the confederate government paid 
them any portion of the amount, whatever 
portion it did pay should be held on the part 
of the railroad contractor as an abandon- 
ment of his contract with the Government of the 
United States to that extent, and he certainly 
ought not to be entitled to pay here also. I 
would vote for a restriction of that kind, 
because it would be, in my judgment, just and 


right. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The State of South 
Carolina passed the so-called ordinance of 
secession on the 20th of December, 1860. The 
United States mail contractors continued to 


perform their service until the 31st of May, 
1861. They were recognized and paid by the 
Government until I think a few months pre- 
vious to that time. The mails were regularly 
made up at Washington and went through 
without trouble or molestation as they are 
now going through. The services were ren- 
dered until about the time actual hostilities 
began, when it became unsafe to transport the 
mail, and all mail facilities were cutoff. I 
think it an act of simple justice to pay the 
parties who performed their duty, many of 
whom were opposed to the rebellion and never 
did act with it. My friend from Ohio speaks 
as if these were claims of the confederate gov 
ernment. ‘This is not to pay the so-called 
confederate or rebel government, but it is to 
pay individuals and corporations for services 
rendered to the United States. I think the 
Senate understands this question, and there- 
fore Iam not disposed to make any further 
remarks, but to ask for a vote. 

Mr. THURMAN, When | heard the amend- 
ment of my colleague my first impulse was to 
vote for it; but on reflection I think it is wrong 
in principle. This is really a question of con- 
tract. Here waa a contract between the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and certain per- 
sons who undertook to carry the mail. If they 
performed their contract, they are entitled to 
their pay, whether it was performed in loyal 
territory or disloyal territory. How can the 
fact that it was performed in disloyal territory 
deprive them of the contract price of a contract 
which they have performed? One would think 
that it would give them more right to be paid 
that they had, at risk perhaps, performed their 
contract in hostile territory. If we were at 
war with Great Britain, and it was essential to 
the Government of the United States orim- 
portant for it to have mails carried through 
Canada, and a contractor should undertake to 
doit and to carry the mails through the hostile 
or enemy’s country, surely we could not, with 
any face, say, ‘We will not pay you because 
you are in the enemy’s country.” So if our 
contractor has faithfully performed his con- 
tract to carry our mails in hostile territory, it 
seems to me rathera more meritorious service 
than a less meritorious service. It would 
seem to give him more right to his pay than 
if he had no obstruction, no danger to meet. 

Therefore it seems to me simply a question 
whether these persons performed their con- 
tract where the Government required them to 
perform the contract. Did the Government 
cease to reguire them to perform their con- 
tract in any State when that State seceded, or 
did it require them to goon and perform their 
contract? If it did, then just so long as they 
obeyed the requisition of the Government and 
performed their contracts, just for that time 
they ought to be paid. What that time was I 
do not know; but the committee report up to 
the 31st of May, 1831. I can only follow the 
committee in the absence of any knowledge 
myself: and if the committee are right in 
assuming that the Government did require the 
performance of this service up to the 31st of 
May, 1861, and that the contractors did per- 
form the service up to that time, then | do 
not see that the secession of the southern 
States has anything whatever to do with the 
question, The Government of the United 
States never admitted the validity of that 
secession, never admitted that that put an end 
to the contract or relieved the contractors, 
never admitted that it could not send the 
mails wherever it pleased over the United 
States, and if it employed contractors for that 
purpose, or required those under contract to 
perform the service, I cannot see that seces 
sion hus anything to do with their payment. 

Mr. HOWE. There is some difficulty. in 
maintaining that a debt which the Government 
of the United States owed to Mr. A or Mr. 
B on the 8lst of May, 1861, or at any other 
time, was avoided orconfiscated or invalidated 
by the treason or any other crime, that that 


individual might have committed afterward. 
I think war does not invalidate debts existing 
at the time it breaks out, but it probably sus- 
pends the collection of those debts during the 
war. The obligation itself and the right to 
recover on that obligation revive when peace 
comes. That is my recolleciion of the matter, 

But these obligations are of a somewhat 
peculiar character. I think the section is 
drawn upon a mistaken principle in providing 
the 31st of May, if that is the date, up to 
which these obligations should be redeemed. 
Certainly we did not owe anything to anybody 
who did not render service for the United 
States; and I suppose, speaking from the his- 
tory of these transactions, it would be very 
evident to us all that nobody was carrying the 
mails for the United States in many of those 
States after the bombardment of Fort Sumter. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to 
say to him that I received the New York papers 
as regularly by mail in the mouth of May, 1861, 
as I did in May, 1860 ? 

Mr. HOWE. I recollect very well that in 
March, 1861, when it was very earnestly de- 
bated whether the Union was already dissolved 
or not then, some gentlemen, reasoning, I 
think, not very profoundly, said “ Certainly the 
Union is not dissolved; are we not carrying 
the mails regularly between Charleston and Bos- 
ton, and between Charleston and New York?” 
I remember it was retorted, I thought somewhat 
severely, but with considerable truth, by a 
Senator then on tbe floor from the State of 
Virginia, “You are carrying the mails, to be 
sure; we permit you to carry the mails for 
us;’? and that word ‘permit’? was repeated 
several times. My recollection is that a large 
amount, I do not know how much, of the 
earnings resulting from this very service was 
confiscated by those governments; at all events 
that it did not get into the Treasury of the 
United States. Now, it seems to me very cer- 
tain that no Senator on this floor will insist 
that we ought to pay men who carried the 
mails, though they might have had a contract 
with the United States to carry them, who 
turned right around and plundered the money 
which they earned by carrying the mails. 
Should you not, at all events, provide that no 
one shall be compensated who did engage in 
this plunder? Whoever did engage in the rebel- 
lion did engage in that very transaction which 
resulted in the plunder, that is to say, which 
resulted in depriving the United States of the 
results of their earnings. lt seems to me very 
evident that you should guard against that. 
Those men for that reason should not be paid. 
They did not work for us, they worked for 
themselves, or they worked for another com- 
munity, because they took the very proceeds 
of their labor or helped to take it and apply it 
to another community. 

_ Mr. SAULSBURY,. It seems to me this 
18 à very plain question. I understand that 
these parties had contracts with the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to carry the 
mails up to the 80th of June, 1861, and 
that the Government chose to let those con- 
tracts exist until the 31st of May, at which 
period it gave notice that it would terminate 
the contracts. Then, by the action of the Gov- 
ernment itselt, the time was fixed for which it 
was liable under those contracts, and | under- 
stand that the records of the Post Office De- 
partment show the precise amount which is 
due to the parties with whom the Government 
had contracted up to that time. Now, it be- 
comes a question not simply of contract, as 
my friend from Ohio says, but is becomes 
a question whether the Government of the 
United States will here openly repudiate its 
obligation according to its own statement and 
according to its own records. s 

For one, as a Senator on this floor, I cannot 
willingly sit by and see the Government of the 
United States placed in the false position of 
repudiating its just obligations, whether to a 
citizen in South Carolina or Georgia, or any- 
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where else. It would be an evil example to 
set by the Congress of the United States, sol- 
emnly declaring here in the presence and face 
of the world that we will repudiate an obliga- 
tion which is recognized to be due by the records 
of our own Government. It therefore rises 
infinitely higher than a mere question of con- 
tract; it becomes a question of whether the 
Government of the United States will openly 
repudiate its acknowledged obligations, Asa 
Senator on this floor I will not consent that 
my Government shall be humiliated in the tace 
of the world by openly repudiating the obliga- 
tions which it acknowledges itself under. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Suerman] to the clause proposed 
to be stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. . y 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Si 

Mr. CRAGIN, [ask that the amendment 
may be read. 

Ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
read, 

The Curier CLerK. Itis proposed to strike 
out in line six the words ‘31st day of May, 
A. D. 1861,” and insert ‘‘ passage of a so-called 
ordinance of secession by the State in which 
the services were rendered.” 

Mr. ROBERTSON. {í will only say one 
word by permission of the Senate. The adop- 
tion of this amendment defeats the whole sec- 
tion. The Government paid for mail service 
long after the date of the ordinances of seces- 
sion in some of the States. The State of 
South Carolina, as I said previously, passed 
the so-called ordinance of secession on the 
20th of December, 1860, and the Government 
paid for. mail service there long after that 
time, l think up to about the Ist of March, 
1861. The adoption of this amendment defeats 
the whole measure. I hope it will not be 
adopted. 

Mr. POOL. I am paired with the Senator 
from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps.] If he were 
here he would vote ‘“‘ yea,” and I should vote 

‘nay. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeus 18, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Chandler, Cole. Conkling, Cragin, Freiinghuysen, 
Harian, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Murrillof Vermont, 
Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Sherman, Stewart, and 
Trambull—18. : 

NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Will, Hiehcock, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Norwood, Osborn, 
Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Vickers, 
and West—29, 
` ABSENT—Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of 
Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Guibert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, 
Logan, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Scott, 
Spencer, Sumner, ‘Lipton, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—27. ; 

_ So the amendment was rejected. 

. Mr. CONKLING. IfI understand the prop- 
osition before us, it is the most picturesque 
preseutalion yet made of the idea of allowing 
men who took part in the insurrection, and 
who lived in the insurrectionary States, to re- 
cover against the Government of the United 
States. The amendment:of the Senator from 
Ohio having failed, the Senate has made pro- 
gress toward this result, that-we are to pay from 
the Treasury for transporting the mails in- the 
insurrectionary States after those States were 
not only put upon a war footing but had form- 
ally adopted: ordinances of secession. ‘That, 
i repeat, presents to my mind, in a more pic- 
turesque form than it has- been presented 
before, the general subject to which the pro- 
vision relates. S R 

l have heard from no Senator the reason 
stated why these claims cannot be referred to 
the Court of Claims or proceeded with there. 
I will assume that there is some reason; but 
no recommendation from a Department is 
here, no claim or petition has been presented 


to Congress, as far as I know, and referred to 
any committee 

Mr. ROBERTSON. | By permission of the 
honorable Senator, I will tell bim why they 
are not referred to the Court of Claims. There 
proof of loyalty is required ; and it would bea 
difficult matter in my opinion for a corpora- 
tion to prove loyalty. I may say further that 
some of the owners of the different railroad 
corporations in the South live North, and 
there was no question as to their loyalty. It 
is proposed to make them all suffer for the 
act of the few. These mails were contracted 
for by the Government, and the contract was 
properly carried out up to the time mentioned. 
Not to pay for that service would be simply 
repudiation. in my opinion. 

Mr. CONKLING. : I am glad to hear from 
my friend of course; but I differ with him. It 
seems the difficulty as to the Court of Claims 
is the proof of loyalty which would be required 
there. Therefore it is presented to us as a 
ease, confessedly represented by those who 
cannot prove their loyalty and who upon the 
ground of disloyalty come here. They come, 
1 repeat — i 

Mr. ROBERTSON rose. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ibeg that my friend will 
not interrupt me; I have but five minutes al- 
together and I have almost shared that time 
with him already. They come without any 
recommendation from any Department. They 
come having presented no petition that I have 
heard of to either House of Congress. They 
come without the Committee on Claims of this 
House or of the other having examined the 
subject at all. And we are asked, with the 
Senate in the condition in which we find it, 
many Senators from this side being absent, to 
hurry to a conclusion in this leap in the dark. 
I think we ought to take notice of it. I think 
it is a most instructive lesson. [ think it 
points with unerriug finger to some conclu- 
sions which lie in the future, and which have 
been. the subject of controversy heretofore. 
Nearly half the Republican Senators are ab- 
sent. Let that half remain absent until 
questions of this sort can be considered at 
large; and what result should. we be likely 
to have? I have seen Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber shocked by the èx- 
travagance of suppositions we have heard here 
as to what might be in the event of a change 
of majorities here. I say to those Senators 
that.l have not heard put as a suppos:tion any 
case much more extreme than this, if { under- 
stand it, that.we are to pay:men, confessedly 
disloyal because the objection to going into 
the ordinary tribunal is that they must be loyal 
to go there, that we are to pay disloyal claim- 
ants for carrying the mail in the insurrection- 
ary States after they were in insurrection and 
alter by ordinances of secession they went out 
of the Union, on paper——.. - 7 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) If the Senator’s time is 
to include that occupied by the Senator from 
South Carolina, he has exhausted his five min- 
utes. The Chair does not know what the rule 
is in that respect. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not know. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope the Senator fro 
New York will be allowed to go on. i 

Mr. THURMAN. [hope the Senator will 
be allowed to go on without counting that time. 
I do not think it ought to be counted against 
him, . $ f 
Mr. CONKLING. If Iam within the rule 
I will go on; but [ do not wish to trespass. I 
have said in substance all I want to say. I do 
not mean to argue the proposition in detail ; 
but I repeat that Fean hardly see why any 
Senator need be shocked by such cases as have 
been put heretofore as likely to arise—paying 
the rebel debt,to use a familiar phrase, paying 
pensions to those who served in the rebel 
army—I know not why any Senator need to 
be shocked by that if this isto go unchallenged. 
It is not the same thing, I am aware; but in 


principle, in philosophy, in teaching, and in 
destiny this legislation means. as I. humbly 
conceive, that nothing is to putan end to such 
legislation if those who approve of this have 
the power and the majority. i 

Now, Mr. President, one other word. This 
provision bas found itself in the House bill. 
ff it is not stricken out here it passes beyond 
the power of the committee of conference that 
will act on this bili. Thus we areacting finally 
and conclusively, and actingin the absence of 
nearly one half, if not quite one half, of the 
Republican Senators, I call attention to it, 
for it marks an epoch, as I think, a new and 
distinct step in the progress of this class of 
legislation. { shall vote against it at every 
stage, and I hope that before we hurry to the 
conclusion Senators will pause a little and con- 
sider the light-reflected upon this general sub- 
ject by the provision before us. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, it is 
painfal for me to differ with my distinguished 
triend from New York on any occasion, I 
love to follow him; but when we disagree Í 
hope it will be considered that it is an honest 
difference. Therefore Í thus proclaim that 
upon this occasion we do differ. I think it 
was unnecessary for my friend to have made it 
known to the Senate that a number of Repub- 
licans were absent. I am here as one, an 
bumble one I know; I feel that Lam, and I 
am considered to be such. There is no mis- 
understanding about that. But { claim to be 


| as good a Republican as there is here, I care 


not wao any other may be. 

Justice is what I demand. I look upon this 
ag no move in a political point of view, either 
one way or the other, I know within my 
knowledge a case or two in the State of Pexas 
where the parties are now applying for money 
that is due them by the Government who were 
Union men always until they went into their 
graves. One, William B. Parnell, was a 
delegate to the constitutional convention in 
1866, and in 1868 subsequently a delegate 
from the State of Texas to the United States 
Congress to tryto bring about favorable recon- 
ciliation and reconstruction. Heis now dead; 
but a better Republican I think never drew 
breath than he was. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
claimants ? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. His estate is, and a 
better man never lived. 

Mr. CONKUING. May I ask my friend 
from Texas, in whose statement ! have entire 
confidence of course, why in such a case as 
that the parties do not go to the Court of 
Claims? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. The time perhaps had 
elapsed, and they were a long way off. I went 
myself at his instance and presented his claim 
at the Department. They looked at it and 
adjusted it, and found one thousand or fifteen 
hundred dollars to be due him; but the law 
forbade payment of it, and thus it rested. He 
is in his grave. ; 

Mr. CONKLING. What law forbids the 
payment of it? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. The one that forbade 
the payment to your humble servant for sub- 
sistence that I furnished to the United States 
troops when they went to Texas and could not 
get it anywhere else. I was glad they should 
have it; but when the claim was presented 


Is he one of these 


| here, the ` Treasury Department said, ‘*Oh, 


no; you cannot get it; there is a little law 
here; you unfortunately lived in-a rebel 
State.” All right; I submitted, of course. 
These are honest debts; I am no advocate for 
anything else being paid than honest debts. 
They are all understood at the Department ; 
and, by the way, as to those contractors who 
carried the mails regularly, the presumption 
is that they were Union men, that they were 
in sympathy with their Government uutil the 
contrary is proven, notwithstanding you have 
legislated differently on that branch of the 
subject. They went on in ‘good faith and re- 
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gretted it seriously, because it cut them off ia 
contracts that they were doing well on. They 
went as far as they could, however, in good 
faith. The Government cannot say that they 
acted otherwise; and subsequently in its mag- 
ranimity it has amnestied them all, including 
many, I have no hesitancy in saying, who were 
not worthy of it; but sufficient it is that they 
are free men now, politically and in every 
sense of the word; and as you have settled 
up with them politically, pay them what is 
due to them, because then you can stand on 
the proper basis, as they claim to rest upon at 
this time. ‘here never will be any satisfac- 
tory adjustment between the different parties 
until justice is meted out to one as to the 
other. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, my friend 
from New York, who is so able to discriminate 
between things, seems to have been oblivious, 
as it appears to me, when considering this 
subject, of the most obvious points of differ- 
ence in the world. He likeus this to a bill to 
pay pensions to the rebel soldiers. Pray, did 
the Government of the United States ever 
employ anybody to fight against the Union? 
The ground upon which paymentis here asked 
is that these persons were employed by the 
Government of the United States to do a par- 
ticular service, and they did the service; and 
now they ask that. you, the other party to the 
contract, shall perform your part of it. They 
performed their part, and now they ask that 
you shall perform your part. Is there any 
similitude between that and the ease of » rebel 
soldier who not only was not employed by the 
Government of the United States, but fought 
against the Government, and whom the Gov- 
ernment of the United States sought to kill 
because he was fighting against it? ‘There ig 
nothing in that whatsoever. 

Suppose that the Government of the United 
States had made a contract with the most dis- 
loyal man in the South to furnish to the Gov- 
ernment go many barrels of beef for our 
armies, or so many barrels of pork or flour, 
or so many pounds of gunpowder; and he 
had done it, had furnished them under his 
contract with the Government of the United 
States, would you refuse to pay him because 
he was disloyal? What difference is there 
between furnishing provisions for onr Army, 
ar munitions of war for our Army, and carry- 
ing the mail at our request and ander our 
contract to pay for carrying the mail--carry- 
ing the mail to our troops. scattered through- 
out the South, and carrying the mail to the 
loyal people too? How was it that this mail 
was carried? Tt was carried by order of the 
Postmaster General under the direction of 
the President. Mr. Montgomery Blair was 
Postmaster General at that time, and he re- 
quired that mail to be carried, and according 
to my recollection it became a subject of debate 
in Congress, and the sentiment was that it 
was for the interest of the Union thatthe mail 
should be carried, because it enabled the Gov- 
ernment to communicate with the loyal people 
of the South, it flooded the South with north- 
ern newspapers, it looded the South, with the 
messages and proclamations of the President, 
and it was therefore for the interest of the 
Government, apart from its direct communi- 
cation with the Union men and with our 
troops that remained in the South, that the 
mail should be carried. But whether that 
was 80 or not, whether that was a mistake or 
not, is not the question. It is sufficient that 
the Government had this contract, and that it 
required the contract to be performed on the 
part of the contractor, and that the contractor 
did perform it. 

Mr. STEWART, I caunot let this pass 
without saying one word. Itseems to me that 
this is carrying the joke too far. I doubt 
whether Senators have really examined this 
section so as to know fully and precisely what 
it means : 

The sum of $250,000, or so much thereofas may be 
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necessary, is hereby appropriated to pay unsettled 
claims against the Government of the United States 
on account of services rendered in carring the mails 
in the States lately in rebellion previous to the 31st 
day of May, A. D. 1861 : Provided, That before any 
payment shall be made under this act, satisfactory 
evidence shall be furnished that no compensation 
has beon recéived from any source for such ser- 
vice. 

Those who carried the mail were acting 
under contracts, and whether they actually 
carried mail under them or not, according to 
this provision they can come and draw their 
money on their contracts. You recognize that 
they have a right to draw it up to that time; 
and if they show that tkey were ready to per- 
form the service, of course then they can draw 
their money up-to the 81st of May, 1861. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment to read a 
sentence from the inaugural address of Presi- 
dent Lineolo, which I think is in the line of 
the argument? Speaking of what would be 
done under his administration, Mr. Lincoln 
said: 

“Tn doing this, there needs to be no bloodshed or 
violence; and thure shall be none, unless it be forced 
upon the national authority, The power confided 
to me will be used to held, occupy, and possess 
tho property and places belonging to the Govern- 
ment, and to collect the duties and imposts; but, 
beyond what may be necessary for these objects, 
there will be no invasion, no using of force against 
or among the people anywhere. here hostility to 
the United States, in any interior locality, shall beso 
great and univorsal as to preventeompotent resident 
citizens from holding the Federal offices, there will be 
no attempt to force obnoxious strangers among the 
poople for that object, While the strict legal right 
may exist in the Government to enforce the exercise 
of these offices, the attempt to do so would beso irri- 
tating, and so nearly impracticable withal, that I 
deom it bettor to forego, for the time, tho uses of 
such offices. 

“bho muils, unless repelled, will continue to be 
furnished in all-parts of the Union.” 

That was after the secession of South Caro- 
lina and several other States. 

Mr. STEWART. That was on the 4th of 
March, 1861. They were repelled. 

Mr. THURMAN. If they were repelled 
they were not carried, and there can be no 
pay under this section. 

Mr. STEWART. I maintain that they 
would be paid under this section whether they 
were carried or not. 

Mr. THURMAN. No. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, if they had- con- 
tracts, and the Government recognizes those 
contracts to be in force and not broken off by 
the event of war. This section recognizes 
the contracta as in force between them and the 
Government up to the 81st of May, and they 
will be settled for and the parties paid up to 
that time. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator will allow me 
to say the words of the section are ‘on 
account of services rendered.’’ 

Mr. STEWART. Do you suppose the Post- 
master General would decide each claim upon 
its merits as to a quantum meruit and determ- 
ine the amount of service rendered in each 
case ? 

Mr. SAWYER. If the contract was not 
performed, of course he will not pay for “ ser- 
vices rendered,’’ the services not having been 
rendered. 

Mr. STEWART. It is a performance of 
the contract as far asthe party was concerned 
ifle stood ready to perform it. You say here if 
he had a contract he shall be paid up to the 
31st of May. If it is proved that he stood 
ready to perform it, he will be paid whether 
he carried the mail or not. 

Mr. NORWOOD. If the books of the Gov- 
ernment show the balances due these parties 
for carrying the mails, ought they not to be 
paid? i . 

Mr. STEWART. That is not the question ? 

Mr. NORWOOD. ‘That is stated here to be 
the fact. ‘The accounts with these parties are 
brought up to the 3ist of May, 1861. 

Mr. STEWART. I say under this section 
whether the services were rendered or not, if 
you recognize the contract up to the 31st of 
May, 1861, you are bound to pay. . This is a 
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recognition of the contract upto the 81st of 
May. 

Mr. HILL. Iwill state that in the Post 
Office Department I happen to know that they 
require proof to be filed of the character of 
claims. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
of the Senator from Nevada has expired. 

Mr. STEWART. Jt has been given away. 
I have not bad my time. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor cannot be interrupted without his consent. 
He has two minutes left, deducting interrup- 


tions. 

Mr. STEWART. I say that the only meas- 
ure of compensation here will be the contract, 
and you recognize the contract up to the 81st 
of May, 1861, and on the 81st of May, 1861, 
the whole South was in rebellion. You pay 
in South Carolina for over four months after 
she was in rebellion, after she had passed the 
ordinance of secession, You pay for carrying 
the mail when loyal citizens could not travel 
through that State, and when a letter from a 
loyal man would not be delivered. You pay 
for carrying the mail under those circum- 
stances, and to whom? To parties who brought 
on the rebellion, who engaged in the rebel- 
lion, and by their acts enabled the southern 
confederacy to rob your mails and take the 
money on hand at all your post offices. You 
pay them for carrying the mail who enabled the 
authorities there to take money that resulted 
from carrying the mails. It seems to me that 
this is carrying the thing too far. It will not 
do. I advise my southern friends not to press 
this; it is dangerous; it will be looked upon 
as dangerous, and will create a feeling that 
will prevent claims that ought to be paid from 
being paid. These ought nof to be paid. If 
there are any meritorious cases they should 
be examined on their merits individually ; 
they should be presented here as claims; you 
should know when the parties carried the 
mails and under what circumstances. They 
should not be paid in this way. In fact, there 
should be a report in each individual case, 
and each bill should be in guarded language. 
If you pay in South Carolina, for instance, for 
carrying the mail during the time war was 
flagrant, I say it will injure claims that ought 
to be paid, and it had better not be done. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to say a word in 
reply to the Senator from New York and the 
Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. COLE. I think the Senator has spoken 
once on this question. 

Mr. ALCORN. Noton this amendment; 
I desire not to violate the rules; but I rise to 
say a word with regard to the point the Sena- 
tor from New York made in reference to the 
outrage upon the proprieties of Congress there 
would be in passing this section and the pre- 
cedent it would set. I submit to that honor- 
able Senator that in this case he is not at all 
antagonized with the rebellion at: the South. 
The southern confederacy, so called, is in no 
way concerned in this matter. It is the mail- 
carrier, the man whorode his mule or his horse 
through the swamps of South Carolina or 
Mississippi in discharge of a duty to the Gov- 
ernment, which he was held under bonds to 
perform, and which not to have performed 
would have made him liable to prosecution in 
some cases. Men have in like cases been 
prosecuted and their securities have been 
made to pay for the defalcation. 

Those persons come here to-day with a 
claim against the Government of the United 
States, a claim recognized, not, as the Senator 
from Nevada says, unascertained, for the mere 
contract is no evidence of its performance, 
and before the money can be paid under this 
section the party must show that he has com- 
plied with his contract, performed the service, 
discharged the duty, and is entitled to pay. 
But when the contractor comes here, the man 
who was under bonds. to the Government, 
and to-day has an adjudicated demand against 
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the Government for pay, he is metat thé door 
of the Senate by the honorable Senator from 
New York on one side of the aisle, and the 
honorable Senator from Nevada on the other, 
standing with words. sharper than bayonets, 
saying to him ‘“‘The waris not yet ended;” 
and I would ask the honorable Senator from 
New York, how can he undertake to assume 
that this is a Republican measure? 1 deny 
that the Senator hasany right to turn any 
question of this kind into any party current 
whatever. 

Mr. CONKLING,. Let me understand the 
honorable Senator. Does he ascribe to me 
the statement that this is a Republican meas- 
ure : f : 

Mr. ALCORN. I said that the honorable 
Senator had stated that the Republican Sena- 
tors were absent, and in that way I understood 
him to imply that if those Republican Sena- 
tors were here, on account of their Repub- 
licanism they would oppose this measure. 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend 
misunderstood me if he understood me to say 
that. Let me state what I meant. . 

Mr, ALCORN, I have only five minutes, 
but I will give him the benefit of the state- 
ment. 

Mr. CONKLING, 
his statement. 

Mr. ALCORN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido mean to say that if 
the absent Senators were here, in my belief 
this would be voted down, not because they 
are Republicans, but because they disapprove 
of this legislation; and if carried at all, it is 
to be carried in their absence by the whole 
Democratic vote and such reénforcements as 
they may pick up from the Republican side. 

Mr. ALCORN. Tassume that the honorable 
Senator has no right to speak for those Sena- 
tors who are to-day absent, and unless he 
asserts his authority and shows it I deny it. 
This is a case in which each and every Senator 
can decide for himself upon his own judgment, 
not upon a question of section, a question of 
loyalty or disloyalty to the Government, but 
upon a question of statesmanship, right, jus- 
tice, and equity as to how he should vote. 
stand here perhaps in the estimation of the 
Senator from New York with a small portion 
of Republicanism represented in my own per- 
son, but I stand here by the side of all south- 
ern Republicans in solid column demanding 
that this section of the bill shall be passed, 
and I deny the right of any Senator to draw a 
line here with regard to Republicanism, or 
intimate a line of separation that says to the 
southern Republicans, ‘‘ You cannot be of us 
and with us.” f 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Isan amend- 
ment now in order to this section ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is in order. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move, then, 
to insert on line nine after the word ‘‘re- 
ceived” the words “or promised,” and at the 
end of the section to insert “other than from 
the United States.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that proviso has been stricken out, 
and therefore there are no words to attach 
this. to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Then I move 
to insert the proviso with these words added, 
in this shape: 


Provided, That before any payment shall be made 
under this act, satisfactory evidence shall be fur- 
nished that no compensation has been received or 
promised from any source for such service, other 
than from the United States. 


Is that in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is in the power of the Senator to move 
anew proviso. That isin order. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is well 
understood that the southern confederate gov- 
ernment at a very early moment organized a 
post office department, and a member of the 


I only want to correct 


House of Representatives, seceding from the 
House, was made postmaster general. I do not 
believe that the Senate is prepared to vote to 
pay these mail contractors in cases where this 
southern post office department either paid or 
promised to pay, and I should like a direct 
vote on that proposition. Ihave no question 
but what in a large portion of the country 
this confederate government undertook to pay 
these contractors. I know very well that in 
some portions of the country they did claim 
that they had out-yankeed the Yankees by 
making the United States pay for carrying 
their own mails. Clearly, as a matter of 
equity, I claim that no southern Senator can 
ask to have these claims paid where the south- 
ern confederate government either paid or 
undertook to pay them. I present the propo- 
sition. I donot think it needs any argument. 
I know it may be claimed that a payment in 
confederate currency was not a payment 
because it was not of full value. 

Mr. ALCORN. Willthe Senator allow me? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I donot pro- 
pose to occupy more than a moment longer. 

Mr. ALCORN. I merely wanted to make 
a suggestion to the Senate. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Jf they were 
promised pay, and received anything as a con- 
sideration, it seems to me it ought to bea 
receipt in full. J cannot believe that any Sen- 
ator will be ready at this early day to under- 
take to pay claims that were legitimate claims 
upon the confederate government, claims 
which they acknowledged themselves, and 
either paid or promised to pay. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. [have but a word 
to say, and it is to my friend from Mississippi, 
(Mr. Atcory.] I certainly desire to vote for 
this measure if it is as he states a just, equi- 
table claim ; and if I donot do it, I feel bound 
to state to the Senator and to the interest that 
he feels constrained to represent why I do 
not consider it just. I understand that by this 
provision we are saying that the Treasury shall 
be taxed to pay a disloyal contractor, because 
the provision of loyalty is stricken from the 
bill; that we are bound to pay even if the 
money was seized by the confederacy and 
appropriated to its use, because there is no 
restriction of that kind; that we are bound to 
pay if the disloyal contractor by bis very dis- 
loyalty aided in having-the result of the mail 
carriage turned into the Treasury of the con- 
federacy. In other words, we are called upon 
to pay that person who, having a contract with 
the United States, used his position to the 
injury of the United States. I do not think 
that that is just or equitable. I understand 
that according to law this debt is entirely dis- 
charged, that this rebellion amounted to and 
had all the characteristics of a war, so thata 
person who joined the army and the forces 
against this Government thereby legally lost 
all claim to make a demand against this Gov- 
ernment. But not putting it on that ground, 
putting it on the ground of equity, we certainly 
are under no obligations to pay one who aided 
and used the very position in which he was to 
injure this Government. 

But we go further thar that. We say that 
even if he was paid full price for his services 
by the confederacy, to which he had adhered, 
we are to repay him for this act of disloyalty 
and injuring the Government. My friend 
shakes his head. I say that because [ under- 
stand the Senate have stricken out the proviso: 

Provided, That before any payment shall be 
made under this act, satisfactory evidence shall be 
furnished that no compensation has been received 
from any source for such service. 

If I am wrongin that, I wish to be corrected. 

Mr. ALCORN. I was not aware at the 
time we were.voting to strike out that provis- 
ion, and I will go with the Senator to reinsert 
that provision, which I think proper. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That. certainly 
relieves it of one of its objectionable features; 


| best for the good of the country. 
j| the mail contractor afterward, after he had 


but still I think that where a person who was 
employed was disloyal to the Government, and 
so aided the confederacy to take the proceeds 
from this mail carriage, he has no claim in 
justice or equity, as he has not in law, against 
the United States. 

Mr. SAWYER. . I do not suppose there is 
any desire here to pay men for being disloyal. 
I do not suppose the object of this proposition 
is to pay them for aiding the rebellion; itis 
simply to pay them for services which they did 
in the usual way under the direction of the 
Post Office Department until the Post Office 
Department itself terminated the contract. 
The Post Office Department was desirous and 


the Government was desirous of maintaining 


its relations with the loyal men of the South to 
the last moment when the maintenance of such 
relations was a possibility. It acted upon that 
theory and unquestionably did what seemed 
The fact that 


completed his contract with the United States, 
accepted a contract under the rebellion, does 
not in any way or form affect the right, as it 
seems to me, to the payment, for labor done 
under the contract with the United States in 
exact accordance with the contract with the 
United States, and under the directions of the 
Postmaster General. 

Now, where it can be shown that these men 
received compensation from the confederate 
government for the service performed up to 
the 31st of May, 1861, I have no sort of objec- 
tion that they shall be shut out from any pay- 
ment by the United States ; but when the prop- 
osition is to shut them out because the con- 
federate government assumed the responsi- 
bility of payment, never having fulfilled that 
responsibility, I think that proposition should 
be rejected. 

We made an arrangement to pay some of 
these contractors before, and although in one 
instance there is an individual who has pre- 
sented claims to the amount of $76,493 18, 
taking several years to get up those claims, 
the amount paid on that to loyal claimants 
was only in the whole time $243 11. Only 
three payments were made, and one since that 
time, making four payments entirely, to settle 
loyal claims under that law, and at the same 
rate of progress it will require the period of 
more than three quarters of a century—~not 
half of one per cent. per annum. 

The Senate have by their votes evinced a 
desire that these men should be paid. Ido 
not think any considerable number of the 
Senators on the floor will vote against the 
proposition to shut out those who have received 
compensation from any other source. But-to 
those who did perform their contract, to those 
who performed the service according to the 
contract up to the time when the Government 


‘itself suspended the contract, I believe the 


voice of the Senate is, in spite of the absence 
of a large number of Republican Senators, 
decidedly ia favor of that proposition. It is 
very rarely that any proposition is carried here 
by a vote larger than twenty-nine. 

Mr. CONKLING, Do I understand my 
honorable friend to admit that be is in favor 
of paying not only those who have not been 
paid from some other source, but those who 
have received compensation from some other 
source ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I have stated distinctly 
that I was: willing to vote to exclude those 
who had been paid from any other source. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My interest in this mat- 
ter becomes a great deal more intense when I 
find the Senate have stricken out this proviso, 
because I remember as a matter of history— 
I have sent for the document—that nearly all 
the southern States in passing ordinances of 
secession, and the confederate States in form- 
ing their government at Montgomery, assume 
to these people the payment of these debts, 
assumed these obligations, and no doubt paid 
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them.. At first they were willing to pay, and 
these very contractors received confederate 
money, which for a time was pretty good, 
would buy something, in payment. of these 
claims. As long as this proviso remained a 
part of the seciion, L thought we should have 
some safeguurd against paying over again debts 
that the confederacy bad paid; but when Í 
learned that that proviso had been stricken 
out I began to think we had been treading on 
dangerous ground. Before I say anything 
further i should like to know whether that 


is so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing smendment is to insert a proviso. The 
proviso in the bill has been stricken out; but 
the Senator from Vermont moves another 
proviso, which will be reporied for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That before any payment shall be made 
under this aet satisfactory evidence shall be fur- 
nished that no compensation has been received or 
promised from any source for such service other than 
from the United States, 


Mr. SHERMAN, 
on that. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Lask my friend from 
Vermont who offered that amendment to strike 
out the words * or promised,” or to insert in 
lieu of them ‘in so called confederate money 
or any other paper representing money.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 1 should be 
very glad to oblige my friend from South Caro- 
lina, but he will seo that would defeat one 
great object of the amendment. ‘The object is, 
not only to prevent claims being paid where 
they have been previously paid, bat where 
they have been assumed by the confederate 
government; and if there has been any default 
of that government in paying those clams 
l see no justice or equity in the claimants 
coming to Congress for it, 

Mr, HILD. The promise ought to be 
accepted in order to mukeacontract. A sim- 
ple voluntary promise without an acceptance 
amounts to nothing on the part of the party 
who is to be benefited. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to amend the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont by 
siviking out the words “or promised’? aud 
inserting * or contracted for.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
tion js on the amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina to the amendmeat of the Sen- 
ater from Vermont, 

Mr. SUERMAN,. Instead of the words “or 


Well, let us have a vote 


promised” | suggest to the Senator from Ver- | 
mont that he had better insert the words “or | 


assumed,” becuuse these very debts were as- 
sumed by the contederate States, and L was 
about to refer to an official document to show 
that they were, No doubt the then existing 
contracla between the United States and these 
persons were continued, ‘The debts were as- 


{ 


ques- { 


sumed by the coulederacy, and the contracts | 


were continued, and the contractors went on 
in pursuance of this leg'slation by the con: 
federacy and completed the contracts, so that 
tbey accepted the change of the contract made 
by the rebel contederacy ; in other words, they 
accepted tbe southern confederacy as their 
obligors instead of the United States. 

‘Ibe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Vermont modify his amendment 
in accordance with the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
understand the suggestion of the Senator from 
Ohio. { do not see any place where the words 
‘Sor assumed’? would come in legitimately. [I 


perceive the idea, and if he will suggest a ji 


mode of carrying it out 1 will accept it. 

Mr. SHEWMAN, I suggest that the pro- 
viko as ic stood in the section be restored, and 
then it will be open to ameudment. The Sen- 
ator's amendment is not now open to amend- 
ment, as | nuderstand. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Oh yes, it 
is, if the Senator from South Carolina will 


i 


l 


withdraw his amendment to allow me to per- 
fect it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I withdraw it for the 
time being, to hear what propositions are 
made. : “he ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont can now modify his amend- 
ment. - 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Now I will 
hear the Senator from. Ohio. 

. Mr. CASSERLY. 1 should like to have 
five minutes in regard to this section at some 
period before it is disposed of. I have made 
two or three efforts, but have not spoken on 
the section atall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will be recognized whenever he first rises 
and addresses the Chair. 

Mr. MORRILL. of Vermont. I will allow 
the Senator from California to oceupy the floor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I heard 
the Senator from Nevada, who is not now in 
his seat, in his criticism upon the possible 
effect of the language ‘services rendered,’’ 
in line four of this section. It seemed to me 
by iuserting the word ‘‘actnally” before 
“rendered”? the criticism of the Senator 
would be disarmed. Then no payment could 
be reeovered except for services actually ren- 
dered. That would get rid of the difficulty 
suggested by that Senator, that possibly the 
post office contractor might claim that he had 
| tried to render the service, or was in readiness 
to render it, though he never actually rendered 
it. [think the insertion of the word “ actu- 
ally’? would probably remove the Senator's 
objection so far as that point is concerned, 
and if there be no objection | move that the 
word ‘actually °- be inserted before the word 
“rendered,” in line four, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California moves to amend, in line 
four of section six, by inserting afier the word 
t services’’ the word * actually.” 

Mr. CASSERLY. Jf there ïs no objection 
to that. amendment, and it is considered as 
made, I should like to say something on the 
section, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will take the sense of the Senate on the amend- 
ment when the Senator yields the floor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Very well, 

The amendwent was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATI. [rise to offer a supplement 
to the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, to ingert in the fifth line after the word 
tt mails?” the words “of the United States 
exclusively; so that the clause will read: 
“is hereby appropriated to pay unsettled 
claims against the Government of the United 
States on account of services rendered in 
carrying ths mails of the United States ex- 
clusively.’’ 

Mr, ROBERTSON. I see no necessity for 
tbe insertion of those words, although I do 
not know that they will do any harm. 

Mr. PRATT. The meaning of the amend- 
ment is simply this: [am in favor of the pay- 
ment of these contractors while they continued 
to perform their contracts with the Govern- 
ment, even after the war with the confederacy, 
in carrying exclusively the mails of the United 
States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Although they broke their 
contracts afterward? 

Mr. PRATT. Akhough they broke their 
contracts afterward. | think good faith re- 
quires that the Government pay them during 
the time they were performing their contracts 
with the Government in the States in rebel- 
lion; but I do not want to pay them for carry- 
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ing the rebel mails. I want to pay them for 
carrying the mails of the United States, and 
those exclusively; and that is the meaning of 
this amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. We do not propose 
by this section to. pay for carrying the mails 


of the so-called confederate government, or} 
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any State in rebellion against the Federal 
Government; but we propose to pay for ser- 
vices actually rendered the United States Gov- 
ernment under contract. I am fearful that if 
the word “ exclusively” is inserted here there 
may be some technical objection raised why 
That is the reason 
why I object to the word being put in. 

Mr.. THURMAN. If I understand the 
amendment or its proper interpretation, it is 
unnecessary, but it will do no harm. I wish‘to 
know if [ do not understand it aright. Lf 1 un- 
derstand it, it is to insert in line five, after the 
word ‘‘mails,’? the words “of the United 
States exclusively.” Certainly there can be 
no unsettled claims against the Government 
of the United States on account of services in 
carrying the mails except the mails of the Uni- 
ted States; so that I do not think the words 
are necessary; nor do | think they will do any 
harm, unless they are open to this interpreta- 
tion which I suggest to my friend from Indiaua, 
that saying *‘ of the United States exclusively"? 
might seem to be limiting it to mail matter of 
the General Government, and as the railroads 
thatcarry the mail under certain contracts have 
carried it by weight, so much per ton of mail 
matter, bis amendment might open the section 
to the interpretation that they were only to be 
paid for carrying the mail matter of the Gov- 
ernment and excluding other mail matter, 
letters of individuals, and the like. If this 
amendment would not have that effect, then 
Í see no objection to it; but I suggest to him 
whether it would not have that effect, and 
whether, therefure, it would be well to pat 
it in? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam sorry there is so 
much haggling ubout this beneficent measure 
ot justice to an oppressed people. Where is 
the use of confining this business to the 
‘ mails of the Uniied States exclusively 2”! 
Was not the confederate government com- 
posed of citizens of the United Srates, and 
were not those citizens entitled to the dissem- 
ination of information, L saould dike to know? 
Did they not believe they had a constitutional 
right to do what they were doing? it seems 
to me, according to the way things are said to 
go nowadays, itis rather an ungenerous piece 
of business to be making sharp distinciions 
here betweem one character of mail and an- 
other. These people, it seems, ought to be 
paid; they ought to be made good for all 
they have lost by going into the rebellion. 

Here isa contractor on a mail route who 
agrees to carry the mails of the United States 
for four years. He finds it convenient when 
his four years are half out to transfer bis 
allegiance and his contract to a government 
at war with tbe United States, and when at 
last the unhappy war is over, as the language 
is, and he comes back here to be paid up to 
the moment he chose to violate his contract 
and transfer his allegiance, Senators are hag- 
gling about it and trying to contine the pay- 
ment tohim to the mail matter that the United 
States Government has sent through that ter- 
ritory. Why not make one clean bite at this 
cherry and be done with it, and completely 
indemnify these people who violated their 
contracts with the United States in order to 
transfer themselves and their services to a 
belligerent government de facto, by providing 
that they shall be paid for ail the services they 
did, no matter what they carried, nor: for 
whom. 

Mr. CONKLING. Even if it were a mus- 


et. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Even if it wetea musket 
that went by mail, if that were possible. ‘They 
were serving citizens of the United States in 
some of the States, and as everbody says, 
they were acting in good faith. Now where- 
fore be so sharp upon them if you are to do 
anything? Mr. President. generosity is not 
to be measured by the rule or the baskerful. 
it isa thing which is too broad for measure. 
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If the people of the United States are ready 
by taxation to put their hands in their pockets 
and pay all men who have violated their 
contracts, pay contractors who, if they were 
in a northern State and had violated their 
contracts, would be booted out of court and 
hooted out of Congress, then let us say so, and 
let us say so in the spirit of liberality, which, 
upon the theory that is now extant, will pro- 
duce a state of universal peace and save a 
great many lives! Let us buy our peace by 
giving them all they ask and be done with it! 

Mr. STEWART. I hope this amendment 
will be adopted. Another view of the ques- 
tion to which I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate is this: I ask them in all fairness 
if they desire to make an exception in favor 
of the men who went into the rebellion and 
pay them when they would not pay a man who 
did not go into the rebellion under like cireum- 
stances? 

Mr. THURMAN. What is the pertinency 
of that question ? 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill show you the per- 
tinency of it. If it would not be right to do 
that, it would not be right to adopt this. If a 
contractor has a contract with the Post Office 
Department, and he fails to comply with it, the 
contract is.forfeited and he is not entitled to 
any back pay under the administration of the 
Post Office Department. If he fails to com- 
ply with his contract, the Department has au- 
thority to declare it forfeited, and it is the duty 
of the Department to declare it forfeited, and 
that ends the contract and he cannot claim 
anything under it. 

But it is said these parties did not volun- 
tarily abandon their contracts. It seems to 
me those who voluntarily went into the rebel- 
lion voluntarily abandoned their contracts. 
If they had not gone into the rebellion at all, 
but simply refused to carry the mails, they 
would not be entitled to anything. It seems 
to me in the case of a man who nad a mail 
contract and entered the rebellion, making it 
impossible to carry out that contract, who so 
broke his contract that he could not recover 
on it, it required no act of Congress, but it 
was the duty of the Department to declare the 
contract forfeited and refuse to pay him any 
more. If you say he could break his contract 
in that way by going into the rebellion, you 
say he may take advantage of his own wrong, 
the wrong of treason, as the apology for break- 
ing the contract, and thereby recover on the 
contract, where a loyal man could not recover 


in a like case if he failed to comply with his 


contract. 
Mr. NORWOOD. I beg to correct the Sen- 
ator. The statement has been made here to- 


day, and Í suppose it to be the fact, that the 
Government ended the contract by stopping 
the mail service in the South. It was not that 
the parties refused to comply with their con- 
tracis, 

Mr. STEWART. I bad supposed that it 
was the rebellion that had stopped the mail 
service. The Government never would have 
stopped the mail service if it had not been for 
tbe rebellion. These persons who went into 
tbe rebellion stopped the service, broke their 
contracts, and now ask to receive pay. Isay 
if tbis is done there will be a feeling created 
that will operate prejudicialiy against claims 
that ought to be paid. . This is not a class of 
claims that ought to be paid at all. A person 
who had a mail contract and went into the 
rebellion, and made it impossible for him to 
fulfill the contract, ought vot to take advantage 
of his own wrong and collect on that con- 


tract. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I modify my 
proposition, aud send it up as modified. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Iam astonished thatthe 
Senator from Neveda should get so excited 
about this small matter. « 

He. assumes that those who went into the 
rebellion broke their contract. There is no 
evidence that these contractors ever were in 


the rebellion. The evidence is here, and it is 
uncontradicted, that the Government itself 
terminated the contracts on the 31st of May, 
1861, and there wasno mail service, therefore, 
then to be performed by these contractors; and 
yet the allegation is made by the Senator from 
Nevada that these parties broke their contracts 
and went into the rebellion, and now come 
here and demand pay from the Government. 
The fault lies at their own door if his state- 
ment be true. I simply say the Senator is 
laboring under a mistake in reference to the 
fact, and bis argument from beginning to end 
is based upon a misconception of the facts in 
this case. When he was upon the floor before 
he was making an argument upon facts which 
had been contradicted here, but which contra- 
diction the Senator did not hear because he 
was not in the Chamber; and now he is 
making an argument upon another statement 
of facts that is not correct. 

These parties have never violated their con- 
tracts, so far as any evidence appears to this 
Senate. There is a contract between them 
and the Government, and the Government 
recognizes that contract to this day by having 
passed to their credit upon its books such an 
amount of money as due to A, B, C, and D, 
contractors with the Government for the car- 
rying of the mail. It may be, as the Senator 
from New York says, very picturesque to see 
parties coming here now and demanding pay 
from this Government who were in the rebel- 
lion; but it strikes my mind as being still 
more picturesque that the Government, ac- 
knowledging its indebtedness by carrying the 
balances to the credit of these parties upon its 
books, should seek here through its Senators 
to repudiate its debts; for when you come to 
the last analysis of this question it is nothing 
more nor less than repudiation. 

Mr. STEWART. I am not mistaken in the 
fact. The Senate has voted to pay an individ- 
ual who broke his own contract by entering 
into the rebellion. Proof of loyalty is not 
required in the amendment which has been 
adopted. The very persons who went into the 
rebellion, and broke their contract by treason, 
are to he paid. The man who broke his con- 
tract by inability to perform it through poverty 
is not to be paid; but the man who broke it 
by treason, by attempting to destroy the Gov- 
ernment, is to be paid, - 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire to read the first 
section of the act passed February 28, 1861. 
It is short. and to this effect: 


“That whenever. in the opinion of the Postmaster 
General, the postal service cannot be safely contin- 
ued, or the post office revenues collected, or the 
postal laws maintained on any post route by reason 
of any cause whatsoever, the Postmaster General is 
bereby authorized to discontinue the postal service 
on such route or any part thereof, aud any post 
offices thereon, until the same can be safely restored, 
and shall report his action to Congress,” 


- Under tbat section Postmaster General Blair 

did terminate the contracts throughout the 
South. I have that information directly from 
the Postmaster General, the gentleman at 
present occupying that position. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator 
from South Carolina whether he thinks it a 
safe way of legislation for the Senate to act 
upon information that one Senator goes to the 
Department and gets and another goes and 
gets? You cannot put a ten-dollar appropri- 
ation on a river and harbor bill, by the rules, 
on any such information. Why do we not 
have official information on this subject? 

Mr. SAWYER. I will say to my friend 
from Vermont that the information of the 
friends of this measure seems to be much more 
accurate than the information of its enemies. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is all parol testimony. 

Mr. SAWYER. They proceed on the ground 
that you must not pay anybody throughout the 
South who at any time was implicated in the 
rebellion, no matter what the conditions which 
attended the contract or the service were. We 
go on the theory in this proposition that the 
Government made a distinct contract to do a 


I 


certain thing, to execute its part of the con- 
tract when the individual had executed his 
part of thecontract. We show, and the books 


_of the Post Office Department show, that the 


mail contractor in the South did perform his 
part of the contract up to a certain date, that 
he did perform under the direction of the 
Postmaster General, that he did not suspend 
the performance of the provisions of the con- 
tract until the contract was terminated by the 
Government itself; and now we are told that 
the contract was broken by these contractors 
because afterward, after the whole thing was 
an accomplished fact, after all the conditions 
of the contracts on the one side had been com- 
pleted and performed, they went on and did 
something else which was hostile to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and therefore 
they shall not be paid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen: 
ator’s time has expired. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can readily understand 
that the Senator from South Carolina feels 
especially warm aboutthis business. I suppose 
his friends and constituents are those who are 
interested in having this passed, and therefore 
it is perfectly natural that he should stand up, 
as healways does here, to defend the interests 
of those who unhappily have been engaged in 
a “ slight unpleasantness” with their country. 

Mr. SAWYER. The interests of justice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, ‘‘the interests 
of justice.” The interests of justice, accord- 
ing to a statute of the United States which 
the Senator did not read, declare that a good 
many of his constituents should be hung by 
the neck until they are dead. That is a stat- 
ute older than the statute of 1861, which the 
Senator probably has forgotten, but there ig 
such a statute, 

Now, as I say, I can readily understand that 
my friend is eager, as he always is, in favor of 
claims of this character, whatever form they 
may take. That is natural and it is right, be- 
cause he represents that sort of constituency ; 
but I represent a constituency who happen to 
be on the other side of the controversy and 
who also have taxes to pay, and they have 
some feeling as to the payment of their money 
upon claims of this character. 

The Senator says these claims stand upon a 
solid bottom. Whatisit? It is the Senator's 
word. Upona matter between him and me, 
his word is as good as his bond, or any other 
man’s bond, because I know he would not 
mean to misrepresent; but you cannot safely 
do public business upon information that Sen- 
ators privately obtain from the Departments. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not yield to any- 
body. 

Mr. HILL. I have not violated the rule 
myself, and I donot think anybody else ought 
to be permitted to do it. I think the Senator 
is speaking twice on the same amendment. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Is there any rule against 
speaking twice? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isa 
rule against speaking more than twice. 

Mr. COLE. More than once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope this does not 
come out of my time. 

Mr. HILL. I understood under the rule no 
Senator was to speak more than once upon 
one amendment, and then only for five 
minutes. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has spoken 
at least six times on this question. 

Mr. HILL. Not on any one amendment. 
There have been more than six amendments, 
and I was very short at that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The time 
of the Senator from Vermont is now up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my time is not 
up on the speech of the Senator from Georgia. 
[ Laughter. ] i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on the amendment moved by the 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Prarr.] 
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. Mr. EDMUNDS. What is that amend- 


ment? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is toin- 

sert after the word ‘ mails,’’ in line five, the 
words ‘of the United States exclusively.’ 
* Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not spoken to 
that amendment before, [laughter, ] and [have 
not spoken five minutes. [respectfully appeal 
tothe Chair; I have notspoken on that amend- 
ment at all, and I had not been speaking two 
minutes when the honorable Senator from 
Georgia interrupted me. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to hear the Sen- 
ator on this amendment and all the rest, five 
minutes on each. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor will be indulged for five minutes on this 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not ask to be in- 
dulged; I ask only for my rights. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Sen- 
ator will be entitled to speak five minutes on 
this amendment. i 

Mr, EDMUNDS. 1 do not speak by the 
grace of the Senator from Georgia, or anybody 
alse, except that of my constituents. I repeat 
what I was going to say because 

Mr. HILL. 1f the Senator willallow me 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator notto 
interrupt me. Lam afraid of him, and I do 
not want to get confitsed about this business. 
(Laughter. ] 

I was saying, und I repeat, that I do not 
think this provision in this bill will pass with- 
outa thorough discussion. Senators may as 
well understand that now as ever. If it turns 
out to be right, of course everybody ought to 
be for it. Jf it turns oat to be wrong, some 
people ought to be supposed to be against it, 

ow many {do not know, 

Twas saying to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina that a mau of his sense and sensibility can 
well understand that you cannot legislate upon 
information thut Senators go lo the Depart- 
ment and get for their own satisfaction in favor 
of this claim or that claim. If there was any 
solid ground upon which these claims ought 
to be settled-—and they aro nothing but private 
elaims, by the way-it ought to be in the form 
of a responsible report from the Postmaster 
General or the Secretary of tha Treasury, 
which all the world ean see, which the people 
who have to foot the bill and have a right to 
eriticise the action of the Government can 
sean, instead of the statement of my friend 
from South Carolina, which | know to be sin- 
cere, that this is all right, that he has cross- 
examined the Postmaster General in a corner 
somewhere, aud bag found out that the thing 
ought to be done. ‘The people cannot see that. 
Therefore, I submit to my friend from South 
Carolina that this is not quite the way to take 
money out of the Treasury, If he was asking 
us to hold it where it is until we could make 
an inguiry, then there would be some force 
iu it. 

Thave said this much not in order to delay 
action, but to express my opinion, and now 
sit down. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not wish to speak, 
but to remind the Senator that this provision 
is inthe House bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know that that 
helps it any. I suppose the Senate is inde- 
pendent of the House yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana, to insert after the word *‘ mails,” in 
the filth line, the words ‘‘of the United States 
exclusively.” 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes thirty, 
noes not counted, 

Mr, STEWART. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment dispensing with 
proof of loyalty was adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing question uow is ou the amendment moved 
by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL, } 
which will be read. 


waiting 


| 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment, 
which was to insert in lieu of the proviso 
stricken out the following: 

Provided, Thut before any payment shali be made 
under this act, satisfactory evidence shall ba fur- 
nished that no compensation has béen received or 
promised from any source for such service other 
than from the United States, and that the contract 
for such service bas not been assumed by any person 
or persona in hostility to the Government of the 
United States, ` 

Mr. SAWYER. 
ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is. 

Mr. SAWYER. Then I move to amend it 
by striking out the words ‘‘ or promised ;” and 
also the words “ and that the contract for such 
service has not been assumed by any person 
or persons in hostility to the Government of 
the United States ;’’ so that it will read: 

Provided, That before any payment shall be made 
under this act satisfactory evidence shall be fuar- 
nished that no compensation has been received 
from_any source for such service other than from 
the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. On that I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, as I suggested that 
amendment, let me explain it, and I do not 
believe any Senator will vote against it under- 
standingly. , Among the first acts of the rebel 
confederacy, when they met, they assumed 
these and other contracts between the United 
States and citizens of the southern States, and 
undertook to execute them on the part of the 
United States. Mail contracts were not im- 
mediately relet for the benefit of the rebel 
confederacy, but-all the contracts then exist- 
ing in the southern States declared to be in 
rebellion between private citizens there and 
the United States were assumed by the con- 
federacy, and in many cases, and in nearly all 
cases, those contracts went on to their end. 
Why, sir, when the war commenced there were 
existing contracts between the United States 
and contractors iu nearly all the southern 
States which had two or three years to run. 
‘The contracts did not expire by their own 
limitation at the time fixed, May 31, 1861; but 
the government of the confederacy assumed 
those contracts, undertook to take the place 
of the United States, and those contractors 
went on and completed their contracts with 
the United States, receiving, however, the rebel 
confederacy as paymaster. ‘That was all the 
difference. Under the circumstances, in a case 
like that, where by the common consent of both 
parties the rebel confederacy continued and 
executed a contract made with the United 
States, and the contractor received the rebel 
confederacy as paymaster and went on and 
executed the work in pursnance of it, certainly 
the United States ought not to be responsible. 

Why, sir, the very moment that a power 
within a State overthrew the authority of the 
Government of the United States, all con- 
tracts on behalf of the United States were 
determined by international law. A contract 
in favor of the United States could not be by 
an act of the public enemy turned into a con- 
tract for the benefit of the enemy of the 
United States. The very moment South Car- 
olina seceded and had power to make her 
secession complete and absolute by over- 
throwing all appearance of authority of the 
United States, that very moment all contracts 
of the United States for service to be done in 
South Carolina ceased and determined by in- 
ternational law. It was the act of the king’s 
enemy, the act of the enemies of the country, 
and therefore the contract ceased ; and it would 
be a good plea in court to determine a cbn- 
tract to show that by a power superior to the 
Government, in hostility to the Government, 
the ability to complete the contract was putan 
end to. That in any court or tribunal in the 
world is a full defense of any citizen against 
the execution of a contract. 


Is that open to amend- 


Mr. PRATT. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. whether the courts of the 
United States have not held contractors re- 
sponsible upon their bonds for services under 
these contracts up to the 31st of May, 1861, 
so that where the money or postages received 
were confiscated by the confederate govern- 
ment, the postmasters have been made re- 
sponsible to the United States? ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not the question: 
Here is the question: suppose these con: 
tractors had expressly or impliedly received 
another person, another party, another power 
in hostility to the United States as their pay- 
master, and had either expressly or impliedly 
changed their contract so as to assume another 
party to that contract, ought the United States 
to be responsible then on such a contract? 
That is the case now presented. This amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont only goes 
to the extent of declaring that where these 
parties have been paid by some other power, 
or have received and accepted an implied or 
express contract with another power to pay 
them, that is an end of their contract with the 
United States. It seems to me that touches 
the whole matter. 

Mr. COLE. We commenced this bill at 
twelve o’clock, and it is now nearly three 
o'clock, and we have made no progress at all. 
We have not advanced one line or word or 
syllable in the bill. I hope Senators will real- 
ize that we are approaching very nearly the 
end of the session, and that it is necessary to 
proceed with this bill. There are other ques- 
tions that are as much likely to excite discus- 
sion as this, but if all the time is spent on this 
one proposition, we shall find ourselves in the 
difficulty after a little of being unable to con- 
sider questions of great importance to the 
country. I hope Senators will permit us to 
have a vote on this question without further 
discussion. ; 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope the Senator from 
California who has charge of this bill will keep 
us here until very material progress has been 
made in the bill, even if we have to sit until 
midnight without a recess, . 

Mr. COLE. I very much fear that I have 
not the power to do that. I should like to do it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. We will all support the 
Senator if he will take that stand. 

Mr. COLE. I am very anxious to go 
through with the bill, and I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to stand by me until the bill-is brought 
very nearly to a conclusion. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I wish very 
briefly to call the attention of the Senate to 
the distinct proposition that is now before it. 
The proposition is that where the rebel gov- 
ernment assumed to pay, and by any detault 
of theirs have not paid, then the Government 
of the United States shall step in and make 
good such default. I trust there is no more 
purpose on the part of any Senator to become 
the indorser and responsible payer for the con- 
federate government than there would be to 
pay these parties twice over. My amendment 
is merely that they shall not be paid where 
they have once been paid, or where the con- 
federate government assumed and agreed to 
pay them. 

Mr. ALCORN. If the Senate will indulge 
me a moment, I willsay no moreafter this, I 
desire, however, to pregent the point made by 
the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suer- 
MAN] in its true light. Under this amendment, 
if the government of the confederate States 
assumed to pay, the contractor can obtain no 
pay at all from the Government of the United 
States. Now, I ask that Senator whether: he 
is so much of a State-rights man as to declare 
here that the States of the confederacy had 
the right and the power to transfer the allegi- 
ance of their citizens? It was an act of power 
on the part of the government. They seized 
contracts and said, ‘‘ We will assume the con- 
tracts.” Many of the contractors abandoned 
their contracts at once, but others of them 
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continued to discharge the duties under the | 


confederate government. Such persons cer- 
tainly are not entitled to pay from the time 
that they contracted with the government of: 
the confederate States to carry the mails. Up 
to that time, or up to the 31st of May, 1861, the 
time the Postmaster General declared the con- 
tracts. to be at an end, they were éntitled to 
pay, and the amount was transferred to their 
credit here upon the books. 

~ Now, I will: say to the honorable Senator 
from Vermont that the confederate govern- 
ment demanded of the citizen that he should 
receive confederate money in payment of his 
debts from all sources, and I will say to the 
honorable Senator another thing, that I have 
known men to go to prison rather than 
comply with the exactions of that law. The 
confederate government went forward to con- 
fiscate-the claims in favor of northern cred- 
itors that were in the hands of lawyers, and I 
will say to the honorable Senator that I know 
instances, and I can cite him to an instance 
here in this Senate Chamber, where the lawyer 
refused to give up the claims that belonged to 
northern creditors, and held those claims in 
defiance. of the order of the court, who after- 
ward collected them and they were paid over 
to the creditors in the North, he holding that 
the confederate government had no power to 
transfer the allegiance and no power to change 
the contract that existed at the time the war 
broke out. 

These contractors were citizens of the United 
States, and they were not in rebellion against 
the Government. They were under the pro- 
tection of the Government of the United States 
and under a contract with the Government to 
carry and deliver the mails, they did carry 
and did deliver them, and the amount was 
carried to their credit and stands to their 
credit now on the books. This is all that is now 
asked by these people. Whatever they may 
have received after they entered into contract 
with the confederate government, or accepted 
a contract under the confederate government, 
I am as far from recognizing as a debt against 
this Government as any Senator on this floor, 
and I would not vote to pay it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina to the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. Lhope the Senator from 
South Carolina will change his amendment a 
little. Ifhis amendment prevails, the proviso 
will be precisely in the form in which it came 
from the House, and that does not appear to 
be satisfactory. I suggest to him to insert 
instead of the word ‘ promised,’’ which he 
moves to strike out, the words ‘‘ or agreed to be 
received,’’? so that a mere promise shall not 
bind the contractors, and then insert after the 
word ‘‘source’’ the words ‘‘ other than the 
United States;’’ so that the amendment will 
read: 

That. before any payment shall be made under 
this aet satisfactory evidence shall be furnished that 
no compensation has been received from any source 
other than the United States. . 

Mr. SAWYER. Ihave no objection to 
that, and I accept that modification. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to make simply one 
remark, Under all these propositions a neg- 
ative fact is required to be proved, and I shall 
offer at the proper time the substance of the 
same thing in this shape: 

That no payment shall be made under this act 
unless it shall be satisfactorily proven that compen- 
gation has not been reeeived for such service or 
contracted for with any authority other than the 
United States. 

That puts itin ashape when the Government 
itself or the Department must show that the 
contractor has received something or did con- 
tract somewhere, and, not put it upon him to 
prove.a negative that he did not, for that it is 
impossible in most cases to prove by anything 
except his own oath. 


| 


Mr. MORRILL, :of Vermont. I suggest 
that the word “act” be changed to the word 
“í section,” for under either proposition I sup- 
pose it is not intended to apply this provision 
to the whole act.. Itis merely to this section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will call the roll on the amendment to the 
amendment... : 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 19; as follows: 


-YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hiil, Jobn- 
ston, Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Rice, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Stevenson, Steckton, 
Thurman, Vickers, and West—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Colo, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, 
Harlan, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, 
Stewart, and Sumner—19, 

BSEN T—Messrs, Boreman, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron. Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Corbett, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, 
Hitehcock, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Patterson, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Tipton, Trum- 
bull, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—30. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 


agreed to. 
Mr. RAMSEY. I desire to offer a further 
amendment. It is to add the following: 


And provided further, That inno case shall pay- 
ment be made for carrying the mail upon any route 
after the date when the postmasters on such route 
shall have ceased to report the regular departures 
and arrivals thereon to the Post Office Department. 


Mr. THURMAN. Does the Senator wish 
to speak on that amendment? 

Mr. RAMSEY. Not at present. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is an attempt to 
make the contractor responsible for the omis- 
sion of the postmasters, when there is no con- 
nection whatever between them. 

Now, I wish to make a showing to the Sen- 
ate and correct one mistake into which my 
colleague and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Morrity] fell. First, I wish to call attention 
to the fact that the act read by the Senator 
from South Carolina on my right [Mr. Saw- 
YER] which authorized the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to diseéntinue the mail service in the 
South where it could not any longer be prose- 
cuted with safety, which was put through the 
Senate by my predecessor in this body, passed 
this body by a vote of 34 to 12; but before it 
passed an amendment was offered: making it 
obligatory upon the Postmaster General to 
discontinue at once the mail service in every 
State that had seceded, and that was made a 
test question. The motion was made to amend 
the bill so as to make it obligatory upon him 
to discontinue at once the mail service in any 
State that had seceded, instead of making it 
as the bill of Mr. Wade provided, that he 
should discontinue when, in his judgment, the 
mails could not any longer be carried with 
safety. What was the vote on that proposition 
which made it absolutely obligatory upon him 
to discontinue the mail service at once? There 
were but nine Senators who voted for it, and 
thirty-eight voted against it, and of the nine 
who voted for it seven were secessionists, who 
advocated it upon the ground that those States 
had gone out of the Union. But the men in 
the Senate who insisted that they were not ont 
of the Union, to a man voted against that 
proposition, and voted for the bill as it passed, 
leaving it within the discretion and judgment 
of the Postmaster General when the mails 
should be discontinued. So that the Senate 
and. the House of Representatives both posi- 
tively refused to discontinue the mails, and 
required them to be carried under these con- 
tracts until the Postmaster General found they 
could not be carried with safety any longer. 

So much for that. Now for the other mat- 
ter. My colleague was uuder the impression 
that in the constitution of the confederate 
States there was a provision that assumed the 
debt to these mail contractors. Thereis noth- 
ing of the kind in that constitution according 
to my looking over it, and I have done so 
within the last five minutes. If there is, it 


has entirely escaped my observation, aud I 
think I am not mistaken. The only debt that 
is assumed in that confederate States consti- 
tution is the debt of the provisional govern- 
ment of the rebel States. There is not B pat: 
ticle of assumption of the.¢laims which are 
now under consideration. z Bist, sayi wus i 
> Mr.. COLE... Three hours, I. think, âre 
enough at this stage of the session to devote 
to one proposition in an appropriation bill. I 
move to lay this bill. on the table, with a view 
of proceeding to another appropriation bill. 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The. ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from: Cal- 
ifornia, that this bill be laid upon the table. 

Mr. COLE. . I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and-nays were ordered. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner] 
on the question of the payment of these mail 
contractors, and I suppose that pair will apply 
to this motion to lay the bill on the table.. [ 
therefore simply announce that I should vote 
against this motion, and if he were here I pre: 
sume the Senator from Massachusetts would 
vote for it. i g 

The question being taken by yeas and nays; 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: <- 

YEAS— Messrs. Ames, ` Anthony, Buckingham, 
Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Fre- 
linghuysen, Harlan, Hitcheock, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, 
Sherman, and Stewart—19. 

NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper. Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamil- 
tonof Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, 
Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Rice, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Sprague, 
Thurman, Trumbull, Viekers, and West—26. 

ABSENT~Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of Kon- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Howe, Lewis, 
Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Spencer, 
Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Wright—29, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not spoken to 
this amendment, and I only rise to read an 
extract from the constitution of the rebel con- 
federacy which my colleague has been kind 
enough to furnish me. This constitution was 
adopted at Montgomery, Alabama, March 11, 
1861, and, unlike our owo constitution, took 
effect immediately with a rebel congress then 
insession. It provides: 

“ When five States shall have ratified this consti- 
tution in the manner before specified, the congress, 
under the provisional constitution, shall prescribe 
the time for holding the election of president and 
vice president, and for the meeting of the electoral 
college, and for counting the votes and inaugurating 
the president. They shall also prescribe the time 
for holding the first election of members of con- 
gress under this constitution, and the time for as- 
sembling the same. Until the assembling of sueh 
congress, the congress under the provisional con- 
stitution shall continue to exercise the legislative 
powers granted them.” 

So that this constitution took effect on the 
11th of March, 1861, with a congress then in 
session with full legislative power. 

It provides further that— 

“All debts contracted and engagements entered 
into before the adoption of this constitution sball 
be as valid against the confederate States under this 
constitution as under the provisional government.” 

That extended the adoption of the constitu- 
tion practically back to the 11th of February, 
1861, when the provisional government: met 
at Montgomery. It also declares that— 

“ This constitution, and the laws of the confeder+ 
ate States made in pursuance thereof, and all trea- 
ties made or which shall be made under the authority 
of the confederate States, shall be the supreme law 
of the land, and the judges in every State shall be. 
bound thereby, anything in the constitution or laws 
of any State to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

So that on the llth of March, 1864, this 
constituiion was declared to be the supreme 
law of the land. i 

Mr. SAWYER. It was not ratifed then. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir, -it took effect 
without ratification. No ratification was netes* 
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sary. 
read it.. At the end of the constitution will 
be found these words: 

“Adopted unanimously, March 11, 1861, at Mont- 
gomery, Alabama.” ; 

‘Mr. SAULSBURY. Let me ask the Senator 
one question—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot yield; I- bave 
only five ‘minutes. E f 

Mr. President, here is the document which 
was adopted March 11, 1861, to take effect 
immediately; wbich was declared to be the 
supreme law of the land; which was pat in 
force, and among the exclusive powers granted 
by this constitution was this: 

* To establish post offices and post routes; but the 
expenses of the post office department, after tho 
Jst day.of March, in the year of our Lord 1863, shall 

è paid out of its own revenues.” 

From the llth day of March, 1861, this con- 
atitution of the rebel confederacy was the 
supreme law there, and they then proceeded 
by their legisluture to assume the contracts 
between the United States and contractors, 
and to continue them, and paid them. 

Mr. THURMAN. Where is the evidence 
of that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The southern Senators 
can tell you that no new contracts were entered 
into for the postal service; the old contracts 
were continued right along, and the work was 
executed just as if there never had been any 
change in the Government. Now, sir, on the 
ilih day of March, 1861, by the conduct of the 
confederate government this constitution was 
in force, with a congress in session, with legis- 
lative authority, assumed and exercised to the 
exclusion of the United States; and if Sen- 
ators can show me any exercise of power by 
the Government of the United States in any 
confederute State that participated in forming 
this constitwiion until our armies were mus- 
tered under our flag and went down there in 
force to assert our authority, I should like to 
know when and where it was. 

From the lth of March, 1861, until our 
Army carried our flag and our authority there, 
we had no power there, and the confederate 
government was de facto the government of 
all that country, ‘Jhe idea of our paying for 
carrying the rebel mail for three months after 
the Ilib of March, 1861, it seems to me will 
sbock the moral scatiment, the patriouc senti- 
ment, of the people of the northern States 
who were cigseed! in this war. I trust Sen- 
ators will not press it. I am willing to pay 
any loyal men under existing law who per- 
formed service even afier the lith of March ; 
but to pay disloyal men after the time when 
they unanimously engaged in this rebellion, it 


seems to me is carrying the joke too far, and | 


I think it ought not to be pressed. 

Mr. FLANAGAN, Mr. President, Icon- 
sider it somewhat remarkable that so distin- 

uished a lawyer as my friend the honorable 
Senator from Ohio (Mr. Suerman] is driven 
80 completely to the wali asọ present the 
constituiion of the so called southern confed- 
eracy bere and declare it to be the supreme 
law of the land. Then he talks about the flag 
of the mighty Union. I, too, am a lover of 
that glorious flag wherever it may wave, Iam 
gratetul thatit was carried successfully through 
that land of which he has been speaking; but, 
sir, tbat constitution never was the supreme 
law of the land. The men who carried that 
flag of which the Senator speaks suppressed 
it; and the Constitution of the United States 
first and last is the supreme law of the land 
to-day. Therefore he cannot invoke the con- 
stitution of the confederacy to prove that an 
houest contract by the United States is not to 
be paid. That is perfectly out of the ques- 
tion; and when you talk about holding A re- 
sponsible for his acts and turning B loose to 
his prejudice, that is objectionable. 

It is well known certainly to Senators, for 
there is too much intelligence among Senators 
here for me to undertake to say they do not 


My friend from South Carolina has not | 


understand it, that the Government. of the 
United States held the postmastere in the 
southern States toa strict accountability for 
all the money that went into their hands, and 
subsequent to the defeat of the rebels, as they 
are termed, and as they were in fact, and [ 
have never any scruple on that branch of the 
subject, they and their bondsmen were com- 
ees to make good that money to the United 
tates Government. The United States Gov- 
ernment by going down to the southern con- 
federacy for that purpose showed that evidently 
they had not ignored entirely the laws prevail- 
ing in that country and that should prevail 
there. As they enforced the laws upon one 
side, they must be held to an account upon 
the other, and I have no hesitancy in saying 
they will make that account good. There has 
been no indisposition on the part of the Post 
Office Department to pay these claims. They 
were ready to pay the money at any time if 
allowed to do so. Many of these contracts 
have been carried out in good faith by loyal 
men, There were loyal men in the South 
always, and I hope there will be more than 
there have been; but justice must be done 
them. They demand it at the hands of the 
Government. There is nothing wrong in it, 
and it will be awarded to them, and all those 
men must be paid or the Government cannot 
acquit itself in the premises as it should do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. An- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota, 
[Me Ramsav,] on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The quesion being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 25; as tollows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buok- 
ingbum, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, 
Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Morrill of Maino, Pratt 
Ramsey, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, and 
Trumbull—~19, 

NAYS—Mesars. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, John- 
ston, Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Rice, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Tburmin, Vickers, and West—25. _- 

ABSENT— Messrs. Brownlow, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, 
Fonton, Ferry of Copngenent, Ferry of Michigan, 
Gilbort, Goldthwnite, Hamlin, Hitchcook, Howe, 
Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, 
Qsborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Spencer, Stockton, 
Sumner, Tipton, Wilson, Window, and Wright—30. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected, 

Mr. STEWART. 
amendment: 

Provided further, That aid. comfort, or assiatance 
to the rebellion by any contractor, at any time dur- 
ing the period for which his contract was made, 
shull be treated as a forfeiture of the contract and 
of all sums of money unpaid to him thereon. 

Mr. RICE. I move to insert the word 
voluntary’? before the word “aid.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not 
amendable in the third degree. The Senator 
from Nevada may accept the modification. 

Mr. STEWARD. I accept it. 

Mr. ALCORN. I ask the Senator from 
Nevada who is going to ascertain the fact of 
loyalty ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask to have the amend- 
ment reported as it stands. 

The Cuter Cuerr. The amendment, as 
modified, reads : 

And provided further, That voluntary aid, com- 
fort, or assistance to the rebellion by any contractor, 
at any time during the period for which his contract 
was made, shail be treated as a forfeiture of the con- 
tract and of all sums unpaid to him thereon. 

_Mr. THURMAN. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that that is not 
limited to the time for which he asks payment 
if his contract ran beyond that time. He may 
have been perfectly loyal and performed his 
contract perfectly well up to the 31st of May, 
but if before the 80th day of June or some 
subsequent period he rendered any aid at all 
to the confederacy or was in any sense dis- 
loyal, that makes a forfeiture of all pay he had 
earned before he was disloyal. 


I offer the following 


Mr. ROBERTSON. . We understand it. 
Let us vote. 

Mr. THURMAN. That being the case, the 
amendment ought to be voted down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President,. before 
we vote let us understand alike, if we can, that 
this proposition now is to say that a man who 
forfeited his contract, who struck it down him- 
self, who did it voluntarily, and did it by com- 
mitting high treason against his country, shall 
not under that contract recover compensation, 
That istheproposition we are going to vote on. 

Mr. SAWYER. Allow me to say to the 
Senator from New York that is not the-propo- 
sition at all. The proposition is this, that even 
though the contractor during the first five 
months of the year 1861 carried out his con- 
tract in perfect good faith, if in the last five 
months of 1861 he aided or abetted the rebel- 
lion, therefore he shall be deprived of any 
compensation. If the Senator would change 
the amendment so that it should deprive him 
of any compensation in case he aided or abet- 
ted the rebellion during the period when he 
performed the service for which he comes here 
to ask compensation, that would be quite 
another question. Ifthat amendment is pro- 
posed, I am perfectly willing to vote for it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam surprised at the 
suggestion of the Senator from South Carolina. 
He is avery good lawyer, I believe, besides 
his other accomplishments. 

Mr. SAWYER. Not at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, yes; my friend 
must not-disclaim that. Here is a man who 
makes a contract which isan entirety, Thatis 
what the luw callsit. He agrees to do a cer- 
tain thing covering a certain length of time. 
While that contract lasts and binds him be 
violates it; his violation consists of the crime 
of high treason ; and then he comes and asks 
to recover upon it, and the honorable Senator 
says he will not object to deducting from his 
recovery so much of time as elapsed after he 
violated it. Why, Mr. President, the law has 
said for centuries that if a man ships as a 
sailor to make a voyage, and if he sails the 
whole voyage and just before it ends he goes 
ashore, no matter under what circumstances, 
even if it is because he ia ill, because casualty 
prevents him remaining, he cannot recover a 
quantum meruit upon that; he cannot recover 
at ail. Why? Because owing to his misfor- 
tune he has come short in performing a con- 
tract by which he bound himself. 

Now, the Senator from Nevada says that 
if a man bound by a contract, overtaken by 
no casualty, prevented by no accident, turns 
traitor to his country, he shall not come bere 
after his. hands and face have dripped with 
the blood of murder and of treason, and 
recover upon that contract which thus he 
violated. I say that is the proposition. No 
casuistry, no sophistry, no skill in words or 
phrases can cover it up. The American Sen- 
ate is brought to vote by thisamendment upon 
the naked question whether a traitor to his 
country, who by his act of treason trampled 
under foot a contract, shall come into court 
now and recover upon the shattered frag- 
ments of that contract which ke himself vol- 
untarily broke, and broke by an act of treason? 
No statement of mine, no statement of my 
honorable friend, 89 excellent in statement, 
will add to or take from, in one jot or title, 
this naked proposition. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, no casuistry, 
no sophistry, no skill of language, in which my 
honorable friend is so remarkable, wi'l cover 
up the fact that he has absolutely mistaken this 
proposition, I acknowledge his proposition 
tbat when the sailor ships for a voyage, and 
violates on the last day of the term of service 


I call for the yeas and 


1872. 


the contract which he has made, he is held to 
have broken it, but I ask if, prior to that time, 
the other party to that contract has thrown 
him overboard you would still hold him liable 
to make good his contract? Here the: Gov- 
ernment annulled this contract on the 81st of 
May, 1861, by an order from the Postmaster 
General, issued in pursuance of the act of 
Febrvary, 1861, and it was not until the 1st 
day of June that the postmaster general of the 
rebel confederacy assumed jurisdiction over 
the mails. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHerman] has 
said that there was no power of the United 
States exercised within the rebel States after. 
the formation of the constitution of the con- 
federacy.. I say that was not the fact. I say 
the record is against him, and that the Post 
Office Department carried on its operations 
more than two months after that time, and that 
the operations of that Department were as 
complete, as full, as regular. the returns as 
regular, the service as regularly performed as 
it had been for three months before, and that 


it was performed exactly according to thej 


contract. When the Government itself had 
annulled the contract, the fact that thereafter 
the southern mail contractor did something 
which violated his allegiance to the Govern- 
ment of the United States did not break the 
contract. Ifduring the pendency of the con- 
tract, during the period when the Government 
allowed the contract to still subsist, and when 


the Government held him responsible for the | 


performance of his duties under the contract, 
he had aided, abetted, or encouraged the 
rebellion, the argument of my friend from 
New York would be entirely proper and valid ; 
but inasmuch as the Government broke the 
contract, prevented, nay, forbade him to carry 
jt on, the fact that thereafter he broke his 
allegiance to the United States has no siguifi- 
cance as applied to this proposition. 

Mr. STEWART. If a man seeks to re- 
cover on a contract, he must show that he 
has complied with it or that he was ready to 
comply; but here, when the time came for 
me party to comply, he was firing upon the 

ag, 

Mr. THURMAN. That is neither law nor 
sense. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator from 
Ohio apply that remark to this position, that 
a man to. recover on a contract must either 
show that he performed it, or on his part 
stood readv to perform it? 

Mr. THURMAN. I say that when a con- 
tract. like a Post Office contract, is for ser- 
vice payable quarterly, and each installment 
becomes due when the quarter’s service is per- 
formed, a failure to perform. after that in 
some other quarter does not put an end to the 
debt. f 
Mr. CONKLING. That is a wholly differ- 
ent proposition. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is the case before us. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is another thing 
wholly. The Senator from Nevada stated 
tbis proposition: that torecover under a cove- 
nant a man must show either that he had per- 
formed on his part or stood ready to do it. I 
did understand the Senator to say of that that 
it was neither seuse nor law. Surely he does 
not mean 

Mr. THURMAN. Iwas not speaking about 
any abstract case, but the case before us. 

Mr. STEWART. It was in reply to the 
remark that I made. I will state the proposi- 
tion again, that if he did not comply with the 
contract he must show, in order to recover, 
that he was ready to comply at the time. 
Now, the Senator gets out of it by saying that 
he did not mean that what I said was nonsense, 
but that something else was nonsense, some- 
thing else was neither law nor sense, and that 
these contracts were payable in installments, 
Very well, | say, provided that the contract is 
payable in installments, that does not deprive 
the contract of its character as an entirety, 


t Lewis, 


1| that an act of treason which was not commit- 


| would be defeated if it turned out that he had | 
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The contractor must be ready to perform it 
during the whole period of it. When the De- | 
partment declare a contract forfeited, they do 
not pay anything on it; that is the end of it; | 
but here during the period of the contract. 
a man enters the rebellion and still you pay 
bim on that contract. That is the question. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I want-to inquire if the 
clause has not been amended so as to read | 
‘* for services actually rendered ?”” 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That has 
nothing to do with this amendment. Let us 
get through with this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ep- 
MuNDS in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ne- 
vada, upon which the yeas and nays have been | 
ordered. : 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, ! 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 24; as follows: | 


_ YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, | 
Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hitcheock, Howe, Morrill of ; 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, | 
Ramsey, Seott, and Stewart—21. ij 
NA i 
{ 


AYS — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Cooper, | 
Davis of West Virginia, Fianagan, Hamilton of | 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hili, Johnston, 
Kelly, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robertson; | 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, | 
Trumbull, Vickers, and West—24. 

BSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Clayton, Corbett, Davia of 
Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Gilbert. Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Kellogg, i 

Logan, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Schurz, | 
Sherman, Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Wil- ! 
son, Windom, and Wright—29. i 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. CONKLING. . I now renew the amend- 
ment just voted upon with a modification 
which I will suggest. One or two Senators 
pointed out the hardship of the amendment, 
and said it consisted in this—I will indicate | 
in one moment the change I want to make— 


ted during the existence of the contract would 
prevent the claimants profiting by the pro- 
vision. Now, | offer the ameudment, chang- 
ing it in the second or third line so that it will | 
read ‘‘ voluntary aid or assistance to the re- | 
bellion during the existence of the contract,” 
so that the Senator from South Carolina can 
no longer say to me that the other party put 
an end to the contract and that we propose to 
punish the contractor for what be did when an 
end had been so put. Let us take the sense 
of the Senate now upon the propriety of allow- 
ing a man who did himself, confessedly by an 
act of treason, put an end to a contract then 
existing and which would have continued but 
for that act, to come and recover on it. Al- 
though | do not see my honorable friend from 
South Carolina, 1 hope my voice will reach 
him when I appeal to him to vote with us now 
when we take from the amendment the objec- 
tionable point which he found in it. I hope 
that Senator is somewhere within reach and 
that we shall have his vote to aid us. 

Mr. ALCORN. If the Senator from New 
York will allow me to interrupt him, I know he 
would not state the proposition unfairly. The 
Senator desires to provide that the party shall 
not be paid who has been guilty of acts of dis- 
loyalty during the existence of his contract. 
The contract may have extended under the 
law or under its terms up to the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1862, We are willing to accept it in 
this form, that he shall not have pay for any 
service performed after he was guilty of acts 
of disloyalty to the Government. 

Mr. CONKLING.. That is another ques- 
tion, and upon that at a future stage I should 
be very glad to take the sense of the Senate. 
I want to deal with one thing ata time. The 
Senator from South Carolina explained to us 
that the hardship he found in the amendment 
was this: that after the Government of the 
United States had terminated the coniract, it 
being still within the period for which the 
original contract would have run, the claimant 


then given aid-or assistance to the rebellion. 
I see my honorable friend from South Carolina 
now; he has reéntered the Chamber, and I 
wish to address myself to him among others. 

That honorable Senator found thatthe amend- 
ment which he:has just assisted in voting down 
worked a hardship, because it excludeda claim- 
ant who, during the time that the contract did 
not exist because the Postmaster General had 
put-an end to it; committed an act of treason 
or gave uid or assistance tothe enemy, I have 
renewed it now witha modification, to which I 
ask the attention of that Senator. 1 now offer 
the amendment, making it read, ‘‘ that aid or 
assistance to the rebellion during thecontract,’’ 
or I will change the phraseology, if that will 
please him better, and say, ‘‘ while the con- 
tract continued,” or, ‘* before the contract had 
been terminated by the United States.” 1 will 
take either one of these phrases which will most 
fully answer the objection just urged upon ‘us 
by the Senator from South Carolina. Suppose, 
Mr. President, we try it in this way: 

Provided further, That voluntary aid, comfort, or 


assistance to the rebellion at any time betore the 
contract was terminated by the United States, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. WEST. We will accept that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamend- 
ment of the Senator from New York will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That voluntary aid, comfort, or 
assistance tothe rebellion at any time before the 
contract was terminated hy the United States ren- 
dered by any contractor during the period for which 
his contract was made shall be treated as a forfeiture 
of the contract, and of all sums of money unpaid to 
him thereon, 

Mr. STEWART called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not wish to say any- 
thing at this moment except this: | do not 
see what objection the Senator could have to 
saying ‘ during the period for which compen- 
sation is claimed.” 

Mr. CONKLING. That is a wholly sep- 
arate question, and it should be the subject 
of a separate amendment, which I perhaps 
will offer if nobody else does. I want frst 
to answer the objection made so pointedly by 
my friend, that men would suffer, as the pro- 
viso stood before, for acts which they did 
while the contract was to run according to its 
terms but after the United States had put an 
end to it. Let us vote on that in the first 
place and afterward see what we can do with 
the other suggestion. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope this amend- 
ment will not be agreed to. In line seven, 
after the words ‘‘eighteen hundred and sixty- 
one,” we have already inserted ‘‘ without 
proof of loyalty as prescribed by joint reso- 
lution approyed March 2, 1867,” and this 
would be absolutely destroying that amend- 
ment already agreed to by the Senate. This 
amendment will defeat the whole section, and 
that is clear to every Senator. J hope the Sen- 
ate will continue to vote down all amendments 
which are calculated to do that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam paired on this vote 
with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Savis- 
nury.] If he were present 1 would vote 
b aq? a b Id vot ae 3 

yea,” and he would vote ‘‘nay, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Edmunds, Fre- 
linghuysen, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Morrill of 
Maine, Morriil of Vermont, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Scott, and Stewart—19, 

NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Jobnston, 
Kelly, Norwood, Osborn, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Rob- 
ertson, Sawyer, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, and 
Viekers—22, 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Brownlow, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Clayton, Corbett, Cragin, Davis 
of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry 
of Micùigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Kel- 
logg, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Sauls» 
bury, Schurz, Sherman, Speacer, Stockton, Sum- 
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ner, Tipton, Trumbull, West, Wilson, Windom, and 
‘Wright—33. - . 

“So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL. The numerous votes in 
thé Senate, I think, show that a majority of the 
Senate are determined to pay these contract- 
ors for services rendered to the United. States 
while these contractors were loyal, and while the 
United States had control of the mail: routes; 
and, as I understand, Senators, some of them 
at least, do not think that contractors. should 
be paid for carrying the mail after the mail 
routes went under the control of the confeder- 
ate government, amd after the persons carrying 
the mails gave aid and assistance to the rebel- 
lions Certainly I am unwilling to vote to pay 
anybody for services rendered to the rebel 
government, and I should hope the Senate 
was unwilling to pay anybody for services ren- 
dered the rebel government; but I would be 
willing to vote to pay these persons any just 
claim that existed againat the United States 
before they went into rebellion, and before the 
mail routes went under the control of the rebel 
government. J think that is as far as we 
ought to go, and I have prepared an amendment 
which I think would carry out that object; and 
it seems to me that those who are struggling 
to pay these contractors in the late rebel States 
ought not to expect and ought not to vote, and 
I trust there is not a single Senator here who 
would vote, to pay these contractors for ser- 
vices rendered the rebel government, 

Mr. ALCORN. Nobody wants to do that. 

Mr. SAWYER, Nobody proposes to’ do 
that. 

“Mr. TRUMBULI. Isend to the Chair an 
amendment by way of proviso, to see if we 
cannot agree to this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The pending 
question ig on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Morria, } and 
of course the only amendment now in order 
is an amendment to that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know that mine 
would be appropriate to that, because I do not 
know what his amendment is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
reported, 

The Curvy Cienx. The amendment of Mr. 
MORRILL, of Vermont, is to add to the section 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That before any payment shall be made 
under this section satisfactory ovidense shall be 
furnishod that uo componsation bas been reooived 


or agreed to be received from any source for such 
service other than trom the United States. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Iwill let that be voted 
upon first and withhold mine until that is acted 
upon., 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move to amend the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont by 
adding the amendment which lies before the 
Secretary, when these words shall have been 
added to it: “from and after the time of such 
aid or assistance; ’’ and now I ask the Secre- 
tary to read the amendment as it will be then. 

‘Lhe Cuier Crerx. The amendment to the 
amendment is to add: 

And provided further, That voluntary aid, com- 
fort, or assistance to the rebellion at any timo before 
the contract was terminated by the United States, 
given by any contractor at any time during the 
period for whioh his contract was made, shall be 
treated as a forfeiture of the contract and of all 
sums of money unpaid to him thereon, from and 
after the time of such aid, comfort, or assistance. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, we have had the 
judgment of the Senate to this effect: that 
although during the life-time of a contract one 
party to it was guilty of a breach of that con- 
tract, his breach being an act of treason to 
his country, that act should not debar him 
altogether from recovering upon the contract. 
Jt has been said by some Senators who voted 
as I have indicated, that had the amendment 
been merely td deprive him of any right under 
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the contract accruing after his act of treason, 


they would see no objection to it; so I bave- 


now. made the amendment point precisely to 
that and provide that an act of treason com- 
mitted during the life-time of the contract vol- 
untarily, should not be the foundation of any 
claim for service after that act of treason. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. How does that apply 
to railroad corporations who carried the mails? 

Mr. CONKLING. It applies to railroad 
corporations just as it would apply to anybody 
else. The highest court in Massachusetts, for 
example, has held that a railroad company 
may commit an assault and battery and be 
indicted for it. That, perhaps, is putting the 
law iu a very extreme case. ‘There is no dif- 
ficulty whatever in applying the law to this 
case. A railroad company is an impersonal 


thing in one regard; but it lives and moves f 


and has its being through men. Unlike an 
individual, it does not act by itself and by 
agents also; but all the mouths by which it 
speaks, all the hands by which it acts are the 
mouths and the hands of individuals. There 
will be no. difficulty in determining, I answer 
my friend from South Carolina, whether a rail- 
road company any more than any one else is 
within this provision. That, however, is mat- 
ter of detail and application. 

Task the vote of the Senate now upon the 
naked proposition whether a contractor, a 
party, no matter who, having a contract with 
the Government, who during the life-time of 
that contract turned traitor and stabbed the 
Government, shall not only recover a quantum 
meruit upon the contract, but shall recover 
for what took place after he thus trampled it 
under his feet. Let us vote upon that; and 
then when it comes tothe difficulty of applying 
it, I shall be very glad to unite with my friend 
from South Carolina in relieving him from any 
difficulty of that sort. 

‘Mr. THURMAN, It would be better if the 
Senafor, instead of so many words in that 
amendment, which makes it but obscure, had 
made it clear by some such provision as this : 

And provided further, That no person shall receive 
compensation for serviees rendered after he shall 
have gone into rebellion against the United States. 

That would be a clear and distinct statement 
of the thing. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will my friend allow me 
to tell him my objection to that? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is this: we look back 
to the Globe and to the record for light in 
legislating and getting the precise history of 


these questions. This amendment has been 
voted down repeatedly with slight modifica- 
tions. J want to preserve the sameness of the 


amendment, so that he who traces the record 
hereafter will see clearly where the line of 
demarkation began. The record will show that, 
first the other objection was made by my friend 
from South Carolina. We obviated that. This 
was voted down. Then this objection was 
made. We have obviated that; and let us see 
whether that will be voted down. But if we 
take the phraseology suggested by my friend 
from Ohio, it is a new proposition, and it 
breaks up the harmony as f thnk the harmony 
will be of this record. I should like to have 
the whole symmetry of it preserved. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is exactly the propo- 
sition in twenty words that is contained in 
about fifty in the Senator’s amendment if the 
Senator is right in saying tbat that is the 
proposition in the amendment he has offered. 
1 do not know whether it is or not, it is mixed 
up in such a multitude of words. But let us 
come to the very substance of it. Suppose a 
man had agreed to build a wing to this Capitol 
for the Government and had gone on and 
built it, would it be any defense to his claim 
for his pay that at some time before he got 
done building it he had committed an act of 
treason? Suppose a man had offered to fur- 
nish arms and ammunition to the Government 
of the United States, and he went on and fur- 


nished them, is it any defense to his claim 
that some time before he completed the fur- 
nishing of them or some time afterward, he 
committed treason? What says your Consti- 
tution? You cannot forfeit the man’s debt, 
you eannot forfeit his property except as the 
result of a conviction in a court of justice, a 
conviction after trial by jury. That is the 
only way that you can do it; and to say that 
when a man has performed a service you can 
refuse him the pay to which he is entitled for 
that service, because you say without any con: 
vietion and without any jadgment against him 
that he was not loyal to the Government all 
the while, is simply to confiscate the debt, to 
confiscate the money which he has earned by 
performing the service, and that, too, in plain’ 
violation of the Constitution, for we are not 
now in war; it is not confiscation as a war 
measure. We are now in peace. It matters 
not, therefore, who performed these services, if 
they were performed, if we required them to 
be performed, as the Government did require 
them to be performed. 

Mr. STEWART. Suppose they were per- 
formed by rebels in arms? 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, suppose they were 
performed by rebels in arms? You have made 
a contract with a man to do one thing and he 
does it; can you forfeit the debt which is due 
him any more than you can forfeit’ bis real 
estate until you have convicted him? It does 
very well to go on the stump and talk about 
“rebels in arms,” but it will not do here. 
Here is a case in which the Government 
required the performance of these contracts 
by the contractors up to the 81st day of May, 
1861, and then the Government put an end to 
them. It is a case in which this Senate by 
a vote of 88 to 9 refused to put an end to 
these contracts and required their perform- 
ance to the 81st day of May, 1861; and it 
will not do to say, after the services have been 
performed, the work done, and the money 
earned, that you, without any judicial convic- 
tion whatsoever of the man, shall undertake to 
confiscate the debt which is due. 

Mr. COLE. I move that at half past four 
o’clock to-day the Senate take a recess until 
half past seven o'clock. 

Mr. CONKLING. [hope not now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is not debatable. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from California, [ Mr: 
Co.E.] 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 20, noes 10; no quorum voting. 

Mr. COLE, and Mr. HAMILTON of Mary- 
land, called for the yeas and nays; and they 
were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 24, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cole, Cooper, Cragin, Flanagan, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Pool, Ransom, Rice, 
Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, Trumbull, 
Vickers, and West—24. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Chandler, Conkling, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Har- 
lan, Hill, Hitehcock, Kellogg, Norwood, Osborn, 
Ramsey, Pratt, Robertson, Scott, and Stewart—18. 

ABSENT Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of Kon- 
tucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldth- 
waite, Hamlin, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Saulsbury, Sawyer, erman, 
Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Wilaon, Windom, 
and Wright—32. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. The exact question before 
the Senate now is whether a contractor after 
having joined the rebellion shall continue to 
receive pay for his services in carrying the 
mails ofthe United States, and I am glad that 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Toormax} has 
the courage to stand by the logic of his posi- 
tion, Iam glad that he admits that under this, 
as all understand he would have to do, he 
would pay rebels in arms for carrying the Uni- 
ted States mail. Hesays.we are bound to this 
as a matter of law. [donot think he will 
claim it as @ matter of morals or as a matter of 
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abstract right. Now, is it impossible for a 
contractor to do anything that will forfeit his 
contract as a matter of law? It is a well- 
kuown fact that if a clerk steals from his em- 
ployer he cannot recover any money that may 
be due for services rendered. Is it not pos- 
sible for a man to violate his contract so as to 
absolve the Government? Will it be said here 
that we are bound to pay rebels in arms for 
carrying the United States mail, and that that 
act of rebellion does not absolve the Govern- 
ment? Willit be said that rebels may attempt 
to take the life of the Government and still 
the Government be bound to keep its contracts 
with them? Ithink not. I want to put it 
right in that shape, and I want to vote on it. 
T hope the Senator from Ohio will continue to 
have the courage to vote “no” on this amend- 
ment. I want him to stand right there on the 
record, Iwant him to vote directly that we 
shall pay rebels in arms for carrying the United 
States mails. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Ohio 
never was terrified by a stump speech. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it is 
very evident that we are losing the day in this 
discussion upon this amendment in various 
forms. The majority of the Senate is pretty 
clearly indicated, and it seems to me that if 
we are ever to get through with this bill we 
should come to some action upon it; and with 
a view of getting the vote on the amendment 
which I have proposed, I move to lay on the 
table the amendment to the amendment which 
is now pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS in the chair.) The Senator from Hli- 
nois moves to lay on the table the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. I inquire whether that 
motion is in order. : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The motion 


is in order. 
Mr. CONKLING. I should like to ask a 
uestion now. I find another Senator thinks 


this motion, if successful, would carry the bill 
tothe table. I ask, does it carry anything but 
this amendment? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


decides that it only carries to the table this 
amendment to the amendment under the 
special rule applicable to general appropria- 
tion bills. 

Mr. BOREMAN. 
this discussion— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is not debatable. The motion is to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to make an inquiry, and 
that is, whether it is in order to have the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Illinois read at this particular point of time ? 
be Nol Y a9 No ji + 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... It is not in 
order except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. We are not voting on 
that now, 

Mr. ALCORN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing amendment will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That voluntary aid, comfort, 
or assistance to the rebellion at any time before the 
contract was terminated by the United States, given 
by any contractor at any time during the period for 
which his contract was made, shall be treated as a 
forfeiture of the contract and of all sums of money 


unpaid to him thereon, from and after the time of 
such aid, comfort, or assistance. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Illi- 
nois, to lay this amendment on the table. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cole, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Rive, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Thurman, Trumbull, and Vickers—25. 


I have taken no part in 


{ 


_ NAYS~Messrs. Ames, Anthony; Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Chandler, Conkling, Cragin, E nds, Fre- 
linghuysen, Harlan, Hitchcock, Morri of Maine, 

orrill of Vermont,.Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Rami 
sey, Scott, and Stewart—19, ‘ . 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow. Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan. 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, owe, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Lo an, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Saulsbury, 
Sherman, Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, West, 
Wilson, Windom, and Wright—30. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont, [Mr. Mogrit.] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move now to lay the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont on 
the table. 

. Mr. CONKLING. ‘Letus hear that read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as 
follows: s 

Provided, That before any payment shall be made 


xander this section satisfactory evidence shall be far- 


nished that no compensation has been received, or 
agreed to be received, from any source for such ser- 
vice other than from the United States, 


Mr. THURMAN, Let us adopt that. 

He TRUMBULL. I moveto lay it on the 
table. 

Mr. CONKLING. On thatI demand the 
yeas and nays. ` 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN.. I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, [ Mr. SAVESBURY.] I 
should vote ‘‘ nay?’ if at liberty to vote. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 20; as follows: 


¥HAS~—Messrs, Bayard, Casserly, Cooper, Davis 
of West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamil- 
ton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Pool, 
Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—2l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bucking- 
ham, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Harlan, Hitchcock, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Sawyer, Scott, and Stewart—20, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Caldweil, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cole, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldth- 
waite, Hamlin, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Patterson, Saulsbury, Sherman, Spencer, 
Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—33. 


Se the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. NowIoffer my amend- 
ment as an amendment to the section as a 
proviso. a 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as 
follows : 

Provided, Thatto entitle a person to payment for 
services rendered under theprovisions of this sec- 
tion, the services must have been rendered while 
the mail route was under the actual control of the 
United States and by a person who at the time was 
loyal to the United States. 


Mr. CONKLING. How will the whole 
section read then? vs 

The PRESIDING ‘OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will report it in connection. i 

The CuterCrerx. Thesection, if amended 
as proposed, will then read: 

That the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is hereby appropriated to pay 
unsettled claims against. the Government of the 
United States exclusively, in the States lately in 
rebellion, previous to the dlst day of May, A, D. 1861, 
without proof of loyalty as prescribed by joint reso- 
lution approved March 2, 1867: Provided, That to 
entitle a person to payment for services rendered, 
under the provisions of this section, the service 
must have been rendered while the mail route was 
under the actual control of the United States and 
by a person who at the time was loyal to the United 
States. ` 7 

Mr. SCOTT. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding the following: 

And no payment shall be made under this section 
to any person or corporation until ‘the Postmaster 
General shall certify that satisfactory evidence has 
been furnished to him that such person or corpora- 


tion fulfilled the terms of the contract for carrying | 


the mails until the termination thereof by the Uni- 
ted States, and at the termination thereof delivered 
or made effort in good faith to deliver to the United 
States all mail-bags and other property of the Uni- 
ted States then in their ‘possession ‘under their con- 
tracts. 


The discussion has disclosed. here that in. 


the estimation of those who advocate the 


adoption of this section, all these contractors 
were prevented from fulfilling their contracts 
by the United States stepping in and termin- 
ating them. They are the victims, it geCMS, 
of the arbitrary conduct of the United States, 
and they are in the position of contractors 
in good faith wishing to carry ont their con- 
tracts., Ifthey were, certainly all the friends 
of this measure ought to agree to the amend- 
ment which I have proposed, for it only re- 
quires. that they. shall in good faith have 
fulfilled the ternis of their contract up until 
the time that that contract was terminated 
by the United States, and that then in good 
faith they shall have made an effort to. deliver 
to the United States all its property in their 
possession. If they did not make that effort 
it is very good presumptive evidence that 
they were on the other side of the question and 
ought not to have any pay. __ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to lay . the 
amendment to the amendment on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. _ 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken, 

Before the conclusion of the roll-cail, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to extend the 
time for the beginning of the recess until five 
.o’ clock. % 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tke motion 
is not in order during the roll-call. ; 

- The call of the roll was concluded, and the 
result announced—yeas 26, nays 18; as follows : 

YEAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamil. 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Jobn- 
ston, Kelly, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robert- 
son, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—26, 

NAYS— Messrs, Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Chandler, Conkling, Cragin, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, 
Hitchcock, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, ‘Pratt, Ramsey, Soott, Shorman, 
and Stewart—18, : 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Davis 
of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferr of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, 
Howe, Kellogg; Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Patter- 
son, Spencer, Stockton, umner, Tipton, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—30. - 

So the motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to, l l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (at four 
o'clock and thirty-two minutes p. m.) The 
hour having arrived at which the Senate has 
directed a recess be taken until half past seven 
o’clock, the Senate now takes a recess until 
that time. : 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at half 
o'clock p. m. ; 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. x 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I. desire, Mr. 
President, a brief executive séssion, and I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. tes 

The motion, was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After twenty-three minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT NEW YORK. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask unanimous 
consent to take up for consideration Senate 
bill No. 1125, to enable the Secretary'of the 
Treasary to acquire from the mayor and cor- 
poration of the city of Néw York land on the 
Battery for a custom-hoase and uther Governi- 
ment buildings. : 

The bill was read. 

Mr. THURMAN. That had better lie over 
for the present. : 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I hope the Senator 
from Ohio will not ask that it be laid orèr +" 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. : Ep- 
MUNDS in the chair.) The bill is subject: to 
objections. It will therefore resume its place 
on the Calendar. The’ civil appropriation bill 
is before the Senate, and ‘the -qwestion is ‘au 
the amendment of the Senator ton Hinoig 
| (Mr. TRUMBULL} : er T 


past seven 
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sop i = RREDERECK PECH. mee 
cMr FRELINGHUOYSEN: Mr. President, 
-F have a report which I wish to make that will 
Oily take one minute, and I think it is a bill 
which everybody not only will vote for, but 
will be happy to have the opportunity of voting 
for. It will take but a single moment if the 
Senate will hear my statement when I. make 
my report. i nt 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey asks unanimous consent 
to make a report now for action. Is there 
objection to the present reception of this 
report? f i f 
Mr. COLE. Tshould like to know what it is. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Agriculture, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2941) for the 
relief of Frederick Pech, to report it back. 
The circumstances are these: Professor Pech, 
who lived, I think, in Louisiana, is a gentle- 
man of erudition and science, and he collected 
in his home a very valuable botanical collec- 
tion. He was obliged to come to this part of 
the country, and washere employed in the 
Agricultural Department. His labors have 
affected his eye-sight so ‘that he has become 
blind. This collection of botanical plants he 
presented to the Government of the United 
States. An act approved May 26, 1866, was 
passed authorizing the Department to receive 
there plants. He is now entirely blind. His 
wife is bhnd, The only means of support 
that the family have is one of the little pages 
employed here. The House of Represent- 
atives have passed a bill paying him a thou- 
sand dollars for that collection of plants. I 
ask the Senate simply to pass that bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2941) for the relief 
of Frederick Pech. The preamble recites 
that Professor Pech presented to the United 
States a large botanical collection of rare aud 
valuable specimens of plants collected in the 
western States and Territories, which was 
accepted by joint resolution of Congress ap- 

roved May 26, 1866; and that he, by affliction, 

ag been reduced t0 a state of pecuniary des- 
titution, The bill therefore directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to Frederick Pech 
the sum of $1,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RELIEF OF HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 


Mr. HOWE, J ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate to receive and pass a concurrent 
resolution directing the reénrollment of a bill 
which passed here a few days since and went 
to the President and is returned, not with a 
veto, but to have a verbal correction made, n 

tammeatical correction. | showed it to several 
Senators on the floor, including the one sitting 
in the chair (Mr. Epmunps] and the Senator 
from Ohioacross the way, patr: Tuurmann. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin asks unanimous consent at 
this time to consider a concurrent resolution, 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read it as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring.) That the joint Committee on 
Enrolled Bills bo directed to correct the enrollment 


of the bill ($. No. 546) relative to homestead set- 
tlers burned out in the States of Minnesota, Wiscon- 


gin, and Michigan, by inserting after the word. 


“States,” in line eleven of the enrolled bill, the 
words * who were burned out,” and by striking out 
the words “‘who burned out” in line twelve of gaid 
enrolled bill. 

Mr. HOWE. I want to ask the Senator 
from Ohbio—— 

Mr. THURMAN. That is all right. I 
have looked into it, and it is perfectly right 
that it should be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair 
hears no objection to the present consider- 
ation of this resolution. . 

The resolution was agreed to. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


-WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS: 


‘Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I ask unan- 
imous consent to make an application to with- 
draw the papersof William Pierpont from the 
Conimittee on Patents for.an extension of his 
patent grain separator, on which the report 
was. adverse. ask for leave to have the 
papers withdrawa from the files, leaving 
copies. : 

Mr. THURMAN. Can papers be with- 
drawn where there is an adverse report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They can 
with the consent of the Seuate. 

Mr. PFRELINGHOYSEN. I thought it was 
usual to withdraw papers—these are original 
papers—provided copies were left; and that 
isa part of my application. 

Mr. THURMAN. I only wanted to know 
what the rule was. 

Mr. POMEROY. There is no rule what- 
ever of the Senate requiring copies of papers 
to be left. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) Is there objection to the 
withdrawal of these papers, copies being re- 
tained on file? The Chair hears no objection, 
and the order is made. 


GEORGE W. PARRIS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent 
that the. Senate may concur in an amendment 
of the House to a Senate amendment to the 
bill (H. R. No, 2413) granting a pension to 
George W. Parris. By a mistake the House 
pesees the bill granting this'person eight dol- 
ara a month, when, having lost an arm, he was 
entitled, falling within the equity ot the pension 
laws, to fifteen dollars a month. We cor- 
rected the bill as it came to us by cutting off 
arrears, and the House has added to that cor- 
rection, giving him fifteen dollars a month, to 
which he was entitled. [ ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate may concur in theamend- 
ment of the House, 

The amendment was concurred in, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, and Mr. SAW- 
YER submitted amendments intended to be 
proposed by them to the bill (H. R..No. 2705) 
making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1873, and for other purposes ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriationg, i 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the Senate to take up 
House bill No. 1272, to amend an act entitled 
© An act.to establish and protect national cem- 
eteries,’’ approved February 22, 1867. 

Mr. COLE, I think we had better go on 
with the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS in the chair.) ‘The regular order is 
insisted on. 

Mr. STEWART, I give notice that I will 
move to suspend the rule restricting amend 
ments to appropriation bills adopted April 29, 
1872, so far as amendments may apply to 
street railroads. . 

Mr. THURMAN. Let it lie over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. STEWART Of course, I only give 
notice. Some action ought to be taken on that 
subject 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
pnois [Mr. TRUSBULL] to the appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
amendment pending by striking out in the 
seventh line the word ‘t was’’ and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words “post offices thereon, 
were’’ and I ask the Secretary to read it as it 
will then stand. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understood my friend 
from California to allow me to call up a bill 
which I am sure will not create a word of 
debate. Sre S EN 


I move to amend the |] 


June 5, 


Mr. COLE: I would like-to make some 
progress with the appropriation bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I bave not asked a thing 
of the Senate all this session, and I am sure 
the Senator from California will allow me to 
bring up a bill for a poor fellow—House bill 
No. 772, to incorporate the Loomis Arial 
Telegraph Company. [[uaughter.] 

Mr. COLE. iI hear many Senators objéct.: 

Mr. ANFHONY. There is no. objection. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tuurman] will 
not object when I have allowed a bill of his 
to go through. 

Mr. THURMAN. That bill proposes’ to 
put up a telegiuph wire’.so fur above the 
atmosphere ý 

Mr. ANTHONY. To let the man do it, not 
that we do it. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is too lofty a subject. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ivis a corporation in 
the District of Columbia. It calis for nothing 
from the Government, only allowing an indi- 
vidual to do it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not care whether it 
does or not. Let him do it on his own hook. 

Mr. ANTHONY. He is going to do it on 
bis own hook. The Senator‘from Ohio does 
not object to my bill, does hé? 

Mr. THURMAN. Indeed I do. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2705) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other pur- 
poses, the pending question being on, the 
amendment of Mr. ConkLine to the amend- 
ment of Mr. TRUMBULL to the sixth section of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will read the amendment of the Senator 
from New York. 

The Cuter Cierk. It is proposed. to amend 
the amendment by striking out the word 
was’ and ingerting ‘post offices thereon 
were ;’’ so as to read: 

That to entitle a person to payment for services, 
rendered, under the provisions of this section, the 
services must have been rendered while the muil 
route and post offices thereon were under the actual 
control of the UnitedStatey, aud by a person who at 
the time was loyal to the United States. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suppose there will be 
no objection to that, It isallin the line of the 
ameudment 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
have authority to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New York 
is accepted by the Senator from Illinois, the 
amendment being still in his control. Tho 
question recurs on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois as modified. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to lay the amendmeut 
on the table. ; ` 

The question. being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 16, noes 18; noquorum voting. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 28; as fuilows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Flanagan, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Kelly, Nor- 
wood, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Suwyor, 
Tharmiun, Tipton, Vickers, and West—18, 

NAYS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Chand- 
ler, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Lewis, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Rice, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Trumbull, 
and Wilson—23, 

ABSENT— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Brown- 
low, Caldweil, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, 
Davis of Keutucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Hitehcock, Howe, Johnston, 
Kellogg, Logan, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Schurz, 


Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, 
Windom, and Wright—33 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from lilinois as modified. 


I will accept that if I, 


1872. 


ł 
Mr. ALCORN. I offer a substitute for the | 


amendment of the Senator from Ilinois. I 
wish to state that this ie substantially the 
amendment that was offered by the Senator 
from Vermont. I was in favor of accepting 
hig at the time, deeming it proper, and -F de- 
sire now to offer the amendment which he 
offered, in another form. It is to strike out 
all after the word ‘‘ provided *’ and to insert: 


That before any payment shall be made under 
this section satisfactory evidence shall be furnished 
that the service has been ‘performed, and that no 
compensation has been received or contracted to be 
received from any source other than the Govern- 
ment of the United States for such service. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. This is a very simple 
question, to my mind. The substitute offered 
by my friend from Mississippi seems to me to 
cover all the ground that is desired to be cov- 
ered by both sides of the House. The ques- 
tion is just this: the Government of the Uni- 
ted States employed certain parties in the 
South to perform certain contracts. Those 
contracts were performed in good faith. Now, 
will the Government pay what is due on those 
contracts which have been performed by the 
parties? That is the question in a nutshell. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
state that this proposition is not by any means 
the proposition presented by me. I proposed 
that they should not only not receive pay where 
they had been paid, but where any party had 
assumed to pay them, whether that party had 
actually paid them or not, and without any 
specific contract beyond the promise to pay. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. It bas never appeared 
that these parties accepted the promise. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This substitute does 
not meet the point of the amendment Í offered. 
It is of a different character. The amendment | 
that I offered is simply this: it prohibits pay- | 


ment to contractors for carrying mails for the |j 


rebel government. Now, is it possible that this 
Senate wants to pay contractors for carrying 
mails for the rebel government? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is part of my amend- 
ment. It hasanother clause to it, which is not 
to pay disloyal persons for the time of their 
disloyalty. You pay disloyal persons for carry- 
ing the mail which they carried before they 
were in the rebel service. Does anybody want 
to pay rebels for carrying the mail while they 
were in the rebelservice? If not how canany 
one vote against the amendment I have pro- 
posed? I move to layon the table the sub- 
. stitute offered by the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | If theSenator from Mis- 
sissippi will add that as an additional amend- 
ment, I will vote for it, but not asa substitute. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘fhemotion 
is to lay on the table; which is not debatable. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 18, noes 21. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I call for the yeas and 
nays. r f 
The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being | 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Chandler, 
Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, 
Harian, Morrill of Maiue, Morrill of Vermont, 
Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Scott, Sherman, 
Sprague, Tipton, Trumbull, and Wilson—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Kelly, Nor- 
wood, Pool. Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, | 
Thurman, Vickers, and West—19. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, 
Browntow, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter,,Ciayton, 
Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwuite, 
Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Jobnston, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, 
Schurz, Spencer, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Windom, and Wright—34, 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
laid on the table. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
TRUMBULL. | 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 


Let that amendment 


be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That to entitle a person to payment for services 
rendered under the provisions of this section, the 
services must have been rendered while the mail 
route and post offices thereon were under the actual 
control of the United States, and: by a person who 
at the time was loyal to the United states. 


Mr. CONKLING. I should like to inquire 
for information really what is the intention or 
view of this as to the mode of ascertaining the 
loyalty of a person? I do not inquire merely 
as to from which side the proof is to come, 
but in what way-it is to be ascertained. 

- Mr. TRUMBULL. I can only say that in 
offering the amendment I had in-view, the 
fact that “ loyalty’? is a word which bas had 
a judicial construction. Thatis the same term 
that we have in the statutes in regard to the 
proof required in the Court of Claims. Isup- 
pose the Postmaster General must satisfy him- 
self. This is to be settled by the Postmaster 
General. It is difficult to define what the 


proof is to be, but he must be satisfied of |! 


these two facts before he makes the payment, 
namely, that the service was performed on a 
route which at the time was under the control 
of the authorities of the United States, and 
that the person who performed the service 
was loyal to the United States during the time 
he performed the service. That is my under- 
standing. 

Mr. CONKLING. I asked solely for in- 
formation, and I did not make myself entirely 
understood by the Senator; and therefore | 
ask again does the Senator hold that the person 
presenting the claim should make this proof? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is my view. 

Mr. CONKLING. The onus would be on 
im? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It would be. He must 
satisfy the Postmaster General before the 
Department pays kim. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest to the Sen- 
ator whether he had not better look at. his 
amendment and vary it a little. I think, if he 
will look at it, he will find that it requires a 
little change of the terms to imply that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think it carries that 
understanding. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall vote against 
the proposition simply because it contains the 
word ‘‘loyal.’’? I think the time has come 
when we should omit from our statutes this 
continued reference to the war we had in this 
country a few years ago. Under that term 
‘loyalty’ many men have been rewarded 
for services performed, and many worthy men 
have been excluded because somebody. suid 
they were disloyal. At one time it was loy- 
alty to fall down and worship the Republican 
party, and it was disloyalry to vote the Dem- 
ocratic ticket. It is time we had done away 
with all such terms in the statutes of this 
country. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to say to the 
Senator from Delaware that I am quite will- 
ing, so far as Í am concerned, to use any other 
word that expresses the idea. Ido not want, 
and I do not think the Senator from Delaware 
means, to. pay persons for services that were 
rendered to the rebel government in carrying 
the mail. If he will find a word that will 
express the idea better, it will be just as 
acceptable to me. Ido not think the Sen- 
ator from Delaware means to pay anybody for 
carrying the mails in the confederate States 
while those mails were carried for the con- 
federate authorities there. Ido not think be 
means that the United States should pay for 
that. . 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not mean that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then if he will find 
another word I will adopt it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. | I will tell the Senator 
what I mean. I mean thatif the Government 
of the United States made a contract with any 
individual on the face of the earth, whether he 
be white or whether he be black, whether he 
belonged (o the coufederate States or belonged 
to the northern States, and he performed the 


ji 


| 


còntract faithfully. on his part, common honesty 
requires that he should be paid, no matter what 
his sentiments were. If you exclude hiu from 
‘payment, notwithstanding he had ‘a-contruct 
to perform the service, and notwithstavding-he 
did perform the service, by setting. up as the 
criterion and test of the right to: payment this 
term ‘* loyalty,’ you are not doing right. I 


| say I do not care whom I contract wish to per- 


form a service for me, I do not care bow big a 
scoundrel, how ordinary and mean he may be 
in the face of all mankind, if I have contracted 
with him and he has faithfully kept his con- 
tract, | am morally and legally bouud to pay 
him. So of this Government. ‘ 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Dela- 
ware allow me to aska question? As ẹ law- 
yer is not the Senator from Delaware aware 
that where he has a servant in his employment 
and that servant steals from him, commits a 
larceny of bis property, the law exempts him 
from paying such servant? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania is too good a lawyer not to 
know that the case he puts is not the case 
which is now presented by the proposition of 
the Senator from Illinois. The proposition 
here, as I understand it, is this: that if a 
man was disloyal, that is, if he did not love 
the flag of this country, if he did not recog- 
nize the Government of the United States ag 
the rightful Government over him, but was 
seeking to throw off its allegiance, notwith- 
standing he may have performed his contract, 


|| then for the sentiment wbich the man enter- 


tained, that he preferred a separation, you say 
he shall not be paid even if he performed the 
service. J say it matiers not what the man’s 
sentiments were, it matters not what the feel- 
ings of his heart were, if the Government con- 
tracted with him to perform a certain service 
and he did perform it, common honesty re- 
quireg that he should be paid: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr, THURMAN. I want to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Lllinois to how the 
section would read if his amendment should 
be adopted, and also to how really unneces- 
sary it is to adopt the amendment for the put- 
pose that he apprehends might not otherwise 
be accomplished by this section. He says, 
and very truly, that no one is willing to. -pay 
for carrying mails for the confederate govern- 
ment. Certainly not. Nobody dreanis of 
any such thing; nor is it possible by any hu- 
man ingenuity to make this section as it now 
stands a provision for any such payment, and 
it is only necessary to listen to it as it now 
stands to see that I am right. How does it 
read? I beg the Senator’s attention: 

That the sum-of $250,000, or so much thereof as 
may- be necessary, is hereby. appropriated to pay 
unsettled claims against the Government of the 
United States on account of services actually ren- 
dered in carrying the mails of the United States 
exclusively— 

That is the amendment put in by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana— 
in the States lately in rebellion previous to the 
31st day of May, A. D, 1861. 

In the first place there could be no claim 
against the Government of the United States 
for carrying mails for the confederate: govern- 
ment, and therefore this section of the bill 
provides for no such thing. But in the second 
place the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Indiana and adopted, utterly exciudes 
any such idea, and requires that the service. 
shall have been in carrying the mails of the 
United States exclusively, and that no other 
service shall be paid for. This amendment, 
therefore, is unnecessary for the purpose that 
the Senator from Illinois supposes it is wanted. 

Then it requires that proof shall be. made 
that the contractor was loyal at the time the 
service was performed, which.is in direct con- 
tradiction of the body of the section as it now 
stands, for it reads, “t without proof of loyalty 


las prescribed by joint. resolution. approved 
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‘March 2,:1867. That.is in the body of the 
settion now, :thét it ‘shall be paid without 
proof of loyalty, and then comes:the proviso 
that. proof of loyaliy shall be:made—just as 
oontradietory as it can possibly be. I submit 
tothe Senator that there is no necessity: what- 
ever for-his proviso. We can trust, I hope, the 
Post Office Department to wateh over the in- 
terests of the United States. sufficiently not to 
pay men who have not valid claims against 
the United States. Although I have. not 
the: highest. confidence in all the Depart- 
ments of this Government, I do not believe 
the Post Office Department will ever, in plain, 
direct, and flagrant violation of the text of 
this act, pay for carrying the mails of the con- 
federate States. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all after the word +‘ ren- 
dered,’’ and inserting “while the mails were 
eatried under the.direction and by the au- 
thority of the United States.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri to the amendment of the Senator 
from Ilinois. 

Mr. CONKLING, Is it a substitute? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CONKLING. How would the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ilinois read if this 
were adopted? 

The. PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec- 
retary will report the amendment as it would 
stand if amended as proposed. 

The Cmer Cusrte. If amended as now pro- 
posed, the amendment will read: 


That to entitle a person to payment for services 
rendered undor the provisions of this section, the 
services must have been rendered while tho mails 
wore curried under the direction and by the author- 
ity of the United States. 


Mr. CONKLING, That was all the time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that amend- 
ment to the.amendment will not be adopted. 
I think it important that the part of the 
amendment which I have offered providing 
that no payment is to be made unless the mail 
route and post offices were at the time the 
service was rendered under tho control of the 
United States, should be retained. I see the 
Apparent inconsistency pointed out by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio between the latter part of the 
amendment as I have offered it and the pre: 
vious provision, whieh, it appears, is not in 
the text of the section, but has been adopted 
or. motion since, and 1 did not have it before 


me. : 

. If it would be satisfactory to the Senate, and 
we could get rid of this matter, considering 
what has been before adopted, so far as I am 
concerned I would be willing tó atrike out the 
last sentence of the amend ment which Lofered, 
which requires proof of loyalty on the part of 
the person carrying the mail at the time. Inas- 
much as there is already a provision in that 
loyalty need not be proved, I see that one is 
igconsistent with the other. -would leave it 
that no payment is to be made for carrying 
the mails upon any soute which at the time, 
together with the post offices on it, was not 
under the ¢ontrol of the United States. Per- 
haps the Senator from Missouri would modify 
his amendmeat in that way, and we could 
dispose of the question. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I beg to suggest 
to the Senator from Ulinois that the incon- 
sistency which is charged does not exist at all, 
as [understand it. I understand that already 
in this bill there is a provision that the loyalty 
spoken of. itia certain act, which requires loy- 
alty at the time the claim is made, is not to be 
insisted upon in.these-claims. All that is pro- 
vided by the amendment: of the Senator from 
Hilinois is that:the person shall:be loyal at the 
time the service was rendered for which he 
asks compensation, 
atall. 

¿Mr BLAIR. It has been stated over and 
over again in the Senate to-day in-ihe debate 


Thére‘is no inconsistency: 


on this question that these mails were: carried 
in the-South under -the authority and by the 
direct order of the Government of the United 
States. There is po mistake about that. The 
Government. here. knew. very well that the 
secession ordinances’ had been passed; but 
they desired to communicate-with their friends 
in the South; they desired the mails to -be 
carried there ; and the proceedings of the Sew- 
ate upon the passage of the Post Office appro- 
priatton. bill in 1861 have been -read in the 
presence of the Senate to-day, in which the 
Senate voted dowa a proposition to stop: the 
mails going to the South: So we knew full 
well that those mails were going to the South ; 
they were delivered by the postmasters here in 
order to go South, and. we had a purpose to 
serve in sending them South—to communicate 
with those who were supposed to be friendly 
to the Government of the United States. The 
contractors carried the mails uuder the direc- 
tion and by the order of the Government of 
the United States, and I contend that it is not 
necessary for the payment of this sum of 
money to these contractors that they should 
prove their loyalty, or prove that the post 
offices and the routes themselves were under 
the actual control of the Government of the 
United States. I think the Government is 
bound to pay its contracts with these people 
where they were executed and the services 
rendered. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, I ask that this 
matter by general consent be passed over for 
the time being. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California asks this amendment 
be passed by for the time being. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I object. 

Mr. COLE. 1 move, then, to lay the bill on 
the table in order to proceed with another 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope not. 

Mr. THURMAN called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. TROMBULL. I hope the Senator =- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is 
not in order. ‘The motion is to lay the bill on 
the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was about to appeal 
to the Senator to withdraw his motion, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It is a strange 
thing that the chairman of the committee 
should not have his own way about it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
rentiltod- yeas 18, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckingham, Chandlor, 
Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen. 


Harlan, Hitchcock, Morrill of Vermont, Pomeroy, 
ratt, Ramsey, cott, Sherman, Stowart, and Wil- 


son—18, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Boreman, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, John- 
ston, Kotly, Norwood, Osborn, Pool, Ransom, Rice, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sprague, Thurman, 
Trumbull, Viokors, and. W est—25, 

ABSENT— Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Camoron, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, 
Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine. 
Morton, Nye, Patterson, Schurz, Spencer, Steven- 
son, Stockton, Sumner. ‘Lipton, Windom, and 
Wright--31. 

. So the Senate refused to lay the bill on the 
table. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on thé amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ilinois. . 

Mr. COLE. I now ask the Senate to vote 
on the rest of the amendments without debate. 
All the questions that can be raised on this 
section of the bill have been debated until they 
are certainly threadbare; they have been dis- 
cussed ad infinitum, and I may say ad nau- 
seum, and I. think now we ought to vote on 
the amendments without further debate. I 
think Senators: will agree to that: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


ator from California asks unanimous consent 
that the vote be taken on this amendment and 
amendments to it without further debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope the Senator will 
not ask that. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to lay the 
amendment: of the Senator from Missouri on 
the table. That will stop debate on that. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is not that motion amend- 
able? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis not. 

Mr. THURMAN. Can I not move to lay 
both the amendment and the amendment to 
the amendment on the table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
decides that it cannot be done. It has been 
repeatedly so ruled. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Illinois, to lay on 
the table the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri tothe amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS~Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Fre- 


linghuysen, Harlan, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, 
Pomoroy,. Pratt, Ramse _ tive, Bott, Sherman, 
ilson—21. 


Stewart, Trumbull, and 

NAYS—Messra. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, 

orwood, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Sprague, Thurman, Viekers, and West—21. 

ABSENT—Megsrs. Ames, Bayard, Brownlow, Caid- 
well, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Davis 
of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry 
of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Hitch- 
cock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Schurz, Spencer, 
Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Windom, and 
Wright—32. 

So the motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. - 

Mxs POMEROY. Ihave not offered a con- 
tribution to this subject to-day. I want to 
read (although it is not in order at this time 
to offer it) an amendment which I think will 
be acceptable. I think it ought to be accepted 
all around on every side of this Chamber. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Let us hear it. 

Mr. POMEROY. I am sincere myself in 
offering it because I think we ought to’ pay 
these contractors for a certain period and not 
after that. My contribution, and I offer it in 
seriousness and I hope it will be accepted, is 
to make the section read : : 

That the sum of $250,000, orso much thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated to pay unsettled 
claims against the Government of the United States 


on account of services rendered in carrying the 
mails in the States lately in rebellion. 


So far the original section; then I insert: 


But no payment shall be made to any person for 
services performed in any State after the time when 
the State in which the service was rendered had 
seceded from the Union and joined the so-called 
confedorate Statos, 


I would pay them up to the date when each 
State where the service was performed went 
into rebellion, and not a moment longer. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Allow me to tell my 
friend that the Government actually paid them 
long after that time. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then all I have to say is 
that you have had pay enough. If you had 
pay as long as the services were performed in 
a State while that State was in the Union, you 
have had pay enough. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I do-not admit that 
any State was ever out of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were paid three 
weeks after they adopted the Montgomery 
constitution. 

Mr. POMEROY. I knowI arrived in this 
town on the 14th day of April, 1861, and Vir- 
ginia was holding a convention. She had not 
gone out of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Virginia did not join the 
southern confederacy until after that, and we 
actually paid mail contractors down ‘South 
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thirty days after the confederate constitution 
was adopted by their States. 

Mr. POMEROY. If they had their pay after 
they went out of the Union, what ate they here 
for? That is the most barefaced thing I ever 
heard of. I did not know that was here at all. 

Mr. THURMAN.: I am satisfied that this 
section as it now stands ‘is as well as we shall 
get it; if it can be made better, it will have to 
be made better in & conference committee, and 
therefore I move to lay the amendment of the 
Senator from Ilinois on the table, and I hope 
ail other amendments will be treated in the 
same way. . 

Mr. CONKLING. The amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri is pending: ° © 7 

Mr. THURMAN. This motion will carry 
the amendment to the amendment with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio moves to lay on the table the 
awendment of the Senator from Illinois. 

‘Mr. STEWART called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. vale 

Mr. POMEROY. I want to ask the Sena- 
tor froni Ohio [* Order!” ] what there will be 
to confer about? a 
‘Mr. THURMAN. I object to debate. 

' The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is 
‘out of order. T 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL. Does this motion carry 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
with it? ee : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will 
be a question to be decided afterward. The 
motion is to lay on thetable the amendment of 
the Senator from Illinois. | A 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me we 
might know the effect of. the vote, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll 
will be called. a 

Mr. KELLY. Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota, [Mr. Ramsey.] ‘ 

The question being faken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nayes 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Nor- 
wood, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Saw- 
yer Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, Vickers, and 

NAYS--Meésrs. Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 
. Chandler, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Harlan, Hitchcock, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Pomeroy, Pratt; Rice, Sdott, Sherman, 
Stewart, Trumbull, and Wilson—20, u 

ABSENT - Messrs, Ames, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Cor- 
bett, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Ham- 

lin, Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morton, 
Nye, Oshern, Patterson, Ramsey, Schurz, Spencer, 
Stockton, Su:aner, Tipton, Windom, and Wright—33, 
‘ So the motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend: 
ment of the Senator from Illinois is laid on 
the table, which in the opinion of the Chair 
carries with it the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri. The question now is on strik- 
ing out section six as amended, as recom- 
mended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COLE. Let me ask the Senate now to 
consent to take the vote upon.the amendments 
that may be offered to this section without 
further debate.. _- N i a A SEa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California asks unanimous consent 
that the vote on this section and any amend- 
ment that may be offered to it be taken with- 
out:debate. - 

*-Mr-CHANDLER and Mr. FRELINGHUY- 
SEN.. I objecte 0 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. — Objection 
ismade. —~ eet : e Ta catia 

_Mr.. CHANDLER. -I desire to move to 
a nettate the river'and harbor bill for this 

Mr. COLE.. I did not hear: an objection 
from any person. ; 3 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The: Chair 
heard:the objection of the Senator from Mich- 
igan; and: therefore declined to. entertain: the 
proposition of. the Senator from. California. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I move to lay this bill 
on the table, for the purpose of proceeding 
with the river and harbor bill. © = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


ator from Michigan moves to lay this bill on the | 


table, giving notice that if that motion prevails 
a mil move to take up the river-and harbor 

ill. E 
Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have 
the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; ard being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 25 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Frelinghuysen, 


Hitchcock, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of 
Vermont, Pomeroy, Pratt, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, 


and Wilson—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly. Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Flanagan, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Iamilton of Texas, Hill! 
Johnston, Lewis, Norwood, Pook Ransom, Rice, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Thurman, Tipton, Vickers, and West—25. 

ABSENT— Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, 

arlan, Kellogg, Kelly, Logan, Morton, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Ramsey, Schurz, Spencer, Stock- 
ton, Sumner, Trumbull, Windom, and Wright—sl. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on striking out the sixth section of 
the bill as amended. 

Mr. WILSON. It seems to me we are not 
likely to do much on this bill to-night. There- 
fore [ ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations to give me thirty or forty 
minutes to pass a few bills, and when we come 
together to-morrow morning we shall be in 
good temper and able to go on with this bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let us vote on this 
motion to strike out. 

Mr. COLE. Let me say tothe Senator from 
Massachusetts that it is not within my power 
to give him any time, and he ought not to ap- 
pealto me. -The Senate have control of this 
bill, and they have determined not to do any- 
thing. I see a determination manifested, as it 
appears to me, very distinctly to force the ses- 
sion over next Monday, to coutinue it longer. 

Mr. WILSON. I will not ask the Senator 
if he does not wish freely to give it. 


-Mr. COLE. JI say to the Senator I cannot 
do it. Ihave not the power to do it. The 


' Senate has refused repeatedly by votes on the 


call of the yeas and nays to lay this bill on the 
table for the purpose of proceeding with busi- 
ness that would probably not be objected to. 

Mr. President, if it be the determination of 
certain Senators, I will say, to continue this 
session beyond next Monday, I wish they 
would declare it. I wish they would come out 
in-plain language and say that is their purpose, 
in order that we may understand it, and Ë will 
try and govern myself accordingly; but I do 
not wish to be in a constant struggle upon an 
important appropriation bill from day to day 
and from hour to hour trying to get it through 
while they are manifesting a determination to 
prolong the session. If they will come out 
like men and say what their purpose is, I 
shall be obliged ‘to-them. It is manifested 
clearly enough to my mind by their actions, 
but still there is no way of getting at it exactly 
unless they will say what their purpose is. 

If, however, the purpose is to crowd this 
bill into the last hours of the session in order 
that it may be loaded down with all sorts of 
obnoxious schemes, in order that it may be 
the vessel upon which may be freighted every 
sort of project, a sort of assorted cargo of 
legislation, if they will say that is the purpose, 
they will manifest more courage than they 
seem to manifest now. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
nounce my purpose. 

Mr. COLE. I shall be very glad to hear 
one Senator announce his purpose. - : 

Mr. POMEROY. “My purpose is to dis- 
charge the public duty here. My purpose is to 
pass these bills as well as I can, or at least to 
consider them, and I shall move when I can 


I should like to an- 


obtain the floor to proceed to the Calendar 
of unobjected cases, 0) ee 
Mr. COLE. I do:not doubt thatis the pür- 
pose of the Senator from Kansas, bit cértainly 
that is not the purpose of those who are’ mov: 
ing amendment after amendment, which they 
could keep up to-all eternity if they pleased— 
amendment after amendment of the same pur- 
port in the face of vote after vote upon: the 
yeas and nays. I concede that the purpose 
of the Senator from Kansas is such ag he 
expresses it. I have not ‘seen the contrary 
manifested on his part; but. that, I think, is 
not the purpose of certain other Senators. `` 
- Mr. HILL. I inquire if there is any ques- 
tion before the Senate? ane 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. . There is a 
question before thé Senate, and that is to 
strike out the sixth section of the bill, as 
amended, upon which the Senator. from Cal- 
ifornia is entitled to the floor. a ae id 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think this whole trouble 
has'grown out of thè amendment of my honor- 
able friend from South Carolina, and I think 
after the reproof he has received from my 
friend from California he ought to withdraw 
the amendment and allow the bill to stand as 
it was reported tous. = 
__ Mr. ROBERTSON. ‘Ido not wish to delay 
the action of thé Senate. I merely ask for a 
vote. i i5 : 
Mr. SHERMAN, I wanted to appeal to my 
friend from South’ Carolina. to withdraw his 
amendment and to allow this ‘section to be 
acted upon as reported, and let’us proceed 
with the bill and perfect it, because the whole 
of this difficulty grows out of the amendment 
offered by him. E REE a 
Mr. ROBERTSON. ‘I submit to the hon- 
orable Senator whether it is right that he 
should make such an appeal to me when vote 
after vote has shown that the Senate is in 
favor ‘of continuing this amendment in the 
bili? Is it fair that the minority should rule 
the Senate? Is it fair that the majority should 
yield aftér the contest we have had from 
twelve o’clock to-day until after nine o’ clock 
to-night? : 
Mr. THURMAN. Let us vote. : 
Mr. ROBERTSON. I am ready’ to vote, 
Task a vote. -| ; Cira i a 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is the’ Sen- 
ate ready for.the question on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations to strike 
out the sixth section of the bill? 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, ‘No, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I have an amendment to offer. 
Mr. POMEROY, I see that the Senator 
has an amendment, but I havea proposition 
that I’wish to make and then a motion which 


‘I will state.” When I said ‘the other evening 


that we ought at least to give every bill on the 
Calendar one opportunity of being considered 
I thought I had the general concurrence of the 
Senate in that view. There are bills here of 
very little importance perhaps in themselves, 
and yet they are entitled to consideration. 
They have been acted upon by committees, 
and they are on the Calendar. Here is a Cal- 
endat of thirty-two pages. I had hoped all 
day that. we should have some action on. this 
bill ; but as I begin to think we shall not get 
any action upon it to-night, I want to proceed 
to something we can aet upon. — i 
But, sir, let me remind the Senator from 
California that when he and I consented to be 
members of this Senate we consented to dis- 
charge our duties here and not hurry anything 
through and run away. When we consented 
to sit here day and light it was for the purpose 
of meeting fairly every question presented- to 
us on this Calendar. The appropriation bills 
are important, but they are not the only great 
things to be considered. We were not elected 
here to consider simply appropriation. bills and 
tariff bills-and then adjourn and ruù homei.. 
But the Senator says he thinks the difficulty 
is that some Senators want to prolong the ses- 
sion longer than Monday next. Sir, so loug 
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as we have. business, to do it is our duty to 
stay kere, and we ought to stay here if. neces- 
gary until the first Monday in December, and 
then merge this into the next session without 
au hour's recess. We were elected Senators 
to sit here and work.and do our duty. This 
hurrying home is not the duty of a Senator. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator interrupted me, 
and of course I muy ask the same courtesy 
of him. I ask him is that his purpose and 
desire? : 

Mr. POMEROY. My purpose is to adjourn 
as soou as our public duties are performed, as 
soon as every bill on this Calendar has bad 
one opportunity of being considered, and not 
before.’ Let the Senator remember that, ` 

Mr, COLE. The Senator and I, I believe, 
both voted to adjourn next Monday. 

Mr. POMEROY. No, sir; this individual 
did not. * ; 

Mr. COLE. The Senate so voted by a very 
considerable majority. 

Mr. POMEROY. [I have no expectation of 
adjourning next Monday. . 

Mr. COLE. Now the Senator comes out 
boldly and says he bas no expectation of ad- 
journing pext Monday. One Senator at last 
has had the courage to announce it, 

Mr. POMEROY, Ihave learned that to-day 
sitting here and listening to what the Senator 
and others have said. 

Mr. COLE. Now we know what the tactics 
of the Senator from Kansas mean precisely— 
to prevent an adjournnient, 

Mr. POMEROY. My tactics will be accom- 
plished if we can go to the Calendar, if we can 
give these bills one opportunity of being con- 
sidered. Those are the'tactices of the Senator 
from Kansas—not to prolong time ọn this bill, 
J have lamented the time we have spent over 
this bill, I want to proceed immediately to 


business, 
Mr. ROBERTSON. I rise toa point of 
order. ` 


The PRESIDING ‘OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Sonth Carolina rises to a point of 
order, which he will state. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, "The point of order I 
make is, that the Senator from Kansas is not 
contining himself to the question under con- 
sideration, : 

Mr. POMEROY. I should like to have 
that point decided, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
overrules the point of order.” 

Mr. POMEROY. Now, I moye to post- 
pone the present and call prior orders and 
proceed to the consideration of the Calendar 
of what we call unobjected cases; that is, to 
take up the Calendar in its order and proceed 
to consider and pass those bills to which no 
objection is made. ‘ 

Me, STEWART.  Tobject to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
cannot entertain the motion of the Senator 
from Kansas as he states it, for the reason 
that it changes the rule of the Senate. The 
Senator can move to postpone all prior ordors 
and proceed to the Calendar, if he chooses, 
but the motion to proceed to the Calendar and 
take up a certain class of cases not objected 
to, would be in effect a change of the rule, 
requiring unanimous consent. 

rn POMEROY. ‘Then I only announce 
that as the reason for going to the Calendar. 
We do not expect to adopt everything on the 
Calendar, bút to proceed with the Calendar. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas moves that the present and 
all prior orders be postponed, and the general 
orders on the Calendar be proceeded with, 

‘Lhe motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 
tion recurs on striking out the sixth section 
of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Before the question is 
taken on striking out that section, L move to 
amend it by adding the following proviso: 

Provided, That voluntary aid, comfort, or. assist- 


t 


ance to the rebellion atany time beforethe contract 
was terminated by the United States, given by any 
contractor at any time during the period for which 
hiscontract was made, shall be treated asa forfeiture 
of the contract, and of all sums of money-unpaid to 
him thereon, from and after the time of such aid, 
comfort, and assistance givén by such contractor. 

Mr. COOPER. I move to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. © i 

Mr. STEWART. I ask for, the yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and beirig 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 16 ; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, 
Norwood. Poot, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, Trumbull, 
Vickers, and West—23, 

YS— Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Chandler, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Freling- 
huysen, Hfarlan, Hitchcock, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Pomeroy, Pratt, Sherman, and 
Stewart—16, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, 
Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Ramsey, Rice, Sehurz, Scott, 
Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Wright—s5, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. STEWART. I offer the following pro- 
viso, to be added at the end of section six: 


Provided, That no person shall receive compen- 
sation under this section for the time he was m 
actual service in the rebellion. 


Mr. SAWYER. Ido not think there is the 
slightest. objection to that. ; 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me understand the 
phraseology. ‘‘In actual service in the rebel- 
tion’’—is that right? F suggest to my friend 
to say ‘‘in the service of any State in insur- 
rection orof the so-called contederate States,’ 

Mr. STEWART. LT accept that modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amend- 
ment will be read as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no person shall receive compen- 
sation under this section for the time he was in the 


actuul service of any State in insurrection orof tho 
so-called confederate States. 


Thé amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. After the word 
“elims,” in the third line of the section, I 
move to insert the words ‘legally existivg.”’ 
It has been stated here that there is a consid- 
erable number of these claims and that they 
appear by the books of the Department. No 
one wants to pay auy claims that are not valid. 
Some of the claims that are made do not 
appear by the books of the Department, aud 
therefore [ propose that this appropriation 
shall be made to pay ‘‘ unsettled claims legally 
existing aguinst the Goverument of the United 
States,”’ 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iam willing to accept 
that. f 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to understand 
one thing. Jf I understand the object of it, 
that amendment is well cnough; but might 
nol that bring iu force the statute of limitations ? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. The stat- 
ute of limitations cannot apply against the 
Government. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, it does. It is in 
favor of the Government, and has been for 
forty years. Will not the Senator from New 
Jersey, instead of ‘legally existing,” say 
valid’? claims? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No; I think 
the phrase ‘‘legally existing?’ is well enough. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think “ valid” is just 
as good as ** legally existing.” ; 

Mr. CONKLING. I think the amendment 
is right as it is. , 

Mr. THURMAN. My suggestion is to in- 
sert the word © valid” atter the word “ pay 2. 
and before ‘unsettled ;"’ so as to read, ‘° to 
pay valid unsettled claims.” : 

Mr. PRELINGHUYSEN. I think the 
term ‘legally existing’? much better, and 
really, on reflection, Pas not see that the 
amendment is subject to the criticism the 


i 


| Senator from Ohio makes; for if we in 1872 


make an appropriation of $250,000 to pay 
claims which existed for carrying the mails 
previous to 1861, as the act runs, the statute 
of limitations certainly could not be insisted 
upon against it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am inclined to think 
the Senator is right; but I do not want any 
doubt about it. 

Mr. HILL. , I hope the amendment will not 
be adopted, because I cannot see myself how 
it is possible that there shall be any invalid 
claims allowed when the claims are for actual 
service rendered in carrying the mails of the 
United States exclusively. How can there be 
any invalid claims of that kind? Tt is specific 
enough. No others can be considered. Any 
claim for actual service rendered in carrying 
the mails of the United States that has not 
been paid for must be a valid claim ex necessi- 


tate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me ask the Senator 
from Georgia a question, with bis permission 
on that point. All these mail contracts i 
believe provide that if the contractor does not 
carry the mail according to a certain schedule 
of time, and arrive at the place named on 
time, a certain deduction shall be made from 
his pay every time he fails. Now, then, you 
direct by this bill, as it stands, that his claim 
shall be paid, right or wrong, thick or thin, 
if he has performed the service, notwithstand- 
ing there may be on the books of the Treas- 
ury what lawyers would call a counter claim, 
more than enough to eatitup. Tf Senators 
intend to do that, and I do not know but they 
do, they had better try it, 

Mr. HILL. I disclaim any such purpose as 
that. There is nothing in this section that 
relieves the claimant from the rules of the 
Department which will subject him to those 
deductions, He is as much subjected to them 
as at any other period of time. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. For fear the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New Jersey, 
‘legally existing,” may by means of the stat- 
ute of limitations cut out the claimants, I sub- 
mit to him whether the word ‘ valid’? would 
not suit him just as well. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I prefer this 
expression. I think it is the proper one, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I move to Jay it 
on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER. Task my colleague to with- 
draw that motion. I do not think there is 
the slighteat objection to this amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I withdraw the mo- 
tion for a moment. 

Mr. KELLOGG.’ Thope the motion will 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I very much desire that 
it should be withdrawn. I think this is a just 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) The motion to lay on the 
table is withdrawn. 

Mr. CONKLING, Now, may we hear the 
section reported as it stands? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
again reported. 

The Cuter CLerg. Thesection, as amended, 
now reads: 

That the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated to pay unset- 
tled claims against the Government of the United 
States on account of services actually rendered in 
carrying the mails of the United States exclusively, 
in the States lately in rebellion, previous to the 31st 
day of May, A. D. 1861, without proof of loyalty as 
prescribed by Joint resolution approved March 2, 

867: Provided, That no person shall receive com- 
pensation under this section for the time he was in 
the actual service of any State in insurrection or of 
the so-called confederate States. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Inow ask that the Senate 
shall putto that the proposition offered by the 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. ALCory.] or 
that the words of the original section be added. 
I move that the words stricken from the ori- 
ginal bill, to which. the. Senator from Missis- 
sippi and the Senator from South Carolina do 


Ii will be 
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not ohject, be added. They were stricken out 
without understanding them. Í 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
amendment is the amendment moved by the 
Senator from New Jersey. ke 

Mr. SHERMAN. L supposed that was 
adopted. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not 
yet been acted upon. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was agreed to: 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now I move to add the 
proviso that is in the original bill: 

And provided further, That before any payment 
shall be made under this section satistactory evi- 
dence shall be furnished that no compensation has 
been received frum any source for such service. 


Mr. THURMAN. That is right. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. J wish to renew a portion of 
an amendment which I previously offered: 
That no coutractors, whether a natural person or 
a corporation, shall receive compensation under 
thissection who, at the termination of their contract, 
by the act of the United States or by their own act, 
voluntarily delivered the mail-bags or other prop- 
erty of the United States in their possession to the 
confederate States, or to any agent or officer thereof. 

In the course of the debate it has frequently 
peen asseried that this is simply denying pay 
for services properly and honestly rendered. {Í 
wish to assimilate it to the case which Iput 
to the Senator from Delaware, and that is 
where a servant during the time of his employ- 
ment commits a larceny of the property of his 
employer, the law absolves the employer from 
payment to that servant. The case which I 
put is that of a contractor with the United 
States, who, atthe termination of the contract, 
either by act of the United States or by his 
own act, commits what is equivalent to that 
larceny, voluntarily delivering the property, 
not simply into his own hands, but into the 
hands of an enemy. 

And now, sir, having the floor on this sub- 
ject, (for I have not heretofore taken up any 
time in speaking on these amendments.) let 
me put this case in its true light: here were 
corporations and individuals scattered over 
the confederate States who performed this 
service after the rebellion commenced, afier 
April, 1861; and if this section is passed they 
will be entitled to compensation from that time 
up until the Ist day of June, 1861. Now, sup- 
pose a corporation situated in the State of Geor- 
gia or South Carolina, which during that time 
was carrying troops to Charleston for the pur- 
pose of rvénforcing the rebels, had at that time 
presenteda claim for compensation for carrying 
the mail, what would any man have said to such 
a claim? ‘“ What! pay over eight, ten, ‘or 
twenty thousand dollars into the hands of the 
enemy, (at that time,) and give him the means 
of carrying on war. against youl? That 
would have been the position of the cage on 

-the ist of June, 1861; and whatis it now that 
the rebellion is over? How has the case 
changed? Would any Senator have enter- 
tained the idea at that time of paying a rail- 
road corporation situated in any one of the 
rebel States for transporting the mail up to 
the Ist of June, 1861? : 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to ask the 
Senator a question, Would the Government 
have asked thern to carry the mail if they did 
pot expect to pay for the service? 

Mr. SCOTT. Whether the Government 
would ask them to carry 1t or not is not the ques- 
tion. Bat here are persons that during that 


time were in actual rebellion against the Uni- 


ted States, and who now come in alleging that 
they did earry the mail during that time. 

Mr. THURMAN. They could not earry 
the mail unless the Government delivered the 
mail to them. 

Mr. SCOT. It is not for services actually 
rendered that they are asking to be paid here. 


The section as it now stands permits any one- 


who had a contract and who alleged that he 


; Jution is modified or repealed: Provided, That this 


| held from the contractor at that time because 


carried the mail for the United States to be 

aid f 

Mr. THURMAN. No; it is confined to 
service actually rendered. 

Mr. SCOTT, Very well; suppose that to | 
be the case, that’ they actually rendered the 
service until June, 1861, and then went into 
the rebellion and demanded this money, is 
there a Senator on this floor who would at 
that time have vored tò give it to them? They 
delivered the mail-bags over to the confeder- 
acy; they went into rebellion against this 
Government, and then came and demanded 
the money they had earned of the Govern- 
ment against which they were now rebelling 
for the purpose of carrying on the war against 
the Government! That was the position then. 
How has it changed? i 

Mr. PRATT. If the Senator from Penn- | 
sylvania will pause a moment I will state how 
Congress, in 1867, two years after peace was 
declared, expressed itself upon this very ques- 
tion. I have before me a joint resolution of 
Congress approved March 2, 1867, entitled 
ttioint resolution probibiting payment by any 
officer of the Government to auy person not 
known to have been opposed to the rebellion 
and in favor of its suppression;” and it reads 
as follows: 

“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That until otherwise ordered it shall be 
unlawful for any officer of the United States Gov- 
ernment to pay any account, claim, or demand 
against said Government which accrued or existed 
prior to the 13th day of April, A. D., 1861, in favor 
ofany person who promoted, encouraged, or in any 
manner sustained the late rebellion, or in favor of 
any person who during said rebellion was not known 
to be opposed thereto, and distinetly in’ favor of its 
suppression; and no pardon heretofore granted, or 
hereafter to be granted, shall authorize the payment 
ofsach account, claim, or demand, until this reso- 


resolution shall not be construed to prohibit the 
paymentofclaims founded upon contracts made by 
any of the Departments where such cluims were 
assigned or contracted to be assigned prior to April 
1, 1861, to creditors of said contractors, loyal citizens 
of loyal States, in payment of debts incurred prior 
to March 1, 1861.” 

I would inquire of the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania whether this joint resolu- 
tion has to his knowledge ever been repealed 
or modified ? 

Mr. SCOTT. It has not to my knowledge 
ever been repealed or modified; and it was 
my intention to say a word on that subject, 
for I am indebted to the suggestion of a report 
which was drawn by the Senator from Indi- 
ana upon a case involving this very question, 
which was carefully considered in the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and the claim for just such 
services rejected by that committee—— | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. PoME- 
Roy in the chair.) Considering the time 
yielded to the Senator from Indiana the time 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. 

Mr. SAWYER. ‘The Senator asks how the | 
position of affairs has changed since the 1st 
day of June, 1861, and asks if any Senator 
at that time yould have voted to pay compen- 
sation to a railroad company ora mail con- 
tractor in the southern States, to pay him money 
which was going to support the rebellion. 
I answer no; probably no Senator would 
have voted to then put money into the hands 
of any citizen of the States in insurrection, 
for fear that it might be used for purposes of 
insurrection. To-day, when that payment is 
made, there is no fear that that money is going 
to be used for any such purposes. It was with- 


then and there it might be used for purposes 
of rebellion. i 
But let me say in reference to the point of 
the Senator's amendment that the contractors 
had no control over the mail-bags except to | 
take them from one post office and deliver them | 
to another. It was not their province to de- 
liver them to any other place but to the post 
office. If this were a provision for the pay- ! 


ment of postmasters, the point might be well 
raised. itwas the duty of the postmasters to 
deliver the mail-bags to the United States. 
The. mail-bags were not in the hands. of the 
contractors on the route, bat were in the pos- 
session or underthe control of the postmasters, 
and not of thé mail contractor. : 

Mr. SCOTT. Then if they delivered them 
to the confederate postmasters they would 
come within the terms of the amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. At the time they were 
delivered they were Federal postmasters, and 
the Government held them responsible as 
Federal postmasters. 

. Mr. CONKLING. Then the amendment 
will not hurt them. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Government has sued 
them on their bonds as Federal postmasters. 
Tbe Government holds them responsible for 
funds and the Government property in their 
hands, andto-day has numberless suits through- 
out the States lately in insurrection to recover 
the valne of the property left in their hands 
which they delivered to ihe confederate States. 

Mr. CONKLING. The amendment pend- 
ing touches the quick of this matter. We hear 
now as we have beard before that the United 
States during this period carried the mails and 
that the creditors in whose behalf we are legis- 
lating are the persons who were employed by 
the United States to carry them. That the 
Senate may see how far such is the fact, I wish 
now to call attention to three statutes which 
I have found in a volume entitled ‘* Conteder- 
ate States Statures-at- Large, 1861 and 1864,” 
I read on page 66 an act passed ou the 15th 
of Mareh, 1861, two months anda half prior 
to that day before which these creditors are to 
be paid. ‘The first section of “an act vesting 
certain powers in the postmaster general’? is— 


* The congress of the confederate States of America 
do enact, That in the event of a discontinuance of 
the postal servicein any of the confederate States 
as now carried on by the Government of the Unite 
States, before the postmaster general of this con- 
federacy shall have prepared the new service, under 
the provisionsof the act already passed by this con- 
gress, it shall be lawful for the said postmaster 
general to renew provisionally the contracts under 
which the service is now performed, and to continue 
in office the several postmasters and other officers 
pow employed in such postal service, until he is 
prepared to replace said service and said officers by 
new contracts and appointments.” 


Then comes the next section : 


“Src. 2. That the postmaster general, at a time 
to be fixed by him, is hereby authorized to adver- 
tise and enter into contracts for carrying the mail 
with due celerity, certainty, and security, on the post 
routes within the confederate States, other than 
railroads and steamboats, in accordance with the 
acts passed by this congress.’” 


I continue the reading of the act: 


“Seo. 3. That after such contracts shall have been 
entered into, on and after a day to be designated by 
the proclamation of the postmaster general, ail 
conveyance of mails within the limits of tbe con- 
federate States, except by authority of the post-° 
master general, is hereby prohibited. 

“Sec. 4. Be it further enacted, That the postmaster 
general have power to issue circular instructions to 
the several postmasters and otherofficers still per- 
forming service under the appointment of the Uni- 
ted States, in order to enforce the rendition of the 

roper accounts and payment of the moneys collected 
by them per account of the United States, until the 
postmaster general shall have issued his proclama- 
tion announcing that the former service is diecon- 
tinued and is replaced by the new service organized 
under the authority of this government, 

“Sno, 5. That it shall be lawful for the posimas- 
ter general to allow express and other chartered 
companies to carry letters and all mail matter of 
every description, whether the same be inclosed in 
stamped envelopes or prepaid by stamps or moncy; 
but if the same be prepaid in money. the money 
shall be paid to some postmaster, who shall ac- 
count to the post office department for the same, 
in the same manner as for letters sent by the mail, 
but if prepaid by stamps, then the express or other 


ji company receiving such letters for delivery shall 


obliterate such stamps, under the penalty of $600 | 
for each failure, to be recovered by action of debt in ` 
any court having jurisdiction thereof, in the name 
of the postmaster general for the use of the confed~- 
erate States; but ifsaid letters or mail matter shall 
be received by such express or other company, not 
for delivery, but to be mailed, hen the matter so 
carried shall be prepaic at the sume rate thatthe ex- 
isting law requires it to be paid fromthe point where 
it may be received by such company te the point of 
its destination, and the postmaster, where such come 
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pany may mail. the same, shall deface the stamps 
upon the same, 

“See. 6. Be it further enacted, That each agent of 
any company who may carry letterg under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be required to take an oath 
that he will faithfully comply with the Jaw of the 
confederate States relating to the carrying of let- 
ters or other mail matter, and obliterating postage 
stamps, which oath may be administered by any 
justice of the peace, and shall be in writing, and 
signed by such agent or messenger, and filed in the 
post office department.” 


I next turn to: an appropriation act passed 
on the very next day, béaring date March 16, 
1861, which provides: 


“The congress of the: confederate Statee of America 
do enact, That the following,sums be appropriated 
for the: post_ office department for the year ending 
the Ist of Mareh, 1862, out ôf any moneys in the 
treasury, arising from the revenues of the service of 
said department, namely, for transportation of the 
mails inland, $1,102,218 49: for compensation of post- 
masters, $300,000; for clerks of post offices, $100,000; į 
for ship, steamboat, and way letters, $5,000: for office 
furniture for post offices, $2,000; for advertising, 
$15,000; for mail-bags, $10.000; for paper blanks, 
$10,000; for printing blanks, $3,000; for wrapping 
paper, $8,000; for. mail-locks, keys, and stamps, 
$10,000; for wail depredations and special agents, 
$20,000; for miscellancous payments, $40,000; for 
postage stamps and stamped envelopes, $25,000; for 
payment on account of foreign mail service, $75,000; 
for payment of lettor-carriers, $2,000, 

Sro. 2. That the sum of $320,000 36 be, and the 
sanie is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any 
moneys in the treasury not otherwiso appropriated, 
to supply deficiencies in the revenue of the post 
office department for the yoar onding the Ist of 
Mareh 1862.” 


Ituri next to an act of August 30, 1861: ` 


“<The congress of the confederate States of America 
do entet, Lhat it shall be theduty of the postmastor 
general to collect all monoya due from the several 
postmasters within the contedorate States, and which 
they had not paid over at the time tho confederate 
States took charge of tho postal sorview’’— 


> Which'had been done some time before this, 

obviously: >? 

“Mr. SAWYER. Not on the 31st of May. 
Mr. OONKLING: Ihave but five minutes. 

ff f gét another opportunity L will show the 

Senator whether he is right about that; I can- 

not. do it in these five minutes, 


“and tha several postmasters are hereby required 
to account to tho general post ollice of this govern- 
ment undor tho same rules, regulations, rnd penal- 
tios that were prescribed’ by the law under which 
anit moneys wero reévived. 

“Suc, 2 The moneys so received shall be kept 
soparato und distinct ‘from the other funds of the 
post office department, and shall constitute a fund | 
for che pro rate payment of èlaims for postal service | 
which acerued before the postmaster general took | 
gharze of the postal service in the Statos respeet- | 
ively comprising this confederacy, as may horeafter | 
bo provided. 

“sre B Tt shall bo the duty of the postmaster | 
goneral to mako proclamation that all persons who | 
ire citizens of the confederato States of Amorien, | 
and who may have rendered postal servico in any | 
of the States of this confederacy, under contracts or 
appointments mailo by the Ynited States Govern- | 
ment before the confederate States government took 
charge of such service, shall present their olaims to 
hig guparimont, verified and established. according 
to such rules as he shali preseribe, by a time therein 
to be set forth not bess than six months, aud requir- 
ing the claimant to state, under oath, how much has | 
been paid and the date of such paymonts, on account | 
of the conlragt or appoigtmont under which said | 
claim occurred, ind what fand or provision has been | 
set. apart or made for the further payment of the | 
whole or any portion of the balance of such claim, | 
by the Government of the United States, or of any | 

i 
} 
| 
l 
} 


of the States: and they shall also state on oath | 
whether they performed fully the service according | 
to their contracts or appointments during the time | 
for whieh they claim pay, and if not, what partial 
service they did perform, and what deductions have 
‘been made trom their pay, so far as they know, on | 
account of guy failure, or partial failure, to perform 
such service; and the postmaster general shall, as 
soon as he shall bave collected such moneys from 
said postmusters, and ascertained the amount of 
claims against the post office department and the 
amount reecived respectively by the claimants as | 
aforesaid, andthe provisions, if any, for future | 
payment, make.» report of the same, so that future | 
aclion may be taken thereon as respeets the distri- | 
bution. $ ; 

“Suc. 4 AU claims for postal service required to 
be presented by this bill shall be barred as against | 
this fund, unless presented within six months atter 
the proclamation of the postmaster general shall 
have been made,” 


How much time have I left, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The five 
minutes are out, ` f ; 

‘Mre FLANAGAN. It is most remarkable, | 


Mr. President, that so distinguished a lawyer | 


as my friend from New York is should thus. 


quibble with the Senate. Certainly itis quib- 
bling. Does he read that for law here? . He 
introduced in the first instance the constitu- 
tion of the confederacy so called, and now he 
is reading the statutes as though he was rely- 
ing upon themaslaw. Mostremarkable! In 
doing so he showed that the United States 
Government had already done’ the thing pre- 
cisely that he is now objecting to. It has ap- 
propriated and by suits against many individ- 
uals in the so-called confederate region recov- 
ered the money from the postmasters that they 


|| appropriated in thatlaw; thereby showing that 


this was an entire failure, as is well known 
of my friend. 

And he undertook to lecture us.as if we 
were school-boys. Some of us have read 
some authorities on contracts ; we have read 
Chitty and we have read Story. 
have not read onefrom my distinguished friend 
Srewarr from Nevada; but he has lectured us 
often enough this evening for us to recollect 
it very well, and now my friend CONKLING 
comes in to cap the climax with his authority 
on contracts. [Laughter. ] 

It is clear that even if those statutes were in 
existence, if they were the law of the land, 
they would be ineffectual in this particular, be- 
cause a contract requires different parties to 
make it. The mail contractors were never 
any parties to that law; that is ex parte, cer- 
tainly and unmistakably ; no man can raise an 
issue upon that question. Therefore they are 
not bound by it. They never were bound by it. 

The amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania contemplates an impossibility, “Oh,” 
says he, ‘* they mustin good faith have tendered 
the mail-bags and everything they were in 
possession ofl” Well, in that particular, and 
at that unfortunate period, they would have 
been very nonsensical in such action, because 
they would simply have been tendering their 
heads, and my friend Scorr would not have 
done it if he had been there. We might just. 
as well understand that. We were in an un- 
fortunate predicament; a dreadful state of 
affairs existed, and a man, however he might 
have loved the Union, was undoubtedly bound 
not to protest too loudly ; he had to keep it in 
his breast. He would have done nothing of 
the kind as to have said ‘I denounce your 
action here ; Tam going to stand bythe Union, 
and Í am- going to turn over all the mail-bags 
and all that kind of thing.” ‘That may do for 
these little boys, but no man would do it. 

ee the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CONKLING. I move to amend by 
striking-oul the last provision of the pending 
amendment. Ido it not meaning to occupy 
five minutes, but to get an opportunity of 
stating the point of the statutes which I read 
so hurriedly, 

As the Senator from Ohio nearest me [Mr. 
SUERMAN ] -reminded us, there was at the time 
in existence all over this territory embodied 
force known as a government de facto, and 
we must treat it as such, . That authority, that 
government, as L will call it, have ptovided here, 
adopted and’ executed these statutes, one of 
them dated March 15, 1861, adopted and ap- 


pointed or authorized the appointment of the. 


contractors then engaged in carrying the mails 
for the United States, and provided that in no 
way except by the authority of that confeder- 
ate government should those mails be carried. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senate will see 
that Tread that provision of the statute upon 
the question whether the United States was in 
truth still carrying the mails there, and whether 
these alleged creditors were in truth the off- 
cers or agents of the United States or the 
agents of the so-called confederate States, 


because we have heard Senators say over and. 


overagain, ‘‘ Nobody proposes to pay them for 
services rendered to the confederate States.” 
Now I read you a statute which shows that 
every one of them during every hour from the 


Itis true I’ 


15th of March down to the Ist of June was the 
agent of the confederate States, was not the 
agent. of the United States, was required to 
report to the confederate States, was required 
to take an oath to execute his duties accord- 
ing to the laws of the confederate States, was 
required to make report on oath of money in: 
his hands-which had come from the revenues 
of the United States and turn it over to the 
treasury ofthe confederate States so called. 

Will it be said in the face of this that we 
are only asked to pay our own officers who, as 
the Senator from Delaware said, committed 
no offense, except that they had a sentiment 
of disloyalty in their bosoms? Is that to be 
said? Now, bow does the amendment of my 
friend from Pennsylvania injure these men? 
It says that every man who voluntarily made 
rendition of money, bags, and assets to that 
horde of rebels known as the confederate 
States of America, shall not be paid by the 
United States of America. Whom does that 
injure ? i 

Mr. STEVENSON. I understood the Sen- 
ator from New York to say that the statute 
which he read from was passed in March, 

Mr. CONKLING. March 15, 1861. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Didthat operate upon 
any State which had not then seceded, as the 
State of Virginia had not? Would that oper- 
ate upon any contract which the United States 
had entered into to carry the mails in any State 
which at that time and for sixty days after that 
had not seceded? 

Mr. CONKLING. For the sake of brevity 
I had better admit that my friend is right; 
but he will observe that this. provision here 
extends to all the States; and if he could 
except Virginia (as [think Í could show him in 
a moment, if I had time, he could not,) that 
would give no reason for adopting this amend- 
ment. Far from it. My point is that in all 
the States that did belong at-that time to the 
confederate States, under the operation of a 
twofold statute which provided ultimately for 
the appointment of new officers, it was pro- 
vided that on that day when it spoke, to wit, 
the 15th ofMarch, no man should be an officer 
of the United States of America within their 
dominions in this service, but that every. man 
should instautly become, under pains and pen- 
alties, if he pursued the mail service, the 
agent and officer. of the confederate States. 
Therefore I say it ig idle for any Senator to 
say that we can pay for this service thus drawn 
to and absorbed by the confederate States, 
and say at the same time that we are paying 
the agents of the United States for services 
which the United States required to be ren- 
dered. ‘ 

I withdraw: my amendment to strike out the 
last word. Bias ; 

Mr. ROBERTSON., Admitting that those 
statutes were passed at the time my honorable 
friend says they were—and I have no doubt 
of that—they could not positively go into 
effect until there was some proclamation issued 
by the so-called pogtmaster.general of the 
confederate States. It does not appear that 
he issued a proclamation at all. How can a 
contract be enforced unless entered into by 
two parties? The whole object of this amend- 
mentis to defeat the section. I move that 
the amendment be laid on the table. . 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President: 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I withdraw my motion 
for my friend from Kentucky. i 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, I cane 
not agree to the deduction which the Senator 
from New York attempts to draw from the 
statutes he read. I deny that the confederate 
government at Montgomery could render a 
man disloyal, or release the United, States 
from anycontract for the carrying of the mails 
in a State which did not secede until a period 
subsequent to that to which this amendment 
refers. Now, as I understand the fact, Vir- 
ginia did not secede until May, perhaps the 
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28d day of May. She passed an ordinance of 
secession in April, but it was submitted to the 
people of Virginia and not to become valid- 
until ratified by thet, and that ratification did 
not take place uutil about the 23d of May. 
Again, I reply to the Senator from New 
York in response tö his alleged deduction from 
the reading of those statutes, that the United | 
States itself is estopped from setting up any 
such plea as he deduces from their passage, 
the State of Virginia itself not being within 
the confederate States and not being in rebel- 
lion. It is estopped by another consideration, 
and I gay to my friend from New York that 
the United States has paid postmasters who 
were within the interdiction of the statute read 
by him up to the 31st day of May, 1861. | 
Mr. CONKLING. In what State? 


Mr. STEVENSON. It has not only made || 


these postmasters pay over money up to the 
3ist of May, but the United “States has paid 
postmasters up to the 31st of May, notwith- 
standing the statute which the geritleman read. 

Mr. CONKLING. In what States wére 
they postmasters? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Notin one State alone, 
put in several. I understand that in thé State 
of South Carolina, which I believe was the 
first State to secede, suits have not only been 
instituted, but postmasters in the so-called 
confederate States have been held, and their 
sureties, up to the 81st day of May, for their 
action, and liable upon their bonds as postmas- 
ters. Surely my honorable friend would not say 
that that was not an estoppel upon the United 
States to set up what he claims now is a stat- 
ute which releases the United States from 
paying them because these men were in re- 
bellion. 

‘Mr. CONKLING. If the honorable Sen- 
ator will pardon me, I would say just this in 
one word; that that position of the United 
States is clearly right unless these men were 
compelled by what the lawyers call actual 
vis major to surrender the money. That 
would be a defense; that would be an act of | 
the publie enemy; they may defend them- 
selves on that ground; otherwise clearly it 
would be right. f 

Mr. STEVENSON. [think it is right upon 
another ground, and I think it has been not 
only the settled policy of the country but: the 
adjudicated decision of the courts that those 
statutes were all null and void, that the States 
could not secede, that they were always sub- 
ject-—— f 

Mr. CONKLING. Ihavenodoubt of that. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly, and being 
always subject, if the United States has exacted 
payment from these men as postmasters it is 
estopped now, if a valid claim is set up such 
as is proposed in this bill, from saying, ‘‘ We 
are released from it in consequence of any 
statute passed by the so-called confederate 
States.” 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I renew my motion 
tolay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. SCOTT. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. © : 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, 
Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Sawyer, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, Vick- 
ers, and West—23. ` , 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Borenian, Buck- | 
ingham, Chandler, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Fre- 
lnghuysen, Harlan, Hitchcock, Morrill of Vermont, 
Fomoros, s Peni Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, and 
Stewart—18. 3 . 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Caldwell, | 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of 
Kentucky, Fonton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Giibert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Howe, | 
Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nye, | 
Osborn, Patterson, Pool; Rice, Schurz, Spencer. 
Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Wright—33. . 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I move that the Senate : 


do now adjouru, 


Mr. COLE called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr: COLE. Mr. President, [‘“ No debate!’’] 
a single word. I hope the Senate will stand 
by and finish the bill. {‘*No debate 1” ]- 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 

resulted—yeas 17, nays 25; as follows: _ 
, YEAS—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Chandler, Conkling, Edmunds, Freling- 
huysen; Harlan, Hitcheock, Morrill of Vermont, 
Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, and Stew- 
art—17. 

NAYS —Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, John- 
ston, Kelloge, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Rice, Rob- 
ertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Spragne, Stevenson, 
Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Cragin, Davis 
of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry 
of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Howe, 
: Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Schurz, Spencer, Stock- 
ton, Sumner, ‘Tipton, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—32, . 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PRATT. I offer the following amend- 
ment to be added to the section under con- 
sideration : 

Provided further, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to repeal any of the provisions of 
the joint resolution approved March 2, 1867, entitled 
‘‘A joint resolution forbidding payment by any 
officer of the Government to any person not known 
to have been opposed to the rebellion and in favor 
of its suppression.” j 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to lay that 
amendment upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion: is on the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina. - 

Mr. PRATT and Mr. CHANDLER called 
for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered ; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 16 ; 
as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, 
Lewis, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and W est—25. 

NAYS-~ Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Chandler, Cragin, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hitch- 
| cock, Morrill of Vermont, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Scott, Sherman, Stewart, and Wilson—l6. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cole. Conk- 
ling, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 
| Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morton, Nye, Osborn, p 
Schurz, Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Win- 
dom, and Wright—33. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. STEWART. I move-to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment was adopted 
dispensing with proof of the loyalty of these 
parties. . 

Mr. COLE. That has been voted upon 
repeatedly. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I submit the “Senator 
cannot make that motion, as he did not vote 
for the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senate are in 
a good humor now, and that my friend from 
Nevadaand my friend from South Carolina will 
receive a suggestion from me in greatkind- 
ness. Iam getting tired of this thing myself. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. ‘Let us have the sag- 
gestion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. His this: there are other 
amendments to be offered to this bill of a 
minor character after we get through with 
this, and this subject must necessarily come 
up in the Senate again, where, if no one else 
will call forthe yeas and nays upon the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from South Caro- 
| lina, I shall'do so. It must be reported to. the 
Senate, and there we shall have an ample 
opportunity to take the vote upon it. Now, 
! I think to-night we might possibly get this bill 
i through the Committee of the Whole, report 
it to the Senate, and then adjourn. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Let this 
be voted on now, - 

Mr. THURMAN. Let the vote be taken 


|| on the motion to strike out. 


atterson, j 


Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to my friends 
to let it go over, because to-morrow the whole 
subject must come up again, and it will then 
be as much open to amendment as itis now. 
I think they had better do that. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senate will stay by 
me until we can dispose of this bill, as was 
suggested early in the day by several Senators, 
and I hope they have not gone back of that 
and do not propose to filibuster. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us proceed with the 
bill until it is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. ‘Very well, until we get it 
through committee at all events, and Have the 
amendments reported to the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have sevéral amend- 
ments from the Committee on Commerce in 
regard to light-houses and other matters which 
I desire to move when we can be permitted to 
proceed with the bill jn order, but, I do. not 


i think we shall make very much progress to- 


night from present appearances. I therefore 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

‘Mr. COLE. ‘We have just voted on a sim- 
ilar motion. Bay ef 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis in order, 
however, to make the motion now. A 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis not debatable. . 

Mr. COLE. I know itis not, and the Senator 
knows it very well. If that is the disposition, 
to filibuster, let us go ahead. I call that fili- 
bustering. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Michigan moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn. ; : 

Mr. CHANDLER. «I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham; Chandler, Cragin, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, 
‘Hitchcock, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Pomeroy, 


| Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, and Trum- 


bull—18. 
NAYS — Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamil- 


ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, 
Kelly, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, 
Vickers, West, and Wilson—24, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 
Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert,Goldthwuaite, 
Hamlin, Hill, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Schurz, Spencer, 
Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, Windom, and Wright-—3z. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. THURMAN. I appeal to the Senate 
to agree to the proposition of my colleague. 
Let us vote on the proposition now pending ; 
that is, shall the section as amended be stricken 
out? Every onë of these questions can be 
renewed in the Senate. If Senators see fit to 
prolong this session to-night by motion after 
motion to adjourn, and calling the yeas and 
nays, it is in their power to prevent anything 
being done. In half an hour there will not 
be a quorum here, and itis just a mere ex- 
haustion of strength without doing any good. 
If Senators are determined that there shall be 
no vote on this question to-night, if they say 
so, we might as well give it up at once. That 
is my judgment about it. I have sat here as 
long as I am able to sit, for one; and I do not 
believe any one can sit here without injury to 
his health, as we are doing, night after night, 
in this way. But we might take the vote on 
this pending amendment. There have beeu a 
dozen votes which show about how the strength 
of the Senate is. Let us take the vote and 
then report the bill to the Senate, or, so far as 
I am concerned, I am willing that we shall 
then adjourn until to-morrow and go on with 
the bill then. À 

Several Senators. No, no; let us go on 
with the other amendments, ~ 

Mr. THURMAN. Let others do as they 
please. If that is the desire, we can go on 


| then and see if we can get ‘along with the 
; amendments to which there is no opposition. 
i Then every one of these questions can be 
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renewed in the Senate. I hope now we may 
be allowed to vote on the motion to strike out 
the section. without any farther debate. 

Mr. STEWARE. I do not believe in fili- 
bustering in the Senate—— 

. Mr. SHERMAN. Let us take a vote. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me make a remark. 
The Senate is very thin. A large number of 
Senators are away, as is well known. This 
amendment, as it seems to me—I may be 
wrong about it—involves a different principle 
from anything that the Senate has done here 
tofore. It is what I never expected to see the 
Senate do. I think it is just the same as pay- 
ing the rebel debt, I do not think any propo- 
sition could come up worse in principle than 
thisis. That is my view of it. That being 
my view of it, I should not like it to receive 
the sanction of having been carried even in 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, then, did not the 
Senator raise a point of order upon it? It was 
not in order, 

Mr. STEWART. It is in the House bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; the amendment of 
the Seustor from South Carolina changes the 
law. luisa clear violation of the rule. IfI 
had been here, L should have made the point 
of order that ii violatesthe rule whicb prohibits 
Jegislation on this bill. ; 

Mr. COLE. That objection was made by 
the Senator from Nevada to the House propo- 
sition, the whole section itself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; it does not 
apply to that at all 

Mr. COLI. The Senator from Nevada 
objected to the House proposition. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 did object to that, bat 
Tam much more opposed to this. 

Mr. SUERMAN. The House proposition 
does not change the law, ‘They still have to 
prove their loyalty under that proposition. 

Mr. STEWART. But as the matter now 
stands 1 do not want the vote to be taken upon 
it atu time when Senators are absent. If they 
had been here this morning, and then went 
away after this matter was sprung upon the 
Senate, 1 should not have anything to say; 
but they have gone away on an occasion when 
‘it is regarded us a matter of courtesy vot to 
take advantage of their absence, To sanction 
this principle of paying persons who had these 
contracts and subsequently engaged in the re 
betlion, taking they roposition as itnow stands, 
without di-cussing it further, it seems to me 
is so far wrong that we ought to have a full 
Senate when we vote upon it, and E subinit it 
ought not to be pressed to-night; and while J 
do not wish to consume lime, if it is to be 
pressed | shall feel it my duty to do what I 
can to resist it. 

{naw move, if I am in order, to reconsider 
the amendment dispensing wiih proot of loy- 
ality, ftis irus} did not vote for the propo- 
sidon, bat the yeas and nays were not called 
upon it, and l believe I have the right 10 move 
to reconsider, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 
order on that, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there was 
no division, and no vote by yeas and nays, the 
Senator bas a right to move a reconsideration. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. ‘There was a division. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think there is much 
force in what the Senator from Nevada has 
said. Here is a proposition that is regarded 
by the Senate as very important. Tbe Senate 
is very thin, A large number of Senators 
have left upon a quadrennial oceasion upon 
whith we always lay aside any business in 
which absent Semutors may be interested. 
Whatever vote may be taken now, as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio says, wil be revised in the 
Senate, as we are now in Committee of the 
Whole. Would it not be for the dispatch of 
business. and for that fairness with which we 
always conduct business here, to allow this 
matter Lo puss by for the preseut and proceed 
to the other amendments, of which the Senator 


I make the point of 


from California informs me there are more 
than fifty upon bis files, that are to be proposed 
in Committee of the Whole? By so doing we 
shall push the bill on toward a final vote a 
great deal more than by discussing this matter. 
Let this be passed over for the present; letus 
take up the other amendments, and then when 
the Senate is full, or ought to be fall, let us go 
back and act upon this measure. 

I would not insist on postponing action when 
Senators were absent upon any ordinary occa- 
sion or for any unreasonable excuse, but Sen- 
ators on this side of the Chamber are absent 
now attending a convention of great import- 
ance. Some of them are delegates. It has 
always been a custom when a national con- 
vention was sitting, of either party, that mat- 
ters of particular consequence to those who 
were absent should not be decided. Gener- 
ally the Senate has taken a recess on such 
occasions. We have not done so, and L should 
not have been in favor of doing it now. But. 
let us pass this by and take up those measures 
upon which there is no difference of opinion 
that would be affected by those who are absent, 
and then come back to this when we have a 
full Senate, which we shall bave to do finally, 
for anything we do now is only preliminary, 
subject to revision when the bill comes into 
the Senate, i 

Mr. THURMAN. Isuggest to the Senator 
that the trouble about that is that the absent 
Senators will not be here to morrow. They 
will remain in Philadelphia certainly ‘to- 
morrow. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If they should not be 
here to-morrow, we have the river and harbor 
bill, which generally takes a day, aud we have 
the fortilication bill, which is of some conse- 
quence, though I suppose it can be passed in 
avery few minutes; and if we puss two of 
the three bills that we must pags before we 
adjourn we shall then have only this bill left, 
and certainly by Friday the Senators will be 
back. Jf they are not back then, I do not 
think thev will be entitled to any further 
consideration, 

Mr. THURMAN. It cannotbe denied, and 
it hus been avowed here to-night, that there 
is a disposition to proloug this session beyond 
Monday. and to prolong n L do not know how 
Jong, or if that cannot be done, to force the 
Executive into calling an extra session. | 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is what I do not 
want done. d want Congress to adjourn on 
Monday. 

Mr. THURMAN. Sodok 

Mr. ANTHONY, Andin my judgment the 
best way to adjourn Cougress on Monday is to 
intermit this business, upon which we cannot 
agree, and proceed to business which must be 
done, upon which we can agree, or at least 
upon which we can agree to disagree. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Seu- 
ator from Rhode Istaud bas spoken his five 
minutes, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ihave not spoken to- 
day before, and let me go on one minute 
longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan- 
imous consent the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. ANPHONY. Let us now take up 
that portion of this business which will not 
be affected by the absence of our friends, and 
then if we get through with that, let us take || 
up the river and harbor bil, and the fortifica- 
tion bill, and on Friday take up the disputed 
qüestions on this bill; and that, ia my opin- 
ivn, will promote an adjournment on Monday, 
which t desire to see accom plished. 

Mr. FRIELINGHUYSEN. i simply desire 
to say to the Senator from Obio, and to the 
Senator from California, who threw out the 
same intimation, that my honest belief is that 
the desire in this part of the Chamber is to 
adjourn on Monday, and that it is a great 
mistake for them to suppose any effort has 


been made to prolong this session so that an 
adjournment should not take place. I sin- | 


cerely desire that Congress may adjourn on 
Monday; but I agree.to all that the Senator 
from Rhode Island has said. I think thig 
subject onght to be passed over, being a very 
important question, and a political question, 
until the Senate is better filled. 

Mr. COLE. Will the Senator allow mea 
moment ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLE. One Senator has avowed it to 
be his desire that we should not adjourn on 
Monday, and the actions of several Senators 
speak much louder than his words. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. “One swallow does not 
make a summer.”’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think, on the 
contrary, the Senator from California misun- 
derstood the Senator to whom he alludes, for 
that Senator expressly stated that he desired 
to have the business transacted, not that he 
desired the session should be continued over 
Mouday—a very plain and broad distinction. 

Mr. COLE. The Globe, | suppose, will 
report what he said. I think I understood 
him distinerly. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Thatis what he 
said, l know. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I rise simply to say that I 
feel exactly with the Senator from New Jersey 
and the Senator from Rhode Island. 1 hope 
we may adjourn next Monday.. I expect we 
shall. I desire very much that this Congress 
shall adjourn on Monday next; but I agree 
with the Senator from Rhode Island that we 
shall advance business if we pass over this 
particular part of the bill and go to the other 
parts of it, for it is very clear that this bill 
cannot be finally passed before to-morrow 
night, and this whole subject will be gone 
over ugain in the Senate if it isacted upon here 
to-night. We cau make progress, we can econo- 
mize time by going on with the oiher paris of 
the bill, There are one or two amendments 
reserved already, and one or two more to be 
voted upon in tbe bill, and some that were 
ruled out of order will be renewed again. I 
fully believe we shall gain time and be more 
ceriain to adjourn on Monday next by post- 
poning this disputed question for the present, 

The chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations did not state correc ly, if my regol- 
lection is right, the remarks made by the Sen- 
ator now in the chair, (Mr. Pomeroy,] He 
did noi say that he desired the prolongation 
of the session. He said he expected it would 
be prolonged beyond Monday ; that he had no 
idea we should yet through properly wi.h the 
public business by that time. Whatever his 
wish may be, whatever his purpose may be, 
ii it be to prolong this session, it is not shared 
in certainly by me. 

Mr. RAMSEY. This has been a long and 
wearisome siting, and there seems to be no 
reason that tomorrow we should punish our- 
selves again as we have to-day, Wherefore [ 
ask the unanimous consent.of the Senate that 
the hour of méetivg be changed fiom eleven 
o'clock to twelve o'clock to-morrow. 

Several Sexarvors. No; no, 

Mr, RAMSEY. 1 think we can all agree 
upon that. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. TJ object. 
If the Senator would put itat nine o'clock it 
would he better. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Nine o'clock to-morrow 
evening? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMILLON, of.Maryland. No, sir; 
nine o’clock to-morrow morning. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator objects, and 
I cannot make the motion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. May I be allowed to say, 
although L have consumed my time on this. 
subject, that in my judgment the road to 
adjournment on Monday is to take up those 
matiera which we are willing to decide in a 
thin Senate and postpone until Friday those 
matters which a large number of Senators 
think ought not to be decided except in a 
reasonably full Senate. We are obliged to de 
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both’ classes of business, that which we can 
do ina thin Senate, and that which we must 
do in a full Senate. If we insist on doing in 
a thin Senate that which a number of us think 
ought only to be done in a full Senate, the 
result will be that we shall make no progress, 
as we have made none today. But we can 
take up these other matters just'as well in a | 
thin Senate, and then, when we have a full 
Senate on Friday, we can go right on with 
these contested matters, and end the session 
on Monday. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I have three very im- 
portant bills from the ‘Committee on Com- 
merce that I desire very much to have action 
upon. There are some twenty-five others re- 
ported, some of which ought to pass; but | 
there are the Ohio bridge bill, the steamboat 
bill, and the river and harbor bill, all of which 
ought to be acted upon, and all of which I 
think will be acted upon by this body one way 
or the other. Now, for the purpose of getting 
along with the business, I move that we lay 
this bill on the table for the purpose of taking 
up tbe river and harbor bil! for action to- 
morrow morning. aire 

Mr. ANTHONY. Whatever we do, let it 
be done by general consent. We cannot get 
along in any other way now. Unless the Sen- 
ate will agree to take up the business that we 
can transact now, it is no use to undertake to 
take a vote on anything. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | Does the 
Senator from Michigan withdraw his motion ? 


Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir, for the pres- 
ent. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is perfectly 


manifest that we are-wearing ourselves out and 
gainivg no:hing. I certainly intend to secure 
an adjournment ‘next Monday if it is within 
haman possibility, and Í think we shall pro- 
mote it by not exhausting ourselves to-night. 
I think it would be better for all of ‘us now 
to agree to adjourn, and J make that. motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. J hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion fora moment. I have 
not occupied much time to-night, and certainly 
have not offered any amendment with a view 
to postpone action. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the motion? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; I will. 

Mr. THURMAN. Oh, no; do not do 


that. ae 

Mr. SHERMAN.. I withdraw it with that 
understanding. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill not take one min- 
ute by the clock. If we go on with this bill 
over this matter of contest with only just a 
quorum here—and I am saying now what I 
think the friends of this amendment will agree 
to—we shail find ourselves to-morrow night, 
even if we sit right straight along—because 
we are so nearly evenly divided that neither 
party can coerce the other; that is plain 
enough—we shall find ourselves to-morrow 
night with this bill perhaps finished or to- 
ward finished. Very well. Then we have 
got Friday and Saturday for, other things. 
Now, sir, if you turn it round the other way, 
and lay this bill aside for the moment with all 
these questions pending, so that nobody is 
prejudiced, and take up the fortification bill, 
to which nobody will object, but which may 
take an hour or two to put it through, and 
then take up the river and harbor bill, that 
everybody is for more or less, and pass that, 
without these disputed questions in it, and 
when everybody will be satisfied that the num- 
ber that is bere now should go on with those 
bills, we shall find ourselves by to-morrow 
afternoon with those bills cleared off our Cal- 
endar, gone to the Honse of Representatives 
to be disposed of, while we are finishing up 
this one; and then we can go on with this. 
Then we shall reach Monday with a clear | 


Will the Senator resew | 


į 


record. If we do it tbe other way we shall 
certainly fail.. =< % 


I promised to renew the motion to adjourn, 
and I do so. ` 

Me. THURMAN. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that for a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must keep my promise. 

Mr. THURMAN. My colleague will con- | 
sent. Ispoke to him. There is no trouble 
about that, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, I will take it 
back, then. 


Mr. THURMAN. I desire as much as any- ! 


body that we may come to some understand- 
ing by which we may transact all the busi- 
ness that can be transacted between now and 
next Monday, and adjourn. But I see a dif- 
ficulty in the proposition that is made, unless 
some modification of it be made. The propo- 
sition is to lay this bill aside until Friday in 


order to proceed to-morrow with the river and | 


harbor bill—a bill that I am very auxious shall 
be taken up. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. And the 
fortification bill. i 

Mr. THURMAN. And the fortification 
bill; but Iam very anxious that the river and 
harbor bill shall be taken up and amended, if 
it is to be amended, and passed, and therefore 
would naturally favor that proposition. But 
now, if this appropriation bill be laid aside 
with this bone of contention in it until Friday, 
without any understanding about debate, and 
the galleries are filled with returning delegates 
from the Philadelphia convention, those gen- 


| tlemen who have left their seats here to attend 
| the Philadelphia convention will come back 


fresh, not having heard a word of whut bas 
been said, and every one of them will havea 
stump speech to make, and we shall have the 
discussion all over again. 

Mr. STEWART. 1I willmake.a proposition 
to avoid that. 

Mr. THURMAN. My proposition is, or 
rather I do not make a proposition, but I will 
state a proposition that | myself would agree 
to; for although 1 have been willing to sit out 
and have sat out biils in which I thought some 
great principle involved, I do not want to in- 


jure my health or the health of others by sit- | 
| ting outa bill that has $20,000,000 in it, or 


something like that, upon an amendment of a 
quarter of a million. Now I say this: if we 
arë to lay this bill aside until Friday, 1 will 
never consent to it unless it is with.the unan- 
imous agreement of the Senate that this subject 


| which is now before us and all amendments 


which may be offered upon the subject of the 
payment of these mail contractors shall be 
voted upon without debate. [ ‘‘ Agreed!” 
t Agreed!” ] If that is understood, so far as 
I am concerned I will agree that this bill may 
be laid over. I do not speak for anybody 
else; but so far as I am concerned, if the 
Senate will unanimously agree, so that those 
who are absent will be bound by it, that all 
amendments upon the subject of the pay of | 
these mail contractors shall be voted upon 
without debate, 1 will agree, and will recom- 
mend to others to agree, that this bill may be 
postponed until Friday and be the special order 
then, and that in the mean time we proceed 
with other bills. : 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think if the fortifica- 
tion bill and the river and harbor bill should 
be passed to-morrow, we might still take up 
this bill tben and make progress with it, pass- 
ing over this matter which we wish to reserve 
for a full Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well. 

Mr. ANTHONY. And then on Friday the 
question on all amendments to the pending 
amendment will be taken without debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. COLE. -I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
being made, it canuot be done. 

Mr: SHERMAN. Wait until this agree- 


| ment is understood. 


that it may appear in the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 

Senator from Ohio state his proposition, so 
Globe? ; 

Mr. THURMAN. l am requested by others 
to make au additional ameudment to it, to 
which I hope there will be no objection. My 
proposition is that this biil be now laid aside. 
I am willing that it shall be laid aside inform- 
ally, or that it be postponed until Friday, “so 
that it will be the unfinished business: for 
Friday. : f 

Several SeExaTORS. At twelve o'clock. >- 

Mr. CRAGIN. After tbe river and harbor 
and fortification bills have been disposed of. 

Mr. THURMAN. No, no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio will proceed and state the agree- 
ment without interraption. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is that this bill be 
laid aside and be the unfinished business at 
twelve o’clock on Friday; that on the propo- 
sition in regard to the pay of these mail con- 
tractors in the bill, and upon all ‘amendments 
that may be offered to that proposition, there 
shall be a vote without any debate whatso- 


ever. 

Mr. STEWART. Both in Committee of 
the Whole and in the Senate? : 

Mr. THURMAN, Both in Committee of 
the Whole and inthe Senate on this mail ques- 
tion. Iam asked all around to propose this 
further, that there shall be no attempt to 
rescind the rule in regard to amendments to 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. STEWARD. 
one thing. 

Mr. SHERMAN, (to Mr. Taurman.) You 
had better leave that alone. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Leave that out. $ 

Mr. THURMAN. For my own part I do 
not believe that rule can be rescinded, >- 


I have given notice as to’ 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. We. will 
trust to the Senate for that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 


objection made to the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Obio? 

Mr. COLE. I havea word tosay. I think 
it my duty to notify the Senate of the condi- 
tion of-its business, © We have had for the con- 
sideration of this bill last evening, the only 
time in which any progress has been made; 
we have been at it all day to-day and all this 
evening without making one step of advance. 
There are, as: I stated once before, other 
propositions in this bill of equal or greater 
importance with the one which has becy under 
discussion to day. If itis postponed til Friday, 
discussion may arise upon some one of those 
other propositions, and that day may be con- 
sumed, and Saturday also. Before ‘this: bill 
can become a law it will have to go back tothe 
House of Representatives, and almost neces- 
sarily go into a conference committee, which 
will require some time to consider it; and it 
has not been unusual at this session for con- 
ference committees to require two or three 
days in order to settle disputed questions iu a 
bill; and then atter that, these long biils will 
have to be enrolled, and to be examined after 
that by the President of the United States crit- 
ically. Thus you will see what chance there 
will be after all this routine of business, if the 
further consideration of the bill is postponed 
until Friday. à 

I bave oniy to state this: I shall make no 
objection, The whole business is in the hands 
of the Senate; bat ‘I think it my duty to in- 
form the country, if they choose to take notice 
of it, what is the condition of the business of 
the session. I want to say further that I shall 
no longer struggle for the consideration of this 
bill, and the Senate, after it is postponed to 


Friday, may take it as deliberately as they 
lease: > eio 
Mr. ANTHONY. Will the bill be in any 


better condition if we debate it until to-morrow 
night and remain just as we are now, as we 
probably shall, then it will be if we devòte 
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to-morrow to the transaction of that business 
which we. can „dispose of without this digcus- 


sion? , 
. Mr, ERELINGHUYSEN, I understand 
the Senator from California does not object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihopemy colleague will 
add that on Friday night we close this bill. « 

Mr, THURMAN. I wish to submit an 
alternative proposition, either one of which 
will be accepted... . 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from Ohio on my 
right (Mr. SHERMAN} asks that we also agree to 
sit this bill.out atthe Friday session. 

Mr. THURMAN and others. That is right. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Now we 
understand it. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irise toan inquiry, Mr. 
President, I wish to know if by agreeing to 
sit this bill out every gentleman binds his 
honor that he himself will stay here. I have 
been ill for a week, and I donot wantto prom- 
ise what I may not be able to perform. 

Mr. COLE. Of course not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state the proposition, The Chair under- 
stands the proposition to be that the further 
consideration of this bill be postponed until 
Friday at twelveo’clock, when itshall be taken 
up in. preference to all other business, and be 
proceeded with and no debate had on this 
pending question, nor on any amendment 
thereto, either in Committee of the Whole or 
in the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN, 
“out Friday. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Iunderstand all debate 
is excluded as to this section and amendments 
to it, and not as to other amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That is the 
understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. CONKLING. This is a new suggestion 
about sitting it out on Friday, 

Mr. SHERMAN, . We want to get it through 


on Friday. « ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish it to be under- 
stood that the unanimous consent will make 
this bill the order for Friday even as against 
the unfinished business of Thursday. 

Several Skvarons. Certainly, 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
so understands, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 wish to make this sug- 
gestion abont sitting it outs we cannot tell 
about sitting a bill out always for a certainty. 
There may be oxecutive business of import- 
ance. .For.oneI wish to enter a caveat against 


that, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, -‘The propo- 
sition of sitting out was not spoken of by the 
Chair as any part of the agreement. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is uo part of the 
arrangement? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection to the proposition ay stated 
by the Chair, and that is ordered. 


FORTIFICATION BILL, 


Mr. COLE. I move to take up the bill (H. 
R. No. 1671) making appropriations for the 
construction, preservation, and repairs of cer- 
tain fortifications and other works of defense, 

The motion was agreed to. i 

Mr. ANTHONY. We can pass that bill:in 
fifteen minutes, 

Mr. POOL. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. . 

Mr. COLE.. Willthe Senator withdraw that 
a moment? I presume this bill will not take 
five minutes, certainly not more than ten. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We can pass. it to- 
morrow. ; . 

Mr. POOL. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. : G : 

The motion was agreed to; and (at ten 
o'clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. i na a 


And that we sit the bill 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 6, 1872. 


`The Senate met at eleven: o’clock a m. 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owex, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. ` ` 

On motion of Mr. SAWYER, and by unan- 
imous consent, the reading of the Journal of 
yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAWYER. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to take up House bill No. 
1916. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall object to taking 
up anything until the morning business is 
through. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Irise to ask unanimous 
consent to call up a bill to which I hope the 
Senator from Illinois will not object. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall not object as 
soon as we get through with the morning 
business. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I desire to take it up, 
subject to the morniig business. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. l object to anything 
being taken up until the morning business is 
through, because that puts us at the mercy of 
a single Senator. i 

Mr. NORWOOD. Ht is merely a bill to 
relieve the disabilities of three or four parties. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ilinois objects. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below; 


The bill (H. R. No. 2908) establishing a post | 


route in Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Post Ollices and Post. Roads. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2969) to authorize and 
direct the Secretary of War to distribute arms 
and military equipments under the act of 
April 23, 1808, and the acts amendatory 
thereof—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2970) for the. relief 
of the widow and children of George Jones, 
deceased, of Daviess county, Kentucky—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2971) to relieve the 
political disabilities of Lucius J. Gartrell, of 
Fulton county, Georgia, and other persòns 
therein named—to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2072) for the relief of 
Rafael Madrazo—to the Committee on Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Finance unanimously to report 
a House bill and to ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. { shall have no objec- 
tion to its present consideration as soon as the 
morning business is through. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Nlinois objects. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
the moment. f 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to take upa bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business is not yet coneluded. 

Mr. HOWL. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 2886) for the relief of Marga- 
ret Fillebrown, to report. it back withoutamend- 
ment. This is a bill whicb was overlooked the 
other night by a mistake of the Senator from 
Iowa, [Mr. Wricar.] Itis.to pay the widow 


I withdraw it, then, for 


! of an officer lost in the Coosa river his salary 


to the end of the vear iu which he was lost, and 
if I do not get jt acted upon now it will prob- 
ably not pass at this session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stands the Senator from Hlinois to object. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do until the morning 
business:is over. ‘Then the Senate will not be 
at the mercy of a single individual: 


Mr. CRAGIN. Hewill withdraw the objec- 
tion in this case. as 
Mr. TRUMBULL. No, I will not in any 
case, hecause I cannot act impartially other- 
wise. I want to be understood—— 

Mr. HOWE. You are. 

Mr. TRUMBULL I myself have desired to 
get up a bill here time and again, but one 
single Senator objected and I could not do it, 
and the morning hour is used up in that way. 
That places Senators upon an inequality. Let 
the morning business run through, which will 
not take fifteen minutes, and then each Sen- 
ator, as he gets the flooor, if there is a major- 
ity with him, can have his business done. I 
do not wish to delay this bill, and I do not 
wish to be placed in the position of objecting. 

Mr. HOWE. This bill would have been 
passed half an hour ago if you had not ob- 
jected. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Perhaps it would, and 
it will pass just as, quickly alter the morning 
business is through, ae 

Mr. CRAGIN, The Senator will see that - 
one objection will defeat this bill because it 
has been reported this morning. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It will not. after the 
morning business is through. 

The VICE PRESIDENT... The Chair will 
continue the call for morning business. Re- 
ports of committees are still in order. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed hy the 
Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the,bill (H. R. No. 1869) for the better secur- 
ity of bank reserves and to facilitate bank 
clearing house exchanges, to report it back 
without amendment. This isa bill that the 
bankers and merchants of New York are very 
anxious to have passed—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is objec 
tion, however, entered to the passage of any 
bill until the morning business is concluded. 
If there be no further reports of committees, 
the introduction of bills is now in order. If 
there are no bills to be introduced, Senate 
resolutions are next in order. 


INTIMIDATION OF JURIES. 


Mr. STEWART. If the morning business 
is concluded I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of House bill No. 1017. 
It isa bill reported by the Judiciary Committee 
and it will not take a minute. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Let the title of the bill 
be read for information, ; 

The Corer Crerx. A bill (H. R. No. 
1017) to preventand punish the obstruction of 
the administration of justice in the courts of 
the United States. f 

Mr. CASSERLY. I imagine I know what 
that is. - i 

There being no objection, thè Senate, as in 
Committeeof the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. ; 

Mr. STEWART, The Committee on the 
Judiciary have reported the bill with an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute, and it is only 
necessary to read the substitute. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reading of 
the original bill will be dispensed with if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, which was to 
strike out all of the original bill after the 
enacting clause, and to insert in lieu thereof 
the following : 

That if any person or persons shall corruptly, or 
by threats or force, or by threatening letters, or any 
threatening communications, endeavor to influence, 
intimidate, or impede any grand or petit jury, or 
juror of any court of the United States in the dis- 
charge of his or their duty, or shall corruptly, or by 
threats or force, or by threatening letters, or any 
threatening communications, influence, obstruct, or 
impede, or endeavor to influence, obstruct, or im- 
pede the due administration of justice thercin, 
such person or persons so offending shall be liabla 
to prosecution. therefor by indictment, and. shall, 
on conviction thereof, be punished by. fine not ex- 
ceeding $3,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding 
three yéars, or by both, acdording to the aggravation 
of the offense. Andif any person or persons shall 
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attempt to infiuence the action or decision of any 
grand or petit juror upon any issue or matter pend- 
ing before such juror, or before the jury of which he 
is a member, or pertaining to his or their duties, by 


writing or sending to hini any letter or letters, or | 
any.communication in print or writing in relation to | 
such issue or matter, without the order previously | 
obtained of the court before which the said juror is | 


summoned, such person or persons so offending shall 
he deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be 
liable to prosecution therefor by indictment or in- 
formation, and shall, on conviction thereof, be pun- 
ished by fine not exceeding $1,000, or by imprison- 
ment not exceeding six months, or by both such 


fine and imprisonment, according tothe aggravation || 


of the offense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to’ the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendment be 
engrossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 

BANK RESERVES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now lI ask the Senate to 
put on its passage the bill I reported this 
morning. Itis House bill No. 1869. If there 
is any objection to it, let it go for the ses- 
sion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) This bill being reported 
to-day, can be considered only by unanimous 
consent. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1869) for the better 
security of bank reserves and to facilitate 
bank clearing-house exchanges. The bill 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to 
receive United States notes on deposit, with- 
out interest, from national banking associa- 
tions, in sums not less than $10,000, and to 
issue certificates therefor in such form as the 
Secretary may prescribe, in denominations of 
not less than $5,000 ; which certificate is to be 
payable on demand in United States notes, at 
the place where the deposits were made. The 
second section provides that the United States 
notes so deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States shall not be counted as part 
of the legal reserve, but the certificates issued 
therefor may be held and counted by national 
banks as part of their legal reserve, and may 
beaccepted in the settlement of clearing-house 
balances at the places where the deposits 
therefor were made. The. third section pro- 
vides that nothing contained in the act shall be 
construed to authorize any expansion or con- 
traction of the currency, and the United States 
notes for which such certificates are issued, 
or other United States notes of like amount, 
are to be held as special deposits in the Treas- 


ury, and used only for the redemption of such | 


certificates. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance whether 
there is any law that will make those certifi- 
cates bear any interest? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill expressly pro- 
vides that they shall not bear any interest. 
will state that this is simply to allow United 
States notes to be deposited in the Treasury, 
and these certificates are received instead of 
a clearing-house exchange. I have examined 
the matter carefully, because I had some doubt 
about it myself at first. The bill passed the 
House of Representatives unanimously ; Leon- 
sulted the Secretary of the Treasury in regard 
to it, and the members of the Committee on 
Finance concluded that it might facilitate 
exchanges and could do no possible harm. 

Mr. THURMAN. Isiit simply to have an 
instrument of exchange of a large amount? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ofnot less than $5,000. 

Mr. COLE. -I will make an inqgziry. I 
suppose this bill authorizes another descrip- 
tion of United States securities ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. It author- 
izes certificates that are jast exactly like the 
gold certificates, except that one is payable 
in currency and the other payable in gold. I 
think there can be no objection to it. 


| to the Government. 


Mr. COLE. I shall not object to it, but I 
have great doubt as to its propriety. 

The bill was reported to the Senate: without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
+ LOST TOBACCO. 

Mr. BAYARD. I report from the Com- 
mittee on Finance House bill No. 2719, and 
ask for its present consideration, F 

By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. No. 
2819) for cancellation of bonds for manufac- 
tured tobacco lost on steamer George P. Up- 
ton, bètween the cities of Richmond and New 
York, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the production of proof satis- 


| factory to him cf the loss at sea of any manu- 


factured tobacco on board the steamer George 
P. Upton, by accidental fire, without fraud, 
collusion, or negligence on the part of the own- 
ers of the manufactured tobacco, while the 
same was in custody of the United States in 
transitu to bonded warehouses in New York 
city, to cancel such bonds as may have been 
given to secure the payment of the tax thereon 
If any portion of the 
taxes covered by any of the bonds are pro- 
tected by insurance, the amount of the insur- 
ance is to be paid to the proper officers of the 
United States before the bonds of the persons 
entitled to the benefit of such insurance shall 
be canceled. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. ; 

POINT LOOKOUT RAILROAD. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent 
to consider House bill No. 1916. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 
1916) to authorize the Washington City and 


| Point Lookout Railroad Company to extend 


a railroad into and within the District of 
Columbia, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Let the bill be read. 
Nobody states what it is. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is simply to authorize a 


railroad in Maryland to come to the other side | 


of the Anacostia river. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The 
read, anyhow. ; 

Mr. SAWYER. I want it taken up., 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What committee does 
that bill come from? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SAWYER. Jt was reported from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia by the 
Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Vicxrrs.] 

Mr. VICKERS. - I will only state that there 
is a charter for this company from the State 
of Maryland, and the road is now in course of 
construction to the District line, and this bill 
is drawn in conformity with the law of Mary- 
land, to authorize the road to come within the 
District to the Eastern Branch. The com- 
pany has been incorporated by the State of 
Maryland, and has no right, of course, to 
bring its road into the District without author- 
ity of the United States. This bill is merely 
to continue the road from the line of the 
District to the Eastern Branch of the Poto- 
mac. There is ample provision for the con- 
demnation of land, which is not to be taken 
until paid for, with the right of appeal. It is 
bringing another road into the city from an 
important point. i 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have no amendment 
to offer, but I wish to know why the time of 
Congress should be occupied in granting special 
acts for the incorporation of railroads within 
the District of Columbia, if I am right in the 
supposition that we have a general act for that 
purpose. I should like to be satisfied on that 
point before I consent to let this bill go through. 
Of course Congress has no right to charter: a 


bill ought to be 


{at this time. 


| railroad iw the- State of Maryland, and that is 


not pretended; but ifthe object beto give this 
road a charter in the District of Columbia, if 
Iam right in the supposition that there is a. 
geueral law for that purpose, Congress should 
not be troubled with special acts. If I am 
wrong, of course it removes that objection. 


There may be other objections to the -bill, 


however, on its merits. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not know whether 
there is a general law on the subject or not; 
but with this bill before me I wish to suggest 
some amendments. The firstone ison page 8, 
lines thirteenand fourteen. This bill provides 
that the company when it wishes to condemn 
land shall “apply to a justice of the peace of 
the county of Washington, who shall there- 
upon issue his. warrant, under his hand and 
seal, directed to the marshal of said District, 
requiring him to summon a jury of twenty 
citizens of the said District,’ who ‘are an 
inquest to assess the damages of the owner of 
the property which istaken, It does not seem 
to me that that selection of a jary ought to be 
left to any one of the multitedinous justices of 
thé peace. I do not know how many justices 
of the peace there are in this city. I madean 
inquiry once, and I was told there were over | 
one hundred. Some member of the District 
Committee reported a year or two ago that 
there were over one hundred. I do not think 
the company ought to be allowed to select any 
one of these hundred’ justices of the peace to 
summon this jury. My friend from Maryland 
tells me it is the law of Maryland, but I do not 
know any other State that vests such a power 
in a simple justice of the peace, I move to 
strike out ‘justice of the peace in the county 
of Washington,” and to insert “judge of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia.”’ 

Mr. HARLAN. I am of the impression 
that this bill cannot pass without constiminga . 
good deal of time, and I do not think that the 
twenty or thirty minutes remaining of the 
moe hour ought to be taken up with such 
a bill. 

‘Mr. THURMAN. Why is it to take time? 

Mr. SAWYER. It will not take five min- 


utes. 

Mr. HARLAN. I understand there is eon- 
siderable opposition to this bill, ‘growing out 
of the fact that there is another railroad lo~ 
cated substantially on the same line, and that 
it would bring up a discussion of the rival 


| interests of the two companies. 


Mr. THURMAN. . Iknow nothing of that. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish the Senate would 
allow this bill to go on for a few minutes until 
we see whether it develops opposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let them both come in. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not seeany reason for 
keeping the people who are working on this 
railroad from coming to the Eastern Branch 
I do not imagine anybody is 
going to oppose it. The amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio I have no objection to. 

Mr. HARLAN. As I was observing, I 


| think the bill will consume some time. 


would not be willing to go for it myself unless 
I became satisfied it was not intended merely 
to obstruct the construction of the other road. 
Those of us who have been in Washington 


| temporarily for a good many years last past, 


have learned that this is one mode of pre- 
venting the construction of roads. “When one 
company is organized and about to get under 
headway, another company will get a charter 
and in this way obstruct the work on the part 
of the first company. We all know that there 
has been a chartered company to build a rail- 
road from this to the Point of Rocks up the 
Potomac river for the last fifteen years, and 
no such road has yet been built. No other 
company will undertake to build a road‘on 
that line, because they may be impeded at any 
time by this formerly chartered’ corporation. 
If I remember correctly, during the present 


-session of Congress a company was chartered 
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to. build a road. down the Potomac substan- 
tially on tbe same line with this company, and 
they are at ‘work in: building their road and 
have a large body of men now engaged in con- 
structing it. 

. Mr. NYE. On. the other side of the river. 
. Mr. HARLAN. It-may be on the other 
side of the river; but it is on substantially the 
same line, intended to supply the commercial 
wants of the same district of people. Know- 
ing that this is so, I suppose as a matter-of 
course-this bill will elicit some debate. There 
are but a few minutes left of the morning 
hour. I have been very anxious to get up a 
bill myself that will occupy but a few min- 
utes. I know there are other Senators that 
have bills which they wish taken up that will 
not elicit any debate whatever, and on this 
account I think it will be no more than right 
for the Senator from South Carolina to per- 
mit this measure to be passed. over for the 
present. 

Mr. SAWYER. As I did not have the op- 
portunity to say a word about this bill before 
it was taken out of my hands entirely, L should 
like the opportunity to say one or two words. 

Mr. HARLAN. Lam perfectly willing to 
hear the Senator make an explanation if he 

` wishes to do g0. 

Mr. SAWYER. I imagined that the usage 
of the Senate was to allow. the Senator who 
moved a bill to say something about it, 

Mr. HARLAN., Certainly, L am perfectly 
willing to hear the honorable Senator, 

Mr. SAWYER. 1 will say that so far from 
this being a charter got up to obstruct another 
railroad, the railroad is now being graded on 
the Maryland side of the line ; the company 
are going on in good faith to do tbe work, and 
all they ask is to continue, for the short dis- 
tance in which the track lies in this District, 
the work they are already doing on the Mary- 
land side of the line. ldo not imagine that 
it is the business of the Congress of the United 
States to be trying to prevent railroads coming 
into this District, which we all profess so much 
to desire. Neither do I imagine that it is our 
business here to protect the interest of any par- 
ticular railroad by forbidding another one to 
come into this District, ‘Tho interesta ot the 
public have something to do with this matier as 
well as the interests of a particular railroad 
company who previously had a charter. This 
dues not bring the railroad into the city of 
Washington at all. It simply’ brings it to the 
other side of the Eastern Branch, It leaves 
to subsequent legislation the mode in which it 
shall enter this city. It leaves the location of 
a station and all that to subsequent legislation, 
Jt provides for the protection of all private 
rights and in a manner very carefully guarded, 
watched by tho Senator from Maryland, whe 
has given careful consideration to every pro- 
vision of this bill, I cau see no reason why 
it should elicit opposition unless it is desired 
to keep the railroad business on that side of 
the river in the hands of a single company, 

Mr. VICKERS. With reference to the road 
spoken of by the Senator from lowa, I under- 
stand itis to strike the Baltimore and Potomac 
road about ten miles from Washington. This 
is a road directly to the Eastern Branch. 1 
cannot see that there is any rivalry between 
them. They have both been incorporated by 
my State, and both are now in process of con- 
struction. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
tion to the passage of the bill. 
posed it would elicit debate. If it can go 
through without debate, | have no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, on Mon- 
day last l gave this notice to the Senate: 

“TI desire to 
day, attempt to vindicate the memory of a dead per- 
sonal friend from the foul aspersions cast upon him 
on this fluor. M. Stanton was while living my 


personal friend, aud I bonor. his memory, and I 
shall attempt a viudication ot it.” 


At that time no response had been made to 


I only sup- 


I have no personal objec- | 


give notice that I shall, at an early | 


the assaults upon the reputation of the late E. 
M. Stanton, and I felt it to be my duty to make 
some remarks in his defense ; but since that 
time I have listened to so able and so exhaust- 
ive adefense from the Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. Carpenter] and the Senator from Ihi- 
nois [Mr. Logax] thatl do not now. deem it 
necessary for me to make an extended speech. 
I find that the strongest and most pertect de- 
fense of the memory of E. M. Stanton is his 
own language. I ask the Secretary to read 
the matter to which I took exception. 

The PRESIDING OFBICER. The Senator 
from Micmigan rises to a personal explana- 
tion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall be very brief, 
and may as well make it upon this bill. I shall 
occupy but a few minutes in making the state- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper 
sent up to the desk will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following extract 
from Mr. Sumyen’s speech of Friday last: 


“Something also must be attributed to individual 
character; aud hore I express no opinion of my 
own; ishali allow another to speak in solemn words 
echoed from the tomb, 

“On reaching Washington at the openingof Con- 
gress in December, 1869, I was pained to hear that 
Mr. Stanton, lately Secretary of War, was in failing 
hoalth. Full of gratitudo for his unsurpassed 
services, and with a sentiment of friendship quick- 
ened by common political sympathies, 1 lost no time 
in seeing bim, and repented my visits until his 
death, toward the close of thesame month. My last 
visit was murked by a communication never to be 
forgotton. As I entered bis bed-room, whero [found 
him reclining on a sofa, propped by pillows, be 
reached out bis hand, already clammy cold, and in 
reply to my inquiry, * How are you?’ answered, 
‘Waiting for my furlough.’ Then at onee with 
singular solemnity ho suid, ‘I have something to 
suy to you? When Iwas seated he proceeded with- 
ont one word of introduction: ‘i know General 
Grant better than auy other person in the country 
can know him. Tt wasmy duty to study bim, and I 
didso night and day, when Isaw him and when £ 
did not sec him, and now Lteli you what I know, 
he cunnot govern this country? The intensity of his 
manner and the positivenessof bis judgement sur- 
prised me, for though I was aware that tho late 
Sceretary of War did not place the President very 
high in general capacity, I was not prepared forn 
Judgment so strongly couched. At last, after some 
delay, oceupicdin meditating hisremarkable words, 
L observed, ‘Whatyou say is very bread.’ ‘It is 
ag truo as it is broad,’ he replied promptly, I 
added, ` You nro tardy; you tell this late; why did 
you not say it beforo his nomination ? He 
answored that he was not consulted about the 
nomination, and had no opportanity of expressing 
his vpinion upon it, besides being much occupied at 
the time by his duties as Secretary of War and his 
contest with the President. I followed by saying, 
‘But you took partin the presidential election, and 
mado a succession of speeches for him in Olio and 
Ponnaylvania.” ‘1 spoke,’ said bo,‘ but I never 
introduced the name of General Grant. I spoke for 
the Republican party ond the Republican cause.’ 
This was the last time I saw Mr, Stanton. A few 
days later I followed him to the gravo where he 
now rests; As the vagaries of the President became 
more manifest, and tho presidential office seemed 
more and more a plaything and perquisito, this 
dying judgment of the great. citizen who knew him 
so well haunted mo constantly day and nigut, and F 
now communicate it to my country, feeling that it is 
a legacy which I have no right to withhold. Beyond 
the intrinsic ivterest from its author, itis not without 
value as testimony in considering how the President 
could have been lead into that Quixotism of 
personal pretension which it is my duty to expose.” 


Mr.. CHANDLER. Mr. President, that 
statement was so at variance with expressions 
made to me by the late E. M. Stanton that I felt 
called upon to give my own recollection and 
that of others with regard to that subject; but 
since then I have ascertained that his own lan- 
guage is his best vindication. You will notice, 
Mr. President, that Mr. Stanton is made to 
say that he never mentioned the name of Gen- 
eral Grant. I now ask the Clerk to read the 
marked passages in the speech that lies be- 
fore him of E. M. Stanton, delivered at Steu- 
benville, Ohio, during the campaign of 1868. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“These friends who had resisted the war at every 
stage were equally bold and confident in their 
expectation that their hour of triumph wasathand; 
but those hopes and expectations were doomed to 
an ignominous overthrow at the polls by the election 
of Abraham Lincoln, and on the field of battle by 


our Army under thd command of General Grant. 
[Applause ” kad * + * * kd Lai = 


“ The result was decisive. Twenty-one States, with 
two hundred and thirteen electoral votes, from two 
millions of people, supported their Government. 
The estimate of General Grant upon this resuit is 
expressed in the following telegram: 


City Porst, November 10, 1864—10:30 p. m. 

Hon. Epwin M. Sranron, Secretary of War + 

Enough now seems to be known to say who is to 
hold the reigns of Government for the next four 
years. Congratulate the President for this double 
victory. [Applause.}] The election having passed 
off quietly, with no bloodshed or riot througout the 
land, is a victory worth more to the country than a 
battle won, 
itso. 


Rebeldom and Europe will construe 
U. 8. GRANT, Lieutenant General. 


“ Encouraged thus by the people, by the Army, by 
the great commander, on tho Ist of January, 1864, 
Abraham Lincoln struck a blow at the root of the 
rebellion, by the emancipation proclamation, lib- 
erating four millions of slaves—strengthening our 
Army, and carrying dismay into the hearts of the 
rebels. [Applause]? *  * & #& # č & 

‘Others for reasons needless to be discussed, are 
still a dead letter, and they will remain so until 
General Grant shall be elected President of the 
United States. {Applause.] General Grant, then, 
stands this day before you, the foremost military 
commander in the world, with peace as bis watch- 
word. [Renewedapplnuse.] Why should he not bo 
elected? [A voice. ' Ho will.’] What reason has 
any lover of his country for not voting for him? 
By bis side stands Schuyler Colfax, who, by his own 
energy and industry, hasadvanced from the position 
ofa printer to the ofiice of the Speaker, and tor three 
successive terms has filled that high office with 
honor and distinction.” a 

~“ Again I ask, what reason has any man to. vote 
against General Grant? His capacity and integrity 
in civil administration were equally manifest through 
the vast territory in which be operated. Then 
again, I say, if you would hide from the boy the 
reusket his father carried at Vicksburg, or upon 
Lookout Mountain, or through the Wilderness, or 
Richmond, at the Five Forks, or at the Appomattox 
Court-House, or when hoe shouldered his knapsack 
and musket, and marched with two hundred thou- 
sand men of his fellow-soldiers through the streets 
of Washington, around tbe Capitol and the Presi- 
dent’s House, that be defended with his life for 
years, on the long marches, the wearisome sieges, 
and all the storm of battle, then voto against Gen- 
oral Grant, that the boy may not hang bis head in 
shame when he beholds the father’s musket over the 
mantel-picce or fire-place.”  * k a r 

“Tf there is any man among you that would rè- 
verse the order of history, and would bring shamo 
and reproach upon your Army and Navy—who 
would have your commander deliver up bis sword, 
humbly bowing before the rebel commander—let 
that mau vote against Grant, but never azain call 
himself an American citizen, [Loud cheers.) If 
there is any man who desires to seo, and whose cye- 
balls would not burn like fire to behold, Leo upon 
the steps of the portico of the Capitol with Preston 
and Forrest of Fort Pillow betore him, and the 
confoderate army around and in front of hin, listen- 
ing to the rebel yell as it was heard upon the field 
of battle, and in the New York convention, [loud 
cheers,] let such a man vote against Graut, and go 
to Washington on the 4th of March next to behold 
the Government turued over to the rebels,” 

* + kd * * * * * $ * * 

“Mr, Stanton concluded with an eloquent appeal 
to all the Joyal people, to all who love their country 
at heart, to work assiduously, to work with ardor, 
and, by theelection of General Grant, give liberty, 
contentment, and happiness to the nation forever.” 


Mr. CHANDLER. I have here also a 
series of five speeches made by the late 1. M, 
Stanton during that political campaign, in 
every one of which he alludes to General 
Grant in the highest terms, not only as to his 
military capaci.y, but as to his civil capacity. 

Mr. President, I had occasion in company 
with Mr. Wade, formerly Senator from Olio, 
as member of the Committee on the Conduct 
of the War, to see Mr. Stanton I think on an 
average oncea day during the whole war, and 
Į was in the habit of visting him up to the 
time of his death, and never under any. cir- 
cumstances did he express in my presence any 
but the highest opinion of General Grant both 
as to his military capacity and as to his civil 
capacity, 

Mr. President, on the Friday before the 
death of E. M. Stanton, i had occasion to 
visit him in company with two friends, mem- 
bers of the otber House, one Hon. Judge 
Beaman, then a member from Mic..igan, the 
other Judge COXGER, now a member from 
Michigan. We had that day a long interview 
of not less than an hour and a half, wherein 
Mr. Sianton expressed the highest opinion of 
President Grant, both as to his military and 
civil capacity. I awaited an interview with 
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these parties before making this statement, and 
their recollection is the same as my own. 

I have likewise beld two or three interviews 
with Seuator Wade since then, and his recol- 
lection of the expressions of the late E. M. 
Stanton is equally strong as my own to-day. 
Mr. Stanton said in the presence of two wit- 
nesses, ‘The country knows General Grant 
to be a great warrior; I know he will prove a 
great civilian.” ; 

Now, Mr. President, it strikes me in this 
way: either E. M. Stanton told a deliberate 
untruth, or the Senator from Massachusetts 
is mistaken. The President of the United 
States always expressed the highest opinion of 
E. M. Stanton. I had occasion soon after the 
inauguration of President Grant to ask him 
to confer a certain position upon Mr. Stanton 
without the knowledge of Mr. Stanton. Said 
he, ‘‘ Mr. Stanton deserves the gratitude of 
this nation and is entitled to any place he will 
acceptunder this Government.” That was the 
response made to me; and at the funeral of 
the late E. M. Stanton I told the President 
over the bier: ‘Mr, Stanton not only sacri- 
ficed his life to his country, but he has sacri- 
ficed his fortune and has left his family desti- 
tute. To-night there is to be a gathering at 
the house of Mr. Hooper to see what means 
can be taken to raise lunds to place this fam- 
ily out of .want.’? When Mr. Stanton was 
appointed Secretary of War he had a practice 
worth from twenty to twenty-five thousand 
dollars a year, owned his house, free of debt, 
and had some fifty or sixty thousand dollars 
besides. While he was Secretary of War he not 
only exbausted all his loose capital in the ex- 
pense of living, but left his family in debt. I 
staied this to the President at-that time, Said 
he, ** Will you do me the favor, sir, to put my 
name down for $1,000 upon that list as my 
subscription to the Stanton fund?’ I said 
u Certainly, sir, I will do so; and I did so, 
and the check to pay that $1,000 passed through 
my hands, 

Although that meeting was held at the house 
of Mx. Hooper, I did not know that the Sen- 
ator trom Mussachuseits who brings Mr. Stan- 
ton upon the stand, a dead man, to testify 
against the living, was a contributor to that 
fund; but I do know that that subscription of 
U. S. Graut, who was not a man of wealth, of 
$1.000, enabled us to raise that fund up to 
over oue hundred and. forty thousand dollars, 
which is to-day invested for the benefit of the 
family of the late Edwin M. Sianton, thus 
placing them out of want and in apparent 
affluence, 

Mr. President, the relations between the 
President of the United States and the late 
Secretary Stanton were of remarkable kindli- 
ness. Never did Í hear either express any but 
the highest esteem and regard for the other. 
I saw Mr. Stanton, as I said, almost every day, 
at least very frequen'ly and up to the time of 
his death. The last interview was on the Fri- 
day before his death. I called on Saturday 
aud t called on-Sunday, but he was tov ill to 
see me, and I think the last interview he ever 
had was the interview with me in the presence 
of these two living witnesses. 

Mr. President. 1 hold in my hand a letter 
which carries this up to the hour of his death, 
which | wiil ask the Clerk to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

Wasuineron, D. C., June 3, 1872. 

Siz: In reply to your note I have the honor to 

state that the late Hon. E. M., Stanton was so deeply 


interested in the election of General Grant to the 
Presidency that, against my protest, he took part in 


the campaign, speaking and ‘traveling when his: 


physical condition made such exertion exceedingly 
prejudicial, and that he never gave me any reason 
to believe that the result of that election was not 
gratifying and acceptable to him, or to think that 
“his opinion of or feelings toward ” President Grant 
had changed in any respect. 

The last time that Lremember him to havespoken 
tome of the President, it was.in the kindest terms 
and with gratification at the appointment to the 
Supreme Court | ne then tendered him. i i 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant. ; 
j ; J. K. BARNES. 


| bloodiest part of the fight. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Surgeon General Båtnes 
was his attending physician at the hour òf his 
death. - According to his testimony, from the 
hour I last saw him up to the time of his death, 
there was no change, so far as can be known. 

In another part of this speech the President 
is arraigued as a great gift-taker. Sir, Gen- 
eral Grant was a great taker. Few men have 
ever been as eminent as takers. He took 
Fort Donaldson with some twenty or thirty 
thousand soldiers; and he took Shiloh, and 
took Vicksburg, and took the Wilderness and 
Murfreesborough and Appomattox and all the 
rebel material of war. He with his armies 


took the shackles from four million slaves. 


And, sir, after he had taken the vitals out of 
the rebellion he was urged by his friends to 
accept a small donation to take himself out of 
the hands of poverty, a thing that has been 
done by all nations and by all grateful peoples 
in all ages of the world. Sir, he is to be 
arraigned as a great gift-taker because he ac- 
cepted the voluntary subscriptions of a grate- 
ful people! 

Why,- sir, there were few men of capacity, 
few men of fitness to occupy positions under 
this Government, who did not subscribe, 
gratefully, anxiously subscribe to that fund to 
relieve U. S. Grant from his poverty. And yet 
he is to be arraigned here as a gift-taker, as 
though that was a crime. : i 

Mr. President, there are two classes of peo- 
ple in this worid, and we see specimens of 
them both. We have great o-ra-tors and great 
men of business. On this floor our o-ra-tors 
have occupied the time of this session to* the 
exclusion of business, and while these o-7a-tors 
have been wasting the time of this body to 
the detriment of the business of the nation, 
willing to indulge in windy orations at the 
expense of the Government, U. S. Grant, 
President of the United States, has been 


| managing the affairs of this nation better than 


they were ever managed before. While your 
o-ra tors were here delivering windy words, 
he was paying tbe national debt faster than 
these o-ra-tors could count it. While they 
were o rat-ing, he was negotiating treaties 
and attending to the civil service of the nation. 
While they were o-rat ing upon this floor dur- 
ing the war, he was winning victories in the 
Aud uow, while 
they are o-rat-ing on this floor, he is endear- 
ing himself tu the hearts of the whole people 
of this land as no other man ever did. Stan 
ton was prophetic: be is not only great in 
war, but he is greater as a civilian. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, one word. 
I shall read a letter which wiil be answer 
enough. Before that 1 contents myself with 
deciaring that Mr. Stanton did say to me what 
I have reported ; he said it solemnly and point- 
edly. That, sir, Laffirm before this Chamber. 
in saying that he never introduced the name 
of Grant he doubtless meant that he did not 
speak for him but for the Republican party, 
and all the speeches adduced show how true 
that was. 

Now, sir, I read a letter that I have received 
this morning: 

PHILADELPHIA, June 4, 1872, 


Drar Mr. Sumner: The late Secretary Stanton 
not ouce merely, but several times expressed to. me 
substantiaily the same opinion of General Grant 
that he did to you, with the addition that General 
Grant hud been greatly overrated asa military com- 
mander, As to the latter point L recall a long con- 
versation. with him atter the fighting at Spottsyl- 


vania Court-Louse, in which he (S.) expressed more. 


apprehension of the results of the campaign than 
I had ever known him to feel concerning any 
campaign. He felt that he could not continue to 
fill up the awful gaps made by Lee in our ranks 
without a further call on the loyal States for troops. 
But I suppose you know all about that. During a 
portion of this conversation be kept CHANDLER coul- 


i ing his heels in the ante-room, in order to finish 


what he Had to say to me, a mere Bohemian, 
although I twice suggested that it would be indec- 
orous for me to remain while a Senator desired an 
audience, *  % * * & * F  & 
Yours, very truly, . HORACE WHITE. 
Mr. THURMAN. Mr: President, after 
this clear and succinct statement— > 


from Massachasetts state whether that Horace 
White, as the letter is dated at: Philadelphia, 
is not Horace White, of Chicago, and not of 
Pennsylvania. i 

Mr. SUMNER. Of Chicago. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Editor of the Chicago 
Tribune. ; 

Mr. THURMAN. After this very clear 
statement of the purpose of this little railroad 
bill by the Senator from Michigan, and of the 
merits of the bill, [laughter,] I ought not to 
say a word more, I suppose, upon the bill, or 
offer to amend it. Still, notwithstanding all 
the eulogies that have been pronounced on 
the bill, L think it does need a little amend- 
ment. In the third section 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the Senator from Ohio 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. THURMAN. Tbe Senator wants to 
pass a bill; he-will succeed in that a great 
deal better if he will let me say what [am 
going to say: ` | move to strike out all of the 
third section afier the word ‘‘court,’’ in the 
fourteenth line. The part that I move tostrike 
out is a clause that aliows the railroad com- 
pany to take possession of the land before 
paying for it, providing that where there is an 
appeal from the verdict of the jury to the 
Supreme Court by the land-owner the com- 
pany may give a bond indouble the amount of 
the assessment of the jury that they will abide 
the judgment of the court, aud then they may 
take possession of the land. My own judg- 
ment is that that is not in accordance with the 
provision of the Constitution. L think that 
the Constitution requires, and justly requires, 
that the condemnation shall be complete and 
the money paid or tendered before the com- 
pany takes the land; and therefore I move to 
strike out that portion of the third section. 

‘fhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have looked through this 
bill since I-have been in my seat, and there are 
several things about it in regard to-which I 
wish information. In the first place we are 
reénacting seyeral sections of the law of Mary- 
land under which this company was incorpor- 
ated without a knowledge of what those sec- 
tions are, what powers and privileges they 
confer. The first section of the bill, for in- 
stance, confers upon this company ‘‘ the same 
powers, rights, and privileges,” and makes 
them ‘subject to the same restrictions in the 
extension and construction of their said road 
into and within said District, as they may ex- 
ercise or are subject to under the said act of 
the General Assembly of Maryland.” The 
same thing occurs in another portion of the 
bill. That is a provision the exact purport 
and effect of which I should like to have 
explained. 

But there is another part of the bill in regard 
to which I wish to make a motion before | get 
that explanation. I am-informed that the 
length of this road is about twelve to sixteen 
miles over territory that presents no obstacles 
to the speedy completion of the road. I am 
in favor of as many railroads to Washington 
as we can have wherever properly organized 
companies can build them. ‘The last section 
gives this company two years in which to com- 
mence this road, and four years in which to 
complete it. That, it seems to me, is prepos- 
terous for a road only sixteen miles loug. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Three. 

Mr. SCOTT. Only three mileslong! Then 
it ought. to be built in six months, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes 
the duty of the Chair to arrest the progress 
of this bill and call up the unfinished business 
of yesterday, the fortification bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope the Senator from 
California will yield informally to allow the 
vote to be taken on this bill. 

Mr. COLE. I prefer to go on with the reg- 
ular order. It will take buta few minutes. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator insists upon 
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it, it will be toolate, as Tunderstand. I think 
we can pass the bill in a few minutes, : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
is made, and the appropriation bill will be 
read. > ; i 
Mr. HARLAN. I would appeal to the Sen- 
ator from California to allow me to call up a 
House bill that I have been trying a whole 
week to getup. It relates toa few thousand 
Indians in the Staté of New York who have 
been living.in:a very unsatisfactory condition 
for along time. This bill makes provision 
for the sale of a part of their lands with a 
view of settling the title to the residue of 
them. It will not occupy more than four or 
five minutes to pass it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
roy.) Is there objection to allowing the un- 
finished business to be laid aside informally to 
take up the bill of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SAWYER. I object, and I will state 
the reason for my objection. -We have spent 
thirty minutes on this railroad bill; im. five 
more we can finish it; and Ido not see the 
propriety of laying it aside for the purpose of 
taking up another bill in’ the same way. 
think it is not a business way to do. 

Mr. COLE. I do not propose to lay aside 
any bill, but to go on with the regular order. 


PETITION. 


Mr. ALCORN presented.a petition of citi- 
zens of Tennessee, praying an appropriation 
for the improvement of the Forked Deer river; 
which was referred to the Committce on Com- 
merce. 

FORTIFICATION BILU, 


The Senate, as in-Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
1671) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, preservation, and repairs of certain fort- 
ifications and other works of defense. 

The bill was reported to the Seuate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SENECA INDIANS IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
2264. It is the bill that I referred to just now, 
which is of a good deal of interest to some peo- 
ple in New York. 

Mr, CHANDLER. 
would call up the river and harbor bill, 

Mr. HARLAN. This will not take five 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
ag in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (IL. R. No. 2264) to authorize 
the Cattaraugus and Alleghany Indians in New 
York to lease lands and confirm leases. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs propose to 
amend the bill by striking out after the enact- 
ing cliuse the first and second sections, in the 
following words: 

That the Cattaraugus and Alleghany Indians, 
located in Cattaraugus county, New York, are here- 
by authorized, by a resolution of their council, 
according to theirsystem of government, to lease any 
of their lands for village lots in the village of Sala- 
manea, in said county, for the purpose of erecting 
thereon any private residences or business houses ; 


and the above provisions shall also apply to the vil- | 


Jages of Great Valley and Carrolton, in said county ; 
and all leases heretofore made by said Indians in 
council, as aforesaid, are hereby confirmed. 

Sec. 2. Phat said Indian council is hereby author- 
ized; by resolution as aforesaid, to designate and set 
apart to any Indian of either of said tribes any quan- 


tity of land on either of said reservations, not ex- | 
ceeding fifty acres, for agricultural purposes, which 


suid Indian may occupy, improve, and enjoy thesame 
ag though he wore the owner in fee-simple. ` 
And inserting in lieu thereof: 

That the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to negotiate with the Seneca Indians, residing 
upon the Alleghany and Cattaraugus reservationsin 
tbe State of New York, for a cession to the United 
States.of the easterly portion ofthe Alleghany reser- 
vation, containing not more than fifteen thousand 
acres ofjund, and to cause the samc to be surveyed 
into farm and town lots of convenient size, and after 
appraisal of the value of the said lots, exclusive of 
the improvements put thereon by white settlers or 
railroad corporations, holding as lessees under color 
of title from the said Indians, by three appraisers, 


I gave notice that I! 


one to.be appointed by the President, one by said 
Indians in council, and one by the Governor of the 
State of Massachusetts, to sell the same at public 
auction, for not less than the appraised value, to the 
highest bidder for cash: Provided, That any white 
settler or railroad corporation owning the improve- 
ments thereon slali have the prior right to purckaso 
the lot or lots oceupied by them and held under 
color, of title as aforesaid at-the appraised value. 
But in case such lot or lots so purchased shall not 
be paid for within ninety days after notification of 
the appraisal, the lot or lotsshall besold tothe high- 
est bidder as aforesaid at not lessthan the appraised 


value. And any Indian may purchase the lot upon 


which his improvements exist, not cxeeéding forty 
acres, at the appraised value,’ exclusive of the inmi- 
provements; and in case of his failure to make such 
purchase and payment, then the. value of his im- 
provements on any such tot shall be paid to him out 
of the proceeds‘of said sales. ` 

Sec. 2. That the Seeretary of the Treasury shall 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to tbe owners of the preémptive right 
a fee of the said Alleghany and Cattaraugus reserva- 
tions, upon their relinquishing their title to such 
reservations to the said Indians, or to the Secretary 
of the Interior for their benefit, in such form 
and manner as the Attorney General may pre- 
scribe, the appraised value of the said preémptive 
right or fee not exceeding five dollars per acre of the 
contonts of the said two resérvations, such value to 
be ascertained by appraisers, one Lo be appointed by 
the President, one by the said owners of the pre- 
emptive right or fee, and one by the Governor of the 
State of Massachusetts. 

Src. 3, That the proceeds of sale to arise from the 
said lands directed to be sold as aforesaid shall be 
applied, in the first instance, to reimburse the 

nited States the moneys paid to the owners of the 
preémptive right or fea as above provided, and the 
residue shall be paid tothe said Indians per capita. 

Sec. 4, That whenever the said Indians shall ex- 
press their dosiro for the subdivision of the residue 
of the said Alleghany reservation and the said Cat- 
taraugus reservation inopen council, in such man- 
ner as the President may prescribe, it shall bo the 
duty of tho Secretary of the Interior to cause the 
said lands to be surveyed into tracts of convenient 
and suitable size, and to allot the same in severalty 
to the mombers of said Seneca tribe of Indians 
legally entitled to an interest in snid reservations, 
share and share aliko in value, exclusive of im- 
provements, and, as far as pravticablo, so as to 
includo the improvements owned by each on tho 
tract allotted to him, and to give to each a patent 
tor his said allotment, without: the power of alien- 
ation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


‘The bill was reported. to the Senate as 
amended,and the amendment was concurredin. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. ‘Ihe bill 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill 
to quiet title to lands belonging to the Seneca 
Indians in the State of New York. 


ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 
Mr. LEWIS. I move to take up the motion 


‘to reconsider the vote by which the Orange 


and Alexandria railroad bill was passed, made 
by the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Ronurtson.] I have waited this morning for 
the Senator to appear. He told: me that he 
thought he would withdraw his objection this 
morning. As I have to leave this evening,-I 
ask that that bill be taken up ; and when it is 
taken up { shall ask that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina is not present. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from South 
Carolina who made that motion stated to me 
that he made it at the request of my colleague 
who is absent. I know nothing about the 
merits of the bill and the points involved in 
it; but in the last conversation I had with the 
Senator from South Carolina yesterday he 
then expressed his desire to have it held over 
until my colleague should return. I do not 
know anything aboutit; but if the Senator 


-had an understanding with the Senator from 


South Carolina—— 

Mr. LEWIS. I will state this: I went to 
the Senator from South Carolina yesterday 
evening; and he told me he made the motion 
to reconsider because of the absence of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, that he had no 
interest in the matter whatever himself and 


felt no interest in it, bat that he made the. 


motion because of the absence of that Senator. 
Now, I will state this to the Senate—and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will not deny it— 


“that hetold me that he had-no objection to 


this bill, and that if I would assist him in pre- 
venting any amendment being put upon the 
bill to allow the Baltimore and Potomac rail- 
road to have their depot he would make no 
objection to this. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That is a 
bargain, and I mast object until the Senator 
from South Carolina gets back. . 

Mr. SCOTT. I want it understood that the 
reference is to my absent colleague, not to 
myself. 

Mr. LEWIS. Certainly. £ 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido not know anything about 
any such arrangement, 

Mr. LEWIS. I insist on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on taking up for consideration the 
motion to reconsider the vote passing the bill 
(H. R. No. 2847) to authorize the Orange, 


‘Alexandria, and Manassas Railroad Company 


to run trains and transport freight and pas- 
sengers within the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ido not think 
the Senate is in the habit of taking that course, 
The Senator from South Carolina unquestion- 
ably will be in the Senate within a few mo- 
ments ; and to act upon this motion when he 
is away is a kind of management that Iam 
sure the Senate will not be guilty of. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the Senator from Ver- 
mont allow me to say that Lam not managing 
this thing? I stated to the Senate most dis- 
tinctly and emphatically the other day that my 
wife was waiting here for me to leave the city 
with her to see a sick child; that I would have 
given way but for that to the Senator from 
lowa, [Mr.Wrigut,] who made a similar mo- 
tion. I have been kept here by this motion 
to reconsider, and Iam anxious now to leave 
the city, but I do not desire to leave, nor do I 
intend to leave the city until this matter is 
settled: Tassume no management; I do not 
want to take advantage of any Senator, and 
I have waited during the morning hour for 
the Senator from South Carolina to come into 
the Chamber.’ I am not responsible ‘for his 
absence. 4 3 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, I am sure 
the Senate will see that it is very unfair to take 
up this question and act upon it when the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina is temporarily ab- 
sent, and as there has been a bargain between 
this company and the other company, I do not 
know but that it ought to be carried out. 
{Laughter.] I was nota party to'it, however, 
and I do not feel bound tọ insist on carrying 
it ont. 

Mr. LEWIS. Allow me to say that‘ there 
was no bargain whatever, nor did I intend to 
make any such statement or to be understood 
as saying so. I told the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Cameron] that we wanted to 
amend his bill. He said if I would refrain 
from offering an amendment of the sort allow- 
ing this, he would assist me in getting this bill 
through by itself. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
to be the terms of the bargain. 

Mr. LEWIS. 
was made. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I trust the 
Senate will not take up the motion in the ab- 
sence of the Senator from South Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Virginia insiston his motion ? 

Mr. LEWIS. I insist on taking it up for 
reasons which I have assigned, and then if it 
is taken up I will move to lay it on the table. 

The motion to take up was agreed to. 

Mr. LEWIS. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask the 
Senator to withdraw that for a moment, 

Mr. LEWIS. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I bave not 
examined this bill so thoroughly as I ought to 
have done; I have no hostility to it; but it 
seems to me there should be an amendment 


Those seem 
[Laughter. ] 
If that is a bargain, then it 


1872. 


THE: CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


4285 


inserted in the bill. It will permita railroad 
depot to. be erected and occupied directly upon 
the public squares. 
to allow that; and I therefore hope, instead 
of laying the motion on the table, the bill 
will be reconsidered and that slight amend- 
ment inserted. 

Mr. LEWIS. TI renew my motion to lay the 
motion’ to reconsider on the table, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
yeas and nays on that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
feels it his duty to say to the Senate that the 
adoption of a motion to lay a motion to re- 
consider on the table has the same effect as 
through the vote was not reconsidered. A 
vote to lay a motion to reconsider on the table 
allows the bill to go forward the same as if it 
was not reconsidered. f : 

Mr. CONKLING. Italso allows the maker 
of the motion to call up that motion when he 
comes in in time to do it? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. So that I suggest to the 
Senator from Virginia the effect of this, if he 
succeeds, will be to. enable any. Senator to 
move to take up the motion to reconsider and 
send a request to the House tọ return the bill. 
Therefore, if he wants to put an end to this 
matter, I suggest to him that he had better 
wait until the Senator from South Carolina is 
present and then have a vote directly on the 
motion to reconsider. Otherwise I remind 
him he leaves it in the power of any member 
of the Senate to call up the motion to recon- 
sider at anytime, and it will always be effectual 
until the bill has passed from the keeping of 
the other House. ; 

Mr. LEWIS. For the reasons which I stated 
before, I desire action upon this bill. It isa 
very important bill. . f 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator will under- 
stand that Iam not interfering; Lam merely 
making a suggestion to him. i know nothing 
about the merits of the bill, and I do not wish 
to make any remarks upon them. 

Mr. LEWIS. I was only going to say that 
if I thought the Senator from South Carolina 
would be in his place at any time between this 
and three o’clock I would most gladly wait 
until he came in; but not knowing whether he 
will be here or not, I desire that this matter 
shall be settled. Geka gee 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. - I will say to 
the Senator from Virginia, that I will vote to 
take it up at any moment when the Senator 
from South Carolina is present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have a word. to. say 
about these motions to reconsider. 

. judgment, the rule ought. not to allow any 
Senator to hold a bill up, by his motion to 
reconsider, more than two days. The former 
practice was where a Senator said he would 
like to look into a bill, he entered a motion to 
reconsider, and two days afterward, as a mat- 
ter of course, it was considered as disposed 
of, unless the motion was called up within two 
days. ` It-was believed to be an unreasonable 
privilege to give a Senator the power of his 
own will to hold a bill that had passed the 
Senate longer than that time. I trust, there- 
fore, as this bill has been hung here in sus- 
pense for about a week to the very great incon- 
venience of the Senator from Virginia, it will 
now be disposed of. Itis unreasonable to allow 
a Senator, either present or absent, to hold a 
bill up that has passed the Senate, merely to 
await his convenience. 

Mr. SCOTT. This is only.the second day. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, | - 

Mr. BLAIR. After the remark of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia that the Senator from South 
Carolina told him he entered the motion- to 
reconsider on behalf of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, who is absent, and after what 
the Senator bas said as to the understanding 
he had. with the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
T think this matter should be taken up and 
disposed of. 


Lask forthe 


I do not. think we ought |} 


In my | 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
regulted—yeas 32, nays.7; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bayard, 
Blair, Buckingham, Chandler, Flanagan, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, 
Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, 
Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Sauls- 
bury, Sawyer, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, 
Thurman, and Vickers—32. f 

_NAYS—Messrs. Casserly, Cole, Cragin, Edmunds, 
Morrill of Vermont, Scott, and Stockton—7. ` 

ABSENT—Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, Cooper, 
Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 

enton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Logan, Morton, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, Steven- 
son, Tipton, Trumbull, West, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—35, ` i 

So the motion to lay on the table the motion 

to reconsider was agreed to. 


MESSAGE. FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPHERSoN, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
2632) to provide for filling vacancies in certain 
offices in the several T'erritoriés. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message fromthe President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porrer, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had on this day 
approved and signed: the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 486) for the relief of Brevet 
Colonel Emeric Szabad ; ` 

An act (S. No. 1105) for the relief of Har- 
man E. Wentworth, late second lieutenant 
fourteenth New York heavy artillery; and 

A bill (S. No. 1107) for the relief of Wil- 
son Bowlby, collector of internal revenue ‘for 
Oregon. 


: FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. By unanimous consent, I ask 
to have the vote on the fortification bill (H. 
R. No. 1671) reconsidered for the purpose of 
making a verbal amendment which was over- 
looked; both in thetitle and in the body of the 

ill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to a third reading 
was reconsidered. 


Mr. COLE. I move.to amend, the bill by 


priated,’’ the words ‘‘ for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1873.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The biil was ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COLE. I move to amend the title of 
the biH by adding the words ‘‘for the fiscal 
year ending June 80, 1873,” so as to make it 
read: “A bill (H. R. No. 1671) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, preserva- 
tion, and, repairs of certain fortifications and 
other works of defense for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1873.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
conference report on House bill No. 2116. 

Several Szvators. ‘That is not the river 
and harbor bill. f ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. At the request of the 
Senator from Ohio, I propose to substitute 
this for that. I shall take up the river and 
harbor bill next. » : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair: 
| understood it to be the agreement of the Sen- 
ate last evening that appropriation bills should 
be considered to-day. 

Mx. CHANDLER. © Very well; then I will 
move to take up the river and harbor bill. I 
made the change at the request’ of the Senator 
from. Ohio.  : a : 

The PRESIDING: OFFICER, The Chair 
only makes the suggestion to carry oat the 
arrangement that was made yesterday. . 

Mr: CHANDLER. Very well. I call up, 


| then, the river and harbor bill, 


inserting in line five, after the word ‘appro- | 


i 


Mr. SAWYER. T ask permission to have 
five or eight minutes to finish the railroad bill, 
upon which we expended half an’ hour'this 
morning. All I want is avote. We can dis- 
pose of it in-a very few minutes, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I amtold that that will 
lead to debate, and I am very anxious to go on 
with the river and harbor bill. - 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam sure it will not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not ‘think E car 
give way. We can get through with this bill 
in a short time, I hope. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Michigan. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senate to give æ 
limit of five minutes to the railroad bill. ¥ 
will not oppose him at all. I have no objec- 
tion to his taking up the river and harbor bill; 
I want it taken up; but I think it unfair to a 
bill which has already been considered for 
half an hour. this morning to throw it aside 
when it can be disposed of in five minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam told by Senators 
around me that that bill will be debated. The 
Senator from Connecticut says he desires to 
be heard on that bill. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Not upon that bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But it will lead to de- 
bate. I wish to move that the usual limitation 
on debate on appropriation bills be applied to 
the river and harbor bill. aoe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 
question is on proceeding to the consideration 
of the bill. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to’ 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2208) making ap- 
propriations for the repair, preservation, and 
completion of certain publie works on rivers: 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the 
usual rule for the regulation of debate on 
appropriation bills, the five-minutes rule, be 
applied to this bill. 

It has 


Mr. ANTHONY. 
applied, I think. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Senator 
from Michigan, who has charge of this bill, if 
he will. permit a vote to be taken without 
debate upon the order asked for by the minor- 
ity of the Committee on Investigation and 
Retrenchment, which was as to whether they 
should have leave to state their views by the 
25th of June? ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Wait until the Senate is 
fuller. I object at the present time. 

Mr. BAYARD. That was the date sug- 
gested by the chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that at this time the Senator from 
Vermont objects. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To-morrow morning, 
when the Senate is full, we can take it up. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does the Senator object ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido for to-day. To- 
morrow morning, when the Senate is fall, I 
shall have no. objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The Sen- 
ator from Michigan now moves that the rule, 
called the restrictive rule, applicable to other 
appropriation bills, be applied to this bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Has there not been a 
resolution already passed to that effect? I 
think so. g 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatrule does not apply 
to this bill. ; 

Mr. ANTHONY. I offered a resolution 
makiag it applicable to this bill. The Sen- 
ator from California objected, and it- went 
over, and [ think afterward the Senator from 
Michigan renewed it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The rule was applied, I 
remember, and the motion now is unnecessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It being 
understood that that rule does apply to this bill, 
the reading of the bill will proceed. f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not understand it 
unless the rule is so. ` 


already been 
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‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is: not-informed whether itis so or not. 

‘Mr. CHANDLER. Before this: bill is read 
I wish to make a brief statement. ` : 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland... Allow me 
to suggest to the honorable Senator that this 


question is not yet determined, if I understand’ 


it, as to the application of the rule in regard. 
to debate to this bill, ‘ : i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Cháir 
isnot sure whether it has been applied to this 
bill or not. : 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I desire 
to have that question decided first. That rale 
should be applied to this bill as-well as to 
others, and L.hope the question will be put to 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion ison the motion that the rule to which 
reference has been made shall be applicable 
to proceedings under this bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. What-is that? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, The five- 
minutes rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. And that no amend- 
ments that are not germane shall be offered? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yea, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is what 
ig commonly called the restrictive rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is.partof the rule, 
is it not? o; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is part 
of the rule. The question is on the motion that 
that rale shall apply to the pending bill. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to make n very 
brief statement in regard to this bill. The 
House endeavored to limit the appropriations 
in this bill below $4,000,000; but they were 
not able todo so, and the bill came to the 
Senate with something over five millions iu- 
stead of being under four millions. The 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate have 
examined very carefully every proposition 
that has been made to increase the amount, 
and bave added about five hundred thousand 
dollars, so thatthe bill now stands between five 
million five hundred thousand dollars and five 
million seven hundred thousand dollars. I 
hope the Senate will take the bill and amend- 
ments as they are, If we commence loading 
the bill down it may meet the same faie 
that a similar bill did two or three years ago. 
J ask the Senate to stand by the bill and by 
the umendments as reported by the committee. 

Mr. THURMAN, Is the bill now up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
before the Senute as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It has not yet been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it be the 
pleasure of the Senate, the amendments re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce will 
be considered as they are reached in the read- 
ing of the bill. A 

, Mr. CHANDLER, Task that that be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER., That course 


will be pursued unless objection be made. 


The Chair hears no objection. 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
The first amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was on page 2, lines 
twenty-seven and twenty-eight, to reduce the 
appropriation for the improvement of Chicago 
harbor, Illinois, from $100,000 to $90,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 2, line 
twenty-nine, to increase the appropriation for 
the improvement of Calumet harbor, Illinois, 
from $80,000 to $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 3, line 
forty-seven, before the word “harbor,” to 
strike out “Aux Bees Scies, and insert 
tt Frankfort; so as to make the clause read : 

For the improvement of Frankfort harbor, Michi- 
gan, $10,000, : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 8, line 
fifty-four, to increase the appropriation tor the 
improvement of Pentwater harbor, Michigan, 
from $10,000 to $50,000 ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 6, after 
line’ one hundred and fifteen, to insert 
“for the improvement of Big Sodus harbor, 
New York, $15,000.” 

The amendinent was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 6, after 
line one hundred and twenty-five, to- insert 
the following: 


For the improvement of Otter creek, Vermont, 


from Vergennes to its outlet on Lake Champlain, 
$10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 7, line 
one hundred and forty-two, after the word 
‘‘dollars,’’ to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That $50,000 of said amount be expended 
in improving the Ouachita river, Louisiana, in ae- 
cordance with a plan submitted by the chief of en- 
gineors in a report to the Secretary of War, dated 
April 9, 1872, 

Mr. RICE. I move to amend that amend- 
ment by striking outall from line one hundred 
and thirty-nine W line one hundred and forty- 
seven inclusive, and inserting what I send to 
the Chair. : i 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I suppose that is a reduc- 
tion. ; : ` 

Mr. RICE. It is a change of langnage 
specifying the appropriatious with a slight 
increase of the appropriation. 

Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that this is a proposition striking 
out the amendment of the committee and also 
a portion of the text of the bill. It will be 
read. 

The Cuter Cuerk. It is proposed to strike 
out the following clause, commencing in line 
one hundred and thirty-nine; 

Tor thoimprovementof the Mississippi, Missouri, 
Arkansas, Little Missouri, White, Black, Red, Petit 
Jean, and Ouachita rivors, in the States of Arkan- 
sas, Louisiana, and Missouri, $200,000. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


For the improvementof the Mississippi, Missouri, 
and Arkansas rivers, $100,000; for the improvement 
of tho Little Missouri, $10,000; Ouachita river, Kan- 
sas, $30,000; Potit Joan, $10,000; tor White, Litto 
Red, and Black rivers, $30,009; and for Ouachita 
rivor, Louisiana, $50,000. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is that in order? Iam 
very confident we passed a resolution some 
time ago putting the river and harbor bill on 
the same footing as other appropriation bills, 
and that it is not in order to move upon it 
any amendment which increases an appro- 

riation. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator from Arkansas 
only sets out in detail the aggregate of the 
appropriation. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Lunderstand it increases 
the amount, and that is not in order, I think. 

Mr. CRAGIN. The Senator from Rhode 
island is certainly in error about its increasing 
the amount. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Ark- 
ansus, who offered the amendment, said it did. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks, if the amendment is in order, it is in 
the power of any Senator to move either to 
increase or diminish the amount. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is not so on any other 
appropriation bill. Itis notin order to move 


|| any amendment to an appropriation bill in- 


creasing the amount unless it comes from a 
committee. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is, to propose a 
new item of appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That relates 
to new items of appropriations. 

Mr. RICE. I think the increase is from 
$200,000 to $220,000. The Clerk can look at 
the amendment and say what the increase is. 
I have not a copy of it before me. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is informed that it increases the appropriation 
$20,000. ; is 


“Mr. RICE. T think so. ; 
Mr. ANTHONY. The rule is that no 
amendment proposing additional appropria- 
tions shall be made : 

Mr. RICE. This does not. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If it increases the amount, 
it is an additional appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. dt has not been so held, 
as l understand it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It always has been so 
held. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is now informed that the amount of increase 
by this amendment is $30,000 instead of 
$20,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


If the thirtieth rule ap- 


j ples, and I am afraid it does not, to this bill, 


then this amendment is clearly out of order, 
because it proposes an additional appropria- 
tion to that reported from the committee or 
recommended in the bill. ‘Therefore it can- 
not be moved unless it is reported from a com- 
mittee. If it is reported from a committee it 
can be moved, provided it has been referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That point 
ig well taken. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I raise this point in no 
factions spifit; I have ne objection to this 
increase; but we know from the fate of pre- 
vious bills of this kind that if we admit addi- 
tional appropriations it will end in such log- 
rolling that we shall break the bill down by 
putting on fifteen or twenty millions. hat is 
the way we have done before. One man will 
vote $100,000 for the harbor of Mobile, for 
instance, if somebody else will vote $100,000 
for the harbor of New London, and both go 
on. If the thirtieth rule does apply to this 
appropriation bill—and | am sorry to say Í 
fear it does not, although I remember 1 intro- 
duced a resolution to that effect, and it was 
passed, but I am afraid I did not draw it so 
full as it should have beeu—then 1 hope it 
will be enforced; and if it does not apply, I 
hope the Senator from Arkansas, if he wishes 
to pass this bill, will refrain, and that every 
other Senator will refrain from increasing the 
appropriations, for just so sure as we begin to 
increase the appropriations on this bill we 
shall lose it. ‘There is no end to it when we 
once commence, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator from Vermont state his point again? 
The Chair did not understand it, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My point of order was 
only conditional upon the idea thatthe thirtieth 
rule applies to this bill, Jf Rule 80 of the 
Senate does apply, (and I donot know whether 
it does or not,) my point of order is that tbis 
amendment proposes an additional appropria- 
tion of money, and that proposing an additional ° 
appropriation of money, it is not to carry out 
the provisions of a treaty or existing law, that 
it is not reported from a select or standing 
committee, and that it has not been referred 
to the committee that reported the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair 
will remind the Senator that that rule provides 
that all general appropriation bills shall be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
The Chair understands this bill has not been 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
but to the Committee on Commerce. It would 
seem, therefore, that it is not considered un- 
der the rule as one of the general appropria- 
tion bills, and hence the thirtieth rule does not 
apply to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. I do not 
know that I can quarrel with that decision of 
the Chair unless it has been made a special 
order since. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think all the rules 
that apply to other appropriation bills apply 
to this biil by a vore of the Senate. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will decide~any Senator can appeal from his 
decision—that the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas is in order. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to state that 
this proposition was submiited to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and very carefully con- 
sidered. The proposition of: the Senator 
from Arkansas not only increases the amount 
of appropriation $80,000, but it changes the 
method of expending it. The Committee on 
Commerce thought it advisable to leave the 
expenditure of this money under the control 
of the engineer department. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas compels 
the expenditure of a given sum upon éach of 
these different rivers. The Committee on 
Commerce had no knowledge of the neces- 
sities of the case, and hence while they named 
all the rivers, they did not specify a given 
amount to be expended upon each, but they 
decided, after full consideration and listening 
to counsel, to leave the amount as it was, 
changing one single appropriation; that is, 
naming one river upon which $50,000 was to 
be expended. 

Mr. RICE. T will state the object of making 
these specifications. Under the original prop- 
osition eight or ten rivers are mentioned, 
among which are the Missouri, Mississippi, 
and Arkansas rivers. Experience shows that 
the engineers would rather perform their duties 
upon those rivers than go into the interior of 
the country, where work is moré necessary, 
and expend the money there. The Petit Jean, 
Little Red, White, and Black rivers are in the 
interior of Arkansas, and are in the cotton 
district of the country, and it is more import- 
ant to have the expenditure of the amounts 
named on them, in order to enable the people 
to get their cotton out, than upon the other 
rivers; and hence, in order to have the work 
done according to the estimates already made 
upon these rivers, it is necessary to specify 
them, or else the money will all be expended 
upon two or three rivers. We want the money 
expended so as to benefit the people of the State 
generally, and not any one particular section. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thope the Senator will 
so amend his amendment as not to increase 
the amount above the $200,000 recommended 
by the committee. If the amendment is to 
be adopted, I hope the amount will be reduced 
to $200,000. I know nothing of these rivers 
in Arkansas, as a matter of course. I never 
was on either of them. 

Mr. RICK. If the Senator from Louisiana 
will consent to reduce the appropriation for 
the Ouachita river in Louisiana down to 
$40,000, 1 will consent to amend it in regard 
to the other two, so as to bring the amount 
within the $200,000, 

Mr. KELLOGG. © Very well. 

Mr. RICE. Then I move to amend by 
making the appropriation for the Ouachita 
river in Louisiana $40,000, the Ouachita 
river in Arkansas $20,000, and the first appro- 
priation named $90,000. That will make the 
aggregate $200,000. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iam so anxious that the 
request of the chairman of the committee 
should be complied with, and it is so evident 
that it should be, and that we should not load 
this bill down, that I will agree to that. 
Although I dislike very much to do so, | sup- 
pose I shall have to do so to accommodate my 
friend from Arkansas. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well; then I shall 
not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator from Arkansas state his amendment 
as modified? 

Mr. RICE. I will send it up to the desk as 
modified so as not to increase the amount of 
appropriation. __ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
tion is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The reading of the bill was continued. 

The following clause, from line one hundred 
and sixty to line one hundred and sixty-eight, 
having been read: 

For continuing the work on the canal at the falls 


ques- 


of the Ohio river, $300,000. And the Secretary of | 
War is hereby directed to report to Congress, at its 
next session, or sooner, if practicable, the condition 
of said canal, and the provisions necessary to relieve 
the same from incumbrance, with a view to such 
legislaton us will render the same free to commerce 
at the earliest practicable period, subject only to 
such tolls as may be necessary for ‘the superintend- 
ence and repair thereof. 


Mr. SHERMAN. With the consent.of the 
Senator from Michigan, I move to add these |! 
words after line one hundred and sixty-eight: 
‘which shall not after the passage of this act 
exceed five cents per ton.” 

Mr. CASSERLY. Task the Senator from 
Ohio, who has’a special interest inthis work, 
although it is also a matter of general interest, 
why should there be any tolls on a great public 
avenue of commerce? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is necessary to levy 
tolls—at least it has always been insisted 
upon—to pay the expenses of superintendence 
aud repairs. That is done in regard to the 
Sault Ste. Marie canal, and I put it a little 
higher on this because there is some debt and 
we have to pay the interest on that. Five cents 
a ton is agreed on all around. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As this clause contem- 
plates future legislation, I think my friend 
had better await the report of the board of 
engineers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to fix the rate of | 
toll from the passage of this act, and five cents 
a ton is agreed upon on all hands. It was 
omitted in the House; but we want the max- | 
imum rate fixed now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would it not be better 
to await the report of the board of engineers 
on that subject ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. All are 
agreed that five cents is ample enough to pay 
the expenses of superintendence and repairs 
and the interest on the debt. , 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not propose to make 
any contest over this question now; but my 
idea is, and has been for a long time, that the 
great products of the country should be moved 
trom the place of production to the sea-board | 
with the least possible expense, and that pas- 
sengers should pay the bulk of the cost of 
maintaining the conveyance. I think that is 
a sound doctrine, or even if it should not be, 
the Government should not charge toll upon | 
its works for the transportation of the pro- 
ducts of the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ean only say that I 
would be very glad to have this canal made | 
free, but I hope my friend will not interfere | 
with this matter now, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iam not going to con- 
test it; but I state that as my general idea of 
the subject, and I hope the time will come 
when it may be carried out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was going to raise the 
point of order that this is a legislative provis- 
100. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will see: 
the connection, he will see that it is perfectly | 
germane, and the amendment is only to explain | 
and limit and qualify the words of the clause 
in the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ii is a plain legislative | 
provision, as much so as the Ku Klux bill 
would be or anything else. It makes laws for 
the government of the country. Instead of ; 
providing for the expenditure of money, it | 
provides for the regulation of the receipt of 
money by people who are carrying on a cer- 
tain public work. I do not wish to be cap- | 
tious about these things. I only wish the; 
Senate to act understandingly, and so I pre- 
sent the point. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. It simply puts a limitoa | 
what is provided in the bill. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I make the point of order. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair | 
decides that the amendment is -a legislative | 
provision. : : | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must, of course, re- | 


spectfully appeal from the decision.. Here is || 
a bill that comes to us which provides that || 


the amount of toll shall not exceed the sams 
necessary. for the superintendence and repuir 
of the caual, and here is a proposition declar- 
ing the maximum expenditure. for that pur- 


pose. It is perfectly: germane to the subject- 
matter, It relates to a legislative provision in 
the bill. I trust the Senator from. Vermont 


will not embarrass the amendment. It ‘is 
simply to fix a limit beyond which this com- 
merce shall not for the time, at least until a 
further law is. passed, be assessed to pay an - 
amount higher than it ought to be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
reads the text to be ‘‘ subject only to such tolls 
as may be necessary for the superintendence 
and repair thereof;’’ and the amendment is 
that the tolls shall not exceed five cents per 
ton. That isa legislative provision, 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is simply to limit the 
operation of the act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is germane to the appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Chair overrules 
the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Qhio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will inform the Senator that it was agreed by 
unanimous consent to proceed with the bill 
and the amendments of the Committee on 
Commerce first. Afterward the bill will be 
open for amendments offered by Senators. 
The reading will continue. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was on page 9, after line one hun- 
dred and eighty-six, to add the following 
clause: A 

For tte improvement of Tones bayou, Louisiana, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 9, line 
one hundred and ninety-one, after the word 
‘t for,” to strike out the words ‘‘ the improve- 
ment of,” and insert ‘widening and deepen- 
ing the channel through Red Fish and Clop- 
per’s bars in;’’ and in line one hundred and 
ninety-three to increase the appropriation from 
$16,000 to $31,000; so as to make the clause 
read: 


For widening and deepening the channel through 
Red Fish and Clopper’s bars, in Galveston harbor, 
Texas, $31,000. 


Mr. CHANDLER. There is a clerical 
error there. The committee added $25,000 
to the $16,000, and that amount should be 
$41,000 instead of $31,000. I ask that that 
clerical error be corrected, and that the amount 
be made $41,000 instead of $31,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 


| ment will be so modified. 


Mr. HAMILTON, . of Texas. With the 
consent of the chairman of the committee, I 
propose to change the phraseology. I move 
to strike out in line one hundred and ninety- 


| two, after the words ‘‘Red Fish,” to the end 


of line one hundred and ninety-three, as. fol- 
lows: ‘fand Clopper’s bars, in Galveston bhar- 
bor, Texas, $31,000,’’ and in lieu thereof to 
insert ‘‘bar in Galveston bay, $10,000; and 
for the improvement of the harbor of Galves- 
ton, $31,000.” i 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no objection to 
that. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was on page 9, after line one hun 
dred and uinety-three, to add the following: 


For the improvement of Cypress bayou, meat 
Jefferson, Texas, $10,000. ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
. The next amendment was on page 9, after 
line one hundred and ninety-seven, to add ‘‘for 
removing the raft in Red river, Louisiana, 
$150,000.” = 
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Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. That is a new 
item... I should like to have some explanation 
of it from. the chairman or: any Senator inter- 
ested’in the matter. : 

Mr: KELLOGG. This is. part of an appro- 
priation. of. $252,000 recommended by the 
chief engineer, General Humphreys, for the 
removal ofthe raft from Red: river. ~ Before 
the war, ini 1869,:k think, the last. appropria- 
tion was made for that purpose, amounting’ to. 

. something hke one hundred thousand dollars. 
That amount.never was expended; at least, no 


considerable portion of it was expendéd. Be-- 


fore:that an appropriation of some fifty thou: 
sand dollars, -made two or three years before, 
had been. expended, -resulting in the partial 
removal of- the raft. Operations having been 
suspended, and the last appropriation of 
$100,000, in 1859, not having been expended, 
during the war the raft accumulated again to 
an extent quite equal to what it was before 
the first: appropriation in 1856. A year ago 
last. winter, at the last session. of the Forty- 
First Congress, an amendment was proposed 
to the river and harbor bill, such as appears 
in this bill on pages 18-and 19, providing, 
among other surveys and estimates, that there 
should be a survey and estimate made for the 
remoyal of the raft} in Red river.” {n compli- 
ance with that requirement; a sum of money 
being appropriated for that purpose in com- 
mon with:like surveys and-estimates provided 
for in the same bill, the engineers have: been 
surveying carefully that raft and the adjacent 
region, and they have reported to the Secre- 
tary of War in detail regarding the expediency 
of removing the raft and the beneficial results 
commercially that would inevitably accrue to 
that region of the country directly, and indi- 
rectly to the whole country. : 

As Lhave just said, the: report is very olab- 
orate. The engineers finally conclude that 


the work of removing tho rait is not at all as | 


great as it has been generally supposed in 
yeurs past, aud come to the conclusion decid- 
edly that the raft can be removed for a smaller 
proportion of the exponse than it is popularly 


supposed will be negessary to accomplish that 4} 


object, und they recommend.an appropriation 
in the aggregate of $252,000, as I stated, for 
the purpose of removing that.raft and opening 
up that immense county to commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Muine. Where is that 
report? : 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
Senator, © © > 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, My attention 
was called to this case because I do not find 
the item in the estimates. 

Mr. KMLLOGG. The reason it is notin 
the estimates is because Major Howell, the 
engineer in charge ofthe improvements of 
barbors und surveys of rivers in the South- 
weat, was not able to finish his report and 
transmit it in time to be incorporated in the 
regulur estimates; but the map and the report 
are here on file in the Department and have 
been received within the last six weeks. We 
bad before the committee the report, and also 
the map, and Í think the committee were pretty 
well satisfied that it was a meritorious case. 
This is only a part of the appropriation recom- 
mended by the engineer department, but it 


1 will furnish itto the 


was thought it wonld meet all the requirements : 
between the present time and the next session | 


of Congress. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
been printed? 

Mr. KELLOGG. “Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. As we are now 
in committee, I will consent that this amend- 
ment be concurred in or passed over, and I 
will raise the point in the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Let it be concurred in 


now. i 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Very well.: I 
will let it go with the understanding that I 
may call aftention to it in the Senate. ` 
The amendment was agreed to, 


Has that report 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was ou page 9, after line two'hun- 
dred and one, to add the following: 

For dredging the bar at the mouth of the harbor 
of Cedar Keys, Florida, $7,500. ° i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amepdment was on page 9, after 
line two hundred and three, to add the follow- 
ing clause: 9° 00 l 

‘For dredging the barat the mouth of St. John’s 
rivor, Florida, $10,000, / 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 9, line 
two hundred and seven, to increase the appro- 
priation ‘‘for the improvement of Mobile 
harbor and bay, Alabama,” from $650,000 to 
$100,000. : 

The next amendment was on page 10, after 
line two hundred and twenty-eight, to insert 


į the following item ; 


For the improvement of Accotink creck, Virginia; 
$5,060. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 11, after 
line two hundred and ‘thirty-six, to add the fol- 
lowing : ” 

For the improvement of Worton harbor, Mary- 


| land, $12,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 11, after 
line two htindred and forty to ‘add the fol- 
lowing: 09" ‘ ' ` 

For the improvement of Northeast river, Mary- 
land, $10,000. ; 

The atnendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 11, line 
two hundred and forty-five, to strike out the 
word “ buoying’’ and insert “improving 3”? in 
line two hundred and forty-six, to strike out 
“at? and insert “from ;’’ and after the word 
“ mouth’? to strike out ‘fat Gibson's point, 
and above ;’’ in line two hundred and forty- 
eight, to inerease the appropriation from 
$15,000 to $40,000, and after the word “ dol- 
lars’’ to insert ‘of which sum sufficient is to 
be used for removing the. rocks between 
Locust street and the said bridge;’’ so that 
the clause will read: 


_ For cloaring and improving the channel of the 
Schuylkill river from its mouth to the Chestnat 


j street bridge, Philadelphia, PennsyTvania, $40,000, 


of which sum suflicient is to be used for removing 
the rocks between Locust street and the said 
bridge. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was on page 11, after 
line two hundred and fifty-two, to add the fol- 
lowing : : 

For the ropair of pier of the ice harbor at New 


Castle, Delaware, and for building a new pier at said 
harbor, $27,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 13, line 
three hundred, to increase the appropriation 
for the improvement of Huntington harbor, 
Long Island, New York, trom $10;000 to 
$22,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page‘l4, after 
line three hundred and twenty-five, to add the 
following : f 

For the improvementof Edgarton harbor, Massa- 
chusetts, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 15, after 


line three hundred and forty-one, to insert the | 


following: 
For the improvement of the Upper Columbia 


river, Oregon, $50,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 15, line 


three hundred and fifty-four, to increase the 
appropriation for improvement of Black river 
harbor, Ohio, from $10,000 to $20,060. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was the ‘section pro- 
viding for examinations and surveys, section: 


two, line three, after the word “namely” to 
insert: vais : f 

For a'ship-canal from the Mississippi river, near 
Fort St. Philip, to a peint near Breton Island, in the 
Gulf of Mexico; the Raritan river, New Jersey, be- 
low New Brunswick, including the shoals called the 
Middle Ground. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The, next amendment was in section two, 
line eight, to insert ‘‘ Elizabeth river, from 
Staten Island sound to stone bridge crossing, 
Broad street, in Elizabeth, New Jersey.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section two; 
line: ten, to insert ‘‘at Crow shoals, in the 
Delaware bay, near the Cape May light, with 
the view of making an artificial harbor or 
breakwater.” i f 

The amendment was agreed to. ea 

The next amendment was in section two 
ling twenty-one, after the word ‘‘ Port Orford’? 
to insert ‘fand Coquelle river,” 

The aniendment was agreed to. 


. The next amendment was in section two, line 
twenty-two, to insert ‘‘at Oakland channel, 
San Francisco bay, California.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section two, 
page 17, line twenty-four, after ‘‘Nomini 
creek’? to insert ‘¢ Urbanna creek.” 

The amendment was agreed to, : 

: The next amendment was in section two, 
line twenty-seven, to insert “ for the survey 
of a ship-canal route between the Chesapeake 
bay and the Delaware bay.” i : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
line thirty-one, to’ insert ‘‘harbor at Drum 
point and the mouth of Patuxent river, Mary- 
laud; Crumptou harbor, in Chester river, 
Maryland.” i 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was in section two, line 
fifty-six, to insert ‘for survey of canal from 
‘Tennessee river to Coosa river, Alabama.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line seventy- 
four of section two, to insert “for the survey 
of Hoemkill, or Lewes creek, near Lewistown, 
in the State of Delaware.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line seventy- 
six of section two, before the word “survey,” 
to strike out the word “and” and insert the 
words ‘‘ for the.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add to the bill 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That to enable the Secretary of War to 
comply with tho provisions of this act, so much of 
tho sixth section of the act approved March 3, 1869, 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1870, 
and for other purposes,” as applies to the engineer 
department, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. That is a mat- 
ter of legislation in the bill, and purports to 
repéal a section of an act. Does the commit- 
tee intend it as such? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes,sir. We find that 
we require a larger engineering force to‘carry 
out the provisions of this act than can be sup- 
plied by the Department under the law here 
referred to, and therefore we propose to re- 
peal it in order to carry out the provisions of 
this act. “This will add two or three officers 
to the engineer corps, and they are necessary 
in the corps. ha ek 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. It will add a 
great deal. It changes the law on the entire 
subject of promotions. I suggest to my hon- 
orable friend that it is more extensive a great 
deal than he states. It touches the whole 
question of promotions, and it ought not to 
be considered on this biil. Asa reason why 
it is-not necessary, I would suggest that there 
is a bill already on our table from the House 
regulating this question of promotions, which 
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will be acted on and will be ample for the 
purpose the Senator desires. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The committee of the 
House concurred with the committee of the 
Senate that it is necessary that this should 
be done in order to carry out the provisions 
of the bill. It is germane to the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I do not think 
it is allowable. I raise the question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They have not engin- 
eers enough, and this will add not more than ` 
three or four at the outside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY.) The Senator from Maine will state the 
point of order. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. That it is tegis- 
lation and not within the rules. It is new 
legislation, and on its face specifically repeals 
a law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . It is legis- 
lation undoubtedly. The last clause of the 
rule to which the Senator refers is: 

“ And no amendment to any such bill making legis- 
lative provisions, other than such as directly relate 
to the appropriations contained. in the bill, shall be 
feceived.”” 

The Chair thinks this is a little too remote, 
repealing an existing law. The Chair thinks 
it cannot be received under the restrictive rule. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Of course it 
cannot, , 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall have to appeal 
from the decision of the Chair in this case, for 
it is absolutely germane to the bill. It is a 
provision to enable the department to increase 
its force. I hope the Senate will decide that 
this is germane to the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire of the 
Chair whether the ruling is made under the 
thirtieth rale. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ruling 
is made under the restrictive rule which was 
this morning made applicable to this bill by a 
voanimons vote, and not under the thirtieth 
rule? 

Mr. CONKLING. That I was not aware 
of. Does the restrictive rule, made appli- 
cable this morning to this bill, go back in its 
application to days ago, when the committee 
reported this bill? On the contrary, I remind 
the Chair that the other day when the Senate 
by a vote made that restrictive rule appli- 
cable to a bill, the Morrill amendment, as it 
was called, which was legislation, being then 
pending, having been offered. previously, 
although not reported by a committee, the 
Chair and the Senate held that the application 
of the rule could not be retroactive and could 
not embrace that. Now, the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce several days ago. 
reported this bill with this amendment, and I 
submit to the Chair that the rule having been 
adopted this morning—I say adopted, because 
as to this bill, as the Chair has previously 
ruled, that was its first adoption, this not ! 
being a general appropriation bill—cannot go 
back and oust the committee of the jurisdie- 
tion and right to report this amendment. 

I am speaking not in the interest of the 
amendment, because I know the Chair has 
ruled without any reference to that on the 
simple question of order; but I beg to call 
the attention of the Chair to that considera- 
tion, which I think the Chair must. have 
overlooked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will not argue the point of order, but willstate 
it. This rule was by unanimous consent, or a 
unanimous vote, made applicable to this bill 
and the amendments thereto. this morning. 
The language was that it should be applicable 
during the consideration of the bill. The 
case to which the Senator refers, which was 
excepted out of the rule, the Morrill amend- 
meni, was upon a motion to reconsider, the 
action having been had before the rule was 
made applicable to the bill. x 

Mr. SCOTT. The rule was not confined to 
general appropriation bills. The language of | 
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the rule is, ‘‘that during the present session 
it shall be in order at any time to move a 
recess, and pending an appropriation bill?’— 
this is an appropriation bill; not what is 
termed a general appropriation bill, and there- 
fore the rule was applicable to all appropria- 
tion bills that were to be considered after the 
adoption of the rule. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iremind my friend that 
would hardly do in the face of the previous 
ruling of the Chair, which I think was right, 
that in respect to this rule this was not to be 
treated as one of the appropriation bills. 
` Mr. SHERMAN. The Chair was led. into 
that mistake by the Senator from Michigan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will remind the Senator from Pennsylvania 
that the thirtieth rule requires that every gen- 
eral appropriation bill shall be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and this bill 


‘has never been referred to that committee. 


The Chair therefore construed this not to be 
one of the general appropriation bills named in 
the rule. : 

Mr. CONKLING.. The Chair is right in 
that. That ruling was made, and no exception 
was taken to it. Assuming that reling to be 
right, as I believe it is, then I remind the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania that this restrictive 
rule speaking of appropriation bills obtains 
first in regard to this bill, as the Chair has 
stated, by the vote of the Senate this morning. 
Then the simple question is whether it can 
go back and cut out amendments which were 
reported before there was any such rule appli- 
cable to this bill, and that statement is a very 
rangy interpretation of the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator appeal from the decision-of the Chair? 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not appeal. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I appealed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that I have a word 
to say. The appropriation bills that go to the 
Committee on Appropriations are specifically 
provided for as annual general appropriations; 
but the rule read by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania is much broader. That not only ap- 
plies to annual general appropriation bills but 
to ‘‘an appropriation bill. This isan appro- 
priation bill, but itis not one of the annual 
general appropriation bills for the service of 
the Government. On the contrary, this bill is 
only reported once in two years, sometimes 
once in four years. It is not an annual appro- 
priation bill. The distinction is made between 
this appropriation bill and the general annual 
appropriation bills which go to the Committee 
on Appropriations. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations take charge of the general annual 
appropriation bills forthe current expenses of 
the Government; and never has the river and 


barbor bill, which is in the nature. of a general. 


appropriation bill for riversand harbors, gone 
tothem. In my judgment the rule read by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania applies to this bill. 
When the Senator from Michigan rose this 
morning and asked the extension of the rule 
to this bill I remarked in my place here that 
the rule already applied to this bill; but there 
was said to be some doubt about. it, and the 
Chair put the question, and by general con- 
sent it was made applicable. 

Aside from that, this amendment ought not 
to be put on here because it involves a very 
delicate and very difficult subject, the grada- 
tion of rank in the Army and adding to the 
engineer corps twelve otticers of the Army. 
That is the effect of it, and it is a very delicate 
subject for us to approach by an amendment 
to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. Allow me to call attention to 
the difference between the first clause of this 
rule and the closing clause. The first clause 
provides that ‘‘during the present session ‘it 
shall be in order at any time to move a recess; 
and pending an appropriation bill to move to 


i 


lit must go to that committee. 


aa 
confine debate on amendments: thereto to five 


minutes by any Senator on the pending motion, 
and such motions shall be decided without de- 
bate,’’ Under the first clause of the rule it 
requires amotion either to.obtaina recess or to 
confine debate on amendments to five: minutes. 
There must bea motion made before either of 
these things can, be had, either the recess or 
the confining of debate to five minutes. But 
then the last clause of the rule is absoluce: 
“and no amendment to any such bill making 
legislative provisions, other than such as 
directly relate to the appropriations contained 
in this bill, shall be received.” It does not 
require a motion to make that part of the rule 
applicable to this bill. It was applicable to it 
the moment the rule was adopted; and there- 
fore I make the point I do, that this being an 
appropriation bill, no matter whether a gen- 
eral bill or not, the last, clause of the rule was 
applicable from the time the rale was adopted. 
It did not require a motion tọ make it appli- 
cable; only the other two points require mo- 
tions to make them applicable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is, shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I hope it will not be 
sustained, > : . 

Mr. STOCKTON. Let the decision of the 
Chair be precisely stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If the Sen- 
ator has his eye on. the last amendinent, 
the proviso on the last page repealing a law, 
he will see that the Chair decides the ques: 
tion upon these words. in the restrictive rule: 
“and no amendment to any such bill making- 
legislative provisions other than such as di: 
rectly relate to. the appropriations contained 
in the bill shall be received.’* Upon a point 
of order being made, the Chair gustains the 
point that this being ‘general legislation repeal- 
ing an act of Congress cannot. be received as an 
amendment to the bill. An appeal is taken; 
and the question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the. judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the attention of 
the Senate for a moment in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. Let me: say, in the 
first place, that there is no such thing as aa 
annual appropriation bill.’ I heard some Sen- 
ators speaking of that yesterday. The Con: 
stitution permits appropriations to be.made 
for two years. Jt isa mere practice by which 
you annually pass appropriation bills. ‘They 
are unknown to the Constitution and unknown 
in the rules, so far as I understand. What is 
known inthe rules? ‘‘ General appropriation 
bills.’”? ds thisa “general appropriation bill??? 
If it is, the rule applied to it all the time; if 
itis not, the rule did not apply to it. Now 
let us see. The thirtieth rule is: f 

‘“ No amendment proposing additional appropri- 
ations shall be received to any general avpropria- 
tion bill unless it be made to carry out the provis- 
ions of some existing law, or some act or resolution 
previously passed by the Senate during that session, 
or moved by direction of u standing or select. com- 


mittee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an estimate 
from the head of some of the Departments; aud vo 


! amendment shall be received whose object is to pro- 


vide for a private claim, unless it be to carry out 
the provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipu- 
lation. 

“Allamendments to general appropriations bills 


| reported from committees of the Senate, proposing 


new items of appropriation, shall, one day before 
they are offered, be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations; and all general appropriation bills 
shall be referred to the said committee.” 


As the Chairhas stated with great clearness, 
and as my honorable friend from Pennsylvania 


j could not deny, construing this rule together, 


the bill before us is not a general appropriation 
bill. Why? First, because if it were, it must 
go to the Committee on Appropriations... Sec- 
ond, because if it were,amendments offered to 
The practice 
of the Senate denies both these propositions ; 
the decision of the Chair denies them, and 
everybody has acquiesced in that decision—a 
decision announced not beyond half an hour 
or three quarters of an hourago. Therefore, - 
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this is not one of the appropriation bills spoken 
of in this rule; it is not a general appropria- 
tion bill: : 

- Now we turn to the restrictive rule adopted 
April 29,1872. What is that? 

That during. the present session it shall be in 
order at any time to move a recess; and, pending 
an appropriation bill”’— 

What does. that. mean? Anything except 
an, appropriation bill as understood in the 
Senate?. I submit not. In a very general 
sense every bill which takes money from the 
Treasury is an appropriation bill: You pass 
a bill creating clerkships and fixing a salary 
and directing it to be paid; that, in a very 
loose and general sense, is an appropriation 
bill; but. this rule referring to ‘fan appro- 

riation bill” certainly refers to those bills 
aes and denominated in the body of our 
rules as appropriation bills. The river and 
harbor bill is not such a bill as that. As I 
have said before, if it were, it must go to the 
Committee on Appropriations, for the rule is 
absolute. It goes expressly somewhere else. 
Therefore it is not known and deemed in the 
rules an appropriation bill— 

“That during the present scssion it shall be in 
order at any time to move a recess; and, pending an 
appropriation’ bill, to movo to confine dobato on 
amendinents thereto to five minutes by any Senator 
on the pending motion; and such motions shall be 


decided without debate. And no amendment to any 
sugh bill” 


"Namely; an appropriation bill— 

“making legislative prévisions other than such as 
directly relato to the appropriations contained in 
the bill, shall bo revoived.” 

- The Senator having this bill in charge and 
the Senate deemed it necessary this morning, 
in order to apply this rule to the bill, to do it 
by the vote aud action of the Senate, and the 
question is, as the Chair has distinctly said, 
and the only question I submit is, whether the 
rule adopted as to this bill this morning is 
retroactive, whether it not only speaks for- 
ward but apeaks backward, and lays hold of 
amendments reported and pending days before 
the rule was adopted. Now, what does it say ? 
“No amendment shall be received.’ Ig not 
that in the future? Does it say, ‘4 and amend- 
ments shall be held outof order, although they 
are pending at the time this rule is adopted?” 
Not at all;. but, ‘fno amendment shall be 
received.’ This amendment hasbeen received. 

Mr, ANTHONY. Allow me to suggest that 
there is a decision preciscly in sccordance 
with what the Senator from New York is now 
saying. When this resolution was first adopted 
a general appropriation bill was peuding, and 
upon that bill wag an amendment offered by 
the Senator. from Maine, which was out of 
order under the new rule, and the Chair stated 
in the beginning that the new rule would not 
apply to that amendment, it having been 
already offered, though not adopted, and the 
amendment was argued and voted upon after 
the rule was adopted, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. When wasthat? 

Mr. ANTHONY. That was on tho defi- 
ciency bill; it was the amendment called the 
Drake amendment, and afterward the Morrill 
amendment. After that amendment had been 
offered, the deficiency bill being under consid- 
eration, this rule was adopted, and that amend- 
ment, having already been offered, but not dis- 
cussed, was debated and adopted after the 
rule which would have made it out of order 
had been adopted in the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTL. The Senator from Rhode 
Island will pardon me for suggesting that that 
amendment was offered before the adoption of 
the rule on the 29th of April. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. It was not offered simply 
before the application of the rule to the deti- 
ciency bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is that the distinction 
the Senator from Pennsylvania makes? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. CONKLING. Now the Senator from 

. Pennsylvania fortifies me on this point, and if 


Lean impress it upon the Senate, that is all I 
want to do. The whole question. here is 
whether this rule applied to this bill before 
this morning, orthis morning for the first time. 
Is not that the question? It it applied to the 
bill all the time, I give up the whole question 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania. If its appli- 
cation to it this morning was, as to this bill, 
its adoption this morning, then there is no 
escape from the precedent cited by the Senator 


‘from Rhode Island. 


Mr. SCOTT. The whole question turns 
simply on the question whether this is an appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is not that the question 
merely for the sake of determining wh ether 
the rule applied to this bill before this morn- 
ing or not? 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; the latter clause of 
the rule was applicable to every bill that is an 
appropriation. bill from the moment of its 
adoption. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ordinarily have no diffi- 
culty in understanding my friend; I do not 
think I shall have now. . Does he deny this 
proposition: if thisrule takes effect on this bill 
for the first time this morning, the amendment 
cannot be ruled out of order ? 

Mr. SCOTT. The rule, as I have already 
said, is divisible into two parts 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not ask my friend 
that. Now, I beg to inguire of him whether 
he disputes this proposition, that if the rule 
took effect upon this bill for the first time this 
morning—as to that part of it, | mean—then 
this amendment is in order? Does he deny 
that? 

Mr. SCOTT. “If it did,” but that is 
begging the whole question. 

Mr. CONKLING. I say it is my friend’s 
question, My fviend’s point is that it took 
effect before this morning. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then we agree that there 
is the hinge on which the whole question turns. 
Did the rale before us apply te this bill before 
this morning ex proprio vigore, as the lawyers 
say, or did it become applicable to it this 
morning in consequence of the vote of the 
Sonate. fs not that the question? My friend 
and I agree, as I had no doubt we should 

Mr, SCOTT. Jt depends on whether it is 
an appropriation bill, 

Mr. CONKLING. Precisely; and that 
brings up the question whether it is an appro- 
priation bill within the language of the rule. 
{commenced by admitting that, and I deny 
that it is for this reason: the thirtieth rule 
clearly shows that this bill is not embraced in 
it, because- if it were that rule is peremptory 
that it shall go to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and that all amendments to it shall 
go to the Committee on Appropriations. Ex- 
pressly it goes elsewhere. Therefore it is not 
within tbe thirtieth rule. Now this restrict: 
ive rule is to be read tv. pari materia with the 
thirtieth rule. L submit to my honorable 
friend that it would be very far-fetched to say 
that this restrictive rule applies to any bills 
other than those to which the other rules relat- 
ing to appropriation bills apply. Therefore, 
while 1 admit that that is a question, I restate 
the point that it all turns upon whether this 
tule operated upon the river and harbor bill 
before this morning, or whether its operation 
took place in consequence of the vote of the 
Senate this morning. 


And now l have the assent of my honorable | 


friend from Pennsylvania, who very rarely 
makes a mistake upon any question of law or 
logic, that if the action of the rule upon this 
bill began this morning in consequence of the 
vote of the Senate, then unquestionably the 
amendmentisin order, To uphold this ruling 
of the Chair, the Senate must vote that the 
vote of the Senate this morning was mere 
surplusage, a mere work of supererogation, 
that in place ofits being necessary to apply 
the rule, the rule applied all the time, and 


T 
that when the amendment came in from the 
Comittee on Commerce it was out of order 
at that time. I do not belieye the Senate will 


vote that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Justa word or 
two in reply to the honorable Senator from 
New York. It turns now on a question of 
fact. It seems to be assumed by the Senator 
from New York, and couceded by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, that if this is an appropria- 
‘tion bill within any fair acceptation of the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate, then this amendment 
is out of order. The honorable Senator from 
New York maintains that itis not an appro- 
priation bill because it is not within the rule 
of the Senate which denominates an appro- 
priation bill “a general appropriation bili;’? 
therefore, this rule does not apply, because 
this is not what may fairly be deuominated a 
general appropriation bill, 

Mr. CONKLING. Within the meaning of 


our rules. . 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Let us look 
and see. In the first place it is denominated 


in its title an appropriation bill. ‘There need, 
therefore, be no question that this is an appro- 
priation bill. Is itgeneral? That is the only 
question there is left. What isa general ap- 
propriation bill? General to what intent? 
Clearly this is general to this extent, that it 
covers the entire subject of appropriations. 
Is not that general? if it were particular, it 
would relate to a particular case, one would 
think; but when it relates to a general sub- 
ject, and is so general that it covers the entire 
subject, and the entire country, too, in regard 
to that subject, I submit to my honorable 
friend whetuer in that sense at least it is not 
general, 

Mr. CONKLING. May Task my friend a 
question ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Whatdoes he do with 
the latter mandatory part of that rule, which 
says, if he is right in his construction, that the 
bill shall go the Committee on Appropria- 
tions? 

Mr. MORRIL, of Maine, 
that ina moment. It is general then, | sub- 
mit, to that intent. Now, if it is not general, 
I should like to ask my friend what becomes 
of the military appropriation bill, which is con- 
fined to the particular subject of appropria- 
tious for the military service ; and then what 
is that little appropriation bili for the Military 
Academy ? Did anybody ever doubt that that 
was a general appropriation bili? And wha 
of the Navy bill? Those bills relate to those 
special branches. If they are not general 
surely this is not, and in those particular in- 
stances they only cover one branch of the ser 
vice and are very much more limited in their 
application thau this, Therefore you would 
see that to apply the honorable Senator’s 
criticism to this would be to rule all these 
ilis iuto the category of special appropriation 

ills. 

My honorable friend, to fortify himself, says 
this cannot be general because it was not 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Does that apply? The usage of the Senate 
has been various on this subject. Oftentimes 
it goes to the Committee on Commerce and 
afterward to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and so with some of your other committees. 
Take the bili making appropriations for Indian 
affairs. That oftentimes is referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and afterward to 
the Committee on Appropriations for revision, 
and very properly l think; and so this ought 
to have been. But we are upon the pree:se 
question of generality. If the Senator trom 
New York commits himself to that, if this is 
general, then it is conceded that this amend- 
ment is not germane. Iwill noi repeat myself; 
but if it is not-general, then all the appropria: 
tion bills to which i have-referred are special. 
it should be observed that none. of the bills 


I will come to 


i are general in the sense that they cover all 
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the appropriations. They are all. specific; 
they are all confined to one subject, but are 
general in their operation over the whole ser- 
vice on that subject. So I think my bonor- 
able friend will not find himself sustained in 
the theory that this bill ig not general in its 
character, and certainly not for the reasons 
that he has stated. 

The Senator from New York says that there 
is no such thing as an annual appropriation 
bill. Of course that does not apply to the 
argument; I do not understand the honorable 
Senator to refer to it as applicable to the argu- 
ment; but it is within his statement that there 
is no such thing as an annual appropriation 
bill, and he instances the absence of such a 
provision in the Constitution. 

Mr. CONKLING. I spoke of the rule. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Or in the rules. 
Suppose it is not in the rules, is it not in the 
practice? i 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Certainly it is 
in the practice, and that is what we are pro- 
ceeding upon. There are such things as 
annual appropriations, and they come as regu- 
larly as the seasons,and as regularly as the 
sessions of Congress. It makes no difference 
whether they are annual or biennial; but the 
general fact in regard to this is that itis gen- 
eral beyond a question, general within our 
practice, and it must be regarded, therefore, I 
submit, as general within the rule. But sup- 
pose it were not; if it is special it comes within 
this rule, because it says, ‘‘and pending an 
appropriation bill.”’ As has been well said by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, it will not do 
to say that that language must be interpreted 
in regard to that general quality which the 
honorable Senator seems to insist upon as 
being recognized by the rule to which he has 
referred, the standing rule of the Senate. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it strikes me that 
there can be no question at all upon this sub- 
ject. This being a general appropriation bill, 
the Chair has well ruled that this amendment 
must necessarily be regarded as obnoxious to 
the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has indulged debate on this question ; but he 
thinks the five-minutes ruleapplies to all ques- 
tions growing out of the bill, as well on the 
appeal as anything else. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask leave to say a 
single word in reply to the Senator from Maine. 
The difference between the Senator and my- 
self touching this rule relates to the applica- 
tion of the word ‘‘general.’’ He understands 
that word to relate to the nature of the appro- 
priations contained in the bill. I understand 
it to relate to the bill itself, and to be syn- 
onymous with the terms “regular appropri- 
ation bills,” ‘habitual appropriation bills,” 
‘ordinary appropriation bills.’’ My friend 
understands it to apply to the kind of appro- 
priations contained in the bill. Let me- illus- 
trate. Suppose after the Chicago fireand other 
fires a bill had been framed to appropriate 
large sums of money for various purposes in 
Chicago and in other places. That would be 
very general and promiscuous in its provisions; 
but certainly it would not be one of the gen- 
eral appropriation bills. Why? Simply be- 
cause it would not be one of the regular, 
habitual, stereotyped, expected, matter-of- 
course appropriation bills; it would be aspe- 
cial bill, although general in its application. 
Precisely so, I submit to my friend, is the 
river and harbor bill. Two river avd harbor 
bills may be reported in a session; four bills 
in a session; there may not be a river and 
harbor bill reported for two or ten years; it 
is whoily accidental; it depends upon con- 
tingencies which may or may not arise. The 
Constitution says that appropriatious for the 
Army shall never be made for more than two 
yearsat atime. Therefore biennially you must 
have appropriation bills. In practice, as my 
friend has reminded us, we have them annually. 


Thus they become general appropriation bills, 
regular, habitual, known appropriation bills. 


‘But a river and harbor bill being one which 


may be reported once ayear, once in ten years, 
which need not necessarily, as to carrying on 
the Government, be reported in the whole life- 
time of the Republic, and inasmuch as there 
have been whole decades during which no such 
bill has been reported, I submit to the honor- 
able Senator.that it is not, and the practiceof 


the Senate bears me out in saying that it is‘ 


not, one of the bills generically known here 
in the rule as general appropriation bills. 
That is my answer. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. One word now, 
if Imay be indulged. Then certainly we have 
been very inconsistent in our expressions here, 
because it should have been ‘‘usual’’ instead 
of “ general”? 

Mr. CONKLING. Not at all; for that 
would have applied to special bills, which do 
not relate to general appropriations at all. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The language 
should have been applicable to “ the usual ap- 
propriation bills;’’ but it was not so intended, 
clearly not, otherwise that language would 
have been used. ‘‘General,’’ therefore, must 
be regarded as referring to the subject, the 
general character of the bill. Besides that, my 
honorable friend knows well that these appro- 
priation bills do come very regularly now, 
annually or biennially. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is accidental. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. It is not acci- 
dental; it reaches back many years; and 
now they have become as much the settled 
policy, perhaps, as almost anything known to 
the Government. Besides that, here are the 
estimates made annually. Here is a volume 
that comes to us as regularly as the sessions, 
asking for what? ‘The annual appropria- 
tions to carry on the fortifications, to provide 
for the preservation of the fortifications and 
improvements of the rivers and the harbors.” 
It is not accidental; it is not casual; it is 
general. And therefore you may look for this 
appropriation bill with as much certainty as 
you look for the appropriation bill for the an- 
nual’ expenses of the Army or any other 
branek of the Government. I submit, there- 
fore, on every ground the decision of the Chair 
ought to stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
tion is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Will the Chair state the 
ground of the decision? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks under the restrictive rule this amend- 
ment cannot be received, and therefore be has 
ruled it out of order. ‘The question is, Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the Senate? 

Mr. BOREMAN. I understand this morn- 
ing the Senate adopted a resolution making 
that rule operative on this biil, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They agreed 
to it by unanimous consent. 

The decision of the Chair was sustained, 
there being on a division—ayes 22, noes 16. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments of the Committee on Commerce, as they 
were printed with the bill, have now been gone 
through with, and the Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Mississippi, who bas an amend- 
ment to offer from the committee. 

Mr. ALCORN. Itis accepted by the com- 
mittee. It was offered by me, and referred to 
the committee, accepted by them, and reported 
back. It is section two, line seventy-eight, 
after the word ‘* Minnesota’’ to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

For the survey and examination of obstructions 
in the Forked Deer river, trom the mouth of that 
stream to apoint opposite Dyersburgin Dyercounty, 
in West Tennessee. : 


Mr. CHANDLER. That is accepted. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
“Mr. SAWYER. I desire to offer an amend- 


4 


aan 


ment on. the ninth page, which does -not-in- 
crease the appropriation at all. I desire. to 
change the sum in the two hundred and ninth 
line appropriated. for the improvement. of the 
ship channel in Charleston -harbor, South 
Carolina, from $40,000 to $38,700, and -then 
after the word ‘dollars’ to insert the follow: 
ing: : 

For removing obstructions in Ashepoo river, South 
Carolina, $1,800. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I move to amend the bill 
on page 7, lines one hundred and thirty-six, 
one hundred and thirty-seven, and one hnn- 
dred and thirty-eight. The clause as it stands 
in the bill reads: ` 

For the preservation of the Falls of St. Anthony, 
Minnesota, and the navigation of the. Mississippi 
river above the same, $50,000, 

I introduced an amendment in the ordinary 

way and had it referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, which I new desire to offer, and I 
think the Senate will not hesitate to make so 
slight an increase of the appropriation for so 
important an object as this, The amendment 
is to increase the appropriation from $50,000 
to $100,000. The amendment, as I presented 
it in the first instance, was for $200,000. which 
is the estimate made by the engineer depart- 
ment of the United States, 
+ I know that in offering this amendment I 
probably cross the wishes of the cbairman of 
the committee, but I think if be will hear me 
for one moment he will forego his opposition 
and consent to this slight increase of the 
appropriation. The Secretary of War on the 
13th of April sent a report to the Senate esti- 
mating $200,000 as the proper appropriation 
for the purpose expressed in the bill sin the 
lines I have read. At this time the people of 
that vicinity living around the falls have taxed 
themselves very heavily. They have already 
made an appropriation out of their own means 
of $350,000. The Government so far:has only 
contributed $100,000, ; a 

1 know it is sometimes ‘objected: that these 
are private interests, and thatthe Government 
is called upon to maintain private interests. 
Well, sir, in truth they are mixed public and 
private interests. Af the Falls of St. Anthony 
were to be swept out, as is very probable will 
be the case unless something is donethere, by 
the recession of the limestone rock that sus- 
tains them, it would not only wipe out- all the 
enterprises that.cluster around the falls, in 
which millions of dollars are invested, some 
of the greatest industries of the country, and 
the most profitable and the most valuable to 
the whole community, but it would let down 
all the water for a thousand miles above; 
There are a thousand, miles of the Mississippi 
river above the Fallsof St. Anthony, and there 
are from five to six-hundred mites of valuable 
navigation above. Immediately above the 
falls up to the little rapids there are probably 
a hundred and forty mtles of good navigation. 
Above that again to Pokagoma falls, for some 
three hundred miles, and above that into 
Leech lake and the very upper waters of the 
Mississippi, there is good navigation, But, to 
maintain that navigation it isesseatial that the 
Falls of St. Anthony should be maintained. 1 
repeat, the people there have made these great 
sacrifices for many years to carry on this work, 
and it is not reasonable that the Government 
should retuse to give them reasonable assist- 
ance in their struggle. At this time they are 
paying six percent. in taxes in order to main- 
tain these falls and to prevent their washiug 
out entirely. J think, therefore, when F only 
ask so reasonable.an increase as $50,000, tue 
honorable chairman of the committee will 
forego the opposition which he feels compelled 
to make simply for form’s sake, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The estimates: of the 
engineers would swell this bili ṣo something 
over nineteen million dollars. The amount 
actually contained in it is about five and a hálf 
millions. The Senator's owt member: in the 
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House exprésséd himself as satisfied with this 
appropriation, and was rather grateful to the 
committee for making it so large, and I had 
hoped that my -honorable friend from Minne- 
gota would express gratitude that this appro- 
priation was so large, instead of ‘asking that it 

_ be doubled. - at ; 
Mr. RAMSEY. Iam not astonished that 


I said that the Government bad never made 
any appropriation forthe improvement of this 
river; but about twenty-five or thirty years ago 
acompany which was chartered by the States 
of Indiana and Hlinois expended some ninety 
thousand dollars in improving the river about 
ninety-five miles above its mouth at a point 
where the greatest- obstruction occurs called 


my colleague -in ‘the House in- his modesty 
should be surprised that he got anything at all. 
The State of Michigan gets five or six hundred 
thousand, dollars in this. bill; the State of Wis- 
consin about that much; and here is Minnesota 

ut off with about one hundred thousand dol- 
lars. Lam not astonished that my colleague 
in the’other House was a little surprised that 
he got anything at ally and that he expressed 
gratitude for. getting the small amount con- 
tained in the bill. Í hope, sir, that the Senate 
will consent to make this slight increase.’ I 
trust the chairman of the committee will not 
persist in his opposition. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the amendment 
will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion ‘on the amendment, and declared that the 
noes appeared to have it, 

Mr. RAMSBY. I shall ask for a division, 
rather than leave so proper a thing to so 
doubtful a vote as that. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senate is thin, and F 
suggest to the Senator to have a division when 
the Senate ‘is fuller, 

: Mr. RAMSEY. Very well; I will defer it 
for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
ment is not agreed to. 

Mr. PRATI. I move to amend the bill on 
page 7; line one hundred and fifty-four, by 
inserting after the word ‘river’? the words 
‘Cand the harbors thereof; so that the clause 
shall read: 
hee une improvemanit of the Ohio river and the 

er et 3 * 
hanboss theron , including repair of the Cumberland 

Mr. CHANDLER, There is-no objection 
to that amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PRATT. 1 move further to amend the 
bill on page 8, line one hundred and seventy- 
six, by striking out ‘ fifty” and inserting “one 
hundred ;” so that the clause will read: 

For the improvement of tho Wahash river, Indi- 
ana, Commoncing nt its mouth, $100,000. 

With the leave of the Senate, I will submit 
in conneetion with this motion some remarks. 
This is the first appropriation that hag ever 
been made for the improvement of that river, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would remind the Senator that, while his 
remarks are in order, the five-minutes rule 
applies. 

Mr. PRATT. The only appropriation that 
has ever been made in Indiana for any purpose 
of this sort haa been for the improvement of 
the harbor at Michigan City, and from the year 
1836 down to the present time the suni total 
of all the appropriations for the benefit of that 
harbor does not exceed, I suppose, $150,000, 

Lhe Wabash river, after taking its rise in 
northwestern Ohio, runs in a southwesterly 
direction a distance of about five hundred 
miles, and empties into the Ohio river about 
one hundred and thirty miles above its mouth. 
For two hundred miles it is the boundary line 
between the States of Indianaand Illinois, which 
States rank as the fifth aud sixth, according to 
the late census, in point of population. The 
population inthe several counties on each side 

- of the river between La Wayetteand the mouth 
of the river is as follows: there are nine 
counties in the State of Indiana bordering 
upon the river between those two points, the 
population of which is 216,564; there are nine | 

eoanties bordering upon the river upon the 

west with a population amounting to 141,305, 

making the total 357,889; and the increase 


The amend- 


Grand Rapids. A dat was built and a lock. 
The eompany for a few years removed the 
‘obstructions in the riverso that the commerce 
amounted twenty years ago to between four and 
five million dollars. The dam at this time is 
in a ruinous condition and is liable to be car- 
ried away at any moment by a freshet. The 
lock being a wooden one is liable to tumble 
in at any time when the lock is open. 

The engineer department estimate that the 
sum of $282,247 84 is sufficient to remove all 
the obstructions in the river and to make it 
navigable. The principal obstruction mm the 
river, as I have stated, is that which occurs at 
Grand Rapids, and the estimate of the engin- 
eer department for the removal of the obstrue- 
tions there is $135,000, and Major Weitzel 
recommends that the sum of $175,000 should 
be appropriated to be expended this present 
year in the removal of the obstructions at 
Grand Rapids, or rather, in the rebuilding of. 
the dam and lock at that point. ‘That is the 
recommendation of the engineer department, 
and yet this bill appropriates only the sum of 
$50,000, which is altogether insufficient for 
that purpose. 

To show the amount of business that was 
transacted when this dam was built, I may 
state that twenty years ago two hundred and 
thirty steamboats passed that lock during one 
year, and it is estimated that if the obstruc- 
tions in the river were removed at this time 
the commerce would amount to some twenty 
or twenty-five million dollars a year. The 
obstructions at Grand Rapids consist in a fall 
of ten feet in the river for a distance of some 
seven hundred feet, and itis utterly impossible 
without the renewal of the dtm and the lock 
at that place to navigate the upper part of the 
river. I. do hope, therefore, that the Senate 
will increase this appropriation from $50,000 
to $100,000. Whenitis considered that this 
is the first appropriation that has ever been 
made by Congress for the improvement of that 
great stream 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
TRONY in the chair.) ‘lhe Senator’s time has 
expired. 

Mr. COLE. I suppose it has escaped the 
attention, both of the Committee on Commerce 
and the Senator from Indiana, that there is 
no estimate at all for this improvement of the 
Wabash river, ind how it eame in the bill I 
am at a loss to know. I think the proper 
course would be to have an investigation by 
the engineer department as to the necessity 
of an iniprovement of this kind before we 
made an appropriation of $50,000 or $50. I 
notice the same thing ‘in reference to sevéral 
other items in this-bill. There seems to have 
been no estimate for them, and we have no 
information, eertainly no authentic inforfra- 
tion, none such as we usually rely upon, from 


not. 
The second section of this bill make provis- 


throughout the whole country for the purpose 
of determining whether these improvements of 
rivers and harbors are necessary for the benefit 
of commerce. But for as to go ahead of that 
and make a largeappropriatien of fifty or one 
hundred thousand dollars blindly without know- 
ing whether there is a necessity for it or not, 
without auy investigation or examination by 
the skillful otficers of the engineer corps; is 
something beyond the. practice of Congress. 
Mr. PRATT. I beg to correct my friend 


of the population of those counties during the 


from California. “This river has been surveyed. 


last decade was forty per cent, i 


-Lhave before me the report of Major Weitzel. 


the engineer department to satisfy us as to. 
whether the appropriation should be made or | 


ion for an examination of different localities | 


Mr. COLE.’ Tam speaking of the book of 
estimates of this year, under which we are 
making these appropriations, and it is not in 
the book of estimates. 

Mr. PRATT. | Will my friend from Califor- 
pia indulge me in reading a single paragraph 
from the report of Major Weitzel? lt will 
occupy but a minute: , 


“Thé Wabash with its branches drains the larger 
portion of the State of Indiana, a portion of the 
State of Ohio, and quite a large portion of the State 
of Illinois, It flows in a southwesterly direction 
through the northern portion of Indiana, strikes 
the boundary line between the two great States of 
Indiana, and Illinois a short distance below Terre 
Haute, Indiana ; thon for nearly two hundred miles 
of its course it forms the boundary between these 
two States, and empties into the Ohio river about 
one hundred and thirty miles above the mouth of 
the latter. Itis the most important northern branch 
of the Ohio river. Below its mouth the Ohio river 
contains but few obstructions to navigation, and 
these will probably soon be removed. The three 
cities, Lafayette, Terre Haute, and Vincennes, are 
situated on this river. , 

“Twenty years ago thé annual value of the ¢om- 
meree of this river and its branches, in wheat, corn, 
pork, and live stock alone, amounted to about four 
million dollars. Since then, and especially within 
the last few years, iron and coal veins have been 
opened. ; 

“ Now, all of this commerce has been nearly en- 
tirely ruined by the obstructions in the river. 
lock at the Grand Rapids, and a few improvements 
at other points, were made by private enterprise. 
But none of these improvemonts were of a substan- 
tial character, and are consequently now in decay. 

“Now, if tbis river could be improved only as far 
up as Lafayette, Indiana, not only would its former 
commerce return, but it would steadily increase by 
the development of the mineral resources adjacent 
to it, and by the continued increase of the popula- 
tion, The soil adjacent to this river is of the most 
productive kind.” 

That is what the engineer department say 


in relation to the importance of this improve- 


ment. 
Mr. COLE. These are very interesting 
geographical facts, giving us the location o 

the river, and so on, all of which we could 
have ascertained from the common school 
geographies as well as from the report of 
General Weitzel as given in that document. 
I do not know but that some improvement on 
this river is necessary; but my point is that 
there has been no estimate of the amount that 
is required to make the improvements, or even 
to show us farther than that document that 
they are necessary. Iam not opposing, how- 
ever, the clause in the bill as it came to us 
from the House, but I feel like opposing the 
amendment, because it is going altogether too 
far to ask an additional appropriation of so 
large an amount without the data upon which 
we usually rely in making these apprapria- 
tions. 

Mr. PRATT. 
me 

Mr. COLE. I think we have both consumed 
the time allotted to ua. 

Mr. PRATT. I will only repeat that the 
improvements heretofore have been entirely 
by private enterprise. The Wabash is the 
largest tributary of the Ohio river. The val- 
ley of the Wabash is one of the most fruitful 
valleys in the Northwest. Before the war 
there was no valley so much resorted to by 
the produce dealers of New Orleans and other 
southern cities to supply the cotton States with 
food as the Wabash valley. This river has 
never received the aid of a single dollar from 
the Government. Its improvement has de- 
pended entirely upon private enterprise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - The Ben- 
ator from California has spoken his five min- 
utes. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from California 
has not. | ` re 

The’ PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California yielded’ bis time to the 
Senator from. Indiaiia, . 

Mr. COLE. | contd not help myself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator trom Cali- 
fornia is mistaken. in: supposing that theré is 
no estimate for this wotk. There: is an esti- 
mate for the improvement of the locks at the 
Grand Rapids of $125,000. The amouit ap- 
propriated by the House committee, $50,000, 


If my friend will allow 
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wasa larger proportion of the estimate than 
was granted in many other instances. The 
engineer department thought they could get 
along very well this year with that amount, 
and the Senate committee unanimously con- 
curred with the House committee in recom- 
mending that $50,000 be allowed. I hope the 
increase will not be voted, and that the report 
of the committee will be sustained. 

Mr. PRATT. Is it in order for me to sub- 
mit a single remark more? i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unani- 
mous consent, not otherwise. 

Mr. PRATT. -I put this solely upon the 
gronnd that the State of Indiana has never 
been the beneficiary of the General Govern- 
. ment except as to a single harbor upon Lake 
Michigan, where the appropriations for more 
than a quarter of a century do not amount to 
$150,000. This is the only aid she has asked 
in behalf of her great river. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion on the amendment, and declared that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PRATT. I call for a division. 

Mr. RAMSEY. 1 suggest to the Senator, 
as the Senate is thin now, as it was when the 
vote was taken on my amendment, that he 
had better defer it until the Senate is fuller. 
Then the vote can be taken on the two, and 
if we hitch teams we can probably carry both 
measures. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Indiana insist on dividing the 
Senate at this time? 

Mr. PRATT. No, sir, not now; but when 
the Senate is fuller J shall ask for another vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amend- 
ment is not agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKTON, I meve to amend the bill 
on page 11, line two hundred and fifty-seven, 
by striking out “ ten” and inserting ‘‘ twenty ;”’ 
so that-the clause will read: 

For the improvement of the Delaware river 
between Trenton and Bordentown, New Jersey, 
$20,060, 

If the Senate will give me their attention 
for a single moment, I am sure they will not 
fail to concur in the action which they took last 
year on this subject. The Senate more than a 
year ago, afier having sent a United States 
engineer to make a survey of this point, and 
after that engineer had reported that $20,000 
was necessarry to remove a very serious Ob- 
struction to the navigation of the river, voted 
that $20,000 with a great unanimity. That 
appropriation was stricken out in the confer- 
ence committee, and the result was that we 
have not received one single dollar for that 
improvement. Now the House sends us this 
bill containing an. appropriation of $10,000. 
The engineer reported that $20,000 was neces- 
sary to do one year’s work. The Senate said 
that sum was necessary and voted it. The 
House struck it out in conference, and now 
in the following year comes and offers us 
$10,000. + : 

Every one knows that when a United States 
engineer states what is necessary to do a cer- 
tain piece of ‘work, the only question left is, 
not can we do it cheaper, but how important 
is the work ? Shall we spend that money upon 
it? Is it worth while undertaking it? But, 
sir, to undertake a work of this sort without 
the proper appropriation, is simply a waste of 
money. You had better not appropriate any- 
thing than $10,000, for it is simply a waste of 
that amount, and we shall have to come back 
and ask again. Colonel Kurtz, a very distin- 
guished engineer officer, in his report to the 
Secretary of War, says, page 708:. 

“The city of Trenton, at the head of the tide- 
water of the Delaware, is specially interested in 
this improvement, 
pikes, railroads, and canals, gathersin large quan- 
tities of grain, coal, and iron. from the surrounding 
regions. Its manufactures are varied and extensive, 
the yearly products being of the value of $12,000,000 


or $13,000,000. Iron, including hardware, stoves, | of estimates? 


&., amouúts. to $2,200,000 annually;. dry goods, 


This city is situated in a very | 
fertile district of country, and by means of its turn- 


t $400,000; b 


$2.000,000; potteries, $690,000; stone and marble, 
ricks, 0,000; boots, shoes, harness, 
soap, candles, &e., over $2,000,000. 

“The desired improvement of the river would 
open its channel for the transportation of these and 
other products of industry, and would add another 
and cheap means.of transit for the distribution of 


these staples of life to their markets of consump- 


tion.” 


He then goes on to give a detailed account | 


of the work, and says: 
“In conclusion, the improvement of the east 


channel, at Periwig Island, is recommended as most | 


advisable, at an estimated cost of $75,000, and of 
this amount the sum of $20,000 is asked for the ser- 
vice of the fiscal year ending June 39, 1872.” : 

That sum was granted by the Senate, was 
struck out in conference, and we have never 
had one single cent. I ask the chairman of 
the eommittee whether it is wise to make so 
small an appropriation as this. I donot blame 
the committee for accepting the suggestion of 
the House, because they had no other informa- 
tion. Probably their attention has not been 
called to this report. When this matter was 
up before, more than a year ago, I said to the 
Senate: 

‘* Toffer an amendmentto come in after the thirty- 
fifth line of the first section, on page 2: 

“ For the improvement ofthe Delaware riverabove 
Bordentown and between Bordentown and Trenton, 
New Jersey, $20,000.” 

I then referred to the report of Colonel 
Kurtz, and stated to the Senate at that time 
the importance of this work, concluding as 
follows: 

* Permit me, Mr. President, to say one other word. 
I desire to make no aliusion to sums granted to 
other States, for they may need much larger sums 
than we need; but from the foundation of the Gov- 
erament to the present day I am informed that the 
whole sum that the United States has ever spent for 
a river or a harbor in New Jersey is $38,000, and we 
have, as you are aware, one of the largest sea-coasts 
for the area of our State of any State in this Union, 
with some of the finest and most beautiful rivers 
running into it.” 

It was upon this application, upon this state- 
ment of facts, more than a year ago, that you 
did grant $20,000 for this improvement, Now, 
I ask if that appeal can be resisted? I ask 
what reason the committee can give when this 
matter is now, for the first time during this 
session, called to their attention for resisting 
this appropriation? Is it said that if the re- 
ports of the engineers were followed, this would 
be a bill appropriating $19,000,000 where 
we are now only appropriating $5,000,000? 
‘That does not answer my proposition, for the 
engineer made this report two years ago. The 
appropriation was agreed to by the Senate a 
year ago, and you are simply asked, inasmuch 
as it was struck out in the conference commit- 


tee last year, now, when your attention is called | 


to it, not to let. the appropriation be reduced 
to a sum totally inadequate to commence this 
work with. I sincerely hope the amendment 
will prevail. 


Mr. COLE. The Senator from New Jersey, | 


who is irresistible in his appeais, both on ac- 
count of their logicand their oratory, succeeded 
in getting an appropriation of $20,000 a year 
or two ago for this purpose ; but now he isin the 
same dilemma with the Senator from Indiana: 
there is no estimate whatever even for an ap- 
propriation of $10,000 in the book of esti- 
mates. We havea corps of mostexcellent and 
skillful engineers who make their estimates 
upon these improvements, and, as stated by 
the Senator from Michigan, and [have no doubt 
trathtully, they have estimated for improve- 
ments amounting to $19,000,000, of which ouly 
$5,000,000 are included in this dill; .but-even 
in-their estimates for $19,000,000 they have 
not included this improvement, and I judge, 
therefore, it was not regarded by the officers 
of the Gevernment having the matter in charge 
as very essential at this time. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I do not know what the 
Senator from California means by saying that 
there is no estimate for this. 

Mr. COLE. . In the book of estimates on 
which these bills are made up. 


‘Mr. STOCKTON. Who makes up that book 


Mr. COLE, Itis made ùp in the Depart- 


ments oo > ; ; eee 

Mr. STOCKTON, If this.is not included, 
the reason is manifest. If is for. the same 
reason that the House have sent as an appro- 
priation. of $10,000, It is because. this thing 
was donetwo years ago,.and was recommended 
two years ago, and. the Department did’ not 


t consider it necessary to recommend it again. 


Let me read from the report of this officer to 
the Seeretary of War, which was sent to the 
Senate: f 


‘The river is navigable for twelve feet of water at 
low tide, up as far as the foot of Newhbold’s Island, 
(a little below Bordentown,) where in passing, from 
twelve feet in the south channel to twelve feetin 
the north channel a ridge must: be crossed on which 
there are but five feet at low water, From this point 
six feet of water ean be had at low water up to the 
Trenton bridge, except at one position, namely, 
Periwig Island, three miles below the bridge, where 
a shoal about eighthundred yardsin length must be 
passed over, having only three feet of water on it. 
This shoal is the only serious obstacle to the navi- 
gation of the Delaware river. in the.region in.ques- 
tion, There were formerly two channels over itene 
by the west side of Periwig Island, the other on the 
east side, A ` : 4 

“Ehe former channel now affords hardly two feet 
of. water, and is too narrow for use. The latter, 
which has been in uso for thirty years or mere, is 
deeper and has more width, but is curved rather 
sharply. in its down-stream portion.” . 

e 8 # ££. ew 8 HR RK 

‘‘ Thecommerce of the riverrequires achannel-way 
of two hundred feet widé, Much of it is conducted 
in tows of canal-boats, which have a breast of three 
or more boats, and these need room to pass each 
other ia the channel, It is proposed, then, to ex- 
eavatea cut through the shoal so asto afford a depth 
of six feet, witha width of two hundred feet at low 
water.” ; 

Now comes the estimate: 


This cut will require the removal of onehundred and 
forty thousasd cubic yards of gravel, bowlders, 
_ &e, estimated to cost fifty cents per cubic yard 


sen ne tenon need eam ene ten evaeewag eas wea penn sus aneteh eueens traven wee 


or 7 

Below Newbold’s Island » cut two hundred 
feet wide, seven hundred feet long, and one 
tootdeep, is needed, five thousand cubic 
yards, at forty cents per Yard..csperrseseceey Oe 

Add tor supervision, surveys, and office ex- 


.. 8,000 
sesseperaeses $75,000 


Then he adds in conelusion that $20,000 
ought to be appropriated for that year. So I 
insist upon it that the only reason why this 
was not included in the estimates was that it 
chad already been done, aad therefore was not 
deemed necessary. It was not unfinished 
business; it was: finished business of. the 
Department. : f ; i 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I trust- this 
modest request of the State of New Jersey 
will be complied with. My colleague and my- 
self have looked over this bill, and all that we 
ask, although there is much more that we 
require, is an increase of $10,000. . This is to 
perfect the navigation between the capital of 
the Siate of New Jersey and that great com- 
mercial metropolis, Philadelphia. Pennsyl- 
yania is interested in it; all the people along 
the Delaware are interested in it; and I think 
the Senate ought to concede this moderate 
request. We look at the appropriations that 
are made forthe western States, hundreds of 
thousands of dollars to improve their waters, 
and we have no jealousy. We rejoice to see 


them prosper, and recognize the fact that as 


a new country they probably need developing 
more than the older States, and I trust, inas- 
much.as the report of the engineer shows that 
$20,000 is necessary for this work, the Senate 
will not put us off with half the sum, and so 
really destroy this most essential and important 
improvement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is true the engineers 
have requested but half of $20,000 this year. 
This work is dredging, and $10,000 will doa 
good deal of dredging. The committee of 
the other House gave very careful considera- 
tion to all these matters, and consulted with 
the engineers as to the smallest. amount, the 
different works could get along with, and the 
engineers finally decided that they could get 
along this year with $10,000. for this work. 
The committee of the. Senate concurred with 
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the committee of the House, and it was put 
at $10,000. But if Senators eee fit to adopt 
the reports of the engineers they will have a 
bill herein a very short time that will swell 
up to nineteen or twenty millions. : 

‘Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. : We can: 
not heur a word the Senator says. 

‘Mr. CHANDLER. My voice is feeble any- 
way, you know, [laughter.] I was saying that 
if you adopt the reports of the board of en- 
gineers. you will’ have a bill of nineteen or 
twenty millions in a very short time, The 
Committee on Commerce have recommended 
all that they dared to recommend, and have 
nsed their very best discretion in the recom- 
mendations, and I hope the Senate will stand 
by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion. ig on the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey increasing the appropriation from 
$10,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes sixteen, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. POMEROY. I wish to give notice that 
when this bill comes into the Senate 1 shall 
feel it my duty to renew the proviso at the end 
of the bill, which, while occupyiag the chair 
temporarily, I ruled out of order. Upon re- 
flection I think we ought to take the sense of 
the Senate again upon it. I ruled upon it 
hastily, and I think I can show some reasons 
why itis in order after all. [do not want it to 
fail on account of my own ruling. (Laughter. ] 
I shall renew the proviso whea we come into 
the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to express my 
admiration of the last conclusion of the late 
occupant of the chair. I did not feel the 
same for the first opinion he expressed, but I 
think he is very right now. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAULSBU tY. Imove to amend the 
bill in section two, line seventy-six, by insert- 
ing these words: 


For the survey of Mahone river, in the State of 
Delaware, and tho bar at the mouth of said river. 


The amendment does not appropriate any 
money, but simply puts this among the rivers 
to be surveyed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. I have an amendment 
of the same sort to offer. Itis on page 17, 
section two, line twenty four, after the word 
“yiver,’? to insert ‘Pamunkey and Matta- 
pony rivers.” This is simply for a survey of 
those rivers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. J have another amend- 
ment that I desire to offer. It is to insert on 
page 10, after linetwo hundred and fifteen, the 
following : 

For the improvement of Elizabeth river to the 
eek ee the Aibemarle and Chesapeake canal, 


Mr. CHANDLER. That is an increase, 
and I hope it will not be adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Before the vote is taken 
Task the Clerk to read the passages I have 
marked in a report made by the Department, 
showing the importance of this improvement. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


** As the tide rises nearly three fect, this additional 
depth could be then had at high water cach day. 

“Tf Congress should decide to make an appropri- 
ation for the Blizabeth river, the plan of improve- 
ment indicated by Captain zune would be judi- 
cious, T think, however, the work would be found 
somewhat more extensive than his estimates con- 
template, and would cost not less than $25,000. If 
the improvement is to be undertaken, it would bea 
decided economy to have the whole sum appro- 
priated at one time, 

“The business of the canals of which the Tliza- 
beth rivor is the outlet, especially the Albemarle 
and Chesapeake canal, has increased notably in the 
past year, as shown by extracts given below from 
the last annual report of the president of that com- 
pany, Mr, Marshall Parks: 

t The Elizabeth river is navigable for vessels from 
Nerfolk to the locks of the canal, for vessels drawing 
eight feet at high tide. The rise of tide averaging 
three feet, it is therefore quite impossible for vessels 
drawing more than five feet to go up to the locks at 
low water; hence a delay of a few hours often occurs 
in reaching the canal, interfering with the regular 
departure of steamers from Norfolk. To make this 


channel sufficient at low water will require an im- 
provement of the river, and it is hoped the recom- 
mendation. made by the United States engineers, 
who aro now making an instrumental survey of the 
river, will induce Congress to make the necessary 
appropriations for its improvement.’ ”” 
so a è o # š X & # 

“When the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal was 
projected as a steam canal, with no tow-path, its 
projectors were looked npon-as visionaries. The 
result of their Jabors has proved the soundness of 
their judgment. More than thirty-five thousand 
vessels have passed through their canal, propelled 
or towed by steam, no animal power having been 


used. 

“he inland navigation, extending from thesounds 
of North Carolina to Baltimore, Philadelphia, and 
New York, continues to attract the attention of ship- 
pers. Efforts aro being made to induce eapital to 
embark in the establishment of a steam tow-boat 
line, with suitable barges, to run from all portions 
of eastern North Carolina and Virginia to Norfolk; 
thence by inland route to the great Atlantio cities. 
Tt is believed the expense of transportation can be 
reduced below thatofsail vessels, Tie great increase 
in the traflicin lumber, railroad ties, shingles, staves, 
corn, naval stores, telegraph poles, and heavy ores, 
makes the establishment of such a linea necessity. 

“During the past year many enterprising lumber- 
men have purchased largely of timbered lands in 
eastern North Carolina, bordering on the creeksand 
rivers, and have gotten out a vast quantity of mill 
timber, which has been rafted to the North. This 
business is destined to create a rovolution in tho 
lumber trade. The towing through the sounds and 
up the Chesapeake bay has been done with economy 
and safety; in fact, the loss has been far less than on 
the Susquehanna river. ee 

“Tho business of the canal has steadily increased, 
notso rapidly as we could wish, but still thero has 
been a stoady increase, notwithstanding there has 
been no addition to the population of the country. 

““Tmimigration has not setin, The Northwest still 
continues to attract foreignors. Until some con- 
cortod movement is made to induce immigration to 
the South, its superior advantages in climate, soil, 
and markets will not be appreciated, Eastern North 
Carolina presents inducements to settlers which need 
only be known to prove attractive, The country 
adjacent to this canal embraces a territory as large 
asall the New Iugland States together, excepting 
Maine, and has a navigation oxceeding cighteen 
hundred, miles in extont, offering easy and rapid 
communication to the principal markets of the coun- 
try, If these fucts were known to the emigrant the 
population of this section would be augmented to 
double its presont number beforo another docade. 

“t The increase in cotton during the past year has 
boen 9,562 bales; fish, 5,024 barrels; pers and beans, 
3,167 bushels; potatoes, 7,215 bushels; whoat, 987 
bushols; timber and sawed lumber, 674,503 feet; 
shingles, 15,529,400; staves, 134,000; fresh shad, 
2.6,000; watermelons, 23,600. 

“Tho following articles decreasod: naval stores, 
5,256 barrels; corn, 64,700 bushels; railroad-ties, 
11,24; wood, 5,252 cords. , z : F 

“t Thoro has been æ considerable increase in arti- 

cles not heretofore mentioned, namely, juniper, 
poplar, and beech Jogs—rafts, 49. 1,967 cords; 
peaches, 8,385 boxes; passengers, 3.813. 
_“* The number of vessels going North was 2,471 ; 
South, 2,429; t2tat, 4,900,corm posed as follows: steam- 
boats, 1,656; schooners, 944; sloops, 555; barges, 
183; jigltors, 1,030; boats, 483; total, 4,900. 

*' Tho tolls North and South last year were $47,- 
662 56; this fiscal ycar, $55,778 72—a gain of $8,116 16. 
‘Tho towing last year was $10,567 61; this year, 
$8,806 77—making a loss of $2,760 79,” ”” 

Mr. POMEROY. [apprehend that a Sen- 
ator cannot oceupy over five minutes in read- 
ing a document any more than he can in 
making a speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
cannot extend beyond five minutes if there be 
objection, and the time has expired. 

Mr. CHANDLER. L will state that that 
report was before the committee, and after 
due consideration the committee unanimously 
decided not to make the appropriation. Sen- 
ators will notice the language of the report. 
It says “if” this thing is done, so and so; but 
it is not a recommendation. 

Mr. POOL. I know something of that 
locality, and I think the appropriation ought 
tobe made. It is that portion of the Eliza- 
beth river above the Gosport navy-yard. It 
is in the line of communication of all the 
commerce coming out of Albemarle and Pam- 
lico sounds and the rivers adjacent in North 
Carolina, into Chesapeake bay. ‘There are 
obstructions in that river above the Gosport 
navy-yard that. ought to be removed, so as to 
improve the navigation, ‘There is a vast 
amount of commerce passing in that direc- 
tion, and the appropriation asked for, it seems 
to me, is very small indeed. I had supposed 
that the Senator from Virginia was going to 
ask for an appropriation at least four times as 


large; but if he has information that this sum 
will answer, it seems to me ‘it ought to be 
granted by the Senate. I am surprised to hear 
from the chairman of the committee that the 
committee had this matter under consideration 
and rejected it. If I had known that it was 
under consideration in the committee I think 
I could have bronght before that committee 
such a state of facts that they would not have, 
hesitated at all. i 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. Irenew the amendment 
striking out “ $25,000 and inserting ‘$15, 
000,” and I wish to say aword in regard to this 
amendment. The Chesapeake bay and Albe- 
marle sound approach very nearly together at 
that point, the canal which connects them 
being only fourteen miles long. That canal 
makes the connection between all the interior 
waters of North Carolina and the Chesapeake 
bay. By means of the canal and the Hliza- 
beth river the dangerous outward way outside, 
around Cape Hatteras, is avoided, and almost 
the whole commerce of the eastern part of 
North Carolina now passes through this canal 
to the Elizabeth river. During the past year 
nearly five thousand’ vessels passed up and 
down that stream. The appropriation recom- 
mended by the Department was only $25,000, 
and | asked for the whole amount for the rea- 
son that the Department recommended the 
appropriation of the whole of it at once. The 
poiut to be improved is between the mouth 
of the Dismal Swamp canal and the mouth of 
the Chesapeake and Alabemarle canal, a dis- 
tance of about two miles. I donot think there 
is a single improvement in the whole country 
that is needed more than that, and it ought to 
be allowed. I ask that a vote be taken on the 
amendment as I now offer it, reducing the 
amount to $15,000. 

Mr. POOL. If the Senate will permit me 
to state an additional fact, the United States 
navy-yard at Gosport gets most of the lum- 
ber it uses through this route. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is ou the amendment of the Senator from 
Virginia. . 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Ihave another amend- 
met to offer. Itis to insert as an additional 
section the following: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby ig,, 
authorized to establish signal stations at Cape Hat- 
teras, Body Island, Cape Henry, and other points 
on the coasts of North Carolina and Virginia, and 
to connect the same with such points as may be 
necessary for the proper discharge of the signal ser- 
vice, by means of a suitable telegraph line, to be 
constructed, maintained, and worked under the 
direction of the chiel signal officer of the Army; 
and the sum of $23,000 is hereby appropriated tor 
this purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


I send to the desk and ask the Clerk to read 
a letter from General. Myers in regard to this 
amendment, which will explain it better than 
I can. 

The Chief Clerk raad the following letter: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, 
Orrice or THE CHIEF SIGNAL OrvickR, 
Division or [TELEGRAMS AND REPORTS 
POR THE Bensrit OF COMMERCE, 
Wasnineton, D. C., May 9, 1872, 

Sım: The chief signal officer has the honor to 
submit, as directed, the following report upon the 
resolution of the Legislature of Virginia recom- 
mending the establishment of signal stations at 
Hatteras and other pointa on the coast of Virginia 
and North Carolina, information upon which is re- 
quested by the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce of the United States Senate. The following 
statements have been urged upon this office by the 
Board of Trade of the city of Norfolk, and a large 
number of citizens and firms of that place, namely: 
“that the coast from Cape Hatteras, and the capes 
of Virginia, is perhaps the most dangerous naviga- 
tion of the Atlantic border. When disasters occur, 
as is very frequent, the beach being sparsely, inhab- 
ited, it is now impossible to have information con- 
veyed to Norfolk, where several wrecking firms are 
established, until too late. Life and property would 
often be saved not only by the prevention of disas- 
ters through warning signals, but by early ‘intelli- 
gence of any inevitable disasters. About thirty 
miles north of Cape Hatteras is Body Island; where 
more vessels have been stranded than at any point 
on the South Atlantic coast. Sigrfal stations at 
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Cape. Henry, Body Island, and Cape Hatteras would 
give most important warnings, and also would add 
useful reports to those from which deductions are 
now made. 

This office regards the proposed signal stations 
to be highty important, but there being no present 
telegraphic connection, nor any probability of any 
future telegraphic connection in this region being 
made by private enterprise, such stations cannot be 
established without an appropriation additional to 
that asked for the signal service for the ensuing 
fiscal year, which shall be specified to be for the 
purpose of the construction and maintenauce of a 
telegraphic line from Norfolk to the above-men- 
tioned points. The length of the line would be about 
one handred and forty miles, on parts of which it is 
probable that cables will be necessary, It is 
estimated that the cost of construction (not in- 
eluding the right of way or use of land) and of main- 
tenance for one year will be $23,000, this estimate 
being less than would otherwise be made, on the 
supposition that some of the work could be per- 
formed by men of the signal service. The above- 
mentioned sum is wholly unconnected with the cost 
of establishing stations and making observations and 
reports, as is now done under the existing law. Itis 
desirable that provision be made not only for the 
above-mentioned telegraphic connection, but that 
similar connection should be also made along the 
portions of the Atlantic coast where life-saving 
stations are now established by communication with 
each other from this office, Storm-warnings could 
bo displayed at a large number of points where they 
would be of great benefit, and which otherwise can- 
notbereached. Such lines would in addition render 
the life-saving stations more useful for their special 
duties. . 

Lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

i ALBE J. MYER, 
Brig. Gen. and Chief Signal Officer of the Army. 
Hon. SECRETARY or War. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will be noticed that 
if this amendment be adopted the Govern- 
ment will be compelled to build one hundred 
and forty miles of telegraph line and main- 
tain it; and as it has not heretofore been the 
policy of the Government to establish signal 
stations where there were no telegraph lines, 
the committee did not feel authorized to rec- 
ommend it to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
‘Virginia. a2 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COLE. I move to amend the second 
section, line ten, by inserting after the words 
‘ New Jersey” the words ‘‘ Sacramento river, 
California.” On the statement of the Senator 
from Kansas that the engineer force will prob- 
ably be increased, I should like to have them 
so detailed as to make'a little examination of 
that river. I will state that a good deal of 
improvement has been made on that river by 
private enterprise at a cost of many thousand 
dollars, and nothing has ever been contributed 
by the United States ; I do not kuow that they 
will ask the United States to do anything ; but 
I wish to have an examination made among 
the many others that are being examined. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I offer an amendment to 
come in among the surveys in the second sec- 
tion, “for survey of the Mississippi from St. 
Paul to Leech Lake.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to insert after line one hundred and 
seventy-four: ‘‘ forthe removal of obstructions 
in Mobile chute, at the mouth of the Missouri 
river, $25,000.” 

This appropriation is recommended by the 
board of engineers specially charged by the 
Secretary of War with investigating the con- 
dition of the Missouri river. ‘The board of 
engineers have made no less than three reports 
on that subject. asking for. appropriations, of 
which this is one. The necessity for itis very 
great, and I am very sorry that the Committee 
on Commerce did not take this matter into 
consideration and report an appropriation. 

Mobile chuteis or was formerly the southern 
channel of the Missouri where it emptied into 
the Mississippi river. It has become choked 
with snags and filled up with sand in such a 
way that the channel is now deflected to a 
more northern course, and strikes perpendic- 
ularly upon the Illinois bank opposite, wearing 


$ 


| 


away the bank and causing very greatinjury to 
the river below. Formerly, when the Missouri 
flowed through the Mobile chute, it took a 
direct turn to the south down the Mississippi 
river, and thus kept flowing all the way to the 
sea; but.at present, striking perpendicularly 
upon the. Illinois bank, it rebounds to the 
Missouri side, and keeps on inthat way running 
across the stream, down to St. Louis, causing 
a great’ many sand-bars and a great many 
obstructions to the navigation of theriver. It 
is almost upon the principle of a billiard ball 
caroming from one side of the table to the 
other. 

This appropriation, which is very small in 
amount, it is believed would do more to restore 
the navigation of the river and to prevent the 
destruction of valuable property on the Illinois 
side, than any similar amount of money that 
could be expended. We all know the enorm- 
ous commerce which passes over this portion 
of the Mississippi river. I suppose there is no 
part of the Missouri river for the same length as 
that between St. Louis and Alton upon which 
there is so much commerce. ‘The amount 
asked for is supposed to be sufficient by the 
engineer in charge. It is recommended by 
the board of engineers and by the chief engin- 
eer, and also by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will be noticed that 
there is $25,000 in lines one hundred and sixty- 
nine and one hundred and seventy-one: 

For the improvement of the Mississippi river be- 
tween the mouth of the Illinois river and the mouth 
of the Mississippi river, $25,000. 

There is $25,000 for this very spot. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is-entirely mis- 
taken. If the Senator will look at the report 
of the board of engineers upon which that ap- 
propriation is recommended he will see that 
that $25,000 which is appropriated in the bill 
is for the purpose of erecting a dike from an 
island opposite Alton to the Missouri shore, 
and the sum should be $40,000 instead of 
$25,000. The appropriation is made for that 
purpose, and it is distinctly understood that it 
is for that purpose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This amendment was 
before the committee, but the committee did 
not feel at liberty to recommend it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The committee knew a great 
deal better than the board of engineers, I 
suppose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLAIR. I offer another amendment 
which is also recommended by the engineer 
department : 


For survey of the Mississippi river from St. Louis 
to the mouth of the Ohio river, $30,000 


Mr. CHANDLER. There is a round sum 
appropriated for surveys in the bill, I should 
have no objection to putting in that survey 
among the surveys, but 1 object to any addi- 
tional appropriations. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is already in among the 
survey 


8. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Then this is not neces- 


sary. 

Mr. BLAIR. The $150,000 appropriated 
for the general surveys required to be made by 
the second section of the bill will not pay for 
one tenth of one per cent. of the work that is 
required to be done by that general provision, 
and the Senator knows it as well as I do. 
There is no possibility of executing that work 
within the sum of money appropriated. I 
suppose there can be uo more important, work 
than this which I have asked an appropriation 


for. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The quos- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope it will not be 
adopted. 

- The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless som 


i Senator desires special amendments to be re- 


served, the Chair will put the question on con- 
curring in all the amendments madeasin Com- 
mittee of the Whole together. F 

Mr. PRATT: I wish thé amendment I 
offered reserved. : 

Mr. RAMSEY. It was not adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... The Senator 
can renew the amendment. ‘The question is 
on concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


Mr. POMEROY. I renew the amendment 
which was before the Senate when we were in 
Committee of the Whole, the last proviso in 
the bill. I had some doubts about the ques- 
tion of order when I was in the chair, and [ 
do not want to have the views of the commit- 
tee frustrated by any hasty ruling of my own, 
and lask the Chair to submit the question to 
the Senate to decide it again. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas will 
be read. . 

The Cuer Cierk, ' The amendment is to 
insert at the end of the bill; j 

Provided, That to enable the Secretary of War to 
comply with the provisions of this act, so much of 
tbe sixth section of the act approved March 3, 1869, 
entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 
1870, aud for other purposes,” as applies to the en~ 
gineer department be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed, aia 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I should regret 
exceedingly to see that motion of the honor- 
able Senator from Kansas prevail. I should 
regret it for his reputation as much as any- 
thing. ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY.) Does the Senator raise the point of 
order? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Jt has been 
ruled, I submit. ; ae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I make this 
inquiry, whether that proposition is before the 
Senate? It was ruled out of order in com- 
mittee, and is there any such question before 
the Senate? i ; 

Mr. POMEROY. I moved the‘amendment 
after we came into the Senate, which I had a 
right to do, even if it had been voted down in 
committee. I renew the amendment which 
was lost in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. This is a 
new amendment. It is now an original amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas; it 
is like any other amendment offered by any 
other member ou this floor, and being a new 
amendment it is not to be received on. this 
bill, and comes literally within the rule. I 
raise the point of order upon it. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will submit the question of order to the 
Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate have already 
decided it, and the Chair is bound. to enforce 
the decision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know whether 
this is out of order or not, because I have 
uot examined it. I should think it was from 
appearances, bui I understand the Senate has 
determined on this precise point, on an appeal 
from the Chair, that this amendment is not in 
order. Now, for the Senate to reverse its 
judgment immediately, and without any new 
reason given, would be an altogether, new 
performance. 

Mr. POMEROY. There was not anything 
like a decided vote of the Senate. There was 
a bare quorum voting. * 

_ Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, And all on one 


side. : i 
Mr. POMEROY. The vote I think was 22 
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to 16; and as I had some doubt about it, and 
as there. was nothing like a decided vote, I 
thought the: Chair ‘could submit the question 
to the Senate, if he did not choose to decide it 
himself, whether it should be received under 
the rule or not... He has a right to submit 
that question. : 
: Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
supposes any Senator can submit a proposi- 
tion, and: then a point of order can be raised 
ob it, and the Chair has aright to submit the 
point of order to the Senate. 

“Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Originally the 
proviso was in the bill when the question of 
order was raised, and the Chair, as I think 
very properly, decided ‘that it was obnoxious 
to the point raised, that it was out of order, 
and sọ it went out of the bill. It must be 
regarded as entirely disconnected with the 
bill. The Senator from Kansas now being 
out of the chair, some change seeming to have 
come over the spirit of his dream, proposes 
this now as an original proposition. So it 
must be regarded now as if it had never been 
in the bill. The Senate havingon a vote ruled 
it out of order, I ask the Chair to enforce that 
decision of the Senate against this proposition, 
ft is not in order, and cannot be in order, 
except by going back aud reversing the decis- 
ion. of the Senate. 

Mr. POMEROY, I will state that, techni- 
cally speaking, 1 thought perhaps the decision 
of the Chair was wrong, because we held, on a 
previous occasion, that while this rule did 
apply to the bill it did not apply to any amend- 
ment that was put upon the bill before the 
adoption of the rule. As to this bill, we 
adopted the rule this morning, alter we had 

roceeded to the consideration of the bill. 
We held on a previous occasion that an amend- 
ment which was pending moved by the com- 
mitteo or any person, pending at the time 
the rule was adopted, was excepted out of the 
operation of the rule. That was the decision 
in the case of the Morrill amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was so because it 
was specifically stated and so reserved, 

Mr, POMEROY. It occurred to me that 
that might still be the raling of the Senate on 
this question, as this amendment was pending 
when we adopted the rule. It is a question 
whether it should be considered an amend- 
ment obnoxious to the provisions of the rule. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. {desire to make 
one suggestion. All the reasoning for the 
appeal from the ruling of the Chair on the 
former occasion ceases in the present instance. 
The Senator trom New York, who argued it 
so astutely and ably, put it upon the ground 
entirely that it was uot within the rule, that 
to-day when this bill eume up it was not with- 
in the rule of the Senate applicable to general 
approptiation bills, and it was conceded on 
both sides that if it were so this proposition 
was elearly out of order. Now, it is offered 
at a time when it was agreed at the time we 
proceeded to consider this bill that the rule 
should apply to this particular biil, so that as 
we approach it now under the consideration 
of the Senate the point made by the Senator 
from New York has no force, and the rule of 
the Senate ought to be enforced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
submits to the Senate the question whether 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
shall be received in order. 

‘The question was decided in the negative. 

Mr. WILSON. JI ask that the Senate take 
a recess from half past four until half past 
seven o'clock witha view of taking up this 
evening bills reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, And nothing else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 
portion öf the motion is in order and must be 
decided without debate; the other portion is 
not. 


Mr. POMEROY. I hope the Senator from 


Massachusetts will be granted this indulgence. 
He has been asking it a long time, and he may 
not be here long with us. [ Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts moves that the Senate 
take a recess from half past four until half past 
seven o’clock to-day, and that the evening be 
devoted to bills from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. i. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave two bills that I 
wish to follow this with, which are very import- 
ant. I had hoped we should have this even- 
ing for the consideration of ‘bills from the 
Committee on Commerce. I shall ask that we 
take no recess until we pass the bill now 
pending. f eet 

Mr. POMEROY. Let it be understood that 
the reports of the Committee on Military 
Affairs are to be proceeded with until they are 
concluded, and after that there will be time 
for other business. 

Mr. RAMSEY. There is one bill from the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
that I should like to calf up and have passed. 
Ít is to refer a ease to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are about a dozen 
bills from the Committee on the Judiciary 
really of public importance, and { hope the 
Senate will unanimously consent that imme- 
diately before my friend from Massachusetts 
takes up his bilis we may pass them; or, if 
not, immediately afterward, one or ‘the other. 

Mr. THURMAN. I believe a motion to 
take a recess is not debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
but this is more than that. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is a motion that the 
Senate will take a recess at some future hour 
debatable ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to take a recess is not debatable ; but the mo- 
tion to take a recess and that the evening be 
devoted to a particular class of business is 
debatable. Indeed, such a motion cannot be 
received unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am willing to take a 
recess, but Lam not willing that the rest of 
the motion shall prevail. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. T object 
to the motion, . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Ohio ask that the motion be 
divided? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir; I want the 
steamboat bill taken up. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 

taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. -The ques- 
tion ison the motion to take a recess from 
half past four to half past seven. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts asks unanimous con- 
sent that the evening be devoted to bills from 
the Committee ou Military Affairs. 

Mr, WILSON. Iask for one ‘hour. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am perfectly willing 
to give that after we get through with the 
steamboat bill, 

Mr. RAMSEY. Task half an hour for the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which hour? 

Mr. THURMAN, Ishall be willing to do 
that as soon as the steamboat bill is disposed 
of, either by being passed or referred to 
another committee of conference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Bither; but we want 
action, Has the vote been taken on the river 
and harbor bill? 


It is not; 


So do I want that 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not | 


been. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I call for the regular 
order. j? ` 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The river 
and harbor bill is before the Senate, and open 
to amendment, - a 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the bill 
on the first page at the end of the seventh line, 
by inserting the words which are omitted by 
mere clerical mistake, I suppose: “for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1873,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. I now renew the amendment 
on page 8, in line otie hundred and sixty-eight, 
increasing the appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Wabash river from $50,000 to 
$100,000, and I desire the attention of the 
Senate to my statement as there are many 
Senators here who were not here at the time 
this bill was in the Committee of Whole. 

I stated then, and I now repeat, that this ig 
the first appropriation ever asked for for the 
improvement of this great river, the largest 
tributary which the Ohio receives from the 
north—a river five hundred miles in length 
and three hundred and fifty miles of which 
would be navigable from the city of La Fayette 
to its mouth by the expenditure of a fraction 
over three hundred thousand dollars, according 
to the estimate of the board of engineers. ‘Ihe 
river so far has been improved purely by pri- 
vate enterprise. Twenty-five or thirty years 
ago acompany, receiving its charter from the 
two States of indiana and Illinois, expended 
$90,000 in building adam and a steamboat 
lock at Grand Rapids, about ninety-five miles 
above its mouth. 

Mr. EDMONDS. What aid did it get? 

Mr. PRATT. Not any aid st all from the 
General Government nor from the States; as 
far as I know it was purely a private enterprise. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For profit. 

Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir; but the profits 


| received were so little that the dam now is in 


a decayed condition and liable to go ont at 
any time with the first freshet. ‘The lock is 
a wooden one, and ready to tumble in. Grand 
rapids, at which this dam is built, is an ob- 
struction which interrupts the navigation for 
a stretch of two hundred and fifty miles of 
that river above these rapids. It consists of 
a fall of nine feet in the space of some seven 
hundred feet of river. The board of engineers 
recommend an appropriation of $175,000 to 
be expended upon that river this year, $185,000 
of which to be expended at this point, where 
the principal obstruction exists. 

‘This $50,000 will go but a little way toward 
rebuilding that dam and lock. There are 
steamboats of light draught which at the present 
lime are navigating the river above the rapids, 
but they cannot pass this steamboat lock. The 
river below that is navigable nearly the entire 
season, and requires but little improvement to 
make it entirely navigable. There are some 
twelve different points, Major Weitzel states, at 
which this money will be expended, and when 
expended it makes this noble river nayigable 
for two thirds of the year. Between La Fayette 
and the mouth of the river there is a popula- 
tion of three hundred and fifty-seven thousand 
souls living upon ìts banks in the counties 
bordering on the river, eleven of them on the 
Indiana side and nine on the Illinois side. In 
order to give the Senate some idea of the 
growth and the prosperity of that great valley, 
I may mention that the population during the 
last decade has increased forty per cent, 
Twenty-five years ago, when this dam was 
first built, two hundred and thirty steam boats 
passed through the lock in one year, and the 
commerce of the river at that time amounted 
to between four and five million dollars. 

Such has been the increase in the population 
and in the wealth of that fruitfal and beautiful 
valley that it is estimated by competent, jadi- 
cious men, that if these obstructions were re: 
moved, this small sum of less than a third ofa 
million dollars expended, the commerce upon 
that river would amount to twenty-five or thirty 
million dollars a year. There is no valley of the 
same extent in the West of equal fertility and 
beauty. As Istated when Iwas up previously, 
before the war the produce dealers at New 
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Orleans and at other points on the Mississippi 
river were in the habit of visiting the valley of 
the Wabash and drawing their principal sup- 
plies for the sugar and cotton States from that 
fruitful valley. As itis now, with this great 
obstruction only ninety-five miles above its 


mouth, its commerce is almost entirely inter- | 


rupted. 

These are the simple facts of the case briefly 
stated. Indiana has never been the recipient 
of one-dollar of appropriation from the Gen- 
eral Government for this noble stream. She 
never has received any appropriation what- 
ever except forthe improvement of the harbor 
at Michigan City, and the sum total of those 
appropriations since 1836 is about one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars. I hope this 
amendment will be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Here is the report of 
the engineer : 

*‘ By letter from the office of the chief of engineers, 
dated July 23, 1870, I was charged, in addition to 
other duties, with the survey of the Wabash river 
from Wabash, Indiana, to its mouth. 

“From the amount of money which was allotted 
to me to conduct the various surveys with which I 
was charged, I could only set aside $2,000 for this 
work. No accurate instrumental survey could bo 
attempted with such a small sum, and I therefore 
determined to limit my operations here to a mere 
preliminary examination or reconnoissance of the 
river.” 

Then he winds up this report by recom- 
mending $125,000. 

Mr. PRATT. One hundred and seventy- 
five thousand dollars. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, $125,000. The 
committee of the House, upon consultation 
with the chief engineer and with the Repre- 
sentative from that district, finally put in 
$50,000, which is a larger percentage than 
the committee propose anywhere else, and I 
hope the Senate will stand by the committee. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana. : 

Theamendment was rejected—ayes fourteen, 
noes not counted, 


Mr. PRATT. 
by striking out ‘'$50,000,” 
‘6 $75,000,” and the Senate will consider the 
same speech repeated. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CHANDLER. On both sides. [Laugh- 


ter. 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Indiana, making the appropriation $75,000. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 17, noes 21. 

Mr. PRATT. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COLE. I think we ought not to over- 
ride the committee in this way. 


ana as far as E could ; but if we override the 
committee and the Department at the same 
time, because there is no estimate whatever for 
this, I think we shall havea long session before 
we conclude the bill. 

Mr. PRATT. It is only $25,000. It is the 
only thing I have ever asked of the Senate in 
the way of appropriation. 

Mr. CONKLING. The fact just stated by 
the Senator from Indiana makes it a very dis- 
agreeable thing to refuse this request of his. 
It is very truethat he does not ask very much 
of the Senate, and if this depended on per- 
sonal considerations the Senator cannot doubt 
that the whole Senate on both sides would vote 
with him, bat the Committee on Commerce 
who examined this bill very carefully, not only 
at the ordinary meetings of the committee, 
but set evenings apart to consider it, and did 
consider it very carefully and conscientiously, 
found themselves surrounded by a great many 
amendments offered by Senators who felt very 
zealous in behalf of the amendments. They 
found they must draw the line somewhere. 
They found a bill which had been loaded by 


Now I move to amend | 
and inserting | 


I should be } 
glad to accommodate the Senator from Iadi- | 


i 
i 


] 


the House to the water’s edge, which already 
contained appropriations so large that they 
were afraid it might go down under the weight 
which had been given to it there. They found 
some amendments to which their attention 
had been brought, which it was said had been 
overlooked by the House, one or two of them 
acted upon under mistake in the House, which 
were so urgent that they were compelled to 
recommend them. They attempted to draw 
and did draw a line upon those amendments 
which at some time might be proper, which 
had merits, which they would be glad to 
consider, and those which were urgently and 
indispensably necessary now. The honorable 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ramsey] came 
before the committee personally, and others 
came, and urged an amendment relating to 
the preservation of navigation and water- 
power upon the upper Mississippi. 
an urgent amendment, and yet the commit- 
tee thought it was not so peremptory that 
they would be justified in doing it after the 
large appropriations already made by the bill. 

lt was for considerations like these that the 
committee felt bound to adhere to the bill as 
they have reported it. So we have voted 
against the amendment urged by the honor- 
able Senator from New Jersey, and against 
other amendments which doubtless had merit. 
And now the honorable Senator from Indiana 
will see that, glad as the Senate would be to 
oblige him, if we once open the door, if we 
once untie the knot, we float ont upon a sea 
without a shore or a bottom, and the result 
will be that the river and harbor bill will be 
lost. 
amendments which we cannot resist if we 
begin by indulging the Senator from Indiana, 
glad as, I am sure I may say, (and this is per- 
haps the only time I may speak for the whole 
Senate, ) every Senator would be to oblige him. 
It is for these reasons that I feel compelled 
to vote against his amendment, much as I 
regret to do so. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Cragin, Freling- 
huysen, Harlan, Hitcheock, Morrill of Maine, Nye, 
Pool- Pratt, Ramsey, Thurman, Trumbuli, and Wil- 
sonig, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Blair, Bucking- 
ham, Casserly, Chandier, Cole, Conkling, Cooper, 
Edmunds, Fenton, Flanagan, Hamiiton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Norwood, Pomeroy, Rice, Saulsbury, Scott, 
Sherman, Vickers, and West—26. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamlin, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Qsborn, Patterson, Ransom, Robertson, 
Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Lipton, Windom, and 
Wright—34. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. desire to offer an 
amendment to come in at the end ef the bill, 
which I think will save the Government a 
great deal of money and will give us informa- 
tion to enable us to act more intelligently in 
making these appropriations. I have submit- 
ted it to the chairman of the committee, and I 


| hope it may meet the unanimous approval ofthe 


Senate. ; 
The way those improvements are made 
is in the first place by inserting in one of 


these bills a provision directing a survey to | 


It | 


be made of a particular harbor or river. 
is said ‘f We have the engineer corps; it will 
cost nothing to make the survey.” The officer 
makes the survey and reports what it will cost 
to make the river navigable. We have no 
information as to the necessity for navigating 
the river; the officer does not undertake to 
report upon the propriety of the improvement ; 
but then after this report ismade itis regarded 
as a recommendation.of the War Department 
to make the improvement, and we make the 
appropriation when we have no information at 
all as to the propriety of the thing, and the 
officer has only spoken, as I am reminded by 


That wag | 


It will be swamped by the addition of | 


my friend from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunns, ] ofa 
physical fact, I bave prepared an amend- 
ment requiring the Secretary of War in com- 
municating the results of examinations and 
surveys of new points for improvement: and 
there are quite a number provided for here— 
to ascertain as faras itis practicable and com- 
municate the amount of tonnage, the commer- 
cial business, and other facts tending to show 
the necessity of making the improvement, so 
that we may have the facts before us. I hope 
it will be unanimously agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read. 

The Cuter Cerk. The amendment is to 
insert as au additional section : 


That in the examinations or survey of all new 
points mentioned in the foregoing section, the Sec- 
retary of War be directed to ascertain, as far as 
practicable, the amount of tonnage and of commer- 
cial business during the previous year at each point, 
together with such other facts as tend to show the 
necessity for the contemplated improvement, and 
that he communicate the same together with bis 
report of the examinations or survey of such points. 


Mr. STEWART. [ suggest to leave oùt 
‘new points,” and have that information as 
to all points. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will modify theamend- 
ment by permission of the Senate: instead of 
saying ‘‘facts that tend to show,” to say 
“ facts that bear upon the question of.” In 
reply to the Senator from Nevada, I will say 
that to extend this amendment to some of 
these improvements, for instance, like the 
mouth of the Mississippi river, would be re- 
quiring information to be obtained which we 
should not care about. I thought if we got it 
as to new places it would give us some inform- 
ation we ought to have. 

Mr. STEWART. There are a good many 
places for which appropriations are made now 
that we ought to be informed about, and in- 
formation would enable us to distinguish the 
important ones. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should he glad to have . 
it; but I thought it would be requiring too 


much. 

Mr. STEWART. In regard to the mouth 
ofthe Mississippi river, everybody would know 
all about it ina few hours. { want itfor places 
that we do not know about. I think the words 


tt new points’’ had better be stricken out. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to 


that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modi- 
fication of the amendment will be made. 

Mr. THURMAN. I feel very much in- 
clined to move as an amendmentto that, ‘‘and 
that the Secretary of War be required daily to 
read at least fifty published advertisements of 
railroad bonds, and, at least once a week, 
Knott’s speech on Duluth,” [laughter,] for, 
Mr. President, what is the effect of this? tf the 
Secretary of War is to send in here a parcel 
of statistics about any contemplated improve- 
ment, the people who are interested in that 
improvement will make out that that is the 
greatest place that ever was seen, that there is 
more commerce, that there are more people 
who trade there, more business done there or 
wili be done there if the improvement be made 
than was ever done at London or ever was 
done at Tyre or Venice. The whole practical 
effect of this thing will be that every one of 
these reports will be a puffing advertisement 
for an appropriation. That will be the prac- 
tical effect of it precisely. 

I am amazed that my friend from Illinois 
should suppose this would be any guide to us. 
We shall have the report of the Secretary of 
War loaded down with statistics about how _ 
many people live within a certain circle of this ` 
canal or this harbor that is to be dredged, or 
the like, or how much commerce there was 
there; and all sorts of village boards of trade 
will be pouring in information upon him. to 
show how many shingles and how many boards 
and how many barrels of flour, and the like, 
would come to that port if you would ‘only 
dredge the harbor or dig a little’canal or clean 
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out a river, or the like: Everybody knows that 
nothing in the world is more absurd than that 
kindof thing. All you have to dois to look 
at.any, puffing advertisement of railroad bonds 
or railroad stock. to. see what amount of value 
is to be attached to any such thing as that. No, 
Mr. President, if Congress is not able itself to 
judge whether the object is of sufficient im- 
portance to make the improvement, it never 
will be able to judge of it by any such report 
from the Secretary of War. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It would be very easy to 
ascertain the number of vessels that did busi- 
ness at a particular place. Iwill say to the 
Senator from Ohio now, that this bill before 
him contains appropriations for numerous 
places, and I will venture, I was going to say 
almost my existence, that the Senator from 
Ohio cannot tell where they are. He never 
heard of them, he knows nothing about them. 
I certainly do not know where some of these 

places are, and I never heard of them, and I 

o not believe the Senator from Ohio did. 
Now, it would be some information to me, 
something to guide me, if the Secretary of War 
had reported that fifty vessels touched at that 

lace or did business from that point last year. 
t may not be all the information we desire, 
but [think it would be something in the way 
of informing the Senate in regard to this class 
of appropriations. I thought it could do no 
harm and might do good. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. T have no doubt of 
the importance of having information other 
than that which is now brought before the 
committees that prepare these appropriation 
bills. They are based upon estimates of the 
engineer department. The engineers make 
their surveys and they determine that to ac- 
complish a certain thing. will cost a certain 
amount of money. That report comes before 
the committee. ‘Phat report does not show 
how great the necessity is, or whether there is 
any absolute necessity to make that improve- 
ment, It does seem to me that with some such 
requirement as this by which you can ascertain 
that when an improvement is contemplated a 
certain amount of commerce will be benefited 
by it, a certain amount. of tonnage, a certain 
value of commerce, and that in consequence 
of this improvement the freight will be dimin- 
ished, we could form a more accurate estimate 
of the appropriations which are necessary than 
we can now, and that we could make these 
appropriations with move wisdom and discre- 
tion, applying them where they are most 
needed aud not where the report states that 
the greatest amount of money 1s needed to ac- 
complish a certain thing, whether that thing 
is absolutely essential to commerce or not. 

Mr. CONKLING, ‘The Senator from Ohio 
called our attention to the harm this amend- 
ment might do. That had not struck me. 
was considering, when he rose, more the ques- 
tion of how much good it would do; and my 
friend trom Nevada near me [Mr. Srewanr] 
then said he wanted to know the population 
of these various places; and it struck me that 
that was a pretty fair test of the utility of this. 
The population of every one of these places 
he can learn by referring to the census taken 
in the United States once in ten years and 


referring to the census taken by the States in | 
It is to exactly those sources | 


the mean time. 
of information that the engineers must apply 
themselves to know that fact, unless, indeed, 
they are to go around and count noses every 
time they make a survey of a harbor. 

Then, some other Senator says he wants to 
know how many vessels touch at these places, 
the tonnage, and all that. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is in the commerce 
and navigation report, 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Ohio 
anticipates me in saying that be has only to 
turn tothe commerce and navigation report 
Indeed, 1 have heard no Senator yet refer to 
any information which is not embraced in the 
regular documents published here, or is. not 


matter of record among the depositories of 
the United States here. 

Some Senator says these bills name places 
and we do not know where they are. Very 
well, the map shows that; the survey that 
comes here of course will show that. Youdo 
not need an amendment for that purpose. I 
agree entirely that anything which could be 
proposed which would add to the fund of 
information we have on this subject or on any 
other subject on which we are to legislate, 
would be useful, and we ought to have it, and 
I did not rise to object to this amendment, 
because it did not occur to me that it would 
be likely to do harm; and yet I think there is 
some force in what the Senator from Ohio 
says, that if you once establish competition 
among all these places in reference to the 
swollen proportions that can be given to the 
exigency existing there, and let them address 
themselves to the oflicers who go to make the 
surveys, you are quite likely to get a some- 
what exaggerated account of the importance 
of those places. But the suggestion that I 
rise to make is that the information which 
Senators have indicated touching population, 
tonnage, commerce, the umount of business 
transacted, the geographical location of the 
place, and all that, is as ready to our hands 
now as it can possibly be unless it should be 
considered useful for the Department to col- 
late in one document this evideirce and pre- 
sent it to usin that way. Perhaps that might 
save some trouble, but I sappose that is not 
the design, 

Mr. TRUMBULL., At lines one hundred 
and ninety-six and one hundred and ninety- 
saven, taking up this bill at random, | find 
this: 

For tho improvement of the Tangipahoa river, 
Louisiana, $2,500, 

I would like to know where I can go to find 
information as to the amount of tonnage upon 
that stream and what the character of itis. J 
confess to ignorance in the sense imputed to 
me by the Senator from Ohio, and I should be 
very glad if the Senator from Ohio would in- 
form me, in regard to this particular item, what 
the character of this river is, what the amount 
of commerce upon it is, und the facts in re- 
gard to it, The bill states it to bein Louisiana, 
but if the word “ Lonisiana ” were left out J 
should not have known in what part of the 
United States it was. 

Mr. THURMAN. The answer to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois is this: that upon every bill 
almost that comes before the Senate, Senators 
are obliged to rely upon the investigations of 
committees; and the question of the Senator 
from Illinois, instead of being addressed to 
me, should have been addressed to the chair- 
man of the committee who reported the bill. 
Itis to be presumed that the committee has 
discharged its duty, and that therefore this is 
an appropriation proper to be made, until the 
coutrary shall be shown. It is nothing to say 
that you may find some word in this bill that 
nobody has ever heard before. It may be said 
in regard to every bill almost that you will 
find provision which were unfamiliar to Sen- 
ators. There is scarcely a bill reported by the 
Judiciary Committee that does not contain 
some provision not familiar to the Senate ; 
but they have to rely on the committee. So 
we have to rely on the committee here. 

One thing I have to say: if the Senator 
wauts a report irom the War Department as 
to this Yangipahoa river he will have a report 
that it is bigger than the Nile, that there is 
more commerce on it than ever floated into 
Alexandria, and that there is the greatest 
necessity in the world not simply to. appro- 
priate $2,500, but that we appropriate $2,500,- 
0001 
: Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 

The. PRESIDING OFFICER. The five- 
ae rale applies to amendments to this 

ill. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator from 


Ohio suppose that the engineer officer who 
examined that river would make a report that 
there was more commerce on it than any other? 
He has no confidence in his engineers, and [ 
think must have been a little confused by the 
news we have received here of the proposed 
promotion of our friend from: Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Wrison,] or he would not have made 
that statement. [Laughter.] ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, RAMSEY. Iwantavote on the amend- 
ment we had up in committee on this bill, to 
increase the appropriation for the Falls of St. 
Anthony from $50,000 to $100,000. The Sen- 
ate will remember that I then stated that the 
estimate made by the engineer department 
was $200,000. All I ask is $100,000. 

‘Lhe amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that a verbal 
amendment be made, which was omitted on 
page 8, line sixty-seven, tó strike out ‘'Car- , 
men’? and insert “ Currier.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That cor- 
rection will be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I desire to renew an 
amendment which I moved in committee, on 
page 11, line two hundred and fifty-seven, to 
strike out “ten” and put in “twenty.” Ishall 
not saything any more to the Senate on this 
subject, because it is but a few minutes ago 
that I occupied as much time as I was entitled 
to in giving my reasons why this amendment 
should be adopted ; but, sir, being upon the 


| floor and having the right to detain the Senate 


for five minutes, I ask the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
and lask him to assist me in bringing up 
another bill reported by them of great public 
importance, to which there can be no opposi- 
tiou whatever, and putting it through. It isa 
bill entitled ‘f A bill to authorize inquiry into 
the cause of steam-boiler explosions,’ re- 
ported by the Senator from Michigan from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That bill is. reported 
and is on the Calendar, I will'state to the hon- 
orable Senator. I hardly think I should 
attempt to put that legislation here. It would 
be ruled out of order on this bill, I shall try 
to pass that bill. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The chairman of the 
committee does not understand me. Iam not 
moving it upon this bill. I have tried on three 
or four occasions to get unanimous consent to 
bring the bill up, as it is one no man can vote 
against. I simply ask that the bill be called up 
and put on its final passage during my five 
minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 would like a final vote 
on this bill first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator object ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido for one. 
do things in order. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator 
from Vermont only objects until the vote is 
taken on this bill. 

Mr. HDMUNDS. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any 
farther amendment to be offered to the river 
and harbor bill? 

The amendment were ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third ume, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, the title was 
amended so as to read: 


An act making appropriations for the repair, près- 
ervation, and completion of certain publie works on 
rivers and harbors for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1873, and for other purposes. 


CAUSES OF STEAM-BOILER EXPLOSIONS. 
Mr. STOCKTON. JI now move to take up 
Senate bill No. 999. : : 
Mr. CHANDLER. -Will not the Senator 
allow. me to call up House bill No. 2116, and 

1I will then give way.? . . 


I want to 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. No; one bill at a time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is the steamboat 
bill, which [desire to get up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This can be passed in a 
minute. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER., Very well. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I agree to what the Sen- 
ator proposes. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that House bill 
No. 2116 be taken up, and then I will inform- 
ally lay it aside, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to laying any- 
thing aside informally. 

Mr. FENTON. What is the next business 
in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) The Chair has recognized 
the Senator from New Jersey. He is entitled 
to have a vote on his motion, That isthe first 
thing in order. 

Mr. STOCKTON. T did not understand 
that the Senator from Michigan wanted to call 
up a bill which would lead to debate. 

Mr. FENTON. What is the next business 
in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
business in order will be whatever any Senator 
may move who shall get the floor. 

Mr. FENTON. What is the first in order 
on the Calendar apart from any motion? 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I thought 
I had unanimous consent to bring up Senate 
bill No. 999. 

Mr. FENTON. Ido not object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
-ator from New Jersey moves to proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill No. 999, toauthor- 
ize inquiries into the causes of steam-boiler 
explosions. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. It proposes to authorize 
the President of the United States to cause 
such experiments to be made and such inform- 
ation to be collected as in his opinion may be 
useful and important to guard against the 
bursting of steam-boilers; and requests him 
to communicate the same to Congress; and 
appropriates the sum of $100,000 for the pur- 
poses of this act. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot see the necessity 
for such a large appropriation for inquiries to 
be made by a gentleman selected for the pur- 
pose. Perhaps the Senator can give areason. 

Mr. STOCKTON. | Lean give every reason, 
but I may occupy time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is time enough. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Some time ago, in the 
fall of last year, after the bursting ofthe West- 
field, many distinguished engineers got to- 
gether, and I myself obtained permission from 
General Grant, then at Long Branch, that they 
might use the Governuient property at Sandy 
Hook, being the only place convenient to a 
great city where they could try experiments of 
this nature. They came to the conclusion that 
since the report of Professor Bache, which was 
made on the recommendation of General Jack- 
son bythe Franklin Institute, there had been 
nothing of any importance that did any good 
towards the discovery of what caused steam- 
boiler explosions. After thirty years and more 
we are in the state of ignorance that we were 
then. Twelve or fourteen treatises have been 
written, every one of them differing from every 
other. They determined that the only way 
was to try experiments upon real boilers. They 
got an appropriation of $10,000 from one com- 
pany in my own State. They got boilers that 
are worth $10,000, seven of them; I think five 
are there still. 

In the presence of one hundred engineers, 
with engineers of the Navy Department, engin- 
eers of the Army, and scientific men from 
all over the country present, they burst three 
boilers. They ascertained one thing: that 
they could find why those boilers ‘burst and 
that they. did not know now. ‘They exploded 
not only the boilers, but they exploded every 


theory that has ever been tried before, and no 
step can be made in advance, as they report, 
and as engineers of the Navy report, until they 
go to work and burst boilers. This company 
has given these seven boilers out of their own 
means, some twenty thousand dollars, already. 
The engineers of the Navy and others, Pro- 
fessor Henry, of the Smithsonian Institution, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury have recom- 
mended this appropriation. Judge Bradley, 
of the Supreme Court, called the attention 
of the Secretary to the matter in a long letter, 
in which the case is much better stated than 
I can state it, and certain marked passages of 
which [ send to the Clerk and ask him to read. 
I would not allude to it but that this letter was 
attached to the bill and sent with it to the 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not care about its 
being read for my information. This struck 
me as a large sum for such a purpose; but if 
the committee have carefully examined the 
matter, I would rather take their opinion than 
my own. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
and see what it is. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, April 15, 1872, 


Sır: For the purpose of promoting the object of 

alarge number of engincers and others interested 
in steam transportation, who desire that Cungress 
should authorize oxperiments to be made to ascer- 
tain, with greater certainty, the cause of explosions 
and the best means of preventing them, and at tke 
instance of persons speaking in their behalf, I have 
taken the liberty of addressing you the following 
letter, I hope that the intrinsic importance of the 
subject will be my excuse for troubling you with its 
perusal, 
_ Aiter the lapse of more than fifty years, the sub- 
ject of explosions of steam-boilers has Jost none of 
its interest or importance. They recur as frequently 
as ever, and are attended with frightful results to 
persons and property. Legislation has hitherto 
wholly failed to correct the evil. The cause of this 
failure has been the ignorance which has existed 
(and which still exists) with regard to the precise 
causes by which explosions are produced. The want 
of proper experiments on real boiiers has left the 
matter open to speculation; and the result is a wide 
diversity of opinion among even skillful engineers, 
ag to the true causes of these disasters. With such a 
diversity of opinion, it is impossible to procure ver- 
dicts against those who are really guilty of negli- 
gence. In nearly all cases that have occurred since 
the passage of the first Jaw in 1838, the guilty party 
has been shielded by the uncertainty and doubt that 
has prevailed as to the causes of the explosion. 

The notion has become prevalent that these acci- 
dents (as they are calied) are the result of some 
mysterious cause—the production of an unknown 
gas, the combination of electrical and chemical 
forces, against which no foresight can guard. Such 
notions have a tendency to stop inquiry, as well as 
to relax the attention and watchfulness of engineers 
in charge, A series of experiments, conducted on a 
proper scale, and in a proper method, would un- 
doubtedly tend to dispel such illusions, and to re- 
veal the exact causes of explosion, against which it 
is necessary to guard. And whatever diversity of 
opinion exists among engineers as to these causes, 
it is believed that they are quite unanimous as to 
the necessity of direct proof by experiments on act- 
ual boilers, on the following points; first, the com- 
parative strength of old and new boilers, of boilers 
differently constructed, and of boilers constructed of 
different kinds of iron; and secondly, the methods 
of relieving them of too great pressure. 

But the experiments that are requisite for attain- 
ing these ends require too great an outlay of money 
to be maintained at private expense. They need 
and should have the support of the Government, 
especially as the Government attempts (very prop- 
erly) to regulate the subject. l 

Experiments on the causes of boiler explosions 
were made about thirty-five years ago by the Frank- 
lin Institute of Philadelphia, and a report was made 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, who had furnished 
the funds. ‘These experiments were made by a very 
able board, of which Professor A. D. Bache was 
chairman. The results obtained, and the deductions 
from them, constitute nearly all that is now known 
on the subject of explosions, and of the means of 
preventing them. This report has been published 
all over_Murope, and forms the standard of refer- 
ence. (See report E, Document 162, first session 
Twenty-Fourth Congress.) But these experiments 
were made upon model boilers of small dimensions, 
for the purpose of obtaining theoretical results as 
to the behavior of the structure under certain pre- 
conceived conditions. The trial of real boilers and 
the careful examination of boilers actually burst, 
and especially the reconstraction and testing of them 
under various conditions, was not attempted. . _ 

here have been as yet, in no country, any serious 
attempts made by trials and experiments on steam- 
boilers of the size and kind generally used to 
find the laws governing explosions. or to find the 
means of preventing them. From their dangerous 


Let us hear the letter 


nature, such experiments cannot be wade. upon boil- 
ers in use; and the examination of the débris of an 
explosion generally adds nothing to our knowledge. 
The necessity of such experiments bas been acknowl- 
edged in all countries where steam isemployed; but 
the expense and difficulty of making them on actual 
boilers have prevented their being made. From a 
few experiments made at Sandy Hook in November 
last, upon boilers of different ages, in the presence - 
of a large number of engineers, it became perfectly 
apparent that much is yet to be learned on the en~ 
tire subject, and that intelligent and efficient legis- 
lation cannot be devised in reference to it until the 
investigation is prosecuted much further than it has 
yet been. The probability is very great that, con- 
trary to opinions frequently advanced, thero are no 
forces acting in the explosion of steam-bvuilérs but 
such as can be controlled, and that in every instance, 
by proper experimental inquiry, the true cause can 
be ascertained. 

The principal objects of a proper system of ex- 
periments would be the following: 

1. To detect the faults in the ordinary construc- 
tion of boilers. 

2. To adopt more perfect means of preventing 
dangerous pressure. : i 

3. To. acquire such certainty as to the true causes 
of disasters by explosions that the penal laws on 
the subject may be strictly and intelligently en- 
forced, and that thereby owners, constructors, and 
those having charge of boilers may be more careful 
aud diligent in the performance of their duties to 
the public. ; 

In view of these considerations, it seems to me 
that Congress would do very wisely to authorize the 
Government to have a system of experiments made, 
under the charge of a board of skillful engineers, for 
the purpose of ascertaining those results, which the 
increased facilities of the engineering art would now 
render attainable, 

I have the honor to forward with this a copy of 
the report made by Chief Engincer Isherwood and 
others of the experiments made at Sandy Hook in 
November last, to which allusion has been made, 
A more full report by Professor Thurston, illustrated 
by drawings, has been published in the Franklin 
Institute Journal, ge ee 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOS. P. BRADLEY, 
Hon. GrorGe B. BOUTWELL, 
Secretary of the Treasury, 


Mr. CONKLING. What is the occasion 
of so large an expenditure of money? I wish 
the Senator from New Jersey would state. 
Doubtless he understands. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The occasion for money 
is that they want to burst actual boilers. It 
costs a great deal of money. The larger num- 
ber of boilers you have to burst, the more in- 
formation you get. Does the Senator know 
that the frequency of the bursting of boilers 
is about one every three days? The explo- 
sions doing damage about equal on an average 
to that done by the bursting of the Westfield’s 
boilers oeeur about one in five years Tor the 
last fifty years. nogineers generally differ as 
to the causes of those explosions, but asia 
body they now unite in opinion as to the 
necessity of direct experiment on boilers, and 
they think that they can ascertain precisely 
the causes of explosions by continuing these 
experiments. 

Why, Mr. President, this appropriation is 
trifling for such a purpose. Let me call your 
attention to what happened in the time of 
Geveral Jackson. I hold in my hand a little 
book entitled “ Report of the Committee of 
the Franklin Institate of the State of Penn- 
sylvania,’” which had great celebrity at that 
time. They started to make their own experi- 
ments, they claimed no aid from Government, 
justas this was done, by private companies. 
The Government did not wait for them to ask 
for it: 


“The committee, whose report of experiments, 
made by the request of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, is presented in the follow- 
ing pages, was appointed on the 10th of June, 1830, 
for the purposes expressed in the following resolu- 
tion of the board of managers of the Franklin Insti- 
tute of the State of Pennsylvania for the promotion 
of the mechanic aris. 

“ Resolved, That a committee of seventeen members 
be appointed to examine into the causes of the ex- 
plosions of the boilers used on board of steamboats, 
and to devise the most effectual means of preventing 
the accidents, or of diminishing the extent of their 
injurious effects. f 

“The committee consisted of the following-named 
members of the Institute: Alexander D. Bache, 
chairman, Robert Hare, M. D., S. V. Merrick, W. 
H. Keating, Isaiah Lukens, James J. Rush, James 
Ronaldson, Frederick Graf, R. M. Patterson, M.D., 
J. K. Mitchell, M. D., Benjamin Reeves, George Fox, 
Thomas P. Jones, A. D., W. R., Johnson, M. W. 
Baldwin; James P: Esp, George Merrick. 
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> AM men of:-great scientific celebrity. 


` * Tmmediately after their appointment, the com- 
mittee. addressed a circular letter to persons whom 
they supposed would be able to give information in 
regard to the explosions of steam-boilers which had 
occurred in our country or abroad, and of which no 
accountshad been previously published. They took 
also other meansto inform themselves on the sub- 
ject referred to them. A 3 

“The information derived from replies to the cir- 
cular has already been mado public. E : 

“While the committee were engaged in thein- 
quiries necessary to enable them to report to the 
quanagers of the Franklin Institute, a letter was 
received by that body from the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States”— 

Mr. Ingham I think was Secretary of the 

Treasury at the time— 
“informing them that funds had been placed 
by the House of Representatives, at the disposal of 
tho Department, for inquiries in regard to the ex- 
plosions of steam-boilers, and inviting ex periments 
on the subject by the institute, at the expense of 
the ‘Treasury Department.” 

Mr. President, millions of dollars and many 
lives would be saved in our Government ves- 
sels by ascertaining this fact. I have seen my- 
self letters from different parts of the world ; 
one from Alsace, in France, to the gentlemen 
who have made these experiments; the whole 
scientific world hasbeen aroused by the report 
already made by these gentiemen, who are 
among the most distinguished engineers, When 
you talk about steamboat bills, let me remind 
you that here is a bill directed to an effort to 
secure life, to prevent this terrible destruction 
of life that has taken place in our country. 
Can you do anything whatever so good as in 
„the first place, if you can, to enable men to as- 
certain the causes of the bursting of boilers? 
The engineers absolutely do not know at this 
moment whether they ought to enlarge their 
safety-valves or not. A very distinguished 
engineer told me the other day that he was 
rather inclined to think thatthese experiments 
showed that they ought to enlarge the safety- 
valves. ‘Why do you not do it,’ I asked. 
The reply was, © I am afraid to do it; it might 

p ’ tut ma) gnt, 
on the other band, if the theory is wrong, be 
the cause of explosion.” 

I cannot explain more fally without taking 
much more time on this subject, I think Sen- 
ators must- agreo that this is a very important 


bill. 

Mr, CONKLING, Tagree entirely with the 
Senator from New Jersey in all that be has 
said.” The point of my inquiry was to bring 
out the fact that this mouoy was to be ex- 

ended, in part at least, in paying for the 

oilers which mast be destroyed in prosecut- 
ing the inguiry. I did that because I heard a 
Senator near me say $100,000 could not be 
necessary, because this inquiry could be made 
by a few persons, I think he said in the em- 
ploy of the Government already, his idea 
seeming to be that this was to be compensa- 
tion to those who are engaged in the inquiry. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Let me say to the Sen- 
ator that there is no personal object in this. 
The Government select their own men, and 
there is no man who will be selected except 
for his ability in this matter, and it-will be a 
matter of bouor, not of money. 

Mr, CONKLING., lam aware of that; and 
Tsay I asked my question in order to relieve 
an impression which was not my impression 
at all, which seemed to prevail with other 
Senators, that this money was to be largely, 
if not wholly devoted to paying for the ser- 
vices of those who might be engaged in pros- 
ecuting the inquiry, and | wanted to bring out | 
the fact, which the Senator has stated very 
clearly, that the great demand for money was 
to pay for the iron and the boilers which might 
be destroyed in prosecuting the inquiry. I 
asked my question of him entirely ia the iñ- 
terest of the bill, and of the object which the | 
bill has in view, 

Mr. STOCKTON... T understand the Sen- 
ator now, and I thank him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to he engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT STREET RAILROADS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2247) giving the approval and sanction of 
Congress to the termini and route of the Ana- 
costia and Potomac river railroad, and to reg- 
ulate its construction and operation. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that will not be 
taken up. Ido think we ought to have some 
other business besides railroads. The morn- 
ing hour was consumed, and it seems impos- 
sible to get attention to anything but railroad 


bills. ; 
Mr. STEWART. There was objection made 
on the miscellaneous appropriation bill to re- 
lieving some parties who are building a street 
railroad in this city. Here is a bill that came 
from the House for another road, and if that 
can be taken up, and the amendment put on 


f this bill, and thus avoid the necessity ofa strug- 


gle for a modification of the rule as to the 
appropriation bills, it ought to be done. The 
Committee on Appropriations have reported on 
that appropriation bill an amendment probib- 
iting the building of any street railroads here, 
which is very proper. We want to prohibit 
them except by consent of Congress; but 
Congress ought to give its consent in some 
cases. Itis important this legislation should 
be had at this session. Lt will require but a 
moment when it is taken up and understood. 
, Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to moye to 
take up House bill No. 2116, kuowa as the 
steamboat bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. I believe there isa motion 
pending. 

Mr. CHANDLER. IT move to lay that 
motion on the table for the purpose of making 


this, 

Mr. SAWYER. This bill has been reported 
for some six or seven weeks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan moves to lay the motion 
on the table. 

Mr. @DMUNDS. Itbas been decided forty 
times that a motion to proceed to the consid- 
eration of a bill is one of the direct motions 
that cannot be laidon the table or amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The Chair 
could not make the pointoforder, The motion 
to take up one bill cannot be superseded by 
another motion or by laying it on the table. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say a word on 
this wotion. [am not very fond of taking up 
railroad bills, as they are called, generally ; 
but 1 think at some time this railroad bill de- 
serves a part of the attention of the Senate. 
The object of taking it up is to avoid a con- 
troversy on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill upou a question of order touching a street 
railroad here. I know that on the motion 
to take it up itis not in order to refer to the 
merits of the bill; but I make the remark I 
am going to make to direct attention to the 
identity of this bill, to point out what it does. 
The amendments relate to a railroad which 
has been laid on [street and other streets in 
connection with it, in which our attention is 
called to the fact that citizens here have already 
invested some sixty thousand dollars under a 
misapprehension of the right of the govern- 


, went of the District, it is said, they supposing 


that the word ‘t commercial ° would extend 
to a street railroad, and the local government 
having extended to these people a franchise 
under that view. The government of the 
District acting under their charter allowed 
these persons to go on and lay down a rail- 
road ; and my attention has been called by 
numerous Citizens within the last forty-eight 
hours to the fact that about sixty thousand 
dollars have been expended already in lay- 
ing down the track, which itis said they are 
laying where they have no right, because 
the government of the District had no power 
to authorize them todo it. Now, they simply 


| they have or not, and I do not care. 


where they may lay their road in the city 
of Washington. Therefore I beg Senators will 
not suppose that we are taking up a railread 
bill in the sense of bills making grants to some 
railroad company or relating to a steam rail- 
road at all. It simply relates to a local mat- 
ter of convenience, and involves the ques- 
tion whether certain streets and squares are 
to be intruded upon and disfigured by a rail- 
road, or whether it is to be put in a proper 
place. 

As I do not happen to be one of those who 
have any pecuniary interest in this, of course 
I have no motive in the world except to call 
attention to it; but various gentlemen here 
whom I know and who are entitled to consid- 
eration have asked me to bring it to the notice 
of the Senate. I think it should be taken up; 
it seems to me there should be no controversy 
about it; and it can be disposed of in a very 
few minutes, . 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The Senator from New 
York has made such a somewhat extraordinary 


| argument in favor of taking up tbis bill that 


perhaps it ought not to go without a little - 
explanation, although I think he has trenched 
on the merits of the question. I speak not 
that I have any pecuniary interest in this 
except as.one of the tax-payers of this town. 
The caseis this: the organic act authorizing this 
extraordinary contrivance, called the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia, declares in 
express terms that the Legislative Assembly 
shall not have the power to grant exclusive 
privileges to any corporation whatever. It also 
declares that it may, nevertheless, subject to 
that provision, grant acts of incorporation for 
religious, charitable, manufacturing, and 
think industrial instead of commercial pur- 
poses, 

Mr. CONKLING. No; “commercial.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Possibly ‘commercial,’ 
but no matter. But whatever they do they 
shall grant no exclusiye privileges. I think 
this corporation, if there be one, could have 
consulted no lawyer, going from the high- 
est-priced ones down to the lowest-priced 
ones, who would not have told them that the 
right to lay down a track ina street and take 
tolls in their cars, and exclude people who 
did not pay tolls, was an exclusive privilege. 
That, I think, nobody can deny. 

They have gone on and-done this thing 
under an act of tbe Legislative Assembly with- 
out waiting to consult Congress, without wait- 
ing to consult anything except their selfish 
interests to get in advance of other people, 
and to make money by carrying passen- 
gers, That is a pertectly lawful enterprise 
if they do it according to law; but I do not 
know whether they are in the right streets or 
not, and I do not care now. That is a ques- 
tion to be considered when the bill comes up. 
But to say that they have any special equity 
to have their bill considered now because they. 
in the innocence of their hearts, have been 
acting under a. misapprehension, is overstat- 
ing the case. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow. me 
to correct an error? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Certainly. 

Mr. SAWYER. The bill which I have 
moved to take up is not the bill about which 
the Senator is talking at all. It is the bill in- 
corporating the Anacostia and Potomac Rail- 
road Company, on the south side of the town, 
with which his remarks have nothing to do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know whether 
Tam 
calling the attention of the Senate to what Í 
consider to have been a somewhat one-sided, 
unintentionally one-sided statement of the Sen- 
ator from New York about a street railroad 
which he is pressing here upon the appropri- 
ation bill, to which he referred, for considera- 
tion, Thatis all. I have asked two or three 
times, and J am asking again, in order that we 
may know what we are talking about, that this 


want something which shall indicate to them ii bill may be reported on the question of taking 
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up, so that we may.know what it is that we 
are asked to take up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief*Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 
2247) giving the approval-and sanction of Con- 
gress to the termini and route of the Anacostia 
and Potomac River railroad, and to. regulate 
its construction and operation. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The ques- 
tion is on the motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of this bill. ` 

The question being put, the motion was 
agreed to—-ayes 23, noes 16. 
- Mr. STEWART. Now I offer an amend- 
ment: 


Mr. THURMAN and others. Let the bill 


be read. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill has been read, 
and now I offer an amendment. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was only read for in- 
formation before. It isnow in Committee of 
the Whole, and we want it read regularly. 

Mr. STEWART. It bas jast been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is a very extraor- 
dinary proposition. The Senator from Ne- 
vada is so hot as chairman of the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad for all other railroads, 
that he is not willing to have a bill read in 
committee according to the rule. - Most of us 
probably have not studied the subject very 
thoroughly —— 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw niy suggestion. 
The Senator from Vermont can bave the bill 
read twenty times if he wants to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam on the floor, and 
you will wait until I am through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will not the Senator 
from Vermont yield to me for a moment? It 
is important to havea short executive session. 
We have but ten minutes before the recess. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot yield at this 
moment, because if I do’ I shall forget what 
I had to say to my friend from Nevada. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. You had better 


not say it. [Laughter.] 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, perhaps I had 
better not. 


Mr. SHERMAN. As this bill will come 
up immediately after the recess, I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. We have business that 
will occupy the-time in executive session until 
the recess. : 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

THE RESTRICTIVE RULE, 

Mr. NYE. Before the doors are closed I 
offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the last clause of the resolution 
of the Senate of the 29th of April, 1872, in the fol- 
lowing words: ‘‘and no amendment. to any such 
bill making legislative provisions, other than such 
as directly relate to the appropriations contained in 
the bill, shall be received,” be, and the same is 
hereby, rescinded, so far as it may apply to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending Juno 30, 1873, and for other purposes. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is that offered by the 
Senator from Nevada? i 

Mr. NYE. Not-for action: now, but let it 
lie over. ve: i 

Mr. THURMAN. 
eration. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I should Hke to’ know 
whether we are in executive or legislative ses- 


sion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pom- 
proy.). In executive session. The resolution 
lies on the table for the present. a 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir; it cannot be 
received, . , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator object to the reception of the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. CASSERLY.. Yes, sir; because we 
are in executive session. wal 
- Mr; RAMSEY. I move that the'doors be 


considered open. 
Mr. SHERMAN, 


`E object to its consid- 


What is the use? ‘There 


are two or three sach resolutions already on 
the table. 

Mr. NYE. I have done just what E have 
seen the Senator from Ohio do many a time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are two resolu- 
tions of a similar character already lying on 
the table, introduced heretofore. 

Mr. NYE. Iam not certain about that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I insist on the enforce- 
ment of the order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenate 
is in exeoutive session; the doors will be 
closed and the galleries cleared. 

The Senate remained in executive session 
until the hour of half past four o’clock arrived, 
when the doors were redpened, and the Senate 
took a recess until half past seven o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o'clock p. m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pom- 
EROY inthe chair.) The hour to which the 
Senate took a recess having arrived, the Sen- 
ate resumes its session, and the unfinished 
business, being House bill No. 2247, is before 
the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I desire to 
make a report. I suppose the Senator from 
Nevada will not object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection 
being made, the report will be received. 


EDWARD G, ALLEN. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I am directed 
by the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2034) for the 
relief of Edward G. Allen, of England, to re- 
port it back without amendment. It will take 
but a moment to consider it; and, if there be 
no objection, I ask for its present considera- 
tion. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Edward G. Allen, of Lon- 
don, England, the sum of $1,480, the pur- 
chase-money for books for the Library of 
Congress, of which sum he was unjustly de- 
frauded by the conduct of the Librarian, in 
the year 1863. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The bill 
explains itself. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1035) for the restora- 
tion to market of certain iands in Michigan, 
reported it with amendments. : 

TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am directed by the 
Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
a resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Sauermann], for the printing of three 
thousand extra ċopiės of the tax and tariff 
bill, to report it back without amendment ; 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution: 

- Resolved, That three thousand copies of the hill 


CH, R. No. 2822) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
DISTRICT STREET RAILROAD. 
Mr, NYB. I wish to offer a resolution. ` 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfin- 
ished business is pow before the Senate, being 
the bill (H. R. No. 2247) giving the approval 
and sanction of Congress to the termini aud 
route of the Anacostia and Potomac River 
railroad, and to regulate its construction and 
operation. © ee i 
Mr. STEWART. I hope 
i on with that bilk - 


we shall now go 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Prior tothe 
recess the Senator from Nevada moved an 
amendment to the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I send the amendment to 
the Chair and ask thatit be read. : 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We have sent 
to get a map of the city of Washington, which 
we wish to look at before this matter is acted 
upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator desire to have the bill laid aside ? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not want it to be laid 
aside, because if it is we cannot get it up 
again. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ido not ask it. 
The map will be here in a minute. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest that 


| it be laid aside, subject to the call of the Sen- 


ator from Nevada. We want to know where 
these roads run. . 

Mr. STEWART. If it can be laid aside 
informally, so as not to lose its place, I shall 
not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objeetion the bill will be laid aside inform- 
ally, and the Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Massachusetts, who has signified a desire 
to have a portion of the time this evening for 
the business of his committee. 


GENERAL ARMY REGULATIONS. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to take up Senate 
bill No. 1186, to authorize the adoption of a 
system of general regulations for the use of 
the Army of the United States. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. Tt provides that the system 
of general regulations for the administration 
of the affairs of the Army, authorized by see- 
tion twenty of the act approved July 15, 1870, 
to be prepared by the Secretary of War, shall, 
when approved by the President, be adopted 
for the use of the Army for one year from the 
date of its publication, at the end of which | 
period itis to be submitted to Congress for such 
action as may then be deemed advisable ; but 
nothing in the regulations is to be inconsistent 
with the laws of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARTESIAN WELL ON MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up 
Honse bill No. 1518. Í 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1518) authorizing 
the. Secretary of War to expend certain 
moneys for the purpose of sinking an artesian 
well on the Fort D. A. Russell military reser- 
vation, in Wyoming Territory. It authorizes 
the Secretary of War to expend the sum of 
$10,000, or so much thereof as may be ne- 
cessary, for the purpose of sinking an artesian 
well on the Fort D. A. Russell military. res- 
ervation, in the Territory of Wyoming. 

The bill wag reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CANNON FOR SOLDIERS MONUMENTS, 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up 
House bill No, 2700. 

The rhoticn was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2700) donating 
condemned cannon and cannon balls to cer- 
tain organizations for monunrental. purposes. 
The bill proposes to authorize the Secretary 
of War to deliver, if it can be done without 
detriment to the Government, four condemned 
cannon and sixteen cannon bails to each of 
the following-ramed organizations, for ‘the 
purpose of ornamenting bgriakgrounds of 
deceased soldiers: to the Johu Russell “Lowell 
Encampment, Post Now 7, Grand ‘Army ‘of 
the Republic, ef Boston, - Massachusetts; to 
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the second regiment infantry, National Guards, 
‘of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; to the Philip 
H. Sheridan Post, No. 84, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Salem, Massachusetts; to the 
‘mayor of the city of Worcester, Massachusetts ; 
to the State Fencibles, of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania; to the commissioners of the State 
of New York, for erecting a monument on 
the grave of Baron Steuben, in the town of 
Steuben, New York; to the trustees of River- 
side cemetery, Waterbury, Connecticut; to 
the Soldiers’. Monument. Association of Mid- 
dletown, Connecticut; to the Soldiers’ Monu- 
ment Association of Meriden, Connecticut; 
to the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Monument Asso- 
ciation at, Lebanon, Pennsylvania; to the Post 
No. 146, Grand Army of the Republic, at 
Shenandoah, SchuyÌkil] county, Pennsylvania; 
to. the Soldiers’ Monument Association of 
Kane county, Ilinois. 

The bill was reported- to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and 
read the third time. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. What is that 
bill for? 

Mr, WILSON. It is a House bill granting 
condemned cannon for soldiers’ monuments. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Does the Sen- 
ator understand that there is a supply of con- 
demned cannon to that extent? 

Mr. WILSON. Oh, yes; certainly. 

Mr. NYE. I think we ought to define what 
these monuments are to be, or the country 
will be full of monuments with rearing horses 
enough to frighten anybody. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator mistakes this. 
This is a grant of condemned cannon for our 
soldiers’ monuments. 

Mr. NYE. But what kind of monuments 
aro they to be? I wish the bill would define 
what sort they should be. How many cannon 
do you condemn? 

Mr. WILSON. We allow four or six in 
each case. ‘They are building a large number 
of these monuments all over the country, and 
these are merely condemned cannon, The 
bill defines the number to be given to each 


place. 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. J should like 
to know something about this bill, 

Mr. WILSON. If itis going to take any 
time, £ would rather lay the bill aside. 

Ms. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think it is 
rather a large bill. 

Mr, WILSON. If it was ten times as large, 
my opinion is that the best thing we can do 
with these cannon is to use them for this 
purpose, 

Mr. CONKLING, 
aside, 

Mr. WILSON. We have already granted 
a great number of cannon for this purpose for 


Then do not lay the bill 


various places, and I have no doubt we shall ; 


for a bundred more. 
Mr, CONKLING. 

for? State what it is. 
Mr. WILSON. It is a grant of cannon for 


What are they granted 


different soldiers’ monuments throughout the | 


country, four or six to each place. 

Mr. CONKLING. All that we do is to 
give the cannon, and they do what they please 
with them without expense to us? 

Mr, WILSON, Yes, sir. 
granted a great many. 
time over this bill, as I have a great many that 
I wish to have considered, and if it is to be 
debated, I will lay it aside. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not ob- 


ject, but it will be seen that these cannon are | 


not by any meang equally distributed. Here 

are three places in Connecticut, and I only see 

one in New York and one in Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WILSON. This is a bill that comes 


from the House, and it gives all the condemned | 


cannon that the people in the different sections 
have asked for. ‘ 

Mr. CONKLING. . We never get anything 
in New York any way, and that is. the reason 
we do not ask it, . [Laughter.] À 


Wehave already | 
I do not. want to spend | 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
object to the bill. 
The bill was passed. 


W. A. HOWARD. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to take up Honse 
bill No. 2860, for the relief of W. A. Howard. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill, which is a direction to the 
proper accounting officer of the Treasury to 
cause to be paid to the legal representative of 
W. A. Howard, deceased, late of the New 
York marine artillery and of the thirteenth 
New York heavy artillery, the full pay and 
emoluments of a colonel of artillery, from 
September 21, 1861, to May 29, 1862; but 
all pay and emoluments received by him as an 
officer of the United States during that period 
is to be deducted from the amount authorized 
by this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FORT WALLA-WALLA RESERVATION. 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 2706. 

‘The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2706) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the dis- 
position of useless military reservations,” 
approved Februnry 24, 1871. The bill directs 
the Secretary of War to transfer to the custody 
and control of the Sécretary of the Interior, 
for disposition for cash, according to the exist- 
ing laws of the United States relating to the 
public lands, after appraisement, to the highest 
bidder, and at not less than the appraised 
value, nor at lesa than $1 25 per acre, the 
United States military reservation at Fort 
Walla- Walla, in the Territory of Washington ; 
but the Secretary of the Interior, whenever in 
his opinion the publie interest may require it, 
is to cause the reservation, or part or parts of 
it, to be subdivided into tracts of less than forty 
acres each, or into town lots, with the neces- 
sary street or streets to make the same access- 
ible, and each subdivision, together with the 
buildings, building materials, or other property 
which may be thereon, is to be appraised and 
offered separately at publie ontery, to the 
highest bidder, but not in subdivisions of more 
than forty acres each, after which any unsold 
land or lot is to be subject to sale at private 
entry for the appraised value at the proper 
land office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SETH M. WHITTEN. 


Mr. STEWART. Now I should like to go 
on with the railroad bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I[thoughtit was understood 
that I should have half an hour or an hour 
this evening. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to take up House 
bill No. 575. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 575) for the relief 
of Seth M. Whitten, late private of the fourth 
regiment Michigan infantry. The Adjatant 
General of the Army is directed by the bill to 
remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of Seth M. Whitten, late private company K, 
fourth regiment Michigan infantry, and he 
isto be allowed and paid the back pay and 
bounty due him in the same manner and to 
the same extent as if the charge of desertion 
had never been made, 

Mr. CONKLING., Why is that? I wish 
the Senator would explain it in a word. 

Mr, WILSON. The facts in the case are 
that this man was carried on board of a steam- 
boat by officers at New Qrleans, being too sick 


ito walk. . He happened to get. off the list, and 


| 


was marked in this way, but he has certificates 
showing him to be a man of the highest char- 
acter and ofthe greatest valor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then he was not a 
deserter of his own volition? ` 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir; he was only tech- 
nically a deserter. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. JEMISON. 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take, up 
House bill No. 17738. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1773) for therelief 
of Andrew J. Jemison. It directs the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to pay to Andrew J. Jemison, late a pri- 
vate in company A, seventh regiment Kan- 
sas cavalry, out of any moneys appropriated 
for the payment of bounty to volunteers, the 
amount of ‘veteran bounty he would have re- 
ceived if he had not been discharged for dis- 
ability occasioned by a wound received during 
the period of his first enlistment, but had con- 
tinued to serve until the muster-out of his 
regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MAJOR ABRAM BERLER. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to take up House 
bill No. 1829, 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 


-as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 


consider the bill (H. R. No. 1829) for the 
settlement of the account of Major Abram 
Beeler, late paymaster of United States vol- 
uuteers, It authorizes the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department to settle the ac- 
count of Major Abram Beeler, late pay master 
of United States volunteers, and credit him 
with such amount and items as stand charged 
against him, and which they may reasonably 
believe he could have accounted for and had 
credited to his account had he not been sud- 
denly killed by guerrillas, while in the dis- 
charge of his duty, on the 27th of October, 
1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CAPTAIN LYMAN I. HISSONG. 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up 
Senate bill No, 1112. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 1112) for the relief 
of Captain Lyman I. Hissong, of Henry 
county, Ohio. It directs the payment to Ly- 
man Í. Hissong, of Ohio, of the pay of cap- 
tain from the 18th of April, 1863, to the Ist 
of August, 1863, while he actually served ag 
captain in the niuth regiment of Louisiana 
intautry volunteers (colored) after he was by 
leave mustered ont of the sixty-eighth regu 
ment Ohio volunteers, and before he was 
formally mustered into the Louisiana regiment. 

The bill was reported tọ the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF PUBLIC PROPERTY, 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up Sen- 
ate bill No. 626, to authorize the sale of cer- 
tain ‘public property at Augusta, Georgia, 
which has been returned from the House of 
Representatives with an amendment. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 

roceeded to consider the amendment of the 

ouse of Representatives, which was to strike 
out all of the bill after the enacting clause and 
to insert in lieu thereof the following : : 

That the Secretary of War be, and. he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to sell, in whole or in such 
subdivisions as shall, in his opinion, secure the 
greatest amount of mondy, either by public auction 
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or by inviting proposals for the purchase thereof, 
and in cithercase to the highest b'dder, all the lands 
and tenements belonging to the United States at 
Rome, New York ; Vergennes, Vermont; Fayette- 
ville, North Carolina; Mount Vernon, Alabama, 
and Chattahoochee, Florida, now or heretofore used 
for arsenal purposes, and known, respectively, as 
Rome arsenal, Chaplain arsenal, North Carolina 
arsenal, Mount Vernon arsenal, and Apalachicola 
arsenal; also the captured lands and tenements be- 
longing to the United States at Shreveport, Louisi- 
ana; Marshall and Jefferson, Texas; and in Marion 
and Davis counties Texas; and a tract of one hun- 
dred and sixty-eight acres of land, more or less, sit- 
uated about two-andone half miles from the present 
United States arsenal at Augusta, Georgia, which 
comprises the site of the old United States arsenal 
and the adjoining land purchased by the so-called 
confederate States, which fell to the United States 
as captured property, and all the material and build- 
ings of the powder-works erected by the so-called 
confederate government thereon: Provided, That 
no sale shall be made under this act until the time, 
terms, place, and mode thereof shall havebeen pub- 
lished in one of the principal newspapers in the city 
of Washington, in two of the principal papers print- 
ed at the capital of the State, and one paper printed 
in the county in which the arsenal or lands to besold 


are situated, forthe space of sixty days prior to the ` 


sale. If no newspaper is printed in the county 
where the property to be sold is situated, then the 
notice shall be published in a newspaper printed in 
any adjoining county. 

Sec, 2, That the terms of payment for the property 
above directed to be sold shalt bein all eases not 
less than one fourth cash, and the remainder on a 
credit of one, two, and three years, with interest at 
six per cent. per annum, secured by bond and surety 
from the purchaser or purchasers; and the Secre- 
tary of War is empowered and required, on receiving 
the purchase-money in full, to execute all necessary 
deeds of said property to the purchaser or purchasers 
thereofon behalf of the United States. 

Sec.3, That the proceeds of said sales, after pay- 
ing the necessary expenses thereof, shall, upon re- 
ceipt of the same, be paid by the Secretary of War 
into the Treasury. 

Amend the title by striking out the words “ at 


ugusta, Georgia, 


Mr. WILSON. The Committee on Military 
Affairs propose two or three amendments to 
the amendment of the House. In line seven- 
teen of the first section of the amendment I 
move to strike out “one hundred and sixty- 
eight” and insert ‘ forty-eight,” forty-eight 
acres being the amount of land to be sold at 
that point. The remainder has been sold. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. In line twenty-one of the 
first section I move to strike out the word 
“the” and insert “any,” and in the twenty- 
third line, after the word ‘‘ property,’ I move 
to insert ‘‘and which has not hitherto been 
sold.” A portion of it has been sold, and 
this is to provide for the sale of the residue. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on concurring in the amendment 
of the House as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in, 


ARTIFICIAL LIMBS TO SOLDIERS. 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up the 
amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. No. 471) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act supplementary to an act to 
provide for furnishing artificial limbs to dis- 
abled soldiers,” approved June 30, 1870, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the amendment of the 
House, which was to strike out all of the bill 
after the enacting clause, and to insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 


That the acts approved June 17, 1870, and June 
30, 1870, for supplying artificial limbs, or commuta- 
tion tor the same, to officers, soldiers, and seamen, 
shall apply.to all officers, non-commissioned officers, 
enlisted and hired men of the land and naval forces 
of the United States, who, in the line of their duty 
as such, shali have lost limbs or sustained bodily 
injuries depriving them of the use of any of their 
limbs, to be determined by the Surgeon Gencral of 
the Army. : 7 

Sec, 2. That the transportation allowed: for hav- 
ing artificial limbs fitted shall be furnished by the 
Quartermaster General of the Army, the cost of 
which shall be refunded from the appropriations 
for invalid pensions. t 3 

Sec. 3. That the term of five years specified in 
the first section of the act approved June 17, 1870, 
entitled ‘An act to provide for furnishing artificial 
limbs to disabled soldiers,” shall be heid-to com- 


mence in each case with the filing of the application 
under that act. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
KANSAS WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 1063. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1063) to reim- 
burse the State of Kansas for moneys expended 
for the United States in enrolling, equipping, 
and provisioning militia forces to aid in sup- 
pressing the rebellion. It appropriates the 
sum of $337,054 38 to reimburse the State 
of Kansas for moneys expended, amounts as- 
sumed, and disbursements made by the State 
in enrolling, equipping, arming, subsisting, 
transporting, and paying such troops as were 
called into service by order of the Governor 
of the State, upon the requisition of Major 
General Cartis, in 1864, to repel the invasion 
of the rebel forces of General Price, and to 
carry into effect the provisions of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to reimburse the State of 
Kansas for moneys expended for the United 
States in cnrolling, equippiog, and provis- 
ioning militia forees to aid in suppressing 
the rebellion,” approved February 2, 1871; 
that sum being the amount reported due to 
the State of Kansas by James A. Hardie, J. 
D. Bingham, and T. H. Stanton, commis- 
sioners appointed by the Secretary of War to 
examine and audit the claims of the State in 
pursuance of the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to the third reading, and 
read the third time. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
does the bill involve? 

Mr. WILSON. Three hundred and odd 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Three hun- 
dred and odd thousand dollars, and I presume 
not three men in the Senate know anything 
at all about it. 

Mr. WILSON, 


How much 


Ifthe Senator desires an 
explanation it is this: on the 2d of Febrn- 
ary, 1871, Congress passed an act to reim- 
burse the State of Kansas for moneys ex- 
pended for the United States in enrolling, 
equipping, and provisioning militia forces 
‘to aid in suppressing the rebellion. ‘The 
first section.provides for the appointment of 
three officers ‘‘to examine and audit the 
accounts of the State of Kansas for moneys 
expended in payment of the expenses of the 
militia called into service by order of the 
Governor, upon the requisition of Major Gen- 
eral Curtis, in 1864, to repel the invasion 
of General Price. ‘There are five sections of 
this act. In accordance with the provisions 
of the act, three officers were appointed, who 
made the examination and reported this sum, 
which is but a portion of what was claimed by 
that State. They report the items in detail, 
and this bill is to carry out the provisions of 
that act. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think that 
is rigbt. : 

The bill was passed. 

" POINT SAN JOSE RESERVATION. 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up Sen- 
ate bill No. 755. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resamed the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 755) for the 
relief of the former occupants of the present 
military reservation at Point San José, in the 
city and county of San Francisco. 

The Committee on Military Affairs proposed 
to amend the bill by inserting in line three, 
after the word ‘‘heirs,’’ the word ‘‘ grantees,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment.was in lines fourteen, 
fifteen, and sixteen, to strike out the following 
words; SAA 

Which compensation shall be the cash value of 


said lands and the cash value of the improvements 
thereon atthe time when the military. occupation 


of said lands commenced. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. How will that part of 
the bill read then? : ; 

The Curier CLERK. It will read: 

That the several persons, their heirs, grantees, 
assigns, or legal representatives, who, when the mil- 
itary authorities of the United States took. posses- 
sion and entered into the occupation of the lands 
above high-water mark within the present limits of 
the military reservation at Point San José, in the 
city of San Francisco, in the State of California, 
were in the bona fide possession of portions thereof, 
by themselves, their tenants, or agents, shall be 
compensated by the United States for the lands, and 
theimprovementsthereon.of which they were respec- 
tively deprived when said lands and improvements 
were taken possession of by the military author- 
ities of the United States; and the Court of Claims 
is hereby directed to ascertain and determine the 
respective amounts of damage sustained and loss 
incurred by the several persons who were so as afore- 
said in the possession of said premises, or of any por- 
tion thereof, at the time the same were taken for 
public use, &e. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that bill ought 
not to pass. Itis in defiance of a decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States that 
the land is the property of the United States, 
properly reserved by the United States author- 
ities in pursuance of a map filed with the 
proper officer, and the Supreme Court of the 
United States bave upheld the right and title 
of the United States. Now, why we should 
pay for the value of the land as well as the 
value of improvements I cannot imagine. [ 
am, for one, willing to vote to pay these peo- 
ple the value of the improvements they put 
on the land of the United States ; but oneinch 
beyond that I would not be willing to go. 

It was land of the United States just as 
much as the land on which this Capito! stands, 
and the title to it has been settled by the 
highest court in the country. Now, for us to 
pay the value of this land and all the improve- 
ments made upon it, without limitation, will 
be not only to reverse the decision of the 
Supreme Court, but to place us in a worse 
position than a trespasser; in a worse posi- 
tion than we should be if we had taken violent 
possession of this property without any color 
of right or title. ‘hen we should have the 
benefit of the occupying claimants’ law; but 
now we are compelled to pay the value of this 
land assessed by the Court of Claims, far 
remote from the site, and undoubtedly very 
large amounts will be assessed against the 
Government of the United States. If the 
Senator will modify it so as to pay them for 
improvements upon the land, and give the 
benefit of the occupying claimants’ law or the 
principle that lies at the foundation of the 
occupying claimants’ law, F am willing to do 
that. Beyond thet I will not go. The bill 
was up some time ago and discassed awhile, 
and at the request of persons who were inter- 
ested in it L looked at the papers presented. 
It isa plain case of people settling without 
title upon a military reserve of the United 
States, and there making improvements. The 
Government of the United States took pos- 
session of the land and appropriated the 
improvements of these people, which I think 
was wrong. 

Mr. WILSON, The gentleman who had 
the care of this bill in the Military Committee 
and made the examination I do not see in his 
seat, and I think [ shall have to waive the bill 
at present and let it lie over to-night. 

Mr. COLE. One word only. 1 only wish 
to say thatan understanding of this case re- 
quires some time, and perbaps the Senator 
irom Ohio will be satisfied if we can only go 


i into a discussion and consideration of it and 


show the validity of these claims. These par- 
ties went upon the land in as good faith as was 
exhibited on the part of any of the settlers in 
the city of San Francisco. It was afterward 
taken possession of during the war by the 
Government rather as a military necessity than 
otherwise. The. Senator from Massachusetts 
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having withdrawn the bill, I will mot add any- 
thing farther. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 

will be passed over. 
: Mr. CONKLING.. Before this bill is passed 
over, I wish there could be some understand- 
ing by. which it does not go without day; and 
I will give my reason, 

The other day there came to my house two 
persons neither of whom I had ever seen before 
as I supposed; a man and his wife. The man 
said,'*You do not remember me?” I said No?’ 
He said, “I used to come to see you very 
often with General Frémont.” I looked at 
him closely, and then recognized the man who 
had been Major Haskell, and I think from all 
wars there came out no man, with enough 
of him remaining to hold his soul, more thor- 
oughly shattered; more lamentably injured 
than this gentleman, Major Haskell. I could 
scarcely credit my eyes. He then proceeded 
to tell me his story and left with me a printed 
statement, not very long, giving the facts m 
the case; and, as they are stated, although I 
do not pretend to take issue with my friend 
from Ohio, certainly the case is one which, 
whether considered as it addresses itself to 
our sense of justice or our sense of humanity, 
requires consideration, which ought not to be 
turned off on a mere suggestion, Certainly it 
seems to me there is something due to this 
claimant. Certainly it is a case of hardship, 
and a case of hardship which the law strictly 
would remedy as I understand, and I believe 
the Senator from Ohio does not take a differ- 
ent view. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no doubt that 
these people ought to be paid the value of 
their improvements which were appropriated 
by the Government of the United States, and 
the bill ought to. be framed on that basis. 

Mr. CONKLING, I take leave of the Senate 
on this question, 1 do not wish to occupy one 
moment by making an appeal for enough con- 
sideration to find out how much they should 
be paid, because no one can lookin that man’s 
face who saw him before the war and not 
know that he has a higher claim upon us than 
n mere question of right. Lf right ison his side, 
his need is so urgent that time is important to 
him; and I hope the Senate will pause one 
moment at least for the sake of finding out 
what is due, to the end that he may not go 
to some postponement as fatal to him as an 
ultimate denial. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill can be taken up 
again this evening, after a few minutes, if the 
Benator from Massachusetts will let me have 
a vole on the railroad bill, 

Mr. WILSON, I want about ten or fifteen 
minutes more. 

Mr. STEWART. 
ward? 

Mr. WILSON, Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘This bill lies aside in- 
formally, I understand. 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. 


NATIONAL CEMETERIES. 


Mr. WILSON. I move now to take up 
House bill No. 1272. 

The motion was agreed to ;.and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1272) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to establish and to pro- 
tect national cemeteries,” approved February 
22, 1867. It proposes to amend section one 
of an act entitled ‘An act to establish and to 

tect national cemeteries,” d Feb- 
protect national cemeteries,” approve e 
ruary 22, 1867, so as to read: 

The Secretary of War shall cause each grave to 
be marked with a smail head-stone, with the name 
of the soldier and the name of bis State inscribed 
thereon, when the same are known, in addition to 
the number required to be inscribed by said section ; 
and he shall, within ninety days from the passage 
of this act, advertise for sealed proposals of bids for 
the making and erection of such head-stones, which 
advertisements shall be made-for sixty days succes- 
sively in at least twenty newspapers of general ĉir- 
culation in the United States, and shall call for bids 


Shall I have time afier- 


| in said Washington city; thence sout 


for the doing of said work, in whole or in part; and 
upon the opening of such bids, the Secretary of 


War sball, without delay, award the contracts for 


said work to the lowest responsible bidder or bid- 
ders, in whole or in part; and said bidders shall 
give bond to his satisfaction for the faithful com- 
pletion of the work. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

HARRIET W. POND. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to take up Senate 
bill No. 1161. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 1161) for the relief of Harriet W. Pond, 
was read the second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. The bill, in con- 
sideration of injuries received during the war 
of the rebellion, provides for the payment of 
$1,000 to Mrs. Harriet W. Pond. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT STREET RAILROADS. 


Mr. STEWART. Now I want a vote on the 
other bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. With the understanding 
that nothing isto supersede the bill just laid 
aside informally. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not agree to that 
understanding, if this railroad bill is to be 
taken up. 

Mr. STEWART. Thisis the regular order, 
and I have a right to call for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nevada demands the regular order, 
which is the bill (F£. R. No. 2247) giving the 
approval and sanction of Congress to the 
termini and route of the Anacostia and Poto- 
mac river railroad, and to regulate its con- 
struction and operation. The pending ques- 
tion is onthe amendment of the Senator trom 
Nevada, [Mr. Sruwanrr.] 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I wish to offer 
an amendment to that amendment. Where 
it reads “along First street to Pennsylvania 
avenue,’’ I move to insert ‘to the north line 
of Pennsylvania avenue,” instead of ‘to 
Pennsylvania avenue??? 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; let that be 
added. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. * I now move 
to insert an additional section. 

Mr. STEWART. Let that come in after 
my amendinent is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada as amended. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Let itbe read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendinent which 
was to insert after the third section of the bill, 
the following : 


Src. d. That the sanction and approval of Con- 
gress is hereby given to the construction of a street 
railroad from the northern boundary line of George- 
town, through {ligh street to Fayette street; along 
said street to Second and Third streets, and along 
said streets to High street; West street, and Beall 
street; along Montgomery, Beall, and West streets, 
all iu said Georgetown, to and over the bridge at P 
street, in the city of Washington; along P street to 
New Jersey avenue; along said avenue to First 
street west; along First street to the north line of 
Ponnsylvania avenue; also aloug Connecticut ave- 
nue from P street to L street; along ly street to 
Tenth street west; along said street to I street 
north ; along said street to Sixth street west; along 
said street Lo the north line of Pennsylvania avenue, 


by the incorporators named in the act of incorpora- 


tion by the Legislative Assembly of the District of 
Columbisx of the’ Union Railroad Company: Pro- 
vided, That a majority of said incorporators shall 
within twenty days from the passage of this act 
organize under the general incorporation law 
approved May 5, 1870. 

Suc. 5. That the sanction and approval of Congress 
is hereby given to the construction of a strect rail- 
read from the northern boundary of the District of 


Columbia, where the same is intersected by the road | 


generally known as the Seventh street road, aleng 
and upon the said road to Boundary street, Wash- 
ington city, thence wostwardly to Ninth strect west, 
i upon said 
Ninth street to B street north; thence east along 
said B street north to.Sixth street west ; thence along 


- these provisions are left out, 


said Sixth street west to Missouri avenue; thence 
along said Missouri avenue to Four-and-a-half 
street west, by the incorporators named in the act 
of incorporation by the Legislative Assembly of the 
District of Columbia, of the Boundary and Silver 
Spring Railroad Company: Provided, A majority of 
said incorporators shal! within twenty days from the 
passage of this act organize under the general in- 
corporation law, approved May 5, 1870: And provided 
further, That the Metropolitan Railroad Company 
of Washington, District of Columbia, may use that ‘ 
portion of said road lying in the city of. Washington 
upon such terms as may be agreed upon. 

Sec. 6. That the restrictions, limitations, and re- 
quirements contained in the proviso of the first sec- 
tion and in the second and third sections of this 
act, shall apply to the said roads authorized by the 
two preceding sections, except that the company 
authorized in the fifth section of this act may charge 
arate of fare not exceeding five conts a passenger 
for transportation from Boundary street to Rock 
Creek church road, ten cents to Brightwood, and 
fifteen cents to the boundary of the District: Pro- 
vided, That all railroads are hereby prohibited on the 
I street and K stroet fronts of Farragut, Scott, and 
Franklin squares; and no further street railroads 
shall be laid down in the. city of Washington with- 
out the consent of Congress. 


. Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
desire to oppose this measure, and shall not 
do so; but it is a gigantic affair and incorpor- 
ates more roads I think than now exists in 
the city, and therefore it ought to be properly 
guarded. I perceive that in this new amend- 
ment as proposed, a large part of the first 
section which undertook to guard the thing is 
left out. After the words ‘along said street 
to the north line of Pennsylvania avenue,”’ as 
the amendment was introduced originally, it 
went on to say: 

Said road to be asingle or double track, laid in 
the most approved manner, with flat rail, Jaid upon 
an even surface wilh the pavement of the streets, 
subject to the approvalof the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and the Board of Public Works of the District 
of Columbia, and said company shall place first-class 
ears (to be drawn by horse-power) with all modern 
improvements for the convenience and comfort of 
passengers, the rato of fare for each passenger not 
to exceed five cents. ‘The capital stock of said comi- 
pany may be increased to an amount not exceeding 
$300,000. 

Now there is no limit whatever, and all 
I move to in- 
sert these provisions after the words ‘ Penn- 
sylvania avenue,’’ in the first section. 

Mr. SHERMAN, While Senators are ex- 
amining the papers, I will say that I have 
looked at this proposition enough to know 
that what the Senator from Vermont says is 
true. This is an enormous affair as now pre- 
sented in manuscript at this hour of the night. 
T trust Senators will pause. This provides 
for several railroads, and among others a new 
one that [never heard of before, starting some- 
where on Seventh street, the beginning not 
very well defined, going north to the boundary 
of the District; thence to Ninth street ; thence 
on Ninth street down across the south side of 
Pennsylvania avenue by the market-house; 
thence along B street to Sixth street ; thence 
along the front of the new depot on B street 
near the south side of Pennsylyania avenue; 
thence along B street north to Sixth street 
west; thence along Sixth street west to Mis- 
souri avenue ; along Missouri avenue to Four- 
and-a-half street, &c. That crosses Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have an 
amendment to meet. that, providing that it 
shall not go beyond the north line of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue. I, with the Senator from Ohio, 


| most decidedly object to making a gridiron of 


Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Have any 
of these propositions been submitted to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This road is about ten 
miles long. It goes from Seventh street to 
the northern boundary of the District ; thence 
around to Ninth street; thence on Ninth street 
clear down to Pennsyivania avenue, a distance 
of not Jess than six miles, and there is no limit 
as to the time when it shall be made or the 
mode in which it shall be made. I trust Sen- 
ators will have some respect for the rights of 
the people of this District. I could not under- 
stand this until I read it at the desk, 
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Mr. BLAIR. This only confirms what the 
District Legislature has done, as I understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lappeal to the Senator 
from Missouri whether he would like to au- 
thorize a company, to build such a road with- 
out more information than this, without any 
examination by. gar committee? 

Mr. BLAIR.:" Tt has been submitted to the 
city government and authorized by them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This road down Ninth 
street clear across the avenue? 

Mr. BLAIR. The road from the bound- 
ary north has been authorized by.the District 
Legislature, and the other roads, I under- 
stand, have been also. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection to 
the construction of a railroad from Seventh 
street to the boundary, and so along anywhere 
back around to the boundary line, but to 
gridiron this city is an objectionable proposi- 
tion. 

ir. BLAIR. The railroad to which the 
Senator objects goes out into the country, and 
the idea is to enable the people to approach the 
market-house. The Senator did not object to 
gridironing the city with steam railroads. He 
found no objection to voting away a part of 
the great park to one steam railroad company. 
It will be a great convenience to the poor peo- 
ple who live in the suburbs and want to get to 
the park or to market. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the Sen- 
ator my objection. I have no objection to one 
railroad going out to the boundary, or to a 
double-track railroad on any street wide 
enough; but this is not that kind of a case. It is 
a double road on a parallel line, occupying two 
of the principal streets of the city—Ninth and 
Seventh streets.. Seventh street is now being 
putin the best condition. of any street in the 
city. This proposed road commences at Sev- 
enth street and goes out Seventh street upon 
the turnpike, which has been built at enorm- 
ous expense, thus destroying the pike. It 
seems to me a proposition of this kind ought 
to be very carefully guarded, and there ought 
to be careful limitations as to the mode of 
construction. 

I did vote for the proposition to give to the 
Baltimore and Potomac railroad a right to 
occupy a portion of the park. I did so on the 
general ground that í would give to the Bal- 
timore and Ohio or the Pennsylvania Central 
convenient sites to bring their roads into the 
city, and I will vote to allow any company in 
the United States that is willing to bring its 
road into this city. But this is a matter as to 
street railroads which ought to be passed on 
only after careful deliberation by the people. 
They are a great convenience to the people, 
especially the poorer people; but they ought 
not to be allowed to occupy more streets than 
are necessary. They are an inconvenience to 
wagons and carriages; but they ought to be 
built wherever they are necessary. There 
ought to be one on Fourteenth street and one 
on Seventh street. There is no doubt about 
tbat; but. this same company ought not to 
have the right to build a double-track railway 
on Seventh street, and then back to Ninth 
street six miles. 

Mr. BLAIR. They have not the right to 
run on Seventh street, except beyond Bound- 
ary street to the boundary of the District. 
Boundary street is. the boundary of the city, 
and they go from there west. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the most convenient road to the people of 
Washington would be to start from the north 
side of Pennsylvania avenue at Ninth street 
and run out just as far as they choose with a 
double-track road. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what is asked to run 
out Ninth street. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Onthe contrary, this pro- 
vides for a road on Seventh street, the finest 
pike out of the-city. i 

Mr. BLAIR. The Benator is mistaken about 


that. ; 
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My impression is that- 


a 


Mr. SHERMAN. T know it commences at 
Seventh street on the boundary. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is at the end of Seventh 
street in the city. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But Seventh street be- 
yond the boundary is the best road out of the 
city, and it is now being made intoa magnifi- 
cent drive. 

Mr. BLAIR. That street is very wide, one 
hundred and twenty feet wide. Thereis room 
enough for a turnpike or dirt road besides the 
railroad. There can be no- objection to it in 
my judgment. The Senator voted for allow- 
ing a steam railroad to come into the midst of 
the park, near Pennsylvania avenue, and f do 
not see the objection which can be made by 
any one who desires to convenience the poorer 
classes of people who live in the suburbs of 
the city, and people in the country, near at 
hand, who want access to the town and to 
market. This road will give them access to 
two markets, one on Pennsylvania avenue and 
one on Seventh street and New York avenue, 
and also to the railroad depot. I can see 
no objection to it myself. Itis approved by 


-the Legislative Assembly of the District, and 


I hope it will be allowed to pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The first section pro- 
vides for a railroad from somewhere in George- 
town, the remotest part of Georgetown, along 
devious ways and various streets, crossing P 
street bridge. Those who have been driving 
about here know that that is a very expensive 
bridge recently constructed by the District, 
and the crossing of a railroad there will be a 
great inconvenience ; but if that is necessary 
the people must submit to it. Then it author- 
izes the construction of a railroad on P street 
clear across the city, and also a branch of that 
same railroad is to wind around devious ways 
along L street, I street, and Sixth street until 
it reaches the north side of Pennsylvania 
avenue. According to the original proposition 
it was to cross Pennsylvania avenue to the new 
depot. Then there is another amendment put 
on to authorize a railroad from the end of 
Seventh street where it crosses Boundary 
street clear out to the boundary line of the 
District, and then back on Ninth street across 
Pennsylvania avenue to the new depot, ard 
along there until it strikes Four-and-a-half 
street. 

I think a proposition of this kind, so import- 
ant to the people of this District, ought to be 
more fully considered, and ought to be submit- 
ted to them sanctioned by their Legislative 
Assembly if agreed to by Congress. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It ought to 
be keptin mind that a railroad through any 
street or avenue virtually surrenders the street 
or avenue to therailroad company. All travel 
must give way to the cars while they are 
passing, and it is very inconvenient for cross- 
ing them. Therefore I should prefer a much 
smaller scheme to the present one; and for 
another reason: a small corporation will keep 
their cars and horses in much better order than 
a very long road. Where the road is long the 
horses become jaded and the managers become 
careless, as the Metropolitan road have already, 
about their duties. This road is emphatically 
a double-ender. The first branch starts from 
Georgetown and comes over here and strikes 
Pennsylvania avenue at two points. Jam not 
going to oppose the road, provided we can get 
the proper amendments adopied, and I trust 
there will be no objection to the present amend- 
ment, and as soon as that is acted upon I will 
offer another one. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Vermont to the amendment. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I believe a portion of 
the road provided forin this amendment covers 
the same ground that was reported upon by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia for 
another railroad some daysago. I should like 
to inquire of the Senator from South Carolina 
whether that is not the case? 


Mr. SAWYER. I reported the Anacostia 
railroad bill, which is entirely south of the 
avenue, and has nothing to do with this. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I mean the Metropoli- 
tan Railroad: Company. À 

Mr. SAWYER. The Meiropolitan Railroad 
Company has no part in it, and there is no 
proposition herein their favor. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But I inquire of the 
honorable Senator if ‘the bill agreed upon in 
the Committee on the District of Columbia for 
the extension of the Metropolitan railroad is 
not over a portion of the ground covered by 
one of the amendments to this bill? 

Mr SAWYER. I do not so understand 
at all. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Ihave heard such an 
amendment read at the desk. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator is entirely 
mistaken. . 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then I should like to 
hear the amendment read again. 

Mr. STEWART. It need not be read so 
many times, 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator will find on 
examination that it is entirely a distinct line. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Task that it be read 
before the vote is taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want the whole bill 
and amendments read. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Let me offer 
two or three amendments and get them incor- 
porated. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator from Ver- 
mont will allow me, I have just sent anamend- 
ment to the table which the Senator from Ne- 
vada wishes to accept. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, I will accept it as 
part of my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina will 
be read. 

Mr. THURMAN. I really want to do what 
is right about this matter ; but how can I do it 
when I have no light? This isa business upon 
which the Senate ought to be enlightened by 
the labors of acommittee. There are several 
considerations. There is not only the question 
of where a railroad shall be, but there is the 
question whether the persons who ask for an 
act of incorporation are persons who intend to 
make the road, or whether they are simply 
persons who intend to get a charter and sell 
the charter, or hold the charter and prevent 
somebody else from making the road. Some 
investigation in regard to the persons who ask 
the act of incorporation, to know whether they 
are responsible persons, and intend in good 
faith to go on and do the work, and do it 
within a reasonable time, is a matter to be 
considered by the committee. Now, Ido not 
know how to vote upon all these questions; 
but if it is in order, as I suppose it is, 1 move 
thatthe bill, with allthe pending amendments, 
be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The amend- 
ments have not all been offered yet, 

Mr. STEWART. Lhope that will not be done. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam perfectly willing that 
it shall be done if we have the promise that 
there will be action. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. We cannot have action. 
This puts itof again. Theiron is laying along 
the track. It is for the public convenience 
that these roads shall be built. Not one of 
these railroads is to be on any of the fashion- 
able streets. They are all put on the outside 
streets to accommodate the poor people. I 
would like to have the bil! amended as we 
propose, and then have it read; and I think 
a word of explanation will satisfy every one. 
We have spent time on it now, and you will 
kill it for a whole season if you do not act now, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not see why the 
proposition of my colleague is not a fair one. 
As a matter of course we are all interested 
in having railroads here; but we do not want 
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to sacrifice the rights of the poeple of the 
District.. I think the fair way is to send this 
bill to the Committee on the District of Co- 
Jumbia, let them look over the various propo- 
sitions, and let them report a bill, and I for 
one will promise not to oppose it. It may be 
done to-morrow or Saturday... There is plenty 
of time. But for us to put together three or 
four bills here in one bill now, seems to me 
to be dangerous legislation. 

Mr. STEWART. TI will accept this prop- 
osition which [ will state—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me go on. Our 
knowledge of the geography here is very im- 
perfect, and we should understand where all 
these railroads are to run, Who would have 
dreamed that a proposition here in three or 
four lines authorized a railroad about ten 
toiles long? . And yet it does. 

Mr. STEWART. Allow me to make a 
suggestion. Let us say that to-morrow morn- 
ing at half past eleven the Committee on the 
Distriet of Columbia shall have unanimous 
leave to report this bill. Lam told they can 
have a meeting to-morrow morning and per- 
fect a proposition and bringitin. If they can 
get it ready for action by that time I have no 
objection to its recommittal with the under- 
standing that it shall then be acted on. 

Mr. VRUMBULL. I shall object to farm- 
ing out the time, and intend to make one more 
appeal to the Senate to pass some bills from 
the Judiciary Committee. They are not for 
private purposes and they are not for rail- 
roads. F have stated several times to the Sen- 
ate that there is one bill in particular in regard 
te a court inthe Indian country that 1 think 
Congress is inexcusable for adjourning with- 
out some action upon. I have repeatedly 
called: attention to it. There are some other 
bills; L had hoped to get them up to-night, 
and i have tried to get the floor several times 
to make a motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of those bills. Now 1 shall object to the 
time being taken up by an agreement iu refer 
ence to these EA with the hope that I 
may be permitted to call up these bills. A 
dozen private bills have been passed to-night, 
and here are bills that no private parties are 
interested in, but which the public interests 
require action upon, and they seem to be 
meuaures that we can get no action upon, 1 
intend to move. if this bill is laid aside, to 
take up those bills, L believe the understand 
ing is that tbis is to be recommitted. I make 
the motion thut this Lill be recommitted to 
the Committee on the. District of Columbia, 
and L will then move, if [ can get the floor, to 
take up bills from the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ia the motion debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. AN- 
TRONY inthe chair.) The mouon suggested 
by tho Senator from Llinois is the motion now 
vending, wade by the Senator from Ohio. 

tis debatable. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator from Tilinois 
has several timos alluded to the fact that these 
are private bills, and that he hasimportant pub- 
lic bills from the Committee on the Judiciary 
which demand the attention of the Senate. 
Let me tell the Senator from Illinois that is 
always the case with him; all his bills are of 
great importance; but let me tell him more, 
that there are more people whose interests are 
bound up in these railroad bills in this city 
than there are people in the Indian country ; 
that there is a larger population who are to be 
accommodated by the railroad bills which be 
characterizes in a contemptuous manner here 
to-night. than there are inhabitants in the 
Indian country; and that it is nut private par- 
ties who want the bills, itis the publie who 
want the privilege of having some mode of 
aceuss to the remote parts of this District, 
and they are measures of public importance. 

The bill which I called up, and to which the 
Senator from Nevada has proposed the amend- 
ment beforethe Senate, is a bill for a railroad 
through a section of this tows where the poor 


il about that. 


men have mortgaged their houses totake stock 
in the road because there was no possible 
mode of getting to their houses otherwise ; and 
yet the Senator talks about the bills being pri- 
vate bills. They are no more private bills 
than the bills of the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Nr. TRUMBULL. Thetemper of the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina is commendable. I 
suppose the whole Senate know that he occu- 
pied the morning hour with one of his railroad 
pills, and these railroad bills occupy a great 
portion of the time of the Senate. The bills 
from the Judiciary Committee not only affect 
the Indian country—that is one bill—but there 
is a bill here in regard to the punishment of 
crime that ought to be passed, which affectsall 
the United States. Nearly every bill, and I 
think there are a dozen on the Calendar from 
the Judiciary Committee, is of a general char- 
acter affecting the people of the United States. 
I have no interest in them more than the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina orany oneelse. They 
are bills upon which the committee has agreed, 
and they are reported to the Senate foraction. 
I shall have discharged my duty when J] have 
tried to get the attention of the Senate to thei ; 
put I think that I donot discharge my duty by 
sitting still and allowing the whole time ofthe 
Senate to be taken up by propositions to build 
railroads, first one and then another, in which 
the Senator from South Carolina seems totake 
such a great interest as almost to lose his 
temperin regard to them, 

Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. SAWYER. I accept, Mr. President, 
very humbly, the lecture from the Senator 
from Ilinois on temper, aud I admit that it is 
entirely proper—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
recognized the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator trom Michi- 
gan will allow me to make one remark. ‘The 
Senator from Iinvis says the Senator from 
South Carolina seems to be interested. The 
bill which L asked the Senate to take up to-day 
came from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, was placed in my hands by the 
chairman of the committee to try to have it 
passed. ‘There are several more which came 
lrom the same committee that have been wait- 
ing for weeks to get the attention of the Sen- 
ate. They have not occupied an hour’s time 
ull this eveuing during the last six weeks. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have a bill in which 
forty million people are interested, the steam- 
boat bill, and L want to get action on it to- 
night. Jt is pending on the report of a con- 
ference committee. Í therefore move to lay 
this bill on the table, asit is perfectly evident 
it cannot be passed without debating it all 
night; I move to lay it on the table for the 
purpose of taking up House bill No. 2116. 

F Mr. STEWART. 1 hope that will not be 
one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
| tor from Michigan moves to lay the pending 
bill on the table, 

Mr. THURMAN. 
withdraw that motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER, 
vote, it seems. 

Mr. THURMAN. Withdraw it a moment 
until [ make a remark. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly, I will do that. 

1 Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Mich- 
igan knows that | am as anxious as he is that 
the steamboat bil should be taken up; bnt 
this measure is a matter of greatinterest, and 
the only way to settle the street railroad ques- 
tion is to have a report of the Committee on 
| the District of Columbia. 
Now, without a word more, I ask thatthe vote 
| be taken on my motion to refer it to the Dis- 
| trict Committee. They can report it back 
i| to-morrow morning. The Senate willsee that 
they have a fair chance, There is no doubt 
Just let us have a vote on that, 
land then we can take up the steamboat bill. 


I hope the Senator will 


We cannot take the 


Mr. STEWART. Iam wiling to do that if 
the Senator will see that we have a fair chance. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Michigan withdraw his motion 
to lay on the table? 
Mr. CHANDLER. If there can bo a vote. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask the 
Senator from Nevada to receive two or three 
amendments. 
ir, POMEROY. 
go to the committee. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave one amendment 


to’ offer. 

Mr. STEWART. Let all the amendments 
go the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. In the last 
provision in relation to the road starting from 
the Boundary and Seventh street I desire to 
have ‘“ Missouri’? struck out and the words 
“ north lineof Pennsylvania avenue’’ inserted. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. It is 
understood that tkis bill will go to the com» 
mittee with all amendments offered now or at 
any time hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If recom- 
mitted, it goes with the amendments that may 
be offered. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is my motion. 

Mr. CASSERLY. As this bill and the 
amendments are going to the committee, which 
I think is very proper, I wish to move an 
amendment to strike out. all of that language 
which requires any parties provided for in the 
bill to incorporate themselves under the rail- 
road law of May 5, 1870. The railroad law 
of May 5, 1870, isa general law for the in- 
corporation of steam railways, that provides 
for running engines by steam, for changing the 
routes, for condemning property under the 
laws of the District, and carrying freight and 
delivering it at stations. So isuggest that all 
that part directing the corporation to be 
formed under a law under which it will be 
impossible for them to incorporate be stricken 


out. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. JT ask that 
the provision which I moved as to the first 
road, that ‘said road shall have a single or 
double track in the most approved manner,” 
shall be inserted in relation to the last road. 
The Seerctary will understand where that is to 
come in, and then I ask that a separate and 
independent section shall be adopted, which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is, Shall the bill with the amendments be 
recommitied to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer one amendment 
to be printed with the bill. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I understand 
the mover of the proposition accepts all the 
amendments which I have proposed. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the bill and 
all the amendments be recom mitted. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Lunderstand 
that the mover, the Senator from Nevada, 
accepts every proposition I have offered, 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the Secretary can 
send word to the Printer to have the bill here 
in the morning early. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments must be reduced to writing. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Do I under- 
stand the amendments I have sent to the desk 
have been incorporated in the bill? 


Mr. TRUMBULL. No; they are not acted 


on. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The mover 
accepts them. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Who is the mover? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from Nevada. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let the amendments go 
to the committee. 

Mr. STEWART. I suppose I would accept 
all of them, but I do not know. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let them all go to the 
committee. 


Let the amendments all 
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Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, (to Mr. Stew- 
art.) You can accept them, and then the 
committee can report to strike them out if 
they choose. 

Mr. STEWART. Let them go to the com- 
mittee as they are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
‘tion is on the motion to recommit the bill, with 
all the amendments moved, to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the bill and 
amendments be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TRUMBULL submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. 
R. No. 2705) making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1878, and for other 
purposes ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, 


POINT SAN JOSÉ RESERVATION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move now that the 
Senate preceed to the consideration of the 
conference report on House bill No. 2116. 

Mr. POMEROY. There was a bill laid 
aside informally about a reservation in Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I objected to that 
being done at the time. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg pardon, it was laid 
aside informally. 

Epe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is advised that this proceeding has been had 
by unanimous consent—that the regular order 
was laid aside informally, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I move to lay 
that bill on the table for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of House biil 
No. 2116. 

Mr. POMEROY. That isa compound mo- 
tion, and cannot be entertained. i want tosay 
to the Senator from Ohio—— 

Mr. CHANDLER, I move to lay on the 


tabie. 

Mr. POMEROY. There was a bill laid 
aside relating to some settlers in San Fran- 
cisco becuuse the provisions of the bill paid 
fur the land and the improvements. 

Mr. CHANDLER. lIs the motion to lay 
on the table debatable? _- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not; 
but the motion to lay on the table cannot be 
made while another Senator has the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had the floor and 
made the motion, and was first recognized by 
the Chair. Hence I hold the floor now until 
that mot'on-is put, and I object to discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas is recognized by the Chair, 
and has the floor. $ 

Mr. POMEROY. Now Iwill make astate- 
ment, and then the Senate can act as it chooses. 
The bill was laid aside on the suggestion of 
the Senator from Ohio that he was willing to 
pay fur the improvements of those poor set- 
tlers, but not for the land. The Senator has 
now prepared his amendment striking out 
payment for the land. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Who has? 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator here, [Mr. 
Witson.) Now, there is oné poor man espe- 
cially who appeals to my sympathies—Colonel 
Haskin. In his behalf I hope that we may 
take a vote so as to pay him for his improve- 
ments. Let the question of the title to the 
land go, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to 
letting that bill go over till morning, and I 
wiil look into it, J am in favor of paying for 
improvements. 

Mr. CONKLING. We may not get it up 
in the morning. 

Mr. POMEROY. It has been up twice 
before. ithink we ought to pay these poor 
settlers for their improvements. [tis the least 


thing we can do. Task that we may have a 
vote upon striking out so much of the bill as 
relates to the lund, paying simply for the 
improvements. 

Mr. CONKLING. The chairman of the 
Military Committee has marked out the ameud- 
ment on the printed biil. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. The amendment is in 
the hands of the Senator from Qhio, and 
probably he can present it and have is passed 
by unanimous consent, and it will be some 
relief to these poor men who have been in 
agony for years, and we ought to give them 
that relief to-night. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to lay this bill 
on the table for the purpose of taking up the 
steamboat bill. 

Mr. STEWART. 
about this bill. 

_ Mr. CONKLING. Let us take the ques- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is to lay on the table. 

Mr. NYE. Will my friend from Michigan 
just allow me time to introduce pro forma a 
resolution to be used to-morrow ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator renew 
my motion to lay this bill on the table? 

Mr. NYE. I will do anything. I have tried 
for twelve hours to get a little motion 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Tt will not be in order. 

Mr. NYE. Whats will not be in order? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘To introduce a resolu- 
tion now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course ifit is in order 
L insist on my motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Nevada asks unanimous consent to 
offer a resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Let us know what the 
resolution is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the last clause of the resolution 
of the Senate of the 29ch of April, 1872, iu the follow- 
ing words, “and no amendment to any such bill 
making legislative provisions, other than such as 
directiy relate to the appropriations contained in 
the bill, shall be received,” be, and the same is here- 
by, rescinded so far as it may apply to the bill (H. R. 
No. 2705) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 20, 1873, and tor other purposes, 


Mr. THURMAN. Who offers that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nevada asks unanimous consent to 
offer it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I object. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have one such resolu- 
tion pending. ‘This need not be put in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan moves to lay the pending 
bill on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the Senator from 
Michigan, as I objected to the bill, to let it 
pass now. It will take less time to pass it 
now. The amendment suggested is satisfac- 


tory. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If there can be a vote 
I will withdraw the motion, but 1 do not want 
to lose the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan withdraws the motion. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
755) for the relief of the former occupants of 
the present military reservation at Point San 
José, in the city and county of San Francisco. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out in line eleven the words ‘‘lands and 
the;’’ and in lines fourteen and fifteen the 
words ‘' which compensation shall be the cash 
value of said lands and;’’ and in lieu thereof 
to insert ‘which compensation shall be con- 
fined to; so as to read: : 


Shall be compensated by the United States for 
the improvements thereon, of which they were re- 
spectively deprived when said lands and improve- 
ments were taken possession of by the military 


I want to say a word 


authorities of the United States, which compensi« 
tion shall be confined to the cash Value of the im- 
provements thereon at the time when the military 
occupation of said lands commenced. 

Mr. STEWART. Now, before that ‘is 
adopted, let me say just one word about this, 
before. you do this injustice. These: people 
have the same title to their jand that all other 
people in San Francisco had. Ii was a 
Pueblo title 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator is going 
to discuss it, I have something further to say: 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Ne- 
vada has the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen: 
ator from Nevada has the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill was not to be 
taken up unless it could be acted on without 
debate. 

Mr. CONKLING, The bill was laid aside 
informally. The regular order was demanded, 
the bill was before the Senate, aud my honor- 
able friend from Michigan moved to lay it on 
the table. That motion was withdrawn. The 
bill is not specially taken up; it is regularly 
before the Senate and cannot be displaced 
except by being laid on the table or postponed, 
Now, I hope the Senator from Ohio will hear 
in a word the facts about this, and then let us 
vote. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have examined this 
matter fully. 1 at once, when it was pro- 
posed to lay the bill asideinformally, objected, 
as the Senator from California near me kvows 
very well. ‘his bill is not up and is not 
pending. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill is before the 
Senate. It was laid aside informally. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary, the Sen- 
ator from Michigan was recognized and moved 
to take up another bill. He was appealed to 
to yield to this for a minute to take the vote, 
and it was taken up with that understanding. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from Ohio is certainly mistaken. Iwas paying 
attention at the time, and it was generally 
assented to that the bill should be laid aside 
informally. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I objected. 

Mr. STEWART. If iam in order I desire 
in vindication of justice to makea simple state- 
ment. I say the title of these settlers was the 
same as the title of all other people in San 
Francisco. In the first place they had a Pueblo 
title which was given to all who were in pos- 
session, and which was confirmed by the 
courts, and subsequently a question was raised 
and Congress confirmed it to the city. It was 
confirmed first by the courts and then by an 
act of Congress. They were in the same posi- 
tion that everybody else was in that city. 
During the war, while they were living on this 
place, with no more danger of being inter- 
rupted apparently than anybody else, this land 
was needed for military purposes and taken. 
By the Spanish law it is held that in towns the 
Government may take this Pueblo property. 
So our Supreme Court bas held. But | pre- 
sume they do not take it when it is oceupied, 
and I presume the Spanish Government never 
would take it from its citizens under such cir- 
cumstances as it was taken by our Govern- 
ment. Any other property in San Francisco 
taken at that time would have stood in the 
same situation this did. 

The property was sold for a high price and 
improved, indeed owned as much as any of 
the people of San Francisco at the date of this 
reservation owned their property. It was 
taken from them by force and they had to yield, 
to give up improvements and all. You let the 
rest of the citizens have their property. Here 
is this man Haskin; you say you will treat 
him differently from most of the people of San 
Francisco. It seems to me you should allow 
something more than the value of improve. 
ments. Hehasan equity higher than that, and 
should have something for it. © ` i 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now moveto lay this 
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on the table, and give notice that I will not 
withdraw-the motion on any appeal. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us vote on that and 
see whether we will lay it on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is to lay the pending bill on the table. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 80, noes 9. 


STEAMBOAT LAW. 


. Mr, CHANDLER. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to. the consideration of the 
conference report on House bill No. 2116. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the bill (H. R. No. 
2116) to amend an actentitled ‘ An actto pro- 
vide for the better security of life on board of 
vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other purposes,” approved February 
28, 1871. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I prom- 
ised on a former occasion to interpose no ob- 
jection to the consideration of this bill. Icon- 
fess, however, my regret that it is taken up 
now, atnine o'clock in the evening, in a weary 
Senate. As the Senator from Michigan said, 
itis an important bill, and it deserves the 
sharp attention of the Senate. I wish, in the 
fewest words, to discharge my duty to this sub- 
ject, but it is difficult to speak to a bill of 
ninety pages which bas never been read to 
the Senate, I donot know how to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to its provisions without 
reading them or asking that they be read. 
The only oceasion when it was ever read—and 
then it was not in its present form—wags one 
evening when I think uot more than four or 
five Senators were present. I would be glad 
of any suggestion from the chairman of the 
committee ag to the briclest mode of getting 
ou I would not occupy a moment need- 
lessly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The best way will be to 
take the vote on the report of the conference 
committee. f move to concur in that report. 

Mr. CONKLING. But my friend does not 
meet me in the spirit in which I address him. 
I take it he knows 1 am not engaged in child's 
play; ho understands that I feel bound to dis- 
cuss this report. ‘Therefore when says that 
the beat way is to take a summary vole on the 
report, L submit to him that it is hardly treat- 
ing the subject as [ supposed he would treat 
it. If my friend will make no suggestion 
about it I must demand the reading of the bill 
and of the report in full. If he will make any 
suggestion to economize time, I will gladly 
adopt it. If ke simply waves me off by say- 
ing ‘We will take a vote now,’? I ask to have 
it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mx. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) ‘The Senator is entitled to 
have the bill read ifhe insists upon it. 

Mr, CONKLING. LI wish to repeat that I 
do not insist upon it if the Senator from 
Michigan will indicate a better and shorter 
way. Lhe proceeding is abnormaland unusual 
throughout. The bill has never been read in 
the Senate. It was read in the Chamber but 
once, and the present occupant of the chair 
will confirm me when I say that only six Sen- 
ators were present, as Lam told. It wasmerely 
read formally ; and when it came to be voted 
upon, its manifold provisions and amendments 
were all voted on in block, by one vote with- 
out division, in the twinkling of an eye, at the 
request of a Senator, in the morning hour. 
Therefore it is not in the ordinary condition of 

_ bills in their last stage. The Senate does not 

=- know, I suppose, there are not outside the 
Committee on Commerce three Senators 
informed of its provisions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would suggest to my 
honorable friend from New York that if he 
has any objection to any particular section of 
the bill, or any particular part of the report, 
he state that objection, and after stating it, let 
us have a vote on that section or that portion 


of the report to which he objects, and if the 
Senate concur with the Senator, very well. 

Mr. CONKLING. That would be agree- 
able to me; but we cannot get at it in that 
way; we are compelled to take one vote upon 
the whole report. The rule of the Senate 
does not permit me to go over, as the Senator 
suggests, and criticise the sections and take 
the vote upon them separately. The form of 
the proceeding does not allow it. We must 
vote altogether en masse upon all sections and 
all amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from New 
York will allow me, I wish to make a sugges- 
tion on this bill. I confess that I have not 
read it, and I am desirous of information. I 
only know that the steamboat law is so op- 
pressive as to defeat the object of it-—— 

Mr. CONKLING. Will my friend state 
what he refers to, as the oppressive provisions 
of existing law? How and wherein is the 
present law oppressive? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am not sufficiently 
informed as to details, but I know by the gen- 
eral concurrent testimony of persons engaged 
in this business that they think it unsafe to 
hold steamboat property on account of the 
extreme liability imposed by the present law. 
I cannot tell as to particulars. I should like 
to hear the Senator from New York state the 
objections to this bill; I intend to listen to 
them and give them due weight, and to com- 
pare this with the existing law as it stands, 
which is so stringent,as L am told, as to have 
driven all prudent men from the ownership of 
steamboats on the western waters, making it 
hazardous to such men to own stock in steam- 
boats. Let the Senator state his objections to 
this bill. If this bill is objectionable, I want 
to know it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator, when 
he speaks of the danger of owning steamboat 
property, does he refer to the liability of 
owners for losses, and injuries to persons and 
property ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I refer to the liabilities 
imposed by the present steamboat law. 

Mr. CONKLING. In respect to pecuniary 
liabilities ? , 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pecuniary liabilities, so 
that now cases have been told to me in general 
conversation where prudent men will not own 
steamboat property, because the extent of lia- 
bility is so great tbat it is not safe for any man 
who has any property to hazard it in the own- 
ership of steamboats. The result isthat their 
ownership is in a great measure put into the 
hands of persons who are not personally re- 
sponsible for damages. ‘That is the complaint 
made to me by persons interested in the mat- 
ter. Now, Í am for stringent provisions in 
favor of life, and Tam for reasonable liability 
on the part of steamboat owners for any dam- 
ages that may occur to citizens, 

What I should like from the Senator is to 
take up the sections of the bill to which he 
objects and tell us wherein they are deficient 
in their protection of life; wherein they are 
too liberal to the owners of steamboats, and I 
shall listen to him with patience, and my vote 
will depend on his objections. 

l only know this now, that itis the opinion 
of nearly all the people in the West with 
whom I have conversed, merchants as well as 
steamboat owners, that the present law is to- 
tally inapplicable to the business on the west- 
ern waters, where, asa matter of course, there 
is a different rule than would prevail either 
on the lakes or on the ocean; and I should 
like to have the Senator, if he bas examined 
the subject, tell us wherein the law as now pro- 
posed is too lax and too liberal in favor of 
steamboat owners; and if I think so I will 
certainly vote with him. 

Mr, CORBETT. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Ohio whether this is any more so 
than it has been for the past twenty years? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam told so. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think not. I think the 


law of 1871 is notas stringent, as amended by 
the Senate, as the old law. I do notthink it 
makes any more liability than the former law, 
except perhaps—in fact I do not know that it 
does—for explosions, or anything of that kind. 
It provides additional guards for the protec- 
tion of life and property. : 
Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to my friend 
from New York that he go on and explain his 
objections to this bill, and if he satisfies the 
Senate that the bill ought not to pass, I shall 
ask the Senate to refuse to concur- in the 


report, 

Mr. CONKLING. -Iam glad to follow the 
suggestion of my honorable friend, and I ask 
him but one favor in advance. I ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, ag 
I asked the Senator from Ohio, to state to the 
Senate the particulars in which the present 
law, the law of 1871, or any existing law, 
oppresses the steamboat interest. That inform- 
ation will enable me to confine and limit my 
remarks, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itoppresses the steam- 
boat interest in divers ways. In the first place, 
there are certain portions of commerce that 
require more steam than the law of 1871 per- 
mits, and we have passed two or three supple- 
mentary Jaws authorizing two or three differ- 
ent interests to change their steam pressure.. 
Then, again, this law compels the use of a 
large number of patent rights that are very 
expensive, and, as the steamboat men claim, 
perfectly useless. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will my friend let me 
interrupt him a moment? x 

Mr. CHANDLER, Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. As I understand bim, 
there is nothing in the law of 1871 whieh, as 
suggested by the Senator from Ohio, imposes 
any undue liability for losses or accidents 
upon steamboat owners. That seemed to be 
the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio; but 
it is not the suggestion of my friend from 
Michigan, as I understand him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am obliged to my 
friend for calling my attentionto that. Under 
the law of 1871 we have delegated our powers 
and have made the steamboat owners liable 
for any rules or regulations which may be 
made by a board of supervising inspectors. 

Mr. CONKLING, Thatis we have required 
them to observe those rules. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Those rules are liable 
to be changed at any time. 

Mr. CONKLING. And you have required’ 
them to observe those rules? 

Mr. CHANDLER. We have required them 
by the law of 1871 to observe those rules, and 
some of those rules are very oppressive and 
onerous. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will trouble the Sen- 
ator with only one other question, if he wil! 
give mē his attention. Will he tell me what 
appliance there is covered by a patent which 
the law of 1871 obliges steamboats to carry or 
wear which is not required by the bill before 
us or the conference report—what one single 
appliance ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir, I will; and I 
can tell the Senator a good many. 

Mr. CONKLING. If you will tell me two 
I shall be satisfied. There is one, and only 
one, I think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In the first place, there 
is a registering-gauge that the steamboat men 
claim is not necessary, and is somewhat ex- 
pensive. It is patented and the price of it 
has been raised very much by the law we 
passed. Another is a patent right concern 
for unhitching boats so that you could do it 
by the jerk of a bar. Naval officers declare 
that they would rather jump overboard from 
the bow of aship than be lowered in a boat 
by that patent contrivance, {laughter,] and 
although it was on a great many boats there 
was no evidence before the committee that it 
was ever used in the world, or ever would be. 
The moment the bar is sprung the sixteenth: 
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part of an inch the boat goes head foremost, 
and everybody in it goes under, instead of its 
droppiug on the water. It is entirely useless. 
There are various other contrivances equally 
expensive and equally. worthless. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to hear 
about the others. This second one my friend 
is quite mistaken about, I think. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me saya word about 
that arrangement for dropping boats when 
ships are in motion. I do not care about any 
particular patent, or which one is adopted’; 
but I say if you use hooks on the boats, in 
case of a fire at sea it is impossible to 
get them out; it is impossible to disengage 
the hooks and get them down safely into the 
water, When the vessel is in the slightest 
motion or in asea you cannot let them go. 
You seldom ‘hear of passengers being saved 
where a ship is lost unless the ship is lost upon 
the rocks. Some years ago a bill was passed 
requiring that such an apparatus should be 
adopted as'would allow the boats to be disen- 
gaged while the ship was in motion. I pre- 
sume a dozen patents have been patented 
since then. Some of them, I am told, are a 
success, and a great many are failures; but 
that a boat can be lowered when a ship is in 
motion is a certain fact. I think they will tell 
you at the War Department or at the Treas- 
ury Department that this patent was a success. 
If such an apparatus can be contrived, it 
ought to be adopted on board our vessels. 
You have encouraged men to attempt to invent 
something of this sort, and they have suc- 
ceeded. If any particular one is a failure, 
very well, do not use it, but if you can obtain 
an apparatus by which boats can be disen- 
gaged while the ship is in motion, you can 
save life in that way. 

My friend from Michigan must bear in mind 
that ship-owners who send ships to sea are 
not very anxious about the lives of passen- 
gers if the ship is lost, and they will not do 
unything more than you compel them to do. 
I have been to sea frequently when there was 
not a single boat that was fit for use, nota 
single boat that could be got off in an hour. 
I saw it tried once onthe Pacific ocean. A 
poor fellow fell overboard, and the ship went 
over four miles before they could get a boat 
loose, That was in still water, and yet the 
ship went four miles before she could back up. 
The man was there swimming around, but 
finally before they could get back to him with 
a boat he was caught by a shark. In that case 
nearly an_ hour was lost before they could get 
the boat disengaged and get back to the man. 
With a decent apparatus to lower the boat his 
life would have been saved. But ship-owners 
are not particular about those things. It costs 
something to keep them in repair and take 
charge of them, and it is some little trouble, 
to be sure. But this bill requires affirmatively 
that they shall put hooks there; it does not 
leave it discretionary with them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. : The bill as reported by 
the committee of conference does that, 

Mr. STEWART. - The bill as you have 
reported it from the committee requires 
hooks. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly; they are to 
have a boat ‘‘in all respects a good, substan- 
tial, and safe sea boat, with life-lines and de- 
taching-hooks attached, and properly supplied 
with oars,” &c. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why does the Senator 
require them to have that which he said a 
moment ago ought to be dispensed with? 

Mr. CHANDLER. This bill requires them 
to have it. 

Mr. CONKLING. But my friend said the 
act of 1871 required that, and this bill was to 
get rid of that, among other things. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It provided for another 
one of these patent arrangements. I was on 
a revenue-cutter that was supplied with these 


| 


patent machines that go with a jerk 


Mr. STEWART. ‘The only difference be- : 


tween this and that is that you have left out 
the requirement that they shall have such 
apparatus as shall drop the boat when the 
ship isin motion. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That never has been 

done, and cannot be done. 
. Mr. STEWART. I have seen it done a 
dozen times. I have seen it done when a ship 
was going sixteen knots an hour, and the boat 
with a dozen persons oa board. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was on board a rev- 
enue-cutter supplied with that detaching-appa- 
ratus, and a man fell overboard and was 
drowned, and the boat did not go a quarter of 
a mile, instead of four miles, because they did 
not and could not and never did use that 
detaching-apparatus. 

Mr. STEWART. Probably they did not 
have a good one, or did not have it in repair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will tell 
me of any ship anywhere that ever used one 
of those patent machines, I shall be very much 
obliged to him. 

Mr. STEWART. I saw a ship leave San 
Francisco, go outside of the Head at the rate 
of sixteen knots an hour and drop one of those 
boats with twelve persons in it, and it fell on 
the water, and they went back to the city in the 
boat. Isaw that done myself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This apparatus, when 
entirely new, and on a trial trip, will work 
sometimes for a week or two; but Jet a storm 
come or let anything come that bends the rod 
the sixteenth part of an inch, and one end or 
the other of the boat goes down first and who- 
ever is on board goes to the bottom. 

Mr. STEWART. Have you tried them all? 
There are several. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; I have not tried 
them all. $ 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
understands (although he frankly confesses 
he has not read the bill and has no inform- 
ation enabling him to be specific,) that the 
owners of steamboats are subject to such rig- 
orous and sweeping liabilities that prudent 
men are unwilling to invest in that kind of 
property. How wide will be the gulf between 
the Senator and myself when I say to him that 
no property, no industry, no adventure involv- 
ing the care of life and property is clothed 
with such immunities or is to the same extent 
exempt from liability as the property of steam- 
boat owners! Will the lawyers of: the Senate 
give me any reason why a different rule of 
liability should apply to common carriers of 
passengers by steam on land and common 
carriers of passengers by steam on water? 
Will any Senator tell me why the carriage of 
passengers or property on water, itself a dan- 
gerous element, by means of steam, should 
not be attended by the liability for injuries 
caused by negligence imposed by law on com- 
mon carriers on land? ‘There is no good rea- 
son. I can show, nevertheless, that as the law 
stands now a great body of steamboat owners 
are exempted by special statute from the lia- 
bility applicable to every man who uses steam 
on land to carry passengers, and even to the 
man who uses steam to drive machinery; and 
I can show that, if this bill becomes a law, 
the owner of a craft described in its broad 
provisions will not be liable for any act of 
negligence likely to be done leading to the 
destruction of life. The common law appli- 
cable to common carriers is familiar; so is the 
law whichrests on railways carrying passengers 
by steam. i 

I have in my hand a case, no higher author- 
ity than many another, a case decided by the 
highest court in my State, which lays down the 
rule of liability. It states the settled law. In 
speaking of it to my honorable friend from 
Ohio [Mr. Tuurman] the other day, and dis- 
cussing the rule in the State of Ohio, he re- 
ferred me to a leading case from that State in 
which I find this case cited as laying down the 


true doctrine, and it is the doctrine as far as I b 


know in every State, defining the liability of 
common carriers of passengers by steam on 
land. This is the case of Hegeman vs. The 
Western Railroad Company. : 

_ Hegeman having paid his fare, took his seat 
in one of the carriages of the Western 
railway. The train was thrown from the 
track and he was injured. It turned out aftar- ° 
ward that the accident arose from a fire crack 
in an iron axle. The axle was bought of the 
Springfield Car Company, most approved 
makers. It was examined and tested by every 
external mode, every mode open to the raii- 
road company ; and upon being tried after the 
accident took place, it was impervious to any 
test which could have been applied after the 
purchase by the railway company. 

At the trial below, the court held that Hege- 
man completed his case when he proved the 
accident alone. Why? Because the law pre- 
sumed negligence at once, and the onus was 
put upon the railroad company to defend 
itself, and the judge charged the jury that it 
could not defend itself except by showing that 
that accident came from a“*cause which no 
human skill, care, or foresight could prevent. 
The court charged the jury that the railroad 
company must not only supply itself with the 
most approved appliances, but it must resort 
to every test that science and skill had 
revealed to provide against every peradven- 
ture in which its appliances might fail, and 
that even then it was liable for all the negli- 
gence of all its agents. 

My honorable friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Howe] with his keen and careful scrutiny will 
observe that Iam not speaking of the case of 
an employé sueing his employer for the negli- 
gence of a coemployé. There is a wholly 
different rule of law. 1 am speaking, as [shall 
speak in a moment touching this bill, of a 
passenger maimed or scalded by an accident 
while one of these carriers has him in charge. 
The court, I say, charged that although the 
carrier was not an insurer, the onus was upon 
him in case of accident to show that the acci- 
dent happened despite the utmost exercise of 
care, skill, and foresight. 

What will the Senate say if it turns out 
that under one of the provisions of the bill 
before us the carrier is never to be called 
upon to prove diligence or care on his part? 
What will the Senate say if it turns out that 
the passenger must prove not only the acci- 
dent, but must prove, in addition to that, act- 
ual negligence before he can recover? IfI 
were speaking to lawyers alone I think I might 
stop here and suppose I had roused some sur- 
prise. But what will lawyers and laymen say 
when I show them that one of the: provisions 
of the billis to the effect that a passenger 
cannot recover although he shows’ actual 
negligence, unless he shows actual negli- 
gence by the owners themseslve? Every 
employé, the pilot, the engineer, the stoker, 
may be guilty of the grossest negligence; yet 
the passenger is to be remediless against the 
owner of the boat. This is the law now as to 
some classes of steamboats. Yet my honor- 
able friend from Obio [Mr. Suerman] thinks 
that so visited are the owners of steamboat 
property with liability now that they flinch 
from these investments! 

Let me call the attention of the Senate to 
the act of 1851, which I regard even in its lim- 
ited application as an extraordinary statute, 
and let me show the honorable Senator by that 
act that a large part of the steamboat owners 
of the country are exempt already from liabil- 
ity which applies to everybody. else, even to 
the man who owns or drives a stage-coach on 
a county road, or on a prairie. Tread: i 

“That no owner or owners of any ship or vessel ”— 

Mr. THURMAN. What is the! Senator 
reading from? 

Mr. CONKLING. The act of 1851; and be- 
fore I read further let me call the attention of 
the Senate to these words, “of any ship or 
vessel.’? The act doés not extend to inland’ 
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navigation. The bill before us proposes to go 
inland, everywhere, and attaches itself to ferry- 
boats, tugs, and the like. Ove of the provis- 
ions by way of definition is that every craft 
sha.l be. known as a passenger steamer if it 
carries anybody for hire or reward. Thus, 
this net is to. be spread over all the steam craft 
which float upon our waters. 


“That no owner or owners of any ship or vessel 
shall be subject or Hable to answer for or make good 
to any one or more person or persons any loss or 
damnge which may happen to any goods or mer- 
chandise whatsoever, which shall be shipped, taken 
in, or put on board any such ship or vessel, by 
reason or by means of any fire happening to or on 
board the said ship or vessel, unless ”— 


Now Í ask the Senate to notice this lan- 
guage— 

“such fire is caused by the design or neglect of 
such owner or owners.” 

I stop here a moment, Mr. President. The 
Jaw of Kagland and of this country says qui 
facit per alium facit per se. The common 
law says that if your teamster, or your minor 
son, or your son over age, if you stood in 
loco parentis, driving on the highway, collides 
by neghgence with your neighbor's carriage, 

ou are liable. Why? Because you deputed 

im to represent you in that employment, and 
lis negligence the law imputes to you. Here 
is a provision. that no liability shall arise 
against steamboat owners ‘‘ unless such fire 
is caused by the design or negligence of such 
owner or owners.” 

The honorable Senator from New Jersey, not 
pow in his seat, [Mr. Srockron,] succeeded 
to-day in obtaining the cousent of the Senate 
to devote $100,000 to experimenting upoan the 
causesand remedies of the explosion of steam- 
boilers, Heexplained to us that the cause of 
boiler explosions is up to this moment an un: 
solved problem. If this seetion was confined 
to scadents growing out of the explosion of 
steam boilers, it might summon to its aid the 
difficulty of which the Senator told us iu 
goarding agsinat such casualties; but observe, 
Mr, President, in case of © fire,” even if that 
fire occur from a case of negligence never so 
gross, no right of acon exists, no action lies 
uulesy it was by the design or act of the 
“owners,” Why, sir, docs anybody suppose 
thas. the owners of steamboats run them in 
persou? Does anybody suppose that the 
owner of a steam canal boat holds the tiller 
and so run her that she sinks with a cargo of 
wheat? Does anybody suppose that lighters 
or tugs, that help boats loaded with grain 
around the. harbor of New York, or bring 
them from Troy and Albany to New York, ure 
managed und run in by their owners? So of 
ferry-boats. 

Mr. NYE, Not one. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not one. Skippers on 
the North river own their sloops. ‘This bill 
does not apply to them. 
apply to sail vessels of less than so many tons. 
But what steam tug, what ferry-boat, what 
lighter, what craft of any sort plying on the 
North river or in the harbor of New York is 
managed und governed by the owners of that 
craft in persoun? None of them; and yet 1 
shall show you in a moment that this statute of 
1851 is made by the bill before us to apply to 
every one of ihe crafts of which I have been 
speaking. 

Mr. THURMAN. Do I understand the 
Senator to vay that the act of 1851 applies to 
a canal-boat? 

Mr. CONKLING. I did notsayso. I say 
that the act of 1851, if the bill before us be- 
comes a jaw, will apply to every vessel em- 
braced by the bill, and I shall show my friend 
that abhough itdoes not apply to a canal-boat 
plying by horse power on the Erie canal, it 

does apply in iis consequences to every canal- 
boat and every other boat taken in tow by a 
teamboat on the Hudson river, for example. 

My honorable friend at my right [Mr. 
Howe] asked me, aside, if | understand that 
the courts hold that under the statute of 1851 
owners are not liable forthe carelessness of 


It says it shall not; 


their agents. J understand that the courts do 
so hold, and I shall speak of one case which 
presents the hardship and outrage of this doc- 
trine in sucha light that no Senator can listen 
to it with approval, The second section of 
this act of 1851 provides; 

“That ifany shipper or shippers of platina, gold, 
gold dust, silver, bultion, or other precious metals, 
coins, jewelry, bills of any bank or. public body, 
diamonds or other precious stones, shall lade the 
sawe on board of any ship or vessel without, at the 
time of such lading, giving to the master, agent, 
owner or owners of the shi» or vessel receiving the 
same a note in writing of the true character and 
value thereof, and have the same entered on the 
bilt of lading therefor, the master and owner or 
owners of the said vessel shall not be liable, as car- 
riers thereof, in any form or manner—” 

That covers the gold sovereigns of every 
immigrant who goes from the Hast to the 
Wesit— i 

**Norshall any such master or owners be liable 
for any such valuable goods beyond the value and 


according to the character thercof so notified aud 
entered,” 


l read further: 

“Ske. 3. And be it further enacted, That the liabil- 
ity of the owner or owuers of any ship or vessel for 
any embezzlement, loss, or destruction by the mas- 
ter, officers, mariners, passongers, or any other per- 
sou or persons, of uny property, goods, or merchiun- 
diso, shipped or puton board of such ship or vessel, 
or for any loss, damage, or injury by collision ?’>— 

Now Í ask the atttention of the Senator from 
Wisconsin— 
“or for any act, matter or thing, loss, damago, or 
forfeiture, done, occasioned, or incurred, without 
the privity or knowledgo of such owner or owners, 
shall in no case exceed the amountor value of the 
interest of such ewner or owners respectively in 
such ship or vessel, aud her freight then pending.” 

Why should that be any more than in the 
case of a railroad company Y Why is it thatif’ 
a railroad company loses or burns your bag- 
gage or your freight, or breaks your limbs, 
you may recover without restriction as to lia- 
bility, save only that some of the States have 
sid that in case of death there shall be a 
maximum of recovery, and yet we find here n 
provision that no man shall be held responsi 
ble except for the amount that he owns in the 
vessel? There are other provisions of like 
tendency which I do not stop now to read. 

The Senator from Wisconsin asks me whether 
the court held that uuder this provision the 
carelessness of agents did not implcate the 
owners, A shortsime ago on one of the ves- 
sels covered by the act of 1851 there shipped 
aman and his wife aud several children. Not 
by an explosion of the boiler, not by the pres- 
ence of any patent appliances, but by the 
grossest negligence in the management of the 
fires and the safeguards against fires, the boat 
burned and sank. This man’s wife was buried 
ina watery grave, and his children also, and 
everything be possessed was lost, including 
Ins earnings and savings in gold sovereigns, 
these latter being covered specially by one 
section, so that the company were not liable 
for them in any event. A case of negligence 
was proved so clear as to satisfy jury and by- 
staiders. The defense was tbe act of 1851. 
At nist prius the court refused to rule that 
the statuie could work such wrong asto defeat 
the plainuff. An appeal was taken, and there 
lies before me au opinion written by Judge 
‘Talcott, one of the avlest men on the Ameri- 
can bench,.and that opinion, is among other 
things to this effect: there can be no recovery 
for injury to person or baggage by fire on 
steamboats without actual negligence in the 
construction, or else actual negligence in the 
equipment, or else actual negligence in the 
selection of the men who run the vessel; 

Mr. THURMAN. What case is that? 

Mr. CONISLING. I will band it to my 
friend. dt establishes a rule which never 
obtaived at common law in favor of common 
carriers of passengers or goods by steam. 
Under this statute the court decided in effect 
that no passenger can recover in any case of 
negligence, however gross, unless he cau show 
actual negligence in the owners; that is, neg- 


ligence in the construction of the vessel ori- 


ginally, or else negligence in the equipment 
of the vessel; that is to say, in the selection of 
her tackle, apparel, and furniture; or else neg- 
ligence in selecting drunken meu or unskilled 
men, or unlit men, to manage or navigate the 
craft. If owners do these things and you can 
show it, you may recover, but vot otherwise. 

Such ‘a statute is a crime against the com- 
mon law, a license for recklessness, a wrong 
done the commuuity. 

Think of it. There were those who stepped 
on board the Westfield one bright summer 
morning, and who in a moment were sent into 
eternity. They are not here to be heard, nor 
are the men, women, and children who go on 
ferry-boats and steamboats here to be heard. 
You do not meet them here; they do not 
swarm in the lobbies and talk about ‘the 
steamboat bill’? People stepping upon a 
ferry-buat or steamboat, and finding there a 
mau who tries experiments with his boiler, 
and whose boiler has no tell-tale, no register- 
ing-gauge, (which 1 am going to insist is the 
only patented contrivance in the act of 1871 
discarded by this bill,) no registering-guage, 
no tell-tale to tell how much steam as a 
gas-meter tells how much gas has acted upon 
it; such being the circumstauces, a fearful 
calastrophe takes place, lives and limbs are 
lost. In such a ease the carelessness of the 
trusted agent is the true ground of action, 
but the act of 1851 prevents a recovery from 
auy party covered by it. Even if the machinery 
was imperfect how can the passenger prove or 
know it? Yet the act of 1851 puts the bur- 
den of proof on the passenger. However, 
the fact, you could not prove the vessel in its 
original construction was defective; you could 
not prove that iis equipment was detective; 
you could not prove that it was detectively 
manned, unless you could show that the en- 
giveer was an unfit person and known to be 
such, because the court will charge uni’ormly 
that if you show an engineer or a brakes- 
man or switch-tender was drunk you cannot 
recover even then unless you show in sume 
way that he was an unfit person for the com- 
pauy tu employ, and that tuey knew it, or else 
that they were guilty Of negligence in their 
mode of selectiug him and took no means of 
precaution, 

Suppose the Epsilon, whose deck became a 
grave the other day, in place of being a boat 
had been a locomotive engine running ona 
railroad, and an explosion had taken pluce, 
and people had been injured, what would the 
law say? ‘hat those who seek to recover 
damages must prove just two things; first, 
that they bought a ticket and sat down iv the 
train; and, second, that the accident happened. 
These two things being proved, the cause of 
action is complete; that instant the onus is 
shifted to the defendant, and he must show, in 
order to defend himself, that the accident 
occurred not by the negligence of his agent, 
for that would prove over again the case 
against him; he must prove that it occurred 
from some cause which no skill, care, or ture- 
sight in the owver or agent could prevent, 
Lovat all the cases say. 

Mr. NORWOOD. T should like to ask the 
Senator from New York if be kuows in point 
of fact what was the ground upon which the 
recovery was had in the case of the owners of 
the Westfield? I believe it is stated in the 
public prints that a recovery has been bad 
against the owners of the Westfield. 

Mr. CONKLING,. Icannot tell my friend, 
if he wants the information fur any exact use, 
because | am not suthciently informed about 
it. i willtell him as far as I know. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I just wanted it for 
information to apply to the Senator’s argu- 
ment, 

Mr. CONKLING. I shall be happy to give ` 
the Senator all the information L have. Lhe 
Westfield, Í bear, under some convenient pro- 
visions, will find us best defense on the failure 
or success of the execution, perhaps if ons, 
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shall ever go. The causes referred to were 
tried and two or three recoveries were had. 
Sharp exceptions were taken, and every case 
is on its way through the courts in the hope 
of success upon some of the theories to which 
Tam adverting. That I understand to be the 
altitude of the Westfield litigation. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Was the defense based 
upon the statute of 1851? f 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand the statute 
of 1851 is involved in the case. 

Mr. President, I do not mean to dilate un- 
duly upon this point, and I turn to read two 
provisions of the pending bil, and inasmuch 
as we have been told that. these provisions 
have been for months before a committee of 
the House, and they are commended to us for 
their perfection, I want the Senate to hear 
what their author in his infinite goodness and 
mercy proposed and what the House adopted. 
The section which I read first was stricken out 
by the sub-committee of commerce here, and 
hence in the Senate, and I thank the confer- 
ence committee for adhering in this instance 
to the position of the Senate. It is stricken 
out; but I want the Senate to know what sort 
of bill those representing this great interest 
and pressing this legislation brought to us. I 
read from page 24: 

_And such certificate, when so granted, shall con- 
tinue in force for one year from the date thereof: 
Provided, That the condition, arrangements, and 
outfitof such steamer shall not have been materially 
changed from that at the time such certificate was 
granted, Wheneversuch certificate shall be granted 
as aforesaid, it shall, in any and every court, be 
prima facie evidence that each and all the provis- 
ions of this act respecting the building. condition, 
parts, equipment, tackle, apparel, furniture, or 
appurtenances of steam vessels were complied with 
at the time it was granted, and the production of 
euch certificate shall be proof of its own authen- 

tety. 

I think so much would be pretty well, if it 
stopped here, but I ask the Senate to listen 
further: 

If in any suit, action, or proceeding, it shall be 
claimed that upon any vessel there has been any 
non-compliance with any provision of this act, as 
to any matter as aforesaid, while a certificate of 
inspection of such vessel was in-force— 

That is, any time within a year— 
if the owner or owners, or any officers of such ves- 
sel, shall show that, as to the matter or matters 
complained of the vessel remained substantially in 
the same condition as when the certificate was 
granted, such non-compliance shall not be deemed 
unseaworthiness or evidence thereof, nor shall the 
vessel, or owner or owners of the same, or any part 
thereof, or any officer thereof, be in any manner 
liable for loss, damage, or injury of or to life, per- 
son, or property, for, or on account of,sor arising 
from, or caused by, such non-compliance. 

I read this in answer to the repeated obser- 
vation that the bill was carefully prepared in 
behalf of the steamboat interest, maturely 
considered in the House, and from the. House 
sent to us, and should be passed at once. 
` [turn now to read another provision, which 
still stands in the bill as reported by the. con- 
ference, on page 64: 

Suc. 43. That the provisions and limitations of 
the act entitled ‘An act to limit the liability of ship- 
owners, and tor other purposes,” approved March 
3d, 1851, except the fourth section of said act, are 
hereby extended and applied to all vessels required 
to be inspected by this act, and the owner or owners 
charterer or charterers, officers and mariners thereof, 
and shall have the same force and effect as to such 
voasels,owner or owners, charterer or charterers, ofti- 
cers and mariners, respectively, as such provisions 
and limitations now have as to the ships or vessels, 
owner or owners, charterer or charterers, officers and 
mariners, respectively, to which or whom the said 
act now applies. ; ` 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to call the Sen- 
ator’s attention to the fact that he read these 
words ‘“‘ except the fourth section of said aot”? 
as if they were still in the bill. . 

Mr. CORBET. That clauseis stricken out. 

Mr. THURMAN, ‘That is stricken out, and 
the conference committee recommend that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
Senate amendment striking those words out, 

Mr. CONKLING. If my friend will par- 
don me, the Senate strack out those words. 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly they did, and 
the House disagreed; and the conference com- 


mittee’s report recommends that the House 
recede from its disagreement and leave the 
words stricken out, the effect of which is to 
leave them out. 

Mr: CONKLING. My honorable friend 
sees that reading them as they appear was au 
error against myself. I read inadvertently, 
as if only the residue of the provisions of the 
act of 1851 were here adopted. 1 agree with 
him as to the fact. I should have had a right 
to read the section as if it applied the whole 
act of 1851 to inland navigation. It does 
apply the whole act. 

Mr. THURMAN. Thatis if the conference 
committee’s report be agreed to it applies to 
the whole act. 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir; if the report 
of the conference committee be agreed to it 
applies this section of the law of 1851 as well 
as others. I should have thoughtlessly given 
the Senator the benefit of the mistake as I 
passed along. I will read that fourth section : 

That if anysuch embezzlement, loss or destruction, 
shall bo suffered by several freighters or owners of 
goods, wares, or merchandise, orany property what- 
ever, on the same voyage, and the whole value of 
the ship or vessel and her freight for the voyage, 
shall not be sufficient to make compensation to each 
of them, they shall receive compensation from the 
owner or owners of the ship or vessel in proportion 
to their respective losses. 

In short, they shall share pro rata. Itisa 
long section and I will not read it all. 

The Senator from Ohio asked me if I 
mean the pending bill applies to canal-boats. 
Let me, while I think of it, answer him. All 
the boats that come down the Erie canal 
come into the Hudson river. There isno way 
for them to descend that river except in tows, 
and they are towed by steam vessels, and every 
one of those steam vessels, as I understand it, 
is within the purview of this proposed act. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator please 
tell me whether his idea is. that the words 
‘inland navigation’? as applicable to streams 
not affected by tide-water do not apply to the 
Hudson? Then why is not the Hudson ‘ iu- 
land navigation?’ 

Mr. CONKLING. Itis. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well; then vessels 
navigating the Hudson do not come within the 
act of 1851 at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish my friend would 
read that provision of the statute. 

Mr. THURMAN. The last section of that 
act provides that— 

“This act shall not apply to the owner or owners 
of any canal-boat, barge, or lighter ’— 
no matter where the canal- boat is, or the barge, 
or the lighter— 


“or to any vessel of any description whatsoever 
used in rivers or inland navigation.” 


Mr. CONKLING. I thank my honorable 
friend for reminding us so forcibly of that. I 
have been trying to direct attention to it forci- 
bly too. I have been trying to rivet attention 
to the fact that this act of 1851, which cannot 
endure the light of searching investigation, 
is, by its own terms, so confined that it does 
not apply to inland vessels. Here is the pro- 
posed section which spreads the act of 1851 
over inland vessels. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is true. 

Mr. CONKLING. So I am arguing; we are 
taking an act not applicable now to inland 
navigation; an act the hardship of which, as 
applied to the lakes and the sea, is monstrous; 
an act which is an affront to the common law 
afd a wrong against society, is now to be 


transplanted inland and made to cover every |! 


vessel in behalf of every man, speculator or 
owner, who coins money by- carrying passen- 
gers or freight in vessels driven by steam. 
What is the excuse for this? Is it to be 
whistled down the wind by saying, “ Oh, itis | 
only to get rid of patent rights; these poor 
men are afflicted with patent rights as thick as 
the frogs of Egypt; they are tattooed froni 
stem to stern with patent appliances, and they 
want to scrape them off as they wouid scrape | 


barnacles from aship.’ I said some days ago | 


ee 


that if there were nothing about this bill ‘ax 
cept what relates to patent rights, the Senāte 
would not be delayed by me, and I only re- 
mark that,as the law stands now, but one 
appliance which is‘ patented ig-imposed upon 
steamboats, which this bill before us relieves. 

I will give way to any Senator to tell me of 
any appliance covered bya patent imposed’ by 
existing law upon steamboats or their owners, 
with oue exception, that this very bill does 
not continue or reimpose. Iam told there ig 
not one. Yet we hear noend of patent rights, 
and the bill is pushed upon us. With the 
exception of one measure, nothing at this 
session has been urged with such persistence 
upon me by personal appeals and applica- 
tions. I speak within bounds when I say that 
my experience in Congress furnishes but one 
parallel to this, in the pressure brought to 
bear upon us; if humanity were explosive like 
boilers, we should not be safe under such 
pressure. My own constitutents-and the 
constituents of others are deeply interested, 
and I hear Senators say there is crying need of 
relief from onerous exactions of present law. 
But when we come to inquire what the exactions 
are, the answer is ‘patent rights? What 
patent rights? Up to this moment I have 
heard of but one patented appliance required 
by existing law with which this bill dispenses; 
and about that one I have a word to say. 
But patent rights are not the rub. 

In talking with some gentlemen, who came 
to me, urgent advocates uf this measure, I heard 
the distinct confession that the two sections 
which Í bave read, the one now stricken out 
about certificates and the one applying the act 
of 1851, were the sections of real value and 
the object of desire. That was plainly avowed, 
and still the “ patent-right’’ glamour and daze 
has been kept up to befog the Senate, and an 
outcry raised to give a black eye in advance to 
any opposition to the bill, ; 

Mr. President, I have spoken of one pat- 
ented appliance. In the hope of being briefer, 
I read from one who understands this question 
very thoroughly, although not, I believe, a 
steamboat man, and he has no interest in the 
matter, one way or theother, as faras I know: 

“In regard to the great cry against patent devices 
contained in the act of 1871, I wish to state that 
there is but one such device required by that act, 
namely, the steam-registering gauge, (see accom- 
panying act, page 10,) which is not also required by 
the bill drawn by the steamboat men themselves, 
and which is now under consideration. If there is 
anything else, I would like to be showr it. The 
Senators who examined the bill with great care will 
I think corroborate this statement, ‘he act of 1871 
gives to inspectors a discretionary power to secure 
one of the safety-valves attached to the boilers, (see 
page 9,) but these valves are not patented. This 
provision is left out in the bill. Theactalso requires 
low-water alarms in place of water-gauges on new 
boilers, but many of these are not patented or the 
patents have expired. For simply continuing -this 
one device (theregistering-gauge) further than they 
themselves have gone in patented articles, the act 
of 1871 is denounced as making a patent ofice of 
every steamboat. But this great ado about patents 
is only a pretext made to cover up their nefarious 
schemes for doing away with all restraints that are 
of any value for the safety of life.’ 

Corroborating this, I have from the Treas- 
ury Department this memorandum: 

“ The following are the patented devices for the 
better security of life, required to be used on steam- 
boats by the act of February 23, 1871; and, also, 
those required by the steambout-men’s bill, now. 
pending before Congress. k 

“Section six eftbeact requires portable fire-extin- 
guishers, and section six of the bill requires the 
same. 

“Section fifty-two of the act requires life-rafts, 
drags, and disengaging-taskle, for ocean and lake 
steamers.” 

To that attention was called, and the Sena- 
tor from Michigan read it in the bill. : 

“* Section seven of the bill requires life-rafts: and 
drags for ocean and lako steamers, and disengaging- 
hooks for all steamers and on ali waters. 

“‘Seetion eleven, second clause of the act, re- 
quires steam-registering gauges, Registering-gauges 
are omitted ‘by the bill, and steam-gauges substi- 
tuted. 

“Section thirty-nine of the act, requires low- 
water alarm gauges for new boilers.’ > 


Some of them are not. patented, however, 
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and it is. optional with the owner to adopt the 
patented or the other articles. 


“The bill substitutes water-gaugés instead, and 
Teg aires them to be used on all boilers, old and new. 
. There are other equipments required to secure 
safety, both by the act and by the bill; such as 
gafoty-valves, gauge-cocks, fusible plugs, hfe-boats, 
jife-preservers, signal-lamps, &c. But these are not 
covered by patents; although there are alleged im- 
provenients on some of them that are patonted = 

Section eleven, second clause of the act, gives 
inspectors authority, whenever in their judgment it 
is necessary for safety, to secure ono of the safety- 
valves from interference; or,in other words, to lock 
up one of the safety-valves upon the boilers of any 
steamer. ‘But this does involve the necessity of 
using a patented safety-valve. 

“She bill omits this provision.” 


That seems a careful statement made at the 
Department after examination bearing upon 
this subject. I am going to read one or two 
papers from the Treasury Department. Before 
doing so, however, I call the attention of the 
Senate—I think it will be found the attention 
of the public is already somewhat widely 
called—to the curious difference between the 
ratio of steamboat accidents before and after 
the much-abused statute of 1871. Here is a 
statement compiled from the record, not made 
by me, but handed me by another: 

A statement of the number of casualties to steam vessels 
throughout the United States during Jour years end- 


ing December 31, 1871, as reported by aupervising 
inspectors. 


Total nrmber lost DY ÚrO...sererserssesrisssreoressieeenreess 151 
Total number lost by explosi 56 
Total number lost by collisions.. 87 
Total number lost by sinking and wreck... 230 

524 


Total number of lives lost by said disasters, 1,415; 
total amount of proporty lost, $19,864,846; total 
number of steamers inspoct.od in 1871, 3,307. 

Of the stenmers, thero were lost on the wostorn 
rivers 
By f.O 
By explo on. 
By collision....... 
By sinking, (mostly by snags)... 


Numbor of lives lost by these disastors, 695; amount 
of property lost, $8,058,100; numbor of steamors in- 
spected in 1871, 1,077. 

But ono disaster (the explosion of tho Oceanus, 
April 10, 1872,) hax oocurred on tho Mississipi or any 
of its tributarios, by which life has boon lost, sinco 
the passage of the aot of Fobruary, 1871, now over 
fifteon months; while the disastors stated abovo, 
all occurred during the thirty-eight months imme- 
diately preceding the passago of that act. 

Mr. THURMAN. There never was any- 
thing more inaccurate in the world than 
that statement. 
` Mr. CONKLING. In whatregard? 

Mr. THURMAN. That there has been but 
one loss since this act took effect in which 
lives were lost. Why, on the Mississippi, since 
we have been in session, there was one of the 
most terrible accidents that ever happened. 

Mr. CONKLING. What was the nature 
and cause of that accident ? 

Mr. THURMAN. The boat burned down. 

Mr. CONKLING. Burned by action of 
machinery or burned by taking fire externally? 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not kuow how it 
occurred. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
attention of the Senator from New York to 
one of these provisions that the committee 
disagreed to in connection with fire. Here is 
a provision in the second section that the Sen- 
ator- 

Mr. CONKLING. Iwish the Senator would 
reserve hisremarks. While I finish two or three 
other things, I want to say a word to the 
Senator from Ohio. He corrects this state- 
ment; and his correction would seem to be in 
opposition toit.. I will try to find out how the 
fact is, and let the Senator know. But I have 
other statements, different compilations of the 
returns of the steamboat inspectors, showing 
the same thing, and it seems remarkable if all | 
of them have been thus inaccurate they con- 
cur in this respect. 

Coming now to other provisions relating to 
different topics, I have communications to read 


I should like to call the |, 


from the Treasury Department. They should 
be heard by the Senate. No quorum is pres- 
ent now—none will be here to-night. The bill 
cannot receive final action till the Senate is 
here, and I would like the discussion to be 
heard by those who are to vote. The papers 
before me will, I think, dispel the delusion that 
the steamboat interest is suffering. The ex- 
tension of the present exemption to freight- 
boats from the pressure restrictions which we 
have already adopted on the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] gives 
all needed relief. If 1 go on to-night I shall 
be compelled again to point out objections 
to the bill when the Senate is here. 

Mr. NYE. With the consent of the Senator 
from New York, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senator will 
not make that motion in the absence of the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I presume he 
is in the lobby. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bore- 
MAN in the chair.) The motion is not debata- 


ble. Does the Senator from Nevada with- 
draw it? 
Mr. NYE. I withdraw it. 


Mr. THURMAN, Then I trust I may be 
allowed to express the hope that we shall not 
adjourn. We have, by unanimous consent, 
fixed the civil appropriation bill for to-morrow 
at twelve o'clock. We know that the morning 
hour will be taken up with other business., 
The effect of an adjournment to-night, I fancy, 
is simply to kill this bill. I hope, therefore, 
that the friends of the bill will stand by it, and 
let us come to a conclusion aboutit. Ido not 
see that there is any necessity whatever for 
adjourning over to to-morrow in order to dis- 
pose of this bill. We can dispose of it to-night 
as well as any time. If we adjourn over, it is 
killing the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope we shall not 


adjourn. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to adjourn is withdrawn. The Senator from 
New York is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am content to take 
any way of getting at this which is agreeable 
to other Senators. 1 have always spoken sin- 
cerely when I have said I would not interpose 
one moment's delay for the sake of delay. 
Senators who give me credit for sincerity in 
what L have been saying will understand, of 
course, that I have a strong conviction about 
this bill. I do not believe it ought to pass at 
any time as itis. Ido not believe that there 
is need of any bill at this session except the 
one which wag passed on the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. Therefore, of 
course I cannot consent to have it go in the 
absence of a quorum of the Senate. There is 
no quorum here now; and while if it were 
merely a question of my convenience, espe- 
cially if I were speaking as Senators are said 
sometimes to do, not for effect in the Senate, 
but to be heard in the galleries, or if [ were 
speaking to the country, as is sometimes said, 
of course [ should be very glad to proceed 
now, and would not ask the Senate to abbrevi- 
ate the session one moment on my account. 
But of course we who are opposed to this 


bill cavnot consent that the vote be taken in | 


the Senate as it is now, and it is quite idle, I 
submit, for me to pursue the remarks which,I 
mean to confine strictly to the bill, having no 
purpose except to bring it to the attention of 
Senators, when, on to-morrow, or at some 
other time, I shall have to proceed with these 
letters again in order that they may reach the 
cars of those by whom the vote is to be 
decided. 

Mr. BLAIR. I snggest to the Senator that 
if he is not satisfied with a vote to-night we 
might agree to take it to-morrow at twelve 
o'clock. I presume we have a quorum ; there 
are a great many Senators in the lobby and 
cloak-rooms. If, however, the Senator is un- 


willing to take the vote to-night, we might 
agree to take the vote to-morrow at twelve 
o'clock. 
Mr. THURMAN. We have an agreement 
to take up the appropriation bill at twelve 
o’ clock. 

Mr. COLE. By unanimous consent it is 
assigned as the order for that time. 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, half past eleven o’clock. 

Mr. CONKLING.. I value the opinion of 
the Senator from Missouri as much as that of 
any Senator; but does he think under the cir- 
cumstances that would be the fair way for me? 
Remembering that this bill has never been 
read to the Senate, knowing, as he must, that 
not one dozen members of this body have any 
idea of its provisions, does he think that, with 
letters on our tables here from the Secretary 
of the Treasury pointing out grievous and most 
serious objections, the same objections being 
entertained by many Senators, that I should 
discharge my duty, for example, if I were to 
go on and argue this matter in the absence of 
the Senate, and then agree that at half past 
eleven to-morrow those Senators not here now 
may vote without debate? 

Mr. BLAIR. Since the Senator puts the 
question to me, I will endeavor to answer him 
if he will permit me. I think this bill has 
been printed, and other Senators are presumed 
to know as much about the business before 
them as the Senator from New York. The 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury has 
been printed for the use of the Senate; and 
other Senators, especially those whose tables 
are covered with letters like that of the Sen- 
ator from New York, are supposed to give 
some attention to their duties as well as the 
Senator from New York, and I suppose 
that we can be trusted to vote upon this ques- 
tion after the Senator has given us the benefit 
of what he knows on the subject at any time 
when he has concluded. 

Mr. CONKLING. Well, Mr. President, it 
is my misfortune not to be able to agree with 
the Senator from Missouri in several respects, 
among others in the statement that the letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury bas been 
printed. It has not been printed. I made a 
motion that it should be printed, but the Sen- 
ator from Missouri objected in the first place, 
and eventually withdrew his objection if it 
was tobe printed separate from the report, 
and then other Senators appealed to me and 
finally induced me to withdraw my motion that 
it should’be printed at all, and it has not been 
printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have a copy here in print. 
I think it was printed under the order that the 
Senator procured. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator is quite 
mistaken. If he will look at his copy he will 
see that the Secretary of the Treasury, as I 
understand, had printed at the Treasury De- 
partment some copies for the use of the com- 
mittee; one of those copies | had, and have 
loaned it to one or two Senators; but the Sev- 
ator it seems has one. It has never been 
printed by the Senate, has never been on the 
table of the Senate in printed form; on the 
contrary, several Senators applied to me for 
the loan of a copy, that I could not make 
because I had loaned it to another Senator. 

The other letter which I have here, and 
which is written upon a careful examination 
of the bill as the bill is reported by the con: 
ference committee, has never been printed in 
any way or in any form. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I say, speaking 
by the lights I have, that I should not be will- 
ing to agree that a vote should be taken to- 
morrow upon the bill without debate, that vote 
to be east by Senators who are absent now. 
On the contrary, I mean to say, having already 
disclaimed any intention of delaying this bill, 
and I say frankly, it shall never become a law 
if I have the power to prevent it until it has 


been fairly considered in the Senate, and until 
the Senate with the average number present 
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can vote upon it—never, Mr. President. Ido 
not care if all the steamboat men between sea 
and sea, my constituents and everybody else’s 
constituents, throng the avenues of this Cap- 
itol and storm about these doors, this bill 
shali never be crystallized into law as it stands, 
if I have the power to prevent it, until it has 
been fairly discussed and heard by the Senate 
and an opportunity given for the Senate to 
vote upon it; and by ‘‘the Senate ’’ I do not 
mean less than half, less than a quorum of the 
Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, Iam not going to ask 
the Senate to adjourn for my convenience, or 
for any courtesy applicable to me. Far from 
it. I say, however, in advance, and hope that 
no Senator will hold me guilty of discourtesy 
in that, that whether I continue or forbear my 
remarks now, I shall seek another oppor- 
tunity when the Senate is full to present this 
question again. Not that I shall repeat what 
J have said, I do not mean that, or that I shall 
say one word which I do not believe strictly 
necessary in order to present some of the 
leading features of the bill to those who are 
going to vote on it. 

Having said this, I am entirely in the hands 
of the Senate, and will continue my remarks 
if it be disagreeable to the Senate to adjourn, 
though of course I should prefer an adjourn- 


ment, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion for a moment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Very well. 

Mr. THURMAN. I desire, whether the 
Senate is full or thin, to reply whenever I can 
get an opportunity to the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from New York. I prefer to do itto-night. 
I know it wearies us, but we are oblighed to 
be wearied; we are obliged to sit at night. 
Postponing this bill or adjourning now is kill- 
ing the bill; and it is of too much importance 
to that vast interest connected with the navi- 
gation of the inland waters of the United 
States—the rivers I mean—for this bill to be 
killed, ifthose who think itis right can avoid that 
calamity. I am willing to speak to-night to 
no matter how few who are willing to hear me, 
and trust to others to look to the report in the 
Globe of my remarks. Whenever the Senator 
from New York is done with his speech, then 
I hope the Senate will allow me to proceed 
and to reply. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There is no ad- 
vantage that I see in continuing this debate 
to-night. The Senator from New York and 
others are manifestly honest in their convic- 
tions. 

Mr. THURMAN. No doubt about that. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. This bill ought 
to be fairly discussed before a full Senate, and 
we have barely a quorum, probably not a 
quorum‘here to-night. Ido not see that we 
gain anything by remaining here after half past 
ten o'clock at night. 

Mr. THURMAN. What assurance have we 
that if this bill is put over to Saturday—for 
adjourning now means putting it over to Sat- 
urday—we shall then have a quorum? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If we have not 


a quorum, it is manifest the bill cannot pass. . 


Mr. THURMAN. Ithink there isa quorum 
within call now. We know how it is at this 
stage of the session at night sittings. We 
know very well there are more Senators in 
the building than are now in the Chamber, and 
quite as many as is usual unless there is some 
political question up. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If the Senator 
from Ohio has no further remarks to make, I 
renew my motion that we adjourn. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I trust the Senator from 
New Jersey will withdraw his motion a 
moment and see if I cannot—— i 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I withdraw it 
for any suggestion. i 


Mr. CRAGIN. It is quite evident to my 
mind. that this bill will not pass to-night, and 
any time that is consumed willbe time wasted. 
Now, I wish toask unanimous consent of the 
Senate, as this bill cannot pass to-night and 
the time is wasted on it, to take up another bill 
in the interest of commerce—a bill to provide 
for building ships, a bill reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. I hope we may 
pass that billto-night, and make some progress. 

Mr. THURMAN. We have done something 
for building ships, a good deal. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to the proposition of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CRAGIN. If the Senator objects, of 
course it cannot be done. 

Mr. POOL. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has a little bill reported from his com- 
mittee that I would like very much to have 
passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is 
made by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. POOL. It is nota bill of general im- 
portance such as is objected to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope we shall go on 
with the regular order. 

Mr. POOL. As there is about to be a mo- 
tion made to adjourn, I believe I will move to 
lay the pending bill on the table, for the pur- 
pose of taking up the bill to which I have 
reference, in the hands of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from North Carolina moves to lay the confer- 
ence report on the table. 

Mr. POOL. It is in behalf of a young 


officer—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is not debatable. ; 

Mr. THURMAN. Has the Senator from 
New York yielded the floor? 

Mr. CONKLING. Only conditionally. I 
have said that although J did not intend to ask 
the Senate to adjourn, of eourse I preferred 
that an adjournment should take place, because 
I did not want to go on to-night and repeat at 
another time anything I may say. I have been 
yielding, I will say to my friend from Ohio, 
merely to see what was the pleasure of the 
Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. Thecourtesy of the Senate 
allows a Senator to yield the floor for a motion 
to adjourn to retain itand go on the next day. 
That is all right and proper; but the Senator 
cannot yield the floor fora motion to lay on 
the table without yielding it entirely. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. I take the 
chances if I cannot get it again. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
motion that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. POOL. Ifthe Senator from New Jersey 
will allow me for a moment, the bill to which 
I referred will lead to no debate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ihave no objec- 
tion, but the Senator from Missouri and others 
objected. The Senator from Michigan ob- 


jected. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to go on with 
this bill. I cannot consent to yield this bill 
to any other. I hopeto pass the bill. JI shall 
be glad to pass it to-night. I want action of 
some kind. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
roy in the chair.) The Senator. from New 
Jersey moves that the Senate do now adjourn, 

Mr. THURMAN called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Hitchcock, Howe, Nye, Pomeroy, 
Poo}, Rice, Stewart, and Vickers—18. - 

. NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Chandler, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Scott. Sher- 
man, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, and West—16. 
ABSENT — Messrs, Ames, Bayard, Brownlow, 


I renew my 


Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Davis’ 
of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of’ 
Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Stockton, 
Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—40. 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at. ten 
o’clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 7, 1872, 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Frayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Journal of Wednesday last was read 
and approved. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS OF NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, reported back, with a 
recommendation that the same do pass, House. 
bill No. 1804, to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act relative to collection districts in North 
Carolina,” approved February 25, 1867. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. ` 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
act entitled ‘‘ An act relative to collection 
districts of North Carolina,’’ approved Feb- 
ruary 25, 1867, be amended so as to include, 
among the collection districts whose collectors 
shall receive compensation at the rate of $1,000 
per annum in addition to fees of office, the 
collection district of Petersburg, Virginia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What committee does this 
bill come from? 

The SPEAKER. From the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishould liketo have some 
reason why it is proposed to increase the 
salary of this collector. 

Mr. K. H. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, the 
Secretary of the Treasury sends a letter to the 
committee recommending the passage of this 
bill. Itis because of the considerable increase 
of customs dutiesat Petersburg, Virginia. The 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury is as 
follows. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 20, 1872. 


Sir: My attention having been called to bill H. 
R. No. 1804, and understanding that the Committee of 
Ways and Means, to whom the bill was referred, 
desire an expression of the views of this Department 
concerning the propricty of its passage, I have the 
honor to state that upon examination it appears that 
the bill is properly framed to accomplish the object 
intended, namely, to increase the compensation of 
the collector of customs for the district of Peters- 
burg, Virginia, to a par with that of other districts 
of similar importance. 

Respecting the merits of the case, I have to ‘state 
that such increase is warmly recommended by Mr. 
Ayer, the special agent of this Department for the 
district in question, who is believed to be familiar 
with the facts. In view of his representations, which 
are regarded by the Department, as entirely reliable, 
Jam not aware of any substantial objection to, the 


passage of the bill. 
Very respectfully, GEO. S. BOUTW ELL, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. H. L. Dawns, Chairman Committee-of Ways and 

Means, House of Representatives. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. There can te no 
objection to it, and I move it be put on its 
passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to.’ : 

Mr. CONGER. I wanted to say a word 
before the bill was passed. I do not object to 
the bill, but think it should be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. Imake the remark 
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now in order: that it. may not be drawn into a 
precedent, = | f 
~The SPEAKER. The time to make that 
rematk was when the original reference took 


place and not when the bill is-on its passage. 
tae FREU LIST. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, by unan- 
imous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2974) to fix the time of the operation of the 
free list; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to.be printed. 

DUTIES ON PACKAGES, ETC. 

Mr. BROOKS. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce the following for reference to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That all acts and parts of acts requiring duties to be 
assessed upon packages. commissions, brokerage, 
cost of transportation, shipment, transshipment, and 
other like costs and incidental charges incurred in 
packing and shipping merchandise, are hereby 
repealed; and all acts and parts of acts inconsist- 
ent with the provisions of this section are hereby 
repealed, 


Mr. RANDALL. I object. 
Mr. BROOKS. Who objects? 
The SPEAKER. The geutleman from Penn- 
sylvanin, (Mr. RANDALL. ] 
Mr. BROOKS. I will withdraw it for the 
present, 
FINANCES. 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make 
a correction in some figures I gave when the 
conference report on the tariff bill was before 
the House. J find since they have gono into 
print an error in arithmetic in calcubsting 
the price of gold. It is stated tho reduction 
of $82,604,604 08 into gold at 112 would 
be $72 920,588 34. It should have been 
$78.654,110 78, making a reduction growing 
out of this error of $683,522 44. I feel called 
on to make this correction so that any gentle- 
man who may have occasion to use these 
figures may not full into the sume error. 

Mr. BECK. Why not make this further 
correction? 

Mr. DAWES, What is it? 

Mr. BECK. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will feel at liberty to further 
correct his table by striking out the item of 
$8,177,314 62, charged as expenditures of 
1860 for interest on the pubie debt, as he 
has stricken out of the expenditures for 1871, 
for the purpose of comparison with 1860, all 
the interest paid in 1871. 

Mr. DAWES. For all such deductions I 
gave the reasons in the tables; and every geu- 
tleman will judge for himself as to the weight 
of those reasons. The error I have just cor- 
rected being one of urithmetic, might easily 
lead a personastray, and therefore I felt bound 
to correct it. As to those items of deduciion, 
for which, whether properly made or not, I 
have given the reasons, it is not necessary for 
me now to go over them. 

Mr. BECK. Then I understand the gentle- 
man to say thatwhile he struck out all the 
pensions of 1871, and all the interest paid in 
1871, he purposely lefi in the pensions of 1860, 
aud the interest paid in 1860; ànd that he 
considers the table in that respect as exhibit- 
ing a fair comparison. 

Mr. DAWES. I can tell the gentleman my 
reason for putting those items in that form, 
The pensions of 1860 were those of the old pen- 
sioners of the war of the Revolution. It was 
considered that they bad all passed away be- 
tween 1860 and 1871. The publie debt that 
was due in 1860 was an old debt which fell 
due and was extinguished before 1871. ‘hose 
are the reasons for which those deductions 
have been made. As I have said, every gen- 
tleman can judge for himself as to the propri- 
ety of the deductions. . Bat as to the error in 
arithmetic I have hastened to correct it as 
soon.as I could. 


GOODS IN BONDED WAREHOUSES. 


Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported from the Committee of Waysand Means 
a bill (H. R.. No. 2978) to refund duties paid 
on goods, wares, and merchandise, remaining 


in bond or stores on the lst day of August, | 


1872; which was read a first and second time. 
The bill provides. that whenever it shall be 
shown to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury that parties are entitled to a refund 
of duties paid on goods, wares, and-merchan- 
dise remaining in public stores or bonded ware- 
houses on the Ist day of August, 1872, under 
the provisions of the eighth section of the act 
approved June 6, 1872, entitled *‘ An act to 
reduce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes,” it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to draw 
his warrant upon the Treasurer, directing him 
to refund the same out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Does the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts think it best to 
make a permanent appropriation for this pur- 
pose? ould it not be better to appropriate 
a sufficient sum of money in gross each year ? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, this is only a 
provision for a contingency contemplated in 
the tariff act just passed. It provides that 
when the tariff takes effect, ou the 1st of 
August next, upon goods in warehouses upon 
which duties have been paid, these duties shall 
be refunded. Ifan appropriation be not made 
tbe duties cannot be refunded. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then I under- 
stand this is a temporary measure which 
exhausts itself with the present year; it will 
not stand year after year. 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no; it exhausts itself in 
providing for those goods which may be in 
warehouses when the tariff act takes effect, 
and on which duties have been paid. A pro- 
vision of this kind is always incorporated in 
every tariff act. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not doubt 
the propriety of it; but L do not want a per- 
manent appropriation, 

Mr. DAWIS. The operation of this bill is 
confined to goods which may be in warehouses 
on the Ist of Angust next. 

Mr, RANDALL. 1 wish toinquire whether 
it relates merely to duties or also to costs of 
storage, &c. . 

Mr. DAWES. It relates to duties only. It 
corresponds word for word with a bill which 
was introduced after the tea and coffee bill 
was passed, 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not think it would 
be right to refund the costs of storage, &c. 
Mr. DAWES. It does nothing of that 
kind, ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF TARIFF ACT. 

Mr. BEATTY, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution ; 
which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That ten thousand extra copies of the 
trin act just passed be printed for the use of the 
USC, 


REVISED POSTAL CODE. 
Mr. BEATTY also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported the following resolution; which 


| was read, cousidered, and adopted; 


Resolved, That thero be printed for the use of the 
House of Representatives ten thousand copies of 
the revised postal code. 


Mr. WALDEN. [demand the regular order. 
MARY ANN MONTGOMERY. f 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the House resumes consideration of 


the business on the Speaker’s table; and, as 
the first business on the table, the. Chair lays 
before the House the following veto message 
of the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States + 

I have the honor to return herewith Senate. bill 
No. 955, entitled “An act granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Montgomery, widow of William W. 
Montgomery, late captain in Texas volunteers,” 
without my approval, inasmuch as the concluding 
phrase, “and in respect to her minor children under 
sixteen years of age,” has obviously no meaning 
whatsoever, K , 

If it were the intention of the framer of the bill 
that the pension thereby granted should revert to 
said minor children upon the remarriage or death of 
the widow, the phrase referred to should read ag 
follows: ‘‘and, in the event of her remarriage or 
death, to her minor children under sixteen years of 
age?” Itherefore return the bill for proper action. 

U.S. GRANT. 

Executive MANSION, May 14, 1872. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
indorsement made on the bill by the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE Senate or THE UNITED STATES, 
May 17, 1872. 

Tho President of the United States having re- 
turned to tho Senate, in which it originated, the 
bill entitled “An act granting a pension to Mary 
Ann Montgomery, widow of William W. Montgom- 
ery, late captain in Texas volunteers,” with hisob- 
jection thereto, the Senate proceeded in pursuance 
of the Constitution to reconsider the same, aud re- 
solved that the said bill do pass, two thirds of the 
Sonate concurring to pass the same, 

The SPEAKER. The question is, will the 
House reconsider and pass this bill? 

Mr. BIRD. I trust the House will pass 
this bill over the President’s veto, as has been 
done in the Senate. The only reason for veto- 
ing the bill, as appears from the language of 
the President, arises from the clause which 
was added in the Senate, “and in respect to 
her minor children under sixteen years of age.” 
The President insists that that has no meaning 
whatsoever, IJ agree with the President that 
that has no significance. It is so understood 
in the Departments; and if this bill should be- 
come a law it would have no influence what- 
soever inthe Departments. 1t is a superfluous 
expression, giving no direction whatever to 
any of the Departments. No money would be, 
in any event, expended or paid out by any of 
the Depaxtments in virtue of that phrase. And 
since this is manifestly a meritorious ease, the 
House, in my judgment, should not sustain 
this veto because of asuperfluons or meaning- 
less expression in the bill. This lady has now 
heen a widow for ten years. She is entitled to 
the bounty of the Government, and [ trust the 
House will sustain the action of the Senate. 
I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Burien. | 

Mr. HOAR. Before my colleague [Mr. 
Burer] proceeds, I wish to inquire whether 
it would be in order to move to refer this bill 
to the committee whence it came? 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion would be 
in order, but the first question is, will the 


| House on reconsideration pass the bill?’ The 


motion of the gentleman fron New Jersey 
[Mr. Birn] would take precedence over the 
motion to refer. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There is 
no occasion to refer the bill to any committee, 
Nor is it any adverse criticism upon the action 
‘of the President that we should pass the bill 
over his veto, as has been done in the Senate 
by a vote almost unanimous—I am informed, 
44 to 1. 

The trouble about the bill is this: every- 
body agrees as to the justice and propriety of 
granting this pension. The difficulty is that 
the Senate inserted the phrase, “and ia re- 


; spect to her minor children under sixteen 


years of age,” which provides for nothing 
which is not provided for by the general law. 
The provision is one that is of no earthly 
consequence to man, woman, or child. The 
phrase is without meaning, - 

Mr. WILLARD, If there.is any ambiguity 
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in the bill, why not introduce a new one, leav- 
ing out the objectionable language ? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Because 
that would probably kill the bill at this stage 
of the session. if a new bill were introduced 
it would have to go through both Houses, while 
this can now be passed bya two-thirds vote of 
this House, the Senate having already acted 
upon it. 

Mr. CONGER. Because the Senate, having 
committed an error, chooses to pass this bill 
over the President's veto that is no reason 
why the House should also do it. : 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If that 
error affected anybody I would agree with 
the gentleman from Michigan. But the bill 
simply affects one poor woman who has been 
without a pension for ten years, her husband 
having been worse than killed, having been 
murdered and hanged on a tree by guerrillas. 
All that time she has. had no relief. It is 
agreed on all hands that this phrase affects 
nobody. Itis a mere technical form. I trust 
we shall pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, will the 
Honse, on ‘reconsideration, pass this bill, the 
objections of the President to the. contrary 
notwithstanding? Jn accordance with the 
requirements of the Constitution the vote on 
this question will be taken by yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 101, nays 44, not voting 95; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Beck, Bell, 
Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Campbell, Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Cotton, Critch- 
er, Crossland, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, 
Duannell, Eidredge, Farwell, Forker, Henry D, Fos- 
ter, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Haldeman, Hambleton, 
Jlancock, Handley, H anks, Harmer, Harper, George 
E. Harris, Jobn T. Harris, Havens, Gerry W, Hazel- 
ton, Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, Houghton, Ken- 
dail, Kerr, King, Lamison, Lamport, Manson, Mar- 
shall, McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, McHenry, 
Mclutyre, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, 
Morpbis, Niblack, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Poland, 
Potter, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, John Rogers, Sion H. 
Rogers, Sessions, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, Sta- 
ter, Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, Stevens, Storm, 
Swann, ‘affe, Terry, Thomas, ‘Twichell, Van 
Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, 
Weils, Whitthorne, Williams of New York, and 
Winchester—101. 

NAYsS—Messrs. Ames, Banks, Barber, Burchard, 
Cobb, Cong r, Crocker, Darrall, Hames, Kinkeln- 
burg. Garfield, John W. Hazelton, Hoar, Kellogg, 
Ketcham, Lansing, McGrew, McJunkin, Mercur, 
Merriam, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Pendle- 
ton, Perce, Peters, Prindle, Rainey, Hillis H. Rob- 
erts, Rusk, Sawyer, Shanks, Shellabarger, Thomas 
J. Speer, Starkweather, Strong, Washington town- 
send, Tyner, Waldron, Walis, Whiteley, Willard, 
and Jeremiah M. Wilson—44. 

NOL VOLING—Messrs, Adams, Ambler, Averill, 
Burnum, Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby Bingham, 
Boles; Bright, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Cald- 
well, Clarke, Coburn, Coghlan, Cox, Crebs, Creely, 
Davis, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Eiliow, Ely, Farns- 
worth, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster. Frye, Gol- 
laday, Goodrich, Griffith, Haie, Halsey, Hawley, 
Hay, Hays, Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Kelley, Kil- 
linger, Kinsella, Leach, Lewis, Lowe, Lynch, May- 
nard. McKee. MèKinney, McNeely, Mitchell, Mon- 
roe, Moore, Morey, Leonard Myers, Negley, Hosea 
W. Parker, Aaron F., Perry, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, 
Jobn M. Bice, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sargent, Sco- 
feid, . Seeley, Shoemaker, Sloss, Jobn A. Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton 
Speer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, St. 
John, Sutherland, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Fur- 
ner, ‘Tuthill, Upson, Voorhees, Wallace, Warren, 
Wheeler, Williams of Ludiana, John T. Wilson, 
Wood, and Young—95. i 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
bill was passed, the objections of the Presi- 
dent to the contrary notwithstanding. 


STATUE OF GENERAL JOHN A. RAWLINS. 


The SPEAKER iaid before the House the 
following message from the President of the 
United Spates, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I have the honor to respectfully cail the atten- 
tion of Congress to an act approved July 14, 1870, 
directing the Seerccary of War to place af the dis- 
posal of the President certain bronze ordnance to 
aid in the ereetion of an. equestrian statue of the 
iaie General Jobu A. Rawtins; and to- the facts 


that no appropriation of money to pay for the statue 
js made by the resolation, and no artist is named or ; 


party designated to whom the ordnance is- to be 
delivered. : 

In view of the ambiquity of the statute I would 
recommend that Congress signify what action is 
desired as to the selection of the artist, and that the 
necessary sum required for the erection of the 
monument be appropriated. A board of officers 
should also be named to designate-the location of 


the monument. 
U.S. GRANT. 
Executive Mansion, May 81, 1872. 


COMMERCE WITH BRITISH COLONIES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting, in answer to a resolution 
of the House of May 14, 1872, a report and ac- 
companyiug document from the Postmaster 
General; which was referred, with accompany- 
ing documents, to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH BELGIUM, 


The SPEAK ER also laid before the Housea 
message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report and accompany- 
ing documents from the Secretary of State, in 
answer to a resolution of the House of May 7, 
1872, requesting copies of correspondence in 
regard to an extradition treaty with Belgium ; 
which was referred, with accompanying docu- 
ments, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

COMPENDIUM OF CENSUS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the’ House 
the following concurrent resolution of the 
Senate; which was referred, under the law, to 
the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (the 
Hiouse coneurring,) That there be printed one hun- 
dred thousand cupies of the compendium of the 
census of 1870, of which twenty-five thousand shall 
be forthe use of the Senate, fifty thousand for the 
use of the House, and twenty-five thousand for the 
Department of the Interior. 


GOVERNMENT SALES OF ARMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
the following concurrent resolution of the 
Senate; which was referred, under the law, 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurriug,) That there be printed ten thou- 
sand additional copies of the report (5. No, 183) of 
the select committee to inquire in relation to the 
sales of arms by the Government during the year 
ending Jane 30, 1871, with the views of the minority, 
without the testimony, four thousand copies of 
which shall be for the use of the Senate, and six 
thousand fer the use of the House of Represent- 
atives; and that there be printed two thousand 
additional copies with the testimony, one thousand 
of which shall be for the use of the Senate, and one 
thousand for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symr- 


son, one of their clerks, announced that the} 


Senate had agreed to the amendment of the 
House to the bill of the Senate of the follow- 
ing title: 

‘An act (S. No. 471) to provide for furnish- 
ing artificial limbs to disabled soldiers, ap- 
proved July 30, 1870. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had passed resolutions, in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested, as follows: 

A resolution directing the joint Committee 
on Enrolled Bills to correct the enrollment of 
Senate bill No. 546, relative to homestead set- 
tlers burned out iu the States of Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and Michigan, by inserting after 
the word * States,’’ in line eleven of the en- 
rolled bill, the words ‘‘ who are burned out;”’ 
and by striking out of line twelve the words 
& who burned out; and 

A concurrent resolution directing the joint 
Committee on Enrolled Bills to insert in the 
enrolled bill of the House No. 2688, to grant 
additional compensation to the marshal of tue 
district of South Carolina for the period of 
four months and ten days, tbe j 


ing been inserted by mistake 
amendment, and concurred in 
The message further announced that the 


word ‘May’? H 
instead of “April; 7’ the word Apl” bav- | 
in the Senate | 
by the House. | 


Senate had passed, without amendment, bills 
of the House of the following titles: : 

An act (H. R. No. 575) for the relief of Seth 
M: Whitten, late private in the fourth regiment 
Michigan infaniry ; : ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1063) to reimburse the 
State of Kansas for moneys expended for the 
United States in enrolling, equipping, and 
provisioning militia forces to aid in suppress- 
ing the rebellion ; 3 

An act (H. R. No. 1272) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to establish and to protect 
national cemeterixs,’? approved February 22, 
1867; . 

An act (H. R. No. 1518) authorizing the 
Secretary of War te expend certain moneys 
for the purpose of sinking an artesian well on 
the Fort D. A. Russell military reservation in 
Wyoming Territory ; , 

An act (H. R. No. 1758) to authorize the 
appointment of deputies of clerks of circuit 
aud district courts ; : 

An act (H. R. No. 1778) for the relief of 
Andrew J. Jemison ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1829) for the settlement 
of the accounts of Major Abram Beeler, late 
paymaster of United States volunteers ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1869) for the better se- 
curity of bauk reserves, and to facilitate bank 
clearing-house exchanges ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2084) for the relief of 
S. G. Allen, of Loudon, Bngland; 

An act (H. R. No. 2186) to authorize an 
appointment in the Inspector General's de- 
partment; 

An act (H. R. No. 2700) donating con- 
demned cannon and cannon balls to certain 
organizations for monumental purposes; ` 

An act (H. R. No. 2706) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the disposition 
of useless military reservations,” approved 
February 24, 1871; 

An act (H. R. No. 2719) for cancellation 
of bonds for manufactured tobacco lost. on 
steamer George P. Upton, between the cities 
of Richmond and New York; 

An act (H. R. No. 2778) to amend section 
five of an act entitled ‘An act making appro- 
priations for the consular and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year 1841,” 
approved March 8, 1841, and to authorize the 
proper construction thereof; 

An act (H. R. No, 2847) to authorize the 
Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas Railroad 
Company to run trains and transport freight 
and passengers within the District of Colum- 
bia; 

‘An act (H. R. No. 2850) authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania, for the use of the 
post office and United States courts in said 
aty 3 
an act (H. R. No. 2860) for the relief W. 
A. Howard ; y 

An act (H. R. No. 2941) for the relief of 
Frederick Pech; and 
~ An act (H. R. No. 2956) to authorize the 
building of the New Mexico and Gulf railway, 
and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the amendment of the 
Honse to Senate bill No. 780, to provide for 
the redemption and sale of lands held by the 
United States under the several acts levying 
direct taxes, with an amendment; in which 
the coneurrence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments, in 
which the concurrence of the House was 
requested, House bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 694) to prevent cruelty 
to animals while in transit by railroad or 
other weans of transportation within the 
United States; . 

An act (H. R. No. 1017) to prevent aud 
punish the obstruction of the adminisiration 
of justice in the couris of the United States 5 

An act (H. R, No. 1671) mak'rg appro st 
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ations for the construction, preservation, and 
repair of certain fortifications and other works 
of. defense ; 

An act (H. R: No. 2208) making appropri- 
ations for the repair, preservation, and com- 
pletion of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2264) to authorize the 
Cattaraugus and Alleghany Indians in New 
York to lease lands and confirm leases; 

An act (H. R. No, 2418) granting a pension 
to George W. Parris; and 

An act (A. R. No. 2858) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to release twenty-five acres 
of the land of the United States at Plattsburg, 
New York, to the New York and Canada Rail- 
road Company, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, and requested the con- 
currence of the House in bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (S. No. 884) for the relief of the sure- 
ties of Frederick Boehmler, of the State of 
Towa; 

A bill (S. No. 999) to authorize inquiries 
into the causes of steam-boiler explosions ; 

A bill (S. No, 1112) for the relief of Cap- 
an Lyman J. Hissong, of Henry county, 
Ohio; 

A bill (S. No. 1186) to authorize the adop- 
tion of n system of general regulations for 
the use of the Army of the United States; 


and 
A bill (S. No. 1161) for the relief of Harriet 
W. Pond. 


MARSHAL OV SOUTH CAROLINA. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before 
the House the following concurrent resolution 
from the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

In coe Senate ore UNITED STATERS, 
June 4, 1872, 

, Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represonta- 
tives cononrring,) That tho joint Committee on Bn- 
rolled Bills bo dirceted to insert in tho enrollment 
of the bill (H.R. No, 268%) to grant additional com- 
pensation to the marshal of the district of South 
Carolina for the period of four months and ton days, 
thoword eee in dicu of the word April,” which 
was by mistuke inserted in tho umondmentof the 
Sonate to said bill,and was concurred in by the House, 
and the Commitice on Knrolled Bills ho authorizod 
to correct said mistake in (he enrollment of suid bill, 

Mr. PMPERS. That shonld be “May” 
instead of April” Lam cognizant of the 
fact. 

The resolution was concurred in, 


REBKRIDGK GERRY, 


The SPEAKER. The bill (S. No. 636) for 
the relief of Klbridge Gerry has been returned 
from the Senate with the amendment of the 
House concurred in with an amendment, 

The original bill, which was read, provides 
that the Seeretary of the Treasury be author- 
ized to pay to Jàlbridge Gerry the sum of $7,650, 
out of any moneys in the Treasnry belonging 
to, or which may hereafter become due to, 
the following Indian tribes, and in full of afl 
his demands against them on account of loss 
of stoek in the years 1864 and 1865, to wit, the 
Cheyennes, Brulé Sioux, and Ogallalla Sioux ; 
the money to be paid from the respective funds 
of the tribes, as follows: from the fund of the 
Cheyennes $3,800; from the fund ofthe Brulé 
Sioux, $1,050 ; and from the fund of the Ogal- 
lalla Sioux $38,300. 

The amendment of the Ffouse was as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
“that there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $13,200 to be paid 
by the Secretary of the Treasury to Elbridge Gerry in 
full compensation for valuable service rendered to 
the Government in 1894,” 

The amendment of the Senate to the amend- 
ment of the House is as follows: 

Add after the amcndment of the House the fol- 
lowing: 


And for all claims for Indian depredations up to 
the date of the passage of this act. 


Mr. SHANKS. I move concurrence in the 
Senate amendment. Eg 
~The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 


HOMESTEAD SETTLERS BURNED OUT, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the 
following concurrent resolution from the 
Senate : 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
June 5, 1872, 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring.) That the joint Committee on En- 
rolled Bills be directed to correct the enrollment 
of the bill ($. No, 546) relative to homestead settlers 
burned out in the States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
and Michigan, by inserting after the word “ States,” 
in line eleven of the enrolled bill, the words “who 
wero burned out,” and by striking out the words 
t who burned out,” in line twelve of said bill. 


The resolution was concurred in. 
CHARLES HIPP, 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. No. 
1262) for the relief of Charles Hipp, of St. 
Mary’s, Auglaize county, Ohio, has been re- 
turned from the Senate with amendments, 
which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Striko out‘ throe” and insert ‘‘two;”’ strike out 
“twenty-three” and insort ‘ eighty-eight cents ;” 
insert “four,” and “and fifty-eight cents ;” strike 
out “two hundred and seventy-one” and insert 
““ninety-eight;” strike out ‘‘eighty-eight” and 
insert * forty-two.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. J ask that the bill be read 
s0 we may understand the effect of the amend- 
ments. ; 

The Clerk read the bill as it would be if 
amended, as follows: 

That the Secrotary of the Troasury be, and ho is 
hereby, directed to pay to Charles Hipp, postmaster 
at St, Mary’s, Auglaize county, Ohio, the sum of 
$253; $124 58 of said sum being postage stamps on 
hand deposited with him as such postinaster for sale, 
and $98 42 being cash on hand derived from the 
money-order business of said office; which was 
tolen on tho night of tho 16th of June, 1871, by 
somo person or, persons unknown, who burglari- 
onsly entered said office and forced an entrancointo 
the iron safe in which said money was deposited, by 
blowing said safo open with gunpowder ; and whic 
seid sum of money has been accounted for by said 

ipp. 

Mr. LAMISON. I move those amend- 
ments be non-concurred in and the House ask 
for a committee of conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 


TILEODORE ADAMS. 


The SPEAKER. When the House ad- 
journed on Tuesday, there was a division called 
on the bill for the relief of Theodore Adams. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs [Mr. ScomerD] is 
absent, and I hope that bill will be allowed to 

O over. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The yeas and nays were 
called for, and if the bill go over will it affect 
that call? 

The SPEAKER. Tt will not. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I hope the bill 
will be allowed to lie on the table. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was 
the bill (H. R. No. 2582) making appropriations 
for the payment of claims reported allowed by 
the commissioners of claims, under the act 
of Congress of March 3, 1871, with an amend- 
ment by the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I move that the 
House non-concur in the amendment of the 
Senate and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER appointed as managers of 
the conference on the part of the House, Mr. 
Brar of Michigan, Mr. Bucxuey of Ala- 
bama, and Mr. Hormax of Indiana. 

ROBERT B. WILLIAMSON. 


The next business on the Speakers table 


‘was the bill (H. R. No. 2807) for the relief of 


Robert B. Williamson, with an amendment hy 
the Senate. 

The amendment was read as follows: 

Strike outin line five of the bill “$817” and insert 
in lieu thereof “ $567;” so it will read: i 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to Robert B. Williamson the sum of $567, é&c. 


Mr. BUCKLEY. This is simply a redue- 
tion in the amount allowed. I move that the 
amendment of the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSACOLA AND LOUISVILLE RAILROAD. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 1002) granting the right 
of way through the public lands to the Pen- 
sacola and Louisville Railroad Company of 
Alabama. 

The bill was read. It grantsthe right of way 
through the public lands to the Pensacolaand 
Louisville Railroad Company, of Alabama, for 
the construction of a railroad, and the right 
to take from the public lands adjacent to the 
line of the road, material for the construc- 
tion of said road. ‘The right of way is granted 
to the company to the extent of one hun- 
dred feet on each side of the road where it 
may pass through the public lands; also the 
necessary lands for stations, buildings, de- 
pots, workshops, machine-shops, side-tracks, 
switches, turn-tables, and water-stations, not 
to exceed forty acres in any one place. The 
acceptance of the provisions of the act by the 
said company, and a map of the location of the 
road, and the lands to be reserved for build- 
ings and uses of said road, shall be filed with 
the Secretary of the Interior within one year 
from the passage of the act; and the road 
shall be finished within five years from the 
passage of the act. Said road shall be a post 
and military road, and shalihave the power of 
making running connections for the transporta- 
tion of mails, military and naval supplies, pas- 
sengers, and freights of all kinds, and the run- 
ning of freight-cars, without the breaking of 
bulk, whenever the interests of the public and 
of commerce between the States will be ad- 
vanced thereby, with any other road which has 
heretofore received, or may hereafter receive, 
aid from the United States for the construction 
thereof, on fair and equitable terms, and pro 
rata betweon the roads, in proportion to the 
length of the several roads; and in the event 
of a disagreement between the said road and 
any other road having so received aid from 
the United States for the construction thereof, 
and connecting with the said Pensacola and 
Louisville railroad, then the Secretary of the 
Interior shall establish such rates for the trans- 
portation of mails, freights, and passengers, 
and running connections as are provided for 
in the act, and also establish such regulations 
as may be requisite fur the enforcement of 
the provisions of the act. Congress shall, 
in its discretion, have the power to alter, 
amend, or repeal the act. Nothing in the 
act shall be so construed as to invalidate 
the claim of any actual preémption or home- 
stead settlers. 

Mr. WINCHESTER. 
be put upon its passage. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. WINCHESTER. I desire to make a 
very brief statement in regard to this Dill. 
This company only asks the right of way 
through a very narrow strip of public land, 
extending a distance of eight mile’ from the 
Alabama, line to Poilard, where the railroad 
makes a junction with the Mobile and Mont- 
gomery road. I am informed by Senator 
OSBORN that the distance is only six or eight 
miles. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Is it a railroad company 
of Alabama, or a Louisville company? 

Mr. WINCHESTER. Itis incorporated in 
Alabama, 


I ask that this bill 
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Mr. BUCKLEY. To what extent does the 
road run through the public lands? 

Mr, WICHESTER. I have stated already 
that the company only asks the right of way 
` through a distance of about eight miles from 
the Alabama line to a place called Pollard, 
on the line of the Montgomery and Mobile 
road. 

Mr. WALLS. Iam surprised that the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Bucxiey] should 
have made the motion he did. His State is 
more interested in this road than the State of 
Florida.. The company is incorporated by the 
Legislature of Alabama, and the right of way 
asked for in the bill is in the State of Alabama, 
or at least a large portion of it. The bill was 
introduced into the Senate by Senator Os- 
BORN at the request of citizens living along 
the line of the road, and the right of way 
asked for extends, as the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WINCHESTER] has stated, only 
a length of about eight miles. I hope the bill 
will pass. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I made my motion to 
draw out a statement of the facts. I now 
withdraw it. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
passed. 

DURFEE AND PECK., 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 1088) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to settle the claim of 
Messrs. Durfee & Peck and E. H. Durfee for 
supplies furnished the Indians in Montana in 
the winter of 1869; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is there any report 
accompanying this bill? 

Mr. KERR. I move the reference of the 
bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I[think it ought to go to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. RANDALL, That is the proper refer- 
ence, 

Mr. KERR. I have no objection to that 
reference. I modify my motion and move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee of 


Claires. 

Mr. SHANKS. This bill has been considered 
in our committee by one of its members, the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Burperr.] I 
am not prepared to say at this time what 
action ought to be taken upon the bill; and I 
ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KERR. Very well. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


BRIDGE AT RED WING, MINNESOTA. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 842) to authorize thecon- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
at or near the city of Red Wing, in the State 
of Minnesota, and to establish it as a post 
road; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read at length. | 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask that this bill be 
passed. 

There being no objection, the rules were 
suspended, and the bill passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The next business on the 
Speaker's table is theamendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 2208) making ap- 
propriations for the repair, preservation, and 
completion of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. The 
amendments of the Senate are mostly of 
details except the closing amendment, which 
the Chair will direct the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert the following: , i 

Thatin the examinations or surveys of all points 
mentioned in the foregoing section the Secretary of 
War is directed to ascertain as far as practicable the 
amount of tonnage of commercial business during 
the previous year at each point, together with such 
facts as bear upon the question of the contemplated 


ne 


improvement, and that he communicate the same, 
together with his report of the examination or sur- 
vey of such point, to Congress. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that amendment 
will be concurred in. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the House non- 
concur in all the amendments, and ask the 
appointment of a committee of conference. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Why non-concur in 
ai The amendment just read seems to be 
right. 

Mr. CONGER. There is an amendment 
which restricts appropriations to the fiscal 
year. In all our former bills the appropria- 
tions have been general so that they might be 
used during the proper season. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think that is 
the first clause of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. That is a very objection- 
able amendment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no 
objection to non-concurring in a number of 
these amendments as to details, so that they 
may go at once to a committee of conference. 

Mr. BROOKS. Let them be read, so that 
the House may know what they are. We have 
time enough. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There are 
about forty amendments, some of them im- 

ortant. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the 
amendments to be read in their order. 

The first amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend the first paragraph of the bill by adding 
“for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873,” so as to 
read as follows: ` 

That the following sums of money be, and are 
hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
expended uuder the direction of the Secretary of 
War, for the repair, preservation, and completion 
of the following public works hereinafter named, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish to ex- 
plain the difficulty with regard to this amend- 
ment anda similar amendment. in the fortifi- 
cation bill. In both these bills hitherto the 
appropriations for public works have not been 
restricted to the fiscal year, and therefore 
would stand appropriated until they should 
either be expended on the works or turned 
back into the Treasury at the end of two years, 
under a general provision of law. Now, if 
this amendment should prevail, (and the re- 
mark applies as well to the fortification bill as 
to the river and harbor bill,) at midsummer, 
on the 30th of June, all work must stop until 
the Department can ascertain exactly the state 
of the accounts, and until the new appropria- 
tion for the next year comes in for use. For 
several years regularly, and I believe without 
any exception, these appropriations have been 
made without restriction to the fiscal year, 
and I am sure all will agree that this amend- 
ment, if adopted, would be a very great inter- 
ference with all our public works of a perma: 
nent kind, such as fortifications and improve- 
ments of rivers and harbors. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The second and third amendments were to 
reduce the appropriation for Chicago harbor 
from $100,000 to $90,000, and to increase the 
appropriation for Calumet harbor from $30,000 
to $40,000. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask that all the Senate 
amendments to this bill be non-concurred in 
and a committee of conference asked. 

Mr. BROOKS. I object to that mode of 
doing business. 

The SPEAKER. The reason the Chair is 
having the amendment read for action is be- 
cause the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Brooxs] objected to the course suggested by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. Sawyer, ] 
which required unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROOKS. We passed a tariff bill day 
before yesterday in that way, and we have 
begun to repeat it to-day. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that both these 
amendments be non-concurred in. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. These amend- 


ments leave the two appropriations the same 
in the aggregate, but change a portion of the 
appropriation for Chicago harbor to Calumet 
harbor. . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Chicago and Calu- 
met areten milesapart. What reason is there 
for transferring a part of the appropriation for 
Chicago to Calumet? Chicago is a harbor 
for commerce, while Calumet is a harbor for 
private speculation. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 


The tenth amendment of the Senate fixed 
the tonnage tax at the falls of the Ohio at five 
cents per ton. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Without this 
amendment there is no limitation on this ton- 
nagetax. The amendment of the Senate fixes 
it at five cents per ton. 

Mr. CONGER. The tonnage tax is now 
fifty cents per ton. This reduces it to five 
cents per ton, which, in my judgment, is too 
low for the preservation and repair of the 


canal, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. All the engin- 
eers concerned say this will be sutlicient.. I 
move the amendment he concurred in. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, the pro- 
posed reduction of tolls levied on commerce 
at the Louisville and Portland. canal at the 
falls of the Ohio river would be such a relief 
tọ business that a word of explanation seems 
justified. The present rate is fifty cents per 
ton, an exorbitant tax, if any were right. 
The imposition of duties upon trade and travel 
on the navigable waters of the Union is incon- 
sisteut with liberty and equality, an anomaly 
in free government ; yet it has prevailed on 
the Ohio for over forty years, and more than 
five million dollars have been drawn from 
commerce and travel to pay for making and 
maintaining the improvements which should 
have been made and maintained by the 
national Government for the benefit of the 
whole people without charge beyond that 
necessary to defray the cost of superintend- 


ence. ` 
The following statement shows the amount 

of tolls collected annually to 1872: 

Amount, 

$12,750 77 

25,756 12 


aerenresccreee vaceeren PETTITT 


107. 16 


133,291 1 

149,401 84 
139,900 72 
158,067 96 
129,953 46 
115,707 88 
167,086 49 


181.917 15 
42,650 02 
69,936 90 

152,937 02 

164,476 26 

175,515 49 
180,925 40 
147,961 35 
155,495 88 
167,171 60 
139,175 60 
159,838 90 


LONG cwsn getubnsipiteses uted apieties ge seei $4,983,221 86 


The following statement shows the rapid 
increase of business since the enlargement 
of the locks by the Government: 

“ Since the opening of the new Jocks, 124 steame 
ete ER e 

* Thirteen months, per report. 

t Eleven months, per report, 
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boats, 178 loaded barges, and 139 empty barges have 
passed through the old locks, paying tollage to the 
amount of $44,743 05. Total receipts from February 
26.to April 1, $54,091, 55.” 

The following table shows the cost of the 
passage of several boats and barges: 


Amount paid by beats for passing through the new locks. 


Boats. No. of times. Tollage. 
Mollie Ebert...:. A $567 00 
ease 288 00 

weed 328. 00 

«3 687 0 

-4 1,184 00 

aw 1,634 00 
Nick Longworth.. ae 550 00 
Mary Milleri.. saree 282 0 
C. B. Church.. -4 883 00 
Louisville.. n2 554 00 
Robert Mitchell.. -2 740 00 
Emma O. Elliott.. „4 764 00 
Arlington s 1 186 50 
Fanny Lewis.. sell 180 00 
Post-Boy, ok 220 00 
Conl-boat.... Said nceadeecel 114 00 
W: H., Brown, (tow-boat)........ 185 00 


Total amount paid by boats passing through 
DOW LOOKS uss cessseen senaessiecessessetsnveceesses sees BITS 50 


Norx.—A boat passing through once is not sup- 
posed, in the abovo table, to have passed up and 
own. 


The total expense of passage of coal-tugs 
with barges may be scen from the following 
statement: 


Tho actual cost of passing n tow-bont with a tow 
of barges that went through tho canal about two 
weeks ago may prove interesting, It wag furnished 
by the gentleman in charge, und can be relied on 
as correct. Othor expenses besides tho actual toll 
are given simply to show that the cost of passing 
through tho canal is a bu den of itself, without 
adding tho much greator one of tollage. 
ae for one steamer and tow of twenty 
Expense towing down caual * 
Extra mon in canal. 
Two days’ time... 


DO GAD TOREPE EA AAE A ES RETAS EAE 


Such enormons charges and expenses con- 
stitute an evil which it becomes us to remedy. 
The Government owns this work now, and has 
almost completed its enlargement. It is a 
grand public work which should have been 
made long ago. This generation may well be 
proud of it, The engineer and director and all 
who have promoted. it have cause for con- 
gratulation. It will be a great and lasting 
benefit to the internal trade of the Union, and 
therefore to the whole country. Let us now 
relieve the commerce of the rivers of this 
onerous burden, reducing the tolls to a min- 
imum, which may be hereafter further re- 
duced or wholly removed. 

The amendmont was concurred in. 

The other amendments were acted on with- 
out debate, some being concurred in and 
others non-concurred in, 

Mr. SAWYER. 1 move that a committee 
of conference be asked on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced 
the appointmentof Mr. Sawyer, Mr. SHELDON, 
and Mr. RANDALL as the conferecs on the part 
of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same; 

An act (H. R. No. 40) for the relief of 
Joseph A. Clay, of Philadelphia; 

An act (H. R. No. 114) for the relief of the 
heirs of Lieutenant Colonel Humphrey M. 
Woodward, late of the twenty-first Missouri 
infantry; 

An act (H. R. No. 1419) for the relief of 
Michael F. Gannett; 

An act (H. R. No. 1420) for the relief of F., 
& E. Reed, of Bath, Maine; 

An act (H. R. No. 1461) referring the claim 


__* The harbor tow-boats charge ten dollars for tow- 
ing a coul-boat in the canal, and five dollars for a 
arge. 


of the heirs and legal representatives of Colonel 
Francis. Vigo, deceased, to the Court of Claims 
for adjustment; => 

An act (H..R. No. 1942) for the relief of D. 
C. Farrell, of Peoria, Illinois; ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2029) for the relief of 
Charles H. Thompson, ot New Orleans, Louis- 
iana; 

An act (H. R. No. 2032) for the relief of 
Dr. John H. MeQuown, of {llinois ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2632) to provide for fill- 
ing vacancies in certain offives in the several 
Territories ; 

Anact (H. R. No. 2709) for the relief of 
the State of Connecticut and other. States; 

An act (H. R. No. 2885) for the relief of 
John Milone, postmaster at Uhricksville, 
Ohio; 

Anact (H. R. No. 2907) for the relief of the 
Omaha National Bank; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2911). for the relief of 
Moritz Augenstein. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that they had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same : 

An act (H. R. No. 857) for the relief of 
Horace B. Shepard, of Indiana ; 

An act (H. R. No. 689) for the relief of Jane 
A. Green; 

An act (H. R. No. 1241) for the relief of A. 
J. Booth, late assistant assessor in the twenty- 
first revenue district of Pennsylvania; 

An act (H. R. No. 1261) for the relief of 
Thomas D. West, of Sandusky, in the State 
of Ohio; 

An act (H. R. No. 1274) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Spencer, of Indiana; 

An act (H. R. No. 1882) for the relief of 
Alexander McArthur, of the city of Corunna, 
in the State of Michigan ; 

An act (H. R. No, 1899) for the relief of 
W. T. Bowers; 

An act (H. R. No. 2035) to provide for the 
examination and payment of the claim of 
Albert Grant; 

An act (H. R. No. 2038) for the relief 
of William M., Stafford, late acting district 
attorney for Montana Territory ; 

An act (LE. R. No. 2102) for the relief of T. 
P. Robb, of Savannah, Georgia; 

An act (H. R. No, 2788) for the relief of 
Richard R. Bolling; 

An act (H. R. No. 2888) for the relief of 
Simeon Stansifer; 

An act (H. R. No. 2789) for the relief of 
John J. Smith; 

An act (H. R. No, 2791) for the relief of 
William J. Clark, administrator of Gad B. 
Upson, deceased ; 

An act (H. R. No, 2890) for the relief of 
Dwight J. McCann; 

Au act (H. R. No. 2898) for the relief of 
John W. Phelps, of Vermont; and 

An act (H. R. No, 2948) for the relief of 
Lucy ©. Baker and Mary A. Baker, children 
of John M. Baker, deceased. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The next business on the 
Speaker’s table is an act (H. R. No. 1671) 
making appropriations for the construction, 
preservation, and repairs of certain fortifica- 
tions and works of defense, returned from the 
Senate with sundry amendments. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move the House non- 
concur in the amendments of the Senate, and 
ask for a committee of conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER appointed as managers of 
said couference on the part of the House, Mr. 
Nisiack, Mr. Donnan, and Mr. Twicuet. 

STORES SOLD TO SOLDIERS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am directed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to report 
a bill (H. R. No. 2975) to amend the fifth 
section of an act entitled ‘An act making 


appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1878, and for other 
purposes.’’ 

The joint resolution, which was read, pro- 
vides that the fifth section of an acet entitled 
‘tAn act making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, 
and for other purposes,” shall not be held to 
apply to material, stores, or supplies sold to 
officers and soldiers of the Army, or to ex plor- 
ing or surveying expeditions authorized by law, 
and thesection shall not be construed to repeal 
such partof paragraph ten hundred and thirty- 
two revised Army Regulations of 1863, as pro- 
vides that the expenses of sales of military 
stores or süpplies regularly condemned will be 
paid from their proceeds. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask to have 
a letter from the Secretary of War read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON Crry, June 5, 1872. 

Dear Sir: Referring to our conversation on the 
subject of the expedition of Professor Hayden, I 
beg to invite your attention to the fact that by sec- 
tion five of the act of May 8, 1872, tho payment of all 
proceeds of sales of public property and stores by 
this Department into the Treasury as miscellaneous 
receipts, not to be withdrawn except by special en- 
actnent, is required, and therefore, unless some 
modification of this provision is made, the Depart- 
ment will be necessitated to withdraw all its prom- 
ises to supply tho exploring and surveying expedi- 
tions which are now or will be in the field during 
the present season with provisions from the com- 
missariat of the Army when stores cannot be pro- 
cured from other sources; and this will leave them 
without resources, and probably compel the aban- 
donment of their projects. ; 2 

Itheretore suggest the propriety and advisability 
of somo legislation by Congress by which the Depart- 
ment will be enabled to exiend this aid to the expe- 
Gitions referred to, and will also be enabled to sell 
condemned and usetess public property when such 
sale would be of benefit to the Government by rend- 
ering available the proceeds of the same for the 
reitmbursoment of the cost of such sales. 

The inclosed dratt of a proposed amendment tol 
some apppropriation bill that has not yes passed 
both Houses, will, it is believed, meet the object, 
sought to bo accomplished. 


Very truly, yours, 
WM. W. BELKNAP, 
Seeretary of War, 
Hon. JAMES A. GARFIELD, House of Representatives, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope it will not be passed, 

„Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. lask the pro. 
vision be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 5. That all proceeds of sales of old material, 
condemned stores, supplies, or other public property 
of any kind, shall hereafter be deposited and cov- 
ered into tho Treasury as miscellaneous receipts, on 
account of “proceeds of Government property,” 
and shall not bo withdrawn or applied except in 
consequence of a subsequent appropriation made by 
law; and a detailed statement of all such proceeds 
of sales shall be included in the appendix to tbo 
book of estimates. But this section shall not be held 
to repeal the existing authority of law in relation 
to marine hospitals, revenue-cutters, the clothing 
fund of the Navy, or tho sale of commissary stores to 
tho oflicers of the Army. And it shall be the duty 
of the Register of the Treasury to furnish to the 
proper accounting officers copies of all warrants 
covering such proceeds, where the same may be 
necessary in the settlement of accounts in their 
respective offices. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That isa provision passed 
by this Congress. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My attention 
has been called by the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Interior to the effect of 
the sweeping language of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Beck] and accepted by the Committee 
on Appropriations. It willapply to three cases 
to which it was not intended, I am sure, that 
it should apply: first, to officers who are 
entitled under the present law to buy rations 
from commissaries at the Government price at 
distant points where they otherwise could not 
get them. - 

a HOLMAN. There is no objection to 
that, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Of course it 
would be embarrassing to prevent them from 
so purchasing rations. Next it applies to ex- 
ploring expeditions and surveying, like those 
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under Professor Powell, Professor Hayden, 
and the one of the fortieth parallel nowin pro- 
gress. These exploring expeditions have been 
furnished under the law hitherto and the re- 
gulations of the Army with supplies at the 
different military posts. The language of-this 
fifth section would cut them off, avd make it 
almost impossible for them to be furnished 
with stores at distant points. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do they not pay for their 
supplies? . : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Govern- 
ment has been supplying them, but they would 
be compelled under the language of this fifth 
section to send for supplies long distances, 
instead of as now being supplied at the mili- 
tary posts. , 

They are permitted under the regulations 
now to buy their supplies at the post nearest 
their point of operations; and the old stores 
are under the law authorized to be sold at 
auction, the cost of the sale and advertising, 
by the clause here referred to, being taken out 
of the proceeds, This will allow the net pro- 
ceeds to return to the Treasury. 

Mr. BECK. I offered this section because 
it was a part of the law very carefully drawn 
at the ‘Treasury Department more than a year 
ago. And fearing it would not passas a whole, 

‘and knowing the importance of this section, I 
offered it, and it was accepted by the chairman 
of the Commitree on Appropriations, and is 
now the law. Bat itis very obvious, although 
the section was very carefully drawn by Mr. 
Saville, chief clerk of the Department, and 
submitted to all of us, that those matters which 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions now calls up were not intended to be 
embraced in it, and did not come within the 
evils intended to be guarded by the section. 

l examined those items carefully at the re- 
quest of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations. I think it is indispensable 
that this bill should pass to prevent great in- 
convenience in very small matters. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ihave no doubt 
that the section to which the gentlemanalludes 
is one of the wisest enactments we have made 
this session ; but we must provide for contin- 
gencies like this which were unforeseen at the 
time. I ask for the passage of the bill. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
sox, one of its clerks, informed the House 
that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurreuce of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S. No. 995) to perfect certain land 
titles therein described ; and 

A bill (8. No. 527) to reimburse United 
States marshals for moneys necessarily ex- 
pended by them in taking the ninth census in 
excess of the compensation allowed them 
under the law in force at the passage of this 
act. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, bills | 
of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1298) for the relief of the 
estate of Eli Moore; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1865) for the relief of 
the sureties of James T. Miller, late collector 
and depositary at Wilmington, North Caro- 
lina. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate returned to the House, without amend- 
‘ment, the bili (H. R. No. 2633) amendatory 
of an act approved March 2, 1867, entitled 
“An act amendatory of an act to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of 
Moutana,’’ approved March 26, 1864, hereto- 
fore ‘returned to the Senate in compliance 
with its request. 


The message also announced that the Senate 
disagreed to the amendments of the House to! 


the bill (S. No. 996) to repeal so much of sec- 
tion six of an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 80, 1870, and for other 
purposes,” approved March, 3, 1869, as pro- 
hibited promotions in the staff departments of 
the Army, asked a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed, Mr. Ames, Mr. LOGAN, 
and Mr. Bia, managers of the conference 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had agreed, with amendments, to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. No. 
626) to authorize the sale of certain public 
property. 

LANDS HELD FOR DIRECT TAXES,” 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the amendments of the Senate to the sub- 
stitute of the House for Senate bill No. 780, 
to provide for the redemption and sale of 
lands held by the United States under the sev- 
eral acts levying direct taxes, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. KERR. Theseamendments arechiefly 
verbal, and really improve the bill. There is 
nothing material in them except to improve 
the phraseology of the House substitute. I 
move that they be concurred in. 

The motion to concur was agreed to. 


RESERVATION AT PLATTISBURG, NEW YORK, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate amendment to House bill No. 
2858, authorizing the Secretary of War to 
release twenty-five acres of the land of the 
United States at Plattsburg, New York, to 
the New York and Canada Railroad Com- 
pany, and for other purposes. 

The amendment was to strike out ‘ expira- 
tion’? and insert ‘‘execution.”’ 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. 
the amendment be concurred in. 

The motion to concur was agreed to. 


OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE, 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the amendment of the Senate to House 
bill No. 1017, to prevent and punish the ob- 
struction of the administration of justice in 
the courts of the United States. 

The amendment was to strike out all after 
the enacting clause, and insert the following: 


That if any person or persons shall corruptly, or 
by threats or force, or by threatening letters, or any 
threatening communications, endeavor to influence, 
intimidate, or impede any grand or petit jury, or 
juror of any courtof the United States in the dis- 
charge of his or their duty, or shall corruptly, or by 
threats or force, or by threatening letters, or any 
threatening communications, influence, obstruct, 
or impede, or endeavor to influence, obstruct, or 
impede the due administration of jastice therein, 
such person or persons so offending shall be liable 
to prosecution therefor by indictment, and shall, 
on conviction thercof, be punished by fine not ox- 
ceeding $3,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding 
three years, or by both, according to the aggravation 
of the offense. And if any person or persons shall 
attempt to influence the action or decision of any 
grand or petit juror upon any issue or matter pend- 
ing before such juror, or before the jury of which be 
is a member, or pertaining to his or their duties, by 
writing or sending to him any letter or letters, or 
any communication in print or writing in relation 


I move that 


to such issue or matter, without the order previously | 


obtained of the court before which the said juror is 
summoned, such person or persons so offending shail 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be 
liable to prosecution therefor by indictment or in- 
formation, and shall, on conviction thereof, be pun- 
ished by fine not exceeding $1,000, or by imprison- 
ment not exceeding six months, or by both such 
fine and imprisonment, according to the aggravation 
of the offense. 

Mr. PETERS. This is a substitute for a 
bill which was reported by myself from the 
Committee onthe Judiciary. It follows the ori- 
ginal bill in its essence. I see no objection 
to the substitute, and I move that it be con- 
curred in. ae . 

Mr. BROOKS. This is a very severe bill. 
Tam not lawyer enough to know whether it is 
right or wrong, but it gives courts very terrible 
powers over offenses. 


Mr. PETERS. The United States courts 


ey 


have no common-law jurisdiction. This bill is 
intended to confer upon them the same juris- 
diction in regard to this offense that other 
courts have. : 

Mr. BROOKS. It strikes me that this bill 
goes far beyond the common law. Ihave not 
read the common law for many years, and 
therefore do not speak positively. 

Mr. PETERS. In what respect? 

Mr., BROOKS. It provides a maximum 
penalty of $3,000 fine and three years’ im- 
prisonment, 

Mr. PETERS. And it may be one dollar 
fine or one day’s imprisonment, The min- 
imum is next to nothing. 

Mr. BROOKS. I will yield to better law- 
yers on the subject. If they are satisfied with 
it I will not object. 

Mr. KERR. There being no minimum pen- 
alty fixed in this bill, I think it preferable 
to the usual form. 

Mr. PETERS. It is acarefully drawn bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. Let the bill be again read. 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to call attention to the second section of the 
substitute proposed by the Senate, which dif- 
fers materially from the provision reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary of this House. 
The substitute provides that no man shall send 
a communication to a grand juror withoat 
subjecting himself to fine and imprisonment. 
Now, in some cases the public interests might 
make it the duty of a man to send a commun- 
ication to a-grand jury. I doubt whether 
the provision has been thoroughly considered ; 
it strikes me as a dangerous one. hope, 
therefore, the bill and amendments will be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. POTTER. With leave to report at any 


time. 

Mr. PETERS. Ido not concur in the con- 
struction which my friend from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Burner] gives to the provision of the 
Senate amendment; but there being a differ- 
ence of opinion on the question, I have no 
objectioa to a reference of the matter to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the bill with the 
amendment of the Senate was referred to the 
Committeé on the Judiciary. 

CATTARAUGUS AND ALLEGHANY INDIANS. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the amendments of the Senate to the pill 
(H. R. No, 2264) to authorize the Cattaraugus 
and Allegbany Indians in New York to lease 
lands and confirm leases; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I move that this bill be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. No. 694) to prevent cruelty to animals 
while in transit by railroad or other means of 
trausportation within the United States. 

The amendments of the Senate were read 
as follows: 

After “shall,” in line eight, page 2, insert “‘ know- 
ingly and willfully.’’ 
is At the end of the bill add the following new sec- 
"SEO. —. That this act shall not go into effect until 
the ist day of October, 1872. 

Mr. KERR. I move the reference of this 
bill with the amendments of the Senate to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Let the 
amendments be non-concurred in and go to a 
committee of conference. 

Mr. KERR. This is an important bill, and 
the amendments are also important. 

Mr. POTTER. The bill had better be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
It never should have come before the Housa 
without consideration by that. committee. It 
was reported in this House from. the Commit. 
tee on Agriculture. 


4320 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


June 7,. 


: Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to.a committee of conference. 
:-Mr. BROOKS: It has never been before 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, The gen- 
tleman from. Ohio, (Mr. Winson,] the chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture, is‘ not 
here now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch asthe gentleman 
from: Ohio, who is. very much interested in 
this bill, is not now.in his seat, I ask that the 
bill be permitted to retain its place on the 
Speaker’s table. 

. The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN MINNESOTA. 


. The. next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 562) in relation to settlers 
on certain Indian reservations in Minnesota; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill provides: that the act approved 
March 6, 1868, entitled “t An act for the relief 
of settlers on the Sioux Indian reservation in 
the State.of,Minnesota,’’ be so amended that 
the settlers therein provided for and the set- 
tlers on the Fort Ridgely military reservation 
in Minnesota be allowed until March 1, 1874, to 
make proof and payment for their claims. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask that this bill be 
passed. . 

The: question being taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, it was 
agreed to, (two thirds voting in favor thereof.) 


D. B. ALLEN AND COMPANY, 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 349) to provide for the 
paymentof D, B. Allen & Co. for services in 
carrying the United States mail; which was 
read a first and second time, 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. TWICHELL, This bill is to pay a 
claim of a steamship company which was 
incarred-—— 

“Mr. RANDALL. I know the bill; the 
gentleman need not explain it to me. 

The bill was read. 


Let it go 


Mr. RANDALL. Is there any report 
accompanying this bill? 
Mr. PWICHELL. Yes, sir; there is a 


report which was made in the last Congress. 

Mr, RANDALL. There ought to bo a 
report in this Congress, 

Mr. TWICHELL, This is a bill for carry- 
ing the mails in 1864 and 1865, Iam satisfied 
there is no gentleman here who would not 
vote fur the bill if he understood it; but as 
its passage would require a two-thirds vote, I 
ask that it remain on the Speaker's table for 
the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to be here 
constantly watching for this bill. I consider 
that it ought not to pass. I was a member of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on 
the passage of the bill, 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
not voting in the aflirmative) the bill was not 
passed. 

Mr. RANDALL, I now move that it be 
referred to the Committee of Claims, for it 
ig manifestly as much of a claim as anything 
ean be. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOMESTEADS TO ACTUAL SETTLERS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. 450) to secure homesteads 
sto actual settlers; which was taken up, and 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I move that that bill be 
referred to the Conimittee on the Public Lands. 
_ Mr. DUNNELL. I hope that will not be 
done, but that the bill wilt be passed, and I 
ask that it be read. 

The bill was read. 


Mr. HOLMAN. This is manifestly a very 
important bill, and as it has not been consid- 
ered by the Committee on the Public Lands, 
I hope the House will not pass it at this time. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Letit bereferred. It is 
an important bill, and changes our whole land 
system. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope it will not be 
referred. The bill substantially was drawn by 
the land department, and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office is anxious to do 
away with all preémption clauses in our land 
system and open up our public lands to home- 
steads entirely. { sincerely hope it will be 
allowed to lie on the table, where it may 
receive the examination of the committee if it 
be not passed now. 

The SPEAKER. 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
not voting in the afirmative) the bill was not 
passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no 
objection to letting the bill lie on the Speaker’s 
table. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN FLORIDA, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. 218) to create an additional 
land district in Florida; which was taken up, 
and read a first and second time: 

Mr. WALLS. I move that bill be put upon 
its passage. 

T'he bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that that portion of Florida lying east 
of the line between ranges fourteen and fifteen 
east shall constitute an additional land dis- 
trict, and shall be known as the east Florida 
district, the oflice for which shall be located 
at Jacksonville. ‘The second section provides 
that there. shall be appointed a register and 
receiver for the land district, who shall be 
entitled to the same compensation as is or 
may hereafter be prescribed by law for like 
officers of other districts. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I would 
inquire whether or not the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office recommends.it? 

Mr. WALLS. He did morethan a year ago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many land districts 
are there in Worida? 

Mr. WALLS. Only one. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 
in the affirmative, ) and the bill was passed. 

SUAWNER INDIAN LANDS, KANSAS, 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was an act (S. No. 636) to confirm sales of 
Shawnee Indian lands in Kansas, under the 
direction and with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior; which was taken up, and 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. SHANKS. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN KANSAS, 

The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. 480) concerning the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for the 
district of Kansas; which was taken up, and 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that from 
and after the passage of this act the May term 
of the circuit court and the October term of 
the district court of the United States for the 
district of Kansas shall be commenced and 
held at the city of Leavenworth, Kansas. 

Mr. LOWE. I move that bill be put on its 
passage. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 
in the affirmative, ) and the bill was passed. 
THOMAS B, STEWART AND ALEXANDER M’CONN. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (S. No. 545) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Stewart and Alexander McConn, 
of West Virginia; which was taken up, and 
read a first'and second time. : 


The first question is on 


The bill, which was read, provides that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
and required to pay to Thomas B. Stewart and 
Alexander McConn, of West Virginia, the 
sum of $1,443 36, which sum is appropri- 
ated for the purpose, to reimburse them for 
moneys actually expended and paid out by 
them in defense of a suit brought against them 
by Carlton Creighton for acts done by them 
in May, 1863, as members of the loyal militia 
of Virginia, in obedience to orders from their 
commanding officers, while the militia were 
in the actual service of the United States, 
and aiding in the suppression of the late rebel- 
lion; which suit was lately depending in, and 
determined in their favor by, the circuit court 
of the United States for the district of West 
Virginia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That bill goes further than 
we have gone heretofore in furnishing relief 
of thischaracter. This act was not done by the 
military authorities of the United States at all. 
As I understand, it is an act done by direction 
of the militia of the State. We have gone to 
the extent of relieving persons for acts done 
in their official capacity under military orders, 
but never have we gone to the extent of reliev- 
ing persons from acts done under authority of 
a State. I ask that the bill be again read, 

The bill was again read. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that this 
pill ought to go to the Committee of Claims. 
The militia of Virginia was not in a proper 
sense in the service of the United States, It 
does not appear in what capacity these persons 
were acting, What did they do? 

Mr. McGREW. The regiments to which 
these claimants belonged were, as I under- 
stand, in the actual service of the Government 
of the United States at the time this act was 
committed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under command of offi- 
cers of the United States? 

Mr. McGREW. The regiment was not 
under command of officers of the United 
States, but they were in the service. They 
had been called out to aid in suppressing a 
raid that was being made into that part of the 
State. An individual deserted from the regi- 
ment. These two claimants were detailed to 
arrest him and bring him back, and in doing 
so wounded him, as I understand, he having 
resisted the arrest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill ought to 
go to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. McGREW. I think the claim is a just 
one. These men were prosecuted by this - 
party. The suit was decided in their favor, 
and this is to refund the actual costs expended 
by them in defending themselves aguinst the 
prosecution. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds 
having voted in favor thereof,) and the bill 
was passed. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE CLAIMS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 978) for adjusting the 
claims of the State of New Hampshire. 

The billwas read. It authorizes and directs 
the proper officers of the Treasury to adjust 
and pay any just claims made by the State of 
New Hampshire, or of the towns and cities 
of ‘said State, upon assignments taken for 
bounty money advanced to volunteers by the 
towns and cities of said State, in accordance 
with an agreement made with the Governor of 
the State of New Hampshire by the Provost 
Marshal General of the United States, acting 
under the direction and authority of the Sec- 
retary of War; provided, that no payment 
shall be made in any case of desertion. 

_ Mr. BELL. Task that this bill be put upon 
its passage. 

Mr. COBURN. I should like to hear some 
explanation of the bill from the gentleman 
from New Hampshire. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask thatit be again read. 

The bill was again read, 
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Mr. HOLMAN.. I will state what is the 
ground for the objections to this bill. An 
arrangement was made in 1864, it is alleged, 
between the Secretary of War and the State 
of New Hampshire, that the State might 
advance the money 'to pay the bounties. The 
effect was to give the State of New Hampshire 
an advantage over all the other States in refer- 
ence to the bounty. 

A second objection is that the Government 
was not able to carry this provision into effect, 
but that many of these soldiers, perhaps the 
larger portion of them, we do not know how 
many, were paid their bounties at the time 
they were. discharged from service; as it was 
practically impossible to tell which had re- 
ceived their bounties. from the State of New 
Hampshire and which had not. It is for this 
reason that the measure has been delayed 
from year to year. I think the bill should 


go to the Committee of Claims for further 
LT 


examination. : 

Mr. COBURN. This matter has been re- 
ferred in a bill of the House to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and they arẹ now consid- 
ering it. It strikes me as being possibly a just 
claim, But it is now in the hands of a sub- 
committee of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, They have not yet reported. The 
matter, I think, is of sufficient importance to 
require further examination. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The same subject is in the 
Committee of Claims, and has been for the 
last three or four years, . 

Mr. COBURN. It involves an expenditure 
of thirty or forty thousand dollars; I cannot 
state the precise amount. Our committee is 
not yet ready to report. upon-it; but at the 
next call we will no doubt be ready to do so. 

Mr. HIBBARD. If the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Copury] will permit me, I will 
state that the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
Srovcuroy,] who had the matter in charge 
as a member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and investigated it, informed me that 
he had no objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. COBURN. It has not been reported 
to the committee, and there has been no action 


on it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill should go 
to the Committee of Claims, which has had 
charge of the matter. I move that it be so 
referred. 

Mr. COBURN. I move to amend that 
motion by making the reference to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill 
was accordingly referred to the. Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY, 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was Senate bill No. 774, to declare the true 
intent and meaning of section two of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,” approved March 2, 1867. : 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 


powers and jurisdictions granted to the sev- | 


eral circuit courts of the United States, or any 
justice thereof, by section two of an act en- 
titled “An act to establish æ uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States,”’ 
approved March 2, 1867, may be exercised in 
any district in which the powers or jurisdiction 
of a cireuit court have been or may be conferred 
on the district court for such district, as if 
such powers or jurisdiction had been conferred 
on such district court, it being the true intent 
and meaning of said- act that the system of 
bankruptey thereby established shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 

Mr. MERCUR. I move that this bill be 
passed. - ` : ; 5 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. : 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
42p Cong. 2p Sess.— No. 271. 


SON, one of its clerks, announeed thatthe Sen: 
ate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 984) grant- 
ing the right of way. through the public lands 
to.the Denver and Rio Grande Railway Com- 
pany. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed a resolution for printing addi- 
tional copies of so much of the ninth census 
as relates to the statistics of agriculture for 
the use of the Commissioner of Agriculture ; 


in which the concurrence of the House was 


requested. : 
TARIFF AND TAX BILE... : 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts, by unani- 
mous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read and, under the law, 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be compiled and printed, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, for the use of the two Houses of Congress and 
the Treasury Department, five thousand copies of 
the tariff and tax Jaw, approved June 7, 1872. 


CIVIL RIGHTS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 99, to declare and enforce 
the civil rights of citizens of the United States. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that whoever, being a corporation or 
natural person, and owner or in charge of any 
public inn or of any place of public amusement 
or entertainment, for which a license from any 
legal authorily is required, or of any line of 
stage-coaches, railroad, or other means of pub- 
lic carriage of passengers or freight, shall’ make 


any distinction as to treatment or accommoda. - 


tion therein of any citizen of the United States 
because of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude, shall, on conviction thereof, be 
fined not less than $500 nor more than $5,000 


| for each offense, and the person or corpora- 


tion so offending shall be liable to the citizens 
thereby injured in damages to be recovered in 
an action of debt. 

The second section provides that offenses 
under this act and actions to recover damages 
may be prosecuted before any territorial, dis- 
trict, or circuit court of the United States bav- 
ing Jurisdiction of crimes at the place where 
the offense was charged to have been commit- 
fed, with aright of appeal, or to have a writ of 
error in any case to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, 

Mr. PERCE. I move that this bill be passed. 

Mr. POLAND. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to this bill. I will say that I have con- 
ferred with several gentlemen on both sides of 
the House, and the opinion seems to be very 
uniform that the penalty that is provided in 
this bill is more severe than it ought to be, 
especially that the minimum of the penalty 
should be struck out.. The bill provides that 
there shall be a penalty of not less than $500 
and not. more than $5,000. I propose to 
amend the bill so that it shall provide a pen- 
alty not exceeding $1,000, and to leave itin 
the discretion of whatever court may be called 
upon to impose the penalty to impose any 
sum less than $1,000, down to the very small- 
est amount. I apprehend that, as everybody 
is in favor of a civil rights bill, all the can- 
didates, and all the platforms, so far as we 
know, are in favor of it, this bill will pass 
without objection. 

Mr. POTTER. Will the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Poran] allow the limit to be 
fixed at $100 instead of $1,000? 

Mr. POLAND. I cannot. There may be 
a case where the circumstauces would require 
a severe penalty, a penalty of considerable 
severity. There may be-cases that would be 
infractions of the law where the very smallest 
penalty would suffice. I think we may safely 
trust this to the discretion of the courts. that 
have these penalties to impose, if we leave 
them with the right to go to the very smallest 
sum. that the law recognizes, 

Mr. BECK. What isthe minimum provided? 


Mr. POLAND. - None: at. call.: I- pro- 
pose by my. amendment that the fine shall not 
exceed $1,000, leaving the sum entirely in the 
discretion of the court, only that it shall be 
below that amount. ; Bae a 

Mr. BROOKS. Has the. gentleman: from 
Vermont any objection to changing. the title 
by striking out the words ‘civil rights’ and 
inserting the words ‘social rights?” ’ 

Mr. POLAND. -I am not aware that there 
is anything in the bill that requires any such 
change in the title. : 

Mr. BROOKS. Does the gentleman object 
to that amendment? - 

Mr. POLAND. An amendment of the 
title? h ; 

Mr. BROOKS. To change it from “ civil 
rights ” to ‘ social rightss.”? 

--Mr. POLAND. There is nothing in the 
bill in relation to sdcial rights, 

Mr. BROOKS. .There is nothing in the 
bill in relation to civil rights that every col- 
ored person does not now possess. 

Mr. POLAND. The bill is to protect them 
by means of a penalty. 

Mr. BROOKS... They are now already pro- 
tected under the common law, everywhere. 
They have the same rights that ‘I have, and 
I am willing to give them all the rights that I 

ave. aos 
Mr. BECK. Has the amendment been 
agreed to? : : 

The SPEAKER. The, motion of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. PoranD] is that 
the bill pass with the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I will state the object of my 
inquiry. No one on this side has any objec- 
tion to the amendment, though there may be 
objections to the bill, 

The SPEAKER. The vote on the amend- 
ment and on the passage of the bill. must be 
taken together. 
' Mr. DAWES, 
adopted first? 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the suspension 
of the rules you must take both or none. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
to considering the bill as before the House, 
then the first question — 

Mr. RANDALL and several others. There 
is no objection. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be unan- 
imous consent that the amendment may be 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER. There will be nothing 
gained by that, as the question must then be 
upon the passage of the bill as amended, 

Mr. POLAND.. If gentlemen on the other 
side desire to vote first oh the amendment [ 
am perfectly willing. se 

The SPEAKER. The House is now pro- 
ceeding in the consideration of business upon 
the Speaker’s table with the understanding that 
a suspension of the rules shall be necessary to 
dispose of any bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. By unanimous con- 
sent the amendment might be ingrafted on 
the bill and afterward the vote be taken on 
the passage of the bill as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The bill must either be 
before the House or not. If the biil is con- 
sidered before the House for the purpose of 
amendment, it must be considered before the 
House for the purpose of passage. ‘ 

Mr. BECK. Then I object to its coming 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont is to pass the bill with 
the amendment. . 

Mr. POLAND. Gentlemen on the other 
side seem desirous (aud I wish to accommo- 
date them in this matter) to vote upon the 
amendment first, and if they can arrange with 
the Speaker any way in which a- vote can be 
had I have no objection. - WEP sis 

The SPEAKER. As a two-thirds: vote 
would afterward be necessary on- the: passage 
of the bill, the gentleman from Vermont will 
see that he would gain nothing: by that course. 


Cannot the amendment be 
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Mr. POLAND. I do not expect to gain 
anything. If there is anything to be gained 
in this matter, I suppose it is to be gained by 
gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. If we should consent 
to vote on the amendment first, would the bill 
then be: considered. as before the House so 
that it could be passed without a two-thirds 
vote? ; : 

» The SPEAKER. The Chair would so rule. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. We have no objection 
to having the amendment voted upon and 
madea part of the bill if the bill shall then 
occupy the same position it now does. 

Several MEMBERS, Oh, no. 

Mr. POLAND. Itake it that nothing is 
tobe gained by voting on the amendment first. 

The SPEAKER, Nothing at all, : 
ooMr POLAND. Therefore I call for a vote 
on my motion to suspend rules and pass the 
bill with the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. Am I right in 
understanding that the amendment applies to 
all the provisions of the bill, so that for any 
violation of its provisions the penalty shall not 
exceed $1,000, and there shall be no min- 
imum? 

Mr. POLAND. The gentleman understands 
it correctly. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular 


order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
suspension of the rules to pass the bill with 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Vermont. 
~ Mr. RANDALL, I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 86, nays 73, not voting 
81; a8 follows: 


LYDAS-~Messra. Ames, 
Bevoridge, Austin Blair, Buckley, Buiinton, Burch- 
ard, Benjamin F, Butler, Roderick R. Butlor, 
Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Darrall, Dawos, 

onnan, Daell Dunneli, Eames, Farnsworth, Fink- 
olnburg, ‘Charles Poster, Garfield, Harmer, George 
i Harris, avons, Hawley, Joha W, Hazelton, Hill, 

Tony, Hooper, Loughton, dolloge, Ketcham, Lam- 

ort, Gowo. McCrary, MeGrow, Medunkin, Mercur, 
Mirena MONON, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Orr, 
Packard, Packar, Palmer, Pendleton, Porce, Aaron 
E. Porry, Petors, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Elis iL 
Roberta, Rusk, Sawyor, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, 
Shollabarger, H, Boardman smith, duhn A. Smith, 
Thomas d Spoer, Sprague, Starkweathor, Stevenson, 
Strong, Sypher, hoine, Washington Townsend, 


Turner, Twichol, Tynor, Wakeman, Walden, Wal- | 


dron, Walla, Whiteley, Willard, Wilhams of Indi- 
ann, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T, Wilson—so. 

NAYS-—-Messra. Ackor, Adama, Archor, Arthur, 
Beck, Biggs, Bird, James Q. Blair, Braxton, Brooks, 
Caldwell, Campbell, -Carroll, Comingo, Conner, 
Critcher, Crossland, Dox, Da Bose, Duke, Nldrede, 
Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garrott, Getz, Giddings, 
Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Haneock, Haud- 
ley, Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, Horeford, Hib- 
bard, Holman, Kendall, Kerr, King, kamison, Man- 
son, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, Mellenry, 
Mefntyre, Merrick, Morgan, Niblack, Price, Ran- 
dall, Read, Mdward Y. Rico, Ritehio, William R. 
Roberts, Sion H. Rogers, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, 
Slocum, Stevens, Storm, Swann, Terry, Tuthill, Van 
Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Warren, Wolls, Wil- 
liams of New York, and Winchester—7s. 

NOT VOTING—Mesars. Ambler, Averill, Barnum, 
Barry, Bell, Bigby, Bingham, Boles, Bright, Burdett, 
Clarke, Cobb, Coghlan, Cox, Orebs, Creely, Davis, 
De Large, Dickey, Wiiott, bly, Barwell, Wilder D. 
Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Grilith, Hale, Halsey, Hay, 
Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Herndon, Kelley, Kil- 
linger, Kinsella, Lansing, Leneb, Lewis, Lynch, 
Maynard, McKee, McKinney, MeNeely, Benjamin 
E. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Negley, Hosea 
W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Bli Perry, Platt, 
Porter, Potter, John M: Rice, Robinson, John Rog- 
ers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Shoo- 
maker, Sosa, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Sny- 
der, R, Milton Speer, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, 
Sathberland, Tafe, Dwight Townsend, Upson, Voor- 
bees, Wallace, Wheeler, Whitthorne, Wood, and 
Young—81, 


So (two thirds not having voted in the affirm- 
ative) the rules were not suspended, and the 
bill was not passed, 

During the vote,. 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. stated that he was 
paired with Mr. Seevey, of New York, who if 
present would vote in the affirmative, while 
he would: vote in the negative, 

Mr. NIBLACK stated that his colleague, 


Banks, Barber, Beatty, | 


it 
Mr. Vooruess, was paired with Mr. STOUGHTON; 


of Michigan, who would vote in the affirmative, 
while his colleague would vote in-the nega- 
tive. i ` 

Mr. MeCLELLAND stated that his col- 
league, Mr. Speer, was'paired with his other 
colleague, Mr. Kinuincer,and while the latter 
would vote in the affirmative, the former would 
vote in the negative. ` 

. Mr: MARSHALL stated that his colleague, 
Mr. McNexty, was paired with Mr. McK ze, of 
Mississippi, and his other colleague, Mr, CREBS, 
-was paired with Mr. Dickey, and while Mr. 
Dickey and Mr. McKes would vote in the 
affirmative, .his two colleagues would vote in 
the negative. 

Mr. ROGERS,,.of New York, stated that he 
was paired with Mr, Lyncu, of Maine, who 
would vote in the affirmative, while he would 
vote in the negative. 

Mr. STORM stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Grirritu, who was detained at home by sick- 
ness, was paired with his other colleague, Mr. 
Scorre.p, who would vote in the’ affirmative, 
while Mr. Gnrirvrra would vote in the nega- 
tive. - 

Mr. ADAMS stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Rios, was detained from the House by sick- 
ness, aud if present would vote in the nega- 


tive. 

Mr. ELDREDG E stated that his colleague, 
Mr. MITCHELL, was paired with Mr. FARWELL, 
and while the latter would vote in the affirm- 
ative, his colleague would vote in the nega- 
tive, 

Mr. NEGLEY stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Woon, of New York, who would vote 
in the negative, while he would vote in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, stated that he 
was paired with Mr. Barnum, who would vote 
in the negative, while he would vote in the 
aflirmative. 

Mr. BEATTY stated that his colleague, 
Judge Amnier, who was absent on account 
of sickness, was paired with Mr. ROBINSON, 
of Hlinois, who would vote in the negative, 
while his colleague would vote in the affirm- 
ative. 

Mr. STEVENSON stated that Mr. Cox, of 
New York, was still confined to his room by 
severe illness. 

Mr. PERCE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Mckte, was paired with Mr. McNreny, of 
Illinois, and that if present he would vote in 
the afirmative. 

Mr. PECK stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Davis, of West Virginia, who would vote 
in the negative, while he would vote in the 
afirmative, 

Mr. DUNNELLE stated that his colleague, 
Mr. AVERILL, was detained from the House 
by sickness. 

Mr. CONGHR stated that his colleague, 
General Stoveirox, who was necessarily ab- 
sent, was paired with Mr. Voonunes, and that 
if present he would vote in the afirmative. 

Mr, MONROE stated that bis colleague, 
Mr. Upson, was paired with his other col- 
leagne, Mr. MoKiıxxer, who would vote in 
the negative, while Mr. Upson would vote in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. MERRIAM stated that his colleague, 
Mr. WHEELER, was paired with Mr. LEACH. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, stated that he 
was paired with his colleague, Mr. Surer- 
LAND. 

Mr. TAFFE stated that he was paired with 
Mr. BARNUM. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, stated that his 
colleague, Mr. Barry, who was absent on ac- 
count of sickness, would, if present, vote in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. GIDDINGS stated that his colleague, 
Mr. HERNDON, was paired with Mr. Morey, 
who would vote in the affirmative, while his 
colleague would votein the negative. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE.. I was paired with 
Mr. Hays, of Alabama, for two days, but I 


find that he is not present this morning, and as 
a personal friend, I do not liketo put him in a 
false position, and I therefore withdraw my 
vote. 

The vote was then 
recorded. ; 

Mr. POLAND. I now modify my amend- 
ment so as to provide that the penalty shall 
not exceed $100 instead of $1,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular 
order. , 

The SPEAKER. ` An amendment having 
already been allowed to be offered to the bill, 
the Chair does not consider that what is now 
proposed by the gentleman from Vermont 
{Mr. PoLanpD] is a violation of order. 

Mr. POLAND. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the bill be passed with an 
amendment, fixing the maximum penalty at 
$100 instead of $1,000, with no minimum. 
if I may be permitted, I would state to the 
House-——— 

Mr. BROOKS. I object to debate, unless 
Iam permitted also to say something upon this 
subject before the motion is voted on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a 
right to object to debate. 

The question having been put, the Speaker 
announced that on a viva voce division it ap- 
peared to the Chair that two thirds had not 
voted aflirmatively. 

Mr. POLAND demanded the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were— 
ayes 27, noes 68. . i P 

So (more than one fifth having voted in the 
affirmative) the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 83, nays 73; not voting 84, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Banks, Barber, Beatty, 
Beveridge, Austin Blair, Buckley, Buflinton, Bureh- 
ard, Roderick R. Butler, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, 
Crocker, Darrail, Dawes, Donnan, Ducil, Dunnell, 
Eames, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, 
Garfield, Harmer, George E. Harris, Havens, Haw- 
ley, Ilay, Jobn W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, 
Jloughton, Kellogg, Ketcham, Lamport, Lowe, Me- 
Crary, McGrew, MeJuukin, Mercur, Merriam, 
Monroe, Leonard Myers, Packard, Packer, Pal- 
wer, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron R. Perry, Poters, 
Poland, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, Elis H. Roberts, 
Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shollaburger, 
H. Boardman Smith, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stevenson, Strong, Sypher, Tafe, 
Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, 
Yyner, Walden, Waldron, Walls, Whiteley, Wil- 
lard, Williams of Indiana, Jeromiah M. Wilson, and 
John T. Wilson—83. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beek, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, | Braxton, 
Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Comingo, Con- 
ner, Criteher, Crossland, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, bid- 
redge, Korker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Gid- 
dings, Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, 
Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T., Harris, Hereford, 
Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, 
Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, Me- 
Henry, McIntyre, Merrick, Morgan, Niblack, Price, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, Ritchie, William 
R. Roberts, Sion H. Rogers, Sherwood, Shober, 
Slater, Slocum, Stevens, Storm, Swann, ‘Terry, 
Tuthill, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Warren, 
Wells, Williams of New York, and Winches- 


ter—73. 

NOL VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Bar- 
num, Barry, Bell, Bigby, Bingham, Boles, Bright, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Clarke, Cobb, Cogh- 
lan, Cox, Orebs, Creely, Davis, De Large, Dickey, 
Elliott, ly, Farwell, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Good- 
rich, Grifith, Hale, Halsey, Hays, Gerry W., Hazel- 
ton, Herndon, Kelley, Killinger, Kinsella, Lansing, 
Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Maynard, McKee, MeKin- 
ney, McNeely, Benjamin. F. Meyers, ` Mitchell, 
Moore, Morey, Morphis, Negloy, Orr, Hosen 
Parker, Isaac C, Parker, Peek, Eli Perry, Platt, 
Porter, John M. Rice, Robinson, John Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Shoe- 
maker, Sloss, John A. Smith, Worthington ©. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Stoughton, Sto- 
well, St. John, Sutherland, Dwight Townsend, 
Upson, Voorhees, Wakeman, Wallace, Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, Wood, and Young—84. 


So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended. 

During the call of the roll the following an- 
nouncements were made; 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. I am paired with 
Mr. SueLey, of New York. If he was here 
he would vote “ay,” and I wonld vote “ no.” 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan. I am paired 
with my colleague, Mr, SUTHERLAND. | would 
vote ‘‘ay,’’ and he would vote ‘‘no.’’ : 

The SPEAKER. | The Chair would suggest 


announced as above 
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that the pairs already announced on this bill 
need not be repeated. : 

The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. ` 

The SPEAKER. Therules not having been 
suspended on the passage of the bill, itremains 
upon the Speaker's table. : 


DENVER AND RIO GRANDE RAILWAY. 
Mr. KETCHAM. Irise to presenta confer- 


ence report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The conference committee on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendmenis to the 
bill (S. No, 984) granting the right of way through 
the public lands to the Denver and Rio Grande Rail- 
way Company having met, after full and free con- 
ference, have agreed to recommend, and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their disagreemont 
to the amendments of the House in lines seven and 
twelve, and agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from the disagreement to 
the amendment of the House adding a proviso to 
theend of the bill, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: 

Tù the third line of the first proviso 
word "four ” and insert the word “‘ 

Strike out the second 
lowing: 

Provided, further, That the said Denver and Rio 
Grande Railway Company is hereby recognized as a 
lawful corporation from the date of its incorporation 
under the laws of Colorado, and all the powers, privi- 
leges, and franchises by said laws conferred upon 
said company are hereby expressly ratified, con- 
firmed, and legalized as existing from the said date 
of incorporation; but beyond such recognition, rati- 
fication, and confirmation of and to said company, 
this act shail not be construed as affirming or deny- 
ing the rights of Territories to pass laws for the in- 
corporation of railroad companies. 

J, H. KELCHAM, 
W. TOWNSEND, 
. T. BIGGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JOHN SCOTT 
STEWART, 
ER : 


strike out the 
W five” 
proviso and insert the fol- 


WILLIAM. M. 
HENRY COOPER, 
Managera on the part of the Senate. 

. The report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 

Mr. KETCHAM moved to reconsider the 

vote by which the report was agreed to; and 

also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENFORCEMENT ACT. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 656, to extend the pro- 
visions of the fourth section. of an act approved 
April 20, 1871. : 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
provisions of the fourth section of the act 
approved April 20, 1871, entitled ‘‘ An act to 
enforce the provisions of the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, 
and for other purposes,” shall continue in 
force until the end of the next regular session 
of Congress. 

Mr. PERCE. 
passed. 

Mr. KERR and Mr. RANDALL called for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 56, nays 89, not voting 95; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Beatty, Buckley, Buffinton, Roder- 
ick R. Butler, Coburn, nig. brine ea Dawes, Duell, 
Dunneil, Charles Foster, Harmer, George EK. Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, 
Houghton, Lamport, McGrew, McJunkin, Mercur, 
Merriam, Monroe, Leonard Myers, Orr, Packard, 
Packer, Palmer, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, 
Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Saw-* 
yer, Sessions, Shanks, Shellabarger, H. Boardman 
Smith, John A. S 


I move that this bill be 


Smith, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevenson. Vashington Townsend, Turner, Twicheli, 
Tyner, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Williams of 
Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. Wil- 
son—56. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, James G.Blair, 
Braxton, Brooks, Burchard, Caldwell, Campbell, Car- 
roll, Comingo, Conner, Cotton, Critcher, Crossland, 
Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eldredge, . Farns- 
worth, Finkelnburg, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Gar- 
field, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Gollsday, Haldeman, 
Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, 
John T. Harris, Hay, Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, 
Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, Manson, 
Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, MeCrary, Me- 
Henry, Mcintyre, Merrick, Morgan, Morphis, Nib- 


lack, Peters, Potter, Price, Randall, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, Ritchie, Sion I. Rogers, Sherwood, Shober, 
Slocum, Stovens, Storia, Strong. Swann, Terry, 
Are Uae aE Ware 

ells. iteley, itthdrne, Willard, Williams of 
New York, and Winchester—89. E 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, 
Banks, Barber, Barnum, Barry, Beveridge. Bigby, 
Bingham, Boles, Bright. Burdett, Benjamin F. But- 
ler, Clarke, Cobb, Coghlan, Cox, Crebs, Creely, 
Darrall, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Eames, Elliott, 
Ely, Farwell, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Goodrich, 
Griffith, Hale, Halsey, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Herndon, Hooper, Kelley, Keteham, Killinger, Kin- 
sella, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lowe, Lynch. May- 
nard, McKee, McKinney, MeNeely, Benjamin F, 
Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Negley, Hosea W. 
Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peek, Eli Perry, Platt, 
Porter, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Robin- 
son, John Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Sco- 
field, Seeley, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Slater, Sloss, 
Worthington ©. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton 
Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stoughton, Stowell, St. 
John, Sutherland, Sypher, Tatfe, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Upson, Voorhees, Wallace, Walls, 
Wheeler, Wood, and Young—9%, 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended; and the bill 
was accordingly returned to its place on the 


Speaker’s table. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS said: On this question 
Iam paired with Mr. SEELEY, of New York, 
who, if present, would vote in the affirmative, 
while I would vote in the negative. 

Mr. MeCLELLAND. My colleagues, Mr. 
R. M. Speer and Mr. KILLINGER, are paired 
on this question; Mr. SPEER, if present, would 
vote in the negative, and Mr. KILLINGER would 
vote in the athrmative. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I am paired 
on this question with Mr. Baryun, of Con- 
necticut. If present, he would vote in the 
negative, and I would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to state that Mr. 
Sroventon, my colleague, is paired with Mr. 
Voorueses, of Indiana. If present, my col- 
league would vote in the affirmative, and Mr. 
Voorness in the negative. 

Mr. MONROE. I desire to state that Mr. 
Upson and Mr. McKinney, my colleagues, 
are paired on this question. If present, Mr. 
Upsow would not vote in the affirmative, and 
Mr. McKiyney in the negative. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan. I am paired 
on this question with Mr. SUTHERLAND, my 
colleague, who, if present, would vote in the 
affirmative, and I would vote in the negative. 

Mr. NEGLEY. On this question I am 
paired with Mr. Woop, of New York, who, if 
present, would vote in the negative, and I 
would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. STORM. On this question Mr. Grir- 
FITH and Mr. SCOFIELD, my colleagues, are 
paired. If present, Mr. GRIFFITH would vote 
in the negative, and Mr. SCOFIELD in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I am requested to 
state that Mr. Cox, of New York, is still 
detained from his seat by sickness. 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 

L AMELIA FOSTER. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was Senate bill No. 1063, granting a pension 
to L. Amelia Foster. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of L. Amelia 
Foster, widow of George Foster, late acting 
major of the sixty-seventh regiment of New 
York volunteers, and to pay her a pension as 
the widow of a major in lieu of the pension 
of a widow of a captain, which she is now 
receiving. 

The rules were saspended, (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof,) and the bill was passed. 


J. W. CRONKITE, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 1064, granting a pension 
to J. W. Cronkite. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 


T 


roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
| of the pension laws, the name of J: W. Cron- 
kite, late acting lieutenant colonel of the one 
hundred and twenty-first. regiment New York 
volunteers, and: to pay. him a pension as: a 
lieutenant colonel, in lieu of his pension as 
major. 2 E : 

‘The rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof,) and the bill was passed. | 


CATHERINE CROWELL, > 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 1149) granting a pension 
to Catherine Crowell; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place upon the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Catherine Crowell, 
widow of William Crowell, late a private in 
company G, eighteenth regiment Kentucky 
volunteers, and to pay her a private’s pension 
from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two thirds voting in favor thereof. 


ABIGAIL RYAN. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No, 1150) granting a pension 
to Abigail Ryan, widow of Thomas Ryan; 
which was read a first and second time: 

The bill authorizesand directs the Secretary 
ofthe Interior to place upon the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Abigail Ryan, 
whose name is now upon the pension-roll, and 
pay her a pension of two dollars per: month 
from the passage of this act for her minor 
child under sixteen years of age. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed: and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
(two thirds voting in favor thereof.) 

THIRTEENTH TENNESSEE CAVALRY. 

The next business on the Speaker's table was 
the bill (S. No. 1168) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to remove the charge of desertion 
from certain soldiers of the thirteenth Ten- 
nessee cavalry,” approved April 10, 1869; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. COBURN. I suggest that this bill be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
. Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. I hope not. 
There is a report from the Senate committee. 

Mr, COBURN, We have not had any 
chance to investigate the case. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee. Let the report 
be read. 


Mr. McCRARY. Is an amendment in 
order? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 


Mr. MeCRARY. I move toamend by add- 
ing the following as a new section; 

Sxc. 2. That whenever it shall be made to appear 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War that any 
soldier of the Union Army was, during therebellion, 
captured by the rebel forces and confined in_ prison, 
and that while in such confinement such soldier was 
so maltreated as to cndavger his life, and that such 
soldier joined or agreed to Join the enemy for the pur- 
pose of escaping from such imprisonment, and that 
he has never actually engaged in service against the 
United States, itshall be the duty of the said Secre- 
tary of War to remove from such soldier all eharges 
of desertion, and to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge and the pay to which such dischargo-would 
entitle him. 


The SPEAKER. . The question is on sug: 
pending the rules to pass the bill with the 
amendment just offered. : 

The question being taken, it was decided in 
the negative—ayes forty-one, noes not counted. 

Mr. COBURN. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCRARY. If the bill be referred, » 
will my amendment accompany it? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

-The motion.of Mr. Copury: was agreed to; 
and the bill and amendment were referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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v. oS REIMBURSEMENT OF KENTUCKY, 
_ “SEhé next ‘business: on the Speaker’s table 
was the’ bill (S. No. 1054) to reimburse the 
Staté of Kentucky for moneys expended for 
the: United States’ in enrolling, subsisting, 
élothing, supplying, arming, equipping, pay- 
ing, and transporting militia forces to aid in 
suppressing the tebellion. 

Mrs GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope this bill 
will be referred ito the-Committee on Appro- 
priations. o ; 

“Mr. McHENRY. I hope it will be consid- 
ered now. 

` Thë bill was read. The first section author- 
izes and directs the Secretary of the. Treasury 
to cause to be examined, settled, and paid any 
proper claims of the State of Kentucky for 
money expended by that State in enrolling, 
subsisting, clothing, and paying such forces of 
Kentucky as were called into service in that 
State after August 24, 1861, to act in concert 
with the United States forces in the suppres- 
sion of the late rebellion. 

‘The second section provides that the exam- 
ination, settlement, and payment shall be had 
and made by,the proper oflicers of the Treas- 
ury Department upon the principles and con- 
ditions and under the limitations stated and 
provided in the act. of Congress approved 
April 17, 1866, entitled ‘An act to reimburse 
the. State of Missouri for moneys expended 
for the. United States in. enrolling, equipping, 
and provisioning militia forces to aid in sup- 
pressing. the rebellion.” i 

The third section appropriates $1,000,000 
to pay such sums as shall be found due the 
State of Kentucky, to be paid upon such set- 
oo to the duly authorized agents of the 

tate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Tobserve there 
is an appropriation of $1,000,000. 

Mr. McHENRY. There is an appropria- 
tion, and if I am allowed I will make a brief 
explanation. : 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will reserve 
my poni of order till I hear the gentleman’s 
explanation. 

: Mri McHENRY. Mr. Speaker, during the 
war the condition of Kentucky was such that 
it became necessary for the United States Gov- 
ernment to raise twenty thousand troops for 
the defense of that State. They were United 
States troops, and were raised for the express 
purpose of defending the State of Kentueky, 
and guarding the rear of the army of the 
Cumberland. They were recruited in the 
State of Kentucky, and were to all intents and 
purposes United States forces. The exigencies 
of the servide required they should be put 
under the control of the officers who took 
them outof the State. Then itbecame neces- 
sary for the State of Kentucky to raise troops 
not for her own protection alone, but to guard 
the United States property and hold military 
positions in the State. ‘These troops were 
not mustered into the United States service, 
although under the control of United States 
officers, . 

1 will have read a letter from General Sher- 
mun, wherein he states that by reason of these 
troops he was successful in his march to the 
sea, and it was at his instance as a United 


States officer these troops weré raised, and he’ 


requested the Governor of the State to get up 
a force: to protect his rear. 

This bill, sir, is similar to one passed for 
the State of Indiana, and is nearly similar to 
one passed for the State of Ohio, and is sim- 
ilar to one passed for the State of Missouri, 
and to one which: came in from the Senate 
yesterday for the State of Kansas which passed 
this House in March last. The difference is 
that we do not send outa conimission for the 
‘purpose of ascertaining the amount claimed 
by Kentucky. In-this respect the bill is not 
as favorable for Kentucky as bills for the 
other States. It requires the vouchers shall 
be made out and approved in the War Depart- 
ment, and by the accounting officers of the 


Treasury, and we have vouchers made and 
approved, now on file, for an amount of more 
than half a million dollars. : : tad 

We in Kentucky considered under the law 
of 1861 we were entitled without further 
legislation to the money, and that anrount. of 
vouchers ‘has been proved and established in 
the War Department. The claim is approved 
by the Secretary of War, and it was directed 
to be paid:’ The Secretary of the Treasury, 
however, construed the law that it did not 
apply unless the troops were absolutely mus- 
tered into the service of the United States. 
We differed with him, and the question was 
carried to the Supreme Court, where it was 
decided that the Secretary of War was right. 

J ask to have read the letters of General 
Sherman and General Burbridge. 

- The Clerk read as follows: = 
_ + Wasuinerton, D. C., June 30, 1871. 

I certify that, prior to beginning the Atlanta 
campaign, I sent for Governor Brumiette, of Ken- 
tucky, to come to mo in Nashvilic, and in May or 
April, 1864, revealed to him the plans and purposes 
of the exampaign, and that I expected him, as the 
Executive of Kentucky, to guard and protect. our 
lines of supply, all of which came through Ken- 
tucky, and to guard against raids or invasions from 
the cast or wost, fle expressed his perfect willing- 
ness to do. so, and on the whole our lines wore pro- 
tected, and our success was thereby encouraged and 
insured. My route, as is well known, wus to Savan- 
nuh, Georgia, and thence to Washington, District 
ot Columbia; so tbat Jdid not again see Governor 
Bramlette till the war was over, and was never able 
to ascertain how or in what manner he disposed of 
his State militia to the cad proposed; bat I do re- 
gard his efforts as meritorious to the cause of the 
United Staves: to a high degree, 

i W. 'T. SHERMAN, General. 


Ciry or Wasiineron, D. C., April 2, 1869. 


This is to certify that Iam a eitizen of the State 
of Kentucky, and in 1864 and 1865 I was a brigadier 


j) general of volunteers, aud in command of tho dis- 


trict of Kentucky; and while in command of said 
district (rom April, 1864, to the summer of 1865) L 
employed in the United States service the capital 
guards and other Staje guards to take the place of 
and do the services required by, the United States 
troops under my command, at various times, and 
the organizations aforesaid did perforin guard and 
picket duty whilo L was absent with my command 
on expeditions against rebel organizations in eastern 
Kentacky, Tonnessce, and Saltville, Virginia. 

They were nooessarily employed by meand if 
they had not been furnished L should. have been 
compelled to have kept a much larger force of 
United States troops stationed in Kentucky to per- 
form that service, which would have defeated many 
pf.the expeditions which wero successfully made, 
Lhe Governor of Kentucky furnished the capital 
and other State guardson my order, and the expense 
incurred on account of subsistence, transportation, 
and ordyance, Was necessary and for the benefit of 
the United States, and could not, at that time, have 
beon dispensed with. ‘Tho expenditures, therefore, 
charged to the United States in-theeighth and ninth 
installments of tho war claim of Kentucky were 
properly chargoaklo to tho United States as a neces- 
sity, and the State of Kentucky should be reimbursed 
for tle expenditures thus made. 

I have no interest whatever in this matter, and 
make this statement to vindicate the mitstary his- 
tory of my eommand,’ fi panes 

' S. @. BURBRIDGE,; 
Late Major General United Stutes Army.. 


‘Mr. M¢CHENRY. I wish to say this in addi- 
tion, that when this proposition Was brought 
up at the other end of the Capitol there was 
some objection to the manner in which: the 
preposition was framed. ‘That was the same 
proposition I referred to the Committee. on 
Military Affairs, After elaborate argument 
and a full understanding of the case, this bill 
was drafted by the gentleman who made the 
original objection. aud. passed. through the 
Senate with perfect unanimity. 


that this bill has not been referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and I ask that 
it be put upon its passage, because itis a mat- 
ter just to my State, the proposition being 
exactly the same as both Houses have already 
voted in regard to other States. [feel that. 
there can be no reasonable objection to the 
passage of the bill. I do wot make this 
motion because the bill will not stand any 
scrutiny whatever from any committee, but 
because we have not time now. to have. it: 
referred to a committee, and because the 


i money is due to the State of Kentucky; and 


. I make that statement in view of the fact | 


has been due for. several years, and its pay- 
ment ought not to be farther delayed. I hope, 
sir, the bill will pass without opposition. - If, 
however, any gentleman is not satisfied; I will 
take pleasure in giving any explanation or 
answering any questions in regard: to: it, as [ 
hold in my hand all the orders and affidavits 
connected with the claim, and-whieh show it 
to be as meritorious as any claim, against the 
Government. © ` Rig AN TA EES er 
The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
passed, = 5 onoo? ` 
> MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, i 
_A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
son, one of its clerks, informed the House 
that the Senate insists on its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. No. 1671) making appropriations 
for the construction, preservation, and repairs 
of certain fortifications and works of defense, 
disagreed to, by the Hone of Representatives, 
and agreed to the conference asked by the 
House ‘on the disagreeing votes of ‘the two 
Houses, aud ‘had appointed Mr. Cors, Mr. 
Conkiing, and Mr. STEVENSON, managers of 
the conference on the part of the Senate. ` 
The message further announced that the 
Senate insisted on: its amendments to the bill 
(H. R, No. 2208) making appropriations for 
the repair, preservation, aid completion of 
certain public. works on rivers.and harbors, 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, agreed to the con- 
ference asked by tbe House on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Cranp er, Mr. BUCKINGHAM, and 
Mr. Vickers, conferees. on the part of tho 
Senate, 
SOLDIERS’ AND SAILORS HOMESTEADS. 


Fhe next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No.. 1153) to amend: an. act 
relating to soldiers’ and sailors’ homesteads. 

The:bill was read. It provides that the act 
entitled “‘An act. to enable honorably dis- 
charged soldiers and sailors, their widows and 
orphan children, to acquire homesteads on the 
public lands of the United States,’’. approved 
April 4, 1872, be, and the same ‘is hereby, 
amended go as fo read as follows: that every 
private soldier and officer who has served. in 
the Army of the United States during the 
recent rebellion for ninety days, or more; and 
who was honorably discharged, and has: re- 
muined loyal to the Government, including the 
troops mustered into.the service of the United 
States by virtue of the third section of-an act 
entitled “ An act miking appropriations for 
completing the defenses of Washington, and 
for otber: purposes,” approved February 13, 
1862, and every seaman; marine, and officer who 
has served in the Navy of the United States; or 
in the Marine corps, during ihe rebellion, for 
ninety days, and who was honorably discharged, 
and has rerhadined loyal to the Government, 
shall,on compliance with the provisions ofan act 
entitled ‘‘Anaet to secure homesteads to actnal 
settlers on the public domain,’ and the acts 
amendatory thereof, as hereinafter. modified, 
be entitled to enter upon and receive patents 
fora quantity of public lands (not muneral) not 
exceeding. one hundred and sixty acres, or one 
quarter section, to be taken in compact form, 
according to legal. subdivisions, including the 

„alternate reserved ¢ections of public lands 
along the Hne of any railroad or other public 
work, vot otherwise reserved or appropriated, 
and other lands: subject to entry- under the 
homestead laws of the. United States; pro-. 
vided that said homestead settler shall be 
allowed six months after locating his: home- 
stead, aud filing his declaratory statement, 
within which to make his entry,and commence 
his settlement ‘and. improyeménty ‘and: pro- 
vided also that the ‘time which the homestead 
settler shall have served in.the- Army, Navy, 
or Marine corps aforesaid -shall be deducted 
from ihe time heretofore required to perfect 


title, or if discharged on, account of wounds 
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réceived, or disability incurred in the line of 


duty, then the term of enlistment -shail be | 
deducted from the time herétéfore requited to | 


perfect title, without reference to the length 
of time he may have served; ‘provided, how- 
ever, that no patent shall’ issue: to any home- 
stead setiler who has not resided. upon, im- 


proved, and cultivated. his: said homestead for : 


a period of at least one year after he shall 
commence his improvements as aforesaid. 
‘The bill in ‘its’ second section provides that 
any ‘persona: entitled, under the provisions of 
the foregoing section, to enter a homestead 


who may have ‘heretofore ‘entered, under the. 


homestead laws, a quantity of land Jess than 
one hundred and sixty acres, shall be per- 
mitted to enter, under the provisions of this 
act, so much land contiguous to the tract em- 
braced inthe first entry as, when added to the 
quantity previously ‘entered, shall not exceed 
one huudred and sixty acres. 

The bill in its third section provides that in 
casé of the death of any person who would be 
entitled to a homestead under the provisions 
of the first section of the act, his widow, if 
unmarried,.or in case of her death or marriage, 
then his minor orphan children, bya guardian 
duly appointed and officially accredited at the 
Department of the Interior,’ shall be entitled 
to all the benefits enumerated in the act, sub- 
ject to all the provisions‘ as to settlement and 
improvements therein contained; provided 
that if such person died during his term of 
enlistment, the whole term of his enlistment 
shall be deducted from the time heretofore 
required to perfect the title. : 

‘Lire bill in ‘its fourth section provides that 
where a party at the date of his entry of a 
tract of land under the homestead laws, or 
subsequently thereto, was actually enlisted and 
employed ‘in the Atmy or Navy of the United 
States, his services therein shall, in the admin- 
istration of said homestead laws, be construed 
to be equivalent, to all intents: and purposes, 
to a residence for the same length of time 
upon the tract so entered ; provided thatif his 
entry has been eanceled by reason of his 
absence from said tract:while in the military 
or naval service of the United States, and such 
tract bas not been disposed of, his entry shall 
be restored; and provided further, that if such 
tract . bas. been disposed of, said party may 
enter another tract.subject to.entry under said 
laws; and his right to a .patent.therefor may 
be determined by the proofs touching his resi- 
dence.and cultivation of the first tract and his 

, absence therefrom in such service. 

The bill in its fifth section provides that any 

soldier, sailor, marine, officer, or other person 
coming within the provisions of the act may, 
as'well.by an agent as in person, enter upon 
said homestead and file a declaratory state- 
iment as in preémption cases; provided that 
said claimant in person shall within the time 
prescribed make his entry, commence settle- 
ments and improvements on the same, and 
thereafter..fulfill all the requirements of the 
act, 
. The bill in its sixth,section provides that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office shall 
have authority to make all needful rules and 
regulations to carry into effect the provisions 
of the act. , 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask that this bill be put 
upon its passage. It may seem to be a some- 
what,long bill; baut it is in fact a substantial 
reénactment of the law which we passed, and 
which was approved 4th April last. The only 
object in having farther legislation on the sub- 
ject is to enable the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office better to execute the law. 

There were. two or three points as to which 
the Commissioner of the Land Office was in 
doubt. He desired that those parts which 

‘to-him were not so clear as he desired, should 
be made plain; and this bill has-been drafted 
by him with that view. The- amendment does 


not at all.touch the merits of the.act. . Itdoes i 


“ment provides that be shal] make his affidavit 


‘before going upon theland at all. I think that 


‘iently to execute it. 


the service, who cannot avail themselves. of 


not change-the original text in such. a way as | 
substantially to change its provisions. I have 
in my-hand a -statement-showing what each 
amendment is; and if desired I will explain 


| the changes to the House. 


The only amendment in the first section, 

which, it will be observed, is the longest and 

the main séction of the bill, is simply that tọ 

the first proviso, after the word ‘‘homestead,”’ 

are added these words, ‘‘ and filing his declar- 

atory statement.” The next amendment is in 

the second section, where, after the word 

“land,” are added the words “ contiguous to 

the tract embraced in the first entry ;”? so that 
itshali provide that the additional eighty acres 

the party shall take, if he had only taken 

eighty before, shall be contiguous to those he 

formerly occupied. This, as the. House will | 
see, does not materially affect the bill. The 

next amendment is in the fourth section, and 

strikes out immaterial words after the words 

“ his entry shall be restored.” 

The next amendment is to strike out the 
word ‘shall’? and insert the word “may.” 
The next amendment is in section five, to in- 
sert after the word *‘ homestead ” and before 
the word ‘‘ provided ’’ the werds.‘* by filing a 
declaratory statementas in preémption cases.” 
It is well known to members ot the House 
who have given any attention to the subject 
and to the laws applicable to public lands that 
under the homestead law it was necessary 
that the party should be in possession when he 
made his application. That was not true in 
reference to the preémption law. In the ori- 
ginal bill we provided thatthe soldier should 
have six months after locating his homestead 
in which to enterupon his land. This amend- 


as in the caseof a preémption settler, that is 


was clear enough before; but the Commis- 
sioner of Public Lands does not think so, and 
desires this amendment passed. 

The only other amendment. is in the same 
‘section to add after the word ‘‘ prescribed,” 
in the proviso, the words ‘‘ make his actual 
entry.’ It will be seen by the House that the 
only object of these amendments is to better 
enable the Commissioner of Publie Lands to 
execute thelaw. There isno substantial change 
in the text of the law ; itreénacts the law, asa 
whole, for the purpose of enabling the Com- 
missioner of Public Lands the more conven- 
I hope the House.-will 
pass the bill, so that the Commissioner can at 
once go on and execute the law. 

Mr. Speaker, the benefits to the soldiers 
under this bill are so great that Í trust L shall 
have the support of every gentleman present 
in favor of its passage. It credits the soldier 
with the full time of hig service in the Army 
as a part of his five years’ settlement. If dis- 
charged on account of wounds received or dis- 
ability incurred in the line of duty, then he is 
credited with the whole time of his eulistment. 
In case of his death the benefits of the act are 
extended to his widow and children. It also 
permits the soldier to take as a homestead a 
quarter section of double minimum lands 
within the limits of any railroad grant upon 
the same terms and with the same advantages 
as other lands. It also permits the soldier to 
locate his homestead by an agent, and gives 
him six months thereafter within which to 
enter upon theland and commence hisimprove- 
ments. : 

This will prove of great advantage to the 
soldiers, as it enables those who desire to set- 
tle in colonies to send out an agent to make 
their locations, a thing they could not do 
under previous laws. Ali those advantages 
which I have mentioned the biil gives to the 
soldier over other citizens. i 

Mr. HOLMAN, 1 desireto say this: there 
is a large class of soldiers, those disabled in 


the benefit of this act, nor can their widows 


or orphan children.: I therefore ksk that an 
amendment may bè made ‘to this billy to add 
to the first section the following: te aa 


‘: And provided further, That auy private soldier or 


officer who served as aforesaid in the Army, or any 


eaman, marine, or officer who served.ag aforesaid 


in the Navy, who shall have been permanently dis- 
abled while in such service, by wounds or disease 
incurred or contracted in such service inline of duty, 
and who is receiving or shall receive a pension from 
the United States, and the widow and minor chil- 
dren in the order named of any such soldier, seg- 
man, marine, or oficer who shall bave died before 
the passage of this act, shall be entitled. to. enter, one 
hundred and sixty acres of land as above provided 
for, and receive a patent therefor without actual 
settlement thereon or cultivation thereof, and-may 
make such entry by agent as aforesaid: bat no sale 
or assignment of the right to make such entry shall 
be of any efect whatever; but such patent shall 
issue to such soldier, seaman, marine, or officer 
widow, or minor children entitled to the samé, An 

no sale of suoh land or assignment.or contract touch- 
ing the same, or power of attorney for such sale, 
made prior to the issue of such patent, and the de- 
livery of the same to such soldier, seaman, marine, 
officer, widow, or minor children, shail be of any 
effect whatever, but shall be absolutely void. And 
it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, to: prescribe rules for carrying 


this provision into effect. 


Mr. HAWLEY. In answer to the’ pentle- 
wan from Indiana [Mr. Horman] I will’ say 
that this bill has now passed the Sénate and is 
upon the Speaker’s table. If it is amended, 
in any way it will have to go back to the Sen- 
ate, and therefore will. not pass this session. 

Mr. HOLMAN, There is ample time to 

ass it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hawrey] has the right to try the 
sense of the House on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the gentleman 
from Indiana will not offer any amendment to 
this bill. If he does it will delay the passage 
of the bill, and the Commissioner of Public 
Lands will not be able to execute the law till 
the next session of Congress. ` If the géntle- 
man deems his proposition an important one, 
let him introduce it as an independent bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The country will not be 
satisfied with the passage of this bill in its 
present shape. A large class of soldiers, dis- 
abled in the service, their widows and or- 
phans, would be vertually deprived of any 
participation in the benefits of this act, 

-Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me‘to ask the gen- 
tleman one question. Does he not believe this 
to be a good pill? 

Mr. HOLMAN, It is a.good’bill.so far as 
it goes; it does not go far enough. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then let us pass it as it 
is, and hereafter we can pass auòther bill 
which will go further. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. [If this bill passes.in. its 
present shape, only those can avail themselves 
of the benefit of it who are able to go upon the 
publiclands. I desire that the widows and 
orphan children, and also the disabled soldiers, 
shall have the benefit of the law without being 
compelled to go upon the land and take pos- 
session. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the rules be 


‘suspended and this bill passed. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Will it be in order to move 
to strike out the last proviso of the first sec- 
tion of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. That will be in order if 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bil does not prevail. 

Mr. HOLMAN. J ask that the last proviso 
of the first section be again read. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, That no patent shall issue to 
any homestead settler who has not resided upon, 


improved and cultivated his.said homestead for.the 
period of atleast one year after he shall have com- 


menced his improvements as aforesaid. a 


Mr. HOLMAN. Either that proviso should 
be stricken out, or else there should bë insert- 
ed a provision that the widow, the orphan 
child, and the disabled soldier shall. not be 
required to occupy and cultivate the land. | 

Mr. HAWLEY. J insist. upen my motion 
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to suspend the rules and pass this bill as it 
came from the Senate. . * 

' . Mr. HOLMAN, If the House does not 
suspend. the -rales will this bill be open to 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It would be open to any 
motion to suspend the rules and. pass it with 
an amendment. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, it was 
agreed to; there being—ayes eighty-one, noes 
not counted. 

JULIA BELLE DUNLAP. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 599) granting a pension 
to Julia Belle Dunlap; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Julia Belle 
Dunlap, only minor child of James E. Dun- 
lap, late lieutenant colonel of the twenty-ninth 
regiment: Illinois volunteers, and pay her at 
the rate of thirty dollars per month from and 
after the 6th day of February, 1870. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two thirds voting in favor thereof. 


JOIN B. ROSE. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No, 868) granting a pension 
to John B, Rose, of Indiana ; which was read 
n first and second time. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and Limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of John B. Rose, 
of Indiana, a lieutenant in the fifteenth regi- 
ment of United States infantry in the war of 
1812 with Great Britain, 
~ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read s third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two thirds voting in favor thereof, 


MARGARET NELSON, 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S, No. 1119) granting a pension 
to Margaret Nelson; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Margaret 
Nelson, widow of John Nelson, late private 
in company H, seventeenth United States in- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension from the 
passage of the act. , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a thirdtime; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two thirds voting in favor thereof. 


CALVIN A, LAWS. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 1113) granting a pension 
to Calvin A. Laws; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Lhe bill authorizes and directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the peusion-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name, of Calvin A. Laws, 
late captain company K, one hundred and 
thirty-second regiment Illinois volunteers, and 
to pay him a captain’s pension from the pas- 
sage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two thirds voting in favor thereof. 


MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY. 


The next business on the Speakers’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 1182) for the completion 
and publication of the Medical and Surgical 
History. of the Rebellion; which was read a 


first and second time, and referred, under the 
law, to the Committee on Printing. 

UNITED STATES OFFICERS IN NEBRASKA. 

The next business on the Speaker's. table 
was the bill (S. No. 699) fixing the salaries of 
the United States attorney and United States 
marshal for the district of Nebraska; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill provides that the United States 
district attorney and United States marshal 
for the district of Nebraska shall, in addition 
to their stated fees, be paid annually by the 
United States $200 each, in full compensa- 
tion for all extra services, said payment to be 
made quarterly at the Treasury of the United 
states. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two thirds voting in favor thereof. 

IOWA LAND TITLES. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 986) to settle land titles in 
the State of lowa; which was taken up and 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. ORR. I move that that bill be put on 
its passage. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I move that bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The first question is on 
the suspenson of the rules and passage of the 

ILERI 
Mr. MeCRARY. 
amendment. 

Mr. ORR. I will yield for that purpose. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all of section four, after tho word 
“shall, ” in lino three, and insert these words, * ro- 
port the facts to Congress with any recommendation 
which he may deom proper in the promises.” 


Mr. RANDALL. Has this bill ever been 
before the Committee onthe Public Lands? 

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill and 
comes before the House for the first time. The 
question is on suspending the rules and pass- 
ing the bill with an amendment. 

r. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. The same 
question is under consideration in the House 
and I hope it will be referred tothe Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

So (two thirds not having voted in the affirm- 
ative) the rules were not suspended, and the 
bill was not passed. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands with 
the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES J, FAULKNER. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 142) to relieve Charles J. 
Faulkner, of West Virginia, from the legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; which was taken up and read 
a first and second time. ; 

The bill, which was read, provides that (two 
thirds of each House concurring therein) the 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the United States 
by reason of participation in the late rebellion 
be removed from Charles James Faulkner, 
of West Virginia. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
order to move an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. This is a bill coming 
from the Senate to relieve from political dis- 
abilities Charles James Faulkner, of West Vir- 
giuia, and the question is on passing the bill. 

The bill was passed, (two thirds having voted 
in the affirmative. ) 

SURGICAL AND MEDICAL HISTORY OF THE WAR. 


Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee 
on Printing, reported back a bill (S. No. 1132) 
for the completion and publication of the Med- 
icaland Surgical History of the Rebellion, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


I desire to move an 


Is it in 


The bill. which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of War be directed to have completed 
the Medical and Surgical: History of the War 
by the preparation in the office.of the Surgeon 
General of two volumes of eighteen. bundred 
pages. in addition to the first volume already 
compiled and printed under authority .of Con , 
gress, and he is authorized to have executed, 
as he may deem advisable, the necessary en- 
groving and lithographing therefor at an ex- 
pense not to exceed $60,000, which shall be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not. 
otherwise appropriated. 

The second section provides that five thou- 
sand copies each of the second and third volume 
be printed and bound by the Congressional 
Printer to be distributed with the first volume 
already printed, as may be hereafter directed 
by Congress. ; 

Mr. PENDLETON. The following are the 
estimates for this work : 

Estimated cost of printing five thousand copies, (six 
volumes per copy) of the Medical and Surgical Lis- 
tory of the War, 


Part I. 23 
Paper, press-work, and composition 
Binding in cloth....ccseeees 
illustrations........ Maes, deddeatehlaas 


$36,854 94 
. 5,500 00 
seseo 80,000 00 
72,454 94 


Parts IT and ITI. 
Composition... 
Pross-work an 
Illustrations, 
Putting in plat 
Binding in cioth... 


128,276 71 


Total for the whole Work......s.sssseseneeees $200,631 65 


Mr. HOLMAN. _Is this bill reported from 
the Committee on Printing? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. : 

The bill was ordered to a third reading ; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed, 

Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRITISH BARK BALEAR. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 1099) togrant an American 
register to the British bark Balear; which was 
taken up and read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue an 
American register to the American- built Brit- 
ish bark Balear, recently purchased ‘and re- 
paired by Gerhard Wessels, of the city and State 

w York. : 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that that bill go to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The bill, I understand, is 
to grant registry to a foreign-built vessel. We 
have adopted a very liberal policy in reference 
to legislation of that kind, and I move thatthe 
bill be passed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would ask whether the 
Committee on Commerce has not now in view 
some general legislation on this subject? 

Mr. CONGER. In reply to the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania, [ Mr., RANDALL, } I will say 

that a case of this kind does not come under 
the rules which the committee have adopted in 
their recommendations. It belongs to a dif- 
ferent class of cases, and I think the bill should 
go to the committee. 

The SPEAKER., The first question will be 
on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Horman,] that the bill do pass. 

The House divided; and there were— 
ayes 389, noes 17. 

Mr. CONGER. Did a quorum vote ? 

The SPEAKER. A quorum did not vote. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I demand farther 
count. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and 
appcinted Mr, Concer and Mr. HOLMAN. 

Before the count was completed, 

Mr: CONGER. I withdraw my demand for 
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further count, for I find that all :those gentle- 
men who should protect American ship-build- 
ers are voting to admit. foreign-built ships to 
American registry. If. they take that course 
I have no further interest in the matter. 

_ The rules were suspended, (two-thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and. the bill was 
passed. : f 
JOHN B. EMERSON,’ 


The next business on the Speaker’stablė was 
the bill (S. No. 188) for the relief of John B. 
Emerson. í 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the, Treasury to pay to John B. Emerson, 
or his legal representatives, the sum of 
$25,610, to be received in. full satisfaction 
for any and all claims of the said John B. 
Emerson for an infringement by the United 
ee of his letters-patent, dated March 8, 

4. f 

Mr. STORM. I think that bill should be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The bill was considered 
by the Committee on Patents in the Senate. 
It relates entirely to a question of patents. ` 

Mr. STORM. AsI understand, it is a ques- 
tion of a claim for the infringement of a pat- 
ent by the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again 
report the bill. 

The bill was again read. : 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was so 
referred. 


» LAW OF PATENTS AND COPYRIGHTS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 240) to amend an act to 
revise, consolidate, and amend the statutes 
relating to patents and copyrights. 

- Mr. L. MYERS. I ask that that bill be 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agréed to. 


SIMEON SAVAGE. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 649) for the relief of 
Simeon Savage. 

The bill was read. It directs that the 
letters-patent granted to Simeon Savage, a 
citizen of the United States, dated the 2d of 
March, 1852, and extended by the Commissioner 
ot Patents for seven years from the 2d day of 
March, 1866, for an improvement in machinery 
for printing floor oil-cloths, extended for the 
term of seven years from the 2d day of March, 
1878; and the Commissioner of Patents is 
hereby directed, upon the presentation of said 
patent, or a certified copy thereof, to make a 
certificate upon such patent or certified copy 
thereof of such extension (the lawful fees being 
first paid therefor) to the said Simeon Savage ; 
and the Commissioner of Patents is hereby 
directed to cause the same to be entered of 
record in the Patent Office; and the said patent 
so extended shall have the same effect in law as 
if originally granted for the term extending to 
the end of the term to which it is extended by 
thisact; provided, however, that such extended 
patent shall be open to legal inquiry and decis- 
ion, in the same manuer as if issued under the 
general law regulating the granting of patents. 
. Mr. RANDALL. This is for an extension 
of a patent twenty years old. 

Mr. KELLOGG. ‘This claim has been be- 
fore the House Committee on Patents, and it 
was unanimously agreed to, and ordered to be 
reported several weeks since. 

Mr. RANDALL. AsI understand, the bill 
is for a renewal of a patent for seven years. 
The original patent dates back to.1852, which 
is twenty years ago. When are we to get quit 
of this? 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the House will permit 
me, I will give the reason why the Committee 
on Patents reported on this bill favorably. For 
twelve or fourteen years the patent was use- 
less. Two- or three companies undertook 


to introduce it into use, but failed in their 
experiments. It has only been of any use to 
the patentee for three or fonr years, and he 
had to drive a horse-car for a living. The 
patent is for stamping. oil-cloths, and the 
committee thinks it should be extended. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I think the prin- 
ciple of patent extension is entirely wrong. 
if a patent is worth anything, the patentee can 
make enough out of it in fourteen years. If 
it is not worth anything, we have no right to 
give him any privilege. 

The question being taken on suspending the 
rules aud passing the bill, there were—ayes 
thirty-eight, noes not counted. 

So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SARA S. STAFFORD. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 1060) for the relief of 
Sarah S. Stafford. 

The bill, which was read, requires the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to Sarah S. Staf- 
ford, only daughter avd surviving heir of 
James Bayard Stafford, an officer in the Navy 
during the revolutionary war, the aggregate 
amount of half pay of a lieutenantin the Navy 
while at sea, under the present laws of Con- 
gress, for seven years, provided that the 
amount hereby appropriated shall not exceed 
the sum of $8,000. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of New Jersey. J move 
that the rules be suspended and this bill 
passed. 

Mr. RANDALL, Is there any report accom- 
panying this bill? 

Mr. HAZELTON, of New Jersey. There is. 

Mr. FORKER. I have here the report 
of the Senate Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, and Lask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Mr. Poon submitted the following report to accom- 
pany bill S. No. 1060: 

The Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Sarah X. Stafford, for 
payment of the services of her father, James Bayard 
Stafford, an officer in the Navy of the Revolution, 
report: 

lt fully appears from the testimony before the 
committee that James Bayard Stafford entered the 
Navy at the beginning of the war of independence, 
and was in constant and active service, and in fre- 
quent battles, and remained in the service until the 


close ot the war; that his ship was captured by a` 


British cruiser, and subsequently recaptured by John 
Paul Jones, when he volunteered inthe Bon Homme 
Richard, where he received wounds, which, owing 
to unskiliful treatment, broke out atter a time, dis- 
abling both his arms. 

Commodore Barry, of the Alliance, writes that 
“ Lieutenant Stafford served through the whole war. 
At the request of the seeret committee of Congress 
I sent him with a message to Henry Laurens, esq., 
a prisoner in the Tower of London. This duty 
he performed with great fidelity and success.” It 
will be remembered that Colonci Laurens, ex-Presi- 
dent of Congress, and embagssador to HoHand to ne- 
gotiate for aid in our revolutionary struggle, had 
been taken prisoner and confined in the ‘lower of 
London, as stated by Commodore Barry. The secret 
committee of Congress teit the necessity of warning 
Colonel Laurens not to make any terms or accept 
of any compromises which the British might pro- 
pose. This dangerous and difficuit communication 
was offered to Lieutenant Stafford, because his 
patriotism had been proved by his abandonment of 
a lucrative business for the naval service, his cour- 
age often tested in action, while his education in 
England and Ireland gave him a familiarity with 
localities and manners most necessary for success, 
Your committee have the affidavits of many aged 
persons cognizant of the above facts, and of the difi- 
culties of the service. Disguised as an Irish laborer, 
Lieutenant Stafford walked from Wexford, in 
Ireland, to London, except the short passage from 
Dublin to Holyhead. Lhe log-book of an American 
officer describes the fate Licutenant Stafford would 
have been subjected to, had be been captured in 
this perilous undertaking. ‘‘They were marched 
upon a floating machine, their bodies, legs, and arms 
so ironed that they could not bend either: the ma- 
chine was towed at high water to a gallows erected 
by Government orders; the hangman made the hal- 
ters fast to the gallows, and leitthem to die at leis- 
ure; that is, by inches, as the tide fell.” 

It has been urged against the payment of naval 
service that the revolutionary Congress promised to 
paythe Army only, ‘hts cannot be proved to be 
other than an omission, and is no reason why merito- 
rious services should not be rewarded by us. Your 


i 


| ought to pass. k 
| stored to its place on the Speaker’s table till 


committee believe that the sufferings and perils 
endured by Lieutenant Stafford in the Navy. were 
equal to those undergone by any officer inthe 


rmy. 

Toshow how much was received by the Navy in 
the way of prize-money, it should be remembered 
that only one third was allowed to the captors: “By 
far the greater number of the prizes were -sunk or 
burned as a matter of necessity. Sixty. valuable 
merchantmen were abandoned to secure the Serapis 
for the use of the naval service. It was long be- 
fore the prize:money was distributed: In the in- 
stance of the Serapis, just referred to, the money 
was not ordered to be paid until the year 1837, when 
but few of the captors were lett to receive it. 

Lieutenant Staiford was a volunteer in the'world- 
renowned action of the Richard; his name, there- 
fore, was not on the rolls, and his daughter can 
receive no prize-money under the Jaw. 

Congress annually appropriates money for secret 
service which require: neither patriotism, great 
ability, or involves any danger. The pay for such 
service is always in proportion to the ability re- 
quired and the hazards to be encountered. 

In consideration of Lieutenant, Stafford’s naval 
service throughout the war; of his wound; of the 
secret services rendered, for all of which he never 
received any payment or prize-money, your commit- 
tee decide that the prayer of the petitioner should 
be granted, and report a bill accordingly. 

Mr. HIBBARD.. Is there a report from 
any committee of this House on this bill? 

_ Mr. PETERS. Ob, let it go; the old lady 
is in the gallery anxiously waiting for this bill 
to pass. { Laughter. ] 

ry . . 

; The rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof,) and the bill was passed... 

Mr. PETERS. There, old lady, your bill 
has passed. 

[An elderly lady, who had been sitting in the 
front seat in the ladies’ gallery, here rose up, 
and leaning forward, waved her handkerchief 
for some moments and was greeted with laugh- 


ter and applause from the floor of the House. ] 
HARRIET SPRING. 

The next business on the Speaker's table 
was Senate bill No. 905, for the relief of 
Harriet Spring, the heir of Captain Williams 
Barker, deceased. i 

The bill, which was read, provides for pay- 
ing to Harriet Spring, of Waterville, Maine, 
the heir of Captain Williams Barker, of Water- 
ville, Maine, the balf pay of a captain from 
the end of the revolutionary war to the death 
of Captain Williams Barker, February 19, 
1819, and thata warrant be issued to the said 
Harriet Spring for such bounty land as she is 
entitled to receive in virtue of the services of 
the said Captain Williams Barker, deceased, 
as a private soldier in said war. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Istbere any report accom- 
panying this bill? : 

The SPEAKER. |The Chair does not know 
that five members iu the House heard this bill 
read; he thinks not. 

{There was considerable confusion in the 
House consequent upon the demonstration 
following the passage of the last bill. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not know that, after 
the precedeut we have just set, this bill should 
be very severely criticised. But that was the 
first bill of this class that we have passed for 
many years. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was reported 
some time since from the Committee of 
Claims of this House. It will be again read. 

The bill was again read. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims is the proper committee to 
consider this bill, for that committee is famil- 
iar with the whole subject. Forty years ago 
this subject arrested a great deal of atten- 
tion. : 

Mr. PETERS. This bill was reported from 
the Committee of Claims some time ago by my 
colleague, [ Mr. Frye, ] whois now absent. He 
assured me that the bill was a proper one and 
I will ask that. the bill be re- 


his return. se S 
No objection was made, and it was ordered 
accordingly. _ ; i 
JAMES D. WILLOUGHBY. 
. The next business ou the Speaker's table 
was Senate bill No. 1148, for the relief of 
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James: D.: Willoughby, of Vineland, New 
Jersey: | , i 
` The preamble of the bill states that letters- 
atent of the United States were issued to 
Tames D. Willoughby for an improvement in 
seed-planters, August 8, 1858, No. 21102, 
which: letters-patent expire August 8, 1872; 
that James D. Willoughby, the inventor, visited 
Washington city on or about April 10, 1872, 
for the purpose of applying for an extension of 
his ‘letters-patent, and that the time allotted 
by law in which to make his application was 
limited to May 3d instant; that James D. Wil- 
loughby was, upon his arrival, prostrated with 
au attack of brain fever until the time allotted 
had. passed in which to make his application 
according to law; and that his failure to so 
apply was. caused by no fault or negligence 
of bis own. 

The bill therefore provides that James D., 
Willoughby, to whom. letters patent of the 
United States, dated August 8, 1858, No. 21102, 
were issued for an improvement in seed- plant- 
ers, and which letters-patent expire August 3, 
1872, shall be permitted, within ten days from 
the date at which this act becomes a law to file 
iu-the Patent Office his application for an ex- 
tension of his letters patent, and that the law 
which requires the Commissioner to give sixty 
days’ public notice in the papers of the appli- 
cation for the extension of the letters-patent 
be suspended in this case, so far as to require 
the Commissioner to give such public notice 
as long before his action upon the case ag the 
limited time now left will permit, 

Mr. WALDEN, ‘The bill simply authorizes 
Mr. Willoughby to go before the Commissioner 
and make application fur the extension of his 
patent. He was prevented by sickness from 
making his application in time, 

Mr. ELDREDGE, What reason is there 
for extending this patent? 

Mr. WALDEN, The fact that the invention 
is useful and that Mr. Willoughby has made 
no money whateyer out of it, 

Mr. RANDALL. What omission or error 
is this bill intended to obviate? 

Mr, KELLOGG. The man was sick, and 
for that reason failed to make his application 
within the time required by law. There bas 
never been any renewal of the natent. 

Mr, RANDALL. Is not fourteen years a 
long enough term for this patent? 

Mr. KELLOGG. The law gives a patentee 
the right to apply for an extension at the ond 
of the term of fourteen years, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. “Fourteen years for a 
seed-planter is long enough. 

The quostiou being taken on suspending the 
rules to pass the bill, it was decided in the 
affirmative, two thirds voting in favor thereof. 

COLISTA E. COX. 

The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (8S. No. 1151) for the relief of 
Colista E., Cox; which was read a first and 
second time. 
` The bill authorizes the Commissioner of 
Patents, upou due application made to him 
therefor, and upon the same evidence and 
rules of law as in ordinary extension cases, to 
extend the patent of Harvey W. Sabin; late 
of Canandatgua, New York, deceased, for 
improvement: in horse hay-rakes, issued to 
bird December 8, 1850, extended by the Com- 
missioner of Patents for seven years from the 
3d of December, 1864, and reissued by his 
assignees in four divisions March 28, 1865, 
for the further term of seven years from and 
after the passage of this act. But the extended 
term is to inure to the sole benefit of Colista 
E. Cox, widow of Harvey W; Sabin, her heirs 
and assigns, and no person is to: be liable for 
infringing such extended patent by reason of 
any manufacture, use, or sale subsequent to 
the 3d of December, 1871, and prior to the 
passage of this act. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It appears that 
this patent has already been once extended, 


Now it is proposed to grant another exten- 
sion. - I think the bill ought to be referred. 

Mr. KERR. I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. I think jastice requires 
that it should be passed. -I hold in my hand 
a unanimous report of the Senate committee 
on this subject, which shows the application 
to be a very meritorious one. ` I also hold in 
my band what I think it not improper to refer 
to, a letter from an ex-member of this House, 
Hon. Mr. Glossbrenner, of York, Pennsylva- 
nia, who says that he knows these parties, is 
familiar with the ease, aid believes it to be 
thoroughly meritorious and unobjectionable. 

The motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill was agreed to, two thirds voting in 
favor thereof. 


HIRAM W. HAYDEN. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 1152) for the relief of 
Hiram W. Hayden; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I move that this bill be 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 suggest that there is no 
necessity for referring it. If the gentleman 
objects to its being acted on now, let it lie 
upon the table. The matter has been before 
our committee. 

Mr. BROOKS. Is it in order to move that 
the House now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows no rea- 
gon why the motion is not in order. 

Mr. BROOKS. We have done enough 
to-day. J move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. F hope the gen- 
tleman will not make that motion if he wants 
us toget through on Monday. 

Mr. HIBBARD. If it is not too late, I 
desire to insist on having that patent bill ré- 
ferred. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
New Hampshire (Mr. Hisparp] insists that 
the bill for the relief of Hiram W. Hayden be 
referred to the Committee on Patents. The 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. KeLLoce] 
desros the bill to remain on the Speaker's 
table. 

Mr. W. R. RORERTS, 
be referred ? 

Mr. L. MYERS. Because the Committee 
on Patents has already considered a bill sub- 
stantially similar to this. We have agreed to 
report a bill allowing the Commissioner to 
hear the application and to grant the exten- 


sion, 

Mr. HIBBARD. The Committee on Pat- 
ents has never considered a bill like this, and 
has never, 1 believe, reported in favor of such 
à proposition. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Hipparp, to refer the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Patents, it was agreed to, there being— 
ayes seventy-one, noes not counted, 


DK. EMILIO HOUARD. 
Mr. W. R. ROBEBTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent to offer the following pre- 
amble and resolution for reference to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas in the New York Herald of yesterday 
the following article appeared; ** The Spanish Gov- 
ernment, profiting by the example set by the British 
Government in dealing with us in regard to indircet 
elaims, has notified its minister here that the only 
condition upon which Dr. Houard can be imme- 
diately released is that tho United States ask for it 
as a favor, and not on the ground that he is an 
American citizen. Ifthe United States, however, 
should persist in declaring that Dr. Houard is an 
American citizen, the Spanish Government will be 
compelled to enter into an investigation to disprove 
that claim, and meanwhile retain Dr. Houard as a 
prisoner. member of the Committees on Foreign 
Affairs states that this is the first fruits of our new 
Spanish policy:’’ Be it therefore 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives re- 
quest the President of the United States to inform 
this House what steps if any have béen taken to 
carry out the resolutions of the Houses in regard to 
thereiease from imprisonment of Dr. Nmilie Houard. 


Mr W. R. ROBERTS. Of course, ‘Mr. 


Why should it not 


Speaker, I should very much prefer to have 
action upon the preamble aud resolution now. 

Mr. BANKS. There‘can be no objection 
to passing the resolution now, as it only calls 
for information very proper to be had; but the 
résolution ought not to indorse the paragraph 
cited from a newspaper, and which is not off- 
cial. . 

A Member. -Let it be referred. 

Mr. BANKS, I have no objection to its 
being referred. _ te 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. It docs not indorse 
the paragraph. i 

The preamble and resolution were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


ABOLITION OF CUSTOMS ENTRIES, OATH, ETC. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I 
am directed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means to report back to the House a bill (EL. 
R. No. 2866) with the recommendation that 
it do pass. i 

The bill was read. 

The first seciion provides that all entries or 
other proceedings at the custom-house, onthe 
importation or withdrawal of merchandise, 
now required to be verified by oath or afirma- 
tion, shall hereafter be verilied by the simple 
declaration of the party concerned, made and 
certified as thereinafter provided. 

The second section provides that in lieu of 
the words "swear or affirm,’? wherever the 
same occur in any form of entry.or proceed- 
ing now or hereafter used, or required on the 
importation or withdrawal of merchandise, the 
word ‘‘declare’”’ shall be substituted, and in 
like manner, wherever the words ‘oath or 
atirmation’’ occur, the word. ‘ declaration?’ 
shall be substituted. : 

The third section provides that the declar- 
ation thereby authorized shall be signed and 
declared by the declarant in person before a 
collector, deputy, or acting collector of cus- 
toms, or before a magistrate or officer author- 
ized by the laws of the United States or of the 
State within which such declarant resides to 
administer oaths and affirmations. generally,and 
certified under the hand of such collector or 
oflicer in the following form, to wit: ‘ Signed 
and declared before. me this —— day of 
å. D. .’  Butif the same be 
made before any collector, magistrate, or offi- 
cer other than the collector, deputy, or acting 
collector of the port in which the declarant 
resides, or in which the declaration is to be 
used, ‘such collector or officer shall further 
certify that such declarant wasto him person: 
ally known or satisfactorily identified, and shall 
attach to his certificate, in the usual manner, 
his seal of office, if he have one; and if nothe 
shall so certify; provided that no higher fee 
than twenty-five cents shall be charged for cer- 
tifying any declaration made under the ‘act 
before a magistrate or ollicer not connected 
with the customs. i 

The fourth section provides that before any 
declaration purporting to have been made and 
certified as aforesaid before any officer other 
than the collector, deputy, or acting collector 
of the district in which the declarant resides, 
or in which such declaration is to. be: used, 
shall be received or accepted for the purpose 
intended, it shail be the duty of such collector, 
deputy, or acting collector, to require satis- 
factory proof of the official character of such 
officer and of the genuineness of such certifi- 
cate, which may. be shown or established bya 
certificate under the hand and seal of the 
clerk of any United States, State, or county 
court having cognizance of the facts, or bya 
certificate from the State department of any 
State, or by the filing of a duly attested copy 
of the commission of such officer, together 
with his official signature, in the office of the 
collector, for permaneut reference. 

The fitth section provides that any person 
who shall knowingly or willfully make any 
false declaration of or: concerning any fact, 
matter, or thing requisite or necessary to be 
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alleged, stated, or performed under the castom 
revenue. laws, or in or about the importation, 
entry, or withdrawal of any merchandise,-or 
in or about the levying, assessment, or pay- 
ment of any duties thereon, shall be deemed 
to have committed perjury, and shall be held 
to answer, and, upon conviction, punished 
therefor in the same manner as if he had taken 
_a false oath or affirmation in that behalf. And 
any person or officer. aiding, abetting, using, 
or receiving any’ false, forged, or fraudulent 
declaration as aforesaid, with intent to defraud 
the revenue or to suffer the same to be de- 
frauded, shall be deemed guilty of a high crime 
and misdemeanor, for which he. may be in- 
dicted and tried in any court of the United 
States having jurisdiction, and. shall, upon 
conviction, be punished by fine not exceeding 
$1,000, or imprisonment not exceeding two 
years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 
The sixth section provides that in the con- 
struction of the act the word ‘‘ declaration” 
shall be equivalent to oath or affirmation, and 


may be heid to include both the act of declar-- 


ing and the statement, paper, or thing, the 
truth of which is declared; and fhe word 
‘“merchandise’’ shall include goods, wares, 
and merchandise of every description. 

The seventh section provides that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be authorized and em- 
powered to make and prescribe all such reg- 
ulations and forms, and from time to time to 
change or modify the same, in accordance 
with the provisions of the act, as may be 
necessary for the due execution thereof; pro- 
vided, however, that nothing therein contained 
shall prevent the said Secretary from author- 
izing, in his discretion, the acceptance of any 
declaration defective in form or otherwise, 
when he shall be satisfied that such defect is 
not material or was not. caused by any willful 
negligence or intent to defraud., 

The eighth section provides that all acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions 
of this act be repealed, 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the reception 
of this report, and call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. MERRIAM. Let me explain the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. It will take hours to ex- 
plain. rae 

The report was not received. 


CHARLES HIPP, OF OHIO. 
The SPEAKER. The House this morning 


non-concurred on the motion of the gentleman 
from Obio [Mr. Lamison] in the amendment 
of the Senate to an act (H. R. No. 1262) for 
the relief of Charles Hipp, of St. Mary’s, Au- 
glaize county, Ohio, and asked for a commit- 
tee of conference. Itis now desired that the 
Senate amendments shall be concurred in soas 
to obviate all further disagreemenf on this bill 
between the two Houses. If there be no 
objection it will be so ordered. ; 
-There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. f 
SALE OF PUBLIC PROPERTY. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate passed a bill 
(S. No. 626) to authorize the sale of certain 
public property, which thé House amended, and 
it has been now returned with amendments 
from the Senate. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, 
as follows: 

On page 1, line thirteen, strike out ‘‘one hundred 
and sixty-eight” and insert *' forty.” 

On page 1, line sixteen, strike out “the? where 
it oceurs the second time, and insert “any.” | 

On page 1, line eighteen, after “ property” insert 
_ the words “ which has not hitherto been gold.” 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the Senate 
amendments be concurred in. 

Mr. COBURN. 
man to give some explanation. ; 

Mr. SLOCUM. ‘The biil ordered one hun- 
dred and sixty-eight acres to be sold.. It was 
afterward found that General Howard had 
sold a portion of it. 


n . 
1 should like the gentle-. 


down the quantity of Jand authorized to be 


‘sold to what we actually owned, 


Mr. COBURN. | I see no objection to that 


The amendments of the Senate were con- 


curred in. : 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported ‘that the 
committee bad examined and found ‘duly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles; when the 
Speaker signed the same: 


An act (S. No. 196) for the relief of the. 


owners of the Bark A 1; 


An act (S. No. 399) to amend an act entitled: 


‘An act-to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptcy throughout the United States ;” 

An act (S. No. 426) forthe relief of Thomas 
Allen ; and 

An act (S. No. 471) toamend an act entitled 
“An act supplementary to an act to provide 
for furnishing artificial limbs to disabled sol- 
diers,” approved June 80, 1870, 

NEW POST ROUTES. 


Mr. McINTYRE, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2976) to estab- 
lish certain post routes in Georgia. 

The bill. was read three times; and passed. 

SOLDIERS’ AND SAILORS’ CHILDREN, 


Mr. STORM, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a report of the Commitiee òn Educa- 
tion and Labor on the memorial of the Union 
home and schools located in the city of New 
York for soldiers’ and sailors’ children, and 
moved that the report be printed, and laid on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COBURN. I desire to offer a bill for 
consideration at this time. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is enforcing 
the regular order on the demand of the gentle- 
man from Michigan, and cannot entertain the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COBURN. I ask that by unanimous 
consent the House proceed tothe consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 1665) to enable hon- 
orably discharged soldiers and sailors, their 
widows and orphan children, to acquire home- 
steads on the public lands of the United States. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. CROSSLAND. J move that the House 
do now adjourn, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the gen- 
tleman not to press that motion, but to allow 
me to move that the House take a recess until 
eight o'clock. : 

Mr. CROSSLAND. More mischievous and 
bad legislation is done at night than at any 
other time. _I therefore insist on my motion, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is necessary 
that the House should be in session to receive 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. -I would suggest to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions that he should frame his motion.so as to 
confine the evening session to business of the 
Committee on Appropriations. As I under- 
stand, the only necessity for meeting to-night 
is in connection with the three appropriation 
bills, the fortification, the rivers and harbors, 
and the sundry civil bills. Let us have the 
evening session to-night confined to business 
of the Committee on Appropriations. - 

‘Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not pro- 
pose that, but if gentlemen desire that that 
shall be the arrangement I have no objection. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. CONGER. I do. not consent to that | 


arrangement unless the steam-boat bill is 
included. os 

Mr. FARNSWORTH... When the sundry 
civil appropriation. bill comes back, it will no 
doubt come with a. great many amendments. l 
would suggest that an order of the House be 


made that the bill with amendments be print- ! 


ed, so that we-may act upon it understand- 


The Senate have cut || ingly. 
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Mr. SHANKS, The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Crosstanp] yields to me to allow 
me. to introduce a matter of very great im- 
portance. . : $ : 

Mr. CONGER.. If the. gentleman from: 
Kentucky yields to any one, I must: call for 
the regular order. : ; : 
-The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
motion of the gentleman trom Kentucky, [Mr.: 
Crossan, ] that the House do new adjourn.. 

The House: divided ; and there’ were—ayes 
54, noes 69. nae i : 

So the motion that the House adjourn was 
not agreed to. f 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD, ] that the House take a recess until 
eight o’clock this evening. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggested an amend- 
ment limiting the business of the evening ses- 
sion, to which I understood the gentleman was 
not adverse, or on which, at least, he was 
willing that the sense of the House-should' be 
tested. ve 

The SPEAKER. That woeld require 
unanimous consent: i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then Ladhere 
to my motion that the House take a recess 
until eight o'clock. this evening. 

The motion was agreed to; andaccordingly, 
(at four o'clock and ten minutes p. m.,) the 
House took a recess until eight o’clock p, m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House re- 
sumed its session at eight o'clock p. m. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS, 


Mr. HAMBLETON. [I desire to call up 
the motion to reconsider the vote whereby the 
report of the committee.of conference of Sen- 
ate bill No. 245, amendatory of an act author- 
izing the construction of a bridge across the 
Arkansas river, was agreed to. There are 
reasons which render it necessary to ask an- 
other conference with the Senate. I therefore 
ask that the motion to reconsider be agreed 
to, and that the House disagree to the report 
of the committee of conference, and ask a 
further conference with the Senate. . 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. l 

PATENTS AND COPYRIGHTS. 


Mr. L. MYERS. I desire to report from 
the Committee on Patents, House bill No. 
2857, to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
revise, consolidate, and amend the statutes 
relating to patents and copyrights,’’ approved 
July 8, 1870. This isin accordance with the 
recommendation sent to-us in a special mes- 
sage of the President. There are several 
changes which will commend themselves to 
the good sense of the House, . It is importont 
that this bill should pass at this time, in order 
that it may reach the Senate to-morrow. Two 
or three of the amendments proposed have 
been called for by the practical operation of 
the present law, and are recommended by the 
Commissioner of Patents. As I have said, 
most of the changes were recommended espe- 
cially by the Secretary of the Interior and the 
President. oe 

Mr. McCRARY. There is a bill on the 
Speaker’s table that I am very anxious to have 
considered. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
consideration of business on the Speaker's 
table, under the two-thirds rule. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The Committee on Pat- 
ents have had no opportunity to. report this — 
bill, Itis one of great importance to the pub- 
lic and of great importance to inventors,’ in 
order that their business may be facilitated. 
I do not think that any bill can-be presented 
to this House which should take precedence. of 
this one. I hope the gentlemen will not press 
any other matter, especially any private. bill, 
against this one. Among the recommenda- 
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tions are several corrections suggested by the 

` valuable Librarian of Congress, Mr.. Spofford, 
who has charge of copy rights. These amend- 
ments will facilitate very greatly the transac- 
tion of business, and I think the bill generally 
will commend itself to the judgment of all the 
members of the House, 

Mr: BUCKLEY. This bill being so im- 
portant I:must: object to the gentleman yield- 
ing to. any one: 

Mr: Le MYERS. I desire that the con- 
sideration of this bill shall be proceeded with. 

Mr. MeCRARY. I ceall for the regular 
order. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I think there can be no 
objection to this bill. We have tried evening 
after evening to get the matter considered by 
the House, - 

Mr. BECK. I was on the committee when 
the Patent Office was partially reorganized 
some years ago, and I shall object to this bill 
being passed: without very full debate. 

The SPEAKER. | The regular order being 
called for, the House will resume the considera- 
tion of the business on the Speaker's table. 

STATUK OF GENERAL RAWLINS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 1164, appropriating 
$10,000 for a statue of Genera John A. 
Rawlins. 

The bill, which was read, appropriates 
$10,000 to procure a life-size statue of Gen- 
eral John A. Rawlins, late Secretary of War, 
to be placed as the center piece of a fountain 
in Franklin square, the design to be approved 
by the Committees on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, the architect of the Capitol exten- 
sion, and the Librarian of Congress. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Has any com- 
mittee of the House considered this bill? 

The SPHAKER. The Chair is not advised 
in regard to that, 

Mr. GARITELD, of Ohio. A letter in 
connection with this matter and in relation to 
it. was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations to-day. J ask that this bill be left 
upon the Speaker's table for the present. 

_. No objection was made; snd it was ordered 
accordingly, 
RTEAM-PRESSURE ON TOWING-BOATS,. 

The next business on the Speaker's table 
was Senate bill No. 1184, relating to a limit- 
ation of steam-pressure on towing and freight- 
boats on the Mississippi river and its tribu- 
taries. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I hope that this bill will 
pass without objection. It is simply a renewal 
of the act of February 28, 1871. 

The bill was read. It provides that the pro- 
visions of the act entitled “An act to provide 
for the better security of life on vessels pro- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam,” &c., 
approved February 28, 1871, so far as they 
relate to the limitation of stcam-pressure on 
steamboats used exclusively for towing and 
carrying freight on the Mississippi river and 
its tributaries, be so far modified as to substi- 
tute for such boats one hundred and fifty 
pounds of steam-pressure in place of one hun- 
dred and ten pounds as provided in that act, 
for. the standard pressure upon standard boil- 
ers of forty-two inches diameter and of plates 
of one quarter of ‘an inch in thickness; and 
such boats may on the written permit of the 
supervising inspector of the district in which 
such boats shall carry on their business for a 
period of twelve months from and after the 
passage of this-act, be permitted to carry steam 
above the standard pressure of one hundred 
andten pounds, but not exceeding the standard 
of one hundred and fifty pounds to the square 
inch. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill with an amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I sincerely hope the House 
will not agree to the amendment. : It will vir- 
tually kill the bill. 


The amendment was read as follows: 


Add to the bill the following proviso: _ 

That there shali also be for the period of one 
year from and after the passage of this act a suspen- 
sion of the provisions of any existing law, or of any 
regulation under the law, requiring the use of the 
following articles, or imposing upon steamboats the 
following restrictions: lock-up safety-val ves, record- 
ing steam-gauges, pipes tocarry steam into the held 
of vessels, low-water indicators, and testing pumps ; 
ond rules and regulations of the board of inspectors 
shall conform for the time being to this provision. 

Mr. CONGER. I move a suspension of the 
rules to pass the bill with that amendment. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I think I am entitled to the 
attention of the House. I ask the Clerk to read 
a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to any further 
amendment unless I can have an opportunity 
to discuss it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the, 
first question is to test the sense of the House 
upon the bill as it comes from the Senate. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I desire the Clerk to 
read 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


-Michigan [Mr. Concur] object to the reading 


of the communication? 

Mr. CONGER. I do not; but I wish to 
make a statement in regard to the object 
both of the bill and the amendment. A bill 
which was introduced in the Honse at an early 
period of the session, and passed by the House 
and the Senate, extended the time when those 
limitations on steam vessels should take effect 
for six months. That time is about expiring, 
and it is desired now that the limitation shall 
be extended for another period. It is feared 
that the bill for the security of life on steam 
vessels which contains the provisions embodied 
in this amendment, and which if passed will 
obviate the necessity for both the bill and the 
amendment, may fail to becomea law, in which 
case it is desirable by some other measure to 
relieve the boats upon our western rivers and 
lakes from what is admitted to be the most 
grievous hardships and the’ greatest incon- 
venience and expense, which, resulting from 
the action and regulations of the board of 
steamboat inspectors, are so burdensome to 
the shipping interest on our Jakes and rivers 
that no man longer wishes to own that 
description of property. 

Every gentleman who has read the public 
papers, or has received communications from 
constituents upon the lakes and rivers, knows 
that the impositions of the board of steamboat 
inspectors, which are remedied by the new bill 
now before the Senate upon the report of the 
committee of conference, are so great that 
men cannot ron their vessels. They are shut 
out at Chicago, at Detroit, at Cincinnati. 
The regulations and restrictions of that board 
go boyond the law of 1871. The discretion 
allowed them by that law has been exercised 
ina manner so vexatious and burdensome to 
the shipping interests of the Jakes and west- 
ern rivers that the action of the Secretary of 
the Treasury is needed from day to day to 
suspend or nullify those regulations by special 
order. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if our steamboat secur- 
ity bill ean pass the Senate and be coneurred 
in by the House, there is no need either for 
this bill or the amendment. 

Mr. NEGLEY. And if it cannot pass, then 
the gentleman from Michigan proposes to 
defeat this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Ifitcannot pass the House 
or the Senate we leave during the summer 
months all of the steam shipping of our inland 
waters and lakes subject to the restrictions 
imposed on them by a board of supervising 
inspectors in some interest, God knows what, 
oppressive and destructive to that interest, 
from New Orleans to Lake Superior, as every 
gentleman who represents this interest on 
those Jakes and rivers, who has read the papers 
of his own neighborhood, well knows. This 


‘amendment is to make sure that some of the 


most severe restrictions made by the board of 
supervisors shall not operate during the sum- 
mer season on these boats, and until Congress 
has had time to passa law embracing the pro- 
visions of the general bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [hope the gentleman from 
Michigan will state for the information of the 
House the exact condition of the general 
steamboat. bill at this time. 

Mr. CONGER. The position of the general 
steamboat bill is this: the bill was reported 
to the House, was passed by the House, went 
to the Senate, and the Senate amended it by 
placing upon it other provisions onerous and 
injurious to the steamboat interest, and in my 
solemn judgment not in the interest of the 
security of life of passengers. It placed upon 
it some of the old laws and some of the old 
regulations. . It came back to the House, and 
the House refused to concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate. A committee of confer- 
ence was appointed, and that committee of 
conference in the main has sustained the House 
bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee of confer- 
ence have agreed. 

Mr. CONGER. The committee of confer- 
ence have agreed, and are ready to report to 
their respective Houses. It stands to-day in 
the Senate on the opposition of two members 
of the Senate refusing to bring the bill before 
that body. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The only embarrassment, 
then, is that the Senate have not adopted the 
report of the committee of conference? 

Mr. CONGER. That is the position of the 
matter. : . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will suggest, then, to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that he let this 
matter remain on the Speaker’s table until we 
know precisely what action is taken on the 
conference report. The whole country is de- 
manding the passage of that general law, and 
are not willing that any law shall pass which 
would have the effect to render it less imper- 
ative. 
` Mr. FINKELNBURG. I should like to 
inquire of the gentleman from Indiana whether 
tne passage of this bill will prevent the pas- 
sage of that general law? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I trust the gentleman from 
Missouri will perceive that it will materially. 

Mr. NEGLEY. No, sir; it will not. 

Mr. KERR. I should like to inquire how 
this bill comes to be here? 

Mr. NEGLEY. I will tell the gentieman. 
The act passed December 20, 1871, relieved 
towing and freight-boats on the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi. The provisions of the general law 
were suspended for six months. That sus- 
pension expires on the 20th of this month, 
All that is here provided is that that shall be’ 
continued. * 

Mr. KERR. This is not intended to pre- 
vent the enactment of that bill. 

Mr. NEGLEY. ` Not at all. This is only 
to continue in force for twelve mouths. 

Mr. KERR. Then I think the suggestion 
of my colleague is a good one. Let it be 
agreed that this bill be laid aside for the pres- 
ent, and that it shall be taken up and passed 
after the general bill has been disposed of, 

Mr. NEGLEY. l have no objection if such 
an understanding can be reached. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope that will be done.. 

The bill, by unanimous consent, was laid 
aside for the present; 


ALBERT D. PIERCE. 


' The next bill on the Speaker’s table was an 
act (S. No. 838) for the relief of Albert D. 
Pierce, postmaster at Sumnerville, Ottawa 
county, Kansas ; which was taken up and read 
a first and second time. ' 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
Department be authorized and directed to 
credit the account of Albert D. Pierce, post- 
master at Sumnerville, Ottawa county, Kansas. 
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with the sum of $25 50, being the value of 
stamps and stamped envelopes stolen or de- 
toyed by hostile Indians on the 12th of June, 

69. 

Therules were suspended, (two thirds having 
voted in the affirmative,) and the bill was 
passed. 

MRS. F. SELINA BUCHANAN. 


The next. business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 1106) for the relief of 
Mrs. F., Selina Buchanan. . 

Mr. ARCHER. I move that that bill be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreéd to; and the bill was 
so referred. : 


INDIANS IN CENTRAL SUPERINTENDENCY. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 1175) for the relief of cer- 
tain Indians in the central superintendency. 

Mr. SHANKS. I offer an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute for that bill, and 
move that the bill with that amendment be 
passed. The original bill was drawn without 
reference to a treaty of 1867, which changes 
the character of the title to seven thousand 
acres of land. It became necessary, with ref- 
erence to that treaty, to draw a substitute for 
the bill, which I believe will be accepted by 
the Senate. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior be, and he is hereby, directed and required to 
have an inventory taken ofall thelandsand appurte- 
nances thereto appertaining, remaining unsold, men- 
tioned in the sixth article of the treaty between the 


United States and said tribe of Indians, concluded 
June 24, A. D. 1862, and proclaimed July 28, 1862, 


or acquired, held, or controlled under authority 
conferred by said articlé, including any lands for- 


merly trust-lands, belonging to said tribe, purchased | 


and held by the trustees provided for in said article ; 
including also any land acquired by the trustees of 
Ottawa University, under authority of the twentieth 
article of the treaty of July 23, 1867 between the 
United States and the Senecas, Mixed Senecas, Shaw- 
nees, and other Indiansor in any other manner, 
together also with thesection of land reserved under 
the provisions of said article of the treaty aforesaid 
for the location of a school and the appurtenances 
thereto appertaining; also, of all bonds, notes, mort- 
gages, moneys, oredits, assets, and other property 
arising from sales heretofore made of Jands men- 
tioned in the said sixth article of said treaty, or 
from sale of lands purchased by the trustees pro- 
vided for therein, or from any other source, and the 
said lands, premises, appurtenances, bonds, notes, 
mortgages, credits, assets, and other property afore- 
said, shall be inventoried and appraised by three 
commissioners, who shall be appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. After the inventory and ap- 

raisement of said lands, premises, appurtenances, 

onds, notes, mortgages, moneys, credits, assets, and 
other property aforesaid, as herein provided, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall be, and hereby is, 
authorized and required forthwith to take posses- 
sion of for the United States, advertise, and sell the 
same upon such terms and conditions as he may 
prescribe: Provided, however, That such advertise- 
ment shail be inserted once in each week for four 
weeks, successively, in a newspaper published and 
hhavinggeneral circulation in Franklin county, Kan- 
sas, and for the same length of time in the State 
paper of Kansas, published at the city of Topeka, 
State of Kansas: And provided further, That no bid 
shall be accepted that may be lessthan theappraised 
value of such premises and other property: And 
provided further, That said bonds, notes, mortgages, 
eredits, personal property, and assets shall be sold 
in separate parcels, and the land shall be sold in 
parcels of not more than one hundred and sixty 
acres each; and no purchaser’ Shall be permitted to 
purchase more than one quarter section thereof. 
Upon the payment .of the purchase-money of said 
Jand upon the terms and conditions aforesaid, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be issued to 
the purchaser or purchasers, patents for the same. 
Said land, and the whole thereof, shall be subject 
to taxation as other lands in the State of Kansas 
are taxable, notwithstanding any provisions of law 
heretofore existing. The said commissioners are 
authorized to examine under oath any person, or 
persons, touching the property, credits, or assets 
hereinbefore mentioned, and to compel the produc- 
tion of such books or other testimony as may per- 
tain to the same. And for this purposethey are, and 
each of them is hereby, empowered to administer all 
necessary oaths; and the trustees, acting under said 
sixth article ofsaid treaty, are hereby required upon 
demand to account to said commissioners for all mon- 
eys, property, choses in action, or assets ofany-deserip- 
tion that may be now or at any time heretofore have 
been in their possession, or under their control, and 
the trust created by virtue of said article is hereby 
discharged, vacated, and declared at an end. Bat 
nothing herein contained shall be so construed as 
to relieve the. said trustecs, or any. of them, from 
any liability incurred in the management or dis- 


position of said property, or any part thereof. Tho 
proceeds of such sales shall be paid to the several 
members of the said tribe, their heirs or. assigns, 
per capita ; and in case any of the members of said 
tribe are minors, then such’ sums of money as are 
due or coming to them from such proceeds shall be 
paid to the guardian of such minors appointed 
under the laws of the State of Kansas. 

The commissioners to bo appointed under. the 
provisions of this act shall receive compensation for 
their services at the rate of five dollars for each day 
actually engaged in the duties herein designated, 
in addition to the amount paid by them for actual 
travel and other necessary expenses, and the said 
sums and expenses shall be paid out-of the funds 
arising from the sales of the property herein pro- 
vided to be disposed of. 


The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the substitute 
having been agreed to, the bill, as amended, 
was read three times, and passed. 


AMERICAN FORK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S No. 1031) granting to the 
American Fork Railway Company the right 
of way through the public lands for the con: 
struction of a railroad and telegraph. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WALLS. I move that this bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 1 hope. this bill will not 
have that reference, but that it may be allowed 
to remain upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. WALLS. One reason for moving to 

refer is that, as I understood the reading of 
the bill, it not only gives the right of way to 
this corporation, but it makes tbe General 
Government liable for the bonds of this com- 
pany to the extent of $20,000 a mile. That 
is my reason for making this motion. 
: Mr. HOLMAN. The bill does not make the 
Government liable at all, but on the contrary 
it expressly provides that the Government 
shall not be liable. I wish to make this re 
mark: I understand that this is a short road, 
only about seventeen miles long. Power is 
conferred by this bill on this corporation, 
organized under the laws of the Territory of 
Utah, to mortgage its road for $20,000 mile, 
for which the Government of the United States 
is not to be made responsible. Nobody would 
ever dream that the Government could be 
made responsible for the debts of this corpor- 
ation. ‘This bill is of a class, of which we 
have passed several during the past few weeks, 
conferring upon corporations organized under 
territorial legislation this power to mortgage 
their roads. I think this practice has grown 
up recently. It is proposed by this bill to 
confer upon this corporation the power to 
mortgage its road to the extent of $20,000 per 
mile, We are increasing the power of these 
corporations. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is debate İn order? | 

Mr. HOLMAN. We are recognizing the 
right of territorial Legislatures to create cor- 
porations, which T think is a wise policy. But 
we are also assuming to increase the powers 
of corporations so created. That, I think, is 
a grave objection to all this class of bills. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is the gentleman in favor 
of the passage of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am not; I want it re- 
ferred. 
` Mr. HOOPER, of Utah. 
say a few words on this bill. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I object to any further 
debate. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

AMERICAN REGISTER TO BARK JEWESS. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was Senate bill No. 1144, to give to the bark 
Jewess an American register. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
bark Jewess, built in Chelsea, Massachusetts, 
in 1868, and now owned by Morris Ketcham, 
of Connecticut, shall be relieved. from all dis- 
abilities imposed upon said vessel by reason 
of an act of Congress entitled “An act to reg 
ulate the registering of vessels,” passed Feb- 
ruary 10, 1866, and that the owner of said 


I would like to 


vessel shall be allowed to. register the same 
and to obtain a certificate therefor upon com= 
plying with the usual requirements of law. 

Mr. HOLMAN... We have. already: passed. 
a general provision in the tariff bill by which 
this vessel can obtain an American register 
again. “But inasmuch as this is a Senate:bill, 
and if there beany doubt about the extent of. 
the provision in the tariff act, it would seem to 
be entirely proper that this. bill. should pass. 

Mr. CONGER. The bill which was passed 
to-day was the first bill which has passed. Con: 
gress giving a register to a vessel, except it was 
nearly in accordance with the laws authorizing 
the issuing of an American register. We bave 
at one step gone over the line, and if this bill 
should pass, against the unanimous and con- 
tinued report of the Committee on Commerce 
for the last three years at least, then we shall 
bring into the United States all the old craft 
that are afloat, not only those that were sold 
daring the war and have been repaired a little 
here and there, but every old useless craft will 
come to our borders, be sold to our -citizens, 
and get a new register, There can be no more 
effectual means of breaking dowu the ship- 
building interests of the United States than to 
flood our waters with these old, worn-out, use- 
less, repaired craft. Butas I said to-day, when 
I saw the particular advocates of the sbip- 
building interests from Maine, Masssachusetts, 
and the New England coast generally, coming 
forward and voting to destroy their own ship- 
ping interests, I withdraw from the contest, for 
such measures do not affect me nor my district. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not the proposition 
involved in this bill 


Mr. BELL. I object to debate. 
Mr. CONGER. I move that the bill be 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to; there being 
ayes twenty-four, noes not counted. 


GEORGE WRIGHT, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 239) for the relief of 
George Wright; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill provides that out of any money in 
the Treasury of the United States not other- 
wise appropriated the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury pay to George Wright the sum of $1,500, 
in full consideration tor the entire past and 
future use by the Government of the United 
States of his patent linch pin. But Wright is 
first to execute and deposit with the War De- 
partment a full, sufficient, and legal transfer 
and license to the Government to use said 
linch pin for Government purposes, free of 
all charges or royalty. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I snggest that. this bill 
ought to be referred to the Committee on 
Patents. I make that motion. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a single 
word, and the House can then determine 
whether this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. BELL. I object to debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 certainly do not think 
the gentleman will do so much injustice as to 
refuse to hear a word in reference to this biil, 

Mr. MAYNARD. Does the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Houman] want the bill 
passed at this time? 

Mr. BELL. I understand that debate is not 
in order, and T insist on my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order; 
and, objection being made, the Chair will not 
entertain it. 3 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the bill will be 
allowed to remain on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Kun.oce] to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. ; 

The question being taken on the. motion, 
there were—ayes 52, noes 25; no quorum 
voting. aye ; 

Mr. BOLMAN., J trustthat-T shallnow be 
allowed to make a statement. This bill has 
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already-been considered by the Committeeof 
Claims: cor, o Tastes ws : 

The SPEAKER.. Doesthegentlemwman from 
New: Hampshire [Mr: Berr] ¿insist on. his 
objection to: debate? ee ee : 
> Me BELDL: Ido: ig. Ae : 

‘The SPEAKER.:. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Houman] insist upon a further 
count onthe. motion.ta refer? 0... f 

Mr. HOLMAN.. Ido;unless by unanimous 
concent the bill can remain on the. Speaker's 
table. :: 2. zu $ 2 K : 

Mr. KELLOGG and several others ob- 
jected. >; E 

Mr, HOLMAN. . The bill has been consid- 
ered by the Committee of Claims, - 

Mr. KELLOGG. : As-Tungerstand the bill 
has been considered by tbe Committee of 
Claims, [ withdraw my objection to its remain- 
ing on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER, Is there. further objec- 
tion? .- pi ; 
Mr. PERCE and Mr. MAYNARD objected. 


No quorum having voted on the: motion to | 


refer the bill; tellers were ordered ; and Mr. 
Hormax and Mr. KeLLoga were: appointed. 
The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—-ayes twenty-five, noes not counted. 
So the motion to refer was not agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will remain on 
the Speaker’s table. 
i MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATH. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symrson, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference upon the bill (S. No. 1078) to 
increase the rates of pension to certain per- 
gona therein described. 


RUFUS M. PICKEL, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 408) for the relief of 
Rufus M. Pickel; which was read a first and 
second time. 

_dt authorizes and directs the proper account- 
ing ollicers. of the ‘Treasury Department to 
credit Rufus M. Pickel, late internal revenue 
stamp agent at Mount Pleasant, Towa, with 
$572 50 in. his account, being the value of 
revenue stamps mailed to him in the ordinary 
course of business and never received by him, 
on being satisfied that stamps were irrecover- 
ably lost without fault on his part. 

Mr. McCRARY. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the bill passed. 

The motion. was agreed to, two thirds vot- 
ing in favor thereof. 

WARREN AND MOORE. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No; 168) for the relief of War- 
ren & Moore; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

Me. HOLMAN, I believe this bill pro- 
poses to make compensation for property 
taken by the Armyin Tennessee. I move that 
it be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE YT, WIGGINS, 

The next business on the Speaker's. table 
wasa bill (S. No. 877) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of the late George T. 
Wiggins, of Keokuk, in the State of Jowa; 
which was taken up and read a first and second 
time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, out of any money 
in the Treasury of the United States not other- 
wise appropriated, pay to the legal -repre- 
sentatives of the late George T. Wiggins, of 
Keokuk, in the State of lowa, the sum of 
$2,000, in full for all damages sustained by 
him in consequence of the seizure of the Leigh- 
ton House, in Keokuk, Iowa, by the military 
authorities of the United States for hospital 
purposes in the year 1862. : 

Mr. McCRARY. . I move that the bill be 
put on its passage. 


Mr. BUCKLEY.. Has this bill been re- 
ported by any committee ? 
. Mr. MeCRARY. I submitted this bill to 
the Committee of Claims and to the gentle- 
man himself, who all approved of it. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill passed. 


_. . SAMES AND. EMMA S, CAMERON, 
“The next business on the Speakers table 


was a’ bill (S. Ne. 953) to pay James and | 
Bmma'S. Cameron for property “taken and f 


used by the Army during the late war; which “The next business on the Speaker's table 


wastaken up and read a first and second time. 

The biil, which was read, provides that the 
sum of $10,000 be appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


priated, and the Secretary of the Treasury ‘is | 


authorized to pay the same to James and 
EmmaS. Cameron for the use and damage by 
the Army of the United States during the late 
war of their: property ‘situated near Chat- 
tanovga, Tennessee, now known as Fort Cam- 
eron. Eys 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope that bill will pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [hope there:will be some 
report of this measure explaining its character. 

Mr. STRONG. Has it been referred to 
any committee? 


Mr. MAYNARD. Idesire to say a word 


about it. 
Mr. STRONG. I object to debate. 
Mr. MAYNARD. The case is: a highly 


meritorious one, and I hope. the House will 
pass it. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
24, noes 40; no quoram voting. 

Mr. MAYNARD, I demand tellers, I 
should be glad to make a statement. 

Mr. STRONG.  [ object to debate. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. MAYNARD and 
Mr, Bet. were appointed. 

Tbe House again divided and the tellers 
reported—ayes 51, noes 29, 

So (two thirds not having voted in the afirm- 
ative) the rules were not suspended, and the 
bill was not passed. 

Mr, HOLMAN moved that it be referred to 
the Committee of Olaims. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DAVID L. WRIGHT. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was a bill (S. No. 663) for the relief of David 
L. Wright, late captain of company E, fifty-first 
regiment Indiana volunteers; which was 
taken up and read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Paymaster General of the United States Army 
be authorized and directed to pay, out of any 
money appropriated or hereafter to be appro- 
printed for the payment of the Army, to David 

. Wright, late captain in the fifty-first regi- 
ment Iudiana volunteers, the pay and emolu- 
ments of a captain of infantry from the 80th 
of June, 1868, the date of bis commission, to 
the 14th of March, 1865, the date of his dis- 
charge as a returned prisoner of war, as if he 
had been mustered.as captain on the date of 
his commission, first deducting whatever sum 
may have been paid him as lieutenant during 
the period for which pay is hereby allowed as 
captain, > 

Mr. HOLMAN. That bill passed the last 
Congress on a report from the Committee of 
Claims ? : 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof,) and the bill was passed. 


DAVID BRADEN. 


The next bill on the Speaker’s table was a 
bill (S. No. 166) for the relief of David Bra- 
den; which was taken up, and reada first aud 
second time, sat 

The. bill, which was read, provides that 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury be directed to 
pay to. David Braden, late captain and assist- 
ant adjutant general of volunteers, for comma- 
tation of quarters and fuel, and three months’ 
extra pay, under act of March 8, 1865, the 


sum of $1,058, out of any money in the Treas- 
ary appropriated or to be appropriated for the 
pay. of the Army of the United States, 

Mr. HOLMAN, My colleague, [Mr.. Co- 
BURN, ] chairman of the Commivtee on Military 
Affairs, is. not in. hig seat, and I trust it will be 
allowed to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALLS. I move that it be referred to 


| the Committee of Claims. 


` Mr. HOLMAN. It bas been there already. 
“The bill was laid on the table. 


EDWARD N. CALVERT. 


was a bill. (S. No. 1162) for the relief of 
Edward N. Calvert. l 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Has 
that bill been before any committee? As no 
gentleman answers, | move that it be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

: The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
so referred. ; 
STATE OF NEVADA. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (3. No. 1089) to reimburse the 
State of Nevada for expenses incurred while 
a ‘l'erritory in the purchase of a prison, and 
in support of the United States courts. 

The bill was read, 

Mr. KENDALL. I ask that that bill be 
allowed to remain on the table for the present. 

There was no objection; aud the bill was 
returned to the Speaker's table, 

REUBEN GOODRICH. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 990) for the relief of 
Reuben Goodrich, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WILLARD. I move that that bill be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
so referred, : 

LEVL J. POWELL. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 1172) for the relief of Levi 
J. Powell. 

The bill wag read. 

Mr. BUCKLEY.. I move that that bill be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
80 referred. 

MARGARET B. FRANKS. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 983) for the relief of 
Margaret B. Franks, heir-at-law of Thomas S. 
Franks, of Green Bay, Wisconsin. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I move that that bill be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
so referred. 

WILLIAM L. UTLEY, 


The next basiness on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 1090) for the relief of 
William L. Utley. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I move that that bill be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
so referred. i 

S. E. WARD. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 1142) forthe relief of S. 
E. Ward. 

The bill was read. | 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I think that is a bill 
which ought to be carefully considered. 
move that it be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. : ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
so referred, 

A. W. MOSS, 

The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (S. No. 1021) for the relief of A. 
W. Moss. 

The bill was read. 
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Mr. STRONG. I move that that bill be 
referred to the Committee of Claims, 
The motion was agreed to ; and the bill was 
so referred. 
NINTH CENSUS. 


The next business on the Speaker’ s table 
was the bill (S. No. 527) to reimburse United 
States marshals for moneys nécessarily ex- 
pended by them in taking. the ninth census in 
excess of the compensation allowed them under 
the law in force.before the passage of this act. 

The, bill. was read. It provides that when 
it is made to appear by proof satisfactory to 
the ‘Secretary of the Interior that, in takin 
the ninth census, the total disbursements of 
any United States district marshal necessarily 
made have been in excess:of his total-receipts 
on account of services rendered by him in 
taking said.census, the Seeretary of the In- 
terior may allow such marshal such sum, in 
addition to what has heretofore been allowed 
him, as shall be found necessary to reimburse 
the marshal for such excess of necessary ex- 
penditure, not exceeding $1,000 in any one 
case; and the bill appropriates, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, such sum as may be necessary to carry 
out its provisions, 

Mr. McGREW. 
upon its passage. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I would ask the gentle- 
man from West Virginia whether this bill has 
been considered by any committee of the 
House? 

Mr. McGREW, Ido not know that it has. 
But I know that there is a necessity for it. 

Mr. PETERS. It only gives the Depart- 
ment the discretion to repay the man who has 
paid out the money. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof, y and the bill was 
passed. 


Imove that the bill be put 


PERFECTING LAND TITLES, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 995) .to perfect certain 
land titles therein described. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to permit the purchase, 
with cash or military bounty land warrants, of 
such Jands as. may have been located with 
claims arising under the.seventh clause of the 
second article of the treaty of September 30, 
1854, at such’ price per acre as the, Secretary 
ofthe Interior shall deem equitable and proper, 
but not ata less price than $1 25 per acre, 
and that owners and holders of such ¢laimsin 
good faith be also permitted to complete their 
entries, and to perfect their titles under such 
claims upon compliance with the terms men- 
tioned; provided that it shall be shown to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior that 
said clainis are held’ by innocent parties in 
good faith, and that the locations made under 
such claims have been made‘in good faith and 
by innocent holders of the same. 

Mr. DUNNELL: I move that the bill be 
passed +: 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
passed. 

HARRIET W, POND. . 


The next business on the Speakers table 
was Senate bill No. 1161, for the relief of Har- 
riet W» Pond. : 

The bill provides for the payment of $1,000 
to Harriet W. Pond, out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in con- 
sideration of injuries received during the war 
of the rebellion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
any report accompanying this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair-knows nothing: 


of it. : 
Mr. STRONG. I move that the bill be 
teferred to the Committee of Claims, 
The motion to refer was agreed to. 


Is, there 


‘ARMY REGULATIONS. 


The next business on the Speaker’ s table 
was-Senate-bill No.” 1136, to authorize the 
adoption of a’system of general regulations for 
the use of the Army of the United States. — 

‘The bill provides that the systeni of general 
regulations for the administration of the affairs 
of the Army, authorized by section twenty of 
an act approved July 15, 1870, to be prepared 
by the Secretary of War, shall, when approved 
by the President, be adopted for the use of the 
Army for one year from the date of. its publi- 
cation, at the end of which period it, shall, be 
submitted to Congress for such action as may 
then be deemed advisable, provided that-noth- 
ing in such regulations. shall be inconsistent 
with the laws of the United States. 

Mr. BUCKLEY.’ As the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. [Mr. Cozurn] 
is not now in his seat, I would suggest that 
this bill had better be-restored to the Speak- 
er’s table. 

Mr. HAY. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 


STEAM-BOILER EXPLOSIONS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 999, to authorize inquiries 
into the causes of steam- boiler explosions. 

The bill authorizes the President to cause 
such experiments to be made and such inform- 
ation to be collected as in his opinion may be 
useful and important to guard against the 
bursting of steam-boilers, and that he be re- 
quested to communicate the same to Congress ; 
and that the sum of $100,000 be appropriated 
for the purposes of this act. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask:that this bill be re- 
stored to its place upon the Speaker’s table 
until the Committee on Commerce can examine 
into the matter. 

No objection was made; ‘and it was ordered 
accordingly. 


FREDERICK BOEULRULER, 


` The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 884, for the relief of the 
sureres of Frederick Boehruler, of the State 
of low 

Mr. T ‘OWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Has 
this bill been considered by any committee of 
this House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks ‘not. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I 
move that it be referred to. the Committee of 
Claims. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. ` 


LYMAN I. HISSQNG. 


The next business on the Speaker’s i table 
was Senate bill No. 1112, for: the relief of 
Lyman I..Hissong, of Henry county, Obio .. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This is the last bil on 
the Speaker’s table; all the rest. bave been 
passed or referred, or laid over. informally. 

The bill provides for paying to Lyman I. 
Hissong,:of Ohio, the pay of captain from 
April 18,1863, to August 1, 1868, while he ac- 
tually served as captain in the ninth regiment 
of Louisiana infantry, colored, after he was by 
leave mustered out of the sixty-eighth regiment 
Ohio volunteers, and before he was formally 
mustered into the said Louisiana regiment, 

Mr. STORM. I think this bill should be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. 
to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion to refer the bill to the Committee 
of Claims was agreed to. 


MUNICIPAL COURT FOR THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. E call 
up the motion -to ‘reeonsider. the vote by which | 
Senate bill No. 637, to establish a municipal 
court ofthe District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes, was referred to the Committee: 
for the District of Columbia. This subject 


I move thatitbe referred | 


has-been considered by the Committee on the i 


Judiciary; aud I desire to have this bill referred 
to that‘committee. ` 

‘The motion to reconsider: was agreed to, 
and the bill was then” referred to the Commit: 
tee on the Judiciary. 

‘Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts; moved to 
réconsider the’ vote ‘by which ‘the’ bill was re- 
ferred to the Committée'on the Judiciary i and 
also‘moved that the motion tó reconsider be 
laid on the: table. i €77: 

The latter motion was agreed fo. Pg 

Mr. BROOKS, .. As we have gone through 
with the business on the Speaker's ‘table, and 
there is nothing else of importance or pressing 


| necessity which we:can attend to, I move tbat 


the: House now adjourn. 

The: motion was agreed to; and aceordingly 
{at nine o'clock and ‘fifteen minutes p 'm.) the 
House adjourned, 

PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com: 
mittees: .. 

By Mr. ADAMS: The petition of Susan 
Ross, widow of William Koss, for pension. 

By.Mr. ARCHER: The petition of William 
J. Daily, for ‘extension of letters- patent for 
improved ventilated truss-pads, issued” 13th 
April, 1858. 

By Mr. DONNAN: The petition of Harry 
R. Horr and James C. McCartney, settin 
forth their occupancy and improvement of 
certain lands included in the tract of land set 
apart. as a public park near the headwaters 
of the ‘Yellowstone river in Montana and 
Wyoming Territories, and praying relief.’ 

By Mr. E. H. ROBERTS: A petition of 
sities, sailors, and widows and orphans of 
soldiers, relative to the homestead act. | 


IN SENATE, 
Fripay, June 1, 1872: | a 
` The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. B. D. Owxy, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 
Mr. WINDOM. I move that the reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with 
‘Mr. HAMIL’ LON, of Maryland, For the 
purpose of going on with morning business ? 
Mr. WINDOS. ‘For the purpose of calling 
ap a bi 
Prhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota asks unanimous consént’ tbat 
the readiug of the Journal be dispensed with 
for thè purpose of considering a bill. . 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I do not 
know anything about the bill; but I have no 
objection if it is to be subject to the morning 
business: 
Mx. WINDOM. I think. the Senator will 
have no objection tothe bill. 
Mr, HAMILTON, of Maryland... Probably 
not, but | do not know what it ise - 
The: VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator 
can object. as soon as the title of the bill is 
read for. informations: 
Mr. WINDOM. It is a bill (8..No. 995) to 
perfect certain land titles therein described. 
The VICE PRESIDENT.. If there be no 
objection the bill will be. taken up; subject to 
the morning ‘business. The Chair hears no 
objeetion, and itis so taked. - 
STAFF OF THE ARMY. 


` The VICE PRESIDENT appointed as the 
committee of conference on the part of the 
Senate on the bill (S.No. 996) to repeal so; 


| much of section six of an act making appro-i 


priations for the support of the Army for the: 
year ending June 30, 1870, and for‘other pur- 
poses, approved March 3, 1869, ag prohibits? 
promotions in the. staff departments of the’ 
Army, Mr. Anes, Mr. Loean, and Mr, Bie 
VISITORS TO. WEST POINT. > 


The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Chair desirós 
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also to state. that both the senatorial. visitors 
to West Point Military Academy appointed 
by, him, Senator Witson. of Massachusetts 
and Senator BLAIR of Missouri, have declined 
toserve. The Chair appoints in their place the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Ames] and the 
enator from New Jersey, [Mr. Srockron. ] 
_ Mr. Amys subsequently. declined the ap- 
pointment, and. Mr. STEWART was appointed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.: 


Mr. PRATT- présented the petition of 
Thomas T. Scanlon, praying compensation for 
certain cotton seized and sold by United States 
authorities during the late war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying the passage of 
the supplementary civil rights biil; which was 
ordered to lie on the lable. . 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States and of the State of Tennes- 
see, praying the passage of the supplementary 
‘civil righta bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. . - i ` 

SURETIES OF JAMES T. MILLER. 

“Mr. POOL. Task leave to make a report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, | If there be no 

further petitions the Chair will receive the 
report. 
. Mr. POOL. | My objoct is to put the bill on 
its passage at ouce. I am directed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No, 1865) for the relief 
of the sureties of James T. Miller, late col- 
lector and depositary at Wilmington, North 
Carolina, to report it back without amend- 
ment. ‘Lhe bill has passed through the House 
and is reported favorably by the committee 
of the Senate. The court is in session this 
week, and itis for the purpose of relieving 
these sureties from liability. I hope it will 
be considered now, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to release and dia- 
charge the sureties of James T. Miller, late of 
Wilmington, North Carolina, upon his bonds 
as collector and public depositary at Wilming- 
ton, from all hability on the bonds to the 
United States. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, Do I un 
derstand that this bill is reported favorably by 
the Committee on the dudiciary? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir, it is reported by 
the committee unanimously. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXPENSES OF TAKING CENSUS. 

Mr. BOREMAN. [ask the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 627, reported favorably by 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (8. No. 527) to.reimburse United 
States marshals for moneys necessarily ex- 
pended by them in taking the ninth census 
in excess of the compensation allowed them 
under the law in force before the passage of 
this act. The bill provides that. when it is 
made to.appear by proof satisfactory to the 
Secretary of the Interior that, in taking the 
ninth census, any United States district mar- 
shal has necessarily expended and paid outa 
greater sum of money than is allowed him for 
such services under the law now in force, the 
Secretary may allow such marshal such sum, 
in addition to what has heretofore been allowed 
him, as to the Secretary may seem jast and 
reasonable, not exceeding $1,000 in any one 
ease. 

The Committee on Appropriations reported 
the bill with an amendment, to strike out the 
following words: i 


Any United States district marshal has necessarily 
expended and paid out a greater sum of money than 


is allowed him for sach services under the law in 
foree before the passage hereof, the Secretary may 
allow such marshal such sum, in addition to what 
has heretofore been allowed him, as to the said Sec- 
retary may seem just and reasonable. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


The total disbursements. of any United States dis- 
trict marshal, necessarily made, have beon in excess 
of his total receipts on account of services rendered 
by him-in taking said census, the Secretary of the 
Interior may allow such marshal. such a sum, in 
addition to what has been heretofore allowed him, 
as shall be found necessary to reimburse such mar- 
shal for-such excess of necessary expenditure. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, read the third timè, and passed. 


: _. ELI MOORE. : 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R, No, 1298): for the relief of the estate of Ely 
Moore, who was a receiver at a land office in 
the-State of Kansas, have had the same under 
consideration, and directed me to report it back 
without amendment, and to ask for its present 
consideration. It relates simply to paying the 
register of a land office for clerk hire under 
peculiar circumstances, which he was author- 
ized to employ by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, but there was no appro- 
priation to pay it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con: 
sider the bill. It proposes to allow the sum 
of $11,299 to the estate of Ely Moore, lute 
register of the land office at Lecompton, Kan- 
sas, for the money necessarily paid out and 
expended by him in the payment of clerks 
necessarily employed in the land office between 
the 19th of January, 1857, and the 27th of 
January, 1860. 

Mr. THURMAN. Whyis it that this claim 
has not been paid long ago? 

Mr. POMEROY. It has been presented 
and has passed vhe Senate twice before, but 
never pasted the House until now. ‘The name 
is spelled wrong in the bill; it should be 
Bly’ instead of t Mi.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I under- 
stood the Senator from Kansas to say that 
this was a claim for clerk hire, and now I 
understand it is $11,000 and upward. 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How could 
that be? 

Mr. POMEROY. TI can tell you exactly. 
In the early opening of our land office in 
Kansas we had a dispute between what we 
called the free State men and others, and it 
lasted two years. At the close of it one party 
had jumped the claims of the other and this 
man had to hold court for a year and a 
half to decide questions of land titles, and no 
provision was made for supplying him with 
clerks. The law made none, and he had to 
do it, and he was recommended to do it'by 
the Department. He died leaving his estate 
without a dollar, aud ever since we have tried 
to get him compensated for the money he 
actually paid out. ‘I'he vouchers are all with 
the bill, and it has been recommended by the 
Department, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is it a 
House bill? 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, air. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. _ 

AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS, 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to take up Senate 
ill—— ; l 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have morning business. 
The Committee on Printing have instructed 
me to report a resolution for printing additional 
copies of so much of the ninth census as re- 
lates to the statistics of agriculture. I am also 
instructed to ask for its present consideration. 


There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Rerolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That there be printed six thou- 
sand additional copies of so much of the ninth cen- 
sus as relates to statistics of agriculture, for the use 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


YELLOWSTONE RECONNOISSANCH. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I am directed by the 
Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
the letter of the Secretary of War accompany- 
ing an engineer’s report of a reconnoissance 
of the Yellowstone river, made in 1871, to re- 
port a resolution for the printing of three thou- 
sand additional copies of the report, and ask 
for its present consideration. The expense will 
be quite small, a little over one hundred dol- 
lars. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That three thousand additional copios 
of the letter ofthe Secretary of War accompanying 


the engineer’s report of a reconnoissance of the Y el- 
lowstone rivor, in 1871, be printed. 


JAMES ©. PICKETT. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2569) authorizing 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
to revise and adjust the accounts of James C. 
Pickett, late chargé d’affaires to Peru to report 
it back without amendment. It is a yery sim- 
ple bill and very short, and Lask that it be put 
on its passage. i 

Mr. SUMNER. I must object to that bill. 
l think that ought not to pass. It was once, I 
know, very carefully considered by the com- 
mittee some three or four years ago, and an 
adverse report made. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There is a report in 
favor of it from the House committee, and 
this bill J think is different from any that was 
before the Foreign Relations Committee in the 
time of the Senator. 

Mr. SUMNER. But I know the facts in 
this case, and I think I can explain them go 
that the Senate will not act favorably on it. 

~Mr. CASSERLY. [ask leave to withdraw 
the report. I think I can satisfy the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator trem Cal- 
ifornia withdraws his report. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the consideration 
of Senate bill No. 420, to confer jurisdiction 
on the Court of Claims to hear aud determine 
the suit of Carondoletvs. The United States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is the morning busi- 
ness through? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us run through the 
morning business, and then one objection can- 
not stop biils, , 

Mr. BAYARD. . I am instructed by the 
Committee ou Finance to report a bill for the 
relief of Jobn Thompson Mason, formerly col- 
lector of customs at Baltimore, and ask for its 
present consideration. i 
. Mr. TRUMBULL. That is just the same. 
I shall object to it until the morning business 
is heard. b 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask to withdraw that 
report if there is objection made. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2286) for the relief of John Cotter, reported 
adversely, and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. ; 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senate, by unanimous 
consent, agreed to proceed to the considera» 
tion of Senate bill No. 995, to perfect certain 
land titles therein described, and I ask that it 
be now proceeded with. i f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. When the morning busi- 
ness is through I shall not object, but I do 
not want to be in theposition of being stopped 
by a single objection, 
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Mr. WINDOM. I thonght the morning busi- 
ness was through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY.) The morning business is through ; 
and the bill of the Senator. from Minnesota 
was taken up at the beginning of. the session 
subject to morning business. ; 

Mr. SAWYER. Ihave a report to make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair 
will receive it, although the call of reports has 
been passed. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was recommit- 
ted the bill (H. R. No. 2247) giving theapproval 
and sanction of Congress to the termini and 
route of the Ancostia and Potomac River rail- 
road, andto regulate its construction and opera- 
tion, with the various amendments proposed, 
beg leave to report the bill with amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no resolutions, the morning business is closed. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill I just reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
is made to the consideration of any bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. It was understood when 
referred to us that it should be acted on when 
reported, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is the morning business 
through?- 

Mr. RAMSEY. I havea report to make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will receive it. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2985) to establish certain 
post roads, have instructed. me to report, back 
with amendments. 1 should be glad to have 
it passed at once. It will take but five minutes. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
is made to the consideration of any bill in the 
morning hour. If there be no resolutions, 
the morning business is closed. 
TERRITORIAL CHARTERS, 


Mr. CASSERLY. I entered the other day 
a motion to reconsider the passage of House 
bill No. 2633, amendatory of an act approved 
March 2, 1869, entitled ‘An act amendatory 
of an act to provide a temporary government 
for Montana,” approved May 2, 1864. From 
the representations made to me since by the 
Delegates of the Territories, I wish to with- 
draw that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, the motion to reconsider may be 
withdrawn, “The motion is withdrawn, 


LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. WINDOM. I ask that the bill (S. 
No’ 995) to perfect certain land titles therein 
described be now acted on. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, It authorizes 
the Secretary of the Interior to permit the 
purchase, with cash or military bounty-land 
warrants, of such lands as may have been 
located with claims arising under the seventh 
clause of the second article of the treaty of 
September 30, 1854, at such price per acre as 
the Seeretary of the Interior shall deem equi. 
table and proper, but not ata less price than 
$1 25 per acre, and that. owners and holders 
of such claims in good faith be also permitted 
to complete their entries, and to perfect their 
titles under such claims upon compliance with 
the terms mentioned; but it shall be shown 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Interior that the claims are held by innocent 
parties in good faith, and that the locations 
made under such claims have been made in 
good faith and by innocent holders. If the 
lands already located with such claims, or any 
portion thereof, shall have been otherwise 
disposed of by direction of the General Land 
Office, the Secretary of the Interior is to per- 
mit the purchase of a like quantity of lands 
of the same class in the same manner and at 
the same price per acre as provided in the act. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported 


i 


an amendment to strike out the proviso at the 
end of the bill, in-the following words: 
Provided, That itshall be shown to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of the Interior that said claims 
are held by innocent parties in good faith, and that 
the locations made under such claims have been 
made in good faith and by innocent holders of the 
same: And provided further, That if the lands 
already located as aforesaid with such claims, or 
any portion thereof, shall have been otherwise dis- 
posed of by direction of the General. Land Office, 
the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to permit the purchase of a like quantity 
of lands of the same class in the same manner and 
at the same price per acre as hereinbefore provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HARLAN. I inquire if this is the 
bill that relates to some lands in Wisconsin? 

Mr. WINDOM. No, it relates to Jand in 
Minnesota entirely. I hold in my hand a 
letter from the Interior Department which can 
be read, if desired. 

Mr. HARLAN. Ido not ask for it. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SEIZURES OF BOOKS AND PAPERS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL, I move to discharge 
the Committee on the Judiciary from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2825) 
to regulate the seizure and examination of in- 
voices, books, and papers in customs revenue 
cases. I made the motion to discharge the 
committee from this bill a day or two since, 
and it was objected to in the morning hour. 
It is a bill of very great importance, which 
passed the House of Representatives and was 
referred to the Committee oa the Judiciary 
on the 18th of April, and the committee have 
thus far been unable to agree upon reporting 
the bill back. I have called several meetings 
of the committce with a view of having the 
matter finally disposed of, but we have been 
unable thus far to have it disposed of; and I 
now move that the committee be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it go 
upon the Calendar. 

I will state that this isa bill which has been 
petitioned for by the Boards of Trade of several 
of the cities. The leading merchants of the 
large cities have sent numerous petitions ask- 
ing that this bill, or some such bill, should 
pass for their protectiou. The object of the 
bill is to throw additional guards around the 
modes of seizing the books, papers, and effects 
of merchants on charges of smuggling or at- 
tempts to evade the revenue laws. 1 do not 
know that the bill is perfect; but some such 
bill ought to pass; and witha view of perform- 
ing my duty in reference to it, I move that the 
committee be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it go upon the Calendar. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understand that that bill 
goes upon the Calendar. I move 

Mr. CONKLING. No; this bill does not 
go on the Calendar yet, I hope. The Senator 
from Vermont who is not now in his seat 
(Mr. Epmunps] has charge of this bill, as I 
understand, in the Judiciary Committee. This 
motion not being in order now, in his absence 
I hope it will lie over. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The motion is in order, 
and [ insist on action upon it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I submit to the Chair 
whether this isinorder. This is not a resolution 
that has been offered on one day and lain 
over; and therefore certainly it cannot be in 


order. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The motion was made 
and objection made to it the day before yes- 
terday. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, this is 
my point, which I submit to the Chair: a 


Senate resolution is in order; we know what | 


a Senate resolution is; buta motion is nota 
resolution. If a resolution has been offered 
which has lain over, I call for the reading of 
the resolation.. The Senator from Vermont 
does not so understand it. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


thinks the motion of the Senator from Illinois 
isin order, Itisa motion to discharge a com- 
mittee from the further consideration of a bill, 
The Senator obtained the floor and made the 
motion, and it is in order. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me>understand. if 
you please, Mr. President, as I am speaking 
ifor the Senator from Vermont, who is-not 
here, rather than for myself, is this in order 
as a Senate resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
Senate resolution. 
lution, 

Mr. CONKLING. A motion in the morn- 
ing hour! May L inquire under. what order 
of business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘It is notin 
the morning hour. ‘The morning hour has 
closed, and other business has been transacted. 
The Senator from: Illinois obtained the floor 
as at any other time. 

Mr. CONKLING. I.suppose the Chair 
means that the morning business is. con- 
cluded, although the morning hour hag not 
concluded. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morn- 
ing business having concluded, the Senate is 
open to any motion that may be made. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then Iask that this mo- 
tion lie aside until the Senator from Vermont, 
who is ill and late, is in his seat. He has 
charge of this bill, has spent a good deal of 
time upon it, and hasamend ments to propose, 
as I understand; and I hope it will not be 
taken up or the committee discharged until 
the Senator from Vermont.is here, to the end 
that he may be heard and may make any re- 
port that he has to make. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not propose to 
take the bill up for action now, butel propose 
so far as I am concerned, to relieve mysel 
from the responsibility of holding up this bill 
without action, after it has been in the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary for nearly two months, 
Iam not surprised at all at the opposition of 
the Senator from New York, and [ was not 
very much surprised at the opposition of the, 
Senator from Vermont the other day. He 
wag present when I made the motion to dis- 
charge the committee, when asingle objection 
prevented action; and it is very difficult now 
at this stage of the session to get a matter 
before the Senate; and therefore, under these 
circumstances, as nobody will be prejudiced 
by this, I ask not action upon the bill at pres- 
ent, but my only object is to get the bill upon 
the Calendar, so that if the Senate think proper 
ii to act upon it at a future time it may do so. 
I am sorry the Senator from Vermont is not 
i present; but this is regarded as a bill of great 
| importance by the mercantile community of 
the United States, who complain of oppres+ 
sion and imposition by the informers and de- 
ii tectives who are employed on the part of the 
| Government in the execution of their duties, 
and who have asked for the passage of a law 
more clearly defining their duties. I am re- 
ceiving letters and telegrams almost daily from 
Boston, New York, and other cities, asking 
j action upon this bill. I wish to havethe čom- 
mittee discharged from its consideration, so 
that it may not go out to the country that the, 
committee of which I have the honor to be 
chairman is holding up this bill to preveut 
action upon it. 

Mr. FENTON. Certainly it seems to me 
that there can be no good objection to the 
committee being discharged, and this bill be- 
ing placed upon the Calendar, unless it is that 
the bill ought to be put on its passage at once. 
It is in my judgment a very important meas- 
ure, against which there can be no valid ob- 
jection urged. Among the measures of'grave 
interest before this body is this biil and Senate 
bil No. 2, to regulate the serviee in the col- 
lection. of customs at the various ports of 
entry, &c. _ The one which is now ieferred to 
has been postponed from trme to time by the 
ii committee, and the consideration of the other 
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has been- postponed from time to time by the 
Senate. : : 

A short time since, Mr. President, I made a 
further: effort to call up the bill relating to the 
customs service, and I was- met by the ‘dis- 
tinguished Senator : from- Connecticut [{Mr. 
Buckinenan] with this remark: eg 
i “*T-hope the Senate will postpone the considera- 
tion of the Senate bill No. 2, simply: because that 
very question is now before the Committee on Com- 
merce, -A bill similar in its provisionsis before that 
committee.’ In addition to that, the Committee on 
Tavestigation: and Retrenchment. bas taken w large 
amount of testimony having referonce to the same 
subject which is provided for in that bill, I think it 
would be better for the Senate to determine now 
that they. will postpone the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 2, or any action, upon it, until they shall get 
a report from that committee.” 3 
ıı We have the report now, and I ask the Sen- 
ator in, all seriousness what new light this 
report has thrown upon the bill, which has 
been upon the Calendar, at. the head of the 
Hat of special orders, for the last four months? 
There was not one principle involved in. this 
measure which was under consideration by the 
Committee on Investigation and Retreneh- 
ment except that which related ‘to the system 
of moieties, of fines, penalties, and forfeitures; 
a system the abolition of which had been 
twice recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in his annual reports to Congress, 
and which recommendation was approved by 
the President in his last annual message. It 
is the principle involved in that proposition 
which is embodied in Senate bill No. 2; and 
heyond that itis simply a question of detail, a 
question of the regulation of salaries, and a 
question of the proper disposition of the 
officers in the customs service, 

Lmust, then, come to. the conclusion that 
this bill has been postponed without adequate 
reason. It is not for me here and now to 
speak ofthe object and parpose of this delay. 

ut I may repeat that the bill is demanded by 
the exigencies of the public service, that it has 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
that it has the approval of every officer of the 
Government. who has given his attention to it, 
and has received the sanction of those. who 
have: been familiar with the customs service 
throughaat- the country.. From New York to 
San Francisco, and from Portland, Maine, to 
the part of New Orleans, we have concurring 
testimony not only of the wise provisions of 
this bill, but of its importance and necessity. 
And yet, sir, it has been put off from time to 
time, , Why? [ask now the chairman of the 
Committee on Retrenchment what new light 
the report of that committee throws upon.the 
subject? Why has it been delayed for this 
report; and if it was important to any end em- 
braced in the report of that committee, why 
not bring it before the Senate now, and act 
upon it? Let us have this new light which the 
committee. have been able to shed upon the 
provisions of this bill, already so long deferred. 

-But, Mr. President, L rose for the purpose 
of. referring to the bill in regard to which the 
Senator from Ulinois asks that the Committee 
on the Judiciary be discharged, and that it 
be placed upon the Senate Calendar. ‘he 
abuses practiced upon the merchants in New 
York and at other principal ports by color of 
the extraordinary. power conferred under the 
act.of March 2, 1867, should be remedied by 
this Cougress. We should not adjourn until 
the corrective is applied. The oppression of 
merchants and the exactions upon them is fla- 
grant and evormoas. It passed the House of 
Representatives after considerable discussion, 
and at last with a great majority. It should 
pass the Senate, and L bope that the committee 
may be discharged andthe bill. have: proper 
cousideration before we adjourn. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Illinois 
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has stated that he does not desire to put this | 


bill upon its passage, but only to get it-upon. 

the Calendar, and that-— : 
Mr. TRUMBULL. That is, atthis moment. 
Mr. SCOTT. So I understand, and that he 


| who madeit; and now] enumerate: the Sen- 


does so for the purpose of absolving himself 
from responsibility for not having reported the 
bill from the committee of which. he is chair- 
man, Now, I submit that he bas absolved 
himself from that responsibility by entering 
the motion; and asthere are other bills, and 
bills from the House, which it is desirable to act 
upon, I submit to him whether be will not be 
willing. that his motion should go upon the | 
Calendar, so that we may have the rest of the 
morning hour to act upon bills. _ I wish to call 
up a bill in which I think the Senator from 
Ilinois and his constituents are. as largely 
interested perhaps as in this one; a bill to 
authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Ohio river, and prescribe the dimensions 
of. the same ; and if he will consent that his 
‘motion shall go upon the Calendar, I will move 
to take up that bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave nothing more to 
say. Let the Senate take the vote upon my 
motion. If the bill goes on the Calendar, 
very well. If the Senate refuse to let it go 
there, I have discharged my duty. I think it 
ought certainly to go on the Calendar; but 
that is for the Senate to decide. 

Mr. SCOTT. . If the suggestion is not ac- 
ceptable, I move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the motion of the. Senator from 
illinois for the purpose of taking up the bill I 
have named. l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania moves to postpone the 
further consideration of the motion submitted 
by the Senator from Hlinois. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To discharge 
the Committee on the Judiciary from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2825) | 
to regulate the seizure and examination of in- 
voices, books, and papers in customs revenue | 
cases, and to place it on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I know what the 
courtesies of this body require; and I ama 
little surprised that the Senator from Illinois 
should press this motion in the absence of 
myself who had the bill in. charge in commit- | 
tee when he perhaps might have supposed that | 
my absence was notaltoghther voluntarily and 
purposely, but on accountof physical inability | 
to get around very early. 

Mr. CONKLING. . Will my friend allow me | 
to interrupt him? This motion was made not 
ouly in the absence of the Senator from Ver- | 
mont, but in the absence of every member of 
the Judiciary Committee except that member 


ator from Vermont [ Mr. Kemunps] was absent, 
the Senator from New Jersey f Mr. Freine- 
HUYSEN] was absent, the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Poo} was absent, the Senator | 
from Wisconsin [ Mr.. CARPENTER} was absent, | 
the Senator from Obio [Mr. THURMAN] was | 
absent. I myself was absent,and came into the | 
Chamber only intime to find the motion ia pro- 
gress and to call the attention of the Senaté to 
the fact thatthe Senatorfrom Vermont, whobad | 
had the bill in charge, was absent, and absent i 
in consequence of illness, as I was informed, 
upon which statement [ grounded a request in 
vain that it might lie over. It is due to the | 
Senator from Vermont that he should know | 
as much as that of what took place in- his 
absence. ; i 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I am fortunately here | 
in season to have the Senate understand how | 
the matter stands. This is a bill, like a great | 
! 
i 


many others that go to the Judiciary Com- | 
mittee, that probably has some meritia it: bat | 
one of that class of bills relating to judicial 
proceedings that require careful investigation |! 
and consideration. I probably am not com: | 
raitting any impropriety to the committee in | 
saying that it was taken up out of its order. | 
and committed. to one of the members of the | 
committee for consideration... That membe 
happeved to be myself. I exercised all the 
diligence about it I could cousistently with my- 
health and my other duties, and not only got || 


the thing into shape, but thought I was ready 
to report to the committee. I did report to 
the committée, but before consideration of it 
could be more than scarcely begun the time 
came when we had to come into the Senate, 
and the pressure of other matters. has pre- 
vented us from having a meeting which Ihave 
been able to attend -since. I finished up the 
amendments as I think they ought to be, and 
handed them to my friend from New Jersey 
to examine and see what he thought of them, 
so that if possible we could get to a settlement 
of our opinions about. it, as E suppose there is 
not any very great difference about the amend- 
ments when we have time.to consider them, in 
order that it might be reported. 

But there is no more special haste for this 
bill than there is for a hundred others. You 
cannot make a law which will not in the end 
depend upon the judge who issues the war- 
rants of seizure. It must depend upon his 
discretion in whatever form you have it. But 
Ido not want to go into the merits now. E 
only say that I hope the Senate will not pass 
a vote of eensure-upon the members of this 
committee at the instance of its chairman be- 
cause we have not happened to be able to 
complete the disposition of this bill at this 
time. I.move to lay this’motion upon the 
table, with a view to see what the Senate think 
about it. ee 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is it in order to lay 
this motion on the table? It was decided last 
night that a motion to take up a bill could not 
be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion 
to take up a bill cannot be laid on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Can a motion to dis- 
charge a committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can. 
Such a motion is in the nature ofa resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wishto say a word in 
regard to what the Senator from Vermont has 
said, who bas made a. personal statement 
which ought to be replied to. Zs 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has de- 
voted himself in my absence, to. my inability 
to take care of this bill. I think I have not 

een uncourteous to him. Let the Senate say 
whether they want to go on with this or not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator knows 
that I made the motion in his presence, and he 
took advantage of a single objection to pre- 
vent its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is to lay the pending motion on the table. 

The question being put, there were—ayes 
fifteen. 

Mr. CONKLING. . Lask the Chair to re- 
state the question, Senators do not under- 
stand what they are voting upon. 

The PRESIDING: OFFICER.. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois moves to discharge the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary from the further con- 
sideration of the bill to regulate the seizure 
and examination of invoices, books, and 
papers in the customs revenue service, and 
place the same on the Calendar. Tbe Senator 
from Vermont moves to lay that motion upon 
the table. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is it in order for me to say 
á word on this subject ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. © Itis not. 


i| The motion to lay on the table is not debatable. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, Let us have the yeas and 
nays. 


The yeas dnd nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 82; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cole, 
Conkling; Cragin, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Howe, 
Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of. Maine, Nye, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Stewart, and: Wil- 


son—20. 
_ NAYS—Messrs. Aléorn, Bayard, Blair; Bucking- 
ham, Casserly, Cooper, ‘Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Flanagan, Hamilton. of Maryland, Hamil- 
ton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitebcoek, Johnston, 
Kelly. Norwood, Pratt, Ransain: Rice, Robertsons 
Schurz, Sherman, Sprague,- Stevenson, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, Tipton,.Trumbull, West, and 
Windom—32, °° : 

ABSEN T—Mesers. Brownlow, Caldwell; Cameron, 
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Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry . of Michigan, 
Gilbert, Goldthwpite. Hamlin, Lewis Moril of Ver- 
cer, Vickers, and Wright-2. 0 aulsbury, Spens 

So the motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I only want to say a 
word, aud then I hope'we may get a vote on 
the question; and I shall only say that because 
the Senator from Vermont seemed to think 
that he bad not been treated courteously. 
The motion was made in his presence; but it 
is very difficult, as the Chair is aware, to get 
the floor and make a motion in order. At the 
time I made the motion it required unanimous 
consent, and the Senator from Vermont being 
present objected. This morning I had to take 
advantage of the first moment I could get to 
make the motion and have it in order; and 
when I did make it in order the Senator from 
New York persistently objected to it, and 
tought by every means to prevent its consid: 
eration. f : 
~ The Senator from Vermont has made some 
remarks as to the action of theecommittee. Ido 
not propose to go into the action of the commit- 
tee farther than to say this: that I have called 
several meetings of the committee, given notice 
of them, and have been unable to obtain a quo- 
ram of the committee to act upon this and some 
other measures that I think ought to be acted 
onthat have passed the House of Representa- 
tives ; and as to those measures that ought to 
be acted upon at this late stage of the session 
it seems to me no discourtesy to discharge the 
committee from.and.let them come before the 
Senate. One of the members of the commit- 
tee, I think, is out of the city now, and the 
Senator from Vermont has not been well, and 
this has prevented our having a quorum ofthe 
committee for the last three. meetings that 
have been called. Under such circumstances 
I think it proper, without seeking to blame 
anybody, that this bill, so important in its 
character, should be brought to the notice of 
the Senate, and it was for that reason that I 
made the motion to discharge the ‘committee 
‘and have it placed upon the Calendar, and 
then it will be for the Senate to dispose of it 
as it thinks proper. : : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I may say that 
Iam not. aware of any meeting having been 
called: except. on Tuesday morning and this 
morning. On Monday night we were here 
until twelve o’clock, or at least:I was; the 
‘Senator from Illinois wrs not. . Last. night I 
was here until half past ten o'clock, and the 
Senator from Illinois was not. It is very easy 
for the chairman of the committee, who. had 
not attended the Senate the evening before, to 
call committee meetings at ten o’clock in the 
morning, but not so easy for those who are 
here. until eleven or twelve o’clock at night to 
attend. $ 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I should be very 
sorry by any vote. of mine to. cast any reflec- 
tion upon any committee of this body; and 
yet: I am inclined to bave. this bill go on the 
Calendar, It has reference to the seizure of 
merchants’ books, and those seizures some- 
times take place vety much:to the disadvan- 
tage and embarrassment of merchants. It is 
essential for the revenues. that seizures should 
be permitted. The only question. is, how and 
in what manner ;. whether they shall be per- 
mitted in a manner to interfere the least with 
the merchant's business and yet. secure .the 
collection of the revenue? ‘This bill is de- 
signed to meet both of those necessities. I 
think there are changes which should be made 
in it; and: when they are. made I think it 
would not work disadvantageously to the mer- 
cantile interests, would work no embarrass- 
ment to them, and would aid in securing a just 
collection of the revenue. Therefore I hope 
the bill may go on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Senate. is dis- 
posed to consider this question of discharging 


it does in respect to other cotimittees, it is 
proper that the situation of this matter should 
be understood in order that the Senate may 
take the responsibility with its eyes open. I 
believe nobody pretends at this present time 
that this bill which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary is in a shape in which 
it would be safe for the public interest to pass 
it. Ithink I am safe in saying that, as far as 
we were able to go with its consideration in 
the committee, upon the report of the member 
to whom it was committed for examination, 
several amendments which were agreed to 
were agreed to by general consent, unani- 
mously, as eminently proper and necessary to 
be made. There area good many others, as I 
believe I stated before, that we then had not 
time to consider. Now, let me suggest to the 
Senator from Connecticut, if it is to be advan- 
tageous to the public interest, in its aid, to pass 
a new law on the subject of the seizures of 
books and papers in cases where there. is a 
eviminal accusation against the party, is.it-not 
worth while to have by some committee such 
a bill considered, in order that it may be per- 
fected, for the protection of the citizens, and at 
the same time effectual for the protection ‘of 
all the citizens who areinterested in an honest. 
payment of duties andin honest behavior upon 
the part of importers? 

That is 2 question which I am sure the hon- 
orable Senator from Connecticut would be 
obliged to answer in the affirmative; and yet 
in spite of that he proposes to take this bill 
incomplete from the committee and put it on 
the Calendar for consideration in ‘the Senate 
with two days more of thé session left. Let 
me ask the Senator—because f ask it with 
entire respect, for he knows I respect him— 
whether he thinks it is probable that a bill 
taken out of committee in that way and placed 
upon. the Calendar is likely to receive that 
sort of consideration and that-sort of amend- 
ment which would be satisfactory either to 
the merchants or to the authorities of the 
United ‘States who represent all the mer- 
chants, the honest as well as dishonest, in en- 
deavoring to have a proper administration of 
the law? Certainly that isa proposition which 
would not apply to any other bill, There may 
be something’so. sacred in-this notion of again 
tinkering the law upon the subject of the seiz- 
ure of books, that you must pass ‘aim perfect 
law in respect: to that, which will work. well, 
that will not apply to any-other case. If:so, 
I am unable to see on what ground sucha 
proposition would proceed. 

Why, Mr. President, by the present law, 
which was maturely considered, and which is 
only five or-six years old, very careful provis- 
ion was made, as it was then thought, to secure 
the rights of both parties. ‘The phraseology of 
the present- law is that before a seizure can be 
authorized there must be an affidavit or affida- 
vits:setting forth under oath the facts which are 
supposed to warrant.the seizure. The affida- 
vit must be presented to a judge of the courts 
of the United States.- No commissivner, no 
‘marshal, no officer of the customs, no person 
can exercise the authority of seizing books or 
papers or property, because it all stands upon 
the same notion in those respects, without the 
warrant of a judge, as provided in the Constitu- 
tion ; and, as Í say, the language of the pres. 
ent law is that there must be evidence to the 
satisfaction of the judge, that is to say to the 
convincing of the judicial mind, that there is 
necessity for the seizure of the particular books 
or papers described. ae : 

Now, it is said, and no doubt in instances 
truly, because there is no administration of 
justice which is not in some instances abused ; 
it is said that instances have happened where 
warrants have been granted without due con- 
sideration, where the judge has made a matter 
of form of it, or when he has granted a proper 
warrant, that some improper deputy marshal, 
or some person who-has had the execution of 


this committee atthis. time, differing from what || the warrant, has been guilty of impropriety in 
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carrying out:his duty.as-an-executive officer in 
serving it. That may be so... I do not doubt 
that in some instances it is so. It is essential, 
as human nature is constituted, to the admin- 
istration of justice that:warrants of this kind 
shall go; and it is also certain, as they do go, 
as in every other department of the adminis- 
tration of justice, there will occasionally be 
abuse; there is no help for that. 

So, Mr. President, I am not standing up 
here to deny that warrants may have been 
abused; but I do think, now that I am up, 
that it is safe to say that the moving cause of 
this present bill, the moving cause of the large 
number of petitions which bore the same print, 
and which had the same covers, and which 
came from all parts of the country, and which 
I have been credibly infurmed from some re- 
gions in my: own State where they circulate, 
were circulated for a price, at so much a name, 
and almost anybody would siga who wasasked, 
no matter ‘what for. It is as ‘you oftéa sée in 
the city of New York crossing. on the: ferry- 
boats, there will be a man there getting signa- 
tures to all sorts of petitions, and if you ask 
him how much he gets for doing that work, he 
will say that he gets a penny a name or two 
pennies a name. Í say that [think the moving 
cause of this bill, which is not one that should 
lead usto make undue haste in its considera- 
tion, is the purely-political screed which’ was 


i got up some months ago in what is called the 


interest of “revenue ‘reform,’ whatever that 
may be. That has turned out to be a phrase 
of rather doubtful meaning. This legislation 
was initiated as one of the affairs to be brought 
forward, as one of the things that the revenue 
‘reformers were todo. Ido. not believe that 
but for the fact of the political ferment in the 
country that takes place once in fouryears, any 
amendment of this law would have been sug- 
gested or thought of, because the only fault 
mit is an occasional fault in the administra: 
tion of it, just as there isin the administra; 
tion of the trial-by jury, or in the administra- 
tion of the high duties of a grand jury, or in 
the administration of a court of chancery, or 
any other thing. None of them are perfect; 
none of them can be perfect jn. practice. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I do not think 
that itis altogether right for the Senate, when 
there has been no disposition in the Judiciary 
Committee to evadẹ action upon this bill, 
when it has exercised. diligence in obedience 
to its duty toward the Senate in a careful 
examination of it, and when on account of 
the circumstances that have been stated, that 
examination is not concluded and. is in pro- 
gress—I say it would be a somewhat. extra- 
ordinary, and. I cannot help saying a some- 
what discourteous act toward that committee 
to relieve it from the duty with which it has 
been charged. © >> > 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morn- 
ing hour has expired, and it becomes the duty 
of the Chair to call up the special order, which 
is the unfinished business. of yesterday, the 
report of the committee of conference on the 
bill (H. R. No. 2116) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the. better security of 
life on board of vessels propelled in whole or 
in part by steam, and for other purposes,” 
approved February 28, 1871. This, however, 
is superseded by a unanimous order which 
was entered on Wednesday last, and which 
the Chair will read : 


“The Presiping Orricer. The Chair will state 
the proposition. The Chair understands the propo- 
sition tu be that the further consideration of this 
bill’— : 

That is, the sundry civil expenses appropri- 

ation bill— 
“be postponed until Friday at twelve o’elock, when 
it shall be taken up in preference to all-other busi- 
ness, and be proceeded with, and no debate had on 
this pending question, noron any amendment there- 
to; either in Committee of the Whole or in theSen- 
ate,” 

The pending question being the motion to 
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‘strikeout the sixth. section relative to pay- 
ment for:mail services'in the rebel States. 
: Mr. ROBERTSON.: -I call -for the regular 


orders o< > 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is be- 
fore the Senate without being called for. 

> Me. BAYARD. I desire to ask the unan- 
imous consent: of the Senate to take a vote 
upon the proposition submitted: by the minor- 
ity of the- Committee on Investigation and 
Retrenchment in- regard to leave to submit 
theiri:views during the recess as late as the 


25th.of Jane. : weet ‘ 
n Lhe PRESIDING. OFFICER. . The Sen: 


ator from Delaware asks unanimous consent || 


to:procéed to: the: consideration of.the order 
offered: by him:some days ago, which has been 
stated. ~ Íg there objection ? 

. Mei COLE. Yes, sir, 1 mast object. 
-iMr BAYARD. I only ask‘a vote on that 


subject. i ; T 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is objection 
made to taking the vote without debate? 

Mr. COLE. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. CASSERLY. I hope my colleague will 
not press an objection, lt is only to take a 
vote ‘without any debate. 

Mr.:COLE. ‘There is one unanimous con- 
sent; and I cannot at this stage of the session 
allow anything else to interpose. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing amendment will be read. - 

Mr, CASSERLY.. The amount of it is 

Me. CONKLING, (in his seat.) I object 
to:debate. ‘here will be no opportunity to 
reply, > ved 

Mr. CASSERLY. IT insist that the rale of 
order shall be observed that when a Senator 
suys‘anything he shall rise in his place and 
say it, and not:say it from his seat, 

Mr. CONKLING: Then, Mr. President, 
T rise from my seat and call-the Senator from 
California to order, and insist that debate shall 
not proceed against the unanimous. order of 
the Senate. - 

Mr. CASSERLY. I was not debating any- 
thing against the unanimous order of the Sen- 


ates: . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secre 
tary will read the pending’ amendment, which 
by order of the Senate is to be voted on with- 
out debate. . 

The One Currrk, The pending amond- 
ment is the one reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations, to strike out the sixth section 
of the bill {H R. No. 2705) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fisenl year ending June 30, 1873, 
avd for otber purposes, ‘That section, as it has 
been amended by thé Senate, now reads: 


That the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is hereby approprinted to pay 
unsettled claims legally existing against the Govern- 
ment of the United States on account of services 
actually rendered. in: carrying the mails of the 
United States, exclusively, in the Stutes lately in 
rebellion, provious to thé 3lst day of May, A. D 
1861, without proof of loyalty as prescribed by joint 
resolution approved March 2, 1867: Provided, That 
uo person shall receive compensation under this 
section for the time he was in the actual service of 
any State in insurrection or of the so-called con- 
federate States: And provided further, That before 
any payment shall bo mado ander this section, 
satisfactory evidence shall be furnished that no 
compensation has been reeeived from any source 
for such service, 

Mr. ROBERTSON, 
nays on. striking out. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. I moveto amend the 
section by adding: 

And: provided further, That voluntary aid, com- 
fort, oy ngaistunce to the rebellion at any time before 
the contract was terminated by the United Srates, 
given. by any. contructor at any time during the 
period for which his contract was made, shall be 
treated as a forfeiture of the contract and of all sums 
of money unpaid to him thereon, from and after the 
time of such aid, comfort, or assistance given’ by 
such contractor, : > 

Lask for the yeas and nays on that amend- 
ment. : soe 
-~ The yeas aud nays were ordered: 


I ask for the yeas and 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope it will be voted 
down, because it will defeat the object of the 
section. [do not make any speech upon it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I moveto lay the amend- 
ment on the table, 


Mr. CONKLING. I hope the Senator will 


i not do that. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 
Mr. CONKLING., 
Chair i 
Mr. CASSERLY. 
New York.to order. - 


Mr. CONKLING. 


I object to debate. 
I beg to inquire of the 


I call the Senator from 


Iam on the floor on a 


| question of order, 


Mr. CASSERLY.. My question of order 
came first because it referred to- the Senator 
himself. The -Senator was debating the mo- 
tion to lay on the table; that is, he was ob- 
jecting to it. . E ask for a ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. CONKLING.. If my accomplished 
friend has resumed his seat I have a question 
to.putto the Chair, a parliamentary. question. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the ruling of 
the Chair upon my point of order, for it has 
priority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Mr. (An- 
tHony.) The Senator will state his point of 
order, 2 

Mr. CASSERLY. My point of order is, 

that when the Senator from Ohio moved to 


j lay the motion of my still more accomplished 


associate in the Chamber, the gentleman from 
New York, on. the table, that most accom- 


| plished Senator objected and made debate upon 
| the motion, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No debate 
isin order. ‘Ihe Chair. understands the Sen- 


j ator from New York rises to a point of order. 


Mr. CONKLING. I do. Ihave made no 
other remark to the Chair, but simply a re- 
mark to the Senator from Ohio, Now, I wish 
to inquire of the Chair whether the under- 
standing under which we are proceeding im- 
plies that we are to vote upon amendments, or 
whether it permits motions to lay on the table 
amendments which may be offered? | I aup- 
posed the understanding was to havea direct 
vote without debate. on. amendwents;. and 
therefore I inquire of the Chair, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the motion of the Senator. from Ohio is 
in order. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish the Senator would 
let us take a direct vote où this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio moves to lay the amendment 


| of the Senator from New York on the table; 


and on this question the yeas and nays are 
ete 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Me. STEWART. Lam paired on this question 
with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Sawyer. ] He would vote “ yea,” and Ishould 
vole “nay” on this motion. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted-—~yeas 27, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Hamilton 
of Muryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, 

ellogg, Kelly, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—27. 
_ NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cra- 
gim Edmunds, Ferry of. Michigan, Frelinghuysen, 

iteheock, Howe, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Pom- 
eroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, Sumner, Wil- 
son, and Windom—34. NG 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow,. Cameron, Carpen- 
ter, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
ton, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Sawyer, Sponeer, 
Stewart, and Wright—23, f 

So the amendment was laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now recurs on the amendment reported 
by.the Committee ou Appropriations, to: strike 
out the section as amended. 

Mr. SUBWART.. 1 should like to have a 
vote on the motion to reconsider the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from South Carolina; { Mr. 
Rozertrson,}- dispensing -with the proof of 


loyalty. I move that that amendment be 
reconsidered. , 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The Senator did not 
vote for that amendment. The yeas and nays 
were called upon it. I object-to his motion. 

Mr. STEWART. ~ I will withdraw the 
motion until we get into the Senate. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the committee, to 
strike ont section six as amended, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. On this question I am 
paired with the.Senator from South Carolina, 
{Mr. Sawyer]... He would vote ‘‘nay,” and I 
should vote *‘ yea.’? 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays.27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell; Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conk- 
ling, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, 
Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hitcheock, Howe, Logan, 
Morrill of Vermont; Nye, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Soott S Porman, Sumner, Trumbuil, and Win- 

om— 20. 

NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, John- 
ston, Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Pool, Ransom, 
Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, 
Srevengon; Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, Vickers, and 

est—27. 

ABSENT—Mesers. Brownlow, Cameron, Clayton, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry ot Connecticut, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Lewis, Morrill of 
Maine, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Sawyer, Spen- 
cer, Stewart, Wilson, and Wright—19, 

So the amendment was agreed to; and the 
section, as amended, was stricken out. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was to add as an additional 


| section the following: . 


Src. 7. That the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury be, and they are hereby, authorized and di- 
rected, in adjusting the accounts of the collector of 
customs for the port of Chicago, to allow him, as 
an ex-officio depositary of moneys belonging to the 
United States, a credit for such sum or sums, in coin 
or currency, as may satisfactorily appear to have 
been beld by him, as such depositary, at the time 
of the fire in said city on the 9th and 10th days of 
October, 1871, and to have been lost or destroyed 
by such fire, : Pe 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think the word 
‘lost’? ought to be in that section. That 
would be very dangerous, Probably every- 
thing was destroyed. I move to strike out. in 
the ninth line of the section the words ‘* lost 
or,’’ so that it will read: ‘as may satisfac- 
torily appear to have been held. by him as 
such depositary, at the time of the fire in said 
city on the 9thand 10ih days of October, 1871, 
and ta have been destroyed by sueh fire.” 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. . 

The amendment, as amended, was adopted. 


The next amend ment was to add as an addi- 
tional section the following: | 

Sxrc.8. That the sum of $251,55 97, to restore to the 
Creek orphans of 1832 certain funds to which they 
are entitled under the provisionsof the treaty with 
the Creek nation of March 24, 1832. f ? 

Mr: EDMUNDS.. I make: the point of 
order that this is a private claim: Lf it is 
anything, itis a private right. I do not think 
itis a matter that ought to be put on this: bill 
in any case, for it is open to some question 
whether it is right in' itself; but, to save time, 
as I think it is clearly out of order, being a 
ptivate claim if anything, I make that point. 

Mr. SEEVENSON. 1 merely wish to state 
that this is in pursuance of an estimate of the 
Department and.to fulfill a treaty obligation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The answer to that is 
there is not any such treaty obligation. There 
is the trouble. The treaty of 1866, on the 
contrary, wipes it out, and therefore it is 
strictly a private claim, and there is no statute 
or treaty which obliges us to do this thing. 
That is my point.. I think the Senator is mis- 
taken in holding that it is a treaty obligation. 

Mr. STEVENSON. -Whether the Depart- 
ment erred or not in regarding it as.a treaty 
obligation; is not-the question. The question 
of tact between the Senator ‘and myself is 
whether the Department. bas made an esti- 
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mate for this as being necessary to fulfill a 
treaty obligation. I hold. in my hand that 
‘estimate of appropriation required to restore 
to the Creek orphans of 1832 certain funds to 
which they are entitled under the provisions 
of the treaty withthe Creek nation of March 
24, 1832, and illegally invested in stocks and 
diverted to other purposes,’’ and that estimate 
of the Department is sustained by an elab. 
orate Opinion of the Attorney General. I do 
not intend to go into the merits now ona ques- 
tion of order. I am only suggesting, on the 
point of orcer, that it is clearly an estimate 
of the Department, whether erroneous or not 
I do not now pretend to say. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Kentucky 
is mistaken in supposing that he has any opin- 
ion of the Attorney Generał in support of this 
claim. He has an opinion of a person who 
passes for a law officer in the Interior Depart- 
tment, who is what is called an Assistant At- 
torney General; bat | would risk considerable, 
if this were a day of risks, that he will never 
get an opinion from the Attorney General, of 
the United States, or the Solicitor General in 
favor. of the justice of this claim; and F think 
I can convince my friend on the face of this 
manuscript from the attorney in the Interior 
Department himself that the whole opinion is 
entirely erroneous, is almost a felo de se; but 
that is not the point. ; 

The Senator now says he thinks he has con- 
vinced the Chair that the amendment is in 
pursuance of an estimate of the head of a 
Department. I admit it for the sake of the 
argument; but that does not save his case, 
because the rule declares that no amendment 
the object of which is to provide for a private 
claim shall be entertained on an appropriation 
bill unless it is to carry out the provisions of 
an existing law ora treaty stipulation. ‘The 
estimate of a head of a Department does not 
help at all on that point. The heads of De- 
partments cannot force ug to determine on ap- 
propriation billsthe propriety of private claims 
upon the Government, so that we come back 
to the question whether this isin pursuance of 
treaty stipulation. 

The honorable Senator refers, and correctly, 
to the treaty of 1832 as being the supposed 
basis for this; but, sir, the treaty of 1866 which 
l hold in my hand in express terms is a con- 
donation and extinguishmentofall prior treaties 
and rights between the United States and these 
Creeks except those that are reserved and set 
up in the treaty of 1866, and I defy any man to 
maintain on the treaty of 1866 that there is 
any provision for this fund for Creek orphans, 
but exactly the reverse. There was an arti- 
cle in the treaty of 1866 which provided for 
this thing, avd the Senate of the United 
States, as this book which I hold in my hand 
shows, struck out the article. 

lt was the sixth article of the treaty that 
provided for this fund, and the Senate would 
not permit it to stay in the treaty. So that 
instead of this amendment being to carry out 
a treaty stipulation, it is actually in the face 
of the treaty of 1866. 1 will read that section 
of the treaty if 1 am not occupying too much 
of the time of the Senate. It is found in the 
fourteenth volume of the Statutes-at-Large, 
pages 785,786. I will come to that part which 
may bear on this question, and I ask the 
attention of the Chair to it because it conclu- 
sively Cetermines as I think this question: 


“ ArricLe VI. Inasmuch as the bonds, oraportion |} 


thereof”— 

I am reading from the sixth article of the 
treaty of 1866, which is later thanthe treaty 
of 1882, and as I say is an express extinguish- 
ment of everything that this treaty does not 
preserve: i : 


“ARTICLE VI. Inasmuch as the bonds, or a portion 
thereof, in which the Creek orphan fund has been 
heretofore invested, from certain causes have largely 
depreciated in value, and are for the purposes for 
which said fund was set aside unproductive, it is 
hereby further stipulated that such of the bonds 
now held bythe Seoretary of the Interior, in trust 


_for the orphans of the Creek nation, as may be neces- 


sary to establish a manual-labor school for theim- 
provement and education of the orphan children 
of said nation, shall be disposed of. and the avails 
thereof used for that purpose, under the direction 
of the Secretary. of the Interior. The residue of 
said fund shall be retained in the Treasury of the 
United States, upon which interest at the rate of 
five per cent. shall annually be paid forthe main- 
tenance and support of said school.” 

Now, Mr. President, if that article were a 
part of the treaty of 1866, this amendment 
would be to.carry out a treaty stipulation, be- 
cause that is just what the article provides for. 
Now, let ussee what the Senate and the Indians 
agreed to: 

“Amendments, 

“3. Strike out all of article six.” 


Then follows a statement that the Indians 
agreed to that amendment. Now, whereis this 
Creek orphan fund, I should like to know? 

Mr, STEVENSON. Thereis but one ques- 
tion between the Senator and myself. He 
rises to a point of order. I say his point is 
badly taken. This amendment is offered 
under the thirtieth rule, to which I call the 
attention of the Senator from Vermont: 

"No amendment proposing additional appropria- 
tions shall be reccived to auy general appropriation 
bill, unless it be made to carry out the provisions of 
some existing law, or some act or resolution pre- 
viously passed by the Senate during that session, or 
moved by dircction of a standing or select committee 
of the Senate, or in pursuance of anestimate from 
the head of some of the Departments.” 

Now, I say the point of order is badly taken 
for two reasons: first, this is the unavimous 
recommendation of a standing committee of 
this body, the Committee on Indian Affairs; 
secondly, itis the estimate of a Department; 
whether properly made or not we can determ 
ine when the question of order is settled and 
we come to the discussion of the amendment. 

I differ with the honorable Senator as to the 
construction of that treaty. I agree on that 
subject with the Assistant Attorney Gereral 
and with the Department. The Committee 
on Indian Affairs, who investigated this subject 
seriatim by three of the members of the com- 
mittee, also disagreed to that construction. 
But that relates to the merits of the proposi- 
tion, which will come up when the amend- 
ment is before the Senate. The only question 
of fact between the Senator and myself is, was 
there an estimate made for this appropriation. 
If there was—whether properly or improperly 
does ‘not come up on this question of order— 
then the amendment is in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator misunder- 
stands me, or else we misunderstand each 
other very much. 

Mr. STEVENSON, [understood the ques- 
tion of order to be that this was a private claim, 
and therefore out of order as an amendment 
to an appropriation bill, I say itis not a pri- 
vate bill, { say the amendment is in order. 
It is estimated for by the Department, is rec- 
ommended by a committee. . How could it 
be a private bill if it is estimated for under a 
treaty, whether erroneously or not does not 
enter into this question of the point of order. 
I admit what the honorable Senator says, that 
we are not bound to put it on this appropria- 
tion bill even though the Department and the 
Attorney General and every member of the 
Cabinet should recommend it. It is a power 
within our discretion to reject or to admit it. 
The simple question is whether, when a De- 
partment estimates under a treaty for a certain 
sum.of money, and a standing committee of 
the Senate recommends that estimate and re- 
ports it as an amendment to an appropriation 
bill, the Senate will consider it, or whether 
the Chair on a point of order will exclude it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion of order depends entirely upon whether 
this amendment is offered under the provisions 
of a treaty—a question of fact. 

Mr. HARLAN... I desire to say a word on 
thatpoint. This fand originates wnder a treaty 
made-a long time ago, setting apart the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of certain lands for certain 


orphans of the Créek: nation. Those: lands 
were sold and the money invested; but the in: 
terest was not paid over from time to time as 
the treaty provided, and this amendment pro- 
poses that an appropriation shall now be made 
to pay the interest on those funds, If this is not 
a public item, Í do not think there ean beany. 
The money itself was derived from-thé sale of 
lands in pursuance of the provisions of a 
treaty between the United States and these 
Creeks. The money was invested and held hy 
the United States as trustees for these orphan 
children, and the interest has not been paid 
them, and this amendment proposes to pay 
them. P 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. A question that might have 
arisen a number of years ago was, whether 
the United States was to guaranty the pay- 
mentof interest that would have fallen due——- 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Irise to a question of 
order. : : ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state his question of order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I thought we were going 
to try to get through with this bill to-day ; and 
my point is that a question of order is not 
debatable; it is to be decided by the Chair 
without debate, and we cannot have this dis- 
cussion in advance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has submitted the question to the Senate. 


ee TRUMBULL. I was not aware of 
t 


at. 

Mr. COLE. I shall be as brief as possible, 
knowing the value of time as well as anybody 
can. A question which might have arisen 
some time ago was whether the United States 
was. to guaranty the payment.of interest due 
on bonds of certain States, Tennessee and 
Virginia, I believe, which they had failed to 
pay. ‘The funds of the Indians, a good many 
years ngo, as I understand, were invested in 
those bonds by the President of the United 
States. Ithink so far back as 1841, and since 
that time, there has been a failure to pay the 
interest on those bonds. I think the Govern- 
ment is no more liable tban it would be to 
make good a building which had been far- 
nished the Indians, but which afterward had 
unfortunately been burned. I do not think 
we occupy the position of guarantor in such 
a case. Butas stated by my colleague on the 
committee, the Senator from Vermont, this 
has been superseded: by subsequent treaties. 
This claim goesaway back to a treaty made in 
1832, and is based upon proceedings in 1837 
and 1841, but we have had several treaties 
with these Indians since, and I believe fally 
taking care of and disposing of these old 
claims. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The Senator:from Cal- 
ifornia is mistaken in his facts. He has not 
investigated this subject perhaps as closely as 
he usually does appropriations, for the reason 
that this proposition was offered at a late day. 
This claim arose out of the treaty of 1832, by 
which these orphans were allowed to select 
twenty sections of land which the President 
of the United States was authorized to sell and 
invest the proceeds of for their benefit. The 
body ofthe Creek nation received their pay, but 
an individual specified class of orphans existing 
at that period who were not provided for in 
general, and whose fathers and mothers were 
dead, were authorized to select these twenty 
sections, and the President of the United States 
was authorized to sell those sections and to 
invest the procéeds for their benefit... The 
President of the United States did sell those 
twenty sections of land belonging to the wards 
of the United States, Indian orpbans, without 
fathers or mothers, and who could look only 
for the protection of their rights to the United 
States. That land was sold by the President, 
and the proceeds invested. “Tho ‘investmen's 
were- changed. The lastinvéstment was made 
after 1841, when au act of the United States 
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was.in: force requiring all investments to be 
made in: United States bonds. 

These investments were made in the depre- 
ciated: securities of some of the southern 
States:.and somè of the southern railroads, 
Itasia just claim of these-poor orphans, who 
have-no:protector but the United States, which 
was their legitimate legal: trustee.. - When the 
payers-of the bonds:in which the investments 
were made. refused: to pay. the interest, the 
United States did make that interest- good. 
Theresia-a:precedent for this, and Mr. Smith, 
the; Assistant Attorney General, with all the 
acts before: him; in.an.elaborate opinion which 
lies upon your table, came to the conclusion 
that this wasia sum of: money’ validly dune. by 
the United States. to the orphans. of these 
Judians: .. Upon that opinion the Secretary of 
the:lnterior favorably recommended thes 
claims.: I will read his letter: z 

DEPARTMENT OF THR INTERIOR, © © 
i i WASHINGTON; D. Oo April 6, 1872. 

Sır: Thavethe honor to transmit herewith an 
estimate of appropriation required to restore to the 
Creek orphans of 1832 certain funds to which they 
are entitled‘under the provisions of the treaty with 
the Creok nation of March 24, 1832, but ilfegally 
invested in stocks or diverted t other purposes, 


amounting to the sum of $251,055 97. 
© By- the accompanying copy of an opinion of 
Assistant Attorney General Smith, dated the 15th 
ultimo, jt will be found that the subject has been 
eardfully examined, and as the conclusions of that 
otlicer appoar to be sustained by roagon and author- 
ity, Dregpectfully request tho’ favorable ‘action of 
Congress upon the estimate, 


Lam, sit, very respovtfully, your obedient servant, 
Pep tet Me i > B.R., COWEN, 
Acting Secretary, 
Hon. Janus Harran, Chairman of, Committee on 
„dadian Affairs, Senate of the United States, 
There is the simple history of this claim which 
it is proposed to.cut off by a point of order. 

The, PRESIDING OFFICER., ‘The Sen- 
ator bas spoken five minutes, 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 1 can fully. sustain 
the statement made by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. I bave given some attention to this 
subject, although I have not examined it as 
eritically asa legul mind might have examined 
it, I have uo doubt. that the. Government 
justly. owes the Creek orphans the amount 
which has been named: inthis proposed amend- 
ment. [do notisee how wo can. get along and 
do justice to that people unless we restore the 
fund which.has been improperly used. 1 do 
not know of any reagon why this Government 
should take funds belonging to the wards of the 
nation. and use them for the benefit’ of the 
nation at large. That is just what this Gov- 
ernment has done. This amendment. proposes 
to rectify that error, and take: from the. Treas- 
ury, if yon please, the amount which has been 
expended by the Government belonging to 
these Indians, and place. is to. the credit of 
those to whom it belongs, 

Mr THURMAN, 1 know nothing about 
this matter, and wish to get some intorm- 
ation, 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER.: The Chair 
takes the liberty to remind Senators that the 
question under discussion is the point of order, 
not the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to ask, did the 
President invest these funds? - ; 
<Mr.. BUCKINGHAM, ‘The Government 
used a portion of the money for. general pur- 
poses conuected with the tribe.. They took a 
part of:thig fund, which was a fund belonging 
to.the orphans of the nation aud not to. the 
nation at large, and used it for the refugees. : 
` Mr, THURMAN. How: much did they 


use? $ A i : 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM... One hundred and 
six thousand dollars. . They used. over sixty 
thousand dollars for the education of the na- 
tion. which. belonged to these orphans, i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is; shall the amendment be received as in | 
order? | 


Mr. EDMUNDS. NowI must be pardoned, 


one single moment, as- the precise question is | 


nowasiated, in asking the Senate to remember 


on this question of order. that the treaty of 
1832 is superseded by the treaty of June 14, 
1866, and that by the treaty of June 14, 1866, 
they undertook, as they first arranged the | 
treaty, to provide for this very fund by the 
atticle which I have once read, which declares 
that this fund shall be good. The Senate of 
the United States rejected that article; and 
another article goes on to provide’ that ‘this i 
shall. be taken ‘as a final settlement between 
these parties, &e. In.that ‘state of the case, 
to say that this is due under tke treaty of 1832 | 
is to declare that you will overrule the Senate | 
in rejecting the sixth article of the treaty of 
1866. 

Mr. HARLAN. That goes to the merits 
of the: ameudment after it shall have been 
received, | i 

Mr. EDMUNDS, No, it does not; it goes 
to the point of order. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think the Senate ought 
to receive the amendment, and I think there 
is a complete answer to the. Senator's objec- 
tion to the adoption of the amendment. The 
pending question, [ understand, is merely the 
question of receiving it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam showing that there 
is no treaty which authorizes it to be received: 

Mr, SHERMAN, It does seem to me that 
under the restrictive rule we have adopted, if 
anything is excluded this amendment would 
be. This is not a mere ‘item of appropriation 
to carry into execution an existing law, bat it 
is manilestly making a law without which the | 
money could not be paid. Therefore, it seems 
to me, it is one of those questions that the 
Chair might properly decide at the moment. 
Otherwise, we shall have to debate many ques- 
tions of thiskind. [think myself it is clearly 
within the restrictive rule; that is, it is new 
legislation, involving a considerable sum of 
money. 

Mr. HARLAN. If this can be excluded 
half the Indian appropriation bill could be 
excluded under the same rule. 

Mr. NYE. I donot know what the merits 
of this claim may be, neither. am I going to 
atop to inquire for the moment. that E shall 
occupy the attention of the Senate: I feel an 
interest in this matter because [-am charged 
with offering a kindred. amendment which £ 
think is proper. ‘Fhe precise attitude in which 
we stand as legislators for these wards of the 
nation is this: we acknowledge substantially, 
or if we do not acknowledge the law establishes 
the fact, that the nation owes these people’ so | 
much money by solemn agreement; they come 
here and ask for it, and they are met in the 
closing days of the session by saying, accord- 
ing to the rules established by the Senate it- 
self, they cannotbe paid. No questian is raised 
upon the validity of the claim, upon the obliga- 
tion to pay; but.they are told. that according | 
to the rule of the Senate established a few days | 
ago it cannot be done. 

That may -be just; -but, sir,.I tell you it does 
not satisfy hunger, it does not clothe the 
orphan, it does uot give him a place to sleep 
or eatin, 'Tbatrule. may be pleasant. in. our | 
mouths, but it is exceedingly bitter. in their 
stomachs. Ido not believe in that policy. > It 
isa fact perfectly well known, aud it has-been | 
discussed here every year since | have been a | 
member of. the body, that we owe the Choc- 
taws and we owe these Creeks, but never since 
I have heen here have we been able to get into 
exactly the proper position, according to the | 
rules. of this body, where propositions to pay | 
them could be adopted. l-protest: against all | 
such nonsense. This is aproper demand, and | 
the wants of these people require thatitshould 
be answered. It is acknowledged here sub- i 
stantially. that it is just; but according to a | 
technical rule they are to be ent off. wens 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is-entirely denied. 

Mr. COLE. On a matter of-this kind there | 
ought to.be no doubtto -say the least. The | 
very fact that there isa dispute as to whether ; 
this is lawfully due or not should be suficient | 


to put the Senate on their'guard and notice. 
They ought not to pass a thing of this kind 
when there is any doubt about it; and that 
there is more than doubt is shown by the fact 
that the treaty ratified by this body excluded 
the very article that was to confirm this claim, 

Mr.. HARLAN. I beg indulgence of the 
Senate to say that I take exactly the opposite 
view of that article. That sixth article did 
provide for the ratification by the Creek nation 
of all-payments. made by the. United States 
for the support of certain Indians, whether 
they came.within the purview of the treaty or 
not; but the Senate. struck that article ont of 
the treaty—the very article by which the na- 
tion would have been compelled to ratify what 
had been paid in for other purposes, That 
was put in by the negotiators of the treaty and 
the Creek delegates agreed to it, but the Sen- 
ate struck it ont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator -misreads 
the article entirely. This sixth article does 
not contain. any provision in reference to the 
action that had been taken before that by 
the United States. It speaks of the future 
entirely, as the Senator will see if he wilt look 
at it. : 

Mr. HARLAN. Of course it speaks of the 
future.’ : 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. 
mean, then? 

Mr. HARLAN. The Senate struck that 
out ofthe treaty. In what way are the United 
States‘or the Creek Indians bound by an article 
that ig not in the treaty at all? It wasin it at 
one time, but was stricken out by the Senate. 
It is now nugatory, is no part of it, and that 
dead article of the treaty is read here as a rea- 
son for excluding the payment of interest on 
moneys that the United States. holds in trust 
for certain Indians. 

As i have before observed, if this amendment 
can be ruled out on a question of order, you 
may rule out one third of every regular Indian 
appropriation ‘bill, for we hold a considerable 
number of millions of Indian money in trust 


What does the Senator 


for Indians, on which we are paying them from ` 


year to year, under appropriations, the interest. 
‘This is an accumulation of interest that has not 
been paid, If this can be ruled out under 
a question of order as a private claim, then [ 
do not see how you can pay the money due 
Indians as interest on funds we hold for them 
in trust. 

Mr. STEVENSON. | So far as the remarks 
of the Senator from California and the Senator 
from Vermont apply tothe treaty of 1866, they 
have no application. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is obliged to remind the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that it isnot in order for him to speak 
again on this question without unanimons con- 
sent. The question is, shall the amendment 
be received a8 in-order?. |: 

Mr. MORRILL, of. Maine.: I am not quite 
sure that isee the point which bears.upon the 
question.of: order; but assuming now that the 
treaty of 1832 did provideand stipulate for the 
payment of interest to these orphan Creeks, 
and. assuming that no subsequent treaty has 
altered taat stipulation, it is difficult for me to 
see that this is notin the nature of a provision 
for the performance of a treaty stipulation; 
and if so, Ido not see why it is not in order, 
Iam not sure that 1 apprehend the objection 
of the Senator from: Vermont. I came in as 
he was concluding his. remarks, and heard a 
reference to the treaty of 1866, which attempted 
to make in the sixth article some provision 
other than that which was provided by the 
treaty of 1832, but it occurs to me that that 
treaty having failed entirely, it leaves thé whole 
question upon the treaty of 1882. 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. The treaty of 1866 was 
a fresh treaty after they had been‘at war with 
us, making new terms about-everytbiug, and 
superseding all old treaties which the war made 
upon us by the Creeks joining the confederacy 
abrogated,. Therefore, they are only entitled 
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to what the treaty of 1866 gives them. That 
is my point, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Very - well. 
Now I understand the point of the honorable 
Senator to be this, that the treaty of 1866 was 
a new treaty with these Indians, and provided 
for new stipulations and a new arrangement 
of things; bat is it shown that it was a new 
treaty in regard to this article, in-regard to 
the very treaty stipulation of 1832 which we 
are considéring? Lvidently not; that is to. 
say, evidently not from the very fact that this 
stipulation in the treaty of 1866, to wit; that 
provided for in the sixth article, which was a 
stipulation in regard to the orphan fund, was 
stricken out; thereby, I submit, by inevitable 
implication, saying that as to the orphan fund 
Congress was disposed to leave it upon the 
treaty stipulation of 1832. It strikes me that 
must be so, and if it is so, I suppose there is 
no question at all that this amendment is 
within the rule. I believe 1 will not under- 
take: to state with entire accuracy that this 
is not a new question ; that we are appropri- 
ating constantly, and have been, to pay the in- 
terest upon this orphan fund. The merits of 
the case are with this provision. Of. course 
if it is not within the rule, it ought not to be 
received, but my impression certainly is, from 
my recollection of the treaty stipulations, that 
it is within that treaty stipulation, and so 
within the rule. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I cannot see 
why this is not in order as much as any annual 
appropriation for the Indians. The Govern- 
ment. bave failed to pay the interest that is due 
under the treaty of 1832 and now make an 
appropriation for it, If it was a new appro- 
priation in compliance with a treaty, it would 
be in order on this bill. The fact that a dif- 
ferent arrangement was talked of in 1866, bat 
was not made, does not change the treaty of 
1832 at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will ask the Senator 
from New Jersey, as I have not the right to 
speak any more, whether be thinks the state 
of war changes the treaty? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That isa difer- 
ent question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And whether, the Creeks 
having gone into war with the confederate 
States against the United States and got-every 
right that they now possess as against the Uni- 
ted States under the treaty of 1866, he thinks 
the treaty of 1832 is still in force? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. ‘That is an en- 
tirely different question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . That is the very question. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That.is ques- 
tion which has not been raised here, but one 
which | considered with considerable care. 1 
considered the very question that the Senator 
has put to me, thinking that if these Creeks 
had been at war with the United. States it did 
absolve the United States from their obligation 
to pay this money, and on the investigation 
that, | made, (to which I presume I could 
turn-in a short time,) this being a trust fund, I 
believe. the rule of law is that the war does 
not absolve the trustee, aud J think I can find 
the authorities if the Senator wishes. It was 
on those authorities, I tell him frankly and 
siucerely, that I voted for this report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask another ques- 
tion of my friend, because I see. he means to 
deal candidly by the proposition ? i 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS: Suppose the trust, instead 
of being a private and personal trust, shouid 
be a trust to a nation for the benefit of some 
of its citizens, and,that the trustee deals not 
with the citizen but with the nation which 
takes care of its own citizens, then would not 
a state of war abrogate the trust .as: well:as 
everything else ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That is notthe 
fact in reference to. this tribe. - S ai 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think if my. friend will 


| West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gil- 


i 


look at the treaty of 1832 carefully he will 

see that it is. 

_ Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Atany rate, that 

is a question which I thiùk may fairly be con- 

sidered when the amendment is before the 

Senate, and I will, if the Senator wishes, at 

that time state the ground upon which I | 
formed: this opinion, for it was. several days 

before I consented to give my vote for this 

report and this appropriation on, that very 

ont. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qués- 
tion is, shall this amendment be received as 
in order? . i 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 25, noes 15: ` 

Mr. COLE.. I think we had better have the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; let us have the 
yeas and nays. This is an important question, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iwish simply to say in 
one word that this miscellaneous. appropria- 
tion bill, if it is an appropriation bill at all, 
which I doubt in the technical sense, is a bill 
intended to include anything that has been 
neglected in other bills. f 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Linquire whether 
it is in order for the Senator, having ruled yes- 
terday while in the chair as the judgment of 
the Senate that this was an appropriation bill, 
now to controvert that ruling? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. POMEROY. That was not on this bill. 
The Senator is mistaken. We had up another 
bill yesterday; this bill was not up at all. 
Now, sir, I do not think on the miscellaneous 
appropriation bill we ought to rule with that 
strictness that we do on a bill which confines 
its appropriations to specific things provided 
for by law. The annual appropriation bills as 
they come in generally have specific. appro- 
priations provided for by law; and nothing not 
provided by law should ever go.upon them; 
but here is a miscellaneous appropriation bill, 
intended to gather up what may have been 
neglected on other bills, and on that account 
I think we ought to construe it liberally. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hill, 
Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, 
Nye, Pomeroy, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Sum- 
ner, Vickers, and Windom—26, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Car- 
penter, Colé, Conkling, Edmunds, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Morrill of 
Vermont, Pratt, Robertson, Scott, and Sherman—IJ5. 


ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Casserly, 
Chandler, Clayton, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of 


bert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Lewis, Lo- 
an, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Ramsey, 
ansom, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, 
Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, West, Wil- 
son, and Wright—33. : 


So the amendment was received, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on adopting the amendment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have 
the grounds upon which this amendment is 
said to be meritorious stated. If there is 
any report of a:committee or any report from 
a Department, I should like to hear that read, 
to begin with. 

‘Mr. HARLAN. The honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, I think, has those papers in 
his possession. - ean 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, by the 
second article of the treaty of 1832, with the 
is not the place for it. I have got consider- 
Creek Indians, it is provided: 

“And twenty sections shall be selected, under the 
direction of the President, for the orphan children 
of the Creeks, and divided and retained or sold for 
their benefit as the President may direct: Provided, 
however, Phat no sections or locations under this 
treaty shall be so made as.to-include the agency 
reserve” 3 : 

It will be perceived that this was.a fund not 


of the nation, but of certain individuals who 
were at that time orphans of the Creek Indians, 


Under the discretion vested in him by that 
article of the treaty, the President sold these 
lands, and: made certain investments in secur- 
ities which have since depreciated. I send to 
the Secretary's desk the estimate made by the 
Interior Department, and alsó the opinion of 
the Assistant Attorney General upon which 
that estimate was made, which I ask the Clerk 
to read, : 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF. THE INTERIOR,: 
: , Wasuineron, D.C., April 6, 1872. 

Sir: I have.the honor to transmit herewith an 
estimate of appropriation required to restore to the 
Creek orphans of 1832 certain funds to which they 
are entitled under the provisions of the treaty with 
the Creek nation of March 24, 1832, but illegally 
invested in stocks or diverted to other purposes, 
amounting to the sum of $251,055 97. ` : 

By theaccómpanying copy of an opinion of Assist- 
ant Attorney General Smith, dated the 15th ultimo, 
it wiil betound that the subject has been carefuily 
examined, and as the conclusions of that officer 
appear to be sustained by- reason and authority, I 
respectfully request the favorable ‘action of Con- 
gress upoh the estimate, 

I aw, sir, very respectfully, your obedient: servant, 

a B. R. 00 Rete 

A Acting Secretary. ` 
Hon. James HARLAN, Chairman of Committee on 

Indian Affairs, Senate of the United States. P 

DELARTMENT or JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
_ Wasuineron, D. C., March15, 1872. 

Sır: I have considered the claim of the Creek 
orphans, referred by you for my opinion. : 

This claim grows out of the treaty made with the 
Creeks on the.24th of March, 1832, and found in 
volume seven, United States Statutes, page 366. By 
that treaty twenty sections of land, to beselected by 
the President of the United Stutes, were reserved 
“to the orphan children of the Creeks,” and were 
directed ` to be retained or sold for their benefit as 
the President may direct.” He did direct that they 
should be solid, and they were sold under the pro- 
visions of the act of March 3, 1837, (5 Statutes, 186, 
and the proceeds, amounting to $108,713 82, investe 
in stocks. Ihe third section of thatact authorized the 
interest to be paid to the Creeks “in such amounts 
and in such manner” as in thé opinion of the Pres- 
ident would be most advantageous to them, and the 
principal whenever the President should think 
proper. Gack ke 

This stim and its interest have been reinvested 
and now amount toa large sum, probably two hun- 
dred and seventy-five thousand dollars. This .is 
exclusive of the payments that have been ‘made 
under the order of the President, two in number, 
one August 26,1868, of $106,434 12, and the other July 
1, 1870, of $24,291 63. i i 

The orphans have received no other payments, 
either on principal or interest. There has heen ex- 
pended outof these funds, aud without their consent, 
tor. the general purposes of the tribe, $69,956 29, an 
for the support of loyal Creek refugees, $106,799. 68, 

The stocks now. on hand consist of Tennessee 
fivesand Virginiasixes. These bonds are below par, 
and are non-interest-paying bonds. They have 
been purchased since September, 11,1841. . 

Tae attorney for the orphans claims— 1 

First. That the bonds now on hand were obtained 
in violation of law ; PIRN : oes 

Second. That the application of the $69,956 29 for 
the general purposes of the tribe was improper ; 

Third: That the application of the $105,799. 68, for 
the support of loyal refugees was not authorized by 
law; and we 

Fourth. That all the payments to the orphans 
should have been in gold, and that the difference 
between coin and Treasury notes should be made up 
to them. ae Nie . 

I will consider these claims in their order: 

First. The bonds now on hand were purchased in 
violation of law, Ae 

The third section of the act of March 3, 1837, 
authorized the President to invest the proceeds of 
the sales of the Creek reserves “in stocks,” with- 
out specifying any .particular stocks. That lan- 
gnage is broad enough to justify the purchase that 
was made, and if the trustee acted in good faith 
and with reasonable care, there is no legal lia- 
bility for any loss resulting from his action. This 
principle is not controverted; butit isclaimed that 
the subsequent act of September .11, 1841, (6 Statutes, 
465,) required the investments made after that date 
tobe in United States stocks, bearing interest at not 
less than five per cent. per annum, 

The first section of that act répealed the act au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to invest the 
interest accruing on the Smithson bequest in State 
stocks, and requiring such interest to be invested in 
United States stocks of not less than five per cent. 
annual interest. _ 

The second section is as follows: 3 

“That all other funds held in trust by the United 
States, and the annual interest accruing thereon, 
when not otherwise required by treaty, shall in like 
manner be invested in stocks of the United States, 
bearing. a Hike rate of interest,” z 

This section is general in its terms,and applies to 
all cases net otherwise provided by treaty, and is, T 
think, arepealof all laws inconsistent therewith. 
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Theact of 1837 is inconsistent with it, and is there- 
fore repented by it.’ 


probably, be. no. doubt of its-application. . Does it 
“make any difference that the original investment 
was before the act, but the actual investment was 
made after the act, but out of funds arising from a 
sale of stocks, sold after the passage of the act? [ 
think not. The trustee misapprehended his powers 
and invested in stocks which the law prohibited him 
investing in, aud a logs has resulted therefrom. It 
may have been difficult for him to procure at that 
time the class of bonds the law. requjred. If so, it 
was his duty to withhold the investment until such 
time asthe proper stocks could be procured, or until 
he Was otherwise directed by Congress, It seems to 
me that. the loss should fall upon the United States 
and notupon-ils wards, > `, ; : 
; Second, As to the application of the $69,956 29 for 
general purposes: 


.. Those twenty sections were set apart for the bene- 


fit-of the orphans, The adults of tho tribe received 
compensation for their interests, The orphans were 
not then in a condition to receive their share. . Thoir 
claim ig now an indivdual one and I do not under- 
stand how money belonging to individuals can be 
taken and expended for general purposes of the tribe, 

he obvious mode would have been to have taken 
the moneys ofthe tribe and used them for the gen- 
eral purposes of the tribe, The purposes for which 
these moneys were spent wera moatly educational, 
such aa building school-houses and supporting 
schools fur the tribe. This may have been beneficial 
to the orphans, or rather to some of their heirs, for 
the orphans of 1882 would not be likely to be in 
school between 1850 and 1861. i 

The Secretary of the Luterior is not a trustee of 
the Indians in sich a sense ns to bo authorized to 
spend their money for their benefit without express 

rovision of law. He has no discretion. He must 
Be direeted by Congress, It mas give him discrim- 
inating power, but it did not do it in the case of the 
Creek orphans. I think their money was improperly 
expended, and should be returned to them. 

Third, As to the application of the money for the 
support of the loyal refugees: i 

The only ground for making this application of 
the orphan fund ig found in the appropristion acts 
ot July 5, 1862, 12Scatutes, 528,) March 8, 1863, (Stat- 
utes, 793,) June 25, 1864, (13 Statutes, 180,) nud the 
joint resolution of February 22, 1862, (12 Statates, 


The first provides: 

“That ul appropriations heretofore or hereafter 
made to carry into effect treaty stipulations, or oth- 
erwise, in behalfof any tribe or tribes of Indians, all 
or any portion of whom sball bein a state of notual 
hostility to the Government of the United States, 
including the Cherokees, Croeks, Choctnwsa, Chivka- 
saws, Seminoles, Wichitas, and other affiliated tribes, 
may and shall bo suspended and postponed wholly 
or in part at and during the discrotion and pleasure 
ofthe President: Provided further, That the Presi- 
dontis authorized to expend such part of the amount 
heretofore appropriated und not expended und here- 
inbetore approprinted for the banefit of tho tribes 
nawed in the preceding proviso ns ho may deem 
nocessury, for thorehel aud supportot such individ- 
ual meimbors of said tribes as have been driven from 
their bomes and reduced to want on account of their 
friendship to the Government.” : 

(Lho acts of Murch 3, 1963, and June 25, 1864, are 
substantially like that ot July 5, 1862.) 

This provision is a summary oue, It purports, 
without & bearing, trial, or “day in court,” to dis- 
pose of oertuin funds belonging to cortain Indians, 
tt should certhinly recciven strict construction, and 
no funds should be confisouted under it unless they 
coine cloarly within the letter of the ace. Looking 
to the letter, it will be sean that the Creek orphan 
fund ix not included. The langange is, all ap- 
propriationa heretofore or hereafter made,” ke, 
Lhe term “appropriation? is well understood. 

It significa such portious of the public moneys as 
have been set apart by Congress for some particu- 
Mar object. It dues not inciude monoys that have 
never been the property of the Government. This 
orphans’ fund never was the property of the Gov- 
ernment, nud Congress never bad, prior to the date 
of the act now under consideration, made any appro- 
priation for it, The Presideut was the party who 
controlled the fund, nud uirected when aod how it 
should be paid. But it was to be not only “ati 
Lppropriations,” but only such appropriations as 
had been made or should be made "in behalf of any 
tribe or tribes of Indians, all or auy portion of whom 
sball be in n state of actual hostility to the Govern- 
ment of the United Stites.” It was a fund that 
belonged to the tribe that was condemued—not a 
fund that belonged to individuals vf the tribe, This 
orphan fand belonged to individuals, and perhaps 
to those. who were wholly innocent of any participa- 
tion in the rebellion, 

It may well. be doubted whether Congress had 
power to confiscate individual property without 
invoking the action of the courts, and it should not 
be held that it'had undertaken to do an act so 
doubtful aste its legality unless the language is so 
plain as to leavene other reasonable construction. 

ane Joiutresolution of February 22, 1862, is in these 
Words: 

” That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized 
to pay, out of the annuities puyable to the Semi- 
noles, Creeks, Choctaws, and Chickasaws, and which 
have not been puid in consequence of the cessation 
of intercourse with those tribes, so much of the same 
as máy be necessary to be applied to the rehef of 
auch portions of suid tribes as hayé remained loyal 


y Tf the original investment bad | 
been made after the pussage of the Jaw, there would | 


naan 


to the United States, and have been or may be 
driven from their homes in the Indian territory, into 
the State of Kansas or elsewhere.” . 

“ Here it is the aunuities that are authorized to be 
paid out, the yearly allowances that have been ap- 
propriated by Congress, and those that are ‘ pay- 
able to the Creeks,’ and other tribes therein named, 
This fund is in no sense an anvuity, and itis not one 
‘payable to the Creeks? It is payable to individ- 
uals of the Creeks. t 

I fail to find authority in the acts referred to for 
expending this orphan fund in the support of loyal 
retugees, : The treaty of June 14, 1866, (14 Statutes, 
765,) has sometimes been referred to as releasing the 
United States from all liability for this fund, 

Ido not so interpret that treaty. The eleventh 
article provides that “the stipulations of this treat 
are to be a full settlemént of all claims of said Cree 
nation for damages and losses of every kind growing 
outof the late rebellion, and all expenditures by the 
United States of annuities in clothing and feeding 
refugees and destitute Indians since the diversion of 
annuities for that purpose, consequent upon thelate 
war with the so-called confederate States, and the 
Creeks hereby ratify and confirm all such diversions 
of annuities heretofore made from the funds of the 
Creek uation by the United States, and the United 
States agree that no annuities shall be diverted 
from the objects for which they were originally de- 
voted by treaty stipulations with the Creeks to the 
use of refugees and destitute Indians other than tho 
Creeks or members of the Creek nation, after the 
close of the present fiscal year, J ane 30, 1866.” 

The release here made is ‘of all claims of said 
Creek nation ‘* fur losses and damages of every kind 
growing out of the late rebellion, and all expendi- 
tures by the United States of annuities in clothing 
and feeding refugees and destitute Indians.” © It 
does not. include all claims of the individuals. of 
said nation uor expenditures of the individual funds 
belonging to individual members of said nation— 
the Creek orphan fund. That, as I have betore 
attempted to show, is notan annuity. 

This view is strengthened by reference to the 
sixth article of the treaty, That did purport to dis- 
pose of this orphan fund, but the Senate struck out 
the entire article. 

fit had been thointention of the parties to this 
treaty to relouse individual claims, it is to be pre- 
sumed that they would have used apt words to indi- 
cate such intention, Shis Creek nation understand 
tho use of the Muglish language. In tho fifth article 
of their treaty of August 7, 1856, (11 Statutes, 699,) 
thoy released and discharged the United States 
“from all other claims aud demands whatsoever 
which the Creek nation or any individuals thereof 
may now have againstthe United States;” but they 
were cureful to except out of its provisions “the fund 
created and held in trust for Creek orphans under 
the second article of the treaty of Maroh 24, 1832.” 
I think they would have been equally careful to 
have excepted the orphan fund from the operation 
of the treaty of 1866, if they had supposed it could be 
coustrued to cover individual claims 

For fear there might be some question about 
their right to insist upon treaty stipulations having 
boen furfeited by their action during the rebellion, 
they were curetul to provide iu the twelfth article 
of this treaty that the United States should reaffirm 
und reassume all obligations of treaty stipulations 
with the Creek nation entered into before the treaty 
of said Creek nation with the so-called contederate 
States, July 10, 1861, not inconsistent therewith, 

My conclusion is that this orphan fund was not 
releuged; and that the same is a subsisting legal 
liability against the United States to its full amouat, 
diwivished only by tuetwo payments that have been 
made to the orphans, 

fourth,-As to the difference between coin and 
Trensury notes: 

This claim was made while the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the caseot Hepburn va. Griswold 
wasin tull foree, Since the reversal of ubatease, aud 
the decision of the Supreme Court ina ease not yet 
reported, I suppose it will not be seriously con- 
tended (hat the orphans are entitled to be paid in 
coin, ‘They certainly are not as the law now stands, 
I reccommend that, when the President shall direct 
the payment to be mado, Congress be requested to 
mako an appropriation for the benefit of tue Creek 
orphans that shall cover the entire amount found 
due them upon the principles herein set forth, the 
United States to take the bonds now on band upd 
aliow therefor their par value and annual interest 
on the same, not exceeding five per cent. 


Very respectfully, 

W. H. SMITH, 
Assistant Atiorney General, 
Hon. C. Detayo, Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. STEVENSON. ‘Thus the Senate see 
that the fact that this is the amount due the 
Creek fund has been sustained by the letter of 
the Secretary of the Interior and by the very 
elaborate opiuion of the Assistant Attorney 
General. Tne obligation of the United States 
as a trustee is of Lhe most sacred character, 
because it grows out of the treaty ‘uf 1832. 
The Creek nation had been provided for and 


| fully paid; and the United States could not, 


therefore, having accepted this trust, take one 
iota from that sacred trust fund of individual 
orphans and appropriate it to either the debts: 
of refugees of the nation or for any general 


purposes of the nation. Todo so would be 
an act of the grossest injustice. It would be 
to add to the nation who had already received 
their pay and to detract from these orphans 
who had this little money reserved to them in 
this treaty. This fund amounted to some 
$244,000, out of which the United States, as 
the Assistant Attorney General says, took 
$69,956, which it applied for the general pur- 
poses of the nation, and $106,000 which it ap- 
plied to the refugees. Both of these appro- 
priations were illegal.as against these orphans, 
and the United States is hound to make that 
fund good. The balance of this sam is for 
money about which there is no. dispute, being 
the remainder of the investment. arising from 
the sale of the twenty sections of land sold 
and invested by the President. . 

It is objected, as I understand, that the 
treaty of 1866, as assumed by the Senator 
from California, took away this fund. That, 
I think, is not so. It- is true that the sixth 
article of the treaty of 1866 did allude to this 
fund in the following words : ; 

“ARTICLE VI. Inasmuch as the bonds,or a portion 
thereof, in which the Creek orphan tund has been 
heretofore invested from certain causes have largely 
depreciated in value, and are for the parposes for 
which said fund was set aside unproductive, jt is 
hereby fnrther stipulated that such ot the bonds 
now héld by the Secretary of the Interior, in trust 
for the orphans of the Creek nation, as:may be ne- 
cessary.to establish a manual-labor school for the 
improvement and education of the orphan children 
of said nation shall.be disposed of, and the avails 
thereof used for that purpose, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior. The residue of 
said fund shall be retained in the Treasury of the 
United States; upon which interest at the rate of 
five percent. shall annually be paid for the mainte- 
hance and support of said school.” 

Here is an acknowledgment by the Senate 
of the validity of this trast fund under this 
treaty of 1832.. When that sixth article came to 
be acted upon in this treaty it was disagreed to: 

“In Execurive Session, 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
j July 19, 1886. 

“ Resolved, (two thirdsofthe Senators present con ~ 
curring), That the Senate advise and consent to the 
ratification of the treaty oi cession: and indemnity 
concluded at thecity of Washington on the 14th day 
of June, 1866, by ana between the United states, 


represented by theircommissioners, and the Creek 
nation of Indians, with the following amendments:’’ 
kol * + * * Și * eR * * 


“3. Strike out all of Article VIL” 


That left the fund recognized, untouched ; 
and yet, in spite of all that, and in absolute 
violation of the obligation of the Government 
to keep this. trust fund intact, as decided by 
the opinion of the Assistant Attorney General, 


you took this fund of the orphans aud applied 
it to the nation. that had already been paid, 
thereby detracting from this little trust fund 
which was due to the orphans. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ram- 
SEY in-the chair.) The Senator's time has 
expired. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I stated to my 
friend from Vermont that 1 should, when this 
subject was open, give him the reasons why I 
voted for this report. he question which the 
Senaior started presented itself to my mind 
whether the Government of the United States 
was not absolved from its liability to pay this 
fund by reason of the disloyalty and war of 
this tribe. The information which I gathered 
ov that subject was this: that Albert Pike was 
appointed by President Lincoln superintendent 
of this tribe and went there and persuaded a 
minority of the tribe, by the influence which 
his position gave him, coming from Mr. Lin- 
coln, to enterinto atreaty with the confederacy ; 
that the head chief of the tribe refused, how- 
ever, to execute the treaty, and that a majority 
of the tribe fought their way into Kansas, hav- 
ing a number of desperate battles with the 
rebels. Therefore, in the’ first place, Edid not 
think it could in fact be said that-this tribe had 
beeu at war with the United States. 

But, Mr. President, even if this’ tribe had 


been at war with the United States, I think 
1 weshould:still beabound to pay this fund: . I 
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think that is true, whether the fund belonged 
to the tribe or whether it was for the benefit 
of the individuals. I understand the law to 
be this, that a nation never violates confidence 
reposed in it even if war interposes. If a 
nation says to the subject of an enemy, “You 
may hold real estate within my territory,” 
and war arises between the two nations, the 
Government that gave that pérmission cannot 
confiscate that land, It -may confiscate the 
rents and profits of the subject of an enemy, 
but it cannot confiscate thé land, although it is 
the land of the subject of an enemy, in their 
own territory, because it would be a violation 
of the nation’s faith. : i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do 
cannot in point of law ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. They cannot in 
point of law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Supreme Court of 
the United States, in the South Carolina con- 
fiscation cases after the rebellion, have de- 
cided exactly the reverse. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Let me go 
through. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg pardon: 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I hold ‘that if 
the subjects of an enemy are within their ter- 
ritory, the nation, after a declaration of war, 
must give them time to return to their homes 
and take their effects with them, because the 
subject of the enemy came to the territory 
with that confidence, and whenever a nation 
holds a fund in trust for another nation, or for 
individuals, it is bound to fulfill that trust 
even though war interpose. It seems to me 
that you do not want any law to establish that 
position; it commends itself to the good 
judgment of every individual. But the law 
is very plainly laid down ; { refer to Wheaton, 
page 529: 

““The State does not even touch the sums which it 
owes to the enemy; everywhere, in case of war, the 
funds confided tothe public are exempt from seizure 
and confcation.’ In another passage, Vattel gives 
the reason of ‘this exemption: ‘In BA eet the 


property of subjects is seized, as well as that belong- 
ing to ‘the sovereign or State. Everything which 


you mean that they 


belongs tu the nation is liable to reprisals as soon as | 


itcan be seized, provided it be not a deposit con- 
fided to the public faith ; this deposit, being found 
in our hands only on account of that confidence 
which the proprietor bas reposed in our good faith, 
ought, to be respected even in ease of open war. 
Such is the usage in France, in England, and else- 
where, in respect to money placed by foreigners in 
the public funds.’”--Lawrence’s Wheaton oa Inter- 
national Law, page 529. X 

It seems to me, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s five minutes are up. : 

Mr. HARLAN. Fask unanimous consent 
that the Senator proceed. f : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. . No; I will 
observe the rule. . i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection the Senator may proceed. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I submit to the 


rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not understand the 
question well enough to presume to discuss it, 
and therefore I do not intend to do so; but I 
wish to inquire of the committee who reported 
this bill what is the meaning of this eighth 
section: Oe 
` That the sum of $251,055 97— 

Wonderfully particular and accurate about 
the ninety-seven cents— oe 
to restore to the Creek orphans of 1832 certain 
funds to which they are entitled under the provis- 
ions of the treaty with the Creek nation of March 
24, 1882. 

What I want to know is, whether it is pro- 
posed: to find out who these Creek orphans 
were in 1832 and pay over this money to them, 
or to pay it over to their assignees, or whether 
it is intended simply to restore it to the Treas- 
ury, to be held by the President in trust for 
these orphans. It seems to me that is a very 
material inquiry. | eae 

Mr. HARLAN. Itisdue to the committee 
to say that they followed a’ memoranduni 


drawn up by the Department. I think there 
is a want of clearness in the amendment, and 
I should be very happy if the honorable Sen- 
ator would suggest any change of phraseology. 
The object is to restore the fund to the condi- 
i tion it was in heretofore, to be held by the 
United States, and the interest paid over to 
the wards. ` 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not want- to take 
time upon it; but I want to understand what 
F am to vote about, I really do not under: 
stand the merits of the question. ` 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I offer the fol 
lowing amendment, to come in by way of pro- 
viso at the close, which will have the effect of 
restoring it to the Treasury: 

Provided, That this sum shall be invested by the 
Secretary of the Interior in five per cent. bonds of 
the United States and held in trust for said orphans, 
the interest thereof to be paid annually to such of. 


said orphans as make. proof of identity and claim 
upon such fund. ve 


Mr. THURMAN. Then there is another 
thing I would like to know of those who are 
well advised on this subject, and that is 
whether this fund was an eleemosynary fund, 
or whether it was originally the individual 
property of these Indians which‘would descend 
to theirheirs. That isa very important inquiry, 
because these orphans were orphans forty 
years ago. in 1882, and the probability is that 
most of them are dead by this time. Now, 
was that provision in the treaty an eleemo- 
synary provision for those who were then 
orphans, or, in other words, was the title to the 
twenty sections of land and the proceeds of 
the twenty sections invested in these persons 
so that it would descend to their heirs or might 
be transferred to their assignees? That strikes 
me as very material, and [should like some- 
body who is well informed’ on the subject to 
tell us how that is, in order that we may vote 
understandingly. 

Mr. STEVENSON, I willstate to the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio that this was an in- 
dividual fund, that it did descend to their 
descendants, that the treaty of 1866 protected 
it as an individual fund; and I[ wili state to 
him further that by the apportionment under 
| the census the name of each individual ¢laim- 
ant or his representative is given, the amount 
|| to be paid to him upon the proof that he was 
either an orphan in 1832 or the legitimate de- 
scendant of that orphan. 

‘Mr. THURMAN. What census does the 
Senator refer to? 

Mr. STEVENSON. The census taken by 
the Interior Department. ; 

Mr. THURMAN. When? 

Mr. STEVENSON. ln 1870. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then, if the Senator is 
informed, I shouid like to know whether that 
census authorized any assignment or sale or 
transfer of the claims of these people to any- 
body else? f 

Mr. STEVENSON. I never heard of any. 
I propose tbat this amount shall go to the indi- 
vidual orphan Creeks of 1832, or their legal 
representatives, on proof that they were orphans 
at that time. { have never heard of an as- 
signment. I know of no assignee, and I have 
not been informed of any. I supposed that 
this was to go to the Creek orphans, or their 
representatives, upon the proof that they were 
orphans, and that those claiming were the legal 
representatives, that they belonged to an indi- 
vidual class as orphans, and not to any general 
fund. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose pretty mach 
everybody except the Committee on Indian 
Affairs understand quite well that this amend- 
ment is presented here and pushed with a view 
of putting into the pockets of certain attor- 
neys in this city a pretty large sum of money; 
but of course the committee is ignorant of 
| that fact. I have not the legal proof of it, of 
course, but I believe it from divers and sundry 
sigus and symptoms that I have seen, not of 
i course seen in the Senate but seen outside, 


just’‘as a certain Choctaw claim; which will 
present itself here in '& few minutes ‘afrer we 
dispose of this, is also’ for the benefit of cer- 
tain attorneys in this town, but there for the 
promotion of the public interests (as. it some- 
times will happen).the attorneys: have fallew 
out, and we are likely to getat alittle truth in 
respect: to ‘the: matter, it is:suggested. - But, 
of course, if this is a debt which-the United 
States lawfully owe, it is their:business to’ pay 
it whether it goes.into the hands of shysters 
or into the hands of the original claimants: -. 

The treaty of 1832—and 1: must condense 
largely because time is so short—says jast this 
and no more: that twenty sections shall be 
selected under the direction of the President 
for the orphan children of the Creeks and 
dividéd and retained or. sold for their benefit 
as the President may direct. This is a treaty, 
not with the orphan children of the Creeks; 
it is a treaty with the Creek nation, and this 
stipulation respecting the setting apart of 
twenty sections of land is a stipulation with 
the Creek nation ; it was land not of the orphan 
children but land of the nation. It is true that 
these children were a component part of, the 
nation, and had an interest in it, just as my 
friend from Kentucky and I have an interest 
in the great prairies now. We are the orphan 
children of the Government in that sense. 
Therefore, Senators are mistaken when they 
say in the first place that this was an indi- 
vidual trust, creating an individual obligation 
to these orphan children. It was no more 
than it would have been if there had been 
twenty sections set apart for the benefit of the 
poor of the Creek nation, and the President 
of the United States had been made trustee 
of it; that is, trustee for the Creeks, not 
trustee for the poor in the sense of any par- 
ticular poor man having any vested right. in 
the matter. my : 

Then in the next place, in my opinion—f 
do. not know whether that is for the interest 
of the United States; it is certainly for the 
interest of justice—if we are bound to pay at 
all, it is plain that this was not a designation 
for any particular orphan children. who exist- 
ed at that time, but it was an undertaking to 
make provision for the support of the orphans, 
the fatherless and the motherless young indi- 
ans of that nation, from time to time, bë- 
cause, as we know, the Indians have no poor 
Jaws; they have no eleemosynary institutions ; 
they have no public means of organized char- 
ity; they have no system of laws by which 
there can be guardianship and education and 
all that; and therefore this provision was in- 
serted, in my opinion, (and that seems to be the 
plain meaning of it,) in order that we might 
provide for the Creek nation and through the 
Creek nation for the support and maintenance 
to this extent of whoever from time to time 
might fall within the designated class of the 
orphans of that nation; and it was not an at- 
tempt to give at that time $500,000, or what- 
ever the sum may have been, perhaps a 
million or two, to any particular twenty 
orphan children or fifty orphan children or 
one hundred orphan children in their indi- 
vidual right. : 

. The result, therefore, is, if there is any obli- 
gation af all, it is an obligation to provide 
through this nation for a body of people who 
are now entitled to the benefits of the support 
and education, and in that sense it ought not 
to be given to the orphans of 1882, who must 
be now at least sixty years old probably, cer- 
tainly over fifty years; as a rule the average 
would be much over that; it ought to provide 
for restoring to the funds of this Creek nation 
and to be expended as we have to expend 
other moneys now, for taking care of these 
Indians from time to time or taking care of - 
such orphans as may exist and sending them 
to school. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The: Sen: 
ator’s five minutes have expired, ee 
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-Mr.- EDMUNDS.. . When we. get out-of 
committee. I shall renew my remarks in order 
to.demonstrate that. there is no propriety in 
this proposition. sit 9 ; 
<- Mr: HARLAN. I wish tosubmit an observa- 
tion.or two on the last suggestion of the hon- 
orable: Senator from Vermont... The sugges- 
tion he makesis precisely what the Department 
desired to have done when they incorporated 
in, this treaty article six, and I will. read it 
that the Senator.:may:see that the Department 
thought: just;as:he does: ioo obs 
/AGAR?IcL VE, Inasmuch. as tho bonds; or-a por- 
tigh thereof, in which. the. Creek. orphan. fund. has 
been beretofore invested, from certain causes have 
Jatgely'depreciated in value, and are for thé piri 
posesfor which said: fura was set aside. unproduc- 

jivg, itis beneby. further stipulated that.such of the 
amis jow held by the Secretary of tho. Interior, in 
trust fer thio érphans of thé Creek nation, as may bd 
necessiry to estublish'a manual-labor scbool for the 
improvement-and education of the orphan children 
Of said nating, shall. be disposed of, and the avails 
thereof used for ‘that purpose, under the direction 
ofthe Secretary of the interior, The residue: of 
said fund. sball bo retained in the Treasury of the 
United States, upon which interest at tho rate of 
five pèr cent, shal! annuatly be paid for the main- 
tenance and support of said schovl.” : 

This is what was agreed to by the Depart- 
ment and the delegates of the Creek nation in 
1966; but when the treaty caime to the Senate 
theSenate struck out that article, ou the ground, 
I suppose, thay this was a specific fund not 
belonging to the Creek nutiot, bat: belonging 
to cértuin orphang of the Creck ‘nation at the 
date of the treaty of 1832, and that the nego- 
tiatorg had no right to divert it to another use, 
had ‘no'right to take the money belonging toa 
certain class of the Creek nation, held in trust 
by the United States, for their use. and apply 
it for the benefit of all the children of the 
Creek nation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, May I ask the Senator a 
question?  ' ‘ 

Mr. HARLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What makes him sup- 
pose it? Does he remember or does he not 
remember that the article was stricken out 
because it created an obligation on the United 
States that they did not intend to assume ? 
` Mr HARLAN. I had no opportunity to 
remember anything on that subject, as at that 
tinve I had adt the honor to be a member of 
this body. B 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Were you not Secretary 
of the Interior ? 

Mr. HARLAN. J was; but I was not a 
member of this body, and therefyre could not 
know the reasons which indluenged the Senate 
at that time; but on reading. the opinion of 
the Assistant Attorney General, which was 
read from the desk to-day, I find that the Law 
Department of the Government takes that view 
of the subject, and I reasonably inferred that 
the lawyers of the Senate would take the same 
view that ig set forth in an official paper by the 
organ of the Law Department of the Govern- 
mens; 

The Assistant Attorney General holds that 
this fund ig not a fund belonging to the Creek 
nation, and therefore that that nation had no 
right to dispose of it. Lought to state here 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs adopted 
such means as ihey thought would bring out 
all the facts in thig case und enable them to 
arrive at a just couclusion ; and although it is 
not usual to state what is done. in a commit- 
tee, i will say that the committee requested 
the, honorable. Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Stevengoy] firstto examine this, which he did, 
takiug a gooud.deal of pains to go through it. 
Afterward, he being a littie unwell and absent 
from the Senate, the committee requested the 
honorable Senator’ from . Connecticut, [Mr. 
Buckincuan) to take the papers and examine 
. them, which he did. Afterward some ques- 
tions of law arose, not dissimilar to those which 
have been sprung bere in the Senate, The 
committee then requested . the honorable Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. ERELINGHUYSEN] 


to take the case and examine it with reference 
to the legal bearings. of such. questions as had 
arisen; and [ may here say that each and all 
these Senators arrived at the same conclusion, 
that the ‘Government was bound to restore 
this fund for the use of this class of the Creek 
people, and hence the report of the committee. 
It was then referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriationsand brought in by:that committee ; 
so that it.bas the indorsement of two of the 
standing committees of this body after having 
been very carefully examined by. three mem- 
bers of the:Committee on. Indian Affairs.. 

.. Mr. STEVENSON, May I. guggest to the 
honorable Senator from. lowa, in support of his 
construction of the treaty of 1866.in opposition, 
to that put on it by the honorable Senator from 
Vermont, tbat he will find, asf am- infurmed,; 
in the last three years that Congress have: made 
two. or three specific appropriations for this 
Creek fund, showing that they did not intend 
io exclude it, but kept it owt of that treaty 
because they thought it was an individual fund 
ihat the laws of Congress shuuld not interfere 


with. ; : 

.Mr. HARLAN. This, then, is the interpret- 
ation placed on, it by Congress itself, having 
siuce made appropriations of money to pay the 
interest ou this fund, 

Mr. EDMONDS. | Let us see the evidence 
ofthat. ideny thatthere is any such evidence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
tuony.) The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine [ Mr. MORRILL]. to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think it would be better 
to place the amount on the books of the Treas- 
ury to the credit of the Indiaus, rather than 
to invest it in bounds, I think ic has been the 
usual custom of late years to place the money 
to their credit, 

Mr. EDMUNDS, It will come to exactly 
the same thing if you insert the word ‘ regis- 
tered” before ‘bonda. in 

Mr. CORBETT. Very well. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
madification, i 

The amendment to the amendment, as mod- 
ifed, was agreed to, on 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe I am entitled 
now to make a short speech on the amend- 
ment itself, am I not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I will begin, therefore, 
where I left olf, and my apology is. that this is 
a matter of importance to the United States, 
this setting up of liabiliiies of this ancient 


I accept the 


| character in favor of the tribes of Indians. 


If we do that, as we have reduced taxation 
$53,000.000, we shall find ourselves next year 
in & position where it will be a great object to 
save money, if we can save it honorably and 
fairly. i 

I have demonstrated as far as I could that 
under the treaty of 1832 the Presideut was a 
trustee for the benefit of the Creek nation, 
and through the nation for. the benefit of cer- 
tain. designated members of that nation, That 
being the case, the nation forleited the right 
when it went into rebellion, as it did as an 
organized body, fur the treaty of 1866 so de- 
clares in terms. My friend from New Jersey 
is mistaken, so far as. the law goes, when he 
says that the majority of the nation did not; 
the treaty of 1866 expressly recites that this 
Creek nation made a treaty. with the so-called 
confederate States by. which they iguored their 
allegiance to the United States, and unsettled 
the treaty relations existing between them and 
the United States, and thereby rendered them- 
selves liable to forfeit everything they were 
entitled to have. Then it goes on to state 
that we agreed, although they had forfeited 
everything, that we would do one of the things 
that it was proposed we should do to relieve 


| them from forteiture of, say this orphan fund; 


and in order to relieve them from the forfeit- 
ure of that and to. keep it on. foot, the sixth 
article of the treaty was inserted, which did 
keep it on foot. The Senate of the United 
States struck out the sixth article. Do you 
think, Mr. President, as the Senator from 
Iowa says, that we struck it out in order to 
increase our obligations? No, sir, we struck 
it out for the reason that we believed it had 
become a defunct fund, in the first instance, in 
fact, and. for the reason that we did not intend 
to leave any liability existing on the part of 
the. United States in that respect. . 

_.Now, then, the Senator from Iowa says, and 
the Senator from Kentucky says, tha: Cou- 
gress has. recognized the existence of that fund 
as a duty on the part of the United States to 
keep it. up since by appropriations. I have 
looked in the last rwo landian appropriation 
bills, and | am unable to tind any such recog- 
nition in reference to the treaty of 1832, and 
in reference to this orphan fund in any form; 
and if there is such a statute I pray bon- 
orable Senators who rely on that to. read it 
that the Senate may see what it is. 

This is not quite all. What, is the basis. of 
this sam of money which you are adding to 
that fund’... What is the ground of the claim? 
That has been kept somewhat carefully out of 
sight by these two. Department. officers, both 
of them subordinates, you will observe, The 
basis is thatthe President of the United States, 
just as the treaty said. invested the money in 
State stocks, and the State stocks fell in value, 
and the interest, therefore, was not paid. 
Now, you say that the trustees, the United 
States, istherefore responsible. By no means. 
This was a discretion which was invested in the 
trastee. There is no preteuse that he did not 
exercise that discretion in good faith and 
invest in just such stocks as all other people 
invested in at that time, the stocks of the 
States. The rebellion came on and the inter- 
est was uot paid: Now, on what. principle. of 
morality, not to say law, is the United’ States 
responsible to make it good? DeLee 

Then itis said a certain part of this money 
we used to support, refugees. So we did, a 
small part of it; and had: we not.the: right to 
do it? When tne vation had. gone into rebel- 
lion, and was against us, hud we not the right 
to support the orphans that. were driven off 
up into Kansas or somewhere out of this 
vation, with their fathers and mothers! It 
is a very strange thiug to make such a claim, 

Bat l could show you, if [ had time, that 
this treaty, in the eleventh article, expressly 
declares that the Creek nation ratifies the 
expenditures which the United States made 
in supportisg these refugees that the nation 
drove out. The Assistant Attorney General, 
as he calls himself, attempts. to get over that 
by the quibble of saying that this was not au 
annuity, and that an “annuity” ouly is men- 
tioned in the article. Well, the article does 
use the word ‘‘annuity;’? and,under the head 
of- annuity’ these Creeks and all the other 
Indian nations get every dollar that we pay 
them from the trust funds under treaties; that 
is, it ig an annual sum which accrues from 
the trust fund, and we pay it over to them 
according to the articles of the treaty. The 
term ‘annuity,’ therefore, ex vi termini, his- 
torically as well as etymologieally, covers the 
very case of these annual payments out of this 
orphan fund which we were. to make. for. the 
support of these children. ‘There is, there- 
fore, in my opinion, not a particle of founda- 
tion in morality or justice for this claim.. 

_ Mr STEVENSON. I move to strike out 
one dollar.of the amount of appropriation. 

The Senator, from Vermont says these are 
ancient claims, the.treaty was an:apgient one, 
but Í do not think, when the later acts of l-gis- 
lation refer to them and. recognize them, that 
they can be very ancient. Ag laṣe as 1866 this 
fund. was referred to asa special orphan indi- 
vidual trust. fund by Congress. giving to it the 
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very construction that we claim, That is not 
very old. I will endeavor to show the Senator 
what he says he has not been able to find, 
before the bill is disposed of in the Senate, 
that an appropriation bas not been made. I 
have not seen the act, but I have the informa- 
tion that three distinct. appropriations have 
been made; I have not seen them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I will tell my friend that 
T have looked into.the last two appropriation 
bills, and am unable to find any reference 
whatever to the subject. 

“Mr. STEVENSON. T have asked the gen- 
tleman who called my attention to it to look 
into the acts. i : 

Mr. HARLAN.: It will be found under the 
general head of “ interest or non-interest pay- 
ing funds.”? “Tt will be found in every appro- 
priation bill since 1866. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Now, Mr. President; 
the Senator says that the ‘annuities’? com- 
prehend this find. I'beg leave to differ with 
the gentleman. Giving to the word ‘‘annuities”’ 
its broadest legal signification, it, included 
only. aunuities due the nation. It was not 
and could not, by any sort of legal language 
or legal interpretation, have been made by 
any just construction to ‘apply to a sacred 
trust find held for an individual class per 
capita, not per stirpes; and hence the injus- 
tice of this construction of the word “ annu- 
ity” applied to the Creek nation, who had 
received their full quota when these orphans 
had only received these twenty sections. Now 
it is proposed to include them under this term 
“aunuity.? 

` But, sir, I refer toanother fact. In 1862 the 
President of the United States was empowered 
by Congress to declare at an end all our In- 
dian treaties provided he had reason to believe 
that the lndians were disloyal to the United 
States., He failed to do so. No effort was 
made judicially to confiscate this property, and 
those who had actually been in arms could not 
have their property confiscated except by judi- 
cial process and judicial proceeding. And 
now, indirectly, it is proposed to take from 
these Indian orphans, or those who were or- 
phans in 1832, this little pittance for which 
under the obligation of the treaty the United 
States was constituted a trustee. 

I have no knowledge of any agents in this 
matter, None have approached me. I ex- 
amined this question:as I woald a law ques- 
tion. When 1 looked‘ into this matter and 
talked with the officers of the Interior Depart- 
ment aud examined all these acts, with the 
opinion of the Assistant Attorney General and 
with the opinion of the acting Secretary of the 
Interior, L came to. the conclusion. that this 
was as solemn a debt, increased perhaps in its 
sacred character by the nature of the cestui 
que trusts of whom the Unied States was the 
trustee, as Congress was ever called upon to 
protect. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, a 
good deal of stress has been laid on the point 
that this fund is a national fund, thatit belongs 
to the nation. How did it originate? Espe- 
cially from the sale of lands set apart especially 
forthe Creek orphans. .-Now, if the Creek 
orphans are the Creek nation, then this fund 
belongs to the nation. : 

Mr. HARLAN. | ff the. honorable Senator 
will allow me, I will now furnish the text of 
the statute, in one apptopriation bill, called 
for by the honorable Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. HARLAN. He will find it on page 
570, beginning on page 569, of the sixteenth 
volume, Statuves-at-Large, under-the heading 
‘interest on trust-fund stocks:’’. 

“Por payment of interest on certain abstracted 
and non-paying State stocks belonging to-various 
Jud ian tribes, for the fiscal year ending. June 830, 

Held in trust by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, I will read a few of them: 

“For interest on certain stocks and bonds belong- 
ing to. the Cherokee national fund, 


* For interest on certain stocks and bonds b = 
ing to.the Cherokee school fund. de beloie 
_ |“ For interest on certain stocks and bonds belong- 
ing to the Chickasaw national fund. 

. For interest on certain stocks and bonds belong- 
ing to the Chickasaw incompetents. 

_ ** For interest on certain stocks and bonds belong- 
ing to the Choctaw general fund. 

_ | For interest on certain stocks and bonds belong- 
ing to the Creek orphans, $6,423 14. a 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I was saying that if 
the proceeds of these lands were set apart for 
a portion of the nation it could not be justly 
said that it was for the nation ; and it makes 
no difference whether this portion of the 
nation was large or small; it is precisely the 
same as though ithad been set apart for ahalf 
dozen or for three. f 

Now, if you will go back and look at the 
treaties which have been made with the difer- 
ent tribes of Indians, you will find this fact: 
sections of land have been set apart for chiefs ; 
sections of land have been set apart for indi- 
viduals; and afterward treaties have been 
made for the purchase of those lands of the 
chiefs, of the individuals, and the money has 
been paid to whom ? Not to the nation, but to 
theindividuals. This isa parallel case. These 
lands were set apart for a portion of the Creek 
tribe, and the nation, as a whole, had no right 
whatever to it any more than this nation has a 
right to my private property. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered ; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 25, as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Buckingham, Cooper, Corbett, 
Cragin, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Hill, Kelly, Morrill 
of Maine, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Stevenson, 
Vickers, West, and Windom—l7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bore- 
man, Casserly, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Howe, John- 
ston, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Ramsey, Rice, 
Sawyer. Scott, Sprague, Stewart, and Stockton—25. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Kel- 
logg, Lewis, Morton, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, 
Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, 
Spencer, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, 
Wilson, and Wright—32. 

So the amendment, as amended, was re- 
jected. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. PRATT. Some two or three days since 
I submitted a report from a committee of con- 
ference on the amendments of the House of 
Represeutatives to the bill (S. No. 1073) in- 
creasing the rates of pension to certain per- 
sons therein described. I now move that that 
report, with the bill and the amendments, be 
recommitted to the same committee. There 
is a prospect of an agreement between the 
committees of the two Houses. 
~ The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPusrsov, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had disagreed to the ameud- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
1671) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, preservation, and repairs of certain forti- 
fications and other works of defense, asked a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had. appointed Mr. Wiru- 
yiam E. Nrsuack of Indiana, Mr. WILLIAM G. 
Donnan of iowa, and Mr. GINERY ‘PWICHELL 
of Massachusetts, managers at the same on 
its part.. f TEE hE 

The message also announced thatthe House 
had disagreed to theamendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 2208) making appropri- 
ations for the repair, preservation, and comple- 
tion of certain public workson rivers:and bar- 
bors, and for other purposes, asked a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Puiterus 
| Sawyer of Wisconsin, Mr. LIONEL A. SHEL- 


pon of Louisiand, and Mr. SamueLi J, Rån- 


DALL of Pennsylvania, managers at the same 
on its part. > Pages es ; i 

The message farther announced that: the 
House had agreed to the resolutions of the 
Senate directing the joint Committee on En- 
rolled Bills to correct errors in the enrollment 
of the following bills: be aa ee 

A bill (S. No. 546) relative to. homestead 
settlers burned out in the States of Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and Michigan; and et OA 

A bill (H. R. No. 2683) to grant additional 
compensation to the marshal of the district of 
South Carolina fór the period of four months 
ard ten days.’ : E D 
-Fhe message also announced ‘that the House 
had passed the following bills’; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1804) to amend an act 
entitled *t An act relative to collection districts 
in North Carolina,” approved February 25; 
1867 ; and : eas 

A bill (H. R. No. 2973) to-refund duties 
paid on goods, wares, and merchandise re- 
maining in bond or.store on the Ist day of 
August, 1872. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED: 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing eurolled bills; and they were théreupon ` 
signed by the Vice President: : 

An act (H. R. No. 40) for the relief of 
Joseph A. Clay, of Philadelphia; 

An act (H. R. No. 114) for the relief of 
the heirs of Lieutenant Colonel Humphrey M. 
Woodyard, late of the twenty-first: Missouri 
infantry; it Sa 

An act (H. R. No. 357) for the relief of 
Horace B. Shepard, of Indiana; 

An act (H. R. No. 689). for the relief of 
Jobn A. Green; i ad 

An act (H. R. No. 1419). for the relief: of 
Michael T. Gannett; A : gE 

An act (H. R. No. 1420) for the relief of 
F. E. Reed, of Bath, Maine ; vis 

An act (H. R. No. 1421) referring the claina 
of the heirs and legal representatives ‘of 
Colonel Francis Vigo, deceased, to the Court 
of Claims for adjustment ; : 

An act (H. R. No, 1274) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Spencer, of Indiana; . i 

An act (H. R. No. 1882} for the relief of 
Alexander McArthur, of the city of Corunna, 
in the State of Michigan; - i 

An act (H. R. No. 1241) for the relief of 
A. G. Booth, late assistant assessor in the 
twenty-first revenue district of Pennsylvania ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1261) for the relief of 
Thomas Ð. West, of Sandusky, in the State 
of Ohio ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1899) for the relief. of 
William T. Bowers; i ; eee nae 

An act (H. R. No. 1942) for the relief of 
D. C. Farrell, of Peoria, Illinois; ` 

An act (H. R. No. 2029) for the relief of 
Charles Thompson, of New Orleans, Louis- 
iana; : 
An act (H: R. No. 2082) for the relief. of 
Dr. John H. McQuown,. of Illinois; 

An act (H. R. No. 2088) for the relief of 
William M. Stafford, late acting district attor- 
ney for Montana Territory ; ae f 
` An act (H. R. No. 2162) for the relief of 
T: P. Robb, of Savannah, Georgia ; 

‘An act (H. R. No. 2085) to provide for the 
examination and payment of the claim of 
Albert Grant; a 

An act (H. R..No. 2709) for the relief of 
the State of Connecticut and other States; 

An act (H. R. No. 2788) for the relief of 
Richard R. Bolling; ee A 

An act (H. R. No. 2789) for the relief.of 
Jobn J. Smith ; ae ` 

An act (H. R. No. 2791) forthe relief of 


! WiHiam J. Clark, administratori of: Gad B. 


Upson; deceased; Ee ORA 
An act (H. R. No. 2890) .forthe-relief of 
Dwight J. MeCann ; es 
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¿An act (H. R: No, 2888) for the relief of 
Simeon.Stansifer ; : Men 

An act (H. R. No. 2885) for the relief of 
dene x Milone,: postmaster at Ubricksville, 
VOS. 5 i i ; x : 

An act (H. R..No..2898). for the relief of 
Jeha: W., Phelps, of Vermont; - ; 

. An act (H. R. No. 2907) for the relief of 
the Omaha National Bank; 
An act: (H. Re No. 2911) 
Moritz Augenstein ; 

: „An act (H.-R. No. 2948) for the relief of 
Lucy A, Baker and. Mary A, Baker, children 
of John M. Baker, deceased; yd 

An act (H. R. No. 2682) to provide for fill- 
ing vacancies in certain offices in the several 
Territories; and ; ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2638) amendatory of an 
act approved March 2, 1867, entitled “ An act 
amendatory of an act to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Montana,” 
approved May 26, 1864. 


FORTIFICATION BILL, 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 1671) making 
appropriations for the construction, preserva- 
tion, and repairs of certain fortifications and 
other works of defense, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives ; and 

On motion of Mr. COLIS, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amond- 
ments to the said bill disagreed to by the Houso of 
Ropresentatives, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House on- tho disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. _. . 

Urdered, That the conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate be appointed by the Vice President. 

The VICK PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Cons, Mr. Corkuine, and Mr. STEVENSON. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (EH. R. No. 2208) making 
appropriations for the repair, preservation, 
and completion of certain public works ou 
rivers aud harbors, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the House of Represeuitatives; 
and, l 

On motion by, Mr. CHANDLER, it was 

Kvsolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
monte to the said hill disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, and ugrec to the conforence asked 
by the Houso on the disagrosing votos of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of tho 
Bonato bo appointed by tho Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Cuanpuen, Mr, BUCKINGHAM, and Mr. Vick- 
ERS. : ; 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


“A message from the Presidont of the Uni- 
ted States, by Mr. O. B. Bancock, his Secre- 
tary, announced that the President had on this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 882) ko provide for a build- 
ing for the use of the Federal courts, post 
office, internal revenue, and other civil offices 
in the city of Little Rock, Arkansas ; 

An act (8. No. 572) for the relief of S. D. 
Houston, Jate receiver of public moneys at 
Junction City, in the State of Kansas; 

An act (8. No. 611) to continue the act to 
authorize the settlement of accounts of officers 
of the Army and Navy; 

An act (S. No, 789) for the relief of Sarah 
A. Ward; 

An act (S. No. 745) relating to a site for 
public buildings in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, 
and Sacramento, California ; : 

An act (8, No. 1036) granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Jackson- 
ville and St Augustine Railroad Company; 


for the relief of 


and 

An act (S. No. 1045) to quiet the title to 

certain lands in Dakota ‘Territory. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Mr. POMEROY, from ihe Committee on 
Publie Lands, to whom wag referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2698) to provide for:the payment 
for certain property taken by the Government 


for the extension of the military reservation 
at Camp Mohave, in the Territory of Arizona; 
asked to be discharged from ‘its farther con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims; which was 
agreed to. ; ea 

r ” BILL: INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WINDOM asked, aud by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave-’to ‘introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1191) for the relef of Hugh C. Mc- 
Cormick; which wás read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. are : 

DENVER AND RIO GRANDE RAILWAY. 


Mr. SCOTT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
yotes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
tll (S. No, 984) granting the right of way through 
the public lands tothe Denver and Rio Grande Rail- 
way Company, having met, after full and‘ free con- 
ference, have agreed to recommend, and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
tothe amendments of the House in lines seven and 
twelve, and agree to the same, oe 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement. 
to the amendment of the louse, adding the pro- 
visos to the end of the bill, and agree to the same 
with amendments as follows :.on-tho third line of 
the first proviso, strike out the word ‘‘ four” and in- 
sert the word “five,” and strike out the second 
proviso and insert the following: . 

“And provided further, That the said Denver and 
Rio Grande Railway Company is hereby recognized 
as a lawful corporation from the date of its incorpo- 
ration under the laws of Colorado, and all the pow- 
ers, privileges, and franchises, by said laws conferred 
upon said company are hereby expressly, ratified, 
confirmed, and legalized, as existing from the said 
date of incorporation ; but beyond such recognition, 
ratification, and confirmation. of and to said com- 
pany, this act shall not be construed as affirming or 
denying the rights of ‘Territories to pass laws for 
the incorporation of railway companies.” 

JOHN SCOT! 


WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
HENRY COOPER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. H.KETCHAM, 
W. TOWNSEND, 
B. T. BIGGS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in.. . 


THOMAS B, WALLACK-——VETO. 


A message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. O. E. BABCOCK, 
his Secretary, which was laid before the Sen- 
ate, and read as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

I have the honor to return herewith Senate bill 
No. 509, an act entitled “An act for the relief of 
Thomas B. Wallace, of Lexington, in the State of 
Missouri,” without my approval, 

This claim, tor which $11,250 are sppropriated by 
this bill, is of the same nature and character as the 
claim of Dr. J. Milton Best, which was returned to 
the Senate on the ist instant, without my signature. 

The same reasons which, prompted the return of 
that bill for reconsideration apply in this case, 
which also is a claim for compensation on account 
of the ravages of war, and comes under the same 
general principle of both international and munici- 
pal law, that all property is held subject not only to 

e taken by the Government for public uses, in which 
case, under the Constitution of the United States, 
the owner is entitled to just compensation, but also 
subject to be temporarily odcupied, or even actually 
destroyed, in times of great public danger, and when 
the public safety demands it; and in the latter case 
Governments do not admit a legal obligation on 
their part to compensate the owner. 

The temporary occupation of, injuries to, and de- 
struction of property caused by actual and necessary 
military operations are generally considered to fall 
within the last mentioned principle, and if a gov- 
ernment makes compensation under such oircum- 
stances it is a matter of bounty rather than of strict 
legal right. If it be deemed proper to make com- 
pensation for such losses, L renew my recommenda- 
tion that provision be made by general legislation 
for all similar cases. - 

U.S. GRANT, . 


Executive Mansion, June, 1872. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
under the Constitution is, shall the Senate, 
on reconsideration, agree to the passage of 
this bill, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding? — - 

Mr. BOREMAN.. That bill came from the 
Committee on Claims. I move that the mes- 
sage and -bill be referred to the Committee on 
Claims and printed. - 

The motion was agreed to.. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


` Tbe VICE PRESIDENT. laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating an opinion of the Solicitor of 
the Treasury relative to the obligation of the 
United States to pay over to the Choctaw 
nation: of Indians certain bonds, for the de- 
livery of which claim is made, and recominend- 
ing législation on the stbject; which was 
ordered tö lie onthe table and be printed. 

-OOO “MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

. A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuErson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 
984) granting the right of way through the pub- 
lie lands to the Denver and Rio Grande Rail- 
way Company. 

The message further announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 686) for the 
relief of Elbridge Gerry. 

The message also announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendments of the Senate 
to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2807) for the relief of 
Robert B. Williamson ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2858) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to. release twenty-five acres of 
the lands of the United States at Plattsburg, 
New York, to the New York and Cannda Ruil- 
road Company, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the 
House of Representatives haviug proceeded in 
pursuance of the Constitution to reconsider 
the bill (S. No. 955) entitled ‘‘ An act grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Ana -Montgomery, 
widow of William W. Montgomery, late cap- 
tain in Texas volunteers,” returned to the 
Senate by the President of the United States 
with his objections thereto, and sent by the 
Senate to the House of Representatives with 
the message of the President returning the 
bill. it was 

Resolved, That the bill pass, two thirds: of the 
House of Representatives agreeing to the same. 

The message also announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 2975) to amend the fifih section of an act 
entitled ‘An act making appropriations for 
the mi executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending 

une 80, 1873, and for other purposes,” in 
which it requested the concurrence of the 

Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker of the House: had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: 

“A bill (S. No. 196) for the relief of the 
bark A 1; f r : 

A bill (S. No. 399) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptey throughout the United States ;’’ ` 

A bill (S. No. 426) for the relief of Thomas 
Allen; and , 

A bill (S. No 471) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act supplementary to an act to provide 
for furnishing artificial limbs to disabled sol- 
diers,” approved June 80, 1870. 


VISITORS TO MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
STEVENSON senatorial’ visitor to the Military 
Academy at West Point in place of Mr. Stock- 
TON, who had declined the appointment made 
this morning. 


_ INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 
Mr. PRATT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 1078) in 
relation to the increase of pension in certain cases 
of specific disability, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend, and do recommend to 
their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the House recede from their disagreen.ent, 
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and consent to the following changes in the Senate 
bill, namely; in line ten, after the word “hands,” 
insert ‘‘or shall have lost both feet,” and in line 
fourteen of said bill, after the word “of”? insert 
“$31 25,” in lieu of “thirty dollars per month ;’-and 
in line fifteen of said bill strike out the words “both 
feet;” and in line sixteen of said bill strike out the 


word “or;” andin line twenty-six of said bill, after 


theword “' monthly,’ strike outali thereafter follow- 
Hs and insert *‘ from and after the 4th day of June, 
72. ; 


D. D. PRATT. 
GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
: KE. SAULSBURY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


E. D, PECK, 
JOHN T. BIRD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2705) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873, and for other pur- 
poses, the pending question being on the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to strike out the sixth section of the bill 
as amended by the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. I offer this as a substitute for 
the amendment heretofore made on the fifth 
page in place of lines eighty-eight avd eighty- 
pine, the appropriations for the contingent 
expenses of the Senate. 

The Curier CLerRk. The amendment is to 
strike out in lines eighty-eightand eighiy-nine, 
“ for miscellaneous items for the current fiscal 
year, $15,000,” and to insert in lieu thereof: 

For miscellaneous items, $8,000; furniture and 
repairs, $3,000; for fuel, oil, and. cotton-waste for 
heating apparatus, $1,000 for the current fiscal year: 
Provided, That the Sergeant-at-Arms may, durin 
the recess of Congress, employ the messengers and 


acting assistant doorkeepors io ‘just rotation upon 
such service in the folding-rooms as may be needful. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Where did that item 
about fuel and waste come from? We made 
provision for that in another bill under a 
general bead, I am sure. 

Mr. COLE. It comes from the officers of 
the Senate, and is rendered necessary by the 
night sessions, as I am informed by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms. Itissome four thousand dol- 
lars less than the amount in the lines stricken 
out and specifies the items more particularly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido not object to the 
items; but how does this legislation apply to 
these items? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It applies to ‘‘ the fold- 
ing of documents, and material for the same, 
$8,000.’ The fact is just here: the messen- 
gers are’ on what is called a permanent roll 
and get very handsome pay the year round. 
Now, the Sergeant-at-Arms during the vacation 
usually, on the recommendation of. various of 
us, lets them go home, and they go home and 
take their pay. That is all very well when 
there is nothing to do during the vacation ; 
but there is folding to be done, which is 
respectable work that I should be very, glad 
to do for pay if I had not anything else to do, 
which they can just as well du as not. There- 
fore-it is a measure of economy to allow. him 
in rotation to, have them perform a little ser- 
vice of that character and save money. I do 


not know that it is any object to save money, 


however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks this is within the rule. It is strictly 
relative to appropriations contained in the 
bill. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE.” On page 9 there was an amend- 
ment reserved commencing at the two hundred 
and first line. 

‘The Curer Cierx. On page 9, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations reported to strike 
out the following paragraph, commencing at 
line two hundred and one: 

Eo pay the Board of Public Works of the District 


of Columbia the proportion of the cost preperly | 


payable by the United States Government forthe 


T 


filling of the canal from Seventh street west to Sev- 
enteenth street west, and of the cost of the inter- 
cepting sewer along the canal adjoining the prop- 
erty of the United States Government, said work 
being under the direction of the Board of Public 
Works, $68,365, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary: Provided, That all payments made under this 
and the preceding appropriations shall be made only 
upon vouchers approved by the officer in charge of the 


public buildings and grounds of the District; and | 


that no portion of the money herewith appropriated 
shall be used by the Board of Public Works for any. 
other purpose whatever than the purpose that is 
named in the said two last paragraphs. 

Mr. HARLAN. I will inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee if thisis the amendment 
reserved at my suggestion as we were passing 
through the bill a few days ago? 

Mr. COLE. : I do not remember at whose 
suggestion it was reserved. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be stricken 
out, and let us investigate that next Decem- 
ber. The thing is in a great muddle. 

Mr. HARLAN. | I want an explanation of 
the reasons of the committee. It may be that 
I will vote with them; but I understand that 
this work is by the side of Government prop- 
erty, at least to a considerable extent; and 
this is to reimburse the District the amount 
expended. On the face of it i should think it 
ought not to be stricken out. ` 

Mr. COLE. The Government ofthe United 
States have already expended a very consider- 
able amount on that work. J believe some 
forty thousand dollars have already been paid 
and there are $10,000 yet unexpended, or will 
be paid when it is called for by the proper offi- 
cers having the matter in charge. Thisis a 
very indefinite provision. It does not say what 
portion of the work is to be paid for by the 
United States and what part by the adjoining 
property-owners and what by the corporation 
of the District. -I think it may very well go 
out for this year. If there should be any sur- 
plus demanded from the United States properly 
hereafter, it can be provided for ; but as far as 
Iam aware the United States are under no 
obligation to pay any more atthis time. I hope 
the clause may be stricken out. 

Mr. HARLAN. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. SAWYER. I think the committee are 
under a misapprehension entirely about this 
paragraph.’ This is no part of the work which 
was provided for by the one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollar appropriation. The commit- 
tee had the impression, and the chairman evi- 
dently has it now, that this was a part of the 
work provided for by the appropriation of 
$150,000 made by an act of Congress; I do not 
remember the date, but it provided for the 
expenditure of $150,000, of which $100,000 
was to be contributed by the city of Washing- 
ton, and $50,000 by the General Government 
for filling up, bridging, and arching the canal, 
and building a sewer. Of that amount a coun- 
siderable sum has been spent, I think $40,000, 
out of the Government appropriation; and the 
city has spent nearly or quite all its portion. 
The land which would be made in the process 
of filling up the canal was to go, when sold, 
to reimburse the Government of the United 
States for the $50,000 contributed by it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. But we have 
already given it away to two railroads, I 
understand. : 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator from Vermont 
will have his joke. But the appropriation of 
$68,000 asked at this time is for quite another 
work. It is for building a sewer through the 
Government grounds, namely, the President's 
grounds. and the reservation bounded by Tenth 
and Twelfth streets west, south of B street 
north, the District paying all the balance, 
which largely exceeds the amount asked from 
the Government. When this whole work is 
done, filling up the canal, which was provided 
for by the appropriation of $150,000, there 
will be about twenty five acres of land which 
will be reclaimed -and which will belong to 
the Government, which, it is assumed, will be 
worth $500,000. 

But this appropriation of $68,000 is not for 


that work. I have.had.a conference: with 
the Commissioner of Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, and he says the work was done very 
economically, and that he regards it as an 
entirely proper expense to be met hy the Gov- 
ernment. .1 hope, therefore, the Senate will 
non-concur in the recommendation of the com= 
mittee. i : 

Mr. STEWART. I sincerely hope so. I.do 
not think the Governmentof the United States 
ought to keep as unsightly a thing on ‘ahy por- 
tion of its grounds as that canal. . It ought to 
be covered up. om zt 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I hope the Government 
of the United States will not make ‘haste to 
put itself body and soul into the hands ofthe 
Board of Public Works of this District. The 
Government of the United States hag public 
agents who are responsible, who give bonds, 
and who are subject to the Treasury regula- 
tions, who can carry on all the ‘public works 
that the United States is interested in in this 
District. vaa 

This thing has a somewhat curious history ; 
but I must be brief about it. A couple ‘of 
years ago it was proposed after a most careful 
investigation by a board which was composed 
under a statute, including the authorities of 
Washington and our own officers, that the trie 
thing to do with the canal was to natrow it, 
arch it part of the way as a sewer, and clean 
out the rest of it, so as to make it iñ proper 
condition. ‘That was the opinion of scientific 
and business men here, and they reported, and 
we then passed the bill. We asked the au- 
thorities of the city of Washington to contribute 
$100,000, and we contributed $50,000 to the 
performance of the work, aud provided: that 
our $50,000 should be reimbursed to us out of 
the sale of the land which would be reclaimed 
by the operation.. The authorities of Wash- 
ington went on, and the Board. of Public 
Works since, who took the place of the 
authorities of Washington, as they say, under 
that old act, but with no authority to do‘any- 
thing which that act did not provide, have 
gone on and have cleared out the eastern por- 
tion of the canal, and spent-$40,000 of the 
money for that. 

Now they have undertaken, without any 
authority of law, without consulting Congress 
in any respect, to go forward under the author- 
ity of that old aet, which I say does not-give 
them a particle of authority any more ‘thah I 
have, and entirely changed the plan, made ‘esti- 
mates of expenditure which will quadruple 
the cost, and now propose to fill it up and 
have the land reclaimed. Whose is it to be 
then? Nobody knows. It is not under the 
act of 1870 that they are doing this thing, for 
it gives them no such authority. We have no 
rights against this land under the act of 1870 
if the canal is filled up; and there we are. 
They bring in a bill here and propose that we 
shall pay this large sum to begin with for that 
purpose, and I am unable to find in the state 
of the land laws as to titles in this District 
anything by which.it is clear that the land will 
belong to the United States when it is filled 
up. Now, the question is whether we are to 
take a leap in the dark or whether we are to 
have the proper committee fairly investigate 
this matter, if they have time, either the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia or the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to report upon -it in December, That is the 
question, ‘ 

Mr. SAWYER. The original act provides: 

“The mayor of the city of Washington, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, the Commissioner of Pablic 
Buildings and Grounds, the architect of the Capitol 
extension, and their successors in office, together 
with two men to be appointed by the mayor of tile 
city of Washington, by and with the advicé and 
consent of the board. of aldermen of said city, ure , 
hereby appointed a commission who shall cause the 
Washington city canal, either in whole or in part, 
to be dredged, or, if deemed best, to be dredged atd 
narrowed, or arched and converted into a sewer; 
and for the purpose of making this improvement, 
the corporate authorities uf the ¢ity of Washington 
ate hereby authorized and directed: to levy and col- 
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lect a tax of $100,000 upon: all taxable property in 
enid.city, fordefraying part of the expenses thereof, 
and the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated out of. 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, for the purpose of defraying in part the ox- 
penses of. the same; and out of any. moneys arising 
itom the sale of any real estate, should any take 
place belonging to said canal, the Government shall 
first: bo: indemnified for any moneys hereby appro- 
priated; the improvements aforesaid to be paid for 
at tho rate of one third by the Government and two 
thirds by the city as the work progresses, and the 
total expenditure not to exceed the'amount herein 
provided. for.” , f 

That- work was transferred to the Board of 
Public Works by section seventeen of an act 
of Congress entitled ‘An act making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in. the appro- 
priations. for the service of the year ending 
June 80, 1871, and for additional appropria- 
tions for the service of the year ending June 
30, 1872, and for other purposes,” approved 
April 20, 1871. That turned it over into the 
hands of the Board of Public Works. 
that authority the portion of the canal between 
Maryland avenue and the Eastern branch was 
dredged at.a:'cost of $23,000, ‘Phe canal was 
dredged. out {rom Seventeenth street to Four- 
teenth street, piers built, and the work almost 
entirely finished, at a cost of $70,000. James 
creek was opened from the wall of the arsenal, 
dredged out, made navigable, bridges built, 
&e., at a cast of $40,000. The bed of the canal 
from Maryland avenue to Fourteenth street, in 
whole. or in-part, was filled up at a cost of 
$60,000, There is $193,000. spentthere. Then, 
as I gay, the appropriation asked for in this bill 
ig not on account of any, one of these things. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. SAWYER. [ask permission for one 
minute more to finish the statement, The 
appropriation is for a work not contemplated 
in that bill at all, but to pay the cost only of 
the intercepting sewer where it passes through 
the Government grounds, namely, the Presi- 
dent’s grounds and the reservation of the 
Government bounded by ‘Tenth and Twelfth 
streets. aud south of B. street north. It 
passes through public property, and it was 
necessary to do it in order to connect with 
the sewer that was constructed alongside 
of the canal instead of in the bed of the 
canal, because in the bed of the canal it 
would cost three times. as much to do it as it 
would parallel with the canal outside, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I ask a minute. 
That, Mr. President, is the very trouble about 
this, business.. My friend frankly states that 
they have gone on under the fifth section of 
the act of 1870, where it was expressly pro- 
vided that our appropriation should be only 
$50,000 in express torms. They have gone 
and spent that money for an object not named 
in the statute, as the Senator supposes. Per- 
haps so. .Now, without any authority of law, 
for none is pretended, they have undertaken 
to-do an entirely different thing for their own 
purposes of draining the city. Our lands 
being low, they have ruu their drains across 
our land: They have done, that, too, without 
any investigation by the committee whose busi- 
ness it is. to investigate that matter. We are 
called upon to foot the bill without any reim- 
bursement. There is the ‘trouble; we ought 
not to consider a matter of this kind on an 
appropriation bill at all, because we cannot 
get at the detailed facts. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope this amendment 
will not be agreed to. JI should like to see 
that improvement. go on through the Govern- 
ment grounds and not leave the canal there 
during the hot season. I should like to. see 
that canal covered up through the Govern- 
ment grounds as well as elsewhere. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. I am unwilling to 
clothe the Board of Publie Works with author: 
ity to bring this Government in debt to. the 
amount of thousands and thousands of dollars 
withont authority of Jaw. Ifthe Senator from 
Nevada orthe Senator from South “Carolina 


Under’ 


can show any authority of law -by which this 
was done I shall yield. 00 0 5S0 

Mr. STEWART... We propose’ to give 
authority to cover up that loathsome place 
through the Government grounds. ba 

Mr. STEVENSON. That is just what I 
object to, and'I appeal to. the Senate to stand 
by the committee. If you do it in this case 
you will do it in others. You have an irre- 
sponsible board who undertake to do. what 
they think proper, without authority of law; 
and when it is done the Sénator says he wants 
to ratify it. We cannot afford to do-that as 
the guardians of the people’s money. - . 

Mr. STEWART. If it was done, I should 
feel so about it. . The thing. is I want it done. 

Mr. STEVENSON. But this appropriation 
is asked for when the thing was done without 
apy authority of law. whatever, and:the point 
that I make is. that if the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States allow this Board of Public Works 
to decide in:their diseretion what shall be 
done and what shall not be done, and then 
that shall be voted, there is no‘ guard upon 
the Treasury of the United States, and -we 
have no authority over it. I hope- it will not 
be done, because I think it is the worst prece- 
dent that could be set. ; 

Mr. THURMAN.. It seems to me that the 
remarks of the Senator from Kentucky touch 
the real point for. our consideration. We 
ought certainly hot. to appropriate the money 
of the people of the United States merely 
because the Board. of Public Works of the 
District of Columbia have ordered a certain 
improvement that 'they suppose, ought to be 
made. Before we take the public money for 
this purpose we ought to be satisfied that the 
improvement is a proper one; one that the 
interests of the Government require should be 
made ; and that is the trouble with me about 
this point. It is not for the purpose of mak- 
ing an argument on one side’ or the other, but 
for the. purpose of eliciting some information 
on the subject that I rise. ; 

I understand there are two propositions in 
regard to this old canal that have been mooted. 
One is to dredge it out deeply and keep it 
open; the other to build a sewer in it and 
cover it up. Two years ago I think I offered 
a resolution instructing the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report on some means 
of abating that nuisance. The committee 
went faithfully to work; they invited the 
Opinions of the city councils of Washington, 
of the Commissioner.of Public Buildings and 
Grounds, of the engineer department, and 
of private engineers, The consequence was, 
as stated by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
Hamuiy,] then chairman of the District Com- 
mittee, that they had three, four, or five con- 
tradictory opinions. No two of them I believe 
agreed- as to what was the proper remedy ; 
and now I understand there has been as much 
difficulty since the Board of Public Works 
were inaugurated as before. A very large 
body of persons, headed by some of the most 
scientific men of the city, and some of the 
best physicians of the city, are of opinion that 
to make a sewer there and to cover it.up is to 
destroy the health of the city; that the only 
way to preserve health is to dredge it out, to 
keep it open, and keép-it full of. water. - 4 do 
not know which is the best way. 1 am in- 
formed that the Board of Public Works are 
in favor of making a sewer of it and filiing it 


up. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand they are 
going on and have spent this money and de- 
mand that we pay it. ; 

Mr. STEWART. Thatis a mistake; I have 
inguired of the Delegate. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio has the floor. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have read article after 
article, beccause I bave felt great interest in 
the question, from very able medical gentlemen, 


who say that to cover up that thing will breed 
a pestilence, and that that, is the experience 


wherever such places-have been covered up 
and built over. I do not know which is right. 
If it is the right way to cover it up I am. per- 
fectly willing to vote not only this much money, 
but am willing to vote a great deal more if it 
be. necessary'in order to abate that nuisance. 
Whichever is the proper way to do it, I am 
willing to vote as much as may be necessary for 
that purpose, but.I want to know which is the 
proper way. ee 

Mr, CASSERLY. I agree with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, if I understood him, in 
regard to his reluctance to surrender to the 
Board of Public Works here the disbursement 
of the public moneys of the United States for 
the purposes referred to in the present amend- 
ment. I-do not think that an experience of 
that board since its constitution under the new 
organization has been suck as to give us. the 
highest confidence: in the judgment of its 
expenditures. I confine my remarks to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS... I hope the Senator from 
California.did not understand me as condemn- 
ing the Board of Public Works in any other 
sense than I would anybody else in saying that 
in our own expenditures we ought to be:con- 
sulted first. f 

Mr. CASSERLY.. Tagree with the Senator 
to that ‘extent; I wish he had gone a little 
further... I heard him speak of the territorial 
government here as ‘fa remarkable contri: 
vance” last night, and I agree with him in the 
implied censure, if not ridicule, of that lan- 
guage. - I am not willing to trust any question 
that involves much skill-or even a moderate 
degree of science to the Board of Public 
Works, which has so blundered on the simple 
matter of supplying the city with water, that 
with one of the noblest rivers in, the world at 
our doors it should leave every dwelling and 

robable every house in this city without water 
iu the month of June for two days, and done 
it without any sufficient notice to housekeepers 
to allow them to prepare for it. With me thatis 
very nearly decisive as to the incompetency of 
the Board of Public Works for the District of 
Columbia. 

It is a lamentable thing that the political 
metropolis of the United States should be in 
such a plight upon so important a subject as 
the subject of a sufficient water supply in the 
summer months. 1 shall not vote, so far as 
my vote is concerned, ever to give expendi- 
tures into the hands of the Board of Public 
Works as at present constituted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations, to strike out the clause. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Casserly, Cole, Conkling, 
Cooper, Edmunds, Flanagan, Hamilton of Toxas, 
Hitchcock, Kelly, Morrill of Vermont, Schurz, Scott, 
Stevenson, ‘thurman, Tipton, and West—17. 

NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Boreman, Chan- 
dier. Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Johnston, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sherman, 
Sprague, Stewart, Vickers, and Windom—27. - 

ABSENT— Messrs, Ames, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clay- 
ton, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, 
Morton, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Ransom, 
Spencer, yekten, Sumner, Trumbull, Wilson, and 

right—-30. é i 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr, COLE. Before we pass from that sec- 
tion I propose an amendment after the word 
t‘ proportion,” in the two hundred and second 
line, to insert “ not exceeding one third ;’’ and 
after the word ‘cost,’ in line two hundred 
and five, to insert the same words. _ f 

Mr. SAWYER. Thisappropriation is asked 
for filling the canal from Seventh street to 
Seventeenth street west, and from -Twelfth 
street to Seventeenth street it is entirely 
through a Government reservation. I do not 
know that it would be proper to limit it, but 
| I think one third is too small a proportion. 
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Mr. COLE. It is altogether indefinite now. 
If the Senator from South Carolina is correct, 
there is no sense in the expression “ propor- 
tion of cost.’ If I am correct, there should 
be some proportion specified, and ‘that is the 
amount specified in the document from which 
my friend from South Carolina was reading 
some time ago, in the form of a law, I believe, 
of the city council of this city; and I notice 
in that there is that proportion specified. I 
think it very propér to put it in here, and not 
leave it afloat for the Board of Public Works 
here to say what proportion ‘shall be paid by 
the United States; that is, whether nineteen 
twentieths or ninety-nine hundredths. One 
third is the proper proportion and the fpll 
proportion for the United States to pay. 

Mr. BLAIR. This work from Seventh 
street to Séventeenth street is entirely within 
the public grounds. One hundred feet on the 
north bank of the canal belongs to the Gov- 
ernment, 80 that it is entirely within the public 
grounds the whole distance. 

Mr. COLE. We provided in the law which 
has béen read that a certain work should not 
cost over $150,000, and that we would ‘pay 
one third of that, and I suppose we are willing 
now to continue to pay one third. There is 
some sense in the position taken by the Sen- 
ator‘from Missouri or there is not. -I think 
we ought at least to'look into this matter 
before we put ourselves body and soul into 
the hands of the Board of Publie Works of 
this city. ‘ 

Mr. “HAMILTON, of Maryland. I would 
suggest to the honorable Senator from Cali- 
fornia that the amount of money appropriated 
is specifically stated, arid you need not be 
afratd they are going to expend any less: ` 
Mr. COLE. * Or-so-much thereof as-may 
be necessary.” i TEE 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland.’ It will not 
be any less, you may be gure, 

`- Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am not 
ovet and above well pleased with the way this 
work is being conducted; ‘but I do think that 
where the improvement is entirely within the 
public grounds it would be unfair to shirk it 
all upon the city government, Therefore I 
suggest and will offer.an amendment to the 
amendment, ‘t except through the public 
grounds’’—adding those words to the words 
of the Senator from California. : 

Mr, COLE. Very well ; I will accept that. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, That will 


do. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.: The ques- 
tion is on thè amendment of the Senator from 
California as modified. : ; 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS, As this has been stated 
to be public grounds andthe canal'to be pub: 
lic property—l[ believe it is myself-—I move -to 
amend by adding to this paragraph, ‘and the 
land made by such filling of said canal is here- 
by declared to be the property of thé United 
States,’’ so as to-have certainly'a claim‘ put in 
by the United: States to’ it as against’ certain 
people who will immediately set up a private 
claim. ‘the moment we get it ‘filled. up, Isus 


ech be : aieri A 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion iso the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. Li 

The amendment was agreed toi -` : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to move'a verbal 
amendment on the eleventh page, line two hun- 
dred and fifty-seven, where the: date of the 
allowance of letters-patent to Seaton: for his 
census invention machine is déscribed as being 


February 19, 1872; and it should be February | 


17,1872. The word ‘‘nineteeath’’ should be 
“ seventeenth? - = Bushy te te 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That verbal 
amendment will be agreed to if there is no 
objeétion.. Itisagreed to. © 9 > 0 = © 
Mr. COLE. On page 55, line ti >o; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. - There was 
an amendment reserved on page 51. 


Mr. COLE. Let that be acted on. 

The Cuer Crier. After line twelve hun- 
dred and forty-one the Committee on Appro- 
Priations proposed to insert: | 

And all railroads are hereby prohibited on-the T 
street and K street fronts of Farragut, Scott, and | 
Franklin squares; and no. further street railroads ! 
shall be laid down in the city of Washington without 
the consent of Congress. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Is that offered as an | 
amendment to the bill?- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was an 
amendment reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations and passed over. f 

` Mr. CASSERLY. I make the objection 

that it is obnoxious to the rule restricting 
amendments to appropriation bills. I think 
that objection was conceded by the friends of 
this amendment. -Theyhave introduced some 
bills for accomplishing the objects of this 
amendment. - i T 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is advised that thè Senator who occupied the 
chair when this bill was under consideration 
pelos decided the amendment to be out of 
order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Chair did not decide 
the whole paragraph to be out of order. The 
first two linesare perfectly competent, because 
this very bill contains an appropriation for the 
improvement of vhese squares. The last two 
lines Ithink myself are out of order. : 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to ascertain 
what isthe condition of this amendment. I 
understand the Senator from Ohio to object 
that part of it is inadmissible. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
roxy.) The Chair the other day decided that 
the atnendment takén as a whole was clearly 
out of order, but that if any Senator chose to 
divide it the-Chair thought it would be in 
order. The Chair, however, could decide on 
the amendment only as a whole. j 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido ‘not agree that the 
first part of it is admissible under the rule, I 
do not see what forbidding a railroad to run | 
by a square has to do with an appropriation 
for the improvement of the square. I make 
that remark because 1 much prefer that the 
whole thing should be dealt with together. 

Mr, STEWART. Very well; let it bedealt 
with together, ` pace: is 

Mr. WEST: ‘I understand the’ Chair to 
decide that:this'améndment is out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Taken’ as 
a whole the Chair so decides. 

Mr. WEST. Then I offer as an amendment 
the firsttwo lines.’ 

Mr. COLE. My colleague onthe committee 
modifies the amendment by striking out the 
last two lines. ~ ` 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for a decision of the 
Chair on this amendment as a whole, and I 
do not -think it is divisible. “No-one can 
amend the amendment of the. committee. 
This amendment Was reported by the commit- 
tee, and of course no ‘individual member of 
thé committee can have the authority to 
change it. i 

.Mr. COLE. Any. Senator can move to 
modify the amendment of the committee. 
> Mr. BLAIR, The question of orderis made, 
and it must be decided ‘before any amendment 
can be offered to it. > ` oar tte 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques: 
tion of order was decided. - This amendment, 
taken as it stands in the text,the Chair thinks, 
is not in order under the rules. i f 

` Mr. BLAIR. 'T raise the point of order 
against the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Louisiana. I think there can be no 
doubt-about it. The mere fact 

Mr. WEST. Is the point of order debat- 

able?) ~ ae ars 


i 
i 
f 
| 
| 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor is proceeding to explain his point by unan- ; 
imous consent. De ; d 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose I bave a right to | 
state my point of order.. The mere fact. that 
there is an appropriation in this bill for these i 


squares. does not authorize. legislation in ‘re: 
gard to the streets which are outside of the 
squares. Bw 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest in support of 
the propriety of this amendment, as a matter 
of order, that in the bill somewhere—I do not 
see it at this moment, but we have agreed to 
it—there is a provision providing for paying a 
very large sum of money to the Board of Public 
Works for our share of the expense of paving 
the streets in front of the public property... It 
does not require any time or argument toshow 
that in considering the question of providing 
money for pavements, and this bill provides 
for pavements, the question. of street railroads 
has a direct connection with the subject of our 
duty and obligation to pave and keep the streets 
in order. . Anybody can see, that in a moment. 
Therefore I think this amendment should be 
made in connection with the pravision in thia 
bill.on some page—— ss 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Page 9. 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 9 we have agreed 
to.an amendment which has become part of 
the bill, providing. for paying pur share of 
paving all over,the District. of Columbia 
wherever we have property or public buildings. 
Now, to say that we cannot provide, in ‘the 
same bill, as directly relating to that expend- 
iture of. that money, that street rajlroads-shall 
not be laid on the pavements of this town 
without the consent of Congress, is to say:that 
you cannot control the, objects fer which you 
spend, money and protect the property you 
spend it upon. i : E N 

“Mr. BLAIR. Is there anything in this bill 
that appropriates money for this street? . ~ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill provides gen- 
erally, on page 9; as the Senator will see, *‘to 
enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the 
reasonable and proper-expense only incurred 
for paving roadway and curb and paving side- 
walks in front of the property of the United 

States in the District of Columbia, $150,000, 

Mr. SHERMAN, . And. I wili state to the 

Senator that that covers work in the streets 
right in front of each of these squares... 
. Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; but. it does 
not make any. difference whether it, does. or 
not, , It-covers.it everywhere where we have 
property. It is a general appropriation. Now, 
we say, while we are belping to keep. up; the 
streets of Washington in order to. make this 
expenditure useful they shall; not be torn, up 
and street railroads aid down and travel driven 
off them and property ruined without our con- 
sent to it, It relates directly to the bill, as I 
think. 3 a . i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does, the 

Senator make a point.of order? ., o, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order 
that the amendment is in order. in view, of 


what the bill contains, _. Sov , 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. If the 
amendment is moved. in connection with, that 
appropriation, which is an. amendment which 
was not known to be in the bili at the time. the 
Chair. made his ruling on this text before, the 
Chair thinks an amendment. in connection 
with that appropriation would bein order, 

Mr. WEST. Then, to meet the views of the 
Chair, I will move to add, after line two bun- 
dred, on page 9, these words: 

And all railroads are hereby prohibited ‘on the I 
street and K ‘street fronts ‘of Farragat,, Scott, and 
Franklin squares. f . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to my friend 
to move the whole proviso just as it was 
before. f f i 

Mr. WEST. Very well; I will move it all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair 
thinks that isin order. i . 

Mr. BLAIR. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. eee 
~ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
question is, “ Shall the decision of thé Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate?” 

Mr. CASSERLY. L should. like to. have 


the amendment now ‘offered read from the 
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desk, so tbat we may understand distinctly the 
question: before us... ‘ 

The Carer Cierx. The amendment is 
to insert.at the end of line- two hundred; on 
page nine, the following: 

And all railroads are hereby prohibited on the I 
street ond K street fronts of Farragut, Scott, and 
Franklin squares; and no further street railroads 
shall be iaid down inthe city of Washington with- 
out the consent of Congress. 

Mr. BLAIR. That proposition was decided 
to be out of order by. the Chair the other 
night when this bill was under consideration, 
and- also. this morning. It has already been 
decided to be out of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If any part of the bill is 
in order this amendment is, in connection 
with this ‘appropriation. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
fion'is, “Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the Senate?” 

Mr. STEWART. How does the Chair 
decide: now? ` ; 
© The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
decides that in this place, reférring to the 
specifie item which has been inserted on page 
9, the amendment is in order. 

The decision of the Chair was sustained— 
ayes 23, noes 17. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on the amendment offered by the 
Sendtor'from Lowisiana, : 

The emeridment was agreed to. . 

Mr. COLE. Now I offer this amendment, 
to inbert after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 
thirteen hundred and forty-three, page 55, the 
following: 

Provided, That.the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized ant required to provide, in tho 
systems of observations nnd reports in charge of the 
chief signal otiicer of the Army, for such stations, 
roports, and signals as may be found necessary for 
the benvfit of the agricultural and commercial inter- 
esta, and, | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have we gone through 
with all the amendments of the committee? 
I observé ‘hereone in regard to the Corliss 
Steam-Hngine Company, which I -believe has 
not been acted upon. $ 

“fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
‘understands ‘that “that amendment was re 
served; and no action has been taken upon it 
asyet  - x 

Mr: EDMUNDS. We ougbt to dispose of 
that before'any new anendments are offered. 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 
tion now is on the amendment moved by the 
Senator from California, 

Mr. CASSERLY. That isie very proper 
amendment, unless it is unnecessary in conge: 
quence of other language already in the bill, 
Task my colleagiie to look at the language in 
lines thirteen hundred and thirty-six and thir- 
teen‘ hundred and thirty-seven, ‘ for the bene- 
fit of commerce and agriculture.’? Does he 
consider that his amendment is necessary ? 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will allow me one word, I can satisfy 


im. ; 

Mr. OASSERLY. Iam ‘very willing to be 
satisfied oh this point; 

Mt. SAWYER. The amendment was sent 
here as necessary by the signal officer himself, 
beeduse it gives more: liberty in establishing 
Stations in the interior than he would other- 
wise havé. ‘ 

Mr. CASSHERLY. I have no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr..COLE.. Now I ask that we take up 
the amendment on the sixty first page to which 
allusion was. made a moment ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that this amendment relating to 
the Corliss Steam-Engine Company was re- 
served. Itis now before the Senate, and will 
be read. et oe, 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: ° s, 
“To enable the Secretary of the. Navy to pay the 
liquidated debt now due. the Corliss:Steam-Engine 


Company forsteam machinery. furnished under con- 
tract with the Navy Department, $257,688, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
a private claim? I make the point of order 
upon it. J think it is an old stale claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When it 
was before the Senate the other evening the 
Chair submitted the point of order to the 
Senate, but no action was taken by the Senate 
upit, That is now the condition of the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why, Mr. President, 
there can be no question about the propriety 
of the point of order on that amendment. It 
is on the very face of it an assertion that it is 
adebt now due the Corliss Steam-Engine Com- 
pany. It is open to great question whether 
there is a debt due, but there is no statute and 
no treaty which provides for paying this gen- 
tleman this sum. On the contrary, there is a 
statute which provides for paying him a differ- 
ent sum under entirely different circumstances, 
and says he shall not have it unless he com- 


lies. 

P The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is aware that the Presiding Officer has 
the right to refer any question of order to the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not disputing that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
having done so the other evening and the 
question being then undisposed of, the Chair 
now desires to take the sense of the Senate 
precisely as the matter was left the other 
evening. 

- Mr. ‘EDMUNDS. Very good, sir. 

Mr. SAWYER. What is the question? 
Whether this amendment is in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is whether this amendment shall be re- 
ceived under the rules of the Senate on this 
appropriation bill, 

Mr. SAWYER. Ishould like to say a few 
words, if it is in order to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When a 
question of order is submitted to the Senate 
it can be debated ; but when the Chair decides 
a question of order, it must. be decided witb- 
out debate. 

Mr. SAWYER, I understand the Chair 
not to have decided this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair 
has not decided it, er i l 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, this claim—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator confine himself to the question of 
order? 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to state the charac- 
ter of the claim so that we may see whether it 
is a private claim or not. This is a liquidated 
debt settled by the proper officer of the Navy 
Department, by an officer no one has a right 
to rebuke, and for a fixed and definite sum, 
the claimant holding a certificate of indebted- 
ness from the Navy Department for the pre- 
cise sum. ‘The Secretary of the Navy recom- 
mends its payment, in a letter addressed to the 
chairman of the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations referring to a report which bas been 
made on the case according to law. Ido not 
see how it can be said under those circum- 
stances that it is not for the purpose.of carry- 
ing out the provisions of law. previously passed 
to investigate this claim, and therefore taken 
out of the category of private claims. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon 
me, 1 will show him the provision of the law 
in a second, and then we shall see if we have 
got any report of the Secretary of the Navy 
saying that. provision of the law bas been com- 
phed with. It willbe found in volume sixteen 
of the Statutes-at-Large, page 825. [think I 
am pretty safe in saying I can convince my friend 
himself this time, though that is a pretty hard 
thing to do generally. [Laughter. } 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator kuows how it 
is himself. [Laughter] = —- 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here is the law: 


„To enable the Secretary of the Navy to discharge 
liabilities provided. for by contracts made previous 
to March 4, 1869, $515,960 92, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary: Provided, That before paying the 
claim: of the Corliss Steam-Hngine Company the Sec- 


Is not this | 


retary of the Navy shall cause a re¢xamination of 
said claim to be made by the law officers of the 
Navy Department, and two competent engineers, to 
be detailed for that purpose, who shall deduct from 
the contract price with said steam-engine company 
whatever sum it would have cost said company to 
have completed their said contract.” 

There the Jaw speaks and the last law on 
the subject, theact of the 15th of July; 1870. 
Now, if the Senator will show me any report 
by a board of engineers and law officers, or 
either of them, showing that there has been 
that reinvestigation of the claim, what the 
deduction from the contract price should be, 
then the Senator will have some ground to 
argue that this amendment is to carry out the 
provisions of an existing law, 

Mr. SAWYER. But prior to the passage 
of that act a settlement had been made by 
the party having the entire and sole right of 
making the settlement under the laws govern- 
ing the administration of the Navy Depart- 
ment. The whole thing was settled prior to 
the date of the proviso which the Senator has 


read. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the proviso has no 
effect, I suppose? 

Mr. SAWYER. All} that is necessary to be 
done is for the Government to keep failh with 
this man, to pay the sum which at any proper 
time I am ready to show is not only not more 
than is due but not.so‘much as is due under 
any fair interpretation of the contract. I re- 
peat, all the Government has to do is to keep 
faith with the party with whom it made a con- 
tract, he having fulfilled bis.contract in every 
particular as directed by the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not the point I 
am arguing with my friend, 

Mr. SAWYER. The point, if the Senator 
will allow me—I will not interrupt him—is that 
the settlement has been made according to law. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. © According to this law? 

Mr. SAWYER. That it had been made ac- 
cording to law before that proviso was passed, 
and that ‘the proviso itself was really a 
defeat of private ‘rights. We can break a 
contract; there is no doubt about that; 
we have the power to refuge to make ‘an 
appropriation ;. and yet there are-a-great many 
grave reasons that may be.given, aside from 
the injury done to the party himself, why that 
proviso should not be complied with. But, 
sir, I am not competent to discuss this ques- 
tion with my acute and ingenious friend from 
Vermont. He knows that as well as I do; 


the Senate knows it perhaps better than either 
of us; but I think this is a claim: which is 
strictly carrying out the provisions which 
govern the settlement of such claims in the 
Navy Department. . : Bs ne 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There was not any law 
for it in the first place, except the course of 
business in the Navy Department, and that 
course of business would authorize the pay- 
ment of any sum of money if the Department 
agreed to pay it. The Department did make 
what-is said to be a settlement. One set of 
people say it is a fraud; another set of people 
sey it is all right. hat being the disputed 
point, in 1870 Congress. stepped in by -this 
statute and established what 1s now the exist- 
ing law on the subject, as my friend. knows. 
That is the declaration of the sovereign will 
now. It may be right or it may be wroug, but 
that is the law. : 

Now, the rule of the Senate says that in 
order to provide for a private claim of this 
character it must be made- in conformity with 
and to carry out the provisions of an existing 
law. Here is the existing law, which instead 
uf declaring that this man shall have the 
money, declares he shall not have ‘it. until 
the particular investigation is made, and then 
he shall have only so much as that investiga- 
tion finds to be-due. ai : 

This may be a perfeetly just. claim; I am 
not pronouncing any judgment upon it at all; 
but Ido say that: if: the Senate is: willing: to 
i violate one of its plainest rules in a case that 
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is just as plain-as the law can make it as fall- 
ing within the rule of a private claim, where 
there is not only not merely the absence of a 
statute, but a positive statute against the pay- 
ment, of course we can fly in the face of all 
rules and say we will stultify ourselves merely 
because it is for a good purpose; we will vio- 
late any rule of the Senate or any statute 
merely because we think there is a good end 
to be gained by it.. We cannot do that with 
safety or propriety. 

l think there are ways enough for this man 
to get his money if. he is fairly entitled to it, 
without our violating our own rules to give it 
to him, because.if you violate the rale for this 
man you must violate it: for any man who 
asserts that he has a private claim which ought 
to be attended to; and an appropriation bill 
is not the place for it. I have got consider- 
able information which I shall communicate 
to my friend, not in hostility to this claim, but 
only to. show- that Congress would be taking a 
very extraordinary step to provide for it, if 
we should ever come to it, but I do not want 
to occupy the time of the Senate-in discussing 
why this claim, even if it is in order, should 
not be put on this bill, under existing facts 
which have not yet been disclosed, but only to 
ask the Senate for once in its life, and to ask 
myself for once in my life, to declare that this 
thirtieth rule shall be enforced in a-case where 
it is perfectly impossible to argue that it does 
not apply. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I have some 
recollection of this claim, but it is so far 
back. that I am not sure that I can state it 
accurately. : Therefore I do not know that I 
shali state the facts so as to raise the question 
even under the rule. But it was once before 
this betore the Committee on Appropriations 
when I-was upon that committee, and my gen: 
eral recollection of it is that this is'a claim 
arising under a contract dating as far back as 
the earlier years of the war, for steam engines, 
and that in order to ascertain the balance due 
upon that contract the whole claim was re- 
ferred to a board ‘selected by the Secretary’ of 
the Navy at that time. f 

` Mr. SPRAGUE. And agreed to by the 
parties. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. And probably 
agreed to by the parties. At any rate, proper 
steps were taken by the Navy Department to 
ascertain the balance as upon a settlement, of 
that contract for labor done,’ I remember at 
that time a recommendation was ‘made by the 
Secretary of the Navy for an appropriation to 
cover the balance so found due this man Cor- 
liss, and at that timé my judgment in regard 
to it was, I remember, that it was a liquidated 
balance: ascertained by the Secretary of the 
Navy upon this contract of Corliss: Being in 
that condition, it seemed to me that it was 4 
fit subject for an appropriation, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 
my friend. from . Maine whether that amount 
was not about.one half of the amount that is 
now proposed in this bih? =: =- 

Mr. MORRILL; of Máine: That I am not 
able to say, for I have not ever looked at the 
amount in-the bill, CEAN 

Mr, CRAGIN. It is precisely, the same, I 
will. say to the Senator from, Vermont. - a 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. . I dọ not know 
about that. Iam only stating my recollection 
of the general facts, but I think there is no 

doubt, at least I entertain no doubt, that Lam 
right in this general statement. Then it would 
be before us upon that statement as.a liquid- 
ated claim -upon the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Navy, he having estimated 
for it. Would it or would it not, under that 
statement, be within the rule ?, Assuming this 
state of facis would’ bring it withid the rule, 
let us see if it is barred by the statute which 
has ‘been read by the Senator from Vermont: 

Provided, That before paying the claim-of the 
Corliss Steam-Eagine Company the Secretary of the 
Navy sball cause a redxamination of said claim. 


: If that claim were here to day on the rec- 
ommendation of the Department, as I assume 
it was on the former occasion, so as to make it 
in order under the rule, would: it be prohib- 
ited or barred by this statute? I think not— 
clearly not. That is simply an inhibition on 
the Secretary of the Navy paying. Non con- 
stat, I submit to my honorable friend, that it 
may not be brought here properly notwith- 
standing that. That is simply an inhibition 
on him—he shall not pay it. 
that it may not be presented here by Mr. Cor- 
liss. It says Mr. Corliss shall not go to the 
Secretary of the Navy and present it, or if he 
does the Secretary of the Navy shall have no 
power whatever to pay it until certain things 
have transpired in the Navy Depar*ment, and 
I cannot conceive that has the slightest rela- 
tion to the proceedings of Congress, nor does 
it in any way, I submit to my honorable friend, 
affect the rule. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me ask my friend a 
question to see if we understand each other. 
- Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I take it the Senator 
will admit that this claim of the Corliss Steam- 
Engine Company against the United States 
for money claimed. to be due upon a certain 
settlement between the United States and that 
company is a private claim, will be not? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I have just 
stated, while the Senator was otherwise en- 
gaged, a state of facts which 1 suppose. the 
Senator would admit would bring it within 
the rule; that is to say, that it originated in a 
contract; that it became a liquidated debt in 
the Navy Department by certain transactions 
there had, and was estimated for and recom- 
mended for an appropriation ; and so it. was 
within the rule on a former occasion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator does not 
answer my question. Of course he is not 
bound todo so. I have no right to catechise 
him. I ask whether he does not admit that 
this claim of the Corliss Steam-Engine Com- 
pany'as it stands to-day before Congress or 
before the Department is a private claim? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I suppose it is 
a private claim in ‘the same sense that any 
claim against the Government is a private 


claim. eid et; 

Mr. EDMUNDS.: Certainly. Then I ask 
him, being @ private: claim, if it must not come 
within the thirtieth rule relating to appropria- 
tions in order to bè put on this. bill? 
course that nécessarily follows. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. On the state- 
ment of facts to which I-referred—TI am. refer- 
ring now not to the statement of facts existing 
liere, for | do not know what they are, but the 
statement of facts which existed on a former 
oecasion—which induced the Committee on 
Appropriations to put it on the ‘bill, L think it 
would:come within this rule: : 

“Or:moved by direction of a standing or select 
committee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an esti- 
mate from the head of one of the Departments.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . But the Senator stops, 
unhappily, at one class of amendments. Now, 
if he wiil go a little further, he will find the 
prohibition against. private claims is a prohi: 
bition that cannot be got over by a committee; 
it-eannot be got over by the head of a Depart: 
ment. An estimate does not help it, for the 
language of the-rule -afier -it .has stated one 
class that shall not be received, is: . : 
. “And-no amendment shall bo received whose 
object is to provide for a private claim, unless ’’—, 

Unless what? -Unless it is estimated for by 
the head of a Department? No. 
reported by a committee? No— 
“unless: it be to earry out- tbe provisions of an 
existing law or a treaty stipulation.” A 

Not the provisions-of an existing -contracty 
not any general ‘autliority of law, but unless 
it is to du—and I put it to the candor of ‘my 
friend asa former chairman of the committee— 
unless it- isto do ‘something tò- a particular 
man or to all men that the law says shall have 


Ít does not say | 


Of | 


Unless it is | 


that thing done to them, and money is needed 
for it. That is what:the rule says. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. ‘Now, if I can get 
the attention of the Senator from Vermont I will: 
endeavor to answer his question so faras. I 
can answer it. Suppose the contract for the 
construction of these engines.was authorized 
by an act of the Congress of the United States, 
as I assume it was? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
an act of Congress. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Certainly it was: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend is mistaken. 

Mr. MORRILL, of: Maine. Certainly the 
Secretary of the Navy was authorized by the 
Congress of the United States to contract for 
these engines, [ assume, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is what he was 
authorized to do: tinder the war appropria- 
tions of 1862 a vast sum of money was appro- 
priated to the Seéretary of the Navy to ‘provide 
tor the naval defense of the United States, and 
he had bureaus of construction, and ‘bureaus 
of repair, and bureaus of steam engineering, 
and out of these appropriations the Secretary 
of the Navy made eontracts. He made this 
contract for a certain engine, or two or three 
engines to be done at a certain time. Whether 
they were or not I do not know, and finally it 
is said this contract was settled. That: is all 
the law there is about it until you come to 
this act of 1870. ` i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
can proceed by unanimous consent. The Chair 
understands that on this bill and all quéstiong 
growing out of it speeches are limited to’ five’ 
minutes; but no objection being made, the 
Senator will proceed. ` pene 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. TI shall detain 
the Senate but a minute, My point is that this 
contract originated in law; that’ the authority 
of the Secretary of the Navy to make this con- 
tract was matter of law. Being matter of law, 
the performance of it was matter of law, the 
payment of it becomes matter of law, arid the 
payment must be said to be made in pursuance 
of law, and any estimate which the Secretary 
of the Navy makes for the payment of that 
contract isan estimate in pursuance of law, and 
therefore is not a private claint,in that sense. 
That ‘is my proposition. Of course I do not 
more than statejt; I will not argie it. | 
“Mr. THURMAN. It strikes me that ida 
very dangerous proposition of the Senator from 


Maine. fea 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, It is one we are 
constantly acting upon. ta 

Mr. THURMAN. It strikes me it is a 
somewhat dangerous claim. that is made. by 
the Senator from Maine. I think during the 
war sometimes the appropriations for the 
War Department amounted to a thousand 
or fifteen hundred millions in a year. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Over a thou- 
sand millions. n Aann Baa 

Mr. THURMAN. Over a thousand millions 
a year. Now, if every contract that was made 
bythe War Department or any'of'its vatious 
bureaus, the Quartermaster General, the Com- 
missary General, or the like, because they were 
authorized to purchase this thing, that thing, 
and the other, is to be a private claim that you 
can put On an appropriation bill, and so’ of the 
Navy Department, and so of the Post Office 
Department, | do not think your rule is worth 
much; I think it puts an end to the rdle. ~ 

‘Then we come to look at the rule’as it is. 
It is nota question upon the merits of ‘this 
claim.’ It has been very much contested here. 
I do not know what the merits are myself, 
have. never examined the question at'all. But 
the question is under this rile: © 2° 7 

“And no amendment shall bereceived whose object 
is to provide for a private claim, unless itisto carry 
out the provisions of an existing law era treaty 


It was not authorized by 


stipulation.” eee: 
If there is any existing law on thia subject, E 
do not see how you can eliminate from‘ it this 
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provision of the, act.of 1870. That certainly 
is the existing Jaw. It is not to carry out that, 
for: that ‘act of “1870 itself provides: a larger 
appropriation than ‘is asked for in this bill, 
Dut itis coupled: with a proviso. I do not see, 
therefore, how, if the thirtieth rule amounts to 


i the extension of a patent and goon, 
went of this claim has. been delayed. 
pl quits gure but that this is'a little larger 
amoinet than the board reported; but that it is 
a just claim thero can be no possible doubt. 
These parties have been kept out of their 
money for years and years, But, as L said in 
the outset, I believe the amendment ig out of 
order under the thirtieth rule, ` l 

, Mr, TRUMBULL, If the Senator will allow 
më, Ido uot propose to discuss the merits on 
this. question ==- 7 PIT 
` Mr. CRAGIN. Other Senators bave done it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to ask the 
Senator from New Hampshire a question in 
regard to this claim, about which 1 have no 
information. Since it has been up I have 
received 9 telegram from a gentleman in 
Providence, who is represented to më to be 
a gentleman of high character and integrity, 
and he says, ‘There have been two boards 
on this claim, and the amount reported by 
the boards was $147,000." Now, this bill 
PFO) osea to, give $250,000. Then he adds, 

‘the act ig the company have already been 
rg rpaid.”’ I know nothing about the 
a; bat itis cleatly out of order, If this 
is not a. private claim, yon cannot make 


One po. : ; Re: 
Mr, CRAGIN. There is no doubt of its 
being a private claim, f l 
Mr. SAWYER, “Inasmuch as the Senator 
from Ilinois has: seen fit to introduce a remark 
of that kind, I think it not quite fair to allow 
it to go Without a single remark in reply. I 
can demonstrate from the books of the Navy, 
Department, without, going into the question 
of the report of these officers at all, but tak- 
ing the data which existed prior to the coming 
into power of this Administration, before. the 
present Secretary. of the: Navy. assumed. that 
position; that the sum provided:in this bill ig 


largely , 


less. than the books of the Government show 
Mr. Corliss was entitled to. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will .the Senator from 
South Carolina answer me one question? Is 
it true that two boards have sat upon this 
claim and only reported, either. of them, 
$147,000? 

Mr. SAWYER. No, sir... I know that one 
of the boards reported for $260,000. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I rise to 
a question of order, si 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. There. is 
one question of order now pending, but the 
Senator can state bis question. ane 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. My ques- 
tion of order is, whether itis in order to dis- 
cuss the merits of the proposition on the point 
of order? : as 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
remarked when. this debate commenced that 
debate would be in order only on the. question, 
of order. ok 

Mr. SPRAGUE, . I would ask the Senatora 
who are opposing this measare to listen to a 
statement made by the Secretary. of the Navy 
when he estimated for the payment of this 
claim. -I have here a paper headed i ; 
“Statement to accompany letter from the Secretary 

of the Navy, dated the 200th of March, 1870, 

“Due in. the department of steam engineering 
on contracts made previous to March 4, 1869,’’ 

And among these estimates are the following: 

"Corliss Steam-Engine Company, forone pair sixty- 
inch engines for United States steamer Ilinois now 
on tho stocks at Portsmouth navy-yard, and ‘one pair 
one-hundred-inch engines forthe United States 
steamer Pompanoosuc now on the stocks at Phila- 
dolphia navy-yard, $257,688.” 

This is a case in which constituents of mine 
are involved. Ihave no option as tothe proper 
course for me to pursue. Having ascertained 
which. party is in the right, I cannot oppose 
the party having a just and honest transaction 
with the Government to further the personal 
interests of the party embarrassing the action 
of the Government. : ; 

‘This transaction grew out of the operations 
of thewar, ‘Tha present Administration, find- 
ing. work going qn. for which. the. Government 
had no use, the Navy Department immedi: 
ately joined cin. negotiating a close of. the 
transaction and of the work. An agreement 
was entered into, the party doing the work gur- 
rendering all the material and the contracts, 
and taking in lieu thereof this evidence of 
settlement. The Department have estimated 
therefor. The Senate placed. the sum on the 
appropriation bill of 1870.. Certainly if it 
was in,ordor then, if-it was proper then under 
the rule, that rnle has not been altered, and it 
is proper.now, The Hause inserted an amend- 
ment on that item of appropriation. They 
made no exception to any other in the 
account, and there.were'a dozen of them, but 
on this one item ta which I refer, growing out of 
the antagonism of private parties, they placed 
an amendment, thereby confusing the account, 
endeavoring to affect the integrity of the Navy 
Department. There.was ample: opportunity 
for them. in the: recent investigation in that 
House, had they chosen to appear, to show 
that the Navy Department, or the officers. of 
that Department, were in any way culpable in 
this transaction, or that it was in anyway 
dishonest. : : 

This amendment to:.an appropriation bill 
placed on by the House was made subsequent 
to the contract that bad: been entered into 
with Mr. Corliss, which he -had-agreed to, and 
it required -his agreement ‘before they could 
enter .into-it, before they could appoint this 
board, and this amendment requiring a reéx- 
amination, and for the Secretary to pay upon 
that réexamination required. as well: the as- 
sent of Mr. Corliss as the action of the Depart- 
ment.: -Certainly the Department could not 
of its own option change a contract or any of 
its features without the assent:.of: the other 
party, and yet. that. clause wag intended te 
affect the contract, a-contract that had been 


fairly and honorably entered into by both par- 
ties at the time. : Fee as 

These parties represent large industrial in- 
terests, and the action of the Government has 
had a terrible effect upon their progress and 
prosperity.. Although they have been able to 
overcome the difficulties incident to the with- 
drawal of such a large amount of money from 
their operations and have maintained them- 
selves, they have. maintained themselves en- 
tirely owing to the integrity of character 
always exhibited by Mr. Corliss at home, and 
he has been supported in whatever of credit 
it was necessary for him to have growing out 
of the loss of his just dues from the Govern- 
ment. . He has been able to maintain himself 
bat only by an immense effort. Had he not 
been among a generous community, who sus- 
tained him and had the power to do it, he 
would have shared. the fortune of many others 
whom the action of this Government in the 
refusal of the payment of just claims- -has ren- 
dered miserable and. has ruined. 

. The point .made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont as to.the law of 1870, requiring: a reéx- 
amination, cannot be maintained in: reference 
to this contract, because, it: is necessary that 
there should be the assent of both: parties to 
it. , As to the merits of the case, kereis a 
business involving $1,200,000, and four:or five 
per cent. or ten per cent. is all that-would be 
required to make up the. difference which it is 
contended by outside parties—not bythe Navy 
Department, but by outside partiess—he will 
have been paid more than. was his just due. I 
trust the Senate upon no technicality will for 
any further length of time prevent these per- 
sons from receiving their just dues, . If under 
the thirtieth rule it was proper togo on the 
appropriation bill in 1870, it certainly is proper 
now, and [ trust the Sevate will allow the 
amendment to. be placed upon the bill... . 

‚The PRESIDING OFVICER. . The. Sen- 
ator has ccupied the time allotted to him. 
The question is, can this. amendment be re- 
ceived under the rules of the.Senate ? 

The question being put, the amendment was 
not received. : ase Dai aa 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. : I desire to 
offer an amendment. — ` i : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . ‘Lhe Chair 
will inquire whether the Committee on Appro- 
priations are now through with their amend- 
ments? y : 

Mr. COLE. I believe we are through. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, .I am di- 
rected by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and, Grounds to move to amend the bill on 
page 52, after line twelve hundred and. sixty- 
seven, by inserting “for repairs. to the City 
Hall, $2,500.” Iwill state that the city author- 
ities have abandoned that. building, and our 
courts only are occupying it, and the roof is 
leaking and the inside is all out of yepair. 

The amendment was agreed to.:;, ) | 

Mr. MORRILL, ‘of Maine. - I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in on. page 40, 
after line nine hundred and sixty-five: 


For additional annual pay to. William E. Webster, 
assistant engineer.of the Capitol, in. charge of the 


electric lighting apparatus of the Senate, $800, to 
take effect from and after January 1, 1872. y 

Iwill state in explanation of this amend- 
ment, that this ig about the only, additional ex- 
pense we have for lighting the Chamber: Mr. 
Webster is a young man who has taken. that 
duty upon himself, and he has performed it 
with great faithfalness and with the expendi- 
ture of’a very considerable amount df time 
and labor, while the House is at a very large 
expense for taking care of their similar appa- 
ratas. oe 
`. The amendment was agreed to. 


„Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am also 
directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after line nine hundred and 
sixty-five, on page 40: ide ts 

For constructing. under-ground air-shaft for inlet 
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of fresh air to. Senate Chamber; for plastering on 
iron laths under roof of Senate Chamber; addi- 
tiohal firs-proof felting for steam-pipes; and for 
constructing ventilating-flues for corridors, $12,000. 
And so much of the sum appropriated in the-defi- 
ciency act, approved May 18, 1872, for the boiler and 
water-tank and steam-pump in the south wing of 
the Capitol as may not be expended previous to 
June 30, 1872, may be expended during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873, ; 

I will explain this amendment. Senators 
will remember that only a ‘few weeks ago, 
when a south wind occurred, the smoke from 
the center building struck down into the area 
here, and came into the Chamber go as to be 
very disagreeable indeed, filling the room with. 
gas and with sulphurous smoke. In order to 
avoid that it is proposed to have a duct go out 
on the lower space in front of the building; so 
as to get pure air. 

In addition to that, it will have been noticed 
by some Senators that the House have already 
got their roof lined with iron laths and plaster, 
which is regarded as a very great improvement. 

In addition, it is thought necessary that this 
corridor on the north side of the Chamber 
should. be. ventilated,.and it is necessary to 
have apertures made in order to carry off the 
foul air that gathers here in the. winter season 
as well.as in the summer season. 

Then there was.an appropriation made for a 
deficiency in the bill passed May 18, 1872, for 
a boiler and water-tank, but it is -manifestly 
impossibly for that workto be done until after 
the adjournment of Congress, and then under 
our laws the appropriation will have been 
covered into the Treasury. That was not the 
intention, and this amendment merely rectifies 


that. 

Mr. LOGAN... What is the amount of 
expenditure for that duct? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. For the 
whole, for procuring fresh air and iron laths 
and steam-pipes and ventilation, the appro- 

-priation is $12,000. It was by mistake 
printed $72,000. We only asked for $12,000. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator will add 
to that a. provision for pure air by carrying 
this Chamber to the exterior of the building, 
I am prepared to vote for it and have been for 
the last ten years. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think that 
is a subject big enough for the new Reform 
party... (Laughter. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think some reform 
party or. somebody else ought to take hold of 
this Hall and extend it to the exterior of the 
building. The idea that for all time to come 
Senators are.to be excluded. from the air and 
light of heaven is a little too much. I. have 
always thought it was.a great mistake. from 
the first session we spent in this Chamber. L 
believe it will come to that at some time, and 
I think steps ought to be taken to commence 
the work, . lunderstand the House of Repre- 
sentatives are moving in that direction now, 
to extend their Chamber to the exterior walls 
These grounds are to be improved ; we are to 
have a beautiful prospect, with trees and flow- 
ers surrounding us; and yet we are to be shut 

‘up here in the center of a building like a dun- 
geon, and breathe the air that is pumped into 
us; and now $12,000 is to be appropriated to 
pump it from another direction. ft is said 
that the wind flies down from the top of the 
building, and smoke gets mixed up. with the 
kind of air that is brought. in -here, aud now 
you want to make a duct to extend out of the 
building where you.can get another quality 


of air, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, The whole of 
this appropriation is not for that. It includes 
various other things. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Vermont if this appropriation is to 
be expended under the direction of the 
Speaker ? ; : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Of course ié is 
to be expended under the architect of the Cap- 
itol extension. . zo% 

Mr. LOGAN. Imerely wish to state that 
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the gentleman who made the: suggestion’ or: 
“recommendation for this work thought it could 


be done for less money than that; and I know 
he thinks so yet; and I do not know why the 
architect should recommend the appropriation 
of more-money than the gentleman who made 
the suggestion of the plan thinks is necessary. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will say in 
reply to the Senator, that I am sure no more 
money will be expended by the architect of the 


‘Capitol extension than is absolutely necessary, 


for. if there is an officer of the Government 
who deserves to be complimented for his econ- 
omy, I am sure the architect of the Capitol is 
that- man. ; 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say one word 
about this subject. Ido not want to interfere 
with any other Senator. : 

Mr. SPRAGUE. hope! shall be allowed 


to offer an amendment from the committee at 


this point, as I wish to leave the Chamber for 
a short time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) Does the Senator 
from Vermont yield for that purpose? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. . Let this 
amendment be passed over informally for the 
present. ` f : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing amendment will be passed over informally, 
and the Chair will receive tbe amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I move to amend the bill 
by inserting on page 52, after line twelve 
hundred and sixty-seven, the following: 


To pay five laborers in the old part of the Capitol 
and five watchmen in reservation No. 2 twenty per 
cent. on their pay for the years ending June 30, 1869, 
and June 30, 1870, as authorized by the eighteenth 
section of the act of July 28, 1866, $2,880, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 


J ask for the reading of the letter accom- 
panyingit. [** No!” “Nol”] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now recurs.on the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL. ] 

Mr.: CONKLING.. If the success of this 
$12,000 amendment has anything to do with 
the question suggested by the Senator from 
Ilinois (Mr. TRUMBULL] I wish to join him 
now in entering my protest against, it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It has: not 
I can assure the Senator. 

Mr, CONKLING. Iam not so sure of that, 
and I want to saya word aboutit. If Jefferson 
Davis had never engaged in rebellion against 
his country, I think he would be sufficiently 
guilty for being responsible, as I understand 
he. is, for-cooping up the Senate.in this iron 
box covered with glass. As has been. said, 
who ever heard of putting men or animals in 
a box inside of a building, shut out on every 
hand from the outer air, then going to work 
by artificial. means and contrivances to pump 
up and blow up atmosphere so that they shall 
not be like a rat in an exhausted receiver, 
dying from the want of anything to breathe? 

Mr. CORBETT, I would like to state to 
the Senator that we know of one case, and 
that is the Tombs in New York, where the 
same provision is made. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONKLING. No, Mr. President, I 
think my friend will look in vain even in the 
Tombs for a parallel to that unless he refers 
to that Tombs on which was founded the 


remark “Hark, from the Tombs a mournful | 


souad,’’ f{Laughter.] 

I was going to say this: man is a creature 
of imagination. We find in life and. we find 
by.Jooking at the books that you can kill a 
man with no more deadly weapon than imag- 
ination, It is one of the most effective ways 
of. producing death, and I believe that the 
members of this Senate are dying, not merely 
from want of fresh air, not merely from the 
fact which your hygrometer before it. was 
thrown down and broken would teach you, 


| that in place of there being in a cubic foot of 


air as many grains of moisture as there should 


tion to it. 


o Mr. 
Senator from New York for the remarks he 


‘be, there. had been’ sometimes not half -ds 


many—lI believe we are. dying not. only ‘from 
that, but bécause we ar» ghut.out from those 
aliments. which imagination, if not our cor- 
poreal: economy, renders necessary for. the 
preservation of human life. “You may pump 


-into this‘iron box ‘air. which ás analyzed or 


tested by the little instrament that used: to 
stand here behind us is, if you please, in 
temperature that of sammer, in quality that of 


.the outer atmosphere, but if you will never 


let him who breathes it see earth or sky, trees 
or grass, anything which reminds him of 
nature, you are starving him for the want of 
that upon which complete existence depends. 

Iam not going into any philosophy about 
this. It is not a matter of fancy; itis a mat- 
ter of fact. There is no man who sits here 


Whose health is not being impaired by the sit- 
uation of things, by the way: ia which he is 


compelled to live; and it is monstrous after 
‘the experience we have had, to go on contem- 
plating the idèa that for all time mew'are to lan- 
guish-here with a feeling about theirhéads as if 
atight band wasdrawn around them—and E 
think every Senator will know the feeling to 
which I refer—coming herein the morning with 
a feeling tolerably fresh, and after sitting: here 
an hour languished and wearied with a:sense of 
exhaustion and a sense of congestion about 
the head which every Senator has noticed—I 
say itis monstrous to contemplate the idea that 
this is to go on when we have only to take out 
that partition and yonder partition, and move 
this Chamber out to the corner where, like all 
other civilized people, we can have permission 
to breathe the air that God made, in place of 
breathing. the air pumped up through these 
apertures, which have been used in the two 
Houses bya great many gentlemen. for years 
under the apprehension that they were spit- 
toons. [Laughter.] : l 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. ; 7 
Mr. COLE.. Mr. President, this is a pro- 
life subject. It has been discussed in this 
body betore frequently and very fully, and I 
now ask the Senator from Vermont to with- 
draw the amendment, for J am sure that Sen- 
ator must be conscious of the value of time. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think there 
is no disposition to discuss the meritg‘of this 
amendment. “There is no objection to it, as I 


| understand, Has ‘anybody any ‘objection ‘to 


it? 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, I have this objec- 
tion to it: if this is to goon and perpetuate 
the business of trying experiments to see 
whether by another duct, or another flue, or 
another contrivance we cannot get some more 
air in. here, or add to the moisture or improve 
it in some way, then I should be glad to have 
this thing continue until by its own corruptions 
it cures itself. Patan Se ae ast ‘ f 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from New York must be quite conscious of 
the fact that with only one day intervéning 
between this and the hour of adjourning itis 
impossible to consider the subject that he pro- 


oses. i 
á Mr. CONKLING. Of course it is. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The amend- 
ment which I offer relates to four or five dif- 
ferent subjecta, and this isa minor one. If-any 
Senator objects to this experiment, be it. so ; 
but whether the building be extended or not 
extended, this would be necessary and proper. 

Mr. CONKLING. I withdraw all opposi- 
The Senator from Vermout under- 
stands. it much better than I do, and Ido not 
feel at liberty to interpose. ; 
SPRAGUE. I desire to thank: the 


has made in reference to this Chamber. There 
is no use of -appropriating money: for a venti- 
lation which is destructive tothe health and 
energy of the members; and it:is passing 
strange to me that Senators will sit six, eight, 
and ten hours breathing diseased air, coming 
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shere.fresh at the beginning of the session, and | 


Jeaving impaired in health, and intellectually, 
¿andi in. almost-every other way. I‘think it is 
‘time weshould put our faces against any 
sappropriation in the mode prescribed by the 
‘Senator:from Vermont. ° i 

“The PRESIDING. OFFICER. The ques- 
«tion’is ‘on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. ; : 

o The amendment was agreed-to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. T am also 
‘inatructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Groundsto offer the following amend- 
‘ment on page 15, after line three hundred and 
fifty-seven to insert: 


‘ For ‘the’ east wing of the State, War, and Navy 
‘Departments, $500,000: Provided, That all appro- 
» priations Tor publio buildings under tho Treasury 
Departmont shall hereafter bo available immedi- 
ately ‘upon the approval of the acts containing sach 
appropriations, and. shall continuo available until 
-expended, or until the objeots for which the respect- 
‘ive appropriations are made shall be accomplished. 


‘Lhe amendment was agreed to. 


© Mr, ROBERTSON, I move that at. five 
o'clock the Senate take a recess until half past 
vigeven o'clock, ; i g 
di Lhe motion was agreed to. f : 
ioMy, BUCKINGHAM. F inquire whether 
“it isvin order to suspend the rute by which 
amendments for the payment of private par- 
ties are excluded? I make the inquiry for the 
‘purpose of acting upon the amendment which 
proposes to pay the Corliss Steam-Kngine 


Company. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis not in 
order without a day's notice. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have one 
more amendment, to come in on page 17, after 
Hne four hundred and five: 
| That section six of the not approved July 12, 1870, 
entitled “An act, making appropriations for tho 
legislative, oxocutive, and judicial expenses of the 
Governmont for the yoar ending the 30th of June, 
1871,” is' hereby so modified that any specific appro- 
priations that have beon: mado or shall be mado for 
„public buildings, under a law Hmiting the cost of 
Buch buildings, muy bo applicd not only during the 

yonar for which the appropriation was made, but 
; also during the year following, and the balanco thon 
mnexpendod shall be carried to the surplus fund, 


I desiro to make an;explanation. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. L raise the question of 
order. This is general legislation. 

Mr MORRILL, of Vermont. I move this 
as a substitute for the proviso on page 15, line 


three bundred and forty-nine; and now I de-- 


sire to make this statement: that the Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treasury has sent us a communi- 
cation. which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

; TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
. Wasuinaron, D. C., Sune 5, 1872. 

Sin: I am informod that it has boon decided by 
the Sonate to strike all provisions for the reappro- 
pe of balances of appropriations for public 
> 


uildings from tho bill ponding jbotore the Senate 


known as the “sundry civil bill? 


Should the Senate finally conclude to do this, I 
must. ask you to recommend an appropriation in 
the said bill of the amounts included in the accom- 
panying schedale, being the estimated balances of 
certain building appropriations which will remain 
on the 80th iustant, and without the uso of which 
these works will be to that extont retarded. 

ery respectfully, 
GEORGE 8. BOUTWELL, Secretary. 
Hon. C. Cors, Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
United.States Senate. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will state 
there are appropriations unexpended at Asto- 
ria, Oregon, $20,000; Baltimore, Maryland, 
$25,000; Boston, $661,000; Charleston, $7,000; 
Columbia, South Carolina, $28.000 ; Chicago, 
$88,000; Dalles City, $6,000; Detroit, Michi- 
gan, $20,000 ; Knoxville, Tennessee, $50,000; 
Machias, Maine, $3,500; Nashville, Tennes- 
see, $94,000 ; New York city, $784,000 ; New- 

‘port, Rhode Island, $8,000; Omaha, $35,000 ; 

Portland; Maine, $6,000; Portland, Oregon, 
$98,000; Philadelphia, $2,500; San Francisco, 
$56,000; and St. Paul, Minnesota, $15,000, 
all of which will have: to be reappropriated 
unless this provision passes. I do‘ not think 
it is necessary to make any further explana- 
“tion. ae 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Illinois raises a point of order that 
this amendment is independent ‘legislation. 


Inasmuch-as: the matter‘is of general interest | 


covering so-many sections of the country, the 
Chair will submit the qaestidn to the Senate 
whether the amendment shall be received. 
The question being put, the Senate received 
the amendment: - Ho : 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I regret not to see the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. Epmunps] and 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] in 
their seats. ' 
: Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The amend- 
ment was written by the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like, then, to 
hear an explanation from him. We have 
struggled in this body tive years, ever since 
the war, to ascertain the amount of money 
that was*appropriated by Congress for partic- 
ular purposes, and to know where the money 
was, I have no sort of objection to appro- 
priating the money which the Senator from 
Vermont says is necessary to go on with these 
works; but if we intrench upon the law by 
which we have required the unexpended appro- 
priations to ‘be: covered into the ‘Treasury at 
the end of the year we shall never know what 


amount of money is at the disposal of the 


Departments. It is much better to have the 
money accounted fór to the Treasury at the 
end of the year and reappropriated than it is 
to make an appropriation and let it run over 
to be used afterward we know not how. ‘Ihe 
Senator from California remembers how it 


was in the War Department and in the Navy || 


Department. There were hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars appropriated for expenditures 
in the War Department when the war closed, 
and that was treated as an appropriation that 
the War Department might use for years. 
And now the proposition of the Senator from 
Vermont—and 1 am very glad to see his-col- 
league now here—is to repeal this law to the 
extent of allowing appropriations for public 
buildings to go over without reappropriating 
them. I think it a great deal better to be 
subjecting ourselves and thatthe Departments 
should be subjected to the inconvenience of 
reappropriating money. There is no objec- 
tion to that; but we do not want the law 
repealed. 

Mr. COLE. The difficulty is that Congress 
has not been furnished with the information 
touching the condition of the publiè build- 
ings, or | might more properly perhaps say 
the appropriations which. have been made for 
the construction of these buildings. We have 
not had that information. ‘We have prepared 
a bill which is ‘now on the Calendar, and I 
think will pass—it certainly ought to—requir- 
ing the Departments to furnish us with specific 
information touching these matters as well as 
all others; and when we are furnished with 
such information we shali-have the data before 
us upon which to make a reappropriation. 
But, as I said, the misfortune with us now at 
this time is that we have not had that inform- 
ation until yesterday, and then it came in the 
letter read by my friend from Vermont. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then why not ‘reap- 
poo the money and not repeal the law? 

f we once repeal the law we shall never gét 
it reénacted again. 

Mr. COLE. Isee that it will probably re- 
sult in great embarrassment this year ‘and 
probably also great damage to the public, so 
far as these worksare concerned, if this money 
lapses in three weeks from this time. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I merely 
wish to say, in reply to the Senator from IHi- 
nois, that theappropriations in relation to pub- 
lic buildings do stand on a very different foot- 
ing from all other appropriations where the 
sum is specifically limited, and where, let- you 
appropriate whatever sum you may, no more 
than the amout limited will be expended. “In 
these twenty different places all over the coun- 
try it will be seen that a very large amount of 


| 


money stands precisely ih this:condition, equal 
to $2,500,000; and to go through and make a 
separate bill for these ‘or a separate appropria- 
tion in this bill, involves a very considerable 
amountoflabor. ‘Lhe proposition introduced 
by me does not. repeal this general Jaw, but 
only repeals it so far ag it is applicable to these 
appropriations that are limited by the acts 
authorizing the-biildings.  - At 
“Mr. CONKEING. I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator a question. Am I right in supposing that 
his amendment'is no appropriation of money? 
Mr. MOBRILE of Vermont.. None at all. 
Mr. CONKLING: No addition to any 
appropriation, but simply a “recognition of 
appropriations already fòr these buildings? 
> Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That'is all 
there is to it. ; . è 
Mr. SAWYER. I recognize the abuse of 
the old system of appropriations to “which 
allusion has been made bythe Senator ‘from 
Illinois just as fully'as he ‘does.’ ‘The system 
was one of almost unbounded abuse; and yet 
the abase of the system as applied to public 
buildings did not exist. It was’ in referente 
to the transfer of oie appropriation to an- 
other, and the appropriations of ‘ore yeat coti- 
tinued along; and all dnexpendéd balances 
still kept the appropriation - alive, although, 
perhaps, not one fifth part may‘haveé béen used 
in any one year. There were appropriations in 
the Navy and War Departinents three years 
ago, some of which had been ‘made five br six 
years before, But it is ot so with appropria- 
lions for public buildings where we limit the 
sum. We know exactly what sum is appro- 
priated for public buildings, and we have esti- 
mates laid before us to show this year exactly 
what was appropriated’ last year tor any par- 
ticular building. ‘The etfect of making a 
reappropriation, as the Senutor from Hlinois 
suggests, of the sums which are included inthe 
schedule that has been read by the Senator 
from Vermont would be simply to raise the 
question as to the propriety of appropriating 
two or three million’ more than we: spent in 
fact. Last year there was’ a certain sum 
appropriated for these buildings. ‘There re- 
mains unexpended at the end of this year 
between two and three million dollars. : If we 
go and make a new appropriation it is footed 
against us as an appropriation made this year, 
when in fact such isnot théecase. We donot by 
this provision appropriate one dollar. Wedo 
not lose: the run of avy appropriation we have 
made. We know just as specifically haw much 
is devoted to each particular building as we 
shall if we do’ it in the ‘manher suggested by 
the Senator from Illinois. ies 
When you get into a miscellaneous account 
embracing a great variety of objects that are 
diversified, and let them run through a series 
of years, you lose sight of them; but if you 
appropriate $5,000,000 for a specific: object, 
and at the end-of the year during which that 
is appropriated there is $1,000,000 of it left 
unexpended and you reappropriate it, you do 
not lose sight of it at all. It does not swell 
tbe account, but it appears to swell the ac- 
count if you appropriate that million over 
again. If your statutes show $5,000,000 
appropriated in 1871, and $1,000,000 in 1872, 
when in fact there has been only $5,000,000 
appropriated in both years, the’ accotnts. tell 
against us, and there’is nothing gained in 
regard to this specific matter of publie build- 
ings, and in regard to light-houses there is noth- 
ing gained by adhering to the covering-in law. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. There is probably noth- 
ing gained by having any statutes atall to pro- 
tect the public money. A great deal the vest 
way would be to pass one general act declaring 
that each head of a Department may draw at 
will upon the ‘Treasury as long as there is any 
money, and when we get out, issue @ warrant 
for further taxation to get some more. ‘That 
would be the simplest. way*of governing the 
country, It would save a vast deal of diseus- 
sion and bothering around about accounts and 
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balances and all that sort of thiñg that inde- 

endent people ought not to be troubled with. 
That is the true philosophy unquestionably. 
But, unhappily, a good many people who have 
to pay bills do not think so, and as represent- 
ing a number of that people I do not think so 
myself, 

Every Senator who has spoken agrees to the 
propriety of the general principle of the act of 
1870, passed on the motion of my honorable 
friend from Maine, [Mr. MORRILL, ] and that 
is that the appropriations ought to be limited 
to one year, and then the accounts ought to be 
brought up and a balance struck, and whatever 
was not required for the service of that year 
should again belong to the general fund of the 
Treasury, and nobody is deceived by it that 
you are making more appropriations all the 
time, because it is known that the balance of 
the old. appropriations has gone back; and 
then you watch your public servants in the 
expenditure of money, and call upon them to 
account. Circumstances may change even as 
to a public building; it may be burned up; 
the town may be burned up; a thousand things 
may occur to make it altogether improper to 
go on: Other circuinstances. may occur to 
make it proper to spend beyond the limit, as 
we are often asked to make provision for 
spending beyond. the limit, and we do. Now, 
where do you find yourself? Every depart- 
ment and every committee say, * As to every 
other department and every other subject ex- 
cept ours, we are very much in favor of. this 
provision, but when it comes to our particular 
case, then there is very serious objection to it.” 

We have had this all over in the Committee 
on Appropriations. The Treasary Depart- 
ment is very much exercised about our apply- 
ing this law to moneys received from fines 
and penalties, revenue cases, and having all that 
money go into the Treasury; the War Depart- 
ment is very much exercised on the subject of 
our having the appropriations for ordnance and 
that sort. of thing kept within yearly limits and 
the sales of ordnance during the year paid in. 
They think, and think sincerely—because they 
do not mean to be corrupt; Lam not criticising 
anybody—but as they look at it it is a great 
deal more convenient for them not to be both- 
ered by having this yearly balance of accounts, 
this yearly settlement, this yearly reappropria- 
tion, if you ehoose to call it.so, and so they 
complain. And now, when it comes to my 
honorable:colleague, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pubiic Buildings, as to money spent 
under the Treasury Department by the supervis- 
ing architect and Secretary, and all that, has 
come the conclusion that it would be a great 
deal nicer if, when they have once got $100,000, 
that should be the end of it, so far as the peo- 
ple are concerned, and itshould be theirs, and 
they might spend it this year or next: year, or 
ten years hence as they pleased, and account 
for it when they pleased and as they pleased; 
and then if they needed any more money they 
could come and tell us when they got ready to 
want it. k 

That is all very: fine, but there is no distinc- 
tion between the matter of expending money 
for public buidings and expending money for 
public ships, or expending money. for ordnance 
or for the maintenance of troops, or for carry- 
ing on the operations of the Treasury. Depart- 
ment, or internal revenue, or the legislative 
branch. No distinction can be made. My 
honorable colleague. says that it is a different 
thing, but. he does not tell us why. It is a 
different thing as to its facts; it is true a pub- 
lic building is not-a public ship; but when it 
comes to the principle of the thing, where the 
money of the people is being spent for certain 
public objects, then it is desirable that at cer- 
tain stated times a balance should be struck 
in the accounts, that a report should be made 
to Congress of how much of-the money has 
been spent and how much is left- Then that 
which is left Congress can provide for, if the 
rest of it is needed, and uot have it left stand- 


ing in the Treasury a constant temptation to 
all the subordinates to have claims against 
that particular appropriation pressed through 
and through, year after year, as long as a cent 
of the money is left in order to get it all out. 

Those were the” abuses that existed under 
the old system. Now we have just fairly got 
under headway under the new system. 
said the other day, this reform—and I think it 
is the greatest reform the Government has 
accomplished in twenty years in respect to 
financial administration—has worked ina great 
many ways that were not foreseen to the very 
great advantage of the Treasury and of the 
people. In some respects, according to the 
views of some committees and some Depart- 
ments, it works unpleasantly. Now let these 
patriotic Departments submit to these little 
inconveniences in order to maintain in all its 
integrity and ali its purity the broad provis- 
ious of this law as it stands. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. STOCKTON. There is matter of very 


considerable importance in executive session. 

Mr. COLE. Not yet. 

Mr. STOCKTON. But we take a recess at 
five, and the few minntes left will probably 
enable us to dispose of the matter I refer to. 
I speak not only my own views, but the views 
of many other Senators in making the motion 
which I submit. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. 

After thirty-five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at five 
o’clock and fifteen. minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until half past seven o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o'clock p. m. 
RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. WILSON. I desire to make a report. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Chair will receive 
it if there be no objection. 

Mr. WILSON. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2697) relative to 
retired officers of the Army, to report it back 
with an amendment. It is ‘very brief, and I 
desire to put it on its passage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read first. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &e., That all officers of the United 
States Army who may hereafter be retired shall bo 
retired upon the actual rank held by them at the date 
of retirement. j 

Sec. 2. That hereafter all retired officers shall be 
paid the amount prescribed for retired officers of the 
rank held by them in the regular Army at the date 
of their retirement, and the thirty-second section of 
the act to increase and fix the military peace estab- 
lishment of the United States, approved July 28, 
1866, is hereby repealed. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported 
an amendment to. the bill so as to make it 
read : 


That all officers of the United States Army who 
may hereafter be retired shall be retired upon the 
actual rank held by them at the date of retirement; 
and any promotion for the purpose of retiring any 
one with an increased rank shali be invalid. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. | Is that all is left? 

Mr. WILSON. . Yes, sir. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it leaves out the 
proposition of the House bill that the pay of 
retired officers shall be hereafter graduated 
according to their actual rank. 

Mr. WILSON. It leaves that part out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to leaving that 
out. Is it not right? 

Mr. WILSON.: There were differences of 
opinion. We thought we would do this now 
and leave the other to. be acted on hereafter. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is a very import- 
ant matter. : 

The PRESIDING.-OFFICER. The bill 
| has been read subject to objection. 


As I! 


| 


Mr. TRUMBULL... I. am not objecting, but 
itis a matter that I never understood until re- 
cently, that’ men who were in the volunteer 
service, and holding the rank for instance of 
major general, and were only captains in the 


i regular service, were retired as. and received 


the pay of major general by being put into the 

regnlar service, and retired from the regular | 
service, thereby allowing a person who is re- * 
tired from the regular service, although he is 
but a captain, to receive the pay he got-as a 
major general of volunteers, while the officer 
in the volunteer service receives no such pay, 
and I have understood that persons have been 
appointed to the regular service for the very 
purpose of being retired, and then receiving 
pay which they would be entitled to as offi- 


| eers of higher rank in the volunteer service, 


That is all wrong, and it ought to be cor- 


rected. I do not know how far. this cor- 
rects it. : ; 
Mr. WILSON. I will state the case so 


that I think the Senate will understand it. We 
allowed officers of the regular Army to accept 
commissions in the volunteer service duriag the 
war. Many of them were made majors and 
brigadiers general, and many of these. men 
were badly wounded. Take-the case, for in- 
stance, of General Sickles, who lost aleg; of 
General Robinson, of General Fessenden, and 
quite a number of others, who were badly 
wounded and broken down while holding the 
position of general, some of them-holding the 
position of colonel; two of them as low ag 
lieutenants. We passed an act providing that 
officers of the regular Army might be retired 
with the rank they held, either.in the regular 
Army or the volunteer forces, the highest rank 
when they were retired. That.was supposed 
at the time it was passed to reach a few erip- 
pled officers. The first officers retired under it, 
I believe, were General Fessenden and General 
Robinson, also General Sickles and General 
Hooker, and the whole fifteen generals were 
so retired, some colonels, and some lieutenant 
colonels and majors, and a few minor officers, 
amounting in all to about sixty. It is said 
that some officers khave been put into the 
regular Army and soon after retired. If'so, 
that was a violation of the intention and spirit 
of the act. ‘The object for which the law was 
passed was to do justice to the men who had 
passed feom the regular Army holding small 
positions and had won high placesand rendered 
distinguished service as generals and colonels 
of volunteers. 

The House of Representatives now propose 
to provide that no such appointments shall 
hereafter be made. They provide that those 
who have been thus retired shall be reduced, 
They provide that the thirty-second, section of 
the act of 1866 shall be repealed. The amend- 
ment of the Military Committee is that none 
shall be appointed hereafter, that it shall be 
invalid to do anything more: of the: kind ; but 
we leave the fifty or sixty officers who have 
been thus retired untouched, as the. commit- 
tee were not agreed about that matter; but we 
can stop anything of the kind in the future, 
and the other matter may come up to be dealt 
with hereafter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Why not repeal-the thirty- 
second section of the act of 18667 o=  . 

Mr. WILSON. We have no objection to 
repealing that act. We supposed the first 
section of this bill did it. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we had better 
say so in terms. i 

Mr. WILSON. É propose to make the bill 
read: 


That all officers of the United States Army whe 
may hereafter be retired shall be retired onthe 
actual rank held by them at the date of retiroment; 
and the thirty-second section of the act of Congress 
to fix the military peace establishment of the United 
States, approved July 28, 1868, is hereby repealed. 


Does the Senator accept that 2) : 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That will make it better. 
The thirty-second section is one which allowed 


|| officers to be retired with the full rank they 
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may hgve held in the volunteers. That does 
not go back, but only speaks in the future. 

‘> Mr MORRILL, of Maine. I think I know 
some instances where the bill from the House 
would prove-a positive injustice to individuals, 

Mr. WILSON. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Still, if it were 
a matter of great public concern, I would 
hardlygnsist upon objecting on account of a 
few instances. But you must consider that 
there. are not-a great many of these officers who 
are retired, at any rate under this law, and you 
must consider the fact that when we retired 
these men the Army. was open to them, they 
could have gone into the regular Army for life 
or to retire with their actual rank. Now, assum- 
ing that they merited the rank they had, and in 
some instances I know they did, the presump- 
tion fairly is that in most of these instances 
they did, you will see that what is contem- 

lated by the House bill would be an actual 
injustice to these parties. A man in my own 
State I have in my mind’s eye, and that is not 
an isolated case, an officer, who was injured, 
who lost a leg, and his: constitution was very 
much shattered, Such was his standing and 
position. as an officer and as a man that he 
could have commanded a coloneley or lieu- 
tenant coloneley in the regular Army. This 
was open to him; his merits as an officer, his 
cheer’ and his character as a man would have 

justified it, but he was retired on this rank. 

ow, to say: that he shall lose that rank is to 
say that he shall be retired with the rank of 
captain.: Anybody would see that that is a 
positive injustice. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, The case I had in my 
mind is this, and if that is remedied it is all 
I want to call attention to: as I understand 
the law as it now exists, if there is an officer 
in the regular Army, say a colonel, and he has 
been wounded precisely in the same manner 
as another officer who was of the volunteer 
service who was wounded, and the officer in 
the volunteer service was a major general 
if you please, but being wounded alike, both 
meritorious officers, the colonel in the regular 
service is retired with a colonel’s pay, and the 
majér genoral of ‘the volunteer service is 
appointed a captain in the regular service, and 
after he is appointed captnin in the regular 
service he is then retired, and retired on the 
pay of a major general, and gets much more 
than an officer who has been in the regular 
service all the-time. ‘That ought not to be. 

Mr. WILSON. That cannot be any more 
if we ‘pass this bill. 
` Mr. COLE. I would ask these threo very 
distinguished and very experienced Senators 
whether the matter of the rank of one officer 
is of much consequence at this stage of the 
session ? 

Mr. WILSON. 
now, : 

Mr. COLE. I hope such matters will not 
be urged on the Senate while an appropriation 
bill is pending and the House are waiting for 
the bill, : 

Mr, TRUMBULL. It can be passed now. 
Nobody wants to discuss it, 

Mr. WILSON. Give us a vote. 

Mr. COLE. If it can pass without discus- 
sion, I will not object; but the idea of discuss- 
ing ‘such a question now is preposterous. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The See- 
retary will read the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs as it has been mod- 
iied, 7 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out all after the enacting clause, 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That all officers of the United States Army that 
may hereafter be retired shali be retired on the 
actual rank hold by them at the date of retirement; 
and the thirty-second section of the act to increase 
and fix the military ‘peace establishmont of the 
United States, approved July 28, 1866, be, and the 
sameis hereby, repealed. ; 

Mr. NYE. I do not know what that thirty- 
second section is. 


It will take but a moment 


Mr. WILSON. It is the section allowing 
Army officers to be retired on the highest rank 
held by them. ote ah 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
before the Senate. as in Committee. of the 
Whole -and open to amendment. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed.to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was còn- 
curred in. It was ordered that the amendment 
be engrossed and the bill read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THB HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 142) to relieve Charles J. 
Faulkner, of West Virginia, from the legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States ; 

A bill (S. No. 218) to create an additional 
land district in Florida ; 

A bill (S. No. 480) concerning the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for the 
district of Kansas; - > 

A bill (S. No. 545) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Stéwart and Alexander McConn, of West 
Virginia ; 

A bill (S. No. 562) in relation to settlers on 
certain Indian reservations in the State of 
Minnesota ; i 

A bill (S. No. 599) granting a pension to 
Julia Belle Dunlap; ` i 

A bill (S. No. 699) fixing the salaries of the 
United States attorney and United States mar- 
shal for the district of Nebraska ; 

A bill (S. No. 774) to declare the true intent 
and meaning of section two of an act entitled 
“An act to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptcy throughout the United States,” ap- 
proved March 2, 1867; ` 

A bill (S. No. 842) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi river at 
or near Red Wing, inthe State of Minnesota, 
and to establish it as a post road 5 i 
A. bill (S. No. 858) granting a pension to 
Jobn B. Rose, of Indiana; 

A bill (S. No. 1002) granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Pen- 
sacola and. Lowisville Railroad Company of 
Alabama; 

A bill (8. No. 1054) to reimburse the State 
of Kentucky for moneys expended for the Uni- 
ted States in enrolling, subsisting, clothing, 
supplying, arming, equipping, ` paying, and 
transporting militia forces to aid in suppress- 
ing the rebellion ; 


A bill (S. No. 1060) for the relief of Sarah 


S. Stafford; 

A bill (S. No. 1063) granting a pènsion to L. 
Adelia Foster; 

A bill (S. No. 1064) granting a pension to 
J. W. Cronkite ; : 


A bill (S. No. 1099) to grant an American | 


register to the British brig Balear ; 

A bill (S. No. 1118) granting a pension to 
Calvin A. Laws; 

A bill (S. No. 1119) granting a pension to 
Margaret Nelson; i 

A bill (S. No, 1143) for the relief of James 
D. Willoughby, of Vineland, New Jersey; 

A bill (S. No. 1149) granting a pensionsto 
Catherine Crowell; Skee k 

A bill (S. No. 1150) granting a pension to 
Abigail Ryan, widow of Thomas A; Ryan ; 

A bill (3. No. 1151) for the relief of Calista 


E. Cox; : yo 8 
A bill (S. No. 1153) to amend an act relat- 
ing to soldiers’ and-sailors’ homesteads; and 
A bill (S. No, 1182) for the completion: and 


publication of the. Medical and Surgical :His- | 


tory of the Rebellion: 


The message also announced that.the House | 


had passed the bill (S.-No.. 1175) forthe relief 
of certain Indians in the central superintend- 


ency; with an amendment; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further annoanced: that -the 
House had agreed to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill”"(H. R. No. 1262) for the 
relief of Charles Hipp, of St. Mary’s, Auglaize 
county, Ohio. me 
: The message also announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendments of the Senate 
to the ameivdments of the: House of Repre- 
sentatives to the following billsofthe Senate: 
= A bill (S. No. 626) to authorize the sale of 
certain public property at Augusta, Georgia; 


and : 
‘A bill (S. No. 780) to provide for the re- 
demption and sale of lands held by the United 
States under the several acts levying direct 
taxes. i 

The messagé further announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2582). mak- 
ing appropriations for the payment of claims 
ander the act of March 3, 1871, askéd a confer: 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed’ Mr. ‘Austin 
Brar of Michigan, Mr. Oxaries A. Buck- 
LEY of Alabama, and Mr. W. S. HOLMAN of 
Indiana, managers at the same on its parti 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H.R. No. 2976) to estab- 
lish certain. post routes in Georgia sin which 
it requested the concurrence of the’ Senate. 

SOUTHERN CLAIMS. 


The Senate procéeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 2582) making 
appropriations for the payment of claims re- 
ported allowed by the commissioners of claims 
under the act of Congress.of March 8, 1871, 
disagreed to by. the House of Representa- 
tives; and 


On motion by Mr. HOWE, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 

ent to the said bill disagreed to by the House of 

epresentatives, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, : ; f 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of tho 
Senate be appointed by the Vico President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Hows, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. Davis of West 
Virginia. ny 

. CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

ae EDMUNDS. I demand tho regular 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular 
order is the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1870, and for other purposes, which 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. : 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from 
Vermont to give way 8 moment to. pass a bill 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia last night. i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
modify the pending amendment. -: 

Mr. STEWART. Will not the Senator 
| allow the Senator from South Carolina to 
present his request? ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER; The Sen- 
aoe from South: Carolina is. entitled to the 
oor. sii 2 ; 

Mr. SAWYER.. I simply ask thatthe busi- 
ness which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia last nigbt, and which 
there was an understanding should be con- 
sidered whén the report was made, shall be 
eonsidered. 7 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will say to 
the Senator from South Carolinathatthe House 
have adjourned to eight o'clock in order to 
get the bill that we now have before us, and I 
think we had better allow it to be finished...” 

Mr. POMEROY. . There is no. idea of fin- 
ishing this bill to-night. : - : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Twill make 


I desire to 


| objection if nobody else does. 
Mr, STEWART.: If we cannot have it 
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considered, when this appropriation bill gets 
in the Senate we shall make an effort to put on 
that railroad bill as an amendment. 

, Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, try it on. I 
insist upon the regular order. ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I object 
to that bill and all bills until this appropria- 
tion bill is through, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, 
{Mr. MORRILL. ] : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I modify the 
amendment by offering the following as a sub- 
stitute for what was first reported; and I will 
say that I do this in obedience to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. TRUM- 
BULL] and my colleague, [Mr. Epmunps.] It 
will accomplish the same purpose and be just 
as satisfactory, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor can modify his own amendment. The 
amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That section six of the act approved 
July 12, 1870, entitled “An act making appropri- 
ations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
30th: of June, 1871,” is hereby so modified that it 
shall not apply to appropriations made heretofore 
for public buildings at the following places, namely : 
Astoria, Oregon; Baltimore, Maryland; Boisé City, 
Idaho; Boston, Massachusetts; Charleston, South 
Carolina; Columbia, South Carolina; Chicago, Illi- 
nois; Dalles City, Oregon; Detroit, Michigan; Knox- 
ville, Tennessee; Machias, Maine; Nashville, Ton- 
nessee; New York, New York; Newport, Rhode 


Island; Omaha, Nebraska; Portland, Maine; Port- 
land, Oregon ; Philadelphia, Pennsylvania ; San 


Francisco, California; and St. Paul, Minnesota. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Why, Mr. President, I 
thought the Senator from Vermont would just 
propose to appropriate the amount of money 
needed, saying ‘‘that the sum of $50,000,”’ 
if that isthe amount, ‘‘ being the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation made last year, 
is appropriated to carry on the building in 
New York,” &c., or “the following sums are 
hereby appropriated to carry on the public 
buildings at the following places,’’ giving the 
amounts. Thatis all we want, the amounts. 
T understood the Senator had it here. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have the 
amounts that it is estimated will be on hand 
at the end of the fiscal year, but it is impos- 
sible to fix the precise figures, because the ex- 
penditure is going on from day to day. It 
is merely an estimate, and this barely reap- 
propriates the sum that may be on hand at 
that time, and makes the act imperative so far 
as appropriations heretofore made for these 
specific objects are concerned. I think the 
Senators ought to be satisfied with that prop- 
osition. f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I, for one, am almost 
always satisfied with whatever my colleague 
proposes, because it is almost always right; 
but I submit to him and to the Senate that 
this is merely stating the repeal of tbe law in 
another form as to these places. It leaves us 
in the dark, just as the general proposition 
would leave us in the dark, about all these 
places, as to how much money is being spent 
there, when it is going to be spent, and 
when it is going to be accounted for finally. 
It puts no limit, Ifmy colleague will pro- 
pose to appropriate any amount of money he 
pleases to name, within the original limita- 
tions, to carry on the work within the next 
fiscal year, we shall all say amen, subject to 
the proviso he himself would be in favor of, 
that the total amount of money expended shall 
not exceed the original limitation wherever 
there is one. Thatis quite different from this 
proposition. 

Mr. CONKLING. In the regular appro- 
priation bill which is now a law will be tound 
certain sums of money appropriated for spe- 
cific purposesin places named. ‘The year has 
elapsed, and there remains a residuum in each 
one of these places. The precise amount of 


| 


that we have not before us, nor can it be ascer- 
tained. Why? Because expenditures are made 
from day to day and will continue to be made 
until the last day in this month, which is the last 
day of the fiscal year. Itis impossible, there- 
fore, as I understand it, to put in figures the 
amount of the expended appropriation. If 
we were legislating on the 30th day of June, 
and had the returns up to that day, we could 
specify.. At this time it is impossible. 

But, again, what is the motive for repeating 
it in the bill? It is stated in the original act 
to a cent, so many dollars. Now, you appro- 
priate, that is, you reapply that unexpended 
money, be it more or less, knowing that it can- 
not exceed the amount appropriated, to the 
completion of the work. Is there any doubt 
about it? Is there anything loose about it? 
Is there anything lax about it? And I ask 
this, who have voted uniformly whenever the 
question has been up, to reform the old prac- 
tice of appropriating balances at large with- 
out knowing what they are, but I submit to 
my friend from Vermont nearest me [ Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] that that has nothing to do with this. 
If my friend wanted, as I know he does not 
want, to practice a sleight-of-hand in book- 
keeping, if he wanted for political effect to ar- 
ray what might appear as new appropriations 
so as to make a great outcry in regard to them, 
I could see the reason of this, and then Icould 
see no objection, except that if we were only 
at the end of the fiscal year, because we could 
determine within a very small amount and put 
it in figures how much we want to appropriate ; 
but, fortunately or unfortunately, this is the 
Tth day of June, and we are going to adjourn 
in the course of a short time and are going to 
act upon this bill, we hope, in the course of 
two or three hours; and therefore no eye but 
the All-Seeing Eye can look ahead and ascer- 
tain what will be the precise amount of unex- 
pended appropriations for the New York post 
office, for example, on the 80th of June. 

Now, I should like to know how we can get 
at it except in the way the Senator from Ver- 
mont farthest from me [Mr. MORRILL] pro- | 
poses. ‘I was one of those who objected to the 
original amendment as it was offered, and the 
Senator from Vermont showed me the amend- 
ment that he has offered now, and it never 
occurred to me that anybody could object to 
it, and I hope my honorable friend from Ver- 
mont nearest me [Mr. Epmunps] will not 
object to it. It is of vast importance that the 
construction of the post office at New York 
should proceed. It would be an injury to the 
public service, a disappointment to everbody, 
a public wrong for us to do or omit anything 
to hinder it. There it is half way up, and it 
ought to proceed at once, especially during 
that season of the year when greatést progress 
can be made. 

Now, the amendment pending simply reap- 
plies that unexpended balance which is specific- 
ally found in the bill so far as it shall remain 
at the end of the fiscal year. That is all there 
is of it. I confess, although I have been 
anxious heretofore to vote for these proposi- 
tions, and shall continue to vote for them, to 
break up the eld practice of appropriating 
over again en masse all unexpended balances, 
I cannot see what the objection is to referring 
specifically, one by one, as the Senator from 
Vermont has done to these very balances, and 
applying them to the work which you find in 
the statutes they have been devoted to already. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL, } as modified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators 
will take notice that the five-minutes rule is 
in operation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [Itake notice. I believe 
I have not made a five-minutes speech, have 
I? IfI have, I am done. Does the Chair 
say I have occupied five minutes? 


——s 


lated has not spoken on this amendment, the 
Chair believes. l 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish tọ occupy 
the attention of the Senate for one minute. 
The Senator from New York does me a great 
injustice if he supposes I would stop the 
work on this post office or any of these build- 
ings. We wish the work to go on, but we 
wish it to go on under the general principle of 
the act of 1870, that there shall be an annual 
appropriation to be expended in that year, and 
notan indefinite appropriation, to beexpended 
at any time in the future that may be conven- 
ient, although there is a limitation on the 
total expenditure. 

Mr. HOWE. Allow me to ask my friend a 
question. Will he explain how appropriations 
shall be made to finish these buildings; how 
much shall be appropriated to each one? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Just exactly that sum 
which the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
honestly estimate according to law and report 
to us as the sum necessary to be appropriated, 
still within the original limit, for the coming 

ear. 

Mr. HOWE. How is the Secretary goin 
to determine that, not knowing how much of 
the sums already appropriated will remain on 
the last of this month? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cansee the point of 
my friend in two or three lights. He is. going 
to determine it just as he determines how much | 
is necessary to carry on the Navy Depart- 
ment; how much is necessary to continue the 
construction of a ship of war; how much is 
necessary to continue a fortification, or how 
much is necessary to carry on any branch 
of the public service which requires the 
expenditure of money. There is nothing 
peculiar about this public building business, 
{tis a public work that the Government is 
interested in; it is a public administration, 
precisely like every other branch of the Gov- 
ernment. ‘he only question is whether you 
are to have a yearly rest and a yearly account- 
ability, or whether you are to have an indefinite 
appropriation. No doubt there are inconven- 
iences; there are inconveniences in every- 
thing, but you must take a general average or 
balance of the advantages to be gained and 
the inconveniences to be submitted to in mak- 
ing this sort of legislation. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, perhaps it was thinking too much, per- 
haps we were too happy when we passed the 
act of 1870 in the idea that it could be kept 
pure and intact for any particular length of 
time. I have about given up the idea. 

Mr. HOWE. Now, I want to say two 
things: first, that there is no unfinished pub- 
lic building at Madison; and second, that it 
is not an inconvenience that we run against 
here if we follow the lead of the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr.Epmunps.] It is an impossi- 
bility. The Secretary of the Treasury esti- 
mated that a certain sum of money would 
build a certain building, and it was appropri- 
ated, and now a part of the year has expired 
and it becomes manifest that that whole sum 
cannot be applied to the building during this 
year, and when this year ends under the law 
as it stands the unexpended money will go 
into the Treasury. It is impossible for the 
Secretary of the Treasury to tell how much 
money he will want to expend next year, be- 
cause he does not know how much will be 
spent this year. It is an absolute impossi- 
bility. We simply, by reénacting the appro- 
priation we made a year ago, reaffirm the pro- 
priety of that appropriation. That is all there 
is of it. 

Mr. STEWART. There is a wide differ- 
ence between this and the ordinary business of 
the Departments. There is so much appro- 
priated to doa specific thing. When you 
undertake to build a building you appro- 
priate so much for that particular thing, 
and until that work is accomplished there will 
be no unexpended balance. This cannot be 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- | 


| carried out as to. specific objects, such as put- 
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ting up buildings, or any particular thing 
where a certain sum is appropriated, for it 
cannot be possibly carried out unless you can 
have the bill passed on the last day of the 
yeat; ‘and’ have your accounts :by telegraph 
made up all over the United States, and then 
make your appropriations. It cannot be done 
unless you do that, and it is not within the spirit 
of the law. 

Mr. CORBETT. When this law was en- 
acted I remember distinctly inquiring of the 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. Morrity,] who had 
the appropriation bill in charge at that time, 
whiether this restriction applied to public build- 
ings, and I understood him to say at the time 
that those were permanent appropriations, and 
that it did: not apply to those appropriations. 
But it seems that it has been construed by the 
Comptroller that it does apply to appropria- 
tions for public buildings. Now, I desire to 
state the difficulties and disadvantages of it. 
Here is San Francisco at a great distance ; 
lere is Oregon; a public building in Oregon 
is going on; they have just commenced their 
work; they are late in my section of country 
in getting to work in consequence of the late 
rains. Consequently they have a large amount 
of unexpended balance, and they cannot pro- 
ceed with the work; the 30th of June will 
come around and the money will be covered 
into the Treasury, and no provision made for 
- the prosecution of the work. It is impos- 
sible for them, thirty days beforehand, to 
inform the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
amount of money that will be required and 
the amount that will be covered into the 
Treasury, considering the distance from the 
seat of Government here of the various public 
works that are in prosecution. It, seems to 
me it is totally impossible to make these ap- 
propriations except in the mode suggested by 
the Senator from Vermont farthest from me, 
(Mr. MORRILL. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, as modified by the mover. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


_ Mr. EDMUNDS. .There is an evident cler- 
ical omission in the description of the act of 
February 28, 1871, on page 5, line ninety- 
seven. The clause reads “for the expenses 
which may be incurred in the enforcement of 
the act of February 28, 1871,” There are two 
or three acts of that date. Therefore, I move 
to amend by inserting after the word ‘act,’’ 
in line ninety-seven, the words ‘‘relative to 
the right of citizens to vote,’ so as to describe 
the act to which this appropriation applies. 
That is the act intended; but the clause does 
not name which of several acts of that date is 
meant. f 

_ Mr. CASSERLY. Let the clause be read 
in connection. 

The Chief Clerk read the clause as it would 
stand if amended, as follows : 

For .defraying the expenses of the courts of the 
United States, including tho District of Columbia; 
for jurors ud witnesses, and expenses of suits in 
which the United States are concerned, of prosecu- 
tions for offenses committed against the United 
States; for the safe-keeping of prisoners; and for 
the exponses which may be incurred in the enforce- 
ment of the act relative to the right of citizens to 
vote of February 28, 1871, or any acts amendatory 
thereof or supplementary thereto, $3,000,000, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do notunderstand that 
amendment, and J will thank the Clerk to read 
it again, so that we may see where it comes in 
and what is the effect of it. 

The Chief Clerk again read the clause as 
proposed to be amended. 
ae COLE. This is only a description of 
t 


aet P is limited to the 28th of February, 
187 
Mr. COLE. That is the date of the act. 
There are other acts of the same date. This 
is inserted to describe the particular act meant. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 


e act. ; 
. Mr, CASSERLY. Is it “citizens” or ‘the | 


tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. I wish to further amend 
that same paragraph by inserting after the 
words ‘three million’? in line ninety-nine, 
the words ‘two hundred thousand,” so as to 
read ‘* $3,200;000;°? and then to add after the 
word dollars”? the words ‘fof which sum 
$200,000 shall be available for expenses 
incurred during the present fiscal year’ 
I move this at the request of the chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, who was 
obliged to go out, and who placed in my hands 
a letter addressed to himself from the Depart- 
ment of Justice, signed by Mr. Bristow, the 
Solicitor General and acting Attorney General, 
stating that the expenses under that act in 
enforcing the criminal jurisdiction of the courts 
of the United States had exhausted or almost 
exhausted the appropriation some time ago, 
and that it was indispensable, to carry on the 
Department of Justice and the administration 
of the law under the courts, that this addi- 
tional $200,000 should be provided, with per- 
mission to make it available at this time. If 
any Senator hasany difficulty about thisamend- 
ment, I will cause the full letter to be read, but 
if there be no objection to it I will not take 
the time of the Senate in having the letter 


read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the amendment comes from a 
committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLE. It comes from the Judiciary 
Committee, and we have had notice of it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I would like to ask the 
chairman of the committee how this amount 
of $8,200,000 compares with the appropria- 
tion last year for the same general objects? 
It seems to me an excessive amount. 

Mr. COLE. 1 will gladly answer the ques- 
tion when I send for the book of estimates, 
which is not by me at the moment. I do not 
remember exactly, and I would not like to 
answer without having distinct information. 
This amendment is reported, as is stated by 
my colleague on the committee, by the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
notice of it was given to the Committee on 
Appropriations a day or two ago, and it is in 
the exact language prepared by him. I sup- 
pose he has full information on the subject. 
At all events, he consulted me at the time he 
proposed the amendment, and I hold itin my 

and in his own language. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not recollect any 
explanation made in the Senate. There may 
bave been an explanation made privately in 
the committee. Perhaps it is that to which 
my colleague refers. 

Mr. COLE. Perhaps we hac better have 
the letter read to which my colleague on the 
committee referred, which I suppose he re- 
ceived from the chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. That will explain it more 
fully than I can. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very sure that the 
appropriation last year for this purpose was 
greater than this, but my attention has not 
been called to the comparison, as this matter 
was in charge of the honorable Senator from 
Minois. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Irise to a point of order. 

Mr. COLE. The appropriation last year 
was $2,000,000, and there was a deficiency of 
$1,000,000, as my colleague will probably 
remember. So that this is precisely the same 
amount, lacking the $2,000,000, that was used 
for the present current fiscal year, the amount 
for the current fiscal year being $3,000,000, and 
the amount asked for the coming fiscal year is 
$3,000,000. 

Mr. KELLOGG. [rise to a point of order. 
I desire to know if this amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Vermont is in order? > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | What isthe 
point of order raised? os ; 


Mr. KELLOGG. The point of order is that 
it isah additional appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; and it is in 
pursuance of an estimate of the head of a 
Department, and it has been reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and it is 
not a private claim. ; i 

Mr. KELLOGG. In regard to the amend- ṣ- 
ment just passed, I suppose it is too late tő 
raise any point. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Is not this legislation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks theamendment isinorder. It increases 
the appropriation, but comes from a standing 
committee. It is legislation, but it applies 
directly to an appropriation in the bill. 

Mr, STEVENSON. I thought this morn- 
ing the question was submitted to the vote of 
the Senate in the case of an amendment based 
on an estimate of the Department reported 
from a standing committee. Now this is in 
order without that! This morning I submit- 
ted an amendment based on an estimate from 
the Department backed by an opinion of the 
Attorney General. It was offered from a 
standing committee, and my friend from Ver- 
mont insisted that it was out of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because it was a private 
claim; that was the reason. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky can bring the question he 
suggests before the Senate by appealing from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Iwill not appeal. I 
think the decision of the Chair is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is not 
a private claim; the estimate comes from the 
head of a Department, and although, as the 
Senator from Louisiana objects, it is legis- 
lation, it makes legislative provisions which 
directly relate to the appropriations contained 
in the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I made no such objec- 
tion as that of the Senator from Louisiana, 
because, as I understand the matter, the addi- 
tion of the $200,000 is not out of order, because 
the whole sum of $3,200,000 undoubtedly re- 
lates directly to an appropriation in the bill. 
But if I understand my colleague correctly, he 


-says that the sum of $3,200,000 for the items 


included in the paragraph under discussion 
does not greatly exceed the appropriation for 
last year, or rather the expenditure for the 
last year. I ask my colleague which he says? 

Mr. COLE. I suppose my colleague refers 
to the present current fiscal year when he 
speaks of ‘‘last year,” 

Mr. CASSERLY. Of course that is what 
I mean. 

Mr. COLE. I will state again that the 
appropriation in the regular bill last year was 
$2,000,000 for this service, and the other day 
in the deficiency bill we appropriated $1,000,- 
000 more, as my colleague probably remem- 
bers, which makes for the current fiscal year 
$3,000,000. But now, $200,000 in addition is 
asked for, making for the current fiscal year 
$8,200,000 ; and the amount in this bill for 
the next fiscal year, beginning on the 1st of 
July, is $3,000,000. We thought it best to 
increase the amount to $3,000,000 rather than 
have $1,000,000 deficiency again or some sum 
like that. That accounts for the amount of 
$3,000,000. I have the laws before me, to 
which I can refer my colleague if he needs 
any further explanation. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not wish to detain 
the Senate, but I ask my colleague, on what 
account was the deficiency of $1,000,000 con- 
tracted ? 

Mr. COLE. I can read the items. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not wish to hear 
them in detail, 

Mr. COLE. It is on account of the ex- 
penses of innumerable suits of one kind and 
another- all over the United States. - A large 
portion, I suppose, was absorbed in suits ia 
the southern States. These items cover the 
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ordinary expenses of the courts of the United 
States, but as to the particular details I cannot 
say. My colleague will remember distinctly, 
] apprebend, the great complaint that came 
from nearly all the States of the want of funds 
to carry on the judicial. department of the 
Government while the deficiency -bill was 
pending. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I was not aware of any- 
thing of the kind. 

Mr. COLE. I thought my colleague was. 
I notified the Senate of it several times. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What I wish to know, 
if my colleague is able to give me the informa- 
tion, is whether that deficiency of $1,000,000 
was wholly or mainly on account of the pro- 
ceedings under the so-called Ku Klux act? 

Mr. COLE. I cannot tell what the object 
was under which it was expended. I will 
read the paragraph in the law if he desires: 


“For defrayiug the expenses of the courts of the 
United States, including the District of Columbia ; 
for jurors and witnesses, and expenses of suits in 
which the United States are concerned, of prosecu- 
tions for offenses. committed against the United 
States; for the safe-keeping of prisoners, and for the 
expenses which may be incurred in the enforcement 
of the act of February 28, 1871, for the four months 
ending June 30, 1872, $1,000,000.” 


That is the whole item. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand that; but 
I understood my colleague to say that in the 
expenditures of the present year there was a 
deficiency of $1,000,000. Now I desire to 
know, if my colleagne can inform me, whether 
that deficiency of $1,000,000 arose solely or 
mainly out of the expenses of the proceedings 
under the so-called Ku Klux act of April last. 

Mr. COLE. I cannot, say that it arose 
solely or mainly out of that class of suits; but 
I know the appropriation was. made for the 
relief of the whole judicial department of the 
Government, for the relief of the courts in 
different States, and I cannot tell where all 
the demands came from, but from our own 
State, California, L know, among others. I 
-know ‘that liabilities which were incurred 
helped to cause the deficiency. I think it was 
so throughout the United States, and I pre- 
sume a considerable portion of it was in the 
southern States. 

Mr. POMEROY. As the Senator has been 
speaking a little’over his time, I was about ta 
inquire what time he expected to finish the 


bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
was about to enforce the order. Whichever 
Senator from California has the floor has 
spoken five minutes, thoughit is difficult to tell 
which of them had the floor, as they seemed 
to be carrying on a conversation. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is not worth while to 
defeat inquiry in this way because it is very 
easy to move to strike out a word, which I do 
not wish to do, and pursue the matter further. 
If I am cut off now I shall renew the inquiry 
in some other shape presently. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Cal- 
ifornia seems so dissatisfied about this thing 
that I think the best course is to read the let- 
ter. It contains all the information. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am not dissatisfied, 
but I asked a question which the Senator from 
Vermont does not answer. Iam sure he will 
answer when he knows what I want—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not understand the 
Senator from California to ask me any question. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iasked no question of 
the Senator; I asked it of the proper organ 
of the Senate, the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia does not ask me any questions; and 
therefore he does not wish any information 
from me. That is plain enough.. Perhaps I 
might give a little more than he needed. 

‘Mr. CASSERLY. I did not say that; on 
the contrary, if the Senator has any informa- 
tion, I should be very glad to listen to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lam very much obliged 
to the Senator from California. He is not 


under the slightest obligation to listen to any 
information from me. In fact, I do not ask 
him to do it. It is one of the privileges that 
belong to him not to Hsten. But, as I said, 
as I do not. care whether this session ends on 
Monday or not, I will have this communica- 
tion read, for it illustrates the subject of unex- 
pended balances, &c., under the act of 1870, 
that may be advantageous to have on the 
record. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The com- 
munication will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
WASHINGTON, June 5, 1872. 

Sim: In the deficiency bill approved on the 18th 
ultimo there is an appropriation of $1,000,000 to de- 
fray the expenses of the courts of the United States. 

his appropriation was made at the request of the 
late Attorney General Akerman, and was supposed 
by him to be sufficient for that_branch of the service 
for the present fiscal year. It appears, however, 
that owing to the largely increased expenses of the 
courts, occasioned partly by the increased compon- 
sation to jurors provided for by the act of July 15, 
1870, (16 Statutes, 363,)and partly by the recent legis- 
lation enlarging the criminal jurisdiction of the 
courts of the United States, that appropriation is 
nearly exhausted, and will not be sulficient for the 
expenses of the courts for the remainder of this 
year. There is still on hand of this appropriation 
unexpended the sum of $100,500, which will be 
aboat sufficient to pay expenses already incurred by 
officers of the courts, and there will be needed an 
additional appropriation of $200,000 to carry the 
courts through the present month. Itis important 
that this additional appropriation be made at an 
early day, as great hardship and embarrassment 
would be occasioned if there should not be funds 
sufficient for the service. 

In this connection, I deem it proper to state that 
previous to the present fiscal year the amount real- 
ized from fines, penalties, and forfeitures was cred- 
ited to this appropriation, but by recent legislation 
this source of reyenue has been tuken from it. 
Hence the necessity for larger specific appropria- 
tions. 

I would also add that there is a balance of $600,000 
to the credit of this appropriation for the last fiscal 
year, which is rendered unavailable, however, by 
the fifth section of the act of July 12, 1870, (16 Stat- 
utes, 256,) which provides ‘that all balances of appro- 

riations contained in the annual appropriation 

ills and made specifically for the service of any fis- 
cal year, and remaining unexpended at the expira- 
tion of the fiscal year, shall only be applied to the 
payment of expenses properly incurred during that 
year.” I would suggest that if Congress should 
allow this balance to be used, or so much thereof as 
may be required for the expenses of the present fis- 
cal year, no further appropriation would be neces- 
sary; otherwise, I must ask an appropriation of the 
sum of $200,000 for the expenses of the courts of the 
United States during the remainder of this year. 

I have the honor to be your obedient servant,’ 

B. H. BRISTOW, 
Solicitor General and Acting Attorney General. 


Hon. Lyman TRUMBULL, 
Chairman Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What isthe amendment 
that is now before us? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It isadding 
$200,000 to the appropriation in the bill, and 
making it applicable to the current year. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I move to strike out 
“two! and insert ‘ one,” and on that I wish 
to say aword. If I understand these papers 
and statements, the result of the whole is 
that upon an appropriation of two millions 
last year, there was a deficincy of a million. 
If that be so, that result is very extraordinary. 
It shows that the expenses outran the appro- 
priations about fifty per cent. I have en- 
deavored to gain some information as to the 
cause of that additional and somewhat ex- 
traordinary expenditure. I have listened to 
all the statements of my colleague; I have 
listened also to the communication from the 
Attorney General’s Office, and Ido not see 
that the statements of my colleague or the 
communication read furnish any adequate 
explanation. I withdraw the amendment to 
the amendment. : f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. TI offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in on page 42, 
after line ten hundred and nine: 


For an additional appropriation, to be expended 
under the direction of the joint Committee on the 


Library, to decorate the Capitol with such works of 
art as may be ordered and approved by said com- 
mittee, as provided by aet approved August 18, 1856, 
$5,000. And said committee, whenever in their 
judgment it shall be expedient, are authorized to 
accept any work of the fine. arts, on behalf of Con- 
gress, which may be offered, and to assign the same 
to such place in the Capitol as ‘they may deem suit- 
able, and shall have supervision of-all the works of 
art that may be placed in the Capitol, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I offer another 
amendment, to follow the one just adopted : 
pi ot the pablica don of three volumes of Witkes’s 
1p sob). xpedition, agreeably to act of May 28, 

This amendment makes an appropriation to 
carry out the act which was passed on the 
28th of Jast month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I offer one fur- 
ther amendment to follow the amendment 
just adopted: 

To enable the joint Committee on the Library to 
purohasa Moran’s large painting of the cañon of the 
ellowstone, $10,000. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Is that reported from a 
committee? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
the Committee on the Library. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CONKLING. I have three amend- 
ments to offer from the Committee on Com- 
merce, and I offer the first, and shall follow 
in the same place with the others, to come in 
on page 22, after line five hundred and nine- 
teen. 

For the erection of a light-house on Poverty 
Island, at the entrance, of Green bay, Wisconsin, 
$18,000. 

I have here statements from the Depart- 
ment which I suppose the Senate will not 
require to have read. Unless some Senator 
wants to hear them, I ask for a vote on the 
amendment, 

Mr. COLE. I do not know that there is 
any estimate for that, 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, yes; bere are rece 
ommendations of the Light-House Board and 
the Treasury Department, and it is reported 


Yes, sir, from 


- from the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. CHANDLER. And it was sent to the 
Committee on Appropriations two or three 
weeks ago. 

Mr, COLE. Ido not know that any notice 
was given of it. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Two or three weeks ago 
notice was given. 

Mr. COLE. It may have been, but I hava 
no memorandum of it. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Committee on Com- 
merce cannot help that. We will keep the 
Senator’s memorandum if he will only tell us 
he wants us to doit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAMSEY. Is there an estimate for 
this work, and for this particular amount? 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I recollect that yesterday 
when I moved an appropriation on the river 
and harbor bill, I was told that if I attempted 
to raise the amount to the estimates of the 
Department it would bring up the bill to 
$20,000,000. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have no doubt that 
was true in that case. 

Mr. RAMSEY. But now when this Com- 
mittee on Commerce themselves bring forward 
appropriations which they favor, it is very 
happy for them to have recommendations and 
estimates from the Departments, and we are 
expected to follow them. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not tell my friend 
that, but I believed it when I heard it said. 
Now I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The question being put, there were, on & 
division—ayes sixteen— 

Mr. COLE. Give it up. ` 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia says he will give it up Ske Ae 

Mr. COLE, Oh, no; sixteen is not half of 
a quorum. f 4 ` : 
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» Mr. CONKLING. Then we must have the 
eas and nays. - a 
;: Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from New 
York “had: better have the. report. from the 
Light-House Board read. n 
‘Mr. CONKLING. I will withdraw the call 
for the yeas‘and nays for a: moment to see 
where we stand.. Hereis a case which I sup- 
pose does not admit of ‘doubt or argument, if 
the Senate will hear the: facts. If they want | 
to bear the letters.of the Light-House Board 
and the recommendation of the Department, 
ef course I will send them up and have them 
read, and when they are read the Senate will 
gee that this is a case where we must appro- 
priate this money or refuse to erect a light for 
the safety of vessels on the lake. That is all 
there is of it: Now, I think if the question 
ean be taken again there can be no serious 
Opposition to the amendment. If there is, I 
shall ask to have these papers read. 

Mr. STOCKTON. There wasso much con- 
versation on this side of the Chamber that I 
was utterly unable to hear what the question 


was. I understand it relates to a light-house. 
I should like to know what the question is 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS in the chair.) The-question is on 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York, which the Secretary 
will read. f 
` The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on 
Commerce have sometimes introduced sepa- 
rate bills for the erection of light-houses, and at 
other times have placed the appropriations on 
this bill. This winter we have retained them 
all and directed the Senator from New York 
to offer them on this bill. I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. PRATT. I will inquire of my friend 
from Michigan how it comes that the recom- 
mendation of this Light-[Louse Board is entitled 
to superior respect over the recommendation 
of theboard of engineers? Their recommend- 
ations. were disregarded entirely yesterday. 

Mr. CONKUING. In regard to a Tight. 


house? 

Mr. PRATT. Notin regard to a light-houre, 
but in regard to an improvement equally im- 
portant, equally desirable—the improvement 
of a great navigable river. Recommenda- 
tions were made by the board of engineers 
of appropriations for the improvement of the 
Wabash river amounting to $176,000 this year, 
but the Senate refused to appropriate more 
than $60,000. 

Mr. CONKLING. How much did they 
recommend in that cage in all? 

Mr. PRATT, One hundred and seventy- 
five thousand dollars for this year. My friend 
from Michigan stated yesterday that I was 
incorrect. -He referred to a statement made 
a yearago. Hedid not refer to the last report 
of the chief of engineers, in which $175,000 
was recommended to be expended this year 
ou the Wabash river. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say only one 
word in reply to my friend from Indiana, 
The argument results in this: the Committee 
on Commerce did not feel authorized to report 
in favor of nineteen million of estimates for 
river and harbor improvements, and there- 
fore the people who navigate Lake Erie, who 
do not come from any particular State, are to 
go without a light where a light is needed for 
the safety of life and commerce. That ig all 
there is of it, Let me admit, for the sake of 
the argument, that the Committee on Com- 
merce tell into great error in reporting $50,000 
for the Falls of St, Anthony, and in reporting 
$75,000 or some other sum for the navigable 
river to which my friend from Indiana refers ; 
we still come back to the question whether, 
therefore, the Senate will refuse to erect a 
light where a light is needed for the safety of 
the commerce of the lakes? I submit to my 


honorable friend’ that the question is rather || 


whether this light is necessary or not. If any 
Senator doubts that. and will consent to: hear | 
read the papers from the Department and the 
recommendations and communications of the 
Light- House Board, with its estimates, I think 
he will: be entirely satisfied in regard to it; 
but I do not venture to call for the reading òf 
these papers unless some Senator who doubts 


1 it wants to hear them read. 


Mr. STOCKTON. I rose before simply 
because I heard the word ‘‘light-house’” in 
the middle of a conversation around me which 


| prevented me from hearing distinctly what had 


occurred. J understand now that this light- 
house is recommended by the Light-House 
Board, and is considered by those having 
charge of that branch of the service to be 
necessary and proper. As long as I have had 
an opportunity of considering this quéstion, I 
have considered those lights a matter of civil- 
ization and necessity and duty, and not a 
matter to be debated where those who were 
placed in eharge of them deemed them neces- 
sary. I trust, therefore, the Senate will adopt 
this amendment, 

Mr. COLE. I would not consume half a 
moment upon this amendment ‘if it were not 
that this is the first drop of a whole flood that 
will follow after. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope my friend will 
allow me to correct him right there. There 
are only two others reported by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. COLE. So far as my friend is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. CONKLING. Only two from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce—the whole committee, 

Mr. COLE, There has been a discrimina; 
tion, a proper discrimination, no doubt, in the 
selection of the light-houses which were most 
needed, and this bill contains a very liberal 
allowance, a very full list of improvements of 
that kind. Now I hope the flood will not be 
let loose on this bill, I hope the Senate will 
stand by the action of the House and of the 
Committee on Appropriations on the bill, and 
not vote to adopt these unexpected measures. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qnes- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from New York, [Mr. Conxiing.} 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CONKLING, 
amendment, which is to insert on page 23, after 
line five hundred and forty, the following: 
“ for the erection of a light-house at the en- 
trance of White river, Michigan, $10,000.” 

Mr. CASSERLY. Is there any estimate 
of a Department or recommendation from a 
committee for these motions? 

Mr. CONKLING, Both. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CONKLING. I move the next amend: 
ment, which is to insert on the same page, at 
the end of line five hundred and fifty-three, 
the following: ‘for the erection of a light- 
house at the entrance of Charlotte harbor, 
near Punta Rosa, on the west coast of Florida, 
$20,000.” I anticipate inquiries by saying 
that this is a report of the Committee on Com- 
merce, based upon the recommendation of the 
Department and communications of the Light- 
House Board, which are here if any Senator 
wishes them to be read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move to amend the 
bill by inserting on page 35, after line eight 


-hundred and forty-seven,-the following: 


That $40,000 of the appropriation for lithograph- | 
ing, engraving, &c., for the publie printing during | 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, be, and the 
same is hereby, transferred to the appropriation for 
the Patent Office, for photo-lithographing, print- 
ing, and paper for the drawings of patents author- 
ized by the joint resolution approved January Il, 
1871, entitled “ A joint resolution providing for pub- 
taning, specifications and drawings of the Patent 

lee. 


The photo-lithographing of the Patent 
Office ilinstrations has been done heretofore 
under the charge of the Congressional Printer.. 


I now move the next | 


The joint Committee on Printing, as author- 
ized by law, have transferred that werk to the 
Commissioner of Patents, to whom it more 
properly belongs, and this amendment merely 
transfers the appropriation from one Depart- 
ment to the other without altering the amount. 
‘Mr. COLE. I understand this is ‘only a 
transfer. 
“Mr. ANTHONY. Itis only a transfer 
without changing the amount. i 
Theamendment was ágreed to. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam also directed by 
the Committee on Printing to move an amend- 
ment which has been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, but not printed, to be 
inserted on page 59, after line fourteen hun- 
dred and thirty-four: 

For the expenses of the United States commis- 


sioners to the international statistical congress at 
St. Petersburg, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY. I ask unanimous consent 
to move anamendment. I desire to state that 
there is an act of Congress, approved March 2, 
1867, which confines the advertising by the 
Departments in the District of Columbia to but 
two papers, At that time there was no paper 
here published in the German language. My 
amendment is to repeal so much of that law 
as confines the publication to two papers, and 
to allow the Departments, if they choose, to 
publish in the Geman paper which has been 
started lately in this District. I will read the 
amendment, which is to come in at the end 
of the appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior. ‘This amendment was handed to 
me by the Secretary of the Interior when he 
found he was not able under the law to adver- 
tise in the German paper. 

‘The law reads as follows: 

“ That all advertisemonts, notices, and proposals 
for contracts for all the Executive Departments of 
the Government, and the laws passed by Congress, 
and executive proclamations and treaties, shall 
hereafter be advortised by publication in two daily 
papers in the District of Columbia.” ` Í 

That is the présent law. My amendment 
allows them also to publish in a German paper. 
It is to insert the following : : 

That the provisions of the act of March 2, 1867, 
relating to the publications of the Departments in 
tbe daily papers be extended to one paper in. the 
District of Columbia published in the German lan- 
guage, tho samo to be selected as provided by law. 

I know what the rule is, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to introduce this amendment, 
to comein after the appropriations for expenses 
of the Interior Department. ” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.). The Senator from Kan- 
sas asks unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment, which will be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not necessary to read 
it, Two papersare enough. If they want to 
take a German paper for advertisements, let 


them do it, They have got enough to adver- 
tise in now, . 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope the Senator will 
not object. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
is made, and the amendment cannot be re- 
ceived. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have another amend- 
ment to offer, for which I trust I sball not 
have to ask unanimous consent. This amend- 
ment is to come in afier this provision on the 
thirty-fourth page of the bill: 

For incidental expenses of the land offices, $50,175. 


To enable the Department to ‘administer 
upon that appropriation, I have an amend- 
ment which I am going to offer in a moment, 
which has been sent here by the Secretary of 
the Interior, has been reported upon in’ the 
House of Representatives, and which author- 
izes the Secretary of the Interior to appoint 
two special agents to act under the direction 
of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, who are to receive; in addition to the 
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expenses necessarily incurred by. them and 
allowed and certified by the Commissioner, as 
compensation for their services, a salary not 
to exceed $2,500, and itis to be the duty of 
such special agents of the General Land Office, 
under the direction of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, to see that all the 
laws and regulations relating to the public 
lands of the United States are faithfully exe- 
cuted and complied with. 

In presenting this amendment I will remark 
that great frauds have been discovered in the 
land offices in some of the western States, and 
I am sorry to say in my own State; but the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office have no authority 
to appoint special agents to go out and examine 
into those special cases of fraud and report. 
The Post Office Department has a large number 
of special agents, and the Treasury Depart- 
ment has a large number of special agents, and 
appropriations are made for that service in 
those Departments. They can send a special 
agent to any part of the United States to see 
if a fraud has been committed in a post offiee 
or in a custom-house ; but the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office have no power under the law to 
send a special agent to a land office where the 
Department are informed frauds are being 
committed. The Secretary of the Interior de- 
sires to have the authority to appoint two such 
agents for the whole United States, to be 
taken out of the appropriations contained in 
this bill. I therefore. offer the following 
amendment : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hehere-~ 
by is, authorized to appoint two special agents, who 
shall act under the direction of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, and. shall each receive, 
in addition to expenses necessarily incurred by him 
and allowed and certified by the said Commissioner, 
asa compensation for his services, such salary as 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office may 
deem just and reasonable, not exceeding $2,500 per 
annum. Itshali be the duty of each special agent 
of the General Land Office, under the direction of 


the Commissioner, to see that alllaws and regula- 
tions relating to the public lands of the United 
States are faithfully executed and complied with ; to 
aid in the prevention, detection, and punishment of 
any frauds in relation thereto; to examine into the 
efliciency and conduct of registers and receivers of 
district land offices, and surveyors general, their 
deputies and subordinates, and to instruct them in 
regard to the methods of transacting the business 
pertaining to their respective offices, and of keeping 
the records of the same; to assist registers and 
receivers in preventing depredations upon the 
timber lands of the United States, and in prosecuting 
trespassers thereon ;.and for such purposes he shall 
have power to examine all persons, books, papers, 
accounts, and premises, and to administer oaths, 
and to summon any person to produce books and 
papers, or to appear and testify under oath before 
him. It shall also be the duty of each special agent 
of the General Land Office as aforesaid to reportin 
writing to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Otlice any neglect of duty, incompetency, delin- 
quency, or malfeasance in office on the part of any 
officer or employé charged with the administration 
of the public land laws of which he may obtain 
knowledge, with a statement, of all the facts in each 
case, and any evidence sustaining the same. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I raise the point of order 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas ig not in order under ‘the rule 
adopted on the 29th of April. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the amendment isin order. It is legis- 
lation, but it relates directly to appropriations 
contained in the bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. There isan appropriation 
here ‘‘for incidental expenses of the land 
offices, $50,175,” and this amendment relates 
to that clause. 

Mr. COLE. I think the Senator from 
Kansas has accomplished all the purpose he 
had in view in offering the amendment, 

Mr. POMEROY. No, I have not. 

Mr. COLE... He has made an excellent 


speech, so much better than the amendment | 


itself that I think the Senator will be satisfied 
with that, and I move that the amendment be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. I -hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion, and let us take a vote 
on the amendment. 


| 


Mr. EDMUNDS.. . No debate. 

-Mr. COLE. Ido not care how the vote is 
taken if it can be taken. at once.- I want a 
vote as soon as possible. Ifitis going to lead 


itself, I am willing to yield for that. 

Mr. STEWART. i wish to make a sug- 
gestion. A ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from California withdraw the motion? 

Mr. COLE. Fora moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If itis with- 


drawn, it is withdrawn absolutely. 


these special agents are of the very highest 
importance. They are to supervise the whole 
land business of the country, and such a super- 
vision demands men of the very highest char- 
acter. They should be men learned in the 
law, and you cannot get such men for a salary 
of $2,000. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
enough? 

Mr. STEWART. Five thousand dollars 
would not begin to get the right: kind of a 
man, a man fit to be employed on sueh ser- 
vices. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let us have a vote on 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California withdraws the motion to 
lay the amendment on the table, and the ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Irise to a question of 


order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Sen- 
ator will state his point of order. 

Mr. STEVENSON. This is legislation. 
Now, I admit you can legislate directly as to 
an appropriation, but the present occupant of 
the Chair and the Senate will bear me witness 
that when the construction of this rule came 
up it was upon an amendment offered by the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Stocxron] in 
regard to certain naval constructors, I think, 
and it was held by the Vice President, and I 
believe confirmed by the Senate, but of that I 
am not positive, that whenever the appropria- 
tion went beyond the year, it was not ger- 
mane, and the Senator from New Jersey had 
to correct his amendment in that respect to 
bring it within the ruling of the Chair. The 
same decision was reiterated on another ap- 
propriation bill when I attempted to offer an 
amendment in regard to the interest due on 
the bonds issued to the Pacific railroad, and [ 
submit to the recollection of the Chair whether 
I am correct or incorrect? 

The PRESIDING OFFIGER. The point 
of order was raised and decided by the Chair 
upon an inattentive hearing of the amendment 
offered. The point taken by the Senator from 
Kentucky is well taken. ‘The amendmentcan 
only apply to the present year. If the amend- 
ment is modified so as to apply to the term of 
time for which the appropriation bill applies, 
it will be in order, but as general legislation it 
is out of order. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I modify it so as 
to apply for one year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That brings 
it within the rule. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I think the case alluded 
to by the Senator from Kentucky was when I 
offered an amendment to increase the pay of 
eivil engineers in the Navy. There were two 
points made. One was that I could not in- 
crease their pay but for one year; and in addi- 
tion to that, the point was also made that no 
pay could be increased, nor an appropriation 
made, because they were not officers on the 
list of the Navy. My impression is that the 
Senator from Kansas is out of order on both 
points. I think he has no right to put on this 


It is $2,500. Is not that 


been heretofore alaw. It becomes legislation 
in that respect. He canuot create a new ofice. 
| That is my point. 


to any debate, 1 must insist on the motion ;` 
but if a vote can be taken on the amendment. 


Mr. STEWART. The duties assigned to. 


bill an appropriation for which there has not |! 


i 


| 


i 


Mr. POMEROY. My amendment asks for 
no appropriation at all. The Commissioner 
of the General Land: Office and the Secretary 
of the Treasury have asked for authority to 
appoint two agents to inspect the offices in. the 
States where the public lands. are, and this is 
merely to give them that authority: . 

Mr. STOCKTON. -The Senator. may no 
ask for an appropriation, but he appoints new 
officers, and puta in the pockets of two new 
agents money out of an appropriation that is 
in the bill. If that is not. legislation, I can- 
not understand the rule. 

Mr. POMEROY. But this is to apply to 
the appropriation for the incidental expenses 
of that office. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator from 
Kansas means to admit. that the registers and. 
receivers of the land officers, all appointees of 
the President, are-sach a set of rogues that 
they need two detectives to be sent around to 
watch them, well and good. If he will put 
it on that honest ground, I will vote for his 
amendment; but as I know he will not do any 
such thing, I move to lay the amendment on 
the table. i 

Mr. POMEROY. I only ask—— F 

Mr. EDMUNDS. | Let us stick to that 
motion. 1 object to debate. r 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio moves to lay the amendment 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend the bill 
by inserting after the word ‘‘ dollars,” at the 
end of line ninety-nine on page 5, the follow- 


| ing words: 


Also, in 3 
words “ the-chief supervisor or” 
‘the supervisors of election,” where said words first 
oceur therein. f I r 

Also, in the thirteenth section, strike out the 
words “circuit upon the recommendation in writing 
of the judge thereof,” where the same occur, and 
insert the word “ district ; and in thesame section, 
after the word “thereafter,” strike out the words 
“as vacancies may from any cause arise; and so 
much of said appropriation as may be necessary to 
enforce said supplemental and amendatory provis- 
ions is hereby appropriated from and. after the pas- 
sage of this act. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I raise.the 
question of order on that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


ator from Maryland will state his point of 


order. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. It is un- 
dertaking—I will not use a harsh term—sur- 
reptitiously on an appropriation bill to get in 
some of the gravest legislation that has ever 
characterized the action of Congress, in my 
judgment. Itis a proposition to reénact the 
election law which we had before us some 
time since, and which is now before the 
House of Representatives for their considera- 
tion. I maintaia that it is notin order, and 
1 raise the question of order against it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. CONKLING. It 
is not out of order. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
the question of order under the rale. 
Mr. KELLOGG. Itis clearly in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The text 
appropriates money——— f ` 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask my friend from 
Maryland to withdraw his point for a moment. 
The difficulty about the amendment is that 
except to those who have seen it-before it was 


I raise 
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- offered. it is nearly impossible to understand 
the:-drift-of.it: - It: is evidently an. elaborate 
amendment: as: well as'an extended one.. I 
should. say the proper coursé to take with it 
would be to pass it over. for the present, and 
let it-be printed, so that we.can.see it to-mor- 
row and understand. the bearing of it. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iwill state fo the Sen- 
ator that I have taken the precaution to have 
it printed, and I have here a number of copies 
of it... ‘ : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . Will the Senator from 
California allow me to ask the Senator from 
Louisiana a question ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. : Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator 
from. Louisiana whether this is in substance 
the:same- bill that passed the Senate the other 
day ? i 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the Senator from 
Louisiana to let his amendment be passed over 
forthe present, and that his printed copies be 
distributed, so that it can be examined. 

Mr. KELLOGG. No, sir; 1 decline to pass 
it over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the Senator from California 
asks the Senator from Louisiana to pass the 
amendment over for the present. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I decline to do so. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I make the request in 
order that the printed amendment may be ex- 
amined by Senators, It is impossible either 
to raise a point of order or to discuss intelli- 
gently an amendment which nobody has seen, 
although it seems the Senator has had it 
printed. Now, I wish to know whether here- 
fuses to allow his printed copies to be seen by 
Senators: here and to permit it to be passed 
over for awhile for the purpose of such an 
examination. 

Mr, KELLOGG. I decline to pass it over. 
T have given notice of it 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana declines to yield, and the 

` point of order is therefore before the Senate. 

‘Mr. CASSERLY. Verywell. All I desire 
to say is that if the Chair understands the 
meaning of that amendment he is more for- 
tunate than any Senator on this side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
rHoNY.). The Chair will rule on the point of 
order. The Chair is somewhat under the diti- 
culty of the Senator from California of not 
precisely understanding how the amendment 
would read ; bat understanding that it applies 
to the ‘act of February 28, 1871, or any acts 
amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto,” 
the Chair thinks it comes clearly within the 
rule as decisions have been made to-day and 
heretofore. It directly relates to the money 
appropriated in the bill, 

Mr. ‘THURMAN. T[appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair. That, I believe, is debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is de- 
batable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is de- 
batable under the five-minutes rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not understand that 
to be: the case, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubt- 
edly it’ is. 

Mr. CONKLING. Letus have that settled 
now. : 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to know 

how that matter is. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This ques- 
tion undoubtedly grows out of the amendment, 
and is covered by the rules as to it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 


This | 


amendment is a breach of the understand- ! 


ing. 

Mr. THURMAN. Totally and absolutely. 
Where is this amendment offered? ~ Where is 
it to come in? 

Mr. KELLOGG. The Seeretary will read 
it for the edification of the Chamber, 


Mr. CONKLING. On page 5. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be reported. I 
could not-hear it before. : 

Mr. THURMAN. I wantto know where it 
is to come in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Afier line 
ninety-nine, on page 6. 

Mr, KELLOGG.: After the-word “dollars” 
in that line. That section has been amended 
by the addition of ‘ $200,000” after ‘f $3,- 
000,000.’?- . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; the word ‘‘dollars”’ 
stands in the print just as it does in the 
amendment, and the ‘‘ $200,000’? comes in 
before “dollars.” f 

Mr. KELLOGG. Precisely; the word 
‘dollars’? isat the end of the sentence, and 
my amendment is to follow that word. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, if this is 
not legislation, then nothing can be legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. STEWART. The Chair has ruled it 
out of order.. ` : 

Mr. THURMAN. No, he has not; he has 
ruled it in order. The law as it now stands 
applies this election law simply to cities and 
towns having twenty thousand inhabitants and 
upward, and I understand the Chair to rule 
that this amendment, which extends that elec- 
tion law over the whole United States, every 
hamlet in it, is in order. It is a law now con- 
fined simply to the cities of the United States 
having. twenty thousand inhabitants and up- 
ward, and I understand that under a rule which 
prohibits anything like legislation, anything 
that is not germane to the bill, the Chair de- 
cides that this Jaw can be extended over the 
entire United States. Sir, if that can be done, 
your rule is worth nothing at all, 

I should like to know how it is that this 
amendment comes here printed at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office; how itis that it comes 
here in this shape. Has it passed through a 
caucus? Has it been resolved that it shall be 
placed on this bill in direct violation of your 
rule? How is it that this thing comes here in 
this way? : 

Sir, nothing can be clearer in the world—I 
say it with all due respect to the Chair— 
than that this isa plain and direct violation 
of your rule, and your rule is worth nothing 
if this can be admitted. Upon what principle, 
pray, is it that this amendment is to be ad- 
mitted? Because there is in the bill a pro- 
vision for enforcing an existing law, because 
there is a provision making an appropriation 
to exccute an existinglaw? 1s that the ground? 
Under that pretense, cau you extend a law 
which now applies only to-cities of twenty 
thousand inhabitants and upward over the 
whole United States, into every hamlet in the 
United States? Is that the construction you 
put upon your rule? If so, I should like to 
know when you expect an appropriation bill 
to be carried through. When is it that you will 
expect to pass an appropriation bill? What 
is there that cannot be made in order if this is 
in order? Of what use is your rule if this 
amendment is in order? Of no use what- 
soever. . 

Sir, I wish to see whetherthis thing has been 
agreed upon ; I wish to know whether a caucus 
has been held upon it; 1 wish to know how it 
is that this thing comes here printed at the 
Government Printing Office; I wish to know 
how it stands; and tor the purpose of trying 
that question, I move to lay the amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. I submit that that is not 
in order. Wecannot have an appeal trom the 
decision of the Chair and a motion to lay on 
the table at the same time. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well; I stand by 
my appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is in order if the Senator from Ohio withdraws 


his appeal. oe 
Mr. THURMAN. No, sir; I do not with- 
draw it. I stand by the appeal. «>... 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
motion to lay on the table is not in. order. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not make it. 

Several Senarors. Question on the appeal. 

‘Mr. CASSERLY. The question on the 
appeal is not to be taken for some time. 

ir. President, this is a most unexpected 
proceeding. A. rale was brought in here the 
precise: purpose of which was to confine ap- 
propriation bills to their legitimate objecis. 
That rule has been enforced with the greatest 
rigor, and in some cases, as it seemed to me, 
beyond the just meaning of it or the interests 
of the public service. And now; sir, on Fri- 
day night, there being but one full day more 
left of this session, this amendment is brought 
in here by the Senator from Louisiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators 
will preserve order in the Chamber. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Thereare probably many 
Senators in this body who have the advantage 
of the minority in knowing something about 
this amendment, and I trust that that advan- 
tage which they have may not lead them to 
interfere with those who wish to hear what I 
have to say by their loud conversation. 

Now, sir, here is an amendment which takes 
up a bill of very great gravity, which has 
always excited much discussion, and extends 
it all over the United States. 

It is impossible for me to discuss this 
amendment for obvious reasons. The Senator 
from Louisiana who once before brought a 
measure in here and succeeded in getting it 
to a committee unknown to the great majority 
of the Senate is the putative father of this 
amendment. He has brought it here printed, 
and I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
and of the country to this fact: that having 
brought it here printed, he refused my respect- 
ful request to allow it to be passed over until 
his printed copies could be read. I am sorry 
the Senator is not in his place for he would 
then hear what I have to say, I have never 
known such a proceeding on the part of any 
Senator, in the greatest heat of debate in the 
Senate, during my time. It would be impos- 
sible for me or anybody to examine this 
amendment except by a debate brought about 
on a course of verbal amendments. Five 
minutes will not be sufficient to enable me to 
understand it. Five minutes will not enable 
any Senator who has not been in the secret to 
understand it, 

Sir, the rule adopted by the Senate is to be 
construed by its object, and construed by its 


object nothing is more plain than that this- 


amendment is a violation of the rule. It is 
legislation. It is not legislation that “ relates 
directly to the appropriation” inthe bill. The 
legislation which relates directly to the appro- 
priation in the bill is the legislation which is 
specified in the bill. What is that legislation? 
Itis “the act of February 28, 1871, or any 
acts amendatory thereof or supplementary 
thereto.’? What doesthatmean? It does not 
mean other acts that may be passed after this 
bill was brought in, but it means the acts that 
were in existence when this bill was brought 
before the Senate. 
- Gentlemen around me say I am not bound 
by the five-minutes rule, but at present I pre- 
fer to be bound by what 1 understand to be 
the ruling of the Chair, namely, that we are. 
At the same time I consider this n marked, 
undoubted, and most inexcusable violation of 
that rule, in its spirit and in its letter, a viola- 
tion so gross and inexcusable as to justify any 
Senator who sees fit in disregarding it. At 
the same time J do not propose at present to 
take that ground. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 


| Senator from California yield to the Senator 


from Louisiana? 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir; I have the 
floor, and I do not want the Senator from 
Louisiana to interrupt me—a Senator who 
refused awhile ago the. poor courtesy of de- 
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laying his amendment until an opportunity | 
could be afforded of examining the pocket 
amendment which he brought in here already 

printed. ; 

It is quite impossible, as I said, for me upon 
the first glance at this amendment of nearly 
two pages of the ordinary print of our bills, to 
discuss it as it deserves. {I shall have to con- 
tent. myself at present with a general view, and 
that general view is that it is impossible plausi- 
bly to say that it is not in its spirit and in its 
letter a violation of the rule, because it makes 
new legislation. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
has spokėn five minutes. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I rise 
to make an inquiry of the Chair, whether an 
argument in reference to an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair is limited by the five- 
minutes rule, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Having that decided, I 
wisk to ask another question. We have been 
informed that this amendment is printed. 
Some Senators in this Chamber haveit. I 
have it not; Senators around me have it not. 
I desire to ask of the Chair if there is any 
proper means by which we can acquire a copy 
of it without going and asking the favor of the 
Senator from Louisiana to give us a copy 
which he has had printed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is not able to answer that question. 

_ Mr. THURMAN. Does the Chair decide 
that the five- minutes rule applies? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. He does. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is it in order to appeal 
from that decision? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not when another ap- 
peal is pending. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis, but that 
second appeal must be decided without debate. 

Mr. THURMAN. How is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in 
order to take a second appeal while another 
appeal is pending, but the second appeal must 
be decided at once and without debate under 
the sixth rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I shall not appeal 
now, because I propose to debate it whenever 
Tecan get a chance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sixth 
rule reads: 

“But when an appeal shall betaken from the de- 
cision of the Presiding Officer, any subsequent ques- 
tion of order, which may arise before the decision 
of such appeal by the 
the Presiding Officer without debate; and every ap- 
peal therefrom shall also be decided at once, and 
without debate.” 

Mr. THURMAN. I willnottake an appeal 
now. I will wait for awhile. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, the 
success of our legislation depends on under- 
standing the rules and a strict observance of 
them. I understand the Chair to decide that 
this amendment is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has so decided, and an appeal therefrom has 
been taken and is now pending. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Now, sir, I wish to say 
to the Chair and to the Senate that our pres- 
ent rule provides that ‘‘no amendment to any 
such bill,” an appropriation bill, ‘making 
legislative provisions,’ other than cuch as 
directly relate to the appropriations con- 
tained in the bill, shall be received.” The 
question occurs, then, does this amendment 
apply to any appropriation in this bill? It 
is proposed as an amendment to the clause 
making an appropriation ‘‘ for defraying the 
expenses of the courts of the United States, | 
including the District of Columbia; for jurors 
and witnesses, and expenses of suits in which 


the United States are concerned, of prose- | 


cutions for offenses committed against the 


United States; for the safe-keepiag of pris- | 


oners, and for the expenses which may be 


incurred in the enforcement of the act relative 


Senate, shall be decided by |! 


|| ifornia, [Mr. 


F 
to the rights of citizens to vote, of February 
98, 1871 

Now, it is proposed in this appropriation bill 
to change a whole section of law. If this 
amendment is adopted, it is reforming and 
amending a legislative bill which has already 
passed this House. Itis moved, in other words, | 
to strike out *‘ city or town’’ wherever those į 
words occur in the election law of Congress, 
and insert provisions making that law appli- 
cable to the whole county; and we are con- 
fined to five-minutes debates ona question of 
this sort. This shows, as I conceive, that 
in the adoption of the five-minutes rule, the 
Senate had no possible conception that an 
amendment such as this could be passed. In 
addition to that you propose to strike out the 
words ‘‘circuit judge, *? upon which there was 
such a debate in the Senate, and to insert the 
words ‘district judge; and that in an 
appropriation bill limited to five-minutes de- 
bate, and sprung upon the Senate when no 
man had any conception that such an amend- 
ment could be offered. 

If such an amendment as this is in order, I 
cannot well conceive what amendment pos- 
sibly would not be in order. Weare not only 
restrained from all the privileges of debate on 
this question, but absolutely the most stringent 
election law, which operates on the suffrage, 
the very vitality of free institutions, is to be 
affected by inconsistent and unexpected 
amendments like this, and the Senate are to be 
deprived of all discussion upon them. Why 
the Chair remembers that when this election 
law was considered before it occupied hours 
and hours; it elicited a discussion of days, and 
well it might, because it strikes at the very 
vitality of free institutions, which is the right 
of the people to vote; and now, upon an 
appropriation bill, this election law is wholly 
changed, striking out ‘circuit judges,” 
extending the operation of that law from 
‘cities’? to ‘counties and parishes;’’ and 
we are required under a five-minutes debate 
to vote upon it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. Presi- 
dent, has the proper notice been given of the 
offering of this amendment? I believe one 
day’s notice has to be given of all amend- 
ments to appropriation bills. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not unless they make 
appropriations of money. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let us 
hear what the Chair says about that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of an 


amendment proposing additional items of ap- 
propriation one day’s notice must be given, 
but not of other amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does not 
the rule also require that they shall come from ; 
a committee? 


Tie PRESIDING OFFICER. The ruleis: 


“ All amendments to general appropriation bills 
reported from committees of the Senate, proposing 


new items of appropriation, shall, one duy before 


they are offered, be referred to the Committee on 


Appropriations, and all general appropriation bills į 
shall be referred to the said committee.” 

That is the only provision the Chair is aware 
of on the subject referred to by the Senator 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does this 
amendment come from a committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not} 
come from a committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
the rule require that ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not unless 
it makes an additional appropriation. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to occupy but a 
single moment, and that merely in reply to a | 
remark or two made by the Senator from Cal- ; 
Cassercy, ] as I think entirely 
uncalled for and altogether unjust. The Sen- 
ator from California asked me to pass this 
amendment over, or consent that it be passed 
over, until such time as he could examine it, 
and I replied that the amendment was printed. 


Does not 


Tt is a short: amendment, and can be easily 


understood, and I think from the tenor of 
thè remarks made by my friend from Califor- 
nia that he fally and’ entirely appreciatés the 
import of the amendment. -1 could not afford 
to allow this amendment to be passed over if 
my single objection would prevent it, because 
the closing hours of the session are drawing 
on apace, ahd it was necessary that I should 
offer this amendment before the ® bill was 
reported to the Senate at this juncture, or 
within perhaps an hour or two, and nothing 
would be gained by passing it over. 

The Senator says that once before I intro- 
duced such a bill. Yes, sir; several days 
since in the full face of the Senate I asked 
unanimous consent to introduce a bill that it 
might be referred to the joint Committee on 
Southern Outrages, and it was referred under 
the rule, was printed, laid before that com- 
mittee, and they decided to report it, and 
reported it through their chairman in the 
House, and the Opposition, represented by my 
friend from California, resorted to filibuster- 
ing against a large majority to prevent the 
passage of the bill. 

I appeal to Senators if there is—and I say 
it with all due respect—a Senator on this floor 
who is more exacting, more merciless, more 
particular and more determinedly persistent 
than is the Senator from California. I have 
been on this-floor as long as he has been; and 
I appeal with confidence to the Senate, that 
at no time has he under like circumstances 
done augbt than what I did. It was my right. 
I ask that this amendment be considered. 

And now, sir, I have but a word more to 
say. -As the Chair has ruled, I believe the 
amendment to be germane, and twice since I 
rose within the hour have points of order been 
overruled made by myself on precisely the 
same ground on which the point of order is 
made against this amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, for the purpose of 
offering this amendment. . 

Mr. KELLOGG. No, sir. Those amend- 
ments were incorporated in the bill by a vote 
of the Senate. A point of order was made by 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Stevenson | 
upon the self-same ground, it was made by 
myself once against him, and three or four 
times against other Senators, and in every 
instance overruled. è 

Sir, this is germane; there can be no ques: 
tion of it. It relates back, not increasing the 
appropriation, to an appropriation incorpor- 
ated in the bill to enforce ‘*the act relative to 
the right of citizens to vote, approved February 
28, 1871.’' Here is the Senate amendment in 
italics, ‘‘ or any acts amendatory thereof or sup- 
plementing thereto,” put in view of the very 
act. My amendment now isin a milder form 
than the bill passed by the Senate and now 
upon the table of the House. Itis an amend: 
ment to words put in by the Appropriation 
Committee of the Senate to meet the exigen- 
cies and requirements of and for the purpose 
of carrying out the provisions of that very 
supplementary act. 

Now, when the act is specified, and an 
appropriation of $3,000,000 is made to carry 
out the provisions of that act specifically, 
among others, I come in and say ‘* which act 
is hereby amended and supplemented,’’ and 
then I go on in this amendment and propose 
to amend the act to the extent by any means that 
was embraced in the bill of the Senate now on 
the Speaker’s table of the House, a just bill, 
a bill that has been filibustered against by the 
Opposition. I offer it, and I demand that it 
be considered. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
roy in the chair.) The Senator has spoken 
the time limited under the rule. The Chair 
understands the question to be, “Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the Senate ?”’ : 

Mr. THURMAN, I ask for any rule that 
limits debate to five minutes on this appeal. 


| If there is any such rule, task that it be read. 
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-The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that by vote.of the Senate, or by. 
unanimous consent, the Chair does not recol- 
lect. which, when: proceedings under this. bill 
were commenced it was agreed that the re- 
strictive rule should be applied to. it. À 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir; but whatis the 
rule?.. Į want that rule read. I have it here, 
the rule-of the Senate, and it has no applica- 
tion to any such thing as this: 

“Resolved, That during the present session itshall 
be in order at any time to move a recess; and pend- 
ing an appropriation bill, to move to confine debate 
on amendments therato to five minutes by any Sena- 
ator on the pending motion, and such motions shall 
be decided without debate, And no amendment to 
any such bill making legislative provisions, other 
than such as directly relate to the appropriations 
contained in the bill, shall be recoived.” 

- Thatis the rule which I understand on the 
motion of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations was adopted in reference to 
this bill. ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, By unani- 
mous consent, : . p 

Mr, THURMAN. Was it by unanimous 
consent, or was it made an order? If it was 
by unanimous consent, then it depends on 


every Senator whether he will obey it or not. 

Mr. COLE. It was not by unanimous con- 
sent, but on motion. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. The Sen- 
ator is mistaken ; it was by unanimous consent. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will putit in the strong- 
est way, that it was by an order of the Senate. 
Now, I desire to know what there is in that 
except this, that apou amendments to this bill 
debate is limited to five minutes; but on the 
question of what ig in order there is no such 
limitation at all, nor on the bill itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will remark that under the practice of the 
Senate, when the Senate is considering a bill 
under the operation of this restrictive rule or 
any limited rule, all questions growing out of 
it are controlled by the same limit. Questions 
arising on an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair are questious growing out of it, and 
governed by the same limit. That is the com- 
mon parliamentary practice. 

Mr. THURMAN.. I beg leave to say that 
there hag never been such a ruling of the Sen- 
ate within my knowledge, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I beg leave 
to suggest to the Chair that this resoiution 
necessarily is restricted to the amendment 
proposed. It cannot be otherwise. We have 
full liberty to debate the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The present 
occupant of the Chair understands that this 
is a question on an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I under- 
stand that the five-minutes rule does not apply 
to anything that is not embraced in an amond- 
ment. When this rule was adopted by unani- 
mous consent, it was remarked that it should 
not apply to the bill, that it should only em- 
brace the particular amendment pending at 
the time. It was intended originally to ex- 
tend to all debate on the bill, but at last it 
was confined specifically to debate on amend- 
menta. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it seems 
to mẹ. that such a decision is begging the 
question. Now, the very point that is pend- 
ing before the Senate is whether the proposed 
amendment comes within this rule. I under- 
stand the Chair to have decided that it does. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
80 understands. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. An appeal is taken 
from that decision. Then that decision stands 
yet for naught. It is not yet decided whether 
the amendment comes within the rule, and the 
Chair decides that the rules applies to it. 
That is the very thing in controversy. Now 
it has been decided that it is within the rule. 
Theu any. appeal from the decision of the 


Chair upon a question not involving the point 
whether the amendment is within the rule | 


might be controlled,.as the Chair says, by the 
rule itself, but the Chair assumes that this 
amendment is within this rule. Ifit is not 
within this rule, thea this rule does not apply 
to it. It seems to me that is deciding ina 
circle ; first, we decide it is within the rule; an 
appeal is taken from it, and it is said, *‘ It 
being within the rule, youare confined on your 
appeal to five-minutes debate.’’ 


Mr. CONKLING. Suppose the decision | 


was the other way; suppose the Chair should 
hold that it.was not within the rule? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it was decided that 
it was not within the rule, an appeal might 
then be taken from the decision of the Chair 
in just the same way, and it could be debated 
at length, and no five-minutes rule would apply 
to it. Suppose the Chair had decided the 
reverse, as the Senator from New York says, 
that the amendment was excluded, that in- 
stead of being iu order it was out of order, 
and the Senator from New York had appealed 
from that decision, why would the debate 
have been confined to five minutes? If it 
would not in that case, it would not in this. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 


ask the Senator from Illinois if a deliberative 


body does not always submit to the decision 
of the Chair until the decision is reversed on 
every question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. An appeal from it 
leaves it ag if it was no decision. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Until a delib- 
erative body has reversed the decision the 
ruling of the Presiding Officer is final. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It has no force what- 
ever, any more than a judgment of a court 
which has been appealed from. You might 
as well undertake to issue execution on a 
judgment obtained against the Senator from 
Vermont when he had taken an appeal from 
the decision. The judgment cannot be en- 
forced while the appeal is pending. Are you 
going to enforce the ruling of the Chair when 
an appeal is pending from it? You cannot do 
that. It seems to me for that reason that the 
debate upon the appeal is not confined to five 
minutes. 

But, Mr. President, on the other branch of 
the subject, it seemsto me that nothing can be 
clearer than that this amendment is entirely 
out of order. Why, what is the rule? The 
rule is that uo amendment shall be received 
“ making legislative provisions other than such 
as directly relate to the appropriations con- 
tained in the bill’? This amendment does not 
relate to the appropriations contained in the 
billat all. It is not in reference to the $3,000,- 
000 appropriated. It neither diminishes it nor 
increases it. It has already been said that it 
does not affect that $8,000,000; it does not 
change that $3,000,000; and it does notrelate 
to it, It is a bill providing legislative- pro- 
visions in regard to elections. It is not a pro- 
vision in regard to the appropriation in the 
bill; but it is a long bill containing much mat- 
ter, changing a statute in regard to the mode 
of proceeding in conducting elections; and 
how can it be said that the amendment relates 
to an appropriation? 

But, again, Mr. President—and here I should 
like to have the attention of the Chair—how do 
you answer this: suppose that the last line re- 
lated to the appropriation, can you by putting 
in a single line that relates to the appropria- 
tion under consideration attach to that single 
line a whole statute? Could you revise the 
postal code on the bill? If there was a pro- 
vision here to pay $100 for postal service, could 
a man by introducing an amendment that only 
ninety dollars should be paid for that postal 
service attach to it a bill revising the whole 
postal system? Sir, the rule means nothing 
if it is to have such a construction. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair 
will state what he understands to be the ques- 
tion. It is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate? And 
the Chair thinks that that decision, until it is 


reversed, is tke decision and is binding, and 
if it is not reversed it must stand. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the 
remarks of the Senator from Illinois give me 
an interest.in this appeal which I did not feel 
before. . The remarks of that Senator confer 
upon it new and large proportions, because he 
suggests, if he does not maintain, that despite 
the five-minutes rule, any Senator may speak 
ad libitum upon this debate. If that be so, 
and the debate goes on, we may as well say 


+ farewell to all hopes of adjourning on Monday. 


It is a hope which I do not intend to relinquish 
while I can hold fast of it,.as I think we can 
in spite of the suggestion. Therefore, Mr. 
President, I shall move that this appeal lie on 
the table.. I believe, according to everybody's , 
construction of the rule, that will bring the 
Senate to a vyote. Before submitting that 
motion, however, I beg to say one word in 
reply to the numerous speeches which have 
been made assailing the ruling of the Chair. 
The rule is: ‘‘and no amendment to any such 
bill making legislative provisiona’’ shall be in 
order ‘‘other than such. as directly relate to 
the appropriations contained in the bill?’ 
Turning to the bill I find: 

Yor the safo keeping of prisoners; and for the 
expenses which may be incurred in the enforce- 
ment.of the aot of February 28, 1871, to enforce the 
rights of citizens to vote, or any acts amendatory 
thereof or supplementary thereto, $3,000,000. 

What is the argument of those who deny the 
decision of the Chair? It is that the amend- 
ment is. not legislation directly relating to this. 
How can that be argued? Has it ever been 
pretended that to be within this rule one must 
move to increase or diminish the appropria- 
tion? Not at ali. The rule expressly toler- 
ates general legislation, with no restriction save 
one, namely, that it relates—what relates? 
That the general legislation relates to the 
appropriation in question. 

My honorable friend from Ohio, who seems 
to have some fecling about this matter, 
especially as betrayed by one remark, which 
I think he hardly intended, interjected into 
the speech of the Senator behind me, says it 
is a proposition to spread it all over, in every 
hamlet, everywhere. What. of it? I never 
knew a rule to be measured geographically 
before. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him? A 

Mr. CONKLING. I would do so cheer- 
fully but forthe fact that I have five minutes 
only. If it does not count in my time I shall 
not object. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
in the Senator’s time. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. 

_ Mr. THURMAN. Ifthe Senator’s argu- 
meut isright we can move to amend all the laws 
in regard to life-saving stations, for this bill 
relates to them. I can move the steamboat 
bill as an amendment to this bill. 

. Mr. CONKLING. Now I beg my friend to 
excuse me. My time is very short. 

Mr. THURMAN. I can go for nearly all 
the statutes of the United States. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is unnecessary for the 
Senator to read that. The pages understand 
the point; certainly the Senator does. My 
friend says he can answer my argument. He 
does not know whether he can or not, for he 
has not heard it. Anybody can answer his 
argument. When he disperses his hands 
abroad and says. it spreads it all over in every 
hamlet, what of it? Does it affect the ques- 
tionat all? Suppose it extended it to one sin- 
gle parish in Louisiana, is not the question the 
same. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
alor’s time has expired. 

Mr. CONKLING. I believe I have not 
spoken five minutes ; certainly not unless the 
Senator's interruption is to come out of my 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
come out of the Senator’s time. 


It need not be counted 


It does 
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Mr. CONKLING. Then I move to lay the 
appeal on the table, being’ very sorry that I 
cannot add more. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I inquite if it is in 
order to move to indefinitely postpone the 
motion of the Senator from New York. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks that is not in order. The question is, 
shall this appeal lie on the table? ` 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

The roll-call having been concluded, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to state that some 
southern members have left the city, and 
before they left they told me they had paired. 

Mr. CASSERLY. This motion is not de- 
batable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not 
‘debatable. - 

The result was ‘announced—yeas 28, nays 

22; as follows: ; 
_ YEAS—Messts. Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, . Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, 
Conkling, : Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Howe, 
Kellogg, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Nye, Pomeroy,.Pool, Pratt, Rantsey, Baw- 
yer, and Windom—28, 

NAYS-—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Fenton, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hill, Johuston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thur- 
man, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—22. 

ABSENT— Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Çam- 
eron, Clayton, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
_ Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldth- 

waite, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Lewis, Logan, Osborn, 
Patterson, Rice, Robertson, Scott, Sherman, Spen- 
cer, Stewart, Sumner, Wilson, and Wright—24. 

5o the appeal was ordered to lie on the 

& EA ge et 
= Mr. THURMAN. I move to indefinitely 
‘postpone the bill. ` 

Mr. President, nothing that has happened 
since I have had a seat in the Senate has given 
me more surprise and more pain than the vote 
which has just been taken. `I ‘did suppose 
that the rule which was adopted by the Sen- 
ate, and which we unanimously applied to this 
bill, relying upon what we supposed to be its 
fair, honest, and well-understood meaning, 
would not be extended in the way that this 
_ vote indicates, extended in a way that takes 
every Senator on this floor who votes against 
the extension not only by surprise, but creates 
in his mind unaffected astohishment. What 
is the principle that has this moniént been de- 
termined by the Senate? Why, sir, it is that 
you may amend any law on the statute-book 
in reference to which there is auy appropria- 
tion made in this. bill; amend it indefinitely ; 
amend it without limit; go over almost the 
whole statute-book of the United States be- 
cause there is an appropriation for executing 
that law. Sir, let us see what it is. 

The first appropriation in this bill is under 
the head of ‘the Treasury Department,” and 
relates to life-saving stations. Now, sir, if 
this decision to which the Senate has just 
come be the true ruling, the-true interpreta- 
tion’ of this rule, then we can amend by this 
bill all the laws in relation to life-saving sta- 
tions. Then comes ‘the ‘frevenue-cutter ser- 
vice,” and you may go on and amend all the 
Jaws in relation to that service. . Then, sir, 
‘gome the ‘ marine hospital service ;’’ you may 
amend all the laws in relation to that service. 
Then comes ‘‘loans and Treasury notes and 
national currency,” and you may amend the 
entire national bank law, and all this under a 
five minutes rule of debate, and you may amend 
all the Jaws in relation to the issue of green- 
backs, and limit the debate to five minutes. 
Then comes. “detection and punishment of 
counterfeiting,” and ander that you may amend 
all the criminal Jaws on the statute-book in 
relation to the crime of counterfeiting. Then 
comes ‘the contingent expenses of the Sen: 
ate,” and you may amend ail the laws in rela- 
tion to them. Then comes the “‘ judiciary,”” 
and you may amend every judicial act upon the | 


statute-book, every one from the act of 1789 
down to this day, and limit debate to five min- 
utes, the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, 
the jurisdiction of the circuit court, the juris- 
diction of the district court, the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Claims, the jurisdiction of the 
courts of the District of Columbia, the writ of 
habeas corpus, everything that appertains to 
the judiciary, every statute passed since the 
foundation of the Government is open to 
amendment or repeal, and that is under a 
debate limited to five minutes under this ruling 
which has just been made by the Senate! That 
is thé truth about it. Why, sir, I would a 
thousand times rather have the previous ques- 
tion of the House of Representatives than this. 

But that is notall. Let us go on and see 
what may be done under this ruling. Then 
comes ‘ miscellaneous,” ‘* for continuing the 
collection of statistics of mines and mining.”’ 
Under tbat you may amend all the laws upon 
that subject. Then comes ‘the geological 
survey.” You may amend all the laws upon 
that. Then ‘‘the survey of the Colorado.” 
You may amend all the laws on that, and so 
on. Ineed not take any of the time of the 
Senate with that. Then here is ‘the Coast 
Survey.” You. may amend all the laws in 
respect to that. “Mail contracts.” . You 
may amend all the post office laws. The 
“ District of Columbia.’? You may amend 
all the laws in relation to the District of 
Columbia. ‘Supervising inspectors of steam 
vessels.’ You may add the steamboat bill 
that is before the Senate to this bill under this 
ruling that has been made. ‘Then comes the 
dagen of the steamer Kearsarge ‘‘ for the 

estruction of the rebel cruiser Alabama,” 
and you may move payment of the Alabama 
claims on this bill, and it is all germane and 
proper. In a word, there is scarcely a stat- 
ute on the statute-book that may not be 
amended under this ruling that. the Senate 
has just made, and all under a five-minutes 
rule of debate. 

Sir, Senators may smile as much as they 
please; they may think this is a very smart 
irick—no, I will not use the word “ trick,” 
for it is not respectful; they may think this is 
very sharp practice, that this is a very acute 
thing on the part of the majority that has 
power to do what. it pleases. But Isay it is 
not good faith. I-say it is not a ‘fair inter- 
pretation of this rule. I say that it is.a ruling 
which makes the rule absolutely nugatory for 
the purposes for which it was adopied, abso- 
lutely so. Worse than alithat, Mr. President, 
it is arule that utterly stifles everything like 
debate, and that upon the most important 
questions which can concern the Senate or 
the American people. | Why, sir, isit so that 
whenever au appropriation is made to execute 


an existing law you can move as an amend: | 


ment under this rule, and limit debate to five 
minutes, any amendment. whatsoever of that 
law? If that is the case, I pray to know 


whether there is any freedom of debate left in || 


this body? Sir, we had better stop all debate 
at once if that is the case. , 
pretation you can at any time on an appro- 
priation bill pass any measure you please, to 
repeal or to amend a statute of the United 
States, and limit all debate to five minutes 
upon it, Is that the purpose of this Senate? 
Sir, one of the distinguishing characteristics of 
the Senate of the United States-has been that 
it never would adopt the. previous question, 
that it always adhered to the doctrine of full 
and free debate in this Chamber. And now it 
is proposed, by an interpretation of a rule that 
I venture to say nobody ever dreamed of be- 
fore, to stifle free speech and_ stifle debate 
in a way that never was known in any legisla- 
tive. chamber in this world. That. is what it 
comes to. i 

What is this rule, I pray once more, under 
the interpretation that is given to it? Why,-it 
ja that if there is any appropriation made to 


Under this inter- | 


execute an existing: statute, any amendment 
altering or modifying or even repealing ‘that 
statute is in. order. That is the ruling, and 
upon that question of repealing or amending, 
for instance, the national bank ‘law, the ques- 
tion of amending the law in relation to the 
issue of Treasury notes, amending the law in 
relation to the constitution of the Treasury 
Department itself, its powers and ‘its duties, 
all these great questions or any others equally 
great may be moved as amendments to an ap- 
propriation bill and all debate limited-to five 
minutes. ‘That is what this rulingis., It is 
nothing less than that, and I sgy again. that 
never since I have been in the Senate have I 
known a ruling that so astonished me or gave 


: me so much pain as this. 


I have thought that the Senate of the United 
States would at least accord to the minority on 
this floor the privilege of debate. That priv- 
ilege I supposed belonged to a Senator of the 
United States; but now, under an-interpreta- 
tion of this rule, all debate upon any question, 
however important, may be limited to five 
minutes. Itis only necessary that there shall 
be an appropriation bill, and any statate what- 
soever, to execute which there is an appropri- 
ation contained in the bill, may :be amended, 
modified, changed, altered, at the will of the 
majority of the Senate, and all.debate upon it 
stifled. : ‘ 

I say to Senators, beware before you. adopt 
such a rule as this. ‘There was a time when 
the Republican party marched to victory with 
‘free speech’? upon its banners. There 
was a time when it claimed that in. every 
part of this country there should be free 
speech, There was a time when the silencing 
of voices and: preventing the utterance of the 
thoughts of even: the smallest minority, was 
considered a crime against humanity and a 
crime against the Constitution of the country. 
But now in the highest legislative Chamber of 
the country we find a rule. that stifles free 
speech utterly, and places the whole body of 
the statute law of the land at the mercy of a 
numerical majority of the Senate without any 
debate whatsoever on the merits of the propo- 
sition to modify or to repeal it, I say itwill 
not do to talk about free speech any more. 
You had better say at once, with Napoleon I, 
‘I hate phrase mongers.” You had better 
at once adopt the Jogie of the Senator from 
Michigan, [Mr. Cuaxpier,] the other: day, 
who hates all." o-ra-tors,™ as he: calls them, 
despises everthing like speech ; establish: mili- 
tary rule; have no discussion ; discussions are 
always hostile to tyranny. There never was 
a tyrant yet who loved discussion ; there never 
was one yet-who did not:frown down debate. 

What reason is there that this body should 
sit at all to.discuss and to debate? Why not 
have but one arbitrary rule that a bare numeri- 
cal majority without debate shail decide every- 
thing? Or rather, why not go the entire leagth 
and say that Congress shall be dispersed aud 
the willofone silent, reticent man—not William 
the Silent, but Ulysses the Silent—shall make 
law for the Republic. Why uot do it at once? 

This is only a step in that direction. I defy 
any man, no matter how acute his intellect 
may be, to show that if this rule shali prevail 
there is any-longer such a thing as freedom 
of debate and discussion in: the,Senate of the 
United States. lt is worse, à thousand times 
worse, than the ruleof the House 6f Repre- 
sentatives, J say once more l. would a thou- 
sand times rather you had a previous question, 
for some of you would want to speak on.asy 
measure that was up before you would move 
the previous question, and thatwould give some 
opportunity to us to speak and. to speak at 
large ‘upon the question that was pending 
before us.: i : 

But once adopt the rule that wherever there 
is an appropriation in any oneof the twelve or 
thirteen appropriation bills to execute an ex- 
isting statute, an existing law on the statuve- 
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book, :that any amendment. to modify, to 
change, orto repeal that. law isin order, and 
that debate :is limited to five minutes, and I 
say there is-no-more any such thing as debate, 
discussion,:or freedom of speech in the Senate 
of. the United-States. No,-sir, if this. ruling 
thall- prevail it is simply the: death-knell. of 
liberty, if liberty is dependent upon free speech. 
Itis of nouse to conceal it. Noexigency what- 
soever can justify such. a ruling as-this.. If it 
is necessary. to extend this-session in order to 
pass this law, extend. it like men. You have 
the power to do it. . You have the majority in 
both branches. Extend the session, but. leave 
the right to debate untouched, 

Do not under pretense that the session is 
drawing to a close—a session which you have 
absolute: .power.:to. extend as much as you 
please—-do not stifle the last privilege of a 
minority in this Chamher, the right of debate. 
Do not stifle free speech, do not trample it 
under foot, do not pretend that the whole body 
of American lawin your statute-books is liable 
to be changed, altered, modified, or repealed 
under a debate limited to five minutes.. Do 
not do that,.sir. No, take the manly.and open 
course, If the exigencies of your. party or 
your own sense of public duty require that this 
supplementary election law shall be. passed, 
pass it openly, pass it in.a manly way, extend 
your session if it must be, extend it to pass 
your law, but do not pass it by trampling upon 
the dearest and: most sacred right of an Amer- 
ican Senator, the right to debate that. which is 
proposed as the law of his country; that which 
is proposed to bear upon every citizen of the 
United States. : 

Now, sir, here is an amendment offered at 
this moment, an amendment that cannot be 
understood at all from its mere reading, that 
vegnires you to look at the law, to hunt it up, 
to interline this amendment in the law, to see 
how the law will then read, which requires you 
to study the whole statute, to atudy every word 
of itan amendment that changes completely 
the law of the land. The law as. it stands 
extends only to towns and cities of twenty thou- 
sand inhabitants: and upward. Here is an 
amendment that proposes to extend that- over 
the entire:country—extend it to every election 
precinet in ‘the entire country. 

How much more it attempts I do not know. 
That much Ido know, A more plain legis- 
lative provision cannot be supposed. The 
appropriation is to execute an existing law, 
and all amendments are to be in direct rela- 
tion to that appropriation to execute an exist- 
ing law; and bere ism proposition to make an 
entirely new law, a wholly new law, not the 
existing law; not to appropriate money to ex- 
ecute an existing law, but to make au entirely 
new law. And that is said: tobe in order! 
Sir, . something of good faith as well as of 
policy is due to the minority on this floor. No 
man, I venture tosay, thought before this time 
that this rule had any such interpretation or 
meaning as that.which has been placed upon 
it, In perfect good faith, without one single 
word of objection from any member on this 
floor, we agreed to the application of this five 
minutes’ rule to this bill; but never did any 
one suppose that that rule, which heretofore 
has been properly and strictly construed, was 
to be so interpreted that the whele-body.of the 
statute law of the United States was open to 
be repeated, amended, or modified by way of 
amendment to this appropriation bill, and 
that debate on it was to be limited to five 
minutes. Why, sir, every law, the law to 
enforce the fourteenth amendment, the law to 
enforce the fifteenth amendment, civil rights, 
everything may be altered, changed, amended, 
or repealed under this ruling that. has been 
made, and every Senator limited to five min- 
utes. I do pray that the Senate will: recon- 
sider what it has done before it establishes 
such a rule of despotism, utterly destructive 
of free debate in the American Senate 


‘Mr. SUMNER... Mr. President, I thank the 
Senator from Ohio for the word he has just 
uttered. .He said that under the ruling of the 
Chair the bill for civil rights would be in order. 
I so understood him. : : 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SUMNER. He now says ‘certainly,’? 
and I agree with him. The act which it is 
proposed to-amend is entitled ‘‘An act.to en- 
force the rights of citizens of the United States 
to-vote iw the several States of this Union, 
and for other purposes, and. one of its sec- 
tions, section eighteen, is as follows: 

That the act to protect all persons in the United 
States in their civil rights and furnish the means of 
their vindication, passed April 9, 1866, is hereby te- 
enacted, and sectionssixteen and soventeen thereof 
saal be in force according to the provisions of said 
act. 

Now; sir, I have nothing to say of the ruling 
of the Chair or the question of order which the 
Senator has so ably debated. I accept the 
ruling of the Chair; I follow it; I apply it 
logically, and I adopt the illustration afforded 
by the distinguished Senator from Ohio when 
he said that it covered the civil:rights bill. I 
thank him for teaching us that word. It does 
cover the civil rights bill, and I now insist that 
the eivil rights bil shall at last find hospitality 
in this Chamber. Long enough has it been 
played. with and paltered with. Now, at last, 
Í insist upon a vote. I move, sir, at the end 
of the pending amendment to insert as follows: 

Also, that the act above mentioned bo further 
supplemented and amended by adding the following 
provisions. 

Then follows what is known familiarly as the 
civil rights bill, being a billwell known in this 
Chamber, carefully drawn by myself, much 
amended, debated, and this has all the last 
emendations. [Lanughter. ] 

Mr. THURMAN. And none of the emas- 
culations ? fhevehter. | 

Mr. SUMNER. None of the emasculations; 
it is the pure article. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
ROY in the chair.) Itis the duty of the Chair 
to remind Senators that the motion now pend- 
ing is to-indefinitely postpone the bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. i hope the Senator will 
withdraw the motion to postpone indefinitely 
and give me the opportunity of getting a vote 
on the civil rights bill May I appeal to my 
Democratic friends for that? 

Mr. THURMAN. Several of my friends 
want to. speak on this motion to indefinitely 
postpone, 

Mr. SUMNER. That motion will be in order 
when you have adopted the civil rights bill. I 
hope the Senate will indulge me and allow us 
to have a vote on the civil rights bill. 

Mr. THURMAN, We will try the other first. 

Mr. SUMNER, But then that will be de- 
bated till morning. Now, I want an early 
vote on the civil rights bill. 

Mr. EDMONDS. It will be early in the 
morning. [Laughter. j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, 
to indefinitely postpone this bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I am 
going to say a few words at this stage-—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from California yield to the Senator 
from Missouri? i 

Mr. CASSERLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn, (at ten o’clock and thirteen 
minutes p. m.,) and I ask for the yeas and 
nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Fenton, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury; 
Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, and Vickers—I6. ` 

NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, 


Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, 
Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan; 


Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hill, Kellogg; Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Sprague, 
Sumner, and Wilson—30, i 

ABSENT--Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Clayton, 
Cragin, Davisof Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, 
Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Osborn, 
Patterson, Rice, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Sponcer, 
Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, West, Windom, and 
W right—28. : 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. CASSERLY.. Mr. President, I had 
occasion to make some remarks on the man- 
ner in which this amendment came here to- 
night. That made it necessary to refer to the 
Senator by whose agency the amendment 
came here. I had commented on the fact that 
he brought the amendment here in his pocket, 
that it did not come here in the ordinary way 
through the’Government Printing Office, and 
yet it was printed. I am tempted to regret 
that I made any allusion to that Senator for 
two reasons: one is, that perhaps I ought not 
to blame him; I presume heis the mere organ 
of others more prominent and influential than 
he is in this matter. - I do not‘doubt from the 
manner in which the majority here rallied, as 
at the tap of the.drum, that this proceeding 
has all been concerted beforehand. One ‘of 
the greatest faults of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana.-was in permitting himself to become 
the organ of that movement. I regret it in 
the next place because it gave the Senator 
from Louisiana an opportunity to institute 
a comparison between him’ and myself. I. 
am perfectly willing to leave that subject to 
others than myself. ‘The Senator disclaimed 
with some heat any impropriety in the intro- 
duction of that little bill of his the other day 
in the very midst of the' tariff bill. I leave 
it to the Senate to judge about that. I 
sball not debate the conduct of the Senator 
with him or with any one. [ think it speaks 
for itself... Neither shall I debate the course 
of that Senator in giving an assurance to this 
Senate to induce the passage of a House bill 
on the same general subject that it was the 
same as the Senate bill, when in point of fact 
there were substantial differences between the 
two bills. i 

Mr. KELLOGG. ‘The Senator is mistaken. 
I never made a statement of that kind in regard 
to that bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir, the Senator is 
not mistaken. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
tirely. ; 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator is not mis- 
taken.. The Senator from Louisiana will allow 
me to proceed. He can have his day and talk 
to the Senate just as long as he chooses with 
my full assent. Iam not mistaken, sir. The 
first day the Senator made that statement was 
in that convenient period of time, a period of 
confusion, between. going out of legislative 
session and into executive session, or some 
other period, like that when he moved to take 
up the bill from the desk which had come 
from the House.of Representatives and put it 
on its passage. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Bram] objected to that proceeding. 
The Senator from Louisiana deprecated that 
opposition and exclaimed, ‘‘ Mr. President, it 
is the same bill that we passed the other day.” 
The Senator nods assent. 

Mr. KELLOGG, It was the same bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator nods assent. 
Tt was the same bill, he now says; and he is 
no more correct. now when he says that than 
he was when he was doing it at the time to 
which Lam referring. The Senator from Mis: 
souri retorted at-once, ‘I do not know that it 
is the same bill; Ido not care whether it is of 
not; but if it is the same bill, for that reason, 
I object.” However, sir, it was not the same 
bill. The Senate bill provided forthe election 
of Representatives, and the House bill did not 
provide for the election of Representatives. 
Was that no difference? Could it be truly said 


It was another bill en- 
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of the two bills that they were substantially 
the same when one provided for. the elec- 
tion of Representatives and the other did not? 
I} leave out now the other substantial differ- 
ence that one bill in terms limited the opera- 
tion of the act to the election thig year, and 
the other said nothing about that. ‘here was 
an attempt at an argament that there was no 
difference between the two bills on that head, 
but I will not consume the time of the Senate 
in discussing such an attempt atan- argument 
as that. The two bills were different in two 
most essential particulars; and yet the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana undertook to get that bill 
from the House through the Senate on an 
assurance that was not correct. ; 

Sir, I listened with amazement and with 
sorrow to the decision of the Chair. ‘There is 
not a justice’s court in the country where such 
a decision upon a similar law with. this would 
be made; or if made, where it would not be 
torn into shreds in fifteen minutes by any law- 
yer that was ever qualified to argue about ten 
dollars, Why, sir, it proceeds upon a theory 
that is essentially false and unfounded in it- 
self, namely, that because-an appropriation 
in’a bill refers to a law which has created a 
subject for that- appropriation to act. upon 
therefore you can introduce any sort of amend- 
ment to reach that bill. ‘That ig the proposi- 
tion. . - Nea 

Why, sir, what is the object of an appropri- 
ation bill? It is not to make a new law; it is 
_ as to the expenditure of money. An appro- 

priation bill must have, before it can be drawn 
even, subjects of expenditure already created 
by law. In other words, there must be laws 
on the statute-book, providing for such and 
such things, which require expenditure to carry 
them.out, in the first place. Then you make 
your appropriation bill for the purpose of ap- 
propriating the amounts of money. necessary 
to satisfy those expenditures. The decision 
made here to-night amounts to this, neither 
more nor less, that because there may be one 
to twenty or two hundred appropriations in 
your bill that relate to the law creating the 
subject of that expenditure, therefore you 
have the right upon that view of the case, 
which is a necessary view, there can be no 
appropriation bill without it, to amend these 
laws creating that subject of expenditure in- 
definitely. ‘Che appropriation bill becomes, 
therefore, the omnibus of the whole legisla- 
tion of the session... Under this rale; intended 
to restrict aa appropriation bill to its jast and 
proper fanction of supplying the means for 
carrying out subjects of expenditure created 
by other laws, you may amend every law in 
regard to the subject of expenditures, in re- 
gard to which an appropriation is stated in the 
bill. ; 

Now, sir, the great bulk of your laws are 
laws requiring directly or indirecly expendi- 
tures to carry them out. That is particularly 
true of the laws in regard to your Executive 
Departments. It is still more so in regard to 
the laws respecting your jurisprudence, re- 
specting your whole system of rights and rem- 
edies. Rights and remedies require courts 
and officers. to carry them out. Courts and 
officers. require expenditure. Expenditures 
require an appropriation bill. Therefore, 
under an appropriation bill you can go back 
to the beginning and regulate the whole sys- 
tem of your ċourts and of your officers, your 
whole system of pains, penalties, rights, and 
remedies, and that is the decision thatis made 
here this evening—made here, Mr. President, 
too obviously to serve a purpose. It never 
would have been made here, or thought. of 
here, or voted for here by any ten members 
of this Senate, but for a supposed party 
exigency, the same party exigency. which 
prompted the introduction by the Senator 
from Louisiana of his amendment. ne 

It may be contended that the specification 

of a particular act in this bill at page 5, from 
line ninety-seven to ninety-eight, makes some 


. 


distinction between the case I have been sup- 
posing and the present case. - 

Mr. THURMAN. I beg to call the atten- 
tion of my friend from California to the fact 
that that specifies no particular act, only an 
act passed February 28, 1871, and there were 
two acts passed on that day. . 

Mr. CASSERLY. It does not make a par- 
ticle of difference if it did, for the reason that 
you gannot have a valid appropriation without 
an act to justify it, without an act creating the 
expenditure to which that appropriation is 
to be applied under the rules of the Senate, 
An estimate from a Department is required in 
certain cases, but there can be no estimate 
from a Department except in reference to au 
expenditure authorized by law. Under oar 
rules and our practice there would be no pro- 
priety in applying any appropriation made in 
this bill under the-head of the judiciary to any 
other acts than thus relating to the jurispru- 
dence of the country. Butuuder the judiciary 
head of this appropriation bill the general 
appropriation, as general as.an appropriation 
of $3,000,000 in. the first head under the judi- 
ciary, may be applied to all causes of expend- 
iture expressed in the most general terms. It 
was not necessary to specify any statute. , The 
specification of a statute was.a.mere. device, 
and a very narrow one at that, one of the little 
contrivances intended to bridge over the pas- 
sage from the clear right to the clear wrong for 
some tender-footed brother, for some man 
whose will was stronger than his conscience. 

The Senator from Ohio spoke of the good 
faith of the Senate. Ah, sir, I wish I might 
say upon that subject all that I feel without 
infringing upon any of the proprieties which, 
so long as I remain here, i hope I never shall 
intentionally disregard. I wiil not say that 
there has been any breach of good faith here; 
but I will suppose a case. I will suppose a case 
where, in the latter days of a hard working 
session, it was considered desirable to speed 
those bills that were essential to the adminis- 
tration of the Government, after -certain bills 
of supposed political importanee aud doubt- 
less of real partisan exigency had been dis- 
posed of. I will suppose that under those cir- 
cumstances, there being no business which any 
one could pretend was of cousequence except 
the bills necessary. to the Government to be 
disposed of, the majority said to the minority, 
“ Let us agree now, to dispose of the remain- 
ing business with short speeches upon the 
amendments and under such regulations as to 
enable us to dispose with speed ofall the busi- 
ness remaining to bedone.” In. that case the 
minority, I will imagine, met the majority 
frankly and candidly, assuming for the majority 
the same good faith and candor which the 
minority was conscious of for itself. I. will 
assume that the minority consented at once 
openly and generously to the proposition. 
Was there any good faith involved in. all 
that?- Was not the good faith of the Senate 
pledged as amply as if it had been written.out 
in words and put into the form of a rule, that 
certain measures should be resorted to for the 
purpose of dispatching the business of theses- 
sion, for the purpose of disposing of those bills 
that were essential to the administration of 
-the Government? Every one knows what that 
means. It means the bills for appropriating 
money for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment; that these measures of restriction and 
of debate and the dispatch of business were 
to be applied to those bills and for the purpose 
of speeding those bills. Whowill pretend fora 
moment that the good faith of the Senate did 
not imperatively require that no attemptshould 
be made to use that agreement for the purpose 


which not a man of the minority supposed for 
one moment would be brought forward in the 
last days of the session for the purpose of 
forcing, perhaps upon an unwilling House, 
measures which by.us no other contrivance 


| could they compel the adoption of? 


of thrusting intoan-appropriation bill measures | 


| the passage of your appropriation bills? 


1 


There has:been a good deal said about a fair 
vote in some other part of the Capitol. than 
this. A fair vote has been had. I do not 
undertake to say with what result; but if a 
fair- vote has been allowed there, andhas been 
obtained, why are not the majority in this Sen- 
ate content to stand by it? - Why do they're- 
sort to a decision upon a rale which has.aston- 
ished every member of. this minority, if not 
filled him. with indignation, in order to thrust 
legislation into this appropriation bill whieh 
has no business there, and whieh no member 
of the minority, relying on the good faith of 
the majority, supposed, when we -entered into 
an agreement for the dispatch of business, it 
was in the least degree the intention of the 
majority to propose? Oh, sir, to what: dire 
straits is a- great ruling party in this country 
driven when.in a Congress in both Houses of 
which they have a‘majority—in this body a more 
than two-thirds majority, in the other. House 
a very efficient working majority—it is:com- 
pelled to violate:its own rules, compelled to 
violate its own implied understanding with the 
minority, compelled under the shift of a de- 
cision which nobody, after that decision has 
served its:putpose, will ever undertake to: re- 
new.in this Chamber, or if renewed to:defend, 
in order to bring about legislation which: has 
already passed through this. body, and which 
seems somehow or other to have failed out- 
side of these doors! . 

In loyalty and good. faith we have stood by 
our part of the agreement. We have sat here 
night after night, more diligently than the 
majority, to aid you in passing those bills 
without which your Government caunot go 
on. When leading members of the majority 
here were making motion after motion, con- 
suming the time of the body—TI will not ‘say 
with any factious purpose, but. making mo- 
tions which evidently were made only to be . 
voted down—who was it here that kept the- 
Senate together? Who was it here that gave . 
you a quorum, and enabled you to do business ? 
It was the minority, none: else than the minor- 
ity. Can any man with truth charge upon the 
minority any factious obstruction to the trans- 
action of business, any factious praetor te 

O; 
sir; notone. If any such obstruction has been 
made in the Senate—I do not say that it has~ 
it is not on the minority that it can justly be 
charged. i 

And now, sir, at the end of the session, 
within two legislative days of the adjournment, 
or less than two, all the controversies over 
your Ku Klux bill and your bill for regulating 
the elections by your bayonets in this year. of 
grace 1872, when the head of your Government 
and the head of your armies is a candidate for 
reélection—those- measures, and others no 
worse and no better, are broughtin here to be 
fought over and thrust though Congress at this 
session over.the back of an appropriation bill. 
What a spectacle for a great majority party in 
Congress to present to the couttry and to the 
world! And to do that you overturn your 
own plain rule; you take advantage of a de- 
cision of which all I have to say is that I do 
not envy the making of it; 1 wonder at it, 
rather; and besides all that an attempt to de- 
bate the fitness of that decision, an attempt to. 
point out its manifest error, an attempt to ex- 
pose its utter unfitness for application to the 
business of this session or of any session of the 
Senate, according to any parliamentary rules, 
was cut off by a motion to lay upon the table, 

Is it true that discussion is so much dreaded 
by the majority here? What are they alraid 
of? - If the measures they propose are fit to 
bear the light, they will bear the light. If 
they are fit.to be passed, they should bear dis- 
cussion, and discussion should not be objecied 
to. It is not we that have brought on this 
diseus-ion, but itis you, sir, and the majority 
in this Chamber who have brought it on, and 
brought it on, I repeat, in: violation of alt the 
understanding which we bad on this side—an ` 
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“understanding which I undertake to say was 
“justified amply. and completely by all that 
took place in reference to the subject-matter. 

“The Senator from Massachusetts announces 

‘that he'will offer ‘his civil rights biH. Iam 

-not sufficiently: informed. of the: contents of 

‘this miscellaneous bill to know whether there 
is-or-is not any provision: for the expenditure 
of money to carry: out.all the acts: concerning 
education or otherwise-in this country, but Í 
take it for granted that the civil rights bill is 
just as admissible under the first paragraph 
of the:judiciary head of this billas the amend- 

: ment of: the Senator from Louisiana is. The 
civil rights billis a bill which addresses itself 
distinctly in one branch of it, the remedial 
branch, to the judiciary of the country. All 
that can be said about the. bayonet: bill is that 
it addresses ‘itself also in the execution of it 
to the judiciary of the country, and hence the 
civil. rights bill and the bayonet bill: stand 
upon the same footing precisely. are 

‘For the support and maintenance of con- 
viets. transferred from the District of Golum- 
bia, $10,000," is the. very next provision of 
which I have been speaking under the judiciary 
head. That authorizes you to amend and 
.revige-in this act your whole system of: crimes 
and, punishments, You may overhaul your 
entire criminal code. What is the answer to 
that ? nE : 

I turn to page 6, linės one hundred and 
twenty-six to one hundred and twenty-nine: 

For this sum, or so much’ thereof as may bo 
necessary, to bo expended under the direction of 
tho Attorney General in the doteotion and prosceu- 
tion of crimes against the United States, $50,000. 

` You can put your Ku Klux bill in under 
that just as well as under the other. 

For continuing the collection of statistics of 
mines and mining, to be laid before Congress, to be 
exponded under tho direction of the Secretary of tho 
Treasury, $15,000, 

That 13 on page 7, line one hundred and 
forty. to line one hundred and forty-four. 
What reason is there why you may not insert 
a new code of mining andar that:head in your 

-bill?. There ia no reason whatever. 

But l refrain from pushing further the illus- 
trations-of the utter error, the complete, :pal- 
pale gross error of the.decision which bas 

een rendered here to-night; an error which 
nothing but the determination of the majority, 
right or wrong, to put this thing in the bill 
would have induced them to sustain. It was 
on no merits of its own as a judicial decision 
that it has: been sustained. lt was sustained 
upon. grounds entirely outside of its correct- 
ness; which bad.no reference to its correctness, 
which recommended themselves to the major- 
ity here in spite of any question of correct- 
ness, which the majority here acted upon in 
the. face and eyes of its manifest incorrect- 
NEAS, : 

My colleague had occasion the night before 
last to challenge the majority here for. what 
he regarded. ag indications of a clear pur- 
pose to consume the time of the session so 
as to force. an extra session of Congress. 
That was disclaimed by several Senators one 
after the. other. Among those Senators I 
thought it remarkable to see some at least, 
certainly one, who, though he disclaimed any 

. such purpose, had all night long been voting 
time after time for every dilatory: motion that 
was made on this floor, voting for an adjourn- 
ment after it had been voted down, 26 or 26 
to 16 or 17, voting to lay on the table after the 
motion had been voted down in like manner, 
voting to indefinitely postpone after the motion 
had been voted down once and again. 

Sir, I should be happy to think that those 
assurances then given were destined to bring 
forth the fruit of performance. The exhibi- 
tion here to-night leads me to believe that the 
challenge of my colleague had too much found- 
ation. It leads me to believe that it is the 
purpose of the majority hereby one contriv- 
ance and another to exhanst. what remains of 
this session for the purpose of forcing an || 


extra session. 


We have heard, in the way that 
we hear of most of: the events transpiring 


‘beyond our ocular observation, of-a resolu- 


tion come to at a certain convention elsewhere 
or in some wing of it that Congress was not 
to adjourn until certain acts had been passed ; 
among them the Ku Klux act, so called ; among 
them the bayonet bill, so called. I do not 
doubt the general truth of those rumors, I> 
think it very likely from the manner in which 
that convention was made up, from the man- 
ner in which it was constituted, from the 
manipulations which produced it throughout 
the country, that any instructions sent from 
this center to that convention would be 
reéchoed and sent back here: with the utmost 
fidelity. But it really occurs to me that it is 
not precisely the dignified course, it is not 
precisely the course called for by the public 
interests, for the American Senate to receive 
its instructions from such s body. It is not 
exactly the thing for the American Senate, at 
the beck of a- body unknown to the law, to 
insist wpon a policy here which is not only in 
violation: of all-our understanding, but is in 
direct violation of the rule under which we 
have been acting and the only effect of: which 
is; asthe majority well know, to compel the 
consumption of the: remainder, or nearly the 
remainder of the session, in a discussion upon 
the amendment thus sprung upon the Senate 
in a manner so unbecoming in every respect. 
There are a great many things I should like 
to say, but I shall reserve them for a subse- 
quent period of the debate. It is very evident 
that this amendment of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana is certain to give rise to a great deal of 
debate. It cannot pass without many efforts 
to amend it in several essential particulars. 
As the Senate is aware, when the bill: for 
which this is meant to be a substitute, or the 
place of which it is designed to take doubtless, 
was before the Senate, it excited much discus- 
sion. I do not think it will excite less now, 
I need not say I regret it. We have been sin- 
cere from the beginning in our protestations 
that we desired an carly adjournment of Con- 
gress. For one, sir, I do not hesitate to sym- 
pathize in that ‘widespread feeling of appre- 
hension, certainly of solicitude, for every day 
that the session of this Congress is continued. 
We understand how much danger there is to 
great principles of government in the contin- 
uance of this body here, tending more and 
more every day into the. heats of a presiden- 
tial. election. gon a 
Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator: from 
‘California will give way, it-is manifest to me ` 
that there is no quorum of the Senate present, 
and I think so important a bill as this ought 
not to be disposed of with-less than a quorum 
of the Senate present... I will therefore move 
an adjournment if the Senator will yield the 


floor. 
_ Mr. CASSERLY. I will end my sentence 
ma moment, 

‘say, sir, we have been sincerely for an 
early adjournment. I do not think that cer- 
tain members of the majority have been, I do 
not think they are now, for an early adjourn- 
ment. Ido notimpeach motives. I judge by 
their actions; and I repeat, the introduetion 
of this amendment in such a manner now in 
the expiring hours of the session, when every- 
body knew that it was certain to meet with 
Opposition and discussion, is the strongest 
proof of what I say... 

I will now give way to the Senator from IHi- 
nois if he wishes to make a motion. ` : 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Itisnear eleven o'clock, 
and it is apparent on looking around the |} 
Chamber that there is no quorum here. Í 
think we had better take another day for this 
bill. Perhaps the Senate will come together 
to-morrow in a temper that will enable us to 
take action so that. we may adjourn on Mon- 
day. I do not myself want tobe kept up all 


through the night if. Lean avoid it. - I move 
that the Senate adjoarn. - | 


i 


Mr. BOREMAN. | We had better have the 


yeas and nays on that motion. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KELLOGG. — I desire to state on be- 
half.of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Srey- 
CER] that be stated to me that’ he had paired 
with one of the Opposition Senators. He 
would vote against the adjournment. 

The question being taken by yeas and rfays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 26; as follows: 

“YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Nor- 
wood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, 


and West—2l. 
NAYS—Messrs, Ames, Boreman, Caldwell, Car- 


enter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds; 
Planeear Frelinghuysen, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill 
of Vermont; Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Sum- 
ner, and. Wilson—26. i 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Clayton, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Hitchcock, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Osborn, 
Patterson, Ramsey; Rice, Schurz, Spencer, Win- 
dom, and Wright—27. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn.. .- 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I shail 
not speak upon this amendment.’ Ihave never 
seen it until this instant. I do not know how 
it was printed. po g 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the indefinite postponement of the 
bill. i ea i 

Mr. STOCKTON. Yes, sir; I shall speak 
on that. That is the point I am coming to. 
I was only giving a reason why I shall not 
speak on the amendment itself, because you 
might expect me to speak on that amendment. 
I shall not speak on the amendment, not ouly 
because the question now is on the: indefinite 

ostponement of the bill, but because I have 
had no time to examine the amendment. I 
observe that it is printed, I think in the type 
of the Government Printing Office, but I 
believe there has been no order of the Senate 
to printit. Ihave seen none, nor has it been 
introduced or any motion made to have it 
printed. I suppose, óf course, there is some 
good reason for its being done in this way. I 
hope, ‘however, if it is printed in this way 
without an order, it is not paid for by the 
Government. I trust the Committee on 
Printing will look after that. Bat I was going 
to speak of this rule. . : 

Mr. President, there never has been any 
rule in the Senate’ of the United States re- 
quiring that an amendment should be germane 
to the bill. There 1s no such parliamentary 
rule, and there ig no rule of the Senate, let 
me remind the Chair, which requires a Senator 
to be pertinent and germane. Both of those 
matters are trusted to the discretion of Sena- 
tors, and it is presumed they will not exercise 
that discretion improperly. There is not and 
never has been, E repeat, a rule in the Senate 
confining Senators to amendments which are 
germane, and'there is no rule either control- 
ling or limiting debate, so that it is respectful 
and proper. Butin order to facilirate busi- 
ness at the close of the session, for the bene- 
fit of a majority of the Senate, for their con- 
venience, as a public and patriotic duty the 
minority of this body voluntarily submitted to 
have themselves bound. It was provided that 
debate should be limited to five minutes. ` But 
no Senater on this side of the Chamber, and 
very few Senators on the other, would have 
voted to limit debate to five minutes. I can 
speak of Senator after Senator on the other 
side of the Chamber, thin as their seats now 
are at this time of night, who never would 
have voted to limit debate to five minutes if 
you had not introduced this other principle, 
‘this saving clause, that nothing should be: put 
upon, an appropriation bill that was not ger- 
mane to the bill. You did that deliberately. 
You appealed to the minority; you appealed 
to yourselves; you said, ‘Never, never will 
we gag the Senate; never will we deny you 
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the privilege of speaking on any public ques- 


tion, or any legislation making any great 
change in the laws of this land; that we ‘do 
not`propose to do; but while we ask you to 
limit debate to five minutes, we. say we will 
not offer an amendment, nor permit one to be 
offered, that interferes with the general legis- 
lation of the country, which is not (to use 
my short term, for I shall be more definite 
directly) germane to the bill.” That was the 
contract stated in. the rule, and those were the 
only terms on which the American Senate, on 
both sides of the Chamber, ever could have 
been induced to permit the adoption of that 
five-minutes rule. 

Now, sir, let me turn for a moment to the 
language of that rale: 

“ Resolved, That during the present session it 
shail be in order at any time to move a recess”— 

That was one change— 


“and pending an appropriation bill, to move to 
confine debate on amendments thereto to five min- 
utes by any Senator on the pending motion, and 
such motions shall be decided without debate.” 

There is another gag. What was the con- 
sideration? What was the consideration that 
would have induced Senators.on the other 
side who have long been members of this body, 
and.who glory in its privileges, which are sel- 
dom abused, to agree to such arule? What 
was the consideration you offered to us and 
offered to your own members? To facilitate 
public business, to help you through, we agreed 
to the limitation of five minutes, we agreed 
that the motion could be made without debate, 
and you said this: 

“ And no amendment. to any. such bill making 
legislative provisions other than such as directly 
relate to the appropriations contained in the bill 
shall be received.” 

I used the word ‘‘ germane.” Underthisrule 
a matter of legislation has been introduced, a 
proposition which is admitted to be legislation, 
a proposition which the Chair itself admits to be 
legislation, but, as the Chair said, ‘legislation 
which relates to an appropriation.’ It ap- 
propriates nothing, and is defended on that 
ground by its advocates, and it is decided that 
it is legal because it appropriates nothing. If 
it appropriated anything it would be a viola- 
tion of the regular rule, because it would be 
an amendment appropriating money without 
the proper notice having been given to the 
committee. Let me read that rule for a mo- 
ment; that is, rule 30: ; 

“No amendment proposing additional appropri- 
ations shall be received to any general appropri- 
ation bill, unless it be made to carry out. the pro- 
visions of some existing law, or some act or resolu- 
tion previously passed by the Sénate during that 
session, or moved by direction of a standing or 
select committee of the Senate, or in pursuance of 
an estimate from the head of some of the Depart- 
ments; and no amendment shall be received whose 
object is to provide for a private claim, unless it be 
to carry. out the provisions of an existing law or 
treaty stipulation.” 

Now, I appeal to such Senators .as think 
this matter important enough to listen to the 
sound of my voice, whether the object was 
not, and, that alone, to: prevent the loading 
down of appropriation bills with matters which 
ought to be treated as matters of substantive 
legislation. This amendment, as I was say- 
ing, could not have been received if it con- 
tained an appropriation, and so the Chair says 
it is legitimate, it can come in under this rule 
because it contains no appropriation. - It is | 
legislation, the Chair decides, but it can come 
in under the other rule because it is ‘‘legisla- 
tion which relates. to-an appropriation bill.” 
That is precisely the ruling of the Chair. I 
shall not comment upon it. I have too much 
respect for the Chair and too much respect for 
the Senate to comment on that. 

& Relates to appropriations!’’ Are these 
two rales to be so construed that if you put no 
appropriation. in your amendment you can 
pass the first rule, which is: put there as a bar- 
rier, and then you may adopt any legislation 
in the world if that legislation does relate to 


any appropriation, and so pass: the second ji 
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barrier? Were those barriers put there to be 
passed whenever the man who stood at the 
gate at your ‘‘open sesame’’ opened it, and 
to be closed to every man who did not know 
the talismanie words? Sir, it is. idle to pre- 
tend that these rules were passed forsuch a 
purpose or could have such a meaning. 

One illustration, and I-have done.. Suppose 
the President of the United States is author- 
ized by this bill or by some other bill, some 
general act of legislation, to suspend the writ 
of habeas corpus in South Carolina, South 
Carolina being in open warfare, and for that 
purpose $5,000 is appropriated in the bill for 
the purpose of taking care of the prisoners 
and to pay such expenses as may be necessary 
in enforcing the law in South Carolina, and 
then an amendment is moved which relates 
to that appropriation, which is legislation, 
admitted to be.so by the Chair, but which re- 
lates toit. It passes through your first barrier 
because there is no appropriation in. its. it 
passes through your second barrier because it 
‘t relates to an appropriation ;’’ and in that 
way you introduce a proposition for the sus- 
pension of the writ of habeas corpus in New 
York and all over the North. You can do 
that under this construction of the rule, and 
no man can gainsay it if the ruling of the 
Chair is right. 

Now, Mr. President, if I have talked in a 
loud voice, it is because, as Senators know, 
that is my way of talking. I have tried to talk 
gently and discreetly on a matter that is so 
important and so serious that rather than tan- 
talize other Senators by words of heat or the 
least disposition to be uncourteous I would 
urge upon Republican Senators for their own 
sakes, for the sake of their party, for the sake 
of the country, and for the sake of the honor 
and credit of the Senate, not to do this thing 
at this time of night. I assure them that 
nothing on earth can be gained by such an act 
as this, such a surprise. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not wish to in- 
troduce matters which in some sense may 
be said to be private and in another sense 
may be said to be public, into this debate ; 
but I do say—I do not wish to mention the 
names of Senators, but I do say that Sen- 
ators from that side of the Chamber who have 
been. within the sound of my voice since I 
have been talking, within one or two days 
came to this side, and in the presence of three 
or four Democratic Senators told me this 
attewpt would not. be made, and when I told 
a Democratic Senator who was taking ac- 
tion on the supposition that this movement 
would be made, that he need take no such 
action, that Democratic Senator replied, ‘‘ Do 
not trust them ;’’? but I said, ‘i will trust 
them; they will not go back on what they say.”’ 
That I am prepared to prove. Il would rather 
not mention the name of the Senator, because 
Lam perfectly satisfied he is as honorable a 
Senator as there is in this body. I have as 
much respect for him as I have for any Sena- 
tor in the body. 
tom of his heart when he said so ; but it proves 
that if I had acted on it and trusted upon it 
I should have trusted upon a broken reed— 
not through. his fault; but somehow or other 
there has been a change of policy, i think, in 
the party. 

To-day a gentleman came to me and asked 
me if I would consent to change that rule so 
as to permit some private schemes to come in 
onthe bill. Said I, ‘‘ No; no Democratic Sen- 
ator, will permit that, because you will then 
introduce party amendments on this- bill”? 
Said he, “I am authorized by a Republican 
Senator” (whose name he mentioned) ‘‘ to 
tell all the Democratic Senators that the thing 
shall not be attempted.” That Iam ready to 
prove. 


I make no charge against these Senators. [| 


say, not for-any purpose of parliamentary pro- 
priety, and I beg Senators to understand that, 
but because I believe it-and know it, these 


He believed it from the bot- | 


Senators believed what they said... E know 
they believed it as far as their informatiun 
went. Aslate as this morning one gentleman 
told me there was no intention on earth to try 
and force this thing on’ the appropriation bili. 
And now they come in to-mght;-as I said iù 
the opening of my remarks, with: this propo- 
sition printed, printed at the Government 
Printing Office, as far as we can” judge; 
handed about, not laid’ on-our desks as ‘all 
other bills are, but handed about, when called 


‘for, by the Senator introducing it—they come 


in and ask us to pass this thing at this time of 
night on the appropriation bill.’ 

Mr. President, | have never occupied one 
minute of the time of the Senate since I have 
been a Senator for the purposes of delay. If 
the majority in this body desire to pass this 
measure in this way, to append it to an appro- 
priation bill, I have nothing to say but. this, 
that it will not benefit them in any way in the 
world. It never can. The people of the 
United States understand the proprieties of 
legislation as well as Senators on this floor do. 
My friend, the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. WiLson,] who we are so 
sorry may possibly be called in some of the 
various accidents that occur in human life, by 
some interposition of Providence, from his 
seat in the Senate to take another: position, 
defends the workingmen’s rights constantly in 
the Senate, and is all the time talking about 
how they understand what we are doing here, 
how they smell out what Senators are at, and 
speaking of their intelligence; but he does not 
go one half as faras he might. They do un- 
derstand well what is going on in the Senate, 
and the action of to-night, in my humble judg- 
ment, will benefitno person engaged in attempt- 
ing to pass this amendment on the appropri- 
ation bill. 

But, sir, as I said before, I have no object 
to occupy one minute of time unnecessarily. 
I do not propose to prevent your putting this 
measure through if you intend to do it, it you 
have agreed to do it, but E do mean to say that 
the people of this country will look at this ac- 
tion to-night and the attempt to put this meas- 
ure on an appropriation bill at this time, aud 
will ask you the reason why. 

Mr. ANTHONY. From what the Senator 
from New Jersey bas said, there seems to have 
been a misunderstanding, although how. it 
originated Ido not know. Iam not one of 
the Senators who gave any pledges about this 
amendment not being proposed, nor did I 
know until very recently that it was to be pro- 
posed; but the whole gravamen, the whole 
complaint, as I understand from the otber side 
of the Chamber is, that whereas a month’ago 
this amendment would have been perfectly in 
order as a permanent law, we have passed a 
rule by which it can only be in order as appli- 
cable for the term for which the appropriation 
bill now under consideration applies. . Two 
attempts have been made by Senators on this 
side of the Chamber to repeal that rule. and 
it was resisted I think on both sides of the 
Chamber. Iam sure it was on the other side. 
Now, the only complaint is the five- minutes rule. 
What evil that rule accomplishes when Sen- 
ators speak half an hour, 1 do not see, because 
we all know, and have abundant illustration 
that a motion can be made to which the five- 
minutes rule does not apply, upon which a de- 
bate can go on covéring the whole ground of 
this amendment. 

Now, I speak only for myself; but I say, if 
this rule, which is the cause of so much com- 


| plaint, is the only difficulty, I am quite willing 


to rescind it and let us stand just the same as 
we did before the rule was adopted.: We all 
know that a large portion of the legislation 
since I have been in Congress, for twelve: or 
thirteen years, has been put on appropriation 
bills; and that is a very vicious system of 
legislation, I think; but it ig one that has 
always prevailed, and this bill itself has every 
year been made the rider for legislation of 
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every character, covering every Department 
‘of the Government, and going, as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio says, into every hamlet of the 
country. 

“Mri STOCKTON. Task the Senator from 
Rhode Island if the very object of this rule 
was. not to prevent but to facilitate business 
and get through with it, and not having riders 
put: upon appropriation bills, or anything 
but the legitimate appropriations of the Gov- 
ernment under-the general laws that already 


exist? Was not that the honest thing that: 


was designed? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The object of the rule 
undoubtedly was to: restrict. amendments and 
debate within certain limits. Jam not going 
to defend the decision for evident reasons 

Mr. STOCKTON, It was certainly to a 
common intent in general, according to the 
gentleman’s admission. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senator will allow 
me, was not that the rule and the practice 
before this rule was enacted? Did we not 
always do that?. And the only effect of this 
rule is to restrict within certain limits the very 
enormities which the Senator says may be 
practiced under it. Whatever we may do under 
this rule, we:could do a great deal more of the 
same character betore the rule was enacted. 
The only effect of this ruleis to restrict it, and 
I for one—I only speak for myself—am willing 
to rescind it, 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, Mr. President, I say 
again, that rather than have the rule with the 
interpretations that have beon put upon it, I 
would not only rescind it, but I would have it 
burned by the common hangman. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well, I will agree 
to. that if that will relieve the feelings of my 
friend ; but I think rescinding will be quite 
sufficient and the burning bythe hangman will 
be hardly necessary. Now, the whole com- 
plaint is about a certain rule that the Senator 


says 

Mr. CASSERLY. No; it is the decision 
we object to, not the rule. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There could not be a de- 
cision uhder the rule unless we had the rule, and 
if we repeal the rule we got rid of the rule and 
the decision both, and we stand as we did be- 
fore and as we have gone on for nearly one 
hundred years. 

Mr. THURMAN, Thisrulcis not tyrannical; 
it is not oppressive; it carries no dismay when 
the rule is adhered to according to the fair 
and honest interpretation of the rule and as it 
was understood when it was adopted. ‘There 
is nothing of tyranny or despotism in it then, 
But av appropriation bill isa bill to provide 
money to carry on the Government, and the 
necessities of the Government are such that 
even the privilege of debate to some extent 
must be limited in order that the Government 
may be carried on. 

Mr. ANTHONY. When was it, before this 
session, ever limited ? 
~ Mr. THURMAN. It never was limited 
before this session, and I am not atall satisfied 
that there is any necessity forit now, Still I 
agree that with the increasing numbers.of the 
Senate a rule ig not tyrannical when it is as- 
sented by the Senate and honestly and fairly 
interpreted, But when it is so construed that 
the entire statute-book of the United States is 
subject to amendment, to modification, to re- 
peal under the pretense that such amendment, 
such modification, such repeal is germane to 
some. appropriation, then the rule is not only 
tyrannical, but it is simply monstrous that 
when you provide an appropriation by a bill 
to execute the law, that authorizes you to 
change, modify, or repeal that law! 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am not going to defend 
the ruling which has been made, for evident 
reasons; but if the only complaint is thisrule, 
I, for one, am willing to rescind it, and to 
remit both sides of the Chamber to the. con- 

‘dition in which we were. before the rule was 
adopted. : 


Mr. THURMAN. I am perfectly willing 
to rescind the five-minutes part of the rule; 
bat I am not willing. to rescind that part of 
it which prohibits amendments to an appro- 
priation bill which are not germane to the 
bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well; I am willing 
to rescind the whole of the rule, 

Mr. THURMAN. I am not. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am willing to rescind 
the five-minutes part of-it, for I see no use in 
the five-minutes rule, for it is perfectly compe- 
tent for any Senator to do what the Senator 
from Ohio did two hours ago, move a post- 

onement, upon which Senators. have spoken 

alf an hour, the five-minutes ruleis of no use. 
Iam perfectly willing to rescind that; but I 
would prefer, in order that there should be no 
complaint whatever, that this oppressive, this 
tyrannical, this abominable rule that carries 
oppression, devastation, and dismay into every 
hamlet of the country, shall be entirely re- 
pealed, and we shall stand just exactly as we did 
before the rule was enacted ! 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I did 
not before know that my friend, the Senator 
from Ohio, was an inhuman person, or one 
disposed to inflict needless cruelty on his fel- 
low-beings; but I think his proposition to 
subject a measure which he has been denoun- 
cing with such severity to such an official as the 
common hangman, shows that he has less 
respect for the feelings of the hangman than 
he onght to have for those of a human being! 
Now, sir, I rather applaud the honorable 
Senator from Rhode island for declining to 
defend the decision. I would not defend 
it, either, if [ had made it; I should much 
rather as he kas done expand my argument 
and eloguence—— 

Me. FLANAGAN. What is the question 
before the Senate? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I beg leave to say that 
the decision has been made by the Senate. 

Mr, CASSHRLY. Nobody is questioning 


that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. BORE- 
MAN in the chair.) The Senator from Califor- 
nia will suspend. . The Senator from Texas is 
asking a question. What was the question of 
the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FLANAGAN, | [ask what is the ques- 
tion before the Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the in- 
definite postponement of this bill making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses, &e. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. That is what I under- 


stood, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California will proceed. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not wish to inter- 
fere with the inquiry of any Senator for inform- 
ation; but 1 thought the Senator from Texas 
was about to make some point of order. I 
repeat, sir, that the Senator from Rhode 
Island was wise in his generation in declining 
to defend the decision. The decision, in my 
humblejadgment, is utterly indefensible. Noth- 
ing was ever more true—— 

1 believe, sir, the rule in the Senate is that 
only one person shall talk loud enough to be 
heard over half the Chamber at one ume. 

Mr. CONKLING. Which one is that? 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from New 
York of course is an exception to all rules. I 
understand that. Idid not refer to him. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is very unhandsome, 
I suggest to the Senator, to strike a man when 
he is down. Whenever Iam on my feet, I do 
not object to the Senator jumping on me; but 
when L am sitting still, 1 hope he will not 
plant his feet on me. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator asked a 
question from his seat, and I gave him an 


answer which I suppose the Senator is satis-. 


fied with ; at least lam. 

Mr, President, I was about to say that the 
decision is utterly indefensible, and there is 
not a man in this Senate, however ready he 


may be to avail himself of the decision, who 
will undertake to defend it by argument. It 
is like many other things doné in a party heat. 
It was done to subserve an-end, and when that 
end has been subserved there is. no man who 
will have the moral courage, unless a similar 
occasion again occurs, to renew that decision, 
or to-defend it ifit should be renewed, 

The Senator from Ohio summed up the 
whole case when he said that under such a 
construction of the rule you can amend half 
the statute-book of the United States upon 
this appropriation bill. Why? For the man- 
ifest reason that this appropriation bill deals 
with subjects of expenditure without number; 
that is to say, it deals with laws without num- 
ber, all of which draw after them more or less 
expenditure, all of which, just as much as the 
bayonet bill, or the enforcement bill as it is 
sometimes called by those who profess to think 
better of it than I do—I say there are twenty 
places in this bill, yes, fifty, where the charac- 
ter of the appropriation, necessarily referring 
itself to some existing law, is such ag to jus- 
tify as completely as this decision now justifies 
the attempt to repeal laws, to amend laws by 
absolutely new legislation. 

What difference does it make if the Senator 
from Rhode Island says he is willing to repeal 
the rule? That is not the question, whether 
the rule shall be repealed or not. The ques- 
tion is—and I mean to hold to it him and every 
other Senator who professes to believe in the 
decision made upon this rule—the question is 
whether such a decision upon that rule ought 
to have been made, and whether, under the 
cover of such a decision, legislation like this 
is to be thrust into an appropriation bill. Ip 
was said once of a decision in another place 
by a very great master of law and of language, 
addressing those who gave it, ‘*This is a 
decision which will go forth without authority 
and come back without reepect.’’ I use these 
words, and I regret to have sat here to see the 
day when the Senate of the United States 
should have deliberately made a decision upon 
one of its own rules, of which that and more 
than. that, if it were proper to say it, could be 
said with truth. f 

I rose just to say that much at this junc- 
ture. I am not sorry to hear the Senator 
from Rhode Island so speak as to show that 
he personally is unwilling as a judge, in his 
place as Presiding Officer over this Chamber, 
to take the responsibility of such a*decision. 
He prefers that the Senate should*bear it. 
Undoubtedly, sir, weall understand what that 
means, A responsibility divided among 
twenty-six or twenty-seven persons is about 
the one twenty-sixth part as serious as that 
which is borne by one. Thatis all I wish to 
say at this time. j 

Mr. BLAIR, (at eleven o'clock and thirty- 
five minutes p. m.) Mr. President, it seems 
to me that a matter of this importance ought 
not to be decided in the Senate as thin-as it is 
now. - For that reason, and because the hour 
is late, I move.an adjournment, I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 12, noes 18, 

Mr. BLAIR called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. MORRILL. ] 

The question’ being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 27; as follows: 

YERAS—Messrs. » Blair, Cas: 

Hamilton of Manini Hie To eed 
Ransom, Saulsbury, Schurz, Stockton, Thurman, 
Lipton, and Vickers—15, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Howe, 
Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Pom- 
eroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer,’ Scott, 
Sherman, Stewart, and Sumner—27, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cameron, Clayton, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 


of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Keliy, Lewis, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, 
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Rico, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Trumbull, West, 
Wilson, Windom, and Wright—32. re = 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the indefinite postponement of 
the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not think the 
vote can be taken on that question at present. 
I have a little to say on that question, and I 
say to Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber that if they do not wish to hear what I 
have to say they can retire. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a 
moment? Will he inform me how long he 
expects to address the Senate? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Not very long. 

Mr. HILL. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The question, I under- 
stand, is the motion to indefinitely postpone 
this bill. Upon that question I propose to 
submit some remarks. The first which I make 
is that in my judgment the particular measure 
offered as an amendment is conclusive evidence 
of a disposition on the part of the majority in 
this Senate to oppress and wrong the minority. 
it has been asserted and has not been contra- 
dicted, as far as I have beard, that while the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KerLoce] is the 
ostensible author of this proposition, he is act- 
ing under the direction of the majority on this 
floor; that he is not wholly responsible for 
this measure, however reprehensible it may be, 
but that the criminality of this whole proceed- 
ing attaches to the majority in the Chamber. 

Now, sir, I say unhesitatingly, that this is 
not only unjust to the minority, but it is a 
matter that exhibits bad faith on the part of 
those who can control the legislation of this 
Senate. When-the proposition was submitted 
to make the rule limiting debate and exclud- 
ing incongruous amendments applicable to 
this bill, it was distinctly understood and 
acted upon and announced on our side of 
the House that we trusted the majority. We 
did trust them, believing that no measure of the 
kind proposed by this amendment would be 
attempted to be attached to this bill. When 
we made the announcement that we were will- 
ing to trust the majority, we supposed that we 
could confide in the majority, that they would 
not force upon the minority measures which 
they knew would be very obnoxious to us. 
But, sir, our confidence was misplaced. We 
find ourselves at this late hour of the session 
and at thts late hour of the night compelled 
to confront a measure which, as I conceive, 
has not one redeeming characteristic, which is 
offensive alike to the common sense of the 
country and revolting to what is known to be 
the wish and feelings of the minority on this 
floor. 

Now, sir, I said that it was an act, as I 
believe, of bad faith. Iam in the habit of 
speaking just what I think, keeping within 
proper limits of courtesy and respect to mem- 
bers on the other side of the House ; but hon- 
estly believing that it is an exhibition of bad 
faith toward the minority in this Chamber, I 
feel that I am justified in giving expression to 
that opinion. 

But then, sir, it is also an act of oppression 
to the minority on this floor. We are com- 
pelled under the ruling of the Chair—and J am 
not going to comment on that decision, how- 
ever erroneous in my judgment, because my 
habit is to submit to the rulings of the Chair, 
whether made by the Vice President or as in 
this case bya Senator substituted in his place— 
I say that under the ruling of the Chair we 
were to be forced into a discussion of this ques- 
tion under the five-minutesrule. The sagacity 
and familiarity of my friend from Obio with 
parliamentary usage has relieved us from 
embarrassment on that point. We are now 
permitted to extend our remarks beyond that 
time under his motion to postpone indefinitely 
the whole bill. I shall avail myself of the 
opportunity offered, and perhaps in the discus- | 


sion shall say some things notexactly germane 
to the subject. - 

_ Mr. President, this action of the majority is 
in keeping with the history of the Republican 
party from its inception in this country. Has 
it not been a party of oppression to the people? 
Has it been a party that has respected any 
rights of the people in any part of this coun- 
try? What has been its history? The Phila- 
delphia platform refers to the history of that 
party, and I propose in this discussion to refer 
toitalso. It has been a history of oppressions 
and wrongs from the beginning to the-end, and 
I assert now that there is scarcely one of the 
first ten amendments to the Federal Constitu- 
tion that has not been repeatedly violated by. 
the Republican party since it has had an exist- 
ence in this country. Let me turn to these 
amendments and see if it is not true. 

The first article says, among other things, 
that. Congress shall make no law ‘‘ abridging 
the freedom of speech, or of the press.” Has 
not the Republican party, since it has been in 
existence, suppressed presses of the country ? 
Has it not infringed the right of free speech ? 
Why, sir, there is not a Republican in the 
Senate who would in the face.of the history 
of his own party deny the allegation which I 
make that that party since it has been in exist- 
ence, for the first time in the history of this 
country, has trampled under foot freedom of 
speech and of the press. 

I repeat that the history of your Republican 
party has been a history of usurpations and 
wrongs, that you have violated almost every 
article in the first ten amendments to the Con- 
stitution. I have cited the first amendment 
to the Constitution, which says that the free- 
dom of speech and of the press shall not be 
abridged, and I charge that your party was the 
first party in the country that abridged the 
freedom of speech and of the press. You cite 
in your Philadelphia platform the history of 
your party as the pledge of what you will do 
in the future, and I say the legitimate infer- 
ence from that history is thatin the future you 
will invade the rights of free speech and the 
right of the citizen to print his thoughts and 
disseminate them. ; 

That is not the only amendment of the Con- 
stitution which you have violated. In the 
second article of the amendments, among other 
things, it is declared that ‘‘the right of the 
people to keep and bear arms shall not be in- 
fringed.” Have you not violated that? Have 
you not disarmed men in States that never 
were in rebellion? I assert it, and assert it 
positively, because I know it was done in my 
own State. Your Federal forces were sent into 
the State and disarmed our citizens. I repeat 
that you have violated that provision of the 
Federal Constitution. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If my friend will 
allow me a moment’s interruption, the gréatest 
instance in which the party violated that pro- 
vision of the Constitution that I know of was 
when they disarmed Lee and Johnston. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator from 
Wisconsin cannot parry the truth of the alle- 
gation that I make, because it is a matter 
known to the citizens of my State and of the 


whole country that your party has repeatedly | 


violated this provision of the Federal Consti- 
tution. ; 

You have pointed in your platform adopted 
at the Philadelphia convention to the history 
of your party, and said that it was but the 
pledge of the future action of the party. That 
history shows that you have disarmed the citi- 
zens of tbis country and deprived them of the 
right to bear arms in States that never were 
in rebellion, but were acknowledging and per- 
forming every obligation which they owed to 
the Federal Union: Now, sir, when you cite 
us to the history of your party as a pledge of 
what you will do in the future, I have a right 
in this discussion to remind you of what your 
party has done. 


i 


z 


That is not the only article of the amend: 
ments which you have violated. Article four 
declares: ; ‘ 

“Tho right of the people to be secure in their per- 
sons, houses, papers, and efiects against unreason- 
able searches and seizures shall not be violated, and 
no warrant shall issue but upon probable cause, sup- 
ported by oath or affirmation, and particularly de- 
scribing the place to be searched and the persons or 
things to be seized.” : : 

Task, does any Senator upon this floor deny 
that that article of the amendments has been 
repeatedly and most shamefully violated by 
this party? 

“The people shall be secure in their persons.” 
Why, sir, men in every State of this Union have 
felt that under the domination of this party 
they were insecure, and at times in the history 
of this party men as high-minded and honorable 
as ever lived in the United States have felt that 
their lives and liberties werein peril every 
hour. Hundreds and thousands of men have 
been dragged from their firesides and from 
their families, and without any warrant ever 
having issued for their arrest been incarcerat- 
ed in dungeons and imprisoned in cells. Sir, 
Iam but repeating what has been the iiistory 
of your party, and I do that because you cite 
us to it in your Philadelphia convention asthe 
pledge of what will be its future action. I re- 
peat that that amendment of the Constitution 
which provides that citizens shall be secure in 
their persons has been violated a thousand 
times by the Republican party of this country. 

So, again, this amendment declares they 
shall be secure in their houses, papers, and 
effects. Has that beeu the case? Have the 
people in the past under the rule of the Re- 
publican party been ‘secure in their houses, 
their papers, and effects? Why, sir, unholy 
hands have been laid on the most private cor- 
respondence; telegrams have been seized, 
and even the private correspondence between 
men and their wives have been dragged to 
public light in defiance of that provision of 
the Federal Constitution which declares that 
men in their persons, their houses, and their 
papers shall be secure from unreasonable 
searches and seizures. 

“ No warrant shall issue but upon probable 
cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched 
and the persons or things to be seized.’’ You 
set at naugbt that provision of the Constitu- 
tion, and you send out the veriest scoundrels 
on the face of God’s earth to seize respect- 
able men without any warrant issued from 
anybody. : 

These may be unpleasant things to refer to 
in the hearing of Republicans, but think it is 
well enough to repeat what bas been the action 
of the party that now comes before the coun- 
try and challenges its support for the future ; 
and if my honorable friend from Massachu- 
setis, the Republican candidate for Vice Presi- 
dent, for whom I have very high respect, and 
who honors me with his attention, would take 
my advice I should say to him, “Come out 
from the party whose record is a blur upon the 
country’s history and vote the Democratic 
ticket.” -[Laughter.] 

Again: 

“ ArticLe V. No person shall be held to answer for 
a capital or otherwise infamous erime unless on a 
presentment or indictment of a grand jury.” 

Have you kept that part of the bond? 
Answer the question, gentlemen; have you 
kept that part of the sacred Constitution of 
your country inviolate? Has not your party 
violated that a thousand times? and yet you 
dare appeal to the record of your party in the 
past as the pledge of its future action. Let 
the country take note: the Republicans come 
out boldly and affirm that what they have dove 
in the past they will do in the future. “Let the 
country take note that the party which’ Las 
dared to violate almost every provision of the 
Federal Constitution and trampled it under 
foot as an unholy thing, has proclaimed that 
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. if-suceessful-again, if kept in power, it will 
treat with disdain the rights of the people 
under the Constitution; for it says the past 
history of the party is the pledge of its future 
action. . 

i= Again; “no person shall be held to answer 
for. a capital or otherwise infamous crime 
unless. on a presentment or indictment of a 
grand jury ;’” and yet you have arrested men, 
you have tried them by drum-head court-mar- 
tial without any presentment of a grand jury, 
without the intervention of a petit jury, and 
you have deprived them of life, liberty, and 
property, And, sirs, your attacks were not 
confined tò males alone, but you have arrested, 
without warrant, unoffending women; you 
have tried in the capital of your country by 


court-martial and sent into eternity a woman . 


that by the judgment of the country was an 
innocent woman. And this party, with sucha 
record, refers to its history as the pledge of its 
future action, - 

I have already said that the Republican party 
have deprived men, and women too, of life, 
liberty, and property without due process of 
law. And I say that you have violated that 
farther provision; “nor, shall private prop- 
erty be taken for public use without just com- 
pensation.” Why, sir, many men have been 
deprived of their. property taken for public 
use, and after being reduced to abject want, 
after being despoiled of their goods, appeal- 
ing to the Repnblicad party that has done this 
thing, have appealed in vain; and no longer 
ago than this day, when a bill had passed the 
Senate and had passed the other House giving 
to one man who had been despoiled of his 
property by military authority a meager com- 
pensation for the property tuken, the veto of 
your President has come into this Hall and 
declared that that bill should not be a law. 

This is but one instance; hundreds of men 
who have been despoiled of their property 
have not to this day been able to get any com- 
poneation for it, while you have lavished your 

enefactious on rich corporations and party 
favorites. 

The Constitution further provides: 

“ARTICLE VI. In ‘all criminal prosocutions, the 
acoused shall onjoy the right to a speedy und public 
trial, by an impartial jury of the Stuto and district 

' wherein the crime shall havo been committed which 
district shall havo been proviously ascertained by 
Inw, and to bo informed of tho nature and causo of 
the accusation.” 

And yet how many men have been charged 
with crime and have been denied the privileges 
secured by this amendment. Sir, there is not 
a Republican Senator upon this floor who will 
deny that that has been the, ease, or undertake 
to justify it, I presume, at this late day ; and 
yet, with such a record, the Philadelphia con- 
vention points to it as the pledge of what may 
be expected of the party in the future. 

I might go on and cite various other provisions 
of the Constitution which have been trampled 
under foot, but Ido not deem it necessary. The 
fact is, the history of the Republican party isa 
history ofaggressionsupon therights and liber- 
ties of the citizen, and of wrong and outrage 
to the rights reserved in the Constitution to 
the States. Why, sir, you deal with States 
asif they had no rights. You attempt to set 
up and to tear down constitutions and gov- 
ernments at pleasure. After the warhad term- 
inated, the States that had been in rebellion 
were anxious. to come back into the Federal 
Union, to reassume their relations to the Fed- 
eral Government. You had declared that the 
war had not been prosecuted for purposes of 
subjugation, bat that the rights of all should 
be secured after the war should have been term- 
inated ; and yet, in defiance of your own dec- 
larations, of your own enactments—and I refer 
now to the resolution that passed both Houses 
of Congress in July,:1861—you turned around, 
after the people of the South bad laid down 
their arms and had manifested.a willingness 
to. assume. their proper relations to the Goy- 


ernment—you turned around immediately and 
drove them out of the Union by destroying 
their constitutions and holding them as sub- 
ject provinces, and never, until some of them 
consented to put certain provisions in their 
constitutions, did you let them assume their 
relations or be represented upon the floor of 
the Senate. 

You reconstructed and rereconstructed at 
pleasure, and why did you do so? Every 
person knows that if.you had had the political 
power in those States there would have. been 
no rereconstruction of Georgia or of any 
other State. It was simply. to reconstruct the 
people of those States to vote the Republican 
ticket. That is the judgment which men will 
put upon it in the future. That. is the judg- 
ment which history will write upon the doings 
of this Republican party in reference to the 
whole acts of reconstruction from beginning 
toend. And now you propose to invade the 
rights of States. Through all the history of 
the Government the people were left to determ- 
ine certain questions for themselves. It is 
their right reserved plainly in the Constitution 
to the people and to the States. And yet you 
have been invading those rights first in one 
way and then in another, until, reaching the 
very acme of criminality, you propose to as- 
sume the management of churches, of schools, 
of cemeteries, and to control the whole police 
powers of the States. 

During the war the despotism was centered 
in a single hand, and then the people became 
alarmed. The Executive of the country was 
clothed with absolute power. His nod was as 
potentalmostasthenod of Jove. When Andrew 
Johnson became President ofthe United States, 
and when, in the spirit of patriotism, he pro- 
claimed that the Constitution which had been 
rolled up for four years must be taken down 
and read, then the cry was raised against him 
because he dared to point the people to the 
Constitution under which they lived. I was 
not a political follower of Andrew Johnson. 
I took him one veto ata time. He was elected 
by the Republicans. I had no lot nor share 
in him except.as he stood as the defender of 
the liberties of the country ; and 1 would vin- 
dicate the action of any man, even of President 
Grant, if he would now turn against his own 
record and the record of his party and stand 
by the Constitution of the country. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. If the 
Senator will yield to me, I will make a motion 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator yield to a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. SAULSBURY- Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Maryland moves that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let us have the yeas 
and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from. Delaware, { Mr. 
Bayanrp.] In consequence of a serious aftlic- 


I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. Morru]. He 
would vote “nay,” and I should vote ‘*yea.’’ 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Iam paired 
with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hiron- 
cock] on all questions connected with this 
bill. ù 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 13, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs, Casserly, Cooper, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hill, Johuston, Norwood, Ransom, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Tipton, and 
Viekers—13. i ` z 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
| Brelinghuysen, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, 


Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Saw- 
yer, Sook, Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, and Wil- 
son—29, à 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Cameron, Clayton, Davis of Ken- 
tacky, Davis of West Virginia, Venton, Kerry of 
Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Harian, Hitcheock, Kelly, Lewis, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Osborn, Patterson, Rice, 
Robertson, Spencer, Sprague, Thurman, Trumbull, 
West, Windom, and Wright—32. : 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, when 


ĮI gave way for the motion to.adjourn, which I 
hoped might prevail, I was saying that I was 
notthe especial defender of President Johnson. 
I never voted to place him in the presidential 
chair, nor did I ever defend him on the stump 
or anywhere else as a partisan. While I have 
done justice to him and given him credit for 
being honest in certain measures of his admin- 
istration, there were certain other acts of his 
administration which I condemned as much as 
any man. But, sir, when Andrew Johnson 
proclaimed that the Constitution had. been 
rolled up and must. be taken down and read 
again, then the voice of the entire Republican 
party was turned against him, and from that 
time he was. a marked man, vengeance followed 
him, and culminated in the presentation of 
articles of impeachment in the other House 
and of his arraignment in the Senate. By the 
judgment of his peers, of the jury which tried 
him, he was falsely charged in the articles of 
impeachment. 

Mr. President, the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetis, [Mr. Sumyer, ] in his very able 
and eloquent speech the other day, proclaimed 
in the hearing of the Senate that if Andrew 
Johnson had been guilty of half the acts which 
the present Executive has been guilty of he 
would have been successfully impeached. That 
is Republican authority ; that isthe testimony 
of men in your own party; that is the testi- 
mony of the apostle of Republicanism on this 
floor. Is that to be gainsaid? Had the charge 
been made by Democrats in the same language 
used by the distinguished Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts you would have said that it was the 
inspiration of malignity, and was calumny 
itself; but when it comes from the very chief 
apostle among you, you must give respect to 
it. Itis the indictment, the arraignment, by 
one of his own household, of the present 
Executive. 

I am not here to accuse Gencral Grant, but 
simply to refer to the indictment that has been 
preferred against him as the chief executive 
officer of the country by the chief apostle of 
his own faith, a man who claims, and perhaps 
justly claims, that he was at the very birth of 
the Republican party, and who I know until 
recently has been regarded as one of its chief 
supporters. He may have fallen under exec- 
utive disfavor and not now be regarded as a 
brother beloved.. But I have observed that 
upon every question which they now come forth 
to champion with so much zeal Republican 
Senators have learned in the school of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and have followed 
in his wake. 

But what 1 started out to say was that I was 
not arraigning President Grant, but the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, who has been the 
leading apostle of the Republican party on 
this floor, and who has had all the rest of the 
members. of the Republican party as his fol- 
lowers, has risen in his place and arraigned 
the President of the United States before ithe 
whole country. That Senator was but reiter- 
ating charges which had been preferred time 
and again by the Democratic party of this 
country, and which were truc in fact, yet while 
they emanated from Democrats they had no 
hearing in the Republican ranks; but now, 
when the. chief apostle of Republicanism 
comes forth and makes. the arraignment, I 
apprehend there. are Republican voices that 
will respond and reécho the views which he 
has expressed. 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


4373. 


But, sir, as a chapter in the history of your 
party, I may be permitted to refer to an act 
passed by this Senate-at the present session, 
and now pending in the other House, which 
proposes to continuein force certain provisions 
of alaw which passed the Congress. of the 
United States on the 20th of April, 1871, enti- 
tled “An act to enforce the provisions of the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States, and for other purposes.” 
How came you by a fourteenth amendment to 
the Constitution? You proposed that amend- 
ment when several. States of this Union were 
not represented in the Senate, when they were 
not represented in the other House ; you com- 
pelled certain States of this Union to give their 
assent to it; and in the judgment of many men 
that amendment to-day has no other validity 
than the fact that it has been declared to be a 
partof the Constitution, never having received 
the sanction of the people of this country in the 
manner in which the Constitution contemplated 
amendments should be made. You are very 
particular to enforce. this fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution, while you have not 
been very careful to keep sacred other amend- 
ments to the Constitution. You make that 
fourteenth amendment justify almost every act 
of your legislation. If anything is desired to 
be done and the power to enact it is called in 
question, immediately the majority on this floor 
turns to the fourteenth amendment. Ido not 
know what matter or thing could be conceived 
or brought forward, if its constitutionality was 
questioned, that the friends of such a measure 
would not take refuge in the fourteenth amend: 
ment to the Constitution. 

But what are the provisions of the Jaw 
referred to—the Ku Klux law? Succinetly, 
it'confers upon the President of the United 
States the right to create a rebellion in any 
portion of this land. You give him the fear- 
ful power of saying that any State or any por- 
tion of a. State or any section of the country 
is in rebellion... What is the object? That 
is to be made the excuse for the invasion of 
suchi States by the military power. He has 
no right to-interfere in the internal affairs of 
a State under the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion except in certain specified cases, nor can 
the writ of habeas corpus be suspended except 
jn times of rebellion orinsurrection. In order 
to comply with the letter of the Constitution 
you clothe’the.President. of the: United States 
with the fearful: power of. making a rebellion. 
Is that the way your Constitution is to be 
treated? Rebellion: had a fixed and known 
meaning at the time of the adoption of the 
Constitution. It was not a fight at a cross- 
roads that was a rebellion. It was not a 
disturbance in a neighborhood that was a 
rebellion. Rebellion was armed resistance to 
the authority of the country. Such was its 
known and acknowledged meaning at the 
time ‘of the adoption of the Constitution. 
After authorizing the President to proclaim a 
rebellion, you clothe him with the power of 
‘using the military of the country to suppress 
it, - All that. is. necessary, therefore, for the 
Presidentin order-to justify his calling out the 
militia. and using the Army and the Navy, 
is to proclaim that'a-State or a part of a State 
is in: rebellion, and forthwith the armies of 
the country are marched to the scene, forth- 
with the Navy is ‘to be anchored near the 
coast of the State that is proclaimed in rebel- 
lion, and thus the very arm of defense for the 
country against foreign invasion is turned 
against the citizens of our own country. 

But that is not-all. You clothe him with 
the power of suspending the writ of habeas 
corpus; that writ which has been sacred in 
England for. centuries; that. writ which has 
been sacred in this country until the Repub- 
lican party. came into power is no longer a 
guarantee of liberty. You do not suspend 
it. yourselves, but you vest in the President 
of thé United States. the fearful power of sus- 
pending it at bis pleasure; at least you at- 


tempt to do it, and in so doing the Constitu- 
tion of the country is violated. Where did you 
get the power to authorize the President of 
the United States to suspend the writ of habeas 
corpus? The right exists in certain emergen- 
cies to-suspend the writ of habeas corpus; but 
what department of the Government is vested 
with that power? It is among the powers 
delegated to Congress, and it never. was in- 
tended that the Federal Executive should 
suspend that writ at his pleasure, or that Cén- 
gress should authorize him to suspend it. 

Mr. STOCKTON, (at half past twelve 
o'clock, p: m.) Will the Senator give way to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Itis manifest that the 
Senator from Delaware wishes to speak on 
this amendment, and there are many other 
Senators who wish to speak upon it. Under 
these circumstances I think it would be better 
at this Jate hour to adjourn, so that we may 
take a fresh start in the morning. I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn, and on that 
motion I call-for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas’and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—- Messrs. Casserly, Cooper, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Ransom, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, 
Tipton,.and Vickers—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Coie, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Saw- 
yer, Pooth Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, and Wil- 
son——29. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Cameron, Clayton, Davis of Ken- 
tacky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin. Harlan, 
Hill, Hitchcock, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Rice, Robert- 
son, Spencer, Sprague, Trumbull, West, Windom, 
and Wright—32, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn, 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I was 
saying at the time I yielded for a motion to 
adjourn that the power to suspend the writ of 
habeas corpus was a power delegated in the 
Constitution to Congress alone, and that Con- 
gress had no power to delegate it to anybody 
else. 

These are some of the powers which you 
propose by the act now pending in the House 
to continue in, force. Now, how did the 
President act under the power which you gave 
by the bill passed on the 20th of April, 1871? 
He issued his proclamation proclaiming a 
rebellion in certain counties in South Carolina, 
commanding the parties to disperse, and five 
days afterward martial law was put in torce. 
Then he sent down the military forces there. 
He drove men from thecountry. Hearrested 
some youths and had them tried in a court of 
which, I understand, Judge Bond was one of 
the judges. I have no acquaintance with 
Judge Bond, and know but little of him ; but 
I have heard it said that he was a fit instru- 
ment to carry out and enforce the provisions 
of such alaw. The country was astonished 
and alarmed when they read in the public 
papers the terror, the fright, the wrongs that 
was done by this proclamation of the Presi- 
dent, and the action of his tools under it. 


actuated by party motives in sustaining the 
action of the Administration who did not 
blush for very shame that in the nineteenth 
century in,the Republic of America the Presi- 
dent should proclaim a rebellion, use the mili- 
tary power, set aside ali law, arrest citizens at 
pleasure, deny them the remedy of the writ of 
habeas corpus, and incarcerate them in prisons 
and in jails. Why, sir, when these proceed- 
ings come to be read hereafter, the sons of 
the present generation will blush at the spirit 
that actuated their fathers when they permitted 
such a thing to be done. In the earlier days 
of this Repablic no man would have been so 
daring as to attempt to arrest the citizens. of 


l this country, deprive them of their liberty, 


There was scarcely aun American citizen not | 


t 


t3 


consign them to jails and dungeons, and deny 
them even the right of: petition: for the -writ-of 
habeas corpus. That law, in some of its pro- 
visions, is still in force, and. you propose -by 
the bill referred toto continue ‘the power in 
the President to suspend the ‘writ of ‘habeas 
corpus at pleasure. wy ye Pa ginga 

Sir, let the eonle of this country take 
warning. ‘The President of the United States, 
under the operation-of this bill ‘referred to, is 
to be invested with the fearful power of strik- 
ing down the liberties of the people in atiy 
section of the country that he may see proper. 
Had I the power to arouse the Ainéri¢an peo- 
ple, I would inspire a feeling that would bring 
resistance to any such usurpation and tyranny. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. 1 ask the Senator if ‘he 
will yield to me to make a motion toadjourn? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, (at twelve o'clock and 
forty-five minutes a. m.) I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn, and I call for the yeas‘ and nays 
on that motion. ESE PEENE A 

The yeas and nays were ordered} ‘and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 12, nays.27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston; Ransom, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton; Thurman, and 
Vickers—12. ce as : 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Üonkling. Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, 
Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Sher- 
man, Stewart, Sumner, and Wilson—27. aon 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow. 
Buckingham, Cameron, Clayton, Cooper, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Har- 
lan, Hill, Hitehcock, Kelly, Lewis, Logans, Morrill 
of Maine, Morton, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Rice, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, Tipton, Trum- 
bull, West, Windom, and Wright—85, EE aot ta 


So the Senate refused to adjourn...) 0 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam not certain thai 
I shall exacily resume my argument where I 
left off when the motion to adjourn was made. 
I believe, however, I was speaking: about the 
practice of the Executive under this act of April 
20, 1871; that by that act you had placed at 
his disposal the liberties of the people, and 
that he had exercised the powers which you 
bad conferred upon him to the injury and det- 
riment of the people of this country, and that 
he setan example in so ‘doing which, if followed . 
in the future, mast be destructive of thie last 
vestige of American liberty upon this continent. 
I was saying that I blushed for my country 
when I thought of the practices under this act 
which clothes the President with such fearful 
power, ; 

Sir, the liberties of the people of this coun- 
try will not be worth a tarthing if this practice 
is to be continued; and yet you propose to con- 
tinue in force this act of April 20, 1871, and to 
continuein the hands of the President the keep- 
ing of the liberties of the people of this country 
and to make them subject to his will and 
pleasure. 

Mr. BOREMAN.. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt kim fora moment? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. BOREMAN I wish to inquire of him 
if there is any provision in this amendment 
providing for an extension of the Ku Klux act ? 
If there is, Lam not awareofit. The amend- 
ment, I think, is in regard to elections simply 
and does not refer to the Ku Klux law at all. 
Iam sorry to disturb the Senator's preaching, 
but I think he had better adhere to the text. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am very much in 
debted to the Senator. I was speaking of an 
act which this Senate has passed at the pres- 
eut session, and which is now pending in: the 
other House, but I intend to discuss the 
amendment to which he refers before I- coni- 
elude; and as nature has blessed me with 
pretty good lungs and a reasonable degree 
of physieal endurance, I will sayto my friends 
on the other side, if this discussion is unpleas- 
ant to them they will have time to take a nap. 
{ Laughter. ] a 
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Mr. BOREMAN. I merely. wish to have 
the discussion on the subject really under con- 
sideration. 

. Mr. SAULSBURY. _I will now turn to the 
matter immediately under consideration. This 
amendment does not say when that law which 
_it proposes to continue in force was passed. I 
should. like to find oat, if] could, when it was 
passed without turning to the law itself. 

Mr. :CONKLING.; .If-my honorable friend 
from. Delaware will look at the bill on page 5, 
line ninety-seven, he will find the date of the 


act. , 

Mr, SAULSBURY. You propose to ex- 
tend the act which you passed for the purpose 
of conferring upon the President of the Uni- 
ted States the. power to control elections in 
every town containing a population of twenty 
thousand inhabitants and upward to every 
election precinct in the land. You are not 


satisfied to. usurp the control of elections in | 


towns and cities containing a population of 
twenty thousand, but you now propose to ex- 
tend it to every election precinct in the coun- 
try, and to appoint supervisors to interfere 
with the rights of the citizen. You call it 
superintending, but the design and purpose is, 
that they shall be there to aid the Republican 
party. 

Sir, what right has Congress to interfere 
with the right of the people to hold their elec- 
tions? Take the State of Massachusetts, the 
State of Connecticut, the State of New York, 
the State of Pennsylvania, or any other State 
iv this Union, and what right has Congress to 
intervene and appoint persons to superintend 
the elections which are held in those States or 
in any State of this Union? Can there be 
any other object in this supervision of the elec- 
tions than to aid the Republican party? Will 
not every marshal, deputy marshal, super- 
visor, register, and every man appointed 
under it be in the interest of the Republican 
party? Is it not the purpose that they shall 
interfere and: determine the election in favor 
of the Republican candidate, the present 
Executive of this country ? 

Senators disclaim any such object, and. so 
far as. they are individually concerned I will 
not.say that they are actuated by any such pur- 
pose ; but I will say that the judgmont of the 

“country will be that that, and that alone, is 
the purpose and the object for which you pro- 
pose to continue in force this law, 

Is not that a fearful power? Is it not an 
invasion of the rights of the States? Never 
in the history of this country until the Repub- 
lisan party came into power was the idea con- 
ceived of superintending under Federal law 
the elections ‘held in the States. Why, sir, 
throughout the previous history of this coun- 
try no such idea entered the mind of any 
statesman, and I challenge the Republican 
members of the Senate to point me to a single 
instance in the history of this country where 
apy. statesman, any member of either House 
of Congress, until the Republican party came 
into. power, ever proposed to invade the rights 
of the people to hold their own elections. 

Now, sirs, you point to your past record as 
the pledge of what you will do in the future, 
and-in the past you have interfered in the elec- 
tions in the States of this Union. You have 
done so in States that were never out of the 
Union, according to your ideas of being out 
of the Union, States that are north of Mason 
and Dixon’s line, that held their allegiance 
and have ever held their allegiance to the Fed- 
eral Union.. You interfered in the elections 
in my own State, which was the first to adopt 
the Federal Constitution, which I believe to- 
day has stood more faithfully by the Federal] 
Constitution than any State in this Union. 
During the whole war we insisted upon a strict 
observance of the Constitution. While we 
were in the Union and meeting every obliga- 
tion imposed upon us as.a member of the 
Union, we protested at every step against. the 
repeated violations of the Constitution. 


We 


protested through the executive messages of 
our Governors. We protested against it 
through the resolutions of the Legislature of 
our State. We guarded carefully as far as we 
could that Constitution, and yet, in that State, 
Mr. Stanton, who was eulogized to the very 
heavens the other day by the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Caanpuer| and other Senators, 
at the solicitations of certain. politicians sent 
Federal troops to every election precinct in 
two of the three counties in my State to in- 
terfere with and control our local elections. 

Since the war has been over you have sent 
your troops to New York and moored your 
national vessels to the wharves of that city and 
pointed your guns at her streets. You have 
interfered by your marine force:in the elec- 
tions in Philadelphia. You have interfered 
in almost all the southern States under the 
provisions of this law which you. propose to 
continue in force. Your actions proclaim 
loudly and in tones that cannot be misunder- 
stood to the people of this country that you 
propose to carry tbe election in November by 
interference with the elections, by the appoint- 
ment of marshals and deputy marshals and 
registers and supervisors of elections. 

a eet to Republican Senators; Iask them 
to sit in judgment upon. their own consciences 
to-day, and ask themselves whether they do 
not believe that that is in violation of the 
spirit of our free institutions, I ask them to 
lay their hands upon their hearts and lift their 
eyes toward heaven and say whether they can 
do that with just regard or respect to the rights 
of the people of the country. For one, I have 
too high a regard for the Constitution which I 
have sworn to support to vote for a measure 
so iniquitous, so violative of the spirit and 
intendment of our free institutions, so viola- 
tive, as I believe, of the letter and the spirit 
of the Constitution, I will not say that other 
gentlemen take the same view of it as I do; 
but I say, regarding that Constitution accord- 
ing to the Democratic teachings in which I 
have been brought up, I could not vote for a 
measure so palpably violative of every pro- 
vision of that sacred instrament. 

You propose by the continuance of this law 
to carry the election. You may say that is 
not your object, and I will not impute such a 
motive to Senators, but I say that is the judg- 
ment which the people will pass upon this 
measure; it is the judgment which history will 
record as the only proper and legitimate con- 
cason to be drawn from any such measure as 
this, . 

Well, gentlemen, there will be an end of 
all this.. There will come a time, if it has not 
already come, when the people, too long 
deaf to the voice and appeals of reason, too 
long blind to their own interest, too regardless 
of their rights, will awaken from the leth- 
argy and apathy that has seemcd to surround 
them for some time past, and they will hurl 
from power—ay, sir, with vengeance they 
will hurl from power the party which has 
trampled upon the Constitution ofthe country 
and violated the rights of the States of this 
Union and put in jeopardy the very liberties 
of the people. 

Sir, Ï am proud to be associated with the 
minority on this floor, with gentlemen who 
are protesting against your violations of the 
Constitution. I feel proud of the position of 
the Democratic party, because in all its past 
history you cannot call up a single violation 
of the Constitution. How proudly does our 
history as a party compare with your own! 
We point to the Constitution, not to one, but 
to many provisions of it, which we say you 
have violated, and which you cannot gainsay ; 
and now we challenge the Republican mem- 
bers of the Senate to point to a single page in 
the history of the Democratic party upon 
which is inscribed. a single violation of the 
Constitution... Sir, you may have the patron- 
age of the executive office; you may have the 
patronage which flows trom power. Give me the 


consciousness of rectitude, association with 

gentlemen who I know feel the same spirit 
animating them—the conviction that they 

are the defenders of the Constitution of their 

country, protesting at every step against the 

violation of that sacred instrument—and I am 

content.. We care not if we are in a minority ;; 
we care not if we are to remain in the minor- 

ity, while we have the proud consciousness 

that- history will award to us the meed of 

praise for lifting our voices in protest against 
the numerous infractions: of the Constitution 
by your party. Sir, it is with pride that I look 
back upon the history of the old Democratic 
party, running back to the very days of Jeffer- 

son, in which there is not a single instance 
that can be pointed out where it bas violated 
a.single provision of the Constitution. You, 

Mr. President, (Mr. Nys in the chair,) ac- 

knowledged in early life its teachings, and 
rejoiced in the virtue it inspires, and I have 
no doubt to-day feel something of the spirit 

that animates the Democracy, the mother that 
gave you birth. J indulge the hope that you 
will yet return from your wanderings, and 

prove that though fallen most foully you have 
not fallen finally. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NORWOOD. Ifthe Senator will yield 
to me. for a moment, I will move that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall be through in 
a moment more. è 

Mr. NORWOOD. The Senator had. better 
go on in the morning. 

Mr. THURMAN. Has the Senator given 


way? 

iir. POMEROY. I think we had better 
take up the Calendar and proceed with busi- 
ness. : 

Mr. COLE. There are a few more amend- 
ments to this bill that I should like to dispose 
of, and, if Senators are willing, I think we 
might do that with propricty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Georgia has moved that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion for a moment. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senator will. with- 
draw it to enable us to dispose of the other 
amendments to this bill. I think there are but 
a few more, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. How many? 

Mr. COLE. Perbaps half a dozen or less. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion on the motion to adjourn, and declared 
that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. NORWOOD and Mr. TIPTON called 
for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator with- 
draw that motion for a moment? 
Mr. NORWOOD. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to adjourn is withdrawn. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator from Del- 
aware will allow me, lam very well satisfied 
that this bill cannot be got through with to- 
night under the ruling the Senate has made, if 
adhered to. Very many amendments must be 
offered to the bill that otherwise would not 
have been offered. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has already notified the Senate that 
he will offer the civil rights billin its original 
purity. [Laughter.} I shall feel bound to 
offer a somewhat long bill in regard to the: 
public buildings in Cincinnati, which are par- 
tially provided for in this bill. The bill that 
1 shall offer is necessary to enable the appro- 
priation provided for in this bill to be applied. 
I shall also feel bound to offer the steamboat 
bill, for that is a measure in which the people 
of the West feel the deepest interest. They 
feel that a most unjust discrimination is made 
by the laws now against the internal commerce 
of thecountry. There are other amendments 
that will be offered, and there are other. Senators 
who desire, I suppose, to speak.. Now, under 
these: circumstances, L am‘ very well satisfied 
the bill cannot be:passed to-night. 


The motion 
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Mr. CONKLING. When does the Senator | Senator from Delaware yielded only toa motion 


think it can be passed, if I may inquire? 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam very certain if this 
amendment of the Senator from Louisiana had 
not been offered, or if it had been ruled to be 
out. of order, this bill would have been passed 
hours ago, and we should all have been in our 


beds. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Butas it is, when does 
the Senator think we can get a vote on it? 

í i THURMAN. That is more than I can 

ell. l 
Mr. CONKLING. What does the Senator 
propose? : 

Mr. THURMAN. I propose that we shall 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senate come to 
an understanding that we shall take the vote 
to-morrow at one or two o’clock without speak- 
ing, as the subject is well understood? 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not think that could 
be agreed upon. . I appeal to the Senate now 
to adjourn, because it is perfectly clear we 
cannot get through with the bill to-night. 

Mr. SUMNER. Why not? May Lsuggest 
to my friend that we should have an under- 
standing to take a vote at one or two o'clock 
to-morrow, without any further debate after 
thattime? The Senator is aware that the sub- 
jects are very familiar. They do not require 
illustration. 

Mr. THURMAN. Not the subject of all 
these amendments? 

Mr. SUMNER. Oh, no. But take the 

ending amendments and the civil rights bill. 

do not wish to say a word on the civil rights 


bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. The civil rights bill, I 
have no doubt, has been spoken of very con- 
siderably. f 

Mr. €ONKLING. But this other has been 
much more fully debated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Chair understand that the Senator from Ohio 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn? 
[ Nol!” “Not”] 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my colleague will 
withdraw the motion for a moment, I will say 
buta word. I think this is the smallest matter 
that I have ever seen a night session of the 
Senate held upon; but as a matter of course 
if the minority persist in talking we shall have 
to sit it out, Iam now in a condition to stay 
here all night; but I repeat in all seriousness 
that during all my experience I think this is 
the smallest matter to have a night session 
upon that I have ever seen. It is true if the 
proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts 
should be offered to add the civil rights bill, 
or what is called the Ku Klux bill should be 
offered, it would present questions of such 
gravity that the minority might fairly use ail 
parliamentary measures to resist it, and we 
should have nothing to do if we made up our 
minds to act upon them except to sit them 
out. But this election law, according to the 
statement made by my colleague himself, is 
nota very unfair measure. He thought it was 
a little unfair. It authorizes two men, if I 
understand it correctly—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. One of each party. 

Mr. SHERMAN. One of each party, to be 
appointed to watch the course of the State ofii- 
cers in conducting the election—not that they 
“ean control it, not that they can stop the State 
officers from violating the law, but simply to 
watch them. : 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If tbe Senator will 
permit me, I prefer to conclude what I have 
to say on this proposition, I shall not be very 
long now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
to the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe I have the floor 
just at this moment. 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
Hony in the chair.) The Senator from Ohio 
has not yielded the floor. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. But the 


I wish to call attention 


to adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will give way to the 
Senator from Delaware in one moment. I 
simply say that in my judgment we ought to 
havea vote on this proposition, without stay- 
ing here.any longer, and then we could adjourn, 
but otherwise the result is inevitable; we shall 
sit here all night and prolong the session, or 
have a called session, a thing that I do not 
want. Ido not think the minority are justi- 
fied on the importance of this amendment to 
keep us here one hour, especially as it has 
been debated heretofore for several days. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call attention 
to the rule that no Senator shall speak more 
than twice on the same subject, and I shall 
insist on its enforcement from this time forth. 
I wish the Chair would keep arecord. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. What was 
that last remark ? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwillrepeatit. Icalled 


the attention of the Chair to the fourth rule, 
and gave notice that I should insist upon its 
enforcement, which declares that no Senator 
shall spcak on the same question more than 
twice on the same day. ‘Therefore Senators 
may speak as long as they choose twice, but 
not more, under the rules. 

Mr. THURMAN. That does not apply to 
anybody. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will apply to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio the next time he undertakes 
to talk on the subject. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
amendment but once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, you have spoken 


just now. 

Mr. CONKLING. The pending motion is 
to postpone. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ihave spoken but once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, you have spoken 
twice. The Senator has just made a speech 
and had the floor, and I wish the Chair to 
keep a count. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I prefer to finish what 
few remarks I intend to make. 

Mr. COLE. In the suspension of business 
I would ask the Senator to permit me to offer 
gome five amendments from different commit- 
tees that have been acted upon by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. | No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware insists upon his right to 
the floor. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not give way. If 
I choose to publish my remarks—I may and I 
may not; that will depend on how they read 
after I see them—I do nof wish to publish 
everybody else’s speech in connection with 
them; so I hope I shall be allowed to get 
through. 

Mr. COLE. Iwould feel very much obliged 
to the Senator if he would allow me to dis- 
pose of these amendments. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I certainly would be 
glad to accommodate the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, but I do not intend to occupy much 
more time of the Senate on this proposition, 
and in fact did not expect to occupy half the 
time that I have when I came into the Senate 
Chamber at nine o’clock this evening, and 
found this measure pending. I had no ex- 
-pectation that such a measure would be here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


I have spoken on: the 


ator from Delaware is entitled to the floor, and | 


will proceed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. When I was inter- 
rupted I believe I was speaking of the history 
of the party to which I belong and contrasting 
it with the history of the Republican party 
that is now claiming and asking the confidence 
of the American people for four years more. 
I repeat, from the earliest period of the history 
of the Democratice party you cannot point to 
a single violation of the Constitution by it in 
all that period. The Democratie party has 
ever been the’ conservative party of the coun- 


try Tt has ever been the guardian of the 
Constitution. At every period, every. viola- 
tion of the Constitution has received its 
protest. A s 

Sir, there is no period in the history of the 
Democratic party to which I. can point with 
more pride than its history during the dom- 
ination of the Republican party in. this.coun: 
try. I remember with what pride I read the 
speeches uttered in this Hall when there were 
only six or eight Democratic Senators, -when `’ 
intolerance pervaded the minds of the Repub- 
lican party, and they would scarcely tolerate 
free speech. I remember with what pride I 
read the protests that were then uttered in this 
Hall against the violations of the Constitution. 
During the whole history of the Republican 
party the Democracy have stood up in this 
Chamber and contended for the preservation 
of the Constitution. i 

Sir, that party, while it has not had the 
numerical strength to determine any question 
of legislation, has exercised a very wholesome 
influence upon legislation by calling the atten- 
tion of the country to acts detrimental to its 
peace and prosperity, acts of legislation by the 
Republicans in Congress, and to its protest 
against the violation of the Constitution. We 
proclaimed that you ought to grant amnesty to 
the people who were debarred by the third 
section of the fourteenth amendment. At first 
you scouted and spurned such a proposition, 
but we rang out the charges of injustice and 
inhumanity until the voice of the country 
joined in echo, and at the present session of 
this Congress the Republican majority on this 
floor has been compelled, reluctantly I admit, 
but compelled, by the demands made for it by . 
the Democracy, to grant the boon of amnesty 
to almost all those who were placed under dis- 
abilities. 

In like manner we have exerted a very 
wholesome and salutary influence upon almost 
every measure of publicinterest. You remem- 
ber the struggle the other night upon’ the 
tariff bill which was to relieve the people of 
this country, as I understand, from something 
like $50,000,000 of taxation. You remember 
the struggle which the Democracy in this 
Chamber made for the passage of that bill, 
and the records of this Congress will show that 
that measure but for the voice and the votes ` 
of Democratic Senators never could have gone 
through this body. ‘So that while we have not 
the numerical majority to pass a bill singly 
and alone, yet we have had sufficient influence 
upon the legislation of the country to compel 
you in the enactment of your tariff laws to do 
justice to a certain extent. While you have 
not reduced the public duties more than half 
what you ought to have reduced them, yet the 
relief which has been given to the people of 
this country is due to the influence of the 
Democracy upon the legislation of Congress ; 
and now we give you notice that the taxes of 
this country must come down so as to be on 
a par with the demands of the Government. 
Two hundred millions ought to-day to carry 
on your Government and pay the interest on 
the public debt and sink the principal to some 
extent. Andyet under your present tariff law 
and the laws you have enacted this session, 


! you will collect nearly $300,000,000. 


We tell you that that is oppression on the 
people of this country, and we demand of the 
Republican majority on this floorand in the 
other House that they shall further reduce the 
taxation which is imposed upon the people of 
this country. We say we will give no peace 
to the Republican party of this country until 
they march up to the work. You can redace 
your Army from thirty to fifteen thousand men 
without detriment to the public interests; you 
could reduce the expenses of the Army from 
$80,000,000 to $15,000,000, and- have ample 


| military force in the country for. all its exi- 


gencies. | 


But, sir, you are collecting under your taxa: 
tion from the people of this country to-day 
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nearly. one hundred million dollars per antim 
more than you ought to collect. -Aud then 
you vote it away in subsidies, and confer it 
upon corporations, Instead of husbanding the 
public lands for the purpose of contribution 
to the payment of the public debt and of car- 
rying on the Government, you squander them 
upon railroad companies; you have given away 
more than an empire to- a single railroad com- 
pany. T have in my band the advertisement 
of the Northern Pacific railroad. : They say: - 

“The land grant of the Northern Pacific railroad 
consists of twelve thousand oight hundred acres to 
each mile of track through Minnesota, and twenty- 
five thousand six hundred acres per mile through 
Dakota, Montana, Idaho, Washington, and Oregon, 
the branch to Pugat sound. having the same grant 
ag the mainline. The average for the whole length 
of the road and branch is over twenty-three thou- 
sand acres per mile, and the total exceeds fifty mil- 
lion, acres.” 

Here are the men whom you have enriched, 
sending out their advertisements as an induce- 
ment to people to invest in their bonds, pro- 
claiming that you have given them twenty- 
three thousand acres per mile for the whole 
road. - They say further of these lands: 

“At only’ $2 50-per acre, Government price, these 
lands wili build and equip the road, leave it freo of 
dobt, and place a surplus of $25,000,000 in the com- 
pany’s treasury.” 7 

Was ever such profligacy. heard of in this 
country? Youincorporatea railroad company 
composed of leading Republicans as its corpor- 
ators. You confer upon them public lands 
that. at Government prices will build their 
whole road according to their own declaration 
and equip their whole road, and leave them a 
clear balance of $25,000,000, and this while 
you are taxing the people of this country most 
onerously | 

Now, sirs, I say that we have exercised a 
potent influence on your legislation on the sub- 
ject of taxation at the present session. And 
while the Democratic party continues to exist 
in this land—as I hope it will ever continue to 
exist—it must be a power that will influence 
the legislation of this country for good. And 
I say, in conclusion, Mr. President, that party 
which heretofore has been the defender of the 
people’s liberties, the preserver of the Consti- 
tution of the country, and that is to-day ex- 
erting such a wholesome influence upon the 

- legislation of the country, that party, I hope, 
will continue to the last niche of recorded time 
as the great conservative party of the country. 

The Democrats of this country should never 
permit their organization to be disrupted, but 
stand faithful, shoulder to shoulder, contending 
for the rights of the people, the rights of the 
States, and not suffer themselves to be deceived 
or to be led into improper combinations or 
unholy alliances. ‘There is nothing in the past 
record of the party of which it ought to be 
ashamed. (There is nothing in the future des- 
tiny of the party that is at all discouraging. 
Let it stand, then, as the conservative party 
of the country, and around it let every one op- 
posed to the usurpation of the party now in 
power rally, Let them come up and help the 

emocracy of this country to displace from 
power a party which has violated almost every 
provision of the Constitution and has been 
reckless in the public expenditures, unmindful 
of the liberties of tho people, which, if con- 
tinued in power, must. prove the bane and the 
destruction of Amerjean liberty. 

Mr. KELLY, (at one o'clock and thirty-two 
minutes a, m. Saturday.) Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The question being put, the Presiding Officer 
declared that the noes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. KELLY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 

YLAS—Messrs. Casserly, Hamilton of Maryland, 


Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Stevenson, Thurman, Tipton, Tram- 
bull, and Vickers—I13. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Caldwell, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
dmuhds. Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen; fl6we, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 


ton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sawyer, 
Scott, Sherman, Sumner, and Wilson—27. 
ABSENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Anthouy, Bayard, 
Blair, Brownlow, Buckingham, Cameron, Clayton, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Vir- 
infa, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson. 
ansom, Rice, Robertson, Spencer, Sprague, Stew- 
art, Stockton, West, Windom, and Wright—34. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn, . 


Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, as Senators 
are all wide awake now, I move that the pres- 
ent bill be laid upon the. table for the purpose 
of taking up the Calendar, and I will statethe 
reason. We are making no progress here. 
There are a great many bills, swall bills, that 
can be readily passed between this and morn- 
ing. If we stay here that long, we can dispose 
of a great many bills that cannot be reached 
in the morning hour. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irise to inquire whether 
a motion to lay on the table is debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Itis not. 

Mr. KELLY. I have not yet made the 
motion. [ am giving the reason why 1 will 
presently make that motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I hope the Chair 
will remember that the gentleman has spoken 
once on the motion to postpone. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Has the 
Senator spoken before on the motion to post- 
pone indefitiitely ? 

Mr. KELLY. No, sir. I will simply say 
ihat I now make the motion to lay the bill on 
the table for the purpose { have indicated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Oregon moves to lay the bill ou the 
table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 
tion is on the indefinite postponement of the 


ill. . 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. President, I was very 
much astonished at the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] a few moments 
since, on the character of the subject on which 
we have had the descussion this evening. He 
intimated that it was vastly strange that a dis- 
cussion should be had at any considerable 
length on a proposition so simple as that be- 
fore the Senate, The rule which we have 
governing this case reads as follows: 

* Rexvlved, That during the presont session it shall 
be in order at any time to movea recess; and, pend- 
ing an appropriation bill, to move to confine debato 
on amendments thereto tofive minutes by any Seu- 
alor on the pending motion, and such motionsshall be 
decided without debate. And no amendment to any 
such bill making legislative provisions, other than 
such as directly relate to. the appropriations con- 
taincd in the bill, shail be received.” 

Mr. President; there are two propositions 
contained in that resolution. ‘Phe first one was 
inserted for the purpose of economizing time, 
and debate was therefore limited to five minutes 
on each individual amendment to au appropria- 
tion bill in order that time should be econo- 
mized. The last proposition, if I understand 
it aright, was intended to prevent vicious legis- 
lation, The Senate had become well aware, 
indeed the country was well aware, that. while 
it was possible at the end of a session to move 
as amendments to appropriation bills such 
matter as was notlegitimate, much vicious legis- 
lation was the result; and I take it for 
granted, therefore, if | have not entirely mis- 
construed the Jatter clause of this resolution,- 
that it was adopted with the distinct under- 
standing that our honoras Senators was pledged 
man to man that we would keep that-rule in its 
letter andin its spirit. 1 am ata loss to know, 
therefore, how any man who intends to act 
upon the high plane of honor can under that 
resolution offer the amendment that the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana has offered this evening, 
He is pledged to me, he is pledged to every 
Senator on this floor as a man of honor, that 
he will not offer an amendment to an appropri- 


i ation bill, doing what? Appropriating money, 


either as an original proposition or as a prop- 
osition legitimate, because it concerns..an-ex- 


penditure already provided for by law? No, 


sir; but I understand. that we are pledged 
sacredly as honorable men, men that will not 
lie face to face, that in discussing these bills 
we will not undertake to place riders upon 
them, but that we will only propose such 
amendments as shall be in accordance with 
the proper function of an appropriation. bill, 
I therefore cannot understand how it is that 
any Senator brings in an amendment which is 
not legitimate, which cannot by any species of 
argumentation be denominated germane to a 
bill of that character. 1 speak in no facetious 
sense upon this question. I speak asa man 
of plain, practical; common sense, to men of 
plain, practical, common sense; and I say that 
Lam pledged to the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Wi1son] who sits before 
me, and who is so soon to occupy the seat that 
is now temporarily occupied by the Senator 
from Kansas, [Mr. Pomeroy,] whose retiring 
modesty causes him to place afan between his 
audience and himself this evening, [laugh- 
ter]—I say that I am sacredly pledged to the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts, and 
he is sacredly pledged to me, that on an ap- 
propriation bill he will not undertake to pass 
an.act controlling and regulating the elections 
of this country; and. vo man in this Senate 
will have the boldness to deny that proposition, 
So truly was that proposition understood. in 
this Chamber that honorable Senators went to 
Sevators who have made statements this even- 
ing and said to them, '‘Gentlemen, we cannot 
be permitted. under that resolution to offer 
anything except that which is legitimate as 
matter of appropriation ; we may add to an 
appropriation; we may take from an appro- 
priation; we may modify an appropriation; 
we may change an appropriation; we may 
move to strike out an appropriations but it 
must bea question of appropriation;. and as 
we can do nothing but that, you need not fear, 
gentlemen, we will not undertake in the hours 
of the night or the hours of the day to spring 
upon you any such irrelevant question as 
this.’ It is-in evidence in this Chamber to- 
night that that is the feeling and that has been 
the view of gentlemen in regard to this; and 
if I, holding the view I entertain of those who 
undertake to introduce an amendment for the 
purpose of general legislation, should under- 
take to do it, I could not do so and be vindi- 
cated with the view I have of that resolution. 
Mr. President, there is a cause for all'this; 
there is a special reason why; andif the hon- 
orable Senator from Louisiana held the view 
that other Senators hold upon that question, 
he would be very reluctant to obtrude a prop- 
ositiou here that was not considered germane 
by a large number, I presume, of the Senators 
with whom he is coUperating on this floor. 
There is therefore a pressing necessity ima- 
gined as in existence why thisamendment is to 
be placed on this bill. For the purpose of 
extending the provisions of an election law 
we have been engaged in long and warm dis- 
cussions in this Chamber. ‘The bill we passed 
on that subject has passed away from us; the 
bill has not come back to us. Why, then, be ia 
such hot haste if there is not any special object 
in’ this matter? Why in such hot haste to 
reénact that bill which we sent away from this 
Chamber with a message announcing to the 
other branch of Congress that the bill had’ 
been passed by us, about the same hour in the 
night, perhaps, as we are attempting to reénact 
it here? That bill was for the purpose of 
extending an actof Congress. The original 
act was passed, if I remember aright, and 
approved May 31, 1870. It had some very 
strange and remarkable provisions init, It 
was intended to meet an emergency that might 
arise in the imagination of gentlemen who 
were very sensitive on the.subjectof enforcing 
the rights gaarantied: to. the citizens of the 
United States; and accordingly in the tenth 
section of that original-bill was that strange’ 
provision that the. marshals being. in authority 
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might appoint an unlimited number of persons 
for the purpose of assisting them in the enforce- 
ment of the law, and that when these ap- 
pointees should enter on the discharge of their 
duties they should exercise the prerogative of 
the Commander-in-Chief of the Army and 
Navy of the United States in this: that “ per- 
sons so appointed to execute any warrant or 
process as aforesaid shall have authority to 
summon and call to their aid the by-standers, 
or posse comitatus of the proper county, or 
such portion of the land or naval forces of 
the United States, or of the militia, as may be 
necessary to the performance of the duty with 
which they are charged.”” 

These were thought to be very marvelous 
prerogatives. This was thought to be a mode 
of legislation that was not in accordance with 
any precedents in the records of the United 
States. Much feeling was elicted in thecoun- 
try at the time of the enactment of that law. 
I never could give my sanction to its provis- 
ions. I have never cast a vote for it or for 
any of its amendments. But that act was 
passed in thisChamber; it went out, and it was 
to be put in force in the States of the Union 
wherever an effort might be madefor the pur- 
pose of trying the experiment. It was attempt- 
ed to be enforced and was enforced, I suppose, 
in the States of Pennsylvania and New York. 
The Governor of Pennsylvania; Governor 
Geary, held the followinglanguage on the sub- 
ject of its enforcement; I read from his mes- 
sage to the Legislature of that State: 


“The employment of the United States troops at 
elections, without the consent of the local and State 
governments, has recently received considerable 
attention and reprehension, It is regarded as an 
interference with the sovereign rights of the States, 
which was not contemplated by the founders of the 
General Government, and, if persisted in, must lead 
to results disastrous to peace and harmony. The 
practice is one so serious in its character, and so 
injurious in its tendencies, as to merit prompt con- 
sideration and decisive action, not only by the Gen- 
eral Assembly but by Congress, One of the com- 
plaints of the colonists against the British king was 
the oppression growing out of the assumption of 
this power. . They said, ‘He has kept among us in 
times of peace standing armies without the consent 
of our Legisiatures;’ and, what is especially perti- 
nent to the case in point, ‘He has affected to render 
the military independent of, and superior to, the 
civil power.’ The alleged authority for the use of 
troops at our State elections is derived from the 
tenth section of an act of Congress, approved May 
81, 1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce the rights of 
citizens of the United States to vote in the several 
States of the Union, and for other purposes,’ which 
authorizes United States marshals to, call to their 
assistance ‘such portion of the land and naval 
forces of the United States, or of the militia, as may 
be necessary to the performance of the duty with 
which they are charged, and to insure a faithful 
observance of the fifteenth amendment to the Con 
stitution of the United States.’ : i 

“Bat it must be:a forced construction of this law 
that will justify the presence of armed national 
forces at our places of election when no necessity 
exists therefor, and where their presence is calcu- 
Jated to provoke collision. With a good President 
the exercise of the power referred to might have no 
injurious results, but in the hands of a bad man, 
governed by personal ambition, it might prove 
exceedingly calamitous. Unconsciously agood Pres- 
ident might be induced to employ it wrongfully; a 
bad one would be almost certain to use it for his own 
advancement. Under any circumstances, in my opin- 
jon, it is unsafe and antagonistic to the principles 
thatshould govern our republican institutions. At 
the last October election United States troops were 
stationed in Philadelphia for the avowed purpose 
of enforcing the election laws. This was done with- 
out the consent or even the knowledge of the civil 
authorities of either the city or the State, and with- 
out any expressed desire on the part of the citizens, 
and, as far as can be ascertained, without existing 
necessity. From a conscientious conviction of its 
importance I have called your attention to this 
subject. A neglect to have done so might have been 
construed as an_indorsement of a measure that 
meets my unqualified disapproval. The civil author- 
ities of Pennsylvania, have always been, and are still, 
competent to protect its citizens in the exercise of 
their eletive franchise; and the proper and only 
time for United States military forces to intervene 
will be when the power of the Commonwealth is 
exhausted and their aid is lawfully required.” 


© Mr, President, you are aware that Governor 
Geary, of Pennsylvania, was an ardent sup- 
porter of the administration of the’ present 
BExecytive, was in harmony with Congress, was 
anxious to see such legislation enacted here as 
would redound to the benefit of the Republican 


party as a party and to the advantage of our 
common country. There was nothing factious, 
therefore, in the opposition of the Governor Í 
of Pennsylvania. No man would doubt his 
patriotism ; no man would doubt his fidelity ; 
and yet the view which he candidly and dis- 
passionately took of this question was such a 
one as to place him upon- the record before all 
the people of the State over which he presided 
and before all the people of the country in an 
attitude of hostility to this legislation of the 
Government of the United States. 

I think, therefore, that where such a result 
kas been brought about by the enactment of 
this Jaw it would become every friend of the 
Administration to be careful in regard to the 
reénactment or extending of its provisions 
beyond the original condition of the first act. | 
But I do not desire to speak as though I was 
seeking the well-being of the present Adminis- 
tration. I honestly desire to see it supplanted | 
by that nomination which was recently made 
at Cincinnati. Therefore I say to you, Mr. 
President, and to all the Senators who are in 
my presence this evening, that so far as party 
results are concerned, I would have for party 
purposes no objection whatever to see this act 
that is attempted to be extended by the bill 
which we sent away from this Hall recently 
enacted into a law, for then we have the 
advantage of charging this enormity upon 
the Administration before the people of the 
whole country; we have the opportunity then 
of walking out upon the prairies and into every | 
farming community in the whole land, where 
one hundred peaceable, honest men are found | 
in a country precinct, to give them to under- 
stand that the only reason they are not voting 
under the control of the Federal Government 
is because two of their citizens did notcall upon į 
the circuit judge of the United States for the 
appointment of two other citizens to supervise, 
not only the election on the day of the elec- 
tion, but to supervise the registration of those 
one hundred honest, quiet farmers themselves. 

I say, then, so far as that is concerned, I 
will be honest with you and declare that I do 
not dare, but I challenge you to pass the act 
and let us goto tbe peopleon the record. But 
when I find that it is to be passed by riding 
over a solemn, honorable, manly. pledge made 
by man to man, by Senator to Senator that 
that species of legislation should not be 
crowded upon appropriation bills—when that 
is the question, then I protest never but after 
the fullest and freest discussion, and after the 
yeas and nays, will I agree that the bill shall 
be put in such a position as that it is likely to 
become a law. g 

The first form‘of the act as passed in 1870, 
and approved May 81, was the one against 
which the protest of the Republican Governor 
of Pennsylvania was so plainly and so man- 
fully and so emphatically uttered. Governor | 
Geary knew when he sent out that message 
into every household of Pennsylvania that if 
the impression should be made on those who 
were the voters of the State that there had 
been an arbitrary and unnecessary interference 
by the Federal authorities with the registration 
and the voting of the citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, the result might be that the seeds of 
discord would be planted, and that there would 
be a defeat of that party of whom he was then 
Governor in the State of Pennsylvania. And 
yet he risked all that; he risked his reputation 
as a true party man which he bore at the time 
when he was elected Governor of the State of 
Pennsylvania; he risked the friendship of 
every man who could read and cast a vote, 
and ‘said to them in conclusion : 


“ A neglect to have doneso might have been con- 
strued us an indorsement of a measure that meets | 
my unqualified disapproval. ‘The civil authorities | 
of Pennsylvania have always been, and are still, | 
competent to protect its citizens in the exercise of 
their elective franchise; and the proper and only į 
time for United States military force to intervene | 


will be when the power of the Commonwealth is || 


exhausted and their aid is lawfally required.” 


Mr. BLAIR. : Fask the Senator from Ne 
braska if he will yield to me for a moment: to: 
make a motion that the Senate adjourn? - I; 
observe that most of the Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber areasleep, and I dare say 
they would be very glad to be released from 
attendance here, a i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
ROY in the ebair.) Does the Senator ‘from 
Nebraska yield for that purpose? : 

Mr. LIPTON. Iam ready to yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. BLAIR, (at two o'clock a. m.)* T 
move, then, that the Senate now adjourn ; and 
on that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 11, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Cooper, Hamiiton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Johuston, Saulsbury, 
Sehurz, Stevenson, Thurman,. Tipton, and Vick- 
ers— . 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, ‘tlenagen: 
Frelinghuysen, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Saw- 
yer, Scott, Sherman, Sumner, and Wilson—28, ’ 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, Clayton, Davis 
of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticnt, Gilbert, Goldthwaite. Hamlin, Har- 
lan, Hill, Hitchcock, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Norwood, Osborn, Patrerson, Ransom, 
Rice, Robertson, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Stock- 
ton, Trumbull, West, Windom, and Wright—33, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


ator from Nebraska is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Howis he entitled to the 


flocr? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He yielded 
for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If he yielded the floor, 
why has he any title to it now more than any- 
body else? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
asked him if he yielded for that purpose, aud 
he said he did. l 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point that a 
yielding of the floor must be an absolute yield~ 
ing, whether for a motion to adjourn or for 
anything else. If we are playing a game with 
gentlemen on the other side, we may as well 
play it according to the rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tt is not 
the custom of the Senate to take the floor from 
a Senator who gives way for a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. We will see about that 
question. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No such point ought 
to be raised in view of past practice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska will proceed under the 
rules of the Senate. > 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like to make a 
suggestion that we agree to vote to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator 
from Massachusetts? ` 

Mr. TIPTON. If the Senate will enter- 
tain the proposition, and if the Senator from 
Vermont will not take advantage of it against 
me, I will certainly yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SUMNER. Can there not be an under- 
standing come to, I inquire of the other side? 

Mr. THURMAN, I cannot agree to take a 
vote at any specified hour on this bill, $ am 
perfectly willing, whenever the Senator from 
Nebraska has finished his remarks, and J ex- 
pect then, if no other Senator wishes to speak, 
to withdraw my motion and let action be had 
on the bill regularly. : 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator from 
Nebraska indulge me for a few minutes? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 


Senator yield to the Senator from Indiana ? 


Mr. TIPTON. Yes, sir. i 

Mr. MORTON, I desire to make an appeal 
to Senators on this side of the Chamber to 
allow as to vote upon this amendment and 
any amendments that. may be offered “by any 
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ofthem, or by:any other. Senator.. When a 
question of order arises, it must be decided 
first by the Chair,.and if an appeal is taken, 
then -by. the Senate. An appeal was taken 
from .the ‘decision. of the Chair in this case, 
the Chair deciding the amendment to be in 
porder under thisrule. The appeal was laid on 
the table by a motion, which was in fact an 
indorsement of the opinion expressed by the 
Chair. ; 

: Now, I submit to our friends on this side of 
the Chamber that this question has been. de- 
cided in the only way that it can be decided; 
and- without imputing motives or purposes to 
any Senator, I suggest that all should submit to 
the decision when it is thus made. 

The argument of the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Tuurman] was that this was an import- 
ant amendment, and could not properly be 
discussed under the five-minutes rule, and that 
that rule as to it interfered with the freedom 
of speech. But I submit to that Senator that 
he has made a motion here to indefinitely post- 
pone this bill, which is certainly in violation 
of the whole spirit of the rule, and under the 
operation of that motion any feature of this 
amendment or of the bill can be discussed at 
any length. Itisa motion that can be renewed 
at any stage of the amendments; so that in 
effect there can be full and perfect freedom of 
discussion upon the merits of this amendment. 
Ido not think the Senate wants to discuss 
this amendment. It has been before the 
Senate in various forms. There is nothing 
new about it. It is the same amendment that 
was passed by the Senate in the form of a sepa- 
rate bill with one change, and that change is 
in favor of the views expressed by the Senator 
from Ohio, in substituting the district judges 
for.the circuit judges. The Senate has made 
up its mind on this amendment, and I am sure 
no. discussion is necessary. Every Senator 
knows just how he intends to vote upon it if 
we come to a vote. 

The question of order, therefore, has been 
decided in the only way it can be decided. 
Whether that decision is right or wrong I am 
not going to discuss. If Senators desire to 
discuss the merits of the amendment, it can 
be done under the motion that is now pend- 
ing; but I am sare that is not desired. There- 
fore, I appeal to the Senate to allow us to vote 
on this question and on any amendments that 
may be offered to it. Ido not want to sit here 
all night, and I am sure others do not. 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska is entitled to the floor, 
aud will proceed, 

Mr. TIPTON. There seems to be some 
plausibility in the remarks of the Senator 
from Indiana so far as this, that an oppor- 
tunity, at least a forced opportunity, may be 
had for the purpose of discussing this propo- 
sition; but the point of objection is not met. 

The point of objection is this: that although 
the opportunity might be complete as to the 

- discussion of this and all kindred propositions, 
yet after they have been discussed until every 
person in the Chamber is satisfied with the 
discussion, they are not legitimate as amend- 
ments to an appropriation bill, and cannot be 
pressed except in violation of the resolution I 
have read, and violation of our solemn pledges 
each to the other that no such proposition as 
‘involves general legislation shall be presented 
las an amendment to such a bill as this. 

Mr. President, when the act was passed 
amendatory of the original act, the act which 
was approved February 28, 1871, it seems to 
have been an experiment in this: the ori- 
ginal stringent provisions were to be extended 
to cities of twenty thousand inhabitants and 
upward. The charge was that a special ob- 
ject was to be accomplished by the enactment 
of that law, and that it was tiot an object that 
we were willing to present in detail to the peo- 
ple of the whole country, but we were willing 


to experiment with it upon some of the large. 
cities of the Union. I-remember in the dis- 
cassions at that time it was charged that there 
were some States. which had but very few 
cities. of twenty thousand, and therefore it 
would touch lightly upon-such States. Why,- 
therefore, was it not limited in its operation 
to cities of five hundred thousand? Because, 
the answer was, if you limit it to cities of five 
hundred thousand or two hundred thousand, 
the application of it would be so small and so 
few would be reached by it that it would be 
distinctly -understood by the people of the 
country that there was a bill passed for work- 
ing out some special political problems, and 
that it was not a matter of general legislation 
such as could commend itself to the people. 
of the whole country; and consequently, for 
purposes of peculiar results, this was placed 
upon the statute-book as applicable to cities 
of twenty thousand inhabitants in order to 
give a show of fairness. Theallegation was not 
that it will only reach New York, Philadelphia, 
Cincinnati, Chicago, and St. Louis, but come 
down and touch all cities thatreach wenty thou- 
sand inhabitants. Why that arbitrary limit? 
Is it not often necessary to watch carefully the 
ballot-box in a city of ten thousand? Why 
not bring it down to ten thousand? Why not 
bring it down to five thousand? Why not 
briag it down to a city of a thousand? The 
answer was evident. If you bring it down so 
low as that you carry it everywhere, and you 
expose it with all its peculiarities to too large 
a number of voters of the United States; and 
honestly that was the reason why it was limited 
to cities of a certain number of thousands of 
inhabitants only. I refused to vote for it and 
all its amendments, although I knew it would 
not strike a city in Nebraska. ‘Omaha at that 


time was not supposed to have more than a 
apopulation of about twenty thousand, prob- 
ably under that; and therefore it was not to 
affect my State. 

But after the experiment was made upon 
cities of twenty thousand, then came in the act 
of this session, which has gone to the House 
of Representatives and not been returned, ex- 
tending it not only to cities of twenty thousand, 
but to every precinct, whether there be fifty 
voters in it or a hundred, or a thousand, as. 
the case might be, extending it everywhere. 

Why extend it everywhere? For the pur- 
pose of controlling elections. Take the city 
of Chicago, for instance. I remember that 
an editor there in discussing the question sup- 
posed that at one of their elections the people 
would probably have on the ticket fifty names: 
councilmen, aldermen, and mayor of the city; 
members of the Legislature, Governor, Lieu- 
tenant Governor, secretary of State ; auditor ; 
all the various officers of the State ; the officers 
of the city ; all the various officers of the pre- 
cinct—all these are voted for at the same time. 
Very well, if there were forty-nine of them, 
then Chicago, within the State of Illinois, had 
forty names upon the ticket and one member 
of Congress. 

The Governmentof the United States, there- 
fore, having one fiftieth interest in that ticket 
in point of numbers, comes in and by its legis- 
lation says with this interest in this ticket we 
propose to superintend your registration ; we 
intend to see whether you gentlemen will 
properly register for the election ; we propose 
to ascertain whether you properly vote at the 
election ; we propose to see that the ballot- 
box is in a certain position during the day ; we 
propose by supervisors appointed at the re- 
quest of two of your citizens to see that the 
ballot-box is checked, that it is marked, that 
it is stamped, that it is labeled, and we pro- 
pose to take the whole control of your regis- 
tration and your election; where you elect 
your precinct officers, and your city officers, 
and your State officers, we will take absolute 
charge, whether the election is held under the 


i law of Congress or under the law of. the State 


in which the election is holden. In taking 
that absolute charge and that absolute super- 
vision of the polls, and of the registration 
lists; we did it under the pretense that we 
might superintend the election -of a member 
of. Congress. Senators, are not the. people 
interested in the election of members of 
Congress? Those members of Congress are 
as much theirs as their Governor and their 
members of the Legislature are theirs. Those 
members. come here representing the very 
identical men who are represented in ‘the 
Legislature. Those members of Congress here 
come up representing the same identical peo- 
ple that are represented by the Governor of 
the State. We therefore cannot separate our- 
selves from them and talk about the rights of 
Congress in the election of members of Con- 
gress. The people have the whole interest in 
these elections. 

- When, then, the people send Representatives 
to us, the House of Representatives bave 
power to sit in judgment upon the qualifica- 
tions of their members. There Congress has 
the power over the credentials of these men, 
and in a contest the question can be settled 
whether the rights of Congress, whatever they 
may be, have been subserved, or whether they 
have been jeopardized in the elections in the 
various districts. Congress has the power to 
sit in jadgment upon the qualification of its 
members; and while it has that. power, it un- 
dertakes to exercise that other power of abso- 
lutely superintending the registering and 
voting and then sitting in judgment afterward 
in the halls of legislation on the credentials of 
the members. 

It is evident, therefore, from the manner in 
which the bill went on step by step, first ap- 
plying to cities of a very large number of 
inhabitants, then brought down and saddled 
upon cities of twenty thousand, and now 
extended all over the country for the purpose 
of reaching every voting precinct in- the 
United States, that there is a special reason, 
and it is for the purpose of influencing elec- 
tions. Ifnot, what can it be?. 

But you tell me that there is fairness about 
the process because there are to be two ap- 
pointed on each application, and one shall 
belong to each party. Very well. If it is 
intended to perpetrate a fraud on the ballot- 
box, you take a Republican that you. can 
trust, and you combine with him a man of 
some other party affiliation who can be trusted 
with him. If you desire to pervert the law, 
you can find a man in every community who 
for gain may be bribed to act with you, not a 
member of your party, for purposes of per- 
verting the election. And therefore it is not 
safe simply because the individuals have to 
assert that they belong totwo different political 
parties. 

The people of the country, when this is 
brought down to them, when they ascertain 
that they are not to be trusted, that there is a 
Government at Washington that has no faith 
in their honesty, that is not willing to trust 
their integrity, that is not willing to trustthem 
with casting their votes for their own neighbor 
whom they may designate as their candidate 
for Congress—when the people have this law 
brought down to them in every precinct, then 
there will be such a revulsion, then there wiil 
be such a protest, as will teach a lesson to 
legislators hereafter not to interfere with the 
prerogatives of the people in their voting pre- 
cincts, butto confine themselves to their simple 
right, the prerogative’ of sitting in judgment 
on the credentials of members sent up by the 
people for the purpose of representing them 
in the other branch of Congress. 

Į have said all I desire to say upon this sub- 
ject. Ihave spoken no word against time ; I 
have repeated. no sentence unnecessarily. I 
am understood upon this question. And now, 
so faras Iam concerned, you can go or with 
the final vote, and we will go. to the country 
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and to the people on this issue. Never before 
was it supposed to be necessary until in this 
era of high purity, and high honor, and great 
integrity, and it will be of a fitting piece with 
the whole process from the inception of the 
law and its first operation upon cities of twenty. 
thousand and upward, down to the time that 
would carry it to every man’s door. It will be 
a fitting finale to violate your own laws, to go 
back upon your own pledges of honor each to 
the other, and consummate it against the rules, 
as you propose to do by your action this 
evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) The question is on the 
motion to indefinitely postpone the bill. 

Mr. KELLY, (at two o’clock and twenty- 
five minutes a. m.) I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn, and'upon that, I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS~— Messrs. Casserly, Cooper, Hamilton of 
Texas, Kelly, Schurz, Stevenson, Tipton, Trumbull, 
and Vickers—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Sanegan, 
Frelinghuysen, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, 


Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Saw- 
yer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, and Wil- 


son—29. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Cameron, Clayton, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, John- 
ston, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, 
Osborn, Patterson, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Spencer, Sprague, Stockton, Thurman, West, 
Windom, and Wright—36. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio, to postpone the bill indefinitely. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I desire to submit a few observations 
upon the proposition before the Senate. It is 
now half past two o’clock in the morning. I 
came in here to attend the session this morn- 
ing, or rather I should say yesterday morn- 
ing, congratulating myself upon the idea that 
by early in the afternoon we should have got 
through with this, the last of our appropria- 
tion bills. I came here in the innocence 
and simplicity of my heart supposing that we 
intended to do business. I am sure it can be 
ascribed to me that I desired to transact busi- 
ness as a member of this Chamber. I never 
myself introduced a motion or a proposition 
that would delay the public business if I could 
well avoid it. I am sure that the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
will testify that I have invariably stood by him 
in urging the legitimate business of Congress, 
voting against adjournments upon all occa- 
sions, and desiring to discharge my duty as a 
member of this Chamber faithfully and con- 
scientiously. 

When, however, we were progressing very 
rapidly to a conclusion, all at once was thrown 
into this Chamber this bomb-shell, this species 
of legislation. We were passing upon appro- 
priations for the public service in all the 
aspects of this bill. We were providing for 
the exigencies of the coming year, supplying 
the demands of various Departments of the 


public service, and we were getting along with | 


a bright hope that by Monday next we might 
part as friends, in good humor with each other, 
and conscious that we had discharged our duty 
to the country as our respective views dictated. 
But in comes this proposition, and it is a prop- 
osition to put here a bill that the Senate passed 
a few weeks ago after a very severe struggle and 
a night session, in connection with two other 
measures forced through this body by the dé- 
inant party. They are now before the House 
of Representatives subject. to their action—a 


House of Representatives conceded to have a 
majority, at all events asserted to have a ma- 
jority, in favor of the Administration of from 
tyenty five to thirty-five ; and it is to be pro- j 


_ = 


sumed that that House, if it had concurred in 
the opinion of. this body, would have. passed 
these measures long ago. . But for what the 
House of Representatives do in the premises 
we are not responsible. We are to discharge 
our own duties to ourselves and to the coun- 
try, and leave whatever respousibilities are to 
be incurred rest on that body. 

The honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Morton] a few moments ago appealed to 
members on this side of the Chamber to allow 
a vote to be taken on this proposition because, 
and it was only because, the majority had de- 
termined that it should be passed as it is. 
Whatever determination that majority may 
have concluded upon, it is not for me to ques- 
tion; but with all respect to the Senator, it 
ought not and cannot control my action inthe 
conscientious discharge of my duty in this 
Chamber.. I am here a member representing 
it is true asmall State when compared with 
that represented by the Senator from Indiana; 
but Iam here to protest in the name of my 
people and of that State against this measure 
now attempted to be forced upon the country, 
and to do whatever my efforts may permit in 
averting so great a wrong. 

What is the object of this legislation? There 
must be some reason for it. The honorable 
Senator says that the present proposition 
amounts to nothing, or very little; that it is 
divested of all the odious features, or, at all 
events, the strong features—he did not use the 
word ‘‘ odious,” for he is in favor of the prop- 
osition—but that it is divested of all the strong 
features that are in the bill now before the 
House of Representatives. That may be so; 
but there are two grounds upon which any 
person differing with the honorable Senator 
from Indiana can oppose this proposition, and 
they are these: first, as 1 believe, that it is 
agaiust the spirit and jetter of this resolution 
under which we are acting upon the appropri- 
ation bills, that it has no business to be here ; 
that it took us all by surprise; it was a shock 
to this side of the Chamber, and it was a sur- 
prise, I apprehend, to many members upon 
the other side. How it was conceived, how it 
was caucused into existence, I know not. 
What inducement secured the introduction of 
the proposition I Jeave to the honorable Sen- 
ators upon the other side to say. But does 
the Philadelphia convention press them to this 
proposition? Is it required by the bebests of 
that convention or by any of the seventeen 
planks in the platform? ‘There are seventeen 
planks in it, I believe, and the last is the sum- 
mary of all the preceding—an expression of 
admiration for the President of the United 
States, and confidence, I believe, both in his 
personal and official administration ! 

But is it a party necessity. I ask you, Mr. 
President, that this election bill shall be passed 
in this way? 
tions passed in this Chamber under the circum- 


stances to which I have referred become a law | 


of the land? If that be the reason, it may be 
a good reason why the party friends of the 
Administration upon the other side of this 
Chamber shall press the passage of this meas- 
ure, but is surely no reason to the minority 
here to desist from any legitimate means to 


| prevent its passage. 


But do the interests of the country require 


it? Is it the country or is it party? I ask my 


honorable friends on the other side of the 
Chamber is it country or is it party? Are our 


honorable friends on the other side of the | 


Chamber to keep us here until half past two 


o'clock in the morning, discussing a proposi- | 


tion that they say bas very little merit in it or 
that. is divested of itshard features, and for 
what purpose? To gratify a sentiment on the 
outside and to answer to some extent the 
clamor that prevailed at the Philadelphia con- 
vention for the passage of some such measure? 
Oris it absolutely necessary that they should 
have the appointment of supervisors provided 
by the bill to superintend elections tor party 


Must one of the three proposi- į 


results?) Do our honorable Senators on: the. 
other side of the Chamber admit that they are 
driven to this position, that with the Phila- 
delphia convention just in meeting with some, 
seven or eight hundred delegates, and these 
gentlemen just fresh from: its excitement and 
from:its enthusiasm, if any prevailed, should 
still feel obliged on this night. to keep us here, 
it may be prolong the session for the purpose 
of securing to them sufficient. power by this 
bill to secure the reélection of President 
Grant? There must be some sufficient reason 
to them. They must feel that it is indispens- 
ably necessary here upon. this night to press 
the passage of this measure to secure the 
one great object—the reélection of President 
Grant by virtue of the power of the bill itself, 
or that it is necessary to gratify some outside 
sentiment requiring something to be done after 
spending here five or six months without 
effecting anything in fact, and just then, upon | 
the eve of adjournment, in order to give 
some manifestation of sincerity to their party 
followers, make just such demonstrations as we 
are now witnessing, and this, too, about. the 
“husk”? of a bill which some Senators on the 
other side characterized it. 

I do not know what is in store for us. Tam 
opposed to this proposition from every con- 
sideration. I am opposed to having. these 
appointees upon us. I believe that our elec- 
tions in the main, outside of the great cities, 
are carried on fairly, regularly, and nowhere 
will this bill make it better. Outside of the 
cities fair elections are to be had, except 
in some States of the South, where surely the 
advantage is with my friends on the other side 
of the Chamber. But that these supervisors 
should be put upon us, that any two individ- 
uals as provided here can call upon the district 
judge to appoint supervisors of our elections, 
is something so unknown to us, is something 
so shocking to our sensibility as States rights, 
men, that this Government of the United States 
should undertake to control or supervise or 
inspect or spy out our elections, that it is im- 
possible for gentlemen of our convictions, for 
Jeffersonian Democrats, for those who believe 


| in a strict construction of the Constitution, and 


believe that by it alone can our Union be pre- 
served in its purity and in its power, ever to 
yield without protest and without persisteuce 
in opposition to the passage of this measure. 

This is not the first time that we have 


. opposed measures of this kind, and where 


such sessions as this have been held. In days 
gone by we have seen the same kind of thing 
oceur. History but repeats itself; and what 
is transpiring here to-night has transpired over 
and over again since the organization of. our 
Government. The same kind of spirit that 
induced Senators to remain here to-night, both 
approving and opposing, animated our people 
in days gone by upon great measures of public 
necessity, public concern, or public opinion. 
Now, Mr. President, I stand here not to 


| debate the proposition, not to undertake to 


discuss the right and the wrong of this measure 
in detail. In substance, in the aggregate, I 
am opposed to the whole of it. I believe that 
the American people can conduct their elec- 
tions in their respective States, counties, and 


i| townships without the intervention of this 


Federal Government; and I will never per- 
mit that two individuals, irresponsible they 
may be, to call upon this Government and 
bring into requisition its great Federal power 
to superintend the inhabitants of this country 
in conducting their elections. Believing that, 
I oppose this. 

But now, Mr. President, I oppose this 


| . " ` A A 
amendment, as I said before, in detail and in 


the aggregate; I oppose it because it is against 
all my convictions of right, and against. the 
Constitution; but I appeal to honorable Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber:on the 
ground that this is so strongly against the 
spirit and the letter of the resolution that it is 
not doing justice to ourselves, and we cannot 
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afford:in ‘self-respect to- ourselves as members. 
of this:body that ‘this Chamber should -force 
this upon us under the circumstances and with 
our persistent protest. : 
Senators will remember that on the 29th of 
April the ronorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorr] introduced a proposition to limit 
debate to five minutes upon appropriation bills 
whenever such a restriction should be adopted’ 
by a majority, on being moved by any member. 
There was then no qualification of that rule 
by requiring amendments to be germane to the 
original bill. ‘There was a great contest over 
ite- We were a whole day in determining what 
we-sbould do. ‘The honorable Senator from 
Tilinois, the honorable Senator from Ohio, the 
honorable: Senator from California, all op- 
posed the resolution, and we continued the 
contest until‘at last a proposition was intro- 
‘duced as amendatory to it that we should 
agree to the rule. provided no legislation 
should be appended to any of the appropria- 
tion bills. It was as well understood in that 
discussion that that was to be the result of our 
deliberations ‘in moving that amendment as 
one thing could be understood by an intelli- 
gent man from another. 

I remember well that the honorable Senator 
from Vermont (Mr. Mpmunps] gave to us his 
assistance- in securing that qualification to the 
original ‘proposition, and that he concurred 
with the Senator from Minois, [Mr. TRUM- 
BULL, | and in consonance with the remarks L 
then had the honor of submitting on that occa- 
sion in opposition to a limitation of debate, 
except with arule of this kind, securing the 
appropriation bills against such kind of legis- 
lation. Now, why should we depart from that 
understanding? Why should the honorable 
members on the other side of the Chamber un- 
dertake to say that we conceived no such thing 
in the long debate and contest that we had 
upon the original proposition of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. ‘The honorable Senator 
from Vermont enforced the necessity of adopt- 
ing such a rule as this by going back some two 
years and undertaking to show that then he 
was the original mover of a proposition of the 
kind, and his objection to the amendment pro- 
posed by my colleague was that it was not 
sufliciently literal in its character, but that ad- 
vantage might be taken of it while general 
provisions of legislation could not be received 
under it, and yet provisions of a local character 
might. Iwill just reud a paragraph or two 
from that honorable Senator's speech upon 
that occasion to show the spirit which animated 
him in securing the adoption of: that amend- 
ment to the resolution of the Senator from 
Penusylvania: 

“I do not riso to mako any roply; wo have had 
debate enough for tay purpose to-day, though I am 
very glad that it has takon plico, I rise only tosay 
a word in reforeuce to harmonizing tho views of my 
friend from Lilinois und my own on the subject of 
koeping legislation trom appropriation bills.” 

The honorable Senator from Illinois, who, I 
think, understands the force of language, de- 
sired, as his previous speeches show, the same 
result—the prevention of legislation from 
being attached to appropriation bills. The 
ability of the Senator from Vermont, who is 
an expert in the use of language, and under- 
stands the force and meaning of an amend- 
ment, and the purposes of language in an 
amendment as well as auy member, if not 
better: than any member upon this floor, was 
uniting at the ume with the honorable Senator 
from Hlinois in securing that great object—the 
prevention of legislation on appropriation bills. 
if ihat were the object of those two honor- 
able Senators, in which we all concurred on 
this side of the Chamber, how does it come, 
after having adopted the amendment intro- 
duced by the Senator from Illinois, supervised 
by the Senator from. Vermont, and concurred 
in by members on this side of the Chamber to 
prevent legisletion from being attached to 
appropriation bills, that it- ig here attempted 
to-night to do-that very thing. Isit legislation? 


For that brings-us to the simple question... If 
that was the object of -this resolution, in which 
we all concurred, to prevent legislation upon 
this and other appropriation bills, I appeal to 
honorable Sevators, and I appeal to the Chair 
to know, as the Chair was fully competent to 
know, whether-the proposed amendment was 
legislation or not.? i 

f weall united here in trying to come to 
that one great result, is it not singular now 
to-see honorable gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber undertaking to force upon 
this body and upon us at this hour of the morn- 
ing legislation, and legislation of the gravest 
character, by means of the appropriation bill? 
When Í say legislation of the gravest character, 
let me ask what kind of legislation is it? It 
provides for no appropriation of money ?. The 
fact that it is attached to an appropriation of 
money isa mere pretext. It islegislation, and 
itis legislation tor the future. It provides for 
the amendment of an important law in an im- 
portant part of that law; and you might as 
well strike ont every word after the enacting 
clause and incorporate an entirely new pro- 
vision as to alter any part of that law. 

Will honorable Senators say here that they 
have the right, and will they undertake to 
force upon the minority in this Chamber that 
they have the right here to-night to strike out 
every word afier the enacting clause in the 
bill because there is an appropriation made to 
pay the oflicers named in it and for the pay- 
ment of proceedings under it, to enact an en- 
tirely new law on the subject? If you can do 
that, you can do this; and if you can do this, 
you can do that. There is no difference be- 
tween them. It is anew law. Bystriking oub 
the fourth clause in that law you undertake to 
incorporate in that legislation the whole coun- 
try, though it was thea confined toa few States. 
You apply its provisions to all our people. 
You change the mode of appointment. You 
provide for additional supervision of elections, 
aud without number provide for new officers. 
And is not that legislation—not independent 
legislation? Why, ean it be possible? When 
I saw the honorable Senator from Louisiana 
offer his amendment, when I heard it, I looked 
upon it rather asa joke than a reality, and I 
was amazed, nay, I was shocked--amazement 
is not the word—I was shocked when 1 heard 
the Presiding Ollicer at the time in the chair 
announce that it was in order. 

Now, L donot understand what Jegislation is 
ifl am in error here. Ido not either under- 
stand its letter, its words, its terms, if I am in 
error here. I can understand some things; 
but the idea that in the face of this resolution, 
matured with the care and caution with which 
it was matured by the labors of the honorable 
Senator from Vermont and other Senators 
upon the other side of the Chamber, not ob- 
jected to by the honorable Senator from New 
York, [Mr. Conxtiye,] who voted against it, 
itis true, but while voting against the amend- 
ment he affirmed that the principle was right, 
but that he did not desire to append it to that 
particular proposition at the time; in the face 
of that amendment, I say, matured in the spirit 
it was, we should have before us legislation 
that is to operate on the masses of the people, 
a radical change of an entire law, is something 
I did not comprehend or understand. 

Why, Mr. President, what are we coming 
to? l see before me the honorable Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Conxuine.] Lremember 
the interest that he has taken in the steamboat 
bill. That bill was passed, as he said, under 
peculiar circumstances. I listened to his able 
argument against it. Itis a bill I apprehend 
that be will admit is for legislation and for 
legislation alone. If this be in order, that 
would be in order also; and the honorable 
Senator from New York who exhausted the 
other night the time that was then allowed to 
the consideration of that measure by his able 
speech in showing up its vices, its faults, 
and its abuses, can have. a chance upon: this 


bill to complete the argument he then com- 
menced. ; ; 

JF will just refer to ‘this bill to show how 
nicely that can be attached'as an amendment 
jast in the very same words, and I will. read 
both clauses to show how nearly alike the 
provisions -are to which they can both ba 
attached as amendments. Under the head of 
‘supervising inspectors of steam vessels,” 
then, you have ‘‘supervising inspectors,’’ ‘too, 
as well as supervising inspectors in the elec 
tion law; and I wari the attention of the Sen- 
ator from New York, who is persisting at this 
early period of the morning- in maintaining 
that the proposed amendment is not objection- 
able to the rule. Here is the clause in the bill: 

‘For carrying out the provisions of the act for 
thé better protection of the lives of passengers on 
vessels propelled in whole ox in part by steam, and 
of the acts amendatory thereof, the {flowing sums, 
namely, &e. 

Now, is not the steamboat bill in order? 
Let me turn now to the provision in the bill 
to which it is proposed to attach this proposed 
amendment, under the judiciary clause, and it 
is é i 
For the expenses which may be incurrod in the 
enforcement of the act of February 28, 1871, or 
any acts amendatory thereof or supplementary 
thereto, &e. 

So that in both provisions in this bill we find 
almost the very same words, and if the pro- 
posed amendment is legitimate and germane 
and can be offered as an amendment, the other, 
commonly called the steamboat bill, can be 
also.. And now I appeal to honorable Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber, and [ 
appeal to the honorable Senator from New 
York whether he could for an instant of time 
justify the offering of the steamboat bill, as it 
is commonly called, as an amendment to this 
bill. It would be a wrong in legislation that 
conscience could not justify. It would bea 
wrong upon the spirit and letter of our rule 
that we as honorable men could not justify. 
Now, desiring to be fair and just to all men, 
ascribing to our friends on the other side of 
the Chamber the same degree of partisan 
spirit that I myself have, and no more, they 
having that. spirit in common with myself, [ 
do not think, appealing to them; that I ever 
could be induced by any behest of party to 
violate a rule so plaiu, so simple, so strong as 
this. 

Mr. President, I apprehend there is no diffi- 
culty in speaking on this question. In the 
language of the honorable Senator trom Indi- 
ana 1 suppose it is decreed that this measure 
is to pass at some time. It may be so. It is 
the progeny, it may be, of an arrangement. 
The motion now pending is to indefinitely 
postpone this bill, I will vote to postpone it 
indefinitely with this proposed amendment 
upon it. I would see the bill buried rather 
than it should pass this body with that pro- 
vision in it. I do not think the bill of para- 
mount importance, but if. the. Government 
cannot do without the appropriation in it, then 
the President can convene Congress to pro- 
vide for the wants of the Government—not 
to trifle with them by such. attempted vicious 
legislation as this. This bill was an appro- 
priation bill to supply the wants of Govern- 
ment, and it should pass as such. Then I do 
not think failure to pass it will-require an extra 
session of Congress, all the more pressing and 
important appropriation bills having already 
become laws; but with the Administration let 
the responsibility of an extra session rest. 

Sir, the last thing that the Administration 
desires is an extra session of this Congress. 
I think now, just fresh as it is from the Phila- 
Gelphia convention, it would be impolitic if 
ngt fatal for it to have an extra session. Iam 
inclined to believe that-it would sooner see 
buried in this Capitol «ll-the three kindred 
measures they have forced through this body 
than have an extra session to pass either. Au 
extra session. has no alarms for me. The more 
extra sessions, the more. such kind of legs: 
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lation, the more usurpations of power, the 
sooner will be the end of this power and. the 
better will it be for the Democratic party, now 
the only hope of the country. It stands in 
need of a stimulating oppression just at this 
time. Let us have it both in your regular and 
in your extra sessions. ‘The country needs 
arousing upon the eve of the most important 
presidential election ever had. But, Mr. 

President, I say to you as an American Sen- 

ator, [am prepared to pass your appropriation 
bills to support the Government; F am here 
to-night for that purpose. I have remained 
faithfully at my post of duty to do it; but 
when I have done that you cannot expect me 
asa Democrat, nay, more, as an American 
citizen, to pass your party measures or to stand 
by and permit them to be passed—measures 
that I consider in the highest degree injurious’ 
to the best interests of the country and vio- 
lative both of the letter and spirit of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. STOCKTON, (at three o’clock and five 
minutes a, m., Saturday.) I am very sorry to 
interruptthe Senator from Maryland. Lalways 
listen to him with a great deal of pleasure; but 
it is about the usual hour of adjournment, I 
think, [laughter,] and I hope the Senator will 
permit me to make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from 
Maryland yields at all, I insist that he shall 
yield absolutely, as a matter of order. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I did not 
hear the remark of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Nor I, either. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. The remark I made was 
that if the Senator yielded at all, I insisted 
under the rules that he should yield absolutely. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is that the rule? 

Mr. STOCKTON. Itis not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has been ruled so fifty 


times. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ithink we might as 
well have that matter settled now. The Sen-* 
ator from Vermont has threatened us once or 

_ twice on that point. Ifit is his privillege to 
do it, I want him to do it. But I insist, and 
the-Chair will correct me if I am mistaken, 
that the invariable practice not only of the 
Senate, but of all deliberative bodies, from 
time immemorial, has been that it is always 
in order to yield to a motion to adjourn, with- 
out forfeiting your right to the floor. .. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have served some 
time in the Senate, and I never before heard 
such a suggestion as that made by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont. I am astonished at it. 
It cannot be entertained unless all rule and all 
precedent and all practice in the Senate are 
to be set aside, and by violence, by breaking 
down all the practice of the Senate, by over- 
riding all the rules of the Senate. Such a 
proposition was never heard by me in the Sen- 
ate before, that a Senator could not yield for 
a motion to adjourn without losing the floor. 
What has it come to? Is the Senator from 
Vermont setting himself up here to dictate 
that a Senator. shall not yield for a motion to 
adjourn? - This is a new practice in this body. 
I object to any such rule—it could not be any 
rule—any such arbitrary proceedings as that 
here. I hope the Senator will not attempt to 
enforce—attem pt to enforce, do I say—I hope 
he will not attempt to impose upon the Senate 
such an assumption. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I always feel a little 
alarmed when my good friend. from Illinois 
comes in once in awhileand puts on that school- 
master air of his. I do not know but that he 
has a ferule under his desk and I am to receive 
castigation as well as admonition. [Laughter.] 

Now, I will leave the Senator from. Illinois, 
who. is not here often enough when there is | 
any voting to be done to know all that takes | 
place, to himself. lrose, as I thought in honor 
Į was bound to do, because I do not imitate 


people who do otherwise if I know it, so that 
there should be a fair ruling in order to enforce 


the fourth rule so as to tell my friend from 
Maryland in advance that I should make the 
point. If I have a right to make the point, of 
course he cannot complain if [ gave him fair 
notice in advance. Now, sir, the Presiding 
Officer of this body, the Vice President, has 
within two months, although of course the 
Senator from Illinois. does not know it, decided 
more than half a dozen times that if a Senator 
was asked to yield the floor, and it was insisted 
upon, and notice was taken of it, he must 
yield it absolutely for any motion that was to 
be made. J have nothing to say to the Senator 
from Illinois. 7 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I never heard of such 
a casein reference to an adjournment. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator from Mary- 
land was on the floor arguing the question 
before the Senate. I asked his permission to 
make a motion to adjourn, leaving him on the 
floor. 1 make that motion and ask the ruling 
of the Chair whether that motion is not in 
order. -I move now that the Senate adjourn, 
and that motion is not a debatable question if 
I understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the motion is in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do I understand the 
Chair to decide thattwo gentlemen can occupy 
the floor at the same time? 

Mr. STOCKTON. That is not the question 
before the Senate. The question before the 
Senate is whether my motion to adjourn is in 
order. Itis not debatable and I ask that it 
be put to the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is in order, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. So de I 
think it is in order. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Just one 


moment, Mr. President. . 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the ques- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us have a division 


rst. 
Mr. STOCKTON. Very well. 
Mr. CONKLING. That will not leave us 


without a quorum, because we can send out 


for other Senators on the yeas and nays. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
divisionh—ayes eleven. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us have the yeas 


and nays. ‘The Senators are in the cloak- 
rooms. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, I ask for the yeas 
and nays. : 


The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken resulted—yeas, 11, nays 30 ; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Ransom, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, and Trum- 
ul—H, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, and 
Wilson—ov. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Clayton. Cooper, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, 
Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, 
Rice. Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Vick- 
ers, West, Windom, and Wright—33, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. - Mr. Pres- 
ident, I was remarking about the danger of 
such a construction of the rule, because under 
it we could attach as an amendment. to this 
bill the steamboat bill, in the discussion of 
which we might remain here for two or three 
weeks.. I am sure if the honorable Senator 
from New York would redeem his pledges to 
show up the enormities of that bill, ashe prom- 
ised to do, two weeks would not see us through 
with that single proposition. But then, that 


being admitted to bein order, we are to have 
in addition to that the civil rights bill,. se 


‘called, of the Senator from Massachusetts. 


How long, with limitless debate, do you sup- 
pose it will take us to get through with this 
bill with that offered as an: amendment to it 
and declared to be in order? Then in addi- 
tion to that you have what is commonly called 
the election bill; that can also be offered, and 
into what an abyss of discussion, debate, con- 
test, passion, excitement, are we cast? ` Just 
think of it; when we were all looking to. the 
end of. this session with joy that we might 
escape from this city and go to our homes, 
after passing the whole session without doing 
anything, it is now proposed to encumber the 
appropriation bill with such measures at this 
period and thus delay or prolong the session. 
Why, sir, hardly will the vote be cast upon this 
amendment, should it be adopted, before the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts will be 
on the floor with his so-called civil rights bili, 
and then what are we to bear, or what expect? 

l listened to the most extraordinary speech 
made by the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts the other day. It was an extraor- 
dinary speech. I never heard one like it fall 
from the lips of that Senator, nor from the lips 
of any other man, nor do I think I ever read 
one like it in the classics or in modern litera- 
ture. Ifhe is to bring that same kind of spirit 
developed in his speech into the advocacy of 
this, his favorite measure, too, just following 
after the Philadelpbia convention, with its 
fruition of labors to the immeasurable disap- 
pointment of the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, and he shall in the same spirit 
undertake to force this measure upon his party 
as he undertook to force his party against the 
President, you may anticipate what kind of a 
time you are going to have. When shall we 
adjourn, and what will become of your candi- 
date for the Presidency, or of your party either? 
The President has had enough to bear by the 
arraignment made by the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts without putting to him 
this chalice. Do not press him to the wali by 
this bill, inaddition to what he has already to 
bear in the speech of the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts. Do not put this cup to 
his lips, for I conjecture that the bill intended 
to be offered by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is his own pure unadulterated: social 
equality bill; nor put it to the lips of your 
party. Honorable Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber bave so far avoided direct 
contact with it. Why not do so still? 

This is the first time since my servicein this 
Chamber that I have seen the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts wide awake at this 
time of the morning. [Laughter.] He is 
waiting, he is eager to test both the sincerity 
and the courage of our Republican friends on 
the other side of this Chamber. He wants 
the eighteenth plank in that platform before 
he is willing to yield the session. There 
are seventeen too many now, I hope, for the 
people ; but for the eighteenth, intended to be 


| proposed by the honorable Senator from Mas- 


sachusetts in this Chamber, as it was not pro- 
pounded in terms to the Philadelphia conven- 
tion, he can have a fair-play exhibit, equiva- 
lent to a formal declaration of a convention. 
His proposition will not have ataint of Demo- 
cratic support. So there can be no double or 
equivocal responsibility in its support in this 
Chamber. 

Let honorable Senators who are forcing the 
proposed amendment of the honorable Ben- 
ator from Louisiana [ Mr. Kenioae, | take the 
responsibility of the amendment to be pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachasetts. 

When that measure of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is offered, and the question of order 
is propounded to the President of this body, T 
want to seé the issue made. upon: that and: the 
difference explained between that and. this 
now under consideration. I, for one, do not 
believe it would be in‘ order, as I do not be- 
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lieve this is.in order; but still the question is 
tobe decided, and it will be decided in time 
unless: you abandon the project now sought to 
be forced upon us. Lay this amendment on 
the table and go to work, and we. will pass 
the appropriation bill at once. .The sixteen 
Democrats here, will remain.. They will be 
faithful to their duty. and. their trust, and they 
will pass the appropriation bill at once and 
ive President. Grant relief, for he wants it, 
from the presence of. this. Congress, in my 
judgment. I donot undertake to reflect upon 
Congress in saying that President Grant wants 
to be relieved from it. I care not what bill is 
passed or not passed ; he is not, I am inclined 
to believe, going to have us here Tuesday next. 
That is my judgment.. He will be only too 
glad- to be relieved from the responsibilities 
of. this body any longer, and to be free before 
the people on his own intrinsic merits, what- 
-ever they may be. He has an opinion of him- 
self, and that by no means a small one; and 
I feel satisfied that after Monday our absence 
will be more agreeable than our presence to 
him. : 

I saw my honorable friend who now occupies 
the chair [Mr. Pomeroy] in consultation this 
evening with a distinguished gentleman of 

color.. [Laughter.] I do not know what is 
going on; but I noticed that my honorable 
friend took pains when he did consult-with one 
of our. colored friends that there should be no 
dubiety about either the race or color. 

. But Senators will understand that I have 
nothing whatever against that Senator for this 
exhibition of taste or feeling, and in saying this 
I do not wish to be understood as reflecting at 
all upon that gentleman of color, because | 
think as much of those people in their place as 
any onecan. I was raised with them andamong 
them, and I like them asa race and in their place 
as arace. I would not have them to forget or be 
ashamed of their race or color. I would not 

“extinguish either if I could, nor would I have 
them do it. No one will go further nor do 
more for them than myself; but when you 
propose to consign Government to them, to 
attempt to force social equality upon either 
race, and thus do a wrong to both races, I beg, 
for one, to be excused. i will protect them in 
allof their just rights. Asa Senator repre- 
senting so large a portion of it, they shall 
have all the protection they are entitled to 
under the Constitution, ag they already have 
what they are entitled to in my State. The 
State of Maryland is preéminent in this re- 

- spect. There is not heard a single word of 
complaint from its action toward those people. 
We have from thirty to forty thousand colored 
voters in that State, ‘They vote, and they vote 
almost universally the Republican ticket. 
When you see a gentleman of African descent 
approaching the ballot-box, you can almost 
depend upon it that he has a dangerous ballot 
in his hand for the Democracy. [Laughter.] 
We have got to poll from thirty to forty thou- 
sand white men in that small State before we 
can come to face white men. We can do that 
and as against all can secure the State to any- 
body that the Baltimore convention may say, 
for I abide by its decision. - [ Laughter. } 

I have great confidence in the deliberations 
and the results of the Baltimore convention. 
These are the kind of measures, these are the 
displays of passion and of excitement that will 
tend to make that convention consider if pos- 
sible more wisely and deliberately its final 
action. It will understand the dire necessity 
of so doing. The passage of such measures as 
this andthe spirit manifested here will secure 
that body of three million freemen repre- 
sented in that convention in such a phalanx— 
I will not talk about the old Macedonian 
phalanx, I will oùly go. back to the days of 
Jackson—in such a phalanx as in the days of 
Jackson the Democracy never surpassed. - In 
those good old days of Jacksonian Democracy 
nearly one-half.of the honorable Senators on 
the other side of this Chamber were Demo- 


crates. 
cratic majority here to-night in this Chamber 
and have none of the difficulties we are now 
encountering if we would only go back to the 
inspiration of those days. : ? 

Mr. STEWART... Are there enough to 
organize a Greeley party? [Juaughter.] 

Mr: HAMILTON, of Maryland. . No, sir, a 
Democratic party, a . Democratie Conserva- 
tive party, and-that. Democratic party -to be 
wielded by the Baltimore convention, and it 


` will in my judgment be wielded by the Balti- 


more convention, and its action will be signifi- 
cant and overwhelmingitisto be hoped. The 
one hundred and thirty-nine electoral votes of 
the South. with the electoral votes of the great 
States of New York and Pennsylvania secure 
the President. . . 

Mr. STEWART. Let me inquire of the 
Senator, does he contend that the Democratic 
nomination is not already made? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Of course 
itis not made. Itisto be madein Baltimore. 
We meet there for nomination or consultation 
or almost anything, [laughter,] to. secure 
the one grand result. Jt is going to bea grand 
camp-meeting of Democrats to divine the best 
means to beat the Republican. party, and with 
the one hundred and thirty-nine electoral 
votes of the South and the States of Pennsyl- 
vania and New York we will do it. I rather 
think my honorable friend from New York 
will concede that State to the Democratic 
party this fall, 

Mr. CONKLING. That. depends upon 
whether the party supports Greeley or Wood- 
hull, [Laughter.] Both are running now, 
and I do not know which they intend to adopt. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That is 
impossible to tell exactly. [Laughter.] A 
gentleman inquired of me the other day who 
was my preference for Vice President, the 
President of this body or the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Winson,] who 
has just been-nominated. Ï replied to him ‘1 
do not know; I will wait. for the Baltimore 
convention.” 

But the Senator speaks of Mrs. Woodhull. 
Who is Mrs. Woodhull? You have a plank 
in your platform for her and her people. I 
think that one makes the fourteenth plank in 
your platform. You do not precisely say that 
she may aspire tothe Presidency, or that she 
shall have any office specially, but in very lofty 
and comprehensive language you say that they 
(the ladies) “are entitled to respectful consid- 
eration.’? 

. Mr. CONKLING. That women are? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mrs. 
Woodhull, of course, among them. 

Mr. CONKLING. Do you not think that 
women are entitled to respectful considera- 
tion? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
pauls of the Republican party? 

o. 

Mr. CONKLING. Are they not even at 
the hands of the Democratie party? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. We do 
not intend, I take it for granted, to announce 
that in our platform. 

Mr. CONKLING. But I inquire the opin- 
ion of my honorable friend whether women 
are not entitled to respectful consideration ? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. As an 
individual I have great respect for the ladies, 
and as all Demoérats no doubt have, but we 
do not think it incumbent on the Democratic 
party to declare their respect for them.. I do 
not think the Democratic party will feel it to be 
their-duty in the Baltimore convention to con- 
struct a plank in their platform for the ladies, 
even to the expression of a respectful consid- 
eration for them. A respectful consideration 
they are at all times entitled to without the 
hollow affirmance of it in a party platform. 

But, sir, must not these women have some 
influence? Talk about Mrs. Woodhull! I 
should like to hear her opinion. about that 


At the 
Yes, sir ; 


Why, sir, we could organize a Demo-. 


plank in the Republican platform. It hasa 
meaning, though double it may be. Just wait 
until the next presidential election ; but just 
now we have a gentleman who desires to be 
President, and another most anxious to be 
Vice President. We will consider most prayer- 
fully your case, give to it respectful consider- 
ation, just as wedo the case of our. African 
brother, and- in four years there is- no tell- 
ing what may not happen. I do not profess 
to understand-it. I glanced it over in read- 
ing it, but did not give itthe consideration per- 
haps to which it is entitled. If the Repub- 
lican party thougbt proper in convention to 
gratify the ladies in an expression of con- 
sideration for them, I am not here to object to 
it. If they deemed it proper to announce to 
all the world that the ladies were entitled to 
respectful consideration, so be it; I hope the 
world will give them credit for their taste and 
for their gallantry. 

The Democratic party will have enough to 
do in their important deliberations in the con- 
vention in securing a candidate and in main- 
taining a policy without paying too much at- 
tention to the ladies on that occasion. The 
Democratic party first; its organization, its 
candidates, and its plan of campaign, and all 
besides will be cared for. 

Mr. STEWART. I thought you had a can- 
didate. ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. No, sir; 
we shali have one in time. My honorable 
friend from Nevada need not be alarmed about 
that. We have never been without a eandi- 
date yet; sometimes not so good and some- 
times very good; but we always had a candi- 
date, and have about three million of voters, 
and we shall have them, and it may be more; 
and auxiliaries besides, Mr. President—aux- 
iliaries on this floor, auxiliaries in New York, 
auxiliaries in Pennsylvania, Pennsylvania the 
battle-ground. As Pennsylvania goes, so I 
believe the Union will go. The phalanx of 
States South will vote with the Democratic 
party just as naturally as the Potomac is flow- 
ing by you if they are allowed to vote at all. 
How with Pennsylvania. and New York? lask 
our Republican friends what of the prospect? 
The honorable Senator from New York rather 
gave way under my very pointed question that 
he conceded the State of New York to the 
Democracy. True, he did not answer the ques- 
tion; but he was significantly silent, I take it, 
New York is safe, Pennsylvania is the battle- 
ground, and we all know there is trouble in 

ennsylvania. Somehow or other the honor- 
able Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAm- 
ERON, ] is not yet back from the scene of labor 
at Philadelphia. ‘There is trouble all over this 
great State. No doubt the old chieftain of the 
party there feels trouble all over it, and alittle 
trouble in Pennsylvania is enough to save the 
State. Itdoes not require much in Pennsyl- 
vania to save it, and so my honorable friends 
on the other side of the Chamber will seethat 
there is danger lurking everywhere, and they 
fear it, tool : 

But, sir, my honorable friend from Vermont 
[Mr. EpMunps] desired that we should close 
this debate, and he proposes, whenever a gen- 
tleman yields the floor for any purpose, that 
he shall yield it entirely, but he was kind 
enough not to raise any objection in my case, 
and so I shall hasten:on with my remarks. 

I have been thinking about the condition 
of things during all the evening. I tell you, 
sir, I was amazed when this amendment was 
brought before the Senate. I had not the 
slightest idea of having any trouble here 
to-day. I thought we would close out: this 
appropriation bill and all be ready to go home 
again, meet next: December, and then know- 
ing the political status of the country, and if 
victorious how well would wetreat our fellow- 
members on the other side of the Chamber ; 
like gentlemen. l i 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘That is the way we 
ought to treat each other now. - 
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Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland: We would 
treat them like gentlemen. We would give 
them full liberty to express their opinions and 
to vote for their measures. We would try to 


deal with them justly and fairly, as they should | 


try to deal with us now. 

I shall not detain the Senate much longer. 
Indeed I bave been led away from the line of 
my remarks on this question. I always take 
an interest in what is going on, and I try to 
do what is right on all questions as they are 
brought before this body. f 

But I heard the speech of the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. SUMNER] 
the other day, and hearing that speech, and 
reading a portion of it afterwards, with its 
arraignment of President Grant, and feeling 
the arbitrary conduct of our friends on the 
other side of the Chamber, brought to my 
mind some of those expert sayings that men 
have at times. For instance, you will find 
probably on one of the windows above us in 
the roof of this Chamber inscribed the words, 
E pluribus unum, bat what a volume is com- 
prised in them—only three words, three parts 
of speech. The division of a subject into 
three parts is common. First, second, and 
third, and sometimes lastly are fixed in the 
minds of the young, so that when old they 
do not depart from it, Thereis Caesar's Veni, 
vidi, vici—three small words, but a great his- 
tory in results. Now, in listening to the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts the other 
day in his arraignment of the President, and 
noticing the conduct of gentlemen here, it 
struck me if there is anything marked in the 
conduct and course of the Administration in 
allits several parts since I have been here, 
and I say it in the best spirit in the world, it 
is distinguished above all things for three 
isms—HKgotism, Nepotism, and Despotism. 
Three curt, small words, but what a history, 
both personal and official, do they open up! 
They are the miniature of the full-sized admin- 
istration of this Government under President 
Grant. 

All understand what Egotism is. It is an 
accumulation of everything in self; everything 
for self ; everything to be subordinated to self. 
Ego expresses the full meaning. 

Nepotism we understand. We had that 
most elaborately explained and exemplified to 
us the other day by the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts. _He omitted one illustra- 
tion which I thought of at the time when he 
was forging his thunder. In drawing a par- 
allel between men in power, popes, kings, and 
princes, showing their acts of nepotism or 
their condemnation of it, he passed one exam- 
ple, but it was behind the period to which he 
confined himself. It was that of Scipio Afri- 
canus. Scipio Africanus was a. great sol- 
dier. So General Grant for a living one may 
be accounted a great soldier. Scipio Afri- 
canus fought the battle of Zama, the last bat- 
tle against old Carthage. Under the walls of 
renowned Carthage the no less renowned Han- 
nibal was conquered by Scipio. The parallel 
between them. as soldiers, and as successful 
soldiers, I am not disposed to draw to the dis- 
paragement of General Grant; but in one 
‘respect, if in no other, can a perfect parallel 
be drawn between Scipio Africanus and Pres- 
ident Grant. 

There was one reproach, and it is recorded 
in history, that always attached itself to Scipio 
Africanus at home, andin voluntary exile 
where he died. It was his insufferable nep- 
otism. The glory of Zama, his intellectual 
power, his attainments in every respect, his 
learning, his eloquence as an orator, his suc- 
cess as a Soldier, nothing could save bim from 
the reproach of the whole people of Rome, 
the reproach of a shameless. nepotism that 
stigmatized his name and fame, and it stands 
out boldly in history to-day a warning to 
men, however great and strong they may feel 
themselves to be. 

As for Despotism, look around you. . Your 


bayonet election laws, your Ku Klux laws, your 
suspension of the writ of habeas corpus, your 
suspension of elections, your oppression of 
the South underyour reconstruction measures, 
all point to the despotic power that you do 
now and would still further exercise in this 
free land. Egotism, nepotism, and despotism, 
was distinguished from Æ pluribus unum on 
the shield of the country, should be inscribed 
on the shield of your party in the coming pres- 
idential contest. Carry it high, blazon it to 
the world, for you cannot hide it; it will be 
around you and about you everywhere in the 
coming contest. Be courageous and defend 
it. To deny it is vain. The synonym of the 
Republicanism of to-day is*egotism, nepotism, 
and despotism. 3 

Now, Mr. President, it is fifteen minutes 
to four o’clock in the morning, and I ask the 
indulgence of the Senate to make an apology 
for detaining them so long in listening to the 
very desultory remarks that I have had the 
honor to submit for their consideration. I 
hope that now they will agree to a motion to 
lay this amendment on the table, and by five 
o’clock we will pass this bill and be ready to 
go home, where we ought to be as honest men 
at this time of the morning. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, (at three o'clock and forty- 
five minutes a. m.) IJ move that the Senate do 
now adjourn, and Í ask for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Casserly, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Ransom, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Stevenson, and Tipton—9, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Feny of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, and 
Wilson—29, ? 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Cameron, Clayton, Cooper, Davis 
of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Har- 
lan, Hill, Hitchcock, Kelly, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Morton, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Rice, Robert- 


son, Spencer, Sprague, Stockton, Thurman, Trum- 
bull, Vickers, West, Windom, and Wright—36. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion to indefinitely postpone 
the further consideration of this bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, I have 
no desire to be factious in my opposition, but 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morro] 
kindly addressed us and said it was our duty 
to submit to the ruling of the Chair. In a 
general acceptation I would agree to that, but 
when the rulings of the Chair are diversant, 
and, as I shall show from the record and from 
the statements of the Chair, that an amend- 
ment like this was hooted at when this rale 
was introduced, the minority have some rights. 
They may be small, but they have a right to 
let their action go to the country that the peo- 
ple may judge whether they were right or 
wrong in protesting against what they believed 
to be an outrage on their rights. 

Now, sir, I propose to read from the record. 
When this rule was adopted we had the naval 
appropriation bill before us, and the appro- 
priation for the civil establishment contained 
this clause: 

“For pay of writers and laborers and for purposes 


incidental to the support of thecivil establishment 
under this bureau at the several navy-yards, $12,000.” 


The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. STOCK- 
ron | moved to amend that by adding this pro- 
viso: : . 

“ Provided, That the pay of civil engineers in the 
Navy shall be the same as now fixed by law for 
naval constructors, according to length of continu- 
ous service; and the pay of assistant civil engineers 
shall be the same as now fixed by law for assistant 
naval constructors.’” s 

A question of. order was raised on that 
amendment, and the Chair, then as now occu- 
pied by the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
ANTHONY, ] ruled that amendment to be out of | 
order. It led to a discussion, being the first: 


question raised under the new rule: No Sen- 
ator took a more active part in favor of the 
ruling of the Chair than my honorable friend 
from Vermont, [Mr. EpmMonps.] He argued 
in favor of the ruling, and said that that pro- 
viso was clearly within the operation of the 
rule and therefore out of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And I say so yet. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Now, letme read the 
remarks of my honorable friend who then pré- 
dicted just such a case as we have to-night and 
ridiculed the idea that such an amendment as 
this would be inorder. I propose to read what 
he said: 


_ “Mr: Epmunps.” *# # * oÆ “Ttismak- 
ing a provision other than that which directly relates 
to the appropriation contained in the bill. This does 
for one year relate to that appropriation, and if it 
stopped there it would be in order; but it relates to 
all future appropriations, to the future action of the 
Government making a permanent increase. It isas 
if in the miscellaneous bill, when it comes over, 
there should. be a provision for enabling the Presi- 
dent to carry into effect the act of 1871 about the 
habeas corpus—— 

* Mr. Stockron. I ask permission to correct a 
matter of fact that I think the Senator from Ver- 
mont is mistaken in. Istated the position of: civil 
engineers in the Navy. Itisa mistake to call them 

inthe Navy.’ They may be dismissed at a day’s 
notice. It is so constantly. In the naval service 
they have no rank, no position; they are civil en- 
gineers in private life employed to work at the 
navy-yards; and wemakean appropriation of $12,000 
to pay the civil men not in the Navy, and we say 
that out of that sum of $12,000 we will reduce the 
salary of eight men and increase the salary of seven 
men afew hundred dollars. If you mako arule as 
strict as now claimed you are going far beyond the 
intention of those who adopted this rule, It is not 
in relation to the salary of any officer of the Navy. 

“Mr. Epuunns. We ought to decide this rightly, 
but I do not wish to occupy time about it, This 
may be a question that comes pretty noar the line; 
it probably does; but I will say to the Senator from 
New Jersey that the fact that these officers are not 
in for life unless removed on the judgment of a court- 
martial does not alter the ease at all. They are 
persons who are appointed during the pleasure of 
the President of the United States or the Secretary 
of the Navy, whichever it may be, to perform a 
specific service under the Government, and their 
salary is fixed by law at so much. Now, the sub- 
stance of this amendment is that their salary shall 
be more. That isa legislative provision’— 


Mark the words— 


“ There is no question about that. Then the ques- 
tion is, does it relate directly to the appropriation 
contained in this bill? It relates to it for this year, 
it is true, but for all future years it does not relate 
to it; and, as I was about to say, if you give this lat- 
itudinary construction to this rule, then on the 
miscellaneous bill when it comes over, there being a 
provision in it to enable the President of the United 
States to carry out the habeas corpus act, all that is 
necessary is to move to adda legislative provision 
that that habeas corpus act shall last one year more; 
and then Senators will find thomselves exactly where 
they were afraid they would without any cause be 
found when we were discussing the adoption of this 
rule. I think it better on an appropriation bill, if 
we are going to err at all, to err on the safe side.” 
There was a proposition upon the subject- 
matter of the navy-yards, of naval constructors, 
and my honorable friend from New Jersey 
only asked as to a number of men named in 
that bill to inerease their salary, and that was 
ruled out oforder; and, as my honorable friend 
from Vermont justly said, you.did wisely, be- 
cause you carried out the intent of the Senate 
in adopting that rule by confining it strictly to 
appropriations, and not only to appropriations 
beyond that year, but by your ruling you con- 
fined it, even if applied to the subject-matter, 
to the year itself. My friend then said, ‘If 
you do not do that, when we have the miscel- 
laneous appropriation bill up, you will have 
some provision in regard to habeas corpus or 
to civil rights,” and I might add, the election 
law. And now we are told by the Chair that 
a bill not referring to the year, indefinite, not 
referring to an appropriation, independent, 
is in order as an amendment to this appro- 
priation bill! Is that ruling consistent? Is 
it uniform? Is it just? I say nothing but i0 
protest against it, and let the country see it. 
My honorable friend from Indiana appealed 
to us to allow a vote to be taken on. this 
amendment and adjourn. Why should we do 
so? This election bill has already been passed. 
It is with the House of Representatives. Why 
are we to be kept here to-night upon a-propo- 
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sition ‘which, if.tested by the ruling of -the 
Chair on the 2d day of May, would have been 
scouted at? Mr. President, we are not blind. 
We.consider that the rights of the Senate are 
violated. .We consider that the rights of the 
House are violated. There is arule in parlia- 
mentary law that no allusion shall be made in 
one House to what is done in the other. In 
England the king cannot allude to what is 
done in: Parliament. without a breach of privi- 
lege ; Parliament cannot allude to any act of 
the king without a breach of privilege. When 
our fathers came to make this Constitution and 
tointrench civil liberty with the guarantees that 
that instrument contains, their purpose was 
to guard against the abuse of power upon in- 
dividual liberty; and when Mr. Jefferson 
wrote his Manual, which is the guide of the 
Senate, he declared in the Manual as follows: 

“Ttis highly expedient, says Hatsel, for the due 
preservation of the privileges of the separate branches 
of the Legislature, that neither should encroach on 
the other, or interfere in any matter depending be- 
fore them, so as to preclude, or even influence that 
freedom of debate which is essential to a free coun- 
cil, They are therefore not to take notice of any 
bills or other matters depending, or of votes that 
have ‘been given, or of speeches which have been 
hold, by the mombers of either of the other branches 
of the Legislature, until the same have been com- 
municated to them in the usual parliamentary man- 
ner.” $ * + + $ * ae * * 

“It is a breach of order in debate to notice what 
has been said on the same subject in the other House, 
or the particular votes or majorities on it there: 
because the opinion of each Tlouse should be loft 
to its own independency, not to be influenced by the 
prossedings af the other; and tho quoting them might 

eget reflections leading to a misunderstanding 
petwoon the two Houses.” 

Can it be denied that the object of the Senate is 
indirectly to violate both those rules? Is there 
any man so blind as not tosee thatthe purpose 
of the Senate is to put upon this appropriation 
bill an independent act of Jegislation which has 
already passed the Senate, in order to coerce 
the House of Representatives either to take 
that part of the bill or make this appropriation 

“bill fail? When the Senate attempts to coerce 
the House, it violates the spirit as well as the 
letter of that rule, and we should be recreant 
to our trust, if we were Jess than half the 
number that we are, if we did not attempt, by 
every legitimate mode known to parliamentary 
law, to prevent a violation of that independ- 
ence of the House, without which liberty is 
not wortha straw. The object of the Constitu- 
tion cannot be carried out unless the Senate 
is independent of the House, and the House 
independent of the Senate. Whenever either 
House attempts to interfere with that. calm 
deliberation, that independence of judgment 
‘which the Constitution has guarded and pre- 
served as legitimate to both, we violate that 
spirit; we set at defiance not only the Manual 
but the great objects of free government, 
which it was attempted to secure by the inde- 
pendence both of the Senate and of the House. 

I have heard it rumored that that was the 
object. Upon the popular surface that rumor 
exists, that because the House have not done 
so and so, this body will resort to an appro- 
priation bill, and with a rule standing and 
adopted by the Senate to prevent amendments 
of this sort, they will violate that rule and 
violate the spirit of what was the understand- 
ing in order to achieve the result by coercing 
‘the House to do that which the House other- 
‘wise would not do. i 

Sir, whenever we get to that state of legis- 
lation that one body attempts to coerce the 
other, it is a bad condition for our country. 
Whenever that condition of affairs arises, the 
Senate is not independent and the House is 
not independent, and that body which attempts 
to assume authority and to dictate to the other 
House violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
the Constitution. 

When this rule was introduced I said I 
feared that upon some general question—and I 
named, I believe, one or. two general meas- 
ures, certainly that known as-the Ku Klux 
bill—debate would be attempted to be cut off 
by acfive-minutes rule. My honorable friend 


from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] told me, and Ihave 
his remarks before me, that upon any general 
proposition of legislation there was no Repub- 
liean on this floor who would attempt to stifle 
free discussion. Mr. President, the last right 
that a free people ought ever to surrender is 
the right of free debate. Whenever we are 
silenced bya gag rule, as I said before, the 
majority who put it on us to-day may, before 
their career is ended, lament to find that they 
are the victims of their own unjust rule. 

I should not have said-a word had not the 
Senator from. Indiana in a spirit of fairness 
and candor seemed to think it. was our duty 
at once to yield, and that we were perhaps—he 
was too polite to use the word, but his intima- 
tion was that we were rather factious in resist- 
ing. I have no complaint to make myself. I 
think if this rule is to be construed as it- has 
been to-night we have no safety. When I 
said that.1 feared under this rule free debate 
would not be allowed us under it, it was denied 
promptly by my friend from Vermont and by 
my friend from Ohio; they said we should 


have free debate ; and yet it would have been 
denied us on this bill. The curb of the five- 
minutes rule was put upon us. A motion was 
made by a prominent member on the other 
side to lay the appeal on the table and cut us 
off even from a five-minutes debate, and it was 
only by a motion to postpone indefinitely that 
we were allowed to say one word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not want to take 
up the time of the Senate and should not, only 
that the Senator from Kentucky has drawn me 
in as an object of catechism——— 

Mr. STEVENSON. I only read your 
speech; I did not draw you in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And he has undertaken 
to show a little inconsistency, as he thinks, I 
beg to assare the Senator that he is more wide 
of the mark than usual in attributing any in- 
consistency to me about this matter, The two 
cases are no more alike than red and blue. 
They both relate to appropriations, ‘I'he case 
of the civil constructor or engineer, whatever 
his name, is a case where there is an annual 
salary affixed to the office, and you undertook 
to change that annual salary when you made 
only one appropriation for it. There is not 
any annual provision in this bill about the 
habeas corpus or about the particular money 
which is to be spent for it. nder the cover- 


ing-in act the money can be used for two years 
at least; and therefore the two cases have 
not the slightest relation to each other, as it 
respects one being a precedent. for the other. 

But suppose they had; the Senate has this 
day with the acquiescence of the Senator from 
Kentucky, on my raising the point myself, at 
least twice, I think, determined that amend- 
ments, which are as much further outside of 
the line as the Senator thinks this is, as it is 
possible to conceive of, were properly receiv- 
able on this bill. One I know was moved by 
the Senator from Ohio, it may have been yes- 
terday—we have got so mixed as to the days 
Tam not sure which it was—that fixed the rate 
of toll or something of that kind. I have for- 
gotten precisely what the point was, and I 
made the point of order on the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Suerman,] and with the universal 
acquiescence of all the gentlemen on the other 
side my point of order was overruled. Then 
I made the point of order again on one of these 
questions, 1 think about street railroads, or at 
least somebody made a point of order on 
street railroads. ‘The Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Wxsr] offered an amendment, that pro- 
viding forever that street railroads should not 
be laid down without the consent of Congress. 
It has nothing in the world to do with the 
particular year. It does relate to the expend- 
iture of money which the bill provides for in 
making streets. That is all plain enough. 
The point of order was made upon that.. By 
the unanimous judgment- of the Senate, with- 


out anybody asking a division, it was decided 
that that was in, order. “ie : | 


Mr. CASSERLY. I think the Senator is 
mistaken. I certainly never understood it to 
be so decided. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I so understood it. The 
Globe will show. It may be that I am mis- 
taken in saying there was not. a division, but I 
think I.am not. mistaken; but no matter 
whether there was or not. So that the np- 
shot of the business is that. our excellent 
friends on the- otber side find no difficulty with 
the rule about. amendments to this bill when 
the particular amendment happens to sùit 
them ; but if you get an amendment that hap- 
pens to suit anybody else, then the world is 
going to fall to pieces at once, That is all I 
have got to say. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want my friend to 
understand me. I agreed with what perhaps 
might assimilate to the ruling of the Chair now 
when this bill was up before. My friend did 
not agree with me. The debate shows that I 
thought the amendment of my friend from New 
Jersey [Mr. Srocxron] was in order. The 
Chair and my honorable friend from Vermont 
differed with me. 

But my friend, astute as he is, does not 
escape that portion of his speech which I read. 
What is it? He says, do not increase that 
appropriation beyond the year, because it is 
legislation. Is not this legislation? It referred 
to the same matter; it referred to identically 
the same appropriation. Then my friend said, 
if you extend it beyond a year it is legislation. 
This proposition extends indefinitely. It does 
not even refer to an appropriation. It. refers 
to elections. It creates a new office, It sub- 
stitutes a district for a circuit court. It extends 
the election law from cities to counties. Now 
there, upon an appropriation bill, is active, 
independent, separate legislation upon a dis- 
tinct subject. My friend brought our attention 
to the fact that if we adopted the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey we 
would. be liable to encounter just the difficul- 
ties of an amendment in regard to the habeas 
corpus. Fle said that would be out of order, 
and he said that to make it in order you would 
bave to reduce it to a year. And yet he says 
that the habeas corpus has no more to do with 
this election bill than chalk has with cheese. 
E leave the Senate and the country to say 
whether they have anything to do with each 
other, and I leave to them to judge the course 
of my honorable friend, for whose opinion I 
have great respect, not only upon questions of 
order, but upon most subjects. I have agreed 
with him perhaps as often in my intercourse 
on important appropriation bills as with any 
Senator in the Senate, and I have agreed with 
him once or twice upon his point of order. I 
do not remember anything about the subject 
of railroads. Perhaps 1 did not have my 
attention called to it, or I certainly would not 
under that rule have considered it in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we are going to. sit 
here until breakfast-time, perhaps I should be 
justified in making a speech. My honorable 
friend from Kentucky, 1 havea right to assume, 
has himself concurred in reporting from this 
very Committee on Appropriations sundry 
propositions which are obnoxious, if his argu- 
ment is right, to precisely the objection that 
he makes himself; and yet they are proposi- 
tions, some of them, which I have already 
referred to, which the Senate has earlier iu 
the stages of this bill determined, and determ- 
ined without a division, were not obnoxions 
to this rule. Now,supposing there was this 
contradiction between the civil engineer case 
and my observations then, and what we do 
now; when the Senate has determined that a 
particular rule shall have a particular con- 
struction, I stand by its latest determination, 
until it is reversed. 

Now, here the Senator from Kentucky has 
concurred in reporting from the committee a 
provision as to how the marine hospital pa» 
tients shall be supported; that is, that they 
shall not be let.out by-contract except when, 
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in the judgment of the Secretary ofthe Treas- 
ury, the acceptance of the lowest proposal will, 
for other reasons, equally sécure the proper 
care and treatment of marine. patients. It is 
perpetual legislation, although the appropria- 
tion of the money is fora year. 

`. Then, turning over a little way further, we 
find that we have provided for a light-house at 
Hunting Island, with an express provision as 
to exempting the site ofit from the operation of 
any law for the restoration of the lands to 
their former owners under the direct tax act. 
That has nothing to do with one year, but is 
forever. 

Then, on the thirty-seventh page, we have 
provided a very large sum of money, $7,000, 
to pay for the estate known as Kendall Green, 
for the Deaf and Dumb Institution, with a long 
provision, not for this year alone, but forever, 
as to the termsand circumstances under which 
the -property shall be taken, and not only 
that, the trusts under which it shall be held 
forever. 

But, sir, I will not weary the patience of 
the Senate in going over the instance after 
instance, many of which have been brought 
directly to the attention of the Senate and 
adjudged in favor of the propriety of the 
amendment, because, as I say, the only diff- 
culty is that when an amendment suits you, then 
it is in order, and when it does not suit you, it 
is not in order. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. We have been here 
now over seventeen hours, with the exception 
of two hours and a half of a recess to enable 
us to get our dinners. Itis very evident to my 
mind that we cannot get a vote this morning 
upon this question; and if wedo get a vote 
upon. this, there will be other questions pre- 
sented which will consume some time. I have 
sat -here very much against my own will, in 
order to discharge my public duty, until I am 
very nervous; in fact, not well enough to sit 
here much longer. I think there should be an 
end to this thing. If we cannot accomplish 
the public work by Monday, let us stay here a 
week longer. 1 prefer to sit here a month 
longer rather than be kept up at night as we 
are now being kept up. We must recollect 
also that while some of us can lie down on the 
lounges and take our naps, the officers and 
employés of the Senate have to keep up, and 
be‘at their posts all the time. Congress has 
declared eight hours to be a'day’s work, and 
we require of them double that number of 
hours. They have now been here more than 
sixteen hours, and there is no prospect of dis- 
posing of the subject. I therefore move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. ` 
` The question being put, a division was called 
for ; and the ayes were fourteen. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I beg the Senator not 
to ask for the yeas and nays, because evidently 
there is not a quorum here at this time of the 
morning, and he will break up the session of 
the Senate. [Laughter.} I therefore ask him 
to withdraw the call. 

. | Mr. EDMUNDS. A division was demanded 
by the Senator from Illinois. That will show 
no quorum just as much as the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I appeal to the Senator 
not to ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I inquire of the Chair 
whether this motion is open to debate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The callof 
the roll will proceed. f 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 28; as follows: 

“YEAS—Messrs. Casserly, Hamilton of Maryland, 
‘Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Robertson, Sauisbury, 
Schurz, Stevenson, Steckton, Tipton; and Trum- 


bulli. 
NAYS — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Gald- 


well, Caxpénter, Chandier, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of 


Vérinont, Nye, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, and Wilson—28. 
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ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Cameron, Clayton, Cooper, Davis 
of ‘Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Gilbert, @oldthwaite, Hamlin, Har- 
lan, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly; Lewis, Morrill of 
Maine, Morton, N orwogd, Osborn, „T atterson, 

omeroy, Ransom, Rice, Spencer, Sprague, Thur- 
man, Vickers, West, Windom, and Wright—25. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. . 


Mr. STOCKTON. I should like to ask what 
the question is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on indefinitely postponing the bill. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Which bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appro- 
priation bill, 

Mr. STOCKTON. I should like to know 
exactly what that bill is. It has been talked 
about a great deal and a great many amend- 
ments made to it, and I should like to have the 
bill read. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is not in order. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I ask to have the bill 
read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. An- 
THONY.) The bill has been read at length and 
cannot be read again without a vote of the 
Senate. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Does the President 
decide that I cannot have the bill read? An 
amendment has .been offered changing the 
character of this bill. JI ask that the amend- 
ment be read, and then I ask that it be read 
in connection with the bill so that I can under- 
stand what the amendment is. The amend- 
ment itself does not state on its face where it 
comes in. I have examined the amendment. 
It does not state where it comes in or what 
effect it has on the bill. I have a right to 
know what I am voting on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey asks that the bill be 
read again for information. Is it the pleasure 
of the Senate that it shall be read again ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I insist thatitis the right 
of the Senator to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not, 
except upon the third reading or the passage 
of the bill. The bill has been read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I appeal from that decis- 
ion. If the Chair decides that it is not the 
right of a Senator to have a bill read that has 
been amended before he votes upon it, I 
appeal from the decision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
decides that he has not a right to have the bill 
read without a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. From that decision I 
appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois appeals; and the question 
is, “Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the Senate?”’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will state why I 
appeal from that decision. We have wit- 
nessed a most extraordinary proceeding here, 
and in the opinion of some members of the 
Senate its rules have been repeatedly set aside 
during the night. Now we are about to estab- 
lish a rule, and I call the President’s atten- 
tion to it, that a Senator called to vote upon a 
bill which has been amended in various re- 
spects, a number of amendments having been 
adopted since it was read to the Senate, has 
no right to call for the reading of it before he 
votes. If it is a rule in this case, it is a rule 
in all cases. If the rule is to be adopted to- 
night for the purpose of forcing a bill through 
the Senate under what cannot but be regarded 
as most extraordinary circumstances, that a 
Senator has no right to have it read before he 
is called upon to vote upon it, after it has 
undergone various changes, then it is the rule 
in reference to every other bill, and it becomes 
the rule of the Senate. 

The reason I take the appeal is to call the 
attention of Senators to the rule which it is 

roposed to adopt, and which may come back 
forestier greatly to the inconvenience of the 


Senate -if it is fo be established as ‘ity rile: 
There will be other cases. Weare not here 
only for to-night. There is always great dant 
ger ina time like this, when Senators are 
wearied and anxious to have a bill disposed: 
of, of. establishing rules: which: will not bear 
the test of examination, and which: may ‘be 
inconvenient. at. other times’ when ‘we are 
transacting business in the ordinary way. |.‘ 

It seems to me that the decision of the 
Chair is incorrect, and I say that, of course; 
with deference to the opinion of the Chair; 
and it would seem to me to be so upon princi- 
ple. Here is a bill that has undergone various 
changes; I suppose twenty amendments have 
been added to this bill since it was read to the 
Senate; and I submit to the Chair that: it 
cannot be known how those amendments 
affect the bill unless. the.bill be read as it now 
stands. pi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . If the Sen- 
ator will allow the Chair, the Chair has not 
made the decision which the Senator seems to 
apprehend. Undoubtedly a Senator has the 
right to have a pending bill read before he 
votes upon it. . The bill must be read three 
times. This billhas been read twice. It can- 
not be read again until it comes to its third 
reading, and if any Senatordemands the read- 
ing of the bill in full on its third rending 
it must. be read. . It is customary only to 
read the bill by its title, but if a Senator makes 
that demand, he is entitled to have it read the 
third time in full, but he cannot have the bill 
read repeatedly during the progress of the dis- 
cussion. , 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood this was 
about to be voted upon. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen: 
ator is mistaken, The bill is still in Committee 
of Whole and has not been reported to the 


Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But there is a motion 
to postpone indefinitely. That would dispose 
of the bill definitely, if carried. Now, on a 
motion that disposes definitely of the bill, it 
seems to me a Senator would have the right to 
have the bill read. It will not do to say that 
in this case the amendments are such that they 
might be understood. ` That may be so, or it 
may not beso.. I can easily conceive of a case 
where with twenty amendments to a bill there 
would not bea single member of the Senate 
who would be able to. understand the bill with- 
out having it read and paying close attention 
to the reading. These amendments are often 
in manuseript; they are not printed; and 
although to an appropriation bill usually each 
item is a substantive item by itself atid easily 
understood, yet there are in this bill, I think, 
some changes of phraseology the effect. of 
which, perhaps, would not be easily under- 
stood. 

Now, I understand this to be a motion that 
disposes of the bill or may dispose of the bill. 
If it should carry, it is the end of the bill. It 
does seem to me that the request of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey is one that he has a 
right to make, and that we shall establish a 
wrong rule in the Senate if we decide other- 
wise. I am not speaking of a case such as the 
Chair supposes, that a person can call for the 
frequent reading of a bill during its progress, 
but when you are about to take a vote which 
may dispose of the bill, as, for instance, laying 
it on the table or ordering it to be read a third 
ime, as the Chair remarked, or indefinitely 
postponing it, any vote which disposes of the 
bill it seems to me, particularly where the bill 
has been changed substantially, entitles a Sen 
ator to call for its reading. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The honorable Senator 
from Hlinois has now contributed a part of 
his share of the expenditure of the time of the 
Senate in direct violation of the'rule. Isup- 
pose he does not care anything about that; 
perhaps he will say he does not know any- 
thing about it; but the Senator probably, 
when I suggest it to him, may remember that 
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one of the rules of this body, repeatedly de- 
elared from: the.Chair with universal acquies- 
cence; is that when an appeal is taken from a 
decision ona non-debatable motion that appeal 
cannot be debated. Now the rule expressly 
declares that when the reading of a paper. is 
called, for, if there be objection it shall be 
submitted to a vote of the Senate and decided 
without debate.: The Chair put the question 
in that way, and decided that it could not be 
read without submitting it to a vote of the 
Senate. Nowthe Senator appeals and argues 
the question. I do not mind about that. It 
only takes up just so much time. 

All I wish to say, Mr. President, is that the 
rules provide for three readings of a bill, and 
for three only, and then it provides for other 
readings according to the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate, to be decided without debate. Why, think 
of the absurdity of my friend’s proposition. 
He says that on the question of ordering the 
bill to be read a third time any Senator has 
the right to have it read, and then if it is de- 
termined to be read the third time he can 
have it read over again, aud so on a motion to 
lay on the table, and so on a motion to post- 
pone until to-morrow, and so on a motion to 
make it a special order, and so on a motion to 
postpone indefinitely, all of which motions 
after debate are again in order; so that a less 
number than are necessary to demand the 
yeas and nays could spend the whole session 
in reading tbe same paper over and over and 
over again as a matter of right. You only 
have to alternate three motions to accomplish 
the purpose. I will not waste the time of the 
Senate in discussing such a thing. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKTON. What was the decision 
of the Chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The decision of the 
Chair is that a bill cannot be read at length 
except by permission of the Senate unless at 
one of its regular readings, Every bill is 
read three times; and it cannot be read at 
length at any time except the first, second, 
aud third regular readings, except by permis- 
sion of the Senate. Wither of the regular 
readings may be at length on the demand of 
any Senator. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I ask the Chair whether 
I have the liberty to make any remarks upon 
the appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion 
is made to lay the appeal on the table. The 
Chair would feel much indebted to the Sen- 
ator from New York if he would allow the 
Senator from New Jersey to make his remarks 
on that question. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iwill, if I can be recog- 
nized afterward to renew the motion. I 
should like to see time wasted in some more 
valuable way, but I will hear my friend make 
a remark. x 

_Mr. STOCKTON. If I can waste the time 
of the Senator from New York agreeably to 
him, it will give me great pleasure. It 
always gives me pleasure to waste the time of 
any gentleman who has time to be wasted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator 
from New Jersey will read the fourteenth 
rule to see that it does not apply at all to 
bills, It relates to the reading of a paper— 
some paper that is proposed to be read, nota 
bill we are acting on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then you have no right 
to submit it.to the Senate at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We frequently send up 
papers to be read. 

Mr. STOCKTON, I should like to hear 
the fourteenth rule read which has been re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Illinois. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will read the fourteenth rule. The Chair 
has not ruled upon that. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“34. When the reading of the paper is cailed-for, 


and the same is objected to by any Senator, it shall 
be gotormined by a vote of the Senate and without 
ebate. j 


Mr. STOCKTON. I have a paper, Mr. 
President, that I should like to have read in 
connection with some remarks that I wish to 
make. Is there any objection to that? - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will put the question. The Senator from New 
Jersey asks to have a paper read. Will he 
indicate what the paper is? 

Mr. STOCKTON. The paper is first the 
amendment which has been offered to this 
bill and then a portion of the act which I 
wish to refer to in my remarks. I propose to 
submit some remarks to the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. But the pending ques- 
tion, I remind my friend, is on the appeal ; 
and therefore, if that be his purpose in asking 
me to yield, I must renew my motion to lay 
that appeal on the table. Then we shall be 
launched again upon this smooth sea which, 
under the strict observance of the rule, by 
making this motion to postpone and following 
it up, will enable my friend to make his 
remarks. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I believe I had the floor, 
and the Senator from New York had no right 
to make that motion while I occupied the 

oor. 

Mr. CONKLING. If it comes to that, I 
submit to my friend that I yielded the floor to 
him to make a remark, as I understood him, 
upon the appeal. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I submit myself to the 
decision of the Chair, but my impression was 
that the Senator took the floor from me by 
my consent. . 

Mr. CONKLING. Ob, no; I moved to lay 
the appeal on the table. Then the Senator 
appealed to me to withdraw that motion; and 
on his request, coupled with the request of the 
Chair, I withdrew tbat motion to enable him 
to make a remark about the appeal. However, 
Ido not want any diference with the Senator 
about that. Ihad made my motion to lay the 
appeal on the table, and withdrew it at the 
Senator’s request. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Ido not think the Sen- 
ator from New York would do it at my request. 
I made no such request of him. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Chair state what 
it was that occurred ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New York moved to lay the appeal 
onthe table. The Senator from New Jersey 
asked if he could make some remarks on the 
appeal, and the Chair stated that although the 
motion of the Senator from New York was not 


debatable, the Senator trom New York would- 


oblige the Chair if he would allow the Senator 
from New Jersey to state his objections to the 
ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. CONKLING. And then the Senator 
from New Yark responded that he would do 
so if he could be recognized afterward to 
renew the motion. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Under those circum- 
stances I have nothing at this moment to 
say, but l should like to be recognized by the 
Chair as soon as it is in order for me to be. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I move that this 
appeal lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKTON. 
move an adjournment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. STOCKTON, (at four o'clock and 
forty minutes a. m.) I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The question being put, it was declared that 
the negative appeared to prevail, 

Mr. STOCKTON. I eall for the yeas and 
nays. i 

The yeasand nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 13, nays 28 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Casserly, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Johnston, Kelly, Ransom, Robertson, Schurz, Ste- 


venson, Stockton, Tipton, Trumbull, and West—13. 
NAYS — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Car- 


Ts it in order for me to 


Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, 


Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, and Wilson~28, 


ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Clayton, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky,Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut,Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Norwood, Osborn, 
Patterson, Rice, Saulsbury, Spencer, Sprague, 
Thurman, Vickers, Windom, and Wright—83. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on the motion of the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Cong.inG,] that the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair be laid on the 
table. fy 

The question being put, a division was called 
for, and the ayes were eighteen. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the 
Secretary proceeded to call, and concluded the 
call of the roll. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I wish to say that on 
this question I am paired with the Senator 
from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] and am not at 
liberty to vote unless my vote is necessary to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was requested by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tuurman] to state 
that he had paired with the Senator from 
Indiana, [Mr. Morroy.] They both left the 
Chamber together some time ago. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be ordered to arrest the absen- 
tees and bring them to the bar of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
is dividing, and no motion can be entertained 
until after the result of the roll-call shall have 
been announced. ; 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to ask a 
question of the Chair. Is it in order to ask 
for the reading of the rule which requires Sen- 
ators sitting in their seats to vote when their 
names are called? , 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
in order as soon as the vote is announced. 
Nothing isin order while the Senate is dividing. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 
9; as follows: * 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Caldwell, Car- 
venter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
(dmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Hill, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stevenson, Stewart, West, 
and Wilson—30. 

YS— Messrs. Casserly, Hamilton of Texas, 
Kelly, Saulsbury, Schurz, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, 
and Trumbull—9. 

SENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
Blair, Brownlow, Buckingham, Cameron, Clayton, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitch- 
cock, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morton, 
Norwood, Usborn, Patterson, Ransom, Rice, Rob- 


ertson, Spencer, Sprague, Thurman, Vickers, Win- 
dom, and Wright—38. 


So the appeal was laid on the table. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now recurs on the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill. 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, this amend- 
ment of the existing law has, I believe, never 
been reported from the Secretary’s desk. I' 
should like to have the law read in connection 
with the proposed amendment, so that we may 
see exactly what the law will be when it. is 
amended as it is proposed to amend it. Inas- 
much as it has not been reported, and it is 
decided by a vote of the Senate that it cannot 
be reported by the Clerk or read in connection 
with the law that it proposes to amend, I pre- 
sume it will be in order for me to read it my- 
self, and to show its connection with the law 
that is proposed to be amended. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The Chair 
will say to the Senator from Oregon thatthe 
Chair did not decide that the amendment 
could not be read. The demand of the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey was that the bill be read 


penter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, l| at length. 


1872. 


Mr. KELLY. I misunderstood the Chair. 
I would like to have the amendment read then. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Chair may be right 
and I may be wrong, but what I intended to 
do was to ask that the amendment be. read 
in connection with the bill, so that we could 
see where it was to come in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
then has been very unfortunate in misunder- 
standing the Senator from New Jersey. The 
Chair understood him distinctly to say that he 
desired that the bill be read at length, and the 
decision of the Chair must have informed the 
Senator from New Jersey that that was the 
view the Chair took of it. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I said that the Chair 
might be right and I might be wrong, but my 
object was to have the amendment read in 
connection with that part of the bill to which 
it related, so that I could understand the re- 
lation of the amendment to the bill. If I was 
wrong and the Chair was right, of course I sub- 
mit to the Chair's decision. l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The debate 
shows that the Senate took the view the Chair 
did that the demand of the Senator from New 
Jersey was that the bill-should be read at 
length. The Chair. stated distinctly that on 
its first, second, or third reading it could be 
read at length, and of course any remarks as 
to the first, second, and third reading of a bill 
could not apply to an amendment. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I did ask for the read- 
ing of the bill. I then asked, if I recollect 
aright, for the reading of the amendment in 


connection with that part of the bill to which 


it referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
made no decision on that point. 

Mr. STOCKTON. If the Chair made no 
decision on that point I will take my seat; 
but that is the precise point made by the 
Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. KELLY. I desire to have the amend- 
ment read in connection with the law which it 
proposes to amend, because each Senator has 
not a copy of the statute before him. Itis, as 
I conceive, a very material amendment, one 
that is of great importance, one that may affect 
the whole country, and therefore I shall like 
to Lave it read in connection with the existing 
law, so that each Senator may know exactly 
what he is voting upon, and especially have the 
reading of it in connection with the law. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Sen- 
ator will send to the Secretary’s desk what he 
desires to have read it will be read. 

Mr, POMEROY. There is no objection to 
the amendment being read ; but the billis now 
under consiceration, and all the amendments 
that have been agreed to are under considera- 
tion, and an amendment that is pending is not 
under consideration when a motion is made 
to postpone the bill indefinitely. Ifthe amend- 
ment was under consideration, the five minutes 
rule would apply; but a motion to postpone 
indefinitely brings the bill under considera- 
tion, and not an amendment which is merely 
pending. 

Mr. KELLY. lI understand that the motion 
to postpone indefinitely, if it prevails, carries 

‘this amendment with it, and I desire to know 
exactly what the proposed amendment is in 
connection with the existing law, because I 
wish to predicate an argument on that point. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I be allowed to 
make a suggestion to the Senator? If he wishes 
any such paper read as a part of his remarks, 
having the right to read it himself, by courtesy 
at least he has a right to have an associate in 
the Senate or the Secretary read it for him. 
Therefore if that is his purpose, if he willonly 
send tothe Chair what he wants read, I am 
gure he will hear no objection to its being read. 

Mr. KELLY. Has the Secretary the amend- 
ment before him? 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator desire to have the entire statute read. 
Mr, KELLY. No, sir. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sec- 
tion to which this amendment applies ? 

Mr, KELLY. The various sections to 
which it applies. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I submit that it is not for 
the Secretary to hunt up all the parts of a law 
a member wants read. I suggest that if the 
Senator from Oregon wishes any particular 
section of the statute read he should indi- 
cate it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon has indicated what he wishes 
read—the section to which this amendment 
applies. The Senator from Oregon has a right 
to read it as part of his remarks, and the cour- 
tesy of the Senate allows him to have it read 
by the Secretary. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I do not object to that; 
but it is not for the Secretary to hunt out what 
a Senator wishes to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has indicated, as the Chair understands, 
what he desires to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read section two of the act 
of February 28, 1871, as follows: 


“Sro. 2. And be it further enacted, That whenever 
in any city or town having upward of twenty thou- 
sand inhabitants, there shall be two citizens thereof 
who, prior to any registration of voters for an elec- 
tion for Representative or Delegate in the Congress 
of the United States, or prior to any election at 
which a Representative or Delegate in Congress is 
to be voted for, shall make known in writing to the 
judge of the cireuit court of the United States for 
the circuit wherein such city or town shall be, their 
desire to have said registration, or said election, or 
both, guarded and scrutinized, it shall be the duty 
of the said judge of the circuit court, within not less 
than ten days prior to said registration, if one there 
be, or, if no registration be required, within not less 
than ten days prior to said election, to open the said 
circuit court at the most convenient point in said 
‘circuit. And the said court, when so opened by said 
judge, shall proceed to appoint and commission, 
from day to day and from time to time, and under 
the hand of the said circuit judge, and under the 
seal of said court, for éach election district or voting 
precinct in each and every such city or town as 
shall,in the manner herein prescribed, have applied 
therefor, and to revoke, change, or renew said ap- 
pointment from time to time, two citizens, residents 
of said city or town, who shall be of different politi- 
cal parties, and abie to read and write the English 
language, and who shall be 
as supervisors of election. And 
court, when opened by the said cireuit judge as 
required herein, shall therefrom and thereafter, and 
up to and including the day following the day of 
election, be always open for the transaction of busi- 
ness under this act, and the powers and jurisdiction 
hereby granted and conferred shall be exercised as 
well in vacation as in term time; and a judge sitting 
at chambers shall have the same powers and juris- 
diction, including the power of keeping order and 
of punishing any contempt of his authority, as when 
sitting in court.” 


Mr. KELLY. Ido notunderstand the read- 
ing of the Clerk as embracing the proposed 
amendments. I desire to have the section 
read as it will stand when it shall have been 
amended according to the proposition now 
pending. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands it would take some time for the 
Secretary to write in the amendments and get 
the statute in the shape in which it will stand 
if these amendments be made. 

Mr. KELLY. I will then refer to it myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary has not before him the statute as it would 
read if amended, but only the statute itself 
and the amendment of the Senator from Louis- 
iana, which the Senator from Oregon also has 
before him. À 

Mr. KELLY I proposed to say something 
upon the vast expense that will necessarily be 
entailed upon the country if this proposed 
amendment should become a part of the bill 
and ultimately become the law of the land. 
I know there is one clause in the proposed 
amendment which would seem to indicate that 
there will be no increase of expense upon the 
country. 1 will read it myself, commencing 
on the. seventeenth line of the second page, in 
these words; : 


Also insert after the words “supervisors of elec- 
tions” the words “ who shall serve without compen- 
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sation unless appointed in cities and towns of twenty | 


thousand inhabitants or upward.” 


nown and designated || 
the said circuit | 


~ 


I do not know exactly in what connection 
these words will come in the present law when 
it is amended; and that was one reason why 
I desired to bave the whole statute reported 
from the Clerk’s desk if it were amended as 
it is proposed to amend it. The existing law 
provides: 


“And the said court, when so ot ened by said judge, 
shall proceed to appoint and commission, from day 
to day, and from time to time, and under the hand 
of said circuit judge and under the seal of said 
court, for each election district or voting precinct 
in each and every such city or town as shall, in the 
manner herein prescribed, have applied therefor, 
and to revoke, change, or renew said appointment 
from time to time, two citizens, residents of said city 
or town, who shall be of different political parties, 
and able to read and write the English language, 
and who shall be known and designated as super- 
visors of election.” 


I presume that is where this amendment 
comes in. I would inquire of the honorable 
Senator who offered the amendment if that is 
where he expects it to come in, but I see he 
is not present. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can inform the Sen- 
ator that the present law is confined to cities 
of twenty thousand inhabitants and upward, 
but this amendatory proposition allows them 
to be appointed in other election districts, and 
all supervisors appointed under this act will 
be embraced in the words the Senator has 
read, ‘who shall serve without compensa- 
tion.’ Every officer appointed under this act 
will serve without compensation, leaving the 
provision for compensation to apply to those 
appointed under the original law. 

Mr. KELLY. It would seem that no com- 
pensation is to be paid to all the supervisors 
who may be appointed under this provision ; 
but I submit to every Senator who hears: me 
that it cannot be expected that there will bea 
distinction made between those who wish to 
serve their country in this capacity. By the 
existing law itis provided that each person 
serving in this capacity shall receive for each 
day’s service the sum of five dollars, and not 
to exceed fifty dollars for the time he may be 
occupied in examining the registration and 
attending to the election and in counting the 
votes. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If my friend will permit 
me, I will state that this amendment expressly 
proposes in the nineteenth line, on the second 
page, to insert after the words ‘‘ supervisors 
of election’’ in the existing law the words 
‘who shall serve without compensation, un- 
less appointed in cities and towns of twenty 
thousand inhabitants or upward.” The ori- 
ginal law provided for the appointment of 
supervisors in towns of twenty thousand in- 
habitants. This act creates additional super- 
visors, but expressly, as I have read, pro- 
vides that they shall serve without compen- 
sation. l 

Mr. KELLY. I understood it very well 
before the explanation, aud before the honor- 
able Senator came in ] read that clause. But 
I put it to him, and to every Senator here, 
whether it can be expected that, while in cities 
of twenty thousand and upward, every person 
who serves at each election precinct shall be 
paid five dollars a day, or fifty dollars for the 
number of days he will be occupied in and 
about the registration and about the election 
at any one time, those appointed elsewhere 
are to have nothing? Is it right that one class 


| of citizens should serve and be paid and 


another should serve and not be paid? Let 
me say to the honorable Senator the time 
will certainly come, if these men are appointed 
to discharge this duty and receive no compen- 
sation, that we shall be called upon to make 
compensation to them. It cannot be expected 
that any man’s services are to be taken by the 
public without just compensation. There isa 
provision in the Constitution of the United 
States that no man’s property shall be taken 
without making him just compensation for it ; 
and so, though it is not expressed in the Con- 
stitution itself in so many words, yet itis an 
undeniable principle of elementary law that 
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no man’s services shall be demanded from him 
without making compensation. _ 

Now, what does this bill provide? In the 
first place, it provides that these persons shall 
serve; it is a duty enjoined; it is a matter 
which is compulsory. Every person who may 
be appointed is compelled to do this duty; 
he is compelled to act as a supervisor; he 
is compelled to. neglect his own business, 
whatever that business may be, to go and 
attend to that which the public deman , which 
isexacted from him when he is appointed a 
supervisor. I call the attention of the Senate 
to a portion of the fourth section: 

“That it shall be the duty of the supervisors of 
election, appointed under this act, and they and 
each of them are hereby authorized and required, to 
attend atall times and places fixed for theregistration 
of voters, who, being registered, would be entitled to 
vote for a Representative or Delegate in Congress, 
and to challenge any person offering to register; to 
attend at ail timos and places when the names of 
registered voters may be marked for challenge, and 
to cause such names registered as they shall deem 
proper to be so marked; to make, when required, 
the lists, or either of them, provided for in section 
thirteen of this act, and verify the same; and upon 
any occasion, and at any time when in attendance 
under the provisions of this act, to personally inspect 
and scrutinize such registry, and for purposes of 
identification to affix their or his signature to each 
un:l every page of the original list, and of each and 
every copy of any such list of registered voters, at 
such times, upon each day when any name may or 
shall be received, entered, or registered, and in such 
mauner as will, in their or his judgment, detect and 
expose the improper or wrongful removal therefrom, 
or addition thoreto, in any way,of any name or 
names.” 

Now, Mr. President, it will be perceived 
that it is made the compulsory duty of these 
supervisors to attend at the several times and 
places on the different days that voters may 
be registered prior to any election for Con- 
gressman. We all know that in States where 
they have registration laws there are generally 
five or six days or ten days prior to an elec- 
tion when every voter has a right to have his 
name registered, It is made the compulsory 
duty of these supervisors to appear on that 
day. Again, section five goes on to say— 

.’ That it shall also be the duty of the said super- 
visors of election, and they, and eaeh of them, are 
hereby wuthorizod and required, to attend ab all 
timos and places for holding elections of Represent- 
atives or Delegates in Congress, and for counting the 
votos oast at said election.’ 

There is another duty imposed upon them. 
Tt is their duty and they are required to attend 
on the day of the election. ‘Then they are 
required to attend at the counting of the votes, 
which generally is on the day following the 
election. Certainly few elections pass over 
where the votes are cast and canvassed on the 
same day. Here, then, we see five or six days 
occupied with the registration, of votes, one 
day in the election and another day in the can- 
vass. Now, I call the attention of the Senate 
to another provision. Let me read section 
eleven— 

“Sno. ll. And be it further enacted, That whoever 
shall be appointed a supervisor of election or a spe- 
cial deputy marshal under tho provisions of this 
act, and shall take the oath of office as such super- 
visor of election or such special deputy marshal, 
who shall thereafter neglect or refuse, without good 
and lawful excuse, to perform and discharge full 
the duties, obligations, and requirements of such 
office until the expiration of the term for which he 
was Appointed, shall not only be subject to removal 
from office with loss of all pay or emoluments, but 
shall bo guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
be punished by imprisonment for not less than six 
months nor more than one year, or by fine not less 
than $200 and not exceeding $500, or by both fine 
and imprisonment, and shall pay the costs of prose- 


cution.” 

Here we see most onerous duties imposed 
upon the supervisors of election. We seethat 
it is made compulsory upon them to attend to 
these duties, that they are required to do SO, 
and that if they fail to do the duties as required 
by the statute they shall be subject to a fine 
not less than $200 nor more than $500, and 
to imprisonment in the penitentiary not ex- 
ceeding one year nor legs than six months. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him ? 

Mr, KELLY. Certainly. 
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Mr. BLAIR, (at five o’clock and thirteen 
minutesa.m.) My desire is to relieve the Sen- 
ate and the officers of the Senate from the 
very onerous job that we have undertaken, 
and therefore I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to know 
of the Senator, if he will allow me, whether 
it would not be just as well to make one of 
the motions that we have heard before. This 
is a novel proposition, which we may not be 
prepared to vote upon. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) The motion is not de- 
batable. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate adjourn. ; 

Mr. BLAIR and others called fora division. 

Mr. CONKLING. We may as well have 
the yeas and nays at once. , 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 12, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Biair, Casserly, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hill, Kelly, Ransom, Saulsbury, Schurz, Ste- 
venson, Stockton, Trumbull, and West—12, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, and Wilson—28. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Clayton, Cooper, Davis of 
‘Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Flanagan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nor- 
wood, Osborn, Patterson, Rice, Robertson, Spencer, 
Sprague, Thurman, Tipton, Vickers, Windom, and 
Wright—34. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HILL. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon has the floor. Does he yield to 
the Senator from Georgia? . 

Mr. HILL. Lonly wish to make a sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. KELLY. Very well. 

Mr. HILL. All the communications I have 
had with the Senate during this long watching 
and vigil have been strictly in conformity with 
the scriptural injunction ; they have been yea, 
yea, and nay, nay, nothing further. {ask the 
Senate as a personal favor, since I have staid, 
to oblige not only me but every other Senator 
by taking a recess until eleven o'clock, and 
let us go home like decent people, or as decent 
as we can appear, wash up a little, for there 
is no water about the Capitol, I believe, to- 
day, and get breakfast, and come back and 
see what we can do after breakfast. Let us 
exhibit some good nature, though I disclaim 
having been in the slightest out of temper my- 
self during the whole night. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think if there can be 
an agreement to vote without further debate, 
we will take a recess. 

Mr, CONKLING. ‘That is a good sugges- 
tion. Let us do it, 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not think we can take a 
vote without having the steamboat bill read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator make a motion? 

Mr. HILI. I do—that the Senate take a 
recess until eleven o'clock. [‘*No!?]}] I 
will put it af ten if I can do no better. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Say half past five. 

Mr. HILL. A recess from half past five 
until ten? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; from now until half 
past five. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is it impossible for us 
to come to an understanding about a vote? 
I think the question is of consequence to 
either side. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave rather come to that con- 
clusion myself. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is a question that was 
debated for over a fortnight, I think, in the 
Senate. I understand this amendment to be 
in totidem verbis the bill which the Senate 
passed; and as there is a manifest disposition 
on the part of the majority to pass it, it seems 
to me it would be more in conformity with the 
way in which we transact our business here to 
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fix a time when we shall have this vote with- 
out debate; otherwise we are prolonging the 
session with inconvenience to everybody, not 
more so, however, to us than to gentlemen on 
the. other side. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me we are 
wasting time. We had better atonce agree to 
prolong the session and then take a recess or 
adjourn. Asa matter of course, if the minority 
will not allow us to vote, we have to stay here 
until we can reach a vote, and I for one say that 
I would be taken out of this Senate Chamber in 
piecemeal before I would surrender to the 
minority after we have been kept here in this 
way, not on an important matter, but a mat- 
ter that ought not to have kept us. Iam per- 
fectly willing now to vote to prolong the ses- 
sion or to let the session expire. But as for 
the minority saying to the majority that they 
shall not pass a law simply because they do 
not want to do so, I never will submit to it 
while I live. I am a pretty good-humored 
man generally, and willing on most matters 
to yield as far as courtesy can go and conven- 
ience would suggest; but I will not, after hav- 
ing been kept here last night, yield the ques- 
tion of the right of a majority to make laws for 
the people of the United States, and I never 
will. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I trust I never shall live 
to witness the day when the Senator from 
Ohio is carried out of here by piecemeal, by 
small pieces. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope not. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I have so high a regard 
for him that at this time in the morning I can- 
not think of a better word than to say I should 
be distracted, it would drive me crazy, if any- 
thing of that kind should happen to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. I earnestly trust no such 
thing will ever occur to him, and if I have it 
in my power, I pledge myself to that Senator 
to do everything a man can do to prevent any 
such calamity happening to the Senate and the 
country. 

Mr. ANTHONY and others. Let us vote. 

Mr. STOCKTON. No, I will not be inter- 
rupted now. When the Senator from Ohio 
talks about the minority keeping us all up I 
desire to say a word. The majority has kept 
us here. The majority has kept us here by 
offering an amendment, as I said in opening 
my remarks at some time last night or the 
night before last, or some other remote period, 
I can hardly remember now when it was—not 
germane to the bill, that was a violation of 
our rule. I stated my views to the Senate, 
Gentlemen, whether they agree with us or not, 
have no right to get up and say that we have 
kept them here when the simple question the 
whole night long has been this: whether they 
had a right to put legislation of aserious char- 
acter upon an appropriation bill in violation 
of the rule they had adopted themselves and 
the understanding of that rule, as we all under- 
stood it, that that should not be done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wasnot here during the 
time this point of order was raised, and I there- 
fore have no feeling about it. If the Chair 
had ruled the amendment out of order, that 
would have been the end of it as far as the 
majority was concerned. I have, however, 
looked over the rule; I am familiar with the 
origin of that rule, and I say with the Senator 
from New Jersey, with a frankness equal to his 
own, that the rule expressly states that certain 
legislative amendments are in order. The words 
of the rule expressly allow legislation to ‘be 
offered of a certain kind, and the only question 
was whether this legislative proposition came 
within the terms of the rule. If the Senator 
will read it he will see that the only question 
under the rule is, does the legislation proposed 
apply to and relate to the appropriations con- 
tained in the bill? ; : 

Here is an appropriation bill containing an 
item appropriating $3,000,000 to the judiciary 
fund, and among other things it provides that 
that $8,000,000 shall be applied to the pay- 
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ment of the expenses incurred in the execu- 
tion of the enforcement act and all acts amend- 
atory of and supplementary thereto. I pre- 
sume, after what the Senator from New Jersey 
has said, that he and I do not agree; but it 
seems to me that this amendment does relate 
to the supplementary act, does relate to the 
very subject-matter for which the $3,000,000 
is appropriated. But suppose the Senator 
and I cannot agree on that question, what is 
to be done?’ When I came into the Cham- 
ber last night he was addressing the Senate 
warnly—— 

Mr. STOCKTON. Gently. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Warmly and gently. I 
have no doubt he feels that in some way or 
other the majority have pushed him, have 
trespassed on his rights, and done something 
which is not exactly right. But Ihave stated 
the disagreement between us, and I ask how is 
it to be settled? Who isto decide that? We 
differ about so many other things that we can 
certainly afford to differ as to a point of order 
without getting into trouble over it. The Chair, 
occupied by my honorable friend from Rhode 
Island, decided the amendment to be in order, 
and the Senate sustained him: I do not know 
by what vote, for I was not here at the time. 
Then it seems the Senate were of the same 
Opinion as the Senator from Rhode Island, 
and Iam certainly of the same opinion now; 
and if I had been here I should undoubtedly 
have voted with the majority. Because we 
cannot agree on a point of order is that a 
reason why we should weary ourselves out 
here in the last hours of the session by an all- 
night sitting to our own great physical weari- 
ness? Is this to be the result because we can- 
not agree on a point of order on the question 
whether a particular amendment is in order? 

I say, therefore, this is the most frivolous 
cause for a night session that I have ever seen 
in my experience here. I have sometimes 
seen minorities fighting, especially in the other 
House, and J have led minorities there myself 
and remained in session all night, and I re- 
member once when the House remained in 
session thirty-six hours consecutively ; but it 
was when a great principle was at stake, a 
principle that exited and agitated the whole 
-country. So here in the Senate I have seen 
the minority, since the Republicans have been 
in the majority, ‘standing battling all night in 
defense of what they regarded as a principle, 
and I never said a word, 1 never complained 
of fatigue. But I do say now that this is too 
frivolous a matter for us to stay here all night 
upon. 

Whether this amendment was in order or 
not, was a question which the Senate ought 
to decide and ought to vote upon; and we 
have passed upon this other proposition and 

_ sent it to the House of Representatives in a 
separate bill. If the majority here, in accord- 
ance with their construction of the rule, choose 
to put it on an appropriation bill, it seems to 
me it is not one of those things with which 
the minority have a right to find fault. That 
is the way it strikes me. Perhaps I stated my 
conclusion a little strongly when I said before 
that I anticipated being taken out by piece- 
meal. That can only be done by the operation 
of nature which I think would waste.us all in 
about three days.. Men who have arrived at 
middle life or beyond cannot stand this kind 
of exhaustion more than two or three days, 
and they do not stand it very well. We are 
all human. None of us can stand this kind 
of physical exhaustion very long. 

All would much prefer that we should now 
go to work, pass this bill without. any more 
disputed amendments if possible, and then ad- 
journ over until almost any time, because 
there is nothing for us to do after the House 
shal] have concurred in our action or asked 
for a conference but await the report of the 
conference committee. Then it seems tome 
our labors are done. Certainly we wasted last 
night in a:profitless and wearisome dispute, 


without even the minority allowing us ten or 
fifteen minutes rest, for we could hardly stretch 
ourselves and change our position but the yeas 
and nays would be called, so that we were 
compelled to get up and come in here and 
vote. IJ think that it is not exactly fair. I 
think they ought to have allowed us an hour 
atleast ata time. I think on the whole we 
spent the time profitlessly, and I think it due 
to the majority that they should have an op- 
portunity now of voting on this amendment, 
and closing the bill, and adjourning. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I will say one thing for 
the Senator from Ohio, that I have never sat 
up at a night session before where there has 
been so little unkindnese and so few unpleas- 
antremarksand so little that is to be regretted. 

Mr. CONKLING, (in his seat.) And so 
little of anything else. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator from New 
York says, ‘‘and so little of anything else.’’? I 
answer him frankly; at this time of the morn- 
ing I am capable of answering anybody in the 
whole Senate I say to him that this is the time 
of the morning when I am usually up and ready 
to goto work. [Laughter.] I will say to the 
Senator, however, seriously, that so far as the 
minority in this body is concerned—I know 
I have no right to speak for them, and I do 
not speak for anybody but myself—in my hum- 
ble judgment the action we have had has been 
caused by a violation of an express rule made 
by the Senate themselves. I called the atten- 
tion of the Senate early last night to the rule, 
and I said that it was being so applied that 
those who said ‘‘open sesame” on one side 
when they wanted to get in gotin, and to those 
who said “open sesame’’ on the other side 
the talisman failed. I said that early in the 
night, and I am sorry to have to repeatitnow. 
My honest belief is that this thing was done 
asa political movement, in violation of the 
express understanding of the Senate, and in 
violation of the rules that the majority them- 
selves had put upon us; but in addition to 
that a Senator on this floor, during this night, 
and one who had a considerable share in the 
charge of this bill, stated to me that there was 
an understanding that certain Senators had 
gone home and gone to bed and were to be 
spared, while a majority was left to wear out 
the minority in this night’s debate. ‘That has 
been done over and over again since I have 
been here. We of the minority are very few in 
numbers, and if there is a long night session 
we are all here, every one of us. We can- 
not go home and go to bed and come back 
with clean shirt collars in the morning, or 
be dressing ourselves when the Sergeant-at- 
Arms comes to call us to vote. We have to 
stay here the whole night. I allude to this 
because the Senator from Ohio has spoken 
about his health and about wearing out life. 
Why, sir, it was only yesterday that the Sen- 
ator from New York spoke of the atmosphere 
of this den, ofthis iron box, as he called it, in 
which we were all being killed. Does the 
Senator from New York remember who kept 
us here in one day twenty-three hours out of 
the twenty-four? Does the Senatorfrom New 
York remember who kept us here day after 
day and night after night? Was it not the 
majority? Can the minority keep the major- 
ity here? No, sir; they cannot do it; they 
neither have the power of lungs, nor the power 
of muscle, nor the power of numbers to do 
it. We simply stand here, and all we ask is 
the one thing we have ever asked since I have 
been here. I have never known a member of 
the minority to talk against time. I certainly 
have not done so myself, and there is not a 
Senator on this floor who will rise and say he 
ever heard me talk against time. No, sir; the 
blame attributed to me by my brother Sena- 
tors and by the country and by my own con- 
stituents is not that I occupy the time of the 
Senate, butthat I make no speeches; and when 
the charge is made that we are occupying time 


purposely and delaying matters and keeping | 


up the majority at night sessions, I deem it my 
duty to repel the statement. Itis not true in 
act, 

Mr. CONKLING.. Will the Senator allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. STOCKTON., Anything at this time 
of day. 

Mr. CONKLING.. This is the time of day 
when I ask the Senator to yield. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Will the Senator permit 
me to say to him before he begins that I wish 
him a happy good morning? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. I will, and I believe the 
Senator does. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Has he not some gentle 
thing to say in reply? 

Mr. CONKLING. I am going to say it; 
thatis what I got up ior. My honorable friend 
thinks thata minority do not and cannot keep 
a majority here all night. Presently I shall 
say something pleasant; I hope this will not 
be unpleasant. I wish to remind my friend 
that the other day we had an agreement, as 
we supposed, which grew out of the absence 
of a Democratic Senator, who was said to be 
ill, by which we were to take a vote on a cer- 
tain day. My friend will remember that. Was 
it the majority who insisted after midnight 
that by Wednesday we meant the parliament- 
ary day which did not end until twelve o’clock 
at noon the next day? Was it the majority 
who insisted that debate should go on until 
four or five o’clock in the morning, or was it 
somebody else? My honorable friend cannot 
have forgotten how this was. He cannot have 
forgotten that I was the object of considerable 
warmth, coming from one of his friends on the 
floor, because {'appealed to my friend from 
Maryland [ Mr. Hamivron ] at four o'clock in the 
morning, stating that four hours had elapsed 
since the end of that day on which by unani- 
mous consent we were to have the vote. Great 
indignation was felt that we should even under- 
stand on our side that Wednesday meant 
Wednesday, as known to the clock and the 
calendar, and it was vehemently asserted 
that Wednesday meant all the time that might 
elapse, I think some Senator said it might be 
three weeks, until the Senate adjourned, be- 
cause the Journal when made up would show 
that it was all that day, no matter how many 
days the Senate might actually sit. My friend 
whom I am addressing, referred me to a case, 
and I believe it was on that occasion, that I 
sat myself twenty-seven hours in this iron box 
as the Senator and I both truly call it. The 
majority is charged for better or for worse 
with the responsibility of legislation. I know 
how very clear my friend will make that on 
the stump in the canvass. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator will excuse 
me; I will make it clear here. WhatI do not 
say in the Senate I will not say on the stump. 

Mr. CONKLING. Bat it is very likely that 
my friend might not spend time to prove it 


-here; but he will take care in this canvass to 
-let everybody know, he will make it too trans- 


parent to be doubted that it was the Repub- 
lican party charged with the administration of 
the Government which is responsible for what 
is done here. That is what he will say to his 
constituents. : 

Mr. STOCKTON. My constituents are too 
intelligent to need any information from me in 
order to form that impression. 

Mr. CONKLING. Well, Mr. President, 
that imputes to the Senator's constituents a 
very high degree of intelligence, and they may 
still receive a great deal of enlightenment from 
the Senator. 

But, sir, I rose to remind the Senator from 
New Jersey of what happened on one of the 
nights to which he has referred. It is quite 
true that a majority of.the Senate have power 
and numbers to run away from their duties. It 
is also true, as I was in the act of saying, that 
upon that majority rests the responsibility of 
transacting the public business and completing 
the legislation of the session.. When, therefore, 
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the minority put a clog on the machine and com- 
pel-us to- persevere and overcome that obstruc- 
tion by remaining, or else to run away and seek 
rest.in preference to the discharge of our 
duties, it is true in only one sense, and I 
think that.sonse which will hardly satisfy. the 
Senator from New Jersey, to say that the 
majority. compels the duration of the session 
and that the minority does not. 

This thing, as. fairly stated, proceeds from 
a debate and dilatory motions carried on by 
the minority, not to influence the Senate, not 
to influence the public mind. I shall be war- 
ranted in saying that much of this proceeding 
has been for the mere annihilation of time 
and nothing else. To that the majority was 
compelled to succumb, or else, as my friend 
would. say in the Naval Committee, to stand 
to their guns, to maintain their post, to keep 
‘the deck all night, if need be, and hold a long 
watch, 

My friend announced one thing that I wish 
he had been correctly informed about. It 
was, as I understood him, that we operated 
here rather by platoons, that while some went 
to bed the rest watched, and then those who 
had gone to bed came back. Unfortunately 
that has not been so. There is one Senator— 
I do not see him now—who was jaded and ill, 
who I believe early in the evening did lie 
down, but receiving news about bed time that 
there: was a session, rose from his bed and 
came here about eleven o'clock. I know no 
other Senator who hag joined us. 

Mr. STOCKTON, I beg leave to correct 
the gentleman. The honorable. Senator on 
his left was taking a very quiet siesta on the 
sofa when he was aroused. a short time ago. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. On the contrary I pro- 
posed to my friend from New Jersey this 
compromise: early in the night I told him that 
if they would let us know how often they 
would want gentlemen to be disturbed who 
were lying down on the sofas, we would go 
around and wake them up without ever calling 
the yeas and nays, [Laughter.] I thought 
that was a fair proposition; but it was not 
‘accepted, and of course we could not carry it 
out. They have certainly been very careful 
to sleep with one eye open and one boot out, 
as no one was able to get any sleep for more 
than ten minutes at a time. 

My friend will iudulge mea moment further, 
J have heard a good deal said, rather by way 
of fling and taunt, in reference to men on the 
Republican side of the Senate being opposed 
to un adjournment on Monday and wanting an 
extra session, meaning to thwart and baffle 
the completion of business and to extend the 

session, I have not felt bound to respond on 
all oceasions when by gesture and by manner 
I have been included as one of those go acting. 
I wish now to say once for all, and I am quite 
. in earnest in what I say, that I want to com- 
plete the business of this session ; I want to 
_ avoid sending a resolution to the House to ex- 
tend it.. I want also to avoid casting upon the 
President the necessity or the consideration of 
the necessity of. convening an extra session. 
I say also with equal seriousness, and with 
equal good nature, that I will never by act or 

omission while I remain in this Chamber be a 
party. to any assent, to any surrender, to any 
agreement which shall concede to a minority, 
. never responsible for the legislation of the 
Session, the right to battle action, as well as 
result, by the majority. 

_ I do concede, and I trust I always will, the 
right of the minority to have full opportunity 
to discuss, consider, deliberate, act, and vote 
upon measures; but never a minority will 
grapple with the responsible majority upon 
the issue that by dilatory motions, by speech- 
: making to kill time, they will: rob or attempt 
to rob-the majority of its right, at its peril, for 
whieh ‘it is responsible, to take final action 
upon-legisiation. Then, while Iwill not make 
as. strong a remark as my honorable friend 


> 


from Ohio did, I say that I trust I shall be the 
very last (if there is any diference in time) 


member of the majority to concede or enter- 


tain such an idea. 

Now, Mr. President, if we can come to any 
arrangement agreeable to gentlemen on the 
other side, by which we can vote- at any time 
to be fixed, I would be governed largely by 
their convenience, but if they insist upon 
waging with us a war of physical endurance, 
I say to my honorable friend from New Jersey 
that I will not retire, and I trust that no mem- 
ber belonging to the majority will retire, from 
the contest wbile nature gives him the strength 
to maintain himself physically and discharge 
his duty, for I should consider it a piece of 
recreant disregard not only of our rights but 
of our bounden duty. 

Now, if my honorable friend who is so good- 
natured, as he always is, and whose courtesy 
is such that he never offends anybody, will 
disperse abroad in the Chamber the genial 
disposition of which he has so much and en- 
able us to fix upon some time at which.or some 


manner in which the minority and the majority . 


may record their judgment upon this bill, I 
will exert myself industriously for one, and I 
am sure other Senators on this side will help 
me, to get such concurrence as will be con- 
venient to us all. 

And now in taking my seat I say to my hon- 
orable friend that pleasant thing in reply to 
his sunrise greeting which I promised, and 
add that nobody can do this better.than he can; 
and no member of this body, so faras I know, 
enjoys more than he conferring a favor upon 
others. I commend to bim this opportunity 
to do that favor to us all. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, the gen- 
tleness and kindness of the gentleman from 
New York in his last remarks to me are such 
as to disarm the few remarks that were occur- 
ring to me during the early part of what he 
said. There is only one thing now, and I wish 
Senators would ‘think of it. ‘The Senator of 
Ohio is going to be dragged out of here piece- 
meal, and the Senator from New York, I 
cannot remember his phrase, but I am told 
it was that he would die in the last ditch, 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, who told you that? 

Mr. STOCKTON. Let me alone, if you 
please. . 

Mr. CONKLING. That evidently came 
from a Democratic source. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator from New 
York addressed himself to me during tbe 
whole of his conversation.” I did not object 
to it at all. I made no point. I was exceed- 
ingly obliged to him and received what he said 
with great kiudness, and appreciated it highly. 
Now I say to him that I arise with a feeling 
of terror inflicted on my: mind from what is 
going to happen to him and the Senator from 
Ohio. The Senator from New York is going 
to be dragged out of the ditch, or at all events 
life is to be sacrificed before he will give up 
the position he has taken. The Senator from 
Ohio is to be dragged out in piecemeal. Now 
there are no two gentlemen in this Chamber— 


rand every Senator, Republican. and Demo- 


cratic, will'indorse what I say—there are no 
two gentlemen who have a higher position in 
this country, both for powers of debate and for 
courage; and if those two gentlemen have 
made up their minds that one of them will be 
dragged out piecemeal from this Chamber 
and another that nothing shall happen to 
induce him to go out of this Chamber until 
with the authority of this body to permit him 


‘to go, I deem it my duty, I deem it a matter of 


humanity, to see that that permission is granted ; 
I feel as I did about the cattle bill.: In refer- 
ence to the cattle bill the Senator from New 


York knows very well my heart and sympa-: 


thies were with the eattle, but atthe same time 
my vote was'for the Constitution and the law. 
Now the same struggle occurs. The Consti- 


tution and laws of my country. are on one side. 


and my feelings for the Senator: from New 


York and the Senator from Ohio are on the 
other. ` 

Mr. President, we are all weak ; we are all 
frail. My constituents may forgive me if at 
this time in the morning a personal appeal from 
the Senator from New York, and a considera- 
tion of the terrors that will happen to him and 
the Senator from Ohio if the small. minority 
of this body who are. charged with keeping 
the session up, who are charged with all the 
trouble that has happened heré this night, 
should continue their course, and these two 
gentlemen should be presented before the peo- 
ple of this country, one of them torn piece- 
meal as if torn by wild beasts, and the otherin 
that terrible condition which L cannot recall 
or remember, but I suppose it musi be burned 
at the stake, or some other terrible thing of 
that kind—what would the country say to us 
now, what would my Democratic friends all 
over the country say if this thing should hap- 
pen? I for one am not willing to bear that 
responsibility. Think of it. One of them the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance; the 
other the distinguished gentleman from New 
York who leads the Administration party; and 
this within almost a few hours after the nomin- 
ation of the distinguished gentleman who has 
been nominated by their party for President 
of the United States, after the huzzas by which 
the nomination was received are still sounding 
in our ears about the Capitol of the nation, and 
the water cut off by an edict from General 
Babcock! ` 

Mr. CONKLING. It has been just let on. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. STOCKTON. I thank the Senator. I 
am happy at that. It makes me joyous and 
glad to know that the water is now turned on. 
Was it turned on by order of General Bab- 
cock ? 

After that thing has gone on, would it, do for 
me to bear hard on those Senators? No; it 
would-not be right. 


“Oh! itis excellent = 
To have a giant’s strength ; but it is tyrannous 


To use it like a giant.’ 

I relax my. power, and what I can do to 
relieve these gentlemen from this terrible con- 
dition in which we have got them, I shall do 
with all my heart and all my will, and I beg 
that my Democratic friends will go with me. 
To relieve these gentlemen, I move that the 
Senate do. now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (at siz o'clock 
a.m.) The Senator from New Jersey moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. HILL, | I now call forthe question on 
the motion which I made to take a recess until 
ten o’clock. D 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion-is on the motion of the: Senator trom, 
Georgia to take a recess until ten ò’clock. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Ke.ty] is entitled to the 
floor on` the motion to postpone the bill 
indefinitely. 
© Mr. BLAIR. 
adjourn. 

Mr. BOREMAN called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 81; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Blair, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Kelly, Ransom, Saulsbury, 
Stevenson, Stockton, and West—10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Car- 

Pontes, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
Edmunds, Ferry: of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Nye,. Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, 
Stewart, Sumner, and Wilson—S1,- f 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly, Clayton, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Johnston, Lewis, Mor- 
ton, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Rice, Robertson, 
Schurz, Thurman, Tipton, Trambull, Vickers, Wins 
dom, and Wright—38: `: 


. ‘So the Senate-refused to adjourn. 


I move that the Senate 


1872. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Oregon is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COLE. I ask the Senator to yield me 
a moment. It seems to me now we are just 
at the turning point. 
point when we shall have it in our own power 
to adjourn at the time specified by the resolution 
of both Houses; that is, on Monday at twelve 
o’clock.. I cannot conceive possibly that if we 
go on without finishing up this bill an hour or 
two longer it will be possible for us to adjourn 
on Monday. If this matter were disposed of we 
could dispose of everything else on the bill in 
a few minutes, I am satisfied in thirty minutes. 
I feel quite certain nearly all the amendments 
that were to be proposed by Senators outside 
are disposed of. We could get through and 

erhaps have the bill printed by the time the 

ouse meets to-day, or shortly after that. 
They could act upon it and the bill could be 
got into a conference committee some time 
late this evening, and perhaps disposed of by 
some time Sunday in time to have it enrolled 
and presented to the President by Monday 
morning, so that he could sign it in time. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should iike to ask my 
colleague what reason he has to think that there 
is any end to the amendments of the same kind 
with the one upon which we are now stranded, 
or of any other kind to. this bill? 

Mr. COLE. It is my belief that there will 
be no other amendments of this nature. I do 
not think anybody would be so exceedingly 
rash as to present another amendment of this 
kind. My friends on this side are very anxious 
to come to terms, and I know most of the 
Democrats are. There are only two or three 
who are not ready to surrender. If these two 
or three would only step aside and let us vote 
‘we should get along nicely. For myself, I 
would be giad to surrender if I could, in 
order that we might dispose of this bill and get 
through with our business by Monday. [know 
we can. My colleague asks me what assur- 
ance I have or reason to believe there will be 
no other amendment of this nature. I have 
in my own mind the utmost assurance that 
there will be nothing farther of the kind. I 
presume some of the Democrats are afraid of 
the Ku Klux bill. I do not apprehend any- 
thing of the sort. I think the statement made 
by my friend from Ohio as to the pertinency 
of this amendment ought to go some way to- 
ward satisfying our Democratic friends. I do 
not think these proceedings are very credit- 
able to any party either way. If 1 had my 
way I would not have had the amendment 
offered. I hope now we may yet adhere to 
our resolution to adjourn on Monday, but we 
cannot possibly. do that unless we dispose 
of this bill pretty soon. 

Mr. SUMNER. Why not 
right off? . 

Mr. COLE. I resolved a day or two ago 
that I would not violate the eleventh com- 
mandment as interpreted by my friend from 
Illinois, [Mr. Loean,}] and I do not think I 
have in this debate violated that command- 
ment. I have taken it very coolly and intend 
to. If we cannot adjourn on Monday, we will 
try to adjourn in August or some time. 

Mr. NYE. We will try to adjourn in time 
to vote in November. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. Will not the Senator from 
Oregon yield with the general understanding 
that. we should pass this little street railroad 
bill. [Laughter.] I would like to inquire of him 
how long he proposes to speak, and I will try 
to negotiate ‘with him for a few minutes of that 


time. i 
Mr. CONKLING. How long is the rail- 


road? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nevada, pending the present ques- 
tion, asks unanimous consent to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 
Is there objection? 


proceed to vote 


We are just now at the | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


4391 


Mr. EDMUNDS, and Mr. HAMILTON of 
Maryland, objected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon is entitled to the floor, and 
will proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not expect an 
objection from the Senator from Maryland. 

r. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I object 
to everything except this bill. I want it dis- 
posed of. : 

Mr. COLE. Will my friend allow me to 
dispose of a few other amendments, and then 
we shall have only this? 

Mr. CONKLING. That will not do this. 
Let us go on with the regular order. 

Mr. KELLY. Daring the discussion that 
has just taken place it has been directly charged 
that we on this side are responsible for an 
attempt to baffle legislation. I hardly think 
that charge ought to be made by Senators on 
the other side when they consider what took 
place here on Wednesday last. It will berec- 
ollected, because the time is so very short 
since that took place, that the Senate discussed 
one whole day, that is, during Wednesday, a 
single section of this bill; I refer to the sixth 
section. The Committee on Appropriations 
had proposed to strike out the sixth section. 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Ros- 
ERTSON] proposed to have it retained. Upon 
that a discussion took place. Amendment 
after amendment was proposed. Discussion 
was had upon the amendments, voting by viva 
voce and by calling the yeas and nays. It was 
repeated time and again, and again and again, 
until weary, at about eleven o’clock at night, 
the Senate adjourned. That was upon a sin- 
gle section of this bill. Those who acted with 
this side had a very decided majority in their 
favor upon every amendment that was pro- 
posed. Some half a dozen Senators on the 
other side persisted in calling the yeas and nays 
time and again. This they certainly remember. 

The result was that through weariness the 
Senate was compelled to adjourn. We were 
then in the majority; we did adjourn. We 
could have prolonged the session, but Sen- 
ators will recollect that many of those op- 
posed to us were at Philadelphia attending 
to their duties there; we did not complain of 
that. Still there was the example set for us 
which we are following, and I think with much 
better reason than then. Here we oppose this 
amendment for this reason, among others, that 
a bill far more perfect than this will be, far 
more admirably prepared than this, has already 
passed this body and has been sent to the other 
House. The result there, of course, we can- 
not say. We are not permitted to speak of 
what-action has taken place upon it there, but 
it is sufficient for me to say that a more per- 
fect bill than this on the same subject has been 
sent from the Senate to the other House. 

Now, why not let that body act upon that 
bill? Why not let them act upon a more per- 
fect bill than this ever can be? For this sim- 
ple reason: it is manifest and apparent to every 
one that the object and the sole object is to 
compel the House, this being tacked upon an 
important part of the appropriation, to accept 
it as an entirety, knowing that they must adopt 
it or else lose the entire bill. So that this isa 
coercive measure. That fact cannot escape 
the attention of any one. It is manifest that 
it is an attempt to coerce the House into adopt- 
ing this bill instead of the one we have already 
sent there. Have we not the right to insist 
that that course shall not be pursued and that 
amendments of this kind shall not be tacked 
on an appropriation bill, but that we shall 
establish the true precedent that in appropria- 
tion bills nothing but what is germane ought 
to bein the bill, and that no subject of general 


| legislation should be tacked upon it? ‘Lhat is 
| what we are contending for now. 


It is for a 
principle, it is for what we conceive to be 
right, and the precedent having been set for 
us.on Wednesday we are but following it. 


low so bad an example. I know he condemns 
it very much. 

Mr. KELLY. I did not open my mouth 
on Wednesday, although I did think it was 
imposing somewhat upon us. 

Mr. CONKLING. ` Will the Senator allow 
me? I wish to enter my dissent to what was 
said by the Senator from California about the 
bad example. If lunderstand what my friend 
is referring to, he speaks of the debates and 
votes upon the section in reference to the car- 
rying of the mail in the rebel States. I was 
here during all that time, and I record my tes- 
timony that not one dilatory motion was made, 
not one speech was made against time. On 
the contrary, observing the five-minutes rule, 
I think no Senator spoke more than twice, with 
the exception of one Democratic Senator, and 
perhaps he did make three or four five-minute 
speeches. There was no prohibition on the 
offering of an amendment. I offered an 
amendment myself in three different forms, 
explaining at the time that I did it each time 
striking from it the objection madeto it. Then 
it was voted down for another reason. I offered 
it striking that objection from it. And the 
third time I offered it we were refused an 
opportunity to take a vote upon it, but were 
compelled to vote on laying on the table. 

I also want to remind my honorable friend 
that at that time a large number of Senators 
on this side were gone, gone on an occasion 
which for twelve years, I can certify, has 
always been the subject of courtesy in both 
Chambers just as much as if a man were absent 
from sickness or absent at a funeral. While 
I have been in Congress there have been at 
least eight national conventions held, speaking 
of the two parties, and no Senator can remem- 
ber an instance in which any advantage has 
been taken or complaint made of Senators who 
were delegates or Representatives who were 
delegates being absent or even going to act as 
spectators. It so happened the other day 
that many Republican Senators were gone, 
aud the Senator is right in saying that it left 
him and his friends, those who acted with 
them, in a majority. Wecame to an agree- 
ment by which the bill stayed here until those 
Senators returned, and this morning the vote 
being taken without debate, the Senator knows 
that those various votes were reversed simply 
because a few of the Senators who were absent 
had returned, Had they all been here it would 
have been decidedly reversed. i 

We will make the same agreement with them 
now, although nobody has been absent on their 
side, although they have not been taking votes 
on amendments, although they have not been 
speaking to the question, although they have 
interposed a motion to postpone, and upon 
that been debating over and over again a dead 
and decided question, namely, the question 
of order. 

Now, I submit to my friend that the pro- 
ceeding the other day was an entirely proper 
one, entirely right. It involved a very im- 
portant question. We simply made a record 
upon it without making one dilatory motion 
or interposing any delay; and all we asked 
was, and that we certainly would grant to the 
minority, that the ultimate question might 
stand until the Senate was full. It was only 
the other day that a telegram was read here 
saying that one Democratic Senator was 
absent, and one of the most important bills, 
that bill which is the bugbear of my friend 
and his associates, was put over for two or 
three days upon that suggestion alone. Does 
he doubt that if the national Democratic con- 
vention had been sitting, and he and his col- 
leagues, a score of them, had been away, we 
would not have allowed twenty-four hours to 
elapse in order that they might be bere to 
record their votes on an important question? 
And yet my friend is setting that as a precedent 
now for hours wasted on a question of order 
after that question was decided, upon submis- 


Mr. COLE. I hope my friend will not fol- || sion to the Senate, by a decided majority. 


4392 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


“Mr. KELLY. I did not cite that occasion 
to. show the honorable Senator from New 
York made any dilatory motions; but I cer- 
tainly cannot agree with him altogether in 
saying that. there was nothing of what might 
be called protraction of legislation on that 
occasion. I will not’say it was filibustering, 
a term that has been made here oftentimes, 
but the very fact that the whole day was con- 
sumed on a single section is of itself, to say 
the. least, suspicious... Then again I think, 
indeed I know, that the record will show that 
upon many questions which could have. been 
disposed of by taking a vote without calling 
the yeas and. nays, the yeas and nays were 
again and again called. I cannot be mistaken 
as to that. I know the record will show that, 
although, as I said, I do not say that the 
honorable Senator from Now York interposed 
one dilatory motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. But my honorable friend 

will corroborate me when I say that the yeas 
and nays were never called twice upon the 
same question. An amendment was offered 
the other day which was laid upon the table 
upon a call of yeas and nays. I offered the 
amendment again this morning that it might 
take its chance in a full Senate. The Senator 
from Ohio immediately interposed a motion 
to lay it on the table. I begged of him aside 
to allow us to have a vote upon it. The Sen- 
ator from California interposed a question of 
order that I was debating myself. I appealed 
to the Senator from California to withdraw 
his suggestion. That. is the only question 
upou which the yeas and nays were twice taken, 
and upon that the yeas and nays were taken 
this morning when the Senate was full, and 
once the other day when it was thin. 
_ Mr. KELLY. I did not say that the yeas 
and nays wero repeatedly called, but they 
were taken several times when it was not 
necessary to call them. But that is nothing 
here or there. I should be very far from try- 
ing to take advantage of our opponents on 
the other side because they desired to attend 
a convention in a neighboring city. Certainly 
they had that right, and every courtesy so far 
as I could shonld be extended to then, 
although there was nothing claimed by them. 
They did not claim that because of absentees 
we should postpone the bill; at least that 
claim was not made until very lute in the day. 
1 never heard it suggested that the vote on 
the sixth section should be postponed until 
absentees should return. If it had, doubt- 
Jess the courtesy that ought to have been 
extended would have been given; but it is 
sufficient for me to say that it was prolonged 
for a very great length of time, and, as I 
think, needlessly. 

Mr. CONKELING. If I may interrupt my 
friend to remind him that before we came to 
the hour. of taking a recess the Globe will 
show that atiention was called, more than 
once called, by the Senator from California 
[Mr. Coue] to the fact that the Senate was 
thin, and a request made by him that that 
matter should stand over, and that request 
was resisted not only after the intermission, 
but before the afternoon recess took place. 
If my friend will look at the Globe he will 
find itso. J do not want to charge any dis- 
courtesy; I do not want to make any such 
issue. IL only want to. remind the Senator 
ihat we were acting with a large number of 
Senators absent; not for mere frivolity or 
idleness, but on one of those occasions hap- 
pening once. in four years which by common 
consent of all .parties in both Houses has 
always been.respected as a time when cour- 
tesy and indulgence ought to be extended. 

Mr. KELLY. It ought to be extended, and 
Tam the last one to condemn that; but I had 
not heard any suggestion. of that kind made. 
But I leave that now and proceed with my 
argument. ; 

When interrupted by the motion. to adjourn 
I had stated that the duties imposed upon 


| 


all these things would at least take from eight 


supervisors were certainly very onerous, that 
they were compelled to attend when the regis- 
tration of voters was about to be had, and that 
would necessarily involve five or six days; 
that they had to attend at the election, which 
would occupy another day; that they had to 
be present when the votes were counted, and 


to ten days; and these duties will be imposed 
upon every supervisor who shall be appointed 
if this becomes a part of the law.: Now, T ask 
again where is the justice in giving to the 
supervisors in the city of Baltimore, Phila- 
delphia, or New York fifty dollars, as this 
section provides? Let me read the provision 
before I comment on that: 

“Src. 14. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be allowed and paid to each chief supervisor 
for his services as such officer, the following com- 
pensation, apart. from and in excess of all fees 
allowed by law for the performance of any duty as 
circuit court commissioner: for filing and caring for 
every return, report, record, document, or other 
paper required to be filed by him under any of the 
provisions of this act, ten cents; for aflixing a seal 
to any paper, record, report, or instrument, twenty 
cents ; for entering and indexing the records of his 
office, fifteen cents per folio; and for arranging and 
transmitting to Congress, as provided for in section 
goven of this act, any report, statement, record, re- 
turn, or examination, for each folio, fifteen cents; 
and for any copy thereof, or of any paper on file, a 
likesum. And there shall be allowed and paid to 
each and every supervisor of election, and each and 
evory special deputy marshal who shall beappointed 
and shall perform his duty under the provisions of 
this act, compensation at tho rate of five dollars per 
day for each and every day he shall have actually 
been on duty, not exceeding ten days. And the fees 
of the said chief supervisors shall be paid at the 
Treasury of the United States, such accounts to be 
made out, vorifiod, examined and certified as in the 
case of accounts of commissioners, save that the 
examination or cortificate required may bo made by 
eithor the circuit or district judge.” 

It will be seen that beside the fees paid for 
preparing papers and returns there is to be 
paid to cach supervisor the sum of five dollars 
for every day he may attend to his duties, not 
to exceed, however, ten daysor fifty dollars to 
each. Now, I put this question to every Sen- 
ator who hears me, can it be possible that in 
all these large cities every supervisor shall be 
paid for these onerous duties the sum of fifty 
dollars, and that every one ee a like 
duty in a town of a thousand, or ten thousand, 
or fifteen thousand, or who may perform the 
same duties in any country precincts, shall dis- 
charge all these duties for nothing? Not only 
that, but-in case of failure to do that as the law 
I read before prescribes, he shall be fined not 
less than $200 nor more than $500, and im- 
prisoned not less than six months nor more 
than one year. Here these persons are com- 
pelled to do this duty, an onerous and un- 

leasaut duty ; they see their neighbors paid a 

ange sum of money for it, and they get nothing 
under the provisions of this bill. As was said 
by the Senator who introduced it, it provides 
that no payment shall be given to them. But 
I make this statement now, that if this becomes 
a law, and these duties are discharged in every 
precinct in the United States where votes may 
be cast, by two persons who are appointed 
supervisors, the claim will be made that those 
men should receive compensation equal to the 
others, and it would be unjust if they did not. 
Why should one class of supervisors living in 
cities where they can have every comfort of 
life receive payment at the rate of five dollars 
a day, while poor men in the country discharg- 
ing the same duties receive nothing? So sure 
as time comes around there will bea bill in- 
troduced, and there ought to be, to pay every 
supervisor five dollars each day or fifty dol- 
lars for discharging all the duties of each elec- 
tion. 

Now, has any Senator here an idea of what 
that amount will be? As a matter of course it 
is in a measure conjectural. 
State I in part represent: I cannot at this 


moment state ‘how many election precincts. 


thereare; but judging from the general inform-: 
ation I have, [-will make this assertion, that 


there are riot less than three hundred precincts: 
in that State, ‘which is very smali in proportion: | 


‘that. 


I will take the’ 
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compared with almost’ any other State of the 
Union except the State of my friend from 
Nevada. - 

“Mr. NYE. I would not stop to meiition 
[Laughbter. ] a 
Mr. KELLY. Well, I withdraw that: But 
with that exception Oregon has less population 
than any other State ; and in thatsingleState, 
with a population not much exceeding one 
hundred thousand, there will be at least three 
hundred election precincts, and necessarily 
six hundred supervisors appointed under this 
law. What will bethe compensation? For 
a single election, suppose it is not to exceed 
fifty dollars each, and it cannot be less than 
that. By the by, we have no registration law 
in Oregon, so that expense would be avoided, 
but there would be the expense of attending 
on election day and the following day to can- 
vass the returns. I have no doubt we shall in 
a short time have a registration law, and then 
in all probability the expense incurred will be 
$30,000 for an election; that is, if each one of 
the six hundred inspectors who shall be there 
gets fifty dollars, it will make just $30,000 
that will be paid for a single election, and 
two elections occur, one for Representative 
and one for President, in the same year. Every 
one can see what that amount will be. It is, 
I know, a matter of computation, but if the 
same proportion runs through every congres- 
sional district as does in the single one ‘in 
Oregon, the expense alone will run up to the 
enormoussum of seven, or eight, or nine million 
dollars. 

This is a matter of computation that every 
one can make for himself. Are we prepared 
to go into this extravagant legislation when 
the tariff has been reduced, when taxes have 
been reduced, when the necessary revenues 
of the country have been lessened? Are we 
prepared to go into such an extravagant sys- 
tem of expenditure as this will necessarily 
impose on the country? It will notdo. Are 
Senators to say that if this bill passes there 
will not be that expense? It may be and 
doubtless will be that no expense will be 
incurred for awhile; but, as I said, future 
legislation undoubtedly will mete’ out ‘equal 
‘and exact justice to all the supervisors through- 
out the whole length and breadth of the coun- 
try. It will not give pay to those in cities of 
over twenty thousand inhabitants and deny it 
to others. It cannot be that the American 
people would be insensible to their claims on 
Congress. It cannot be that they would be 
denied their rights when others had received 
pay for the work they had done.: It would 

e wrong in’ principle. The result neces- 
sarily would be that, so far from serving 
without compensation, it will impose on the 


“people of this ‘country the payment of taxes 


amounting to eight or nine million dollars to 
conduct every election that is held under the 
provisions of this law. Are weto pay all that? 
know there is not a plank in the platform 
of our Republican friends recently adopted at 
Philadelphia, as is usual in platforms, that 
they are opposed to all extravagant legislation 
and in favor of an economical administration 
of the Government. This is in the platform 
of every party; but it is true it has’ been 
omitted by the Republican ‘party at their re- 
cent convention at Philadelphia. They have 
not said whether they were in favor of or 
against an economical administration of the 
Government. I presume, however, it is their 
intention to administer according to right and 
ae so far as they can consistent with their 
uties to reimburse those who are in‘ office: 
But can it be said that they ‘have omitted 
that for the purpose of putting such. legisla- 
tion as this before the country? I-ask now, is 
it the intention of the Senate of the United 
States and-of the House of Representatives 


‘to put this burden-on the people-in addition 
‘to the taxes they are already bearing? If‘ it 


is, let us have it openty-and ‘manfally asserted 
by this bill that they are tó receive the same 
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rewards and the same fees as other officers 
for like duties. 

For the reasons I have stated I am opposed 
to this measure, and if this amendment should 
‘become part of the bill I would necessarily be 
constrained to vote agdinst the whole bill. I 
think it would be an act of such gross injus- 
tice toward the people that it ought to fail 
rather than become a law with this attached 
to it, : 

Again, if the men who are to be appointed 
supervisors are to go unpaid, to get nothing, I 
think we can very well stay here two days 
longer to correct the errors of this action. 
Suppose two hundred thousand men should be 
necessarily employed. I think it will neces- 
sarily take for supervisors in the different elec- 
tion precincts two hundred thousand men. If 
those men are to perform all these duties com- 
pulsorily, under the pains and penalties of 
imprisonment and fine, I say that it is our duty 
to stay here and protect them. If they are to 
do this work for nothing, it is imposing an 
unjust and onerous burden upon a large num- 
ber of people, and we shoald stay here as long 
as we can to protect them from that injury and 
from that wrong. It is our duty to sit up, as I 
conceive, night after night, rather than two 
hundred thousand people should worlrten days 
for the Government for nothing, and if they 
failed te do it, that they should be fined and 
imprisoned. I certainly would think it-noth- 
ing but right that we should protect them; and 
for that reason I am in favor of sitting this out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
roy in the chair.) Is the Senate ready for 
the question on the indefinite postponement 
of the bill ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas.and nays were ordered. ` 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Idecline to vote as I 
have paired with the Senator from Delaware, 
(Mr. Bayarp.] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 5, nays 35 ; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Hamilton of Maryland, Hamil- 
ton of Texas, Kelly, Norwood, and Saulsbury—o. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair; Boreman, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Çonkling, Cor- 
‘þett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flana- 
gan, Frelinghuysen, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Pome- 
roy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Scott, Sherman, 
Spencer, - Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, West, and 
Wilson—35,. . 2. : boat 

ABSENT —-Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 


Buckingham, Cameron, Casserly, Clayton, Cooper, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fen- 
ton, Ferry: of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Hitebcock, Johnston, Lewis, 
Morton, Patterson, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Stevenson Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, Windom, and Wright—34. 

Se the motion was not agreed to... : 

: Mr. SUMNER. I now move to amend the 
amendment by adding what I send to the 
‘Chair. > f s Re 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as 
follows: 

Also that the act aboye mentioned be further 
supplemented and amended by adding the follow- 
ing provisions at the end of theeighteenth section. 

Mr, SUMNER. Then follow the sections 
of the civil rights bill, which it is not neces- 
sary to read.: A a 

Mr. COLE. [hope the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has not sat here all night with the 
idea that this is in order to be offered on this 
pill. I. think. it is not in order. I raise the 
point of order upon it. , : ees 
. Mr. SUMNER. It is just as.much in order 
as the other. 

Mr. COLE. I think not. ` ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Sen- 
ator from California makes the: question of 
order under the-rule, the, Chair must rale upon 
it, without any regard to. the merits .of the 
proposition. ‘he rule reads as follows: 


“And no amendment to any.such biH making legis- 
lative provisions, other than ‘such as diréctly relate 


to the appropriations contained in’ the ‘bill, shall ‘be | 


received.” 


The Chair thinks that this is not in order | 


under that rule. 
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` Mr. SUMNER. I take an appeal from the 


‘decision of the Chair. 


. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
then is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the Senate? ` - 

Mr. SUMNER. My. President, why is the 


pending—— , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Sen- 
ator will indulge the Chair one moment to 
make another remark, the Chair apprehends 
that an amendment to an amendment has no 


-more privileges ihan an original amendment, 


and if a proposition is not in order as an 
original amendment, it cannot.be in order as 
an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Why isthe original amend- 
ment in order, as has been ruled? It refers 
especially to the act to enforce the rights of 
citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States of this Union, and for other pur- 
poses, that of 1871 being an amendment to the 
earlier statute of 1870. According to its lan- 
guage, it professes to supplement and amend 
that act—mark the words—to supplement and 
amend that act. Now, sir, I simply propose 
to still further supplement and amend that 
act. If you are right in the first case, you 
will be right in the second case. Now listen 
tö section eighteen of that act of 1870. 

Mr. CONKLING. What act is that? 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘Theact the title of which 
I have already read, the act to enforce the 
rights of citizens of the United States to vote 
in the several States of this Union, and for 
other purposes, the eighteenth section of 
which is as follows: ; x 

“That the act to protect all persons in the United 
States in their civil rights, and furnish the means of 
their vindication, passed April 9, 1866, is hereby re- 
enacted; and sections sixteen and seventeen hereof 
shal be enforced according to the provisions of said 

Now, mark sir. The original civil rights 
act is reénacted in this statute of 1870. But 
you are now amending this statute. How do 
you obtain your present jurisdiction? Because 
there is an appropriation to carry out that 
statute. If the pending amendment is in 
order, then a further amendment must be in 
order, especially in view of the eighteenth sec- 
tion, which I have read, which expressly em- 
bodies and reénacts the civil rights law. If 
you say that the amendment that I now move 


‘is not in order, you virtually declare that the 


pending amendment is not in order. One is 
in order just as much as the other. Each is 
to amend a statute which you are carrying out 
by an appropriation. 

And now, sir, I trust that at this last mo- 
ment, when we doseem to have it in our power 
to secure the equal rights of the colored race, 
they will not be set aside on a technicality. 
Can it come to this, that you will find one 
amendment in order but not find the other? 
The amendment that concerns the equal 


‘rights of the colored race is treated as out of 


order, although it stands on precisely the same 
ground and on absolutely the same argument 
with the other. You cannot adopt one with- 
out adopting the other. The two are alike. 
They are yoke-fellows; they go together; and 
the ruling of the Chair cannot stand against 
my amendment without virtually dishonoring 
the earlier amendment to which I move itas an 
addition. Sir, I hope there will be no ques- 
tion about this, not without pain can I see this 
opportunity lost of securing rights too long 
denied, a 

Task for the yeas and nays‘on the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

"Mr. COLE. JI simply wish to remark that 
the distinction between this and the other 
case—— i ae 
- ‘Beveral Senators. Let us vote. 

Mr. COLE. Well, I will not discuss it. 
The distinction is very marked, 
> The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
pease cane 88, nays 6 ; as follows: 
YEAS~Messrs. Anthony, Blair, Boreman, Buck- 


‘Bill, Hitchcock, Johnston, 
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ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, 
Cote, Conkling, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Hdmiunds, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hamilton. of ary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Howe, Kelly, Morrill, of 
Maine, Morrilt of Vermont, Osborn, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Ransom, Saulsbury, Scott, Sherman, Stevenson, 
Stewart, Stockton, and West—33. : don 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Kellogg, Spencer, Sprague, 
Sumner, and Wilson—6. ot : 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Clayton, Davis of Kentucky, Davis o 
West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Fre- 
linghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Lewis, Logan, Morton, 
Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, ‘Thurman, Tipton, Tram- 
bull, Vickers, Windom, and Wright—35. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gues- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Lonisiana, [Mr. KeLLoee.] 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I moveto 
lay the amendment on the table, and on that I 
call forthe yeas and nays. 

Several Senators. Take the yeas and nays 
on the direct vote. 

Mr. BOREMAN, (after a pause.) What are 
we waiting for ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
did not understand whether the Senator from 
Maryland insisted on his motion or not. The 
Chair will entertain any motion he chooses to 


make. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. Let us have the yeas and 
nays on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Louisiana. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 31, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Cole, Sonkling, Oor- 
bett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flana- 
gan Frelinghayson, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, e, Osborn, Pom- 
eroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, 
Stewart, Sumner, and Wilson—3l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Cooper, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Kelly, Norwood, 


Ransom, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, and Stock~ 
n—12. 
`: ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 


Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, enton, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Lewis, Morton, Patterson, 
Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Thurman, Tipton, 
Trumbull, Vickers, West, Windom, and Wright—3l. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLE. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee-on Appropriations to offer an amend- 
ment to insert the following paragraph to come 
in after line eighty-nine: ` ` 

For the expenses of the joint eect Committee 
on Alleged Outrages in the Southern States, the sum 


of $1,463 25, said sum to be carried for the purpose 
to the contingent fund of the Senate. 


I believe there has been some $12,000 of 
that fund paid back into the Treasury, and 
this is to cover small amounts still due. 

Mr. SCOTT. If it is necessary to make 
any further explanation I will make it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. On page 27, lines six hundred 
and thirty-eight and six hundred and thirty- 
nine, I move to strike out “ twenty-three hun- 
dred?’ and insert ‘‘four thousand ;’’ so that 
the clause will read : 

For rent of office of surveyor general of Nevada, 
fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental ex- 
penses, $3,700, and for clerks in his office, $4,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the explanation 
of that? 

Mr. STEWART. The estimate to carry on 
the land office.. There was $6,000, and it was 
cut down to $2,300, but it cannot be done for 


Jess than $4,000. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not want to take up 


time; I am against it; that is all. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Whatistheamendment ? 

Mr. STEWART. . It is for the land office 
in Nevada, making the appropriation $4,000. 
The Department recommended $6,000, and it . 


-was cut down to $2,300, and this amendment 


ig to make it $4,000. -That ig-as ‘small a sum 
as they can get along with. | f 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont... I ask unani- 
mous consent to withdraw one portion of an 
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amendment which was adopted, and which 
the ‘subsequent action of the Senate showed 
‘they were opposed to, although the amend- 
metit was not touched. J introduced an amend- 
ment making available an appropriation, and 
added ‘‘ and also sball continue available until 
‘expended, or until the objects for which the 
restrictive appropriations are. made. shall be 
accomplished.’’ I wish to withdraw that part 
‘of it, as the Senate have alresdy pronounced 
against anything of the kind. It is on page 
-15, after ling three hundred and fifty-seven. — 

Mr. EDMUNDS. | There is no objection to 
that being done. l 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. I offer the following amend- 
ment to-come in after line eight hundred and 
twenty-one, on pagé 34: 

For preparing and printing a series of maps, not 


exceeding twenty in number, to illustrate graph~ 
ically the quarto volumes of the ninth census, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that the amendment 
which shows the operations of the censas by 
colors ? 

Mr. COLE. . Yes, sir. 

Mr: EDMUNDS. I think it is a good 


amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COLE. I offer the following amend-: 


ment to come in after line two hundred and 


‘hifty-eight, on page 11: 

For the purpose of meeting the necessary ex- 
ponses of the Cherokee delegation now in this city, 
the Seototary of the Interior be authorized to make 
requisition for and receive from tho Secretary of 
the Treasury such a reasonablesum as may be neces- 
gary out of the Osage funds already appropriated 
by Taw to pay the Cherokees for their lands in the 
Indian territory set apart for the homes of the 
Osages. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That certainly ought to 
be limited. Ea 

Mr, COLE. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs or the Senator from 
Connecticut, [Mr. Bucxineuam,] I think, 
knows all about this matter. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. `I merely wish to say, as 
one member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, that I never was present when any such 
araendment was considered, and I am opposed 


toit 
Mr. SHERMAN. It ought to be limited at 


any rate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought not to be here 
at all, 

Mr. COLE. It gives discretion to the Sec- 


retary of the Interior to pay such necessary 
expenses.as he sees fit out of their own funds. 

r, EDMUNDS. We can do that next 
year. There is a large incidental appropria- 
tion for the fidiane, 

Mr. COLE. Perhaps the Senator from 
Connecticut cau explain this, as the Senator 
from Iowa, is not here. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have no knowledge 
of it. It was not considered by the committee 
when T was present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
must take the sense of the Senate on the 
amendment unless it be withdrawn. 

The amendment was rejected. — 


» Mr. COLE. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts wishes to offer an amendment to the 
amendment in regard. to the furniture of the 
Boston: post office, on page 17. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It will only 
be necessary to divert what has already been 
appropriated to. the’ purposes of furnishing. 
It is not necessary to make a reappropriation. 

Mr. COLE. Of a-portion‘of it. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, 
which was to insert on page 17, after line three 

. hundred and ninety, the following: 

For necessary furniture and. outfit for the post 
office and sub-Treasury: building at Boston and for 
preparing the approaches thereto, $50,000, i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
necessary to reappropriate at all, - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move. to amend that 


It is not. 


amendment by adding. thereto ‘‘to be taken 
from the appropriation already made for that 
building.’ ; 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, and Mr. COLE. 
That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamend- 
ment will be so modified, if there be no ob- 
jection. ; 

: The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I offer the following amend- 

ment from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


Src. —. That the Secretary of the Navy be author- 
ized to construct ten or more steam vessels of war, 
oarrying ten or moreguns of large caliber; the hulls 
to be built of'iron or wood, as the Secretary may 
decide, the plans and. specifications to be farnished 
by the Navy Department; and that $5,000,000 be ap- 
propriated for that purpose out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated ; and that 
the Secretary of the Navy shall appoint proper of- 
cers to superintend ‘the construction of said vessels, 
machinery, ordnance, and equipment. 


Mr. BOREMAN. Is that in order under 
the rule? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. If that is 
decided to be in order, then we are going to 
have trouble. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
did not understand the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read again. I 
believe it authorizes the building of ten vessels 
of war. ee 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. In order to 
make that amendment entirely symmetrical, I 
would suggest that after the words ‘‘ five mil- 
lions’? the words “or more’’ be inserted. 
[Laugbter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from West Virginia make a point of 
order? 

‘Mr. BOREMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I make a point of 
order on that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
must have a statement of facts in regard to 
this amendment before he can rule upon it. 

Mr. CRAGIN. There is no law authorizing 
the construction of these vessels. The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs have recommended 
the amendment and referred it to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
pursuance of any. estimate? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Itis not a private claim. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I propose to have this 
amendment come in on page 61, after the 
clause making an appropriation for ‘emer- 
gencies at naval stations, $40,000,’’ and so on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The ‘‘emergencies’’ 
have not arisen for this appropriation. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Mr. President, I intended 
to occupy five minutes in making a statement 
in relation to this amendment. 

It is well known that at the beginning of the 
rebellion we had comparatively few ships in 
the Navy of the United States. That was 
twelve years ago. Since that time the Gov- 
-ernment of the United States have built few, 
if any, sea-going vessels of war. It is true 
that during the rebellion we spent large sums 
of money for iron-clad vessels for harbor and 
river defense, but none of those vessels are 
sea going vessels, and to-day we are absolutely 
poor.in the Navy in regard to naval vessels. 

Of sea-going iron-clads England has 41; 
France, 20; Russia, 20; Spain, 6; Italy, 16; 
the United States none. Of monitors suitable 
for harbor defense, England has 46; France, 
62; Russia, 26; Spain, 7 ; Italy, 22; the Uni- 
ted States, 28. Of these 28, four are on the 
stocks partially decayed, and could not be 
completed short of fifteen months ata cost of 
$1,200,000, or a longer time and more cost 
than it would take to construct new vessels of 
iron. One other of those afloat is condemned, 
leaving 23 iron-clad vessels fit only for har- 
bor defense. . 

Of vessels of all classes, England has 898 ; 
France, 288; Russia, 319; Spain, 140; Italy, 
91;. the United States, 178. Of the 178 com- 


Is it in 


prising the United States Navy, 8 are on the 
stocks, built of white oak, and soon will not 
be’ worth. repairing; 8 are condemned as not 
considered worth repairing; 23 are not able 
te carry.the modern armament, which will 
reduce the number to 139, of which 17 are 
store and receiving vessels, 28 are tugs, and 3 
dispatch vessels, which reduces the number to 
91 fighting vessels, of which 28 are monitors, 
fit only for harbor defense. That is, in brief, 
the present condition ofthe Navy of the United 
States. 

Bylaw, England adds twenty thousand tons 
annually.to her naval marine—more than we 
have added in the last ten years—more than we 
have added since the war certainly; including 
the iron-clads,of course not as mach as we have 
added. I hope the amendment willbe adopted. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I raise the question of 
order upon this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the Senator from Kentucky also raised 
a question of order. 

Mr. BOREMAN. It doesnot directly relate 


to anything in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As there 
may be some exigency in the public service 
not known to the Chair, requiring the con- 
struction of these vessels, he will. take the sense 
of the Senate upon the amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I wish.to say one word, 
and I shall not be a minute-—— 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the decision of the 
Chair? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will take the sense of the Senate whether they 
will receive this amendment under the rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. A point of order has been 
made upon it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. TIhopethe 
Chair will exercise his judgment and his cour- 
age and determine all these questions. I have 
confidence in his judgment. I hope he will 
determine the question, because I think there 
cannot be any law authorizing any such thing 
as this. I trust the Chair will settle it. 

Mr. COLE. I have oneremark to make on 
the merits of this proposition, and that is, I 
hope we are not approaching war or B0 near a 
collision with any foreign Power as to render 
this amendment necessary. Í 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If itis de- 
sired, the Chair will rule on this question, but 
the Chair desired to be relieved from so doing, 
and proposed to take the sense of the Senate. 
> Several Senarors. Oh, no; decide it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule 
reads, ‘‘and no amendment to any such bill 
making legislative provisions,” like building 
steamers, appointing men to office, &c., ‘other 
than such as relate directly:to the appropri- 
ations contained in the bill, shall be received.” 
The Chair must rule that this amendment is 
not in order, - Does any one appeal from the 
decision of the Chair? [ Nol” ‘*Nol??] 

Mr. CORBETT. I have a slight amend- 
ment to offer. It isto insert on page 7, line 
one hundred and sixty, after the words *‘ waters 
of the,’’ the words “ Pacific States, the;’’ so 
that the clause will read: 


For the introduction of shad into the waters of the 
Farts States, the Gulf States, and of the Mississippi 
valley, é&c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SAWYER. I offer an amendment of 
which due notice has been given, to insert on 
page 6, after line one hundred and thirty-two, 
the following: . 

For salary of the Assistant Att G ; 
the service of the Post Office Departmont, Fu wo: os 

I will say that this office is provided for in 
the postalcode bill which has just been passed, 
and no appropriation has been made for it. 

The amendment was agreed ‘to. 

Mr. SAWYER. I offer another. amendment, 
to insert as a new section the following: 


That from and after the Ist day of July, 1872, the 
| annual salaries of the Assistant Secretaries of tho 
Treasury shall be $5,000 each, and $3,000 is hereby 
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appropriated tocarry into effect the provisions of 
this section to the end of the fiscal year ending June 
D 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to add Sena- 
tors to that; but as the shortest way to get 
rid of it, I move to lay it on the table. Do 
not let us go into the salary business now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont moves to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SAWYER. The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. PATTERSON] prepared an 
amendment and referred it to the Committee 
on Appropriations, of which he gave due 
notice, and in his behalf I now offer it. It is 
to insert after line fourteen hundred and forty- 
one the following: 


To reimburse the late corporation of Washington 
for moneys expended by it on account of paving, 
grading, curbing, and sewerage along Government 
Ree ee to wit: on Pennsylvania avenue, from 

irst to Fifteenth streets west, under act of Congress 
approved March 8, 1871, $77,001 33; on New York 
avenue, between Ninth and ‘Bleveuth streets west, 
and on Indiana avenue and Louisiana avenue, be- 
tween Fourth and Fifth streets, $4,714 81; and res- 
ervation on Louisiana avenue and Seventh street, 
$33,753 72; on A street north, between First street 
west and New York avenue, $964 40; on C street 
north, between Seventh and Ninth streets west, 
$4,161 60; on foot-ways, and flagging and curbing, 
on Pennsylvania avenue, from First to Fifteenth 
streets, and L street west, under act of Congress ap- 
proved March 8, 1871, $148,102 85; on sewerage for 
circle at intersection of Pennsylvania avenue and 
New Hampshire avenue, and reservation along 
Pennsylvania avenue between Twentieth and 
Twenty-first streets, $1,981 12; on sewerage in front 
of. Judiciary square, $1,500: Provided, That no 
money herein appropriated shall be paid to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia except upon the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior of the vouchers showing 
the expenditure, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


I make a point of order 
on that amendment. 


Mr. SAWYER. Lask to amend theamend- ` 


ment. | a 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I make a point of order 


upon 1t. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator state his point of order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My point of order is that 
itis within the prohibitory rule; first, it does 
not carry out the provision of an existing law ; 
in the next place, it does not relate to any pro- 
vision in the bill; and in the third place, it is 
wrong in itself. : 

Mr. COLE. And in the next place, if there 
ig any indebtedness it is an indebtedness to 
the old government of the city of Washington. 

Mr. CONKLING.. And in the fifth place, 
itis out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFYICER. Will the 
Senator from South Carolina state exactly in 
what part of the bill he wishes this inserted, 
what relation it stands in to any other appro- 
priation? | a i 

Mr. SAWYER. The amendment indicates 
exactly. Itis to be inserted after line four- 
teen hundred and forty-one, on page 59. 
shall be obliged to the Senator from Vermont, 
as he interrupted me atthe time I was speak- 
ing, if he will state the point of order again. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I have stated it once, ' 


and I will state it again, though I do not want 
to occupy the time.of the Senate on a mon- 
strous proposition of this kind, in amount; I 
am not speaking of its character. My point 
of order is, first, under the thirtieth rule it is 
not in pursuance of the estimate of the head 
of a Department; it is not in pursuance. of 
any existing law. It refers to a law, but there 
is no law that authorizes us to pay for any 
such thing. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ihave a law which author- 
izes more than half of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not a good rea- 
son for getting the whole. - 

Mr. SAWYER. But the other part rests 
on established precedent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Committee on Appropriations recommend this 
amendment. 


of the cost. 


Mr. SAWYER. No, sir; the Committee 
on Appropriations has not agreed to it. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And then under the last 
rule it does not relate to any appropriation con- 
tained in the bill at all. s | 

Mr. SAWYER. There are the several ap- 
ropriations of precisely the same character in | 
the bill for payment for paving along public | 
reservations made by the present government | 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. If my friend 
will permit me, this city having plenty of funds 
at present I. think, negotiating large loans, I | 
suggest to him that we shall be back here in a 
few months and have time to consider this 
matter. _ Had it not better go over until the 
next session? 

Several Senators. Question! Question! 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like fora moment 
to reply to the Senator from Vermont. I have 
not occupied a great deal of the time of the 
Senate on this appropriation bill, and I do not 
think I ought to be cut off from stating a prop- 
osition which I deem it my duty to present 
here. Now, Mr. President, the act to provide 
for paving Pennsylvania avenue distinctly 
says—— . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What book and page? 

Mr. SAWYER. Volume sixteen of the 
Statutes at-Large, pages 196 and 197, the third 
section of the act: 

“Suc, 3; And be it further enacted, That the cost of 
laying down said pavement shall be borne and paid | 
for in the following proportions and manner: by the 
Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company for 
that portion of the work lying between the tracks 
of their road and for a distance of two feet on each 
side thereof; by the owners of private property lying 
and abutting on said Pennsylvania avenue, and in 
proportion to their frontage thereon, for that por- 
tion of the work in front of their lots or parts of lots 
from thé curb line of said avenue to the line two feet 
from the track of the railroad aforesaid; by the 
corporation of Washington for the intersections of 
all streets and avenues and opposite to all public | 
parks lying and abutting on said avenue, except | 
such portions of the intersections lying between the 
tracks of the Washington and Georgetown Railroad 
Company, and two feet on each side thereof, which 
will be paid by said company, as. hereinbefore pro~ 
vided. The said railroad company shall have the 
right to construct that portion of the pavement 
which it is required to pay for under the direction 
of said commissioners, and if saidrailroad company 
shall not construct that portion of said work with 
the same material, except between the rails and be- 
tween the tracks, and in as satisfactory a manner, 
and as rapidly as the residue, of said work shall be 
constructed, then the same shall be constructed ùn- 
der the direction of said commissioners in the samo 
manner as the other portion ofsaid work. The said 
railroad company shall have the right to select the 
material with which the pavement between therails 
and between the tracks shall be made: Provided, 
That the said payement on said tracks shall be made 
to the satisfaction of the commissioners. The lessees | 
of Market square, between Seventh and Ninth 
streets, shall pay for that portion of the pavement 
between said square and the line two feet from the, 
railroad track aforesaid.” : - 

Mr. COLE. The Senator will look in vain 
for the authority of that act, I know, for I 
have examined that carefully. 

Mr. SAWYER. - Let me read on: 

“ The portion of the pavement lying between tle 
Botanic Gardens and a line two feet outside-of the 
track of the railroad company- shall be paid for by 
the United States Government.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no part of 
Pennsylvania avenue that lies there. 

“Mr. SAWYER. The language is, ‘ between 
the Botanic Gardens and a line two feet out- 
side of the track of the railroad company.”’ 

Mr. COLE. That has been paid for by the 
Government of the United States already. 

Mr. SAWYER. On the contrary, not one 
dollar has been paid. It has never been pre- 
sented... Here are the bills, certified by the 
surveyor of the city, for every item in the 
appropriation. Seventy thousand dollars of 
this is for Pennsylvania avenue, for expenses 
of the United States incurred under that law. 
The other part of it is simply paving along 
public reservations; as for instance here is an 
item for paving in front of Judiciary. square, 
on Louisiana and Indiana avenues, one half 


Mr. CONKLING. Is there any import- 


ance in paying it. now rather than. in Decem- 
ber next?: ae a Does © 
Mr. SAWYER. Notice was. given of this 
amendment, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, but the. Committee 
on Appropriations left it to the chairman of 
the Committee onthe District of Columbia to. 
offer it. ; . : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor has occupied his time. If there: was an 
agreed state of facts the Chair could rule on this 
amendment, but the facts are notagreed upon. 
_ Mr. EDMUNDS. To make short work of 
it, I will move to lay it on the table. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will take the sense of the Senate whether this 
amendment shall be received under the rule. 

Mr. BOREMAN. If itis in order I move 
to lay it on the table. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
is in order. . 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
22, noes 17. 

Mr. SPRAGUE, 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
free to say-———~ . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is not debatable. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, 
Cole. Conkling, Cooper, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, 
Pool, Pratt, Scott, Stevenson, West, and Wilson—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Cragin, Flanagan, Harlan, 
Morrillof Maine, Norwood, Osborn, Pomeroy, Ram- 
sey, Robertson, Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, and 
Stewart—14. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Clayton, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite. Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Iewis, Logan, Morton, Pat- 
terson, Ransom, Rice, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, 


Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, Windom, and Wright—33. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I offer the following 


amendment as an additional section: 

That tho Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to acquire by purchase, from the 
mayor and corporation of the city of New York, the 
whole or so much of the public park in the city of 
New York known as the Battery, as inthe opinion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury may be. necessary 
for the erection thereon of suitable buildings for a 
custom-house, appraisers’ stores, barge-office, assay 
office, and foreign-mail station: Provided, That the 
terms of such purchase shall, in the judgment of 
the Secretary, be equitable and just. 

I beg leave to occupy the attention of the 
Senate for a moment, I will state that the 
building used for a custom-house in the city 
of New York is alogether inadequate for the 
interests of the commerce of that city. The 
business of the customs in New York has 
increased within the past ten years from 
$50,000,000 to $149,000,000 per annum. ‘The 
building that is occupied for that purpose is 
more than full, so that the employés are 
actually colonized and doing business in adja- 
cent buildings. The business of the city and of 
the country through the city must constantly 
increase, so much so. that it will be very difi- 
cult—I do not say impossible, but very diff- 
eult—to collect the customs with any accuracy 
without an additional building. 

J will state still further that the appraisers’ 
store is now rented at a cost of over sixty-four 
thousand dollars per annum. It is a large 
building, but entirely inconvenient and inad- 
equate. for the. purposes for which it is used. 
Tts fittings are such that I do not hesitate to 


I call for the yeas and 


I am very 


‘say no man would undertake to do business in 


such a building. 

Again, the barge-office is underrent. That 
lease- expires soon, aud when it expires the 
building is to be taken down. There is a 
necessity for early action-in order to secure a 
proper place for public.buildings. ; 
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I will say still further that in March last 
the merchants and citizens of New York held 
a public ‘meeting with reference to this very 
subject, and they appointed a committee of 
their leading merchants to take it into consid- 
eration, and this proposition is in accordance 
with their judgment, and in accordance with 
the judgment of the mercantile interests in 
that city as indicated through them. 

Mr. COLE. Is this amendment inorder? I 
think not. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe Sen- 
ator desires a ruling of the Chair he can make 
a point of order. The Chair does not answer 
any question of that sort. 

Mr. COLE. I do not-make that point of 
order. - It is equivalent to making a point of 
order to ask such a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. desires it the Chair will 
submit this matter to the Senate. [** No!” 
44 Nol”? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Chair- will 
decide it one way or the other. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. lam willingto have 
the Chair rule upon it. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
Chair, without regard to the merits of the prop- 
osition, must rule that it is not in order under 
the restrictive rule. 

Mr. SCOTT. J offer an amendment of which 
notice was given on the Istof June, and which 
was referred to the Committec-on Appropria- 
tions. It is on page 11, after line two hundred 
and fifty-eight, to insert the following: 


To enable the Seoretary of the Treasury to pre~ 
pare tho plate and. print the certificates of stock 
provided for by the act entitled “ An act relative to 
the centennial international exhibition to be held 
in the city of Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, 
in tho year 1876,” $20,300, or so much thoreof ag 
may be necessary, 


Mr, SHERMAN. Is there a law which 
requires the Government to do this ? 
r. SCOTT, The ninth section of that act 
provides: — 


‘That it shall bo the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury of tho United States, as soon as practicable 
attor the passage of this act, to cause to be prepared 
in accordance with a design approved by the United 

tates centennial commission and by the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, à sufficient number of certificates 
of stock to meet the requirements of this aot.” 


Mr. COLL. Read the rest of it, the whole 


section. , . 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwill read the whole section ; 
Į was going to send to the Chair the Secretary’s 
letter: 

“And any porson found guilty of counterfeiting, 
or attempting to counterfeit, or knowingly circulat- 
ing false certificates of stock, herein authorized, 
shall be subject to the same pains and penalties as 
are or may bo provided. by law for countorfeiting 
United States currency; but nothing in this act 
shall be so construed. as to create any liability of the 
United States, direct or indirect, for any debt or obli- 
gation incurred, nor for any claim, by the centen- 
nial international exhibition, or the corporation 
hereby created, for aid or pecuniary assistance from 
Congress or the Treasury of the United States, in 
support or liquidation of any debts or obligations 
created by the corporation herein authorized.” 

Now, I ask that the Seeretary’s letter be 
read. I do not propose to take up any time 
on this matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I desire to ask the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania a question, as I do 
not wish to occupy time. 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator if that centennial bill, when the question 
was between New York and Philadelphia, 
was not pressed upon us here by the Senators 
from Pennsylvania; and those in favor of it, 
upon the repeated and distinct statement that 
in no event were tbe United States to be 
asked or permitted to pay anything, or to 
incur any liability whatever? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will say, not only was that 
statement made, but: there is a provision in 
the original bill against the United States 
incurring any liability. by reason of the pas- 
sageof the bill. Here is a subsequent act of 
incorporation for a company in’which this 


€ 


provision is made anda duty imposed upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury. His letter 
asks for this appropriation. I but discharge 
a duty imposed upon me in bringing it before 
the Senate and before the Committee on 
Appropriations, and after the letter of the 
Secretary is read, all I ask is a vote of the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to have the peo- 
ple of this country. understand that the mo- 
ment these gentlemen got an act of incorpor- 
ation here, which I thought was contrary to 
the Constitution, to help them aloug with this 
affair, the next thing is, we are called upon to 
pay something under it. I do not think it 
will add to the credit of the centennial exhibi- 
tion after what was said to us here when we 
were asked-to go for it in the first place or 
the last place. 

Mr. SCOTT.. Ido not wish the centennial 
exhibition to be disparaged in advance, and I 
hope after the United States has appropriated 
half a million or more in aid of exhibitions in 
foreign lands, when Congress are simply asked 
for $20,000 to print certificates to begin with 
for one in their own country, it will not be 
held to discredit the exhibition itself. The 
matter has already occupied more time than I 
intended. I simply ask that the letter of the 
Secretary be read, and a vote be had on the 
subject. 

The Chief Clerk read the following letter : 


Treasury DEPARTMENT. 
OFFICE oF THE SECRETARY, June 3, 1872, 

Sm: Iam informed that by a recent act of Con- 
gress the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to 

rovide for printing certificates for the use of the 
Ponta of finance of the commission charged with 
making arrangements for the approaching centen- 
nial anniversary of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence. 

The estimated cost of engraving and printing the 
certificates is $20,300, and I havethe honor to request 
that a clause be inserted in the pending appropria- 
tion bill of that sum for the purpose namod. 


Very respectfull 
Ty Topea BHO. S. BOULWELL, Secretary. 
Hon. CORNELIUS Cous,, United States Senate, 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the close of the bill: 


For the purpose of enabling the Secretary of the 
Interior to pay to the parties entitled thereto, the 
balance due tho creditors of the upper and lower 
bands of Sioux Indians on account of supplies fur- 
nished said Indians prior to the 3d day of Decem- 
ber, 1860, $65,812 47, or so much thereof as the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may find to be justly due after 
oxamination of the various items thereof. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of 
order that that is a private claim, and has been 
ruled out balf a dozen times. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Where does 
the Senator from Minnesota propose this 
amendment to come in? ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order 
upon it. 

"The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state his point of order. 
- Mr. EDMUNDS. My point of order.is, 
that on the face of it it is a private claim, and 
I deny that there is any law which requires it 
to be paid, and I am pretty sure it has been 
ruled out at several sessions. - 

Mr. RAMSEY. You might refuse to pay 
any debt due by the Government session after 
session ; but here isa debt that is undoubtedly 


due. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
wishes to inquire of the Senator from Minne- 
sota to what appropriation in the bill does this 
amendment relate? i 

Mr. RAMSEY. No particular one. Like 
every other appropriation it stands on its own 
bottom. [{Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
Chair rules it out of order. — 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I offer the following 
amendment: f 

That the sum of $50,000, orso much thereof as may 
be necessary, ishereby appropriated to pay unsettled 


claims against the Government of the United States 
on account of services rendered by the United States 


marshals in the States lately in rebellion. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That also is a private 
claim, and I make the point of order upon it. 
Iam sorry to do it against my friend from 


Texas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will inquire of the Senator from Texas if this 
amendment relates to any appropriation in the 
bill? i 

Mr. FLANAGAN. 
page 64, line ten. 
rendered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it relates to no appropriation in the bill, 
and cannot be received. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is one amendment 
to which I want to call attention. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa, I think, had charge of it, and 
I wish to call his attention to it. It ison page 
18, line three hundred and three, for construct- 
ing a pneumatic tube upon the plan invented 
by Albert Brisbane, from the Capitol to the 
Government Printing Office. The committee 
struck out the words ‘‘ upon the plan invented 
by Albert Brisbane,” but it has since been 
amended by: putting in the words “with 
spheres.” A suppose tha restores the prop- 
osition as it was originaly; and although I 
have no opinion as to whether Mr. Brisbane’s 
plan is the best—very likely it is—I suppose 
the object of the committee was to leave it 
open to all plans. I merely wish to callatten- 
tion to it. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. HARLAN. I supposed the ordinary 
pneumatic tube had been sufficiently tested 
heretofore in England, if not in our own coun- 
try, and there would be no necessity of mak- 
ing an appropriation merely to test it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I donot understand this 
is a test. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator from Iowa 
will look at it, he will find that the Printing 
Committee and the Appropriation Committee 
both thought that we ought to have some 
cheaper and quicker means of communication 
with the Government Printing Office, and 
therefore the House put in an appropriation 
to build a pneumatic tube. Then Mr. Bris- 
bane got his name inserted as the man whose 
plan was to be taken. That plan has never 
been put in actual operation. The committee 
therefore thought it ought to be left to the 
proper officers of the Government to take the 
best and cheapest plan, not to cramp every- 
body, but to give all an equal chance. 

Mr. HARLAN. Very well; I shall make 
no opposition to the action of the two com- 
mittees, 

Mr. COLE. Thope Senators will remember 
that there isno pneumatic tube to the Govern- 
ment Printing Office now, and it is necessary 
to send this bill there very soon, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iam wholly 
opposed to this scheme, and I hope the Senate 
will vote it out. The idea of having a pneu- 
matic tube running from here on a direct line 
to the Printing Office 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator is entirely 
mistaken: it is to run under ground. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I understood 
it was to be above ground. 

Mr. SAWYER. Not at all. 

_ Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, 
underground I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
motion pending before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move, so as to get at 
it, to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
of the Senator from Iowa wasagreed to, insert- 
ing the words ‘‘ with spheres,” and he makes 
no objection to that. It will leave then all a 
fair chance to have the best thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
will be regarded as agreed to unless objection 
þe made. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, then, I want the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa disa- 
greed to, if he does not ‘object, which will 
leave the matter just as the committee had it. 


I want it to come in on 
The services have been 


If it runs 


1872. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will 
strike out the name of Albert Brisbane. 

Mr.. EDMUNDS. That has already been 
done. J propose to disagree with the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa, which is in 
manuscript. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not see any necessity for 
a pneumatic tube between the Capitol and the 
Government Printing Office. Why, sir, the 
Senator from Louisiana offered an amendment 
this evening, and in the twinkling of an eye it 
was brought back here printed. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. That cannot be 
done all the time. f 

Mr. BLAIR. I really think there is no 
necessity for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa will be dis- 
agreed to unless objection be madè. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I have an amendment 
to offer which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. It consists of a House 
bill for the purpose of building a court-house 
for the United States circuit court in Atlanta, 
Georgia. I will state to the Senate that as 
long as that court has been held there it has 
never had a court-house in which it could be 
held. Besides, there is no post office in 
Atlanta, except that kept in a wretched build- 


ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator send his amendment to the Chair? 

Mr. NORWOOD. I propose it to come in 
under the head of ‘“‘judiciary.’’ It isto insert 
on page 7, after line one hundred and thirty- 
nine, the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause to be con- 
structed a suitable building at Atlanta, Georgia, 
for the accommodation of the United States court, 
post office, and other Government offices, and cause 
to be procured an eligible site for the same. The 
lot and building, when completed, shall not exceed 
the cost of $100,000: Provided, That no money to be 
appropriated under this act shall be available until 
a valid title to the said site shail be vested in the 
United States, and until the State of Georgia duly 
relinquishes jurisdiction over the same, and the 
right to tax or otherwise assess said property while 
in the possession of the United States. 

I will explain this matter in a very few 
words. 1am credibly informed by a member 
of the House who has gathered information on 
this subject that the Government is now pay- 
ing for its post office in Atlanta, about, I think, 
fourthousand dollars. It may bethatitis paying 
it for the post office and court-room together; 
but itis paying the interest at ten per cent. on 
$40,000 there for one or for both. But admit 
it may be for both. The court-room is in the 
third story of a building, and is too small to 
accommodate the court with witnesses and 
jurors, and the court really does not, from 
the place in which it is held, possess that dig- 
nity which a United States court should have, 
and it is nothing bat justice to the Govern- 
ment itself and respect to its own dignity, the 
dignity of its own judiciary, that it should 
provide a better court-house than it has in 
Atlanta, and by providing a court-house and 
post office together this annual expense will 
be saved. The same gentleman informs me 
that some forty thousand dollars have been 
expended in Atlanta as expenses in that way 
since the war; in what particulars I do not 
know ; but that the Government has incurred 
an expense of $40,000 since the war in refer- 
ence to its court and its post office. I hope, 
therefore, that the Senate will allow this 
amendment to go on the bill. 

I am authorized to state to the Senate that 
the city of Atlanta has proposed in advance 
to donate a very fine lot, worth probably sixty 
or seventy thousand dollars, upon which this 
building may be located. f 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This appro- 
priation for a public building at Atlanta, 
Georgia, I suppose, is not in order. It has 
not yet been reported favorably upon by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
There are some bilis before the Senate that 
have been so reported, or at least reported 


without recommendation. I desired to eall 
the attention of the Senate, and should do so 
but for our long and weary session, to several 
appropriations in this bill for public buildings 
and grounds. It seems to have been the good 
fortune of some places to get appropriations 
on this bill that have never received the ap- 
proval of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds in either House. I would desire, 
for instance, to eall attention to the building at 
Columbia, South Carolina, on page 14. ‘The 
Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. Rozzrrsoy] 
originally got a bill through’ for that place 
appropriating $75,000, and the cost was limited 
to that amount, but at a subsequent period 
$25,000 more was appropriated, and it was 
regarded at the Treasury Department that the 
fact of appropriating $25,000 more repealed 
the limitation, and that they could go on and 
erect a building at any expense; and the 
expenditure now contemplated to build this 
building is $285.000, when all that the Senator 
from South Carolina asked for originally was 
$75,000, and the appropriation was limited to 
that sum. This bill now proposes to go on 
and build a brick building when the first story 
is built of granite. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator will allow 
me, that portion of the claim in reference to 
building it of brick is stricken out. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. No, it isnot. 

Mr. SAWYER. It was aclerical errorthat 
brackets were not put around those words; but 
they were not only stricken out in the Gom- 
mittee on Appropriations, but in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This bill 
appropriates $50,000 more for that building. 

r. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 
to correct his statement ? ; 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
desire to discuss the matter. I merely wish 
to call the attention of the Senate to it. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator says that 
this amendment is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator from Ver- 
mont has the floor. Does he yield to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas? 

Mr. POMEROY. I believehe can be takea 
off the floor on a point of order. I make the 
point on the statement which he makes, that 
this amendment has not been reported favor- 
ably by any committee, and therefore is not in 
order under the rule. It is legislation, making 
a legislative provision. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Then I will 
move, in line three bundred and twenty-four, to 
strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A point of 
order is raised on the amendment. The Chair 
understands that it has not been reported by a 
committee. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
statement of the Senator from Vermont. 
notknow anything about the facts myself. 

Mr. NORWOOD.. If the Senator will par- 
don me, the facts are these: the bill came 
here from the House and was referred to the 
committee of which the honorable Senator 
from Vermontis chairman. When this appro- 
priation bill came up I applied to him to see 
whether he could take action upon it. He 
informed me that it was very doubtful, and 
then I told him that I would move it as an 
amendment to this bill, first giving notice 
under the rule. That was the best thing I 
could do under the circumstances. If the 
Senator from Kansas takes the point of order 
under the thirtieth rule, E suppose my amend- 
ment must go down. 

Mr. POMEROY. I made it on the state- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I hopethe Senator will not 
make the point underthe circumstances. The 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
‘did not make a report on the bill, as I under- 
stood the chairman, because they had uot time 
then to act upon it. It was not because they 


I make the point on the 
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were either against or in favor of the proposi- 

tion, i therefore gaye him notice that I should 

ee it in the Senate as.an amendment on this 
ill. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Are the com: 
mittee in favor of it or not now? ; 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, I desire. to 
make a statement to show that the committee 
have not been remiss in acting upon a suffi- 
cient ‘number of these bills. We have acted 
on so many bills that the Secretary. of the 
Treasury has sent us two communications say- 
ing that we have already made appropriations 
for a much larger amount than usual, taking 
both bodies into account, and that it would be 
impossible for the architect of the Treasury to 
take charge of any more buildings than were 
already placed in his hands. I will state fur- 
ther that we have any number of bills for build- 
ings of this sort, which I have no doubt are 
quite as worthy as this at Atlanta; certainly 
some of them l am very sure will be reported 
at the next session. Ihave not given particu- 
lar attention to this case at Atlanta; but there 
are some already reported favorably that have 
passed the other House that would certainly 
in my judgment take precedence of any one 
that had not received the recommendation of 
both Houses. l . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is obliged to rule the amendment out of order, 
the point being raised upon it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Now, before 
this question goes out of sight, I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
there are six or eight of these propositions in 
the bill that are here without any considera- 
tion on the part of the Committee on Public 
Buildings of either House. If the Senate de- 
sire that these subjects. should be in the con- 
trol of the Committees on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, they ought not to tolerate any 
amendment from other sources, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator make any motion ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. No, sir; I 
do not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no sepa- 
rate vote be demanded, the Chair will put the 
question on concurring in all the amendments 
together. 

Mr. WEST. I desire to take a separate vote 
on one question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor will indicate the amendment he. desires. 
reserved. i 

Mr. WEST. On line six hundred and 
seventy-seven, page 28, the Senate refused to 
agree to the amendment reported by the Com-: 
mittee on Appropriations striking out 
$8,000"? and inserting ‘‘$18,000"’ for sur- 
veying public lands in Louisiana. I want a 
separate vote on that question. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. 
an amendment to be reserved. 
can move it afterward. 

Mr. COOPER. I wish to reserve fora vote 
in the Senate the election amendment offered 
by the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Ker- 


LOGG. ] 

Mr. SPENCER. I rise to an inquiry. I 
have been absent for several days at Philadel- 
phia, attending the convention, and am not 
cognizant of the proceedings. I should like 
to know whether the amendment was left in 


That is not 
The Senator 


the bill known as the Corliss, amendment? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was 
ruled out of order. The question is on con- 


‘curring in the amendments made as in .Com: 


mittee of the Whole, with the exception of 
the one reserved. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. : The ques- 
tion is on the reserved amendment, called the. 
enforcement or election amendment. i 

Mr. COOPER. On that let us have the 
yeas and nays. . 
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The yeas and hays were ordered. A 

Mr. ROBERTSON. On this question I 
am paired with the Senator ftom Delaware, 
[Mr. Bayarp.] If he were here he would 
vote:‘* nay; and T should:vote “yea.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I'am requested to state 
thatthe Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morrow] 
is paired with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Trursay.]. Mr. Morton would vote in favor 
of the amendment, and Mr. THURMAN against it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 32, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS~Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandler. Cole, Conkling, Còr- 
bett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Pom- 
eroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sawyer, Seott, Spencer, 
Stewart, West, Wilson, and Windom—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Cooper, Fenton, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Norwood, Ransom, Sauls- 
bury. Sprague, Stevenson, and Stockton—l1. 

ABSENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, 
Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Morton, 
Patterson, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Sherman, Sum- 
ner, ‘Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and 
Wrightal. ; 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. WEST. I will.detain the Senate but a 
moment. The change that I desire to make 
is on page 28, line six hundred and seventy- 
seven, where I move toamend the bill by sub- 
stituting the word ‘“‘eighteen"’ for ‘‘eight,”’ 
making the appropriation for surveying the 
public lands in Louisiana $18,000. When 
the Senate, in Committee of the Whole, dis- 
agreed to the amendment reported by the 
committee, neither my colleague nor myself 
was here to make the required explanation. 
The explanation lies in the fact that the esti- 
mate was for $21,000, and by a clerical error 
the amount instead of being reduced to $18,- 
000, was reduced to $8,000, The chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House apprised the committee here of the fact 
that. it was a clerical error. , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much public land 
is there in Louisiana, except the swamp and 
overflowed lands, that are given to the State? 

Mr. WEST. Suppose there are only swamp 
and overflowed lands, there is quite a large 
mount of public lands in Louisiana to be sur- 


veyed. 

Mr. POMEROY. There are seven million 
acres of public lands there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The trouble about this 
amendment—1 do not want to occupy time 
against my friend from Louisiana—is that we 
have scarcely any land atall in that State which 
has not been surveyed except the swamp and 
overflowed lands. They are already granted 
to the State, and if she wants them surveyed, 
she ought to survey them herself. 

Mr. WEST. I do not suppose the United 
States would accept the survey of the State of 
Louisiana, ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Louisiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NYE. I want to make an inquiry, and 
if it is proper I want to move an amendment. 
The chairman of the committee called my 
attention to the section as to the Montana war 
claims: 

Mr. COLE. That was ruled out on a point 
of order. ; 

Mr. POMEROY. That case never has been 
fairly settled. I do not know that it is pos- 
sible to consider it now, but there is a law pro- 
viding for the- auditing and presentation to 
Congress of those very claims, and that they 
are under that law in order on this bill I have 
not the least doubt, but I do not suppose it is 
a good time for proposing it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is an argument 
which has been gone over pro and con fully 
in committee and the Senate, and decided 
almost unanimously that the thing was not in 
order. I hope it will not be renewed here. 
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The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time. © 

Mr. BLAIR. Task for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
~ The Secretary called the roll. i 

Mr. ROBERTSON, (after voting in the 
affirmative.) For fear 1 may be in error I 
withdraw my vote. I was paired with the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] on the 
amendment known asthe enforcement amend- 
ment, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. POMEROY. While the Clerk is making 
the record I give notice that I shall to-morrow 
offer the usual resolution allowing clerks of 
standing committees to be paid for this month. 


| I had the resolution prepared, but have it not 


with me to present, but I give this notice so 
that it will be in order to present it at the 
next meeting of the Senate. Itis the usual 
resolution. ; 

The result of the vote on the passage of the 
bill was announced—yeas 82, nays 10; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Pom- 
eroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, 
Stewart, Wost, Wilson, and Windom—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Cooper, Fenton, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Norwood, Ransom, Sauls- 
bury, Stevenson, Stockton—10. 

ABSENT— Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Davis of Wost Virginia, Ferry of Connec- 
ticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite Hamilton of Texas, Ham- 
lin, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Mor- 
ton, Patterson, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Sherman, 
Şprague, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, 

ickers, and Wright—32, 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. COLE. I move that the bill be printed 
immediately for the use of the House. 
The motion to print was agreed to. 


Mr. COLE. I move thatthe Senate insist 


on its amendments, and ask for a conference’ 


committee in advance. : 
The motion was agreed to; and it was 
ordered that the conferees be appointed by the 
Chair. 
COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. POMEROY. í submit the following 
resolution, and ask for its present consider- 
ation : 

Resolved, That tho Secretary of the Senate be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay the 
clerks of the several standing committees of the 
Senate their usual per diem compensation from the 
Ist to the 30th day of June inclusive. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move to amend by 
inserting after ‘‘clerks of committees’? the 
words ‘and pages.” That is usual. 

Mr. FENTON. A resolution was introduced 
a day or two since—I do not know whether 
it embraced the subject-matter of this resolu- 
tion—which was referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent-Expenses 
of the Senate. They will be ready to report 
to-day. 

Mr. POMEROY. Does the Senator move 
to amend this resolution ? 

Mr. FENTON. It had better go to the 
committee, I think. 

Mr. SPENCER. I will withdraw the amend- 
ment on the suggestion of the chairman of the 
committee. 

The resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senate to pro- 
See to the consideration of House bill No. 
2247, 

Mr. BOREMAN. I move that when the 
Senate adjourns it be to two o’clock, 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to amend the 
motion made by the Senator from West. Vir- 
ginia. TI amend it by substituting six o’clock 


for two. That is plenty of time to come here, 
and we want all that time for rest. , 

Mr. BOREMAN. Say half pastseven. Six 
o'clock is a bad hour. eee 

Mr. COLE. The: House will be in session. 
It had better not be later than six o'clock. 

Mr. STEWART. _ Let the vote be taken on 
taking up this bill. [1 No.”] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina moves to proceed 
to the consideration of- 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us settle the matter 
of privilege, of when we adjourn that we 
adjourn to such a time. 

Mr. SAWYER. I made my motion first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo- 
tion of the Senator from South Carolina is in 
order. Pending that motion it is moved that 
when the Senate adjourns it be to meet at six 
o'clock to-morrow, (Saturday.) 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT STREET RAILROADS, 


Mr. SAWYER. Now Iask for a vote on 
my motion to take up House bill No. 2247, 
giving the approval and sanction of Congress 
to the termini and route of the Anacostia and 
Potomac river railroad, and to regulate its con- 
struction and operation. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move that 
the Senate adjourn. - ‘ 

Mr. CONKLING. Iwishto make an ap- 
peal to the Senator from Vermont. The com- 
mittee of conference has not been appointed, 
and we do not want to adjourn until that is 
done. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not pro- 
pose to interfere with any proper business, but 
Í will not consent to have this omnibus rail- 
road bill made a special order. 

Mr. CONKLING. You will consent to bave 
the conference committee appointed ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Whatis before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to adjourn. : 


Mr. STEWART. Then I want that motion 


put. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has been directed to appoint a committee of 
conference and will appoint it. 

Mr. STEWART. l object to any action 
until the motion to adjourn is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
having been directed to appoint a committee 
of conference has a right to appoint it before 
putting the motion to adjourn. f 

Mr. STEWART. I wish the motion to be 


put. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
feels it his duty to carry out the order of the 
Senate. : 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg to make a sugges- 
tion, while the Chair is preparing the commit- 
tee, to the Senator from Vermont, if I can get 
his attention. The bill of the Senator from 
South Carolina was disposed of yesterday with 
the understanding that the Committee on the 
District of Columbia should report to-day as 
it is up to this time, and have an opportunity 
to be heard. There is no doubt there was that 
understanding. I merely remind the Senator 
from Vermont of it, whatever effect it may 
have. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The bill 
they have reported includes one other railroad 
which was not discussed or thought of at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
announces the committee of conference on 
the appropriation bill just passed, Mr. Cores, 
Mr. Epuuyps, and Mr. STEVENSON. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senate will 
not adjourn until it takes up this bill with the 
understanding : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont moves.that the Senate do 
now adjourn. . 

À The question being put, the ayes were twenty- 
wo 


1872. 


Mr. STEWART. I call for the yeas and | 


nays. I want to know whether understand- 
ings are to be kept. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Lunderstand this motion 
is a motion to adjourn. The Senator from 
Nevada has simply made'an effort to. bring a 
billup. When the bill is brought up, he is 
ready to adjourn. f i 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. STOCKTON. That being so, I shall 
vote ‘‘nay."’ I donot think Senators under- 
stand it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understand that you pro- 
pee this bill ‘shall be made the unfinished 

usiness against all the public bills concerning 
the whole country, so that we shall come here 
this evening to consider a railroad bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. These re- 
marks are out of order. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Iam in favor 
of adjourning, but I am told there was an 
understanding as to this bill. I therefore 
vote ‘*nay.’? 


The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 


28; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Chandler, Coop- 
er, Edmunds, Flanagan, Morrill of Vermont, Pratt, 
Scott, Spencer, and Stevenson—l1, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Blair, Backingham, 
Caldwell, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, 
Harlan, Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, Saw- 
yer, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, West, and Win- 


om—28, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry- of Connecticut, Gil- 
bert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamil- 
ton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Jobnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morton, 
Patterson, Rice, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Sum- 
ner, Thurman, ‘Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, Wilson, 
and Wright—35. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina, to take up the bill indicated 
by him. g 

Mr. SCOTT. Taking up this bill at this 
time has the effect of making it the unfinished 
business. I have understood that it has been 
voted for on the ground that there was an 
understanding that this bill was to be taken up 
and disposed of when reported. A motion 
was made to recommit this bill to the commit- 
tee for the purpose of having it considered 
and reported, but I have no recollection of 
any understanding that it was to be proceeded 
with, and we have already had before the Sen- 
ate and half discussed the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the steamboat bill, a 
House bill which affects the whole country. 
There are other bills also which many mem- 
bers have been anxious to get up, one, for 
instance, the bridge bill on the Ohio river, 
and I hope the Senate will leave themselves 
free to act when we have a full Senate this 
evening to consider which of these measures 
it will take up, and not take up any measure 
now before we adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihope we shall vote on 


this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina, to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 


POST ROUTES. 


Mr. RAMSEY. Now, with the consent of 
the Senator from South Carolina, I desire to 
make a report from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. It is a post route 
bill from the House, and its last act of this 
kind at this session, and I ask that it be acted 
on at once, : 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2935) to establish 
certain post roads. 

Mr. RAMSEY, 


It need not beread. It is 


nothing but an ordinary post route bill with no 
legislation. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I move that the reading 
be dispensed with. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
can be dispensed with by unanimous consent. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the bill 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The amendments of the 
committee need not be read. They are merely 
to insert additional post routes. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were con- 
eurred in. It was ordered that the amend- 
ments be engrossed, and the bill read a third 
time. The bill was read the third time, and 
passed, 

: REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Iask unanimous con- 
sent to take up a small bill, No. 1163, reported 
from the Committee on Political Disabilities 
unanimously. It will lead to no debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope it is not a bill to 
remove disabilities. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. It is. 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, no. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Shall we have 
the morning hour this evening ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. 

Mr. POMEROY. Very well. If we are 
entitled to a morning hour I hope we shall 
adjourn. 

Mr. RANSOM. I ask the Senate to hear 
me fora few moments. This bill proposes to 
remove the political disabilities of certain 
persons therein named. Among those names 
is that of Governor Vance of North Carolina. 
I trust the Senate will pardon me for saying 
that I feela very deep interest, both a patriotic 
and personal interest, in having the disabil- 
ities of that distinguished citizen of my State 
removed. With me it is not only a high duty 
but the first impulse, the sacred sentiment of 
an honorable man. ‘It is known that Gov- 
ernor Vance was elected by the Legislature of 
North Carolina to a seat in the-Senate, and 
that in consequence of political disabilities he 
was denied admission here. He resigned the 
position, and I was chosen to take the seat 
which it was the anxious wish of the State he 
should fill. I cannot retrain from expressing 
here my great regret that he was not admitted 
to the place for which his eminent abilities 
and virtues so well fitted him. The bill 
relieving him has received the unanimous 
approval of the Committee of the Senate on 
the Removal of Disabilities. 

He has presented to Congress a petition ask 
ing the removal of his disabilities. I have 
examined that petition,and findit what I knew 
it was, a candid, honest, manly paper, honor- 
able alike to the head and heart of its high- 
minded author. I know Governor Vance well, 
and I fear that some impressions unjust to his 
public character and conduct prevail here. 
There.is a prejudice that he sought his election 
to the Senate in defiance of the laws of the 
country and in violation of the amendment to 
the Constitution. Let me say that this is a 
great mistake ; the facts prove just the reverse. 

I state what, lam sure, my colleague on this 
floor will not deny, that Governor Vance was 
nominated in 1870 by his party as a candidate 
for the senate branch of the North Carolina 
Legislature, and declined that nomination on 
the express ground that as the Legislature 
convened before the assembling of Congress 
his disabilities could not be removed, and un- 


der the amendment to the Constitution he | 


could not take his seat in the Legislature. 
Instead of defiance, Mr. President, here was 
manifest, sincere deference to the Constitu- 
tion. But when the Legislature met and 
Governor Vance had received assurances from 
leading Republicans all over the country, 
among whom, I trust, I may be permitted to 
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say, was the distinguished: chairman ofthe 
Senate Committee on the Removal of: Dis- 
abilities, that Congress‘ would relieve him ‘in 
time to take his seat on the 4th of March, 1871,. 
he was elected to the Senate and upon ascer- 
taining that Congress was unwilling to pass ä 
bill for his relief, with patriotic magnanimity 
returned to the Legislature of North Carolina 
hiscommission. J deny that Governor Vance 
or the Legislature of North Carolina intended 
any defiance or contempt to Congress or the 
Constitution. All the Bets demonstrate the 
opposite. 

“Why, Mr. President, the Legislature of 
North Carolina with only five or six dissenting 
votes passed a resolution requesting Congress 
The Governor 
of the State, a Republican; the five justices of 
the supreme court of the State, all Republicans; 
and a large number of leading Republicans 
throughout North Carolina unitedin an appeal 
to Congress to the same effect. These state- 
ments condemn forever as utterly groundless 
every insinuation reflecting upon the patriot- 
ism, the honor, the magnanimity of that gifted 
and generous man. Let me say to Senators 
that it is not a form when I declare that in all 
the qualities that command the admiration of 
good men, his character will not suffer in com- 
parison with that of any of those who give 
honor to this body. 

One noble act of his public life which ought 
to pass into history and forever silence every 
whisper against him in this body, I beg the 
Senate to hear; it is known to the people of 
North Carolina, and the deed received their 
generous approbation: that when the con- 
federate government in the dark winter of 
1864-65, was so completely exhausted in re- 
sources that it could neither feed nor clothe the 
United States prisonersat Salisbury, Governor 
Vance, then the Executive of the State, with 
Christian and heroic humanity divided the 
rations and raiment, which his prevision had 
provided for the North Carolina soldiers with 
thesufferingprisoners at Salisbury, This deed 
speaks for itself, and I trust will be heard here 
to-day. Again let me appeal to Senators in 
the name of the noble State of North Car- 
olina, and, let me say, as an act of personal 
courtesy, justice to me, to pass this bill. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the bill will pass. 
I have examined it and know all the names 


in it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall want an equal 
explanation as to the others, and I move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope not. 
take a minute to. pass this bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ihave generally objected 
to these bills, but I have the profoundest re- 
spect for the Senator from North Carolina, 
and I believe what he has said. 

Mr. CONKLING. So we all have, but 
there are seven other names in the bill. 

Mr. SPENCER. And not a name to which 
there is objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is to adjourn. 

Mr. RANSOM. I bope the Senator from 
Michigan will withdraw the motion. If the 
Senator could put himself in my position he 
would know how much I desire this bill to 


ass. 
P Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will 
take out Governor Vance alone and move that 
his disabilities be removed, very well; but I 
want to hear the explanation in the other seven 
or eigbt cases. i 

Mr. SPENCER. 
the explanation. 

Mr. RANSOM. Then I ask the Senate to 
let me have a vote on the removal of Gov- 
ernor Vance’s disabilities. [‘*Yes!’’] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved 
to amend the bill by striking out the other 
names. 

Mr. SPENCER. 
done. 


It will only 


We can give the Senator 


I hope that will not be 
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Mr. CHANDLER. _ I insist on the motion 


to pflourn, : f , = 
. The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER. Now hope the bill will 
be passed. without striking out any names. 
want one inserted. I move to amend the bill 
by inserting the name of David Klopton, of 
Alabama. ... ; ; Shee 

Mr. RANSOM. Ido not wish to prevent 
any person from passing through. i 

ME STEWART. Let us accept the prop- 
osition to let Vance out alone. 

Mr. RANSOM. ` Vance’s name going 
through can. hurt nobody else. This is the 
first opportunity I have had. I move tostrike 
out the other names. 

_ Mr. STOCKTON. 
a House bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. No, a Senate bill. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Then I sce no mischief 
in striking out names. I think that the appeal 
made by the Senator from North Carolina 
ought not to be resisted, 

Mr. NORWOOD. I beg the Senate to hear 
me for one moment. I have made no appeal 
to this Senate since I have been in it for the 
last five months. I have not asked of this 
body a single act of courtesy. There are in 
the bill the names of four gentlemen from 
Georgia, and I aak the Senate to relieve their 
disabilities. They have all petitioned this 
Congress in the best faith to have their dis- 
abilities removed, and I stand here under pe- 
culiar circumstances, just as the Senator from 
North Carolina does, and I beg the Senate 
that after the committee have passed upon the 
application of these gentlemen for the removal 
oF their disabilities, have found no objection, 
and have reported unanimously to relieve them, 
that you will now grant thia one act of grace, 
if so you may call it, and not go into a general 
investigation. There is no objection to any 
man whose name is in that list. Members on 
the other side of the Senate have declared 
time and again that if any man came here and 
pene this Congress to remove his disa- 

ilities they would vote to do it. I beg they 
will do so now. ; 

Mr. RANSOM. Under any other circum- 
stances I would not renew the motion [made to 
strike out the other names; but believing that 
is the sense of the Senate, I move to strike out 
the other names so as to present the case of 
Governor Vance by itself. 

Mr. SPENCER. I moveto amend by strik- 
ing out all except the name of George S. Hous- 
ton, of Alabama, and that of Governor Vance, 
of North Carolina. 

Mr. RANSOM. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
made to Senatorson this floor. Now I want to 
make one in the name of justiceand right. I 
claim that this Senate should not remove the 
disabilities from any other man. The great- 
est crime that has ever been committed against 
human government hasbeen committed against 
this. The loyal people of this country have 
granted amnesty to tens of thousands who 
have been in rebellion against this Govern- 
ment, and now only a very few stand on one 
side with a very slight mark of disapprobation 
upon them. This nation has been more lib- 
eral, more profligate in mercy than any other; 
the men who have been thus guilty feel that all 
except a very few are pardoned, and then they 
come forward and demand amnesty for the 
very few. I claim, sir, that this nation can- 
not afford such amuesty as this. We have 
given all but universal amnesty, and I do claim 
that it is not right, itis not just; itis not just 
toward those who contended for the preserva- 
tion of this Government that you shall place 
the innocent and the guilty on the same foot- 
ing, and I appeal to the Senate to set its seal 
of disapprobation against any effort toward 
removing the disabilities from any other man. 

T have no unkind feelings that I know of 
toward any man who has been in this rebel- 
lion, and go far as it relates to him and to me 


T understand this to be 


An appeal has been | 


l 


I would grant amnesty absolutely and forever... 
But it is in the name of the Government that, 
Į plead, and in, the name of the Government 
andin its permanency; and T ask that if you 
would preserve this Government, if you would 
go forward in the future, and when there shall 
come another rebellion, or be a threat of: 
rebellion, if you would say to the people, 
“You can look back and see a single act of 
disapproval,’’ you may rally men for your sup- 
port; but if in the generations to come it 
shall be seen that we shall have passed through 
such a rebellion as we have, thousands and 
tens of thousands of our sons have gone down 
to the grave through this crime, and yet as we 
have gone on it is found that the Senate of 
the United States and the Congress: of the 
United States had declared that it was no 
crime by granting universal amnesty, I ask 
you how you can support a Government, and 
I appeal to this Senate to never let another 
bill for amnesty pass this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
North Carolina, to strike out from the bill (S. 
No. 1163) to remove the legal and political dis- 
abilities of certain persons therein named all 
the names except those of Mr. Vance and 
Mr. Houston. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. RANSOM. One word in reply to the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut. Let me 
say that I have formed the acquaintance of 
that Senator,and have been impressed with 
his courteous bearing to gentlemen on this 
floor and his apparent desire to do right. But 
let me tell that Senator that the sentiments 
which he has just given utterance to are not the 
sentiments to cultivate the peace and harmony 
of the country, or to exalt its character in the 
opinion of the world. Let me say to the Sen- 
ator and to the country that this great Repub- 
lic cannot afford to be wanting in magnanimity. 

I recall no instance in the history of civilized 
natious when the character or the interest of 
a people bas suffered from the exercise of 
magnanimity, that highest virtue in individ- 
uals and States. I must say that the Senator 
does not comprehend the genius and temper 
of the people of the South. They are a brave, 
generous, fair people, and the spirit and prin- 
ciples of honor are, as they have’ ever been, 
very dear to their hearts. It is true they took 
up arms against the Government, and for four 
years manifested under unspeakable trials their 
devoted virtues, that if they did not make their 
efforts successful, at least vindicated them 
from dishonor. The waris over. The people 
and States of the South have in good faith 
acknowledged their allegiance to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and nothing but 
injustice, suspicion, and distrust on the part 
of the North can: interfere with the harmony 
so essential to national prosperity. 

The South desire peace and justice, liberty 
and equal rights—a constitutional Government. 
With these the Union will be perpetual. It is 
true, Mr. President, that with the people of my 
State and her southern sisters I took up arms 
against the Government, and stood faithfully 
I trust by their fortunes until all hope was ex- 
tinguished. Nor do I blush to name it here. 
It is not proper, nor have I the desire to dis- 
cuss the right or wrong of these events which 
have now passed into history. I prefer, 
greatly prefer, as our people do, to unite with 
all patriotic men in healing all our wounds, 
and bending all our energies to. promote and 
secure the peace, happiness, and honor of the 
whole American people. And let me here in 
my place say that if danger should from any 
quarter threaten this country—if war with 
England, with France, with Spain, with any. 
of the great Powers upon the earth, should 
unhappily come—I trust I should be found 
standing with my gallant friend the- Senator 
from. Missouri, (Mr. Brarr,}] and the equally 


devoted Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Loaay, ] 
in. defending the. honor and the flag of the 
country. fs , 

And let me say to the Senator. from Con- 
necticut that if you will do.the South: justice, 
and trouble should unhappily come upon the: 
country, you will find the brave spirits among 
that noble people locking their shields with 
the gallant men of the North in defense- of the 
common home and soil, and that the same 
high courage and heroic devotion and. un- 
shaken fortitude which have ever characterized 
our people, will be again displayed under the flag 
that Washington first unfurled. Let me again 
say to the Senator from Connecticut that this 
great. Republic will best cherish its honor, its 
great name, and its mighty destiny by the 
exercise now of justice, magnanimity, gener- 
oug and affectionate confidence toward the 
people of the South. : 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. It is because I love 
my country that I oppose this measure. I 
have no other feeling than that of regard to 
my fellow-men, and I would do them a-kind- 
ness ifin my power. But when you ask me to 
do a personal favor, and that personal favor ig 
against the interests of the nation, I cannot, 
in justice to my obligations to that nation, 
yield to my personal feelings. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was réad the third time. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask for the yeas 
and nays on the passage of the bill, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 3; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Blair, Caldwell, Casserly, 
Cole, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Norwood, Osborn, 
Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, 


Stewart, Stockton, and Windom—21.  . | 
N —Messrs. Buckingham, Chandler, and Har- 


lan—3. . 
ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, 
Conkling, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, .Goldthwaite, 
Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Kel- 
logg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pomervy, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, Schurz, Scott, Sher- 
man, Stevenson, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trum- 
bull, Vickers, West, Wilson, and Wright-—~50. . . 


The PRESIDING. OFFICER. There is 
not a quorum voting. 

Mr. BLAIR. I movethatthe Senate adjourn.. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at eight 
o’clock and fifty-five minutes a. m., Saturday, 
June 8,) the Senate adjourned. ` 


‘ IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 8, 1872. 

The Senate metat six o’clock p.m. 

The Secretary called the Senate to order. 

Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia, : f 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 

The Secretary (George C. Gorham, esq.) 
called the Senate to order, and said: Senators, 
I Bave received the following communication 
from the Vice President: 


VIOE PRESIDENT'S CHAMBER, 
A - WASHINGTON, June 8, 1872. 
Drar Siz: Please state to the Senate on ils re-. 
assembling that I shall not occupy the chair during’ 
the remainder of this session. £ 
Respectfully, yours, 
. SCHUYLER COLFAX, 
GEORGE C. Goruam, Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer the 
following resolution : ; 

Resolved, That, in the absence of the Vice Presi- 
dent, Hon, Henry B. ANTHONY be, and he is hereby, 
chosen President of the Senate pro tempore. 

The Secretary put the question on the res- 
olution; and it was adopted ném. con. 

Mr. ANTHONY thereupon took the Chair 
as President pro tempore. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, 
itwas : RA ge 


Ordered, That the Secretary inform the President 
of the United States. that the Senate has, in the 
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absence of the Vice President, chosen Hon. Henry 
B. ANTHONY, a Senator from the State of Rhode 
Island, President of the Senate pro tempore, and 
that he make a similar communication to the House 
of Representatives. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON, and by unani- 
mous consent, the reading of the Journal of 
yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented the petition of 
Anna Ella Carroll, of Maryland, praying com- 
pensation for certain valuable service rendered 
the United States Government by her during 
the war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of 
officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
have served in the Army, Navy, or Marine 
corps of the United States, praying that they 
be allowed to transfer or sell certain lands 
acquired by a recent amendment to the home- 
stead act ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. : 

Mr. RANSOM presented the petition of 
Josiah Turner, jr., praying the passage of an 
act regulating the selection of jurors in the 
Federal courts of North Carolina so as to take 
from the marshal the power to pick or select 
the jury in any case; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RANSOM. A bill was taken up this 
morning, and I ask that it be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
` ator from North Carolina asks consent to take 
up a biil which was under consideration at the 
adjournment yesterday, Senate bill No. 1163, 
to relieve certain persons therein named from 
the Jegal and political disabilities imposed by 
the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution 
of the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think there are bills 
from the House of Representatives that ought 
to be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to present a 
report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Petitions 
are still in order. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, protesting against an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States 
allowing a person of foreign birth to be made 
President of the United States; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


THANKS TO VICE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. BAYARD submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to unanimously : 

Resolved, That,the thanks of the Senate are due 
and hereby are tendered to Hon. SCHUYLER CoL- 
pax, Vice President of the United States, for the 
impartiality, ability, and courtesy with which he 
. has presided over our deliberations. 


WITILDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BOREMAN, it was 
Ordered, That H. Slack have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers from the files of the Senate. 


ARMY SUPPLIES. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2975) to amend the 
fifth section of an act entitled ‘ An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes,” was read twice by its 
title. ; 

Mr. WEST. I think there can be no objec- 
tion to acting on the bill now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides that the fifth sec- 
tion of the act approved May 8, 1872, making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1878, shall not be 
held to apply to materials, stores, or supplies 
sold to officers and soldiers of the Army on an 
exploring or surveying expedition authorized 
by law; and that the section shall not be held 
to. repeal: such part of paragraph ten hundred 
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and thirty-two Revised Army Regulations of 
1868 as provides that the expenses of the sales 
of military stores or supplies regularly con- 
demned shall be paid from their proceeds. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not object, but I 
think there should be some explanation of that 
rather obscure bill. To what doés it refer? 
What is the operation of it? 

Mr. WEST. The act which this bill amends 
réquires that the proceeds of the sales of all 
property made by the Government of the Uni- 


“ted States shall be covered at once in gross 


into the Treasury, and that provision would 
apply to the sales of stores to Army Officers, 
and the commissary department would not 
be able to renew these sales in consequence 
of exhannting their supplies. This provision 
merely remedies that defect and enables the 
exploring expeditions on our frontiers to sup- 
ply themselves with commissary stores. That 
is the whole object of the bill, 

Mr. COLE. I will state a little further that 
by the laws now the exploring expeditions are 
furnished with supplies from the quartermaster 
and commissary departments; but under the 
fifth section of the law, passed not long ago, 
they cannot get any supplies. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I merely wished to be 
satisfied that the law recently passed in regard 
to the sales of materials by the War Depart- 
ment was not to be materially changed. Iam 
satisfied that is the fact. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GOODS IN BOND. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2978) to refund duties 
paid on goods, wares, and merchandise re- 
maining in bond or store on the ist day of 
Angust, 1872, was read twice by its title.. 

r. SHERMAN. That bill simply con- 
tains an appropriation to carry into execution 
a section of the tariff act passed recently, 
and its ‘passage is indispensable in order to 
enable the Secretary to comply with the law. 
I ask thatthe bill be considered at the present 
time. > 

There being no objection, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. It provides that whenever 
it shall be shown to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary fo the Treasury that parties are 
entitled to the refunding of duties paid on 
goods, wares, and merchandise remaining in 
public stores or bonded warehouses on the 
Ist day of August, 1872, under the provisions 
of the sixth section of the act approved June 
6, 1872, it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to draw his warrant upon 
the Treasurer, directing him to refund the 
same out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


-The bill (H. R. No. 1804) to amend an act 
entitled “ An act relative to collection districts 
in North Carolina,’’ approved February 25, 
1867, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


POST ROUTES. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2976) to establish cer- 
tain post routes in Georgia was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The matter within that bill 
has become a law already. Let it be post- 
poned indefinitely. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAY OF PAGES. 


Mr. FENTON, from the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, to whom was referred a resolu- 
tion to pay the pages of the Senate until the 
end of the present month, reported it without 
amendment, 


There being no objection, the Senate pió- 
ceeded to consider the resoluticn, and it was 
agreed to, as follows: ; ‘ 

Resolved, That the pay of the pages of the Senate 
be continued until the end of the present month, 
and that the. Secretary is hereby directed to allow 
and pay the same. cad 


: PAY. OF COMMITTEE. CLERKS. >; 


Mr. FENTON, from the Committee ‘to 
Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, to whom was referred a resolu- 
tion to pay the clerks of the several commit- 
tees of the Senate their usual per diem com- 
pensation from the 1st to the 30th of June, 
reported it without amendment. 

There beiag no objection, the Senate pro“ 
ceéded to consider the resolution, and it was 
agreed to, as follows: — 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and 
he is hereby; authorized and directed to pay the 
clerks of the several standing committees of. the 
Senate their usual per diem compensation, from the 
Ist to the 30th day of June, inclusive. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask unanimous 
consent to take up Senate bill No. 1125. 

Mr. THURMAN. I object until the morn- 
ing business is through. vate g ; 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 
Charity Lodge, No. 111, Free and Accepted 
Masons, of Harper’s Ferry, West Virginia, re- 
ported a bill (8. No. 1192) for the relief of 
Charity Lodge, No. 111, Free and Accepted 
Masons, of Harper's Ferry, West Virginia ; 
which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2900) for the 
relief of S. D. Cochran, reported it without 
amendment. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: $ 

A bill (H. R. No. 1562) for the relief of 
Captain Brice X. Blair, postmaster at Hun- 
tingdon, Pennsylvania ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1808) for the relief of H. 
H. Meridith, late postmaster at Wade, Bed- 
ford county, Virginia ; vee i 

A bill (H. R. No. 1842) to grant the right 
of way through the publie lands to the Eäst- 
ern Nevada Railroad Company; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2845) for the relief of 
Daniel O. Cleveland, postmaster at Broad- 
albin, in the State of New York; ` 

A bill (H. R. No. 2978) for the relief of 
Francis B. Stewart, postmaster at Altoona, 
Blair county, Pennsylvania ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2979) for the relief of 
Robert K. Embody; 
` A bill (H. R. No. 2980) to remove the dis- 
abilities of J. L. M. Curry, of Virginia, and 
others theréin named ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2981) restoring the right 
of homestead entry to certain soldiers and 
sailors of the late war of the rebellion; and 

A bill (H: R. No. 2977) for the restoration 
to market of certain lands in Michigan. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (S. No. 1073) increas- 
ing the rates of pension to certain persons 
therein described. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 156) for the relief of Freder- 
ick P. Dimpfel; 

A bill (S. No. 377) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of the late George T. Wiggins, 
of Keokuk, in the State of lowa;’ 

A bill (S. No. 403) for the relief of Rufus 
M. Pickel; es i 

A bill $. No. 527) to reimburse United 


|| States marshals for moneys necessarily ex- 
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pended by them-in taking the ninth census in 
excess of the. compensation allowed them 
under the law in force on the passage of 
this act; 
“A bill (S. No. 588) -for the relief of Albert 
D: Prica, postmaster at Somerville, Ottawa 
county, Kansas; =F ; 
+ “A bill (S.No. 668) forthe relief of David L. 
Wright, late captain of company E, fifty-first 
regiment Indiana volunteers; and | | 

A. bili (S. No. 995) to perfect certain land 
titles therein described. 


‘ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 

resident pro tempore: . 

A. bill (H. R. No. 575) for the relief of Seth 
M. Whitten, late private of the fourth regiment 
Michigan infantry y i 

A bill (H. R. No. 1068) to reimburse the 
State of Kansas for moneys expended for the 
United States in enrolling, equipping, and pro- 
visioning militia forces to aid in suppressing 
the rebellion ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1262) for the relief of 
oe Hipp, of St. Mary’s, Auglaize county, 

hio; $ 

A bill (H. R. No. 1272) to amend an act 
entitled "An act to establish and to protect 
national ceineteries,” approved February 22, 
1867; any Bs . 

A bill (H. R. No, 1298) for the relief of the 
estate of Ily Moore ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1758) to authorize the 
appointment of deputies of clerks of cirenit 
and district courts ; 

A. bill (I.-R. No. 1618) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to expend certain moneys 
for the purpose of sinking an artesian well on 
the Mort D. A. Russell military reservation in 
Wyoming Territory ; j 

A bill (H. R. No. 1778) for the relief of 
Andrew J. Jemison ; 

A bill (EL. R. No. 1829) for the settlement 
of the account of Major Abram Beeler, late 
paymaster of Uniied States volunteers ; 

A bill (EL. R. No. 1865) for the relief of the 
sureties of James IT. Miller, late collector and 
depositary at Wilmington, North Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1869) for the better secur- 


ity of bank reserves, and to facilitate bank | 


clearing-house exchanges ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2034) for the relief of 
Edward G. Allen, of London, England ; ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2186) to authorize an 
appointment in the Inspector Geueral’s de- 
partment; 

A bill (II. R. No. 2418) granting a pension 
to George W. Parris; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2700) donating condemned 
gannon and cannon- balls to certain organiza- 
tions for monumental purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2706) to amend an act 
entitled {An actto provide forthe disposition 
of useless military reservations,” approved 
February 24, 1871; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2719) for cancellation of 
bonds for manufactured tobacco lost on steamer 
George P. Upton between the cities of Rich- 
mond and New York; 

A bill (HL. R. No. 2773) to amend section 
five of an act entitled ‘‘ An act making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year 1841,” ap- 
proved March 8, 1841, and to authorize the 
proper construction thereof; i 

A bill (H. R. No. 2807) for the relief of 
Robert B. Williamsen ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2847) to authorize the 
Orange. Alexandria, and Manassas Railroad 
Company to run trains and transport freight 
and passengers Within the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2850) authorizing the 
construction of a public. building at Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, for the use of the post 
office and United States courts in sgid. city ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2858) authorizing the Sec- 


retary of War to release. twenty-five acres of 
the lands of the United States at Platisburg, 
New York, to the New York and. Canada 
Railroad Compaay, and for other purposes; 
_ A bill (H.R. No. 2941) for the relief of 
Frederick Pech ; i ale 
A bill (H. R. No. 2860) for the relief of W. 
A. Howard; and > 
A bill (H. R. No. 2956) to authorize the 
building of the New Mexico and Gulf Rail- 
way, and for other purposes. ; 


PUBLIC BUILDING SITE AT CINCINNATI. 


Mr. THURMAN. I am instructed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report back the 
bill (H.-R. No. 2867) to regulate the exercise 
of eminent domain in securing a site for pub- 
lie buildings in the city of Cincinnati, with one 
amendment, which is simply a verbal amend- 
ment, one word having been accidentally used 
for another in the bill as it passed the House. 
The committee make no recommendation as 
to the passage of this bill or its rejection. 
They simply report it back to the Senate with 
that amendment. It is a matter in which the 
people of Cincinnati feel a very considerable 
interest. Congress has made an appropriation 
for the purchase of a site. for a court-house, 
custom-house, post office, and internal revenue 
offices in the city of Cincinnati, accommoda- 
tions for which offices are much needed there. 
That, at least, is the opinion of the people of 
Cincinnati. It has been found that property 
cannot be purchased for the amount of the 
appropriation, Hence the commissioners, who 
are gentlemen of the very highést character, 
selected without any regard whatsoever to any 
partisan or personal. interest in the matter, 
have made a report to the Secretary of the 
Treasury that unless power be given to con- 
demn property it will be impossible to acquire 
the necessary ground for the site forthe amount 
of money appropriated; and it is in pursuance 
of that recommendation that this bill. was in- 
troduced in the House of Representatives, bas 
passed that House, and is now before the Seun- 
ate. Itis but justice to say for the Judiciary 
Committee that its failure to make any recom- 
mendation on this subject is owing to the fact 
that it has had no time to investigate it. This, 
l believe, is the first bill providing for the con- 
demnation of property for a public building of 
the United States. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
bill for Chicago. 

Mr. THURMAN. Was there? Then I 
am incorrect: at least, that statement was 
made in committee. 


Mr. CONKLING. My friend will pardon 


There was a 


me; I think he is only partially incorrect. | 


My impression is that the Chicago bill simply 
employed and recognized a State statute which 
had recently been passed. 

Mr. THURMAN. The committee were very 
anxious to give this bill the most thorough con- 


‘sideration, but they had no time whatever to 


doit. Esay thisin justice to the committee, 
because they report the bill withoutrecommend- 
ation, not from any disposition to shirk their 
duty, or to speak ambiguously, but simply 
because it has been absolutely impossible for 
them to investigate the subject as they wish. 
I desire to say, however, in regard to this bill, 
that the mode of condemnation is copied ver- 
batim from the Ohio act in that subject, except 
the necessary changes, but in all substantial 
things it is mutatis mutandis the Ohio statute, 
an act that has been considered in that State 
as one of the most perfect statutes on ou 
statute-book. - : 
Under these circumstances, in justice to the 
people who are concerned, I feel bound to ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
this bill. It-will only take a few minutes. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Itrequires 


unanimous consent at this time. .Is there 
objection ? 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. _ I. desire ta 


ask the Senator from Ohio if there. is any- 


thing more m it than merely to provide for 
a site? . 

Mr. THURMAN. Nothing but a provision 
for the condemnation of the ground for a site. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermons. What is the 
amount of. appropriation made? 

Mr: THURMAN. None whatever. The 
provision in regard to that is that if the amount 
assessed shall.in the opinion of the board of 
publie works, under our Ohio statute, be more 
than ought to be paid, the Secretary wili abau- 
don the appropriation.: This bill contains no 
appropriation. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds were 
quite ready that the Government should come 
forward and perfect its title to the ground, but 
did not contemplate or intend that there should 
be an appropriation forthe building the present 


season. 

Mr. THURMAN. This bill contains no 
appropriation whatever, nor does it contain 
any provision for commencing the work at all. 
It simply authorizes the condemnation of the 
property; and,if the amount authorized by 
the jury shall be more’ than the Secretary of 
the Treagury finds to be warranted, either by 
the appropriation or in his judgment more 
than ought to be granted, he is authorized by 
the act, just as in Ohio the Ohio officials are, 
to abandon the proceeding for condemnation. 
I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ihave no objection after ` 
the morning business, or it may be taken up 
subject to morning business. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well; let that coursa 
be pursued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There 
being no objection, the bill reported by the 
Senator from Ohio is before the Senate; but 
it will be laid aside informally to receive 
morning business. 


SURETIES OF S. F. MARKS. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, to whom was relerred the bill (H, R. 
No. 2777) for the relief of the sureties of 5. 
E. Marks, former postmaster at New Orleans, 
to report it back with a recommendation that 
it pass; and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to release the sure- 
ties of S. F. Marks, former postmaster at New 
Orleans, Louisiana, from. all claims on their 
bonds as such sureties ; but they shall respect- 
ively discharge the aliquot proportion of thein- 
debtedness of the principal, without interest, 
according to the number of sureties on the 
bonds. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

r JOHN E. WOODWARD. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Tam instructed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary to report 
back the bill (H. R. No. 1424) to reimburse 
John E. Woodward for certain moneys paid 
by him. The circumstances which give rise 
to the bill are these: John EB. Woodward was 
directed by President Lincoln to seize and 
sell certain rebel property in Kentucky. Suit 
was brought against him, and there was a 
recovery of $2,600, he having paid the money 
into the Treasury. This bill is to reimburse 
him that sum. 1 ask its present considéra- 
tion. ` i 

Mr. WINDOM. Subject to morning busi- 
ness? i 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If there is objec- 
tion, 1 withdraw the report. 

BROOKLYN NAVY-YARD. ; 

Mr. NYE. The Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the House resolu- 
tion im. regard to the appointment of a com- 
mission:to. inquire into the propriety. of -re- 
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pi 


moving the Brooklyn navy-yard, have directed 
me to report it back with an amendment and 
to ask its passage. f 

a 

_ The Secretary proceeded to read the resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved by the House, (the Senate coneurr'ng,) 
That the President is hereby requested to organize 
a commission, composed of Army and Navy officers, 
fivein uumber, to examine and report to Cougress 
on or before the 20ch of December next, first, upon 
the propriety of removing the Brooklyna navy-yard 
from its present site, and selling the tand connected 
with the yard and the marine hospital, aud the 
probable sum thut could be realized to the Govern- 
ment by such sale; second, upon the propriety, in 
case of said removal—— 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator ought not 
to ask that that be taken up until the bill 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
is acted on. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 
take up House bill No. 2800. It is a little 
bill that will not occupy one minute of time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There isa bill up already. 
I trust the Senator will allow the Cincinnati 
bill to pass, and tben it will be out of the way. 

Mr.NYE, But there is another man, twice 
your size, in my way bere. [Laughter. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The reso- 
lution reported by the .Committee on Naval 
Affairs will be placed on the Calendar. 


B. A. REYNOLDS. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred tke bill (H. R. 
No. 1684) for the relief of Benjamin A. Rey- 
nolds, have directed me to report it back. and 
the Senator from Wisconsin, [ Mr. Hows, ] the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims, asked 
me to request the present consideration of the 
bill. Isis for the relief of a citizen of the 
State of Wisconsin. i ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection 
has been made to the consideration of all bills 
during the morning hour. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I suggest that 
we commence, as this is about the last day of 
the session, with the bill of the Senator from 
Ohio, and take them up in regular order as 
they have been presented. 

Mr. COLE. I think we had better take 
them up in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. BAYARD. Do J understand that the 
consideration of bills reported by a commit- 
tee are objected to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio has given notice that he will 
object to the consideration of any business 
until the bill which has been taken up subject 
to the morning business is disposed of, - 

Mr. SHERMAN. In that way we can all 
reach our object. 

FORT GRATIOT LIGHT-HOUSE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 171) to provide for the sale of a part 
of the light-house reservation at Fort Gratiot, 
Port Huron, in the State of Michigan, have 
directed me to report it back, and I ask unan- 


imous consent to consider it now. It is a 
purely local bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objec- 


tion has been made to the consideration of 
any bills in the morning hour, If there be no 
further morning business the bill reported by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. TuurMan] is in 
order. 

CINCINNATI PUBLIC BUILDING SITE. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to considerthe bill (H. R. No. 2867) 
to regulate the exercise of eminent domain in 
securing a site for public buildings in the city 
Cincinnati. 


The Committee on the Judiciary reported the 


bill with an amendment. in section three, line 
nine, to strike out the word ‘‘board’’ and 
insert the word ‘ secretary.”’ 
Mr. THURMAN. That is to correct a mere 
verbal mistake. : : 
Mr. WINDOM. It. seems to me that isa 
very long bill to pass without any resommend- 


ation from acommittee. Certainly the Senate 
cannot examine it on a single reading. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘The Judiciary Commit- 
tee did not report it because the committee 
have not been able to have any meeting since 
it was referred to it so as to fully examine it. 
As to the length of the bill, that is simply be- 
cause it adopts the State statute in regard to 
the condemnation. of property. It is copied, 
as Í said before, from the Onio State statute; 
the only difference between them is that 
where ‘the board of pubiic works?’ is used in 
the State law the name of “the Secretary of 
the Treasury” is inserted here. The length 
of the biil is because it adopts, I undertake 
to say, the best guarded and most carefully 
considered law to be found in the United 
States on the subject of the condemnation of 
property. It isa law that. has been in force 
in the State of Ohio for eighteen years, and 
has not been amended by a change of one 
single letter in those eighieen years. 

Mr. WiINDOM. If the bill has not been 
examined by the committee, I ask if the Sen- 
ator himself believes it to be constitutional? 

Mr. THURMAN. 
is constitutional. . I am perfectly frank to say 
that I have had some litsie diticulty upon that 
subject; but on reflection L am inclined to 
believe that it is constitutional. 

Mr. WINDUM. I am perfectly willing to 
vote for it if the Senator himself is sure it is 
constitutional, 

Mr. THURMAN. The question is simply 
this; every Senator can decide for himselt—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I bope the Senator from 
Minnesota will worry my colleague, who is a 
little timid on the Constitution. [Laughter.] 

Mr. THURMAN. I am a very strict 
constructionist; but the question is exactly 
this-—— 

Mr. POMEROY. I notice that the Senator 
stated there was no appropriation in the bill; 
but | think we are in for that building when 
you buy that land. I think we are committed 


to it. 
| Mr. THURMAN. This does not compel 


you to take it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The money is appro- 
priated already. 

Mr. COLE. In the bill which passed the 
Senate yesterday there was $500.000 for the 
purchase of the site for this building. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisisa mode of getting 
the tiile. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is all. 

Mr. POMEROY. Bat I think the Senator 
uudertook to represent that we were not com- 
mitted to anything because we provided a way 
of getting title to a site for the building. I 


want it distinctly understood that this does- 


commit us to a building of very large dimen- 
sions and probably great expense at Cincin- 


nati, 
Mr. THURMAN. You committed your- | 


self by making an appropriation for it; and 
this billis simply because the property-holders 
there ask so much for their property that the 
commissioners report that unless there be 
power to condemn a site they will not be able 
to get a site with the appropriation you have 
made. E 

Mr. POMEROY. I would not have said a 
word but that the Senator said it was an inno- 
cent thing, that had nothing in it, and I thought 
the impression. might be that we were not 
going to build there at all. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to know from 
any Senator whether there is any - precedent 
for the Federal Government undertaking to 
exercise the rights of eminent domain within a 
State, and that,too, in itsown courts? Wassach 
a case ever heard of before, or such an attempt 
ever before made? If this can be so, then 
the Government of the United States can pre- 
scribe its own. methods of condemnation aad 
have them decided by its own tribunals, and 
oust in that way the jurisdiction of the State 
and her control over her. own territory. -ft 


My impression is that it, 


i which we are sworn to obey. 


seems to me. with due respect for so distin: 
guished a jurist as my friend from Ohio, that 


‘he may well have great doubts upon the con- 


stitutionaliry of this act. 
Here is a law asser:ing for Congress power 


| to exercise the right of eminent domain, to 


condemn land for the use of the Federal Gov- 
ernment within a State, in- its own tribunals, 
without the consent of the State. L ean well 


| understand that the Government of the United 


States. may become the purchaser by private 
purchase of property within a State, but it.can- 


| not exercise jurisdiction over that property 


except with the consent of the State. Such is 
the express language of the Constitution; but 
this is not that case. This is a proceeding 
not in accordance with State authority, not to 
accept a condemnation of land made by State 
authority, but to condemn land in invitum by 
Federal authority and in the Federal tribunals. 
It seems to me the statement of the case makes 
it plainly without. the power of Congress. There 
is no authority for the Federal Government to 
condemn land in the States unless they pro- 
ceed there by the consent of the State as a citi- 
zen might to obtain title. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator 
from Delaware if he heard the statement made 
by my colleague that the Legislature of Ohio 
have already ceded to the Federal Government 
jurisdiction of the ground? 

Mr. BAYARD. But not of “ this ground,” 
because *‘ this ground” is what we may choose 
to go to work and condemn under this law, and 


i I cannot imagine the title to that so acquired 


will be held valid in any court in Ohio or any- 
where else. ~ 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no difficulty 
about this matter. Ifthe Legislature of Ohio 
were in session they would undoubtedly pass 
the necessary law to make the condemnation, 
but undoubtedly the Government of the United 
States have a right to take property on the 
payment of just compensation. 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly they have; they 
may do that by consent; but they cannot take 
it in invitum by proceedings of condemnation 
of their own, because that is an act of sover- 
eignty which is not vested ia them by the 
Constitution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Government 
of the United States has a right to take private 
property for public uses upon giving full com- 
pensation, ‘That is the piain provision of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I should like to 
ask the Senator from Ohio for what purpose 
this land is to be taken? l 

Mr. SHERMAN. Fora custom-house, post 
office, and other publie buildings, 

Mr. ERELINGHUYSEN. I understand 
that by the Constitution the United States. has 
the right to collect customs and has a right to 
have post offices, and | understand that by the 
Consnitutien the Congress of the United States 
has the right to pass all laws which are neces- 
sary and proper to carry into execution the 
foregoing powers, that is, those recited in the 
eighth section of the first article, and all other 


i| powers vested in the Government of the Uni- 


ted States. The idea that this great Govern- 
ment cannot have a post office or a custom- 
house unless it goes on its knees to some State 
or individual, I think is an absurdity. 

Mr. BAYARD. That idea of the great Gov- 
ernment I suppose ought. to end the whole 
thing! The idea of a great Government is & 
set of words used when here stands the charter 
These words 
are partof the declamation of the present hour 
which is sweeping away every trace of the 
Government our fathers founded. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
the charter we are sworn to obey is that the 
Congress of the United States can make all 
laws to carry into effect all the powers con- 
ferred upon it, and among the powers conferred 
upon it are to collect the customs and have 
post offices. : 
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Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, one word 
more. The Senator from New Jersey speaks 
of the ‘‘ great Government.”’ I would simply 
ask him to produce asingle precedent, founded 
upon judicial authority, of the Federal Gov- 
ernment undertaking to exercise the right of 
eminent domain within the limits of a State. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The trouble about it is 
that the Constitution of the United States has 
said inso many words that Congress shall 
have authority to exercise exclusive authority 
over. all places purchased by the consent of 
the Legislature of the State in which the 
same shall be for the erection of magazines, 
arsenals, dock-yards, and other needfal build- 
ings. It must be purchased by the consent 
of the State according to the charter under 
which the Government of the United States 
exists, and the Senator from Delaware is 
quite right. The Government of the United 
States has never undertaken to enter the 
States of this Union and in invitum condemn 
property there and exercise authority over it, 
and I apprehend it cannot do so. The State 
of Ohia, p understand, has given her consent 
in this instance. [“ Nol? t Nol ”] 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me.to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir, 

Mr. THURMAN. What he reads there 
relates to exclusive jurisdiction. 

‘Mr, TRUMBULL. Of course it does. 

Mr. THURMAN. Here me a moment. 
The only, way in.which the United States can 
obtain exclusive jurisdiction over territory 
within a State under that clause which he 
mentions iby a purchase with the consent of 
the State; but does that prohibit the United 
States from becoming a property-hołder? 
Cannot the United States purchase on execu- 
tion the property of an individual against 
whom it has a judgment? Can it not make a 
lease of g post office without the assent of the 
State, or of the ground for a custom-house ; 
and is not a lease a purchase? 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Undoubtedly, but it 
cannot take the property and exercise jurisdic- 
tion over it. It will be subject to the juris- 
diction of the State. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. ‘That is not the 

question. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us seo if that is 
not.the question. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey propose to erect a custom-house and 
buildings in the city of Cincinnati that shall 
be subject to State control, to State taxation, 
to the jurisdiction of the State of Ohio? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. To the juris- 
diction of the State, no. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, To State taxation? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. To State tax- 
ation, no. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Could not the State 
of Ohio tax property in that State bought on 
execution by the United States? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would like to know 
by what right the United States goes into the 
State of Ohio, obtains property, and releases 
it from taxation. I undertake to say that such 
a thing has not been done. I think this is an 
important bil. Iam not prepared at this 
time, I de not wish to commit myself to say- 
ing that the Government of the United States 
may not condemn property for these purposes, 
even. without the consent of the State; but the 
property when thus condemned will be subject, 
i think clearly, to State jurisdiction; and cer- 
tainly the better course is to have the cansent 
of the State, so that the jurisdiction of the 
United States may obtain over the property 
which we purchase for public buildings and 
like purposes, and that has been the course 
hitherto pursued; and my understanding was 
that the State of Ohio had given her consent 
in this instance. Am-I- mistaken, I would 
inguire of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The State of Ohio has 
given consent undoubtedly. ž 


mn, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. That. perhaps relieves 


s. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Her consent how? 

Mr. SHERMAN. By a resolution of the 
General Assembly. I understand those docu- 
ments are on file in the Department, . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think it is very ques- 
tionable whether we ought,.if we have the 
authority, as the Senator from New Jersey 
thinks we have, ever to undertake to con- 
demn property in’ any State for publie build- 
ing purposes without having the consent of 
the State, because when we get the property 
it does seem to me, with all due deference to 
the opinion of the Senator from New Jersey, 
that that property will be held subject to State 
control and State taxation just the same as if 
it were owned by an individual. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 


u 


I simply 
Mr. THURMAN. I hope we shall come 
to a vote. We have but three minutes more 


of the morning hour. - 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I simply want 
to say in a word that the provision of the 
Constitution to which the Senator from Ili- 
nois has referred has nothing to do with this 
question in my opinion. If we want to get 
jurisdiction over any property excepting the 
ten miles square which is given to us by the 
Constitution, we have got to purchase it. I 
agree with the Senator from Illinois that we 
have got to purchase the property in order to 
get jurisdiction; but this is not a question 


of jurisdiction; it is a question of property. - 


Now, I never will consent to the doctrine that 
this Government cannot go into a State and 
condemn property for the purposes which the 
Constitution has authorised it to exercise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now Ihope we shall have 
a vote. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I do not 
think that this thing has ever been done before. 
There is not a single bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds pro- 
viding for the construction of a post office or 


custom-house or court-house in any place that | 


does not contain a clause the jurisdiction shall 
be ceded by the State before any purchase be 
made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has been done in 
this case. 

Mr. STOCKTON. That goes to the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction. This is a question of title. 
The Government of the United States has as 
much right to go into the State-of New York 
or the State of Ohio and buy land as anybody 
else; but when it comes to condemning land 
in a State, it has no jurisdiction and no right, 
and has never exercised it to my knowledge. 
There is not a light-house on the whole of our 
coast the jurisdiction over which has not been 
ceded by the State before the Government 
ever put up a building there. 
` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Themorn- 
ing hour has expired, and it becomes the duty 
of the Chair to call up the unfinished business 
of yesterday, which is House bill No. 2247, 
relative to the Anacostia and Potomac river 
railroad, pending which the bill for the re- 
moval of political disabilities of certain per- 
sons was taken up by general consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. T hope we may have a 
vote on the bill which my colleague reported. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I do not object toa vote 
being taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the subject. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will lie over. 


VIENNA EXPOSITION. 


Mr. CAMERON. I have just received a 
letter from the State Department which makes 
me desirous to bring up a little bill that will 
only take a minute to pass. If the Clerk will 
be. good enough to read it I think every Sen- 
ator will be in favor of it. 


The bill 


Ihave a telegram here on 


| 


Several SENATORS, 
lar order. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask the reading of the 
letter from the State Department. 

The Chief Clerk read the following letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Wasurneton, D. C., June 6, 1872. 

Sır: Permit me to invite your attention to Housa 
bill No, 2800 (Printer’s No. 2228) of the present ses- 
sion, which has been passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, authorizing the President to appoint one 
or more commissioners to represent the. United 
States at the Vienna exposition. I trust that it 
may be adopted by the Senate, as it is considered 
very important that the authority for making these 
appointments may be conferred at this session ; 
otherwise it would be too late to be useful, in view 
of the early period at which the exposition takes 


Let us have the regu- 


place. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
HAMILTON FISH. 


Hon. Sion Cameron, Chairman of the Committee on 

Foreign Relations. _ 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 
2800) to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint one or more commissioners 
to represent the Government of. the United 
States at the international exposition of agri- 
culture, industry and fine arts, to be held at 
Vienna in 1878, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
to athird reading, read the third time, and 


assed. 
passe HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before 
the unfinished business is proceeded with, the 
Chair will, with the permission of the Senate, 
lay before it some bills which have come from 
the House of Representatives. 

The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

A bill (A. R. No. 2978) for the relief of 
Francis B. Stewart, postmaster at Altoona, 
Blair county, Pennsylvania ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2845) for the relief of 
Daniel O. Cleveland, postmaster at Broad- 
albin, in the State of New York; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1803) for the relief of 
H. H. Meridith, late postmaster at Wade, 
Bedford county, Virginia. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2979) for the relief of 
Robert K. Enbody was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1842) to grant the right 
of way through the public lands to the Eastern 
Nevada Railroad Company was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The bili (H. R. No. 2980) to remove the dis- 
abilities of J. L. M. Curry, of Virginia, and 
others therein named, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2981) restoring the right 
of homestead entry to certain soldiers and 
sailors of the late war of the rebellion was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 


BRICE X. BLAIR. 


Thebill (H. R. No. 1562) forthe reliefof Cap- 
tain Brice X. Blair, postmaster at Huntingdon, 
Pennsylvania, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask that that bill be now 
considered. I have knowledge of the facts. 
It is to grant relief in the case of a post offica 
robbery which occurred in the town in which 
I live. . It is a deserving case, and I ask that- 
the bill be put on its passage; f 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What committee reported 
that bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania asks that it be taken 
up by unanimous: consent. It has come to- 
day from the House of Representatives. 

Mr: EDMUNDS. Letit go to the commit- 
tee. I move that it be referred- to the Com--' 
mittee on- Post Offices and ‘Post Roads, 

The motion was agreed to. 


1872. 
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_ The bill (H. R. No. 2977) for the restora- 
tion to market of certain lands in Michigan 
was read twice by its title. 

„Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I ask that that 
bill be now considered. It hag already been 
considered by the Committee of the Senate on 
Indian Affairs and a Senate bill reported 
which lies upon the Calendar. I ask that this 
bill be passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill 
will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I will state to 
the Senate that the Secretary of the Interior, 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs have 
united in recommending this bill, and it ori- 
ginated with them. It is important that the 
lands should be restored to market. The Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, as I said, have re- 
ported a Senate bill like this, and I ask that 
this be passed now. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not altogether in 
favor of passing on the run here bills that have 
just come over from the House of Represent- 
atives, and particularly as there may be plenty 
of time to have them calmly considered and 
passed toward the end of next week. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I have already 
stated thatthe Committee on Indian Affairs of 
the Senate have had this subject under consid- 
eration, and have reported a similar bill which 
is on the Calendar. Itis the same bill as that 
with the exception of section four, which pro- 
vides for the issuance of the patents. The 
chairman of the committee has learned that 
these patents have already been issued, and he 
told me this morning that he was satisfied that 
this bill should pass. It is precisely like the 
other bill with the exception of striking out 
section four; and he is satisfied to have that 
left out. If the Senate will hear section four 
of the Senate bill read, they will see that it is 
only to provide for the issuance of patents to 
the selections already made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The very fact that we have 
not got at the foundation of this bill; the very 
fact that just at the last moment the fourth sec- 
tion, which is an important section, is struck 
out, and all the rest of the sections are left to 
operate with it out, is a very good reason for 
hesitation, it seems to me, Now, just see what 
is this fourth section which is suddenly dropped 
out of this new law: 

“That all selections by Indians heretofore made, 
and regularly reported and recognized as valid and 
proper by the Secretary of the Interior and Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, shall be patented to the 
respective Indians making the same; and all sales 
heretofore made and reported where the same are 
regular and ‘not in conflict with such selections, or 
with any other valid adverse right, except of the 
United States, are hereby confirmed, and patents 


canli iseng thereon as in other cases according to 
aw. 


Now it is proposed to restore these lands to 


market, and by striking out the fourth section | 


to oust the selections that have been made by 
these Indians under the previous authority of 
law, and which the bill, as it seems to me, 
not speaking with much information, because 
we have not any information yet except that 
here is a bill which somebody wants to have 
passed, and thesé Indians are to be ousted 
from selections which they-have made pursu- 
ant to law, and then the lands to be turned 
into market to be taken by some railroad 
company or somebody else for their uses. 
submit to my friend front Michigan, for whom 
of course I have the highest respect, that it is 
not quite the thing to make a sudden change 
of this kind inthe bill and ask us to pass it 
by unanimous consent. : i 
Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I would not 
have asked for the consideration of this bill 
had it not already been before the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and thoroughly considered. 
This section does not apply to railroads. The 
bill itself provides that the remaining land 


shall be put up at auction, so that railroads 
cannot take it. It must be advertised for 
thirty days, and the treaty under which these 
lands were reserved expired in 1865, and the 
lands are withheld from market. It is the 
desire of all three bureaus of the Interior 
Department, to which [have referred, that the 
land should be restored to market, and itseems 
to me that the Senator from Vermont certainly 
cannot have any just objection to a measure 
of that kind. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps, Mr. President, 
I should not if I had all the facts. 

Mr. SCOTT. Has the bill been taken up 
for consideration? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; it is subject to 
objection. My friend from Michigan is mis- 
taken in.saying that these lands are to be put 
up at auction, and therefore that the railroads 
cannot get them. I call his attention to the 
fifth and last section of the bill, which declares 
t that immediately after the expiration of six 
months’’—— 

Mr. STEWART. I rise to a question of 
order. It is notin order to discuss the bill 
until it is decided whether there is consent to 
take it up or not. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has 
‘been taken ap, but subject to a demand for 
the regular order. 

Mr. FERRY of Michigan. I think I have 
not intruded a great deal on the Senate. This 
is a matter of local interest, and I will satisfy 
the Senator from Vermont in regard to it by 
saying a word. The grant of land to Michigan 
for a railroad was one year subsequent to this 
reservation, and the act itself states that it 
shall not'apply to any Indian reserved lands. 
That therefore is guarded against. I can as- 
sure the Senator that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands had the bill first referred 
to him, and I think he will state that there can 
be no objection to it; but because it related 
to an Indian reservation he had it referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. I hope the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands 
will state about that. 

Mr. POMEROY. There isa proviso which 
is now in this bill which strikes me is not in 
the original bill to which the Senator has 
referred : 

Provided, That nothing herein shall affect the 
rights of the State of Michigan to any land here- 
tofore granted to the State. 

I do not think that was in the bill which we 
considered in the Public Lands Committee. I 
do not know but that this is a renewal of a 
land grant. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Iwill answer the 
Senator. Therailroad company wants to make 
the claim that their railroads running through 
these Indian lands, the grant will apply to them, 
but the statute itself declares that it shall not 
apply. In order to meet that the Secretary 
of the Interior was perfectly willing, and I 
submitted it to the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and asked him if he had any 
objection to have that proviso put on, and he 
said no. 

Mr. POMEROY. When I heard it read, I 
knew it was not in the original bill. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I took it up there 
and asked if he had any objection, and he 
gaid-no. . The railroad company has no right, 
because the grant fora railroad was one year 
subsequent to the reservation, and it is recited 
in the act making the grant itself—I have 
looked at it, and Iam stating my own knowl- 
edge of the fact—that it shall not apply to any 
reserved Indian lands, so that it cannot apply 
to these lands.. I bave submitted the proviso to 
the Commissioner of the General Land C fice, 
and he is perfectly willing to have it go in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it is not a 
part of my business, it may he that of my 
friend from Michigan, to pass latvs for the Com- 
missioner ofthe General Land Office, or upon 
his say so; and what may be entirely satisfac- 


and éxamine them at all. 


‘ tion of the request of the Senator from 


tory to him may be entirely unsatisfactory to 
the people whom I represent, and to the peo- 
ple whom my friend represents. There are 
now more than one railroad company in the 
State of Michigan who, under land grants. to 
that State, have been entitled and are still 
entitled, by revivals that have occurred since 
I have been here, to the selections of land 
in alternate sections and otherwise, for’ the 
carrying on of public improvements. I am 
making no contest about that, but I am only 
stating the fact. _ 

Now, that being the state of the case, there 
being many land grants to the State of Mich- 
igan for the benefit of railroads and other 
internal improvements, some of which have 
lapsed probably, some of which havé not, 
some of which have been revived, this bill 
comes here from the House of Representa- 
tives with this little clause that is satisfactory 
to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, declaring that nothing herein shall af- 
fect the rights of the State of Michigan to any 
lands heretofore granted to that State, so that 
if by any land grant to that State (and there 
are many others than the one to which my 
friend has referred, some very curious ones in 
respect to the gridiron character of roads run- 
ning here and there, which I had occasion to 
examine a few years ago,) these lands would 
be covered, they being restored to market in 
the technical sense of the term, that is, made 
subject to the public-land laws of the United 
States, they become by force of this act, no 
matter whether the previous treaty had re- 
served them or not, subject to the rights which 
may accrue to the railroad companies under 
the State of Michigan to any lands which are 
open to public entry. : 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. If the Senator 
from Vermont will yield, I will ask leave to 
strike out that section. 

Mr. STEWART. If there is to be any more 
speaking I shall call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont has the floor. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend on the Pacific 
Railroad Committee is so uneasy on this 
subject that I find it quite difficult to make 
myself heard even by myself. If he objects 
to the consideration of this bill, of course I 
wili yield to him the floor to make that objec- 
tion; but if he does not object to the consid- 
eration of this bill, then I shall be rather 
largely obliged to him if he will allow me to 


go on. 
Mr. STEWART. I do object. I call for 
the regular order. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. MORRILL, of. Vermont. I rise to 
ask unanimous consent on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. It 
will be remembered that both Houses have 
directed the members of that committee on 
the part of the respective Houses to approve 


the plan of the architect of the Capitol for 


the improvement of the grounds about the 
Capitol. . It has been an impossibility for the 
committees to meet and go over the grounds 
There is another 
subject which was also committed to both 
committees in relation to-the statue of Adma- 
ral Farragut. I will state also that jt bas 
become necessary to rearrange the rooms for 
the committees of the Senate, and provide, 
if possible, some better accommodations for 
the reporters. I therefore 4sk unanimous coti- 
sent that the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds may have leave to sit during the 
recess fora week after Congress adjourns. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . If there 
be no objection, the Chair will put the ques- 


er- 

mont. The Senator from. Vermont moves 

that the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds have leave to sit during the recess. 
The motion was agreéd to. f 
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RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr., STEWART. I call for. the regular 
order. . 

: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reg- 

_ War order is the unfinished business, which is 

House bill Nos 2247. : 

Mr. CHANDLER.. I desire to make a 
report from a committee of couference. 

Mr. SLEWART.. I call for tbe regular 
order, 5 ; : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report 
of a conference committee at this period of the 
session is considered rather a privileged ques- 
tion, although it is not so strictly by rale. 

Mr. SPENCER. I wish to state that this 
morning a vote was taken on the bill to re- 
move’ the disabilities of two persons, which 
disclosed ‘the absence of & quorum. It was 
then generally understood: that leave was 
granted by unanimous consent that the vote 
should be taken on that bill on our reassem- 
bling this evening. The ouly thing wanting is 
to take the. yeas and nays. L hope we shall 
now vole upon it in accordance with the uuan- 
imous consent given this morning. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let us first act upon 
the conference report. 

The PRESIDEN T pro tempore. The Chair 
will receive the conference report, and it will 
be read. : 

Mr. POMEROY. A conference committee’s 
report bas no privilege ns against the unfinished 
business.. One objection puts over a confer- 
ence report as well as the report of any other 
comunittee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report 
‘of a committee of conference is not strictly 
under the rules a privileged question, but prac- 
tically at this period of the session it bas always 
been so regarded. Tbe Chair will receive this 
report, anu it will be now read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


: The committee of conference on the disagreeing 

“votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bul (EL R. No, 2.08) making appropriations for the 
ropairy preservation, and completion of certain pub- 
lic works on riversand harbors, and fur other par- 
poses, having mot, after tall and free coulerence 
pave agreed Lo recommend, aud do*recommend to 
thoirrespective Houses, as follows: 

Phab the Senate recede irom their amendments 
numbered 1, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 43, 45, 
46, and 43, 

‘hat the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to tho amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2. 3, 6.7, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 20, 21, 22, 
26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, and 3%, nud agree to tho same, 

That the House recede trom their disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered ò, and 
agree to the same with an ameudment, as follows: 
strike out of said amendment the word ` filty,’? and 
josert in lew the word "thirty;” and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

That tho Louse recede from thoir disagreement to 
the atuendment of the Sennte numbered §, and agree 
to the same with an amendment to substitute tur the 
sume the following: "or improvementot the Mis- 
sissippi, Missouri, and Arkansas rivers, $90,000; for 
improvement of the Jate Missouri river, $10,000; 
for mmoprovemeont of the Quacuita riverin Arkansas, 
$60,000; and for the improvement of the Quachita 
river in Louisiana, $40,000; aud the Senate agree 
to the sawe, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows : 
strike out of said amendment the words “one hun- 
dred,” wnd insert in Hou the words © seventy-five ;” 
and the Scuate agree to the same, 

‘Phat the JLouse recede from their disagreement to 
‘tho awendiuent of the Senate numbered 49, and 
agree w the same with an amendment, as fotlows: 
strike out of said amendment the words proposed to 
amend the tide of the bill, aud add at the end of 
said Senate amendment the following: "Provided, 
That so much of the umount herewith appropriated 
tor the survey of rivers and barbors as is requisite 
for contingeucies may be used for said purpose ;” 
and the Renate agree to tbe sume, 

Z. CHANDLER, 
WM, A. BUCKINGHAM, 
i : GLURGE VICKERS, $ 
. Managers on the part of the Senate. 


-PHILETUS SAWYER, ` 
L & SHELDON, | 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. SPENCER. -I move that the Senate 
disagree to. this conference report and ask for 
anew committee of conference. The reason 


| ports on Luke Champlain to Vergennes. 


I ask the Senate to disagree is this: the com- 
mittee of conference, as I understand, have 
made but two amendments, one of which is 
to reduce the appropriation for tbe Mobile 
bay and harbor irom $100,000. to. $75,000. 
Mobile bay and harbor is of national import- 
ance. The commerce there is great and con- 
stantly increasing. One fifth of the cotton of 
the country is shipped from there. This bill 
is full of places where money is appropriated 
that cannot be found on the map. Money is 
appropriated in this bill for the improvement 
of rivers that were never navigable, and l insist 
that itis a shame and an outrage to reduce the 
appropriation for Mobile bay and harbor from 
$100.000 to $75,000. I hope the Senate will 
disagree to this report and that a new commit- 
tee will be had. A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on concurring 1n the report of the com- 
mittee of conterence. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM.. It seems to me that 
the Senate should agree to the report of the 
cominittee of conference. ‘The committees of 
the two Houses were very nearly agreed in 
the bill as it passed. The conference com- 
mittee were under the necessity of making 
certain compromises. It is very possible that 
the appropriation is not large enough for Mo- 
bile harbor; it is very possible and probable 
that a much larger amount might be expended 
justly, properly ; but the difficulty is that the 
Government caunot now appropriate all the 
money which is necessary 10 improve all the 
harbors, aud not being able to do all that is 
essential, the committee reported in favor of 
going as far as possible, in order to meet the 
views of the two Houses and accommodate the 
bill to the amount of money at hand for this 
purpose, à 

Mr. SPENCER. I would like to ask the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut a quès- 
tion, There are appropriations in this bill for 
his State that nre of no earthly consequence. 
There are $40.000, if my memory serves me, 
appropriated for the Connecticut river norih 
of Hartford, and the Senator from Connecti- 
cut knows, and every other man in this coun- 
iry knows, that the Connecticut river north of 
Harford was never navigable. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I am very much 
surprised at the declaration of the Senator 
from Alabama. There are large steamboats 
running now between New York aud the ciy 
of Harttord, as they have done for more than 
twenty years. I beg leave to say another 
thing 

Mr. SPENCER. T spoke of the Connecti- 
cut river north of Hartiord, above Hartford. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Small steamboats 
have run above Hartford. 

Mr. SPENCER. There are appropriations 
in this bill of quite large amount for Otter 
creek, in the State of Vermout. Inever heard 
of that being a navigable stream. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Well, Mr. President, it 
is not very surprising that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Alabama never heard of it asa nav- 
igable stream. {do not know that Otter creek 
is to blame for that. If he will. go up there, 
he will find that it is altogether too déep for 
his swimming. Otter creek is much older 
than the rose in Alabama, to use one of the 
old poetical expressions. lt was the place 
where the fleet that beat the British in 1812, in 
the battle of Lake Champlain, was built. 
Steamboats regularly run from the New York 
Ido 
not blame my honorable friend for not know- 
ing that fact; but Í repeat, Otter creek is not 
to blame for that. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Iwill say a single 
word more in reply to the Senator from Ala- 
bama, 48 he alludes to the Connecticut river. 
Since the report of the engineers a véssel has 
been sunk on the bar at the mouth of the 
Connecticut river. It is now very difficult for 
steamers to pass that bar in consequence of 


the wreck, and it is. very essential that an 
appropriation should be used there for the 
purpose of removing that wreck. Twill say 
still further that it is very probable that this 
bill makes appropriations for the improve- 
ment of places which are not yet of very great 
importance. I do not know that it is possible 
to make appropriations so as to use the money 
with perfect equity in accordance with the just 
demands of the various places; [ do not sup- 
pose it is possible, but | believe that this bill 
is as just and equitable, all things considered, 
as can pass the two Houses of Congress at this 
session. I hope the Senate will concur. 

Mr. SPENCER. Iam not opposed to the 
appropriation for the Connecticut river. Tam 
not opposed to removing obstructions on the 
bar at the mouth of the Connecticut river. I 
presume there is a bar there, and it interferes 
with commerce largely. ‘Ihere is a bar in 
Mobile bay, which interferes with the com- 
merce of the world, and we want it removed, 
and here that. appropriation is largely reduced 
in this bill, while large appropriations are made 
for places of no importance whatever—I could 
repeat theim, to the amount of two or three 
millions—while the paltry sum of $25.000 is 
taken off the appropriation for Mobile bay and 
harbor, as agreed to by the Senate. I think it 
is an outrage, and Í hope the Senate will dis- 
agtee to the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave examined the Tn- 
dian land bill, and have suggested to my friend 
from Michigan an amendment to strike out the 
proviso to which attention was called, and to 
insert a direct declaration that none of the 
lands herein mentioned shall be subject to be 
taken under any grants of lands for any pub- 
lic works or improvements or by any railroad 
company ; and that being satistactory to hiin, 
if it is to the Senate, I have no objection to 
the passage of the bill, because it then merely 
leaves the Indians to make ‘selection under 
another section and have the lands the. sub- 
ject of private entry, and as I stopped the 
passage of the bill a moment since łask uuani- 
mous consent. to lt it be acted on, 

Mr. SAWYER. Let the conference report 
be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. <Asthis leads to some 
little discussion, and as some remarks that I 
made the other day it seems did injustice to 
the engineer corps, I wish to say a word in 
regard toit. Lotfered an amendment the other 
day réqniting the engineer corps to'give inform- 
ation as to the amount of tounage aud com- 
merce upon the rivers and places they exam- 
ined wich a view to their improvement, [am 
informed that the officers of the engineer 
corps are in the habit of doing that already, 

It wilt also be recollected that I referred 
the other day to a river in Louisiana that I 
had not heard of. My attention has been 
called to the report of the engineer corps 
showing the character of that river and its 
improvement, and I should like the attention 
of the Senate for one moment that they may 
see how the money of this people is being 
squandered and for what purposes. There is 
an appropriation in this bill for the improve- 
ment of the Tangipahoa river. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir, those very sur- 
veys that you are discussing were cut out by 
the committee of conference. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am very glad it is 
stricken ont, but it passed this body. 

Mr. CHANDLER, It was struck out. by 
the commitiee of conference. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to know 
how it was struck out. Both Houses agreed 
to it. It was in the bill as it came from the 
House, 

Mr. WEST. Ido not think it ought to be 
‘struck out. f : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator says. it 
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ought not to be struck out. 
what that river is: 


_' The Tangipahoa river rises in southern Missis- 
sippi, runs through eastern: Louisiana, and empties 
into Lake Pontchartrain, It passes through afinely 
timbered pine country, nearly parallel to and but a 
few miles from the New Orleans, Jackson, and 
Great. Northern railroad. It can: be made navigable 
tor steamers drawing but four and a balt or five feet 
to Wells’s Ferry, sixteen miles from its mouth,” 


That could be done. 


“The estimated cost of so improving it is $5,400. 
The obstructions consist of snags, fallen and over- 
hanging trees, The commerce of the stream is 
now inconsiderable, but would probably be greatly 
increased. by the introduction. of a line of small 
steamers, which would be rendered possible by the 
improvement.’ > = * ç & # ċ # ç # 
` “Phere is no town or village on the whole of its 
navigable portion, which extends to Wells's Ferry, 
sixteen miles from the mouth by river, but only 
about seven miles in a direct line. 

`The lower ten miles of this river winds through 
an impassable cypress and gum swamp, valuable 
only for the timber it produces. Thesix miles above 
the swamp (reaching to Wells’s Ferry,) passes 
through a swamp bottow from one to five miles wide, 
bordered, by pino barrens.” $ = * + 
‘Were the snags and fallen trees removed as far as 
Wolls’s Ferry, a small steamboat, drawing four and 
a half or five feet, might.be built to run to that 
place. Large quantities of cypress and pine timber 
are rafted from the upper part of the river and its 
principal tributary, the Tcbappapela. 

“Tne value of this region for the supply of fuel for 
New Orleans is very great; and for raisins, fruit, 
and vegetables for the same market, the soil and 
climate are well adapted. The supply of brick 
material and sand is inexhaustible, and, as yet, 
entirely undeveloped.” 


Now comes the important part: 


“During the past two years some emigrants from 
northern States have purchased the best part of the 
Jand in the vicinity of Wells’s Ferry and the Tchap- 
papela, and are making efforts to introduce various 


manufactures and improved agriculture.” 

And thereupon the Government of the United 
States appropriates money to improve this 
river. ` . A 

Mr. CONKLING. How much? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Five thousand dollars 
is the estimate, and I suppose that is the appro- 


I wish to show 


priation. eui 
Mr. CONKLING. The amount is $2,500, 


I think, asthe House made it. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Idonot remember what 
the amount is in the bill, but $5,000 is the 
amount recommended. Now, Mr. President, 
just look at such an improvement as that; a 
stream that could be made passable for a 
steamer to get up it sixteen miles, entirely un- 
improved! But there is material there for 
making brick, and it would supply New Or- 
Jeans with fuel, and some northern gentlemen 
have purchased the best part of the land up 
about Wells’s Ferry! 1s thatthe kind of river 
that this Government is to spend its money in 
improving? : i 

Mr. SPENCER. Iwill suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Hlinois that if he will look through 
this bill he will find any amount of more out- 
rageous cases than that is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I think we had 
better disapprove of this conference committee 
report and get a chance to reject the bill. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. It bappens that Iam 
familiar to some extent with that country, and 
my friend from Illinois is doing great injus- 
tice.. He is speaking now from what. he reads, 
and he knows. nothing ‘about, the matter ex- 
cept that. . I have traveled there regularly, 
and I am familiar with the country. Lake 
Pontchartrain is one of the largest lumber 
markets in the whole South. . There is nothing 
to compare with it. .Schooners are plying 
there regularly, and if they had a little steamer 
to ply up that. river in accordance with that 
report it would be a very great consideration 
to the commerce of New Orleans, as far as 
lumber is concerned, both cypress and pine. 
It is one of the most finely-lumbered regions 
you can find anywhere in the South. I have 
no hesitancy in saying that there ‘are a thou- 
gand other projects in the. bill of far less. merit 
than this, and to my certain knowledge.2 great 
injustice has been done in this easeby my 
friend from. [llinois. ae i 

Mr, TRUMBULL. If there is anything in 


the bill of less merit than this, does the Sen- 
ator from Texas think we ought to appropriate 
money for it? ; 

< Mr. FLANAGAN. But I have no doubt 
this is a meritorious case. I think it very likely 
there are many things in the bill of less merit. 
I have no interest on earth in this matter; but 
I do-not like to see injustice done to it, partie: 
ularly in the absence of the friend who intro- 
duced it. I repeat there is merit in the propo- 
sition, and 1 know something about the lumber 
interests there. 

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Illinois has 
made this.inconsiderable. appropriation for the 
improvement of a river in Louisiana the basis 
of an attack upon this Congress for wasteful 
extravagance in the river and harbor bill. The 
amount is $2,500, and he has spent five or ten 
minutes “in reading an extract from a book. 
Will the Senator inform me what it is? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I read from a report 
of the Secretary of War, which embodies the 
report of the chief of engineers in regard to 
this stream. 

Mr. WEST. How far do I understand the 
Senator to say it is navigable? ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The report states that 
it will be possible to make it navigable for six- 
teen miles for a small steamer drawing four 
and a‘half. or five feet of water. 

Mr. WEST.: Let me tell the Senator from 
Ilinois that the largest steamers that float on 
the Mississippi river are fortunate when they 
have four and ahalf feet of water to run them. 
With four anda balf feet of water in that stream 
you can make it navigable for steamers six- 
teen miles, and they could stretch that a little 
and make it navigable for schooners, small 
flat-bottomed vessels, that draw twoanda half 
feet, sixty miles. The object is simply to get 
the snags and undergrowth out_of that stream, 
owing to the great exuberance of undergrowth 
there. It is a very small matter upon which 
to base a charge of extravagance against the 
Government of the United States, that it has 
appropriated $2,500 for improving a stream 
in Louisiana. ‘here are millions of feet of 
lumber and large quantities of cotton to come 
out of there. 

Mr. CAMERON. I know something about 
this country. I made a canal down there over 
forty years ago, and-I.think this is a very 
proper appropriation. That cypress lumber 
is the most valuable of all the lumber we have 
in this country except the white pine. The 
country there is now entirely without popula- 
tion. If you will improve the navigation of 
that litle river—it is a very small river, to be 
sure, but it is deep for rivers in that country— 


| you will fill up that country with hardy lum- 


bermen who will go there and cut down the 
forests and bring the lumber out into civiliza- 
tion; and add to the wealth of the country. 
That is the principle upon which this Gov- 
ernment has acted for the last -thirty years in 
aiding new settlements. We gave to the State 
of Jilinois several hundred thousand acres of 
land, some millions, perbaps, to make her 
canals. We have given lands to all the west- 
ern States to. make railroads.. Why should 
we not help this thinly-settled portion of the 
country in the South, where the people are 
impoverished, and where they have no means 
now. of making tbat lumber useful to them- 
selves or to the country? I can see no wrong 
init. It ig a very small affair, and Ido not 
see that there is any constitutional didiculty 
about.it.. L believe the Senator from Mlinois 
did not talk about the Constitution in connec- 
tion-with this appropriation, but it is a wou- 
der he did not. Ít is a proposition to appro- 
priate $2,500 to improve that region, covering 
many thousand acres of land, to make that 
land valuable, and make it contribute to the 
taxation. of. the country. Surely.no liberal- 
minded person ought to object to that. 


Mr. RICE. Fhe committee of conference | 


in regard to the appropriations for rivers in the 
State of Arkansas have falien into a con- 


è 
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siderablė error in transferring the anproptia- 
tion for White, Black, and Little Red “rivers 
fo the upper Ouachita. Those three rivera 
are more important in a commercial potit 
of view than the Ouachita, and the Ouachita 
already had an appropriation ‘iu the bill for 
nearly as much as all three of those-rivers. “It 
is a very considerable error, and one that affects 
the interest of the State of Arkansas seriously. 
There are no rivers in any: State of more im- 
portance to the State than those three rivers 
that are deprived of this appropriation. ” 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, thisappro- 


_priation about which some mirth has been 


excited is not $5,000; it is $2,500; and in 
justice to the Committee on Commerce I want 
the Senate to know its history, which I can 
state in a moment. ‘ i 

It is one of the blessings and one of the mis- 
fortunes of our organism that every congres- 
sional districtis represented in the House by a 
person specially elected from that district. The 
districtin which thisimprovementresidesis one 
of those, and I may say, without referring im- 
properly to the doings of the House, that the 
appropriation was voted there upon the motion 
and statement of the Representative of that 
district. The facts upon which he- relied in a 
few words are these: there come from. this 
little river, as it is-called, millions of feet of 
pine and cypress lumber annually, and I am 


| told not less than three thousand bales of cot- 


ton from the region of which it should be the 
outlet. I speak in the hearing of at least three 
persons who know how this is. In this stream, 
navigable for sixteen miles, there are snags 
and obstructions, and the engineers reported 
some time ago that $5,000 would remove them 
all. © Upon a statement of the case the House 
allowed one half of that sam of money to take 
out the obstructions from this river, which is 
navigable, from all the statements we have 
beard, for fifteen or sixteen miles by vessels of 
draught as great as the average of boats which 
ply upon the Ohio or Mississippi rivers ` ` 

Now, that may be a very ‘improper thing; 
that may be a very wild expenditure of $2,500. 
I bave no doubt that if the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania or the wisest man in the management 
of property was the individual owner of this 
property, he would upon the evidence before 
me make this expenditure of money and more 
too to establish a highway between the upper 
waters and the country it drains, of this stream, 
and the-great city of New Orleans. That is 
all I wish to say about this particular’ appro- 
priation. : 

Now Í have a word to say to my honorable 
friend from Alabama. If be is known for 
anything in this body, he is known for the 
zeal and the solicitude with which he. looks 
out on all occasions for the interest of his con- 
stituents and his State. He isentitled to that 
credit as we all know. He:was in the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and he has been since, 
extremely assiduous and attentive in getting 
appropriations made in which the State of — 
Alabama was interested. 

Mr. SPENCER. This one for Mobile is 


| the only appropriation. 


Mr. CONKLING. This is the only one that 
came in. It is not-the only one my friend 
wanted. Now the committee of conference 
has cut down an appropriation in which the 
Senator from Alabama is very much interested, 
and with a warmth, giving away to an abandon, 
which upon reflection he wouid recall, he tells 
the Senate that this appropriation of which I 
have been speaking is very absurd—tbat is the 
implication—but it isnot half as bad as many 
others in this bill. I accept as applicable to 
myself the criticism of my honorable friend, 
and I deny its justice. As a member ‘of the | 
Committeeon Commerce | attended those meet- 
ings by day and by night at which, with maps 
betore us, with papers before us, with industry, 
with conscientious application, the whole of 
that committee went, step» by step, through 
this bill from” beginning to end; and if the 
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committee failed in regard to it, they. failed 
from want of capacity, not from want of indus- 
try or search in regard to these matters. I 
undertake to say the Senator from Alabama 
cannot put his finger—and I tender him the 
bill to yindicate his assertion—upon this or any 
other appropriation in this river and harbor 
bill not. warranted by the plainest principles 
of common sense and propriety applied to the 
evidence before us. ` 
These two Louisiana appropriations were 
not passed without. attention. being given to 
them.. They were not passed without finding 
and locating and tracing on the map these 
streams, not passed without examining the 
representatives of that State carefully in re- 
gard to the facts; nor was there any other 
_ appropriation that I know of put in this bill 
without a similar examination unless it was 
vouched for upon the personal knowledge of 
some members of the committee, which was 
the case in regard to two or three; for ex- 
ample, a harbor of refuge on Long Island. 
The honorable Senator from Connecticut and 
myself both had a right to say that we knew 
that between New York and New London 
there was no other harbor so good and that it 
was essential that the work should be done there. 
I except that from my statement that as to 
these appropriations we investigated carefully. 
In that and one or two other cases members 
of the committee felt that they had so much 
personal knowledge that the committee would 
be safe in acting upon that. With these ex- 
ceptions I say to the Senate there was noth- 
ing the committee could do which was omitted 
to ascertain carefully and exactly the facts, 
Touching this river which rung through a 
pine and cypress country, we were satisfied that 
the House in allowing one half of the appro- 
priation asked, upon the statement of the 
member representing the district, had not 
done an act which we could with propriety 
review and dissent from, and therefore we did 
not dissent from this appropriation; and I beg 
to say, in the light of all | ave heard about it 
now, after renewing privately my questions to 
some of those who have personal acquaintance 
with the subject, I believe there is not a mem- 
ber of the Senate who, if he were the proprie- 
tor individually of this stream, would not do 
this very work and pay the money that it would 


cost. 

I have felt bound, Mr. President, to say so 
much in reply particularly to what was said by 
the honorable Senator from Alabama; be- 
cause, while I sympathize with him in his dis- 
Aaa eye at having the appropriation for 

obile harbor cut down, I do not want the 
Senate or anybody else to get the impression 
that this bill has been slighted by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. If that committee has 
ever discharged its duty conscientiously touch- 
ing any bill, river and harbor bill or otherwise, 
certainly it did in regard to this. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to call the 
attention of my friend to one fact: there is 
not an appropriation in the bill that was not 
unanimously assented to by the Committee on 
Commerce, not one. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think that is true. I 
had forgotten it, but my recollection is that 
wherever there was doubt enough, after an 
examination, about an appropriation for the 
committee to divide upon it, by general con- 
sent we dropped it, intending to restrict the 
bill so much that we should be warranted in 
saying to the Senate that we had been very 
careful in the recommendations we had made. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As I have the figures 
before me, I desire to state the amount of 
business on this river. The Senator from New 
York spoke of three thousand bales of cotton 
from this river, as I understood him. 

"Mr. CONKLING. No not from this river, 
if the Senator will allow me; but my expres- 
sion was that three thousand bales of cotton, 
as I was told, came out annually from the 
region drained by this river and reached by it. 


That the cotton has come down the river I 
do not understand, because the very point is 
that the river is obstructed and they are com- 
pelled to resort to expensive modes of carriage, 
whereas if they could use this stream that 
would be avoided. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is within seven miles 
of a railroad, and no cotton whatever comes 
from the river. 

Mr.. CONKLING, So I understand. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will read exactly what 
came out of it daring a year: 

“The following is a statement of the arrivals and 
exports from the river to New Orleans: 
169 Number of arrivals year ending July 9, 1871, 

So that vessels do come out of the river, and 
here is what they brought: 

“Wood, cords, 2,628; shells, barrels, 15,330.” 

Those are shells they make lime out of. 

“ Cribs of timber, 136.” 


That is the whole business of the river fora 


ear. 
7 Mr. CONKLING. That is more than I 
supposed. 

Mr. WEST. Ishould like the Senator from 
Ilinois to explain how they make lime out of 
those shells. 

Mr. SPENCER. Iwish to say a word in 
reply to the remarks of the Senator from New 
York; but first, the Senator from Michigan 
says there is not an appropriation in the bill 
that was not unanimously agreed to in com- 
mittee. I shall not deny that statement. I 
did agree to many things in the bill that were 
personally objectionable to me and that I 
thought were unnecessary. I am an inexpe- 
rienced legislator, a young man in this body, 
and | did not feel like fighting old Senators; 
and besides I wished to get an appropriation 
for Mobile harbor, and consequently did not 
desire to antagonize those measures. The Com- 
mittee on Commerce did unanimously agree 
to an appropriation of $100,000 for Mobile 
harbor. That committee or a portion of it 
has allowed that appropriation to be stricken 
out in the committee of conference, and it is 
the only thing except one other, I understand, 
that has been stricken out, and there are 
many places of minor importance provided 
for. There are places in the bill I will say to 
the Senator from New York that it would 
puzzle him to tell where they are located, and 
they have large appropriations. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will my friend be kind 
enough to mention one of them? I will not 
ask him for more than one. I should like to 
have one, just as a sample. 

My. SPENCER. I wish the Senator would 
state to me the precise location of Pentwater, 
in Michigan. He may be better posted in 
geography than I am. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will tell the Senator 
that it is the termini of two railroads, one of 
which is three hundred miles long and the 
other one hundred and fifty. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator to 
yield to me one minute. I want to respond to 
that question. That is one place which per- 
haps more than any other was in the commit- 
tee put under a microscope and examined in 
every point of view. The chairman of the com- 
mittee was cross-examined with regard to it, 
up and. down, stated all about his railroad, and 
all about the length of it. It was to be the 
terminus of a railroad. We had themap, and 
had it pointed out precisely where it was, and 
sifted and winnowed, with our fans in our 
hands, all the way through ; and now my hon- 
orable friend from Alabama comes inand wants 
to knowif I can tell where Pentwater in Mich- 


igan is. 

Mr. SPENCER. The Senator ought to be 
able to tell us what the commerce of Little 
Sodus in New York is? I know he knows 


that. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, Ican tell my friend 
about the place he means to inquire about. 
He means Big Sodus. My friend has not read 
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the bill sufficiently to know the place he is 
talking about under the name of Sodus. I can 
tell him all about it. I will tell him that it is 
the finest harbor, with one exception possibly, 
on Lake Ontario. Perhaps that will be suffi- 
cient; but I will tell him, if he wants to hear 
it, all about a railroad that runs there which 
connects with railroads reaching this capital 
and reaching the capital of his State. The 
whole southern net-work of railroads is con- 
nected with this place by a road now projected 
and now being built and which is to berunning 
in the course of two or three months. Does 
my friend want to know anything more about 
Big Sodus? j 

Mr. SPENCER. Iwill state to my friend 
from New York that every railroad in this 
country connects with the capital of my State. 
They all center there. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then the capital of the 
Senator’s State is a curiosity. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I rise merely to ex- 
press my surprise at the opposition of the 
Senator from Alabama. If there is so much 
in this bill which requires no appropriation, 
which is against public policy, my surprise is 
that he did not make known his opposition in 
committee. There would have been his op- 
portunity ; there he would have had the influ- 
ence and the power which he was entitled to ; 
but closing his mouth there and coming before 
the Senate upon the report of this committee 
of conference, it seems to meis notin accord- 
ance with good statesmanship. 

Mr. SPENCER. If the Senator from Con- 
necticut will allow me, I should not have said 
what I have if the Senator from Connecticut 
and other members ef the committee of 
conference had sustained the action of the 
entire Committee on Commerce when it voted 
$100,000 to Mobile harbor and not allowed it 
to be cut down. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Sol supposed. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mobile harbor is a place 
of national importance. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Then it fol- 
lows the report would have been all right and 
we should not have heard of Little Sodus, nor 
of any other defects in the bill, provided 
$25,000 more had been included for Mobile. 

Several Sznators. Question! Question |! 

Mr. COLE. I wish to say one word on this 
question. I have not consumed any time upon 
it, nor shall I now. I observe that for the 
improvement of harbors about the State of 
Michigan there are something over twenty 
appropriations. Thatisa pretty large number 
for one State. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should think there 
were more. I think the Senator is mistaken. 
We have thirteen hundred miles of coast line, 
more than any other State in the Union, with 
a thousand millions of commerce. upon it, and 
I should think there are more than twenty. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senator will not 
interrupt me, : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from California cannot be interrupted 
without his consent. 

Mr. COLE. The State of Michigan has not 
so many miles of coast line as the State of Cali- 
fornia by considerable.’ The Committee on’ 
Commerce have devoted their attention as re- 
gards the improvement of harbors to Michigan 
mainly. I supposed that the business of the 
Committee on Commerce was to look to the 
commercial interests of the whole country, and 
if you take a map of the world and put your 
finger down on the State of Michigan, you 
cover all that vast territory to which the great 
attention of that committee has been directed. 
It is but a small consideration so far- as the 
country at large is concerned, or the commerce 
of the Republicis concerned. Thatisthe ground 
of complaint that I make against the report of 
the committee. 

Mr. ALCORN. I desire to- say a word on 
this subject, and I trust the Senate will be 
patient in listening to a few words in behalf of 
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the appropriation for Mobile. I have noth- 
ing to say in opposition to the appropriation 
for the improvement of the Tangipahoa river ; 
nor have I anything to say in opposition to the 
appropriations made for more than twenty-six 
places or ports of entry in the State of Michi- 
gan. It gives evidence that the honorable 
chairman of the committee knows how to take 
care of his own State. His people certainly 
will be attended to while he is chairman of 
that committee. I think the bill gives evi- 
dence of that fact. I commend the honorable 
Senator for the energy he has shown in pro- 
moting the interests of his own constituents. 

Mr. President, the harbor of Mobile is one 
of the most important on the southern coast. 
In 1869, since the war, the county of Mobile 
and the city of Mobile, under an act of the 
Legislature of the State of Alabama, have 
appropriated $200,000 for the improvement 
of that harbor which was. obstructed during 
the war. Mobile is one of the largest cotton 
marts in the United States. It is one of the 
largest sea-port towrs. It looks out upon the 
bay and into the ocean. It has a commerce 
unequaled by any other sea-port town on all 
the southern coast. Congress in its gra- 
cious magnanimity has heretofore appropriated 
$50,000 annually for two or three years for 
the purpose of improving this harbor. This 
year the argument.was so strong, so pointed, 
so convincing, that the committee were 
satisfied of the propriety of appropriating 
$100,000 for Mobile. The committee of con- 
ference selected two items to be cut down, 
and Mobile is cut down twenty-five per cent. 
while the State of Michigan comes out un- 
scathed and untouched. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is entirely 
mistaken. He does not wish to misrepresent 
the facts. 

Mr. ALCORN. Certainly not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The facts are that a 
similar reduction was made at Pentwater, this 
railroad terminus that has been referred to, in 
my State. The Senator does not intend to 
misrepresent, I know, but he is mistaken. 

Mr. SPENCER. [If the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi will allow me, I will tell him about this 
bill so that he will understand it. This bill 
appropriates over five million dollars, and the 
committee of conference have made two recom- 
mendations: one to cut down the appro- 
priation for Mobile harbor $25,000 and the 
other to cut down the appropriation for Pent- 
water $20,000 

Mr. ALCORN, I received my information 
from the Senator from Alabama. The confer- 
ence report was read, and he made the state- 
ment here that there were two appropriations 
which had been cut down, and | understood 
him to say that neither of those attached to the 
State of Michigan. I accept the explanation 
of the honorable Senator from Michigan. 
Enough upon that point. 

Isaid awhile ago that I rose not to oppose 
anything appropriated for the State of Mich- 
igan. I doubt not that each and every appro- 
priation that is made for that State is well de- 
served and properly appropriated. I only stand 
here to protest against the action of the com- 
mittee in regard to the single city on the 
southern coast that is approachable to the sea. 
The War Department state that $650,000 would 
make it all that we could desire. The city and 
county of Mobile, in aid of the small and 
meager appropriation of the Government 
‘of the United States, appropriated in 1869 
$200,000; and yet here to-day, after we had 
$100,000 appropriated by the unanimous voice 
of the Senate, the committee of conference 
come back with a report reducing that appro- 
priation by $25,000. I rose to protest against 
it, and I shall not vote to confirm, to indorse, 
to carry forward that report with this act of 
flagrant injustice upon the face of the bill. 

Trose here to vindicate the State of Ala- 
bama.. It is a State that I do not represent, 
but-L am well acquainted with the commerce 
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of the city of Mobile. The State that I in 
part represent is dependent upon that city for 
a large share of its commerce. Why, sir, the 
commerce of Mobile flows out from the Gulf 
and goes even to the city of Chicago; for 
Mobile, let me repeat again, is the largest cot- 
ton-exporting city that there is on all the 
southern coast, and the second in importance 
to any in the United States of America. Not 
three thousand bales of cotton, but hundreds 
of thousands of bales are shipped from that 
place; hundreds of thousands of sacks of 
corn and wheat and everything else from the 
great Northwest, from the State that the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan reptorente, the 
State of Illinois, the State of Missouri, the 
State of Arkansas, come down the Mobile and 
Ohio railroad and out into the bay. It is an 
appropriation well deserved. Instead of being 
$100,000, it should have been $250,000. But 
I rose, I repeat, simply to protest against the 
reduction of the appropriation. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the report of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. SPENCER. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and 
being taken, resulted—yeas 41, nays 12; as 
follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
Boreman, Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Cas- 
serly, Chandler, Conkling, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Hamilton of ‘Texas, Harlan, 
Hill, Howe, Johnston, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrili of Vermont, Norwood, Nye, Pomeroy, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Ste- 
venson, Stockton, Thurman, Vickers, West, and 
Windom—4l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Clayton, Cole, Kellogg, 
Osborn, Pool. Rice, Robertson, Spencer, Sprague, 
Stewart, and Trumbuli—12. 

ABSENT—Messrs._ Brownlow, Caldwell, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamlin, Hitchcock, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Patter- 
son, Ransom, Schurz, Sumner, Tipton, Wilson, and 
Wright—21. 


So the report was concurred in. 
COMPENSATION OF A SENATOR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented 
a communication from Hon. GEORGE VICK- 
ERS, relative to his compensation as a Senator 
from the State of Maryland from March 4, 
1867, to March 7, 1868; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPaeErson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a resolution to cor- 
rectan error in the enrolled bill(H. R. No. 2582) 
making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported allowed by the commissioners 
of claims under the act of Congress of March 
3, 1871. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 2582) mak- 
ing appropriations for the payment of claims 
reported allowed by the commissioners of 
claims under the act of Congress of March 3, 
1871. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Is there anything before 
the Senate? 

Mr. STEWART. I call for the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill 
(H. R. No. 2247) giving the approval and sanc- 
tion of Congress to the termini and route of 
the Anacostia and Potomac River railroad is 
before the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us have it now. 

Mr. POMEROY. That was laid aside in- 
formally to take the vote on the disability bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I am willing that vote 
shall be taken. 

Mr. ALCORN. I ask unanimous consent 
to be allowed to offer a resolution to which I 
do not think any one will object. 


Mr. STEWART. I object to anything 
except the amnesty bill. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amnesty bill cannot 
come up. : 
Mr. STEWART. I suppose it can be voted 
upon. without debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot do that. 

Mr. STEWART, Then I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] 
asks unanimous consent to take the vote on 
the bill pending at the time of adjournment. 
yesterday. : $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On what? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill 
for the removal of the disabilities of. two 
persons. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I demand the reg- 
ular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection 
being made, the regular order is before the 
Senate. l 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope there will be no 
objection to taking the vote on this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have told the honor- 
able Senator from North Carolina that I could 
not consent, as long as I had the voice to 
object to it, within reasonable limits, to the 
relief of the disabilities of this gentleman, 
Mr. Vance. I think it is rather “ crowding 
the mourners,” as they say at a funeral, to 
start that at this time. The Senator knows 
that perfectly well. 


COMMITTEE ON MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 


Mr. ALCORN. Will the Senator allow me 
to introduce a resolution to which I think there 
will be no objection? If there is objection I 
will withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. I will be 
read for information. f 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the select Committee on the Levees 
of the Mississippi have leave to sit during the recess 
of the Senate, 


Mr. ALCORN. We desire to sit during the 
recess, and I believe there is no objection 


to it. 
ea SPRAGUE. There is no objection to 
that. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


INDIANS OF CENTRAL SUPERINTENDENCY.: . 


Mr. STEWART. Now let us have the 
regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reg- 
ular order is before the Senate, but with the 
permission of the Senator from Nevada and 
the Senate, the Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate the amendment of the House of Repre- 


|] sentatives to the bill (S. No. 1175) for the 


relief of certain Indians in the central super- 
intendency. i 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I move that the 
Senate concur in. the amendment of the 
House. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is an entire sub- 
stitute, I believe. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Itis, butit is almost 
exactly the same thing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
amendment will be read. 

Mr. STEWART. I object. I demand the 

The Chair 


regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
laid this before the Senate by general consent, 
but if the Senator objects, the Chair will with- 
draw it for the present. 

Mr. HOWE. There is a report from 4 
conference committee which I desire to pre- 


sent. 

Mr. POMEROY. While the clerks are 
looking for the pending bill, I will make a 
personal explanation. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas desires to make a personal 


il explanation, The Chair hears no objection. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION. - 
Mr. POMEROY. My attention has been 


called to several notices in the papers about 
my ruling in the chair yesterday on an amend- 
ment. to. the sundry’ civil appropriation bill. 
I simply desire to say that the ruling to which’ 
they refer was hot made by me at all. I do 
not object to it; but still Ido not want the 
credit of it, if there is any credit attaching 
to it, when it does not belong to me. I was 
‘not in the chair, Iwas not the man at all. 


REPORT OF SOUTHERN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. HOWE. I desire to make a report 
from a committee of conference. . I have had 
the floor three times to make it, but have 
been taken off in some way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will receive the report. i 

The Chief Clerk read the report as follows : 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
yotes of the two Llouses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2582) making appropri- 
ations for tho payment of claimg. reported allowed 
by the commissioners of claims under the act of Con- 
gress of March 3, 1871, after full and free conference 
thereon, do recommend to their respective Louses 
‘ax follows: ’ $ 

They recommend that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amondments of the Senate in 
line ten on page 2; lines fourand five on page 3; line 
sixteen on page 4; line seventeen on page 4; and 
Jines seven and eight on page 8. : 

_ They recommend that the Senate recede from 
its amendment striking out line twenty-seven on 


page li, 
T. 0. HOWE, 
JOUN SCOTT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


AUSTIN BLAIR, 
©, W. BUCKLEY, 
W.S. HOLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 


Mr. HOWE. There is a resolution accom- 
panying that report which should be acted 
upon in connection with it. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as 

follows: 
, kesolmed, {the Senato concurring,) That in enroll- 
ing the biH GL, R. No, 258z) making appropriations 
for the payment of claims reported allowed by the 
commissioners of claims ander the act of Congress 
of March 3, 1871, an error in the engrossment be 
corrected by striking out the word ‘one, in the 
ollowanco te A, Henry Ives, and inserting the word 
“nine,” us it passed the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution to correct a clerical error. 

Mr. HOWL. It is simply to correct an 
error in printing the House bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the effect of it? 

Mr. HOWE. It gives the man some nine 
es dullars instead of one-hundred dol- 
ars. : 

The resolution was adopted, . 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regu- 
lar order is now before the Senate, being the 
railroad bill, and the question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. f 

Mr. STEWART. That is a substitute fo 
the bill. Task that it be read. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Task the Senate to 
take up Senate bill No. 1145. 

Mr. SAWYER. I object.. Iam very sorry 
to do so, but this bill has taken so long that I 
think we ought to dispose of it in some way 
or other. ; i 

Mr. POMEROY, (after a pause.) If we 
are to go on with the railroad bill, I wish we 
could have it. i 

Mr. SCOTT.. While the bill is being looked 
for 1 take the opportunity of saying that while 
I do not propose to oppose the bill, I express 
the hope that if itis to be disposed of, it wiil 
be disposed of soon, and not occupy the whole 
evening, for the reason that I shall make the 
effort to call up a bill which has been before 
the Senate for two years and ought to be 
passed, asa number of biils are hanging in 
the -House, and they. will. not‘take dction on 
them until this general bill is passed. If this 
tallroad bill. cannot -be disposed -of-.in ‘the 


This is a 


conrse of half an hour, I shall make an effort’ 
to antagonize thebill to which I refer against 


it. ‘ . 
Mr. COLE. Tdesire to make a report from’ 
a committee of conference. || ; 
“The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The Chair will 
réceive it, if there be no objection. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of. the 
Senate to. the bill (H. R. No. 1671) making appro- 
priations for the construction, preservation, and 
repair of certain fortifications and other works of 
defense, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend, and do recommend to 
their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the senate recede from their first and second 
amendments to said bill. 

C. COLE, 

ROSCOE CONKLING, 

J. W. STEVENSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

WM. E, NIBLACK, 

W.G. DONNAN, 

GINERY TWICHELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
DISTRICT STREET RAILROADS. 


Mr. COLE. Ihave had control and charge 
of the appropriation, bilis during the session, 
and have been unable to do much that I ought 
to have done or to dispose of bills that I have 
had in my charge for which I am responsible, 
and I now ask the courtesy of the Senate to 
take up a bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state that the bill (H. R. No. 2247) giving 
the approval and sanction of Congress to the 
termmi and route of the Anacostia and Po- 
tomac railroad is now before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the amendment 
reported by the Committee on the District of 

Jolumbia will be read. 

The Cuter Cuerg. The amendment is to 
strike out all of the bill after the enacting 
clause, and in lieu of the matter stricken out to 
insert: 

That the approval and sanction of Congress is 
hereby given to the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of a street: railroad by the Anacostia 
and Potomne River Railroad Company, of Washing- 
ton city, District of Columbia, a company duly 
incorporated under the act of Congress of May 
5, 1870, along, upon, and ovor the following route, 
in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, 
namely: commencing, for the eastern terminus of 
said road, at or noar the northern end of the navy- 
yard bridge; in the said city, on Mleventh street 


east; thence upon and along suid Eleventh street 
east to M street south; thence upon and along said 


| M street south to Third strect east; thence upon and ! 


along said Third street east to N street south: 
thence upon and along said N street south to Water 
street: thence upon and along said Water strect to 
Tweltth street west; thence upon and along said 
Tweltth street west to Ohio avenue; thence along 
and upon said Ohio avenue to Fourteenth street 
west; thence along and uponsaid Fourteenth street 
west to the western terminus of said road. at the 
intersection ot Pennsylvania avenue and said Four- 
teenth street west, conforming to the grades of said 
strectsand avenue as thesaine are now ormay here- 
after be established by law: And provided, hat the 
Metropolitan Raiirond Company is hereby author- 
ized to run its carsover such tracksand rails as way 
be haid on Eleventh street trom the navy-yard 
bridge to M street sonth, by paying one half the 


| cost of Jaying said track and rails; and that the 


same privilege, within the said limits, and on the 
same conditions, be also granted to the Anacostia 
and Potomue River railroad; if the Motropolitan 


Railroad Company shail be the first to avail itself | 


of the privilege to build the said portion ot the road 
on said Eleventh street, within the said boundaries, 

Sec. 2. Phat in the matter of laying their tracks 
and turnishiogaccommodations for the public, each 
company authorized to construct any new line by 
this act shall be under the control ot the Board of 
Pablic Works for the District of Columbia; and 
that theysball pave the tracks herein authorized 
and the spaces between them, and for the space of 


two feet beyond the outer line thereof, and keep | 


the same in good order, without expense to the 
United States or the District of Columbia, and that 
said pivement shall be as prescribed by said Board 
of Public Works; and that the rate of fareto be 
charged and received by said company. shall not 
exceed five cents a passenger for any distauce be- 
tween tne termini of said road: Provided, That the 
Boundary and- Silver Spring Railroad Company 
may charge a rate of fare not exceeding five cents a 
passenger tor transportation from Boundary street 
to Rock Creek Cbusab ten cents ‘to Bright- 


wood, and fifteen cents to the boundary of the Dis- 
trict. : Buh 

Src. 3. That the sanction and approval of Congress 
is hereby given to the construction of a street rail- 
road from the northern boundary line of Georgetown 
through High street to Fayette street; along said 
street to Second -and Third streets, and along said 
streets to Highstreet, Weststreet, and Beall street ; 
along Montgomery, Beall, and West streets, all in 
said ‘Georgetown, toand over the bridge at P street, 
in the city of Washington; along P street to New 
Jersey avenue; along said avenue to First street 
west; along First street tothe north line of Penn- 
sylvania avenue; also, along Connecticut avenue 
from P street to L street; along L street to 'Fenth 
street west; along said street to I street north; 
along said street to Fifth’ street west; along said 
street. over the track of the Metropolitan. Rail- 
road Company on such terms as may be agreed upon 
by the two companies, or, in case of failure to make 
an agreement, on such terms'as may be prescribed 
by. Congress, to Louisiana avenue; along said avenuo 
to Sixth street west; along said: street to the north 
side of Pennsylvania avenue, by the incorporators, 
named in the actof incorporation by the Legislative 
Assembly of the District of Columbia, of the Union 
Railroad Company: Provided, Toat a majority of 
the present stockholders shall, within twenty days 
from the passage of this act, organize under the 
general incorporation law approved May 4, 1870. 

Src. 4. That thesanction and approval of Congress 
is hereby given to the construction of a street, rail- 
road from the northern boundary of the District of 
Columbia, where the same is intersected by the road 
generally known asthe Seventh street road, along 
and upon the said road to Boundary street, Wash- 
ington city: thence westwardly to Ninth street west, 
in said Washington city: thence south upon said 
Ninth streetto B street north; thence east along said 
B street north to Sixrh street west; thence along said 
Sixth -trect west to Missouri avenue; thence along 
said Missouri avenuc to Four-and-a-half street west, 
by the incorporators named in the act of incorpora- 
tion by the Legislative Assembly of the District of 
Columbia of the Boundary aud Silver Spring Rail- 
road Company: Provided, Thata majority of saidin- 
eorporators shall, within twenty days trom the puss- 
age of this act, organize under the general incorpor- 
ation law approved May 5, 1870: And provided 
further, That the Metropolitan Railroad Company 
of Washington, District of Columbia, may use that 
portion of said road lying in the city of Washington, 
upon such terms as may be agreed upon: Provided 
also, Phat the Boundary and Silver Spring Railroad 
Company shall lay its track along theside ot, but not 
over, the macadamized portion of Seventh street, 

Sec. 5. ‘hat the several railroad’ companies men- 
tioned in this act, and any other railroad company 
which has been or may be hereafter authorized, 
shall be subject to all the conditions, requirements, 
and responsibilities imposed upon the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company and the Washington and George- 
town Railroad Company, by the respective charters 
of the said companies granted by Congress, 

Sro: 6. That the act approved March 3, 1865, enti- 

tled “An act to amend an act entitied ‘An act to 
incorporate the Metropolitan Railroad Company in 
the District of Columbia,’” be, and the same is 
hereby, so amended as to confer upon the said com- 
pany tbe privilege of extending its railway along 
Dast Capitol street from Ninth to Eleventh streets 
east, and southward along said Eleventh street: to 
the bridge crossing the Anacostia river to Union- 
town; and also to lay a single or double track from 
Hast Cupitot street, aloug Seventh street east to B 
street south, along said street to Eleventh street 
east; and also to-extend itsrailway from the inter- 
section of K street north and Connecticut avenue, 
along said avenue to L street north, and along said 
street by the most direct route to the intersection of 
Bridge and Green_or Montgomery streets, George- 
town;thence along Montgomery street to Beallstreet; 
thence atong Dealistreetto High street; thence atong 
High street to Second street; thence along Second 
street to Fayette street; thence along Kayette street 
to First strect, Georgetown. 

Seo. 7, Thatallrightof the Metropolitan Railroad 
Companys to lay arzilway track on Birst- street eust 
between A street north and East Capitol street, and 
on East Capitol street between Tirst and Second 
vastis hereby repealed: and in Jieu oe 


the most approved manner, with fat rail, laid upon 
an even surtace with the pavement of the strects, 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the Board of Public Works of the District 
of Columbia; and suid company shall place -f 
class ears (to be drawn by horse-power) with all 
modern improvements for the convenience and 
comfort of passengers: Prorided, That the track of 
the Union railroad company along L street shali be 
a single track only, aud that the roadway between 
the parks along said street shalt rot exeeed in 
width forty-five feet from -eurbstone to eurbstone s 
And provided further, That neitherthe Metropolitan 
nor Union Railroad Company shall build any more 
road: in the cities of Wishington and Georgetown 
west. of the Capitol until. the said two companies 
are consolidated so as to be operated as one road: 
And provided also,. That the road across P street 
bridge shall be first constructed before the constrie- 
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tion of any other railroad west of the Capitol by 
either of said companies. 

Src. 9. That the act to incorporate the Washing- 
ton and Georgetown Railroad Company, approved 
Maiy 17, 1862, and the act to incorporate the Metro- 
politan Railroad Company, approved July 1, 1864, 
be amenued by striking out of the. first section of 
each of said acts the words.“ or between either ter- 
minus of said main raiiway and the terminus of 
either of said branch, railways.” On. condition, 
however, that within ninety days after the passage 
of this act the rolling. stock of said Washington and 
Georgetown Railroad Company shall beso increased 
that thereafter cara shall run between the hours of 
halif past seven in the morning and ten in the even- 
ing as follows: .on the wain line between George- 
town and the Capitol, cars shall start each way at 
average intervals of not more than three minutes; 
on the Seventh street line at intervals ‘of not more 
than four minutes; and on the Fourteenth street 
line at intervals of not more than seven minutes. 

Sec. 10. That Congress may at any time modify 
or repeal this act, and that at leasta single-track 
road over the routes herein authorized shall be con- 
structed and opened to travel within eighteen months 
of the approval of this act: Provided, That all 
railroads are bereby prohibited ou the I street. aud 
K street fronts of Farragut, Seott, and Franklin 
squares: And provided further, That no street rail- 
roads shal] be taid down in the city of Washington 
without the consent of Congress. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I did give a sort of qualified consent to 
two of these projects on a former occasion ; 
but on looking at the bill and studying 
the map the scheme presents a good many 
objections that did not occur to me at first. 
In the first place, Lam very desirous that the 
Senate of the United States should not mani- 
fest any selfishness on their part in any legis- 
Jation that inay take place here, and should 
not contribute to the selfishness of any per- 
sons who come kere to claim acts of incorpor- 
ation. Now, this large scheme, embracing 
three railroad pr-jects and various other pro- 
jects, all blended into one bill, is pushed here 
by a strong influence of very worthy men who 
are interesied in these schemes, and in my 
judgment they are more interested for their 
own pockets than for the public benefit. The 
companies are to be money-making companies 
above all else. ; 

If anybody will look at the various tracks 
that it is proposed to build these roads upon, 
he will see that they are wonderfully distrib- 
uted. Jf you were to take them up and shake 
them out of a box they could hardly be scat- 
tered more widely than they are by. this bill. 
Mr. President, there ougbt to be a commis- 
sion appointed to examine and survey the 
whole ground. On their report the roads 
should be located, and then offer the charters 
to the public for what they are worth, for 
either oue of these schemes is worth money, 
worth money to sell out, worth money even to 
build aud operate, for they are perpetual char- 
ters, and whether these persons intend to build 
these roads or not may be extremely problem- 
atical, fur they take, according to the bill, 
eighteen monihs to begin before they shall be 
required to have their roads open and in work- 
ing order. There is no doubt that any sach 
charters as are here contemplated would sell 
for a very considerable bonus, and a bonus 
much needed by the District of Columbia. 


Now, Mr. President, these schemes will not: 


prevent many more from being wanted, for they 
do not accommodate the public—not being 
wisely and properly located—they are rather 
promotive of private interests than those of 
the public, gotten up by men who want. some- 
how to wake money out of the projects rather 
than to accommodate the city of Washington 
and the city of Georgetown. -I have an objec- 
tion to them for the reason that one of the 
rouds starts at the navy-yard bridge and then 
runs up and crosses over and strikes the 
Potomae and runs along so as to occupy 
more than half, yes, at least two thirds of the 
whole water front of the Potomac which can 
be used for commercial purposes. » That -will 
be a decided obstruction to the shipping busi- 
ness which must occupy that street or none, 
for wherever a doubie-track railroad: is laid 
other business must give way. It is quite 
important to keep that Water ‘street free. 


It is narrow enough: already without being 
incumbered or monopolized by a double- 
track railroad. The commerce of the Poto- 
mac deserves our first consideration. Worse 
than that, it crosses the public Mall on Twelfth 
street. For one, I never propose to allow a 
railroad of any sort. to cross the public parks. 
I yet expect that Congress will rescue that 
magnificent park, driving off the Goths and 
Vandals, and devote it to the purpose origin- 
ally intended, and to this end, so far as I am 
concerned, I shall struggle against any road 
gaining any foothold thereon. Beyond that, 
I think that all the wide public avenues should 
be kept as free as possible from these railroad 
tracks. for wherever they are laid down they 
are nuisances to all other travel and prove a 
mutilation and destruction of the uses if not 
a complete surrender of the beauty of our 
magnificent and unmatched avenues of Wash- 
ington. Itis a very great obstruction to have 
these railroads upon the whole length of an 
avenue. ‘This one is to run over nearly the 
whole length of Ohio avenue. Iam, of course, 
opposed to it. 

Now, one of the other schemes is a monster, 
if I may be excused for saying so, with seven 
heads and ten horns. Starting from P street 
bridge it runs down P street until it reaches 
New Jersey avenue, upon which it fastens 
itself for more than half its length, and we all 
know this avenue leads out here directly from 
the Capitol. It does seem to methatthis broad 
and beautiful avenue mght be and ought to be 
kept free from a railroad track. This com- 
pany might as well take some other and more 
obscure street. In reaching this position, it 
should be noticed, it strikes across on P street 
two of the circles that are intended to orna- 
ment and beautify that part of the city. These 
circles'will all be gems in their way. 1 think 
that those two circles ought to be rescued from 
any such defamation, for it is a defamation to 
have a railroad track run around one of these 
little circular parks, which hereafter are to 
form so prominent a feature of the city. 

But there is another branch of this same 
road which is to come down to Connecticut 
avenue, and occupies two thirds of the length 
of it. Then it crosses over and comes clear 
down to Sixth street, taking a zigzag course 
in various directions until it reaches that point, 
and in regard to it: a misdescription, as it 
appears to me, will be found in the bill. 

One of these branches has little or no con- 
nection with the other, and might be made 
independent or tributary as a branch to some 
other road with as much propriety as to be 
included in the company proposed. 

L do not know that the Senate care anything 
about this bill; but if they do, i propose to 
show some further defects in it. Here isa 
line that comes down, and you propose to give 
them an alternative to run out on Louisiana 
avenue or to turn and run down Fifth street 
to- Pennsylvania avenue. Now, Fifth street 
does not reach Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. SAWYER. ` The Senator is mistaken. 
The Senator will bear in mind that the route 
runs aloug Fifth street to Louisiana avenue, 
and then it turns southwesterly for a very 
short distance on Louisiana avenue until it 


intersects with Sixth street, and then goes | 


down Sixth street. There is no alternative 
about it. There is the route well defined, and 
one which the Senator passes over almost 
every day of his life. aa 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The time 


has been so short since the bill was taken up | 


that I havé not been able to examine the prop- 
osition so particularly, pérhaps, as I ought to 
have done. Bat the original amendment which 
Į had before me when the bill was up before 
reads “on said street to Fifth street west, 
io the north line of Pennsylvania avenue.” 
That may havé been corrected in this bil. 
As the Senator says so, | presume it has been. 

Mr. SAWYER. There is no such thing in 
tbe bill. l : i ie 


i think the people of this city 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That was in 
the original bill which I bad before. me in 
print. Fifth street does not reach to Pennsyl- 
vania avenue. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator is referring 
to the amendment of the Senator from Nevada 
to the appropriation bill, not to. this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There is 
another big scheme in this bill.. There is a 
road to be commenced. at the boundary on 
Seventh street, where we have aroad, and 
then it is to go down Ninth street, only two 
squares distant from Seventh street, the whole 
of the distance being virtually a parallel road 
to the Seventh street road. If that can be for 
any other purpose than to frighten the pro- 
prietors of the Seventh street road, so as to 
make them pay something for not building this 
road, I cannot conceive what it cau be for. I 
suppose it is for that purpose and for no other. 
But worse than that, it proposes to cross Penn- 
sylvania avenue and go down through into the 
street bordering on the canal and then run 
across and down on Missouri avenue to the 
new depot of the Baltimore and Potomac rail- 
road. Certainly this is boldly conceived. I 
hope Senators are not ready to allow any more 
railroads to cross Pennsylvania avenue at all. 
We do not want to make a gridiron of that 
national thoroughfare. 

But, Mr, President, this bill contains a great 
many schemes. It will be seen that it inter- 
feres with the Metropolitan railroad, and it 
provides that that company shall lay a track 
here around the Capitol. Ido not know cer- 
tainly but that it may be all right, though I 
think there is a mistake in the description there, 
But after repealing the law as to the present 
streets here, it says, ‘In lieu thereof the said 
company is hereby authorized to lay a single 
or double track along A street north, between 
First and Second streets;’? but how are they 
to getto A street? f 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator is aware that 
the present terminus of the Metropolitan rail- 
road is at First street east and A street north, 
within gunshot of where we stand. The 
change carries it along A street one block fur- 
ther, and then it turns and goes into East 
Capitol street, instead of pursuing the route 
which they have a right now under the exist- 
ing charter to pursue, that is, to go along First 
street east to get to Hast. Capitol street. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have not 
had time since I saw the bill to examine it 
very much in detail, bat I have been looking 
at it since the Senate convened. I think the 
Senator from South Carolina will find that 
there is a mistake-in this respect if he will 
examine the map. ; 

Mr. SAWYER. It has been examined with 
the map and on the ground. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. In addition 
to that, this bill not only undertakes to deal 
with railroads, but here is a proviso: 


That said East Capitol street shall be parked on 


each side and not in the middle thereof, and the 


sidewalks constructed outside of the park. 

I think the whole of this scheme ought to 
have been sent long ago to the Commitiee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. Certainly the 
jurisdiction of that committee ought to extend 
to such subjects as are here embraced. I 
hardly see the propriety of putting so much 
legislation in this bill. 

‘Then, again, Mr. President, it will be found 
on the seventh page of the bill that it is 
proposed to repeal the present provisions 
in relation to the railroads that are in exist- 
ence about giving tickets that travel on all 
branches of the same road from one end of 
the city to another; so that when persons 
travel on different branches of the road ibey 
will have to pay double fare. It repeaisall of 
the privileges now enjoyed in this respect. I 
would hardly 
be in favor of such a repeal. But I only in- 
tended to call the attention of the Senate to 
very many objections to this omnibus scheme, 
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It looks to me as altogether too large an affair 
to be passed upon in the last night of the ses- 
sion of thé Senate, and I trust that the bill 
under. consideration will be laid upon the table. 
I do not make that. motion now, however. 
“Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say a few words 
in referencé to the bill, because, although I 
have more than regard for the Senator’s opinion 
on any matter of this sort, itis evident that he 
has not given the subject the consideration 
which it received in the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, where these various plans 
have been during the entire session. Hardly 
a week has passed when more or less confer- 
ence has not taken place in regard to it. 

Now, the bill which is before the Senate, and 
for. which the report of the committee is sub- 
stituted, is House bill No. 2247, authorizing 
the laying of a track by the Anacostia and 
Potomac River Railroad Company. If Sen- 
ators will follow me in their minds I will detail 
what that track is and exactly where it is, and 
it will be entirely familiar to the Senate. It 
begins exactly opposite Willard’s Hotel on 
the other side of Pennsylvania avenue, goes 
down Fourteenth street a short distance when 
it takes Ohio avenue, through which, as the 
Senator says, it travels the entire length. 
But what és the entire length of Ohio avenue? 
It is two blocks, for all it goes on Ohio avenue 
ig two. blocks, from Fourteenth street to 
Twelfth street. It is a part of the town occu- 
pied by lumber-yards, by workshops of one 
sort and another, and the people who own the 
lumber-yards and workshops are especially 
desirous to have a railroad built. It turns 
then across the park on Twelfth street. The 
Senator objects that itis going across the Mall; 
but let me remind the Senator and the Senate 
that I hold in my hand the charter of a rail- 
road company which allows a track to be laid 
across the Mall on Twelfth street which has 
been in existence for eight years. There is at 
this moment an existing charter allowing a 
city railroad track to be laid across the Mall 
at Twelfth street, and nobody has proposed to 
repeal that: It was not thought to be a great 
evil at the time it was passed. It goes down 
Twelfth street to: Water street. Where is 
Water street? Water street is the boundary 
street along the shore of the river, where the 
coal-yards, the ice-wharves, and all that sort 
of work is done, a very wide, not a narrow 
atreet, a place above all where it is necessary 
to have a street railroad. There is now no 
means of getting to that place except by pri- 
vate carriages. This affords a convenient 
mode for the large number of poor men who 
labor in that part of the city to get to their 
place of labor, It turns along Water street to 
where Water street and Sixth street join. It 
then gocs easterly, I think on M street south, 
as far as Eleventh street east, and thence 
down to the bridge. 

Now, whom does this accommodate? This 
road accommodates a large class of poor labor- 
ing men who have got to wall from their place 
of residence to their place of labor, frequently 
a mile or two miles, and this will afford them 
the means of saving more time in the day than 
enough to pay the fare. 

I am going to say but a word more, because 
I do not want to weary the Senate, and I do 
not believe there is any serious objection to 
this bill except the. objection which is always 
present to the mind of my friend from Ver- 
mont, that one of the tracks crosses the Mall 
at Ninth street, where again there is an exist- 
ing charter at this moment allowing a railroad 
to pass, and another one crosses it at Twelfth 
street, where there is an existing charter, as I 
have said before. That is nothing new. If 
the Senator objects to this he ought to propose 
to repeal so much of the Metropolitan rail- 
road charter as allows that company to lay 
their track across the Mall at those two streets. 

With regard to the P street railroad, of 
which so much has been said, itis intended to 
connect Georgetown heights with the north 


part of Washington, to bring the people who 
live on Georgetown heights to the neighbor- 
hood of the Capitol, the Departments &c., 
by traveling a much less distance than now. 
It passes down Connecticut avenue near the 
Circle where Connecticut avenue and Massa- 
chusetts avenue intersect. There are not a 
dozen houses of any consequence in that neigh- 
borhood now; but along the line of that rail- 
road the men of moderate means have in- 
vested their small savings in stock in this 
company, in order that they may have an ave- 
nue by which they can reach their homes from 
their places of labor. Clerks, mechanics, 
laboring men live in that part of the city, and 
they desire to have facilities for reaching their 
homes. 

Now, in regard to the route of the Boundary 
and Silver Spring Railroad Company, I do 
not suppose that the men who are engaged in 
this propose to put money into a scheme that 
will not pay. Ido not suppose any of the 
projectors of these lines propose to put money 
into what they do not think will pay, and I 
suppose that no city railroad company will be 
incorporated here unless the projectors of it 
imagine there is money to be made out of it. 
Our task is to see whether it goes to accom- 
modate the public, and whether the public want 
it, as well, 

I might go on and answer every point that 
has been made by the Senator from Vermont 
I believe satisfactorily, but I do not want to 
detain the Senate. All I want is a vote. 

Mr. KELLY. I offer an amendment to sec- 
tion six, line six. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator give 
way that I may make a report on a matter 
which is somewhat of privilege ? 


PAY OF SENATOR VICKERS. 


Mr. THURMAN. I wish to make a report 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions in regard to the pay of one of the Sen- 
ators from Maryland, a case which was referred 
at the instance of the President of the Senate 
to that Committee. They report thatthe case 
is on all-fours with that decided at this session 
in regard to the Senator from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Ransom,] and all other similar cases in 
both branches of Congress. The Committee 
report in the form of a resolution, which I 
ask may be considered : 


Resolved, That GEORGE VICKERS, a Senator from 
Maryland, is entitled to receive pay as such for the 
year commenoing March 4, 1867. 

I think we 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
have established a wrong precedent here be- 
fore at this session, and I am decidedly 
opposed to the Senate playing this game of 
laps and slams. We allowed in the case from 
North Carolina one Senator to draw a great 
deal more than belonged to him from the time 
he was elected; and we gave another a large 
amount who was not elected at all; and now 
it is proposed to give another, the Senator 
from Maryland, pay for a year or two, I do not 
know how much, more than he is really entitled 
to. This is a kind of generosity that I do not 
think we ought to set any precedent for; and 
had my attention been called to it, I should 
have objected in the other case. I feel bound 
to object in this, and shall ask a vote on it. 

Mr. THURMAN. This depends on the 
interpretation of the act of 1862, and bat one 
interpretation has been placed upon that in 
each branch: of Congress. There is not a 
single instance in which there has been any 
other than the one interpretation placed upon 
it. This resolution is in strict accordance with 
that interpretation, and I suppose there is no 
other case in the Senate than this one. I hope 
the resolution will pass. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before it does pass I 
hope the Senator will explain to us the inter- 
pretation which he gives the act and the facts 
to which that interpretation applies. Every- 
body else may understand it; I do not. 

Mr. THURMAN. Before the passage of 
the act of 1862, under the act of 1856, which 


| 


provided that the pay of members of Congress 
should be $3,000 a year, the question arose in 
the Senate whether a Senator who was elected 
after the term of six years commenced was 
entitled to pay only from the time of his elec- 
tion or to pay from the time the term com- 
menced. “A committee of the Senate reported 
through. Mr. Toombs that under the true inter- 
pretation of the act of 1856 he was entitled to 
pay only from the time of his election. To 
change that rule the act of 1862 was passed, 
which makes him entitled to pay from the time 
the term of his predecessor ends, and it has 
been interpreted ever since to entitle him to 
pay although he was not elected until after 
that term commenced. That was the case 
with all the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives from Connecticut, from Kentucky, 
and from various other States. ` 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, what are the facts 
in this case? 

Mr. THURMAN. The facts in this case 
are simply these—it is on all-fours with the 
North Carolina case: Mr. Philip F. Thomas 
was elected Senator from Maryland ; the Sen- 
ate decided that he could not take his seat, 
that he could not take the test-oath and take 
his seat; they refused him his seat, and he did 
not receive one dollar, and never has received 
one dollar from the United States. Mr. Vicx- 
ERS was thenelected. This is simply to apply 
to the case of Mr. Vickers the rule that has 
been applied in every case that has arisen in 
either House of Congress. $ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask for the 
yeas and nays on this resolution. I shouldbe — 
very glad indeed to pay this sum to the Senator 
from Maryland, but I do not believe that any 
Senator is entitled to pay here before he is 
elected, I do not believe there is any law 
that authorizes any such pay; or if there is 
such a law, it is wrong, and it cannot be made 
effective without the passage of this resolu- 
tion. I do not like to make factious opposi- 
tion to anything of this kind, because it looks 
ungenerous; but at the same time there isa 
rule of right about it. I believe the rule of 
right is that he should have his pay from the 
time of election, and not a year before his 
people or even he himself ever thought of it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Bat one word. I will 
agree with the Senator from Vermont to change 
the law; but I hope that as long as the law is 
in force, and as long as there are now in this 
body not less than one dozen Senators who 
have received the benefit of this interpretation 
of the law, he will not undertake to deny it to 
the only remaining Senator who is entitled 
to it. 

Mr. HILL. I. merely wish to remind the 
Senator from Vermont that while he and I 
were members of the other House my own 
State elected its members to Congress in the 
month of October,.and they received their pay 
under the act of 1856 from the 4th of March 
preceding. That was uniform. His rule that 
he would have now did not apply then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The Senator from 
Vermont asks for the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 43, nays 4; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bay- 
ard, Blair, Boreman. buckingham, Carpenter, 
Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Cooper, Qor- 
bott, Fenton, Kerry of Michigan, Flanagan. Fre- 
linghuysen, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, 
Nye, Osborn, Pool, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Sauls- 
bury, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, West, and 
Windom—43, 

NAYS—Messrs. Edmunds, Morrill of Vermont, 
Pratt, and Sherman—4, - . 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Casserly, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Patterson, Pome- 


roy, Robertson, Schurz, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, 
Wilson, and Wright—27, 


So the resolution was adopted. 
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DISTRICT STREET RAILROAD, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2247) giving the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the termini and route of the 
Anocostia and Potomac River railroad, and 
to regulate its construction and operation, the 
question being on the amendment reported by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia as 
d substitute for the bill. 

Mr. KELLY. I move to dmend the amend- 
ment of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia in section six, lines six and seven, 
by striking out the words ‘along Hast Cap- 
itol street from Ninth to,” and inserting “A 
street north to;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ extending 
its railway along A street north to Eleventh 
street east.” i 

The object of this amendment is to continue 
the Metropolitan railroad from its present 
terminus on the same street on which it now 
is. The amendment offered by the commit- 
tee proposes to run the road along East Cap- 
itol street. The residents of that street have 
serious objections to this. One objection is, 
that East Capitol street is one of the widest 
streets in the city, and has not been heretofore 
improved in any way, and they are now grad- 
ing it and proposing to make: it one of the 
most beautiful streets in the city of Washing- 
ton. Itis the only one that can be beautified 
to an extraordinary beauty upon Capitol hill. 
It looks out, as you are all aware, on the front 
of the Capitol. It is the gate-way from the 
east to the Capitol. It is proposed to park 
that street, to plant it with trees and shrub- 
kory either at the sides or in the center. Is 
that a street on which a railroad should be 


ut? 
I am satisfied that a large majority of the 
people residing along Hast Capitol street are 


utterly opposed to putting a railway there. ` 


They are perfectly willing it shall go along A 
street, which is only one block distant. My 
amendment proposes to give the company the 
right to extend its railway from its present 
terminus on A street north, until it reaches 
Eleventh street east; that is, at Lincoln Park. 
if that be done, we shall have an unimpaired 
and beautiful street on Capitol Hill, which 
will be a credit to the city, and as the resi- 
dents along that street do not desire the rail- 
road to be there, I hope my amendment will 
‘be adopted. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move that the Senate 
apply the five-minutes rule to this bill. 

Mr. WEST. Not yet. 

Mr. POMEROY. I thought that by unan- 
‘mous consent we might agree to do it. 

‘Mr. WEST. There is more in this bill than 
the Senator thinks of. It is not an appropri- 
ation bill. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Themotion 


cannot be entertained without unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. POMEROY. I thought we wanted to 
get through. : 

Mr. SAWYER. I presume we shall not 
have a five-minutes speech on this bill. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from South | 


Carolina has already spoken twice on this bill, 
and the fourth rule applies to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Kansas raise that point of 
order? i 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
Chair rules that the Senator from South Caro- 
lina has spoken twice and cannot speak again., 

Mr. SAWYER. This is a new amendment. 
Lean speak on that. AlI wish to say is about 
that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina can speak on this 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. All I wish to say about it 
is that I am told that more than half the resi- 
dents on Kast Capitol street have petitioned 


that this road shall be on Hast Capitol street; 
and I will state further that the present charter 
ofthe Metropolitan Railroad Company allows 
them to pass down East Capitol street, and 
therefore it requires a repeal of that to effect 
the ctor of my friend from Oregon. 

Mr. KELLY. I propose by another amend- 
ment to repeal it. {will simply say that this 
Metropolitan company have had their charter 
extended some six or eight times I think, cer- 
tainly four or five, within which to complete 
the road along East Capitol street, and they 
have failed to do it; and inasmuch as they 
have utterly failed to do it, I propose by and 
by to offer an amendment to repeal that pro- 
vision. 

Mr. WEST. I do not rise to address the 
Senate so much with reference to this particu- 
lar amendment as against this bill in its en- 
tirety. It was discovered a day or two since 
here when the question of street railroads was 
raised in connection with the sundry civil ex- 
penses appropriation bill, that railroads were 
being laid down in the city of Washington 
without authority of law, and the friends of 
some of the parties in interest appealed to the 
Senate for consideration in behalf of those 
who had invested their money in good faith, 
and an understanding was had that prior to 
the adjournment of this body we would give 
due consideration to the claims of those 
parties. A very innocent little proposition 
with reference to one ‘railroad was to have 
consideration, and what do we find? We find 
that the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia have reported back a bill embracing five 
distinct railroads in this city. In other words. 
here is a proposition to gridiron the city of 
Washington with street railroads, brought in 
here at the last hour of the session, when we 
have no time to consider it at all. Upon the 
plea that we would do justice and would re- 
lieve the perplexity and necessity of a com- 

any that had proceeded upon the work of 
aying down a railroad in good faith, we are 
now asked to have a railroad for street cars 
throughout the whole city of Washington that 
I venture to say the city of Washington and 
its people will regret for the next fifty years. 

The Senator from Vermont has pointed out 
one or two of the enormities of this bill. Ihave 
asked the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that it is an omnibus bill. It is an omnibus 
railroad bill spreading over this whole town 
and granting numerous franchises. Here let 
me call attention to one particular feature of 
it, and that is that it proposes to surrender the 
whole of a grand avenue that has just cost the 
community of Washington $200,000. It pro- 
poses to surrender that to a railroad company. 
The Boundary Railroad Company, starting 
from the boundary of Washington, at the in- 
tersection of Seventh street, is to have the ad- 
vantage of a magnificent highway, which has 
just cost $200,000, and to monopolizeit. Any 
of the Senators here who have driven out 
Fourteenth street can understand how much 
that drive has been marred by even a single 
track; but here is a proposition to put down a 
track on Seventh street, four miles long, on a 
street sixty-five feet wide. 

Mr. SAWYER. With the proviso that no 
part of it shall be on the macadamized portion 
of that road. 

Mr. WEST. Let me tell the Senator from 
South Carolina that that is just where the cat 
is under the meal. ‘hat proviso is the worst 
feature of the bill, and I will show him how. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Louis- 
iana permit me to ask whether he will yield 
for a motion to lay the bill on the table? | 
wish to ask the Senate to take up the bill in 
reference to bridges across the Ohio river, for 
the reason that it is evident from the disposi- 
tion to discuss this bill and the opposition 
which it is eliciting, that a vote cannot be 
reached upon it to-night. If he will yield I 
will make the motion. 


best we can do. 


Mr. WEST. I will yield with the under- 
standing that if the motion fails I shall have 
the floor on this railroad bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. Then I move that 
this bill be laid on the table for the purpose 
of proceeding to the consideration of the Ohio 
river bridge bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to lay the bill on 
the tabie. 

Mr. WEST called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish the Senator from 
Pennsylvania would withdraw the motion for 
a moment, that we may see whether we.cannot 
act upon the bill. 

Several SENATORS, 
debatable. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senate give me 
unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is to lay on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. I merely wish to make one 
observation. . . 

Mr. SCOTT. I cannot withdraw the motion, 
having obtained the consent of the Senator 
from Louisiana, who is on the floor to make it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no objection, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts will proceed. The Chair hears no objec- 


tion. 

Mr. SUMNER. The pending bill bears on 
several local railroads, and I assure the Sen- 
ate it will be a serious derangement of affairs 
here in Washington should this Congress dis- 
perse without having settled these various 
claims. The Committee on the District of 
Columbia have considered each of these roads 
separately, and then yesterday morning took 
them all into consideration again, collected 
them, and you have the results of their delib- 
erations in the pending bill. I believe it is 
the best that can be devised; and should 
it fail now, there will be an arrest of local 
improvementshere which I think every Senator 
would regret to have take place. I think, 
therefore, for the sake of the District, for the 
sake of these streets, for the sake of the pub- 
lic convenience, the bill ought to be acted on ; 
and if the Senate will only give a little atten- 
tion to it, it will see that on the whole it is the 
o. I believe, if it is adopted, 
theré will be a great many interests that will 
be reconciled, and when we come back again 
we shall find our opportunities substantially 
increased here in the city. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is that the bill lie on the table. 

Mr. BORMAN. I thought that motion 
was withdrawn. 

Mr. SCOTT. I made the motion to lay on 
the table. I didnot yield for the purpose of 
hearing an argument in favor of this bill. I 
supposed it was some other subject that the 
Senator from Massachusetts wished to speak 
upon. The bill which I propose to take up is 
not one that has been presented only on the 
last day of the session affecting railroads, but 
one which has been on the table of the Senate 
for two years and affecting a great natural 
highway which is being obstructed year after 
year, to the great detriment of the whole pop- 
ulation of the Mississippi valley. It is that 
which I wish to take up and have action upon; 
and the motion is not so much in hostility to 
these railroads as from the fact which is appa- 
rent that they cannot have action at this hour 
of the session. I now renew the motion and . 
ask for a vote on it, to test the sense of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I merely wish to make a 


remark. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 


The motion is not 


| tor will proeeed, unless objection bè made. 
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_Mr. BOREMAN. If the bridge bill is taken 
up, there is one controvarted question that will 
occupy some time: I dọ not propose to resist 
taking it up, however; but I notify the Senate 
that there is one pointin it which will elicit 
some discussion and occupy some time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
and nays have been ordered on the motion ‘to 
lay this bill on the table. 4 

’ The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19. nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Caldwell, Cameron. Chand- 
ler, Cole, Cooper, Edmunds, Flanagan, Hamilton 
of Texas, Hitchcock, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Norwood, Osborn, Pratt, Scott, Stevenson, Thur- 
man, and West—19, 

` NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Carpenter, Casserly, Clayton, Ferry of 
Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Hill, Ramsey, Ransom, 
Rice, Sauisbury, Sawyer, Sherman, Sprague, Stew- 
art. Stockton, Sumner, Vickers, and. Windom—22. 
- ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connec- 
ticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamlin, Ilarian, Howe, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Kelly, . Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nye, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Robertson, Schurz, Spen- 
cer, Tipton, Trumbull, Wilson, and Wright—33. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment, proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon, [ Mr. Kenny. ] 

Mr. WEST. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Vermont discovered some objections to 
this bill in reference to the route; the Senator 
from Oregon has also discovered some objec- 
tions to it; and I have not a doubt but what 
if every Senator had either the time or the 
patience to examine the bill in detail, there 
would be scarcely a line of it that would not 
disclose some objection to him. I was about 
to remark upon the interruption made by the 
Senator from South Carolina, that the Bound- 
ary road was not to run on the turnpike part 
of Seventh strect, and I tell him, and I think I 
will demonstrate to the Senate, that thatis one 
of the very objections to it, There may be 
other objections to this bill. Thisis one among 
others that I wish to speak of. Seventh street 
is sixty five feet wide. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Louis- 
jana‘allow we? Seventh street is one hun- 
dred and. twenty feet wide, and is being 
graded of that width, and this railroad is con- 
fined to one side of the road by the charter 
given by the District Legislative Assembly and 
also by this bill. ; 

Mr. WEST. I would ask the Senator from 
Missouri where be measures his one hundred 
and twenty feet from. Irom the edge of the 
property on each side? 

Mr. BLAIR. I measure it by the width of 
the road. I believe that is the usual way of 
measuring roads. 

Mr.. WEST. Let me tell the Senator that 
the street which we devote to wagons and rail- 
roads is sixty-five feet wide. For that I have 
the authority of residents here, and I have 
stepped it of myself. Thestreetis turnpiked 
twenty feet wide in. the center, leaving forty- 
five feet of road bed, and if you take ten feet 
off, that is, five feet on each side, you have but 
seventeen and a half for travel. Therefure a 
highway that has been improved, that has cost 
the community of Washington $200,000 within 
a few weeks or months, is now to be surren- 
dered to a railroad company to throw every- 
body off that street and prevent its being a 
convenience to the people for which it was 
intended, and give it up to this monopoly. If 
a railroad company wants a street made let it 
make it itself. Let this railroad company take 

-Eighth street and grade it, let it take Ninth 
street and grade it, and not, after the property- 
holders of Washington. have paid $200,000 
for grading and improving a street, thus give 
it up to a railroad company, because it is vir- 
tually giving it up. 

Now, I venture. to say that I have had as 
much, experience in street railroads as any 
man in thig body, and therefore I preseme to 


trespass upon.the Senate with some remarks 
on a subject that I pretend to be conversant 
with, and I tell you Í never sawa more loosely 
drawn bill than this present.one.. There is no 
restraint whatever upon the various corpora- 
tions; none of the rights of the citizens are 
provided for and protected ; and’to show how 
loosely the bill itself is drawn, 1 will demon- 
Strate to jts friends that it will. cost the rail- 
road men $35,000 .a mile to lay their track on 
this street, according to the bill. Here is one 
provision: ` ; 

And that they shall pave their tracks and the 
spaces between them, and for the space of two feet 
beyond the outer line theréof, and keep thesame in 
good order without. expense to the United States or 
the District of Columbia, i 

They never intended to do that; they can- 
not afford to do it—but it shows how loosely 
this bill has been drawn—for ìf they undertook 
to do it these roads would cost $385,000a mile, 
almost as much as a railroad in the Sierra 
Nevada without even the arch, 

Mr. SAWYER. Let me tell the Senator 
that the parties interested in the roads accept 
the terms of the bill, - hey have been slightly 
varied from what he has read ia the conclud- 
ing lines of the first part of the second section. 
The Senator will see exactly what the terms 
of the bill are by the reading of it. There 
was a slight change made in that respect. I 
ask, therefore,.for the reading of the first part 
of the second section. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That in the matter of laying their tracks and 
furnishing accommodutions for the public each 
company authorized to construct any new line by 
this act. shalt be underthe control of the Board of 
Pablic Works for the District of Columbia, and that 
they shall pave the tracks herein authorized and 
the spaces between them and for the space of two 
feet beyond the outer line thereof, and keep the samo 
in good order without expense to the United States 
or tho District of Columbia, &e, 

Mr. WEST. Very well. If these companies 
want to build roads on those terms, so much 
the worse for the companies. ‘Thereisaspace 
of eighteen feet wide; that is, five feet to each 
track, making ten feet; four feet between the 
tracks, making fourteen feet, and two feet out- 
side each track making four, or in the whole 
eighteen feet.. Thatis two square yards. It 
costs $3 20 per yard to lay down the concrete 
pavement. Accordingly each company is to 
be subject to the expense of $6 40 per yard 
for the whole line of the road without the iron; 
and yet you talk about this bill being a bill in 
the interest of the railroad companies or the 
citizens. Why, sir, the roads will cost $35,000 
a mile. 

Mr. CONKULING. I wish the Senator would 
repeat those figures. 

Mr. WEST. The tracks, are five feet each. 
They are two double tracks, making ten feet. 
The space between the tracks is four feet. 
Then there are two feet to be paved on each 
side of the tracks, making four feet more, or 
altogether eighteen feet; and for each running 
foot of that there is a square yard of pavement 
as Í understand. 

Mr. CONKLING. And what does that 
cost? 

Mr. WEST. Three dollars and twenty cents 
a yard, and for two square yards per running 
foot itis $6 40. There you have an expense 
of $85,000 a mile for these street railroads. [ 
have not had time to examine this bill partic- 
ularly. There is one point I do see, and I 
have no doubt other Senators do, and that is 
that. we have given up Seventh street entirely. 
I have no objection to granting franchises to 


these railroads if we have time to compre- 


hend how far they are to benefit the interests 
of this community and not be an oppression 
upon it. Fourteenth street has gone, and why 
should we give up Seventh street when it has 
cost so much money to make it a fine drive? 
That is one of the objections; I will not detain 
the Senate with others; I have no doubt they 
will suggest themselves to other Senators. What 
Ido say is that upon the presumption that we 


should protect the interests of a railroad com- 


pany that had entered on the laying down of a 
road here in good faith, and under the assump- 
tion that they were properly authorized to do 
it, a mine of trouble has been sprung upon us, 
and if we adopt it we shall do so hastily, pre- 
cipitately, without opportunity to scan, without 
looking through it. ‘There are no safeguards 
there for. the parties or the public, and | think 
we ought not to be called upon at this late 
hour of the session to act on such a bill, con- 
sidering the circumstances under which it is 
submitted. š 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say that the 
proviso at the top of the fifth page, that the 
Boundary and Silver Spring Railroad Con- 
pany shall lay its track alongside and not over 
the macadamized portion of Seventh street is 
a complete answer to what the Senator has 
said in reference to that street. 

Mr. WEST. How does it answer it? That 
street is sixty-five feet wide between the curbs. 
Take twenty feet out of the center and you 
have forty-five feet between the curbs. Then 
you put your railroad five feet on each side 
and you have but seventeen and a half feet of 
drive. I do not see the answer. 

Mr. STEWART. It is only on one side. 

Mr. WEST. Bat the railroad is to be a 
double track. 

Mr. HILL. On looking at the map of the 
city which I have before me, I see that the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon if 
adopted will make it necessary that the Met- 
ropolitan Company shall, in running along A 
Street, encroach upon Massachusetts avenue. 
lt cannot reach the point contemplated to be 
reached by going along A street north with- 
out encroaching upon Massachusetts avenue. 
You cannot get to Lincoln square without 
crossing Massachusetts avenue. : 

There is a hope, I understand, entertained 
in this city that Massachusetts avenue, which, 
from its location, is the finest avenue in the 
city of Washington, will not be given up to 
any railroad track, that that will be one of 
the thoroughfares which will be safe from 
the intrusion, of. railroads. If you adopt this 
amendment you make the encroachment I 
have just spoken of. 

I have no personal interest in the world that 
I know of that is to be benefited by the run- 
ning of either of these railroads. I think I can 
discern that there is a vast amount of public 
convenience in them. Iam not very solicitous 
about them; I have not studied very closely 
their effect upon the city; but from a pretty 
fair knowledge of all portions of the city, for 
I have looked at it and considered it, it does 
occur. to me that a few lines of railway could 
hardly be constructed in the northern portion 
of the city running from west to east, that being 
the general direction; it would be difficult to 
secure routes that would be more useful to a 
greater portion of the community than those 
which are devised here. I d@ not see in it so 
much of evil as is portrayed by the Senator 
from Vermont; and as for the expensiveness 
of one of the schemes which has been referred 
to by the Senator from Louisiana, l take it for 
granted that this company, if it undertakes to 
build a road, will soon ascertain whether it 
will pay to build it or not, and that with as 
many adversaries as there seem to be in their 
way, they will not be permitted to run a road 
in any respectia violation of their charter, and 
if it costs as much as estimated, and they can- 
not afford to make it, then the charter can do 
no harm because there will be no road built ; 
it will be abandoned. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I move that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
is. ọn the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before we vote upon this 
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amendment, more particularly if.it is to be 
adopted, I should like to understand. more 
than I do of the ground upon ‘which it pro- 
ceeds. We have been reminded ‘this evening 
very properly, by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and on a previous oceasion [ ventured 
to call the atiention of the Senate to the need 
that exists of determining the rights of parties 
who have invested: money, possibly upon. a 
mistaken conception of their. rights, and who 
have laid a track upon I street in one place, 
and areleft now uncertain in regard to their fate. 
If this proposition 1s confined ‘to remedial 
legislation in that regard, L have no hesita- 
tion in voting for it, assuming as I do that it 
is a proper remedy or cure for the difficulty 
and uncertainty existing. But, I am told by 
Senators who understand this much better than 
I do, upon the spur of the occasion in refer- 
ence to settling the disputed rights of these 
parties we are about to enter upon a grand 
combination scheme to gridiron the city, to 
what extent I do not know, although I have 
been listening to obtain as much information 
as I could. 

Now, I beg one of the gentleman having 
charge of this amendment to inform us, if he 
can without inconvenience, as to the number 
of the streets, naming them, that are to be 
traversed by street railroads if this amendment 
prevails. It seems to me that is a very mod- 
erate request. I would like to hear stated once 
distinctly, so that we may understand in the 
midst of all these conflicting propositions, to 
how many srreets this amendment applies, 
what streets they are and the length of the track, 
double and single, which is to be imposed upon 
those streets if weenact it, I want to inquire as 
to the totality of the measure. I wantto know 
how mnch the amendment upon which we are 
‘to vote embraces, and what it is which it does 
em 


me to’ state exactly the number of rods in 
length of each road, or the number of miles; 
but if the Senator had listened to the reading 
of the bill, with his familiarity with the streets 
of this city, he would have drawn in his own 
mind a picture of the routes which would have 
been very definite. The bill originally was for 
the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad 
Company. The road to be built under that 
begins, as I said before, on the south side of 
Pennsylvania avenue, opposite to Willard’s 


Hotel. : 

Mr. WEST. Let me ask the Senator from 
South Carolina a question. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will answer one question 
first, if the Senator pleases. I am speaking 
of this bill. : 

Mr. CONKLING. 

osed amendment? 

Mr. SAWYER. Not entirely. It is a sub- 
stitute ingrafied upon’ the bill which was be- 
fore us the other day. 

Mr. CONKLING, This, then, is a substi- 
tute for that bill? ; 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes; but it includes what 
was in that bill.’ As I say, the Anacostia and 
Potomac Railroad Company propose to build 
their road from the south side of Pennsylvania 
avenue opposite Willard’s Hotel, to pass down 
Fourteenth street a block or two to Ohio ave- 
nue; Ohio avenue runs southeast for about 
two blocks. The road goes on Ohio avenue 
to Twelfth street, and then it goes on Twelfth 
street to the Potomac river, to Water street, 
which is the street bordering the river. It 
passes along Water street to N street south ; 
along N street south to “Third street east; 
along Third street east to M -street south ; 
along M street south to Eleventh street east! 


Is the entire bill a pro- 


and then down Eleventh street to the Anacostia |; 
or Uniontown bridge, as it is called. That is | 


the route of the Anacostia Railroad Company. 
The Senator can follow in his mind that track. 
Tt is in a part of the town absolutely unsupplied 
with any facilities of the kind. 


brace. 
Mr. SAWYER. ` It will be impossible for’ 


H 


i 


Mr. CONKLING. My friend has now com- 
pleted his statement as to one railroad. Let 
me ask what is the length of that? — 

Mr. SAWYER. Is is about three miles, I 
should think. 


“Mr. CONKLING. Witha double or single 


track? ; 
Mr. SAWYER. | Double track. 
Mr. WEST. Will the Senator 
Mr. SAWYER. I trust the Senator will 
allow me to answer the question of the Sen- 
ator from New York first. 
Mr. WEST. Certainly. I do not wish to 


interrupt the Senator. 


Mr. SAWYER. The Senator will oblige 
me if he will allow me to answer one question 
ata time. 

Mr. WEST. I wanted to facilitate the 
Senator. 

Mr. SAWYER.. Another proposition is 
to build a road from the northern bound- 
ary line of Georgetown through. several streets 
in Georgetown to P street bridge. : 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the name of 
that railroad ? 

Mr, SAWYER. The Union Railroad Com- 
pany, to build a road from the northern bound- 
ary of Georgetown through High street to Fay- 
ette street, along Fayette street to Second and 
Third streets, and along those streets to High 
strect, West street, and Beall street, along 
Montgomery, Beall, and West streets, George- 
town, to P street bridge over Rock creek. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is not that the line which 
has been mentioned here as having had part 
of its track laid on I street? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir. Then from P 
street. bridge along P street to New Jersey 
avenue, and along New Jersey avenue to First 
street west, and along First street to the north 
line of Pennsylvania avenue. That terminates 
that portion of that road. Then it is to run 
along Comnecticut avenue from P street to L 
street north, and along Lstreet north to Tenth 
street west, along Tenth street west to I street 
north, and on | street north down to Fifth 
street west, and along Fifth street by Judiciary 
square to Louisiana avenue, and along Louis- 
iana avenue tọ Sixth street. 

Mr, CONKLING. What is the length of 
that road? 

Mr. SAWYER. I think about the same 
length as the other. 

Mr. CONKLING.. Double or single track? 

Mr. SAWYER. Double track, except at 
one place. Now, the Boundary and Silver 
Spring railroad, which is the third branch of 


| the gridiron scheme, as it is called, begins 


where the northern boundary of the District 
of Columbia is intercepted by the Seventh 
street road, passes down the Seventh street 
road until it gets to Boundary. street, then 
turns in a northwesterly direciion to Ninth 
street, a short distance, one or two blocks, 
down Ninth street west across Pennsylvania 
avenueto B street north, just west of the mar- 
ket, and down B street north to Sixth street, 
where the proposed depot of the Baltimore 
and Potomac railroad is. That is the whole 
scheme. The Metropolitan railroad is also 
extended at thisend of the town, . 

Mr. SPENCER. -I should like to inquire 
if an amendment is in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not at this 
time. There are twoamendments pending. 

Mr. SPENCER. I give notice that at the 
proper time I wish to offer an amendment 
to. provide for amending the charter of the 


| Columbia Railway Company. 


Mr. SPENCER. What is the pending 
amendment? : : . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon, 
[Mr. Kenty.] . a 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think that 
amendment is a judicious one. Perhaps it 
may not be known to all Senators that Hast 
Capitol street is the street that goes from the 


center of the Capitol out to Lincoln square.. If 
seems to methat ought to be preserved’ from 
any disfigurement of a railroad. i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gues- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon to the amendment of the committee. 
The amendment to the amendment was 


agreed to. ; 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The. ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment reported: by the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. KELLY. I move further to amend 
the committees substitute in section seven, 
page 6, by striking out in line four the word 
“second” and inserting ‘‘ ninth,’? and by 
striking out, commencing in line five, the 
words ‘‘and in lieu thereof the said company 
is hereby authorized to lay a single or double 
track along A street north, between First and 
Second streets east, and along Second street 
east, between A street north and East Capitol 
street ;’’ so that the section, if amended, will 
read: : i F 

That all right of the Metropolitan Railroad. Com- 


` pany to lay a railway track on First street east, 


between A street north and East Capitol street, and 
on East Capitol street between First and Ninth 
streets east, is herebyrepealed: Provided, That said 
Fast Capitol street shall be parked on each side and 
notin the middle thereof, and the side-walks con- 
structed outside the park. 

The previous amendment offered by me 
having been adopted, it is necessary to adopt 
this to make it consistent, because the Met- 
ropolitan Railroad Company has already the 
right to construct a railway along Hast Uapi- 
tol street. I am told there will be no objec- 
tion to the amendment ; if so, I will not de- 
tain the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon to the amendment, 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer a new 
section, to come in at the end of the bill: 

That each of the said street railroad companies 
authorized by this act shall annually pay into the 
treasury of the District of Columbia a sum equal to 
one per cent. of the capital expended or invested 
by such company. 

‘I think it is usual, and whether usual- or 
not it would be just, to make any corpora- 
tion of this kind, which is a vast money-mak- 
ing corporation, pay something for the fran- 
chise. 

Mr. POMEROY. I wish yon would add to 
the amendment ‘for the support of public 


. schools.”’ 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I accept that 
suggestion. Itis a very great privilege for a 
railroad company to have the bed of their road 
already constructed with no other expense for 
them to be at except laying their rails. And 
it is certainly a very great disadvantage to the 
public to have these railroad tracks laid, which 
ought to be compensated in some form beyond 
the mere right of taxation of the property laid 
down. ‘This franchise or privilege that is given 
is a valuable one. We all know that one of 
these corporations already have watered their 
stock to an immense amount, and yet it pays 
dividends. The last one that bas been put in 


i running order is paying a very extravagant 


amount of dividends already, although it has 
not been in operation over six months. Now, 
all that I propose is that they shall pay a very 
moderate sum for the right to lay their tracks 
upon these streets that are already constructed 
at band without a doilar of expense on their 
part, and I have placed the sum at the very 
inconsiderable amount of merely one per cent., 
and will add, on the suggestion of the Senator 
from Kansas, that it shall be paid into the 
Treasury for the support of public. schools. 
One of these large railroads, I am told, will 
cost about sixty thousand dollars, and it would 
be required to pay, therefore, $600 a year iuto 
the Treasury for this purpose. J think that is 
a very reasonable requisition, and I trust the 
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friends of these roads will make no objection 
toit §- 

Mr. SAWYER. - It is a somewhat: sidgular 
circumstance that the Senator from Vermont 
sées the great advantage of having the bed of 
the road prepared, and the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, on the other. hand, says that the provis- 
ions of this bill will make the roads cost so 
much that the’bill cannot be carried out at all. 

‘Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to amend the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont—— 

' The PRESIDING OFFICER, It cannot 
be amended.. It ig an amendment to an 
amendment. 

“Mr. STEWART. I suppose the intention 
of this is well andetstósd. Tt is to kill the 
vill: Of course, if you put a discriminating 
tax on the railroads that ran through the poor 
streets on the outside to accommodate the peo- 
ple, they cannot live. If this is to be done at 
ail, this tax ought to be imposed in lieu of all 
other taxes. The thing isto get roads out- 
side where they shall do most good to the 
people. Now, if there is so much opposition 
to. this bill, I have no disposition to press 
it. If Senators do not desire that roads shall 
be provided for people living at a distance, 
very well, These roads are to run on streets 
that are not paved, and these companies are 
required to pave them, The Senator from 
Louisiana says that they cannot be built with 
these requirements, The Committee on the 
District of Columbia insisted on the require- 
ments being imposed. Now, if we cannot 
have the bill passed, if there is any general 
opposition to it, I do not care about pressing 
it, and if we are to go on in this way I shall 
move that the Senate adjourn. 


HOUR OF MEETING, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that when the 
Seriate adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday 
morning at nine o'clock. 

` Mr. CONKLING. [ask the Senator if he 
has any objection to saying ten o'clock; nine 
o'clock is very early. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Some Senators around 
me suggested eight o'clock. I thought that 
was early, and therefore I named nine. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move to amend the 
motion by inserting ten o’clock in place of 
nine, and in moving that amendment I beg 
to suggest that everything of public business 
pretty much is now through. A session begin- 
ning on Monday morning at ten o'clock will 
give’ two hours in’ any evont for business. 

two hours touchin 
‘to receive from the conference committee 
will be just as sufficient and decisive as three 
‘hours or four hours. I do not think it desira- 
-ble to adjourn to an hour which will leave any 
vacant space of time during which bills, public 
‘or private in character, which are not urgent, 
will go through under the spur of the occa- 
sion and in the extreme haste of parting mo- 
ments, Every Senator who has seen sessions 

‘of Congress conclude knows quite as well as 
I do that a fag-end of time left at the very 
expiration of a session is likely to be au 
‘unprofitable and usually a dangerous period 
of time. Therefore 1 think that convenience 
and a proper provision to enable ourselves to 
do all the business that we contemplate will 
enable us to adjourn until ten o'clock on Mon- 
‘day morning, and I venture to suggest ten in 
place of tine, > ` á i 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask the 
‘Senator from New York if be thinks it will be 
possible for the sundry civil service expenses 
‘appropriation bill to be enrolled after the con- 
ference committee shall make their report, if 
‘they are even able to make a report, from 
‘ten o'clock to twelve? I do not think it will. 
_ Mr. CONKLING, I have no doubt about 
it. Of course if the actual enrollment of the 
‘bill as to its mechanical process was post- 
poned until final action were taken’ in both 
‘Houses, if the Clerk should not anticipate 


the report which we are ° 


that at all, there might be difficulty ; but the 
Senator from Vermont knows as well as E do 
the way in which bills are enrolled. The con- 
ference committee, if it agrees at all, will 
agree some time between now and an early 
lout on Monday morning. Then there will 
be an abundant opportunity to enroll the bill ; 
indeed, it may all be done before it is acted 
upon at all, The conference report is not 
amendable, and there is no difficulty in per- 
forming a large part of the mechanical work 
involved in the enrollment of the bill before 
the report is presented. 

Mr. COLE. I think 
ble to enroll the bill in the very short space 
of time the Senator from New York would 
give for that work. I think we ought to 
adjourn to meet at eight o'clock on Mon- 
day morning, the hour fixed on by the House 
of Representatives for their meeting. 
understand the House of Representatives have 
adjourned over to meet at eight o’clock on 
Monday morning. The apprehension of the 
Senator from New York of the business being 
transacted here in the last hours of the ses- 
sion need not weigh much upon his mind, 
because it is within his power to prevent the 
transaction of any business, to prevent the 

assage of any bill during that space of time. 
tis within the power of any Senator to pre- 
vent the passage of any bill in that space of 
time, and therefore the reason for postponing 
the meeting until ten o'clock on Monday morn- 
ing, it scems to mo, is not well grounded. I 
think we ought to meet at eight o’clock in 
time to have the appropriation bill enrolled 
after we have agreed upon it, if we shall have 
agreed. Besides, it may be possible that the 
President may require some little time to ex- 
amine it after it has passed both bodies before 
he will sign it, and of course he would not 
wish to be crowded into the very last moments 
of the session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course every Senator 
understands that the course of business on this 
conference report will be, supposing the con- 
ference committee shall agree, that the report 
of the committee will first be made to the 
House of Representatives. It must be acted on 
there before it can be received here to be acted 
upon. Therefore, if the House of Represent- 
atives is to meet at eight o’clock in the morn- 
ing, supposing the report tobe presented then, 
as no doubt it will be, it is fair to assume that 
it will take half an hour or three quarters of an 
hour, according to the usual course of busi- 
ness, to have the matter concluded there, so that 
the earliest time at which it could be received 
here would be about nine o’clock under the 
most favorable circumstances. Then, in that 
respect, there is no need of our meeting any 
earlier than nine o’clock in the morning. 

Then, as to the enrollment, of course, on 
the theory of my friend from California, you 
will not gain anything on that subjeet by meet- 
ing earlier than is necessary for us to meet in 
order to consider that quéstion, but of course 
every Senator knows that the clerks of both 
Houses will be engaged between now and 
Monday at all suitable hours in having ready 
for enrollment every part of the bill to which 
there is no amendment, which is nine tenths 
of it, so that if the amendments are agreed 
upon by the conference committee the clerks 
may easily write in the amendments that are 
agreed to, leaving out those that are disagreed 
to, in a very few moments of time, so that 
there will be no delay in the two Houses. If 
the two Houses do not delay by avoiding com- 
ing to a vote there will be no delay in having 
the bill passed, if that shall be the pleasure 
of both Houses, by ten o’clock on Monday 
morning, which will give the President of the 
United States two hours to go over the bill 
and consider it, even if he shall not have con- 
sidered the main points in it before, so that it 
seems plain to me that nine o'clock is early 
enough for usto meet. i 


it will be hardly possi-: 


| 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think nine o’clock is 

as early as we can get the Senate here. 

` The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio moves that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day: it adjourn to meet at nine 
o’clock on Monday next. The Senator from 
New York moves to amend the motion by sub- 
stituting ten o'clock in place of nine o’ clock. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will not insist on my 
amendment if other Senators think it is unwise. 
My impression is that half past nine would be 
avery good compromise, and I suggest it to 
the Senator from Ohio. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN, I would be willing myself 
to agree to it; but Senators around me insist 
on eight o'clock, and the Senator from New 
zoe insists upon ten. I think nine is about 
right. 

Mn, CONKLING. Very well. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio, that when theSenate adjourns it adjourn 
to meet at nine o'clock on Monday morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Subsequently, while the doors were closed 
and the Senate was in executive session, the 
vote was reconsidered on the motion of Mr. 
EpMunps, and the hour of meeting on Mon- 
day morning next was fixed at eight 0’ clock. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Curzon Luoyn, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had non-concurred 
in the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, and’ for 
other purposes, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed: 
Mr. James A. GARFIELD of Ohio, Mr. FRANK 
W. Patmer of Iowa, and Mr. Wiutiam E. 
Nrsitack of Indiana, managers at the same 
on its part. 

The message also announced that the House 
insisted on its amendments to the bill (S. No. 
996) to repeal so much of section six of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1870, and for other purposes,’’ 
approved March 8, 1869, as prohibits pro- 
motions in the staff departments of the Army, 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Joun Copurn 
of Indiana, Mr. Henry W. Stocum of New ` 
York, and Mr. Wittiam G. Donnan of Iowa, 
managers at the same on its part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1671) mak- 
ing appropriations for the construction, pres- 
ervation, and repairs of certain fortifications 
and other works of defense. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that tha 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 142) for the relief of Charles 
J. Faulkner, of West Virginia, from legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States; f 

A bill (S. No. 156) for the relief of Frederick 
P. Dimpfel; 

A bill (S. No. 218) to create an additional 
land district in Florida; . 

, A bil (S. No. 877) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of the late: George T. 
Wiggins, of Keokuk, in the State of Iowa; 

A bill (S. No. 408) for the relief of Rufus 
M. Pickel ; ; : 

A bill (S. No. 480) concerning the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for the 
district of Kansas; f l 
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A bill (S: No..527) to ‘reimburse:, United 
States marshals for nioneys expended by them 
in taking the ninth census,’ ‘in excess of the 
compensaiion allowed them under the lawii in 
force hefore the passageof this act; 

A bill (3. No. 588) for the relief -of Albert | 
D. Pierce. postmaster.at Summerville; Oitawa | 
county, Kansas: 

A bill (S. No. 545) for the relief. of Thomas 
B. Stewart and Alexander- MeConn, of West 
Virginia s. - 

A bill ($.-No. 62) 4 in relation: to settlers on 
certain Indian reservations in the State of 
Minnesota; : 

A bill (S. No. 699) granting a pension to 
dulia Belle Dunlap 

A bil (S.No. 626) to authorize the sale of 
certain public property; : 

A bill (8. No. 636) for. the relief of Elbridge 
Gerry; 

A bill (S. No. 663) for the relief of David- 
L. Wright, late captain of:company B, fifty- 
first regiment Indiana-volunteers ; 

A bil (S. No, 699). fixing: the. salaries of 
the United. States attorney and United Seales 
marshal for the district of Nebraska ; i 


and meaning of section two. of: an-act emiled 
“An act to establish auniform-system.of bank- 
rupteyiıhroughoutthe United States,” approved 
March 2, 1867 ; 

A bill (8. No. 780} to provide for the re 
demption and sale.of lands held by the United 
States under. the several acts, levying. direct 
taxes; 

"A bill: (8. No. 842) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the. Mississippi river at 
or near the city of Red Wing, in the State of 
Minnesota, and to establish it as a póst road ; 

A biil (3. No, 858) granting a pension to: 
John B. Rose, of Jndiana ;- 

A bill (S. No. 984) granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Denver 
and Rio Grande Hailway Company ; 

A bill (3. No. 995) to perfect certain lande 
titles therein deseribed ; 

A bill (S.No, .1002) ‘grantiog the: right: of 
way through the pubiic-lands to the Pensacola 
and Lonisvile Railroad Company of Alabama; 

A bill (S. No. 1054) to reimburse the State 
of Kentucky for moneys expended for the 
United States in enrolling, subsisting, cloth- 
ing, supplying, arming, equipping, paying, 
and transporting: militia forced to ‘aid in sup- 
pressing the rebellion; 

A bill (S. No, 1060) "for the relief of Sarah 
S. Stafford; : 

A bill (S. No. 1063) granting a pension to | 
L. Adelia Foster 3 - 

A biit (S. No. 1064) granting a pension to 
J.-W. Cronkite; - 

A bill (S. No. 1078) increasing the tates of 
pension to certain persons therein described ; į 

A bill (S. No.: 1099) to grant an American 
senatet to the Briish brig Balear; ` 

A bill (S. No. 1113) granting & pension to 
Calvin A. Laws; 

A bill (S. No. 1119) granting a pension to 
Margaret Nelson; >: 

A blt (8. No. 1143) for the relief of James 
D. Willoughby, of Vineland, New Jersey ; 

A-bill (š. No. 1149) granting a pension to ' 
Catherine Crowell: 


A bill (S.. No. 1150) granting a :pension : to i| gre 


Abigail Ryan, widow of Fhomas A. Ryan; 

A bill (8. No. 1151) for ‘the relief of Calista 
E. Cox; 

A bill (S. No. 1158) to amend an-act telat: 
ing to soldiers’ and sailors’ homesteads ; 

A bill (8. No. 1182) for the completion and | 
publication of the Medical and Surgical History 
of the Rebellion ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2975) to amend the filth 
section of an act entitled ** An act making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and. 


judicial expenses of the Governmept for the H 
| of the bill. 
Mr. POMEROY. “That. has- been with-. 


year ending Juue 80, 1873, and for-other pore. 


poses 3"? and 
A bill (H. R. No. 2777) for the relief of the | 
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sureties of S. FE. ed former postmaster at 
New Orleans. 


MARTIN P HARDIN, 


Mr. ALCORN. I ask unanimous consent 


of the Senate to hear me a moment, and then’ 
if there is objection to the request Í skall make. 


I will say nothing more: , - 
Mr. SAWYER. 


introducing a bill here, “pat I must insist on 
the regular order, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


from South Carolina objects. 
Mr. ALCORN 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The . bill 

before the Senate is the bill (H. R: No. 2247) 


giving the approval and sanction of Congress, 
to the termini and route. of the Anacostia and. 


Potomae railroad, and to regulate its construc- 
tion aud operation. 


Mr. ALCORN, . I move now to postpone: 


indefinitely the bill under consideration; and 
I desire to say a word. I am satisfied in 
regard.to the bill under consideration that the 
Senate is not sufficiently acquainted. with its 
merits to pass upon } it at this stage of the ges- 
sion, My mind is in doubt with regard to the 
propriety of the bill, dam in favor of extend- 

ing charters to railroad companies in the city 
of Washington for the benefit of that class. of 
men known asthe laboring class, if I may use 
the word ‘‘class,’’ which was objected to the 
other day by thé honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetis, [Mr. Witson.] 


As to the avenues here, they should be pre-, 
served ;. but they are broad, and they certainly | 


have room enough to give way to the poor 
man who has labored all day, and who, fvot- 
sore, desires to. return to his home at. night. 
There. are other things to-be considered bere 
besides the elegancies and the luxuries of a 
city. 

Bat ‘what I wanted to say—and I make this 
part of my speech on the motion to indefinitely 
post pone—was this: Martin P. ‘Hardin, ot 
Mississippi, several years ago entered a piece 
of land, one hundred and sixty acres, that was 
shown by the books to belong 10 the Govern- 
ment of the United States. He paid for that 
land $200. Afterward he was ejected from 
the land by a suit in chancery:and bad the costs 
to pay. The proceedings show, ,that-it. was 
a mistake on the books of the Register of 
the Land Office. The man is poor. He. was 
ejected from the land. The money went into 
the Treasury, $200. That poor man came to 
Congress, and the House of Representatives 
passed a bill twelve months. ago ta. give him 
back his $200. Here-are allthe papers. 
bill came to the Senate, and because of the 
fact that it was a small matter, and because of 
the factthatthe poor man was unknown here, 
it was, passed over, ang the-papers. were..lost. 
We went back then and got transcripts from 
the records at the Land Office and had all the 
papers renewed again. 
in the House of Representatives, came to the 
Judiciary Committee; was reported upon, and 
passed without a single dissenting voice, and 
here it is again to-night. Now I ask that 
before Congress adjourns we shall, consider 
tbis Saas attaching to the duties of Con- 


of Representatives at this session ? 

Mr. ALCORN. Yes, sir; it has passed 
again. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then let us put it on its 
passage. 

Mr. ALCORN. If the Senate will allow me 
to call up this bill, I promise I will not say 
another word during this session. 

Mr. SAWYER. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 

ing question ison the indefinite postponement 


drawn. 


Tshould dislike to prevent: 
the Senator from saying what he wishes, or. 


What is the regular order? 


The. 


The matter was started. 


Mr, POMEROY. Has it passed the Housel} 


Mr. ALCORN. :.-Having «máde'my speeeh: 
in favor of this little bill, I will now. withdraw: 
the-motion topostpone indefinitely the railroad. 
bill, and I ask the Senate. të give me awoppor:: 
tunity: to re this bit at ef adjourhinent. 

Mr. CLAYTON.: F now. reséw, my motion: 

The PRESIDING: OFFICER. “Whati is the 
motion ? i 

Mr. CLAYTON. Tmove: that the: Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Gitóiive basi- 
ness. : 2 E 
The motion was agreed tor 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following. 
reggiution fur consideration : : : 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of RApretenten 4 
tives concurring.) Tnat the hour fixed for the final 
adjournment of the two’ Houges,on Monday, the 10th 
instant, be extended tomax o'clock v. i. ot that day, 
at which hour the President of the: Senate and the: 
Houses of the House do adjoură their respectiva 

ouses without days i7 pu 43 


UIER, 


` ORDER OF BUSINESS. ai 


Me. CARPENTER. L have: here a- email 
bill which I desire to report from the Commit.’ 
tee on the Judiciary. lt isa bill (H. R. No. 
2780) for the relief of W. W. Griffin-—a bill: 
of eight lines, which ig all right and ought ‘to’ 
pass, and l hope it will be put on its: passage. 
how, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Mississippi has asked unanimous con- 
sent, to considera bill, which will be read: for 
intormation. 

The Chief Clerk read the. bill (H..R, No. 
1457) for the relief of Martin P. Hardin, of 
Pontotoc county, Mississippi. 

a CONKLING, I.nse too question of. 
19) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The all 
ator will state his’ poitit of order. 

Mr. ALCORN. Doinot object to this bill. 

Mr. CONKLING+ My point of order is 
this: and L.will say to my honorable, friend 
irom Mississippi that it ig not personal to him 
or his bill, My friend on my right, (Mr., Buck: 
INGHAM,}] who has a ‘bill. of vastly more im- 
portance, and whe has tried many times in my 
hearing to get it up and been met by objec- 
tion, is waiting still to make a motion in favor 
ot his bill. Now, wy point of order is that the 
Senate hus voted to proceed tothe consideration 
of executive business, and. unpil thatiorder is 
rescinded no legislative business i is. in-order,; 
and I object to it. 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair 
sustains the point of order. The Chair under- 
stood no objection was made. 

‘Mr. CONKLING. L object. I want equality 
of rights here. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. ‘I should: Hike the 
Senate to give me: an opportunity to take up 
this bill at such. time.as they please before the 
doors are closed or:immediately after they are 
opened. It:is a bil of great public import- 
ance which has no.-referenee to the private 
interests of any man. 

Mr. FRELINGHOYSEN.. -F suggest that 
after the Senate is through with is execative 
business, the doors be opened and these bills 
be permitted. to pass... [he one is a private 
bill andthe other 1s a bill of great. imporianee, 

Mr. CARPENTER. Iocluding the bill I 
offered from the Committee on tue Judiciary. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair: 
understands, then, that the bill proposed by: 
the Senator from Connectiént, as also the bill 
of the Senator from Mississippi, and the -bill 
of the Senator from Wisconsin are to be con 
sidered.afiet the executive session. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan also has a. bill which be 
desires to have considered. 

Mr. POMEROY. And the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
Pennsylvania, 

Mr. TIPLON 
Nebraska. 
Mr. HILL. And the President has one. 


And the Senator from 


Aad: ‘the ; Senator from 
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iMr NYE. Tewant a little chance .too. 
[Daugbter. Jos o4 i LOE RA z Í 
Mr. AMES. . Ihave a- conference: report: 
that. I-wish to make. ni : 

If there be 


The PRESIDING: OFFICER. 
no objection, the Chair: will. consider the Sen- 
ate jn open’ session ‘to. receive. the:conterenc 


report. Is there objection? = : 

Sevéral Sexators. «No objection: 

Mo ALCORN: I- simply: want the- rule 
applied to me, in a case of so much merit, 
enforced upon mys¢dleagne = o 0 os eci 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, .The Chair 
will observe to the Senator from Mississippi 
that it-expedites the public business very mach 
to dispose of these: reports'as they are ‘pre~ 
sented; 1. Does he'stilkobject? ve 

“Mt. ALCORN. œ Very well, I will not throw 
anything in the way of the public business. I 
withdraw: the:objection, © > <" Het 

OOOO) STAFF DEPARTMENTS. A 

Mr. AMES submitted the’ following report: 
Lhe-committee of conferenad on the: disagreeing 
votes of .the iwo Honses on the bill of the Senate 
Nv.'996, entitled "An act to repeal so much of sec- 
tion six of an act entitled ‘Au act making’ appro- 
Priations forthe support of the Army: for ‘the year 
en ing, June 30, 1870, and for other purposes,’ ap- 
proved March 8, 1869, as prohibits promotion in the 
staff départihents of the Army,” having met, after 
full and tree conference have agreed to recommend, 
and, do recpomend; to their respective Houses,; as 
follows: 7 i e 

Thatthe Senate concur tn the amendment of ‘the 
House, and agree, to the sume withthe following 
amendment, to wit: insert, after the word ‘pror 
motion,” in the fifth line, the following words: 
aad new appointments ;” also strike out the word 
a majon’ jo: thé fifteenth line, and: insert. the word 

colonel, s i 

Amend tho title so asto silk out the word “staff” 
and ingert the word “engineer.” ‘ 

i So thatthe bill when amended will read as fol- 
Owes: : 
That so’ 


a 


o thuch of section six of an act entitled "An 
act making appropriations for the support of the 
Army. for theyoar ending June 39,1870, and for other 
Purposes approved Murch 3/1809, as probibits 
Droma ms nid New appointments in the engineers’ 

epartinont be} and the same is hereby, tepeuled : 
Provided, Lat nuthiog berein contained shailau- 
thoriag promotions in said departinent above the 


grade of tolongi © > 

Tano Liht = ADELBERT AMES, 
cuu UBRANK P. BLAIR.: 

Manugers on the part of the 


aon fy COBUT Gan 
‘ . G. DONNAN, 
H.W. SLOCUM, í 
a Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. CRAGIN.: I wish to ask the Senator 
from::Mississippi if this applies’ only to the 
engineer corps? ; ; 
Mr’ ‘AMES. Only to the engineer corps, 
and withorizes promotions to the grade of 
colonel and new appointments ‘in that corps. 


eaf Pepp 


Senate. 


“The report was concurred in, = 
_ INDIANS OF CENTRAL SUPERINTENDENCY.. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER... If there be 
no objection the Chair will now lay before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep 
resentatives to the bill (S: No. 1176) for the’ 
relief of certain Indians in the central super- 
intendency. ott de bs 

The amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives.wag to strike out-all of the original Sen- 
ate bill arid ingert'the following as a‘substitute : | 


‘Beit enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior be, and ho is hereby, directed and required.to: 
havoan inventory takenof ali thelands und appurte- 
nances thereto appertaining remaining unsold, men- 
tioned if the sixth article of the treaty between the’ 
United States and'said tribe of ludians, concluded | 
June 24, A. D. 1862, and proclaimed July. 28, 1862, or 
acquired, held, or. controlled under authority con- 
ferred by’ Said article, including any lands form- 
erly: trnst-lands, belonging: to said tribe, purchased: i 
and held by the trustees provided for in,said article ; 
including also any land acquired by the trustees of | 
Ottawa University under authority of the twentieth 
avticleaf the treatyof July 23, 1867, between the- 
Uniced States and the Senecas, Mixed, Senecas, Shaw- | 
nees, aud other. Todians or in auy other manner, | 
together algo'with the section of Lind reserved under | 
the provisions of said article of the weaty: aforesaid || 
for the location ot a school and the appurtenances 
thereto appertaining; also, of all bonds, notes, mórt- 
gages, moneys, credits, assets, and other property * 
arising fromegales heretofore. madeof lands men- 
tioned in the said sixth article of said treaty,.or. 


from ‘sale of Jands purebased by tho trustees pro-" 
vided for therein,or from any other source, and the 


said lands, premises, appurtenances, bonds, notes, 
mortgages, credits, assets, and other property afore- 
said, shall be inventoried and appraised three 
commissioners, who shali be appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. After the inventory and ap- 
praisement of said lands, premises, appurtenances, 
bonds, notes, mortgages, moneys, credits, assets, and 
other property. aforesaid,.as herein provided, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall be, and hereby is, 
authorized and required forthwith to take: posses- 
sion of for the United States, advertise, and sell the 


same upon ‘such terms and Conditions as be may. 


prescribe: Provided, however, that such advertise- 
ment shall be insarted once in. each week for four 
weeks, successively, in a newspaper published and 
having general circajation.in Franklin county, Kan- 
sax, and forthe same length of time’ in the State 
paper of Kansas, published at the city of Topeka, 
State of Kansas: And provided further, That no-bid 
shall be accepted that may be less than the appraised 
value of such premises and other ‘property } And 


provided further, That said bonds, notes, mortgages,’ 


credits, personal property, and assets shall be sold 
in separate parcels, and the land shall be sold in 
parcels of not more than one hundred and sixty 
acres each; and no purchaser shall be permitted to 


purchase more than one quarter section thereof.. 


Upon the payment of the purchase-money of said 
land upon the terms and conditions aforesaid, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be issued to 
the purchaser or purchasers, patents for the same. 
Said land, and the wholo thereof, shall be subject 
to taxation as other lands inthe State of Kansas 
are taxable, notwithstanding any provision of law 
heretofore existing, The said commissioners are 
authoriz*d to examine under oath any: person, or 
persons, touching the property, credits, or assets 
hereinbefore mentioned, and to compel.the produc- 
tion of such books or other testimony as. may per- 
tain to the samo. And for this purpose they are, and 
each of them is hereby, empowered to administer 
all necessary oaths: and tho trustees, acting under 
said sixth article of said treaty, are hereby required 
upon demand to account to said commissioners for 
all moneys, property, choses in action, or assets of 
any description that may be now or at any time 
heretofore have been in their possession, or under 
their control, and the trust created by virtue of said 
article is hereby discharged, vacated, and declared 
at an end.: But nothing herein contained shall be 
so construed as to relieve the said trustees, or any of 
them, from any liability incurred in the management 
or disposition of said property, or any part thereof. 
The proceeds of such sales shall be paid to the sev- 
eral members of the said tribe, their heirs or assigns, 
per capita’; and in case any of the members of said 
tribe are minors, then such sums of money as are 
due or coming to them from such proceeds shall 
ta ge to the guardian of such minors appointed 
under the laws of the State of Kansas, ` 

The commissioners to be: appointed under the 
provisions of (his act shall receive compensation for 
their services at the rate of five dollars for each day 
actually engaged in the’ duties: herein designated, 
in. addition to the amount paid. by: them for actual 
travel and other necessory expenses, and tho said 
sums and expenses shall be paid out of the funds 
arising from the sales of the property herein pro- 
vided to be disposed of. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
in the amendment of the House. 
‘The amendment was concurred in. 
A EXKCUTIVE SESSION. 
Me. BUCKINGHAM. ‘Now I ask the Sen- 
ste to take up. Senate bill No. 1125, and I 


shall occupy the attention: of the Senate but-a’ 


very few minutes on the subject, or Í am 
willing that the bill shall be read and passed 
upon. : ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The- bill 
wil be read. ~ oes ` on 
Me: HAMILTON, of Maryland. ‘Oniy for 
information. ‘We want to hear the bill read 
frst § e aS ns 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is 
made tò further ‘proceedings in open ‘session. 

The Senate thereupon proceeded'to the con- 
sideration of executive business ; and ‘after’ one 
hour’ and thirty minutes spent in executive 


session the doors were reopened; and (at! 


twelve o’clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, Jeune 8, 1872. 


The House met at eleven. o'clock a. m. 
fais by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burer, 
D i 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. i3 


CAPTAIN BRICE-X. BLAIR. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, by unani- 
mous consent, reported back: from: the Com- 
mittee of Claims, with a recommendation that 


I move to concur 


it-pass, a bill (H. R: No. 1652) for the relief 
of Captain Brice X. Blair, postmaster at 
Huntingdon, Pennsylvania. 

~The bill was read. The preamble recites 
that the post office at Huntingdon, Pennsyl- 
vania,. was broken into on the night of Oc- 
tober. 26; 1870, and’ the safe therein blown 
open and postage stamps stolen therefrom to 
the-amount of $328 48, without any fault’or 
neglect of the postmaster.: ‘I'he bill therefore 
authorizes the Postmaster General, in the’set- 
tlement ‘of the accounts: of. Brice xX. Blair, 
postmaster at Huntingdon, Pennsylvania, to 
allow him a credit for the sum of $328 48, 
the amount of postage stamps stolen from his 
safe on the night of October 26, 1870. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. This bill 
has been carefully considered by the Commit- 
tee of Claims, und meets their approval. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is there a report in the 
case? Pa ' 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. There ig 
a petition accompanied with a sworn statement 
ot citizens of standing: and respectability, and 
a certificate of my colleague from Huntingdon 
district, {Mr. SPEER. ]e  - j 

Mr. MAYNARD. ` In cases ofthis kind it 
is very desirable that a statement of the facts 
should go upon record in some form, 80 as to 
show the basis of the relief granted. I ask 
that the statement of Mr. Speer, of’ Pennsyl- 
vania, be printed: : 

The statement is as follows: > 

Captain B. X. Blair is postmaster in the town in 
which I live, and I know trom personal knowledge 
that the room in-which the post office is kept was 
entered by burglars and the safe blown open by the 
exp:osion of powder, The postmaster is a onc-armed 
soldier ; and his statement under oath is entitled to 
full credit and belief. The names signed to thig 
petition embrace several of the leading citizens of 


my town, ind many others could have been obtained 
had they been deemed necessary, 


: R. MILTON SPEER. 
April 29, 1872. í 


The bill was ordered to be engroèsed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
“Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bil} was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the'table. i . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRANCIS B. STEWART. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, also, by 
unanimous consent, reported. from the Com- 
mittee of Claims a. bill (H: R. No..2977) for 
the relief of Francis B. Stewart, postmaster at 
Altoona, Blair county, Pennsylvania; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill authorizes and requires the Post- 
master General, in settling the accounts of F, 
B. Stewart, postmaster at Altoona, Pennsyl- 
vania, to allow, him a credit for the sum of 
$1,116 16, the amount of: postage stamps 
stolen from his office by burglars on the night 
of, October 7, 1870... 0s. © ` 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a, third time ; and.being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, moved “to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and. also moved that the motion: to 
reconsider be laid on the table, 

‘The latter motion was agreed to, 


| INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 
Mr. PECK submitted the following report: 


Thecommittee of conference on:the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 1073).in 
relation to the increase of pension in certain ceres 
of specific disability, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend, and do recommend :10 
their respective Llouses, as follows: : 

That the House recede from their. disagreement 
and consent to the following change in the Scnite 
bill, namely, in-line ten; after the word “bands,” 
insert “or shail have lost both feet,” and in line 
fourteen of said bill, after the word “of,” insert 
“$31 25” aheu of “thirty dollars” per month; 
and. in-line. fifteen of said bill strike out the words 

both feet,” and in line sixteen of said bill strike 
out the words “or,” and in line twenty-six of said 
bill, after the word ‘ month,” strike out all there- 
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after following, and insert “from and. after the-4t 
day of June, 1872.” Sn 


E. D. PECK. © ` 
JOUN 4. BIRD, Si 
Managers on the part óf the House, 
GED: E EDMUNDS, 
©. eS i al ' 
E SAULSBURY 
Managers on the paré of the ‘Senate. 
The report was adopted. i 


Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the report was adopted ; andalso moved 
that the motion to recousider be laid on the 
table. pes 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT K. EMBODY, 


Mr. DONNAN. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs have unanimously authorized me 
to report a bill for the relief of Robert K. 
Embody. I move that the rules be suspended, 
and that the bill be passed. > 

The bill was read. It directs the Paymaster 
General of the Army to pay to Robert K. Em- 
body, late a private in company L, one hun- 
dred and eighteenth regiment ; Pennsylvania 
volunteers, the full pay, allowances, and 
bounty of a private soldier from; November 
17, 1863, to May 1,.1865,. with commutation 
of rations while a prisoner of war, deducting 
therefrom all payments made to him on ac- 
count of the services named therein, i 

The rules were suspended, and the bill (H. 
R. No. 2978) passed; 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 
Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 


imous consent to introduce a bill for immedi- 
ate considération, a bill (H. R. No. 2979) to 
remove, the political disabilities of J. L. M. 
Carry, of Richmond, Virginia. | i 
- The bill. which was read, provides that all dis- 
abilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States 
upon J, L. M. Curry, of Richmond,- Virginia, 
be thereby removed. 

Mr. DUKE. , I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me for the purpose of adding the namesof 
Daniel Trigg, of Abingdon, Virginia; Clarence 
Dennick, of Marion, Virginia; J. M. Gard- 
ner, of Christiansburg, Virginia; R. H. Logan, 
‘of Salem, Virginia; and Shelton F. Leake, 
of Albemarle county, Virginia. 

Mr. YOUNG, IT yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HANKS. Will the gentleman yield to 
me to add the name of Rotert W. Johnson, 
of Jefferson county, Arkansas? : 

Mr. YOUNG. | laccept those amendments. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Task the gen- 
tleman to yield to me to add the name of B. 
N. Tidball, of Virginia... 

Mr. YOUNG. ` I accept that. amendment 


also, ; Ne : 

Mr. WALLACE. Iask the gentleman to 
allow. me to insert the name of C. Q. Mem- 
minger, of South Carolina. i 

Mr. YOUNG. I, accept that amendment, 
and I will yield no further. f 

Mr. BROAR. l bope the gentleman will 
give us.the history of these persons. 

Mr. YOUNG. In one minute. Mr. Curry 
was a member of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, 
and is now a preacher, having removed from 
Alabama to Virginia, and has- asked through 
me the removal of bis disabilities. = , _ 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Have 
all these gentlemen presented petitions for the 
removal of their disabilities? ae 

Mr. DUKE., All ask for the removal of 
their disabilities. f f 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no 
objection to the removal of the political dis- 
abilities of Mr. Curry, who was a member of 
the Thirty-Sixth Congress. fe es f 

Mr. YOUNG. I now move to suspend the 
rules to pass the bill as. amended, 


‘The rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 


in-favor thereo{,) and the bill, as amended, was 
passed, — ; y 


_ EASTERN NEVADA RAILROAD COMPANY. :. 

Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee. on the Publie Lands, 
reported back a bill (H. R, No. 1842) to grant 
the right of way through the public jands. to 
the Eastern Nevada Railroad Company, with 
amendments, a 
; The biil, which was read, in the first sec- 
tion provides that for the purpose of aiding 
the Eastern Nevada Railroad Company, the 
same being a corporation organized under 


laws of the State of Nevada, to construct and | 


operate a railroad from the town of Elko to 
the town of Hamilton City, all in Nevada, the 
right of way through the public lands be 
granted to said Eastern Nevada Railroad Com- 
pany, its successors and assigns, for the con- 
struction of a railroad as proposed ; and the 
right is: given to -said corporation to take 
from the public lands adjacent to the line 
of. said road material for the construction 
thereof. The way- is granted to said railroad 
to the extent of two hundred and fifty feet in 
width on each side of said road where it may 
pass through the public domain ; ‘also, all 
necessary ground for station-buildings, work- 
shops, depots, machine-shops, switches, side- 
tracks, turn tables, and‘ water-stations. 
` The second section provides that the accept- 
ance of the act by the said Eastern Nevada 
Railroad Company shall be signified in writing, 
under the corporate seal of said company, 
duly executed pursuant to the direction of its 
board of directors first had and obtained, 
which acceptance shall be made within one 
year after the passage of the act, and not 
afterward, and shali be deposited: with the 
Secretary of the Interior; aud within the 
same period the said company shall also file 
with said Secretary of the Interior a map of 
the definite location of the entire liné of the 
road; atid the said Secretary shall thereupon 
take the requisite steps, by withdrawal or 
otherwise, to protect. said right of way ; pro- 
vided, however, that the entire line-of said road, 
in manner in accordance with its charter, shall 
be fully completed within two years from date 
of approval of the act, or in default thereof 
the right of way thereby granted shall be for- 
feited and revert to the United States. 
The Clerk read the amendments as follows: 


In section one, line thirteen, strike out ‘‘twohun- 
area and fifty ” and insert ‘one hundred:’” so it-will 
read: 

That said right of way is granted to said railroad 
tothe extent of one hundred feet in width on each 
side of said road. 

And add to the first section as follows; 

Not to exceed twenty acres for each ten miles 
of thé entire length of said road: Provided, The 
right berein granted shall not ‘preclude the con- 
struction of other roads through any cañon, defile, 
or pass, 


The amendments were agreed to. Jos 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, this is 
for. a right of way merely to a road in a State, 
not a Territory, in the State of Nevada, a road 
only one hundred miles long, and the company 
is required to finish the road ip two years; dìt 
gives the right of way one hundred feet: on 
each side, and limits the quantity of land for 
depots and stations to twenty acres to each ten 
milies of the road. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. I move to amend by in- . 


serting where it provides for a grant of lands 
in the bill, the words ‘‘ not mineral.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time ; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. ‘ : 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


_Mr. MORGAN. .. Lask unanimous consent 
to publish. my. remarks in reply to the state- 


ment of the’ chairman of the Committee’ of 
Ways and Meaus, (Mr. Dawss,}-on Tuesday 
last: I degired-to:reply:to bim on the floor, 
but having no opportunity to do.so, Į ask çon- 
sent to print it in the Globe, © i 
There was-no objection; and 
accordingly. [See Appendix.) 
LANDS LN MICHIGAN. 


Mr. DOUNNELL. I move that the'rules be 
suspended to enable me to report from the 
Commitiee on the Public Lands, and the 
House to pasi, a bill for the restoration to 
market of certain lands in Michigan. 

The bill was read. It provides that all the 
lands remaining uudisposed. of in the reser: 
vation made fur the Ottawa and Chippewa 
Indians of ‘Michigan, by the treaty of July 31, 
1855, shall be restored to market by proper 
notice, under direction of the Secretary of 
the interior, as hereinafter provided. ‘ 

The biil in its second section provides: that 
said unoccupied lands shall be open to home- 
stead entry for six months from the passage 
of this act by Indians only of said tribes who 
shall have not made selections’ or purchases 
under said treaty, including such members of 
said tribes as have become of age since the 
expiration of the ten years named in the 
treaty; and any Indian‘ so entirled shall be 
permitted to make his homestead entry ‘at the 
local office within ‘the six months aforesaid of 
not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, 
or one quarter section of minimum, or eighty 
acres of double minimum land, on making 
proper proof of his right under such rules as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Interior; provided that the collector of cus- 
toms for the district in which the said land 
is situated is hereby authorized, and it is 
hereby made his duty, to select-for such minor 
children as would be entitled under this law 
as heirs of any Indian. Re te) cal 

The bill in its third section provides that all 
actual, permanent, bona fide settlers on ‘any 
of said lands who settled prior to the Ist day 
of January, 1872, shall be entitled ta enter 
either under the homestead laws or to pay for 
at the minimum or double minimum price, as 
the case may be, not exceeding one hundred 
and sixty acres of the former or eighty acreg 
of the latter class of land, 08 making proof of 
his settlement and continued residence before 
the expiration of six months from the passage 
of this act. . j 

The bill in its fourth section provides that 
all’ selections by Indians heretofore made, and 
regularly reported and recognized as valid and 
proper by the Secretary of the Interior and 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, shall be 
patented to the respective Indians making the 
same; and all sales herétofore made and 
reported where the same are regular and not 


it was ordered 


in conflict with snch selections, or with any — 


other valid ‘adverse right, except of: the Uni- 
ted States, are hereby confirmed, and patents 
shall issue thereon as in other cases according 
to law. >; l a ' 

The bill in its fifth section provides that im- 
mediately after the expiration of said six 
months the Secretary shall proceed to restore 
the remaining lands to market by public notice 
of not less than thirty days, and after such 
restoration they shall be subject to the general 
laws governing ‘the disposition of the public 
lands: of the United States; provided that 
nothing herein shall affect. the right of ihe 
State of Michigan to any of the lands hereto- 
fore granted to said State. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have sent to the desk 
along with the bill a letter from the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office, and also a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, rec- 
omending this bill, It has been examined 
also, I ihink, by the chairman ofthe Committee 
on indian Affairs of the House. There can be, 
I think, no objection to the bih: ©- =o 

The rules were suspended, (two third having 
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voted in favor. thereof,) and the bill: (H.R, 


No, 2980) was passed, ; 
: BTEOROLOGIGAD OBSERVATIONS.’ 


bill to, which the 


i ý ? 


wìll pass 


Mr. G. 


The appropriations must be made any way. 
“Mr Y 


<Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio.. 


4 The gentleman 
had better wait, until he sees whether the sun- 
dry, civil appropriation bill passes. There is 
no use, jn Cumbering our. records with, extra 
Tegislation, 


he gestion being taken.on suspending the. 


rules and passing the bill, there were ayes 66, 
noes 82; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, ordered 
tolleri and appointed, Mr. ‘Terry and Mr, 
Loan i = 


HET Re, fy pw i ý 
Mr. TERRY. ` I asic that the letter of, the 

Secretary of War be read. i 

, rhe Jetier was read, as follows; 


if Wan DEPARTMENT, 

yoo “8 Wasunrx@ton Giry, Juns 5, 1872. 
Bit? Tú reply to your letter of June 5, 1872, sub- 
miting fort 


wey pe tad my 


have the bonor to inclose the accompnnying com- 
municdtion froin thechiet signal oflicer'of the Army, 
and to say 'the views therein oxpressed aro ipproved. 
The authorization will benctit tho signal service 
without inereasing the Approprintion, and will en- 
able tho Department to recognize tho interests of 
the farming; inland, and river ‘populations, as it is 


only right it should do. H 
Ve 


ry respectfully, ; W. W. BELKNAP, 
N Seeretary of War, 
Hon. FLA. Sawyir, United States Senate, at 

Mr. GARFIELD, of. Ohio. That letter 
was seat to the Cammitteeon. A ppropriations, 
and it wag in accordance with the views there 
expressed ihat the clause was inserted in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. , The ob- 
ject of urging this as a separate bill.is to give 
gentlemen a chance. of filibustering against the 
sundry civil bill.  ;. oaks 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their 
plages. À . ang oe 

‘The House’ again divided; and the. tellers 
reported—ayes 65, noes SU, , : 

So (two-thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof ) the rules were not suspended, and the 
bill was not passed. _. ; 

MESSAGE: FROM THE BENATE.. 

vA message from the Senate, by Mr. Gor- 

HAM, its Secretary, informed the House that 


the Senatè bad passed* the bill (H. R. Now! 
2705) making appropriations: for-sundry civil! 


expensed iof the Government forthe year end- 
ing June 30, 1873; and for. other purposes, 
with sundry anieudinents} in: which the con- 
carrence of the House was requested | 

The: message farther anndaunced that the 
Senate. insisted on its amendments to said bill, 
(H.R. No, 2705,) asked. a conference on the 


disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, | 
aud had appointed Mr. Corey Mre EDMUNDS, | 


and Mr. STEVENSON, nianagers of the confer- 


t @ views of the Department a proviso tn 
reference, tothe dignal service, (herewith returned,): 


| experience Ihave never known, a bill to be 


ence. on the part.of the Senatey <; : 
HOMESTEADS TO ACTUAL SETTLERS, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I- 
move that the rules be suspended so as to take 
front the Speaker's table and- pass at this time | 
Senate biti No. 450, to secure homestédds to 
actual settlers ‘on the public domain. ‘This 
bil; when reached yesterday; was laid aside 
informally for examination. Ít has since been 
examined by- the Comniittee on the Public 
Lands, and they recommend its passage. It 
was read at length yesterday ; and unless somè 
gentleman desires it to be read again—— `` 
“Mr. ELDREDGE.. Let it be read. i 

~ MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. | š 

Mr. GARFIELD, of: Ohio, I move that 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the 
House, No. 2705, making appropriations for 
sundry.civil expensegof the Government for the 
year ending June(30, 1873, and-for. other pur- 
poses, be referred to the Committee: on Ap- 
propriations., I make this suggestion to the 
House: the Senate ordered. this bil, with 
their amendmeuts ‘numbered, to be printed. 
It has been in the hands of the Printer. for. the 
last hour. . Probably in the course of an hour: 
or an hour and a half the Printed bill aud 
amendments will be in the possession of mem- 
bers, so. that they can examine them. I ask 
that the bill.and amendments be now referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, in-order 
that we may retire to our room and consider 
the various items, and he able to report to the 
House such recommendations in regard to 
them as we may deem advisable. 

Mr. BROOKS. We want to see what the 
Committee on. Appropriations: will. have to 
work upon before we refer it to them. As 
for considering these items, the Committee on 
Appropriations can, do so: informally without 
auy order of the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make that 
motion, and if necessary L move that.the rules 
be suspended so as to take up the Senate 
amendments and refer them to the committee. 
Lam sure-the House will not fail to treat. the 
Committee on: Appropriations. with the usual: 
courtesy, by referring the Senate amendments 
to this bill to them, That course will give no 
one an advantage, and is simply to facilitate 
our getting at the items of this bill. Whatever 
course any gentleman may desire to take with 
regard to these items or any of them, he cau 
do so afier the reference as well as before. 

Mr. BROOKS. This bill passed the Senate 
at a late hour last night, or rather at an early 
hour this morning. . What- lras been acted on, 
of not acted on, is utterly unknown to the’ 
members of the House on either side. “As to 
the character of the appropriations, ‘or the 
number of thenr made by the Senate, ör- any 
of the principles. ingrafted upon this bill by 
the Senate, we aré entirely ignorant. Before 
we shall officially trust this biH to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations I think we have, at 
least, the right to have it read and know what: 
is in it. : i : 
‘Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Allow me to’ 
say that it would be a very remarkable course 
for this House to pursue, to refuse t refer a | 
bill of this kind tothe appropriate comimittee. 

Mr. BROOKS. [twill be proper to so refer: 
it when we have seen whatit is. Let the re- 
mark- thatthe: motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr.:GARIFELD} is one of the. most ex-: 
traordinary that I ever heard—a motion to 
refer a bill with amendments. none of which 
have been. read, ‘and the. character. of which 
the House knows nothing of. in all my long 4 


referred in that way to the Committee on 
Appropriations... l so Si 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I beg the gen- 


tleman’s pardon; | have made precisely chis | 
same motion in-referenee-to every óther ap- 
propriation bill this session. I-do not want 


the House to disagree to these amendments and 
throw the whole work into the hands òf a com- 
mittee of conference. The Committee on 
Aypprtépriations have uniformly instructed me, 
whenever it'Gould. bë done, to have bills with 
the Senate amendments referred to them for 


consideration... ee 

Mr. BROOKS. Have we not. acted on.the 
details before that has been done? | 0 
“Mr GARFIELD; of Ohio: No; sir. : 

Mn BROOKS., We did withthe last one 
onyesterday. E aes 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In reference 
to that bill, ‘knowti-as the river and harbor 
appropriation bill, the Committee on Com- 
merce had informally considered the amend- 
ments of the Senate. : That bill was not in 
the hands of the Committee on Appropriations, 
But every bill that bas. been in the hands of 
the Appropriation Committee. proper has 
been referred, with. the amendments of the 
Senate, from thé Speaker's table without 
objection, taken tó the room of the Committee 
on Appropriations, there considered, and then 
brought back into the House for its consider- 
ation.’ That is the usual course, 00 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I desire to iake an 
inquiry. How can this bill be reached now, 
and by what vote, if it is not referred as re- 
questéd, to the’ Committee on Appropriations? 

The SPEAKER. By a suspension of the 
rales,’ = ts th : 3 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Only by ‘a suspension 
of the rules, which .requires a two-thirds vote. 
But if it goes into the hands of the committee 
they will be able to report it back to the House, 
where it can be disposed of by a majority 


vote? , ma oe Boch 
Yhe SPEAKER. That is uniformly the case 
with every appropriation bill, ‘This bill is not 
in any peculiar situation; it is in the situation 
that every appropriation bill is that is returned 
from the Senate with amendments, a 
“Mr. ELDREDGE. I desire to know for the 
benefit of gentlemen around me as well as 
myself, what the ruling of the Chait would be 
upon that question.: whether if the bill goes to, 
the committee and. the committee’ report it 
back, {t will then be before the House for con: 
sideration and cah be passed by a “majority 
vote? ` ee ee ea 
The SPEAKER.’ When the committee 
shall report the bill back, if the point of order 
be made, it must go to the Committee of the 
Whole on’ the state of the Union, because it 
contains new appropriations. | 
Mr. RANDALL. What takes itto the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the slate. of the Union, 
a majority vote? 07 D SaS 
The SPEAKER. Certainly’ 9° 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.” And in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, it ean be debated just as 
long as gentlemen pleats. n Rn yk 
Mr. ELDREDGE. The. chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations has told ns that 
no adváńtagė is gained over this side of. the 
House by referring the bill to the committee; 
yet actording tò the answer of ihe Chair—- 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I say no ad- 
vantage is gained in this case as distinguished 
from every other appropriation bill that we 
have considered. . A 
The SPEAKER. No bill on the Speakers 
table can be reathed except Dy a two-thirds 
sota aR aE ees eas 
Mr. ELDREDGE. That is precisely what 
I supposed was the condition of the bill; and 
therefore the chaitman of the Committee on 
Appropriations was not correct in the státe- 
ment that no advantage will be gained by a 
reference of the bill to his committee, 
The SPEAKER. No advantage will. be 
gained more than by ‘taking it'up ih the House. 
“Mr: ELDREDGE: “But it cannot be taken 
up now without a two-thirds vote; it must be 
done under a'suspension.of the rules.” ‘Those 
of us who are opposed tò some: of the amend- 
ments which I believe have been attached to 
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this bill by the Senate—particularly.ihe bay- 
. onet bill.or enforcement: act—have it now in our 
power tó prevent action on the bill unless-a 
two-thirds vote can be obtained; bat by allow: 
ing the bill to: go the. cominittee we lose. bur 
present advantage resulting from the necessity 
for a two-thirds yote. ' i ai 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Jf the-gentle- 
man means that any number of members of 
the House.are-opposed to considering the bill 
at all, then as a matter of.course they can bet: 
ter oppose its consideration by insisting that 
it shall lie upon the table and never be reached 
except by a two-thirds vote. But I did not 
suppose anybody was opposed fo thé consid- 
eration of the bill in some way. ` my 
| Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman’sremark 
confirms the correctness of what Í said, that 
there will be something gained to the majority | 
here by a reference of the bill to the com- 
mittee. i E CER E 
Mr. BROOKS. Lei the bill remain where 


it is. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. -F hope that my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Indiana; [Mr. Nisiack,] will ‘be heard. 

Mr. NIBLACK. |. If this bill be referred to 
the Committee’ on Appropriations, my friends 
upon this side of thé House and upon all sides 
will be fiiformed of ány important action that 
the. committee may recommend in regard. to 
these amendments. I. yield to no one ia. my 
opposition to some of the amendments put on 
the bill by the Senate, one at least, which I 
suppose is the great ground of .objection.on 
this side of the House. Yet while I am unal- 
terable ‘id‘ my opposition’ to’ that particular 
amendment, I do ‘feel that we cannot well 
stand‘in the position of refusing to consider 
a bill on account of a single obnoxious aménd- 
ment, especially when the bill is an important 
oné, involving máúy matters of great public 
interest, which cannot very weli be postponed 
until next Wintêr; so ‘that thé failure of the 
bill might result i an extra’session. Hence, 
Iam inclined to believe that we ought to -re- 
fer this bill to ‘the Committee on Appropria- 
tions for consideration. If we cannot get it 
back in such a shape 43 will be satisfactory to 
gentlemen on this side, then I shall be ready 
to join them in any measures which may seem 
proper to secure the defeat of the obnoxious 
amendment to:which I have referred.: i 

Mre BROOKS... It will he-too late then. 

Mr, HLDREDGE. : If the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Nrupuacx] will rellect a moment 
he will see that the coursé he reconimends is 
precisely that which was adopted in the Sen- 
ate, resulting, there in the gaining of, an, ad- 
vantage over, thé minority. ‘Phe motion of 
the chairmati of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, if it prevails, would give & majority of 
the House the control of the bill, when tow 
it cannot be reached ‘except by a two-thirds 
vote. We should thus lose all our power to 
prevent the passage of the bill ‘with these 
infernal amendments. `. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Some of us think them 
beneficent amendments; ‘and if there is to be 
debate we` want to be heard. sat | 

Ms, NIBLACK.. Wel, itis merely a ques- 
tion as to the propriety of risking the failure 
of the bill ‘by refusing to consider it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I think the responsi- 
bility rests apon the Senate. The majority in 
the Senate have placed this ainendment upon 
an appropriation bill for the purpose ot having 
it ridden through the House-by the anxiety of 
the members to pass the bill. The responsi- 
bility rests there. We have but a single duty 
to perform; and that is to-do the utmost | 
within our ability to defeat this amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have made 
in reference to’ this bill! the same motion that 
J made in reference to every .other-appropria- 
tion bill of which I have had the’ manage- 
ment this winter. I have made this motion 


simply in the ordinary course of business. It | 


any number of gentlemen here constituting | 


more than one. third -of the. House choose to 
say at any given time that:a-great appropria: 
tion bil-shall wot’ be considered, shall not 
even be referred to ‘thé appropriate com- 
mittee for consideration; shali notbe taken wp 
even for'debate;-of course thatis a thing within 
their: power. And nobody doubts: but that 
more than one third of the members of this 
House eau:dothat thing with this or aty other 

Batt eall attention now and here to the fact 
that I have made the ordinary motion. If this 
bill be so referred the Committee on’ Appro- 
priations will doubtlessly report- it back to be 
considered amendment by amendment under 
whatever rule of: debate the House chooses to 
adopt, so that no man can be deprived of his 
right of dilatory motions, his right to obstruct, 
his right to prevent the passage of any particular 
amendment. But to resist now is to say the 
bill asa whole shall not be considered. To 
wait until the amendments come up-for con- 
sideration is -to-say what is fàir and: reasonable, 
When the bill comes up to be acted on in the 
House, what gentlemen think ought ‘not to be 
acted on at‘ali they may-stop, and stop them 
as‘they please. — 

Mr. ELDREDGE. One- word, Mr. Speaker: 
This side of the House will be perfectly willing 
if the gentleman from Ohio, chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, shall take abill 
with these amendments, bring ‘it before the 
House and pass it, and send iit to the Senate 
at once. That can be done without any ob- 
struction being made ‘to the passage of the 
bili.. Let him take a copy of the bili, with a 
copy of the amendments, excepting the one to 
which we are opposed, and send that to the 
Senate, and let them again: take the responsi- 
bility, if they will, to adopt or defeat the 
appropriation bill for the purpose of riding 
through this House the amendments which 
have. tio business on this biil. ; f 

Me: BECK. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly; but 
let me saya word. The plan I suggest is to 
allow the amendments to goto the Committee 
on Appropriations, where they may have a 
full aud fair consideration. When the bili is 
brought back to the House I propose to sug- 
gest the. amendment obnoxious to the other 
side of the House-shall be postponed to the 
last. The House can take up and consider 
all the other amendments, and they are the 
ordinary amendments to an appropriation 
bill, so that we may get the deliberate judg- 
ment of the House on all the questions of 
appropriation: brought. before us. Then we 
can take up and debate the amendment ob- 
jected to, as the House may. choose. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH: It is the last amend- 
ment now. 

Mz. GARFIELD, .of Ohio. It is not the 
last amendment in the order of the amend: 
ments, bat, as I understand, itis among the 
very first. ] suggest that one by one all the 
other amendments be acted.on by the House 
allowing that amendment to remain to the last, 
when gentlemen can take whatever: course'of 
conduct they may think proper and-best under 
the circumstances. , ; 

Mr. BECK. Now let me make a sugges- 


tion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. The bill, as amended by the 
Senate, has not been printed. - The House 


does not know what it is, although I have a || 


copy myself of the objectionable amendment. 
The House does not know what the amend- 
ments of the Senate are. I suggest to the 
gentleman whether. it would not be proper to 


| postpóne his metion until after. the printed 
| bill and amendments are in the hands of-the | 
mémbers of the-House, and that will not take 


more than a couple of hours, so they may see 
exactly what te amendmentsof the Senateare. 
Then, after the members of the House have 
geen in print the amendments ‘of the Senate, 
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be may eall up his motion and the résponsi- 
bility will devolve when we know what- they 
are, but not-until then: . Bef ED gly noe 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My objection 
is simply to-the loss of time which ‘would’ be 
occasioned.: I desire that the Commitee on 
Appropriations; which have’ spent. on:-this 
appropriation bill more than forty full sessions, 
may have sufficient opportunity to go-over ull 
the items ofthe Senate amendments, amount- 
ing, I believe, to something like a-hundred.: In 
the: mean time every member can examine for 
himself what these amendments are... > 

Mr. BECK. Before it goes there with the 
amendments which I understand have~been 
put upon the bill by the Senate, I-propose, if 
no one else does, to submit tothe House the 
question of the right of the power of the Sen- 
ate to put amendments upon it tike that which 
L-now bold in my hand. I do not propose to 
vote to put it in the hands of the committee 
until the . House has decided, in addition, 
whether the Senate had the right to attach 
such an amendment. $ 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the Chair 
whether the gentleman from Kentucky: would 
not have the same right when the bill-has been 
brought from the: Committee on. Appropria- 
tions to: make his point of order? 505 ~ 

‘The SPEAKER... The Chair would. state to 
both: gentlemen that it is not competent: to 
raise in advance points of order on’ questions 
not yet submitted. i 

‘Mr: RANDALL. | The Senate-have inaugu- 
rated an‘extraordinary proceeding in our legis: 
lation. his:bill as it now stands differs from 
any other bill that-has come before ws» It 
provides ‘for extraneous und new legislation 
upon an appropriation bill. And for one I 
do not mean to givé-up my right under: the 
rules of the House to thwart this effort to foist 
upon the country tyrannous legislation. I hope, 
therefore; that we here who-now have the 

ower-willin no jot or tittle yield an ineh. ~’ 

Mr. KERR. I desire to make an inquiry 
of thé Chair. I wish to know whether it would 
be competent for the House to take this bill 
from the Speaker’s table and consider it. in 
the usual order, reserving this objectionable 
amendment to be determined finally by a two- 
thirds vote of the House? | ee Nae : 

The SPEAKER.« . Not unless two thirds of 
the House should so vote. It would not: be 
competent:to do that unless under: a‘suspen- 
sion of the rales. Cds Toe o 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Suppose it were done 
by unanimous consent? i y 

The SPEAKER. That could be done. 

Mr. KERR. ‘1 wish, then, to ask the gene 
tleman from Ohio, the chairman of the Com» 
mittee on Appropriations, whether he is will 
ing that thatorder should be made? > 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.’ What order? 

Mr. KERR. That the bill maybe consid: 
ered in theusaal order with reference: to all 
the Senate amendments except the one. g 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: Thatis what 1 
am- asking. °° °° ng EA 

Mr. KERR. And: that as regards that one 
amendment the two-thirds tule shall operate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio.: ‘I do not agree 
to that. ae 

Mr: DAWES. I would ‘suggegt that as to 
| that amendment all rights now existing be 
reserved, whatever they may be. 

Mr. KERR. That is my proposition. 

Mr. DAWES. Let the Chair decide what 

those rights are. For myself Ido not know 


what they are. S 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seems tó me that 


|| we migbt as well cut this knot first as last. 


The Senate hold that they have a righi to put 
an amendment of this character upon‘a House 
appropriation bil. ‘The House cannot exer- 
cise a supervision ‘over the rules of the Senate, 
and if we send them another -bill they can pat 
on thé same amendment.again-and again: We 
gain nothing, therefore; by passing ‘a new bill 


| without this amendmetit, as, hasbeen sug- 
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gested-by some gentlemen, for they-will send | 


it-back: withthe. same amendment. a 
: Mr. ELDREDGE. Then the responsibility. 
will beon te Senate oe ee, 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. The responsibility 
is; on the Senate:now, and will be on those 
members of the: Houae:who wilk vote to -con- 
cur, Ror myself I am opposed :to that amend: 
ment, and: shall do ali 1 cau to defeat. it. I 
think:i¢ il judged. ilt-timed;. and. bad-legis- 
lations: Nevershelessy as a member of ube 
House, .k-eanuot say to the Senate, t You-shall 
not pul suchan amendment onthe bill,”! when 
theo say that under their rules. they. cau dogo, 
ltseemś to: me that the; best: tbing we can 
do with this bil ds to send. it to the Gummitiee 
of the. Whole on: the state of the ‘Union. Let 
the amendments be. printed, and meanwhile 
the Committee on Appropriations can formally 
consider them, and be prepared with their rec- 
ommendations. Then, in Committee of the 
Whole, we can take up: these. amendments in 
their order, or, if:the House pleases, can post- 
pone this one to the last. But, anyhow, let 
us act. upon theseamend ments of the. Senate, 
with.such debate as the rules of the House 
will permit, and under the responsibility which 
rests upon us as: members of the House, 

Mr. NIBLACK. . I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. , I understood the Chair to 
say: that a single objection: would send this. bill 
to the Committee of the Whole. . Was I cor- 
rect in that? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; subject always 
to a suspension. of the rules. Ali appropri- 
ations must have their first considération in 
Committee of the Whole on the. state of the 
Union. Bat the House by a two-thirds vote can 
Waive that. 

“Mr. RANDALL. After the bill. gets into 
Committee of the Whole, cannot a majority 
bring it into the House again? 
` The SPEAKER, No bill can be reported 
to the House-as jong as there-is pending an 
amendment to be vored. on. 

Mr. PO'TER.. . And there is no limit to 
the number of amendments to be offered? 

Tne ,SPEAKLER. . The Chair kuowa of 


none, = yh a ; 

Mr. CONGER.. Is it not in; order, by a 
majority vote under the rules, to refer this bill 
with, the Senate amendments to the Comuaiitee 
of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It is, provided you reach 
it. The bill is uow on the Speakers table. 
The. rales: provide that the House may by a 
majority vote proceed to the consideration of 
business‘ on the Speaker’s table after the 
morniog hour.. But during the last ten days 
of the session there is no morning hour, prac 
tically. To supply the place of the morning 
hour, the rules provide that it shall be in order 
ot any time, during the last ten days of the 
session, 10 move to suspend the rules. No 
billon the Speaker's table, therefore, can be 
reached except by a two-thirds vote suspend- 
ing the rules. Luis no doubt within the power 
of one third of the House to prevent any legis- 
lation. whatever during the last teu days of the 
session: ‘The House is absolutely under the 
coutrol of pue third of its members, as the 
rules now exist, : 

Mr. DAWES, It does seems to me that it 
would be periectly fair to. treat the whole bill 
as before the House except this one amend- 
ment.. In that way every right of the minority 
appertaining to that. amendment would be 
retained, When we reach that amendment, 
having disposed of all the others 

Mr. RANDALL. How can we retain that 


right? . 
Mr. DAWES. -Either by unanimous con- 
sent or by a two-thirds vote, . 

Mr. BECK. Before: avy action is taken in 
regard to this bill I desire to offer a resoluiion 
in. reference to it. s ; 
. Mr. DAWES.. Ido nob see how any gen- 
tleman can lose any power he now bas py the 
arrangement L propose. : > 


:Mr. RANDALL. Give us the two-third 

ower-on that amendment.: -> n GRR 

Mr. DAWES. _Lowill not objectto that. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetis. -F object 
to that: Hereìsan amendment. which is ob: 
jectionablein some merely because it-confers 
ihe right ofa fair election. Qu. the otber hand; 
the amendment-is highly commendable in: my 
opinion; and [think if. we. are. to have auy 
filibustering here is a good place to have it, 
and we can then.see if, in order to prevent a 
fair election, the Opposition here are willing 
to destroy this appropriation bill.. Ido not 
see the necessity of uny-bargain or any getting 
down on the knees about this. matter. Let us 
goon and leavethe responsibility to fall where 
it belongs. tam not afraid to say that | voted 
to put onan appropriation bill an amendment 
authorizing the judges of the circuit cuurt to 
appoint. two men of each political party if tea 
men shall say that.is necessary. to secure a fair 
election. — . woot 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I am not willing 
that that shall be done in my town. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have 
no doubt there are persons who desire to -be 
elected by au unfair election; and perhaps 
that is the only way in which they canbe 
elected. But L am referring to ihe question 
whether we will filibuster against the entire 
appropriation biil upon the question whether 
the circuit court judges shall appoint two per- 
sons from each. political party to superintend 
an election when it is said by ten electors 
that without that being done there could not 
be a fair election. That is all there is in this 
Senate amendment, 

Mr. BROOKS. Jt maintains and extends 
the old e ection law, which. is full of provisions 
destructive of a free government. 

Mr. BUTLER, :of Massachusetts. It only 
extends the provisions of that law to places 
of less than twenty thousand inhabitants, 

Mr. BROOKS. .Let me say that. we in 
New York know what that is. 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts, That is 
a good place to know. : 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand that the 
proposition is to. appoint two men to elec- 
tioneer in. every election precinct in the 
United States; that is what it is. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is it in order on this 
motion of reference to discuss the merits of 
this Senate amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
stand that any debate whatever is in order. 

Mr. SPIEVENSON, | object to any dis- 
cussion of the amendment in quesiion. 

Mr. BECK, IJ desire to submit a resolution 
upon this subject. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. _ I object. 

Mr. BECK: Then I move to suspend the 
rules for the purpose. 

The SPEAKER. One motion to suspend 
the iules is already pending. 

Mr. MAYNARD. This is a very simple 
matter; it işs- merely a question whether a 
majority of the Representatives of the people 
shail make the laws or not. 3 
- Mr. BECK. 1 object to debate, and call for 
the regular order. . : ; 
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The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the House will resume the consid- 
eration of the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. TOwNsexD,] to suspend 
the rules, and pass from the Speaker's table a 
Senate bill in relation to homesteads, which 
will be read. $ 

The bill was read 

Mr. BUCKLEY, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Town- 
SEND] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawes.) 
No. debate is in order. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I bope 
the gentleman from Alabama { Mr. BUCKLEY 
will-be permitted to put his:inquiry.. |. > 


Several members objected-to debate. 

The question being taken on the motion to. 
suspend the rules and. pass: the biil,- there 
were—nyes 27, novs 49; no quorum voting. 

= Tellers-were ordered; and: Mr: TOWNSEND, 
of Penssylvania, and Mr. Kerr wereappoiuted, 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—-ayes thirty-nine, noes not counted. ` 

So: (two:thirds-not. voting in favor thereof) 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill was not agreed to: ‘ 

i ‘CRUELTY TÒ ANIMALS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. I move to suspend 
the rules and take trom the. Speaker’s table 
for consideration, at the present time Senate 
amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 694) to 
prevent cruelty to animals while iu transit by 
railroad or other means of transportation 
within the United States. _ 

The amendments of the Senate were read 
as follows: 


After “shall,” in line eight, page 2, insert “ know- 
ingly and willfully.” | Sie 
u At the end of the bill add the following new sec- 
hon: 
Src. —. That this act shall not go into effect until 
the Ist day of October, 1872, i i 


Mr. WILSON, of Ohio.. I. ask that the 
amendments of the Senate be concurred in. 
Mr, KERR... I ask that the whole bill be 
read. : o Mal ‘ 
The bill was read.. > 00, . 
Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. I moye to suspend 
the rules. and ‘concur in the Senate amend- 


ments. S : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I hope we sball not 
concur, Just as soon as this bill is passed I 
suppose the gentleman. from Ohio will intro- 
duce a bill to have Federal officers appointed 
to help all the old women in the country make 
soap. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. POTER.. This bill appears to me to 
be a very objectionable one. - 

. The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Wiisow, of Ohio, there were—ayes 54, 
noes 52;.no quorum voting. . 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Exprepes 
and Mr. Wiuson, of Ohio, were appointed. 

The House again. divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes: 58, noes 64. 

So the motion of Mr. Witson, of Ohio, was 
not agreed to. . k . 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. I now ask unani- 
mous consent that the amendments be non- 
concurred in and sent to a committee of con- 
ference. i 


Mr. ELDREDGE and others objected. 
I. UW. MEREDITH. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass a bill which has been 
favorably reported by the Committee of 
Claims—bill (H. R. No. 1808) for the relief 
of H. H. Meredith, late postmaster at Wade, 
Bedford county, Virginia. . 

Thebill wag read. It directs the Postmaster 
General not to collect of H. H. Meredith, late 
postmaster at. Wade, Bedford county, Virginia, 
any balance due from him on accountof money 
and stamps which were taken from the post 
office at said place by burglars on the nightof 
the 20th of December, 1868. The second sec- 
tion provides that should any portion of the 
balance due from said postmaster for money 
or stamps lost by burglars as aforesaid have 
been paid by the said H. H. Meredith prior 
to the passage of this act, the Postmaster 
Genera! is hereby authorized to. refund the 
same to him. 

The motion to guspend the rules and pass 
the bill was agreed to, two thirds voting ia 
favor thereof. ` ; 

DANIEL 0, CLEVELAND. 


Mr. CARROLL. I move to suspend the 
rules and pass a bill (H. R. No. 2345) for the 
relief of Daniel O. Cleveland, postmaster at 
Broadalbin,.in the State of New York. 

The- bill was:read, It authorizes and directa 
the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
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Department to credit Daniel O. Cleveland, 
postmaster at Broadulbin, in the State of New 
York, in his account as such postmaster, with 
the sum of. $140, being the value of~postage 
stamps stolen from the.safe of said post Office 
by burglars on the night of the 8th of March, 
1872, without fault-or negligence on. the:part 
of Cleveland. ; Lobe 

By the second section the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury Department are author- 
ized and directed tocredit Daniel O. Cleveland 
in his account for United States internal reve- 
nue stamps, with the sum of $213, being. the 
amount and value of such revenue stamps 
stolen from the safe by burglars on the night 
aforesaid, without fault or negligence ‘on the 
part of Cleveland. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I move that this 
bill be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. CARROLL. The bill has already been 
carefully examined by the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. Their unanimous 
report in favor of the biil is among the papers. 
lask that it be read if there is any objection 
to the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. © I think the bill 
ought to be considered by the Committee of 
Claims. It certainly does not belong to the 
Post Office Committee. It contains a pro- 
vision in regard to revente stamps. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH., Some. revenue 
stamps as well as some postage stamps, were 
stolen, the whole amount being | believe only 
$300. : 

Mr. BLATR, of Michigan.. Is there a report. 
from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Ifthe chairman 
of the committee says the bill is all right I 
withdraw my motion. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. We authorized the 
reporting of the bill. : - 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I withdraw my 
motion., ` l 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. CARROLL, to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill, it was agreed to, two thirds voting in 
favor thereof, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills ofthe House 
of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: : 

An act (H. R. No, 575) for the relief of 
Seth M. Whitten, late private of the fourth 
regiment Michigan infantry ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1063) to reimburse the 
State of Kansas for moneys expended for the 
United States in enrolling, equipping, and 
provisioning militia forces to aid in suppress- 
ing the rebellion ; ` 

An act (H. R. No. 1262) for the relief of 
Charles Hipp, of St. Mary’s, Auglaize county, 
Ohio; i 
An act (H. R. No. 1272) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to establish and to protect 
national cemeteries, approved February 22, 
1867 ; ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1298) for the relief of 
the estate of Eli Moore; ` 

An act (H. R. No. 1518) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to expend certain moneys 
for the purpose of sinking an artesian well on 
the Fort- D. A. Russell military reservation, in 
Wyoming Territory ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1758) to authorize the 
appointment of deputies of clerks of circuit 
and district courts ; . 

An act (H. R. No. 1778) for the relief of 
Andrew J. Jamison; 

An act (H. R. No. 1829) for the settlements 
of the account of Major Abram Beeler, late 
paymaster of United States volunteers; 

An aci (H. I. No. 1865) for the relief of the 
sureties of James T. Miner, late collector'and 
depositary at Wilmington, North Carolina ; 


An-aet (H.-R. No. 1862) for the better 
security of bank reserves, and to facilitate 
bank clearing-house exchanges; ae 

An act (H. R. No. 2084) for the relief-of 
Edward G. Allen, of London, England;.. 

An act (H.R. No. 2136) to. authorize an 
appointment in the Inspeetor General’s de 
partment;- : : 

An act (H. R. No. 2700) donating con- 
demned cannon and cannon balls to: certain 
organizations for monumental purposes; 

- An-‘act (H. R. No. 2706) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the disposition 
of useless: military reservations,’’ approved 
February 24, 1871; - ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2719) for..cancellation 
of bonds for manufactured tobacco lost on 
steamer George P. Upton between the cities 
of Richmond and New York; 

An act (H. lt. No. 2778) to amend section 
five of an act eutitled ‘‘An act making appro- 
ptiations for the civi land diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year 1841,’ ap- 
proved March 8,.1841, and to authorize the 
proper construction thereof ; 

Au act (H. R. No. 2807) for the relief of 
Robert B. Williamson; 

An-act (H. R. No..2847) to authorize the 
Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas Railroad 
Company to run trains.and transport freight 
and passengers within the- Distriet of Colam- 
bia; 

An act (H. R. No. 2850). authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, for the use of the post 
office and United States courts in said city; 

An act (H. R. No. 2858) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to release twenty-five acres 
of thelands of the United States at Plattsburg, 
New York, tothe New York and Canada Rail- 
road Company, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. No. 2860) for the relief of 
W. A. Howard; : 

An act (H. I. No. 2941) for the relief of 
Frederick Pech ; and 

An act (H. R. No.. 2956) to authorize the 


building of the New Mexico and Galf railway, | 


and for other purposes, 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. BECK. I find I cannot get an oppor- 
tunity.to reply to the statements of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] 
relative to the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, aud I now ask leave to print in the 
Globe some remarks on that subject. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. DAWES. 1 ask unanimous consent to 
print in the Globe a reply if 1 find any shall 
be necessary. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. KERR. I ask the same permission. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. [See Appendix. ] : 
HOMESTKAD ENTRY BY SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. AVERILL. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill (H. R. No. 2981) restor- 
ing the right of homestead entry to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the late war of the 
rebellion, ` 

There was no objection; and the bill was 
received, and read a first and second time. 

The preamble to the bill, which was read, 
states that by the act approved March 21, 1864, 
amendatory of the homestead act the privilege 


was given to such persons as may have had an | 
actual settlement and cultivatiou upon a tract | 


of land, and who was called into the military 
or naval service of the United States, before 


making abhomestead entry of the land, to make | 


before his commanding officer the affidavit 


required by the original act to be made before | 


the district aud officers, and to forward the same 
with his application and the proper fees, through 
his wife or legal representative, tosuch district 
land officers when the entry sbould be made; 
that such liberal construction was given to the 
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said: law as that when ‘the party had ‘no'prior 
settlement upon the land, and it was'not even 
in possession of any party -holding ‘for the 
applicant, he would beallowed tó make an-entry 
of the tracty and the ‘time he was necessarily 
absent in the service was allowed’as à part of 
the five years’ settlement and eultivation re- 
quired by the original act; and under this‘con- 
struction many persons, soldiers and sailors 
and officers, made homestead ‘entries’ on the 
public lands through their agents, believing 
that the same were legal, but said entries were 
subsequently canceled from the records on the 
ground that the law would not sustain so lib- 
eral an interpretation. - 
Fhe bill then provides that the right of 
making a homestead entry under existing laws 
is hereby restored to all such persons whose 
entries have been canceled for the causes stated, 
except those whose entries may have been can- 
celed for or made in fraud of law ; provided 
that the applicant under this-act-shall, before 
being allowed to make a new entry, establish 
his identity and furnish description of the land 
originally entered, under such rules and regu- 
lations as the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office niay prescribe. : i 
Mr. AVBRILI. ‘Lhe bill has the entire 
approval of the Committee on Public Lands. 
It was drawn up under: the supervision of ‘the 
Commissioner of the Land Olfice and is rec- 
ommended by him. I think it is self-explained, 
and I hope there will be no objection to it. 
Thë following is the letter of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office: : 
` ` DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, ` 


GENERAL'LAND OFFICE, - 

: WASHINGTON, D. C., Aprii: 29, 1872, 
Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of 
your letter of 25th instant, inclosing copy of a bill 
restoring to certain soldiers and sailors the right of 
homestead entry and asking my opinion upon the 


ill, R : ` 
_ I have fully considered the subject and herewith 
inclose a form of bill, with preambles explanatory 
of tbo reasons for same, and which I ‘think: will 
more properly and fully meet your purposo: L fally 
approve of the purpose of the bill, feeling that the 
parties have been led into the error by no fault of 
theirs, and would recommend its passage, > `> 
I am, sir, very respectfully, j 
WILLIS DRUMMOND, 


Commissioner. 
Hon. J. T. AVERILL, House of Representatives. ` 


The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 


-ing voted in favor thereof,) an the bill was 


passed. : ; oh 4 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. For the purpose. of 
getting out of the dead-lock in regard to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, 1. offer the 
resolution which I send to the desk. It con- 
tains in substance the proposition made by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and which I think is a very fair one. 

Mr. PERCE. I raise the point of order 
that this resolution is not in order, the bill 
not being before the House, : ne a 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the resolution which I 
send to the desk be adopted. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 0... |: 

Resolved, That the House bill No. 2705, making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, with the Senate’s amendments 
thereto, be referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and when the same are reported back to the 
House the amendments of the Senate in relation to 
the act entitled * An act to enforce the rights of cit- 
izens of the United States. to vote in the several 
States of this Union, and for other purposes, ” shal 


not be concurred in unless they receive the votes ó 
two thirds of the members voting thereon. ways 


The question being taken on suspending the 
rules and adopting the resolution, there were 
—ayes 68, noes 63. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand the yeas and 
nays. As I have stated, this proposition êm- 
anates from the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. - ee : 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a question of order. 
I submit that itis not in orderto‘entertain 4 
resolution that the Gnad adoption of any legis- 


| lation shall require a two-thirds vote. Such-a 
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resolution is contrary: -to the Constitution. of 
the United States. : ou i od see nina oio 
> Mr BUTLER, of Massachusetts... I desire 
io ask the. gentleman from Ohio [Me; Came- 
PELL]. a question for the purpose simply. of 
getting an explanation, > = : 

eMe BOAL. {must ask in the first place 
a dscision:gn, my point of order. ‘This isnot 
a proposiion to-saspend a rule, but itis a dec- 
larauign that certain. legislation shall not be 
adopied except, bya two-thirds vote 0... 
* The SPBAKIR. .. Iydepeadently.-of the 
point of order, the Chair does uot see-how the 
resplution, ik adopted, ig capable. ot being 
aduinistered. If the resolution should be 
adopted aud the, want of a two-thirds vote 
shunid be considered. as non concurrence, does 
the gentleman trom Onio[ Mc. CAMPBELL) then 
propose that the matter. shall. goto a commit: 
tee..of. conference? Js that to be the unger- 
standing, which the.Chair will enforce ? 

‚Mr. RANDALL, That. question will arise 
afterward. - ps a S 
. Lhe SPEAKER, The Chair must insist on 
having a knowledge of that now, when the point 
of orden is raised 3. because it is very important 
that the Chair shall not be called. upon to rule 
subsequently in a way which might not be con- 
sidered in accordance with what may now be 
supposed to be the meaning of the-resolution. 

Mr.. RANDALL.. ‘The bill would go. back 
to the Senate with that amendment non: eon- 
curred in, without a conference, 

The SPEAKER,, The proposition heré is, 
that ail the other ameudmenig to the sundry 
civil Will shali be acted on in the ordinary way 
by s wajority vote; but that this one shall only 
be concurred in by s two-thirds vote, This, 
of course, will end in anon-coucurtence. Then, 
ifthe Senate insist on its amendment, does the 

bar ynderstand. that under this resolution it 
will be in order for the Chair to entertain a 


mation for a conference? ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Of course not. 

The SPBAKER. The gentleman then must 
see that the resolution is incapable of being 
administered by the Chair, and would be per- 
fectly.nugatory. The Chair sustains the point 
of order of the gentleman trom Mussachusetts, 
(My. Hoan]. .and under any cireumstunces 
must dechue to entertain the resolution. It 
is in effect. saying that 10 a certain extent a 
two-thirds vote wul be required, and that be- 
youd that the minority reserve to themselves 
the right to make dilatory motions to thwart 
thie majority. i i 

“Mr. RANDALL. To thwart the revolu- 
tionary legislation of the Senate, i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot enter- 
tain the resolutions. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We have been for sev- 
eral days passing bills in. the way here pro- 
posed. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr Hoar} did not raise‘ the constitutional 
objection when we agreed to go to the Speak- 
ers table ahd pass bills under the two-thirds 
rule; "> 
The SPEAKER. The Chair must overrule 
that. Such is not the condition of affairs. 
‘Phat proposition came from a suggestion of 
the ‘Chair, and is not a parallel case to this 
Proposiiion. dt is now perfectly in order to 
whove that the rules be suspeuded and the 
amendments of the Senate to. the sundry civil 
approprintion bill be concurred in or non:coa- 
curred in, ina lump; that is entirely in order. 
But that. does pot present this case. The Chair 
rules against the. resolution of the gentleman 
from Uhio, [Mr. Campzut,] because of the 
patliawentary point raged by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Huar,] and also 
because if adopred ib would settle nothing. 

Mr. RANDALL. It. would send the bill 
back to the Senate. : : 

The SPEAKER. The Senate have insisted 
that there shall be @ conference.upou the dis- 
agreeing. votes of the twa: Houses upon this 
bil, and therefore, this resolution: would setile 


nothing. : 


Mr. CAMPBELL.. A majority of: the 
House voted the. other day in: favor:of. the 
civil rights bill, and-yet the Chair declared 
that it mas not pusseds. = <3. 5 

The SPEAKER: .-Procisely; because, a8 
the gentleman will observe, the civil rights bill 
was not the regular order of business-before 
the House. ‘I'he two-thirds vote was required 
from the faet-that:there’ had to beasuspension 
of the rules in-order-to get at the bill and con- 
sider it. ‘This appropriation: bill, if considered 
atall, must come regularly before the House. 
There: is a very great difference-in the two 
eases...) The enforcement bill, which- was 
reported from the joint Select Committee on 
the Insarrectionary States, did not require a 
two-thirds vote for its passage. It was regu- 
larly’ reported in order from a committee that 
had the right to report at any time; and the 
Chair would: not bold that any other‘than a 
majority vote’ was required for the passage 
of that bill. - Therefore it was that dilatory 
motions were made in order to keep from 
action on the bill. - The consideration of bills 
on the Speaker’s table required æ suspension 
of the rules by a two-thirds vote in order to 
enable the House to getat them at all. 

Mr. BECK. © I desire to offer a resolution 
in regard to this matter, and I nove that the 
rules be suspended and the resolution adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio.” I desire to subs 
mit a proposition, I move that the House 
‘non-coneur in all the: Senate amendments. to 
this bill, and ask a committee of conference 
on the disnygreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. BECK. I object to that, and ask a 
vote on niy resolution. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Then I will 
move that the rules be suspended for the pur- 
posë I have indicated. l do not want that 
personally; I would rather they should be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let the amendment 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I want’ the 
amendments to thë bill to be considered by 
the two Houses, 

Mr. BECK. Ihave moved to`suspend the 
rules and pass ä resolution which 1 have sent 
to the.Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. If the gentle- 


tian has submitted a motion to suspend the- 


rules 1 will withhold my motion for the pres- 


ent. : 

The SPEAKER, The pending question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Beck;] afier that has been dis- 
posed of the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. } 

The Clerk read the resolution. proposed by 
Mr. Bec, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate amendment to insert 
after “ES71,”? in lines ninety-seven, ninety-eight, 
aod ninety-nine, the words “An act to amend an 
uct entitled “An actto enforce the rights of citizens 
of the United States to vote in the several States 
of this Union, and for other purposes,’ ” to House 
bill Ne. 2705, isin the opinion of this House in 
conflict. with the provisions of seetion séven, arti- 
ele one, of the Constitution of the United. States, 
which provides thatal bills for raising revenue 
shalt originate inthe House of Representatives; but 
the Senate may prepose-or concur with amend» 
ments, as on other bills,” said amendment not being 
within the true intent and meaning of said section, 
but independent legisiation, which this House can- 
not be required to consider in Committee of the 


! Whole, under the rules therein prescribed for debate 


on aparopriation bills. Lhe House is further of the 
opinion that said amendment and the principle 
involved in the attempt of the Senate to propose 
such amendments intringes upon and curtails the 
legitimate right of the House to make or withhold 
appropriations for the support of the Government 
by leg®Slation unincumbered. with provisions not 
germane to the furnishing or withholding of money. 

he Senate is therefore respectfully requested to 
reconsider its action in proposing said amendment, 


! and for the parpose of enabling that to be done the 


Clerk of this House is hereby directed to return said 
bill and Senate amendments, together with a copy 
of this resolution, to the Senate, and request their 
eonsiveration thereof. 


=Mr. PERCE. [rise to a point-of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
Stabe 1b. ~- Š 


} 
{ 


t 


Mr. PERCE.. My point of order is that we 
cannot arraign the Senate of the United States 
at the bar of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
the point.of:order would lie against this reso» 
lution. io a Hoe 1 a 2 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis very respectful in its 
tone to the Senate, : 

Mr. CONGER, -Can we by a resolution 
order a bill which is not before the House to 
be returned to the Senate? Can we make 
such an order before the bill comes before the 
House? © © ios > Í Pere 

Fhe SPEAKER. The bill is before the 
House ; itis on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CONGER.. It is upon the Speaker's 
table; but if by resolution we can take it from 
the table and send it. back to the Senate, we 


| can also take it from the table for consideration 


in the House: : va 

The SPEAKER. Either proposition could 
be adopted by a two-thirds vote; both motions 
involve a suspension of the rules. 

The question being taken on suspending the 
rules to adopt the resolution offered by Mr. 
Bucx, there were—ayes 68; noes 71. 

Mr. MORGAN. {call for the yeas and 
nays. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. Cannot'the question 
upon this resolution. be divided?) 

The SPEAKER. it cannot, 

_ The question. being. taken, theré were— 
yeas 74, nays 97, not voting 69; as follows : 

YHAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Biggs, Bird, James @. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Caldwell, Campbeli, Carroll, Comiugo, Conner, 
Criteher, Crossland, Dox, Du Bose, Duke. Forker, 
Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Gidding, Golladay, 
tlaideman, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, LLanks, 
Harper, John ‘JI. Harris, Hay, Hibbard, Holman, 
Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamisvn, Marshall, McUlei- 
land, McCormick, McHenry, Medutyre, McNeely, 
Merrick, Morgan, Potter, Price, Randall, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritehie, Wiltiam 
K. Roberts, Sion I. Rogers, Sherwood, Shober, Sla- 
ter, Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, Swann, Terry, 
Van Trump, Waddell, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Williams ot New York, Winchester, and Young—74. 

NAYS--Mesers. Aines, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Beatty, Beveridge, Bighy, Biugham, Austin Blair, 
Buckley, Baffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Beujamia 
F. Buuer, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Cogh- 
lan, Conger, Croeker, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, 
Dunnell, Eames, Farnsworth, Finkolnburg, Charles 
Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Harmer, 
George E. Harris, Havens, tlawley, Gerry W. Hazel- 
tou, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Houghton, Keliey, 
Kellogg, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Maynard, Me- 
Crary, McGrew, McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, Mer- 
riam, Monroe, Morey, Leonard Myers, Orr, Pack- 
ard, Packer, Paimer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pen- 
dieton, Perce, Aaron F, Perry, Peters, Poland, 
Prindlé, Rainey, Bilis H. Roberts, Rask Sawyer, 
Sessions, Stanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, H. Board- 
nian Smith, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Strong, Sypher, Tatfe, Thomas, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Twicbell, Tyner, 
Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, 
Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah 
M., Wilson, and John T. Wilson—97, 

NOL VOTING-- Messrs. Ambler, Barnum, Barry, 
Beil, Boles, Brooks, Clarke, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, 
Creely, Davis, De. Large. Dickey, Daell, Eldredge, 
Biliott: My, Larweil, Garfield, Grillith, Hale, Hal- 
sey, lays, Hereturd, Herndon, Hoar, Hooper, 
Ketcham, Killfuger, Kinsella, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, 
Manson, McKinney, Benjamin F, Meyers, Miteh- 
etl, Moore, Morphis, Negley, Niblack, Hosea W. 
Parker, Eti Perry, Platt, Porter, Robinson, Jobn 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Scotield, Seeley, 
Shoemaker, Jolin A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snapp, R, Milton Speer, Stevenson, Stoughton, 
Stowell, St. Jobn, Sutherland, Dwight Townsend, 
Tuthill, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wheeler, and 
Wood—69% A 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the resolution was uot agreed to. 

During the roll call the following announce- 
ments were made: ; 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. Iam paired with the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. Szsuuy. If 
he were present he would vote in the negative, 
while I should vote in the affirmative, 

Mr. FARWELL. Qn this question I am 
paired with the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
Mr. MITCHELL, who if present ‘would vote 
‘fay, while I should vote “no.” 

Mr. NEGLEY. 1 wish to announce that I 
am paired with the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Woop. If he were present he 
would ‘vote “ay,” and I should vote “no.” 
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Mr. PERCE. My colleague, Mr. Barry, 
is absent òn account of sickness. © 

Mr. FRYE. My colleagae, Mr. Lyycnu, is 
paired on all political questions with the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Roeers. ` 

Mr. CARROLL, The gentleman from Con- 
necticut, Me. Barsoum, who is paired with the 
gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. ‘Parre, would, 
rf present, vote in the affirmative. ` 

Mr. COGHLAN. My colleague, Mr. Sar- 
GENT, is abseut upon committee business. 

The result of the ‘vote was ‘announced as 
above stated. ; ptn ` 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As I desire to 
do everything in my power to make progress 
with the public business, E now move to sus- 
pend the rules and refer the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, with the améndments of the Sen- 
ate, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it in order to 
amend that motion so as to send the bill and 
amendments to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. The motion to 
suspend the rules is not amendable, and I 
desire to try the sense of the House on my 
proposition. I have already asked unanimous 
consent for the purpose, and it has been re- 
fused. {how move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. ELDREDGE I wish the gentleman 
from Ohio would offer the whole of that bill 
with the exception of the section which we 
consider. so obnoxious, and then move to sus- 
pend the rules and adopt the whole bill with 
that exception... j A 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We can reach 
the same resultin another way. There are a 
good many amendments which ought not to be 
adopted, There are ninety-three amendments 
to the bill, and they ought to be considered by 
the Committee on Appropriations. I have 
looked over about seventy of them, and Iam 
quite unwilling any measure looking to action 
on these amendments of the Senate in a Jump 
shall be entertained, aud I shall prevent it if 
Iean. I wish the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, who are thoroughly familiar with all of 
these amendments, to have an opportunity 
carefully to examine every one of them. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Suppose, then, that the 
gentleman .offer the bill with all the amend- 
ments 10 which ‘there is no objection on the 
part of the Commitee on Appropriations, and 
without, of course, the obnoxious section, and 
move to suspend the rules and pass it. 

Mr. GAREJELD, of Ohio. I do not know 
which I object to and which I do not object 
to until L cau look over all of them in the 
commilitee-room. i 

The question being on the suspension of the 
rules, there were—ayes 70, noes 65. 

MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympsoy, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body bad passed an act (H. 


R. No. 2697) relative to retired officers of the || 


Army, with an amendment; in whieh the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 
MESSAGG FROM THE PRESIDENT. _ 

A message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Bapcock, one of 
his secretaries, notifying the House that. he 
had approved and signed bills of the following 
titles: i : Pea 

An act (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce duties 
on imports, and to reduce internal taxes, and 
for other purposes; 

An act (ti. R. No. 2939) to remove the 
political disabilities of the persons therein 
named ; 


An act (H. R. No. 2848) authorizing the 


First National Bank of Annapolis to change | 


its location and name; 

An act (H. R. No. 2044) to authorize the 
appointment of shipping commissioners by the 
several circuit courts of the United States to 
superintend the shipping and discharge of 
seamen engaged in merchant ships belong- 


ing to the United States, and for the further 
protection of seamen ; S 
“: Ancact (H: R. No. 1541) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army forthe year 
ending June 80,1878, and for other purposes; 

An act (Hy R. No, 475) forthe relief of 
Selah V. Reeve, late quartermaster sergeant 
of fourth Michigan infantry volunteers; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) providing 
for a more effective system of quarantine on 
the southern and Gulf coasts. l oi 

“SUNDRY CIVIL BILL, `, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, demanded the 
yeas and nays. ` ‘ 

"The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 97, nays 75, not voting 
$8; as follows: l 


YEAS —- Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
Buckiey, Buffiaton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin 
E. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Cogh- 
Jan, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Donnan, Dunnell, 
‘Hames, Farnsworth, Finkeinburg, Charles Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield. Goodrich, Harmer, 
George E. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Houghton, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Maynard, 
McCrary, McGrew, MeJunkin, McKee, Mercur, 
Merriam, Monroe. Morey, Leonard Myers, Orr, 
Packard, Packer, Palmer, tsaae ©. Parker, Pendie- 
ton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Poland, Pri 
dle, Rainey, Bilis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Ses- 
sions, Shanks, Shetdon, Sheliabarger, H. Boardman 
Smith, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Strong, Sypber, Thomas, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Lwichen, Tyner. Wakeman, Wal- 
den, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Whiteley, Willard, 
Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
John T. Wilson—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Comingo, Conner, 
‘€ritcher, Crossland; Dox, Duke, Hidredge. Forker, 
Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, 
Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
Harper, John T. Harris, Heretord, Hibbard, Hol- 
‘man, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, Manson, Me- 
Clelland, McCormick, MeHenry, Mcintyre; Me- 
Neely, errick; Benjamin F, Meyers, Morgan, 
Niblack, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, 
John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Sion 
H. Rogers, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Sloss, Bte- 
vens, Storm, Sutherland, Swann, Terry, Van Trump, 
Waddell, Warren, Wells, Whitthorve, Williams of 
New York, Winchester, and Young—76. 

NOL VOLING—Messrs. Ambler, Barnum, Barry, 
Bell, Boies, Carroll, Clarke, Cox, Crebs, Creely, 
Darrail, Davis, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Du Bose, 
Duell, Eliott, Ely, Farwell, Griffith, itale, Halsey, 
Hays, Herndon, Hooper, Keteham, Killinger, Kin- 
sella, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Marshal, McKinney, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morphis, Negley. Hosea W. 
Parker; Peck, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, ‘Potter, 
Robinson, John Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Sco- 
field, Seeley, Shoemaker, Slocum, John A. Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, 
Stoughton, Stowell, St. Jobn, 'taffe, Dwight Town- 
send, Turner, ‘Luthill, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Wheeler, and Wood—63.° 


So (two thirds not having voted in favar 
thereot) the rules were not suspended. pi 
Mr. BANKS. I demand the regular order. 
SOLDIERS’ AND SAILORS’ HOMESTEADS, 
The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
demanded, the morning hour begins: at ten 
minutes, past two o'clock, and the House 
resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1665) to enable honorably discharged 


children, to acquire hometeads on the public 
lands of the United States, on which the geu 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Copury] is entitled 
| to the floor. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
gentleman to- yield to me to state that when 
i the civil rights and enforcement bills were 
| being voted on yesterday, I announced —— 

Mr. BANKS. Linsist on the regular order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
of order. [understood the Chair to aunounce 
not long since that there could not be a morn- 
ing hour during the last ten days of the session. 
> Phe SPEAKER. The Chair stated that a 
| morning hour could not be maintained agaist 
| a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
| the rules be suspended and that—— 
|| ‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from in- 


jj diana [Mr. Copurn] is on the floor, and is 
Hentitled to hold it for an hour. 


Prin- |! 


soldiers and sailors, their widows and orphan |} 
i 


| point of order. : 
| are in order from the Committee on Patents. 


I rise to a question | 


Then T move that į 


Mr. COBURN. T desire to have the’ bill 
redd:as part of my temarks. “°° 7 *f oY 
The Clerk commenced reading ‘the WH” 
Mr: RANDALE; “E moye ‘that the’ House 
adjourn: © tapy pepy p dhe tate 
The SPEAKER. © Phat” motion’ is Kot‘ in 
order. + ‘I'he’ gévitletan from Indiana [Mr. 
CopuRn] ‘has the fldor, and is’ having the bill 
read asa part of hig remarks)! 0 © 0) 
Mr. BANKS. T desire’ to ‘hear: the’ bill 
read, and'ask that the reading of it’ shal not 
be interrupted. A a E 
Mr. HOLMAN. I riseto’ point of’ order. 
My recollection is that when this bil was last 
before the House the House was dividing on it. 
The SPEAKER. The House had refused 
to second the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. f a 
Mr. HOLMAN. And then the House pro- 
ceéded to other business, = 0 0 en 
. The SPEAKER. Bat the bill stil 
place'in the morning hour,’ “© 
Mr. RANDALL. Would a motion that the 
House adjourn be now in order? Paes 
The SPEAKER. ` It would not." | 
Mr. HOLMAN. Was this the last business 
in the last morning hour? Did wot the House 
pass to other business? "5 0O 0an 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour was 
interrupted by a motion to suspend the rales. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Contry] is ‘willing to yield to 
m for a few moments to ullow me tó offer a 
ill. ae s . inte H i 
Mr. BANKS. :T object. 
The SPEAKER. ‘After the morning hour 
has been announced, the morning hour must 


run. -> : : 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. The morning hour 


kept its 


| will still be rnnning, although I shall be allowed 


to offer my bill. i 
Mr. BANKS. I would rather have the 
morning hour run in its regular order. I 
would like it as anovelty.. Ido not remember 
the time when. I have seen the morning hour 
running without interruption, 9 ws, 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill 


| Before he had concluded it, _ 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I rise to a-question of 
order. This is private bill day, aud’ E should 
‘be glad iE an opportunity were given’ for pri- 
vate business to be presented! => 

The SPEAKER., The Chair. sustains the 
point of order, and will proceed to ealt com- 


| mittees for- reports of a private nature. “The 


first committee in order is the Committee on 
Patents. | 

Mr. BANKS. T hope the’ gentleman will 
allow the reading of the bill to be finished, 
when it has gone so far. : 

Mr. HOAR, I submit that the point of 
order is made too ‘late, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Copugn]} being on the floor and 
having the bill read as a part of his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Tne Chair thinks the 
point of order is not made too late. 

Mr: BANKS. I. hope the gentleman will 


| withdraw his point of order. 


Mr. KELLOGG. As there is objection 


ito it I wiil withdraw it. ; 
I ask the || 


Mr. RANDALL. I renew the point of 
order. 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
Reports of a private nature 


FREDERICK P. DIMPFEL. 

Mr. L. MYERS, from the Committee on 
Patents, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the biil (S. No,266) for 
the relief of Frederick P. Dimpfel. TAA 

The bill was read. dt extends’ for seven 
years, from and afier the 16ta of July, 1871, 
the patent heretofore granted to Frederick P. 


| Dimpfel, on the 16th of July, 1850, for at irh- 
| provement in steam-boilers ; “provided that 


all persons that have engaged in the use or 
manufacture of the invention since “the ex: 


4426 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 8, 


piration of the. patent shall -be authorized 
to continue the same, notwithstanding the 
passage of this act. baci : 

Mr. L. MYERS. This is the bill.on which 
T moved a suspension of the rules the other 
day, which resulted in a vote of :82 in the 
affirmative to 48 in the negative.. It only 
lacked.a few votes to pass by a two-thirds 
vote.. Istated at the time that the case was 
avery strong one, and that the bill deserved 
the vote ot every member of the House. I 
now send the report accompanying the bill to 
the desk. to.be read as apart of my remarks, 
and Í request. members: to give it their atten- 
tion., : : : 

Me. RANDALL. .. Pending the reading of 
that. report, I, move to suspend the rules and 
adopt a resolution I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

r. L. MYERS. Wait a few moments, 

Mr. RANDALL. There is:no time to wait ; 
the wagon is in motion. : ists 

Mr. BANKS. Ifthe rules are suspended 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. RANDALL] tbe morning hour 
business will be interrupted. - 

The SPEAKER. The morning-hour_ busi- 
negs ‘will be interrupted, but the morning hour 
would ran on from ten minutes past two 
o'clock, - 

Mr. RANDALL. It does not. affect the 
morning hour, which will run until it expires. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the House will not 
sustain the motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope they will. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 


Resolved, That tho Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of War respectively, be requested to 
furnish the House of Representatives with inform- 
ation us to whether military reservation—— 


Mr. L. MYERS. [rise to a point of order. 

‘The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. L. MYERS. My point of order is that 

I was upon the floor, and asked that this report 

be read as a part of my remarks, and I cannot 
be taken from the floor in this way. 

Mr. RANDALL. J admit that it is a little 
sharp practice; but we have had it exercised 
against is, and I want to try it. 

The SPEAKER. What practice? 

Mr. BANKS, The gentleman from Penn- 
aylvania a r L. Myers} cannot be taken 
from the floor in this way. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair sustains the 
point of order, ifthe gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. L. Myers] had the floor and called 
for the, reaving of the report as a part of his 
remarks. No rights will be lost by that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know my rights will be 
preserved, 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Committce on Patents, to whom was referred 
the petition of Fredrick P. Dimpfel, of the city of 
Philadelphia, praying an extension of his patent for 
an improvement in steam-boilers, having consid- 
ered the same, beg leave to submit the following 
report; 

Lhe petitioner on the 16th of July, 1850, obtained 
a patent, under tho laws ofthe United States, for an 
improvement. in steam-boilers, which patent was 
afterward extended for seven years from and after 
the 16th day of July, 1864, i 

The invention consists in the employment of tubes 
or pipes within the boiler, connecting at both ends 
with the body of water in the boiler, the tubes being 
bent up at the ends, by means of which the circula- 
tion of water is greatly increased, the liability to 
explosion materially lessened, and the injurious 
effects due to expansion and contraction avoided. 

The committee find that six of the Dimpfel boilers 
of twenty-two hundred and eighty teet of heating 
surface, or two hundred-horse power, cost $2,270, 
Jess than fourteen of the ordinary plan cylinder 
boilers of about the sume heating surface and power, 
The latter will employ a space of forty-seven feet 
front and thirty-six and a half feet deep, while the 
six Dimpfel boilers will occupy a space of twenty 
feet front und twenty-three and a half feet deep, 2 
saving of twelve hundred and forty-five and a half 
square feet, 

Notwithstonding these great advantages, an in- 
vention of this kind is always received by the pub- 
lie with greateaution, The difficulty of introducing 
such an improvement is well stated inthe language, 
under oath, of Obern Levis, à cotton and woolen 
manufacturer: ‘Mr. Dimpfel-has to my certain 
knowledge made every endeavor tu introduce these 


boilers iuto public uso, and urged me for the past 
six years toputthem in my mill, but the natural 
disinclination to change the form ot boilers used for il 


3 


along time, and the large. expense necessary. to 
take such change, deterred me from putting the 
Dimpfel boilers in until last year? -75i 

Mr. Levis continues: “I only regrèt not: haying 
used them sooner. They are much more econom- 
ical in fuet than any boilers that I have used or 
know of. In my opinion $150,000 would be a small 
compensation-for an invention so valuable to the 
community.” Se ace eaaa, ogee i 
“Affidavits of numerous well-known citizens were 
produced to your cowmittee, testifying to the great 
value of this invention and the utter inadequacy of 
reward to Mr. Dimpfel.. sett do i 
5 et pa from afew of these affidavits. are sub- 
joined: ares Ra nae 2 

Samuel M. Felton, late president Philadelphia, 
Wilmington,and Baltimore Railroad Company, says: 
“Thave known Mr..Dimpfel since 1850 intimately, 
and of his efforts to introduce the boiler into public 
use, and that he did not spare either time or money 
in trying to accomplish that end? >*=  * *. # 
“TY consider Mr. Dimpfel’s invention very valuable, 
both for economy and safety; that its value to the 
public is many hundred thousands of dollars, and 
that $100,000 would be a small remuneration to Mr. 
Dimptel for the labor, vexation, opposition, and 
expense which hehas bad to encounter, to my knowl- 
edge, in his efforts to.introduce his invention into 
public use,” 

William A. Crocker, president. Taunton Branch 
Railroad, of Massachusetts, says: “ Dimpfel ought 
to have made for his labor, time, and invention— 
which is worth millions to the, public—at least 
$500,000.” : . : 

John Tucker, laste president Philadelphia and 
Reading Railroad Company, testifies that Dimpfel 
had a locomotive. built to test the safety of his new 
boiler. “ He devoted almost his ontire time to the 
invention for many- years, and has not received a 
fair remuneration for it.” i p 

Joseph J. Comstock, ship-master, says: “The Dimp- 
fei boilers are of great practical value, occupy 
small space, weigh very much less than other boilers, 
are almost entirely. free trum liability to explosion, 
and there is great saving of fuel in their use.” 

W. E. Lockwood, manufacturer of paper collars, 
testifies that, ‘for economy in fuel and space, 
safety and rapidity of action with which these 
boilers generate steam, he prefers them to any other 
form of boiler.” 

Alfred D. Jessup, paper maker; Samuel H. Cro- 
zer, manufacturer of collars and woolen goods, and 
others, testify with equal distinctness to the great 
valae of this invention, and ask that the inventor 
shall have g chance tor remuneration, which only 
an extension can give him. . 

The committee havo also duly considered the evi- 
dence filed in regard to the alleged inadequate 
compensation of (bepetitioner. His sworn exhibits 
and the records of the Patent. Office show that the 
net receipts from his patent during the original and 
extended terms did not exceed: $1,000, and this, too, 
without taking into consideration his own time and 
services given to make the. public recognize the 
merits of the improvement. 

As stated, this was by no means due. to any lack 
of diligence or his part. No parties have appeared 
tooppose the extension, although the application 
has had full publicity. , 

Well satisfied that, so far from being a tax upon 
the community, the invention of Mr. Dimptel bas 
been of great benefit, and that the case is one in 
which he is fairly entitled to an extension, the oom- 
mittee recommend the passage of the bill for his 
relief which bas passed the Senate. 5 


Mr. L. MYERS. I think no words of 
mine can add to this report of the committee, 
I therefore call the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Pending that motion I 
move to suspend the rules and adopt the reso- 
lution-I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. L. MYERS, I ask the gentleman to 
waive his motion until this bill has passed. 
We have another bill to report. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will-withhold my motion 
for the present. : 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to a third 
reading, and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : : . 
` Mr. L. MYERS moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was- passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARE ISLAND RESERVATION. 


Mr. RANDALL. I now renew my motion. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. Will my friend yield to 
me to move to suspendthe rnles? ~ 
Mr. RANDALL. I will do so. 
Mr. BANKS. I object to the gentleman 
farming out the floor in this way. 
Mr. RANDALL. Then I move that the 
rules be suspended. and the resolution passed 
which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary.of War, respectively, be requested to 
furnish the House of Representatives with informa- 
tioh-as to whether military reservation No. 7, situate 
near. Mare Island, on which is located.the United 
States navy-yard and dry-dock, on the north side of 
Mare Island straits, in the harbor of San Francisco, 
State of California, is or is'not' in the possession 
of the Government of the United States; and also 
whether or not the title of the United States thereto 
has been extinguished; if yea, under and by what 
authority the same was go extinguished, at whose 
instance, for whose benefit, and the necessity, ifany, 
therefor, and the facts and circumstances attend- 
ing thesame. 


Mr. RANDALL. There can be no objec- 
tion to this resolution; it is only calling fox 
information. i ; 

The question was taken ; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 44, noes 54; no quorum 
voting. . 

Mr. RANDALL. I 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and there were— 
yeas 72, nays 82, not voting 86; as follows: 


YEAS—Messis; Acker, Archer, Arthur, Beck 
Bell, Biges, Bird, Braxton, Bright, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Comingo, Conner, Critcher, Crossland, Dox, 
Du Bose, Duke, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Forker, 
Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Haldeman, 
Hambleton, Hancock, Handiey, Hanks, Harper, 
John T. Harris, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, King, 
Manson, McClolland, McCormick, McHenry, Me- 
Intyre; McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morgan, Niblack, Potter, Price, Randall, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Wiliam 
R. Roberts, Sion H. Rogers, Sherwood, Sbober, 
Slater, Sloss, Storm, Sutherland, Swauo, ‘Terry, 
Tuthili, Van Trump, Waddell. Warren, Wells, 
Whitthorne, Williams of New York, Winchester, 
and Young—72. 

NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Beatty, Beveridge. Bigby, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Benjamin F. 
Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Coghlan, Conger, Cot- 
ton, Crocker, Darralt, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, 
Eames, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Goodrich, Harmer, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
John W, Hazelton, Hill, Kelley, Kellogg, Lamport, 
Lowe, Maynard, McCrary. McGrew, Med unkin, 

cKee, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Morey, Leonard 
Myers, Packard, Packer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pen- 
dleton, Aaron F. Perry, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis 
H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Shella- 
barger, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Say- 
der, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevenson, Strong, 
Sypher, Washington ‘Townsend, Turner, Tyner, 
Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, : Walls, 
Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, and, Jere- 


miah M. Wilsun—82. ` 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Bar- 
num, Barry, James G. Blair, Boles, Burdett, Carroll, 
Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Davis, 
Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Elliott, Ely, Farwell, 
Finkelnburg, Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Griffith, 
Hale, Halcey, George E. Harris, Havens, Hay, Hays, 
Hereford, Herndon, Hoar, Hoopor, Houghton, Ken- 
dall, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, Lan- 
sing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Marshall, McKinney, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morphis, Negley, Orr, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, 
Porter, Robinson, John Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, 
Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Slocum, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, 
Starkweather, Stevens. Stoughton, Stowell, St, 

ohn, Taffie, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Twichell, 
Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wheeler, John T. Wib 
son, and Wood—86. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Symp- 
sox, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed 
to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 2582) 
making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported allowed. by the commissioners 
of claims, under the act of Congress of March 
3, 1871, had agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, and had appointed as conferees 
on the part of the Senate, Mr. Hows, Mr. 
Scort, and Mr. Davis of West Virginia. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed the bill (H. R. No. 2935) to 
establish certain post roads, with amendments, 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. i ; 


SIMEON SAVAGE. 


Mr. KELLOGG. The Committee on Patents 
| have unanimously instructed me to report back, 


call for the yeas and 


1872. 
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with a favorable recommendation, a bill (S. 
No. 649) forthe relief of Simeon Savage, 

‘The bill was read. It provides that the let- 
ters-patent granted to Simeon Savage, a citizen 
of the United States, dated the 2d of March, 
1852, and extended by the Commissioner 
of Patents for seven years from the 2d of 
March, 1866, for an improvementin machinery 
for printing floor oil-cloths, be extended for 
the 1erm of seven years from the 2d of 
March, 1873 ; and the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents is directed, upon the presentation of the 
patent, or a certified copy thereof, to make 
a certificate upon such patent or certified 
copy thereof of such extension, (the lawful 
fees being first paid thérefor.) The Com- 
missioner of Patents is directed to cause the 
same to be entered of record in the Patent 
Office; and the patent so extended is to have 
the same effect in law as if originally granted 
for the term extending to the end of the term 
to which it is extended by this act. But such 
extended patent is to be open to legal inquiry 
and decision, in ‘the same manner as if issued 
under the general law regulating the granting 
of patents. 

Mr. KELLOGG. This bill was passed by 
the Senate some time ago, and having been 
submitted ‘to the House ‘Committee on Pat- 
ents, every member of that committee is in 
favor of it. The case was heard some two or 
three months ago; and although we have spent 
months in trying patent cases, we have not 
been able to report till to-day any owe of the 
very few that we had agreed to recommend. 
We have rejected at least ten out of eleven of 
all the cases that have been before us. 

Tbe present case was one in which we 
thought there were very strong reasons why 
the patentee should have another extension. 
The machinery for thé work involved great 
delay iu its construction. The patentee was 
experimenting for twelve or fourteen years; he 
was a poor man, aud unable to pursue his 
labors without pecuniary help. ‘Two com- 
panies broke down within the first twelve 
years of the patent in expending money upon 
experiments. ‘It was not until 1868 that the 
patentee was able to derive one dollar of in- 
come from the patent, and meanwhile he was 
so poor that he had to run a horse-car to support 
his family. My colleague on the committee, 
the gentlemen from: New Hampshire, | Mr. 
Hisparp,] as well as’ other members of the 
committee, will confirm what I have said as to 
the merits of this case. I move the previous 
question. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
pension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. That motion cannot take 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Kei- 
Loce| from the floor. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 


day. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair would be glad 
to know when any gentleman was taken trom 
the floor by a motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. By a motion to suspend 
the rules made a few days ago by the gentle- 
man from New York {Mr. Woop] another 

entleinan. was taken off the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Not while the Speaker was 
occupying the chair. The present occupant of 
the cbair has never known that to be done. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If any gentleman wishes 
to make any inquiry in regard to this case, I 
shall be glad to reply; but I cannot yield the 


Trise to move a sus- 


It was done the other 


floor. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I rise to a question of 
order—whether this question is debatable? 
The SPEAKER. Why not? 
Mr. BANKS. Itiscertainly debatable. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I thought the motion 


of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Ke: | 


Looe] was to supend the rules. 
The SPEAKER. 
order, the business of the morving hour. 
Mr KELLOGG. Ishall now demand the 
previous question. f £ 


No; this is the regular | 


{ 
| 
i 


Mr. STEVENSON. To whose benefit will 

this extension inure? Rees 
-Mr KELLOGG. - Entirely to the benefit 
of the patentee, and no one else. a 

Mr. STEVENSON. Has he not sold it? . 

Mr. KELLOGG. He-has not sold it? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Has he the whole 
interest? 

Mr. KELLOGG. The whole interest be- 
longs to him, and: to no one else. He has 
had no benefit from it except for the last 
three years. It is one of the strongest cases 
I ever knew to come before the Committee 
on Patents. I believe all of my colleagues 
on that committee, on both sides of the House, 
will bear witness of the truth of what I say. 

I will now yield for one moment to my col- 
league on the Committee on Patents from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. HIBBARD. ] 

Mr. HIBBARD.. While, as the gentleman 
from Connecticut has stated, the Committee 
on Patents have rejected many cases, I have 
opposed some they bave reported in favor of. 
1 regard this.as a meritorious case and as one 
which ought to pass. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Task for the reading of 
the report. - 

Several Mempers. Qh, no! r 

Mr. KELLOGG, Very well; I call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. BANKS. I ask for the reading of the 
report. : 

The report, which was read, states that on 
the 2d day of March, A. D. 1852, ietters- 
patent were issued to Simeon Savage for im- 
provement in machines for printing floor- 
cloths, and the said letters-patent were ex- 
tended for seven years from the 2d day of 
March, A. D. 1866. The evidence shows the 
invention to be of great utility, saving from 
one third to one half the expense of printing 
in the manufacture of floor-cloths; that the 
inventor toiled many years before he suc- 
ceeded in securing a patent, and after the 
patent was granted the expense of the ma- 
chinery was so great that he could not induce 
manufacturers to purchase of him, and that it 
is only since 1868 that the real value of the 
patent has become established. 

The inventor has received beyond his ex- 
penses but about one thousand dollars. He 
is a poor man, and has a family dependent for 
his support upon his daily labor. There is no 
opposition to this extension, and the com- 
mittee unanimously recommend the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. POTTER. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
90, noes 75. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The ‘question was taken; and it resulted in 
the negative, two thirds’ not having voted in 
the affirmative—yeas 64, nays 83, not voting 
93; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Beck, Biggs. Bird, 
James G. Blair, Bright, Brooks, Campbell, Carroll, 
Comingo, Conner, Crossland, Dox, Duke, Eldredge, 
Forker, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Hancock, 
Handley, Hanks, John T, Harris, Hibbard, Holman, 
Kendall. Kerr, King. Lawison,Manson, Marsball.Me- 
Clelland, McCormick. McHenry, McIntyre, Merrick, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, Niviack, Potter, Price, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Wil- | 
liam R. Roberts, Sherwood, Sl-ter. Siocum, Sioss, 
Stevens, Storm, Swann, Terry, Van Trump, Waddell, 
Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Williams of New York, 
Winchester, snd Youn A Z 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Averill, Banks, | 
Barber, Beatty, Beveridge, Bingham, Austin Blair, | 
Braxton, Buckley, Bufiinton, Burchard, Burdett, ; 
Cobb, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Critvhor, Darrall, | 
Dawes, Donnan, Dueti, Dunnell, Eames, Fiukelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, Harmer, 
George I. Harris, Hawley. Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Joba W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, 
Kellogg, Lamport. Lowe, Maynard, McCrary, Me- 
Grow, Medunkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, 
Morey, Leonard Myers, Packard, Packer, Paimer, 
Tsane Oe Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Peters, Rainey, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Sessions, Shella- i 


i 


| Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Sypher, 


barger, H; Boardman Smith, Strong, Joby A. Smith; 
"afe 
Washington Townsend, Fwichell, Tyner, Wake- 
man, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, We Wes. 
and Farerhigh MW ihow 5, F oe Aes 

NOT VOTIN essra: Adams, Ambler. Barnum 
Barry, Bell, Bigby, voles, Beojamin F. Butler, Rod: 
erick R. Butler, Caldwell, Clarke, Coburn, Cox; 
Crebs. Creely, Crocker, Davis, De -Large.: Dickey; 
Du Bose, Elliott, Ely, Farosworth, Farwell, Henry 
D. Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, 
Halsey, Hambleton, Harpér, Havens, Hays, Hoere- 
tord, Herndon, Hooper, Keteliam,: Killinger,’ Kin+ 
sella, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, .MeJCinney, 
McNeely, Mitchel], Moore, Morphis, Negley, Orr, 
Hosea W. Parker, Perce; Aaron F. Perry, Bii Perry, 
Platt, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Ritehie, Robinson, 
Joba Rogers, Sion. H., Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, 
Scofield, Neetey, Shanks, Sheldon, Shober, Shoe- 
maker, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R: 
Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stoughton, Siow- 
ell, St. John, Sutherland, Thomas, Dwight Town- 
send, Turner, Tuthill, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, John T. 
Wilson, and: Wood—93. 


So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended... - 


ORDER ‘OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


following resolution. - ; 

Mr. KELLOGG. . Before the gentleman 
offers his resolution, I ask bim to'yield to me 
to have the previous question seconded on the 
bill which was before the House during the 
morning hour. — > 

Mr. RANDALL.. I object to any yielding. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The resolution 
which I send to the desk L, am unanimously 
instructed to offer by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations. 
or such sub-committees as they may designate, are 
hereby authorized to sit during vacation, for tho 
purpose of considering and facilitating the appro- 
priate business of the committee in advance of the 
next regular session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. object, Thisis certainly 
a new idea. l i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio., 
resolution if it is objected to. 

I now move that the House proceed to the 
consideration of business on, the Speaker's 


I offer the 


I withdraw the 


table. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 move that the House 
take a recess till six o'clock. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask the gentleman 
to withdraw that motion to permit me to offer 
a bill. i i 

Mr. MOREY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the 
motion that the House take a recess until six 
o’clock. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
61, noes 79. 

Mr, HOLMAN. 
nays. ; 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL, I move,to amend the 


I demand the yeas and 


| motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


Hormax] by striking out ‘six o'clock” end 
inserting ‘seven o’clock.’? Andon tbat I 
demand the yeas and nays. , 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise to'a question 
of order. I wish to know by what right the 
gentleman from Obio [Mr. GaRFIELD] refused 
to yield the floor? © ee 

The SPEAKER. ‘It was for the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] to yield, and that 
was objected to. The gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. GarFiuLp] made the regular motion to 
proceed to business on the Speaker's table; 
aud that was followed by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Horman] moving to take a 
recess. Be 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My motion: to sus- 
pend the rules would suspend the gentleman’s 


resolution. 


The SPEAKER., Bat not the motion to 


ii take a recess. If the gentleman from Indiana 


[Mr. Hormax] withdraws that, the gentleman 
from lilinois can then make his motion. 

Mr. BOLMAN. F was willing then to with- 
draw my motion for that purpose. 

Mr. BANKS. I: object to: the gentleman 
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yielding to allow any 
a bill or resolution. ° To k 
The SPEAKER, | The Chair understands 
that the. gentleman from: Indiana-[Mr.-Hox- 
Man] déclines to withdraw ‘his motion. ‘The 
pending question is on ordering the yeas and 
nayson the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to the motion 
of the gentleman from: Indiana, to. make the 
recess extend: to seven. instead of six o’¢lock. 

The yeas and nays were ordered... - : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
House adjourn. : tr: gon gm BE an 

-Mro RANDALL. And on ‘that motion I 
call for the yeas and nays. oy 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 2 

Mr. RANDALL. We can ‘now take it 
quietly forawhile,, [Laughter.] . 

The question was first on the: motion that the 
House adjourn, on which the yeas.and nays 
had been-ordered. Sane : : NE 

The question was taken; andit was decided 
in the negative—yeas 67, nays 86, not voting 
87; as follows: z fe 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Bell, Biges, Bird. Braxton, Bright, Brooks, 
Caldwell, Campboll, Carroll, Comingo, Conner, 
Critcher, Crosslaud, Dox, Du Bose. Duke, Eldredge, 
Forker, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Hambleton, Han- 
vock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, 
Hereford, Hibbard, Kerr, Lamison, Manson, Mar- 
shall, McClelland, PoHenry, Meolutyre,, McNeely, 
Merrick, Morgan, Niblack, Pendleton, Price, Ran- 
dall, Read, Edward Y. Bice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, 
Sion H, Rogers, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Slocum, 
Sloss, Stevens, Storm, Terry, Van Trump, Waddell, 
Wells, Whitthorne, Winchester, and Young—67. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, Buckley, 
Buflinton, Burchard, Burdott, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Coghlan, Conger, Cot- 
ton, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, Duell, Dun- 
nell, Humes, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Charles 
Foster, Wilder D. Koster, Frye, Gartield, Goodrich, 
Harmer, Hawley, Hay, Join W. Hazelton, Hill, 
Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Lamport, Lans 
sing, Lowe, Maynard, MeGrow. McJunkin, McKee, 
‘Merour, Merriam, Monroe, Morey. Packard, Packer, 

aimer, Peck, Perce, Aaron F. Porry, Potter, Priu- 
die, Ellis H, Roborta, Rusk, Sawiyor, Sessions, 
Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, H. ‘Boardman 
Smith, John A, Smith, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevenson, Strong, Tatfe, Washington Townsend, 

wichell, Tyner, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, 
Wallace, Walls, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jere- 
wA VOTING oud J paani A sag ener A 
rO —Messrs. Ambler, Bargum, Barry, 
Bingham, Jumes G, Blair, Boles, Clarke, Coburn, 
Gox, Crebs, Creely, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Blliott, 
Biy; Farwell, Henry D. Foster, Giddings, Griffith, 
Haldanyan, Halo, Halsey, George B. Harris, Havens, 
Mays, Gerry W. Hazelton,” Herndon, Holman, 
Hooper, Kendall, Keteham, Killinger, King, Kin- 
gella, Leach, Lewis, Gyneb, McCormick, McCrary, 
MekCinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, 
Morcphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Hosea W. 
Parker, [sado Cs Parker, Bli Perry, Peters, Platt, 
Poland, Porter, Rainey, William R. Roberts, Robin- 
son, Jobn Rogers, Roosovelt, Sargent, Scofield, 
Scoley, Shoemaker, Worthington C. Smith, Siapp, 
Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stough- 
ton, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, Swanu, Sypher, 
Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Upson, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Willians of New York, and Wood—87. 


Sò the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


The SPEAKER, pro tempore, (Mr. Burrin 
ToN.) The question now recurs upon the 
motion of the geutleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. RANDALL] to amend the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Homan] for a 
recess, 80 us to make the hour of meeting 
to-night seven iùstead of six o'clock, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 58, nays 82, not voting 100; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, 
Campbell, Comingo, Connef, Critcher,. Crossiand, 
Dox, Du Bose, Dake, Eldredge, Forker, Getz, Gid- 
dings, Golladay, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T. 
Harris, Hereford, Hibbard, Holuran, Lamison, Man- 
son, McClelland, McCormick, McHenry, Mcintyre, 
MoNeely, Randall: Read, ‘Edward Y, Rice, Jobn M. 
Rice, Ritchie, Sion H. Rogers, Sherwood, Shober, 
Slater, Stocum, Stevens, Storm, Terry, Waddell, 
Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Williams of New York, 
Winchester, and Young—58. 

_, NA¥S—Moessrs. Ames, Averill, Beatty, Bever- 
idge, Bigby, Bingham, Backley, Bulinton, Bureb- 
ard, Burdett. Benjamin E. Butler, Roderick. R. 
Butler, Carrol, Cobb. Coburn, Coghlan, Canger, 
Cotton, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, Duell, 
Dunnel). Eames, Furnsworth, Finkeinburg, Charles 
Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Goodrich, Harmer, George 
ii. dlarris,. Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazel- | 


gentleman to introduce 


I now move, that the 


‘on, Jobn..W.- Hazelton, Hill. Kelley,: Kellogg, 
Lamport, Lowe, Maynard. McGrew, McJunkin. 
Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Morey, Packard, Packer, 
Isase G. Parker; Peck, Pendleton, Aaron E, Perry, 
Poland, Prindle,. Rainey, Eiis: H. Roberts, Rusk, 
Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, H..Boardwan 
Smith, John A. Smith. Snyder, Sprague, Stark- 
weather. F Stevenson; obong, woe Washington 
‘ownsen ‘furner,. Tyner,: Wakeman, . Walden, 
Waldron, Wails, Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
Jobn T. Wilson—82, oat ea a , ier 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler; Banks,;: Barber, 
Barnum, Barry, Austin Blair, James. G. Blair, Boles, 
Caldwell, Clarke, Cox..Crebs, Creely, Davis, De 
Large, Dickey, Biliott, Bly, Farwell, Henry D. Fos- 
ter. Frye, Garfield, ‘Garrett. Griffith. Haldeman, 
Hale, Halsey, Hambleton, Hancock, Hays, Hern: 
don, Hoar. Hooper. Houghton, Kendall, Kerr, 
Ketcham, Killinger, King, Kinsélla: Lansing, Leach, 
Lewis, ‘Lynch, Marshall, MeOraty, “McKee, Mo- 
Kinney errick, Benjamin E.. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Moore, ‘Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Niblack, Orr, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Perce. Bli 
Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, Potter, Price, William 
R. Roberts, Robinson, Jobn- Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, 
Sloss, Worthington ©. Smith, Snapp, R.: Milton 
Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stoughton, Stowell, St. 
Jobn, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell, Upson, Van Trump, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Wallace, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Williams of Indiana, and Wood~100. 

So the amendment moved by Mr. RANDALL 


was.not agreed to. © 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Burrin- 
Tox.) The question recurs upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] 
that the House now take a recess notil six 
o’clock, upon which the yéas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move to amend that 
motion so as to make the hour of meeting 
half past seven o'clock, ` 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend the 
amendment so as to make the time eight 
o'clock, and on that motion I call for the yeas 
and nays. f 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that the House 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and‘upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 57, noes 60; no quorum 
voting. f : 

Tellers were’ ordered,“ and Mr. Burier 
of Massachusetts, and “Mr, HOLMAN, were 
appointed. cere ; 7 

Mr. GARFIELD, ‘of “Ohio, 
offer again the proposition—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have a vote by 
tellers. : 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. Let us hear the proposi- 


tion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Iwas going to 
ask that we ngn concur in all the amendments 
of the Senaté; and accede to the request of 
the Senate for a commiltee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. - 

Mr. MORGAN and Mr. RANDALL ob- 
jected. 

The House again divided on, the motion to 
adjourn; and the tellers reported that there 
į were—ayes 59, noes 77. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. RANDALL called ‘for the yeas and 
nays. : ` 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . I now ask gen- 
tlemen to allow me to take the sense of the 
| House on the proposition [ have submitted. - 

Mr. RANDALL, After the yeas and nays 
! have been orderéd on the motion to adjourn 
I will listen to the gentleman. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now1am willing to hear 
| the proposition of the gentleman. i 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. lask the House 
i to allow me to submit the proposition to non- 
concur in all the amendments of the Senate 
to the sundry civil appropriation. bill, and to 
accede to the request of the Senate for a com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. RANDALL. .I can suggest another 
mode, and if gentlemen on the other side of 
the House are sincere, I think it will accom- 
plish the purpose. - 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the suggestion 


| of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 


I désire ‘to 


priations [Mr.. GarrieLD} will be accepted. 
By accepting it, the minority..will lose none 
of their privileges, for theywill have the same 
right to. make dilatory. motions.afcer the report 
of the: committee of conference comes before 
the House that they now have. ... ; j 

: Mr. BECK... L-bope the. gentleman. from 
Ohio [Mx. CAMPBELL]: will not carry. this side 
of the Hose with him.. His proposition is 
to give up everything 

Several Members. ` Not at all. ; 

-Mr. BECK. This side of the House will, 
I. have no.doubt, vote unanimously for the 
bill. as .it-came from the Senate with the ex- 
ception of- the bayonet clause., If the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Garriero] will offer a 
substitute containing every proposition of the 
Senate except. that, we will assent to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is what I was about 
to suggest. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio .. If the ‘‘ bayonet 
clause,’’ as, the gentleman terms it, were off, 
and all the other amendments of the Senate 
retained, I should be compelled to vote against 
the bill, beeause there are appropriations to 
the amount of more than a million and a half 
of dollars-which have been put ox by the Sen- 
ate, to which, as chairman of the Committee 
on ‘Appropriations, I can. never consent. 

Mr. BECK. We believe itis better to give 
away. $1,500,000 than. to have the elections at 
every poll in the country held under Federal 
bayonets. : beet 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, It isnot neces- 
sary. to do- either. : 

Mr.. MORGAN. The question resolves 
itself to this: shall election by the bayonet be 
substituted for election by the ballot? The 
amendment of the Senate is a blow aimed 
against the freedom of.elections. _L hope that 
the House will prove true tothe Constitgtion, 
and, as.a shield, interpose itself between the 
bayonets of the President and the liberties of 
the people. - oie gk os 

«Mr, GARBIELD,,.of, Ohio. - I will try my 
proposition upon a suspension, of the rules if 
unanimous: consent be not given, ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH... This is too warm, a 
day to- get- into. any excitement... 1 desire to 
make a point for the benefit of. gentlemen on 
both sides ofthe House, It seems. to me that 
if we ean consider this bill in Committee of 
the Whole, taking..up these various amend- 
ments, activg upon them, and sending to a 
eommittee of conference those to, which the 
House: may: disagree, gentlemen will have af- 
terward the same opportunity that they now 
have.to defeat. this particular amendment by 
dilatory motions. Ido not like the proposition 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. Beck, ] 
that. we shall.accept all the other, amendments 
as they have come from the Senate, for, as the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Garvin _p] has said 
with regard to himself, there are many of those 
amendments-which I cannot vote for. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There is one 
appropriation. of $500,000 for a single build- 
ing. a . 

. Mr, FARNSWORTH. The Senate has, in 
my judgment, put on this bill some very bad 
amendments. ‘Let us consider the amend- 
ments and non-concur in those which are ob- 
jectionable. After a committee of conference 
shall have reported, if they should report in 
favor of the amendment which is exciting so 
much opposition, there will be just as much 


| opportunity as there now is for members to 


make d¥atory motions and call the yeas and 
nays. 1 think that gentlemen by the course 
they are pursuing are placing themselves in a 
bad position. It is saying in advance to other 
members on this floor, ‘You shall not have 
an opportunity either ‘to discuss or vote upon 
these amendments; but we will kill the bill 
any how.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; rather let the bill be 
killed than that liberty should perish. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. What is:to be gained 
by killing the bill? 
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Mr. RANDALL.’ We have offered-to con- | 
sent to the consideration of the bill excepting: 
that amendment... Ae oe PEs 

Mr. FARNSWORTH: 
by killing the bi? 8 o o: 

Mr. RANDALL. Wedo not want to kill iti: 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘That is the sugges- 
tion of the: gentlemai’ from Ohio, [Mr: Mor: 
Ganx,j as I understand. © — BPs : : 

Mr. DAWES. I suggèst that:wenon-con-"| 
eur in the amendment which gentlemen are: 
opposing, and then take up ‘all’ the other 
amendments‘and consider them: What more | 
can ‘gentlemen want in reference to'that par- 
ticular amendment than non-conċurrence? `- 

Mr RANDALL. Will the gentlemai vote 
to non-concur? 7 ES PeR 

Mr: DAWES.- Yes;sir. ~~ : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. So will Iv 

Mr. DAWES.” I am willing to vote to non” 
concurin everyone of the amendments. Why 
should we not take up the amendments regu- 
larly, and non-concur or concur as thé House 
shall determine, it being understood that the 
particular amendment now in controversy shall 
be non-concurred in? pe ESA ae 

Mr. RANDALL. « I call for the regular 
order. AEA EE aera : 

Mr. BECK. As propositions are the order 
of the day, I propose that the Committee‘on 
Appropriations be allowed to retire to their 
room, take up the amendments of the Senate, 
perfect the bill to suit themselves, aud if the 
amendment so obnoxious to this: side of the | 
House be struck out we will, I think, agree 
unanimously to’pass the bill asthe Committee 
on Appropriations shall recommend it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But we gain ‘nothing 
by that. “Ifthe Committee on: Appropriations 
should report a new bill omitting the objec. 
tionable amendment and that bill should be 
sent to the Senate, we would not thereby ex- 
press our disapproval more emphatically than 
we would by iion-concurring. ‘Phe Senate could 
in eithier-event vote the amendment in again 
and‘send it back to us.’ © eet 

Mr. RANDALL. I doubt’ whether: they’ 
would.’ - ~ BEE Pa a ee ee E 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I doubt’ whether 
they would if wesimply non-conent. | 1 doubt 
whether the Senate will insist on this amend- 


Still what is gained 


ment. , ; ; 
Mi. CAMPBELL. I wish to maké‘a pàr- | 


Hiamentary inquiry. If a committee of confer 
encé should report in favor ofthis objectionable 
Senate amendment, would not the niinority 
of the House then have the same right with 
regard to dilatory motions as they have now ? 

The SPEAKER: The dilatory motions which’ 
are now running are running against a majority 
motion, which ‘is that-the House ‘proceed to 
business on the Speaker's table. “That motion 


is prevented from being submitted to the House | 
The same dilatory mo- | 


by dilatory ‘motions. 
tlons'in the sane order would of ‘course, be 
admissible after the conference report ‘had 
beer presented: = 7 05 7 ERS we 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Precisely.. ; 
Mo. CAMPBELL. Then what shall welose 


by accepting the‘proposition of the chairman | 
Noth- Í 


of the Committee ön Appropriations? 
ingat all. Hence, the gentleman from Kén- 
tucky [Mr Beck} is certainly in erfor; and ‘so 
is my colleague, (Mr. Moreay.] > T am as” 
much in favor of conserving the liberties of 


‘| Buekley, 


this ‘country as my friend or anybody else: 
Mr. BECK. As-the gentleman from Ohio 
has referred to me, I stated, and I wish now 
to repeat it, that whenever it’comes tòa con- 
ference committee their reportis of higher: 
privilege than any motion to suspend -the 
rules. aa : : ; 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Still the gentleman 
knows we have the'same right-to’ make dila- 
tory motions. f 3 gers 
Mr. BECK. “Yes; but simply motions ‘to 
adjourn and to-adjourn overs >- ie 
Mr KERR. What É wish to’ -know- is’ 


this-—- 


| chell, Moore, Leonard M 


CR. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Stough- 


“Mr. DAWES. F do’ not understand -that | 
you cannot suspend the rules: `, 

Mr. KERR: -I have the attention of the | 
Chair: ` I wish tô induire; if we suffer this bill’ 
to go to a committee of conference and that 


committee bring‘in’a’' report and we desire on , 


this side of the House not to adopt that report: 
or to suffer itto come fo-a direct vote, whether 
it willbe competent to move to suspend the 
rules: to “bring -before the House any other 
subject-matter whatever? i 


The SPEAKER. The Chair-has not been | 


in the habit, though he does not know it is 
not strictly in order, to entertain a motion to 
suspend the rules while’a conference report is 
under ‘consideration ; but the motions which 
have been made ‘since the motton of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio te: suspend the -rules may 
be persisted ‘in, and one ‘of higher privilege 
than a conférence report, and can be contin- 
ued ad infinitum. : 


Mr. KERR: Thatis, to take a recess or to.| 


adjourn, .' A : pout 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sire o oco 

Mr. KERR. And not to suspend the rules? 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. Suppose the Chair 
should: rule as he now states he would, then 
would not the majority bave.the right, to appeal 
and to. reverse the Chair's decision ? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliament- 
ary inquiry. .[Laughter.]} 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. It isa suggestion made 
to the House, at least. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But pending the 
appeal the same motions could go on. 

The SPEAKER... The power to- appeal 
could be exercised now as well as then. 

Mr. RANDALL... I. demand the regular 
order of business. : 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of | 


business is on the motion to adjourn. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


decided. by-a two-thirds vote before the other 
motion is taken. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. There is no earthly use. 
in the gentleman’s insisting at present for a 
vote on his motion. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
notification. of how we stand. 

Mr. MORGAN. I-object. 

“The-quesiion was taken; arid it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 64; nays 84, not voting 


It will give us 2 


j| which the recess shall be taken. . 


I have moved | 
to suspend the. rules, and I ask that that be | 


92; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arthur, Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Caldwell, 
Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Critcher, Crossland, Dox, 
Da Bose, 


ter, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Hambleton, | 
T. Harris, | 


Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Marper, John 
Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, King, Lamison, 


Manson, Maynard; MeCtelland, McHenry. McNeely, | 


Price. Randall, Read, Edward 


Merrick, Morgan, ? 
i Rice, Ritchie, William R. 


Y. Rice, John M. 
Roberts, Sion S 
Slocum, Sloss, Storm, Terry, Van Tramp, Waddell 
Warren, Whitthorné, and Young—6l. EN Gane 

NAYS — Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Beatty, Beveridge; Bigby’ Bingham, Austin Blair, 
Bufinton, 


jan, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Darralt, Dawes, 
nan, Duell: Dunnelly Eames, Farnsworth, Finkeln- 


burg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield: | 


Goodrich, Harmer, George B. Harris, Havens, 
Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton. Jobn W. Hazel- 
ton, Hill, Kelley, 
Grew, McJunkin, McK 
roe, Morey, Morpbis, Packard, Packer, Isaac C. 

Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron’ F. Pérry, 

Peters, Prindle, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, | 
Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, H.: Boardman: Smith, 
John A. Smith, Snyder, Sprague. Starkweather, 


Stevenson, Sypher, Taffe, ‘Thomas, Washington’ 
Townsend, ‘Parner, Twichell, Tyoer, Wakeman, 


Wallace. and Walls 84. x 

NOL VOVING—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler. 
Archer, Barnum, Burry, Boles, Campbell, Clarke 
Gox, Crebs, Crecly, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Bi 
ott, Bly, Farwell, Frye, Grifith. Haldeman, Hale 
Halsey. Hays, Herndon, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton 
Kendall, Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lansing, | 
Leach, Lewis, Dowe, Lynch, Marshall, MeCormiék 
Meintyre, MeKinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mit 
yers, Negley, Niblack, Orr, 
Palmet, Hoséa Parker, Eh Perry, Platt,’ 
Poland, Porter, Potter, Raivey,: Robinson, Jobn: 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Shella- 
barrer, Shoemaker, Worthington 


Dake, Eldredge, Forker, Henry D, Eos- : 


H. Rogers; Sherwood, Shober, Slater; | 


Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin i 
F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Ooburn, tins | 
on= | 


| 
| 
Kellogg, Lamport, McCrary. Me- | 
ee, Mercur, Merriam, Mon- j 
| 
i 


C. Smith, Snapp, || ` 


ton; Stowell, Strong, St; John, Sutherland, Swann, 
Dwight Townsend, ‘Tuthil; Upson, Vaughan, Voer~: 
hees, Walden, Waldron Wells: Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Willard, Williams of Indiana, Williams of New. 
York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T, Wilson, Wins 
chester, and: Wood-92:- io wees? ee SRI 

: So the House:refused to adjourn : 

During the call of the roll the ‘following: 
annouttements were mader i niom vsi 

“Mri WILSON,«of Indiana. I anm paired’ 
with Mr. SUTHERLAND, of Michigan: ‘If he: 
were here he would vote ay” ‘and E would 
vote “f no.” : eg S R 
“Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. T am 
paired with my colleague, Mrs Lansine. If 
here, he would vote’ ‘'ng;’’ F would vote 

ay. 8 woe Sa Ges ee Š 
‘Mn sPOFTTER.. On this vote I am: paired 
with Mr. Poan, of Vermont. He would: 
vote ** nos’? E would vote “ay.” 

Mr. HOLMAN: Mr. Berv, of New York, 
is paired with Mr. Pratt, of Virginia... I am 
not able to state how either of them would 
vote on this motion, © °° > > Men 9k 

Mr. ELDREDGE. My colleague, Mr. 
MITCHELL, is paired with Mr. FARWELL, of 
ilinois, ‘on all political questions, : 

Mr. WALLACE. My colleague, Mr. De- 
Lance, is absent. If here, he would -vote 
“yo? : i wos 

The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. : ; ; 

The SPEAKER. The question returs. on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. RANDALL] substituting eight 
o'clock -for half past seven, as the hour to 


‘ 


Mr. HOLMAN. | I move to reeonsider the 
vote on which the yeas and nays were ordered’ 
on the amendment to take a recess until eight. 
o'clock, l ; ee E E 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to ‘move that we 
non-concur in all the amendments, and send 
the bill to a committee of conference: = 

Mr. MAYNARD. And I move to amend: 
that so that we shall non-concur in all the 
oe except the tenth, and eoncur in: 
that. ` P i i 
Mr. HOLMAN. I have moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were ordered on the motion to take a recess 
until eight, o'clock.. It seems to me very de- 
sirable. that. the House should take. a recess.: 
It- might assist us in coming: to some under- 
standing,’ |. abe on ee 

The question being put, the -House: agreed: 
to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. é . 

The SPEAKER. The. question now is: 
will the House order the yeas and Rays on 
the amendment to take a recess until eight 
o'clock? * : Cota 

The yeas and nays were notordered. °° > 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope now that the recess 
to eight o'clock will be: agreed to. . It will give 
us a little time to think this matter over. 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is 
the motion. of the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Hormax] for a recess until six o’elock, 
which the gentleman. from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ELDREDGE] moves to amend by substituting 
half past seven; and as an amendment to‘that, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL] moves to substitute eight’ o'clock.” 

“Mr. HOLMAN. he ordering of the yeas 
and nays has been ‘reconsidered as regards 
the motion to take a-recess until eight.o’ clock. 
Lask that-by unanimous consent all those 
motions be withdrawn; and that we take a 
recess until half past seven. ea 

Mr. PERCE. I call for the regular’ order.. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order ‘being 
called for, the question ison the amendment 
of the gentleman from’ Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
RANDALL] to make the recess extead antil 
eight o’clock. oy 2 

The question being put, theamendment was 
not agreed to. ang E Se 

The SPEAKER. The question now reeurs 
on the amendment: of the- geùtleman from 
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past. seven o'elock for six o'clock. = 

‘Mr MAYNARD. Have notthe. yeas an 
nayg been ordered on that? =i § 

The SPEAKER. They. have not... . 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
45, noes .643..no quorum voting, . nad 

The SPEAKER, under, the. rule, ordered 
tellers; and 
MAYNARD.: i, , Ue E 

The, House ‘again divided; and. the tellers, 
reported—ayes 78, noes 58. ey ‘ 

‘Mr. PERCE and Mr, CONGER demanded 
the yeas and nays... : . : 

Mr. PERCE. And pending. that, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. : 

“Mr. RANDALL. ‘Now thé filibustéring is 
on the other side..of the House. 

The question. being put. ou thé motion to; 
adjourn, thé Speaker aanounceéd, on the viva 
voce division, that in the opinion of the Chair’ 
the noes had it. © <. i 

Mr. PERCE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas-and nays were ordered. 

: The question was taken ;.and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 39, nays 108,-not- vot- 
ing 9%) ag follows; : 

VRAS4Messrs. Beatty, Beck, Bigby; Bird, James 
G. Blair, Benjamin F. Butler, Caldwell, Cobb, Co- 
burn, Comingo, Conner, Darrall, Dox, Henry D. 
Foster, Garrett, Giddings, Golladay, Hancock, Hand- 
ley, Hanks, Harper, George B. Harris, John T. Har- 
ris, Hereford, Lamison, Manson, Maynard, MeCiel- 


land, Porce, Price, Sloss, Stevens Stevenson, Terry, 
Van Trump, Waddell; Walls, Wells, and Young—39. 


Wisconsin, [Mr..Etprenes, }to substitute half 


appointed, Mr,. Hormax. and- Mr. 


NAY SMe, Acker, Adams, Ames, Archer, 
Arthyr. Averill, Banks, Barber, ‘Bell, Beveridge, 
Biggs, Austin Blair, raxton 


Bright, Brooks, 
Buflinton, Burchard, Burdett, Roderick kR. Butler, 
Cumpbell, Carroll, Conger, Cotton, Crooker, Cross- 
land, Dawes, Donnan, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Dun- 
nell, Kames,, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Forker, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Getz, Goodrich, Harmer, Havens, Hawley; May, 
ohn W; Hazelton, Hibbard, Hoar, Holman, Hough- 
ton, Kell y, Kelloge, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lam- 
ort, Lowe: MeCrary, MéHonry, Melutyre, Me~ 
unkin, McKee, Mercur; Merriam, Merrick, Mon- 
roe, Morgan; Merphis, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Aaron F, Perry, Poland, 
Prindie, Rainey, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, 
Ritotie, Bits H. Roberts, Sion H. Rogers, Rusk, 
Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Sherwood, 
Shober, Slater, Slocum, John A, Smith, Sprague, 
Starkwoather, Storw,: Strong, Swann, Thomas, 
Washington: Towngond, Turner, Twiohell; Tyner, 

Jakemgn, Walden; Wallace, Warren, and Win- 
chester-—108, 

NOT VO t{NG—Meesrs, Ambler, Barnum, Barry, 
Bingham,’ Boles, Buckley, Cinrke, Coghlan, Cox, 
Orebs, Creely, Critcher, Davis, De Large, Dickey, 
Eldredge, Eliott, Ely, Farwell, Grifith, Haldeman, 
Hale, Halsey, Hambleton, Hays, Gorry W, Hazol- 
ton, Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Ketchain, “Killinger, 
Kingella, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Marshall, 

. McCormick, McGrew, McKinney, McNeely, Ben- 
jamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, Morey. Leon- 
urd Myers, ‘Negloy, Niblack, Orr; Hosea W. Pàr- 
kor, Peck, Bii Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, Potter, 

ohn M. Rice, William R; Roberts, Robinson, 
John Rugers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, 
Shellubarger, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, 
Worthington. Smith, Sanpp, Snyder, R. Milton 

Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stoughton, Stowell, St. 

John, “Sutherland, Sypher, Tafe, Dwight Town- 

send, ‘Tuthill, Upson,: Vaughan, Voorhees, Wal- 
dron, Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Willard, 

Williama of Indiana, Willinms of New York, Jere- 

miah? : Wilson, John T. Witson, and Wood—93; 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

- During the call of the roll, 
Mr. WILSON, of, Indiana, announced that 
he was paired with Mr. BUTHERLAND. 

Mr. WILLARD announced that he was 
paired with Mr. McCormick, of Missouri. 

The question recurred- upon the motion for 
a recess until half past ‘seven o'clock, upon 
which a.vote bad been taken by tellers. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.” 1 ask. gentle- 
men to allow me to take the sense of the House 
ou my proposition, 

Mr. RANDALL... The yeas and nays have 
been called for on.the motion for a recess, 
and { call for the regular order. 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. . I feel bound to 
resist all mouious.for adjournment or recess | 
until some action is taken for the disposition 
of. this. bill, either by referring it to a commit- 
tee of conference, or to the Committee of the. 
Whole. ., : 


Mr. RAN DALL. Icall for the regular order. i 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I moye that 
the rules be so suspended that I can test the. 
sense of. the. House upon the proposition. to 
non-concur- in all. the amendments: of the 
Senate, and that the House accede to. the 
request. of the Senate for a committee of 
conference. l ; $ 
. The SPEAKER. The motion for a recess 
takes precedence. . 

Mr, GARFIELD, of, Ohio. 
motion to be pending. ee, J: 

The SPEAKER... The first question is upon 
ordering the. yeas and. nays upon the motion 
for a recess until half past seven o’ clock. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and. there were—. 
yeas 68, nays 72, not voting 100; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, James G. 


I. want my 


Blair, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Caldwell, Camp- | 


bell, Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Crossland, Dox, Da 
Bose, Duke, Forker, Henry D, Foster, Getz,-Gid- 
dings, Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancoek, 
Ifandley, Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris. Hereford, 
Hibbard, Holman, Houghton, Kendall. Kerr, Lam- 
ison, Manson, McClelland, McIntyre, Merrick, Mor- 
aan, Niblack, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Sion H. Rogers, Sher- 
wood, Shober, Stater, Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, 
Terry, Tothill, Van Trump, Waddell, Warren, Wells, 
and Young—68, 

NAYS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Beatty, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Buckley, Buffinton, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Cobb, Coghlan, Con- 
ger, Cotton, Crocker, Dawes, Donnan, Duell, Dun- 
nell, Eames, Finkelnburg, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Goodrich, Harmer, George B. Harris, Haw- 
ley, Hay, John W. Hazelton, Hoar, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Lamport, Lows, McCrary, MeJunkin, McKee, Mer- 
cur, Merriam, Monroe, Morphis, Packer, Palmer, 
Isauc C. Parker, Peok, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. 
Perry, Peters, Poland, Rainey, Ellis H., Roberts, 
Rusk, Sessions, Shanks, H. Bourdman Smith, John 
A. Smith, Snyder, Sprague, Starkweather, Steven- 
son, Strong: Thomas, Washington Townsend. Turner, 
Tyner, Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, and Walls—72, 

NOT VO'LTING—Messre. Adams, Ambler, Barnum, 
Barry, Boles, Burchard, Roderick R. Butler, Clarke, 
Coburn, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Critcher, -Darrall.: 
Davis, De Large, Dickey, E’dredge, Miliott, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Farwell. Charles Foster, Garrett, Grit- 
fith, Hale, Halsey, Havens, Hays, Gerry W. Hazel- 
ion, Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Ketoham, Killinger, 
King, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, 
Marshall, Maynard. MeCormick, Mc@rew, Mo- 
Henry, McKinney, McNeely, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Orr, Packard, Hosea W. Parker, Eli Perry, Pinti 
Porter, Potter, Prindle, William R. Roberts, Rob- 
inson, John’ Rogers, Roosevelt, ‘Sargent, Sawyer, 
Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shoe- 
maker, Worthington ©. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton 
Speer, Thomas J, Speer. Stoughton. Stowell, 
St. Juhn, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, Tate, Dwight 
Townsend, ‘I wichell, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Waldron. Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Wil- 
lard, Williams of Indiana, Williams of New York, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, John "T. Wilson, Winchester, 
and Wood—100. 


So the motion for a recess was hot agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announce- 
ments were made: i 

Mr. CONGER. Mycolleague, Mr. Srouven” 
TON, is absent at West Point on official duty. 
If he were here he would vote “no,” 

A Member. How do you know that? 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I am paired 
with the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Suru 
ERLAND. If he were here I should vote “no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 

The SPEAKER.. The question recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD, } that the House non concur in the 
amendments, and agree to the conferenceasked 
by the Senate. : . 

Mr. RANDALL. I move-to take a recess 
until eight o'clock. ` $ 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in 
order pending a motion to syspend the rules. 
The motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] is to. suspend the rules so as to 
non-concur in all the amendments and send 
them to a committee of couference. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio consent to have a vote upon the proposi- 
tion that the committee of conference on the 
part of the House be instructed to adhereto the 
non-concurrence of the House in the amend- 
ment with regard to the election law? 
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| .Mr.. GARFIELD, -of Ohio. - We- cannot 
instruct a. committee of conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; itcan be done. 

Mr. RANDALL. The rules provide for it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. .I object 
to debate. EF . 
..Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. The Senate 
would refuse to confer unless we agreed tọ a 
free conference. I hope gentlemen on the 
other side. will not vote against non-coneur- 
rence. ee ; 

Mr, RANDALL. | I would like to have the 
Clerk read the rule which bears upon the 
question whether we have the right to instruct 
a committee of conference, 

‘The SPEAKER, Tne House has that 
right. The present proposition, liowever, is 
not for a couference as. an original motion, 
but to accede to.the request of the Senate, 
which is fora ‘full and free conference.” 

. Mr. HOLMAN, Tne committee on. the 
part of either House may be instructed on 
any particular subject... a: 
. The SPEAKER. That would not be a 
response to the proposition of the. Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the Senate propo- 
sition call for.a *‘ fall and free conference?” 

The SPEAKER. That may not be so in 
terms; but such is always the understanding. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the Chair had 
better have read the proposition of the Sen- 
ate, so that we may know whether they ask 
for a ‘full and free conference,” 

Mr. STEVENSON.. They certainly do not 
ask for a restricted conference. . 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, 
have the regular order? 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. I ask consent to 
have taken from. the Speaker's table a post 
route bill, that we may concur in the Senate 
amendments. It contains no legislation.. 

Several members objected. 

Thé SPEAKER. ‘Lhe regular. order is the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD, ] that the rules be suspended, so that the 
atnendments of the Senale to the sundry. civil 
appropriation, bill may: be now concurred. in, 
and the request of the Senate for a confer- 
ence granted. o i o topga G 

The question was put, and the Speaker 
declared that two thirds had not voted in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to suspend the rules 
so as to non-concur in amendments numbered 
Seven, eight, nine and ten—the amendment 
relating to elections ; and on that I call for 
the yeas and nays, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If this motion be 
adopted, what effect will it have upon the 
remainder of the bill? : 

Mr. DAWES. It leaves it where it is now. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Can we act upon 
part of a bill without taking up the bill? 

TheSPHAKER. If the motion is agreed 
to, tos bill will still remain on the Speaker's 
table. . : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I do. not see 
what is gained. 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe I now havea 
right to make my motion for a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no 
right to make that. motion. T'he rules forbid it. 

Mr. RANDALL.. Isthe pending motion to 
suspend the. rules.? ; 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 23 

Mr. RANDALL. Suppose we non-concur 
in this amendment, does that take the bill from 
the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKKR. The motion is simply to 
non-concur in these particular amendments. 
If the motion be adopted, then, whenever the 
bill may be taken up, those amendments will 
have been non concurred in. 

Mr. RANDALL, Then agreeing to this 
motion does not take up the bil ?. 

The SPEAKER. It does not.- fy oy 

Mr. RANDALL. Then we can vote to 
non-concur without getting at the;bill at all. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman trom Mas- 
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sachusetts has moved to non-concnr, but the 
question must be put upon concurring. 

Mr. DAWES. © Very well; I ‘shall vote to 
non-conenr, S o E i Sh EE SE 

Mr. BUTLER ‘of Massachusetts. ‘E shall 
vote to concur’ @ o o> : 

Mr. BINGHAM: So shall I vote to concar. 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. So will 
every other true Republican. 

Mr. BANKS. The rule, as I understand, 
is that. when a motion is made to nou-concur 
a motion to concur will take precedence ; but 
the motion to hon-concur is certainly in order. 

The SPEAKER. As the motion is to sus- 
pend the rules and non-concur, thé Chair 
apprehends if can be put in that form, 

Mr. BANKS. f raise the question of order 
whether it is competent for the House to vote 
for a measure that is not: before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Tt can be done: under. a 
suspension of the rules. On this question the 
gentleman from Massachosetts [Mr, Dawes] 
called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question. was taken, and (two thirds not 
voting in favor thereof} it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 80, nays 61, not voting 99; as 
follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs, Acker, Archer, Arthur, Beck, Bell, 
Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, 

‘Crossland, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eames, 
Farnsworth, Finkelnbuarg, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
Frye, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Goodrich, Hamble- 
ton, Haneock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T. 
liarris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hereford, Hibbard, 
lolman, Houghton, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, King, 
Lamison, Manson, McClelland, McCormick, Me- 
Intyre, Merrick, Morgan, Morphis, Niblack, Orr, 
Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M 

» Rice, Ritchie, Sion H. Rogers, Sessions, Sherwood, 


Shober, Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, Storm,’ Swann, 
Terry, Tuthill, Waddell, Warren, Wells, Willard, 
and Young—80. N 

NAYS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Beatty, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Buckley, Buffinton, 
Burdett, Benjamin, E. Butler, Roderick R, Butler, 

obb, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Dawes, Dun- 
nell, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, Harmer, George E. 
Harris, John W. Hazelton, Hoar, Lowe, Maynard, 
McCrary, McGrew, McJunkin, McKee, Merour, Mer- 
riam, 


Monroe, Leonard Myers, Packer, Palmer, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, poland, Prindle, Rainey, 


Ellis H 
Roberts, Rusk, Shanks, H. Boardman Smith, John 
A. Smith, Snyder, Starkweather, Stevenson, Strong, 
Sypher, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Twichell, Wakeman, alden, Wallace, and 


Walse—6l, à 

NOT. VOTING—Messrs. Adams 
Barnum, Barry, James G. Blair, Boles, Burchard, 
Carroll, Clarke, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Critcher, Darrall, 
Davis, Do Large, Dickey, Duell, Eldredge, Elliott, 
Ely, Farwell, Charles Foster, Garrett Grifith, Halde- 
man, Hale, Halsey, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hern- 
don, “Hill, “Hooper, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, 
Marshall,McHenry, McKinney, McNeely, Benjamin 
F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Negley, Pack- 
ard, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac O, Parker, Aaron F 
Perry, Ali Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, Potter, Wil- 
liam R. Robérts, Robinson, John Rogers, Roose- 
velt, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, 
Shellbbargér/Shoemaker, Slater, Worthington C. 
Smith, Snapp, R. Milton ‘Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, 
Taffe, Dwight Rownsend, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, 
“Vaughan, Voorhees, Waldron, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, Williams of New 
York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John. T, Wilson, Win- 
chester, and Wood—-99. 

So (two thirds :not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules, were not suspended. 

During the vote, . 

Mr. MeNEELY stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Hazenron, of Wisconsin, who, if 
present, would. vote in the. negative, while he 
would vote in the affirmative. | 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, stated that he 
was paired with Mr, Parker, of New Hamp- 
shire, who would vote in thé affirmative, while 
he would vote-in the negative... i 

Mr. GOLLADAY stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Vavauax, who would vote in the afirm- 
ative, was paired with Mr. ORR, of Towa, who 
would vote in the negative. - i 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana, stated that he | 
was paired with Mr: SUTHERLAND, who would 
vote in the affirmative, while he would vote in 
the negative. Í ae: 


Ambler, Ames, 


Mr. HOLMAN stated that Mr. ELY, of New 
York, who would vote in the affirmative, was 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


paired with Mr. Prarr, of Virginia, who would 
vote in the negative. oe noe wore 

Mr. DAWES said, Mr. Speaker, our friends 
on this side of the House do not seem to under- 
stand the object or the. purpose of this ques- 
tion, and T therefore change my vote; I vote 

no.” $ i ee 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded. ae 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I.move to sus- 
pend the rules and non-concur in all the 
amendments of the Senate. ` 

Mr. RANDALL. T move to take a recess 
until eight o'clock this evening. : 

The SPEAKER, That motion cannot. be 
entertginad under the rules. ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, I would -suggest. to 
the gentleman to move to suspend the ruleg 
and refer the bill and amendments to the 
Jommitiee of the Whole on the state of the 


: Union, s 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 

this motion. f 
‘Mr. BANKS. I make the point of order 

that that motion cannot be entertained when 
the bill and amendments are not before the 
House, 

The SPEAKER. That will be considered 
as included in the motion, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I demand the 
yeus and nays. The Committee on Appropri- 
ations have gone through with all of the amend- 
ments. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not that motion divisible? 

The SPEAKER. Not on a suspension of 
the rules, 

The question was taken; and there werc— 
yeas 73, nays 71, not voting 96 ; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Beatty, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, James Q. Blair, 
Buckley, Buflinton, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Campbell, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Dawes, 
Donnan, Eames, Finkeinburg, Wilder D. Foster, 
Frye, Goodrich, Harmer, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton,’ Hoar, 
Holman, Houghton, Kellogg, Lamport,’ Lowe, 
McCrary, McGrew, McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, 
Monroe, Morphis, eonard Myers, Packer, Palmer, 
isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Peters, 
Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Eliis H. Roberts, Rusk, 
Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, H. Boardman Smith, 
John A. Smith, Starkweather, Strong, Sypher, 
Thomas, Washington Townsend, Twichell, Wake- 
man, Walden, Wallace, Walls, Willard, and John 
T. Wilson—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker. Archer, Arthur, Beck, 
Biggs, Bingham, Bird, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, 
Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell. Cobb, Co- 
harn, Comingo, Conner, Crossland, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duke, Dunnell, Farnsworth, Forker, Henry D., Fos- 
ter, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Hambicton, Hancock, 
Handley, Hanks, Harper. John T. Harris, Hereford, 
Hibbard, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, Manson, 
Maynard, McCormick, McIntyre. McKee, McNeely, 
Merrick, Morgan, Niblack, Price, Randall, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Sion H. 
Rogers, Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, 
Storm, Swann, Terry, Turner, Tuthill, Van Trump, 
Waddell, Warren, Wells, and Young—71. k 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Barnum, Barry, Bell, Boles, Carroll, Clarke, Cox, 
Grehs, Creely, Critcher, Darrall, Davis, 
Dickey, Duell, Eldredge, Elliott, Ely, Farweli, 
Charles Foster, Garfield, Garrett, Griffith, Halde- 
man, Hale, Halsey, George E, Harris, Hays, Hern- 
don, Hill, Hooper, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, Kin- 
sella, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Marshall, 
McClelland, McHenry, McKinney, Benjamin F. 
Meyers,. Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Neglay, - Orr, 
Packard, Hosea W. Parker, Aaron F, Perry, El 
Perry, Platt, Porter, Potter, William R. Roberts, 
Robinson, John Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Sco- 
field, Seeley, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, 
Shoemaker, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, 
R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Ste- 
venson, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, 
Taffe, Dwight Townsend, Tyner, Upson, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waldron, . Wheeler, Whiteley, Whit- 
thorne, Williams of Indiana, Williams of New 
York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Winchester, and Wood 


I prefer to try 


So (two thirds not- having voted in favor 
thereef) the rules were not suspended. 
. During the call of the roll the following 
snnouncements were made: Sey + 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. As [look 
upon this as an expedient to get ‘business 
along, I vote ‘fay... .. 

Mr. FARWELL, On this question I am 
paired with Mr. MrrcHeLL, of Wisconsin, He 
would vote “no;” I would vote “ay.” l 


De Large, | 


4431 


Mr. WILSON; of Indiaba. T aim paired with 
Mr: Surnurtann, of Michigan. He would vote 
ay;?? I would vote tno? a.. ae 
“Mr. MAYNARD: As ‘it is manifest’ that 
my vote would not change the result, I vote'as 
I feel, and vote nol" T 5 ou 5 opo Sson 
Mr: RICE, of Illinois. My colleague, Mr. 
MARSHALL, is paired with my other colleague, 
Mr. Moors, on all political or party quéstions, 
If here, Mr. Marsuatr on this question would 
vote ‘f no.” ' E ese 
' The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded: : ` 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
sor, one: of its. clerks, informed the House 
that the Senate bad, in the absence’ of the 
Vice President, chosen Hon, Hesry B, AxN- 
TRONY, a Senator from Rhode Island, as Presi- 
dent of the Senate pro tempore. 

SUNDRY OLIVIN BILL. 


Mr. BANKS. I move to suspend the rules 
and take from the Speaker’s table House bill 
No, 2705, and that the House concur in the 
seventh, eighth, ninth, and tenth amendments 
of the Senate, and non-concur in all the-re- 
maining amendments, and that a eommittee 
of conference be asked on those amendments 
in which the House non-concurs. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire the yeas and 
nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 72, nays 72, not voting 96; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Beatty, 
Bigby, Bingham, Buckley, Buffinton, Burdett, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick. R. Butler, Oobb, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Dawes 
Donnan, Dunnell, Hames, Wilder Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, George E. ‘Harris, Havens, Hawley, Gerry 
W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hoar, Houghton, 
Lamport, Lowe, Maynard, McJunkin, McKee, Mer- 
cur, Merriam, Monroe, Leonard Myers, Packer, Pal- 
mer,Peck, Pendleton, Perce,Peters, Poland, Prindle, 
Rainey, Wilis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sessions, Shanks, 
H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snyder, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Strong, Sypher, Thomas, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, 
Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, Walls, Williams of 
Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. Wil- 
son—72. . 

NAYS — Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Beck, 
Bell, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, James Q, Blair, © 
Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Co~ 
mingo, Conner, Crossland, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, 
Farnsworth, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Getz, Gid- 
dings,Golladay Goodrich, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
John T.. Harris, Hay, Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, 
Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, Manson, 
McClelland, McCormick, McIntyre, McNeely, Mer- 
rick, Morgan, Morphis, Niblack, Price, Randall, 
Read, Edward Y, Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, 
William R. Roberts, Sion H. Rogers, Sherwood, 
Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, 
Swann, Terry, Tuthill, Van Trump, Waddell,: War- 
ren, Wells, and. Young—72. she's 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams. ‘Ambler, Ames, 
Barnum, Barry, Beveridge, Boles, Burchard, Carroll, 
Clarke, Vox..Crebs, Creely, Critcher, Darrall, Davis, 
De Large, Dickey, Duell, Eldredge, Hlliott, Ely, Far- 
well, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Gurrett, Griffith, 
Haldeman, ` Hale, Halsey, Hambleton, ‘Harmer, 
Harper, Hays,‘ Herndon,: Hill, Hooper, Kelley, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, 
Lewis, Lynch, Marshall, McOrary, McGrew, Moe- 
Henry, McKinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morey, Negley, Orr, Packard, Hosea W. 
Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, 
Platt, Porter, Potter, Robinson, John Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Shel- 
don, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, Worthington ©. 
Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, 
Tafe, Dwight Townsend, Upson, Vaughan, Voor- 
hees, Waldron, Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, 
Willard, Williams of New York, Winchester, and 
VW ood—96. ; 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were not suspended. i F 

During the call of the roll, : 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, said: On this 
question I'am paired with Mr. PARKER, of 
New Hampshire who if present would vote 
“no,” and E would vote ay?? =) 

Mr. WILLARD. Iam paired on this ques- 
tion with Mr. FixxeLngugg, who if present 
would vote “no,” and I would vote fay.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana... I desire to state 
that. Mr, Surnegianp, of Michigan, is.. now 
paired with Mr. WALDRON; bis colleague, 

Mr. PERCE. F desire to staté that Mr. 
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Barry, my colleague, is absent to-day -on 
account of sickness. If present he would. vote 

ay. R Ee pate SY 
„Mr. BANKS. I desire to state that. Mr. 
Hooper, my colleague, has been obliged to 
leave the House on account of indisposition, 
_ Mr. MeNEELY. I desire to state that Mr. 
Cress, my. colleague,: is paired with Mr. 
Dicwey, of Pennsylvania. If present Mr: 
Dickey would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and my. colleague 
would vote * no.” D or 

Mr, DUELL. On this question I am paired 
with Mr. CARROLL, my colleague. 


The vote was announced as above recorded. 


SOUTHERN CLAIMS. 


Mr: BLAIR, of Michigan, submitted the 
following report : 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 2582) 
making appropriations for the payment of claims 
reported allowed by the commissioners of claims 
under the act of Congress of March 3, 1871, after full 


and free conference thereon do recommend to their 


respective Houses as follows: ` 

They recommend that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate in 
line ten on page 2, lines four and five on page 3, 
line sixteen on page 4, line seventeen on page 4, and 
lines seven and eight on page 8. 
_ They recommend that the Senate recede from 
its amendment striking out line twenty-seven on 


page 14, ` 
AUSTIN BLAIR 
€. W. BUCKLEY, 
W. S. HOLMAN, 
Managers on the purt of the House. 


T.O HOWE, . 
JOUN SCOTT, i 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Pending the consider- 
‘ation of this report I move that the House now 
take a recess until eight o'clock. 

Mr. BLALR, of Michigan. I hope the gen- 
tleman will permit this report tobe agreed to. 
Mr. RANDALL, I will withdraw my motion 
fora recess if the Chair will afterward recog- 
nize me to make my motion. ; 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair never enters 
into negotiations of that kind with members 
on the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then if T have the right 
to make the motion now I will do so. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the question 
‘upon agreeing to the report of the committee 
of conference, the gentleman from Pennayl- 
vania. [Mri RANDALL] moves that the House 
now take a recess until eight o’clock, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I hope the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his motion until this 
report can be disposed of. 

Mr, RANDALL. Very well, I will do so. 

The report of the committee of conference 
was then adopted. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I offer the fol- 
Jowing resolution in counection with the same 
subject: : ae : 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,), Thatin enroll- 
ing the bill (H. R. No. 2582) making appropriations 
for the payment of claims reported allowed by the 
‘commissioners of claims under the act of Congress 
of March 3, 1871, an crror in the engrossment be cor- 
rected by striking out the word “ one’’ in the allow- 


‘ance to A.Heary Ives,and inserting the word “‘ nine,’ 
as it passed the House. f 


The resolution was adopted: 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move. that the 
rules be sọ suspended as take from the Speak- 
er'stable the amendments of the Senate to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, and refer the 
same to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The question was: taken; and on a division 
there were-—ayes forty-seven, noes not counted. 

So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were not suspended. ` 

__ CLERKS OF COMMITTRES. - 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. -I ask permis- 
sion to submit the following resolution for 
adoption at this time: ee: 

Resolved, That the. clerk of the House of Repre- 
‘sentatives be authorized and is: hereby: directed. to 


pay the clerks of the committees out ofthe gontin» 
gent fund for the fall month of June, 1872. - oe > : 


E 


f 


Mr. PETERS. | I guess they will want pay 
for July before they get through. : 

The resolution was adopted. 

: INDIAN FRAUDS. 

Mr. BURDETT. I risè to submit a priv- 
ileged report. On behalf of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, I submit their report in the 
matter of certain alleged frauds on Indian 
soldiers, and move that the report, together 
with the evidence, be printed. f 

The motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF CHOCTAW NATION. 


Mr. SHANKS. I ask leave to submit to 
the House for action at the present time a 
short bill designed to prevent the delivery of 
$250,000 in bonds to the Choctaw nation. 
have been requested to present this bill by the 
Secretary of the Interior, who has sent here a 
report upon the subject, which is now upon 
the table. He thinks that the claim is not a 
proper one, and that some legislation of this 
kind should be taken to prevent the delivery 
of these bonds. ; 

The bill was read for information. It 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury, until 
further authorized by Congress, to withhold 
the issue of $250,000 appropriated to be paid 
in bonds to the authorities of the Choctaw 
nation, as a part of what is known as the net pro- 
ceeds claimed under the act of March 2, 1861. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I think there ought: to 
be some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. SHANKS. By the act of March 2, 
1861, there was an appropriation of $500,000 
to the Choctaw nation; $250,000 of which was 
to be paid in money has been paid. The 
other $250,000 was to be paid in bonds, to be 
delivered to the Choctaw nation. The war 
coming on and severing the relations between 
the United States and that nation, the bonds 
have not yet been delivered. The Secretary 
thinks that this claim did not rest upon a 
proper basis, and be asks that the delivery of 
these bonds be stayed until the question can be 
further investigated. He is now awaiting the 
action of Congress upon this question. 

Mr. MAYNARD. This isa question which, 
when the, original bill was passed, was very 
much considered, very thoroughly examined 
and fully discussed by gentlemen who cer- 
tainly knew as much about the matter as the 
Secretary of the Interior or Secretary of the 
Treasury can possibly know from any sources 
of information which they may have. This 
is a claim ({ will not occupy the time of the 
House iu giving its bistory) which had been 
deferred from time to time upon just such 
suggestions as are made to-day, until Congress 
took it up and passed it. I must therefore 
object to the introduction of this bill. I think 
it very unjust. 

Mr. SHANKS. I will not undertake to say 
that this claim is not a good one. I have so 
shaped this bill as'to avoid any such intima- 
tion. But the Secretary bas asked to be re- 
lieved from the necessity of delivering these 
bonds now, because he doubts the correctness 
of the claim. For myself, if I should give 
my opinion, I would say that I believe the 
claim to be good. In introducing the bill, I 
am simply carrying out the request. of the 
officer I have named. R 

I wish to say further that there are now hang- 


ing over these bonds, as shown by the testi- || 


mony before the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
claims for attorney’s fees to the amount of 
$517,000, twice the amount of the bonds; and 
itis proper that this money be not turned over 
into the hands of these men; and it is espe- 


| cially proper that a Government officer who 


asks to be relieved from the requirement. of 
delivering the bondsshould be exempted from 
that duty until the question of the validity of 
the claim be settled... - ` 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. t i 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I feel com- 
pelled-to call for the regular order.. 


June 8, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
motion that the House now proceed to busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House 
take a recess until half past eight o'clock. 

The question being taken on the motion, 
there. were—ayes 49, noes 57. 

Mr. HOLMAN called for tellers. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 67, nays 75, not voting 
98; as follows: K 

YEAS — Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Beck, 
Bell, Biggs, Bird, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Cald- 
well, Campbell, Coburn, Comingo, Conner, Cotton, 
Crossland, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Forker, Henry D. 
Foster, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Haldeman, Bam- 
bleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Jobn 
T. Harris, Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, 
King, Lamison, Manson, Marshall, MeCicllund, Mo- 
Cormick, Mcintyre, McNeely. Merrick, Morgan, 
Niblack. Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. 
Rice, Ritchie. William R. Roberts, Sherwood, Sko- 
ber, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, Suther- 
land, Swann, Van Trump, Waddell, Wells, Win- 
chester, and Young—67. 

NAYS — Messrs Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Beatty, Beveriuge, Bigby, Buckley, Buffinton, Bur- 
chard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, Cobb, Coghian, Conger, Crocker, Darrall, 
Dawes, Dunnell, Eames, Farnsworth, Charles Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Halsey, Harmer, 
George li. Harris, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Jobn W. Hazelton, Hoar, Kellogg, Lowe, Maynard, 
McCrary, McGrew, McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, 
Merriam, Benjamin E. Meyers, M:nroe, Morey, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Packer, Palmer, Peck, 


Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Poland, Ellis H. Rob- 


erts, Rusk, Sawyer, Sessions, H Boardman Smith, 
Sprague, Starkweather, Strong, Sypher, Thomas, 
Washington Townsend, ‘Lurner, Twichell, Tyner, 
Walden, Wallace, Walls, Williams of Indiana, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. Wilson—75. 

NOL VOtLNG—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Barnum, 
Barry, Bingham, Austin Blair, James Q, Biair, Boles, 
Carroll, Clarke, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Critcher. Davis, 
De Large, Dickey, Donvau, Dueil, Bidredge, El- 
lott. bly, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Garfield, Garrett, 
Griffith, Hale, Havens, Hays, Herndon, Hill, 
Hooper, Houghton, Keitey, Kerr, Ketcham, Kilin- 
er,’ Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, 
yaoch, MoH cory: McKinney, Mitchell, Moore, 
Negley, Orr, Packard, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. 
Parker, Pendleton, Eli Perty, Platt, Porter, Potter, 
Price, Prindle, Rainey, Robinson, John Rogers, 
Sion H. Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, See- 
ley, Shanks, Sneidon, Sheilabarger, Shoemaker, 
John A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, 
Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Steven- 
son, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Taffe, Torry, 
Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Upson, Vaughan, Voor- 
hees, Wakeman, Waldron, Warren, Wheeler, White- 
ley, Whitthorne, Willard, Williams of New York, 
and Wood—98. . 


So the House refused to take a recess. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. BLNGHAM stated that he was paired 
with Mr.. Kerr, of Indiana, who, if present, 
would vote in the affirmative, while he would 
vote in the negative. 

The vote was then announced as above re- 
corded. f 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that. the House 
take a recess till ten -o'clock this evening. 

Mr. PETERS. 1 ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to yield to me.to offer a resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

THOMAS H. MARSTON. 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to offer the - following resolu- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 4 


. Resolved, That Thomas H. Marston, doorkeepe 
of the Reporter’s Gallery, be retained during the 
recess of Congress, and his salary be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I understand this is a dis- 
abled soldier. 

Mr. PETERS. Heisan old soldier and a 
very meritorious man, and it is only proper 
that this compliment should be paid him. 

There was no objection; and the resolution 
was received and adopted. 

` Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


1872. . 
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SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I now insist on my 
motion, that the House take a recess till ten 
o'clock this evening. : 

Mr. PERCE. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
twenty-three, noes not counted. 

So the House tefased to adjourn, 


Mr. RANDALL. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion that the House take a 
recess until ten o'clock. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. I move that the Honse take a 
recess until eleven o'clock, and on that motion 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

- Mr. HOLMAN. I move the House do now 
adjourn, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
40, noes 63. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 38, nays 76, not voting 
126; as follows: . 


YEAS—Messrs. Bird, James G. Blair, Bright, 
Campbell, Carroll, Co mingo, Conner, Dox, Du Bose, 
Dunnell, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Getz, Golladay, 
Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, John T, 
Harris, Hereford, Hibbard, Kendall, King, Lamison, 
Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McHenry, Merrick, 
Morgan, Price, Read, William R. Roberts, Shober, 
Sloss, Van Trump, Waddell, and Young—28. 

NAYS—Mossrs. Acker, Arthur, Averill, Barber, 
Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, 

raxton, Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Coburn, Coghlan, Cot- 
ton, Crocker, Darrall, Duell, Finkelnburg, Charles 
Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Haldeman, 
Halsey, Harmer, Harper, George B. Harris, Hawley, 
John. W. Hazelton, Kellogg, Lowe, Maynard, Mo- 
Grew, Mcintyre, McJunkin, McKee, Merriam, 
Monroe, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Packer, 
Palmer, Peck, Pendieton, Perce, Peters, Poland, 
Randall, Ellis H. Roberts, Sion H. Rogers, Rusk. 
Sawyer, Sessions, Sherwood, Slocum, H. Boardman 


I demand the yeas and 


Smith, Snyder, Sprague, Starkweather, Storm, 
Strong, Terry, Washington Townsend, Twichell. 
Tyner, Walden, Wallace, John T. Wilson, and 


inchester—76, 5 
“NOT VOTING—Messrs, Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Archer, Banks, Barnum, Barry, Bell, Austin Blair, 
Boles, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Clarke, Cobb, 
Conger, Cox, ` Crobs, Creely, Critcher, Crossland, 
Davis, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Donnan, Duke, 
Eames; Eldredge, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, 
Garrett, Giddings, Goodrich, Griffith, Hale, Havens, 
Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Herndon, Hil, 
Hoar, Holman, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kerr, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, 
Leach, Lewis, Lynch, McCormick, McCrary, Me- 
Kinney, McNeely, Mercur, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Mitchell, Moore, Negley, Niblack, Orr, Packard, 

osea W. Parker, Isaac C, Parker, Aaron F. Perry, 
Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Robinson, 
John Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, 
Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, Slater, 
John A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, R 
Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, Swann, 
Sypher, Taffe, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Turner, 
Tuthill, Upson,. Vaughan, Voorhees, Wakeman, 
Waldron, Walls, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley, 
Whitthome, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Williams 
of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and Wood—126. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the call of the roll the following 
announcements were made: 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am paired with 
my collegue, Mr. Watpron. If he were here 
he would vote.‘ no,” and I would vote “ay,” 

‘Mr, DONNAN. I am paired with Mr. 
Warren, of New York. He would vote “ay,” 
and I would vote “ no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


`. A message fromthe Senate, by Mr. Sympsoy, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, bills 
of the House of the following titles: 
SA biU CH. R No. 2777) for the relief of the 
sureties of. S. F. Marks, former postmaster at 
New: Orleans ; š 

-A -pill (H. R. No. 2978) to refund duties 
paid on goods, wares, and merchandise remain- 


42p Coxa. 2D Sess.—No. 278. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. : I move to amend'the 
motion for a recess. by substituting half past 
eleven o’clock for ten o’clock....0 0 5 ,, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise 
to a question of order. Dida quorum vote on 
the last vote? . ES tae. 4 ; 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawes 
in the chair. A quorum did not vote, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts.: “Then I 
object to any. business. being done without a 
quorum. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would not object to an 
adjournment if the gentleman will wait. until 
the river and harbor appropriation bill comes 
over here. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Oh, yes; 
you want to wait until your Democratic friends 
are back here. - 

Mr. RANDALL. The river and harbor 
appropriation bill will be here soon. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I under- 
stand all about that. f 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask that the result of 
the vote be again stated. As I understood it 
there was a quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawns.) 
The Chair was erroneously informed. The 
Clerk now informs the Chair that a quorum 
voted on the last.vote. The question now re- 
curs upon the motion of the gentleman from 


` ing zn bond or store on the 1st day of August, 
? 

A bill (H. R. No. 2975) to amend the fifth. 
section of an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1878, and for other 
purposes;’’ wad oy ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2800) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint one 
or more commissioners to represent the Gov- 
ernment of the United States at the interna- 
tional exposition of agriculture, industry, and 
fine arts, to be held at Vienna in 1873, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next 
question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentueky [ Mr. Becx] to the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
RANDALL.] The motion is to take a recess 
until ten o'clock, and the amendment. is to 
substitute eleven o’clock ; and on that amend- 
ment the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 55, nays 68, not voting 
117; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Beck, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Caldwell, Gamp- 
bell, Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Critcher, Dox, Du 


Bose, Duke, Hidredge, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, 


Hancock, Handley, J obo L. Hairie Herefor a, Hib- Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, | to take a recess 
McIntyre, Merrick, Morgan, || until ten o'clock, 


Cormick, McHenry, Mc! el 
Randall, Read, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, 
Sherwood, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, 
Yaffe, Terry, Van Trump, Wells, Winchester, and 
Young—55, 

NAYS—Messrs, Ames, Averill, Barber, Beatty, 
Bigby, Biggs, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, 


Mr. ELDREDGE.. I move to amend that 
motion so as to make it half past eleven o’ clock. 
The question was taken on the amendment ; 
and on a division, there were—ayes 54, noes 65. 
Before the result of the vote was announced, 


Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, 
Dawes, Duell, Dunnell, Finkelabure, Wilder D. Mr. ELDREDGE called for tellers. 
Foster, Ege Garfield, Halsey, Harmer, Harper, Tellers were ordered. 
eorge W. Harris, Hawley, Hay, John ry azeiton, : 
Houghton, Kellogg, Lowe, Maynard. McGrew. Me Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I call for the 
Junkin, Me i Monroe, || yeas and nays. 


Neely, Mercur, Merriam, 

Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Peck, Pendleton, 
Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Poland, Prindie, Ellis 
H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, H. Boardman Smith, 
Jobn A. Smith, Sprague, Starkweather, Strong, 
Sypher, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Turner, T'wich- 
ell, Tyner, Walden, Wallace, Walls, and Wil- 


ard—68. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Banks, 
Barnum, Barry, Bell, Beveridge, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Boles, Brooks, Benjamin F. Butler, Clarke, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Oox, Crebs, Creely, Crossland, 
Darrall, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Donnan, Eames, 
Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Charles Foster, 
Garrett, Goodrich, Griffith, Hale, Hanks, Havens, 

ays, Gerry Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, Hoar, 
Holman, Hooper, Kelley, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham. 
Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, 
Leach, Lewis, Lynch, McCrary, McKee, McKinney, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, Negley, Nib- 
lack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Hosea W. 
Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, 
Potter, Price, Rainey, Edward Y. Rice, John M. 
Rice, Robinson, John Rogers, Sion H. Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, 
Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shober, Shoemaker, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton 

peer, Thomas J. Speer, Stevenson, Stoughton, 


Mr. PETERS. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. We may as well have them at once. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and there were— 
yeas 58, nays 68, not voting 114; as follows: 


.X EAS — Messrs, Acker, Archer, Arthur, Beck, 
Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Comingo, Con- 
ner, Critcher, Crossland, Dox, Du Bose, Eldredge, 
Forker, Henry D. Foster, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, 
Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
Harper, Hereford, Hibbard, Kendall, Manson, Me- 
Clelland, McHenry, Mcintyre, Merrick, Morgan, 
Price, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Sion H. Rogers, Sher- 
wood, Shober, Slater, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, Swann, 
Terry, Van Trump, Wells, and Young—58, s 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Beatty, Bigby, 
Bingham, Buckley, Butñnton, Burchard, Burdett, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Dawes, 
Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Hames, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Goodrich, Halsey, Harmer, Hawley, Hay, John W. 
Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Kellogg, Lowe, Maynard, 


| 


Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, Swann, Washington || McCrary, McGrew, McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, 
Townsend, Tuthill, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, || Monroe, Packer, Palmer, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, 
Waddell, Wakeman, Waldron, arren, Wheeler, || Platt, Poland, Prindie, Ellis H. Roberts, Sawyer, H. 


Boardman Smith, Snyder, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Strong, Thomas, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Walden, 
Wallace, Whiteley, Willard, and Jeremiah M. 
ilson—68, 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Banks, 
arber, Barnum, Barry, Bell, Beveridge, Austin 
Blair, Boles, Clarke, Cox. Crebs, Creely, Darrall, 
Davis, De Large, Dickey, Duke, Elliott, Ely, Farns- 
worth, Farwell, Garrett, Griffith, Hale, George E. 
Harris, John T. Harris, Havens, Hays, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, Herndon, Holman, Hooper, Houghton. 
Kelley, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, King, Kinsella, 
Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, 
Marshall, McCormick, McKee, McKinney, McNeely, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Orr, 
Packard, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac 0, Parker, Aaron 
E. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Porter, Potter, Rainey, 
Randall, Robinson, John Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, 
Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, Shel- 
don, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, Slocum, John. A. 
Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, R Milton 
Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stevenson, Stoughton, 
Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, Sypher, Taff, 
Dwight Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, 
Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Wakeman, 
aldron, Walls, Warren, Wheeler, Whitthorne, 
Williams of Indiana, Williams of New York, Johu 
T. Wilson, Winchester, and Wood--114; : 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 
The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. RANDALL, to take a récess till ten o'clock, 


Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, Wil- 
liams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. 
Wilson, and Wood—117. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


During the call of the roll the following 
announcements were made: 

Mr. SHELDON. On questions of adjourn- 
ment and recess I am paired with Mr. Gar- 
RETT, of Tennessee. On this question he woul 
vote “ay,” and I would vote “fno.” _ i 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. On questions of 
adjournment and recess I am paired with 
Mr. Tarre, of Nebraska. On this question I 
would vote *‘ay,’’ and he would vote “no.” 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am paired with 
my colleague, Mr. WALDRON. If here he 
would vote ‘fno, and I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. DONNAN.. On this vote I am paired 
with Mr. Warren, of New York. If here he 
would vote ‘‘ay,’’? and I would vote ‘*no.” 

Mr. LANSING. Iam paired with my col- 
league, Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. Ishould 
vote “no,” and he would vote “ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. 
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Mr. ELDREDGE. I think the House will 
now agree to take a recess until twelve o'clock, 
and I therefore move to amend the pending 
motion by striking out “ten” and inserting 
“twelve.” i i 

The question was taken; and upon a divis- 
ion, there were—ayes 50, noes 20; no quorum 
voting: 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
ELDREDGE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 58, nays,74, not voting 108; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. “Acker, Archer, Arthur, Beck, 
Biggs, James G. Biair, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, 
Caldwell, Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Crossland, Dox, 
Du Bose, Duke, Henry D. Foster, Getz, Giddings, 
Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Hand- 
ley, Hanks, Harper, Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, 
King, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McHenry, 
McIntyre, Merrick, Morgan, Potter, Price, Randall, 
Read, Edward Y, Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, 
Sion I. Rogers, Sherwood, Slater, Sloss, Stevens, 
Storm, Swann, Terry, Van Trump, Waddell, War- 
ren, Wells, and Young—58. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Beatty, 
Bigby, Bunton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F, 
Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, 
Crocker, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Hames, Finkeln- 
burg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Good- 
rich, Harmer, George E. Harris, Hawley, Hay, Gerry 
W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton Hill, Koar. Hough- 
ton, Kellogg, Lowe, Maynard, McCrary, McGrew, 
Mercur, Monroe, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Packer, 
Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Porco, 
Peters, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, 

illiam R. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Sessions, H. 
Boardman Smith, John A. Smitb, Snyder, Thomas 

Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, 
Strong, Washington Townsend, Turner, Tyner, Wal- 
den, Wallace, Whiteley, Willard, Jeremiah M. Wil- 
son, and Jobn T, Wilson—74, 

NOL VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Banks, 
Barnum, Barry, Bell, Beveridge, Bingham, Bird, 
‘Austin Blair, Boles, Buckley, Roderick R. Butler, 
Campbell, Clarke, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Criteher, 
Darrall, Davis, Dawes, De Large, Dickoy, Eldredge, 
Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth Farwell, Forker, Garfield, 
Garrett, Griffith, Hale, Halsey, John ‘T. Harris, 
avens Hays, Herndon, Hooper, Kelloy, Kendall, 

err, Ketcham, Killinger, Kingella, Lamison, Lam- 
hort, Lausing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, McCormick, 

edunkin, McKee, McKinney, MeNeely, Merriam, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, 
Negley, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Hosea 
Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Platt, Porter, Robin- 
gon, John Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, 

eeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shober, 
Sheewaker, Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, 
R. Milton Speer, Stou hton, Stowell, St. Jobn, 
Sutherland, Sypher, Tatre, Thomas, Dwight Town- 
Rend, Tuthill, Twichell, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Wakeman, Waldron, Walls, Wheelor, Whitthorne, 
Williams of Indiana, Williams of New York, 
Winchester, and Waod—108. 


So the amendment of Mr. ELDREDGE was 
not agreed to. 


Morey, 
W. Parker, 


The question then recurred on the motion of - 


Mr. RANDALL to take a recess until ten o’clock. 
MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Symvson, 
one of its clerks, annoanced that the Senate 
had agreed to reports of committees of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses upon bills of the following titles : 

An act (H. R. No. 1671) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, preservation, and 
repair of certain fortifications and other works 
of defense ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2208) making appropria- 
tions for the repair, preservation, and comple- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes; and 
_ An act (H.R. No, 2852) making appropri- 
ations for the payment of claims reported 
allowed by the commissioners of claims under 
the act of Congress of March 3, 1871. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I understand that my 
colleague [Mr. Sawyer] is ready to submit the 
report of the committee of conference on the 
river and harbor bill, 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
order. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the regular order. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Have not the yeas and 
nays been ordered upon another question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawes.) 
That is a fact; but the gentleman. from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Sawyer] is entitled to the floor. 


I call for the regular 


Mr. SAWYER. Irise for the purpose of 
submitting the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the river and harbor appropriation 
bill. : 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object, and call for 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ence report is the regular order. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. _I believe there is pend- 
ing a motion for a recess, upon which the 
yeas and uays have been ordered. I desire 
to say that we on this side do not desire to 
obstruct the passage of the river and harbor 
bill, and we waive objection to the consider- 
ation of this report, so that the proceedings 
may go on regularly. 

The report was read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill(H. R. No. 2208) making appropriations for the re- 
pair, preservation, and completion of certain pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 

oses, having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend, and do recommend to 
their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 1, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 45, 
46, and 48. 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to theamendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 3, 6, 7, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 20, 21, 22, 26, 
27, 28, 29, 30, 31, and 32; and agree to thesame. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: strike 
out of said amendment the word “fifty ” und insert 
in lieu the word “thirty ;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. g 

That the House recede srom their disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree 
to the same with an amendment substituting for the 
same the following: “for the improvement of the 
Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas rivers, $90,000 ; 
for improvement of the Little Missouri river, $10,- 
000; for the improvement of the Ouachita river in 
Arkansas, $60,000, and for the improvement of the 
Ouachita river in Louisiana, $40,000 ;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. if 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and 
agree to the same withan amendment as follows: 
strike out of said amendment the words “ one hun- 
dred,” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ seventy- 
five ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That tho House recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
strike out of said amendment the words proposed to 
amend the title ofthe bill, and add atthe end of said 
Senate amendment the following: ** Provided, That 
so much of the amount herewith appropriated for 
the survey of rivers and harbors as is requisite for 
contingencies may be used for said purpose;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 

L. A. SHELDON 

SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Z. CHANDLER. 

WM. A. BUCKINGHAM, 

GEORGE VICKERS, ° 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
is on adopting the report of the committee of 
conference. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
make a parliamentary inquiry, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What motion 
does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Sawyer] make? 

Mr. SAWYER. I call for the previous 
question upon the adoption of the report. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts: A motion 
being pending to proceed to business on the 
Speaker’s-table, I inquire of the Chair whether 
this report takes precedence of that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
decides that it does. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Sawyer] a question before he calls for a 
vote on this report. Why should this bill, 
appropriating only about five million dollars, 
be passed before the sundry civil bill, which 
appropriates about twenty million dollars for 
carrying on tbe Government? This being a 
bill. which we can easily get along without, 
while the civil appropriation bill is necessary 
to the operation. of the Government, why 
should we postpone the latter in favor of the 
former? 


The confer- 


I rise to 


. Mr. SAWYER. Iam not proposing to post- 
pone either. 

. The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the report of the committee 
of conference was adopted. 

Mr. SAWYER moved to reconsider. the 
vote by which the report was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. NIBLACK submitted the following 
report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1671) making appropriations for the 
construction, preservation, and repair of certain 
fortifications and other works of defense, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: , 

That the Senate recede from their first and second 
amendments to said bill. 

WILLIAM E. NIBLACK, 
GINERY TWICHELL, 
W. G. DONNAN, 

Managera on the part of the House. 


C. COLE, 

ROSCOE CONKLING, 

J. W. STEVENSON, 
Managers on the part af the Senate. 


Mr. NIBLACK. I demand the previous 
question on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. NIBLACK moved to reconsider the 
vote whereby the conference report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RanpDaLu,] that the 
House take a recess until ten o'clock. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move to amend, out 
of respect to the devotional feelings of the 
gentlemen on the other side, that we take a re- 
cess until ten o’clock Monday moruing next. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
53, noes 67, 

Mr. ELDREDGE demanded tellers. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 50, nays 90, not voting 
100; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Arthur, Beck, Bird, Brax- 
ton, Bright, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Comingo, 
Conner, Critcher, Crossland, Dox, Duke, Garrett, 
Getz, Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Handley, 
Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, Kendall, Lawison, 
Manson, Marshall, McCieiland, McCormick, Mor- 
gan, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John 
M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Sion H. Rogers, Sher- 
wood, Shober, Slater, Sloss, Stevenson, Storm, 
Swann, Terry, Van Trump, Waddell, Wells, and 
Whitthorne—50. 

NAYS—Messrs, Acker, Ames, Averill, Barber, 

Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, 


Beatty, Austin Blair, 
Burchard, Benjumin F. Butler, Coburn, Coghlan, 
Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, 
Du Bose, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Finkelnburg, For- 
ker, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Gar- 
field, Goodrich, Halsey, Hancock, Harmer, George 
E. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazel- 
ton, John W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Hill, Hoar, JLol- 
man, Houghton, Kellogg, Lowe, Maynard, McCrary, 
McGrew, McHenry, MeJunkin, McKee, Merriam, 
Merrick, Monroe, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Packer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, 
Peters, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Ritchie, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Rask, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Slocum, 
Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Fyner, 
Walden, Wallace, Walis, Warren, Willard, Jere- 
miah M, Wilson, Jobn T. Wilson, and Young—90, 
NOT VOTING—Messrs, Adams, Ambler, Banks, 
Barnum, Barry, Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Biggs, 
Bingham, James @. Blair, Boles, Burdett, Roderick 
R. Butler, Clarke, Cobb, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Davis, 
De Large; Dickey; Eldredge, Elliott, Ely, Farns- 
worth, Farwell, Henry D. Foster, Giddings, Griffith, 
Hale, Hays, Hereford, Herndon, Hooper, Kelley, 
Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, King, Kinsella, Lamport, 


Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, McIntyre, McKin- 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


4435 


ney, McNeely, Mercur, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mit- 
ehell, Moore, Negley, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Pal- 
mer, Hosea W. Parker, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, 
Piatt, Porter, Potter, Robinson, Jobn Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Sheldon, 
heilabarger, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, 
ohn A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, 
R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Stoughton, Stowell, 
Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Sypher, Taffe, 
Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Upson, 
Vaughan, Sones, Wakeman, Waldron, Wheeler, 
iteley, Williams of Indiana, Williams of 

York, Winchester, and Wood—100. e 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same : 

An act (S. No. 142) forthe relief of Charles 
J. Faulkner, of West Virginia, from legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; 

An act (S. No. 156) for the relief of Fred- 
erick P. Dimpfel ; 

An act (S. No. 218) to create an additional 
land district in Florida; 

An act (8. No. 377) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of the late George T. 
Wiggings, of Keokuk, in the State of lowa; 

An act (S. No. 403) for the relief of Rufus 
M. Pickel; 

An act (S. No. 480) concerning the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for 
the district of Kansas ; 

An act (S. No. 527) to reimburse the United 
States marshals for moneys necessarily ex- 
pended by them in taking the ninth census in 
-excess of the compensation allowed them 
under the law in force before the passage of 
this act; 

An act (S. No. 538) for the relief of Albert 
D. Pierce, postmaster at Sumnerville, Ottawa 
county, Kausas ; 

An act (S. No, 545) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Stewart and Alexander McConn, of West 
Virginia ; : 

An act (S. No. 562) in relation to settlers 
on certain Indian reservations in the State 
of Minnesota ; 

An act (S. No. 599) granting a pension to 
Julia Belle Dunlap; 

An act (S. No. 626) to authorize the sale 
of certain public property at Augusta, Geor- 


ia ; 

£ An act (S. No. 636) for the relief of El- 
bridge Gerry; . 
“An act (S. No. 663) for the relief of David 
L. Wright, late captain company E, fifty-first 
regiment Indiana volunteers; 

An act (3. No. 699) fixing, the salaries of 
the United States attorney and the United 
States marshal for the district of Nebraska ; 

An act (S. No. 774) to declare the true in- 
tent and meaning of section two of an act en- 
titled ‘* An act to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States,”’ 
approved March 2, 1867 ; 

An act (S. No. 780) to provide for the re- 
demption and sale of lands held by the United 
States under the several acts levying direct 
taxes; f 

An act (S. No. 842) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the- Mississippi 
river at or near the city of Réd Wing, in the 
State of Minnesota, and to establish itas a 
post road ; se . 

An act (S. No, 858) granting a pension to 
John B. Rose, of Indiana; 

An act (S. No. 984) granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Denver 
and Rio Grande Railway Company; 


An act (S. No. 995) to perfect certam tand || 


titles therein described ; 


An act (S. No. 1002) granting tne right of | 


way through the publie lands to the Pensacola 
and Louisville Railroad. Company, of Ala- 


bama; : 
An act (S. No. 1054) to reimburse the State 


of Kentucky for moneys expended for the 
United Statesin enrolling, subsisting, clothing, 
supplying, arming, equipping, paying, and 
transporting militia forces to aid in suppress- 
ing the rebellion ; : 

An act (S. No. 1060) for the relief of Sarah 
F. Stafford ; : 

An act (S. No. 1063) granting a pension to 
L. Adelia Foster; 7 

An act (S. No. 1064) granting a pension to 
J. W. Cronkite; 

An act (S. No. 1099) to grant an American 
register to the British brig Balear ; 

An act (S. No. 1118) granting a pension to 
Calvin A. Laws ; ` 

An act (S. No. 1119) granting a pension to 
Margaret Nelson ; 

An act (S. No. 1143) for the relief of James 
D: Willoughby, of Vineland, New Jersey; 

An act (S. No. 1149) granting a pension to 
Catherine Crowell ; 

An act (S. No. 1150) granting a pension to 
Abigail Ryan, widow of Thomas A. Ryan ; 

Anact (S. No. 1151) for the relief of Calista 


. Cox; 
An act (S. No. 1158) to amend an act relat- 
ing to soldiers’ and sailors’ homesteads; and 
An act (S. No. 1182) for the completion 
and publication of the Medical and Surgical 
History of the rebellion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syme- 
son, one of its clerks, informed the House 
that the Senate had agreed to the resolution 
of the House of Representatives for the cor- 
rect enrollment of the bill (H. R. No. 2582) 
making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported allowed by the commissioners 
of claims under the act of Congress of March 
3, 1871. 

COMPENDIUM OF CENSUS. 


Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported back the following Senate con- 
current resolution, with the recommendation 
that the same be concurred in: 


Resolved by the Senute of the United States, (the 
House of Representatives concurring, ) That there be 
printed one hundred thousand copies of the com- 
pendium of the census of 1870, of which twenty-five 
thousand shall be for the use of the Senate, fifty 
thousand for the use of the House, and twenty-five 
thousand for the Department of the Interior. 


The resolution was concurred in. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
lution which I send to the desk to be read. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I rise to a question of 
otder. I submit that that is not in order. A 
motion for a recess was pending, on which the 
yeas and nays had been ordered. A motion to 
amend that motion was also pending, and on 
that l propose now to demand the yeas and 
nays. That is the regular order, and I ask the 
Chair to enforce it. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawes 
in the chair.) The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] is recognized by the Chair, and will 
state for what purpose he rises. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I bave sent a 
resolution to the desk which I ask to be read. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. [object to the reading 
of the resolution. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ‘Then I move 
to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk 
will read the resolution of the gentleman from 
Ohio. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House non-concur in the 
amendments of the Senate to the House bill No. 
2705, being the sundry civil appropriation bill, and 
agree to a conference thereon s and that upon the 


appointment of such committee the House do take 
a recess until eight o’clock to-morrow evening. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I insist on my point of 


order. . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man will state his point of order. : 
Mr. ELDREDGE. My point of. order is 


I offer a reso-* 


that two questions are already pending before 
the House, one on which the yeas and: nays 
have been ordered, and the other upon which 
I propose to call the yeas and nays, which I 
submit are of superior privilege to the reso- - 
lation.of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Garriretp] asks unanimous 
consent to introduce the resolution which has 
been read. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I object. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the resolution. 
| Mr. ELDREDGE. I submit that it is not 
in order to suspend the rules while a motion 
for a recess is pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Lappeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
will state the question. Pending the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
RanpDALL,] that the House take a recess until 
ten o’clock this evening, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. ELDREDGE] moved an amend- 
ment, upon which he demands the yeas and 
nays. Pending that call for the yeas and 
nays, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GAR- 
FIELD] moves to suspend the rules for the adop- 
tion of the resolution which has been read 
from the desk. ‘he gentleman from Wis- 
consin raises the point of order that it is not 
in order to move to suspend the rules at this 
time. The Chair overrules that point of order, 
and from that decision the gentleman from 
Wisconsin appeals. Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 

The question being put, the Speaker pro 
tempore announced as the result of the vote 
by sound that the judgment of the Chair was 
sustained. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I demand a division. 

Several Memzers. Too late. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wishto modify 
my resolution by making the hour to which 
we shall take a recess eight o'clock on Mon- 
day morning, instead of eight o’clock to-mor- 
row evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That modi- 
fication willbe made, and the Clerk will report 
the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was read. 

The question being put, the resolution as 
modified was adopted. f 


BUSINESS OF APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to offer 
the resolution which I now send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, 


or such sub-committee as they may designate, are 
hereby authorized to sit during vacation for the 
purpose of considering and facilitating the appropri- 
ate business of the committee in advance of the 
next regular session. 
Mr. GETZ. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to that resolution. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to the resolution the following: | ie 
And said committee is also authorized during 
vacation, through such sub-committee as they may 
appoint, to visit and examine such important unfin- 
ished public buildings as are now in process of eree- 
tion by the Government with a view to economy 10 
he appropriations for the construction of the same. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no 
objection to that amendment. \ re 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is impossible, in this 
confusion, to understand what is going on. 
The SPEAKER. Under the order of the 
House just made, the Chair does not think. it 
is left to his discretion to withhold the- an- 
nouncement of the appointment of the con- 
ferees on the part of the House: on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the sundry 
civil appropriation: bill, in order to-entertain 
other business. The order of the House was 


I will hear it. 
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that the conferees. should be appointed and 
announced, and that thereupon the House 
should take a recess-until eight.o’clock a. m. 
on Monday next. Tt cannot be a question for 
the discretion of the Chair how. loug he shall 
withhold the announcement of those conferees. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. What I propose 
can be done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER, . Of course it can be done 
by unanimous consent. But the Chair would 
be bound, upon the call of the regular order 
by any gentleman, to proceed with the regular 
order of business. 

Mr. HANKS. I eall for the regular order. 


SIMEON SAVAGE. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
ealled for, the House will resume the consid- 
eration of the business pending atthe close 
of the morning hour to-day, and which was 
interrupted by the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] to proceed tothe 
consideration of business on the Speaker's 
table. The pending bill at that time was Sen- 


» 


ate bill No. 649, for the relief of Simeon Sav-. 


age, which was reported from the Committee 
on Patents by the gentleman from Connecticut, 
{Mr. Kexuoce.] The bill having been read the 
third time, the question ison the passage of 
the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. KELLOGG moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now ask that 
the resolution I have reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations be adopted. 

The SPEAKER, That requires unanimous 
consent at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That resolution was not 
understood ; I ask that it be again read. 

Mr. HANKS. I object ; I call for the regu- 
lar order of business. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, 
the resolution is not before the House. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. WALLACE, by unanimous consent, 
wag granted leave of absence forthe remainder 
of the session. 

Mr. TUTHILL, by unanimous consent, 
was granted leave of absence for the remainder 


of the ‘session, on account of sickness in his- 


family. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG, by unanimous con- 
sent, was granted leave of absence for the 
remainder of the session, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

Mr. VAUGHAN, by unanimous consent, 
was granted leave of absence for the remainder 
of the session, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, by unan- 
imous consent, was granted leave of absence 
forthe remainder of the session, and announced 
that on all political questions he was paired 
with Mr. Lyycu, of Maine, who is absent. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, by unanimous con- 
sent, was granted leave of absence from yes- 
terday for the remainder of the session. 

Mr. ORR, by unanimous consent, was 
granted leave of absence for the remainder of 
the session. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. SHELDON, by unanimous consent, 
was granted leave to have withdrawn from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of 
James P. Sullivan. ; 

Mr. PRICE asked and obtained unanimous 
consent to have withdrawn from the files of 
the House the papers in the case of Annie 
S. Frobel. ` 

Mr. CROCKER asked and obtained unan- 
imous consent to have withdrawn from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of 
William Thwing. 


Mr. KING asked and obtained unanimous 
consent to have withdrawn from the files of 
the House the bill and accompanying papers 
in the case of George H.-Copher, of Hawk’s 
Point, Lincoln county, Missouri. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and obtained unani- 


“mous consent for the withdrawal from the files 


of the House of the papers in the case of James 
M. Wiley. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, asked and obtained 
unanimous consent to have withdrawn from the 
papers in the case of W. M. Stafford, now on 
the files of the House, the power of attorney 
from said Stafford to Tucker & Alvord. 

Mr. MERRICK asked and obtained unani- 
mous consent to have withdrawn from the files 
of the House the papers in the case of the 
Frederick Female Academy. 

Mr. PACKER asked and obtained unani- 
mous consent to have withdrawn from the files 
of the House the papers in the case of Leonard 
Kean. : 

- LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, asked and 
obtained leave to have printed in the Globe 
some remarks he had prepared on the condi- 
tion of affairs in Louisiana. [See Appendix.] 


NEW CONFEREES APPOINTED. 


The SPEAKER announced the appoint- 
ment of Mr. DuNNELL, of Minnesota, in place 
of Mr. Kercuam of New York, absent from 
the city, as one of the conferees on the part 
of the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 255) con- 
firming to the Port Huron and Lake Michigan 
Railroad Company the lands heretofore granted 
to the State of Michigan to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad from Grand Haven to Flint, 
and thence to Port Huron, and providing for 
the manner of issuing patents therefor, and 
for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER also announced the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Burpert, of Missouri, in 
place of Mr. Cress, of Illinois, absent from 
the city, as one of the conferees on the part 
of the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (S. No. 508) for the 
relief of certain tribes of Indians in the north- 
ern superintendency. 
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Mr. HANKS. I now insist upon the reg- 
ular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the Chair announces the appoint- 
ment of Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio, Mr. PALMER 
of Iowa, and Mr. Nistack of Indiana, as the 
conferees on the part of the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 2705) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 80, 1878, and for other purposes. 
And by order of the House it is the duty of 
the Chair to declare that the House now take 
a recess until eight o’clock a. m. on Monday 
next. 

Accordingly, (at nine o’clock and fifty min- 
utes p. m.) the House took a recess until eight 
o’cloek a. m. on Monday, June 10. 


MORNING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House (at 
eight o’clocka. m., Monday, June 10) resumed 
its session. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 
G. Burer, D. D 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House 
take a recess until nine o'clock. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, 
means. 

Mr. PETERS. Will not the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] yield tome 
fora moment? - 

Mr. RANDALL... Twill yield to nobody. . 

The question being taken on the motion of 


By no 


-resumes its session of Saturday. 


Mr. RANDALL, there were—ayes 34, noes 23 ; 
no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. RANDALL and 
Mr. PETERS were appointed. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I wishto inquire whether 
this is the session of Saturday or Monday ? 

The SPEAKER. This is legislatively Sat- 
urday. The recess having expired, the House 
The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] moves 
a further recess until nine o'clock. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 51, noes 56. 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise to make 
a privileged report. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
ent? 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then how can the gen- 
tleman make a conference report? 

TheSPEAKER. Therules specially recog- 
nize that a conference report may be received 
even during a call of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. When there is no quorum 
present? . 

The SPEAKER. A call of the House ig 


Is there a quorum pres 


presumed to be because there is no quorum. 


Mr. MORGAN. 
call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. 
rule read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Thereport ofa committee of conference is, under 
the practice of the House, so highly privileged that 


it has been held to be_in order even pending a 
motion for a call of the House.—Journal, 1, 31, page 


Is it in order to move a 


The Chair will have the 


“ Indeed, under the practice, reports of conference 
committees are received at any time (except when 
the rules are suspended) even during the pendenoy 
of a motion to adjourn or to adjourn over, and, like 
the motion to go to the Speaker’s table, may inter- 
rupt a momber who is on the floor speaking.” 


Mr. RANDALL. That isa mere ruling— 
not a rule. 


The SPEAKER. It is the practice of the 


House. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to suspend the 
rules and lay the report of the committee of 
conference on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Morgan] is not on the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the Chair hold that 
it is notin order to move an adjournment at 
this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that, 
according to the usage of the House, a con- 
ference report may be made during the pend- 
ing of a motion to adjourn. After eleven 
o’clock to-day, however, the Chair will not 
entertain a motion to adjourn, as the two 
Houses have fixed twelve o’clock to-day for 
final adjournment. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I wish to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry.. What is understood by 
the Chair to constitute the making of a report 
as authorized under the rule? 

The SPEAKER. It is the making of the 
report. The Chair cannot put it in plainer 
language. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Does that mean any- 
thing more than bringing the report before the 
House? Does it mean the reading of the 
report or any action upon the report ? 

The SPEAKER. It includes the reading 
of the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understood the Chair 
to- state on Saturday that the presentation of a 
conference report is a privileged question, but 
that action upon it is not. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair has not 
to-day said anything contradictory of that. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Will the making of the 
report go any further than its mere reading? 
_ The SPEAKER. It will include. the read- 
ing of the report and the recognition of the 
gentleman presenting it to explain it; but the 
motion for a recess which is pending must first 
be settled before the gentleman from Ohio can 
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proceed with any explanatory remarks. After 
the settlement of that question the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Ohio in prefer- 
ence to any other gentleman, that he may ex- 
plain the conference report. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Explanation of the re- 
port would certainly not be a part of making 
the report. 

The SPEAKER. But still ifthe gentleman 
nom Ohio is recognized as entitled to the 

oor 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The report is in writing, 
and comes into the House in that form. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; but if the 
Chair should recognize the gentleman from 
Ohio he would be on the floor to speak. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. He would not be on the 
floor during the pendency of the motion for a 
recess, 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair has so 
stated. The question of taking a recess must 
be settled before the gentleman from Ohio can 
proceed. But after that is settled, the Chair 
must recognize some one; and suppose he 
chooses to recognize the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. GARFIELD. } 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The report then is 
made ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. But that does not in- 
clude the right of the gentleman making the 
report to explain it. He merely places it 
before the House. And then any privileged 
motion, like a motion to adjourn or a motion 
to take a recess, is in order. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from 
Wisconsin ever found, in the ordinary pro- 
ceedings of the House, that a member can be 
taken off the floor by a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The Chair has stated, 
in answer to my question, if I understood him 
correctly, that if a motion for a recess is 
pending when a conference report is made 
the gentleman having charge of it can only 
bring in his report, and has no right to explain 
it until the motion for a recess is decided. 
Therefore, he will have made his report, which 
he has a right to do, and after that he has no 
more right than any other gentleman, and a 
privileged motion will have precedence. 

The SPEAKER. What privileged motion? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. To take a recess or to 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Upon what point does 
the gentleman take issue? ‘ 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Upon the point that 
the Chair stated that he should recognize the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GaRFIELD] after 
the motion for a recess had been determined. 
Now if, after that, a motion of higher privi- 
lege is proposed, I think the Chair ought not 
to recognize the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the conference report 
now before the House? i 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
report of the conference committee, ` f 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idesireto repeatthe inquiry 
which I addressed to the Chair. Is the report 
of the conference committee now before the 
House? i 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it be in order to 
move to lay it on the table? 

The SPEAKER. Although there are rul- 
ings of previous Speakers the other way, the 
present occupant of the chair has always 
declined to entertain a motion to lay a con- 
ference report on the table. If the gentleman 
from Indiana had given heed to the ralings of 
the present occupant of the chair, he would 
be aware that such rulings had been frequently 
made. At the same time the Chair is aware 
that previous Speakers have ruled otherwise: 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will appeal from the 
decision of the Chair at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, however, will 
state that if it is the object of the minority of 
the House merely to have dilatory motions, no 


decision of the Chair in the slightest degree 
curtails that power.” 

Mr. MORGAN. We have rights as a minor- 
ity, and those rights we will insist upon. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will probably 
be found as ardent as the gentleman from Ohio 
in insisting upon the maintenance of those- 
rights himself. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Am I to understand that 
the Chair will not entertain a motion to lay 
this conference report on the table ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has always 
declined to entertain that motion. The Chair 
has ruled that the only question on the confer- 
ence report was, will the House agree to it, 
or will they not agree to it? 

Mr. RANDALL. I trust we will have an 
opportunity to appeal from that decision, 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the motion is 
made, and the Chair repeats his former ruling, 
he-will be very glad to have an appeal taken 
from his decision, because it will then go into 
the rules. But thus far neither the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania nor any other gentleman 
bas made that appeal. The Chair has been 
anxious to have an appeal made from that 
decision, because if the decision is sustained, 
it will reverse what has been the ruling of 
previous Speakers. 

Mr. HOLMAN, JI understand that the bill 
itself is before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will make the motion 
to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish to state 
that the first print of the bill, as it came from 
the Senate, contained someerrors. It has been 
reprinted correctly, and the corrected copies 
are now on the table of the Doorkeeper ready 
for distribution. Members can there possess 
themselves of the correct print of the bill as 
it came from the Senate. They will also find 
copies of the substitute for the tenth amend- 
ment, about which there has been so much 
interest, and which has been printed sepa- 
rately. I suggest this distribution be made 
before the vote is taken. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Is that the amendment 
to which the gentleman refers, the one in ref- 
erence to which he assured us the Senate would 
recede, and we would not have any trouble 
this morning? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
assurance to any gentleman. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

‘An act (H. R. No. 2208) making appropria- 
tions for the'repair and completion of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes. 

CIVIL SUNDRY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read 
the report of the committee of conference on 
the civil sundry appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
pill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 

ear ending June 30, 1873, and for other purposes, 

aving met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend to their 
respective Houses, as follows: g 
hat the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 15, 16, 20, 21, 28, 354, 40, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 
50, 52, 60, 77, and 80. Co, 

That the House recede from thoir disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2,3, 4, 
54, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 152, 17, 18, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 
99; 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, 41, 42, 47, 49, 51, 54, 55, 56, 

0, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 78, 
79, 81, 82, 83, 84, 8d, 85, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, and 93; 


That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree tothe 


Imade no such 


-game with an amendment as follows: strike out 


That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the tenth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
„Striko out all of said amendment, after the word 

to,” in line two, and substitute in lieu thereof the 
following words, “so as to further provide as 
follows; 

‘“That whenever, in any county or parish, in any 
congressional district, there shall be ten citizens 
thereof of good standing who, prior to any registra- 
tion of voters for an election for Representative in 
Congress, or prior to any election at which a Repre- 
sentative in Congress is to be voted for, shall make 
known in writing, to the judge of the circuit court 
of the United States for the district wherein such 
county or parish is situate, their desire to have said 
registration or election both guarded and scrutin- 
ized, it shall be the duty of the said judge of the cir- 
cuit court, within not less than ten days prior to 
said registration or election, as the case may be, ,to 
open the said court at the most convenient point in 
said district; and the said court, when so opened by 
said judge, shall proceed to appoint and commission, 
from day to day, and from time to time, and under 
the hand of the-said judge, and under the seal of 
said court, for such election district or voting pre- 
cinct in said congressional district, as shall, in the 
manner herein prescribed, have been applied for, 
and to revoke, change, or renew said appointment 
from time to time, two citizens, residents of said 
election district or voting precinct in said county’ 


or parish, who shall be of different political parties, 
and able to read and write the English language, 
and who shall be known and designated as super- 
visors of election; and the said court, when opened 
by the said judge as required herein, shall, there- 
from and thereafter, and up to and including the 
day following theday of the election, be always open 
for the transaction of business under this act; and 
the powers and jurisdiction hereby granted and con- 
ferred shall be exercised, as well in vacation as in 


term time; and a judge, sitting at chambers, shall 
have the same powers and jurisdiction, including 
the power of keeping order and of punishing any 
contempt of his authority, as when sitting in the 
court: Provided, That no compensation shall be 
allowed tothe supervisors herein authorized to be 
appointed, except those appointed in cities or towns 
of twenty thousand or more inhabitants. And no 
person shall be appointed under this act as super- 
visor of election who is not at the time of his ap- 
pointment.a qualified voter of the county, parish, 
election district, or voting precinct for which be is 
appointed, And no person shall be appointed 
deputy marshal under this act or the act of which 
this is amendatory, who is not a qualified voter, at 
the time of his appointment, in the county, parish, 
district, or precinct in which he resides. And seç- 
tion thirteen of the act of which this isan amend- 
ment shall be construed to authorize and require 
the circuit courtsof the United States in said sec- 
tion mentioned to name and appoint, as soon as may 
be after the passage of this act, the commissioners 
provided for in said section, in all cases in which 
such appointments have not already been made in 
conformity therewith. And the third section of the 
act to which this is an amendment shall be taken 
and construed to authorize each of the judges of the 
circuit courts of the United States to designate one or 
more of thejudges of the district courts within his cir- 
cuitio discharge the duties arising under this. act or 
theact to which thisisan amendment. And the words 
“any person” in section four of theact of May 3, 
1870,shall be held to include any officer or other person 
having powers or dutiesofan official character under 
thisact orthe act to which this is an amendment: 
Provided, That nothing in this section shall be so 
construed as to authorize the appointment of any 
marshals or deputy marshals in addition to those 
heretofore authorized by law. Andso much of said 
sum herein appropriated as may be necessary for said 
supplemental and amendatory provisions is hereby 
appropriated from and after the passage of this act.’”’ 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the nineteenth amendment of the Senate and 
agree to the same with the following amendments : 
in lieu of the words inserted by said amendment sub- 
stitutothe following words: “to enable the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to pay only the reasonable and 
proper expense heretofore incurred for paving road- 
way and curbing and paving sidewalks in front of 
the property of the United States 1n the District of 
Columbia, $192,620 or so much thereof as may be 
necessary; and all railroads are hereby prohibited 
on the I street and K street fronts of Farragut, 
Seott, and Franklin squares; and no further street 
railroads shall be laid down in the city, of Washing- 
ton without the consent of Congress;"’ and on page 
7, after the word ” paragraphs,” in line one, add the 
following words: “and the said appropriations 
shall not be construed to create or imply any obliga- 
tion on the part of the United States in any respect 
whatever in future; and the Senate agree to the 


same. ae 

Thatthe House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirtieth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: in lieu 
of the words stricken out by said amendment sub- 
stitute the following: "to enable the Secretary o 
the Treasury to pay, under existing laws, contrac- 
tors for carrying the mails for services rendered prior 
to July 1, 1869, $13,416.” os 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 


the thirty-first amendment of the Senate, and agree 


to the same with an amendment as follows: insertin 
lien of the words stricken out by said amendment 
the following words: “ operated by hollow spheres 
or otherwise;’”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-seventh amendment of. the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: in 
lieu.of the words-stricken. out, substitute the follow- 
ing: “and the balances of appropriations for the cur- 
rent fiscal year for the construction of public build- 
ings under the control of the Treasury Department, 
which may remain unexpended at the close of the 
current fiscal year, are hereby reappropriated for the 
fiscal year: ending June 30, 4873; and the Senate 
agree to the same. f , 

That.tho House recede from their disagreement to 
the filty-third amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: in line 
two of said amendment, after the word “lands,” in- 
sert the words ‘‘in the;” and the Senate agree to the 


same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the fifty-cighth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: at the 
end of said amendment add the following words: 
“ Provided, That whenever Congress shall so determ- 
ine, any part of said estate may be sold, and so much 
of the proceeds thereof as shall be needful for the 
purpose shall be applied to reimburse the United 

tates for the expenditure herein provided ;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. ake 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
tho sixty-first amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out of said amendment lines one, two, three, four, 
and line five to and including the word ** dollars;’’ 
and the Senate agree to thesame, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the six ty-fourth amendment of the Senate, andagree 
to thesame with the following amendment: strike 
out the word '‘ five,” in line five of said umendment, 
and insert in lieu the word “fifteen; and the 
Senate agree to the same, : 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the sixty-eighth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in lieu 
of the words stricken out by said amendment insert 
the following words: “ Provided, That no money ap- 
propriated by this act shall be paid as commissions 
upon any labor or materials furnished the United 
States; and tho Senate agree to the same. 

JAS. A. GARFIELD, 
FRANK W. PALMER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


CORNELIUS COLE, 
GEO. F. EDMUNDS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 

Enrolled Bills, reported that they had ex- 
amined and found duly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: f . 
An act (H. R. No. 1671) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, preservation, and 
repairs of certain fortifications, and other 
works of defense ; 

An act (H. R. No, 2208) making appropria- 
tions for the repair; preservation, and com- 
pletion of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2683) making appropri- 
ations for the payment of claims reported 
allowed by the commissioners of claims under 
the act of Congress of March 3, 1871; 

An act (H. R. No. 2777) for the relief of 
the sureties of S. F. Marks, former post- 
master at New Orleans; 

An act (H. R. No. 2800) to authorize 
the President of the United States to appoint 
one or more commissioners to represent the 
Government of the United States at the in- 
ternational exposition of agriculture, indus- 
t7, and fine arts, to be held at Vienna in 

13; 

An act (H. R. No. 2973) to refand duties 
paid on goods, wares, and merchandise re- 
maining in bond or store on the Ist day of 
August 1872; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2975) to amend the fifth 
section of an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
aud jadicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 80, 1878, and for other 
purposes.’ 


CIVIL SUNDRY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the motion to take a recess until nine 
o'clock. 

; Eats I move to amend ‘by inserting 
‘ten. 


Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move the House do 
now adjourn. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. And on that motion I ask 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 68, nays 104, not voting 
68; as follows: `- i 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Bell, Biggs, 
Bird, Bright, Caldwell, Comingo, Crossland, Dox, 
Du Bose, Duke, Eldredge, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Hambleton, Han- 
cock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, 
Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, Kendali, Kerr. King, 
Lamison, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McCor- 
mick, McHenry, McIntyre, McNeely, Merrick, Mor- 

an, Niblack, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. 

ice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, 
Sion H. Rogers, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Slocum, 
Sloss, Stevens, Storm, Swann, Terry, Van ' 
Waddell, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Williams o 
New York, Winchester, and Young—68. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Beatty, 

Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin Biair, Braxton, 
Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin 
l. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, 
Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Cotten, Critcher, 
Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, Donnan, Duell, 
Dunnell, Elliott, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Charles 
Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, 
Halsey, Harmer, George E. Harris, Havens, Hawley, 
Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Killinger, Lan- 
sing, Lewis, Lowe, Maynard, McCrary, McGrew, 
MeJunkin, McKee, Mereur, Merriam, Monroe, 
Morey, Morphis. Leonard Myers, Packard, Packer, 
Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, 
Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Platt, Potter, Prindle, 
Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Sessions, 
Shanks, Shellabarger, H. Boardman Smith, John 
A. Smith, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Strong, 
Yaffe, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Twichell, 
Tyner, Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, Walls, White- 
Jey, Willard, Williams of Indiana, and John T. 
Wilson—104. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Banks, 
Barnum, Barry, Beck, James 4. Blair, Boles, Brooks, 
Clarke, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Davis, Dickey, 
Eames, Ely, Farwell, Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, 
Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Ketcham, Kinsella, Lam- 

ort, Leach, Lynch, McKinney, Benjamin F, Meyers, 

itchell, Moore, Negley, Orr, Hosea W. Parker, Bii 
Perry, Poland, Porter, Robinson, John. Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sargent, Sovficld, Seeley, Sheldon, Shoe- 
maker, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton 
Speer, Starkweather, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stow- 
ell, St, Jobn, Sutherland, Sypher, Dwight Town- 
send, Turner, Tuthill, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Waldron, Wheeler, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 

ood—68. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. LAMPORT said: On this question I 
am paired with Mr. Turuint, of New York, 
who, if present, would vote “ay,” and Í 
would vote “ no.” 

The question recurred upon the motion for 
a recess. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to move to recom- 
mit this report to the conference committee, 
and I would ask gentlemen on the other side 
of the House who have motions pending to 
withdraw them in order to enable-me to make 
that motion, if it be in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will that motion be in 
order if the pending motions are withdrawn ? 

The SPEAKER. It would be. > 

Mr. RANDALL. Can we waive the pend- 
ing motions? 

‘he SPEAKER. They can be renewed 
hereafier, of course. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Can these motions be 
withdrawn after the yeas and nays have been 
ordered on them? 

The SPEAKER., They can. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We will withdraw the 
motions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would regret 
that this occasion should go by without bav- 
ing the point settled as to the parliamentary 
right to lay upon the table the report of a 
committee of conference. 

Mr, RANDALL. We will reach that pres- 
ently. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object to with- 
drawing the pending motions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no 
right. to object. The motions are withdrawn, 


Van Trump, | 


and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, 
KELLEY) is recognized by the Chair. i 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker; I now move 
that the report of the committee of confer- 
ence be recommitted to that committee. [ 
make this motion under a deep sénse of re- 
sponsibility, and I ask gentlemen to hear me ` 
for my cause and to be silent that they may 
hear. I make it and. propose to briefly sus- 
tain it in behalf of a-cause that is as dear to 
meas my life, to which I have devoted my 
best years, and in which I have more than once 
periled my life; thatis, the integrity and su- 

remacy of the Republican party, which I be-. 
ieve to be endangered by the position of this 
bill. Jam also constrained to make this mo- 
tion by & proper sense of self-respect. Noth- 
ing wili reward aman for the loss of self- re- 
spect. I feel this morning that if by the force 
of a mere majority we drive this bill, embody- 
ing as it does the enforcement amendment, 
through Congress, we will commit an act 
which, so far as I and a number of gentlemen 
around me are concerned, will be regarded as 
in the category of acts for which I have more: 
than a score of times sentenced men, thereto- 
fore respected in the community in which. they 
lived, to solitary confinement and penal labor. 

This bill reached its present stage by what, 
in the light of information in my possession, 
appears to be false pretenses, which-are char- 
acterized by all the features necessary to sus- 
tain a conviction under the law of Pennsyl- 
vania. On Saturday last the minority of this 
House, by virtue of parliamentary law and of 
the usages of this House; not by the weakness 
of the Republican party, not by the weakness 
or Jack ot fidelity on the part of members of 
the Republican party, but, as I bave said, by 
virtue of parliamentary law and usages long and 
well known to the House and the people of 
the country, the minority party of this House 
held this bill in its power. Leading members 
of that body said to us, ‘Take from the bill 
one amendment, and you may have all the 
other provisions without question; take from 
it one provision, and you may complete your 
appropriations and adjourn.” This being the 
condition of the bill, there came upon this 
floor a Senator who was then a member of 
the committee of conference to consider and 
adjust the disagreeing votes thereon, and I 
vouch gentlemen around me for the fuct that 
from him went forth the assurance that if the 
Opposition would permit this bill to go to a 
committee of conference the Senate would re- 
cede from the objectionable amendment. It 
was also known that he who must be chairman 
of the committee of conference on the part of 
the House disapproved of that amendment, 
and had given open and public assurance that 
he disapproved it as heartily as gentlemen on 
the other side could do. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- . 
man refers to me I beg him to withhold his 
statement of my position, and allow me to 
make it for myself. : 

Mr. RANDALL. You did state that pri- 
vately. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am assured by many gen- 
tlemen that the gentleman from Ohio did 
make such statements. 

According to parliamentary usage there must 
be two Democrats on a committee of confer- 
ence, one from the House and one from the 
Senate. There was, therefore, it seemed to. 
me, as it did to others, no possibility that the 
objectionable amendment would be adhered 
to. And I, and others who are as loyal to 
Republicanism, loyal to radical Republican- 
ism, as I am or ever have been, (and it is 
among the proudest recollections of my life. 
that Abraham Lincoln, Thaddeus Stevens, 
aud Henry Winter Davis have all at times 
chidden me for my excessive Radicalism, my 
undue zeal, and what they were pleased to 
regard as my reckless. course in support of 
the cause of the oppressed and enslaved.) 
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I say, Mr. Speaker, that gentlemen who are as 
Radical as I am went with or ia advance of me 
to gentlemen on the other side of the House 
and said, ‘ The circumstances. arg such as 
guarantee the withdrawal of this amendment 
to which you object; you cannot be deceived 
should you let the bill go to a conference.’’ 
But they knew the impregnable strength of 
their position, and not yet did they yield. 
They hesitated and inquired, and did not 
yield until from the Speaker’s chair they 
received assurance that the report of a confer- 
ence committee was subject to all the dilatory 
motions to which any other measure would 
be. In my conversations with them I had 
given them assurance that if by any perad- 
venture they lost position. or power, I would 
codperate with them in resisting the passage 
of the bill embodying the amendment in ques- 
tion, and I make this motion in redemption not 
alone of my word, but of the pledges of others. 
If this action bring upon me condemnation I 
shall not heed it. For, sir, it may be egotism, 
but I tell you that I value more highly the self- 
respect and approving conscience of WILLIAM 
D. KELLEY than I do the applause of all 
mankind; and I could not go through the 
world maintaining my self-respect if | failed 
to make every effort in my power to have this 
report go back to the committee of conference. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 1 desire to inquire of 
my friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLEY] 
to whom he refers as having authorized him 
to pledge this side of the House to anything 
about this bill ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I did not pledge this side 
of the House, nor have I sv intimated. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Whom did you pledge? 

Mr. KELLEY. I pledged my influence, 
following gentlemen whom Í saw on the other 
side promising theirs, And I reiterate that I 
was impelled thereto by assurances given, as I 
had been informed by many gentlemen about 
me, by a member of the Senate conference 
committee that if we could get the bill to the 
conference committee the Senate would recede? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to know if the 
gentleman wishes to leave the impression that 
there was anybody who undertook to pledge 
this side of the House to surrender the rights 
of the majority to legislate? 

Mr. KELLEY. I have not said any such 
thing, or intimated any such thing. I now 
yield to the chairman of the Committee on 
‘Appropriations, the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. GARFIELD, ] for a few minutes. 

Mr. COBURN. Before the gentleman from 
Ohio proceeds, I ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to state who were represented on the 
different sides of this bargain. 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not understand that 
any bargain was made by me binding anybody 
but myself., I have not intimated auy such 
thing. But I think that there are other gen- 
tlemen here who will probably rise and say that 
they also said to the other side, “Gentlemen, 
you shall not be damaged by trusting to the 
good faith of the majority.”’ But! speak only 
for myself. 

Mr. COBURN. I wish to know who acts 
for the majority here? . 

Mr. KELLEY. I ‘do not speak for the 
majority. 1 have not spoken for the majority. 

Mr. COBURN. Then I should like to know 
what is the good faith of the majority which 
has been broken? 

Mr, KELLEY. I speak for myself, not for 
the majority. Others can speak for them- 
selves. 

Mr. PLATT. I would like to ask how the 
the other side have been damaged by this re- 
port being made? Have they not made all the 
dilatory motions, they would have been enti- 
tled to make under any circumstances? 

Mr. KELLEY. I have. made my motion, 
and after gentlemen who desire to be heard 
shall have been heard, they can vote upon it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If our action on Batur- 


requires that no disadvantage to the gentlemen 
on the other side shall result from it. I be- 
lieve in carrying out a bargain. 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio [ Mr. GarFizeLp] fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. On the merits 
of the amendment now in debate by itself 
considered I will not now speak. No man on 
this floor regrets more than I do that the 
House was brought to a dead-lock on a ques- 
tion of this sort appended to a general appro- 
priation bill. But- there is another phase of 
this subject which rises altogether above that 
amendment or any other amendment that can 
be brought into this House. To discuss that 
greater question, I must call the attention of 
members to the parliamentary history of this 
bill. It is one of the twelve great appropria- 
tion bills necessary for carrying on the Gov- 
ernment, After being considered forty days 
in the Committee on Appropriations, after 
being elaborately debated in this House, it 
went to the Senate, and after having there 
encountered storm and tempest of no ordin- 
ary character it came back to the House with 
such amendments as the Senate saw fit to 
add. Again in the House, it was a bill in 
order under all the rulesof parliamentary law, 
for our rules do not allow us to rule asout of 
order an amendment added by theSenate. The 
bill then being in order there were but five 
courses of action open to the House in the 
ordinary processes of legislation. The first was 
to refer it to the Committee on Appropriations, 
to be considered and brought back subject to 
the order of the House. The second was, we 
might have referred it to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, where it 
would have been open to debate and amend- 
ment on every one of the ninety-three amend- 
ments, and then to be reported back to the 
House to await the further order of this body. 
A third course was that we should proceed to 
consider it in open House under the five-min- 
utes rule, subject to amendments and debate. 
A fourth plan was to non-concur in all the 
Senate amendments, send the bill to a com- 
mittee of conference ot be again brought back 
into the House. There wasa fifth plan, to con- 
eur in all the Senate amendments, and thus 
send the bill to the President for his approval. 

Now, there is no other ordinary course to be 
taken with an appropriation bill, and I call the 
attention of the House to the fact that Iand 
my associates on the Committee on A ppropria- 
tions tried again and again in the House each 
and all of these five ordinary courses of pro- 
cedure, and again and again did the minority 
of this House refuse to allow the House to 
take either of these courses until late at night 
of Saturday, after a twelve hours’ session, and 
then only on condition that the non-concur- 
rence and reference to a conference committee 
should be coupled with a recess which should 
bring us within four hours of the final adjourn- 
ment of Congress. In other words, the minor- 
ity have for days refused to allow the usual 
legislative processes to be employed in refer- 
ence to a great and necessary public measure ; 
they have refused to allow it to be debated or 
considered except upon terms of their own 
dictation wholly beyond the ordinary range 
of parliamentary order. 

Mr. Speaker, a question has therefore arisen 
in its importance far above any item in this 
bill, and even above the whole bill, and it is 
simply this: shallthe majority of the members 
of this House have the right to consider and 
act upon a great appropriation billin the mode 
provided in the rules? The moment a minor- 
ity, however large, deny that proposition, that 
moment weare inthe midst of a parliamentary 
revolution, and legislation of any sort is im- 
possible forevermore until that position be 
utterly abandoned. In 1861 a large body of 
men in eleven States of this Union said that 
a majority of the American people might elect 
a President, provided they did not elect Abra- 


day was the result of a bargain, good faith || ham Lincoln, but if a majority of votes at the 
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polls should choose to elect Abraham Lincalia, 
then they, the minority, would break this Gov- 
ernment in pieces, and Lincoln should never 
be President of this Republic. There was a 
revolution against the right-of the majority to 
elect a President. Four years. of bloody war 
followed to vindicate the right of the majority 
to govern. Now, most unfortunately, most 
unwisely, most unjustifiably, as I think, the 
minority of this House have seen fit to say to 
us ‘‘ There is a bill, a great public measure, a 
measure which must in some form be enacted 
into a law, else the Government cannot be 
earried on, but that bill you shall neither 
debate in any of the recognized forms of par- 
liamentary law, nor shall you amend it nor 
vote on it.’’ Now, to that assumption, be it 
made in reference to any conceivable consti- 
tutional bill before the House, I for one can 
never yield; with it I will make no terms of 
compromise. In saying this I do not fail to 
recognize the amplest right of the minority to 
make dilatory motions for any and all legiti- 
mate purposes. I recognize that right when- 
ever the minority is being oppressed by any 
parliamentary proceeding. If, for instance, 
we should insist that a bill should be passed 
without being read, I would filibuster as long 
as any man here to prevent it, if it were a bill 
that I did not understand or approve. 

Mr. BROOKS. That was your very first 


motion. g 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Not at all. 
If, for instance, a proposition were made to 
pass a great and important measure without 
allowing a word of debate, or of protest, or 
of consideration, except the vote, J would join 
any man on either side of, the House in dila- 
tory motions against such a proceeding. But 
when the proposition is to proceed according 
to parliamentary law to consider and to debate, 
then, when the minority undertakes to say 
that that thing shall not be done, it is simply 
an end of parliamentary government; it is a 
plain denial of the right to the majority of 
the American people to make laws, speaking 
through the majority of their Representatives. 

Now, in regard to the tenth amendment in 
this conference report, It has never been 
clear but that after debate that ameudment 
would be defeated in this House. It is not 
clear but that it would now be defeated in this 
House. Let it be understood that I do not 
speak of the merits of the amendment in any 
degree whatever. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will my friend allow me 
to inquire of him how he would vote on it? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
will excuse me; I must finish what I was say- 
ing. When the committee of conference was 
appointed—and I wish to say this in reply to 
what has been said here—I expressed my will- 
ingness that any kind of a committee might 
be appointed, only so that a committee be 
appointed. And did not venture to suggest 
to the Speaker how he should make up that 
conference committee. I would have regarded 
it as indecorous on my part and improper on 
his part, if I had proposed or he consented to 
pledge himself in advance to any making up of 
the committee in the way of a pledge to oppos- 
ing forces. I gave no man on this or on the 
other side of the House any pledge as to how E 
would act on any amendment of the Senate, 
should I beamemberof the committee of con- 
ference, nor do I believe any other member 
of the conference committee gave any such 
pledge. Idid express my willingness that the 
conference committee should be made in any 
way that it was the pleasure of the Speaker to 
make it; and if it should decide one way I 
would be content, and if it should decide the 
other way I would be content. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Allow me to ask a 
question. ‘ . 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio; Let me finish 
my statement and then I will yield to a ques- 


tion. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I want to ask a quese 
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tion on this particular point, as to what was 
said by him to gentlemen on this side of the 
House, and to me personally. 

` Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Not now; let 
me finish my statement, and then the gen- 
tleman may report everything I ever said to 
him. When we went into the conference com- 
mittee, we sat two hours on Saturday night, 
running our session into midnight. The whole 
of ‘that session was devoted exclusively to 
determining the order of proceedure in the 
committee. It was finally agreed, and it was 
the only agreement the committee could come 
to, that we would lay aside the election amend- 
ment till we had considered all the other items 
in the bill, At the same time I, in common 
with my colleagues, urged upon the Senate 
committee to let us make a partial report, a 
report covering everything but the enforce- 
ment clause, to bring that back before the two 
Houses for separate action. We united in 
making that request of the Senate conferees. 
They declined to say whether they would or 
would not agree to that suggestion, but it was 
agreed that we would consider everything else 

rst. : 

We met on Sunday and sat eight hours con- 
tinuously. At the end of six hours we had 
finished, to the satisfaction of the conferees, 
every other item of disagreement between the 
two Houses. When we reached the tenth 
amendment, the one in dispute; the Senate 
conferees informed us that they could make 
no report that did not treat of that subject in 
it; that the report must be one and a whole. 
The committee on the part of the House was 
thus compelled to adopt one of two courses, 
either at eight o’clock on Monday morning, 
four hours before the time fixed for final ad- 

journment, bring back a report that they had 
made no progress whatever, that nothing was 
agreed to, nothing settled, thus making it 
wholly impossible to reach an adjustment 
before twelye o'clock, or to bring in a report 
concurring in something. 

After mature deliberation we thought it to 
be our duty to bring in a report, and in order 
to do that we proposed asubstitute to the Sen- 
ate’s tenth amendment, That substitute con- 
sists in the main of the enforcement bill sent 
to the House by the Senate a few weeks since ; 
but there are two or three important modifica- 
tions put on that at the suggestion of the 
House conferees. ‘The first is that nothing in 
this act contained shall be so construed as to 
authorize the appointment of any additional 
marshals or deputy marshals beyond those 
heretofore authorized by law. In the second 
place, instead of providing that on the com- 
plaint of two citizens the judge shall appoint 
supervisors, we put it in the report the request 
of ten shall be required—not ten in any con- 
gressional district, but in the county or parish 
where such action is required. So it must be 
ten citizens of good report, of good reputa- 
tion who shall petition the judge, and ten citi- 
zons of the same county in which the action 
is asked, before he can take any such action. 

Again, there are in this report four amend- 
ments which were offered by Democratic Sen- 
ators and adopted by the Senate when the bill 
was before the Senate. One is that the super- 
visors hereby authorized shall receive no com- 
pensation except in cities of twenty thousand 
inhabitants. Anotheris that persons appointed 
to supervise elections shall be from the election 
precincts where they preside, and shall servein 
such election precincts, and shall be qualified 
voters. Another is that nothing in this act 
contained shall be construed to compel State 
officers to discharge any duty imposed by Con- 
gress. 

The amendment. thus guarded is clearly 
within the provisions of the Constitution which 
empower Congress to regulate the time, place, 
and manner of holding elections for Represent- 
atives in Congress. If I did not believe this 
I would not have agreed to the conference 


report. “Whether it is a wise amendment: or || already been on the statute-book for two years, | 


not is for this body to determine, That it is 
constitutional no member of this body will 
deny. That it is intended to preserve the 
purity of. electors I donot doubt, if it were 
designed to help elect any given person, no 
man would hate it more than I would, whether 
the man to be elected were my political friend 
or my political enemy. Now, the committee 
of conference having brought in a report under 
the-rules, I do now insist and shall continue to 
demand that the bill before the House shall be 
acted on; and: against all factious and revolu- 
tionary resistance I propose to stand, if need 
be, until December next until ‘this appropria- 
tion bill shall be considered, shall be voted on, 
voted up or voted down. This must be done 
or we abandon and surrender the right of par- 
liamentary government in this country. We 
inflict a serious if not a fatal wound upon the 
freedom and efficiency of the national Legisla- 
ture. 

And now, once for all, I say to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, (Mr. ELDREDGE, ] and to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KEL- 
LEY, ] that I have said no word to them or to 
any man inconsistent with the declarations I 
have made in these remarks. I challenge any 
man to the proof if he venture to join the issue. 
Finally, and above all, we must have a direct 
action on this bill; if not to-day, then in the 
extra session which will be called the moment 
we adjourn without action. 

Mr. KELLEY. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Bixeuam. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let me answer 
a question or two which has been propounded 


to me. 

Mr. KELLEY. I now yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bixcuam, ] 
and then I have a few words myself to say in 
conclusion, ' 

Mr. BROOKS. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Ohio a question. Article four of the 
amendments to the Constitution, prescribing 
the rights of the people—— 

Mr. KELLEY. This comes out of the time 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BINGHAM.. Then I cannot yield any 
of my time for that purpose. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman from 
New York will be permitted to read the fourth 
article of amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Mr. BROOKS. The fourth article of 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States provides that ‘‘the right of the people to 
be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and 
effects, against unreasonable searches and 
seizures, shall not be violated, and no warrants 
shall issue but upon probable cause, supported 
by oath or affirmation, and particularly describ- 
ing the place to be searched, and the persons 
or things to be seized.”’ 

Section eight of the law prescribes: 

‘And the marshal or his deputy shall arrest and 
take into custody, with or without process’ —- 

Mr. BINGHAM. [I insist that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Brooxs] cannot 
yead the whole statute-book in my time. 
(Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
me (Mr. Biyexam] declines to yield fur- 
ther. - 

Mr. BROOKS. There is nothing in this act 
which forbids the arrest of any man without 
process of law. 

å Mr. BINGHAM. I submit that I have the 


oor. 
The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ohio 
is entitled to the foor. 

Mr. BROOKS. I object to being smothered 
in this way. 

The SPEAKER, Thegentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Bincuam] is entitled to the floor for 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, there is 
nothing in the bill, so far as the rights of citi- 
zens and persons are concerned, that has not 
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It has been in force in the State represented 
by the honorable gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Brooxs,] and I have yet to learn that 
any ofthe provisions of this law of which the 
gentleman complains have been held uncon- 
stitutional by any court, State or national. 

Mr. RANDALL. You will not let it be 
tested by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Test it before any court. 
That right is assured by the law as it was ori- 
ginally enacted. The question might have 
peen tested inthe Supreme Court. It was not, 
because there was no doubt of the validity of 
the law. Gentlemen talk about not letting it 
be tested in the Supreme Court! I do not 
stop to argue the constitutional question now. 
I gave these gentlemen an opportunity ten 
days ago to take the Senate bill on this very 
subject from the table and allow it to be con- 
sidered. Your Journal will bear witness that 
I did not move to suspend the rules and put 
the bill on its passage. Debate was what I 
desired. I wished to know, after a fuli hearing 
of this question, whether it is competent for 
the Congress of the United States to provide 
by law (as is provided in the actthe provisions 
of which are sought by this amendment to be 
extended to the several congressional districts 
of the United States) for the punishment by 
fine and imprisonment of any person, whether 
in office or out of office, whether a State official 
or a Federal official, who shall by fraud, by 
bribery, by threats, by intimidation, orby force, 
prevent or attempt to prevent any citizen duly 
qualified to vote from exercising that privilege 
in the election of Representatives to Congress. 
I desire to hear that question discussed. ‘Ten 
days ago I offered gentlemen on the other side 
a chance to discuss it, and they voted solidly 
against taking that offer or challenge. I then 
desired, and so notified the House, to offer a 
substitute for the Senate bill, which embraced 
everything embraced in this amendment, and 
I was again met by a solid Democratic vote 
against me, And now. gentlemen come and 
raise the miserable quibble that there is some 
constitutional privilege invaded here, because . 
the Senate has introduced an amendment to 
enlarge or restrict the terms and effect of an 
appropriation, while it isin accordance with 
the practice of this Government under every 
Administration and in every Congress since 
it was a Government. In the original text of 
the bill was the provision for the expenses 
which may be incurred in the enforcement of 
the act of February 28, 1871, and thereupon, 
the House having incorporated that provision 
in its appropriation and having appropriated 
money to carry out the act, the Senate, accord- 
ing to all usage, introduces amendments re: 
stricting, limiting, and prescribing the effect 
of the appropriation to the particular act. 

I consider the question gentlemen have seen 
fit to raise now is a question as important as 
any that can arise under the Constitution of 
the country, and I propose to fight it out with 
them; and that is whether, after refusing in 
the regular course of business to take up the 
independent Senate bill and consider it, and 
record their united votes against it, refusing to 
allow the Judiciary Committee to report a 
substitute for that bill, correcting its verbal 
errors, they are to come here now, under the 
pretense of taking care of the Constitution, 
and taking care of the rights of the people, 
and inaugurate here in this Hall a treason as 
disreputable, as dishonorable, as unconstitu- 
tional, and as damning ag that treason which 
was inaugurated twelve years ago by the bay- 


onet—— 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I rise to a 
order. i 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ido not yield. 

Mr. MORGAN, amid cries of ‘ order,” 
great confusion, and the repeated rapping of « 
the Speaker’s gavel, made some remarks 
which were inaudible at the reporters’ desk. 
- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Morgan] is out of order. i 


point òf 


. right of the minority to stay indefinitely the right 
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-ready to make it good before the tribunal of history 
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Mr. BINGHAM. When gentlemen come 
and parade the Constitution against legislation 
for the equal rights of citizens duly qualified 
to vote at congressional elections, I propose 
to strip the cover off of all such pretenses. I 
say here and now, and stand ready to make it ; 
good before the tribunal of history and the 
great tribunal of the American people, that 
the proposition pretended to be set up here 
of the right of the minority to stay indefinitely 
the right of the majority to legislate is as dis- 
graceful, as dishonorable 

Mr. MORGAN. Ibrand it as a lie—- 

Mr. BINGHAM. And as treasonable as 
that other pretext—— 

š Mr. MORGAN. I say it is a foul slan- 
i 

[The remainder of the remark, amid con- 
fusion and the noise of the Speaker’s gavel, 
was not heard by the reporters. ] 

Mr. STEVENSON. Task that the words 
of my colleague [Mr. Morgan] be taken down. 

Mr. BECK and other members. Take 
them down on both sides. 

The SPEAKER. If the rules be violated 
again, the Chair will direct the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to take into custody whoever may be 
guilty of it. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Srrvenson] demands that the words of his 
colleague [Mr. Moran] be taken down. 

Mr. HEREFORD. And also the words of 
the gentleman on the other side, [Mr. BING- 


HAX. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
West Virginia demands that the words of the 
gentleman from Ohio on the other side [Mr. 
Biyeuam | be also taken down. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I think the 
country will hold you responsible if you do 


not cause parties creating disorder in this way 
to be arrested. 

The SPEAKER. The language in contro- 
versy will be written out by the reporters and 
ruled upon by the Chair. 

After a pause, during which the language in 
question was transcribed by the Globe report- 
ers, the Clerk read as follows: 

“Mr. Binguam. I say here and now, and stand 


and the great tribunal of the American people, that 


the proposition pretended to be set up here of the 


of the majority to legislate is as disgraceful, as dis- 


honorable—— i g 

“Mr. Moraan. I brand it as a lie— 

“Mr. Bineuam. And as treasonable as that other 
pretext—— ee 

“My. Moraan. Isay itis afoul slander—~ 

“(The remainder of the remark, amid confusion 
and the noise of the Speaker’s gavel, was not heard 
by the reporters. P’ 


Mr. GETZ. The language of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Bincuam] preceding 
what has been read by the Clerk is what was 
chiefly objected to on this side. 

Mr. DAWES. The exact words used by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Morcay] are 
not of so much consequence; his violation 
of order was as much in his constant inter- 
ruptions of the gentleman on the floor as in 
the words he used. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
state before making his ruling that the gentle- 
man from Ohio in front of the Chair [Mr. 
Bixeuam] was entitled to the floor under the 
rules of the House. If he violated the rules 
of decorum or of parliamentary privilege in 
debating the question, it was the right of any 
gentleman upon the floor to arrest his remarks 
by calling him to order. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Morcan] who interrupted him did 
it without any possible right to the floor. He 
had no more right to interrupt him as he did 
than with a bludgeon to strike at the gentle- 
man. He had no pretense of being entitled 
to the floor. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I rise toa question of 


order. i 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is upon one 
uestion of order now.. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin will please observe that the Chair 


hasthe prior right-~— ' 


AEAEE 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I wasnot aware of any 
question of order being raised. 

The SPEAKER. What is the question if 
it is not a question of order? It is a question 
of order of the highest character. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Buvenam,] who was 
on the floor under the rules, could have been 
called to order for any language he may have 
used in violation of the rules. After the de- 
mand was made that the words be taken 
down, the Chair, according to the strict letter 
of the rule, might have then made his ruling; 
but he did not do so. He now rules that the 
language used by the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Bryewsm,] who had the right to the floor, 
was not unparliamentary. 

Mr. GETZ. The language to which we 
particularly object has not been read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair only rules on 
that before the House. The Clerk will again 
read theremarks of the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Bivenam. J 

The Clerk again read the extract from the 


report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state— 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Beforethe Chair makes 
his ruling, I desire to raise a question of order 
antecedent to the one now pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. When the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Bincuam] first used the lan- 
guage to which we objected, I rose and calied 
him to order and commenced to demand that 
his words be taken down. The confusion pre- 
vented me from completing my sentence. 


of the House? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. On all sides, and the 

gavel of the Speaker, if you please. For that 
reason I was not heard. 
- The SPEAKER. The gentleman lost no 
right by that, because the Chair understood 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Becr] to 
demand that the words of the gentleman from 
Ohio be taken down. They have been taken 
down, and the Chair has ruled upon them. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The language to which 
I objected preceded the language which the 
Clerk has read. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Brvenam] repeated his remark, and it 
has been read only in the form in which he 
last uttered it. 

The SPEAKER. In order that there may 
be no possible fault found with any ruling of 
the Chair, the Chair will direct the reporters 
of the House to furnish what immediately 
preceded what has been read. 

. Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman used 


words—— 

The SPEAKER. It is not for the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin to say what words the 
gentleman used; it is for the official reporters 
of the House to furnish them. The Clerk will 
now read the language which the gentleman 
from Wisconsin desired to have taken down as 
it has been furnished by the reporters, and 
the Chair will rule on it after it has been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“ Mr. Bincuam. I consider the question gentlemen 
have seen fit to raise now is a question as important 
as any that can arise under the Constitution of the 
country, and I propose to fight it out with them ; 
and that is, whether, after refusing in the regular 
course of business to take up the independent Sen- 
ate bill and consider it and record their united votes 
against it, refusing to allow the Judiciary Commit- 
tee to report a substitute for that bill, correcting its 
verbal errors, they are to come here now under the 
pretense of taking care of the Constitution and 
taking care of the rights of the people and inaugu- 
rate here in this Hall a treason as disreputable, as 
dishonorable, as unconstitutional, and as damning 
as that treason which was inaugurated twelve years 
ago by the bayonet ”— i 


Mr. BECK and other members. That is 
right—— 


“My, ELDREDGE, _I rise to a point of order. 
“Mr. Binenam. I do notyield.” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that 
this language transcends the bounds of debate, 
| and rules that if is not in order. 


The SPEAKER. Confusion on which side | 


a 


A 


Mr. BINGHAM. I wish tobe allowed to 
state to the House exactly what provoked that 
language and then the House can pronounce 
upon it. ae x 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House 
require that when language has been objected 
to and ordered to be taken down, and the 
ruling of the Chair is that those words are not 
parliamentary, the gentleman using them shall 
not be allowed to proceed except by leave of 
the House. - 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Brnanam] be allowed to pro- 
ceed in order. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker-——— 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. BROOKS. I desire tosay just one word. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I object. 

Mr. BROOKS. I wautto state very briefly 
why I object to the gentleman going on in order, 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debat- 
able; it must be settled without debate, sùm- 
marily. y $ 

The question being put, the motion was 
agreed to. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[ Mr. Bivcnam] is allowed to proceed in order. 

Mr. STEVENSON. [rise to a question of 
order. I wish to know whether it is not in 
order to have the ruling of the Chair on the 
language of the other gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Morean.] 

The SPEAKER, The Chair bas stated that 
the language was not parliamentary, and that 
the proceeding was disorderly, and not within 
the rules. 

Mr. DAWES. And that depended not 
merely upon the words he used, but upon his 
persistency in interrupting the debate. 

Mr. BROOKS. He was justified in using 
the language he did when we were accused of 
treason. 

Mr. RANDALL. That accasation coming, 
too, from the source it did. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Irise to a question of 


order. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Obio 
entitled to the floor will state whether he 
yields to his colleague. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; I desire to go on, 

Mr. STEVENSON. I rise to a question of 
order. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether 
there is any remedy which shall prevent one 
gentleman from interrupting and insulting 
another on this floor? 

Mr. DAWES. The Speaker has power to 
order the arrest of any gentleman who violates 
the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will prevent 
any gentleman from proceeding out of order 
so far as the gavel will do it. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Chair will not 
resort to that mode of enforcing the rules, but 
wigl cause the arrest of any one who persists 
in violating the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must be the 
judge of how he will maintain the order of 
the House. 

Mr. DAWES. Ithinka gentleman attempt- 
ing to do that should be ordered by the 
Speaker to be arrested, and not allowed to 
run a race with the gavel. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. Binguax] will proceed in order. 
- Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to say here to 
the House that none of the words uttered by 
me that have excited this disturbance on the 
floor of the House would have dropped from 
my lips but for the arraignment made by the 
honorable gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Brooks, | ta which I was immediately reply- 
ing. I desire to say further, here and now, 
without intending the slightest reflection upon 
ihe accuracy of the reporters, that what I 
uttered here was as impersonal as ever 
was utterance on this floor. And I have yet 
to learn that any gentleman has the right, 
because I make an impersonal remark shouk 
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& proposition or a question, to say that I am 
insulting him. The gentleman. from New 

York (Mr. Brooxrs] exercised the same priv- 
ilege. I kwew be was incapable of intending 
any personal wrong to: me, or to any of his 
associates on this floor. And I beg leave to 
say to him now that I hold myself incapable 
of any such wrongful intention also. 

But I may be allowed now to be understood, 
as it is manifest I was not understood, in 
maintaining my position here before the House, 
to say that itis not the privilege of the minority 
indefinitely to suspend—‘‘indefinitely’”’ was 
the word 1 used—the right of the majority of 
the Representatives of the American people to 
legislate. I remembered with great regret 
when, without experience in the business of 
legislation, sixteen years ago, I saw this sort 
of delay goon. But I then heard no intima- 
tion that the majority would never be permitted 
to have a vote. I joined with them in protest 
from my own side for some two or three weeks. 
The Speaker’s hammer fell at the hour ap- 

ointed for the final adjournment of the two 

Houkes of Congress. The President of the 
United States, President Pierce, in obedience 
to the requirements of the Constitution and 
of the obligation imposed by his oath, recon- 
vened the Congress upon three days’ notice. 
The Congress met, and sat here with various 
conflicts of opinion for some two or three 
weeks, when finally it ended with an acknowl- 
edgment of the right of the majority to pass 
their bill, and they did go. 

Mr. RANDALL. What was the measure 
in dispute? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was some limitation on 
the Army appropriation bill in regard to the 
employment of troops in Kansas. Before that 
matter had proceeded very long, my impres- 
sion was that it ought to be bronght to a con- 
clusion and the right of the majority recog- 
nized to havea vote. I havenot a very dis- 
tinct recollection about what was proposed to 
be done on one side or the other. 1 believe 
the desire was to introduce an amendment by 
way of limitation upon an appropriation bill. 

` My colleague [Mr. CAMPBELL] is perfectly 

‘conversant with the history of it. From that 
day'to this I have never yielded a willing 
assent to a proposition to delay a vote upon 
any subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did not Hon. Henry 
Winter Davis, of Maryland, seek in 1864 to 
attach an amendment to this same bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was not a member of 
Congress at that time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman remem- 
bers the tact, however. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I remember the fact. 

“Mr. HOLMAN. And the bill failed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I remember the fact very 
well; but there was a vote tuken, the gentle- 
man will remember. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill failed, and the 
failure was caused by our preference to see it 
lost rather than have it passed in the form in 
which the Senate sent it to us. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand all about 
it. ‘The point to which the gentleman refers 
is this: a bill was passed by the House on 
the last night of the Thirty-Higbth Congress 
and sent to the Senate. The House voted on 
it, however, and the Senate rejected it. The 
result was that there was no opportunity to 
repass the bill. That was all there was in it. 

tr. VAN TRUMP. Will my colleague 
allow me—— 

- Mr. BINGHAM. ‘Not now. The only prop- 
osition I made here, and the only thing I ask 
the attention of the House to, is this; that it 
is unconstitutional and revolutionary, and can- 
not be supported by any precedent or any pre- 
tense of right, to insist that the right of the 
majority to legislate can be indefinitely post- 
poned bya minority. That is all; that is my 
proposition. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. I ask the attention of 
my colleague-—— Gf 


| Mr. BINGHAM. That is my proposition. 
` Mr. VAN TRUMP. I wish to ask my col- 
league whether we have done anything on this 
side of the House which was not justified by 
the rules of the House and by parliamentary 
law? | 

Mr. BINGHAM. My friend knows that I 
have not been charging him with doing any- 
thing. I have only been protesting against 
any right on the part of the minority in this 
House to indefinitely postpone the right of the 
majority to pass laws, as revolutionary. 

Mr. KELLEY. I must resume the floor. I 
am sorry to abridge the remarks of the gentle- 
man, but my time is running, The remarks 
I made when submitting the motion were in 
my judgment sufficient to justify my action. 
But thegentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
has thrown out some suggestions which make 
it proper that I should add a few words. 

‘Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I insist that 
members shall take their seats and order be 
again restored in the House, so we may hear 
what the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 


to say. i 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, 
and members resumed their seats. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GARFIELD] appealed to the House to 
sustain this bill in order to averta parliament- 
ary revolution. Why, sir, I have but stated 
the proximate reason for my action ; but the 
underlying and supreme reason was the desire 
on my part to avert a parliamentary revolution. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I did not say it 
was necessary to sustain this bill, but I said to 
act on this bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. Very well; to act on the 
bil. I accept the gentleman’s phraseology 
and thank him for the correction. Sir, par- 
liamentary or other revolution is not likely to 
spring from imperfections in the rules of the 

ouse, nor am I of the belief that the rule of 
which he complains, that which’ secures the 
right of a numerous minority to defend its 
opinions, is an objectionable or dangerous 
one. During the eleven years I have had the 
honor of a seat in this House I have often felt 
that this reserved right of the minority was 
exercised in an improper manner, but Í have 
always felt that being here in a minority I 
would also do what I have always honored 
the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
Bivcuam] who has just addressed the House 
for having done in the Thirty-Fifth Congress. 
When, sir, it was attempted to control appro- 
priations by refusing to put a proper restrain- 
ing clause in an appropriation bill, there was 
just such action by the Republican minority, 
of which he was then an honored member. 
Whether it was right or not, for thirty-six 
hours the Republican minority held the Dem- 
ocratic majority in check and went to the 
country on the issue. That action did much 
to secure to the Republican party the mag- 
nificent results of the following October and 
November elections. The country approved 
the action of the heroic Republican filibus- 
ters who had held in check and defeated the 
powerful Democratic majority. 

Sir, an inconsiderable minority have no 
power to control legislation. A vote of two 
thirds will pass a billon any Monday, or at 
any time within ten days of a final adjourn- 
ment. Moreover, if the rule be an unwise 
one itis within the control of the House, and 
we can alter it. The danger of parliamentary 
revolution comes not from this cause, but 
from quite another quarter, and that is from 
the absorption of all the powers of the Govern- 
ment by the Senate. That is the weak point 
in our Constitution and our Government, and 
never was it more glaringly demonstrated than 
during the present Congress, I pause not to 
allude to its ceaseless encroachments on the 
functions of the executive department of the 
Government, and will refer but briefly to facts 


within the knowledge of every member.: The | 


originating of revenue measures was confided 
to the House of Representatives by the Con- 
stitution; yet when we assembled here we were 
met with a revenue measure, which had been 
prepared during the recess by a special com- 
mittee of the Senate. It was soon sentto us for 
our acceptance. ‘The House, which is charged 
with raising revenue and making appropria- 
tions for carrying on the Government, has 
always enjoyed the privilege of being the first 
to name the day for an adjournment. The 
Senate, however, long before our business wag 
well shaped, and before it was known what 
exigencies might arise, assumed the conceded 
functions of this House, and sent us a formal 
intimation as to the time at which it would, in 
its judgment, be convenient and agreeable for 
us to adjourn. 

And now, sir, when we come to act upon an 
important appropriation bill for the support of 
the Government, what do we ind? The Sen- 
ate meets us with the intimation that we may 
designate necessary appropriations, but we 
must yield our convictions on other points not 
germane to such a bill or they will prevent our 
bill from becoming a law. There is where the 
danger of revolution lies. And, sir, I may say 
that while my opposition to this measure is 
manifested as it is at this time by reason of my 
commitments of an honorable character to gen- 
tlemen on the other side, there is lying behind 
it the conviction that this method of passing 
any law, whatever the merits of the measure 
may be, is dangerous, and one for which the 
Republican party ought not to make itself re- 
sponsible. Therefore, I hope that this report 
will be recommitted; and on my motion to 
recommit, I call the previous question. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. KELLEY. I can yield to nobody. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I trust 
the previous question will not be seconded, 

The question being taken on seconding 
the previous question, there were—ayes 78, 
noes 64. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, called for 
tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BUTLER, 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. KELLEY were 
appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes one hundred and one, noes not 
counted, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No fur- 
ther count is insisted upon, The result of the 
corrupt bargain is consummated. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. It is not for the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to talk about corrupt 
bargains. 

So the previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; which was upon 
the motion of Mr. KELLEY to recommit the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, called 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 99, nays 79, not voting 
62; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers, Acker, ‘ A 
Beck, Bell, Biggs, pirs Auat Sie dane 
Blair. Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Cotton, Critcher, Cross- 
land, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eldredge, Finkelnburg, 
Porker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, 
Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Hand 
ley, Hanks, Harmer, Harper, Jobn T, Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hereford, Hibbard, Hol- 
man, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, 
Ketcham, King, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, Marsball, 
McClelland, McCormick, McGrary, McGrew, Me- 
Henry, Mcintyre,” McJunkin, McNeely, Mercur, 
Merrick, Morgan, Morphis, Packer, Potter, Price, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Sion IL. Rogers, Sher- 
wood, Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, 
Strong, § $ Feng, Thomas, Washington Town- 


send, Van ‘Trump, Waddell, Warren, Wells, Whit- 
thorne, Williams of New York, Winchester, and 


oung—99, 

NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber. Beatty, 
Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Buckley, Buffinton, 
Burchard, Burdett. Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick 
R. Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Crocker, 
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Darrall, Dawes, De Large. Donnan. Duell, D u 
Eames, Elliott, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster? 
Frye, Halsey, George E. Harris, Hays, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Lowe, 
Maynard, McKee, Merriam, Monroe, Morey, Leon- 
ard Myers, Packard, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron 
F, Perry. Piatt, Poland, Prindie, Rainey, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, 
Shellabarger, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevenson, Taffe, Turner. Twichell, Tyner, Wake- 
man, Walden, Wallace, Walls, Whiteley, Willard, 
Williams of Indinaa, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
John T, Witson—79, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Barnum, 
Burry, Boles, Clarke, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Davis, 
Dickey, Bly, Farnsworth. Farwell, Garfield, Good- 
rieb, Griffith, Hale, Heradon, Hooper, Killinger, 
Kinsella, Lamport. Lansing, Leach, Lynch, MeKin- 
ney. Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, Negley, 
Niblack. Orr. Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac G. 
Parker, Eli Perry, Peters, Porter, Robinson, John 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Shoe- 
maker, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp. R. Milton 
Speer, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, 
S pher, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Upson, Vaughan, 

oorheers, Waldron, Wheeler, and Wood—62, 

During the roll-call the following announce- 
ments were made: 

Mr, NEGLEY. Iam paired with the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Woop, who 
if here would vote “ay, while I should vote 
ae no.” 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Iam paired with 
my colleague, Mr. WALDRON, If he were 
here he would vote “no,” while I should vote 
it ” 

Mr. KILLINGER. On this question Iam 
paired with my colleague, Mr. SPEER, of Penn- 
sylvania, He if present would vote “ay,” 
while I should vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. RICE, of Kentucky. My colleague, Mr. 

Apang, is detained from the House by sick- 
ness. If present he would vote “ay. ” 
Mr. NIBLACK. After consultation with 
the other members of the committee of con- 
ference, 1 understand they have determined 
not to vote. I therefore decline to vote. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. My colleague, Mr. 
MITCHELL, who is paired with the gentleman 
from Llincis, Mr. FARWELL, would if present 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. MeNEELY. My colleagues, Mr. RoB- 
ison and Mr. Cress, who are absent, are 
paired on all political questions. They would, 
if present, vote ‘‘ ay’? upon this quesion. | 

r. PARKER, of Missouri. 1 am paired 
with the gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. 
Parxer. If he were present he would vote 
in the affirmative, while I- should vote in the 
negative. : 

Mr. MERRIAM. My colleague, Mr. 
Wuerever, is paired with the gentleman from 
North Carolina, Mr. Lacs. Mr. WHEELER, 
if present would vote ** no.”’ 

Mr. STORM. My colleague, 
is paired with my other colleague, 


Mr. GRIFFITH, 
Mr. Sco- 


rimp, Mr. GRIFFITH, if present, would vote 
‘ay.’ I cannot say how Mr. ScorrEeLD would 
vote, 


Mr. McCLELLAND. My colleague, Mr. 
B. F. Meyers, is paired on all questions con- 
nected with this subject with the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. Sgenzy. If Mr. MEYERS 
were here he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. GOLLADAY. My colleague, Mr. 
VAUGHAN, is paired with the gentleman from 
Jowa, Mr. ORR, on all political questions for 
the remainder of the session. On this ques- 
tion Mr. Vaucuan, if present, would vote 
(23 a Ru 
Ne. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As one of the 
conferees on tbis subject Í deem it proper, 1a 
concurrence with my colleagues, not to vote 
upon this question. 

Mr. BANKS. My colleague, Mr. Hooper, 
is detained from the House by illness. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
of the House, and particularly of the gentle- 
man from Nebraska, Mr. TAFFE, to the fact 
that Mr. Baryum stated to me that he was 

aired with the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. TAFFE. Iunderstand the statement 
has been made that I am paired on all ques- 
tions with Mr. BARNUN, of Connecticut, 


I wish to call the attention l 
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That is not the fact. I am paired with that 
gentleman on the merits of this amendment 
and nothing else. I am willing to withdraw 
my vote if it is considered that under the 
circumstances [ should not give it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair. never takes 
cognizance of pairs unless they are announced 
to the Chair. If there be a dispute about 
pairs, gentlemen must arrange that difference 
themselves. 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague, Mr. Stoucs- 
TON, is paired with Mr. Vooruzss, of Indi- 
ana. If here, he would vote ‘ no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the report has been recommit- 
ted to the committee of conference; and I 


also move that the motion to reconsider be | 


laid on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Upon 
that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KELLEY. I withdraw the motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. COBURN. I rise to make a confer- 
ence report, but yield for a moment to the 
gentleman from Nevada, [Mr. KENDALL. } 


REPAYMENT TO THE STATE OF NEVADA, 


Mr. KENDALL. I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 
No. 1089) to reimburse the State of Nevada 
for expenses incurred while a Territory in pur- 
chase of a prison and in support of the United 
States courts. I ask that the bill be reported, 
and I will then ask the indulgence of the House 
to make a brief statement not to occupy more 
than one minute and a half. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay out of 
any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated the sum of $60,000, to be received in 
fall payment of all claims against the United 
States for expenses incurred by the said Terri- 
tory of Nevada. 

Mr. MAYNARD. This is too large an 
appropriation to pass in this way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Nevada (Mr. KENDALL] asks unanimous con- 
sent to make a brief statement, 

Mr. KILLINGBR. _I object to debate, and 
call for the regular order. 

Mr. KENDALL. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the bill passed. 

Mr. COBURN. I do not yield for that. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found duly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

An act (S. No. 1175) for the relief of certain 
Indians in the central superintendency ; and 

An act (S. No. 649) for the relief of Simeon 


| Savage. 


| 


PROMOTIONS IN STAFF DEPARTMENT., 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
report of the committee of conference pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 


Cosury. | 
he Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 996) enti- 
tled an act to repeal so much of section six of an 
act entitled “ An act making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year 1870, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1869, as prohibits pro- 
motions in the staff department of the Army. having 
met, after full and free conference, Baye agreed to 
recommend, and do recommend to their respect ve 
Houses, as follows: , 

That the Senate concur in the amendment of the 


with the following 

amendments, namely : 

Insert after the word “promotions,” in the fifth 
line, the following words “and new appointments.” 

“Aiso strike out the word “ major,” in the fifteenth 
line, and insert the word ‘‘ colonel.” p 

Amend the titleso as to strike out the word staff’ 
and insert the word “engineer.” . 

So that the bill as amended will read as follows: 

That so much of section six of an act entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the support of the 


House and agree to the same 


Army for the year ending. June 30, 1870, and for other 
purposes,” approved March: 3, 1869, as prohibits pro- 
motions and new appointments in the engineer de- 
partment, be, andthe same is hereby, repealed: /ro- 


vided, That nothing herein contained shall author- 


ize promotions in said department above the grade 


of colonel. 
JOHN COBURN, 
. W.&. DONNAN. 
HENRY. W. SLOCUM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
ADELBERT AMES, 
F. P. BLAIR, ; 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. COBURN. I move that the report of 
the committee of conference be concurred in. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like the gentle- 
man to explain how this differs from the bill 
as we passed it. 

Mr. COBURN. The bill, originally a Sen- 
ate bill, provided for promotions in all branches 
of the staff to the grade of major. The House 
amended that bill so as to provide for promo- 
tions in the engineer department alone up to 
the grade of major. The Senate disagreed to 
that amendment, and a committee of confer- 
ence was appointed. ‘The result of the adop- 
tion of the report of the committee of con- 
ference will be to allow, in addition to promo- 
tions, new appointments in the engineer de- 
partment alone up to the grade of colonel. 
Ít was considered that the staff was too small 
for the survey of rivers and harbors, and that 
it should be enlarged by the appointment of 
younger-men, graduates of West Pointe — 

Mr. MAYNARD. The object of my inquiry 
had more reference to a bill which I intro- 
duced and had referred some time since to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, to repeal a 
provision in the act of 1869, perhaps, prohib- 
iting any more appointments in the various 
staff corps of the Army. How does this bill 
leave the matter? 

Mr. COBURN. The effect of the Senate 
bill was to repeal that law; the House amends 
it so as to make the repeal applicable to the 
engineer department only, allowing appoiat- 
ments in that department up to the grado of 
colonel. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is thatthe shape in which 
it now stands? 

Mr. COBURN. 
it now stands. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Therefore there can be 
no more appointments in the medical staff or 
other staff corpsof the Army? 

Mr. COBURN. The bill allows appoint- 
ments in the engineer department; it does 
not probibit anything. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The law stands as before 
in other respects? 

Mr. COBURN. It does. z 

Mr. MAYNARD. One point more; what 
is the titular rank of the heads of the several 
departments, the pay department, the quarter- 
master’s department, &c.? 

Mr. COBURN. ‘This bill does not affect 
that matter atall; it only allows appointments 
in the engineer department up to the grade 
of colonel. I now call for a vote. 

The question was taken upon agreeing to 
the report of the committee of conference ; 
and, upon a division, there were—ayes 90, 
noes 12; no quorum voting. 

Mr. PERCH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STEVENSON. | I believe there was 
no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. There was no quorum 
voting, and the Chair will therefore order 
tellers. 

‘Tellers were accordingly ordered; and Mr. 
Cosor aud Mr. Srevenson were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that thete were--ayes 108, noes 5; 
no quorum voting. 

TIME OF FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. KELLEY. I rise to a privileged ques- 

tion, and submit the following resolution : 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the time 
fixed by joint resolution for the 


Thatis the shape in which 


adjournment of the 
two Houses be, and hereby is, extended until six 
| o'clock pe Mu and that the President.of the Sen~ 
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ate and “penker of the House be, and are hereby, 
authorized and directed to adjourn the two Houses 
sine die at that hour. 


` Mr. PERCE. I move that the House 
adjourn, 

Mr. KELLEY. I call the previous ques- 
tion on my resolution. 

Mr. MAYNARD... I move that the resolu- 
tion be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to 
entertain the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to amend the resolu- 
tion so as to make the hourfive o'clock instead 
of six o’ clock. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to amend is 
not in order pending the call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is not a motion to 
adjourn now in order? 

fhe SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn 
is not entertained on the last day of the session. 

Mr. STEVENSON. This is not the last 
day of the session. The usual hour of daily 
meeting has not yet arrived. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the 
impression that the hour of eleven o’clock 
had arrived,- He was wrong and will enter- 
tain the motion to adjourn. 

` Mr. PLATT (at ten minutes before eleven 
o’clock) moved. that the House adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENSON. On that motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the 
yeas and nays; and there were thirty-one in the 
affirmative. 

So (the afirmative being more than one fifth 
of the last vote) the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there 
were—yeas 13, nays 149, not voting 78; as 
follows : 


YEAS—Messrs. Beatty, Darrall 
Getz, Giddings. Lowe, Maynard, 
der, Van Tramp, and Walls—13. 

AYS—Messrs, Acker, Ames, Archor, Arthur, 
Banks, Beok, Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, Austin 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Buffinton, Burch- 
ard, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Car- 
roll, Coburn, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cotton, 
Critchor, Crocker, Crossland, Dawes, De Large, Don- 
nan, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Dames, 
Farwell, Finkelnburg, Porker, Charles Foster, Wil- 
der D. Fostor, Frye, Garrett, Golladay, Goodrich, 
Haldoman, Halsey, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, 
Hanks, Elarmor, Harper, George E. Harris, John ‘I. 
Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Ha- 
zelton, Jolin W, Hazelton, Hereford, Hibbard, Hill, 
Hoar, Holman, Kelley, Kellogg, Korr, Ketcham, 
Killinger, King, Lamison, Lowis, Manson, Marshall, 
McClelland. McCormick, McCrary, McGrew. Mo- 
Henry, McIntyre, McJunkin, McKee, McNeely, 
Mercur, Merriam, Merrick, Monroe, Morgan, Mor- 
phis, Packard, Packer, Isaae ©, Parkor, Peck, Pon- 
dleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Platt, Pottor, 
Prindle, etn, Randell, Read, Edward Y. Rico, 
John M. Rice, Ritchie, Blis H. Roberts, Wiliam R. 
Roberts, Sion H. Rogers, Rusk, Sawyer, Sessions, 
Shanks, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, 
Slocum, H. Boardman Smith, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Storm, St. John, 
Sutherland, Swann, Taffe, Torry, Thomas, Wash- 
ington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Wad- 
doll, Walden, Wallace, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Willard, Williams of Indiana, Williams of New 
York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Winchester, and 
Young—149. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Averill, 
Barber, Barnum, Barry. Bell, Beveridge, James G. 
Blair, Boles, Buckley, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Clarke, Cobb, Coghlan, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Davis, 
Dickey, Ely, Farnsworth, Henry D. Foster, Gartield, 
Griffith, Hale, Herndon, Hooper, Houghton, Kendall, 
Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lynch, McKin- 
ney, Bonjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, Leonard 
Myers, Negley, Niblack, Orr, Palmer, Hosea W. 
Parker, Bli Perry, Poland, Parter, Price, Robinson, 


Eldredge, Elliott, 
Morey, Sloss, Say- 


John Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, } 


Sheldon, Shoemaker, John A. Smith, Worthington 

C. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Stough- 

ton, Stowell, Strong, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, 

Tuthill, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wakeman, 

Waldron Wheeler, Whiteley, John T. Wilson, and 
ood—78, 4 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
on agreeing to the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kerey, | 
on which the previous question is demanded. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Is an amendment to 
that resolution in order? 


TheSPEAKER.  Itisnot whilethedemand | 


for the previous question is pending. 


Mr. PLATT. Is there any possible way of 
amending this motion? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless a majority of 
the House should desire it, which can be 
shown by refusing to second the demand for 
the previous question... 

On seconding the demand for the previous 
question there were—ayes 115, noes 31. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the previous question was seconded and 
the main question. ordered, which was on 
agreeing to the resolution of Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 133, nays 31, not 
voting 76; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Areher, Arthur, 
Banks, Barber, Beck, Beveridge, Biggs, Bird, Austin 
Blair, James Q. Blair. Braxton, Bright, Brooks, 
Bufinton, Burchard, Caldwell, Camp ell, Carroll, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cotton, 
Critcher, Crocker, Crossland, Dawes, Donnan, Dox, 
Du Bose, Duell, Duke, Eames, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 
Forker, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Goodrich, Haldeman, Hal- 
sey, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harmer, Harper, 

ohn T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, John W. 
Hazelton, Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, Houghton, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, Killinger, 
King Tiamison, Lansing, Lewis, Lowe, Manson, 
Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, Me- 
Grew, McHenry, McJunkin, McKee, McNeely, 
Mercur, Merriam, Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroo, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Packer, Peck, Pendleton, 
Peters, Platt, Poland, Potter, Prindle, Randall, 
Read, Edward Y, Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, El- 
lis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Sion H. Rogers, 
Rusk, Shollabarger, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Slo- 
eum, Sloss, Starkweather, Stevens, Storm, Strong, 
Sutherland, Swann, Torry, Thomas, Turner, wich- 


oll, Waddell, Walden, Wallace, arren, Wells, 
Whitthorne, Willard, Williams of New York, John 
T. Wilson. Winchester, and Young—13¢ 


| 33. 
AYS—Messrs. Beatty, Bigby, Bingham, Burdett, 
Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Darrall, De Large, Dun- 
nell, Elliott, George X, Harris, Hays, Maynard, Mo- 
rey, Packard, Perce, Aaron I. Perry. Rainey, Ses- 
sions, Shanks, H. Boardman Smith, John A.Smith, 
Snyder, Stevenson, Taffo, Washington Townsend, 
Tyner, Van Trump, Walls, Williams of Indiana, 
and Jeremiah M. Wilson—3l. i 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Averill, 
Barnum, Barry, Bell, Boles, Buckley, Benjamin F. 
Butler, Clarke, Cox, Crebs, Oreely, Davis, Dickey, 
Eldredge, Ely, Farnsworth, Henry. D. Foster, Gar- 
field, Golladay, Griffith, Hale, Hambleton, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Kinsella, 
Lamport, Leach, Lynch, MeIntyre, McKinney, Mer- 
rick, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Negley, Niblack, 
Orr, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C, Parker, 
Eli Perry, Porter, Prico, Robinson, John Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Shel- 
don, Shoemaker Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, 
‘R. Milton Speer, ThomasJ. Speer, Sprague, Stough- 
ton, Stowoll, St, John, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, 
Tutbill, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wakeman, 
Waldron, Wheeler, Whiteley, and Wood—76. 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. STEVENSON said: The gentleman 
from New York ,Mr. Cox, is still, to his great 
regret, confined to his room by illness. 

Mr. RANDALL. And to the regret of all. 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania was agreed to, and on that 
motion I cail for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote 
with the majority? 

Mr. PLATT. I did. i 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. PLATT. On that motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were— 
ayes twenty-six, noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER. In the judgment of the 
Chair more than ove hundred and four have 
voted against calling the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PLATT. Several times to-day the 
Chair has ruled less than twenty-six members 
sufficient to order the yeas and nays. I object 
to such gross partiality on the part of the 


il Virginia, [Mr. PLATT, ] unless grossly ignorant, 


Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from | 


is grossly disrespectful to the Chair. [Laugh- 
ter.] On the last vote one hundred and sixty- 
four members voted. The youngest member 
of the House knows that when the yeas and 
nays are demanded the Chair never assumes 
that those rising to order them area sufficient 
number unless there be one fifth of the last 
preceding vote. Is not that so? 

Several MEMBERS. Always. 

The SPEAKER, Therefore the Chair in 
this case has acted in accordance with the 
universal usage of the House. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say in reply to 
what the Speaker has said-—— 

Mr. DAWES. I call the gentleman to 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires that 
the gentleman from Virginia may be heard. 

Mr. BANKS and others objected to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires that 
the gentleman may be heard. 

Mr. BANKS. I object; we are losing 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Virginia says that several times to-day twenty- 
six were considered by the Speaker as a suf- 
cient number to order the yeas and nays. That 
is very true; but in those cases there had been 
no test vote preceding. 

Mr. PLATT. My statement was that several 
times to-day the Speaker decided that less than 
twenty-six were sufficient to order the yeas and 


nays. 

The SPEAKER. How many times to-day 
have the yeas and nays been called? 

Mr. PLATT. Two or three times. ' 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia charged the Chair with gross partiality. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair heard the 
statement; but pardoned it, as he attributed 
it to gross ignorance on the part of the gentle- 
man. [Laughter.] The Chair orders tellers, 
and appoints the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Banks] and the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Maynarp. ] 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 29, noes 128. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate of 
the United States, by Mr. Sympson, one of its 
clerks, notifying the House that that body had 
passed an act (S. No. 680) to encourage the 
growth of timber on the western prairies; in 
which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

Phe message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed bills of the following titles, 
with amend ments; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested : 

An act (H. R. No. 2879) granting a pension 
to Eliza B. Anderson; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2977)-for the restoration 
to market of certain lands in Michigan. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Tdemand 
the yeas and nays. i 

The SPEAKER. On what? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. On the 
question of reconsideration. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL. You have been out. 

The SPEAKER. On ordering the yeas 
and nays the tellers report ayes 29, noes 

The Chair used language toward the gen- 
tleman from Virginia which he regrets. At 
the same time it is the first time in the history 
of the Chair that he has had cause to believe 
either side felt he was partial or unfair in his 
count. He is glad the count of the tellers 
amply, and more than amply, proves the cor- 
rectness of his own count. He regrets using 
harsh terms to any member upon the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. Lask permission of the House 
and of the Chair to withdraw the remarks | 
made about the partiality of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The House’ refuses to 
order the yeas and nays.. The question is on 
laying on the table the motion to reconsider 
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the vote by which the House agreed to extend 
the session. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent of 
the House to say that the Senate—— 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object 
to debate. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
106, noes, 25. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
motion. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion to reconsider the vote was 
laid upon the table. 


PROMOTION IN STAFF CORPS. 


The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
the adoption of the conference report made by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Conury, ] 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
in regard to promotion in the staff corps of the 
Army, on which there was no quorum voting. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I withdraw my demand 
for a further count, as there is a quorum now 
present, 

The conference report was adopted. 


MRS. ELIZA B. ANDERSON. 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, the Senate have 
sent us a substitute for House bill No. 2879, 
granting a pension to the widow of Major Gen- 
eral Robert Anderson, which I hope will be 
taken up and considered. It appropriates 
$10,000 to her. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apprehends 
there will be no objection to suspending all 
other business and taking up the bill. 

There was no objection. 

- The Clerk read the bill as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, directed to place the name of Eliza B. An- 
derson, widow of the late Major General Robert 
Anderson, on the pension-roll, and pay her a pen- 
sion of fifty dollars per month from and after the 
passage of this act. 

The Clerk read the substitute of the Senate, 
as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert: ‘that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, directed to pay, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Eliza 
B. Anderson, widow of the late Major General Rob- 
ert Anderson, the sum of $10,000 in grateful recogni- 
tion of that singular fidelity to public duty which 
inspired said Robert Anderson, when a major in the 
United States Army. on the 26th day of December, 
1860, without authority from the President and in 
defiance of the wishes of the Secretary of War, to 
assume the grave responsibility of transferring his 
small command from Fort Moultrie to Fort Sumter, 
in Charleston harbor, thereby incurring the double 
reproach from the Government of his country that 
he had acted without orders, and from the enemies 
of his country that he had ‘achieved the unenviable 
distinction of opening civil war,’ and at the same 
time placing himself under the earliest and hottest 
fire of the rebellion, and under those hardships which 
wrecked his constitution and destroyed his life.” 

“Amend the title so as to read: “ An act for the 
relief of Eliza B. Anderson.” 


“Mr. DAWES. I move that the amendment 
of the Senate be concurred in. . 
Mr. SHANKS. I move to strike out the 
word ‘ singular.”’ . 
Mr. DAWES. Oh, no! There isno time to 
spare, and that would send it back to the 


Senate. 
Mr. KELLOGG. It would kill the bill. 
Mr. SHANKS. I withdraw the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Senate amendment 
is unanimously concurred.in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


I demand tellers on the 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp-- 


sox, one of its clerks, informed the House that 
the Senate concurred in the resolution of the 
Hoase of Representatives extending the time 
of the final adjournment of the two Houses to 
six o'clock pe m. 
REPAYMENT TO THE STATE OF NEVADA. 

Mr. KENDALL. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and thatthe bill (S. No. 1089) to 
reimburse the State of Nevada for expenses 
incurred while-a Territory in purchase of a 
prison, and in support of United States courts, 
be taken from the Speaker’s table and passed. 

The bill wasread. It authorizes and directs 


the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of 
any fundsin the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $60,000, to be received in 
full payment of all claims against the United 
States for expenses incurred by said Territory 
of Nevada. 

- Mr. KENDALL... I wish simply to state in 
one word—— 

Mr. KILLINGER. _ I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on sus- 
pending the rules and passing the bill.’ 

Mr. KENDALL. Í hope the gentleman 
will not object to my stating in one word that 
this is a bill which has received the fullest and 
most exhaustive examination by a committee 
of the Senate, and that the State of Nevada 
will only get under it one fifth of what she 
felt she was entitled to have. The bill comes 
in here—— 

Mr. KILLINGER. I object to debate. 

. Mr. FARNSWORTH. I movethat thebill 
be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will be in 
order if the House refuses to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
87, noes 49; two thirds not voting in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. KENDALL demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and-nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 118, nays 35, not voting 87; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Arthur, Averill, 
Banks, Barber, Beck, Bell, Beveridge, Biggs, Bird, 
Braxton, Bright, Buffinton, Roderick R. Butler, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Cobb, Coghlan, Comingo, Con- 
ger, Conner, Cotton, Critcher, Crocker, Crossland, 
De Large, Donnan, Dox. Du Bose, Duell, Eames, 
Eldredge, Elliott, Farwell, Forker, Charles Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, 
Golladay, Haldeman, Hancock, Handley, Harmer, 
Harper, George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Havens, 
Hawley. Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hereford, Hibbard, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, Kel- 
logg, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, Lewis, Lowe, 
Manson, Marshall, McClelland. McHenry, Mc- 
Junkin, McNeely, Merriam, Merrick, Monroe, 
Morgan, Leonard Myers, Negley, Packard, Isaac 
C. Parker, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Platt, 
Poland, Price, Read, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Ellis 
H. Roberts, Sion H. Rogers, Sawyer, Sessions, Shel- 
lubarger, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Slocum. John 
A. Smith, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Storm, 
Sutherland, Swann, Tatte, Terry, Thomas, Wasbing- 
ton Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Waddell, Wake- 
man, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, Williams of 
Indiana, Winchester, and Young—118, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Beatty, Bigby, Bingham, 
Burchard, Burdett, Coburn, Darrall, Dunnell, 
Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Goodrich, Hay, Hays, 
Holman, Killinger, Maynard, MeCormick, McCrary, 
McGrew, McIntyre, Mercur, Morphis, Packer, Pen- 
dleton, Prindle, Edward Y. Rice, Shanks, Sprague, 
Strong, Tyner, Walden, Wallace, Walls, and White- 


ley—35. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Barnum, 
Barry, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Boles, Brooks, 
Buckley, Benjamin F. Butler, Carroll, Clarke, Cox, 
Grebs, Creely, Davis, Dawes, Dickey, Duke, Ely, 
Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Griffith, Hale, Halsey, 
Hambleton, Hanks, Herndon, Hill, Hooper, 
Ketcham, Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, | Leach, 
Lynch, McKee, McKinney, Benjamin, F. Meyers, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morey. Niblack, Orr, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Eli Perry. Porter, Potter. 
Rainey, Randall, William R. Roberts, Robinson, 
John Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent. Scofield, 
Seeley, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Sloss, H. Boardman 
Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R. 
Milton Speer, Stevens, Stevenson, Stoughton, 
Stowell, St. John, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Tut- 
bill, Upson, Van Trump. Vaughan, Voorhees, Wal- 
dron, Wheeler, Willard, Williams of New York, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T, Wilson, and Wocd—87. 

So (two thirds having voted in the afirm- 
ative) the rules were suspended and the bill 


was passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of their clerks, informed the House that 
the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2780) for the relief of 
W. W. Griffia; and N: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1842) to grant the right 
of way through the public lands to the East- 
ern Nevada Railway Company. 


THEODORE ADAMS. f 
Mr. PETERS. I move that the rules be 


—_ 


suspended, and that the House non-cóncur in 
the amendments: of the Senate to the bill 


| (H. R. No. 2046) for the relief of Theodore 


Adams, and order a committee of conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it be in order now 
to move a short recess? Ido not think that 
we have any very pressing business. 

Mr. PETERS. I hope the gentleman will 
wait a moment till this is disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This question has already 
been before the House. The question then 
was on concurring in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Perers] now moves that the Senate 
amendments be non-concurred in, and a com- 
mittee of conference ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill was before the 
House some days ago on the motion to concur. 
The House refused to concur, and the yeas . 
and nays were called for. $ 

The SPEAKER. That was notthe motion 
the gentleman now makes. His motion now 
is that the Senate amendments be taken from 
the Speaker’s table and non-concurred in, and 
a committee of conference requested of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN, That was the motion then 
made; and the first question was, will the 
House concur in the Senate amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Notso; under a motion 
for a suspension of the rules the question can 
be put.the other way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it is exactly the same 
bill on which the House was acting. 

The SPEAKER. The point that the gen- 
tleman makes is that the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the yeas 
and nays can be now made. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope the bill and 
Senate amendments will be read, so that we 
may understand them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit that any other 
form of putting the question—-— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will ob- 
serve that on Saturday last the precise form 
of question now proposed by the geutleman 
from Maine [Mr. Prrers] in this case was 
proposed and put in reference to the enforce- 
ment amendment to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman made the 
same motion in regard to this bill, and the 

uestion was, will the House concur in the 
Senate amendments? Upon that question the 
House divided, and the negative vote was very 
heavy, and the yeas and nays were called. 

Mr. PETERS. The yeas and nays were not 
ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They were called. 

The SPEAKER. No gentleman can lose 
any right under this statement of the question. 
The yeas and nays can now be called. 

Mr. PETERS. The House. passed a bill 
giving $112,000-——— 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this is to be open for 
debate generally, I have no objection. 

Mr. PRTERS. I only desire to state what 
the bill is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And I should like to state 
that, too. i 

Mr. MAYNARD. The bill is avery short 
one, and I should like to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read... It provides for the pay- 
ment to Theodore Adams, out of any money 
hereafter to.be appropriated for that purpose, 
the sum of $112,740 76, in full for all claims 
under his contract with the Government of the 
United States for the construction of thirty- 
eight mortar-boats and eight steam-tugs. 

The amendments of the Senate were, in line 
five strike out ‘hereafter to be; and insert 
‘not otherwise; in line six sttike out the 
words ‘‘for that purpose;” inlines six and 
seven strike out ‘one hundred and twelve”? 
and insert “ thirty-nine ;”’ in line seven strike 
out “ seven’’ and insert *‘twog"’ inlines seven 
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and eight strike out ‘forty’ and insert 
ë forty two; in line eight strike out ‘‘ seventy- 
six” and insert ‘fifty-six,’ (thatis, tostrike out 
‘.$112.740 76 and insert ‘$39,242 6657") 
and in line nine strike out ‘ under his contract 
with’ and insert ‘ against.” 

The SPEAKER. The. question is on the 
motion to suspend the rules and non-concur 
in these amendments of the Senate, and aska 
committee of conference thereon. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. In the absence of 
the chairman of the Committee on. Naval 
Affairs, (Mv. Scorrecp,] I desire to say that 
this bill was reported unanimously from that 
committee, and the amount named is just the 
amount found by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this question debatable ? 
: The SPEAKER. It is not except by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
general, 

The question was then taken upon the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules, non-concur in the 
Senate amendments, and ask for a commit- 
tee of conference ; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 78, noes 18; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PETERS and 
Mr. Horman were appointed. . 

During the count by the tellers, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: I insist that upon the 
passage of a bill appropriating $100,000 gen- 
tlemen shall vote for themselves, f 

Mr. PETERS. They winked at me when 
they went through. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair hopes that the 
tellers will be able to make their count with- 
out any dispute. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported 
that there were—ayes 106, noes 17. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the 
yeas and nays, there were—ayes 17, noes 79. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for tellers on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So (two thirds having voted in favor there- 
of) the rules were suspended, and the motion 
of Mr. Perers was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as 
conferees on the part of the House upon the 
bill just acted on the gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. Perens, the gentleman from Connecticut, 
Mr. STARKWEATHER, and the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. Horman. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 2935) to establish cer- 
tain post roads be taken from the Speaker’s 
table and concurred in. The amendments are 
merely for the establishment of additional 
post routes; they involve no legislation, 

There being no objection; the amendments 
of the Senate were taken up and concurred in. 


STEAM PRESSURE ON TOWING-BOATS, ETC. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House 
take a recess till three o'clock, No public 
business is being acted on; we are simply 
disposing of private claims. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I ask the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Hormax] to yield to me for a 
bill. of:a public character. 

Mr. HOLMAN, | I will do so. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (S. No. 1184) relating 
to the limitation of steam pressure on towing 
and freight-boats on the Mississippi river and 
its tributaries. ` 

The bill was read. It provides that the pro- 
visions of the act entitled: ‘‘ An act to provide 
for the better security of life on vessels prò- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam,’ &c.,; 
approved February 28, 1871, so far as: they 
relate to the limitation: of steam pressure on 


I object unless it can be 
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carrying freight on the Mississippi river and 
its tributaries, be so far modified as to substi- 
tute for ‘such boats one hundred and fifty 
pounds of steam pressure in place of one hun- 
dred and ten pounds as provided in that act, 
for the standard pressure upon standard boil- 
ers of forty-two inches diameter and of-plates 
of one quarter of an inch in thickness; and 
such boats may, on the written permit of the 
supervising inspector of the district in which 
such boats shall carry on their business for a 
period of twelve months from and after the 
passage of this act, be permitted to carry steam 
above the standard pressure of one hundred 
and ten pounds, but not exceeding the standard 
of one hundred and fifty pounds to the square 
inch. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I ask that a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury on this subject be 


read, 
Mr. CONGER. I desire to offer an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object to the reading 
of that letter unless the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Necuex] will permit amend- 
ments to be offered. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill as it came from the 
Senate. Does the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania yield ? 

Mr. NEGLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. Ifthe proposition of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Necuey} be not 
agreed to, will it not then be in order to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill, with the 
amendments of the gentleman from Michigan, 
[Mr. Concer ? 

abe SPEAKER. Asa matter of course it 
will, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, then, the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be 
voted down. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Necury, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inow movethat the rules 
be suspended and the bill passed with the 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan, 
[Mr. Concer. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I have charge of the bill 
and am entitled to the floor. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Horman] should have the 
courtesy to withdraw his interference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I made my motion that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan might be voted on. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Conger] will 
be read. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the bill the following proviso: 

That there shall also be for the period of one year 
from and after the passage of this act a suspension 
of the provisions of any existing law, or of any reg- 
ulation under the law, requiring the use of the fol- 
lowing articles, or imposing on steamboats the fol- 
lowing restrictions: lock-up safety-valves, recording 
steam-gauges, pipes to carry steam into the hold of 
vessels, low-water indicators, and testing-pumps: 
and rules and regulations of the board of inspectors 
shall conform forthe time being to this provision. 


Mr. CONGER. This amendment accords 
with the bill which the House has already 
passed, and which is now before the Senate. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Aud the gentleman ex- 
pects to defeat this measure which he him- 
self offered and had passed last December by 
adding this amendment. I hope the House 
will vote it down. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Houmay, to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill with the amendment, it was agreed to, two 
thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I shall not insist upon a 
farther count; but Ihold the gentleman re- 
sponsible for the passage of the bill in the 
Senate. . 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. SYMPSON, 


steamboats used exclusively for towing and ii one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 


Stine. 8, 


had passed without amendment bills of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 2050) for the relief of J, 
S. Underhill; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2622) for the relief of 
James De Long, late United States consul at 
Aux Cayes, Hayti. . 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following title, 
with an amendment, in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

An act (H. R; No. 2942) for the construc- 
tion of acustom-house, bonded warehouse, and 
post office at Port Huron, Michigan. 


RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. SLOCUM. I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table the amend- 
ments of the Senate to an act (S. No. 2697) 
relative to retired officers of the Army. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, as follows: 


Strike out these words: 

Hereafter all retired officers shall be paid the 
amount prescribed for retired officers of the rank 
held by them in the regular Army at the date of their 
retiremont. | . 

So that the bill will then read: 

That all officers of the United States Army who 
may hereafter be retired shall be retired upon the 
actual rank held by them at the date of retirement. 

Sec. 2, That the thirty-second section of the act to 
increase and fix the military peace establishment of 
the United States, approved July 28, 1866, is hereby 
repealed. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. KILLINGER. I move to take a recess 
until three o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in order 
to be perfectly safe about the enrollment of 
bills, he make the hour two o'clock p. m. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I hope my colleague 
will withdraw his motion so that we may take 
up and pass a measure coming from the Sen- 
ate in reference to the planting of trees. Itis 
a shady subject. It is, Senate biil No. 680, 
for encouraging the growth of timber on the 
western prairies. It is not precisely the bill 
I desire. 

,Mr. KILLINGER. There are twenty gén- 
tlemen asking the same privilege, and I insist 
on my motion., 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they had 
examined and found truly enrolled an act (S. 
No. 508) for the relief of certain tribes of In- 
dians in the northern superintendency ; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentle- 
man that we take a recess until half past two 
o'clock. ` 

Mr. KILLINGER. Very well; I so mod- 
ify my motion that we take a recess until 
half past two o'clock. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
77, noes 32. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And then (at twelve o’clock and twenty 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 
half past two o’clock p. m. 


AFTERNOON SESSION. 


The House, at half past two o’clock p. m., 
resumed its session. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bilis of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: ns 

An act (H. R. No. 2780) for the relief of W. 
W. Griffin; : 

An act (H. R. No. 2879) for relief of Eliza B. 
Anderson ; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2985) to establish certain 
post roads, er ine ines 


1872. 
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INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. SHANKS. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to submit the follow- 
ing resolution: f 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be, and is hereby, directed to pay to the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, such 
sum or sums of money as may be required for the 
expenses of said committee while engaged in the 
recess of Congress investigating the condition and 
management by Government officials or other per- 
sons of Indian affairs, as authorized by resolutions 
of this House of January 8 and June 1, 1872; and the 
reccipts of the chairman of said committee shall be 
proper vouchers to the Cierk in the settlements of 

is accounts at the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. What is the meaning 
of that resolution? It seems to me to be 
something extraordinary. Investigating com- 
mittees have generally been paid out of the 
contingent fund. Here there seems to be an 
extra draftonthe Treasury. There is no reason 
why this should take any other than the ordin- 
ary course so far as we. know. 

Mr. SHANKS. It is immaterial where the 
money is to come from. This resolution was 
copied from the form of resolutions in the case 
of other investigating committees. 

Mr. RANDALL. What willbe the probable 
expense ? 

Mr. SHANKS. But very little. Upto this 
time the expense of the committee has only 
been $2 20, but we cannot go into the Indian 
territory quite as cheaply. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I would suggest to the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
that $3,000 shall be the limit of this expendi- 
ture. 

Mr. SHANKS. I do not think it would be 
as much as that, and I have no objection to 
modifying the resolution in that way. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I would like to know 
from the gentleman from Indiana why it is 
that this resolution is not in the ordinary form 
of resolutions for the payment of the expenses 
of investigating committees ? 

Mr. SHANKS, 1 had supposed it was in 
the regular form. : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. This is the first instance 
in which I have heard of a draft being made 
on the Treasury for such a purpose. I have 
understood that these expenses have always 
been out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. SHANKS. Ihave no objections myself 
to ne amount being paid out.of the contingent 
fund. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. This resolution author- 
izes the Clerk to draw to any amount, 

Mr. SHANKS. Ihave modified the reso- 
lation in accordance with the suggestion of 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Cocn- 
LAN] by inserting the words ‘‘not to exceed 
$3,000.”’ 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
sox, one of its clerks, informed the House 
that the Senate had passed bills of the House 
of the following titles, with amendments ; in 
which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2109) to authorize the 
issuance of college scrip to the State of Ark- 
ansas; and i 

A bill (H. R. No. 1936) for the relief of 
Herman Raster, collector of internal revenue 
in the first district of Tilinois. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
insisted on its amendment to the bill (H. R. 
No, 2046) for the relief of Theodore Adams, 
agreed to the conference asked for by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Scorr, Mr. Boreman, and Mr. BLAIR, man- 
agers of the conference on the part of the 
Senate. i 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


_ Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Comi: 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 


I undersiand withdraws his objection. 


committee had examined and found duly | 


enrolled bills of the following titles ; when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 996) to repeal so much of 
section six of an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 


the year ending June 30, 1870, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1869, as pro- 
hibits promotions in the engineer department 
of the Army; and 


An act (S. No: 1089) to reimburse the State 
of Nevada for expenses incurred while a Terri- 
tory in purchase of a prison-and in support of 
United States courts. ; 


COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 


who objected to the resolution which I offered 


on Saturday, authorizing the Committee on 
Appropriations to meet during the vacation, 
The 
Senate committee is authorized to meet; and 


it is desirable that the two committees should 


meet in November and make preparations for 
the work of the coming session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose this is not. to be 
attended with expense. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suppose no 
other expense than the ordinary expenses 
allowed to committees. If committees sit, their 
ordinary expenses have to be paid. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. What is the object of 
the committee meeting during the recess? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will explain 
very briefly what is the object of. this proposi- 
tion. The Committees on Appropriations of 
the two Houses have recently had a conference, 
and have discovered what all gentlemen may 
not know, that out of the $300,000,000 paid 
from the Treasury every year, Congress passes 
on only about one hundred and fifty million 
dollars. Our system requires to be so revised 
that all or nearly all of the moneys paid out 
of the Treasury for any purpose should be on 
annual appropriations supervised and ordered 
by Congress. To go over the statutes, exam- 
ine the whole question, and report a law that 
will obtain that result requires a good deal of 
consideration, more than can be given in the 
short session of twelve weeks in which all the 
great appropriation bills have to be passed. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It seems to me that the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
has given us the very best reasonin the world 
why this resolution should not be adopted. 
The object, as explained by the gentleman, 
seems to be that all appropriations are to be 
made special and particular, and that the gen- 
eral laws under which appropriations are to 
be made are to be revised and changed by 
this committee. Now, I think the worst prac- 
tice in the world is to amend appropriations 
year by year, as circumstances develop them- 
selves. 

If any proof of this is desired, I think one 
which should convince the House of the truth 
of this statement more than any other, is to be 
found in the attaching to this appropriation 
bill this infernal bayonet clause, over which 
we have struggled for days, and over which we 
are liable to struggle for days to come. It is 
to be found, I say, in the attempt to ride this 
clause through Congress on an appropriation 
bill or the necessities of the Government, giving 
rise to the charge upon the one side of the 
House or the other that they are obstracting 
the wheels of Government by their opposition 
to appropriation bills, because they oppose a 
general law which is to affect the whole coun- 


try. 
"This, if no other reason existed, ought to 
convince us that no such authority should be 
given to this committee, if their purpose be to 
make all appropriations annual, and not to 
have any sppropriations made by operation 
of general law. 

Mr. RANDALL. Willthe gentleman from 
Ohio yield to me for a moment? 


_ Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly. 


Mr. RANDALL. . I desire to make a sug- 
gestion, not to interrupt the meeting of the 
committee, but to restrict the time. of their 
meeting. I suggest that their meeting be 


| restricted. to. the first Wednesday in Novem- 


ber; that is, that the resolution be modified 
so ag to authorize the committee to meet on 
orafter the first Wednesday in November. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio.. I-will accept 
that amendment and modify the resolution 
accordingly. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to say a word. . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Very well. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 1 think 
that this proposition, as explained by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, is 
one fraught with great danger. There is a 
standing law making an appropriation for pay- 
ing the interest on the public debt, and there 
is a law making standing appropriations for 
some other purposes which are understood to 
be necessary to carrying on the Government. 
Now, if you make all these appropriations 
annual, if you repeal those standing appropri- 
ations, then any day and any hour it will be in 
the power of the minority in Congress, as we 
have seen to-day, to defeat an annual appro- 
priation bill, and in that way the credit of the 
country may-be periled. ‘Lherefore I must 
object to this resolution. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I did not, by 
any means, intimate that all such appropri- 
ations should be annual; I only pomted to 
this as one of the abuses that have grown up, 
that all the Departments seek, year by year, 
to get their appropriations made permanent, 
so as to be independent of Congress. I state 
again that there are thirty separate claims of 
expenditures under the Government for which 
the different Departments have not now to 
come to Congress at ali, and for the most of 
which they ought to come here. And I men- 
tion, among otber things, the fact that our 
Calendar is blocked by orders away into the 
next session, and we will come here on. tho 
frst Monday of December next with the twelve 
great appropriation bills to be drawn up, intro- 
duced here, and pushed through without any 
preliminary preparations. 1 shall ‘be very 
glad if the House, by voting this resolution 
down, shall excuse the committee from all 
duty in that direction. But it was the unani- 
mous belief of the committee that they could 
serve the House better by meeting during the 
month of November. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Does the rule still. re- 
main requiring the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to report all appropriation bills during 
the first twenty days of the session? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. During the 
first thirty days, yes. 

Mr. MAYNARD. It seems to me that itis 
a matter of justice that the Committee on 
Appropriations should be allowed to assemble 
before the meeting of Congress. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the rules be suspended and the resolution I 
have indicated adopted. 

Mr. GETZ. Will that resolution also con- 
tain the amendment which I proposed last 
night? Lask that the amendment be read. 

‘he Clerk read as follows: 


And said committee is also authorized during the 
vacation, through such sub-committees as they may 


appoint, to visit and examine such important and 
unfinished public buildings as are now in process of 
erection by the Government, with a view to economy 
in the appropriations for the construction of the 
same, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. The resolution, 
as now modified, restricts us to the month of 
November; therefore, I cannot consent to 
adopt the amendment suggested by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, | Mr. Gerz.] 1 move 
that the rules be suspended and the resolution 
adopted. 

The question was taken ; and (two thirds vot- 
ing in favor thereof) the rules were suspended, 
and the resolution was adopted. 


I desire 
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BUELL COURT OF INQUIRY. 


Mr. COBURN. `I ask unanimous consent 
to submit from the Committee on Military 
Affairs'a. report in: writing, together with the 
evidence; so far as taken, in relation to the 
matter of the loss of the records in the Buell 
court of inquiry, and ‘the preservation: of re- 
cords in the War Department. I desire to say 
that the committee have not ascertained all the 
facts that they think they may ascertain. I 
move that this report, with the accompanying 
testimony, be printed and recommitted to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

OREEK AND CHEROKEE INDIANS, 


Mr. McKEE. I ask unanimous consent to 
present the protest of the Creek and Cherokee 
delegations against the passage of a bill (H. 
R. No. 2685) creating the territory of Okla- 
homa, which I desire to have referred to the 
Committee on the Territories and printed. 

There was no objection; and the protest was 
received, ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on the Territories. 


CONFEDERATE. CONFISCATION IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I present a report relative 
to the act for the relief of certain loyal cred- 
itors whose money was confiscated by the con- 
federate congress in the State of Louisiana, 
which I move be printed and recommitted, 
without.in any way committing the Committee 
of Claims. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly, 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to submit the following report from 
the committee of conference. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations for sùn- 
dry civil expenses of the Government. for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873, and for othor purposes, 

aving mot, after full and free conference, have beon 
unable to agree. 

JAS. A. GARFIELD, 

FRANK W. PALMER, 

WM. E. NIBLACK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

CORNELIUS COLF, 

GEO. F. EDMUNDS, 

JOHN W. STEVENSON, 
Manngers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Senate 
originally asked for a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
this bill and I suppose they will make known 
their wishes, [donot know but the House might 
hasten business by asking a new conference. 

Mr. RANDALL. Make the motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move the 
appointment of a new conference on the dis- 

. agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill; 
and on that motion I demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is notdebatable, as the 
gentleman has demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish to say 
that the committee of conference agreed on 
ee except the election clause, and on 
that-—— 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to debate, 

The motion of Mr. Garrigxp, of Ohio, was 
agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the 


same conferees as managers on the part ofthe 
House. 


Is this 


I object 


PLANTING OF TREES. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
move to take up Senate bill No. 680, to encour- 
age the planting of trees upon western prairies. 
_ Mx. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to proceed to business on the Speaker's table. 


The SPEAKER. That is a proper motion. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I move to suspend the 
rules in order that the House may proceed to 
the consideration of Senate bill No. 680, to 
encourage the growth .of timber on western 
prairies.. . : SaaS 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
60, noes 40. $ Da. 

Mr. HALDEMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr.: HALDEMAN, 
and Mr. Burner. of Massachusetts were ap- 
pointed. . 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 77, noes 52, 

Mr. HALDEMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 88, nays 65, not voting 
87; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, Beatty, 
Bell, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, Austin Blair, Budin- 
ton, Burdett, Caldwell, Coghlan, Conger, Crocker, 
Crossland, De Large, Dox, Du Bose, uell, Duke, 
Dunnell, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Forker, Charles 
Foster, Henry D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Gid- 
dings. Golladay, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hanks, 
Harper, John T. Harris, John W. Hazelton, Hib- 
bard, Hill, Holman, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, Kil- 
linger, King, Lamison, Marshall, McClelland, Mc- 
Cormick, McCrary, MoNeely, Leonard yers, 
Negley, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Peck, Aaron F. 
Porry, Platt, Potter, Price, Prindle, Randall, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William 
R. Roberts, Sion H., Rogers, Shanks, Sherwood, 
Slocum, Sloss, Sprague, Stevenson, Storm, Suther- 
land, Swann, Terry, Waddell, Walden, Wells, 
Whitthorne, Williams of New York, John T. Wile 
son, Winchester, and Young—88. 

Y¥S—Messrs. Arthur, Barber, Beveridge Bighy, 
Buckley, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, Coburn; 
Cotton, Darrall, Donnan, Hames, Elliott, Farwell. 
¥inkeinburg, Wilder D. Foster, Goodrich, Halsey, 
Hancock, Handley, Harmer, George E. Harris, 

avens, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, Lowe, Maynard, 
McGrew, MeHonry, McIntyre, McKee, Merriam, 
Merrick, Monroe, Morey, Morgan, Isaac C. Parker, 
Pendleton, Poland, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk. 
Sawyer, Sessions, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Slater, H. 
Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snyder, Stark- 
weather, Stovens, Strong. Sypher, Taffe, Washing- 
ton Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Wakeman, Wal- 
laco, Walls, Whiteley, Willard, and Wiliams of 

ndiana—65. 

NOT VOLING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Averill, 
Banks, Barnum, Barry, Beck, James G. Blair, Boles, 
Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Roderick R. Butler, 
Campboll, Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, Comingo, Conner, 
Cox, Crebs, Creely, Critcher, Davis, Dawes, Dickey, 
Ely, Garfield, Griffith, Hale, Hawloy, Hay, Hays, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hooper, 
Ketcham, Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, 
Lowis, Lynch, Manson, McJunkin. McKinney. 
Morcur, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Moore, 
Morphis, Orr, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Perce, Eli 
Perry, Peters, Porter, Robinson, John Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, Shober, Shoe- 
makor, Worthington O. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton 
Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stoughton, Stowell, St. 
John, Thomas, Dwiagt Townsend, Tuthill, Tyner, 
Upson, Van ‘Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waldron, 
Warren, Wheeler, M. Wilson, 

ood—87. 


So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the motion of Mr. Hatpeman was not 
agreed to. 

RETENTION OF A HOUSE EMPLOYÉ. 

Mr. COBURN, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be 


Jeremiah and 


authorized and directed to retain on the rolls during 
the recess of Congress the name of the person who 
is now in charge of the Hall folding and sealing 
room, as has heretofore been the practice. 


ABOLITION OF FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask consent to 
introduce a bill to abolish the franking privi- 
lege and to provide for the transmission of 
| official documents and other public matter. 

Mr. MOREY. I object to the introduction 
of the bill; I object to the reading of it; I 
object to it in every possible form. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
rules be suspended and the bill read. 

_ The question being taken on the motion, 
there were—ayes eighty-three, noes not 
counted. i i 


Mr. MOREY called for tellers. 


Tellers were not ordered. $ 
| So (two thirds having voted in favor there- 


of) the motion to suspend the rules and read 
the bill was agreed to. 

The bill was read. It provides in the first 
section that the franking privilege be abolished 
from and after the Ist day of September, 1872, 
and that-theneeforth all official correspond- 
ence, of whatever nature, and other mailable 
matter sent from or addressed to any officer 
of the Government or person now authorized 
to frank such matter, shall be chargeable with 
the same rates of postage as may be lawfully 
imposed upon like matter sent by or addressed 
to other persons. 

The second section provides that there shall 
be prepared and issued by the Post Office De- 
partment to the President of the United States, 
to each head of Department, and to the Sec- 
retary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, proper stamps, 
which shall print or impress the name of 
the Department or officer using the same, 
respectively, and the nature of the matter to 
be sent thereunder, (as ‘ Department of the 
Interior, Mechanical Report,” ‘‘ Executive 
Office, President’s: Message,’ and the like,) 
and the date or other proper device, as the 
Postmaster General may direct, which stamps 
shall bé used by the Department or officer to 
whom the same may be issued, respectively, 
only for the purpose of stamping all books, 
documents, and other official matter issued 
from such Department or office, respectively, 
including in the use of the same, by the Sec- 
retary of the Senate and Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, all reports and other doc- 
uments printed by order of their respective 
Houses. And such stamping-machines are to 
be used for no other purposes than as afore- 
said, and all matter so stampedshall thereupon 
pass through the mails without requiring farther 
stamps or charge, and the postage upon all 
books, documents, and other public matter so 
stamped shall be charged by the Post Office 
Department to the Department or office issuing 
the same, respectively, and the amount so 
charged shall be defrayed by such Depart- 
ments and officers out of appropriations to be 
made therefor by Congress as part of the 
incidental expenses of the Government. 

The third section provides that any person 
who shall forge or counterfeit any such official 
postage stamp, or who shall counterfeit any 
die or plate therefor, or who shall make or 
print, or knowingly use or sell, or have in his 
possession with intent to use or sell any such 
false, forged, or counterfeit die-plate, or stamp, 
or any paper, wrapper, or envelope stamped 
by any false, forged, or counterfeit, die-plate, 
or postage stamp, or who shall authorizé or 
procure to be made any such official die-plate 
or stamp, without the special direction of the 
Post Office Department, or who, after the same 
have been prepared, shall, with intent to de- 
fraud the revenue of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, deliver any such official dies, plates, or 
stamps to any person or persons other than 
such as shall be authorized to receive the 
same, by instrument of writing duly executed 
under the hand of the Postmaster General and 
the seal of the Post Office Department, shall, 
on conviction thereof, be deemed guilty of 
felony, and be punished by a fine not exceed- 
ing $500, or by imprisonment not exceeding 
five years, or by both such fine and imprison- 
ment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. IfI may be allowed 
to make a brief explanation of the bill, I 
wish to say that it has been prepared with 
à great deal of care on consultation with a 
good many members ; and I believe it has the 
approval of the Post Office. Department, 
and indeed I may say I know it. The bill 
if enacted into a law will. relieve members 
of Congress of their present very great labor 
in the matter of franking documents ‘printed 
by order of Congress. But the. bill does not 
allow speeches to pass free through the mails. 
It will require that evèry man who sends 
speeches to his constituents shall either pay 
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the postage or transmit them in some manner 
outside of the mails. The effect of. that will. 
be, I suppose, that speeches. will be printed 
toa greater extent than. they are now by the. 
local papers, and to à lesa extent.in the.Globe 
and atthe public expense, - o 

Mr, L. MYERS..” Does, 
ments? ee inde asd Vek St uae ee 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It applies to. every 
document printed: by order of.either. House of 


it. apply. to docu- 


Congress. e tea 
Mr, L. .MYERS. . I thought so, because I 
saw the gentleman franking a lot of them a day 
or.two.ago. : Spe ara E z 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Yeg; I. do. it, like 
every other member. It'is avery great labor; 
but I have to frank all the documents that are 
furnished to me. piece 
This bill, ‘if passed, will’ put an “end “to‘all 
the frauds which are’committed by simulating 
the franks of members of Congress and others 
entitled to the franking: privilege. It will re- 
quire that postage shall be paid on letters or 
communications sent to members of Congress. 
Most of the letters which members now receive 
bear postage stamps—tbey are post paid. This 
bill. will require that everything transmitted 
through the mails shall be charged with post- 
age except documents of a public character. 
It-will put an-end to the privilege which a few 
men now have over their fellow-men ; it will 
pat all men upon an equality in: this regard. 
f.a constituent has business to be attended to 
here in Washington, and writes to his member 
of Congress.about it, let him pay the postage. 
Tf an ayswer is required, let postage be paid 
on:that. PET par yore 
I hold in my hand the resolutions adopted 
recently: by the great Republican party in -its 
convention ‘at’ Philadelphia: : Among: those 
resolutions is the following declaration : ; 
“The franking privilege ought to be abolished, 
and the way prepared fora speedy reduction in the 
rates of postage.” : 


If this bill be passed I give notice that at 
the next session of: Congress I shall urge the 
passage of a bill reducing the rates of postage. 
Itis evident to the Postmaster General that if 
the franking privilege were abolished postage 
might very soon be reduced to one cent, and 
in my opinion if all mail matter should be.re- 
quired,to be prepaid, if everything deposited 
in the mails should bear postage ‘honestly and 
fairly; we could'to-motrow, redtce the letter 
postage to a uniform rate of one cent, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. : Will the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr, FagnswortH] state whether this 
bill contains any provision that tke: mail con- 
‘tractors or the railroad companies and. others 
that carry the mails shall be paid any-less for 
that service on account of the abolition of the 
franking . privilege, or are they to be paid 
precisely the came that they are now receiving? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. There is nothing 
in this bill upon the subject, ~ 

Mr. SHANKS. Will the postmasters’ be 
paid any less? Puan : A 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Will the gentleman 
tell us how the cost of carrying the mails is to 
be reduced ; and; if the mails are to cost any 
less‘in future than they costnow, what advan- 
tage is to be. gained? Pade Aa ra 

Mr: FARNSWORTH. - Why, Mr. Speaker, 
every man paid for carrying the mail is paid 
with a view to the kind df matter that is being 
transmitted through the mail. Every man 
who takes a contract for carrying ‘the ‘mail 
takes a contract in view of the law as it now 
stands. Asa specimen, a bill was reported 
here the other day which was‘sent to the Com- 
mittee’ of Claims. to pay a firm for. carrying 
extra mail matter by sea between New York 
and San Francisco, becauée the. transmission 
of the mails overland was interrupted, by 
snow. ‘The: parties said that : they contracted 
not to carry that matter, but other matter ; that 


additional matter was thrown upon them, and, 


| to think that. a. great: 


therefore they made their claim...) ss? 
‘And there is. another claim here in Congress {i 
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from a man who was carrying the overland 
mail, who asked to. be reeompensed because 
Congress provided. that the newspaper mail, 
which-at-the time he entered upon lis contract 
was required by law to be.sent by sea, ‘should | 
be changed, and was being sent over his line, 
thus throwing additional mail matter upon bis 
coaches; and he comes here with a claim for 
compensation, = ie hese 
< Mr, ELDREDGE. Is not that. a:case like 
the-Chorpenning claim? == - 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Now, if we amend 
the law soas to stop the transmission ofa large 
mass of documents through the mail, I-sup- 
pose to that extent, or to some extent at least, 
it will affect the cost of the transmission of 
the mails. But the great saving, Mr. Speaker, | 
ig not inthe matter of the transmission of the 
mails, but the saving to the Department is in 
the additional postage which the Department 
will get if you cut off this franking privilege. 
It will be found in fact. that everything in the 
shape of speeches and letters which are now 
flooding ‘the mails between Washington and 
every part of the country will bear ordinary 
rates of postage, and the Department and. the 
Government will have the benefit of that, as 
they ought to have. There is where the saving 
Gomes in. There is where the Department 
will be the gainer by getting more postage. 

Mr. HOAR. I wishto ask*the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr.. Farnsworta]. whether 
there are any provisions in this bill by which 
speeches made in this House may be sent by 
members thereof to their constituents at the 
public expense ; or whether it is desired that 
what'we say here upon. public questions shall 
be. communicated to ou constituents only so 
far as the leading newspaper of the country 
shall report them? ak S 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. And so:far in addi- 
tion-as gentlemen who desire to inform their 
constituents may take the trouble ‘and: incur 
the expense of sending their speeches to them. 
If a member desires to send his speeches to 
bis constituents, let either that member or the 
constituent who receives them pay the post- 
age. Ifmy friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] desires to send a thousand or ten 
thousand copies of one of his speeches to his 
district, why should-not the men who, receive 
that light pay a little postage: to- the Govern- 
ment for it? Unless:you can gend his.speecbes 
—and they are always able—to. every tax: 
payer in the United States, thus putting every 
man on an equality with every other man, you 
ought not to send them at all. a 

As the case now stands, the system works 
anequally. I cannot send a speech to every 
man and every tax-payer in my district. No 
member of Congress does that. “He selects 
a portion of his constituents, He has a list 
of names furnished to him, and he sends 
his speeches to those addresses. But every 
taxpayer does not get the speech. Now, 
why should one man get the. speech. at the 
expense of another man? Why should Jones 
be required to contribute for, transmitting the 
speeches of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to Smith, when Jones does not get one of them? 

-This places every man upon an equality with 
his fellow. If a member of Congress wishes. 
to make a speech and transmit it to his constit- 
tents, let him or his constituents pay the post- 
age to the Government, or let it be published 
in-the newspaper of largest circulation in his 
district. 

I confess. that another very great. saving 
would result to the Government from-this bill 
inthis: I have no doubt it would put a stop 
to the making. and transmitting t rough the 
mails of a great many speeches. T am inclined 
many of the ‘speeches 
made in this Hall and in the other-end of the 
Capitol might as well be suppressed before 
they are uttered, as to be made and sent out 
at Government expense.to the people of the | 


country. ` Just:at the close of every session of 
Congress you will find in every congressional 


district. in the United.-States:and-in almost: 
every post-office great..packages-of Congress- 
men’s speeches done up in those significant. 
yellow envelopes, packed away in some corner 
of the post office, or throwa gway among. the: 
rubbish in the farmers’ houses, or under the 
table or in the waste-basket in the. merchants’ 
or lawyers’ libraries, Fu) ee D 
Mr. YOUNG. Is this-debate 
The SPEAKER. Ht is proce 
imous consent. ,.: 
“Mr. YOUNG. 
debate, = . ; 
The SPEAKER. 


in order? 1 
ceeding by unan-. 


I object. to ‘any. further 


€ The question is on sas, 
pending the rules and passing.the bil... 
< Mr. FARNSWORTH: and Mr. STORM 
called for the yeas and nays. : E 
; The yeas and nays were ordered. > 
The question was taken; and there weres. 
yeas 189, nays 29, not voting 72; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, , Banke, 
Beauty, Beck, Bell, Beveridge, Bingham, Bi 
Austin Biair, Braxton, Bucktey, Bulfiinton, Bar- 
chard, Burdett, Campbell, Carroll, Cobb, Coburn, 
Comingo, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Crossland; Dare 
rall, Dawes, Donnan, Dox, Deli, "Duke, Eames, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Forker, Charles 
Foster, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D, Foster, Frye, 
Garrett: Getz, Goliaday, Goodrich, Halsey, Hand- 
ley, Hanks, Harper, George E. Harris, John T, Har- 
ris, Hawicy, Hay, Hays, John W., Hazelton, Here- 
ford, Hibbard, Hill,” Holinan, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Kerr. Ketcham, Killinger, King, Lamison,. Lewis, 
Lowe, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, 
McCrary, McGrew, Mcllenry, McIntyre, McJunkin, 
McKee, McNeely, Mercur,. Merriam, Merrick, 
Monroe, Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Pack- 
ard, Packer, Peck, Pendieton, Aaron F, Perry, 
Peters, Poland, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, Randall, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, ‘Ritchie, 
Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Sioni H. 
Rogers, Rusk, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Shellabar- 
ger, Sherwood, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, H: Boardman 
Smith, John A. Smith, Sprague, Stark weather, Ste- 
vens, Stevenson, Storm, Strong, Sutherland, affo; 
erry, ‘Ewichell, Lyner,. Van Trump, Waddell, 
Warren, Wells, Whiteley, Wil- 


Wakeman, Walls, Wa 
lard, Williams. of Indiana, Williams of New York, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, John £. Wilson, Winchester, 
and Young—-139. ` a peers 
NAYS—Messrs. Arthur, Averill, Bisby; Biggs, 
Bright, Benjamin F, Butler, Roderick R, Bucler, 
Caldwell, Cogblan, De Large, Dunnell, Hidredge, 
Haldeman, Hancock, Harmer, 


Ehiott, Giddings, d 
elley, Maynard, Morey, Piatt, 


Hoar, Houghton, 
Snyder, Sypher,. Washington Towasend,: Turner, 
Ambler, Barber, 


Wallace, and Whitthorne—29. 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, 
Barnum, Barry, James. G. Blair, Boles, Brooks, 
Clarke, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Crichter, Davis, 
Dickey, Du Bose, Ely. Garfield Griffith, Hale, Ham- 
bleton, Havens, Gerry Y Hazelton, Herndon, 
Hooper, Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lynch, 
McKinney, Benjamin Fe Mey ers, Mitebell, Moore, 
Negley, Niblack, Orr.: Palmer, Hosea W, Pi rker, 
Isaac CO. Parker, Perce, Eli Perry, Porter, Price, 
Robinson, John Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, 90o% 
field, Seeley, Sheldon, Shober, Shoemaker, Wor- 
thington C. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Thomas 
J. Speer, Stoughton, Stowell, St: John, Swann, 
Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Upson, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Walden, Waldron, Wheeler, 
and Wood~72.. . : $ 

So (two thirds voti 
rules were suspended and the bill (H; R. 
2982) was passed. ; ; 

During the callof theroll; -| iog 

Mr. LAMPORT said; I am paired with Mr. 
TUTHILL; of New York. ` If: he were here I 
would vote ‘‘ay,’’ vee 

MESSAGE FROM. THE SENATE... : 

A message from’ the’ Senate, by Mr, Syuv- 
son, one of their clerks, announced that.the 
Senate had passed, without-amendment, a bill 
of the House‘of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No, 2876) for the relief of 
John C. Beaumont. Be ae 


ng in favor thereof X the 
No. 


“Mr. BUCKLEY, fro 
Enrolled Bills, reporte 
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had:examined: and found truly enrolled bills 
of. the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed ‘the same: ze l i 
A bHL(H: R. No. 1310) for the relief of 
Géörge W. Sturtevant; $i ` 
A bill (He R. No. 1424) to reimburse John 
E: Woodward for certain moneys paid by him; 

A bill (H.R. No. 1457) for the relief of 
Martit P. Hardin, of ‘Pontotoc’ county, Mis- 
sissippiy © a 

A bill (H. R. No. 1684) for the relief iof 
Benjamin; W. Reynolds; = =< as 

A bill (H. R. No. 1842) to. grant. the right 
of Way through the public lands to the Eastern 
Nevada Railroad Company; 0) a. : 
TA bI (HE R.oNo! 2050) ‘for the’ relief of 
J. S. Underbills 2" * ie 

A bill (H.R. No. 2897) relative to retired 
offers 6f the Army; at 

CA” bill (H. R. No. 2949) for the relief of 
William B.. Muse; and: : 

‘A. bill (H.R. No. 2622) for the relief of 
James De Long, late United States consul at 
Aux Cayes, Hayti | a 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS, PORT HURON, MICHIGAN. 


Mr; CONGER.:. I ask: unanimous consent 
that‘ the amendments ofthe Senate to the bill 
(H. By No. 2942) for the construction of a 
custom-house, bonded warehouse, and post 
office at Port Huron, Michigan, be concur- 


red in. : SEA ; 
No objection being made, the amendment 
of'the Senate was read and concurred in, as 
follows: 5 000o i 
‘On page. 1, line sight, after the word “ completed,” 
insert: ‘‘upon.plans to. be previously: made and 
approved by-the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


FOLDING AND SEALING-ROOM OF THE HOUSE. 


; Mr: ARCHER. I-move that the rules besus- 
pended and the following resolution adopted : 

` Resodoed;: That: the resolution’ of this House, of 
this date, to retain in service the person in charge 
of the Hall folding and sealing-room be, and the 
same- is hereby; amended by adding the name of 
Arthur B: Claxton thereto. ` 


Mx. WALLACE. I ask the’ gentleman to 
allow me to move to amend: his resolution by 
adding thereto the names of Samuel Lee, of 
South Carolina, and James.S: Saunders. 

Mr! ARCHER. T mast declineto have that 
amendment submitted. 

`: The question was taken upon Mr. ARCHER’ S 
motion ; and (two thirds voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the resolution 


was agreed. to... : 
 HOMESTEADS FOR SOLDIERS AND SALLORS, 


Mr. COBURN. < I move to suspend the rules 
só as to put upon its passage a bill extending 
the provisions of the twenty-fifth. section of 
the act: entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions. for; ihe support of the Army,” :&c., ap- 
proved July 15, 1870, relating to deceased 
officers and soldiers; and for other purposes. 
 Phe‘bill- was read, and is ag follows: à 


, Beit enacted by the’ Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress asem- 
ted, That any private soldior, “sailor, or officer 
entitled to enter one quarter: section of land under 
the provisions of the twenty-fifth section of an act 
entitled “‘An act making appropriations’ for the 
support of the Army,” &e., approved July 15, 1870, 
may, ond he is hereby authorized to, assign his right: 
to enter said quarter section of land to his son or 
daughter, they being twenty-one years of age, said 
astignuiént to be in writing, signed, sealed, and 
certified to by the judge of any court of record hav- 
ingjurisdiction in the county where the said assignor 
shall reside. -" 

Suc. 2, And be tt. further: enacted, That the widow. 
of any, private. soldier, sailor, or oficer who died 


while in the service of the United States during the 


late war, and in theline of his daty, orsubsequently,- 


shall have ‘all the: rights! and: privileges which the 
said act, approved July 15, 1870, and this act. would 
conter pron ber husband if living. 
no. 3. 
living of any: private soldier, sailor, or officer who 
gied while in the service of the United States during 
the late war, and-in the line of bis duty, or subse- 
quently, shall have the: same rights and privileges 
conferred upon the widow of any private soldier, 
sailor, or officer in the second section of this act. 
DEO: 4. And be it further enacted, That the father or 
widowed: mother of any private. soldier; sailor, “or 
oficer who died while in the service of:the. United 
States during the late war, and in the line of his 


And be it further enacted, That the children | 


duty, or subsequently, leaving no wife or children 
living, shall have the same rights and privileges 
conferred upon the widow of any private soldier, 
sailor, or oikeor in tbe second. section of this act, 
except the said father or widowed mother shall 
not assign the said rights and privileges to any one. 
except it be to a. brother or sister of lawful age ọ 
said deceased officer, or soldier, or sailor, and in 
forin and manner prescribed: in the :first section of: 
this acter u > 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Com-, 
missioner of the General Land Office is. hereby 
authorized to prescribe the necessary rules and 
regulations to carry this a¢t:into effect and determine 
all the facts necessary therefor. © °° n 


Mr.. COBURN. I have agreed to. yield a 
few moients to gentlemen who wish tò wake 
requests for unanimous consent., 

HERMAN RASTER.: K 

‘Mr. FARWELL. Iask unanimous consent 
that the amendmetits of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No, 1986) for the ‘relief of. Herman 
Raster, collector of internal revenue for the 
first district of Illinois, may be concurred in. 

No objection was made}; and the amendments 
of the Senate were read and concurred in, as 
follows: i ` A 

In line fifteen of the bill, afterthe word “amount,” 
insert ‘tnot exceeding the sum of. $83,691 93, or so 
much thereof.as shall be satisfactorily. known to 
have been lost or destroyed, as affirmed,” . . 

In line fifteen strike out all after the word 
“amount” to and including “right” in line six- 
teen. . : 

In line eighteen strike out the words “ by affidavit 
or otherwise.”” iy 

In line twenty-three of the bill insert after the 
words." may award” the words ‘‘on proof satisfac- 
tory to him”? EE ; 

In line twenty-four strike out all after the word 
“year ”’ in said line down to and including the word 
“and”? in line twenty-five, > 

In line twenty-eight strike out all after the word 
“aforesaid ” to the end of the bill. 


LANDS IN MICHIGAN, 
Mr. DUNNELL. I ask the House to take 
from the Speaker's table and concur in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 


The amendment reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary was to strike out ‘‘ $3,000" 
and insert ‘$1,000; and strike out “ three 
years’ and‘insert ‘one year ;’’ so as to make 
the first clause of the Senate amendment pro- 
vide for punishment “by fine not exceeding 
$1,000; or by imprisonment not exceeding one 
year, or by both, according to the aggravation 


‘of the offense,” © 


No. 2977) for the restoration to market of 
certain lands. in Michigan, 
‘The amendment was read, as. follows: 


Striko out the following: 2 x: 
„Provided, 'That nothing herein shall affect the 
rights of the State of Michigan in. lands heretofore 
granted said State. < ts f : 

And insert the following: : ae 

Provided, That none of the lands herein men- 
tionod shall bo subject to or taken under any grant 
of lands for public works or improvements or by any 
railroad company. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE, 


‘Mr. PETERS. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the amendmeat 
of the Senate to House bill No. 1017, to pre- 
vent and punish the obstruction. of the admin- 
istration of justice in the courts of the United 
States, have directed me to report back the 
amendment with an amendment.. ` e 

‘The amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: ee: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert 
the following: f 

That. if ahy person or persons shall corruptly, of 
by threats: or force, or by threatening letters, or any: 
threatening communications, endeavor to influence, 
intimidate, or impede any grand ‘or. petit jury, or 
-juror of any court of the United States in the dis- 
charge of bis or their duty, or shall corruptly, or by 
threats or force, or by threatening letters, or any 
threatening communieations, influence, obstruct, or 
impede, or endeavor to influence, obstruct, or 
impede the due administration of justice therein,’ 
such person or persons so offending shall be liable 
to prosecution therefor by indictment, and shall, 
on conviction thereof, be punished by fine not ex- 
ceeding $3,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding 
three years, or by both, according to the aggravation 
of the offense. And if any person or persons shall 
attempt to influence the action or decision of any 
grand or petit juror upon any issue.or matter pend- 
ing before such juror, or before the jury-of which he 
is a member, or pertaining to his or their duties, by 
writing or sending to him any letter or letters, or 
any communication in print or writing in relation 
to such issue or matter, without the order previously. 
obtained of the court before which the said juror is 
summoned, such person or. persons so offending shall 
be-deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be 
liable to prosecution therefor by indictment, or in- 
formation, and shall, on conviction thereof, be pun- 
ished by fine not exceeding $1,000, or by imprison- 
ment not exceeding six months, or by both such 


G 


fineand imprisonment, according to the aggravation . 
of the offense. : 


` Thè amendment reportéd by the committee 

was agreed to. waite ee ? 

` The Senate amendment, as amended,’ was 

concurred in. ` R ie 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid’ on the table: 

“The latter motion was agreed to. 
HOMESTEADS FOR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 
Mr. COBURN.. I now ask a vote. on my 

proposition. I will state that this bill confines 
the right to the homestead of one hundred and 
sixty acres to the soldier or sailor or the mem- 
bers of his family. He is allowed to assign 
it to his son or daughter; and the benefits of 
the homestead may accrue, in case of his death, 
to-his. widow, his eldest child, his.brother, or 
sister. It is also provided that if there be 
neither children nor brother. nor sister, the 
land-shall'go to the father-or mother of the 
soldier or-sailor.. j T . 

Mr. RANDALL. Doesthebiligivetheoldest 
children an advantage over younger children ? 

Mr. COBURN.. Oh nos- ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the gentleman to 
say: whether this bill gives the land jn equal 
quantities to the surviving children of the sol- 
dier or sailor? . ane TOEO 

Mr. COBURN. It is to be. apportioned 
among all. the children. I have amended 
the proposition. by inserting “children” in- 
stead of ‘* eldest child,” ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it would meet the 
approval of the country ifin alaw of this kind 
the benefits of the homestead should -be en- 
joyed: without cultivation by any widow, minor 
children, or disabled soldier: 

Mr.: COBURN..- Whatis the gentleman’s 
proposition ? ; . y fee 

Mr. HOLMAN. My proposition is to amend 
by adding tothe bill the following; . 

Provided further, That settlement on or cultivation 
of the land entered shall not be required. of any 
widow, minor children, or permanently disabled 
soldier entitled to the benefits of said act, to entitlo 


such widow, minor children, or permanently disabled 
soldier toa patent for such land. at as 


Mr. COBURN. : I will allow 
taken on that amendment. i 

The amendment was agreed to. | " 

‘The: question’ recurring on the motion of 
Mr. Copury, the bilt ( R. No. 2988) ag 
amended was passed; (two thirds voting in 
favor thereof.) °°: eae eee 

' CLERK TO COMMITTED. ` 

Mr. STORM, I offer, the following pream- 
ble and resolation: T 

. Whereas the clerk:of the Committee on Education 
ard Labor has been instructed to complete the cor- 
rešpondence existing between the trades unions, 
superintendents of schools, educational institutions, 
teachers? institute and the said committee: There- 

ore, i 
. Be it resolved, That the said committee be author- 
ized to employ a clerk atthe present. compensation 
until ordered otherwise by the House, 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move to amend that 
resolution by adding the following in favor of 
the clerks of two of.the committees.. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. Why not include all of- 
the committees? . i i 

Mr. L.MYERS. There is a reason for this: 


That the clerk of the Committee on Patents and 
the clerk of the Committee on Private Land Claims, 


be continued during the recess of Congress at the 


present rate of compensation. 

Mr. DAWES. : Why not put in the clerks 
of all of the committees? It would be better 
than passing in favor of some and leaving out’ 
others. ? 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The resolution was rejected, 


a vote to be 


1872. - 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ANN M CARTHY. 


Mr. DONNAN. I move ‘that the rules be 
suspended, and the House pass a bill’ (S. No. 
265) to authorize the payment of bounty to 
Ann McCarthy. °° RS eye 

The bill, which was read, ‘provides that the’ 
Second Auditor of thë Treasury be authorized 
and directed to‘issue a certificate for a bounty 
of $100, payable to Ann McCarthy, of Boston, 
Massachusetts, in lieu of Treasury certifi- 
cate No. 309159, payable to Johi McCarthy, 
father of Ann McCarthy, ‘upon the: surrender 
of the Treasury certificate. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. Is Ann McCarthy dead? 

Mr. DONNAN. John McCarthy is dead, 
but this provides: for the payment: to his 
daughter. : 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds’ vot- 
ing in favor thereof,).and the bill was passed. 


MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. | 


"Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I submit the 
following resolution : as 

_ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and 
ishereby, directed to. pay out of the contingent 
fund of tlhe House to the sub-committee of the 
select Committee on the Levees of the Mississippi, 
who visited and inspected the levees of the Missis- 
sippi in November, 1871, their mileage for travel 


involved. in’ connection with said duty, not to -ex- 
eeed $750... hea be 


The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
54, noes 30. . 
So the resolution was adopted: :: : 


IOWA LAND TITLES. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move to suspend the 
rules. and pass ‘a. bill (S. No. 1015) to quiet 
the title to certain lands in the State of Lowa. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
title to the lands in the. State of. Iowa hereto- 
fore approved and certified by the Department 
of the Interior for. railroad.. purposes, -to 
aid in. the construction of a railroad from 
the city of Davenport via Jowa Gity to Coun- 
cil Bluffs, under the. grants made: by Con- 
gress, according to -the adjustments thereof 
made at the General Land. Office, shall be 
confirmed to the Mississippi and Missouri 
tailroad Company, and the Chicago, Rock 
Island, and Pacific Railroad. Company, and 
their assigns, they being the corporations. to 
whom said ,Jands were. certified ; provided, 
that the act shall. be construed as conveying 
only any reversionary or other interest which 
the United States may have in said lands, and 
all lands settled,upon in good faith and now 
occupied by homestead or preémption settlers 
shall be excluded from the operations of the 


act. = 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That. bill has been 
voted down more than once. 

Mr. HOLMAN. .-Yes, three or four times. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it in order? | 

The SPEAKER. Why is not the motion 
in order? i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Because it has been 
voted down more than once. i ped 

The SPEAKER. -Under what rule is it not 
in order? : ; i 

Mr.. FARNSWORTH. . The rule against 
tautology. [Laughter. ] : 

The House. divided; and there were—ayes 
54, noes 52. i ; 

Mr. SAWYER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SAWYER and 
Mr. Horman were appointed. oases 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 69, noes 47. gies OSs 

So (two thirds not having votedin the affirm- 
ative) the rules were not suspended, and the 
bill was not passed.: » 

HARRIET. SPRING. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the bill (8. No. 905) for the 
relief of Harriet Spring, the heir of Captain 
Williams Barker, deceased, be taken from the 
Speaker’s table and passed. , 

The bill was read. 1t provides thatthere be 


paid to Harriet Spring, of Waterville, Maine, 
the heir of Captain Williams Barker, of Water- 
ville, Maine, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the half pay of a 
captain from the eud of tbe revolutionary 


waritothe death of Captain Barker, February | 


19, 1819; and that a warrant be issued to the 
said Harriet: Spring for such. bounty land as 
she; in virtue’of:the services of the said Cap~ 
tain Williams Barker, deceased, as a private 
soldier in said war, is entitled to receive. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof,) and the bill was 
passed, s 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT RALEIGH. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr.. RocrRS]. asks that the 
bill (S. No. 467).to provide for the erection 
of a building suitable for the use of the United 
States courts, post office, and other. necessary 
Government. offices, at Raleigh, North Caro- 
lina, which was laid aside when the. House 
proceeded to business on the Speaker’s table, 
be taken up and passed, ete 

The bill was read... It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to. be 
erected a suitable building, with a fire-proof 
vault extending to each story; at Raleigh, in 
the State of North Carolina, for the use and 
accommodation of the courts of the United 
States, post. office, and other offices of the 
Government. And for such purpose it appro- 
priates, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, $100,000, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, who shall cause proper plans 
and estimates to be made, so that the whole 
expenditure for the erection and completion 
of the said building shall not exceed the sum 
hereby appropriated. 

Mr. ROGERS, of North Carolina. I move 
that the rules be suspended, and that the bill 
be passed. ? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from North Carolina a question. 
Congress passed a law in 1856, providing for 
the erection in Raleigh, North Carolina, of a 
public building of this general character.. I 
would like to inquire whether that building 
was ever put up, in accordance with, the law? 

Mr. ROGERS, of North Carolina. . It was 
not. In 1857 a purchase of a site was’ made 
and preparations-were made for erecting the 
building, but only seven or eight ‘thousand 
dollars was expended, and the balance of the 
money was covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. MAYNARD. This is one of eight or 
ten buildings for ‘which appropriations passed 
in that session of Congress. They have all 
been provided for by subsequent legislation 
excepting this building, and those at Memphis 
and Nashville, Tennessee. I speak from recol- 
lection; but I think I am correct in the state- 
ment that those three- are the only ones for 
which provision has not been made. 

The question. being put, 

The SPEAKER announced that ona vote 
by sound, in the judgment of the Chait, two 
thirds had voted.in the affirmative. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN called for a division. 

“Mr. ROGERS, of North Carolina. I should 
like the bill to be reported again. ‘I think the 
gentleman after hearing it, in connection with 
the explanation which I gave just now, will 
not farther oppose the bill. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. TYNER. If the House will bear with 
me for a few minutes I would like to be heard 
on this bill. I do not like to oppose the efforts 
of gentlemen to secure public buildings: for 
their districts; but a sense of duty impels me 


“to say that this thing must stop at some point 


or other, and I do not think thereis any better, 
time for stopping it than now. ` 

The Committee on Public Buildings’ and 
Grounda, and this House, have been very lib- 
eral during this session in recommending the 


construction of: public buildings throughout 
the country.: Some: bills. bäve passed. ‘the 
House without opposition, and even withoutia 
division, which, in my judgment, never ought 
to have passed....But- I permitted them to pass; 
although a member of the Committee on Public 
Buildings aùd: Grounds, without «raising ian 
objection, ‘simply because I did not desire: to: 
place myself in ‘antagonism ‘to: the wishes..of 
gentlemen. .But as regards the. proposition 
now before the House, there is no:proof whats 
ever.before the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, or, so faras I know, before the . 
House, indicating why the bill should pass. 
I do not know—although it is part of my duty 


| as amember of that committee to be acquainted: 


with these things—I do not know that there.is 
any necessity for a public building at Raleigh ;. 
and there is not, so far.as L-am aware, asingle 
word of proof on the subject before either the 
committee or the House. Pad eee 

I therefore suggest to the House: that: in- 
stead of passing the bill it would: be batter 
to refer itto the Committee on Pablic: Buildings 
and Grounds. ©: +: Par eos 

Mr. ROGERS, of North Carolina,- I desire 
to make a statement in reference to: this mat- 
ter, Ini 1857 an appropriation: was made for 
a building of this Gharacter at Raleigh; North 
Carolina; ‘the land was: purchased and had 
been cleared of the old buildings on it, and 
when the unfortunate. difficulties broke out 
between the South and the North the appro- 
priation was then covered into the Treasury. 
At. this time we have. upon: the lot a, rotten 
wooden building, one story high, madé. of; 
upright planks, and in that building the post 
office is kept. We have no place forthe court- 
house at all. I know the. House would. not 
bear with me at the present. time, but, if they 
would I could show that the courts at Raleigh 
do more business now than any United States, 


‘courts, excepting perhaps those in- the State 


of New York and in the State of Pennsylvanias 
We have a civil docket of over eight hundred: 
cases; we have also a large criminal docket, 
a libel docket, ‘and an admiralty docket. 
Nearly every gentleman here knows. that a 
large numbér of the wrecks in the United 
States are cast.on the coast of North Carolina 
and involve very large admiralty business for 
the United States courts in that State. Terms 
of the courts'at Raleigh last. generally. from, 
six to eight weeks, and there is no place in 
which they can be held. Sometimes they are 
held in the court-house, which is a very:small 
andinconvenient building. We have no public 
buildings in the city really. TE 

Our people are too. poor to invest money 
in public buildings; they need all they can 
earn to invest in their own business. The re- 
sult is that the records are kept in a small, 
tenement, exposed on all occasions to destruc- 
tion. The post-office building is not equal to 
the ordinary demands of business iu that sec- 
tion of the country. The judges of thé circuit 
and district courts have. made application 
again and again for some suitable and secure 
place in which the records of the court may be 
kept. : The clerk of the court has reported 
that he has no place. in which to keep the 
records of the court. The office of the mar- 
shal is in one part of the city and the office of 
the clerk in another part; the records of these 
offices are exposed at all times to destruction,. 
and. great concern is felt by the judges of the 
circuit and district courts, but thus far they 
have failed to secure proper accommodation... 
The internal revenue office also, which 1 sin- 
cerely hope will be temporary merely, bas no 
proper accommodation; the officers are scat- 
tered all over the city: L trust the.bill will 
ass. i 
j ‘The quéstion was put on the motion: to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill; and there- 
were—-ayes 97, noes 31... i 

So (two thirds voting in:favor thereof): the: 
rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 
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Oo gh oia er MEVI W. POND. | i ; 
. Mn KELLOGG.: I move that the rules be 
suspended .so that the bill of the Senate (S. 
No, 624) confirming. and extending a patent- 
right: to-Levi W. Pond and: Eau Claire Lum- 
ber Company bo pasted. ie gee 
cathe bill.wasread. The firstsection provides 
that-theirights described:in the letters-patent: 
granted on: the 4th day of: August, 1868; to. 
evi: Wi Pond: and Bau:Claire Lumber: Com= 
pany, of. the county of Claire, and State of: 
Wisconsin, and citizens of: the United States, 


to: an invention therein described and referred | 


to; be granted, confirmed, and extended tothe 
said: Levi W. Pond and Eau Claire Lumber 
Company, their: heirs:.and assigns, for the full 
term:of: seventeen: years from: the Ist day of 
June; 1870; notwithstanding that said invention 
may have been to.some extent possessed and. 
enjoyed ‘by the public. prior: to the date of the 
application for said letters:patent, which was- 
filed on the 284 day of: January; 1868, said in- 
vention so ‘granted and ‘confirmed being de« 
seribed- in said letters and: application as an 
‘tim proved device for sheering booms—letters- 
atent ‘No. 80,663; ‘dated: August: 4,‘ 1868— 
Pevi W.: Pond, of Eau Claire, Wisconsin, as- 
signor: to -himself and Ean Claire’ Lumber 
Company, of same :place ;' provided that all 
righty and privileges. -heretofore sold’ and 
granted by said. patentees tó: make, construct, 
use, or vend the said invention, and not for- 
feited. by the purchasers or grantees, shall inure 
to and: ba enjoyed by such purchasers or grant- 
ees respectively as fully and upon the same 
conditions, during: the period. hereby granted, 
as for the term. that did exist when such sale 
or grant was made, oC 

Thé second:section provides that any person 
who had, more than two years prior to the 
date‘ot' the‘application for said letters-patent, 
bona fide erected or constructed any euch ma- 
chiné or structure for the purpose of putting 
said invention into use in any of its modifica: 
tions, shall have and enjoy the right of using 
said invention‘in any. such specific machine or 
structure so‘ actually ereeted more than two 
eare prior to the date of said application for 
said letterg-patent as ‘aforesaid, it all’ respects 
às though this act had not ‘been passed ; pro- 
vided, however, that no person without grant 
or ‘license from said patentees, or their assigns, 
shall have or enjoy by virtue of this act any 
other or greater privileges or rights’ than he 
would have or enjoy if this'act ‘had not been 
passed. ° : o: te aig 7 
Mri KELLOGG. There can be no objec- 
tion to this bill; it is nd extension of the pat- 
ént; it merely confirms the existing ‘patent. 

~Phe* question was’ put, and (two: thirds not 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were ‘not 
suspended: ©. > toad : s 

“Mr: KELLOGG: i If gentlemen ‘will hear 
me‘for a single sentence, I think they will have 
no objection to this bill; It is no extension 
of a patent, but simply a confirmation of right 
to a boom’ for’ turning logs ‘across. a river. 
Other parties stole it while’ the inventor ‘was 
making experiments, and this bill is simply 
to give him the title to the invention. It has 
only been. running thrée years, and the bill 
has been unanimously agreed to by the Com- 
mittee on Patents in both Houses. 

The SPEAKER. . The:Chair will again sub- 
mit the question to the. House. 

The question was again tdken; and (two: 
thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were 
suspended, and the bill was passed. 

EXTENSION OF TIME FOR ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. DAWES... I move thatthe rules besus- 
pended ‘andthe following resolution adopted : 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the time. 
fixed by concurrent resolution for the adjournment 
of the present session of Congress be, and is hereby, 
further extended until nine-o’clock p. m.; and that: 
the President of the Senate ‘and: Speaker: of the 
House be;and are hereby, authorized and directed 
to adjourn. tho two Houses sine die at-that hour. 


| resolution. in. order to extend 


‘has been read. 


_ Mr. PERCE. -I move that the House take. 
a recess until five mirutes. to six o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion for a recess 
ig not in order pending a motion to snspend 
the rnlésios co Gh cin OE Sek R S 

My. ‘PERCH. Is a motion to adjourn in 
order? i... v: tty - ele SUT Egat 
» Zhe. SPHAKER.:. One. motion to- adjourn 
would ‘be-in order any-other than-the last day 
of the session. <3 een 

Mr. PERGE: .-Is:an amendment: to the 


further? .. ; : ee k 
The SPEAKER. Jt is not in order: to 
amend a motion to. suspend the, rules. 
The question was then taken; and upon a 
division there’ were—ayes 95, noes 44. "> 
-Before the'result of the vote was announced, 
Mr. PERCE called for tellers. a es 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and | 


Mr. Parcs were appointed. i 
The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there -were—ayes 102, noes 46. 
efore the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr, PERCE called for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
House allow me‘to' make a single statement? 
T understand there is a prospect of agreement 
which J think will be satisfactory to the House: 
The Senate is now in executive session, For 
onè I shall vote for an extension of’ the time. 

Mr. PERCE. Is the gentleman satisfied 
with the proposed agreement? 
© Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. . I am 
quite satisfied, and I think the House will be: 

Mr. PERCE. Then’ I withdraw my call for 
the yeas and nays. 

So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended, and the resolution 
was adopted. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they 
had examined and found traly enrolled bills 
of the House- of the following titles; when the 
Speaker signed the sames’ 

Anvact:(H, R. No: 2876) for the relief of 


John ©. Beaumont; and 9° 

` Atvact'(H. Re No. 2942) for the construc- 
tion of a custom-house, bonded: warehouse; 
and post: office at Port Huron, Michigan, 


_ PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURG. 


Mr.. WELLS, Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee. on Public, Buildings and Grounds. to 
move that the: rules be suspended, and a bill 
Pittsburg passed. : a 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to purchase at private 
sale, or, if necessary, by condemnation, in 
pursuance of the statutes. of the State of 
Pennsylvania, a suitable piece of ground in. 
the. city of Pittsburg, in the State of Penan- 
sylvania, forthe erection of a building. to 
be used for a court-house, custom-house, post 
office, United States. marshal’ s: office, and 
other Government. offices, the cost of the-same 
not to: exceed, $300,000; provided that. no 
money to be appropriated under this act shall: 
be available until.a valid title to:such land is 
vested in the United States, nor until the State 
of Pennsylvania shall duly. release and relin- 
quish jurisdiction over the same, and exempt 
from taxation such property, and the buildings 
to be hereafter erected thereon, while the same 
are in the possession of the: United States. 

The SPEAKER, . Thequestionis upon sus- 
pending the rules and passing the bill which 


to purchase a site for a‘publie building. in 


Mr, RANDALL. I move that the House. 
now take. a-recess. till seven. o'clock. I tell 
gentlemen that if wedo not takea recess there- 
is an arm without limit as to length in the 


‘Treasury of the United States. 


The SPEAKER.: The Chair would suggest 
that the motion for a recess should not be for 
a longer time than until six o'clock, It. is. 


‘Tighte. 0. 
the time still | 


important that thé: House should know that 
the Senate have concurred in the- resolution 
of the House extending the time of final 
adjournment.. _-_ f 
Mr. RANDALL. This isa. 
the extent öf $300,000. : 
: Mr. NEGLEY. bh ace 
Mr. .RANDALL....This may be right, but 


single grant to 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent 
that: the. House non-concur in the amend: 
ments of the Senate to the: Ohio river bridge 


bill and. appoint a committee of conference: 


_Mr, WELLS. I believe I have- the floor. 

The SPEAKER, | The: pending motion is 
that of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Wexts,] to suspend the rules- and: pass a. bill 
appropriating $300,000. for. a public: building 
at Pittsburg. o o a uo 

Mr. NEGLEY. Not for the erection of a 
building, but for the-purchase of a site.. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The biuildiags are 
to come afterward, Wer fe ead oe 

Mr. TYNER. < There is no appropriation 
asked, E 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. WELLS, there were—ayes 50, noes 71. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I call for the yeas and 
naya.. [think the House does not understand 
this subject. This proposition has. been rec- 
ommended by: the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Public buildings were erected at Pittsburg 
twenty-one years ago, at a cost of $154,000, 
More than two hundred and sixty thousand 
people are interested in having the conven- 
ences to be ‘afforded by new buildings, and 
which are not afforded by the presènt structure. 
The amount which is contemplated to be ex: 
pended is very small, and action is necessary at 
the present time:in view of the fact that very 
few sites within the business portion of the city 
can be obtained for the purpose. This meas- 
ure has the ‘approval of the Committee on 
Public Buildings.and Grounds, and there. is no 
reason why it should not receive the approval 
of the House: pees ; 

Mz. FARNSWORTH. I supposed that 
buildings in Pittsburg lasted more than twenty- 
one years; at least the’ buildings there look 
as if they had lasted more than that time. 
{ Laughter. } j 

„Mr. NEGLEY. The structure now occu- 
pied for Government purposes hasbeen con- 
demned by the grand jury. ‘It was reported 
against in 1868 by the supervising ‘archi- 
tect. “It would be'a very great outrage if a 
district paying $22,000,000 of revenue in nine 
years should not’ receive a' paltry appropria- 
tion of $800,000 for the purchase ofa site, 
- The yeis and nays wére ordered: 

The question was taken; ‘and there were— 
yeas 108;‘nays 58, not -voting’79 ; as follows; 

YEAS~— Messrs. Acker, Ames, Arthur, Averill, 
Banks, Bell} Bingham; Baffinton, Burdett, Benjamin 
F. Butler. Roderick R. Butler; Campbell, Cobb, Co- 
burn, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Critcher, 
Crocker, Darrá)l, De Large, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, 
Eames, Hiliott, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Charles Fos- 
ter, Henry-D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Golladay, 
Haldeman, Halsey, Harmer, Harper, Havens, Hawley, 
John W.Ifazelton, Hereford, Houghton, Kelley, Kel- 
logg. Kendall, Ketcham, Killinger, King, Lamison, 
Lansing,Mans -n, Maynard,MeClelland, McCormick, 
McHenry, McKee, Mercur, Monroe, Morey, Morphis, 
Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Packard, Packer, 
Palmer, Peek, Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry. 
Platt, Rainey, Randall, Ellis H. Roberts, Sion H. 
Rogers, Rusk, Sawyer, Sessions, Sheldon, Shella- 
barger, Sherwood, Shober, John A: Smith, Thomas 
J. Speer, Stevens, Stevenson, Sutherland, Sypher, 
Tafe, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Twichoil, Tyner, Waddell, Wakeman, Wallace, 
Walls, Wells, Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, Wil- 
liams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. 
Wilson, Winchester, and Young—108, | 

NAYS — Messrs. . Adams, Barber, Beatty, Beck, 
Bigby, Biggs, Bird, Braxton, Brooks, Burchard, 
Caldwell, Carroll, Crossland, Dox, Du’ Bose, Eld- 
redge, Farnsworth, Wilder D. Foster, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Handley, Hanks, George B. Harris, John 
T. Harris, Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hibbard, 
Hoar, “Holman, Kerr, Lewis, Marshall, McCrary, 
McIntyre, MeNeely,.. Merriam, Morgan, Poland, 
Price, Prindle, Read, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Wil- 
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liam R. Roberts, Slater, Storm, Strong, Terry, Van 
Trump, Walden, Whitthorne, and Willard—b3. 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Archer, Barnum, 
‘Barry, Beveridge, Austin Blair, James. G. Blair, 
Boles, Bright, Buckley, Clarke, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, 
Creely, Davis, Dawes, Dickey, Duke, Ely, Forker, 
Garfield, Griffith, Hale, Hambleton, Hancock, 
Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Kinsella; Lamport, Leach, 
Lowe, Lynch, MeGrew, McJunkin, McKinney, 
Merrick, Benjamin :F. Meyers, Mitchel, . Moore, 
Orr, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, El Perry, 
Peters. Porter, Potter, Edward Y. Rice, Robinsen, 
John Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Scofield, Seeley, 
Shanks, Shoemaker, Slocum, Sloss, H.. Boardman 
Smith, Worthington C., Smith, “Snapp, Snyder, 
R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stough- 
ton, Stowell, St. John, Swann; Dwight Towssend, 
> pson, aughan,: . Voorhees, aldron, 
Warren, Wheeler, andWood—79. 0 ; 
So (two thirds voting in favor, thereof ) the 
rules were suspended, and the bill (H: R. No. 
2984) was passed. ` 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE: 


_ A message from the Senate by Mr. GORHAM; 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment bills of the follow- 
ing titles: nt ,- : 

An act (H. R. No. 1564) for the relief of 
William F. Barker, postmaster at Northville, 
Fulton county, New York; and `: 

An act (H. R. No. 1786) for the- relief of 
Henry W. Galpin, postmaster at Berlin; Con- 
necticut. -> oe noi : 

‘The messagealso announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the report.of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No.:2705) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the. fiseal year ending 
June 80, 1878, and for other purposes. 


i 85,36, 38, 


2, 63, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 71, 72.,73, 74, 75 


ment: andthe Senate agree to the same. 

from their disagreement to 
the Senate, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: As 
amendments after the word 
“to,” in line two, and substitute in lieu thereof the 


registration or election both guarded and scrutinized, 
it shall be the duty of the sa 
court, within not less than 
registration or election, a8 > may be, to 
the said court at the most convenient'point in said 
district; and the said court, wh. 3 X; 
shall ‘proceed to appoint and commission, 
and from time to time, and under 


election district or voting precinct in said county or 
parish, who shall be of different. political parties, 
and able to read and write 3 

and who shall be known- and designatedas supervis- 
ors of cleetion; and the said court, wheù o 
the said judge as required i, i; 
and thereafter, and up to and including the day 
following the day of the election, be always open for 
the transaction of business under this act: and the 
powors and jurisdiction hereby granted and con- 
ferred shall be exercised, as well in vacation as In 
term time; anda judge, sitting at chambers, shall 


have the same powers and jurisdiction, including © 


t 


‘current 


the power of keeping order and of punishing any 
contempt of his authority, as when sitting in the 
court: Provided, That no compensation shall be 
allswed to the superyisors herein authorized ‘to: be 
appointed, except those appointed in- cities or 
towns of twenty thousand or more inhabitants. 
And no person shall be appointed under this act as 
supervisor of election who is not at the time of his 
appointment a qualified ‘voter of the county, patish, 
election district, or voting precinct for whieh he 
is appointed. And no person shall be appointed 
depury mayshal under the act of which this is 
amendatory whois not a qualified voter, at: the 
time of his appointment, in the county, parish, 
district, or precinct.in which his: duties are to. be 
performed, And section thirteen of the act of which 
this isan amendment shall be construed to aathor- 
ize and require the circuit courts of the United 
States in said section mentioned to name ‘and ap- 
point, as soon as may be after the passage of this 
act, the commissioners provided for in said section; 
in all cases in which such appointments have not 
already been made in eonformity therewith. And 
the third section of the act to which this is an amend- 


ment shall be taken and construed to authorize each 


of the judges of. the circuit courts of the United 
States to designate one or more of the judges of the 
district courts within his circuit to discharge the 
duties arising under this actor the act to which this 
is an. amendment. . And the words “any. person,” in 


section four of the act of May 31, 1870, shall be held 
to include any officer or other person having pow- 
ers or duties of an official character under this act, 
or the act to which this is an amendment: Provided, 
That nothing in this sectioushall be so construed as 
to authorize the appointment of any marshals or 
deputy marshals in addition to those heretofore 
authorized by law: And provided further, That the 
supervisors herein provided for shall have no power 
or authority to make arrests or to perform other 
duties than to be in the immediate presence of the 
officers holding the election and to witness all their 
proceedings, including counting of the votes and the 
making of a return thereof; andso much of saidsum 
herein appropriated as may be necessary for said 
supplemental and amendatory provision is hereby 
appropriated from and after the passage of his act. 

That the louse recede from their disagreement. to 
the nineteenth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendments: in lieu 
ofthe words inserted by said amendment, substitute 
the following words: “to enable the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay only the reasonable and proper 
expense heretofore incurred for paving roadway ond 
curbing and paving sidewalks in front of the prop- 
erty of the United States in the District of Colum- 
bia, $192,620, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary; and all railroads are horeby prohibited on the 
I street and K street fronts of Farragut, Scott, and 
Franklin squares; and no further street railroads 
shall.be laid down in the city of Washington with- 
out the consent of Congress; and on page 7, after 
the word " paragraphs,” in line one, add the follow- 
ing words: “tand the said appropriations shall not 
be construed to create or imply any obligation on 
the part of the United States in any respect what- 
ever in future;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirtieth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment.as follows; in lieu 
ofthe words stricken out by said amendment substi- 
tute the following: “to enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to ‘pay, under existing laws, contractors 
for carrying the mails for services rendered prior to 
July 1, 1869, $13,416.” coe 

That the Louse recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-first amendment of the Senate. and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: insert 
in lieu of the words stricken out by said amend- 
ment the following words: “operated by hollow 
spheres or otherwise; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered thirty- 
five and a half, and agree to the same with the fol- 
lowing amendment: strike out of said amendment 
the word “five,” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“four; and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words stricken out substitute the fol- 
lowing: “and the balances of appropriations for the 
fiscal year for the construction of public 
buildings under the control of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, which may remain unexpended #t the close 
of the current fiscal year, are hereby reappropriated 
for thefiscal year ending June 30, 1873;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. ee 

That the House recede from tbeir disagreement 
to the fifty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
in line two of said amendment, after the word 
“lands,” insert the words “in thes” and the Senate 
agree to the same. Wa oo 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the fifty-eighth amendment of the Senute, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
at the end.of said amendment add the following 
words: ° Provided, That whenever Congress shall 
so determine, any part of suid estate may be sold, 
and: so much of the proceeds thereof as shall be 
needful for the purpose shall be applied to reim- 
purse the United States for the expenditure herein 
provided;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the sixty-first amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the: same with the following amendment: 
strike out of said amendment lines one, two, three, 


four, and ling five to and including the word “dole 
lars 3 and the Senate agree to the same, 3 
That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the sixty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
strike out the word ‘‘five,’?. in line five: of said 
amendment, and insert in lieg the word “fifteen ;” 

and the Senate agree tothesame. 2° 
That the House recede ‘from their disagreement 
to-the-sixty-eighth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the, same with the following amendment: 
in lieu’ of the words ‘stricken out by said amend- 
ment insert the following ‘words: “ Provided, That 
no: money.appropriated by this.act shail bp paid:as 
commissions upon any labor or materials furnished 
éngte agree to the 


thé United’ States: and the 


same. : pt 
JAS. A. GARFIELD, -.; 
a a FRANK, W. PALMER, 
TAE Managers on the part of the Hotse. 


CORNELIUS COLE, i“ 
GEO. F. EDMUN 


Managers on the purt.of the Senate: 
` MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. ` 
A message from the Senate, by Mr, SymP- 
sow, one of its clerks, informed the House that 
the Senate had passed, with amendments, in 
which the concurrence of the House was rẹ: 
quested, the bill (H. R. No, 827) to authorize 
the construction of bridges across the ‘Ohio 
river, and to prescribe the dimensions of the 
same. Ping 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: In explanation 
of the report which has just. been read, 
desire to state to the House that the main 
body of the report is the same as was. pre- 
sented before, Three important changes were 
made in view of additional facts brought before 
ihe conference committee as to the amount 
of sums appropriated. _ Beyond, those three 
changes every word is the same except what 
relates to the tenth amendment, the matter in 
contest between the two Houses. Zz 

There are but three changes made-in that 
tenth amendment. We strike out the words 
‘this act or,” in the fortieth line of the print 
which gentlemen lave before them. The 
second change is in the forty-third line, where 
we strike out the words “hé resides,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘his duties 
are to be performed,” The third, and the 
one of chief importance, is the addition of a 
proviso at the end of line sixty-two, in these 
words: : oe . : 


| And provided further, That the supervisors herein 
provided for shali have no. power or authority to 
make arrests.or to- perform other duties than tobe 
in the immediate presenco of the officers holding the 
election, and to witness all their proceedings, in- 
cluding the counting of the votes, and the making 
of a return thereof. i 


The effect of this is that the supervisors 
authorized: by this act stand by and witness the 
proceedings of the election, and have the offi- 
cial right to stand by, so thatif frauds are being 
perpetrated the Government of the . United 
States may have as witnesses a member of the 
Demotratic party and ‘one of the Republican 
party to the facts in the case. a 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Gor- 
HAM, its Secretary, informed the House that 
the Senate concurred in the resolution of the 
House extending the order for final adjourn- 
ment to nine o’clock. ae aS 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION, BILL. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. ‘desire to'ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations if the 
words ‘‘guarded and inspected’ are ‘not re~ 
tained in the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. No, sir. It'is 
provided that when ten citizens inany county 
or parish in any congressional district shall 
apply to the judge of the district in which such 
county or parish is ‘situated ‘‘to have said 
registration or election both guarded and scra- 
tinized’?’——— ; ; 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Yes, those aré the words, 
i guarded and scrutinized.” : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. ‘The persons 
applying express their wish: tp ‘have the élec- 
| tion guarded and scrutinized. But the powers 
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of. the persons appointed for that purpose. are 
in terms restricted by the proviso Í have read. 
‘SMr. ELDREDGE. They are to guard and 
: perutinize the election.: 2. . oo 

>i Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. The gentleman 
is ‘fa error. The words’ “ guarded and. seri- 
tinized -apply only to the. form:.of applica- 
tion-made to the judge.~-But those words do 
not apply at all ‘to. the powers of the persons 
appointed, Their .powers are. defined and 
limited-by' the strong language of the proviso 
which ‘J have. just.read.. . They are. thus. made 
mere witnesses of all the transactions of the 
election.) ., 
_ Mr. BROOKS. 
man a question. a 
“> Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield first to 
my: colleague, { Mr. SAELLABARGER. ] 

Mr. SHELLABARGER, Let me suggest 
tò my colleague whether the, effect of this 
amendment will not be to deprive these officers 
of the power to challenge, and also of the power 
to make’ the certificate which they now make 
tinder the existing law.’ I call the attention 
of my colleague to these words: i 

Shall Have no power or authority to make arrests 
orto perform other duties than to be in the im- 
mediate presence of the officers holding the elec- 
tion, &e. : : pee 

It seems to me, and I suggest it as an ap- 

rehénsion; that this strips these supervisors or 
inspectors of the: power bothi.of challenge ‘and 
algo'‘of indorsing the certificates of election. 

“Mr. 'GARIIELD, of Ohio. That may be 
true; bat even if it be true, the presence of 
these. officers appointed by a jadge acts as’a 
moral challenge. q 
“© Mr. BROOKS. I understand that they have 
not the power to give certificates of election. 
“Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I should say 
clearly. not, 

“Mr. BROOKS. Nor have they any power 
tò make any return. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Nothing of the 


kind. . 

“Mr. BANKS. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to yield to me for a moment to ask for a 
committee of conference upon the bill provid- 
ing for the building of bridges across the Ohio, 
which has been returned from the Senate with 
améndments. 

Mr. CONGER. I must object to that. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, 1 yield now to 
my colleague, [Mr. Lamison,] who desires to 
ask me a question. 

Mr. LAMISON. In the State of Obio, as 
my colleague knows, our voting precincts are 
made up-of towns and townships; in one part 
of the State we call the voting precinct a town 
and in another part a township. Now, I want 
to know. whether this amendment provides that 
ten men in one of our voting precincts may 
make application, or whether it must be tem 
men liying in the township or in some'larger 
division. , 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My colleague 
will see the answer to his question if he will | 
read the report. 
` Mr, LAMISON. I bave not been able to 


do so. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If he will refer 
to the second page, near the bottom he will 
observe that the persons appointed must be 
voters in the place where they are to act ; they 
are to be supervisors or witnesses of the elec- 
tion taking place among their own neighbors ; 
they are not to be strangers imported from | 
other parts of the State. | 

_ Mr. LAMISON. | My question is, whether į 
| 


I desire to ask the gentle- 


these men must be appointed in the voting pre 
cinct where the election is held? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They. must. I 
will also state that- in. regard to challenges, 
referred to by my colleague, [Mr. SHELLA- 
BARGER, ] there seems.to be some misappre- 
hension. These supervisors are citizens and 
voters of each precinct, where. they act. as wit- 
nesses, and in. their character of citizens and 
voters of course they will have the same right 


i 


of challenge.as any other citizen, for their 
| acting in the capacity of supervisors will not 
cut off their right as voters to make challenges. 
Mr..LAMISON.. -I understand, then, that 
these parties are to be appoiated from the pre- 
cinct in, which the election isto be held. . 
-Mr.. GARFIELD, of-Ohio. Certainly. - 
Mr. LAMISON. -And by whom are they 
to be appointed? . . . | 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
judges appoint. : 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to make 
one or.two inquiries in regard to some of the 
other amendments ofthe “Senate to this bill. 
The attention of the House has been so entirely 
concentrated on this subject we have lost sight 
of many of the amendments which the Senate 
put on the bill. .I would like to inquire what 


“Phe circuit 


ate and taken off by the committee of con- 
ference? . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . If the gentle- 
man will allow me, I. will make a statement 
upon: that point for the information of the 
House. When the Committee ‘on. Appropri. 
ations introduced this bill into the House it 
appropriated $17,541,736 66. As it passed 
the. House it appropriated $19,210,105. 86. 
As it came from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations of the Senate it appropriated $20,141,- 
| 607 52. Asit came back to the House from 
the Senate it appropriated $20,167,447 52. 
As it comes back from the committee of con- 
ference it appropriates $19,528,583 52... In 
other words, we have brought it within $870,- 
000 of where it stood wheu it left the House. 
We have reduced it by nearly half a million 
from the shape in which it left the Senate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish to cail the 
|| attention of the House to a fact which is a very 
i} important one. This -matier of sundry civil 
expenses is one of modern growth. A few 
years ago this bill was a very small affair. It 
has grown now to the proportions of $20,000,- 
000 annually, and I wish to call the attention 
of the House to two or three amendments 
which have been put on to it by the Senate. 
The amendment numbered 154 appropriated 
$150,000 to .be put into the hands. of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to gather up cap- 
tured and abandoned property, which | have 
heard some members say was a job. ‘The next 
paragraph in the printed bill, which verifies 
what I said a year or so ago when the gentle- 
i man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] got an 
appropriation for a commissioner of fisheries, 
appropriates $15,000. this year where only 
$5,000 was originally appropriated to enable 
| this commissioner to plant shad in southern 
| waters and sometimes in northern waters; 
thus turning over to a commissioner, here in 
the city of Washington, all the waters of the 
lakes and rivers iu the United States, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ‘The gentleman 
should be accurate in his statement; 1 think 
| it is $10,000, not $15,000. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I beg pardon of 
the gentleman. “For the introduction of 
shad into the waters of the Pacific States, 
&e., $15.000. That added to the $5,000 


tleman from Massachusetts introduced a year 
or two ago for the appointment of a commis- 
sioner of fish, to ascertain and report the cause 
| of the decadence of fish, was given for one year 
| $5,000. And I understand that the commis- 
| sioner went to a place called Holmes’s Hole, 
or some other hole on the. Atlantic coast, 
; {laugnter,] and stayed there till frost came, 
t never leaving it for three miles, with his clerk, 
| but staying. there and watching the fish. . That 


And this commissioner is now authorized, as 
a lawyer out in my country sometimes used. to 
| say, to ‘* pee-rambulate”’ all over the whole 
| country, [laughter,] and plant fish in all the 
rivers; and he is given $15,000 for that pur- 
puse. Now, ifthe shad which he puts into 
the southern waters do not agree with the fish 


was. the amount of money added by the Sen-. 


makes $20,000. This little baby that the gen- | 


| has grown in one year from $5,000 to $20,000. | 


there, or if the salmon or the bull-heads that 
he puts into the northern waters do. not agree 
with:our pike there, then there willbe a con-. 
flict of -authority between the United States 
fish and the State fish. - 

Mr: STEVENSON. : We will have 
ference committee on. it. ; 
- Ms FARNSWORTH. Lwant to call atten- 
tion. to. these things, and to say that whoever 
ig here five. years.. hence will find a bureau 
of fish ingrafted upon this Government—— 

Mr. MAYNARD. And this is a shad-ow 
of what ‘is to:come. i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH.: With ‘twenty or 
thirty clerks, a. Government building erected 
to accommodate them, and an appropriation 
of froin’ one'to two hundred thousand dollars 
a year to carry it on. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
any longer. :¢ «> i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I want. the gentle- 
man, while he-is about it, to putin his con- 
ference report a commissioner on beef, and 
another:on pork, and another. on: mutton. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. -I resume the 
floor, and do notyield any further.. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnswortnr] has 
called attention to two provisions in this bill, 
and I will say a word or two in reply.. The 
appropriation of $150,000 to which the gen- 
tleman refers is recommended for a purpose 
explained to the committee by the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the Secretary. of State. 
It-is in connection with the fact that money 
belonging to the late confederate government 
is still held in the banks of Canada and Eng- 
land, and also- important papers concerning 
the confederate loan. : 

The matter of shad no doubt troubles the 
gentleman so much because shad and all other 
species of fish suggest to his mind the mul- 
let tribe, and we all know it is his habit to 
attack anything that relates to that name. 
[ Laughter. } 3 i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH.. Mullets and bull- 
heads, both. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not know 
of any one who can so feelingly speak of the 
last class as the gentleman who has just ad- 
dressed the House. [Laughter.] The amount 
appropriated by the bill of last year, which ` 
corresponds to this bill, was $7,000,000 larger 
than this bill, not- because of any especial vir- 
tue of the committee this year over that of 
last year, but because we have resisted the 
putting on of at least four or five million dol- 
lars that was pressed upon the committee to 
be put on. . 1 now yield to my colleague on 
the committee of conference, [ Mr. Nipuacx. ] 

Mr. KERR. Before my colleague [Mr. 
Nisiack] takes the floor J want to ask a 
question in order to remove any doubt upon 
the mind of any member of the House. L de- 
sire to know of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations whether he understands 
that there is anything’in the language of this 
amendment that touches the matter of qualifi- 
cations of electors, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I understand, 
on the contrary, that there is nothing that can 
touch or change the qualifications of electors 
now provided by law. 

Mr. RITCHIE. In this connection, let me 
put an inquiry. In the State of Maryland we 
have had in operation for several years an act 
requiring the registration of electors before the 
election, and there isa provision for an an- 
nual correction of the list. The judges of the 
election have no discretion as to the qualifica- 
tions of voters... They are controlled by the 
registration list ; in fact, they are merely re- 
cording. officers. Now, I ask the gentleman 
what would be the relation of the supervisors 
contemplated by this amendment to our regis- 
tration and elections? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. That of simply 
standing by and seeing the work done, without 
any other power than to witness it from þegin- 
ning to end. 


& con- 


I cannot yield 
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Mr. RITCHIE. Then they could not enter- 
tain in any way the application of a voter who 
had been rejected by the registering officer? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I take it that 
they could not. I now yield to my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Nrpiack. j ; 

Mr. ELDREDGE. -Allow me to ask the 
gentleman. from Obio whether. these overseers 
of election will-have the right to be present to 
supervise and take charge of the registration? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They take 
charge of nothing, except to see it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. ‘By the former law the 
Federal officers were to scrutinize and guard 
the registration as well as the election. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. These officers 
are to do nothing except what is set forth in 
the provision here plainly made. I yield to 
my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Niptack.] 7S 

Mr. NIBLACK... Mr. Speaker, the particu- 
lar amendment under discussion with regard 
to supervisors of election has been one of the 
most stubborn causes of difference between 
the two Houses that it has ever been my for- 
tune personally to observe iu connection with 
a committee of conference.: We have spent, 
first and last, some twelve or fifteen hours in 
considering the amendments to this bill, The 
greater portion of the discussion of any seri- 
ous character has been directed to this partic- 
ular amendment. For most ‘of the time I 
despaired of the committee being able to make 
a report which would meet the views of a 
majority of both Houses. From the first, I 
announced the proposition. that I could sign 
no report which recognized, in any degree, 
the principle of Federal interference in State 
elections. Faithful to that announcement, 
and to my convictions upon this question, I 
have felt it my duty to decline to sign the 
report which has been submitted by my col- 
leagues on the committee, and solely upon 
the grounds of my objection to this particular 
amendment. ‘ 

The committee had no difficulty in coming 
to an agreement upon all the other amend- 
ments, some ninety-two in number. Many 
of them were verbal and comparatively unim- 
portant; others were important; but after a 
discussion we had no difficulty in coming to 
an agreement in regard to them; and the bill, 
aside from this particular amendment, is, l 
think, to use a common expression, one of 
the “cleanest” bills of this character that 
has been reported for many years. While I 
have not signed the report, and while I can: 
not, on account of this particular amendment, 
vote to adopt the report, and thereby make 
the bill the law of the land, I feel it my duty 
to make a. few remarks to explain, so far as 1 
may be able, the situation of affairs in regard 
to it. i 

The proposition as it came from the Senate 
has been very materially amended, as mem- 
bers bave ascertainéd from the reading of the 
amendment itself, and from the discussion we 
have had: in reference to it. Indeed, sir, the 
proposition as now submitted in the report of 
the committee of conference, is, in my view, 
a mere skeleton of that which came to us in 
the first place from the Senate. The power 
of these supervisors is reduced to that of mere 
official witnesses of elections, with no other 
power than to make complaint before the 
proper officers of the law if they think the 
election laws have been Violated; and any- 
body else who happened to be present and see 
the transaction could do the same. The only 
power given to these men is to be present 
during the entire election in their official 
capacity, with the right: to remain there even 
without. the consent of the local officers. ` 

The bill also expressly forbids the appoint- 
ment of any additional assistant or deputy 


marshals; and: generally is restrictive in its 
character as compared with the original prop- 


osition of the Senate. And therefore, while I 
cannot, for the reasons stated, vote to adopt 
this report and thereby agree to be responsi- 
ble in any respect for this provision, yet after 
consulting with friends and opponents, espe- 
cially with friends on this side of the House, and 
after a full and free discussion in the commit- 
tee-room, in which this matter has been de- 
bated in all its bearings, and. sometimes, I 
must confess, with a great deal of ability, I 
feel that for one I would not be justified in 
any further factious opposition to this measure. 
On the contrary, I think it my:duty, whatever 
others may think, to allow a vote to be taken 
on the proposition, ay or no. If a majority 
of the House are in favor of passing it, let 
them do so; if not, let it be defeated and the 
question settled. 

Looking to the ulterior consequences, sir, I 
deem this to be the best policy. Franknessto 
friends all round me impels me to make this 
declaration. 1 think by allowing the bill to 
be:voted òn we can save not only an extra 
session, but the continuance of this one beyond 
nine o’clock this evening. I submit these 
remarks to make a record against this prop- 
osition, leaving the responsibility to the ma- 


jority. . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will now 
yield for three or four minutes to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr. J 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, before I say 
anything, I-ask the Clerk to read the first and 
second provisos to this amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That nothing in this section shall be so 
construed as to authorize the appointment of any 
marshals or deputy marshals in addition to those 
heretofore authorized by law: And provided further, 
That the supervisors herein provided for shali have 
no power or authority to make arrests, or to perform 
other duties than to be in the immediate presence 
of the officers holding the election and to witness 
all their proceedings, including the counting of the 
votes and the making of a return thereof. > 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
in reference to this bill that I look with com- 
plete abhorrence on any attempt on the part of 
the Federal Government to extend its control 
or jurisdiction in any such way as this over the 
conduct of elections in the States of this coun- 
try. I think it isa most dangerous invasion 
of the rightful powers and jurisdiction of the 
States... Such a bill ought never to become 
law. This was my opinion two years ago. It 
was at that time the judgment of many gentle- 
men in this House then, of all on this side of 
the House, and of some on the other side. 
After a desperate contest then, in which there 
was a full interchange of opinions and ample 
discussion, è law was enacted containing this 
hateful principle of Federal interference. It 
is now on the statute-book. This offensive 
amendment is supplementary to that law. But 
it is very much less revolutionary and danger- 
ous in form and substance. It is, however, 
still'so objectionable and radically vicious in 
principle and intent that no Democrat can 


support it. 

I have never assented to it, and-never intend 
to assent to it. I abhor it now as then. Itis 
in the law by the act and power of the major- 
ity of the Congress, and that same majority 
still controls Congress, and now demands the 
enactment of this obnoxious amendment. 
Against its enactment we have now well nigh 
exhausted our means of parliamentary opposi- 
tion. Shall we struggle longer to prevent a 
direct vote of the House upon it? Have we 
not already done our duty in this opposition? 
It is now manifestly the determination of the 
majority to extend the hateful principle of 
Federal jurisdiction over elections in) the 
States. So far as this amendment goes, it 18 
very much less injurious and radical than the 
original law. Yet it is worse than that in the 
fact that it extends the interference to the 
whole country, butin less effective and dan- 
gerous forms and machinery. It multiplies 
supervisors, but they are stripped of the most H 


dangerous: powers, ‘and left to-act as mere 
lookers-on at elections ` fòr- Congressmen. 
They cannot appoint. special supervisors, ‘or 
make. any arrests, or assume in ‘any: manner 
to control, stop the progress of,-or intermed- 
dle in the conduct of the elections. But to 
all the powers they do :possess ‘we forever 
object as dangerous and wrong.: : We -hold 
that the proper regulation, conduct, and con- 
trol of all elections belong to the States, and 
ought not to be-interfered with by Congress. 
But if Congress:wants to exercisé its-constitu- 
tional powers in such matters it should do so 
by appropriate and decent laws, legally adapted 
to the end in view and tested by the clear'and: 
express language of the Constitution. Such a 
purpose this amendment totally fails to sub- 
serve. Yet, as I have said, this provision is 
less reckless and dangerous than the ‘ori- 
ginalact.: These additional supervisors, under 
express language of this law, shall have no 
power or authority—that is the langudgé: of 
the section—shall have no power oF authority 
to do anything except to be in the immediate 
presence of the election officers, and to wit- 
ness their proceedings in the conduct of the 
election, including the counting of the votes 
and the making of the returns thereof. ar 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts.. Allow 
me to ask the. gentleman: a single: question ? 
Does he understand this extends this over 
State elections- as well as Federal elections? ” 
Mr. KERR. 1 do not mean it extends it 
over State elections. I desire to say this, that 
while in terms it is not extended to State 
elections, yet practically it will have more or 
less effect in the conduct of State elections. 
This is one of the objections to the section. 
It is true in theory that State elections are 
entirely exempted {rom the supervision of 
these officers. But generally State and con- 
gressional elections are held together, on the 
same day, by the same- officers, and under the 
same rules and regulations in all respects. . 
Mr. GOODRICH. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question. ane 
Mr. KERR. After I bave finished my 
sentence. Because in Indiana, and I take 
that as an example, the State elections are 
held for all State officers concurrently with 
the congressional elections. So itis in many 
other States. So far, therefore, -as these super- 
visors have any authority or power to be pres- 
ent and to witness the conduct of any election, 
they may be present and witness the conduct 
of all elections, because they are all conducted 
by the same State-officers, at the same places, 
and by the same machinery. The ballot which 
contains the vote for a congressman contains 
also the vote for a Governor. or State officer 
or sheriff of a county, or any other officer who 
may be elected at the same time. 
Mr. GOODRICH. I will now ask the gen- 
tl i 


eman—— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Lyield two or 
three minutes to the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Porrer.] 

Mr. KERR. I should like to hear the 
question of the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Goopricu. ] 

Mr. GOODRICH. ` My question is, whether 
the present amendment does not élearly retain 
to the supervisor appointed by the General 
Government, through the instrumentality of 
the courts, the duty and the right to make a 
return or certificate of election contrary to 
and in opposition to the State officer? a 

Mr. KERR. Under the language of tbat 
amendment I think it is. perfectly clear, as a 
question of law, that these two supervising 
witnesses will have neither right nor authority: 
to sign, or to’ superintend, or in any way to 
modify or to change ‘the return’ of the elec- 
tion, They may merely stand. by ang see how 
it is conducted. i i 

Mr. GOODRICH. Now I:desire to: have 
that: proviso read to the House. 


Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot yield 
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farther: Tsyield stow to. the: gentleman froth 
New York, (Mr. Porre pos > 

Mr. KERR« I hope the. gentlemam froi 
hio, [Mee Ganso |" will allow: ‘the proviso 
tého againredgd, 20s ; 
M AREIBLD,-of ‘Ohio, ¢ \ Very wells : 
soFhe’Clerk read ag follows: oeo mhg 225 
ind provided: further; Thàtithe supervisors hërein 
ed.for-shall. have: po power oF anthoriiy t to 

ake or to perform other duties than to bein 
ma Annnedinie! popes ‘Of the officers holding the 
election; and to: witness: all their: prodeedin gs,.-in- 
senei Ancganting ofthe votes andthe making of 
a return the 


GOODRICH. Thatis it a ‘and tomake 


return.’ 
"Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, no. That 
is not it. ‘[Laughter. |. They only witness the 


making of theireturn.. 

Mr- GOODRICH. | Let it be read again. 

Mr, RANDALL. I hope the proviso will 
be read again. The language ` used is very 
essential, ee ; 

. The proviso was again: read. ; 

Mee RANDALL. ‘ The making a a: roluri 
thereof” 

Mis GOODRICH. That isit. 

Me GARFIELD, of Ohio.: I. now yield 
three minutes to the gentleman from New 
¥ork;, (Mr, Porter. ] 

Mr. POTTER. I regard ‘the act to which 
the amend meut under consideration relates as 
‘unconstitutional, and the amendment itself as 
open, though in- perhaps.a less degree, to the 
same. objection: I further regard. legislation 
of the -kind as not only unconstitutional, but 
as. most dangeroas and uncalled for. "But, 
heyond this, I object to this. particular amend- 
ment, not only. because of its character in these 
regpects, hut because of the outrageous man- 
ner in which it was forced by the Senate upon 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, and because 
of the dangerous uses. to which I fear the 

authority to be conferred by it may be put. 

I desire, however, now, sir, only to say that 
after the resistance which bas been made, and 
the conferences which have been had, and the 
modifiealion; of the amendment which has 
ensued, Ido not myself feel justified in resort- 
ing further to dilatory motions. to prevent the 
House:coming to a vote upon this bill. I shall 
therefore, for myself, submit to a vote being 
had upon it. At the same time, I shall take 
occasion to record myself, as I am, most 
heartily against it. 

Mr, GARFIELD; of Ohio. 
vious question. : 

Mr, ELDREDGE. | I ask the gentleman to 
yield to'me for two or three minutes, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think I can- 
not yield further, 

` Mr. ELDREDGE. Gentlemen who have 
not surrendered their opposition on this ques- 
tion haye not-yet iad an opportunity to speak. 
None of us have had that opportunity who 
feel that we cannot surreuder our opposition 
as long as we have the power to resist this 
measure. lask the gentleman to yield to me 
for two or three minutes, 

. Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Gentlemen all 
around me insist that I shall call the previous 
question. [cannot yield further, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House take 
á recess-until eight o’clock. This is the most 
fatal measure ever brought into this Congress. 

an HALDEMAN, We are not going to 


yie 
i ‘ts. ELDREDGE. It is an unconstitutional 
i ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is most infamous in its 
character. . -ask ‘the yeas and. nays on my 
motion to take a recess, 

On. the question of ordering. the yeas and 
nays there were—ayes seventeen. 

Mr. HOLMAN. : Count the other side. 

The SPEAKER. : More than sixty-eight 

entlemen have risen: A> sufficient number 
ave not voted affirmatively to order the yeas 
aad mays. | : 


Teall the pre- 


¿Mre ELDREDGE. The: Chair. has not 
counted: the other'sidee = ; 

Ebe SPEAKER: The Chair will not, oont 
The Chair: has: decided that more than Lace 
eight have risen: $=: 

>My. HOLMAN. I demand tellers: on tho 
yeas and nays. ~ 

On ordering: tellers there- were—ayes:5 seven- 
teens nota sufficient: number.) : 

: Mr.: HOLMAN. I mowe that the: House do 

now-adjourn. 

«The SPEAKER. | The Chair will not enter- 
tain the motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The Chair has. the power 
to decide the question. -. 

The SPEAKER. -Does the: gentleman: ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair? | 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; it would be use- 
less for me to appeal - 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, 
upon his responsibility as an old member of 
the House, state that-the:Chairjis wrong.?:...: 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not argue the ques: 
tion with the Chair. The Chair has the 
power to decide the question and his decision 
is final. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. .. I move that the House 
take a recess until seven o'clock. 

- Thé question was put, and ‘twenty-one mem- 
hers voted. in: the-affirmative. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I demand the yeas aia 
nays. 

‘The question was puton ordering the yeas 
and nays, and only twenty members voted- in 
the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered; and 
Mr. Evprepee’s: motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. t now move 
that the rules be ‘suspended, and that the 
House proceed to take an immediate vote 
without dilatory motions upon agreeing to 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. BROOKS. I Suggest to the gentleman 
that he add, to his,motion that the vote be 
taken by yeas and nays. . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will modify 
my motion so that the vote shall be taken by 
yeas and nay : : 

Mr, ELD REDGE, . [demand the yeas and 
nays. on the motién to suspend the rules. 

The question was put on ordering the yeas 
and nays on the motion to suspend the rules, 
and only seventeen members voted therefor. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. [call for tellers ou the 
yeas and nays. 

‘Tellers were not ordered: 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. 
GARFIELD, of Ohio, to suspend the rules; and 
there. were—ayes 122, noes 23. 

So (two thirds young in favor thereof) the 
rules-were suspended. . : 

Mr. ELDREDGH. I now surrender to the 
dishonorable surrender that has been made 
for us. 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe we are only 
responsible to our constituents and not to 
gentlemen here. ` 

Mr, BECK.  Ibelieve some of the gentle- 
men here are as honorable as the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER. The House has directed 
that it now vote by yeas and nays upon this 
question. Will the House agree to the report 
of the committee of conierence on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses to the amendments 
of the Senate to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
nays on that question. 

The SPEAKER. They have been already 
ordered. Does the gentleman desire to have 
them ordered once more ?- 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We ordered 
them once against. the gentleman’ s will. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 79, not voting 
59; as follows: 


YEAS-— Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, | 


I demand the yeas and | 


Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby,; Bingham; Buckley, Buf- 
finton,..Burchard, Burdett, ‘Benjamin F.. Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, 
Cotton, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes... jè Large, Don- 
nan; Duell, Dannell, Eames.. Hiliott.: Einkelnburg, 
Charles Bost r, :Wilder D.. Foster, Frye, Garfield, 
Goodrich, Halsey, Harmer, George lf. Harris, Havens, 
Havwiey, "Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Jobn 
Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Keirey, Kello 
Ketclian, Killinger, Lansing Lowe; Maynard, D i 
Grew., McJunkin, cK ce, Mercur, ‘Merriam, Mon- 
roe, Leonard Myers, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Piatt, 
Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Blis H. Roberis, Rusk, 
Sawyer, Sessions, Shank: s, Sheldon, Shellabarger, 
H, Boardman «Smith, John A, Smith, Snyder, 
Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Strong, Sypher, 


Tafer. Thomas, Washington Townsend, ‘Turner, 
Triohell,, Tyner, Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, 
Walls; Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 


Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John £. Wilson—102, 
AYS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Beck, 
Bell, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Comingo, 
Conner, Critcher, ‘Crossland, Dox, Du: Bose, Duke, 
Eldredge, Farnsworth, ‘Forker, Heary D. Foster, 
Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Haldeman, Ham- 
bleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, John 
"P; Harris; Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, 
Kerr, King, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, 
McClelland: McCormick, McHenry, McIntyre, Me- 
Neely, Merrick, Morgan, Niblack, Potter, Price, 
Randall; Read, Edward Y» Rice, Joba M. Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Sion H. R ogers, Sher- 
wood; Shober, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, 
Swann, ‘Terry, Waddell, Warten, Wells, Whit- 
thorne, ay Miami of New York; Winchester, and 


vot ve VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Bar- 
num, Barry, Austin: Blair, Boles, Clarke, Cox, 
Grebs;,Crecly, Davis; Dickey, Bly, Harwell, Griffith, 
Tale, Herndon, Hooper, Kinsella, Lamport, Leach, 
yneh; MeCrary, McKitiney, Benjámin F. Meyers, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Morphis; Negley, Orr, 
Hosea W. Parker, ‘Isane Cs Parker, Bli Perry, 
Porter, Robinson, John Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, 
Scofield, Sécley, Shoemaker, Worthington’ C. Smith, 
Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, Dwight 
Townsend, Tuthill, Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waldron, Wheeler, and Wood—59. 

So the report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announce- 
ments were made : 

Mr. RICE, of Kentucky. My colleague, 
Mr. Adams, is. detained from the House by 
sickness. If present he would vote ‘no.’ 

Mr. FARWELL. Iam paired on this ques- 
tion with. Mr. Mrrcwers, of Wisconsin. If he 
were: present he would vote “no,” and I should 
vote. ‘Lay. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Tam paired on. this ques- 
tion with Mr. Woop, of New York. Ifhere 
he would vote ‘‘no,’’ and my vote would be 
‘ ay.” 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, I am paired on 
this question with Mr. Vay Trump, of Ohio. 
If here he would vote ‘‘no,’? and I should 
vote “ ay.’ 

Mr. PXRKER, of Missouri. 
with Mr. Hipparp, of New Hampshire. 
would vote “no,” and I should vote “ay. 

Mr, McNEBLY. My colleague, Mr. Ros- 
INSON, is paired with my other colleague, Mr. 
Moors. He would vote ‘no, and Mr. MOORE 
would vote ‘‘ aye.” My colleague, Mr. Cress, 
is paired with Mr. Dicxwy, of Pennsylvania. 
He would vote ‘‘ no,” and Mr. Dickey would 
yote ch ay. 12 n 

Mr. NIBLACK. My colleague, Mr. Voor- 
HELS, is paired on this question with Mr. 
Sroucaton, of Michigan. If here he. would 
vote ‘ no,” and Mr. Srovguroy would vote 
‘6 ay.’ 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am paired on this 
question with my. colleague, Mr.. WALDRON. 
If here he would. vote ay,’ and I would 
vote “ no.” 

Mr. PERCE. . I desire to state that Mr. 
Barry, my colleague, is detained from the 
House by severe illness. If here he would 
vote “a : 

Mr; MOREY. On this final vote I am 
paired with Mr. Hernpon, of Texas. Where 
he here he would vote ‘‘no,” and. I would 
vote “ay”? 

Mr. LAMPORT. On this question I am 
paired with Mr. Tururi. © If hs were bere L 
would vote “ay.” 


I am paired 
He 


tal 
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Mr. COGHLAN. I desire to state: that 
Mr. Sancent, my-colleague, is absent by order 
ofthe House; if here he would-wote “ay? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Cox, of New York, 
is still confined to his room by illness, I presume 
if here he would vote no? ool possam ssw 

„Mr. TAPPE.. On this question Lam paired 
with Mr. Baryum, of Connecticut; who, if 
here, would vote ‘no,’ and I would. :vote 
‘“ay.’) I desire to. say farther that my,under- 
standing was that my pair was limited to the 
merits of the-case on this question. 

Mr. GOODRICH. Upon agreeing to a 
report which Ihave not had time to examine, 
but which I take to be correct, I vote “ay.” 

Mr. PAGMER. T desire to state. that Mr. 
McCrary, my colleague, lias been called away 
suddenly and unexpectedly, If here he would 
vote “fay. oo 

Mr. GARRETT, Mr. Vavenan, my col- 
league, is paired with Mr. Orr, of Iowa. If 
here my colleague would vote ‘*no.”” ` 

Mr. STORM. I desire to announce that 
my colleagues, Mr. Scoriztp and Mr. GRIF- 
FITH, are paired. If here Mr. GRIFFITH would 
vote “no, and Mr. Scorieip “tayi” ~ 

Mr. McCLELLAND. _I desire tostate that 
my colleague, Mr. R. Mitton SPEER, is absent 
on account of sickness. If here he would vote 
“nos? and I would state further, that another 
colleague, Mr. B. F, Meyers, is paired. with 
Mr, SEBLEY;, of New York... If hers Mr. Mery- 
ERS would vote “no.” 

Mr. TWICHELL. 
Mr. Hoopsr, my colleague, is absent on ac- 
count of sickness. If here be would vote 

ay”. : ; 

Mr. BIRD. I desire to state that Mr.. Van 
Trump, of ‘Ohio, is paired on this question 
with Mr. Srerr, of Georgia. If here Mr. Van 
Trump would vote ‘ no.”? 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above recorded. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the report of the com- 
mittee of conference was agreed to; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
onthe table. © 000 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUREAU OF SANITARY SCIENCE. 


Mr. MAYNARD, by. unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No..2986) to establish 
a bureau of sanitary science; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
‘mittee on Education and Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 


NATIONAL ASYLUM FOR VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. COBURN. I move that the rules be 
suspended and House bill No. 1952, to amend 
an act entitled “An act to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘An act to incorporate a national military 
and naval asylum for the relief of the totally 
disabled officers and men of the volunteer 
forces of the United States,’ approved March 
21, 1866, and for other purposes,’’ be now 

assed. : 

The bill; which was read, provides that the 
act named in the titleshall be.so amended that 
wherever the word ‘asylum 
the word ‘* home’ shali be inserted instead 
thereof; thatthe act approved March 22, 1867, 
entitled ‘* An act for the relief of maimed and 
destitute soldiers,” shall be construed to ex: 
tend to all soldiers who have, been or are in 
the national asylum, so as to give to each one 
a suit of clothing, or its equivalent in clothing, 
from the stock on band in the quartermaster’s 
department; and that Frederick Smythe, of 
New Hampshire, BENJAMIN F. BUTLER, of 
Massachusetts, and Thomas O: Osborne, of 
Illinois, sball be managers of said corporation. 

The question was taken ; and (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE ONIO. 
Mr. HOLMAN, I desire to call up from 


I desire to state that | 


occurs therein |; 


the Speaker’s table the amendments : of ‘the 
Senate- to: House bill No; 827, to authorize the 
construction of bridges across the Ohio river 
andto prescribe. the ditiensibns. Gf thé same. 

Mr.. CONGER.: -I shall not object if the 
gentleman will allow mie to ‘offer an amend- 
ment. : e HATS adi 

‘Mr. RANDALL. No bargains. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If ‘the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Concer] is able to say that 
theré is a likelihood :of action. upon the ‘bill: 
by the two Houses, -I might. not object to his 
amendment. I move that the rales be suspend: 
ed, the amendments of the Senate non-con-: 
curred in, and a committee of conference asked 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 

The question was iaken; and (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER announced, as the conferees 
on the part of the House, Mr. Hormax, Mr. 
NEGLEY,:and Mr. Concer. sod : 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A méssage from the Senate, by Mr. GORHAM 
its Secretary, announced that the Senatè ha 
agreed to the amendment of the House to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 1017), to prevent the obstruction of the 
administration of justice in the courts of the 
Uniied States. i 

The message also anfounced that the Sen- 
ate had passed a bill of the following title, 
iu. which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : . ; 

‘An act (S. No. 1163) to relieve certain per- 
sons therein named trom’ legal and political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, 
and for other purposes. 


REMOVAL OF. POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move to sus 
pend the rules soas to take from the Speaker’s 
table and pass the bill (S. No. 1163) to relieve 
certain persons therein named from legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States, and for other purposes. ` 

Tte bill, which was read, provides that (two 
thirds of each House concurring) all legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States upon George S. Houston, of Limestone 
county, Alabama, and Zebulon Vance, . of 
Mecklenburg county, North Carolina, by rea- 
son of participation in the late rebellion, be 
removed. 

The motion of Mr. Harris, of Virginia, was 
agreed to, (two thirds voting in favor thereof,) 
and the bill was passed. 

J. W. PETIT, A HOUSE EMPLOYÉ. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, by 
unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of 
Representatives be authorized to keep. the name of 
J. W. Pcttit on the rolls of the folding-room during 
the approaching recess of Congress, and that he be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House of 

epresentatives. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, EVANSVILLE, INDIANA. 


Mr: TYNER. I move to suspend the rales 
to introduce and pass a bill to authorize the 


| erection of a public building ‘at Evansville, 


Indiana. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary to cause to be erected at 
Evansville, in the State of Indiana, a suitable 
building for the accommodation of the custom- 
house, post office, United States courts, and- 
other offices of the United States, on plans to 
be determined by him, and at a cost Gneluding 
the cost of the site) not exceeding $200,000. 
But no appropriation for this purpose is to be 
used or expended until a valid title to the site 
shail be vested in the United States, and until 
the State of Indiana shall duly release and rer 


passed. 


linquish its rightto tax said site-and the prop- 
erty of the United States that may berthereon 
and its jàrisdiction over fhé same.) = soiis 
_ Mr TYNER. Ifthe House wit five ane 
its attention fota: moment; I desire-to: make a 
brief statement in regard-to this-bill,. si 2": 
Mr. ACKER. F objecti i ce oases: i 
: -Mr PY NER, This bill has been: before the 
Committee on Public Buildings atid ‘Grounds, 
and has received the ‘unanimous: approval of: 


that Gommittees tois us? sels ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Acker] objects to debate. %0: 

Mr. ACKER: . Iwill state the reason‘ for 
my objection. I have endeavored ‘to: get! the 
floor for several days, and the Speaker. has 
persistently refused to recognize me; @ <7 
= Mr. TYNER. The gentleman must- be 
aware that I am not responsible for that. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania { Mr. AckER] has been desirous to get 
the floor to have a’ call of the yeas atid nays 
upon a general amnesty bill to relieveall: per- 
sons. who: are not:already relieved: ` Inthe 
judgment of the Chair, the House at this:biour 
of the session does not desire to vote on that 
question ; hence the Chair has. not. recog- 
nized the gentleman. ivesi oo S uuabis 

Mr. ACKER... The Speaker has no right to 
refuse to a member of the House his right to 
recognition. j : ; eg 

The SPEAKER. But when so many mem- 
bers are seeking the floor, the Chair must 
exercise his discretion as to whom he will 
recognize. ; po i 

Mr, TYNER. Mr. Speaker-——. : 

Mr. ACKER. I withdraw my, objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
state that if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Acker] desires to have his proposition 
voted upon without gubjecting the House at 
this late hour to the inconyenience of a call 
of the yeas and nays, the Chair will gladly 
recognize bim. š EA 

Mr. ACKER. Icanmake no arrangement 
with the Speaker in the ‘matter. I simply 
claim my right‘as a member of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's right is 
no greater than that of any other member, but 
precisely the same. — R 
Mr. TYNER. . In support: of this, bill, 1 
wish to say that the city..of Bvansville is the 
second in importance in the State of Indiana ; 
that it is the largest city between Louisville 
and the mouth of the Ohio river; that it.con- 
trols the business of the Green river country 
in Kentucky; that it has a population of about 
twenty-five thousand; that the United States 
district courts are held there; and that no 
suitable buildings for the accommodation of 
the custom-house, Uuited States courts, and 
post office can be found there. 

‘Mr. BUCKLEY. , 1s not this the second 
‘pill which the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds have brought in during this ses- 
sion for public buildings in.the State of Indiana? 

Mr. TYNER. Lrespond to the gentleman 
by. saying that it is not.. In the early part of 
the session the committee reported a bill 
(which was passed without a division) provid- 
ing only for an addition to the court-house in 
the city of Indianapolis; and I say that after 
the House has passed without opposition or 
division such bills as have gone through the 
House recently, members.onght not to hesitate 
for a moment to give their approval to this bill 
which ig so much more meritorious. 

The motion of Mr. Tyrer to-suspend. the 
rules was agreed to, (two thirds voting in favor 
thereof,) and the bill (H. R. No. 2985)..was 


MESSAGE FROM TUN SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
sun, one of its clerks, announced that, the 
Senate had agreed to amendments ofthe House 
to bills of the following Aitless. ee 

An act (S. No. 508). for the relief-of certain 
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tribes of. Indians in 
eneyesiande eoo eca ip: ee 

An act (S, No. 1175) for the relief: of -cer- 
tain Indiaos:in the central superintendency. 
a: Ehe message also announced: that:the Sen- 
ate had-apreed:to the report:ofthe committee 
of conference on the disagreeing: votes of the 
two-Houses:on the amendments of the House 
to. the bill {S: No. 996) to. repeal. so much of: 
section six ofan-act. entitled ‘An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army 
forthe year ending. June 80, 1870,: and for 
other purposes,’ approved. March 8, 1869, as 
prohibits promotions in: the staff departments 
of :the:Army.r i oo: ; 
oePbesmbessage also. announced that the Sen: 
ate had’ passed, without amendment, House 
bills.of ‘the following titles : 

An act (H. R. No. 2949).for the relief of 
William.B. Muse; : : 

Amact (H.R. No. 1457) for the relief of Mar- 
tin P. Hardin, of Pontotoc county, Mississippi; 

v An act (H. Re No. 1424) to reimburse John 

E. Woodward:for.certain moneys paid by him ; 

An aet:(H.:R. No. 1310) for the relief of 
George W. Sturtevant; and 

An aet (H&R. No: 1684) for the: relief of 
Benjamin W. Reynolds. : 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


' Mr. FOSTER, of Obio, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that they bad 
examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 

‘following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1564) for the relief of 
William F. Baker, postmaster-at Northville, 
Fulton county, New York; 


the:northerm superintend- 


An act ie R. No. 1786) for the relief of 
Henry N. Galpin, postmaster at Berlin, Con- 
necticut; 


An act (H. R. No. 1986) for the relief of 
Herman Raster, collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Ilinois; 

An act (H. R. No. 2705) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1878, 
and for other purposes ; ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2876) for the relief of 
John O; Beaumont; : : 

An act (H. R.. No. 2942) for the construc- 
tion of a custom-house, bonded warehouse, 
and post office at Port Huron, Michigan; 

An act (H. R. No. 2977) for the restoration 
to market of certain lands in Michigan ; 

An act (S. No. 265) to authorize the payment 
of bounty toAun McCarthy ; 

An act (S, No. 467) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a building suitable for the use of the 
United States courts, post office, and other 
necessary Government offices at Raleigh, North 
Carolina; 

An act (S. No. 624) confirming and extend- 
ing a patent right to Levi W. Pond and Eau 
Claire Lumber Company ; 

An act (S. No. 905) for the relief Harriet 
Spring, the heir of Captain Williams Barker, 
deceased į and : 

An act (H. R. No. 1017) to prevent and 
punish the obstruction of the administration of 
justice in the courts of the United States. 


MARE ISLAND RESERVATION. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I submit 
the following resolution: 


ftesolved, That the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of Wan, respectively, be requested to 
furnish the House of Representatives with inform- 
ation as to whether military reservation No. 7, 
situate near Mare Island, on which is located the 
United Statesnavy-yard and dry-dock, on the north 
side of Mare Island straits, in the harbor of San 
Francisco, State of California, is or is notin the pos- 
session of the Government of the United States: 
and also whether or not the title of the United 
States thereto has been extinguished; if yea, under 
and by what authority thesame wasso extinguished, 
at whose instance, for whose benefit, and the neces- 
sity, if any, therefor, and the 
stances attending the same. 


That isa resolution simply calling for inform- 
ation, 


facts and circum- 


» Mr. COGHLAN, Lebject to it because I 
do ‘not “understand what the resolution is: 
What is dt?e. 0.8 a a don tes 
-Mr RANDALL... -The résolution is right.: 

Mr: COGHLAN: . But what is it for? 

Mr.:RANDALL.: -To know what therights 
of the Government are. S 

Mr. COGHLAN. -If the gentleman: will 
look into the statutes: he will find in them that 
Congress somè years ‘ago: passed a law to‘sell 
the lands around Mare Island, and they have 
been sold. Is this the:meaning: of the resolu- 
tion? Isit for information’as to what became 
of these lands? I-:did not. correctly hear the 
resolution when read. “peek ye 

Mr. RANDALL. I want. to know by what 
authority the Government hasbeen. deprived 
of its rights. This resolution is- simply for 
information. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
eighty-two, noes not counted. : 

Mr. COGHLAN. : I withdraw. any further 
demand for a division, as I now understand 
the gentleman’s objectis merely to get inform- 
ation. 

The resolution was adopted. 

And then, on motion of Mr. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, (at five minutes, after seven o'clock 
p. m,, the House took a recess until a quarter 
past eight p. m.) i 


AFTER THE RECESS. 


The House resumed its séssion at a quarter 
past eight o’clock p. m. 


CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SHANKS. I offer the following reso- 


lution: 
Resolved, That tho clerk of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs be retained in service so longduring 


the next recess as the chairman may deem his ser- 
vices necessary. 


Mr. RANDALL. We have entire confi- 
dence in the chairman. 
The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table, j 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Htesolved, That the clerk of the Committee on 

atents and the clerk of the Committee on Private 
Land Claims be continued during the next recess of 
Congress at the present compensation. 

Mr. L. MYERS moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CAPITOL LABORERS 


Mr. POLAND, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That all the laborers employed about 
the Capitol, who are discharged at the end of this 


session, be paid for the month of June out. of the 
contingent fund of the House, 


OFFICERS OF FOLDING~ROOM. 


Mr. PLATT. Task unanimous consent to 
offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Henotves, That the Doorkeeper be authorized to 


retain on_his rolls during the recess the name of 


William B, Pemberton, of Virginia, to be employed 
in the folding-room. : 


Mr. RANDALL. What are his duties? 

Mr. PLATT, I will make a brief explan- 
‘ation. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be very brief. 

Mr. PLATT. This Pemberton is the only 
man employed about ‘the Capitol from the 
State of Virginia, and he is one of the best 
of the men so employed. The Doorkeeper 
is unable to bring him under the résolution 
recently adopted, but desires his services, He 


Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, | 


i 


has 2-large family. It is one of the most 
meritorious cases which» can appeal to this 
House, and I hope there will be no opposition 
to the resolution. : 

There. wasno objection, and the resolution 
was agreed to. 


Mr. McJUNKIN. ‘Task unanimous con- 
sent to offer the resolution which I-send to 
the desk. : ` Ses 
The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Resoloed, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to retain 
on the pay-roli. in the folding department of the 
House the name of James E, N. Thompson until the 
meeting of Congress in December next. 


Mr. ARCHER. | I will offer no objection to 
that resolution. But I desire to say that the 
Committee. on Accounts, have given a very 
large allowance to the Doorkeeper. I do not, 
however, oppose the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. Perhaps he may be neces- 
sary to help the Democratic party to its vic- 
tory. ([Laughter.] Í 

Mr. STEVENSON. They will need help. 
[Laughter. } 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
agreed. to. 

GENERAL JOHN A. RAWLINS, 


Mr. COBURN.. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill (S. No. 1164) appropriating 
$10,000 for a statue of General Joba A. Raw- 
lins betaken from the Speaker’s table and 
put upon its passage. a , 

The bill was read. It appropriates the sum 
of $10,000 out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated to procure a life- 
size statue of General John A. Rawlins, late 
Secretary of War, to be placed as a center- 
piece of a fountain in Franklin “square; the 
design to he approved by the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings and Grounds, the architect 
of the Capitol extension, and the Librarian 
of Congress, 

There was no objection; and the bill was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, read three 
times, and passed. 


ARKANSAS COLLEGE SCRIP, 


Mr. HANKS. I ask that the bill (H. R. 
No. 2109) to authorize the issuance of college 
scrip to the State of Arkansas, with amend- 
ments by the Senate, be taken from the 
Speaker's table, and that the amendments be 
concurred in. 

The amendments were read, as follows : 

In line six, after the word “acres,” insert “and 
ninety thousand acres to the secretary of the board 
of trustees of the State agricultural college of the 
State of Florida.” z í 

At the end of line eight insert the following: 

. Provided, That no scrip as aforesaid shall be de- 
livered to the authorities of the State of Arkansas 
until said State shall have made some satisfactory 
arrangement by which the bonds of said State, prin- 


| cipal and interest, now held by the United States as 


Indian trust funds, shall be funded in new bonds 
authorized to be issued by said State for this purpose. 

Add the following section: 

That the time within which the State of Indiana 
may comply with the provisions of the act of July 
23, 1868, entitled ‘“An act to amend the fifth section 
of an act entitled ‘An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may pro- 
vide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanic arts,’ approved July 2, 1862, so as to extend 
the time within which the provisions of said act 
shall be accepted and such colleges established,” 
is hereby extended so that the State of Indiana, 
shall have the period of two years after the Ist day 
of July, 1872, within which to provide at least one 
college, as described in the fourth section of an act 
entitled “Au act donating public lands tothe several 
States and Territories which may provide colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,” 
approved July 2, 1862. 

, Amend the title so as to read: “An act’to author- 
ize the issuance of college scrip to the State of 
Arkansas, and for other purposes.” 


Mr. HOAR. I think that bill should be 
referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 


Mr. HANKS. I ask the previous question 
on the motion to concur. . 
Mr. PERCE. I desire to inquire of the 


Chair how this bill comes before the House ? 
The SPEAKER, By consent. 


1872. 
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Mr. PERCE. Isit too late'to object? > 

Mr. HOAR. {objecte te co o. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the 
objection comes too late. 

Mr. PERCH. I move that bill be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
This subject is too-jimportant a matter to be 
passed on in the last hours of the session... I 
object to the passage of any bill in regard to 
agricultural colleges. that does: not contain 
some clause that gives the. General Govern- 
ment some power to control the funds. 

Mr. HANKS. The bill was discussed in 
the Senate, and I believe every nécessary pro- 
viso was put in there. 

Mr. STEVENSON. What is 
of the Senate amendment? ; 

Mr. HANKS. Itis that the indebtedness 
of the State of Arkansas to the United States 
as trustees to the Indians was incladed in the 
bill, and that. none of the scrip is to be issued 
until that whole debt is paid. : 

Mr. HOAR.. If I understand the amend- 
ment of the Senate, it extends the provisions 
of the bill to other States besides Arkansas. 

Mr. HANKS. To the State of Indiana for 
two years ; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. This agricultural college scrip 
has been delivered to the States under the ex- 
isting law without the slightest security for its 
application to the purposes for which’ it was 
designed. Some of the funds have been in- 
vested in State bonds. The result has been, in 
several instances, that the fund bas beeu lost. 
In almost every instance the scrip has been 
disposed of so as to be a. source. of injury to 
the settlers ;-it has gone into the hands of spec- 
ulators, and has been of little good to the States 
to which it was given. In several instances 
the States have given the bonds to institutions 
that have excluded colored persons entirely 
from the college. Now, in such a case there 
is no protection whatever, as a State cannot 
be sued as a defendant. i 

Now, I shall resist the giving of any more 
scrip to any State whatever, unless provision 
be made that the proceeds of the sales shall 
be received by the General Government and 
invested in registered bonds, and the interest 
paid to the beneficiaries. 

Mr. HANKS. I think it is rather late for 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, whose State 
has already enjoyed the bevefits of this act, to 
object to the extension of ‘its benefits to my 
State. . 

Mr. PETERS. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. not. 

The question was put on seconding the pre- 
vious question, and there were—ayes 20, noes 
27; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hoar and 
Mr. Haxxs were appointed. 

Mr. HANKS. Before the vote is taken, I 


the substance 


would like to say that Arkansas is the only. 


State in which no distinction has been made 
against colored people in its agricultural col- 
lege, and that a large proportion of the stu- 
dents are colored men. 

Mr. HOAR. I am unwilling to resist the 
passage of a bill for a particular State, and 
under the circumstances Í withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

The amendments of the Senate were then 
concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM.THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. GORHAM, 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 

assed without amendment the bill (H. R. 
No. 902) making an appropriation for repairs, 
furnishing, and ornamentation of the United 
States custom-house and post office in Bath, 
Maine. 

The message farther announced that the 
Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed 
to by the House to the bill (H. R. No:827) to 
authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Ohio river, and to prescribe the dimensions 
of the same, agreed to the conference asked 


by the House on the disagreeing votes of the | 
two Houses thereon, and had -appointed Mr į 
Scorr, Mr. Borneman, and Mr. THURMAN, man- | 
agers of the conference on the part of the Sen- 
ate. CNA OR E ee es 
COMMITTEE ÓN EDUCATION AND LABOR. 


Mr. STORM. I offer the 
amble and resolution : ; EA 
Whereas the Committee on Education and. Labor 
have directed their committee to continue their 
necessary correspondence with, the different trades 
unions and organizations, superintendents:of:teach- 


following pre- 


ers’ institutes. and other organizations: Therefore, 


. Be itresolved, That the said committee be author- 
ized to employ their clerk during the recess ‘of Con- 


gress at the present compensation. j : 
Mr. PETERS. T hope he will include the 
clerks of all the committees. l 7 
Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no; that is too large 
a dose. 
“The question was put on Mr. Srorm’s mo- 
tion, and there were—ayes 38, noes 23; no 
quorum voting. 
Mr. PETERS. Put in the clerk of the 
Judiciary Committee. ` Bt 9 
Mr. COGHLAN. This is a meritorious 
resolution, and I hope it will be agreed to. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Kerr and 
Mr. Storm were appointed. 
While the tellers were counting the vote, 
Mr. COGHLAN said: I move that the tell- 
ers be continued during the recess. [Laugh- 
ter. 
Pending the count by tellers, 


A MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
son, one of their clerks, announeed that the 
Senate had passed, with an amendment, in 
which the concurrence of the House was 
a oa a bill of the Hoyse of the following 
title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1779) for the relief of 
Samuel Hitchcoek. 


COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to have a change 
madein an amendment which I offered to-day 
to the resolution giving the right to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of this House to 
meet during the recess. My amendment was 
that the committee should have the right to 
meet on or after the first Wednesday in Novem- 
ber next. Upon reflection I am inclined to 
think that a Jas regard to economy in the ex- 
penses of the Government would require an 
earlier day of meeting. I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent that the time be changed to the 
first Monday in October. 

No objection was made ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. . 

COLUMBIA LYING-IN ASYLUM: 


The SPEAKER. Under the sundry civil 
appropriation bill passed this day itis the duty 
of the Chair to name two directors of the 
Columbia Hospitat for Women and Lying- 
in Asylum. The Chair accordingly appoints 
as such directors Mr. James A. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, and Mr. Fernanpo Woop, of New 
York. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on | 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

‘An act (S. No. 1168) to relieve certain per- 
sons therein named from the legal and political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the United States, . 
and for other purposes. : 

CLERKS AND EMPLOYÉS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved. That in consideration of the extraor- 


i} time... 


dinary and unusual labor imposed upon the clerks 
and other employés of the House during the last two 


| months, there be paid to each of them, respectively, 


outof the contingent furid of the Housd; asum equal 
to twenty per cent. of their ordinary pay during that 
| MESSAGES FROM THE PRÉSIDENT} ....; 

» Messages from the President, by Mr..Porver 
and. Mr. Bascock;his Secretarfes; informed 
the House that the President: had approved 
and signed bills of the House of the following 
ities: Lee ES Dongen deals 

An act (H. R. No. 1)}to*revise, consolidate, 
and amend ‘the statutes ‘relating: to the 
Office Department ; reg y lpm s8n7h 
-- Anact (H: R:-No. 40): for the relief of James 
A. Clay, of Philadelphia pioco oni tiedot] 

An act (H. R. No. 114) for the relief-of the 
heirs of Lieutenant Colonel Humphrey: M. 
Woodyard; late of the twenty-first Missouri 
infantry 5 yh ba ay Sg 

An act (H. R. No. 1421) referring the claim 
of the heirs'and legal representatives of Col- 
onel Francis Vigo, deceased, to: the Court of 
Claims for adjustment ; Vein ad fot 

An act (H. Re No. 357) for the relief of 
Horace B. Shepard, of Indiana; > ¿07 * 

An act (H. R. No: 400) for the relief. of 
Jane Allen Birckhead and Virginia -Camp- 
bell, sole heirs at law of Alexander Watson, 
deceased ; att, Aes 

An act (H..R. No. 575) for the relief of 
Seth M. Whitten, late private of the fourth 
regiment Michigan infantry; : 

An act (H. R. No. 631) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act regulating proceedings in 
criminal cases, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1865 ; oa 

An act (H. R. No. 689) for the relief of 
Jane A. Green; : ee 

An act (H. R. No. 837) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to regulate the diplomatic 
and consular systems of the United States,” 
approved August 18, 1856; : ees 

An act (H. R.. No. 887) for the relief of 
Samuel Black and Albert R. Cooper; ° > 

An act (H. R. No. 896) to enable William 
Sellers and Coleman Sellers to make applica- 
tion to the Commissioner of Patents for the 
extension of letters-patent for an improvement 
in coupling for shafting ; Pa 

An act (HB. R. No. 904) for the relief of 
Charles P. S. Wardwell ; 

An act (H. R. No. 924) for the relief of 
Sarah S. Trapp, executrix of William Trapp ; 

An act. (H. R. No. 1017)::to prevent aud 
punish. the obstruction of the administration 
of justice in the courts of the United States ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1063). to reimburse the 
State of Kansas for moneys expended for the 
United States in enrolling, equipping, and 
provisioning militia forces to aid in suppress- 
ing the rebellion ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1241) for the relief of A. 
G. Booth, late assistant assessor in the twenty- 
first revenue district of Pennsylvania ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1261) for the relief of 
Thomas D. West, of Sandusky, in the State 
of Ohio; 

An act (H. R. No. 1262) for the relief of 
Charles Hipp, of St. Mary’s, Auglaize county, 
Ohio ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1272) to amend an act 
entitled “Àn act to establish and to protect 
national cemeteries,” approved February 22, 
1867 ; : 

An act (H. R. No, 1274) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Spencer, of Indiana; : 

An act (H. R. No. 1298) for the relief of 
the estate of Ely Moore ; ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1310) for the relief, of 
George W. Sturdevant; 

An act (H. R. No. 1339) for the relief of 
Chester C. Tolman ; Ko. 

An act (H. R. No. 1382) for the relief of 
Alexander McArthur, of the city of Corunna, 
in the State of Michigan ; : 

An act (H. R. No. 1419) for the relief of 
Michael F. Gannett; pave ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1420) for the relief of 
F. and E. Reed, of Bath, Maine ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1457) for the relief of 
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Martin. P. Hardin, of Pontotoc, county, Mis-. 
SBSIPPE SA ia eR Se ROSI d 

An act (H. R, No. 1518) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to expend certain moneys 
fot the purpose of sinking ań artesian well on 
the: Fort D. A, Russell military reservatión; in 
Wyoming Territorys: < 6o 00e oi erei 
4 act (He R. No; 1564): for the relief: of 
Williams F. Barker, pont manter at. Northville, 
Fulton: coun ew Yorki So i cos ee 
sAn ect. (Hy Re. No: 1634) fot the: relief of 
Benjamin W. Reynolds; cees ooi wl 
-< An act (HiRes No: 1671) making appropri- 
ations for the. construction,: preservation, and 
repairs: of. certain. fortifications, :: and; other 
works of.defenses.- 0 erste t 
An act (Hi R.: No: .1758). to authorize: the 
appointment of deputies of clerks of circuit 
and ‘district courts; ee ec 
Amact (H. R- No. 1778) for the relief of 
Andrew J. Jemison; ‘ 

An act (H. R. No. 1786) for the relief of 


Henry. N. Galpin, postmaster at Berlin, Con- | 


necticut cs 

. An- aot (H. R.: No, 1829) for the settlement 
of the account of Abram Beéler, late paymas- 
ter of the United States volunteers’ ear! 
“An act (H. R. No. 1842) to grant the right 
of way’ through the public lands to the Eastern 
Nevada: Railroad Company ; en 

An act (H. R. No. 1865) for the relief of the 
sureties’ of James: T; Millet, late collector 
and. depositary at. Wilmington, North Caro- 
iha f oe 4 l 3 

An act (H. R. No. 1869) for the better 
security of bank reserves, and ‘to facilitate bank 
clearing-house exchanges ; 

An act (H. R; No. 1899) for the relief of 
W, T. Bowers; i 
` An act {H. R. No. 1942) for the relief of 
D: C, Farell, of Peoria, Ilinois ; SOE 
. An act (H. R. No. 1986) for the relief of 
Herman Raster, collector ‘internal’ revenue 
first: distridt of Dlinois; , 

An act (H, R. No, 1982) to provide for hold- 
ing a-cireuit-court:of the United States in and 
for the western district of Missoùii ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2029) for the: relief of 
Charles: H. Thompson; of New Orleans, Lou- 
isiana 3 ade 

An ‘act (H.-R. No. 2082) for the relief of 
Dr, John H. McQuown, of Illinois; 

‘An act (H. R. No. 2084) for’ the relief of 
Edward G, Allen, of London, England; 

_ An act (H. R. No. 2035) to provide for the 
examination and payment of Albert Grant ; 

An act (H. R. No.. 2038) for the relief of 
William M. Stafford, late acting district attor- 
ney for Montana. Territory ; 

An act (H. R, No. 2050) for the relief of 
J. 8. Underhill ; ; 

` An act (H, R. No. 2136) to authorize an 
appointment in the Inspector General’s de- 
partment ; Z 

An act (H, R. No. 2162) for the relief of 
T. P. Robb, of Savannah, Georgia; 

Anact (H. R. No. 2208) making appropri- 
ations for the repair, preservation, and com- 
pletion of certain pablie works on rivers and 
harbors, and. for other purposes ;- 

An act (H, R. No. 2826) for the relief of 
Mrs, R. A. Kennedy; ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2413) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Parrish ; 

An act (H. R. No,.2582) making appropri- 
ations for the payment of claims reported 
allowed by the commissioners of claims under 
the act of Congress of March 3, 1871; 

An act’ (H. R. No. 2632) to provide for 
filling vacancies in- certain. offices. in the 
Territories ; : 

An act (H. R.-No. 2688) amendatory of 
an act approved March 2,.1867, entitled ‘ An 
act amendatory of an act-to provide a tempo- 
rary government for the Territory of Montana, 
approved May 26, 1864.;"? A 

“Anact (H. R. No. 2688):to. grant additional 
compensation to the marshal of the district 
of South Carolina ; . pion 


An-act (H.-R. No. 2697):relative.to- retired 
officers.of the Army jses o oen as 
An act. (H.R. :No. 2700) donating con- 
demned. cannon. and cannon -balls.to certain 
organizations for monumental purposes; 
An. act (H. R: No. 2705), making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the'fiscal'year ending June 80, 1878, 
and for other purposes p 1) Sit St 
An aot (H Re No £2706) -to amend “an: act 
entitled“! An act to provide for the disposition 


of useless military -reservations,”’ ‘approved 
February 24, 1871 yo a n ooon 
An act (H. R. No 2709) for the: relief. of 
the State of Connecticut and:ather States; =: 
An. act, (H..R. No. 2719) for. cancellation 
of bonds for manufacturing tobaceo;. lost. on 
the steamer George P. Upton, between the cities 
of Richmond and New York; mi 
An, act (H. R., Nọ. 2778) to amend section 
five of an act entitled ‘‘ An act making appro; 
ptidtions for the civiland diplomatic expenses 
ofthe Government forthe year1841,’’ approved 
March 3, 1841, and to authorize the proper 
construction thereof; . : TORRT 
` An act (H. R. No. .2777).for the relief of 
the sureties of §. F. Marks, former: post- 
master at New Orleans ;_ ve ri 
An act (H. R.. No. 2780). for. the relief of 


W. W. Griffin; i “yy lo: 

An act (H. R. No. 2788) for the relief of 
Richard R. Balling ; ot . 

An act (H. R. No. 2789) for the relief of 
John J. Smith; f ; 

An aet (H. R. No. 2791) for the relief of 
William J. Clark, administrator of Gad’ E. 


Upson ; 
(H. R. No. 2800) to authorize the 


An act 
President of the United. States to appoint one 
or more commissioners to represent the Gov- 
ernment of the United States at the interna- 
tional exposition of agrieulture, industry, and 
fine arts to be held at Vienna.in, 1873 ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2807) for the relief of 
Robert B. Williamson ; 

An act (H. R. No, 2847) to authorize the 
Orange, Alexandria, and Manasas Railroad 
Company to run trains’ ‘and transport freight 
‘and passengers within the District of Colum- 

ia; ' : 

An act (H. R. No. 2850) authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, for the use of the- post 
office and United States courts in said city ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2858) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to release twenty-five acres 
of the land of the United States at Plattsburg, 
New York, to the New York and Canada 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes; 

An.act (H. R. No. 2860) for the relief of 
W. A. Howard; 

An act (H. R. No. 2861) for the relief of H. 
G. Aukeny, late captain fourth Iowa infantry ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2869) for the relief of 
Martin Freeman ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2876) for the relief of 
John G. Beaumont; . 

An act (H. R. No. 2879) for the relief of 
Eliza B. Anderson ; : : 

An act (H. R. No. 2885) for the relief of 
on Milone, postmaster at Uhricksville, 

io; : . 

An act (H. R. No, 2888) for the relief of 
Simeon Stansifer ; : i 

An act- (H. R. No. 2890) for the relief of 
Dwight J. McCann; rite he 

An act (H. R: No. 2898) for. the relief of 
John W. Phelps, of Vermont: - ee 
-An act (H. R. No. 2907). for the relief of. 
.the Omaha National Bank ; ; . 

An act (H. R. No. 2911) for the relief of 
Moritz Augenstein; - : 

An act (H. R. No.‘2935) to establish certain 
post roads; i 


An act (H. R. No. 2941) for the relief of 
Frederiek Pech; : 
An act (H.R. No. 2942) for the construction 


of ‘a eustom-house, bonded: warehouse, and 
post office at Port Huron, Michigan; 


An act. (H.R. No. 2948) for the relief of 
Lucy C. Baker and Mary A. Baker, children 
of John. M: Baker, deceased; : 

An act (H. R. No. 2949) for. the relief of 
William B.. Muse; s MGS piai 
An act (H. R.. No. 2956) to authorize the 
building, of the New Mexico and. Gulf railway, 
and for.other:purposes ;__ E E 
n An act (H: .R.- No.. .2973) to refund duties. 
paid on goods, wares, and. merchandise re- 


maining in bond or store on the lst day..of 
August, 18723 o erat ooo ng, paas 
An, act (H. R. No. 2975) to amend the fifth 
section of an act entitled ‘‘ An: act making ap: 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses. of the Government for the 
year énding June 80, 1873, and for other pur- 
poses; and ne 

_ An act (H.R. No. 2977) for the restoration 
to market of certain lands in Michigan. 

| COMMITTER TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, submitted the 
following tesolution'; which was read, consid- 
ered, and adopted: © 

Resolved, That è committee to consist of threo 
members of the House be appointed to join such 
committee as may be appoited:by the Senate to wait 
upon the President'of.the United States:and inform 
him that, unless he has some further communication 
to make, the two Houses of Congress arë ready to 
adjourn. A ; tnan f 

The SPEAKER: announced as the commit- 
tee under the foregoing: resolution, Mr. JAMES 
A. Garrietp of Ohio, Mr: Horxce’ MAYNARD 
of Tennessee, and Mr. James B. Beck of 
Kentucky.: it 

“MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. ` 


` Amessage from the Senate, by Mr. GORHAM, 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed with an amendment, in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested, a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2206) for the payment of 
R. M. Green for the use of his patent by the 
Government. | a T 

l R. M. GREEN. 

. Mr. COGHLAN. The Senate has. just re- 
turned to the House.a bill for the relief of R. 
M. Green, with an amendment, which J under- 
stand: only-—— R appt dq ge eS 

Mr, HOLMAN, ‘I rise: to..make a: confer- 
ence report. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Can Ibe taken from the 
floor by a conference report? 

The SPEAKER. <A report of a committee 
of conference is of higher privilege. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE OHIO. 


Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following 
report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 827) 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Ohio river, and to prescribe. the dimensions of the 
same, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend, and do recommend to 
their respective Houses, as follows: 

That.the Senate recede from its amendment, page 
h linsa gleven, twelve, thirteen, and fourteen, num- 

ere 6 ai ` Ni oe 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the first fifteen amendments.of the Senate, numbered 
from 1 to 15 inclusive, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede ‘from its disagreement to 
the amendment -of the Senate numbered 17; and 


agree to the same. ao 4 
WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 
JAMES-S. NEGLEY, 
Manayers on the part of the House, 
.. JOHN. SCOTT, 
“AOL BOREMAN, 
k : A. Q THURMAN, | 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The question was upon agreeing. to the 
report. : oe Aad 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the report be laid 
on. the table. po sae aS i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines ‘to 
entertain the motion to lay this. report on the 
table. gee f : 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to take an. appeal 
from the decision of the Chair.: I do so in 
order that we may settle the. question which 
the Speaker to-day stated he desired the House 
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to settle, whether amotion to lay a conference 
report on the table is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar | has raised the 
question which the Chair foreshadowed this 
morning during: those differences which: have 
now happily passed away. Although but a 
few moments of the session remain, the Chair 
desires to state :that: the reason he: has uni: 
formly declined: to:entertain a motion to lay a 
confereneé reporton the table:is that if such 
a report be laid on the table the bill-is laid on: 
the table, and there -is no opportunity left for 


the House and the Senate te have a second | 


conference. 

Mr. BANKS. Sach a motion is never 
allowed. The proceeding upon a-conference 
report is:one between the two Houses, and it 
does not admit of dilatory motions. 

Mr.PERCE. Lunderstand, Mr: Speaker—— 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the House will voteon 
the question without any delay. 

Mr. BANKS. The appeal ought not tobe 
entertained. phe 2 ete < 
_ The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain 
it if the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
not push it toa call of the yeas and nays. 
-Mr HOAR: Iwill not.» 

Mr. BANKS.. I move to lay the appeal on 
the table. ; 5 - 

The motion of Mr. Banks. was agreed to ; 
there being—ayes 98, noes 25: 

So the appeal from the decision of the Chair 
was laid. on.the table. l 

The question recurred on. agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

he report. was agreed to ;. there being—ayes 
88, noes 84. : 5 i 
ENROLLED, BILL SIGNED, 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee’ had examined and found’ truly 
enrolled a bill of the following title; when 
the Speaker signed the same: 

A pill (S. No. 1164) appropriating $10,000 
for a statue of General John A. Rawlins. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. SYPHER, from the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, presented a report in writing ; 


which was ordered to be printed, and recom- 


mitted.: . ; ; 
MESSAGE’ FROM THE:SENATE.. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr, GORHAM, 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had. 
appointed’ Mr. Epmuxps and Mr. STOCKTON, 
a committee to join such committee as may be’ 
appointed by the House to wait upon the Presi- 
dent of the United Statesand inform him that, 
unless he may have some further communica- 
tion to make, the two Houses are ready to 


adjourn, iù pursuance of their concurrént res- 


olution, at nine o'clock p. m: this day. 


COMMITTER..TO WALT ON THB. PRESIDENT. 3 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. = The committee 
appointed on the-part of. the House to join: a 


similar committee of the Senate to. wait upon 
United States and inform’ 


the President of the t 
him that the two Houses:are ready to adjourn, 
haye. performed that duty; and: the President 
directs us to notify 
further communication to make... : 
TARIFE AND TAX LAW. ` 7 
Mr. BEATTY; from: the Committee on 
Printing, i 
which was read, considerèd, and-agreed to : 


“Resolved; That thera be compiled and printed 
under the direction of the Seexetary of tho-Treasury : 


five thousand copies of the tariff and tax law, of 
which throe thousand copies shail be for the use ‘of 
the House of ‘Representatives, and two: thousand 
copies for the. Treasury Departments, 

LEAVE TQ;PRINT.: 


The SPEAKER. : The gentleman, from: 
Georgia, Mr. YOUNG, asks leave (which,-if . 


there be no objection, will be granted) to have 
printed certain remarks in the Globes: © -< 
There was no objection. [See Appendix. ] 


the House. that he has no: 


reported the following resolution 5 


‘Houses for 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. - 3 
Mr. HOLMAN asked and obtained leave to 


withdraw from the files: of the Commitee of. 
Claims papers in the case of H.-P. Denmans. 

Mr. McGREW asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House papers 
in the:case of Samuel M. Mullens. SE 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and- obtained- leave 
to withdraw fromthe files of` thé House the 
papers of. Calista E. Cox, relating to her 
application for an:extension of letters-patent. 

JEDIDIAH GRAY. 


Mr: FOSTER, of. Ohio, by unanimous con- 
sent, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported a bill (H.-8.-No. 2986) granting an 
increase of pension to Jedidiah Gray ; which 
was read a first and second time. <, 

The bill, which was'read, authorizes and 
direets: the Secretary: of the Interior to place 
on the-pension‘rollthe name of Jedidiah Gray, 
atan increase of pension of two dollars‘per 
month, to be paid from: and after the passage 
ofthis act, making the’ full pension of eight 
dollars a month. : á 

So ‘the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

INSURREOTIONARY STATES. 

Mr, STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, 
was granted leave. to print in the Globe some 
remarks on the financial condition of. the late 
ingurrectionary: States.. [See Appendix.] 

-TREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR. 
- Mr, SHANKS, by unanimous consent, was 
granted leave to “print in the Globe some 
remarks on the treatment of prisoners of war. 
[See Appendix.] 
f TREADWELL 8. EYRE. 

On motion of Mr. KELLOGG, by unani- 
mous consent, leave was granted for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of the 
papers in the case of Treadwell S. Eyre. 

JSR. TRIMBLE. : 

On motion of ‘Mr. ARCHER, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of 
the’ House of the papers ‘in the case of J.’R. 
Trimble: LEAVE TO PRINT. : 

Mr. STARKWEATHER, by unanimous 
consent, was granted leave to print in ‘the 
Globe some remarks.: [See Appendix. ] 

THANKS TO THE SPEAKER. 

Mr; NIBLACK took the Chair as Speaker 

pro tempore. — 
` Mr. RANDALL, 
resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

Resolved, That the thanks of this House are due, 
and are hereby tendered, to Jauns G. BLAINE. 
Speaker -of the- House, for the able, prompt, an 
impartial -manner in which he has discharged the 
duties of his office during the present session. . 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolu- 
tion has been unanimously adopted. [Great 
applause. | f . ea 

The SPEAKER. The hour haying arrived 
fixed by concurrent resolution of the two. 
the adjournment of: Congress, in 
pursuance of that resolution, a3 Speaker of the 
House, [now declare the House of Representa-. 
tives for the second session of the Forty- 
Second Congress adjourned without day; an 


I submit the following 


I wish you, one and all, gentlemen, a, safe and. 
| happy return to your homes and families and 


friends. [Great applause. | 


| PETITIONS, ETC. — Ces 
The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropri 


Fate committees t-. 


By Mr. READ: The petition of William 


Hancock, of Adait county; Kentucky; asking 
a pension for services rendered in the’ war 
of 1812 with Great Britain. © G E E 
By Mr. TOWNSEND, of: Perinsyl¥ania t 
The remonstrance J.T. MeOlellan, Wi 
H. Ramsey, J. E. Butler, ‘an@ 30 others, 
citizens of Pennsylvania, against an altera- 
tion of the Constitution of the United’ States: 
so as to allow a person of foreign’ birth’ to be 
made President of the United States. 0 °°" 
“By Mr: BUCKLEY: The petition of Joseph 
San Roman, of Texas; praying that à certain 
judgment of the United States Court of Claims, 
rendered December, 1860, be paid in ¢oin, with 
interest. e 
By Mr. LOWE: The petition of Gabrillar 
P. Moody for pension. Oe 
By Mr.. MANSON: The petition of Mrs. 
Albin F, Owen, widow of Dr. J. R” Owen, 
praying the speedy enactment by ‘Congress of 
a law granting her a pension. GETA ee 
By Mr. McJ UNKIN ;. The petition of Mary 


ot 


Sproal, praying the passage of an act granting 
her arrears of pension. ig 

By Mr. POLAND: The ‘petition of Wade 
Hopkins, “heir of Colonel David’ Hopkins, 
praying for the half pay of David Hopkins as 
colonel-in the war of the Revolution, and also 
for reimbursement. for moneys advanced by. 
David Hopkins in aid of the wat. o. > 

By Mr. PRICE: ‘The petition of. Westley. 
Jones, of Pickens county, Georgia, who lost 
both hands by an gecident while in the employ 


of the United States, praying a pension.: 


IN SENATE. : 
Monpay, June, 10, 1872... 

The Senate met at eight o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owan, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. : “Hla e Eata 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move that the 
reading of ‘the Journal be dispensed with. © ` 

Mr. TIPTON. I object: > post RAS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska objects, and the Journal 
will be read. ; 


The Journal of the proceedings of Satur- 

day last was read and approved.. 
COMMITTEES DURING RECESS. 

Mr; CONKLING, I ask erinission ‘to 
make a statement which ‘will take but ope 
moment. It is thought by the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws in the’ House of 
Representatives that the House’ committee 
and the Senate committee should meet at 
some time during the recess. and spend a week 
or two, if necessary, in examining the codifi- 
cation which has been made: ot the laws, 
fearing that these committees will not:be able 
to discharge that duty properly during. the, 
session. it is anirksome duty, and certainly. 
I cannot say that the committee. invites. it; 
but upon the suggestion of the committee in 
the other House I feel. bound to make . the 
motion to the Senate that. the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws have authority to sit. 
at some time during the vacation for a week 
„or two, or whatever period may be necessary 
to go over the work of the codifiers. If.there 
is any objection I will not make, the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.: The Sen- 
ator from New York moves that the Commit- 
tee on the Revision of the Laws he allowed to 
sit during the recess. 


The motion was agreed to... ee 
Mr. COLE.. I am, requested by the Com- 


|j mittee on Appropriations to make a similar 


request, that the Cominittee on Appropria- 
tions lave leave to sit during the monti of 
November. Rae 


The motion was agreed to. 

; PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.. 

Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of 
Wade Hopkins, of Mississippi; sole surviving 
heir of Colonel David Hopkins; late of South 


Carolina, deceased, praying for commutation 
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also pre 


i sh, of 


On motion of Mr. CORBBTT, it was ` 
Ordered, That F, Q. Swatka ‘have leave to with- 
draw. his- petition and papers from the files of the 
enate. 


wai. GLANDS IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On Saturday I objected 
for the ,momeént to a bill, in-which my friend 
from: Michigan [Mr.. Ferry} had an interest 
about certain Indian lands: in Michigan. 

have. preparedsan:amendment which is satis- 
factory to'him, which guards the bill against 
the construction which I thought might be put 
upon it, and I think it right and fair that I 
should. ask the Senate now to take up the bill, 
if there is no objection by any other Senator, 
and pass it with the amendment I propose. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Commiitee-of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R: No. 2977) for the restora- 
tion to. market: of certain lands in Michigan. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the bill 
by striking out ‘the: proviso at the end of the 
fifth section in: the following words: 

That nothing herein shall affect:the rights of the 
State of pichigan to any land heretofore granted 
SMa TE Py 

“And in lieu thereof to insert : 

That-none of the land herein mentioned shall be 
subject toor taken by- any grant of land for public 
works or improvements or by anyrailroad company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as.amend- 
ed, aud the amendment-was concurred in. The 
amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and 
the bill fo be read a third time. ‘The bill was 
read the third time, and passed, 

BENJAMIN W. REYNOLDS; 


~My POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands; to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R No. 1634) for the relief of Benjamin W. 
Reynolds; haveʻitistructed me to report it back 
and recommend its passage at this time. He 
is a'citizen ‘of Wisconsin, well. known to the 
Senator from Wisconsin, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to‘ con- 
sider the bill, which provides for the allowance 
of $2,175:to Benjamin W. Reynolds, late re- 
ceiver “ofthe land office’at St. Croix Falls, 
Wisconsin, for the money necessarily paid out 
arid expended by himin the payment of clerks 
necessarily ‘employed in that land office, be- 
tweén the 16th of May, 1861, and the 15th of 
July, 1864." > 4 e l 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 

7)" V BLIZA B. ANDERSON. 

Mr. WILSON. I am.instracted by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 2879) granting a 
pension to Eliza B.: Anderson to: report. it 
back with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute; “I ask that ‘the bill be acted on at 
this times: ~ ae ee eee 

The biil was read. s : ; 

fhe amendment:proposed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs was to: strike out ‘all after’! 


| the enacting: clause; and: insert-the following 


in-lieu of the words stricken out: . ; 


That the. Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ig 
hereby, directed to.-pay, out of any money _in-the 
Treasury not otherwise: appropriated, to Eliza, B. 
Anderson, widow of the late Major General Robert 
Anderson, the sum of $10,000, in grateful recognition 
ofthat singular fidelity to public duty which inspired 
said Robert, Anderson, when a majorin the United 


|| States Army,.on the 26th day of December, 1860, with- 
|| out authority fromthe President, and in defiance of, 


the. wishes of the Seeretary-of War, to assume the 
grave responsibility of transfering his small command 
from Fort Moultrie to. Fort Sumter ‘in : Charleston 
harbor, thereby incurring the double reproach from 
the Government of his country that he had acted 
without orders, and from the enemies:of his country 
thathe had ‘‘achieved the unenviable. distinction 
of opening civil war,” and at the same time placing 
himself under the earliest: and hottest fire of the 
rebellion, and under those hardships which wrecked 
‘his constitution and destroyed his life.. ; 


Mr. TIPTON. I. should like to have that 
bill referred to the Committee on Pensions.- 

Mr. EDMUNDS... It is nota pension now, 
buta gift. - a casa Sap, e 

Mr.. WILSON. ...The bill,-eame from the 
House and went to the- Committee on Pen- 
sions, and that committee was discharged and 
it was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and the Committee on Military.Affairs 
report this substitute. : ; A 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ceases to bea pension 
bill entirely. It is merely a military bounty. 

Mr. TIPTON.: Ido not believe we are pre- 
pared, without a discussion of this question, 
to continue the precedent of gifts and boun- 
ties and charities according to the impulse or 
whim or the more deliberate judgment of the 
Senate, and I therefore- move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope it will not be re- 
ferred to the Committee’ on Pensions, We 
have nothing to do with it. If the Senator 
does not want it passed, let it go upon the Cal- 
endar ; but there is no use sending it to our 
committee, I suggest. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If this is disposed of — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not 
disposed of, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘I thought there was an 
objection that put the bill over; Ido not make 


any. | : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska has not objected to the 
present consideration of the bill and itis be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
and the Senator from Nebraska has moved 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. see 

The motion was not agreed to.- 


Mr. TIPTON. There are so’ many cases 
of the. poor and unfortunate and ‘suffering 
coming to the Pension Committee day by day, 
and poor that have no rich and able relatives 
to assist them, as that I would have to move 
before this bill is passed, such an amendment 
as that it should include the claims of widows 
who had no friend but the husband who gave 
his life for his Gountry’s welfare, and the 
claims. of the children: also who have lost all 
that they had. I wish to know first whether 
there is no other place to which this widow: 
can turn for aid before I give this case pre- 

cedence over the numberless cases equally 
| meritorious that have to be passed over every 
| day in the Senate. I therefore object to the 
further consideration of this bill, if that’ will 
have any influence. wee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘It is too 
late to object. ‘Phe bill has been placed be- 
fore the Senate by unanimous consent, and an 
abjection is now too late. The Senator can. 
raccomplish his object by having the bill laid 

onthe table. = © = f f 

Mr. HOWE. -I hope the Senator will not 
make that motion. ` on vena? E 

Mr. TIPTON. I move that the bill lie on 
the table. Be agg 

‘The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore: - The ques- 
tion is on the amendment reported bythe Com: 
mittee on Military Affairs. i 


Mr. TIPTON. I move the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill, and before the question 
is put I have something to say. 

I have no doubt. that there is much of merit 
in a bill-of this kind; and yet I'do know and 
I do feel; with all the merit that, may. attach to 
it, that: there are so many meritorions claims 
that: havé-equities in their behalf and yet can- 
not be brought exactly under the. legislation 
of Congress, that- those of us whose duty it is 
to look into those cases are compelled every 
day that wé meet as a committee to pass by 
claims that appeal to our sympathies and to 
our better natures to such an extent as that we 
ought to be watchful of the interests of all 
applicants .and desire that they should ‘be 
treated as near alike as is practicable. 

Although the duties performed by the hus- 
band of this applicant were of the most merit- 
orious character, there is no evidence what- 
ever before the Senate, as I understand, that 
takes this out of the list of thousands of merit- 
orious cases that cannot be acted upon by the 
Senate of the United States, and itis only for 
that reason, and not for the purpose of de- 
feating the bill or any particular measure, that 
I enter my protest against making: this gift 
this morning. Why not have presented this 
during the months that we have been together? 
Why present it here at the very last hour?’ 
Why offer it as one of ‘those cases that, if not 
without merit, are crowded through at a time 
when there is no chance- for investigation ?: 

T say, therefore, that this species of legis- 
lation is reprehensible in itself, and there are 
just as meritorious cases on the register this 
morning as this case can be. Why, therefore, 
undertake to press it through at such an hour 
as this? There is.no propriety in it, and it is 
reprehensible to undertake to press at such 
an hour a bill of this large importance, when 
so many fail that have been set aside because 
of their poverty, of their obscurity, of their 
want of fistagatshed and special friends to 
defend them and champion them before the 
Senate of the United States? = ha 

Mr. WILSON: Without taking up the time 
of the Senate, I will simply say to the Senator 
from Nebraska that.General Anderson’s dead 
body was recently brought home ; be had to 
live in foreign lands for a‘ long while because 
he could live there on his salary and could not 
live here. He was a man without property. 
His sick wife, not able to come home at the 
time that his body was brought, has recently 
returned to this country. The family have 
very little to support them, and this case comes 
to us.as one of great merit. .I know the gen - 
eral objection. I.sympathize with the declar- 
ations of the Senator that we ought to look to 
those who have no relatives or friends to. care 
for them; but I think this is a peculiar case, 
and that the good sense and gratitude of the 
nation will bestow this pittance to keep the 
wife and children of General Anderson from 
absolute. suffering. : : : 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore... The ques- 
tion is on-the indefinite postponement of the 


The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The ques- 
tionis‘on the amendment of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The. bill was reported to the Sénate ‘as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. : -It was ordered that the amendment be 
engrossed and the bill read a third time. -The 
bill was read'the third time, and passed. © 

The title was amended so as to read, “A 
bill for the relief of Eliza B. Anderson.” 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN NEW YORK, 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. ask the Senate to 
take'up Senate bill No. 1125. I will make a 
statement in reference to it, not occupying more 
than two minutes, if the Senate will take it up. 

Mr. THURMAN. - Let the title of the bill 
be read. = š TEE 


1872. 
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The Carer Crerg. “A bill (S, No. 1125) 
to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
acquire from the mayor and corporation of 
the city of New York land on the Battery 
fos a custom-honse and other Government 
buildings.” A i 

Mr. CRAGIN. -I have a report to make, 
at Ido not want to object to the Senator’s 

ill. ` . 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Iwill make a state- 
ment in regard to this matter. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The bill is not up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
hears no objection. ` i 
_ Mr. TRUMBULL. I have a word to say 
if the question is on taking it up. I observe 
it is a Senate bill. ` f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
unanimous consent to consider it now. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam aware of that. It 
is a Senate bill, and of course will have to be 
acted on by the other House. It seems to me 
there is very little probability of getting action 
upon it in the other House; and I wanted to 
state—and I think the Senator from Connecti- 
cut will appreciate it—the Senator knows the 
efforts I have made to have some bills reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary without 
amendment disposed of.. They would pass 
as quick as they could be read. , I think four 
of them could be passed in five minutes. If 
the Senate will let me take up these bills 
and pass them, as they are House bills they 
would at once become laws. I think the Sen- 
ate ought ‘not to take up Senate bills this 
morning, because there is no probability of 
getting them through the other House at this 
session. ` 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I will say to the 
Senator that the bill which I propose to have 
taken up I do not think will occupy the atten- 
tion of the Senate more than five minutes. 
should be very glad to have the bills acted 
upon to which the Senator refers, but it seems 
to me it would be no delay if we should act 
on this first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the consideration of the bill 
mentioned by the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I shall deem it my duty 
to enter an objection at this stage of the ses- 


sion. - . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Sen- 

ator from Rhode Island objects. : 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPusrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had appointed Mr. Marx H. 
Donwet, of Minnesota, a confereé on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. No. 255) confirming to the Port Huron 
and Lake Michigan Railroad Company the 
lands heretofore granted to the State of Mich- 
igan to aid in the’ constraction of a ‘railroad 
from Grand Haven to Flint, and thence to 
Port Huron, and providing for the manner of 
issuing patents therefor, and for other purposes, 
in the place of Mr. Joun H. Kercuam, of New 
York, excused. f as pe 

The message further announced that the 
House had appointed Mr. Samus. S. BURDETT, 


of Missouri, a conferee on the disagreeing votes 


of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 508) for 
the relief of certain tribes in the northern 
_ guperintendency, in place of Mr. Joun M. 
Cress, of Illinois, excused.. f 

‘The message also announced that the House: 
had concurred in the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No..2208) mak- 
ing appropriations for the repair, preserva- 
tion, and completion of certain public works 
on rivers.and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The. message farther announced that: the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 649) for the 
relief of Simeon Savage. 

< WILLIAM B. MUSE. 


Mr. CRAGIN. The Committee on Naval 


| 


Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2949) for the relief of William B. Muse, 
have had the same under considération, and 
directed me to report it back without amend- 
ment. I have held this report back for some 
days,in the hope that when I made it the bill 
would be allowed to pass. It is a little bill, 
paying about seven’ hundred -dollars. The 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Poot] feels 
a great interest in it, and Fask for its present 
consideration. = ` = 

Mr. POOL. Ihope that bill will be passed 
now. ee 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay “to William B. Muse, 
formerly a passed ‘midshipman in the Navy of 
the United States, the sum of $729, as pay- 
ment in full for services rendered the Govern- 
ment during two years and twenty-eight days, 
that amount being the difference of pay 
between a passed: midshipman and a master 
in the Navy ‘of the United States. 

The bill was-reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ‘ordered ‘to a third reading, read 
the.third time, and passed. ' 


NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. BAYARD. On behalf of the minor- 
ity of the Committée of :Investigation and 
Retrenchment, consisting of the Senator from 
California [Mr. CasseRLy] and myself, I de- 
sire to present their viewsin relation to the 
affairs of the custom-house at New York, and 
to ask that they accompany the report and be 
printed in similar form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware offers the views of. the 
minority on. the custom-house. investigation, 
and asks that they be printed. . That order 
will be entered if there be no objection. . 

REPORTS OF. COMMITTEES, 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was 
referred the petition of letter-carriers of Indi- 
anapolis, Indiana, praying an increase of com- 
pensation, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of members of the 
Illinois Legislature, praying that an increase 
of compensation be'granted to mail-carriers, 
asked to` be discharged from its further con- 
sideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the résolution of the Chamber of 
Commerce of New Orleans in favor of. in- 
creased: mail facilities between that city and 
other points, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred sixty-two petitions of citizens 
of the United States, praying that publishers 
of and dealers in newspapers and periodicals 
be allowed to receive by mail printed matter 
weighing four ounces on the same terms as 
regular subscribers, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration; which was 
agreed to. f 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
wére referred forty-two petitions of citizens of 
the: United States, praying that the manufac- 
ture and sale of stamped envelopes by the 
Government be discontinued, asked to be dis- 
charged from their further’ consideration ; 
which was agreed’ to. ee ee i: 

Mr. KELLOGG, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


No. 1156) to define the limits of the collection | 


district of the Teche, in the State of Louis- 
iana, and for other purposes, reported it with 
an amendment. : 

Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2693) to provide for an additional 
term of the district and circuit court of the 
United States at Syracuse, New York, reported 
it adversely. 


Mr. CONKLING. I ask that that/bill go“on 
the Calendar. — ge a ar a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: “The ditl 
will be placed on the Calendar with the ad- 
verse report of the: committee. o °° hoo 
i f MARTIN P, HARDIN.. 

Mr. ALCORN. I ask. the unanimous. cone. 
sent of the Senate to take up a bill to, which I 
called attention on Saturday evening, and 
which had precedence of any other bill at that 
time—a, bill to Ray what we owe, not’ asking 
that anything shall be appropriated except that 
which the Government has belonging: to an- 
other, a poor man—a little over two hundred 
dollars. The bill is on the Secretary’s table, 
and I beg the Senate will allow it to .pass.., 

There being no objection, the Senate, as.in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1457) for the relief: 
of Martin P. Hardin, of Pontotoe county, Mis- 
sissippi.. It-directs the payment to.Martin-P. 
Hardin of $200 73, which sum. was paid by 
him for the northeast of quarter section’ six- 
teen, township nine, range five east of thd 
meridian line of the Chickasaw cession, in the 
State of Mississippi, the title to.which tract of 
land has been adjudged by a competent tribu- 
nal not to have been in the United States at 
the time of the sale. = Aeg 


The bill was reported to the. Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read: 
the third time, and passed. ro 

TIMBER ON WESTERN PRAIRIES, 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. | I move to take up Sen- 
ate bill No. 680, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands some timé ago. I had 
hoped to occupy some of the time of the Sen- 
ate in discussing this bill, but at this stage of. 
the session I shall not undertake that. I ask 
that it be put on its passage. | _ eke 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S, No. 680) to encourage 
the growth of timber on the western poine 
It provides that any person who shall: plant, 
protect, and keep in a healthy growing cov- 
dition for five years, one hundred and twenty 
acres of timber, the trees thereon not being 
more than eight feet apart each way, on any 
quarter section of any of the public lands of 
the United States, shall be entitled to a pat- 
ent for the whole of thè quarter section at the 
expiration of the five years, on making proof 
of such fact by not less than two credible wit- 
nesses; but only one quarter in any section 
is to be thus granted. ` : 

The person applying for the benefit.of this 
act upon application to the register of the 
land office in which he or shé is about to make 
such entry, is to. make affidavit before the 
register or receiver that the entry is made for 
the cultivation of timber, and upon fling. the 
affidavit with the register and receiver, and on 
payment of ten dollars, he or she is thereupon 
to be permitted to enter the quantity of land 
specified ; but no certificate is.to be given or 
patent issued therefor until the expiration of, 
at least five years from the date of such entry ; 
and if at the expiration of such time, or at 
any time within three years thereafter, the 
person making such entry, or if he or she be 


| dead, his or her heirs or legal representatives, 


shall prove by two credible witnesses that he, 
she, or they have planted and for not less than 
five years have cultivated and protected such: 
quantity and. character of timber, they ate. to 
receive the patent for süch quarter section of, 
land. ra 
- Ifat any time after the filing of the affidavit, 
and prior to the issuing of the patent for the 
land, it shall be proven, after due notice to the 
party making such entry and claiming to culti- 
vate such timber, to the satisfaction of the; 
register of the land office that such person bas. 
abandoned or failed to cultivate, protect, and 
keep in good condition such timber, then, and 
in that event, the land is to revert. to. the 
United States. i 
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ne 
than eighs feet apart gach way; andina good, 
thrifty: eoddition, ‘for each and: évery sixteen 
acras ofithe homestead is, upon’due proof of’. 
the fact by two credible witnesses, to receive: 
hig-or her: patent. for the-homestead.: a 
voNoand» acquired ander the provisions of 
‘this act isjin“any‘event; to become liable to 
the satisfaction ofany debt or debts contracted 
prior to theissuing of patenttherefor. =+, 
iTho Commissioner of the General Land 
Office is: required ‘to prepare‘ and ‘issue such 
rules and regulations ‘consistent with this act 
as shall be‘neoessary and proper to carry its 
provisignginto effect; and thre registers and the 
receivers of ‘the several land offices are tobe 
entitled to receive thé same compensation for 
any lands’entered under the provisions of: this 
act that they are now entitled. to-receive when 
the dame quantity ‘of land is entered with 
MONEY! O Nin e J S AER ay n i 
The fifth section of the act entitled An act 


mban thé treed thereon not beihg more || 


in-addition: to ‘an act tó- punish crimes against 
the::United: States, and for other purposes,” 
approved. March 8, 18567, is to extend to all 
oaths, affirmations, and affidavits required or 
authorized by the acts... A 

, Lhe Committee-on Public Lands reported 
the bill with ‘amendments. The first; amend- 
ment was in lines four and five of section two, 


trike h 


to at ut. joue hundred and twenty ’’ and 
inge , 
Wel 


r 
ot *forty,’” and in line six to strike out 
eight? and insert ‘twelve ;’’ so, that the 
engiion. will read i bilo ence 
That: rson ` ; ; : 
‘Koop ta Ronithy growing condition fer Ave Yonn 
forty acres’ ot tiniber, the treos thóredn not boing 
tyelve feet apart cach way, on any quar- 

I tion of any of the public lands of the Unitad 
‘Statos-shalt bo entitled to a patent for tho whole o 
said quarter'seotion, dos © it ; 

C Phe alnendinent was agréed to, °° 

i Thb nekt amendment was in ‘section four, 
‘Hng éight, tô strike dut: eight’ and insert 
‘twelve ;™ go aa to read, ‘the trees thereon 
nat being more than twelve feet apart each 

‘yin é 

: "Phe ationidinent wid arbed to, ie 

` Mr. HARLAN, T move further to amen 
the Dill by Bulking out’ “Ave” and inserting 
‘ ten"? before the word.‘ years.’” 
Me HITCHCOCK. T hope not. r 
“Mr. SHERMAN, The amendment adopted 
a moment ogo requires them only to plant 
forty instead of one hundred and twenty acres, 
as lufiderstand. = 

` Mr. POMEROY, That is, forty trees on 
each oho hundred and sixty acres. i 
Mr: SHERMAN. That makes it very 
liberal a a 
‘Mr, HITCHCOCK. The Senator will find 
that is amply sufficient. I believe this. is the 
most important bill for the treeless plains west 
of the Missouri river that has been before the 
‘Senate at this session. J ask that it may be 
passed, that we may have an opportunity to 


try if at any rate. `: xe i 
“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
h the ameñdment of the Senator from 


owa, t 
Mr. HARLAN. 


_ I ask for the yeas and 


were ordered. : || 
.. That amendment will 


intentiön of the Senate’ to exténd the right to 
kötiestead ‘lands to everybody,’ whether they 
have embraced the privileges of that act here- 


tofore or not, and virtually to extinguish the || 


stand how. these things are done and may:be 
done, know very well that five years’ growth 
of timber. on a. western prairie, cultivated as it 
probably will. be within the meaning.of: that 
clause, will not amount to mach.. At-the.end, 
of five. years. there. will be no,timber. on the 
land,.and. no , probability of timber in: the 
future, and yet. he will,be.able.to prove that he 
has come. within the letter of that law.. 

L.suppose the honorable Senator.from Ne- 
braska intends to effect something by the pas- 
sage of a bill of this kind, in the way, of stim- 
uiating the growth of timber... As he intro- 
duced the bill, it would require, some, invest. 
ment that would be a guarantee of good faith 
on the part of ‘the individual who should 
attempttoenter. Hf the party is required to 
break: up“and ‘plant out ‘one hundred “and 
twenty acres of the one hundred and sixty, 
such an: investment will be a guarantee of good 
faith; but to merely require him to break up 
forty acres of land and make a pretense of 
planting out forest trees and cultivating fora 
term of five years is, in my opinion, a’sham, 
and will prove to be a sham. If it is the 
intention of the Senate to makea gratuity of 
that much land to everybody who will choose 
to.go through this process, of course they will 
vote it. Ifyou extend the time to ten years; 
a ten years’ cultivation will show whether 
phots is apy growth of trees that will produce 

imber, ; 

Why, Mr. President, the growth of a forest 
requires a bundred, years, ron undertake to 
cultivate oak trees, the kind of timber needed 
on the western. prairies, and you must cultivate 
them for a hundred years, You may produce 


soft timber, such as cotton-wood and maple, 
in twenty or thirty years that will amount to 
timber. But this is proposition to require them 
to cultivate but five years and. then’ secure 
title to the land... I know it is not.the inten- 


: agreed to: unanimously now. 27° ') 


Mr. TIPTON.. In regard. to that amend- 
ment, [think the Senator from. fowa is: cor- 
rect... In the.firss place, there: is no. certainty 
at the end of five years that you are to have 
one.stick-of timber, on.yourclaim.: o -e 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That amendment is 


APs: BLAN.. Is.it agreed to? i p 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
was.about:to-put.the. question upon’ i The 


Senator from Nebraska accepted it, 


Mr... TIPTON. If it is aceepted, I have 
nothing to says : : p o 
The amendment was agreed to.: : 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed,.and,the amendments-were concurred in. 
Mr. ALCORN. This is in the nature of 
a.preémption law,- as J understand it, It is 
not sò in, termg, it is true, but that.is. the effect 
of it... My opinion, is that no. person should be 
entitled tọ the benefit of such a law. who owns 
at the time as much as a quarter section of 
land. in. any..other State or .Territory.in the 
Union. This. ig intended. for the landless, 
those, who are without land. » Nor should. any 
person be: entitled. to the. benefits of. the law 
who. has heretofore availed himself of the ben- 
efits of.any, of the preémption laws.of this Goy- 
ernment; and I propose to, offer an. amend- 
ment to that effect. Itis.to the poor: of the 
country tbat. these acts of preémption should 
be extended, and they should. be. guarded 
against monopolies. whieh.. will. -necessarily 
grow up, under these laws of Congress. L 
move to amend the bill by adding at the end 


of the last section. the following: 


Provided, That no person shall be entitled to the 
benefit of this act who shall, at the time of entering 
unon said land, be the ownor of as much as ono hun- 
dred and sixty. acres of land in-any Stateor Territory 
of the United States; And provided further, That the 
benefit of this act shall not accrue to any who may 
Have had ‘the benefit of any previous preémption 
aw. : ' , 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from 
Mississippi totally ee the. object 
and intention of this bill: The object of the 
bill is to encourage and develop a growth of 
timber on the treeless plains west of the’ Mig- 
souri river.. Is will také capital, it, will take 
money to plant, cultivate, ‘and ‘protect forty 
acres of timber, of trees. twelve feet apart for 
ten ‘years, as the bill now provides: A man 
without capital can get his land vow without 
money and without price under the homestéad 
law. ‘The object ot this bill is to encourage 
the growth of. timber, not.merely for the 
benefit of the soil, not: merely for the value of 
the timber of itself, but for its influence upon 


me, I: have had a great. deal of experience 
with regard to the preémption laws, but I will 
withdraw the amendment. mye et 

The..PRESIDENT. pro, tempore.. The 
amendment is withdrawn. Madi A 

. The bill was ordered to be. engrossed. for a 
third reading, read. the third time, and passed. 
vos o>. @BORGE W. STURTEVANT.: 

Mr. HOWE. I. desire to make a réport 
from the Comiiittee on Claims‘on: House bill 
No, 1810, for the relief of George W: Starte- 
vant. It asks for $100 as it passed the House. 
The $100 has been in the Treasury a good 
while for land the man has never got. I ask 
that the bill be put on its passages: 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee: of the Whole, proceeded: to con- 
sider the bill (H. R: No. 1810) for the relief 
of George W. Sturtevant. Itis a direction to 
the Secretary of the Treasury to. pay to George 
W: Sturtevant, of Dodge county, Wisconsin, 
$100, in full: settlement of all claimë on his 
behalf growing out of money paid by him. to 
the United States receiver of the Milwaukee 
land office by mistake. i Big Dany ` 

The bill was was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered.to-a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 3 


If the Senator will allow 


1872. 
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JOUN E. WOODWARD. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. J report back 
from the Committee on the Judiciary the biil 
(H. R.. No. 1424) to reimburse John E. Wood- 


ward for certain moneys paid by him. It pays. 


him $3.600 under these circumstances: as an 
officer of the Government he seized property, 
sold it for $3.600, and it was paid into the 
Treasury. He was afterward sued and bad to 
pay the $3.600. This isto pay him the money 
which he paid into the Treasury. i 
_ There being no objection, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. It directs that the sum of 
$3 629 72 be paid from the judiciary fund 
accruing from fines, penalties, and forfeit- 
ures to John E. Woodward, the same being 
the amount of money paid by him as dam- 
ages, interest, and costs on a judgment in 
favor of Samuel Fells in the circuit court of 
McCracken county, State of Kentucky, be- 
cause of the sale by Woodward of certain 
propery during the war by the order of the 
President of the Uniied States, the proceeds 
of the sale having been duly and faithfully 
accounted for,to the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third ume, and passed. 


INDIANS OF NORTHERN SUPERINTENDENCY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before 
the Senate the amendment of the House of 
Represeniatives to the bill (S. No. 508) for 
the relief of certain tribes of Indians in the 
northern superintendency. 

The amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was at the end of the first section 
to insert the following: 

Provided, That no sale shall be approved unless 
the average sales of each of said parcels of said 
lands shall be at least $2 50. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 
concur in the House amendment. Several 
messages have passed in relation to it. The 
Senate non-concurred at first and asked for a 
committee of conference; the House agreed 
to the request for a conference. I move now 
that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN G. MERRITT. 


Mr. RAMSEY submitted the following reso: 
lution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: ` 

Resolved, That John G. Merritt, a disabled sol- 
dier and faithiul officer of the Senate, be continued 
as messenger and doorkeeper, under the authority 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, until the further order of 
the Senate. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CALDWELL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (3. 
No. 1193) authorizing the construction of æ 
public building at Leavenworth, Kansas, for 
the use of the post office, United States courts, 
and revenue offices in said city; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN NEVADA RAILROAD. 

Mr. POMEROY. Task thata bill which has 
come from the House be put on its passage. 
Jt relates to something in Nevada, and the 
Senator from Nevada will explain it. 

Mr. STEWART. That is a bill granting 
the right of way between Elko and Hamilton 
to build a narrow guage railroad that the par- 
ties have succeeded in raising the money for. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is the bill (H. R. No. 
1842) tc grant the right of way through the 
pubiic lands to the Eastern Nevada Railroad 
Company. Lam authorized by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands to report it back and ask 
for its present consideration. 

Mr. ROBERLSON. I object to the con- 
sideration of that bill, 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator from 
South Corolina will not object. 
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_ Mr. ROBERTSON. This bill gives the 
right of way through: the public lands for all 
time. í 

ENROLLED BILES SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. CrixToN LLoyD, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: f 

A bill (H. R. No. 1671) making appropri- 

ations for the construction, preservation, and 
repairs of certain fortifications and other works 
of defense ; 
"A bill (H. R. No. 2208) making appropria- 
tions for the repair, preservation, and com: 
pletion of certain public works on rivers aud 
harbors, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H.R. No. 2582) making appropri- 
ations for the payment of claims reported 
allowed by the commissioners of claims under 
the act of Congress of March 8, 1871; 

Abill(H. R. No. 2800) to authorize the Pres- 
ident of the United States to appoint one or 
more commissioners to represent the Goverh- 
ment of the United States at the international 
exposition of agriculture, industry and fine 
arts, to be held at Vienna in 1873; -` 

A bill (H. R. No. 2973) to refund duties 
paid on goods, wares and merchandise remain- 
ing in bond or store on the 1st day of August, 
1872; 

A bill (S. No. 649) for the relief of Simeon 
Savage; and 

A bill (S. No. 1175) for the relief of certain 
Indians in the central superintendency ; 


CINCINNATL PUBLIC BUILDING SITE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move now to take up 
the billiu regard to the condemnation of land 
for the custom-house building in Cincinnati. 
i think Senators are ready to vote. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2867) to 
regulate the exercise of eminent domain in 
gecuring a site for public buildings in the city 
of Cincinnati. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
House bill No. 2040. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not object, but I 
think we had betrer take one thing at.a time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The ques- 
tion is on the amendment reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary on page 5, section 
pine, line three, to strike outthe word “board” 
and insert *‘ Secretary.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am opposed to the 
passage of this bill, and I will state my rea- 
sons why. Like some other bills that. have 
been passed here, this bili marks an entirely 
new depariure from the Constitution in the 
policy of the Government. Itis the very first 
bill in which the United States have under- 
taken to assert the right to institute proceed- 
ings in their own courts for the condemnation 
of lands within the limits of a State. In sev- 
eral of the States there are laws in regard to 
the general subject, but they are laws which 
are limited for the present purpose, according 
to my recollection, to one of two classes. One 
class is where the State provides for a cession 
of jurisdiciion with the United States over 
lands acquired by them by purchase or gift 
in the ordinary way. Lhe other class con- 
| sists of laws such as the law we have in the 
State of California, whereby the United States, 
like any other suitor, is allowed to use the 
courts of the State for the purpose of proceed- 
ings to condemn lands in virtue of the right 
of eminent domain in the State. There is no 
act of any State, that lam aware of, and I 
think there is no act of Congress, which-claims, 
as this bill does, the right of eminent domain 
in the United States to lands within a State. 
Ido not think that the attempt to assert the 


I ask to bave a vote on 


i 


claim in the Federal courts aggravates the 
| enormity of the claim in the least, lt seems 


\ nent domain for sil public purposes. 


to mea claim that is wholly ‘indefensible, 
either in the light of authority or precedent, 

Mr. President, what is the right of eminent 
domain? Shortly stated, it is the ultimate 
right which is held to exist in the State of dis- 
poring for publie purposes of private property 
within its-jurisdiction. It is a right which in 
practice is usually, perbaps always, asserted in 
regard to land, though.it extends to personal 
property as well. D 

This right of tbe State she may exercise 
directly, as for her own public works. ` She 
may exercise it indirectly, as when she au- 
thorizes private parties, either singly or in 
association, to avail themselves of her right 
of eminent domain to condemn lands for uses 
that are public in some aspect of them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The morn- 
ing hour bas expired, and it becomes the daty 
of the Chair to call up the unfinished business 
of yesterday, being House bill No. 2247, giv- 
ing the approval and sanction of Congress to 
the termini and route of the Anacostia and 
Potomac River railroad, and to regulate its 
construction and operation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that will be passed 
over until we dispose of this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be 
passed over informally if there be no objec- 
tion, and the Senator from California will pro- 
ceed with his remarks on the bill in regard to 
public buildings at Cincinnati. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The case of railroads is 
a striking instance of the indirect exercise by 
a State of the right of eminent domain. A 
railroad company has, of course, no inherent 
right of eminent domain. Buta public rail- 
road is a public purpose, or at least has been 
so decided by the courts in a series of decisions 
of too long standing and of number tvo great 
now to be questioned ; hence the State delegates 
to a railroad company the exercise of the right 
of eminent domain for the acquisition of the 
lands required for its necessary uses. 

The difficulty which prevents one from voting 
for this bill is easily stated. If the United 
States have the right of eminent domain to 
lands within a State for the purpose of a post 
office or a custom-house, being a public pur- 
pose of the Guited States, why do not the 
United States possess it for any other public 
purpose? Once you concede that, it follows 
that the right of eminent domain is in the 
United States to the same extent and in the 
game intent and meaning as it is in the State ; 
that is, for all public purposes of either, and 
under the same limits as to its exercise. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THurman] 
says to me, “ Nobody does pretend that.” 1 
must say this bill does pretend that very 
thing. Why do I say so? Because the object 
of the bill as explained here—I have not read 
it; it has been brought in at- such a late hour 
of the session asto make it impossible to 
examine it, but, as I heard the bill explained 
by the Senator himself, the object of it is to 
enable the United States to condemn lands 
within a State for the public purposes of the 
Federal Government. Now I say such a bill, 
implies in the United States the right of pal 

it 
does not imply that, what does it imply? 
Where is the limit sheet of that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator 
from California if be is aware that the State 
of Ohio has already ceded to the United States 
jurisdiction over this land ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. The cession of jurisdic- 
tion by the State has nothing to do with the 
proprietary title. The two things are wholly 
distinct. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. _I did not know that the 
Senator was aware of that fact. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am discussing the ac- 
quisition of proprietary title by proceedings 
of condemnation at present. -I am very glad 
to hear that the United States and the State 
of Ohio have deferred so muchto the manifest 
letter of the Constitution as to understand that 
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a. dession by Ohio is necessary to vest polit- 
ical- jurisdiction. in~ the: United States. over 
-Jand ‘acquired. in Ohio by the United: States 
for public-purposes. : Why not make short work 
‘of it andisay at once that the. United-States by 
: a proceeding in. her own courts could divest 
_ the political jurisdiction of the-State of Ohio 
over the land in:question? As well say so-as 
say thatthe United States can acquire the pro+ 
prietary title to the same lands by a proceed: 
“Angin theircown courts.) © 0 > ! 
«Why; Mr; President; this claim of. eminent- 
* domain in the United: States to lands in; Ohio 
seems to me utterly untenable, . The State of 
Ohio herself bas. not a particle of right to 
condemn ‘lands. within: -her limits or permit 
them to be condemned except by virtue of her 
eminent domain, What right of eminent do- 
main have the United States to lands within 
the State of Ohio? How’ can two Govern» 
ments have the same paramount title to the 
same lands at the same time? ` 
In the multitude of decided cases I do not 
say there may not be some whieh give color 
to this bill, Onesuch case I have in my mind: 
a- case in the State. court of Kentucky, in 
respect of a post. road, if L remember rightly. 
But. on the other hand there ‘are more ‘cuses 
than one in the Supreme Court of the United 
States looking in.the contrary direction... One 
of them, the well-known! Mobilo case of Pol- 
lard’s lessee, expressly; holds, according to my 
recollection, that the: United States have no 
right of eminent: domain to lands within a 
State, mor to any land except those over 
which they have the right of exclusive legis- 
lation, as for instance in the District of Colum: 
bia and in the Territories. - 

The right of eminent domain is a sovereign 
right as old at least as the time of the Ro» 
mans, Jt wis a right known to the Roman 
law.. It was regulated by fixed rules. Com- 
pensation was provided for. It was not left 
to our American civilization or our institu- 
tions to fix the law that private property should 
not be taken except for public purposes, and 
then only on making compensation. The Sem 
ator from New Jersey: (Mv. Peeurnonovsex] 
in the last debate on thia bill, protested the 
other day. against tha idea: of @a.great Gov- 
ernment’? going down. ‘on its knees when- 
ever it wants a lot of ground for a post office 
or a cuatom-houge. 

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. With the con- 
sent of the Senator from California E will say 
that I made no allusion toa great Government 

oing down on its knees. f said that a great 

tovernment must have the power to carry out 

the ‘purposes for whioh it was created. At 
least if I did aay anything about going on its 
knees, it has pasaed my inind. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ` The Senator has for- 
gotten his own words. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If the Senator 
will pormit me, 1 should. like to ask him what 

- consideration he gives to that article of the 
Constitution which provides that just oom- 
pensation shall be made where property is 
taken, if the Government has no right to take 
property ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will cometo that pres- 
ently. I have to say now that the Senator 
from New Jersey has forgotten what he said 
so recently, All the Senators about me 
remember itdistinctly.. I remember it because 
it struck me as rather a peculiar way of put- 
ting the question. s 
_ Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ido not think 
it is material whether I said it or not; but I 
do not think I did say it. 

Mr. CASSERLY,. I think the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr BAYARD] responded av the 
moment and protested against: the language. 
Now, sir, let me say that Ithink it ig no loss 
of. dignity in the Government of the United 

States, great as it is, to-be required to proceed 
according to its own Constitition:and laws. A 
great Government is never so great as when it 


submits itself cordially and frankly to the do- 
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minion-of law. The difficulty. of the present 
hour is thatin the confusion of ideas which has 
seized hold of men, even those trained to the 
law, a demand mado by a Government so great 
ag the Government of the United States seems 
to be sufficient to exelude’ all. questions of 
constitutional power. =. oS 

The Senator [Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN] asks me 
bow I construe the clause of the Constitution 
that compensation shall be made for private 
property taken for -publie uses, -.Why,. Mr. 
President, that is a provision which binds the 
Government of the United States just as much 
as it binds a railroad company or as it binds a 
State. How can you ascertain the compensa- 
tion except by proceedings laken ina qualified 
tribunal? Is the power that takes the lands, 
whether it be the United States or the State 
of Ohio, or a railroad company, to determine 
the question of compensation against the will 
of the owner of the property ? 

Mr. President, it is with great regret that I 
find a measure of this magnitude brought for- 
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Treasury Department with price of each site, 
.its situation and advantages, giving their opin- 
ion as to which they prefer.. Sometimes the 
commission. differ. Now, whether: the. fact 
appears or does not appear. by that report, is 
what I am trying to get at. glean TA 

Mr. SHERMAN. The: report. is here in 
print, but I have not got it with me now. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I only want to: know 
whether. the fact does or does not appear that 
the city of Cincinnati and citizens there ‘have 
taken advantage.of the passage of this. law to 
raise the price of certain lots so as.to prevent 
the fair carrying out of the law. The reason 
I ask that question is this: as a member 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 1 know that that committee has 
hardly been able to resist the hundreds, I 
might almost say thousands, of applications 
from all partsof the country. There seems 
to be a mania all over the country everywhere 
to get the Government to put up public build- 
ings. Petitions come in by hundreds and 


ward at this late period of the session. J 
think it ought not now to be pressed. In jus- 
tice to Senators who desire to discuss this bill, 
which comes here without the sanction of any 
committee, it ought to be laid aside until the 
next session of Congress. If Cincinnati cares 
s0 little about the construction of a post office 
and court-house for the United States within 
her limits that she will not cede the land to 
the United States, or if there is such a temper 
among her people that they will not sell the 
land at a reasonable price, then I confess my 
surprise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thope the Senator from 
California will not say anything of that kind. 
In Cincinnati there is an eager desire, for I 
have been telegraphed by men of both polit- 
ical parties in regard to this matter. ‘The dif- 
ficulty in the way is that in the case of one of 
the sites which is proposed there are minor 
heirs, from whom a good title cannot be had 
except by condemnation. In other cases there 
are ditfienities in making title; and this is a 
mode of getting title i have no doubt full 
price will be given and there will -beno diff- 
culty in the way. Itis only beeduse of the 
extreme anxiety of the people of Cincinnati 
that my colleague and I are here pressing this 


bill, with the consent, I believe, of every mem- 
ber of the delegation from Ohio. ‘The bill 
passed the House of Representatives with no 
serious objection, and I hope the Senate will 
pass it. y reason for pushing it is simply 
because I am pressed by my constituents to 
secure its passage. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I should like to ask a 
question for information. The course these 
things take, according to my understanding, 
is that after a bill is passed making an appro- 
priation for a public building a commission is 
appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury ; 
that commission consists usually of the district 
judge, the assessor of. internal revenue, or 
the collector, and the postmaster of the cit: 
where the building is to be located. i 

Mr, SHERMAN. All those proceedings 
have been gone through with, and the com- 
mission is now in Cincinnati, composed of the 
most eminent men. The postmaster is one; 
Mr. Groesbeck, formerly a member of Con- 
gress, is another. There are five commission- 
ers, loading citizens of Cincinnati. What 
they desire is to do the best they can for the 
Government. They will not use this law 
unless it is necessary. If they select certain 
property it will be necessary, because, first, 
there are heirs 

Mr. STOCKTON. I-wanted to ask the Sen- 
ator whether the report of that commission is 
here so that we can seeit. The Senator states 
that in one case this will be necessary to make 
the title.- He did not give us the reason in the 
other case. The commission generally determ- 
ine upon a site; they report that site to the 
Secretary of the Treasury; they advertise for 
proposals; they report all the proposals to the | 


thousands. There area hundred applications 
now, perhaps, that the committee have not 
acted on. There are gentlemen ‘pressing us 
at these very last minutes of ‘the session. 
Some places.are ready to give the land ifthe 
Government will put up a public building: 
Sometimes cities. buy sites for the purpose. 
Again, public-spirited individuals go and buy a 
site. I agree with the Senator from California 
in hig objection, and I so expressed myself 
the other day. This is the first time that Gon- 
gress has proposed to set such an example. 
These gentlemen asked for àn appropriation, 
and received, I presume, all they asked for 
this public building, and now come back and 
say ‘We cannot buy the land; we wish to 
condemn it.” And all this is to be done with- 
out ever referring the bill to the committee 
that authorized the building to. be erected. I 
do say itis stepping beyond the position in 
which the Senate ought to put themselves. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand the Sen- 

ator from Ohio nearest the Chair [Mr. Suer- 
MAN] to say now, in answer to the wonder 
expressed by me why it was that in the whole 
city of Cincinnati it was not possible for the 
United States to acquire by the ordinary mode 
of purchase or gift land enough for the pur- 
pose desired. that as to the title to the par- 
ticular lands sought to be reached by this bill 
there is a Cuticulty, owing to the fact that a 
portion of the title is in minors or lunatics, 
or persons otherwise incompetent to convey. 
That answer only increases my wonder. Is it 
possible that in all the city of Cincinnati there 
is only this one piece of ground? Isit possis 
ble there are not plenty of lots and parcels of 
land as to which no such difficulty exists? 
Why, sir, the more we consider. this bill the 
more our attention is attracted to it, and to 
the circumstance of its being brought.forward 
at this late day of the session. The Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. Srocxroy] has just 
stated another objection, that this bill has not 
been allowed.to take the usual course; it has 
not been allowed to go before the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. It seems to me 
that this bill has every possible objection that 
can existto such a bill. The Senator from Ohio, 
I understand, merely wishes to clear himself 
of responsibility to his constituents. I ani 
glad to hear the Senator say so much. I am 
glad of it because it shows that he feels with 
me that a bill of this noveliy and of this im- 
portance ought not to be pressed in the expir- 
ing moments of the session. The Senate will 
keep in mind that the State of Ohio has ceded 
nothing to the United States in regard ‘to 
these lands except the political jurisdiction 
of the State. | ` : 

Now, sir, the State of Ohio has not ceded 
to the United States any right of eminent do- 
main in any degree or in any sense whatever. 
How could she? Of course she could not. 
She could authorize the United States, though, 
į to take proceedings in her courts for the con- 
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demnation of lands for the benefit of the Uni- 
ted States. That is my position. IfI recol- 
lect correctly there is such a law in the State 
of California under which sites have been con- 
demned for fortifications and light-houses, and 
I think it is inünitely nearer and closer to the 
Constitution than the bill which the two Sen- 
ators from Ohio are pressing upon the Senate. 
Political jurisdiction and the right of eminent 
domain go together; they coexist in one power. 
The same sovereignty that has the one has the 
other. They cannot be separated. The polit- 
ical power which has primarily the right of 
jurisdiction is the State. The State may, if it 
chooses, cede that jurisdiction to the United 
States to land within her borders. She may 
also permit the United States, in virtue of her, 
the State’s right of eminent domain, to take 

roceedings for the condemnation of the same 
ands. Thus the State enables the United States 
to have the political jurisdiction over lands 
for public buildings of the United States. In 
the next place, the State permits the United 
States to acquire the proprietary title against 
the will of the private owner, and without re- 
gard to his wishes. The proper mode is pro- 
vided by the law of the State for the assess- 
ment of the damages. There is a writ well 
known to the common Jaw, and nearly as old 
as the common law, certainly it goes back to 
a very remote period of the earliest statutes, 
the writ of ad quod damnum, which is familiar 
enough to lawyers. 

I said this bill is here without the sanction 
of any committee. Iam aware that it has the 
sanction of the two Senators from Ohio. I do 
not wish in any degree to derogate from the 
authority which justly belongs to those two 
Senators on any subject, even of the highest 
law that we know of, constitutional law. But 
on a question like this, of such novelty and 
magnitude, every one of us must act according 
to his own sense of right, each one of us must 
be guided by his own lights; and guided by my 
lights, the best I have been able to obtain on 
the subject, I am constrained to take the posi- 
tion which I am now endeavoring to enforce. 
IfI have not been able to give it sufficient 
examination, the fault is not mine. It isin 
the introduction of this bill at such a period 
of the session as to render it impossible. 

But, sir, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tuur- 
MAN] took me up rather abruptly awhile ago 
when I insisted that this bill carried with it 
the strongest possible implication of the right 
of eminent domain in the United States. I 
am compelled to adhere to that view. If this 
pill does not carry with it the assertion of the 
right of eminent domain within the United 
States to this land in the State of Ohio, I do 
not understand it. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator misunder- 
stood me entirely. Certainly the bill does 
assert the right of eminent domain in the 
United States; but the Senator said it asserted 
it as broadly as it was asserted by the State. 
That was an error. It asserts it only as far as 
the power ofthe General Government extends. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I would rather the Sen- 
ator would let me get through; I have but a 
few moments to speak. The Senator will 
have his time to answer; and the question is 
one of too much importance to be cut up into 
little pieces and fragments. 

I repeat, the bill does assert the right of 
eminent domain. That the Senator concedes. 
T now claim that it does assert the right of 
eminent domain as broadly as the States pos- 
sess it for the purposes of this bill. If it does 
not, where is the limitation? What could 
the State of Ohio do if she desired to con- 
demn these lands for a State court-house? 
She could have a law enabling her to go into 
her own court and condemn these lands in 
invitum. That is precisely, neither more nor 
less, what this act purports to allow the United 
States to do. It allows the United States to 
go into her court and condemn these same 
lands in invitum. The measure of the power, 


the mode of exercising it are identical in each 
case. The extent of the power claimed and 
asserted in each case is also identical. I am 
unable to see any logical answer to these 
conclusions. i 

Mr. THURMAN. Ishall not occupy more 
than five minutes, perhaps, and I should not 
do that but for the extreme severity of lan- 
guage of the Senator from California. The 
Senator says that this bill has not a shadow of 
constitutional foundation. Well, Mr. Presi- 
dent, Í believe I have been as strict a construc- 
tionist of the Constitution as my friend from 
California, and I do not think I have been the 
advocate of ‘measures that have not a shadow 
of constitutional foundation. I do not think 
that my record will show that I have been the 
advocate of doubtful powers, much less of 
powers that have not the shadow of constitu- 
tional foundation. 

Let us see what the question is. This bill 
does assert that there is such a thing as the 
right of eminent domain in the United States. 
Undoubtedly it does. But does it assert that 
it is as broad as the power of eminent domain 
that is vested ina State? By no means, and 
for the simple reason that the objects of Fed- 
eral jurisdiction are limited far more than are 
the objects of State jurisdiction. In so far as 
it has the right of eminent domain, that is to 
say, in respect to those objects in respect. to 
which it may exercise the right of eminent do- 
main, its right is as perfect as that of a State. 
But it has not the right of eminent domain in 
reference to a great many subjects that are 
within the jurisdiction of a State. Then there 
is a large doubtful class. For instance, a 
State has a right to condemn property for the 
making of a railroad within the State ; but the 
Senator from California and I agree that Con- 
gress has no right to make a railroad within 
a State without the assent of the State, and 
therefore that the Government of the United 
States does not, without such consent, possess 
the power of eminent domain in regard to that 
object; but does anybody deny the power of 
the General Government to have a custom- 
house or a court-honse or a post office; and 
does anybody deny that a court-house, a post 
office, a custom-house are public uses? Can 
anybody deny that? If property used for a 
custom-house, a court-house, a post office is 
property devoted to a public use, I would like 
to know why it is that the Federal Govern- 
ment has- no right of eminent domain in 
respect to them? 

What is the meaning of this provision in 
the fourth article of amendment to the Con- 
stitution, “Nor shall private property be 
taken for public use without just compensa- 
tion?” That is not to limit the powers of a 
State. It has been expressly decided, again 
and again, in the Supreme Court that not one 
of the first ten articles of amendment has any 
application to a State, that they are all limit- 
ations upon the powers of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. It has been so decided in respect 
to this very clause, 7 Peters, 243. What, then, 
ig meant by saying here, “* Nor shall private 
property be taken for public use without just 
compensation,’ except that the Government 
of the United States shall not take private 
property for public use without making just 
compensation ? 

Mr. STOCKTON. Ican give the Senator 
an auswer to that. Take the case of cotton 


‘seized since the war in the South, private 


property.taken for public use where no com- 
pensation was ever made. 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the Senator say 
that that is constitutional? The Senator 
interrupted me with a remark that I must beg 
leave to say, with due respect to him, is not 
pertinent at all What is the fundamental 
ŝdea? Itis that the right of eminent domain 
is an incident of sovereignty. You will not 


perhaps find in a single State constitution | 


an express provision that the State has the 


right of eminent domain, but you find the } 


1 


limitation upon the exercise of that right, to 
wit, that private property shall not be taken 
without making just compensation, and that it 
shall be taken for a public use only. The 
right is an essential incident to sovereignty. 
Now, unless the Senator is prepared to say 
that the Government of the United States has 
no attribute of sovereignty whatever, that it 
is a Government without sovereignty ; unlesshe 
is prepared to say that that provision in the 
Constitution which says that “this Constitu- 
tion, and the laws of the United States which 
shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all 
treaties made, or which shall be made, under 
the authority of the United States, shall be 
the supreme law of the land,’ is mere non- 
sense and has no meaning; unless he is pre- 
pared to say that, and to deny that there is a 
single attribute of sovereignty in a Govern- 
ment that can make war, make peace, enter 
into treaties, levy taxes, maintain courts, make 
criminal laws and execute people for their 
violation; unless he means to say that such a 
Government is destitute of a single attribute 
of sovereignty, he must admit that this right 
of eminent domain that belongs to every sov- 
ereign Government belongs to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, but limited of 
course to the objects over which the Govern- 
ment of the United States has jurisdiction. 
There are many objects for which property 
may be condemned by the government of a 
State, because they are within its jurisdiction, 
but which are not surrendered to Federal 
jurisdiction, and in reference to which, there- 
ore, there is no power of eminent domain in 
the United States, although they are public 
uses. 

But in reference to that which is undoubtedly 
within our jurisdiction it is otherwise. This 
bill is about property upon which to build a 
court-house, custom-house, &e. Can we not 
acquire court-houses for the United States in 
which to hold the courts provided by the Con- 
stitution of the United States? Who is there 
to say that the acquisition of court-houses of 
the United States is not within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Federal Government? This must 
not be confounded for a moment with that 
other clause of the Constitution which was 
referred to the other day, peragva b seven- 
teen of section eight, of article one. Whenever 
the Government of the United States wishes to 
obtain exclusive jurisdiction then it must pro- 
ceed according to that provision of the Consti- 
tution; it must acquire the property by pur- 
chase, with the consent of the State. But the 
United States may become a property-holder 
without acquiring this exclusive political juris- 
diction. lt does it in every instance in which 
it rents a court-house, in every instance in 
which it rents a post office. In every instance 
in which it rents any building whatever the 
Government of the United States acquires by 
purchase—for a lease isa purchase—the rights 
of a property- holder. : 

Mr. BAYARD. Subject, of course, to the 
jurisdiction of the. State. 

Mr. THURMAN. Subject, of course, to 
the jurisdiction of the State. Well, sir, if you 
condemn the property, you get no exclusive 
political jurisdiction over it, You simply 
become a property-holder, just as if you had 
bought it without the assent of the State. 
That is the whole effect of the condemnation. 
Whether the State afterward, treating that 
condemnation as a purchase, treating every- 
thing as a purchase which is not descent or 
devise, may give its assent and thereby clothe 
you with exclusive jurisdiction, is a question 
for the State itself to decide. It has nothing 
to do with this bill. The only question now 
is, how can the United States acquire property, 
how can it become a property-holder, how can 
it become the owner of land on which to build 
this court-house, custom-house, and post office? 
It might buy it without asking leave of the 
State. Does anybody doubt that? Tt might 
build its’ court-house upon it without asking 
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Jeave-of the State. . Does anybody doubt. that? 
If it could-do that without- the consent of the 
State; s0 may it condemn without such con- 
sent, and stand. in the same category as if it 
had: leased. or had bought without the assent 
‘of the State.’ That is all there. is of it. Can- 
not: the’ Government purchase’ property -on 
execution in satisfaction of one of its judg- 
ments, and has it not-done so from the found- 
ation. of:.the Government? In other words, 
is it afactthat:the United States cannot be- 
come, à- property-holder in a State, al.hough 
every alien. throughout the world can? ` That 
is all there is of it, unless you are prepared to 
deny that there is any such thing as sover- 
eignty inthe United States... Certainly, the 
Government of the United States is a Govern- 
ment ot, delegated and limited powers. Cer- 
tainly, it has no powers but such as are ex- 
pressly delegated, aud such as are necessarily 
incident to those expressly. delegaied. Buta 
delegated power may be a sovereign power, 
and consequently a right of eminent domain 
may be incident to it, Are not the right to 
make war, suppress insurrections, levy and 
collect taxes, establish and maintain courts, 
enact criminal laws and inflict punishment for 
their. violation, and regulate commerce, sov- 
ereign powers? If not, what are sovereign 
powers? What answer is it to say that they 
are delegated?. All powers of Government in 
this country. are delegated, those of the State 
governments by the people, those of the Fed- 
eral: Government by the States. 

But, sir, I do not dsire to argue this matter 
longer, aud I should vot have said this mach 
but for the somewhat unmeasured terms in 
which the bill was condemned by my friend, 
the Senator from California, 

Mr. BAYARD rose. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. L withdraw my objec- 
tion to the bill granting the right of way 
through the public lands in the State of 
Nevada ‘and ask that the bill be considered 
now, | 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. STEWARD. ‘Let that bill pass. 

The PRESLDENT pro tempore. ` It requires 
Unanimous, consent to take it up, and the 
Senator from Delaware rises to speak, whieh 
ìs in the nazure of an objection. 

Mr. BAYARD, L do not desire to delay 
the passage of this bill. I regret exceedingly 
that a bili of this importance, of this nature, 
should have been brought forward and pressed 
al the closing hours of the session; and that, 
too, without the recommendation of a prop- 
erly organized committee of this body; and I 
desire here, whijie E shall take the opportanity 
of recording my vote against the bill, to ex- 
press my regret that me has not been given 
for a fall and deliberate discussion of the 
principles involved in it. It is a new depart- 
ure. -du îs the first time in the history of our 
Government that the United States, not a sov- 
ereign but a Government of limited, delegated 
powers, deriving those powers from the States, 
and not the States from the General Govern- 
mentit is the first time, I say, in the history 
of our Government that the United States has, 
without regard to the States, undertaken in 
its own tribunals to take the property of pri- 
vate citizens of a State in dnvitum, condemn 
it by:iis.own agents, paying them its own price, 
in its own. manner, and that without regard 
to State authority. Jt is the first time it has 
been done, and [ cannot see such a step taken 
without questioning its rightlulness and its 
justice. I will not: say there is no shadow of 
constitutional authority for it. There may be 
a shadow, but there may be no substance. 
When. a power. is doubtful, it is certainly one 
not to be exercised without very great hesita- 
tion. ` It is not requisite for me to know that 
a thing can be proven to be directly against 
the Constitution in order to obtain my vote 
against it, If Ido not know that the Consti- 
tuton simply warranted it I shall not in a 
doubtiul case give the implication of author- } 


ity. Therefore I shall ask for the yeas and 
nays on this measure, in order that Í may. 
record my vote against the precedent and 
against the measure itself. ý 

Mr. STOCKTON. I had not the slightest 
intention of saying. a single word on. this sub- 
ject, but after the warmth of the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. THurman,] and his apparent 
indisposition to allow me to interrupt him to 
ask a further explanation on a point which he 
stated, I feel it a duty to myself to make some 
remarks on the subject. . 

Tn the first place, I will say that if there is 
even a shadow of foundation for this bill the 
Senator from Ohio has not shown it. There 
may be, as the Senator from Delaware says, a 
shadow, and there may be want of substance, 
and there may be substance, and I may not 
see it; but if that substance depends on any 
remarks made by the Senator from Ohio, l 
have failed to see it. 

The argument of the Senator from Ohio was 
this: ihat because the Constitution of the 
United States says private property sball not 
be taken for public uses without just com- 
pensation therefor, it necessarily follows that 
the United States hag the power to take all 


private property, whether real estate within | 


the borders of a State or not, for public use 
whenever it pleases; in other words, because 
the Constitution of the United States gives the 
Government power when it is necessary for 
certain purposes to take certain property, and 
says it shall not do it without paying for it, 
that gives it the right to take property of all 
kinds everywhere belonging to citizens under 
all circumstances! 

Mr. Presideat, in time of war you may seize 
upon a man’s horses, and the officer of the 
Government gives him a receipt stating the 
fact that he has taken the horses. During the 
whole of this session of Congress, and ever 
since the war, have you not had numerous 
claims by so-called loyal citizens. claims made 
under that clause of the Constitution for prop 
erty taken from them, cotton taken from 
them? When [asked the Senator from Ohio 
in reference to this cotton question, he said 
the remarks of the Senator trom New Jersey 
were not pertinent, and further I did not hear 
from that distinguished Senator.  Linsist upon 
it that for the reasons given by the Senator 
from Ohio the constitutionality of this bill is 
not supported. 

But, sir, I have the report which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio (Mr. Saerman] was not able 
to find, which Isent to the office for, and it does 
appear that this comunission reported that the 
appropriation was not lurge enough, that they 
wanted from three hundred to five hundred 
thousand dollars more. They had got nine 
proposals, and then proposed again, and they 
report that in the whole city of Cincinnati 
they could not get a proper lot for the sum 
which they were allowed to pay for it, and the 
sum appropriated I presume was the sum 
asked for; at all events, it was all that was 
thought necessary. The commissioners then 
came to the conclusion that they wanted more 
money, and they sent here to the Secretary 
of the Treasury. Instead of that application 
being introduced into Congress and being re- 
ferred to the committee which had charge of 
the original bill, ag has happened in many 
other cases, as happened in reference to my 
own State where we could not get a lot for the 
sum appropriated, aud the Seeretary of the 
Treasury would not commence the building 
until we did get tbe proper appropriation, and 
we had to come back to Congress to get it 
increased—instead of going through with the 
ordinary course, they come into Congress with 
a bill { will say of at least doubtful constitu- 
tional propriety and attempt to take the land— 
for what reason? Suppose they have the 
power, Whatis thereason for it? That they 
cannot get it cheap enough; they have not 
got the money to pay for it. Now I ask that 
this report be read. It is a very short paper. 


The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. It will be 
read if there be uo objection. 

“Mr. STOCKTON.. I withdraw the request 
for the reading of the report as it may inter- 
fere with the bill, and I do not wish to take 
up time. My whole object was to: put on 
record my view of this matter. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. lam not. going to 
discuss this question so far as it relates to the 
importance of erecting public buildings as pro- 
posed; but it appears to me that the Senate 
is looking at the lesser interest and neglecting 
the greater. I know of no buildings which 
the public demand of such importance as new 
buildings for. the purpose of collecting the 
customs in the. city of New York—important 
because the business of that city and tbe busi- 
ness of the country through that city has in- 
creased to such an extent that the buildings 
are entirely inadequate to the business. Men 
are crowded together in such.a manner that 
they press out and have colonized into other 
buildings where merchants press for entries, 
and in consequence of that pressure they are 
greatly embarrassed. A proposition has been 
before the Senate for some days with the hope 
that it might be considered which relates to 
the purchase of property for the purpose of 
erecting buildings adequate to the necessities 
of that community. 

It is claimed that the cost will be immense, 
and for that reason objections to the purchase 
are made. I will say, sir, that this people 
care not whata thing costs if it is worth all 
that it costs. They care not what the cost is 
if there is a necessity for it; and I say there 
is a necessity growing out of the increased 
amount of business that has been done in that 
city. Since 1861 the customs revenues have 
increased from fifty millions to one hundred 
and forty-nine millions per annum. But the 
Government own buildings in that city now 
which cost, as Lunderstand, between two and 
three million dollars. They are located in 
the very heart of the city. ‘hey would com- 
mand a larger price than almost any property 
that could be offered for sale in that city. 
Those buildings might be sold for almost 
enough to make the new purchase and to 
erect the new buildings which are necessary 
not only for the collection of custome, but for 
the storage of goods and for the appraisers’ 
store. lor that appraisers’ store the Govern- 
ment is now paying a rent of over sixty four 
thousand dollars, We are also using an office 
for a barge office at arent, under alease which 
expires in June, in this very month, it I under- 
staud it, and then the Government has no 
place provided for the performance of the 
duties connected with that office. Ido not 
suppose the wheels of the Government would 
be blocked if we are turned into the street ; 
but I do believe it is necessary for the Govern- 
ment to take some steps now at an early day 
to secure proper buildings in a proper location 
for the transaction ot the business of that city. 
I will not detain the Senare any longer, but I 
should lke to have the Senator from New 
York say a word or two on this very subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I am 
glad the hovorable Senator from Connecticut 
has availed himself of the presence of this 
bill to saya word about a kindred subject 
more important and urgent. Opportunity to 
allude to public buildings needed in New 
York has been refused again and again. lt 
was the Senator from Ohio farthest from me, 
[Mr Tuurmay,] who now urges the Cincin- 
nati bill upon as, who interposed an objection 
the other day when the Senator from Connec- 
tient sought an opportunity merely to make a 
request touching the bill for buildings in the 
city of New York. It was the Senator from 
Rhode Island—not the Senator in the chair, 
but the Senator from Rhode Island on my left, 
[Mr. Spraevr]—who interposed bis cingle 


i objection this morning when the Senator from 


Connecticut again, for the eighth or tenth nme, 


sought to get a moment devoted to the bill 
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touching public buildings in the city of New | 


York. These refusals will, I trast, excuse me 
for occupying a few moments now in advert- 
ing to the subject. 

Í hold in my hand a memorial which I had 
the honor to present sometime ago, signed by 
Edwin D. Morgan, Jackson S. Schultze, James 
W. Beekman, Howard Potter, and John Pay- 
lor Johnson, speaking not as citizens merely, 
but as a committee—a committee appointed 
ata meeting of merchants and citizens of the 
city of New York, held as long ago asthe 15th 
day of March. This committee had statements 
from the Treasury Department, statements 
from the architect of the Treasury, and data 
necessary to the subject. This memorial is in 
the nature of a report. The honorable Senator 
from Connecticut has adverted to some of its 
statements. 

I would, if I could, draw the attention of 
the Senate for a moment away from the mat- 
ter of condemning a site for publie buildings 
in Cincinnati, a measure not so much be- 
clouded in reference to the power of Congress 
as by the lack of necessity for it. If [ could 
have the attention of the Senate a moment I 
would urge some of the considerations brought 
to our notice showing the need of accommo 
dations for the publie service at the port of 
New York. 

The use of the barge office at that port is a 
matter which Senators understand. In a few 
days the Government is to be turned out of 
the present building, it seems, as a tenant 
under an expiring lease. 

The appraiser’s stores, through which mer- 
chandise passes from which we realize $150,- 
000.000 of revenue in a year, are not only 
unfit and unsuitable, but so wanting in accoin- 
modation, as the Senator from Connecticut, 
experienced merchant and importer as he is, 
will corroborate me in saying, that no dealer 
in wares and merchandise would think of 
exhibiting them or attempting to vend them in 
such a place. Clerks who oughg to be under 
the supervision of their official superiors are 
colonized out, sent out into apartments here 
and there because the public buildings ave 
inadequate. 

On Wall street, the very heart of the busi- 
ness center, the Governmentowns the building 
occupied by the sub-Treasury and the building 


occupied by the custom house, never designed 
for such a purpose, i 
inadequate to it. - 
In the presence of these facts and urged by 
public emergency, at the instance of the Treas- 
ury Department, the commercial community 
of the city of New York considered the sub- 
ject in a meeting of its merchants and business 
men. ‘They appointed a committee of five of 
the most hovored and well-instructed citizens 
of that metropolis, men known to the Senate 
and known to the nation; aud these citizens 
weeks ago brought the matter to the attenilon 
of the Sevare. The memorial and papers were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, con- 
sidered, and reported back through the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, bimselfas weil qualified 
as any. man on this continent to express an 
opinion in regard to it, he having lately spent 
weeks in the city of New York in immediate 
personal contact with the facts. , 
That honorable Senator over and over again, 
certainly balf a score of times, althongh he 
tells me he has never made an objection him- 
self to a request of another Senator to be 
heard since he has been a member of the 
Senate, has appealed ‘to the Senate to give 
some consideration to this subject and to hear 
bim, but he cannot get a moment, and tele- 
grams from leading citizens of New York 
come to me daily inquiring why we do not, 
why we cannot, attract some attention to a 
question of such magnitude. ‘This morning 
when the Senator fron Connecticut asked to 
take up the bill which might be acted upon in 
five minutes with propriety, and which might 
be sent to the House and passed 


ll-suited to it, wholly, 


there, we il 


were told it was a Senate bill, and we must ; 
not take up a Senate bill, and so the com- 
merce of the nation and the revenues of the 
nation wait while one Senator after another 
interposes an objection. i 

Now, Mr. President, look at the facts for | 
one moment and see if there is any difficulty 
in acting upon it, and see if there is any rea- 
son why any Senator should object. Here are 
two buildings and sites on Wail street, worth 
upon the principle that property is worth what 
it will fetch, almost anything you choose to 
ask for them. Some man said in Bngland 
that a railway tunnel was excavated at the 
cost of a guinea a square inch. You can sell 
this land tor more than a guinea a square inch, 
or many guiveas a square inch, and if you wiil 
authorize the Secretary of tbe Treasury to do 
it, you can acquire now upon that promontory 
which divides the North and East rivers and 
juts out into the roadstead, the spot picked 
from all others on the continent for these pub- 
lic buildings. The opportunity may pass away. 
Uther persons may acquire it before we meet 
again, and acquire it for the purpose of ulti- 
mately speculating out of the Government, 
Now we are informed by the able men who 
have investigated it, the time bas come if we 
will act when we can acquire a foothold there 
and place those buildings where they ought to 
be for the next ceutury. 

Why should we not do it, and why cannot 
we get live minutes of the Senate to consider 
a measure of thissort which | apprehend there 
will be no ditheulty in passing in the House if 
we can act upon it here? Ido not know why 
iv is. We can find time to pass bills involving 
two or three hundred dollars, meritorious no 
doubt, and which ought to be passed, but not 
to be preferred to provision by which you cana 
execute the laws at a port upon which you rely 
for one hundred and fifty mitlions anuually of 
the revenue by which the Government lives. 

Mc. President, | have said this much in 
order that Í migat discharge in part a duty in 
respect of which L am already deemed in de- 
fault. Ihave not interposed in order to delay 
action on the Cincinnati bill; and Isay to the 
Senator from Ohio, farthest from me, (Mr. 
THURMAN, } that I think he ill-merited the crit- 
icism of the Senator who said that if the Con- 
stitution gave foundation for bis bill he had 
not demonstrated it. I listened to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, and he made an argument 
which has not been answered, and which 
—pardon me—I think will not be answered 
even if much time should be given to con- 
sider the bill. He made an argument which 
I think placed under bis bill a foundation not 
only of shadow, but of substance. 

‘The diiliculty L have in regard to it, so far 
as I have any, Í say to the honorable Senator 
consists in these two considerations: in the 
first, I do not understand how urgent is the 
need of public buildings at Cincinnati ; L- have 
heard conflicting statements ou that head ; but 
if there be a need I cannot understand how į 
there should be any difficulty in obtaining the 
assent of the owners of property to purchase 
in the ordinary way. And then when we con- 
sider the suggestion made by some Senator 
that a portion of the fee of this property was | 
in minors, | am still unable to understand the 
need of the measure before us. I bave no 
doubt that the statutes of Ohio are rigorous 
and strict in providing the instances in which, 
and the conditions upon which minor's may 
convey real estate. So they are in the Staie 
of New York. The judge will not grant an 
order that a conveyance shall be made unless | 
he is satished by petition that it is for the 
interest of the minors tu convey. l under- 
stand that; but how does that prove that you 
may not acquire property although the tile is | 
in infant children? {Í venture to say that in 


a large portion of the instances in which the 


it is of considerable extent, some portion of 
it belongs to the estate of a dead man repre- 


Government buys property for public use, if | p 


sented by those all of whom have notattained 
majority. That, as I understand it, is all 
there is of impediment in this case. 

i Mr. THURMAN. I will say tothe Senator 
it is very true that thestatute of Ohio does pro- 
vide that in certain cases a guardian shall be — 
authorized to sell the land of minors; first, 
where it is absolutely necessary for the sup- 
port of the minor; and second, amore geéneral 
power, but extremely guarded, where it is man- 
ifestly for the interest of the minor, and that 
applies to all cases in which there. is no ob- 
stacle to making the sale; but in all cases 
where there is a devise of property and the 
property is limited that it shall not be sold 
during the minority and the like, the courts 
say they cannot sell tbat property, for that 
would contravene the devise. 

Mr. CONKLING. How is that? 
Senator state it again? 

Mr. THURMAN. Forinstance, a man dies 
and leaves certain real estate for the support 
of his minor heirs; for example, storehouses 
at rent and the like, with a provision that the 
property shall not besold before they come of 
age. Our courts have held that the probate 
court cannot authorize ou the petition of the 
guardian the sale of that property, for that 
would contravene the devise. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is there any such case 
presented here? 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not know, 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not know; but 
somebody knows. A specific piece of prop- 
erty spoken of, as I understand, in the report 
to which the Senator from New Jersey alluded. 
If a devisor has vested the title in a trustee 
without power of sale until minors attain 
majority, that is a substantive Jact which we 
ought to have before us. I think there would 
be an answer even then, as a matter of law, 
but L will assume there would not be. We 
have no knowledge of any such thing. All 
that has been suggested to us ig that minor 
children hold a part of the fee which the Gov- 
ernment wants 10 acquire. Now, unless the 
statutes and the administration of those stat- 
uies are wholiy different in Ohio and New 
York, | cannot understand any practical diffi- 
culty in getting at thg result; and I repeat my 
belief that we may find frequent cases ia 
which’ the Governmeut has purchased and 
received releases or conveyances from minor 
or infant children by appointed guardians or 
trustees. 

But I will not discuss this bill. Although 
it has not been considered as fully as such a 
matter should be, if L were called upon to pro- 
nounce judgment vow upou the eonstitational 
question, Í cannot doubt the power of the 
Government to obtain ownership of the soil— 
I choose this expression as excluding the mat- 
ter of jurisdiction—the ownership of the prop- 
erty upon which to locate a building for any 
of the purposes authorized by the Cousti- 
tution. 

The Senator from Ohio says to deny it is to 
deny the right of the Government to lease a 
building. To be sure it is. To rent a build- 
ing is to make a purchase; and some Senator 
suggested that we met that provision of the 
Coustitution which relates to jurisdiction, Lf 
this be so the United States cannot hire a 
third-story room for an assessor or collector 
of internal revenue to sit in and keep his books 
unless the State of New York, if that be ihe 
place where it is located, gives its assent. I 
do not believe any such thing. 

If you want to make a city of refuge, if you 
want to make a dock-yard or arsenal inside 
of which a homicide dove in the Siate of New 
York is a crime against the Federal jurisdic- 
tion alone, a crime which the State of New 
York cannot invade that sanctuary to punish, 
then you have ueed to go to other provisions 
of the Constitution; but if you merely want a 
lace for the Government of the United States 
io lay its head, if you merely want a placs 
| where it may put a chair and table and sit 
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down to transact its business, I reject the idea 
that the assent of any State is necessary. If 
there be no objection to the bill except that 
aimed at the power of the Government to take 
property-——not jurisdiction, but property—for 
` public use, making compensation, I have no 
quarrel with the bill, and see no difficulty. 

But, sir, if the time which has heen devoted 
to this bill had been devoted to the consider- 
ation of the other, or if we could gain five 
minutes ta consider the other bill to which I 
have referred, in my judgment the public 
service would be better served than it will be 
by. passing an act to condemn land in Cin- 
cinnati, which I predict the Government will 
acquire, and acquire soon, without any act of 
condemnation. : 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM, I move to amend 
the bill by adding the following as an addi- 
tional section: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to acquire, by purchase from | 
the mayor and corporation of the city of New York 
the whole or so much of the publie park in the city 
of New York known as the Battery as, in the opin- 
ion of the Secretary of tho Treasury, may be neces- 
sary for the erection thereon of suitable buildings 
for a custom-house, appraisers’ stores, barge-oftice, 
assay ollice, and foreign-mail station: Provided, 
That the terms of such purchase shall, in the judg- 
ment of the Secretary, be equitable and just. 

I will simply gay a single word in reference 
to this measure and the necessity of acting 
upon it now and in connection with this bill. 
If this measure shall be adopted it will be 
several years before the buildings ean be built, | 
and while they are being built the commerce 
of the country will be very materially ob- 
structed, and in consequence of that it appears 
to me it is important that we should act on 
this measure now. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not desire to take 
up auy time, but I wish to say one word on 
this subject. 1 haye objected te the consider- 
ation of that bill again and again, as certainly 
everybody knows, with no disrespect to the 
Senator from Connecticut, although the re- 
marks of the Senator from New York might 
seem to imply that there was some disrespect 
to him. 

Mr. CONKLING. Notat all. 

Mr. THURMAN. Again, I have 
objected to that bill because the subject is not 
a great one and worthy of our consideration, 
but for two reasons: first, when it was moved | 
before I objected to everything that blocked the 
way to the passage of the appropriation bills; 
and in the second plage, I do not believe Con- 
gress is prepared to embark in an enterprise 
involving an expenditure of ten or it may be 
fifteen or twenty million dollars without due 
consideration, more than there is time at this 
late period of the session to give to it. 

Now, that I hear the bill read for the first 
time, I confess a little surprise at its provis- 
ious. It authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase this property from the mayor 
and commonalty of the city of New York. 
Why, sir, if a pamphlet on this subject that I 
saw more than a year ago—somebody must 
have anticipated this thing and published it— 
be correct, the mayor and commonality of 
the city of New York have no more power 
to sell a foot of the Battery than I have to 
sellit; nay, more, the State of New York itself 
cannot confer that power on them if the state- 
ments in that pamphlet be true. They will 
have to go to Congress for condemnation. 
They cannot acquire it by purchase according 
to the statement of that pamphlet without vio- 
lating a dedication which the State of New 
York has no right to violate. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ifthe Senator will par- 
don me, see how he rushes to a conclusion. In 
the first place 

Mr. SHERMAN, Oh, do not debate this 
matter. 

Mr, CONKLING. I hope my friend will 
not be impatient, f 


pot | 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not like to see al 


bill defeated in this way. 
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Mr. CONKLING. I do not want to seea 
bill defeated, either; on the contrary, I am 
trying to get a bill passed. : 

The Senator from Ohio says this authorizes 
the expenditure of ten ar fifteen millions. It 
authorizes nothing, except that the Secretary 
of the Treasury is to go on and see what he 
can do and inguire abont it. Then the Sen- 
ator says, in the second place, he has read a 
pamphlet which shows that the Government 
cannot get any title to this land. Very well; 
the Secretary of the Treasury will ascertain 
that fact, if it be so, and report it to us; and 
yet the Senator launches out as if we were 
going to put ten or fifteen millions of better- 
ments on a property that we cannot get any 
title to. If he will read the bill, he will see 
that it means no such thing. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER, (Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator trom Connecticut. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Before the vote is taken 
on that amendment I wish to say a few words. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from 
Califoruia give me an opportunity to call up 
the resolution extending the hour of adjourn- 
ment to six o’clock this evening? I consider 
it now necessary for the public business that 
that resolution be called up. I still have not 
given up hope of securing an adjournment to- 
day, and therefore, with the consent of the 
Senator from California, I will move to take 
up the resolution in regard to adjournment 
which I submitted on Saturday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from California yield to the Senator 
from Ohio? 

Mr. CASSERLY. The difficulty I have 
about that is, that I fear that a vote of the 
Senate rescinding that resolution pro tanto 
will leave the whole thing at large. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all, unless both 
Houses concur. The resolution is on the 
Secretary's desk. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Of course it will re- 
quire the concurrence of both Houses to adopt 
it; but suppose the House receives it and 
keeps it two or three days? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Then we adjourn at 
twelve o’clock to-day; thatis all. lask that 
the resolution be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


ator from Ohio moves to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution indicated by him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. .I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator cannot ob- 
ject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, I ean. 
another bill up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the Senator from Ohio to move to 
postpone the present and all prior orders in 
order to take up this resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to lay the pend- 
ing bill on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now I move that the 
resolution I offered on Saturday be taken up. 

Phe Chief Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring,) Tat the hour fixed for the final 
adjournment of the two. Houses on Monday, the 
10th instant, be extended to six o’clock p. m., at 
which hour the Speaker of the House and the Pres- 
ident of the Senate do adjourn their respective 
Houses without day. ~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of this 
resolution? 

Mr. HOWE. Before the Senate take up 


There is 


|| that resolution I wish they would allow me to 


have recousidered the vote by which the Sen- 
ate this morning ordered the views submitied 


by the minority of the Committee on Investi- 
gation to be printed. : 
- Mr. SHERMAN. As I have already moved 
to lay on the table a bill in which I took a 
vital interest in order to call up this resolu- 
tion, I hope the Senator will allow me now to 
dispose of it. i 

Mr. HOWE. Let me have this vote recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for a vote on the 
resolution first. It will tåke but a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on proceeding to the coasideratjon of 
ihe resolution named. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest that after the 
words ‘six o’clock p. m.” should be added 
‘of the same day.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will inform the Senator from California that 
the resolution is not yet before the Senate. 

Mr. HOWE. 1 was in hopes that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio would allow me to have that 
vote reconsidered before calling up this reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If we are to pass the 
resolution at all, it ought to be passed imme- 
diately. 

Mr. HOWL. I know; but if you are going 
to reconsider that vote you ought to reconsider 
it very soon. | 

Mr. President, the other day; when. the 
report from the Committee on Investigation 
and Retrenchment was submitted to the Sen- 
ate, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Baxarp | 
asked permission of the Senate to prepare and 
have printed during the recess the views of 
those he called the minority of that commit- 
tee. In that request he was seconded hy the 
Senator from California, [Mr. Cassmrix.] F 
acquiesced very readily in that proposition, 
although it was resisted by some of my polit- 
ical friends on this side of the Chamber. I 
assumed——~ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will 
allow me to,proceed in order on the proposi- 
tion which is pending, and then if we extend 
the hour of adjournment to six o’clock he 
will have plenty of time. ; 

Mr. HOWE. But Ido not see where the 
time is to come in, I do not want to debate 
this matter. Ido want to make a siatemeut 
to the Senate; and there will be just as much 
time for the resolution of the Senator from 
Ohio as there is for this, There is nothing 
before the Senate, no bill, no measure, noth- 
ing but a proposition to proceed to the con- 
sideration of that resolution. Now, if I cannot- 
take the opportunity to explain why I think 
the Senate should reconsider that vote, I do 
not see what opportunity will be afforded me 
between this and twelve o'clock. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I submit to the Chair 


| whether it is in order for the Senator to dis- 


cuss one proposition whileanother is pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
decides that if any measure were pending for 
consideration it would be ; butit has been held 
that on a motion to take up debate on the 
merits of the proposition to be considered is 
not in order, and therefore, as has been de- 
cided by the Viee President, which ruling the 
present occupant of the chair will follow, itis 
not in order to debate the merits of anything 
else. The Chair therefore decides that it is 
not in order for the Senator from Wisconsin 
to debate the question of reconsideration on 
this motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. That we may understand 
how the business is before the Senate, I beg 
to ask a question of the Chair. The Anacostia 
railroad bill was before the Senate, and was 
laid aside informally to enable the Cincinnati 
billto be taken up, which was taken up by con- 
sent. Now, I take it the regular order, if any- 
body demands it, is the railroad bill until it is 
laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
did not understand what the Senator from 
New York has stated to be the state of the 
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‘business. The Chair was informed when he 
took the chair that the pending questioti was 
on the bill of the Senator from Oliio. H the 
Senator from New York is correct—— 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish the Chait would 
ascertain how that is. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the Senator from New York is 
correct, and the Cincinnati bill, so to speak, 
was taken up as an informal matter tpdn the 
other bill, and the pending question, therefore, 
before the Senate is the rdilroad bill. i 

Mr, SHERMAN. Imaákemy motion, ther; 
in regard to that. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator has not 
the floor at this moment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ser- 
ator from Wisconsin has the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I moveto postpone every- 
thing: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does thë 
Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator 
from Ohio? 

Mr. HOWE. I will after a little time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. LT insist upon it yet that 
I was in order when I rose and moved to take 
up a particular resolution which was in order, 
and postpone anything then pending; the 
Anacostia bill or any other bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state to the Senator from Ohio that he is 
perfectly correct—he did move to take up that 
resolution; but pending that motion there was 
another bill pending which had not been dis- 
posed of. Therefore the form of the motion 
as it would be stated in the Journal would be 
to postpone that and all prior orders and take 
up this resolution. Upon that question the 
Senator from Wisconsin rose and was pro- 
ceeding to debate, and the Chair then ruled 
that debate on the merits of this proposition 
was not in order, upon the principle that he 
has already stated ; but it then being discov- 
ered that the real question before the Senate 
is the postponement of the railroad bill, upon 
that, according to the custom of the Senate, 
the Senator from Wisconsin must be his own 
judge of what he thinks proper to say. 
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Mr. HOWE. I am sorry the Senate has 
committed to my own judgment as to what is 
or is not in order, because if left to no other 
control than that I am very likely to trespass 
on the views of some other member of the 
Senate. [Laughter.] 

I was trying to say, sir, that when that 
request was made by the Senator from Dela- 
ware Í was disposed to agree to it, because F 
assumed that if that privilege was accorded to 
that Senator no advantage would be taken of 
it; that those Senators would not offer for 
printing views which were not proper to be 
printed. Believing that, I ventured to differ 
from my friends on this side of tlre Chamber 
and to ask that they bave that privilege when 
other Senators thought it was a privilege which 
ought not to be granted ever. 

Mr. President, I feel this morning that I 
was mistaken in the view I took at that time. 
T feel that I asked’ a privilege for those Sena- 
tors which was not safe to be grarited them; 
and I think they have convinced me sorely 
of the mistake I then made. 

‘his morning the Senator from Delaware 
submitted some views to the Senate which he 
asked to have printed. They were not read 
to tho Senate.. They were not offered to the 
perusal of, E presume, @ majority of the com- 
mittee of which they were members. I had had 
no opportunity to see the views. T do not know 
that any one of miy colleagues had had an 
opportunity to see them. I take it for granted 
that there was a majority of the committee 
that had not seen the paper. Still, I assumed 
this morning, as I assumed the other day, that 
the Senator from Delaware would riot appeal 
to the Senate for the privilege of printing any- 


thing which ought not to be printed; end yet | 


at the suggestion of a friend, after the Senate 
had voted to allow those views to be pritited, 
I went into the Secretdry’s office to look at the 
paper. 

The vety first page of this statement does 
injustice to the Senate, and I feel that it does 
4.gtbss injustice to thé majotity of that com- 
fifittee; and itis to that injustice that I wish 
to call the attention of the Senatè; and itis 
ipon thë ground of that injustics that I ask 
the Séitate to reconsider that vote and to 
téfuse to print this paper. T sis paper sets 
düt with this statement: 

“Tho whdersigied, membérs of thé Committee of 
Tivestigation and Retrenchment, to whom were re- 
ferred a series of resolutions relating to alleged 
abuses in the New, York custom-bouse, and who 
were also charged with the consideration of matters 
heferred to them by the Setiate by other resolutions 
in regard to which, however; nò action whatever 
has as yet been taken by the said committee, were on 
Saturday last, June 1, greatly surprised to find that 
Without previous intimation of the fact to them the 


tajority had, without consultation with the under- 
signed, prepared and submitted a report upon that 
portion of the matters referred to them that is con- 
‘dined in thé resolution relating to the New York 
eustom-house, Lhe testimony on this subject could 
not be considered as having been closed, as wit- 
nessés Weré 6xamined until as late as Saturday, 
May 2, and the testrmony of some of those Witnesses 
stilt remains unpublished.” 

Now, Mr. President, there is a complaint 
préeferred against thé action of the Majority 
of the committee which E do iot think well 
founded; & complaint which I think the Sen- 
ator from Delaware ought not to have urged; 
and F aw obliged to add that there is d state- 
ment contained in this paper which I cannot 
believe to be correct. ‘Fhis paper says that 
its signers were greatly suprised on Saturday, 
the Ist instant, to find that, without previous 
intimation of the fact to them, thé majority 
had, without consaltation with them, prépared 
and submitted £ report upon that portion of 
the matters referred to the committee tuch- 
ing the New York cnstom-house. F think, 
upon reflection, the Senator froth Delaware 
will admit that he knew well evrough, not that 
the majority had prepared 4 report, but that 
a member of that committee was at work prè- 
paring a report, or preparing something for á 
report. I think the Senator will admit that 
on reflection. : l ; 

Mr. BAYARD. Would thé Sénator like 
my answer now? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sit. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will say to him most 
distinctly I had not avy idea that the com- 
mittee intended to report; and F say further 
that at the last meeting of the committee prior 
to the day when the Senator from Wisconsin 
produced for the first time his long report in 
manuscript at our last meeting, after a witness 
had been dismissed, the question was dis- 
éusséd in committee, presented by the honor- 
able chairman of that commiittee, whether or 
not we should sit inthe réċcss and coutinue 
the examination. Now, I ask any Senator, 
I appeal to the common sense of men, when a 
proposition is made onthe part of the majority 
that the examination shall continue during 
the recess, what is to be supposed and to be 
implied from it? Is it not that the matter is 
still pending, thatitis not finished, that sonie- 
thing remains to be done? And ordinarily a 
report is not made until the investigation has 
closed. That is why I say my colleague and 
myself had no idea that there was to be any 
report presented until the morning the honor- 
able Senator presented it; and at that time, IT 
will state further, it was impossible for me to 
be present in the committee because I was then 
engaged in a committee of conference. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand the honorable 
Senator from Delaware, then, to deny that he 
had any intimation that a member of thé coni- 
mittee was preparing a paper to be submitted 
as a report? 

Mr. BAYARD. I do deny distinctly that I 
had any knowledge that a report was to be 
submitted at the present session. i 

Mr. HOWE. Now, I ask if the Senator’s 
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colleague, who subscribes to that paper, will: 
make the same denial ? ike octane O 
_ Mr. CASSERLY. Why; Mr. President, iti 
is impossible that I could have had kiowledgé 
of it. Nothing was ever gaid dbotit it in com- 
mittee; nothing was evet said about it owt of 
committee; dud the motion made the Satir- 
day before this report made its appedrance for 
the fitst time, that we shotild sit dating the 
recess for thé putpose of cdntinititig the investi- 
gition, implied as strongly äs possible that no 
report was to be itidde. : - 

Mr. HOWE. Idid not ask for that argu- 
ment. I ask the Senator distinctly whether 
he had or had not any intimation that à them- 
ber of the committee was preparing a paper to 
be submitted 48 a report? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will ask the Senator 
whether he says théré was ahy such intima- 
tion? 

Mr. HOWE. I say that Tam informed that 
the Senator had such au intitdation from the 
clerk of the committee, and he inquired of the 
clerk how long! myself had been at work upon 
that paper. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Oh, nos I jocdsely said 
something one day to thé cletk About it, and 
he made me somé reply that entirely threw me 
off my guard; what it was I do not kiow. 

Mx. HOWE, Will the Sehator say whether 
he did not ask the clerk how long I had been 
at work in preparing this teport ? j 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir. I could not 
have asked him that, for I did not suppose at 
that timé the Senator had been at work on 
the report. : , f 
Mr. HOWE. I only state the information 
Ihave, and Í have it from the clerk of the com- 
thittee. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the Senator . 
seems to be endeavoring to raise dn issue of 
veracity between his colleagues upon this floor 
and some person not upon it. I simply say 
} will wot submit myself to 4 question of vera- 
city in this way, dnd I will not have it settled 
in this way. . : : 

Mr. HOWE, I raige no question of veracity. 

Mr. BAYARD. This is the setond time 
that Senator has made that intimation, that I 


| had knowledge he was preparing a report. He 


asked mie categorically whether I had kiowl- 


| edge that he: was prépating a report for sub- 
j eag : preparing p 


mission. Ltold him emphatically no, and I 
fell him so now ; I did not, ard I had no reason 
to know; and I say further that the action of 
the committee tended to mislead méin regard 
to his preparing and submitting a report ; 
whether intentionally or nót I do not say; but 
such was itg watural réstlt, and no man can 
doubtit. ; ma 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Presidént, É have at- 
tempted to raise nó quéstion of veracity be- 
tween éither of the Senators on the otlier side 
of the Chamber and myself. I put distinct 
questions to each of those Senators. 

Mr. BAYARD. They are answered. 

Mr. HOWE. They are answered. I accept 
the answers of the Senators. I stated by way 
of explanation why I put those questions, be- 
éause of thé information that I had from the 
clerk of the commiitteé. Ido not stand upon 
tlie information I had‘ from the clerk of the 
éotamitteé; I stand upon the information 
iven me on the floor by thosé two Senators. 
But they say that they had no intimation, no 
knowledge of the fact that the report of péper 
to be submitted as a report was being prepared. 

I am bound to accépt that statetient. I stand 
upon that for the present. , Tt so happetis that 
the New York Tribunë, which I will not call 
the oigan of those two Senators, because Je 
believe it has récently been announcéd that it; 
ig not an organ at all, on thé 80th of May` 
contained this paragraph : 

“Tt isnow very certain that the New York cus- 


tom-house committee, which began, its investiga- 
tion about four months ago, and which, with the 
exception of one insignificant witness examined last 
Saturday, has taken no testimony for a month past, 
does not intend to make any report to the Senate 
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this session, although it is known that Senator 
Howe has for a week or two past been engaged upon 
a document which he intends to submit to the com- 
mittee for its approval. The only, reason that can 
be assigned for this failure is a political one.” 

_ I supposed, for two reasons, that my col- 
Jeagues on the committee, all of them, under- 
stood that such work as this was being done. 
I supposed it because I supposed every mem- 
ber of the committee was as well informed as 
the correspondent of the New York Tribune, 
though perhaps that is a violent assumption; 
and I supposed that because of this informa- 
tion which Í had from the elerk of the com- 
mittee; but I repeat, these Senators say they 
did not know that this work was being done. 
They say they had no reason to believe any 
sach thing. Mr. President, I take issue with 
them upon that statement. That is stated 
argumentatively. They had reason to know, 
they had reason to believe, that this work was 
being done. The Senate had instructed us to 
do it. They ought to have supposed that the 
committee was going to try to discharge its 
duty as well as it could. Ifthey supposed that 


` no such report was being prepared it was their 


duty, I submit, to be preparing one; it was 
their duty, if they could, to see that a report 
was submitted. They say the testimony was 
not closed. There has been no order of the 
committee that I know of closing the testi- 
mony; and l do not know that there ever will 
be such an order while this committee exists. 
It is a committee of investigation and retrench- 
ment, and [ do not think that the commitiee 
will refuse to hear a witness testify if he pre- 
sents himself on this subject at any time while 
this committee continues to exist. But this 
acticle is correct in saying that only one insig- 
nificant witness had been examined for many 
weeks, a witness not subpenaed; for several 
weeks the committee had ordered to witness 
before it; the last witness that was examined 
was a volunteer witness. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senators say that 
they were misled because when the meeting 
was called together tbey were consulted on 
the question whether they should sit during 
the recess. I was not present at that meeting 
of the committee, and £ will leave the chair- 
man- to state presently what took place. Now 
Í proceed to call the attention of the Senators 
to another feature in this statement. They 


say — 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator if he 
will not pause and let us send the resolution 
to the House, unless he intends to consume 
the whole time. 


Mr. HOWE. Allow me a few minutes 
longer. That resolution will not be disposed 
of soon. 


. Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I consider myself 
relieved of any future duty in the matter. _ 

Mr. HOWE. Does the Senator from Ohio 
mean to charge that I am talking against time ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is talking 
about a personal matter of no public import- 
ance to the business of the people of the 
United States while thetwo Houses are threat- 
ened with a premature adjournment. 

Mr. MORTON. We have an hour and 
twenty five minutes to go on. 

Mr. SAARMAN. Both these reports have 
been made, both the majority and minority 
reports. Isympathize with the Senator from 
Wisconsin entirely, but I think he ought to let 
us pass the resolution extending the time of 
adjournment. 

Mr. HOWE. Such sympathy as the Senator 
from Ohio manifests is precious. I think itis 
rather rough for a Senator to be traduced and 
libeled by the Opposition; but when he has 
got to be traduced at the same time by his 
own friends, by his own political friends at 
least, iv is a live more than I am disposed to 
submit to. 

Mr. President, let me: beg the Senator 
from Ohio-—and I beg he wiil not make any | 
issue with that statement—I am ot ‘talking | 
against time; I never talk against time, for a 


minute,.and he knows it if he knows any- 
thing—— . 

Mr. SHERMAN. As it seems to wound 
my friend’s feelings I withdraw that portion 
of the remark; but at the same time I must 
repeat. that I think under the circumstances 
he ought to allow this measure, which affects 
the two Houses, to be acted on first, and then 
let him submit his remarks. 

Mr. HOWE. -This paper states that the 
parties signing it were surprised to find that, 
without previous intimation of the fact to 
them, the majority had, without consultation 
with the undersigned, prepared and submitted 
a report. Now, I want to state, as a matter 
of fact, that these Senators did not find any 
such thing on the Ist of June; the majority 
had not submitted areport. The single thing 
that had been done was this: a member of 
the committee had attempted to do what he 
could to discharge that duty which the Senate 
had laid upon the whole committee. He had 
prepared a paper which the committee might 
accept if it suited them. That is what had 
been done up to the Ist of June, and on the 
1st of June the committee were convened, or 
were notified to convene, to hear that paper, 


and to see whether they would agree to it or. 


not. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does the honorable Sen- 
ator say that there was any notice given to the 
committee that that paper was to be presented 
on that day? Were they convened to hear 
that paper? No, sir, they were convened for 
an ordinary meeting in which no reference 
was made to that paper, and there was no 
reason for them to suppose it would be ready. 
Is not that the case? 

Mr. HOWE. I cannot say whether it was 
the case or not, for I did not give the notice. 
‘It was not for me to give the notice, aud | did 
not give it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will state as matter of 
fact that the notice was in the ordinary form 
by the clerk that there would be a meeting at 
a certain hour. That was served upon me on 
the night of Friday, [think about niue o'clock, 
and I think none at all was served on my col- 
league, [Mr. CassERLy,] but 1 told him such 
a notice was on my table. 

Mr. HOWE. I make no question that 
what the Senator states is correct in reference 
to that. What I take issue with is his siate- 
ment that on this day the majority submitted 
areport, The committee was convened, and 
there was then an opportunity when the report 
might have been heard if Senators chose to 
hear it. The Senator from Delaware was rot 
present. His colleague, the Senator from 
California, was present during part of the 
time, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I was not listening, as 
I ought to have been, I admit; but what did 
the Senator gay just before? 

Mr. HOWE. {Í say the Senator from Dela- 
ware was not present at ihat meeting. I say 
the Senator from California was present a part 
of the time. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Yes; I was obliged to 
be in the Senate, and had to leave tie com- 
mittee-room. 

Mr. HOWE. Then the paper was submitted 
to the committee, and then a majority of the 
committee, after some corrections, agreed that 
it might be submitted to the Senate as their 
report. At a request of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia the report was not made on that day, 
but the submission of it to the Senate was 
postponed until Monday. On Monday, at the 
request of the Senator from Delaware, the 
submission of the report was postponed until 
Tuesday. On Tuesday the report was sub- 
mitted to the Senate by myself. I bad no 
more idea at that time that the Senator from 
Delaware or his colleague from California ob- 
jected to our making it ihan-i had that they 
objected to my existence. And now it is very 
uugracious, after so mach pains were taken to 
cousult the wishes of those Seuators, to be 


sent to the country as having treated them 
unfairly in this matter. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, I think, has taken in 
many ways a misapprehension entirely of the 
intent and object of the recitals on the first 
page of these views. That the facts stared 
there are correct I here again assert, accord- 
ing to the best of my kuowledge and belief. 
As to the question whether the majority sub- 
mitted the paper, I wiil only say that was sub- 
mitted by one of the majority and assented to 
by them and it became their act. It is true 
that on Monday last I was engaged in a com- 
mittee of conference on the tariff bill, asd en- 
gaged all day Saturday, all day Monday, and 
part of the day following. I came into the 
Senate and heard from my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the Senator from California, that it 
was the intention of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin to submit a report. I went over to him 
and spoke to him on the subject and told him 
I was then engaged in a comuuittee of conter- 
ence. He said *‘1f itis all the same to you, 
I will submit it to-morrow.” I said ‘ Ail 
right, fur L shall then be more at leisure.” 
‘That was the cause of the delay. There was 
no complaint made against its submission at 
that time. We only asked for time to submit 
our views; that was all. That was the ob- 
ject of it. This report is hasty; it is imper- 
tect. We feel it to be so; we feel that it is 
far short of what the occasion demands; and 
therefore in reciting the reasons why our re- 
port was imperfect, we state the hasty manner 
in which it was prepared, and furthermore [ 
might have stated my personal disability to 
prepare ìt in proper time. 

Mr. HOWE. It was impossible for me to 
hear what the Senator from Delaware was 
saying because of the noise in the Chamber. 
It is difficult to hear what I say myseif. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS.) If Senators will suspend the Chair 
will endeavor to restore order. 

Mr. HOWE. 1 do not think the Senator 
ought to send to the country this statement, 
because it does not represent the action of the 
majority of the committee correctly. It is for 
the purpose of having this eliminated from this 
statement that I ask the Senate to reconsider 
the vote by which they ordered it to be printed, 
and it is becuuse I was satisfied that no other 
opportunity would be given me to cail the 
attention of the Senate to it that I refused to 
yield to the request of the Senator from Onio 
when he asked me to give up the floor. 

Mr. THURMAN. I suppose the Senator 
from Wisconsin has now accomplished the 
object he had. He has made a speech which 
goes on the record, but I cannot suppose that 
be is in earnest in asking tbat the Senate 
should refuse to print the minority views. It 
would be a most extraordinary thing, sir, 
indeed, to ask us to decide upon the views of 
the minority, that they were incorrect in this 
clause, or that clause, or the other. That 
would make the majority of the Senate cen- 
sors of the minonty reports, to strike out and 
expunge whatever bey in their judgment saw 
fit to find was not well founded either in fact 
or in argument. Sir, that will not do at all. 
You had better at once abolish the right to 
present the views of the minority than to allow 
them to be subject to a censorship such as this 
that is now proposed—better abolish it at once. 
{ hope there is to be no such censorship as 
that ever established in the Senate. If there 
is a difference in views as to the circumstances 
that are related in that report, the Senator bas 
already given his view and that is sufficient. 
But, Mr. President, to put a stop to ail this 
business, aud in order that we may proceed, I 
wove to lay the pending bill, which is the rail- 
road biil, on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio moves that the pending bill 
be laid on the table, 

. The motion was agreed to, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


_A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson. its Clerk, announced 
that the House had recommitted the bill (H. 
E. No. 2705) making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1873, and for other 
purposes, to the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message. also announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1810) for the relief of 
George W. Sturtevant ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1424) to reimburse Jobn 
E. Woodward for certain moneys paid by him ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1457) for the relief of 
Martin P. Hardin, of Pontotoc county, Mis- 
sissippi 5 

A bill (H. R. No. 2949) for the relief of 
William B. Muse; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1634) for the relief of 
Benjamin W. Reynolds. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move to take up 
the resolution to extend the session. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the following resolution : 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 


atives cuncurring,) That the hour fixed for the final 
adjournment of the two Houses on Monday, the 
10ch instant, be extended to six o'clock p.m. of that 
day. at which hour the President of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House do adjourn their respect- 
ive Houses without day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope that resolution 
will not be concurred in. Itis well known to 
the Senate and the country that nearly the 
whole time of this session has been occupied 
in a discussion forced upon this body by three 
or four of its members. This discussion that 
has been goiug on and occupying the time of 
the Senate for the last six months is said to 
have been in accordance with an understand- 
ing bad early in November last at a hotel in 
New York between a distinguished Demo- 
cratic Senator and a distinguished Senator 
who had formerly been a Republican, with 
Samuel J. Tilden and divers and sundry other 
Democrats that I could name, that a new party 
should be organized, to be called the Reform 
party. In the conclave between these dis- 
tinguished Senators, and in the room of the 
Republican Senator, it was thought advisable 
tbat the Democratic party in this body should, 
during the pending of this discussion, remain 
neutral, that they should allow the discon 
tented on this side of the Chamber to do the 
talking, and that a certain Republican Sen- 
ator, whom I will not name, should be the 
nominee of this new party. 

Mr. FENTON. 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Michigan yield? 

Mr. FENTON. May I interrupt my friend 
so far asto ask him to give the names of those 
Senators? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall not do it. 

Mr. FENTON. I will say by way of inter- 
rupiion, if the Senator will ailow, that Ido 
nou believe a word in the truth of the state- 
ment he makes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not ask the Sen- 
ator to believe it; 1 do not suppose he knew 
anything about it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Do I understand the 
Senucor from Michigan to say tbat there was 
an agreement to which the Democrats of this 
body were parties? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The alleged under- 
standing between the conspirators in that 
room ata hotel in New York, early in No- 


Does the 


vember last, has apparently been carried out, 
and [I wish to compliment my friends, the 
Democrats on the other side of the House, for 
the fidelity with which they have consciously 
or unconsciously carried out the part assigned 
to them. ae 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, there is 
nota word of truth in that statement from the 
beginning to the end of it. There was no 
agreement; there was no understanding. I 
have spoken to the Democrats here, and they 
say—and their words are just as good as mine, 
and my word I undertake to say is as good as 
any man’s—that there is not a word of truth 
in the whole statement from the begianing to 
the end of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the opinion of 
the Senator; it is not mine, because I have 
been informed of it from a source I cannot 
question. Of course 1 was not there. Its 
trath | cannot doubt. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does the Senator, when 
I speak of my own act, question my statement ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. {Í do not question so 
far as the Senator’s own action is concerned. 
I am not talking about that. I am talking 
about an understanding, which the Senator 
perhaps knew nothing about, and undoubtedly 
did know nothing about. 

Mr. CASSERLY. An understanding be- 
tween whom ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Between the conspir- 
ators—l do not name them—between the con- 
spirators. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does the Senator by 
that somewhat ungentlemanly and discourteous 
term, if applied to Senators here, include in 
that word *‘conspirators’’ any Democratic Sen- 
ators ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I include the parties 
who were assembled in that room at a hotel in 
New York early in November last, and if the 
cout that I shall make fits anybody he can put 


it on. 

Mr. FENTON. I submit that the Senator 
ought to give the names of the Senators, as he 
says he knows what took place. I think he is 
in duty bound to give the names of the Sen- 


ators. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I wasnot presentat this | 


conference, but L am telling what I had reason 
to believe occurred, and | do not see fittogive 
the namesand I shall not give the uames, and 
I must say subsequent events have corroborated 
the statements then made. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator from 
Michigan allow me to appeal to hin? So far 
as | know, aud I think that will be the state- 
ment of every one of my political associates 
upon this floor, the Senator has been grossly 
misiniormed. ‘There was no understanding, 
still less was there any conspiracy. 

Mr. THURMAN. I would hke to know 
exactly from the Senator from Michigan what is 
his statement. Let us have something definite, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I stated that | had been 
informed that a former Republican Senator, 
at hig room at a hotel in New York last No- 
vember, in concert with certain prominent 
Democrats, came to an understanding that a 
Republican Senator should be the nominee 
of tbe new organization, and that the assaults 
to be made upon the Republican party and the 
present Administration were to'be made from 
this sideof the Chamber. 1 state furthermore 
that that understanding has been most faith- 
fully, honestly, and earnestly carried out. 

My. THURMAN. Now, [wish to reply. 
That implies that sucb.an understanding was 
known to the Senators bere ; otherwise they 
could not have honestly and faithfully carried 
it out? Aud now when the Senator says that 
so far as L-am concerned—and each one can 
speak for himseli—so far as he imputes to me 
any knoWledge of any understanding, | give 1t 
a flat and unqualified denial ; and his state- 
ment to-day is the first I have beard of such an 
understanding. His remark that the Senators 
here have faithfully carried it out, implies that 


they knew of such an understanding. I say 
nothing about the manifest impropriety of 
speaking of understandings when a man will 
not take the respousibility of giving names. 
But whether there was such an understanding 
or was not an understanding, Í know nothing 
about it; but this {do know, that his assertion 
this day is the first 1 ever heard of such an 
understanding. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
never heard of it. . 

Mr. SUEVENSON. May I askthe Senator 
from Michigan whether the Senator that he 
refers to in that secret meeting is on this floor? 
Do L understand the Senator trom Michigan 
to say there was a Democratic Senator on this 
floor who was in that room in that alleged 
conspiracy ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There was a Democratic 
Senator in that conference, as I was informed, 
bat I do not choose to name him. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to say that this is the first time | ever heard 
of it. I never heard of an intimation of such 
a thing, and I think itis due to the Democracy 
on this floor that the Senator should not charge 
a conspiracy unless he is prepared to give the 
name of the Democratic Senator who took pact 
in that conference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In accordance with that 
understanding as represented to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, almost on the first day of the session, I 
believe on the very first day, this howl of 
‘reform’? was raised upon this side of the 
Chamber, a perfect howl for reform. Con- 
mittee after committee of investigation was 
proposed to be organized ; and, Mr. President, 
ibe time of this session was occupied day after 
day, week after week, and month after month 
in this politica! discussion by members on this 
side of the Chamber, and members upon the 
other side of the Chamber took no part, or 
comparatively no part in the discussion. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
a moment? : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask the Senator if he 
will not give way for the time to allow a vote 
to be taken upon this resolution to continue 
the session until six o’clock this evening, in 
order that it may go to the House in time to 
be acted upon there. Should this resolution 
be agreed tu here, and concurred in there, it 
muy avoid the necessity of an extra session. 
I submit the question to the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am trying to convince 
the Senate that this extension of time ought 
not to be made. My whole argument will be 
to convince the Senate that no extension of 
time ought to be made under the circum- 
stances. If the other House see fit to filibus- 
ter and prevent legislation, upon them resis 
the responsibility. Mr. President, if we have 
not beer able to compiete the legislation that 
was required of us, let the responsibility rest 
upon those who have wasted the time of this 
body instead of attending to their duties. E 
wash my hands of all responsibility on both 
sides. 

But, Mr. President, not content with raising 
this cry for reform, not content with creating 
committee after committee, early in the ses- 
sion the Senate passed, on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morzon,] a reso- 
lution to adjourn on the 29ta day of May. 
Whether that resolution was a wise one or not, 
I will not now inquire; but it passed this body 
and lay upon the table of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for several months, four or five 
months, until we passed a resolution asking 
the House to return it. Well, sir, in the other 
House there was a bargain made or implied 
among certain parties, as I am informed and 
believe. When the tariff bill was under dis- 
cussion in the other House, certain parties, as 
I am informed, came_to this uudersianding : 
“Jf you will allow us to pass the Senate reso- 
lution to adjourn on the 29th of May, then 
you may fix the tariff bill just as you please,” 


Very likely the Senator 
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- The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair 
thinks the Senator from Michigan has no right 
to refer to the proceedings in the other House. 
. Mr, CHANDLER. Tam talkingnet about 
the Honse, but about certain members coming 
toan understanding. I am not speaking of 
ee House; I am speaking about certain mem- 
rsa: i; 
Mr. POMEROY. The rule applies tomem- 


bers. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
thinks the remarks of the Senator from Mich- 
igan are not in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I will suspend 
them ‘so faras that point is concerned. Mr. 
President, on a given day the tariff bill passed 
and was entirely, 1 suppose, satisfactory to 
the parties in interest, and on the self-same 
day, instead of returning to this body, as. re- 
quested, and as the usual courtesy dictated, the 
resolution to adjourn on the 29th of May, they 
sent us back the resolution concurred in by 
the House, and that; too, on the very day that 
the tariff bill passed, thus giving us but a few 
days to perfect not only that bill, but all the 
other legislation that was required. 

Now we have sent over to the House a very 
Important bill, to wit, the sundry civil ex- 
penses appropriation bill. Upon that bill we 
putan amendment that was deemed by this 
body to be important; and which F believe to 
be important. That amendment, it seems, 
was not in accordance with the views: of the 
Democratie party i the other House, and on 
account of that amendment there was @ disa- 
greement, and it was referred to a committee 
of conference, and that committee of confer- 
ence reported back the bill in the shape in 
which it now stands. The House has ample 
time from now until twelve o'clock to adopt 
that report from that committee of conference, 
ample time to pass that bill; and I trast that 
between now and twelve o'clock the Honse of 
Representatives will pass that Dill. 
think that the extension of the time for six 
hours or for six days would be of the slightest 
importance, or would do any good ‘whatever. 

Mr. President, at the request of friends E 
will give way to bet a vote be taken on the 
resolution. ` : 

Fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution. ” 

Mr. POOL. What is the resolution ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The res- 
olution extending the time of adjournment 
until six o'clock. i 

Mr, POOL. I thought the Senator from 
Michigan moved to lay it on the table? - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan withdrew that motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 did not make that 
motion. 

Mr. POOL. I offer an amendment to the 
resolution. Strike out all after the word +‘ con- 
curring’ and insert: 

That the joint resolation of the two Houses to 
adjourn at twelve o'clock a. m. to-day be rescinded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina. [Putting the question. ] The 
noes appear to have it. 

Mr. POOL. Icah for @ division. 

The question being again put, there were 
on a division—ayes 15, noes 33. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have 
the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resukkéd—yeas 16, nays 89; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Amos, Carpenter, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Conkling, Hdmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flan- 


agan, Harlan, Kellogg, Logan, Nye; Osborn, Pool, 
Pratt, and Stewart—16, | 
NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
Boreman, Buckingham,: Caldwell, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of exas, Hill, Hitchcock, Kelly, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrillof Vermont, Morton, Nor- 
wood, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Ransem,Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, 
est, and Windom~39, 
ABSENT— Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Davis 


I do- not 


of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of 

Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
amlin, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Patterson, Sawyer, 

Schurz, Spencer, Sumner, Wilson, and Wright—19. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion recurs on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. House bill No. 1842, to 
grant the right of way through the public lands 
to the Eastern. Nevada Railroad Company, 
was read, and its passage was arrested by the 
Senator from South Carolina. He withdraws 
his objection, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill may be put upon its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sena- 
tor from Nevada asks unanimous consent to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill relative 
to a railroad in Nevada. 

Mr. THURMAN. What has become of the 
resolution ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Sena- 
tor from Nevada asks. unanimous consent to 
lay aside the resolution and proceed to vote on 
the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. THURMAN. No, let us go on with 
the resolution. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sena- 
tor from North Carolina is entitled to the floor 
on the resolution. 

Mr. POOL. I rose for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment. I move to strike out the 
time named in the resolutionjand insert ‘‘Thurs- 
day, the 27th of June, at twelve o'clock,” and 
on that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POOL. My object in offering the 
amendment is for the purpose of getting such 
an extension of this session as will enable 
Congress to pass some necessary legislation. 
As | understand it, according to the rules in 
the House daring the last ten days of a ses- 
sion the majority is in the hands of the mi- 
nority. Now, sir, if we extend this time one 
day, or two days, or any time not beyond ten 
days, nothing whatever is gained; the very 
same lock that we have seen for the last ten 
or fifteen days will be upon our hands, and I 
see ho good policy in undertaking to extend 
the time piecemeal. We had better put it 
beyond the ten days in order that the rules of 
the other Housemay be so loosened as that a 
majority of that body shall have control of 
the legislation of the session. 

Now, sir, under the rules of fairness and 
justice the majority in a legislative body ought 
to control and direct all legislation. Every 
resort of the minority to dilatory proceedings 
to prevent the will of the majority controlling 
is not only unfair, but it is against the best 
policy of the country and against the spirit of 
our institutions. The proposition which F 
make to extend the session until the 27th of 
June will loosen the rules of the House by 
putting the day fixed upon beyond ten days 
from this time, and I have no doubt at all im 
my mind that by the adoption of this amend- 
ment which I have offered, and passing the 
resolution after it is thus amended, some of 


the most necessary legislation of this session | 
I think we should. not now | 


will be perfected. 
attempt to fix the time as fixed in the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from. Ohio. 

H is not necessary for me to name the dif- 


all well known to Senators. There has been 


| too much discussion privately among Senators 


in regard to them to make it necessary for me 
or for any one else to say anything as to the 
importance of their passage on this occasion. 
I believe the present amendment ought to 
be agreed to, and the session ought to be 
extended, and that if it shall be extended 
to the 27th we shall get throwgh the busi- 
ness of the session before that time, and 
may adjourn before that. I doubt whether 
fixing the 27th of June as the day will pro- 
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long the session five days. We are now in 
imminent danger of adjourning at twelve 
o'clock, when a called session would be a 
necessity, because of the non-passage of the 
appropriation bill. 

If Senators desire to attend to the business 
of the country; if they desire to discharge the 
duties which are incambent upon them, if 
they. desire the majority of the House to have 
their will enacted into laws, let this time be 
extended until the 27th, and I have no doubt 
but that we may adjourn in five days from this 
time; but as long as we step a little way at a 
fime, and keep in our present position, we are 
to have tio legislation. Ihave made this mo- 
tion to amend in good faith and in the hope 
that it will be adopted by the Senate. There 
are reasons which should lead to its adoption. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is now 
quite obvios that an extra session is almost 
inevitable. Iam very desirous that the onus 
or responsibility for that shall be placed upon 
the House; and yet the Senator from North 
Carolina comes in here with propositions 
which he knows cannot carry, and they have 
the effect to place the onus or responsibility 
upon the Senate. The measures which he 
proposes have been debated heretofore, time 
and again, and refused, and here while we 
have but a little more than thirty minutes 
these same dilatory motions which inevitably 
consume the last moments of the session are 
introduced. I trust that we shall at once pro- 
ceed to vote on the proposition merely ex- 
tending the time to six o’clock this evening. 
By that means it seems to me that any party 
in the House which is disposed to vote on the 
proposition which is already before them will 
have ample time, but I contess that I have no 
faith that the House are going to adopt the 
proposition. 

Mr. CONKLING. They have adopted it 
already. The House have extended the ses- 
sion until six o’elock. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Even with the 
extension to six o'clock, I have no question 
but what an extra gession is inevitable, and I 
desire that the Senate may not be placed in 
the attitude of filibustering here to prevent 
action on this proposition. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have been 
one of those who have acted as hard as I could 
in favor of a total repeal of this provision. I 
have failed. I have been opposed to any exten- 
sion of the time so long as the attitude of the 
House has been what it has been until within an 
hour or two. Of course, it isnot my place or my 
right to characterize that in any respect. Now, 
as the thing stands, I think it the fair and hon- 
orable thing to make an extension until six 
o'clock, as the lass effort which we are called 
upon to make in that direction. Therefore I 
hope that my friends with whom I have acted 
hitherto in respect to this question will be will- 
ing, as the thing now stands, as the House bas 
taken a certain action on the disputed question 
showing a disposition to consider it, whatever 
you may say of the motives, I think it right 
and fair that we should do this thing of making 
this extension, and I appeal to my friend from 


| North Carolina to let us do that, 


Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, I have 


| Hstened here very patiently, and I have waited 
ferent bills that I think ought to be passed || 
before we come to a final adjournment. There f! 
is no good reason why I should go into the | 
merits of any of those measures; they are | 


for weeks with much anxiety as to the result 
of the adjournment. I have voted in good 
faith from time to time to adjourn at the earliest 
day. We have been surrounded by difficulties 


| and it is well understood that the great polit- 


ical parties of the day—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Sen- 
ator will suspend. ‘Fhe Chair will receive a 
message from the House of Representatives. 
_A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPherson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House of Representatives had passed 
a resolution postponing the hour of adjourn- 
ment until six o’clock p. m.; in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that this House 
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Si eS 


resolution be taken up instead of the pending 


one. They are the same. 

The: PRESIDENT pre tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the 
House resolution? 

Mr. POOL. I object for the present. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President——— 

Mr. POOL. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House 
resolution will be read. ; : 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the time 


fixed by concurrent resolution for the adjournment 
ofthe two Houses be, and hereby is, extended until 
six o'clock p. m,, and that the President of the Sen- 
ate and the Speaker of the House be, and are hereby, 
authorized and directed to adjourn the two Houses 
sine die at that hour. 

- Mr, FLANAGAN, The importunities of 
my friends are such that, always being dis- 
posed to be governed by my friends to a very 
great extent, I will decline to address the 


Senate. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion ig on concurring in the resolution of the 
House. 

The resolution was concurred in, 


EASTERN NEVADA RAILROAD, 


Mr. STEWART. Now Iask that the vote 
be taken on that Nevada railroad bill, House 
pill No. 1842. The Senator from South Oar- 
olina has withdrawn his objection. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I object. If I cannot 
make my speech you shall not havea railroad. 
[No “Nol?] Well, I again yield to 
my friends. 

Mr. TIPTON. I interpose an objection to 
my friend on that bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1842) to 
grant the right of way to the Eastern Nevada 
Railroad Company. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United 


States, by Mr. O. E. BABCOCK, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had on the 8th 


instant approved and signed the following || 


acts: 
An act (S. No. $95) to perfeet certain land 


titles therein described ; 
An act (S. 


pended by them in taking the ninth eensus in 
excess of the compensation allowed them 
under the law in force before the passage of 
this act; 

An act (S. No. 403) for the relief of Rufas 
M. Piekel; 


An act (s. No. 377) for the relief of the legal | 
T. Wiggins, | : 
i| exeepted) afier presentation, 


representatives of the late George 
of Keokuk, in the State of Iowa; 


An act (S. No. 538) for the relief of Albert | 
Summerville, Ottawa || 


D. Pierce, postmaster at 
eounty, Kansas 5 

An act (8. No. 562) in relation to settlers 
on certain Indian reservations in the State of 
Minnesota ; 

An aet (S. No. 


entitled “An act to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States,” 
approved March 2, $867 5 i . 

An act (S. No. 984) granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Denver 
and Rio Grande Railway Company; : 

An act (5. No. 471) to amend an act entr- 
tled “An act supplementary to ap aet to pro- 
vide for furnishing artificial limbs to disabled 
soldiers,” approved June 30, 1870 ; 

‘An act (8. No. 142) to + lieve Charles J. 
Faulkner, of West Virginia, from the Tegal 
and political disabilities imposed by the four- 


No. 527} to reimburse United | 


States marshals for moneys necessarily ex- | 6 mes 
| settlers burned out in the States of Minne- 


| sata, Wisconsin, 


teenth amendment of.the Constitution of. the 
United States ; . 
An act (S. No. 699) fixing the salaries of 
the United States attorney and United States 
marshal for the district of Nebraska ; 
An act (S. No. 196) for the relief of the bark 


1; 

_An act (8. No. 399) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘“‘An-act to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States ;”” 

An act (8. No. 1073) increasing the rates 
of pension to certain persons therein described; 

An act (S. No. 858) granting a pension to 
Jobn B. Rose, of Indiana ; 

An act (S. No. 218) to create an additional 
land district in Florida; l 

An act (S. No. 545) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Stewart. and Alexander McConn, of West 
Virginia; 

An act (S. No. 480) concerning the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for the 
district of Kansas ; 

An act (S. No. 780) to provide for the re- 
demption and sale of lands held by the United 
States under the several acts levying direct 
taxes; 

An act (S. No. 1002) granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Pensacola 
and Louisville Railroad Company of Alabama ; 

An act (S. No. 1060) for the relief of Sarah 
S. Stafford ; 

An act (S. No. 599) granting a pension to 
Julia Belle Dunlap ; 

An act (S. No. 1099) to grant an American 
register to the British brig Balear ; 

‘An act (S. No. 1118) granting a pension to 
Calvin A. Laws; 

An act (S. No. 1119) granting a pension to 
Margaret Nelson; 

‘An act (S. No. 1443) for the relief of James 
D. Willoughby, of Vineland, New Jersey; 

An act (S. No. 1149) granting a pension to 
Catherine Crowell; 

An act (S. No. 1150) granting a pension to 
Abigail Ryan, widow of Thomas A. Ryan 3 

An act (S. No. 1151) for the relief of Calista. 
E. Cox; 

An act (S. No. 1153) to amend an act re- 
lating to soldiers’ and sailors’ homesteads ; 

Anact (S. No. 1182) for the completion and 
publication of the Medical and Surgica: His- 
tory of the Rebellion ; 

An act (S. No. 451) for the relief of Jeffer- 
son W. Davis; 

An act (S. No. 230) for the relief of Mary 
M. Clark, widow of Leonard Clark, deceased ; 
and 

An act (S. No. 546) relative ta homestead 
and Michigan. 

The message also announced that the act (S. 
No.97) for the relief of William Henry Otis, 
and the act (S. No. 687) for the relief of Charles 
and Hepry Spencer, were reeeived by the 
President on the 28th of May, 1872, and not 


having been returned within ten days (Sundays | 
had become | | rea 
| read the. third time, and passed. 


laws under the Constitution. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORT BURON. 
Myr. FERRY, of Michigan. 


and they have reported it back, and it is on the 
Calendar. The chairman of the committee 
holds a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
stating its object. £ ask that the bill be read, 
and that the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury also be read. 

My. BLAIR. I move to take up the eon- 


$ ference report on the steamboat bill. 


Me. FERRY, of Michigan. I hope the 
Senator from Missouri will pause for one 
moment. z 

Phe PRESIDENF pro 


tempore. The ques- 
tion is om the motion of 


the Senator from 


I move that | 
| the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
| House bill No. 2942. I will state that bill has 
| passed the House and been referred to the 


174) to declare the true M1) Comittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


tent and meaning of section two of an act. į 


H 


| Iopa, will 


Michigan to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill indicated by him. i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded. to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2942) for ithe con- 
struction of a custom-house, bonded ware- 
house, and post office at Port Huron, Michigan. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds reported the bill with an amendment 
to insert after the word ‘‘ completed,” in line 
ten, the words ‘upon plans to be previously 
made and approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury ;’’ so as to read: 


That the Seoretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to purchase, at 
private sale or by condemnation, in pursuance of the 
statute of the State of Michigan, a suitable lot of 
ground in thecity of Port Huron, Stateof Michigan, 
and to cause to be erected thereon a building suitable 
for the accommodation of the custom-house, bonded 
warehouse, and other Government offices in that city ; 
the lot of land andthe building thereon, when com- 
pleted, upon plans to be previously made and ap~ 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not 
exceed the cost of $200,000: Provided, That no 
money to he appropriated for this purpose shall be 
available until a valid title to the land shall be 
vested in the United States, and until the State of 
Michigan shall cede its jurisdiction over the same 
and relinquish the right to tax or assess the same 
while the United States shall be the possessor 
thereof. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will state 
that this bill and one other for Nashville, 
Tennessee, were reported, as the last bills 
acted on by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, without recommendation, 
but with the statement that if any more bills 
should be passed at this session, these two 
were, in the opinion of the committee, of the 
highest merit. Since that report was made 
the Secretary of the Treasury has sent a letter 
to the committee which I ask to have read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

‘fReasuRY DEPARTMENT, 
_ OFFICE ov THE SECRETARY, dune 7, 1872. 

Sin: It is now about two years since the subject of 
erecting a castom-house at Port Huron, Michigan, 
was considered by the Department and recom- 
mended as one of the places at which work should 
be undertaken without much delay. Up to. this 
time nothing has been done. An officer of the 
Department has been at Port Huron recently, and 
reports that the business is rapidly increasing, while 
the accommodations for its proper performance nro 
very meager. Upon this report and other facts 
known to me [feel it to be my duty to so far depart 
from the view heretofore expressed as to advise an 
appropriation for the construction of public vita- 
ings at that placo. The estimated cost, as heretofore 
given, 1s $200,000. 

Very respectfully, GEO. S. BOUTWELL, 

. Neeretary, 
Yon. Josts S. MORRILL, Chairman Committee oi 

Public Buitdingsand Grounds, United States Senate. 

The plam used for the eustom-house at Des Moines, 
y ill be used at Port Huron, and thus the 
architect’s ofice relieved of some labor. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I shall vote 
in favor of this bill, aud I shall vote in favor 
of the Nashville bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘Phe bill was reported ta the Senate as ame nd- 
ed, aud the amendment was coneurred in- It 
was ordered that the amendment be engrossed 


and the bill read a third time. The. bill was 


wW. W. GREFFIN. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Lask the Senate now 
to consider and pass the bill (H. R. No. 2780) 
for the relief of W. W. Griffin. Itis a bill I 
tried to get passed on Saturday night. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill, It is a direetion to the 
proper accounting officers of the ‘Treasury to 
audit and pay to W. W. Griffin, of Santa Fé, 
New Mexico, thé sum of $4,850, for services 
rendered as commissioner under the laws of 
the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. f i 

STEAMBOAT BILL. 

Mr. BLALR. E move sew that the Senate 

proceed to the consideration of the report of 
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the conference committee on the steamboat 
ill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I said some. days ago 
that I should never object to the consideration 
of this bilt for the purpose of delaying its con- 
sideration, To be frank and candid, I ought 
tosay to the Senator from Missouri and to the 
Senate that ifthe bill is taken up it will occupy 
probably ail the time that remains. I believe 
I am entitled to the floor upon it myself, and 
I shall feel bound to continue at some length 
the remarks which I began on a previous 
occasion. 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope we shall not take 
it up if it is to occupy the time. i 

Mr. CONKLING. Unless Senators want 
to, devote the residue of the session to this 
bill they bad hetter not take it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri on a subject which I have 
endeavored several times to bring before the 
Senate. I am for taking up this bill when 
there is a probability of considering it with a 
view of a disposition of it; but it will probably 
occupy the whole of the session, and I ask 
him to permit me to bring up the bill in regard 
to bridges on the Ohio river before the steam- 
boat bill is taken up. 

Mr. BLAIR. Tinsist upon the Senate de- 
ciding on this bill. I am one of the confer- 
ence commiitee, and if Senators choose to 
talk the session out on this bill they must take 
the responsibility of doing it. If the Senate 
chooses to vote down the motion which I have 
made, l shall have discharged my duty. I 
insist on my motion, and I call for the yeas 
and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
Mr. POMEROY. If this is to occupy th 
whole time this day I shall not vote to take it 
up. Ido not say anything against the merits 
of the biil, but L will not vote to take it up 

under the circumstances. 

Me. BLAIR. Iris of more importance than 
all the other business we have had before us 
this session and all that will come before us. 

Mr. CONKLING, If L understood the Sen- 
ator from Missouri aright he said he wanted 
somebody to take the responsibility of the 
defeat of this bill if it was to be defeated. 

Mr. POMEROY. © Let me take it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr.’ President, respon- 
sibility is one of the few things that i never 
knew a man to make a mistake by taking if 
he was night. And, therefore, I beg to say to 
my honorable friend that i shall be glad to 
take the responsibility, und the whole of it, 
of defeating this bill as it stands. If there is 
any form in which he would would like to 
have me putit, I should be glad to have con- 
centrated upon me alone the whole responsi- 
bility of the blame, if there is blame, and all 
the credit, if there is credit, of preventing the 
passage of a bill which I think is a wrong, a 
violation of the rights of the whole community, 
without, as I believe, one reasonable pretext 
for it. 

I do not know, Mr. President, precisely in 
what form to assume the responsibility, Per- 
haps I shall do it sufficiently when I say that 
I have matters concerning this bill which, 
unless I should be able to command greater 
brevity and greater facility of statement than 
I am able to do usually, will certainly occupy 
a couple of hours; and therefore, if the bill is 
taken up, I hope that no Senator will. com- 
plain of me if I do deliberately and systemat- 
ically discuss this bill of ninety pages, out of 
which I do not believe you can pick five for 
which there is a reasonable excuse. : 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, as I under- 
stand this steamboat bill, it is one of great 
importance to the commerce of the Obio and 
Mississippi rivers, and in fact to all the rivers 
of the country. 


The ques-. 


Mr. CONKLING. In what respect? 

Mr. MORTON. Tam not going to discuss 
the merits of the bill, but. I understand it to 
be a measure of great importance. I under- 
stand it from the fact that those interested in 
steamboating are most anxious for its passage 
and those interested in commerce upon the 
great rivers are anxious for its passage. The 
Senator intimates that he will speak two hours 
to defeat this bill. That is the right of the 
Senator, and I hope he will be allowed to do 
it, and tben that a vote will be taken imme- 
diately upon the conclusion of his speech. I 
am willing to risk the result. 

Mr.. CORBETT. This bill, as has been 
stated, is not only of very great importance to 
the steamboat men, but it will be of very great 
importance to the people generally if it is 
adopted, in my opinion. It removes a great 
number of safeguards that are now enacted 
into law to prevent the destruction of life, and 
in this bill there are provisions which do away 
with many of those protections, and for that 
reason 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pom- 
EROY in the chair.) The Chair thinks that at 
this stage of the session he should entorce the 
rule dis:inetly that nothing about the merits 
of a bill shall be said on a motion to take 
1b up. 

Mr. CORBETT. I hope the Senate will not 
think it strange if I feel it my duty, if they 
take up this biil, to occupy considerable time. 
Having been one of the committee to examine 
into the merits of the bill and having thoroughly 
considere@ it, I desire to present to the Senate 
my objections to some of its provisious and the 
reasons why l cannot agree to the conference 
report. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire simply to say in re- 
gard to the amount of time which the Senators 
propose to occupy inthe discussion of this bill, 
that the friends of the measure are willing to 
leave that to the good sense of the Senate after 
they have listened to the remarks of the Sen- 
ators on this subject. I have something to 
say, but Í shall retrain from saying it and sub- 
mit the question to the Senate, and 1 believe 
that such is the importance of this measure 
that we can very easily get au extension .of 
time from the House to pass the bill. I have 
no apprehension upon that subject. I hope 
the Sevate will not be deterred from voting to 
take up this measure of such great importance 
to the entire country by 1 will not say the 
threats, but the intimations which bave been 
thrown out at Senators here. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Casserly, Chand- 
ler, Cooper, Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Morton, Nor- 
wood, Pratt, Ransom, Rice, Sauisbury, Sherman, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, 
Lipton, Trumbull, and West—23. 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Buckingham, Cam- 
eron, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
Edmunds, Fenton, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen. Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Saw- 
yer, Spencer, Stewart, Vickers, and Windom—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Brown- 
low, Caldwell, Carpenter, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Gonnecricut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
g! Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, Hil, Johnston, Lewis, 


Nye, Patterson, Robertson, Schurz, Scott, 
‘Wilson, and Wright—26. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
ARKANSAS COLLEGE SCRIP. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I move to take up House 
bill No. 2109. It is a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to issue college scrip 
to the State of Arkansas, which will cause no 
discussion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2109) to author- 
ize the issuance of college scrip to the State 
of Arkansas. The preamble recites that the 
State of Arkansas has complied with ail the 
provisions and requirements of an act entitled 


‘6 An act donating public lands to the several 
States and Territories which may provide col- 
leges for the. benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanic arts,’’ approved July 2, 1862, aud 
other acts amendatory thereto. 

The bilitherefore proposes to direct the Secre- 
tary of the Department of the Interior to issue at 
once, and deliver to the secretary of the State 
of Arkansas the full amount of college scrip, 
to wit, one hundred and fifty thousand acres, 
to be used and appropriated to and for the 
purposes and objects specified in the acis 
referred to, and none other. 

An amendment was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, in line seven, after 
the word ‘‘acres’’ to insert ‘‘ and ninety thou- 
saud acres to the secretary of the board of 
trustees of the Florida State Agricultural 
College of the State of Florida.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SAWYER. If the bill is to pass, I 
should like to have attached to it a bill which 
was reported extending the time for the State 
of Indiana to take advantage of the agricul- 
tural college act. There was a general bill 
passed by the Senate extending the time for 
all the States that needed an exteusion, but I 
am not aware that it has passed the House, 
If this bill is to pass, I move that the bill of 
the Senator from Indiana extending the time 
for that State be put on as an amendment. 
There is no possible objection to it. 

an CLAYTON. 1 hope that will not be 
added. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina moves an amend- 
ment to the pending bill. The Clerk has not 


the amendment here. 

Mr. SAWYER. The bill is before the 
Senate and is in type. It is approved by the 
committee, and there is no objection to its 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Sen- 
ator has the amendment he will please send 
it to the desk. : 

Mr. CAMERON. Let the bill be passed 
over informally for the moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 


laid aside. 
JAMES DE LONG. 


Mr. CAMERON. Iask only a moment to 
presenta bill from the House of Representa- 
tives, No. 2622, for the relief of James De 
Long, late United States consul at Aux Cayes, 
Hayn, and to say that it is the last bill acted 
on by the Committee on Foreign Relations. It 
will take but a moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2622) for the relief 
of James De Long, late United States consul 
at Aux Cayes, Hayti. It provides for the 
payment to James De Long, late consul at 
Aux Cayes, Hayti, of $2,816; $1,166 of the 
sum so appropriated being for money ad- 
vanced and expended by him for the relief of 
destitute colored emigrants, colonized under 
authority of the acts of April16 and July 17, 
1862, and $1,650 being for extraordinary 
expenses incurred by him at the siege of Aux 
Cayes, Hayti, during his consulship at that 
place. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


J. 8, UNDERHILL. 


Mr. CORBETT. I ask that House bill No. 
2050 be taken up, which was reported by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2050) for 
the reliefof J. S. Underhill. It provides for 
the payment to J. S. Underhill of $23.310 75 
in full payment and di-charge of his claim for 
work done and material furnished in the con- 
struction of the irdn-clad vessel Keokuk. 
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Me. SHERMAN. I call for the reading of 
the report in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the report of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs submitted on May 30, 
by Mr. OsBory, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the claim of J.S. Underhill, have examined 
the same and subwit the following report: r 

In the month of Seprember, 1862, Mr. J. S, Under- 
hili, proprietor of the Dry-Dock Iron Works, in the 
city of New York, was engaged in building the 
United States iron-clad war steamer Keokuk, under 
a contract with Mr. O. W. Whitney, the Government 
contractor for building said vessel. 

While thus engaged in the construction of said 
war steamer Keokuk, and ip consequenceof a great 
aud sudden emergency of war, as shown and cor- 
roborated by the proof filed herewith, the general 
inspector on the part of the United States Govern- 
ment, Alban C. Stimers, chief engineer United States 
Navy, directed that the light armor be stripped 
off, and that heavier armor shouid be put upon 
a portion of the upper works of the said steamer 
Keokuk, and that the work should be expedited by 
employing a force of workmen for nights and Sun- 
days, and assuring the coutractor that the extra 
work thus demanded would be promptly recognized 
and paid for by the Navy Department. 

Lhe contractor, Mr. C. W. Whitney, it appears, 
deciined to cause this work to be done, alleging as 
reason therefor that be had not the necessary means 
to meet this additional expense, so incident to this 
additional work, as he was already indebted heavily 
to Mr. Underbill (the claimant) for work done by 
him tor the Government. 

Mr. Underhill, being appealed to. expressed his 
wiuivgness to compiy with this request, provided 
the orders to perfurm this work and pledges to pay 
therefor came from the Navy Department. Chief 
Engineer Stimers then exhibited to Mr. Underhill 
the letters from Hon. G V. Fox, then Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Navy, written to said Scimers, bear- 
ing dates September 5, 15, and 27, 1862, mentioned in 
the communication addressed by said Stimers to 
Hon. Gideon Welles, Secretary of the Navy, of date 
Juiy 8, 1808. R 

‘The necessary force of workmen, it appears, was 
thereupon employed, and kept at work upon the 
said iron-clad war steamer Keokuk nights and Sun- 
days, from October 6, 1862, 10 March 5, 1863, under 
the employment and pay of the said Mr, Underhill: 
The time-tables and record of this work were accu- 
rately Kept, it is alleged, both by the book-keeper 
of Mr. Underhill and by the Government inspector. 
The prices, charged were, it seems, no greater than 
the regularly established rates of pay at that time 
for siwitar work, and the account therefor presented 
is verified and appears correct and no part of the 
same has ever been paid, and thereiore constitutes 
an equitable claim against the Government of the 
United States, the benefits of which have accrued 
soicly and entirely to the public service. | 

Uuder the evidence presented, the committee can- 
not hesitate to recommend the payment of his claim 
of $23,310 75, and therefore report the accompanying 
bill and recommend its passage. 

My. SHERMAN. F would like to ask the 
chairman of the committee what distinguishes 
this trom the other claims of a similar char- 
acter? I know a constituent of mine has had 
avery large claim of the same kind, but { could 
never get a report. i 

Mr. CRAGIN. This is unlike any other 
claim. A man named Whitney was the con- 
tractor. Underhill was employed to take off 
some light armor that was put on the vessel, 
it having been condemned by the Department, 
and put on a heavier kind, and to do this his 
workmen were employed at mghts and Sun- 
days. The Navy Department, as he alleges, 
and as l believe fully appears by the papers, 
agreed to it. ‘Lhis is simply to pay his labor- 
ers for nights and Sundays while doing this 
extra work which has never been paid to the 
contractor, Underhill being a sort of sub- 
contractor. ‘The case is an equitable one 
beyond ali doubt. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, aud passed. : 

ARKANSAS COLLEGE SCRIP. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
827, to aw horize the construction of bridges 
across the Ohio river and prescribe the dimen- 
sion of the same. . f 

Mr. CLAYTON. There wasa bill laid aside 
which I -vant taken up. a2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
which was laid aside informal.y will now be 
taken up, its consideration being called for. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


bill (H. R. No. 2109) to authorize the issuance 
of college scrip to the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to amend the bill 
by adding the following: 


That toe see within which the Peate of Indiana 
may comply wi e provisions of the act of July 
23, 1866, entitled “An act to amend the fifth section 
of an act entitled ‘An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may pro- 
vide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanic arts,’ approved July 2, 1862, so as to ex- 
tend the time within which the provisions of said 
act shall be accepted and such colleges established,” 
is hereby extended so that the State of Indiana shall 
have the period of two years, after the Ist day of 
July, 1872, within which to provide at least one col- 
lege, as described in the fourth section of an act en- 
titted “An act donating public lands to the several 
States and Territuries which may provide colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts,” approved July 2, 1862. 


Mr.SAWYER. Iwill simply state that the 
time during which the State of Indiana could 
take advantage of this act expires on the 3d of 
July, this year, and the building is not quite 
ready to go into operation, hence the necessity 
of the extension. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


- Mr. RICE. I offer the following amend- 
ment to this bill, to be added as additional 
sections: 

Src. —. That in all cases where parties may have 
heretofore made homestead entries of the public 
lands, which entries have not been canceled, and 
bave made their affidavits before clerks of the 
county courts, or other persons authorized to ad- 


! minister oaths, without having previously made the 


settlement required by the third section of the act 
of March 21, 1864, amendatory of the homestead 
jaw, und for other purposes, such failure shall not 
be construed to work a forfeiture of their claims: 
Provided, That since their entries such parties have 
in all other respects complied substantially with the 
requirements of the homestead law. 

gc. —. That in att cases of entries heretofore 
made of the publie lands of the United States, ander 
the homestead law and its amendments, where it 
shall appear that the parties have substantially 
complied with the requirements of said law but have 


| failed to go upon the land within six months from 


the date of entry, or have otherwise failed in the 
minor requirements of the law, such failure shall 
not be construed to work a forfeiture, but the entry 
shall be subject to the equitable consideration of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, who may, 
if he is satisfied that the entry was made in good faith, 
and that the failure of the settler was not from his 
own neglect, approve the case and issue patent in 
the usual manner: Provided, That such entries have 
not heretofore been canceled by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. 2 . 

Sec. —. That in all eases of entries of public lands 
under the homestead laws where the lands so 
entered have been abandoned, aud subsequently 
reéntered under said homestead laws by the same 
or other parties, and where such subsequent entries 
are, under the rulings of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, dependent for their validity upon the legality 
of the affidavits in said originat entries, said afi- 
davits are hereby legalized aud confirmed so as to 
protect the persons making such subsequent entries 
who have, in good faith, complied with the pro- 
visions of the homestead laws. 

Mr. STEWART. Where does that come 
from? 

Mr. RICE. It has passed the House, and 
has been reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senate will 
pay attention. This is the dangerous hour of 
the session, and I hope every Senator will pay 
attention to what is going ou. Here is a bill 
giving to the State of Arkansas her share of 
agricultural college scrip. ‘Phere is no objec- 
tion to that. Then the Senator from South 
Carolina offers a proposition to extend for two 
years the time to the State of Indiana to com: 
plete her arrangements for her agricultural 
college. There is no objection to that, But 
here is a proposition that I have listened to 
that has never passed any committee of this 
body, a measure broad in its extent 

Mr. RICE. I wish to correct the Senator 
from Obio. It has passed the Committee on 
Public Lands of this body and has passed the 
House of Representatives. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. lu the first place it has 
no pertineney to the bill, It has nothing to 
do with college lands. It relates to home- 
sieads and various land matters, one of the 
most difficult subjects of legislation. Now, I 


ask the Senator from Arkansas is it. exactly 
fair in the first place to put a. bill ‘of this 
kind on the bill of his colleague which is for 
the benefit. of the State. of Arkansas to. give 
her agricultural college scrip? I must object 
to the incongruity, the dangerous incongruity 
of offering amendmeuts of this kind. : 

Mr. OSBORN. My impression is that that 
bill has never passed the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. I have no recollection of it, being 
a member of that committee, F 

Mr. SHERMAN. i ask the chairman it 
this has ever passed the Committee on’ Public 
Lands? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has been informed by the Cierk that it has not 
been reported. It has been before the commit- 
tee, but it has not been reported, as the Chair 
is informed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is the dangerous 
hour for legistation. I trust that no bul will 
be passed unless the subject-matter is fully 
understood, It would be dangerous to load 
down this bill with other bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This has 
been considered by the committee, but the 
Cierk informs the Chair that it has -not been 
reported from the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Surely it ought not to 
be put upon this bill; otherwise we put a 
mountain upon a mole-hill. 

Mr. OSBORN. I hope this amendment will 
not be put upon the bill. The bill, as reported 
aud amended, simply refers to educational 
affairs and the exteusion of the time for the 
organization of the college. 

Mr. RICE. Iwish to say, with reference 
to this amendment, in answer to the remarks 
of the Senator from Ohio in regard to putting 
this amendment on to the bill of my collage 
that relates to Arkansas, that the bill I bave 
offered as an amendment is of benefit to more 
people in Arkansas, ten to one, than the ori- 
ginal bill. I move it in behalf of citizens of 
Arkansas who have been pressing ail winter 
to have it passed. I have tried for two days 
to getii up, and have not been able to get the, 
floor, and I take advantage of this opportuun- 
ity to get it before the Senate. I donot know 
a point against the bill, and no Senator makes 
a point agaiust its passage. l do not know 
any reason that any man can offer against. it. 
Homestead settlers have settled upon land ; 
some of them have not strictly complied with 
the provisions of the homestead act, and they 
simply ask that under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior they be allowed yet to com- 

ly with its provisions. That is all it asks. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have nothing to say 
against the amendment asa distinct proposi- 
tion; but I hope my colleague will not load 
down this bill with any amendment. 

Mr. RICK. It wiilnot load it; the House 
will adopt it. À 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am ready to vote for 
it upon its merits, but let it stand by itself. 
The bill itself is an important bill and ought 
to go through by itself. 

Mr. RICK. ‘The bill has to go back to the 
House on account of the amendment of the 
committee, and if it goes back with this amend- 
ment also, it goes back with a proposition 
which has already passed the House, and 
therefore cannot be ovjectionable to the House. 
It will not load the biil at all. 

Mr. CASSERLY, Asamember of the Com: 
mittee on Public Lands | bave felt it my. duty 
to look at the bili wh:ch the Senator from Ark- 
ansas has offered as an amendment to the 
pending bill. [think no suen bill as that has 
ever been approved by the Committee ov Pub- 
lic Lands. 1 do not remember, indeed, bavirg 
ever seen it before. I do not say that it has not 
been considered in the committee, but I am 
quite certain it never was approved by that 
committee. I speak with great. reluctance 
against the wishes of the Senator from Ark- 
ansas who has offered this amendment, but I 
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appeal to him not to press it. Ido not think 
itcan pass except upon considerable debate. 
- Senators should keep in mind that when you 
undertake to meddle with any branch of our 
complicated and extensive land system, you 
undertake a very dangerous thing unless you 
do it upon most careful consideration. and 
after full examination and upon communica- 
tion with the Land Office. We never do in 
the Public Lands Committee deal with a bill 
like this except under these circumstances. I 
trust the Senator from Arkansas will not press 
the bill as an amendment now. : 

Mr. RICE. I was under the impression 
that the Committee on Public Lands had 
reported this bill. I consulted with the chair- 
man of thatcommittee, and it was his impres- 
sion that:they had reported it. I understand 
from him now that they have considered it. 
Unless there is some point in the. amendment 
that ‘is objectionable, I still do not see any 
reason why it should not pass. I cannot see 
the slightest reason why it should not pass 
as an amendment here unless it is objection- 
able. The mere fact that the committee have 
not made a formal report does not change the 
ease atall. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The first of those sec- 
tions is indefinite as to time. It goes back to 
any period since the homestead law or the 
public- land system was first enacted. The next 
is a complete subversion of the whole principle 
of our public-land system, so far as it depends 
upon actual entry. Now, sir, at this very ses- 
sion we have taken a-bill passed for the ben- 
efit of our soldiers and sailors, and we have 
amended it so as to require even from them 
actual entry within a specified period. And 
yet the Senator from Arkansas wants us in the 
last hours of this session to pass a bill which 
abrogates that essential principle. ‘The third 
section undertakes to validate all sorts of aff- 
davits. Anything that is written on a piece 
of paper and has a jurat to it is validated by 
that section. 1 submit to my friend as a law- 
yer that there can scarcely be any bill more 

» dangerous than this one which he has pre- 
sented at this late period of the session. 

Mr. RICH. The question of ‘time ‘is the 
point inthe amendment. It goes back and 
covers the time of the war when men could 
not prove up their claims. It covers a great 
number of loyal claimants in western Arkansas 
that were unable to comply with the home- 
stead act who had in good faith settled there. 
The affidavits the Senator refers to are affida- 
vits that were made at that time, and the per- 
sons during the war either removed away, 
were killed, or died, and their affidavits can- 
not again be had, aud that is the necessity for 
having this enactment. It is the want of 
being able to make again the proof which we 
did make years ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas has referred to a conver- 
sation with the chairman of the committee. 

. With the indulgence of the Senate the Chair 
will state that after this bill was considered in 
committee it was laid aside for further con- 
sideration, the majority not being for it at the 
time. That was the action of the committee. 
The question is on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas. 

Mr. RICE. Lask for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suppose it 
is quite proper that we should pass some bill 
in relation to the States that are now entitled 
to receive their college land scrip; but the 
amendment that is presented by the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Rice] is upon an entirely 
different matter, and will-virtually destroy the 
relief intended, because it cannot be supposed, 
I think, by any Senator that a question of the 
magnitude presented in that amendment will 
be received and considered by the House be- 
tween this and six o'clock: = Now, I take it 


= 


that the amendment that -has already been 
adopted is proper, and that the bill should not 
be loaded down with anything further. I trust 
if there is a disposition on the part of the Sen- 
ate to afford the relief in the bill and the single 
amendment: that has been adopted, we’ will 
adhere to that, and not load the bill down any 
farther. ; 

‘Mr. THURMAN. I do not rise to discuss 
this amendment ; but as the yeas and nays 
have been ordered, I wish to say thatmy vote 
against attaching it to this bill is not to be 
considered as a vote upon the merits of the 
amendment. . It may be that the proposition 
of the Senator from Arkansas is one for which 
T would vote if I had an opportunity to invest- 
igate it; but it would require a very careful 
examination into the homestead law, and then 
a very careful examination of the amendment, 
and that I have had no opportunity, nor any 
one else, so far as I know, except the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Public Lands, to 
make, and tberefore I cannot in the dark, 
without the recommendation of any commit- 
tee, vote for his proposition. If it came up 
independently, and I had an opportunity to 
examine it, 1 do not know what might be my 
opinion upon it. It might possibly be favor- 
able. 

Mr. STEWART. 
mark 

Mr. HARLAN. I desireto make an inquiry 
in reference to the effect of this bill, or one 
feature of it, if the Senator from Nevada will 
allow it. Iam not sure that this is the bill; 
but there is a bill on the Calendar which pro- 
poses to authorize the Government to deliver 
over to the State of Arkansas certain college 
scrip held as security to secure the payment 
of bonds in which Indian fonds are invested, 
on which the State of Arkansas is delinquent. 
If this is the bill that proposes to effect that 
result, I doubt very much the wisdom of 
passing it. 

Mr. STEWART. The amendment under 
consideration now has no reference to that 
subject. The bill is another thing. I wish 
to say a word about this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
the one referred to by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HARLAN, ‘The body of the billis the 
one I refer to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But not the 
amendment. 

Mr. HARLAN. Has the amendment been 
reported ? 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been. 

Mr. HARLAN. Will the Senator from 
Nevada state the substance of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make a remark, 


I simply wish to re- 


and then the Senator will see how difficult it. 


would be to state the substance of it. Ido 
not think anybody can state its substance. I 
do not understand the amendment, and that is 
the reason I am opposed to it. Ido not un- 
derstand how it will operate. It is affecting 
homestead settlers in such a manner that we 
certainly ought to have a report of the land 
department upon it before it is passed. I do 
not know but there may be cases of the sort 
referred to here that I should like to relieve, 
but I have read this amendment very carefully 
and it is impossible for me to comprehend it, 
and I think it would be impossible for settlers 
to*comprehend it. - 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me that 
with the opposition there is to the amendment, 
and also to the original bill by the Senator 
from Iowa, we ought not to pass it without 
due consideration. : 

Mr. STEWART. Iam certain the amend- 
ment ought not to be passed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senate will allow 
me, I will move to lay the bill on the table so 
that we may take up another bill which I 
think we can pass. I move to lay this bill on 
the table. j 


Mr. HARLAN. Ihope that will be done, 
temporarily at least, so that ] may have an 
opportunity to read the bill over, and it may 
be that then I shall have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
had recognized the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Scorr] in reference to the bridge bill, but 
this bill had been laid aside and was first to 
be considered. Unless objection be made it 
can be laid aside again. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move thatit be laid on 
the table and certainly that motion is in order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Dli- 
nois, that the bill be laid on the table. 

The question being put, there were on di- 
vision—ayes 15; noes 22; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There does not seem to 
be any objection to the original bill, but there 
is objection to the amendment. Can we not 
take a vote on the amendment? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator is mis- 
taken. The Senator from Iowa says this scrip 
is held in pledge for Indian trust funds, and 
he thinks it would be wrong to turn it over to 
the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
objection. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was so stated by the 
Senator from Iowa, and that was the reason 
why I made the motion to lay on the table. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. I thought the Senator 
from Iowa was objecting to the amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He was objecting to the 
original bill, and the Senator from Nevada was 
objecting to the amendment. There seemed 
to be serious objection to the whole of it, 
and I thought it had better be laid aside. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better be 
laid aside informally until Senators can look 
at it. 

Mr. SCOTT. If there is no objection to 
laying that bill aside informally, F ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill I gave notice of a few moments ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania was recognized, and this 
bill was taken up informally. If there is no 
objection, this bill will now be. laid aside in- 
formally to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill indicated by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, the Ohio bridge bill. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. BOREMAN. There is objection. 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask leave to make a 
report from the Committee on Commerce, 
and I ask for the present consideration of the 
report. ` 

Mr. SCOTT. You cannot do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If that is 
objected to, the Arkansas bill is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. | I object until we get this bill 
out of the way, and then I want to take up the 
bridge bill. i 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. T hope every objec- 
tion will be withdrawn to the motion made by 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania. 
The bill which he desires to have considered 
is one of great. public importance, and it ap- 
pears to me that it ought to be acted upon 


now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will again put the question to the Senate. 
Senators who concur in laying aside this bill 
informally, to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill indicated by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, will say ay—— 

Mr, TRUMBULL. You cannot lay a bill 
aside informally by a motion. If it is laid 
aside, it must be laid on the table when there 
is objection. 

. Mr. BOREMAN. I wish to state to the 
Perni that there isa contest about this bridge 
ill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bill is 
not yet before the Senate. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Iunderstand that a part 


I did not hear that 
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of the motion that the Chair has been putting 
to the Senate is to take up that bill. If the 
motion is really to lay the other bill on the 
table or pass it over, I have nothing to say; 
but before the bridge billis taken up I wish to 
make a remark or two. I should like to know 
from the Chair what the proposition was that 
was submitted to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion before the Senate is on laying aside in- 
formally the Arkansas bill. Is there objection 
to that? i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 


Mr.. I object to laying it 
aside informally. Let us dispose of it one 
way or the other. The motion to lay on the 
table has not been disposed of as yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator now moves that the bill lie on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ifthe Chair will pardon 
me a minute, we took that vote, except that 
we were found without a quorum, but there is 
a quorum if the Clerk will call the absentees. 

My. TRUMBULL. The vote was not by 
yeas and nays, but by a division, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks there is a quorum present. 

Mr. CONKLING. Was the vote taken by 

eas and nays? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I do not object, 
of course, to another division. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
can be liad on a motion to lay on the table. 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 17, noes 19; no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon this 
question the yeas‘and nays are demanded. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARLAN. I desire to occupy the 
attention of the Senate but one minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator can proceed by unanimous consent. The 
Chair hears no objection.  * 

Mr. HARLAN. ` If the Senate desire to do 
what I think this bill will effect, of course I 
have'no personal objection to it. The Gov- 
ernment invested certain trust funds held for 
the use of the Choctaw Indians I think in 
Arkansas bonds twenty or thirty years ago. 
The State has failed to pay either the bonds or 
the interest. The Department of the Interior 
is holding this college scrip as collateral secur- 
ity to secure the payment of this trust fund 
for the ‘benefit of those Indians. They do 
‘this, as I understand, under a’ general law di- 
recting the Government to hold any funds or 
moneys that may be due from the Government 
to any State until the State shall settle up the 
claims the Government has upon it. Now, 
this bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to deliver over to the State of Arkansas this 
college scrip. Of course it will remove it from 
the custody of the Department, and cease 
after that to be security for the payment, or 
aid in securing the payment of this trust 
mouey. If that is the desire of the Senate, 
then of course this bill will effect it. The 
Secretary of the Interior has written a letter 
advising that it should not be done; but if the 
Senate think differently let it be done under- 
standingly. The Senators from Arkansas are 
very anxious to have it done, and say to me 
privately that the State has been endeavoring 
to secure this money in a different way. 

Mr: OLAYTON. I ask unanimous consent 
to kay a few words. 1 think I can make this 
matter understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The State of Arkansas 
some thirty-three or thirty-four years ago 
iesued bonds for certain purposes, and the 
Chickasaw Indians invested their funds in a 
portion of those bonds. When the war closed 
those bonds became due. The State of Ark- 
ansas at that time was utterly unable to pay 
the principal of the bonds. She provided by 
law, however, for the funding of the bonds, 
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and the State has funded all the bonds except 
these Chickasaw Indian bonds. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior claims that he has not the 
power to allow those bonds to be funded with- 
out the action of Congress. We have paid 
every cent of the interest on the bonds since 
we have funded them. We cannot pay the 
principal, It is true this scrip is being held 
back on account of the non-payment of the 
principal of those bonds; but it does seem to 
me very wrong to stop our educational insti- 
tutions simply because we are unable to pay 
the principal of this debt. The Secretary of 
the Interior cannot appropriate one dollar 
of this sum to pay that interest. He simply 
holds us and stops us going on with our insti- 
tutions. I hope that will not be done. I 
hope we shall be allowed to go on with our 
agricultural colleges and pay our debts, as we 
intend to pay them, in a proper way. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make 
one inquiry for information. Is there any act 
of Congress whereby this money is held back 
from the State of Arkansas to secure the pay- 
ment of these Indian bonds? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not believe there is. 

Mr. HARLAN, There is a general law not 
directing this specifically, but directing the 
Government to withhold the payment. 

Mr. MORTON. Iwill state to the Senator 
from Iowa that the law applies to the debts 
due to the States by the General Government; 
for instance, for moneys advanced during the 
war. Now, this is a debt due by the State of 
Arkansas upon her bonds in which the Gov- 
ernment invested the funds of these Indians. 
But so far as the agricultural college serip is 
concerned the State of Arkansas is a mere 
trustee. No court of chancery would ever 
authorize the one to be held as security for 
the payment of the other. The State of Ark- 
ansas does owe a debt which she cannot now 
pay ; but so far as the agricultural scrip is con- 
cerned it cannot be held as a set-off. That 
does not belong. to the State of Arkansas 
except as a trustee for certain purposes, and 
she is entitled to receive it only upon condi- 
tion of complying with certain arrangements 
required by the law. There can be no set-off 
of the one against the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis within 
the knowledge of the Chair that there is a 
quorum present, and the Chair will now receive 
a message from the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuErson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 
996) to repeal so much of section six of an act 
entitled ‘An act making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1870, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3, 1869, as prohibits promo- 
tions in the staff departments of the Army. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 1089) to reimburse 
the State of Nevada for expenses incurred 
while a Territory, in the purchase of a prison 
and in support of United States courts. 

The message also announced that the House 
had disagreed to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 2046) for the relief 
of Theodore Adams, asked a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and bad appointed Mr. Joun A. Perers of 
Maine, Mr. Henry H. STARKWEATHER of Con- 
necticut, and Mr. Winiiam S. Horman of Indi- 
ana, managers at the same on its part. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (S. No. 508) for the relief of certain tribes 
of Indians in the northeru superintendency. 


THEODORE ADAMS. 
The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
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ments to the bill (H. R. No, 2046) for the 
relief of Theodore Adams, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives. ; se 8 
On motion of Mr. SCOTT, it was . 
- Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its. amend- 
ments to the said bill disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, and agree to the conference asked 
y the House on the disagreeing votes of.the two 
Houses thereon. ; 
Ordered, That. the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the President pro tempore, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed 
Mr. Scorr, Mr. Borneman, and Mr, BLAIR. 


HERMAN RASTER. 


Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1986) for the relief of 
Herman Raster, collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Illinois, to report it 
back with amendments, and [ ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. It is a bill that ought to 
become a law at this session, and will be of 
very little use if it does not. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
are about to take the yeas and nays on a 
motion to lay the pending bill on the table, 
and while that is pending the Senator’ from 
Delaware asks unanimous consent to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill just reported 
by him. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I object. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope there. will be no 
objection. It will take but a moment to dis- 
pose of this bill, and it is a very important 
matter to this man. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection to the bill ? 

Mr. OSBORN. Yes, sir, there is objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the Senator from Florida to ob- 
ject, and the call of the yeas and nays will 
proceed. 

Mr. SAWYER. As this debate has pro- 
ceeded by unanimous consent, I ask to say a 
single word if there be no objection. 

Mr. OSBORN. I withdraw. my objection 
to the bill reported by the Senator from Del- 


aware, ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida withdraws his objection to 
the bill reported by the Senator from Del- 
aware, and if there be no further objection the 
bill is before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The Committee on Finance reported the 
bill with amendments. 

The first amendment was in line eight after 
the word ‘account’’ to strike out the words 
“such amount asin equity and justice may 
seem right,” and to insert “ not exceeding 
the sum of $88,691 93, or so much thereof as 
shall be satisfactorily proven to have been lost 
and destroyed as aforesaid.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line twelve, to 
strike out the words ‘‘by affidavits or other- 
wise.’? ` : 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line eighteen, 
after the word “may” and before the word 
“ abate’? to insert the words ‘‘ on proof satis- 
factory to bim.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines nineteen 
and twenty, to strike out the words ‘fon such 
proof as can be made under the circumstances, 
and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line twenty- 
four, to strike out the words ‘‘in case the same 
should become collectable. ”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, reads as follows: 


Whereas the great conflagration in the city of 
Chicago on the 8th and Ith days of October, 1871, de- 
stroyed the custom-house and post office building in 
said city, in which was located the ofice of the col- 
jector of internal revenue fur the first district of 
Jllinois, whereby a considerable quantity of internal 
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revenue stamps, as well as the books, papers, and 
assessment lists belonging to said office, were lost or 
destroyed: Therefore, A 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue and the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorizedatd directed, upon receiving from said col- 
lector satisfactory proof, by affidavits or otherwise, 
of the amountin value of the stamps so destroyed, 
to credit, or cause to be credited, on said colleétor’s 
account, not exceeding the sum of $83,691 93, or so 
much thereof asshall have been satisfactorily proven 
to have been lost and destroyed as aforesaid: and 
the said Commissioner and the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department are also’hereby author- 
ized and directed, on being satisfied that the said 
collector bas paid into the Treasury all moneys by 
him collected on the assessment lists prior to the 
September. lists, 1871, to credit. or to cause him, the 
said collector, to be credited with the amounts un- 
collected on such lists destroyed as aforesaid: or if, 
in the judgment of the said Commissioner, he consid- 
ers it best, he may on proofsatisfactory to him abate 
the said taxes uncollected on said lists in such man- 
ner and as may be consistent with the rules of equity 
and justice: Provided, That nothing in this act con- 
tained. shall.be construed to bar the right of the 


United States to collect any of the taxes aforesaid, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, andthe amendments were concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendments be 
engrossed and the bill read athird time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 


» PORT OF DELIVERY AT LA CROSSE, 


Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Arkan- 
sas bill is now before the Senate. 

Mr. OSBORN. Let us dispose of’ that 


now, 

Mr. SPENCER. I appeal to the Senator 
from Arkansas to yield for one moment only. 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir; I cannot. yield. 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask to make a report 
from a committee and have it acted upon at 
‘this time. There is no objection to it, I believe, 
and it will uot take a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPENCER. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 862) to create a port 
of delivery at La Crosse, in Wisconsin, and 
to provide for a surveyor of customs thereat, 
to report it back without amendment, and to 
‘ask for its immediate consideration. 

The ‘PRESIDING ‘OFFICER. Is there 
objection to proceeding with the consideration 
‘of the bill?) None being made, the bill is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, 

_It proproses to constitute La Crosse, in the 
county of La Crosse, and State of Wisconsin, 
a port of delivery within the collection district 
of New Orleans; and directs the appointment 
of a surveyor of customs for the port, who is 
to perform the duties of that office and receive 
a compensation of not exceeding $1,200 per 
annum as salary. 

Mr, FENTON. Let me inquire is this a 
bill to make La Crosse, Wiscousin, a depend- 
ency and subject to the control of the port of 
New Orleans? 

Mr. SPENCER. No, itis not. The entire 
Mississippi river and all its tributaries are now 
embraced in the collection district of New 
Orleans, This makes a port of delivery only 
at La Crosse. There isone at St. Paul 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to know 
what committee tnis comes from? 

Mr. SPENCER, It is a unanimous report 
from the Commitiee on Commerce. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have only to say that 
throughout the western country there are ports 
of delivery at various places. T think we 
have half a dozen in my State; one at Alton, 
one at Quincy, one at Peoria, and now here is 
another. I know of no earthly use for most 
of them. except to furnish a place for some- 
body to hold and receive a salary. [ do not 
believe there is any sort of occasion for a port 
of delivery at La Crosse, Wisconsin, and a 
surveyor of customs with a salary of $1,200. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill is 
being proceeded with by unanimous consent. 
Is there objection ? i 


Tt requires 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I will object. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator from 
Hlinois will allow an explanation of it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I shall object to any other 
business than the disposition of the bill moved 
by the Senator from Arkansas. I hope we 
shall proceed and dispose of that, and then I 
shall ask the Senate to dispose of the motion 
which I have made to take up the Ohio river 
bridge bill. 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask leave to withdraw 

report, and.I will make it at another time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no objection the report will be withdrawn. 

Mr. WILSON. Ihave a little bill of a local 
nature, ovly five lines, which I should like to 
have. passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania objects. 

Mr. FENTON. I suggest that we proceed 
to the consideration of the business now before 
the Senate, the regular order. 


ARKANSAS COLLEGE SCRIP. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2109) to authorize the issuance of college 
scrip to the State of Arkansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
question ison the motion of the Senator from 
lilinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] to lay this bill upon 
the table. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 


resulted—yeas 18, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Buckingham, Cam- 
eron, Casserly, Conbett, Cragin, Fenton, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hamilton of “Lexas, Harlan, Kelly; Morrill of 
Vermont, Pomeroy, Rice, Scott, Trumbull, and 
Vickers-—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Hill, Howe, Logan, Morton, Osborn, 
Pool, Pratt, Kamsey, Sawyer, Sherman, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stewart, and. Windom—24, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Cole, Conk- 
ling, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Hitech- 
cock, Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Ransom, Robertson,Sauls- 
bary, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Thur- 
man, Lipton, West, Wilson, and Wright—32, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will offer 


an amendment which I think the Senator from 
Arkansas will accept. I do not think we ought 
to require of Arkansas more than she can 
possibly perform, and if the State is willing to 
refund the bounds that are now held by the 
United States as trust funds, and do what she 
can, paying the interest annually, I think the 
United States ought to be satisfied with that, 
and allow her to have this college scrip. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing amendment is the amendment moved by 
the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Rice. ] 

Mr. RICE. ‘Theamendment of the Senator 
from Vermont is to the original bill, and that 
can be acted on first. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is to be 
added upon the body of the bill. If thisamend- 


bill. Itis to insert at the end of the bill the 
following: 

Provided, That no scrip as aforesaid shall be de- 
livered to the authorities of the State of Arkansas 
until the said State shall have made some satisfac- 
tory arrangement by which the bonds of said State 
now heid by the United States as Indian trust. funds 
shall be funded in new bonds authorized to be issued 
by said State for this purpose. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to state that early 
in the session I introduced a bill embodying 
that very provision. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
have no objection to this. 

Mr. CLAYTON. We are ready todo that. 
The State is now ready to refund these bonds. 

Mr. ALCORN. l desire in a word to pre- 
sent the case as it stands here before the Sen- 
ate. Arkansas is iu default to the Government 
of the United States for some trust funds, 
Indian bonds. 

Mr. OSBORN. Interest. 


Then you 


Mr. ALCORN. Interest I mean—an old 
debt that accrued against the State of Arkansas, 


| The Government of the United States, subse- 


quent to that time, passed a law donating to 
the several States, in trust for the benefit of the 
children of the States, college land scrip and 
proposing to deliver this scrip to the States in 
trust. Where now is the principle that any 
lawyer will pretend could exist that Arkansas 
as trustee can be held in abeyance because 
of the fact that Arkansas in her own person 
is in default to the Government of the United 
States for interest upon some fund heretofore 
held by her? 

Mr. HARLAN. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator allow me to answer him? 

Mr. ALCORN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARLAN. I will inquire if the bon- 
orable Senators would put their funds in the 
hands ofa trustee that was already a defaulrer? 
That is a very good reason for not appointing 
the same party a trustee for other funds, who 
has proved to be a defaulter of funds hereto- 
fore placed in his possession. 

Mr. ALCORN. I will reply to that by 
stating the case. If you find in this a suffi- 
cient reason why Arkansas shall not be con- 
fided with this trust, say so by the law. 

Mr. HARLAN. That is what this amend- 
ment proposes to say, that Arkansas shall not 
be appointed trustee of the college serip until 
she accounts for the trust funds heretofure 
placed in her hands. 

Mr. ALCORN. I will ask the Senator, with- 
out extending my remarks, suppose the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should hold 
bonds against the State of Iowa, a debt that 
the State government had refused to pay, would 
he bold that that wasa sufficient reason why the 
Government of the United States should not 
make that State a trustee for the benefit of tie 
children of the State in the administration of 
the college fund? 

Mr. HARLAN. I do not know that it is 
necessary to go into an elaborate discussion of 
that question. I would observe to the honor- 
able Senator from Mississippi that the Senators 
from the State of Arkansas, I believe, make 
no.objection to this amendment. a 

Mr. ALCORN. | If the Senators from Ark- 
ansas accept it, I certainly have no objection 
to it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. We accept it for the rea- 
son that we have already made provision for 
the funding of all those bonds by law. The 
very moment the Secretary of the Interior 
comes forward and proposes to have these 
bonds funded, the State authorities will do it. 

Mr. ALCORN. Then I have not another 
word to say. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on the amendment moved by the 


! Senator from Arkansas, (Mr. Rice. ] 
ment be made, I shall vote in favor of the | 


Mr. RICE. . { wish to state in regard to the 
amendment I oTered, that there are a great 
-many homestea | settlers in the State of Ark- 
ansas, as well as other southern States, who 
need the benefit of that amendment now. 
They are making improvements, or they desire 
to make improvemeuts, and they make them 
with great uncertainty. They do not know 
what day the Secretary of the Interior will 
cancel their homestead entries, and they wish 
now, and bave been urging it all winter, and 
not only this winter but last winter, to have 
their rights in that respect settled, either to 
know that they have rights under their entries 
or that they have not, so that they may dis- 
continue their improvements and make them 
elsewhere. [ think it very important to the 
setilers throughout the entire South that they 
shouid have their rights in this respect settled, 
and settled at once. The House have passed 


this bill, cand members of the House have 
been urging me to have it passed in the 
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altogether. : 
_ Mr. RICH, It allows them to make the 
improvements yet. That is all. 

Mr. STEWART, It allows them to have 
the land without making a settlement. If it 
means anything, it means that. It allows one 
party to have the advantage of improvements 
made by another. Let us have this matter 
considered by the Committee on Public Lands, 
and if there are hardships of the kind sug- 
gested by the Senator from Arkansas they can 
be remedied; but I car show that there is 
more hardship, more uncertainty, more evil 
legislation in this amendment than in almost 
any measure that has been proposed. I do 
not care about occupying time in discussing it 
now. tole St oe 

Mr. RICE. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator if any maù can carry out the provisions 
of the bill who does not settle on the land and 
occupy it as provided under the homestead 
law? And as longasa man does that, I do not 
care who he is or under what circumstances, 
no fraud can be committed upon the Govern- 
ment or anybody else. It cannot extend to 
any man who does not occupy the land. 

Mr. STEWART. Isay it does if I under- 
stand it. The second section reads as fol- 
lows: bone N 

That in all cases of entries heretofore made of the 
public lands of the United States under the home- 
stead law and its amendments where it shall appear 
that the parties have substantially complied with 
the requirements of said law but have failed to go 
upon the land within six months from the date of 
entry, or have otherwise. failed in the minor re- 
quirements of the law, such failure shall not be con- 
strued to work a forfeiture, but the entry shall be 
subject to the equitable consideration of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, who may, if 
ho is satisfied that the entry.was made in good 
faith, and that the failure of the settler was not 
from his own neglect, approve the caso and issue 
patent in the usual manner: Provided, That such 
entries. have not heretofore been canceled by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. - 

Tf the entries are made, no matter whether 
it is a continuous settlement or not, it is in the 
discretion of the Commissioner of the Gen- 


We do not want to do that. 


eral Land Office.to waive all that, to waive 
compliance with it in the settlement. : 
Mr. RICK. He is to be satisfied that the 
settlement is made in good faith. 
Mr. STEWART. 
section: N 


the homestead laws where the la 30, j 
been abandoned, and stbséquently reéntered under 
said Kormestead laws by the same or other parties, 
and where such, subsequent, entries are, under the 
rulings of the Secretary of the Interior, dependent 
for their validity upon the legality of the affidavits 
in said original entries— aN ES E 
Now, I want to know what the original entry, 
if that entry was abandoned, has to do with 
thé subsequent entry. How can the subse- 
quent ettry depend for its validity upon the 
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Then look at the next | 


original entry when the original entry. was 
abandoned— 

said affidavits are hereby legalized and confirmed 
80 as to protect the persons making such subsequent 
éntries who haye in good faith complied with the 


„provisions of the homestead laws. 


If that means what it says on its face, it 
seems fo më the intention is to legalize éntries 
after they have been abandoiiéd, in favor of 
the same or other parties. If it doés aot méan 
that, why refer to entries that have been aban- 
doned?. If an entry is abandoned, that is the 
end of it. Ifthe subsequent entry is valid, it 
does not, need any reference to. the original 
entry. A matter of this kind; changing your 
homestead laws, ought to be very carefully 
considered. I submit that it has not been con- 
sidered or reported by any committee, and it 
would be very dangerous to adopt it. 

Mr. RICH, I have just oe word more to 
say, and that is that a bill; under which not a 
soul can get an acre of public land except an 
actual scttler, and onë that the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office must be satisfied 
is an actual séttler in good faith under the 
homestead law, is not an objectionable bill. I 
cannot see where the objection comes from. 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office 
in every instancé has to be satisfied that the 
settlement is made in good faith. Who is to 
get the benefit of it, then, éxcept actual set- 
tiers? And who is here opposing or desirous 
to oppose the homestead settler from having 
the land if he does settle on it in compliance 
with the law? That‘is all I have to say on the 


question. 7 

; The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas. au 

Mr. RICE. I believe the yeas and nays 
have already beén ordered on thé amendment. 

The question being taken by yèas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Caldwell, Chandler, Fenton Ferry 
of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Texas, 
pratt, amsey, Rice, Spencer, Tipton, and Trum- 

ull—12, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Clayton, Conkling, Cooper, Cor- 
bett, Flanagan, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Kelly, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Vickers, and Win- 


dom—30. g 

ABSENT—Mėssrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Cole, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Howe, Johnston, Kel- 
logg, Lewis, Logan, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Schurz, 
gprazte Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, 

est, Wilson, and Wright—32. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. OSBORN. I move that the preamble 
of the bill be stricken out. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read the third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to 
amend the title of the bill by adding the words 
“ and for other purposes.”’ 

Thé motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Ciintow LLOYD, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had concurred in 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. No. 2879) granting a pension to Eliza B. 


That in. all cases of entries of public binds under || Anderson. 


here the lands so entered have | 


The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 1184) relating to 
the limitation of steam pressure on towing and 
freight boats on the Mississippi river and its 
tributaries, with an améndment; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the 

Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 


| 


ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon - 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 996) to repeal so much of 
section six of an act entitléd “Àn act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the yéar ending Juné 30, 1870, and for 
other purposés,’’ approved March 3, 1869, as 

rohibits promotions in the engineer depart- 
ment of the Army ; 

A bill (8. No. 1089) to reimburse the State 
of Nevada for expenses incurred while a Ter- 
ritory in the purchase of a prison, and in sup- 
port of United States courts; 

_.A bill (H. R. No. 2879) for the relief of 
Eliza B.. Anderson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2985) to establish certain 
post roads ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2780) for the relief of 
W. W. Griffin. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. SCOTT. I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 
No. 827, to authorize the construction of 
bridges across the Ohio river and to prescribe 
the dimensions of the same, 

Mr. BOREMAN. I think this is too late 
an hour in the session to take up a bill of that 
importance. It hag been reported for nearly 
two months. During that time it might have 
been.taken up and considered without objec- 
tion. I certainly would not at any reasonable 
time have made objection to its consideration. 
All J want is that it be taken up at a time when 
we can have an opportunity to be fairly heard. 
I must necessarily take up some little time of 
the Senate upon the proposition which I shall 
submit to the body. I think it very question-. 
able, under the circumstances and the excite- 
ment attending the last hours of the session, 
whether a proposition which I propose to sub- 
mit to the Senate on this bridge bill can re- 
ceive fair and full consideration. If, however, 
the Senate determines to take it up, and will 
give us the time necessary, of course it is for 
them to decide. I hope they will not take up 
the bill, because I fear we cannot have justice 
done us. ; 

Mr. SCOTT. It is true this bill was re- 

ported on the 18th of April. It is not my 
fault that it has not been taken up since that 
time. I have upon several occasions made 
the effort to have it considered. So far as 
considering it at this hour is concerned, I think 
the Senate need not be apprehensive that we 
shall be detained long in the consideration of 
it. I will barely state that there is but one 
question to be considered, and I think the 
Senator from West Virginia will himself agree 
with me that that is the only question. The 
bill is here from the House. It has been con- 
sidered by the Committee on Commerce. They 
have proposed some amendments, to none of 
which do I propose to object, to none of which, 
as I understand, does the Senator from West 
Virginia propose to object ; bat I understand he 
desires to propose one amendment which will. 
bring up the question whether the Senate will 
make one exception to the general rule that 
the Department under instructions to investi- 
gate the subject have incorporated in a bill 
which they recommend the passage of. 
think we can dispose of it certainly in half an 
hour. Ido not. propose to take up any con- 
siderable time in discussing it, and I trust the 
Senate will proceed to the consideration of 
the bill and dispose of it... 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Pennsy!l- 
vania. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I desire to appeal to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to allow me to 
take up a bill that can be disposed of in about 
a minute. Itisa mere local matter, and will 
not elicit any debate. 

Mr. SCOTT. There is no Senator here to 
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whom I would rather yield than the Senator 
from Kansas; but if I yield to one, I am ap- 
pealed to to yield to a dozen.. Therefore I 
must ask that the bill be proceeded with. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Iam very much obliged 
to the Senator for his compliment, bat I would 
much rather have the time just now. [Laugh- 
ter.] It will only take a minute to pass this 
bill. It is a mere local matter about taxing 
some lands in Kansas. 

Mr. SCOTT. This is a bill of general in- 
terest, and I cannot yield. 


CONGRESSIONAL. GLOBE, ? 


Mr. ANTHONY, (Mr. Ferry, of Michi- 
gan, in the chair.) I have the assent of my 
triend from Pennsylvania to make a statement 
in the nature of a report which I was unable 
to make during the morning hour, as I was 
otherwise occupied, and which it is due to the 
Senate should be made. before the session 
closes. 

The Committee on Printing were instructed 
to advertise for proposals for the publication 
of the Globe and to submit the same to, the 
Senate with their opinion on them. The ad- 
vertisement was duly issued, and three pro- 
posals have been received. It is impossible 
to form an accurate judgment upon those pro- 
posals without going over the Globe for a 
whole session, and this cannot be done, and 
there has not been time to do it, during the 
present session, and therefore the committee 
will reserve their report until the next session, 
which will be no evil, inasmuch as the session 
of Congress commencing on the 4th of March 
has been abolished, and the next session of 
the uew Congress will commence at the old 
time, the first Monday of December. 

Twill say as a matter of justice, since I have 
introduced the subject, that the publication of 
the Globe under its preseut contractors this 
session has been, if possible, superior to what it 
was before in accuracy, promptness, and fidel- 
ity. Ihave nothing to say about the material 
which we put into the Globe; but in its report- 
ing and its publishing as a mechanical work, I 
think it is as near perfect. under the present 
contractors as such a work can be. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 827) 
to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Ohio river, and to prescribe the dimensions 
of the same, 

The Committee on Commerce reported the 
bill with amendments, 

The first amendment wasin section one, lines 
four and five, after the word ‘‘therefor’’ to 
strike out the words ‘from the States upon 
whose soil the ends of said bridges may rest;”’ 
so that the section will read: 


That any persons or corporations, having lawful 
authority therefor, may hereafter erect bridges 
across the Ohio river, for railroad or other uses, upon 
complian with the provisions and requirements of 
this act. 


Mr. BOREMAN. There is no objection to 
these amendments of the committee, and if the 
bill is to pass, we might as well take the vote 
on the whole of them together. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
line five, after the words ‘‘ measured to the,” 
to strike out the words ‘‘lowest part of the 
span’? and insert “bottom chord of the 
bridge; and in line ten, after the words 
‘ measured to the,” to strike out the words 
“lowest part of the span” and insert ‘ bot- 
tom chord of the bridge.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section two, 
line fourteen, after the word “over” to strike 
out the words ‘‘ that portion’? and insert ‘ the 
main channel.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
line twenty-eight, after the word ‘the’ to 


| 


strike out “ permanent” and insert “ station- 
ary.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section two, 
line thirty, after the word ‘‘same” to insert 


the words ‘ but in no case shall unnecessary 


delay occur in opening the said draw before or 
after the passage of trains.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Section two, as amended. reads as follows: 


Sec. 2. That every bridge hereafter erected across 
the Ohio river above the mouth of the Big Sandy 
shall have at least one span of a height of not less 
than ninety feet above low water, and of not less 
than forty feet above local highest water, measured 
to the bottom chord of the bridge; that every bridge 
hereafter erected across the Ohio river below the 
mouth of the Big Sandy shall have atleast onespan 
ofa height of not less than one hundred feet above 
low waterrand of not less than forty feet above 
highest water, measured to the bottom chord of the 
bridge: that this high span shall give a clear open- 
ing of at least four hundred feet between the piers, 
measured at right angles to the current at every 
stage, and that it shall be placed over the main 
channel of the river used by boats during ordinary 
stages of water: Provided, That in case this high 
span is not over the low-water channel, suitable 
arrangements be made elsewhere to permit the 
passage of single boats under the bridge at low 
water; that all bridges over the Ohio river below 
the Covington and Cincinnati. suspension bridge 
shall have, in addition to the high span prescribed 
above, a pivot-draw, giving ‘two clear openings 
of one hundred and sixty feet each, measured at 
right angles to the current at the average stage of 
water in the river, and located in a part of the 
bridge that can be safely and conveniently reached 
at that stage; and that said draw shall be opened 
promptly, upon reasonable signal, for the passage 
of boats whose construction shall not be such as to 
admit of their passage under the stationary spans 
of said bridge, except when trains are passing over 
the same, but in no casé shail unnecessary delay 
occur in opening the said draw before or after the 
passage of trains. 


The next amendment was in section four, 
lines two and three, after the words ‘ Ohio 
river,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ by the States 
upon whose territory said bridge will abut.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section four, 
line eight, after the word ‘‘ design ” to insert 
the words ‘‘ and drawings.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Section four, as amended, reads as follows: 


Sec. 4. That any person, company, or corporation 
authorized to construct a bridge across the Ohio 
river, shall give notice, by publication for one week 
in newspapers having a wide circulation, not less 
than two newspapers in the cities of Pittsburg, Cin- 
einnati, Louisville, St. Louis, Memphis, and New 
Orleuus, and shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his examination, a design and drawings of the 
bridge and piers and a map of the location, giving, 
tor the space of at least one mile above and one 
milo below, the proposed location, the topography 
of the banksof the river, theshore-lines athigh and 
low water, the direction of the current at all stages, 
and the soundings accurately showing the bed of the 
stream, the location of any other bridge or bridges, 
and shall farnish such other information as may be 
required for a full and satisfactory understanding of 
the subject by the Secretary of War; and if the 
Secretary of Waris satisfied that the provisions of 
the law have been complied with in regard to loca- 
tion, the building of the piers may be at once com- 
menced ; but if it shall appear that the conditions 
prescribed by this act cannot be complied with at 
the location where it is desired to construct the 
bridge, the Secretary of War shall, after considering 
any remonstrances filed against the building of said 
bridge, and furnishing copies of such remonstrances 
to the board of engineers provided for in this act, 
detaila board, composed of three experienced officers 
of the corps of engineers, to examine the ease, and 
may, on their recommendation, authorize such 
modifications in the requirements of this act, as to 
location and piers, as wiil permitthe construction of 
the bridge; not, however, diminishing the width of 
the spans contemplated by this act: Provided, That 
the free navigation of the river be not materially 
injured thereby. 

The next amendment was in section five, 
line one, after the word ‘‘ owning”’ to insert the 
word ‘‘ occupying,” and in line five, after the 
word ‘ owning’? to insert the word “ occupy- 
ing;’’ so that the section will read : 

Szo. 5. That all parties owning, occupying, or 
operating bridges over the Ohio river, shali maintain, 
at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise 
throughout the year, such lights on their bridges as 
may be required by the Light-House Board for the 
security of navigation; and all persons owning, 
occupying, or operating any bridge over the Ohio 


river shall, in any event, maintain all lights on their 
bridge that may be necessary for the security of nay- 
igation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


` The next amendment was in section six, line 
eight, after the word *‘ bridge” to insert the 
words “and the United States shall have the 
right of way for postal telegraph purposes 
across auy such bridge.” 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope that amendment 
will not be adopted. We have not yet entered 
upon the business of the postal telegraph, and 
when we do I think it will be time enough to 
give the right of way over these bridges. Did 
that amendment come from the Committee on 
Commerce ? j 

Mr: SCOTT. That amendment is reported 
from the Committee on Commerce. Í sup- 
pose there is not much probability of the 
United States setting upa separate line across 
one of these bridges until the general authority 
is given. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should think not. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator himself being a 
member of the committee can probably inform 
the Senate of the reason for inserting it better 
than I can. 

Mr. CONKLING. Itis new to me that any 
such amendment was offered, and I should like 
to know the history of the amendment. This 
bill was considered in the Committee on Com- 
merce, very carefully examined as to its legal 
questions, and examined otherwise. Unless 
l was asleep, no such amendment as this was 
ever adopted in my presence in the committee, 
and I inquire of the honorable Senator from 
Michigan whether he ever heard of it before. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is it? 

Mr. CONKLING. Itis an amendment in 
regard to the postal telegraph on this Ohio 
bridge bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. CONKLING. 


I do not recollect it. 
Did the Senator ever 
hear of it before? 


Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir. ~ 

Mr. CONKLING. With all the industry I 
have seen about these lobbies and Chambers 
in behalf of the postal telegraph scheme I 
think this is the most remarkable product of 
it. Ican only say I never heard the sugges- 
tion made until this moment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not see any objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido. l 

Mr. SCOTT, I have no knowledge about 
it. J am not a member of the committee that 
reported the bill—— 

Mr. CORBETT. I remember that it was 
inserted in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to state that I am not 
a member of the committee that reported this 
bill, but owing to the State which I in part 
represent being very deeply interested in it, I 
have been requested to bring it before the 
Senate. I have no feeling about this amend- 
ment, aud if the members of the Committee 
on Commerce do not desire to have it inserted, 
I do not. 

Mr. CONKLING. We all understand the 
propriety and the reason of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania moving to take up this Dill. 
That is all right. I think it is incumbent 
upon him, knowing as I do the interest which 
his State has in regard to it. Of course the 
Senator from Pennsylvania had nothing to do 
with the origin of this, but it is a very curious 
thing. Here is an amendment, which has no 
reference in the world to the subject of the 
bill, the effect of which may be to commit 
the United States upon a most important ques- 
tion foreign to this subject, which has never 
yet been acted upon, and that amendment is 
heard here by several members of the com- 
mittee for the first time. I want to acquit 
myself from ever having heard of it before; 
and I undertake to say that when the bill was 
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considered in committee—although it is im- 
proper for me to say what did take place, I 

ave a right to say what did not take place— 
no suggestion of such an amendment was 
made, and Iam as much surprised to find it 
here as I should be to find any other amend- 
ment foreign to the bill. Under these circum- 
stances I hope the amendment will be dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. CORBETT. TI remember such an 
amendment being put in the bill; I remember 
reading it; but I did not think at the time it 
was anything extraordinary. I do not know 
from what source it came, unless it was recom- 
mended by the Secretary of War with the other 
recommendations, or the Secretary of the 
Treasury, possibly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did the Senator ever 
hear of it at the time the committee considered 
and voted on the bill? $ 

Mr. CORBETT. Ithink I did. Itbink I 
remember this provision being made at the 
time, but L do not remember from what source 
it came. 1 simply wish to acquit the com- 
mittee of doing anything wrong, I think the 
amendment was offered in committee and 
adopted; but from what source it came, I 
could not say. I have no feeling about it 
myself, 

Mr. CONKLING. I can only say that I 
was present in committee when this bill was 
considered ; I had a part in preparing amend- 
ments by the direction of the committee, which 
grew out of some questions of law as well as 
other matters ; and Í never heard of thisamend- 
ment until I heard it read now from the desk. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am informed by the 
clerk of the committee that that clause has 
been put in every bridge bill that passed the 
Senate. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Certainly, it will be found 
in almost every bridge bill that has passed this 
winter. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is another thing. 
Do not let us have any misunderstanding 
about this. This is a general bill, not relating 
to any particular bridges, but relating to all 
manner of bridges on the stream which it 
covers, and this amendment, if it was not 
reported by the Committee on Commerce and 
considered in that committee, should not be 
here under the name of a committee amend- 
ment. I repeat again, and I ask any member 
of the committee to differ with me if there is 
one here that does, in recollection, that when 
this bill was voted upon and prepared in com- 
mittee no suggestion in my hearing of any 
amendment on this subject was made. 

Mr. RAMSEY. What possible objection 
can there be to the amendment? 

Mr. CONKLING. That is another ques- 
tion. There is a good deal of objection to it ; 
but the first thing is the objection to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce being met here face to 
face by an amendment as reported by them, 
when in truth they reported and considered 
the bill very carefully without considering any 
such amendment at all. ‘That is the first 
objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
don me, I am informed by the clerk that it 
was adopted by the committee, and the Sena- 
tor was not present when it was considered. I 
had no recollection of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me this whole 
difficulty can be obviated by a few words, by 
simply saying, ‘‘if by general act hereafter 
passed a postal telegraph system should be 
established.”’ 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the need of 
putting it in at all? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
right. : 

Mr. CONKLING. We do reserve the right 
in the latter part of the bill to repeal, amend, 
or alter it. ‘Therefore you reserve the whole 
right. 

Now, Mr. President, since I hear from the 
chairman, and I am very glad to hear that 


Simply to reserve the 


If the Senator will par- ° 


this was adopted in committee when I was not 
present, I am more surprised at this amend- 
ment being here for a reason which I will state: 
I was in the committee when the final’ vote 
was taken on the bill, and the chairman will 
remember that by his direction I prepared 
some amendments. myself which were read in 
committee and approved, and the committee 
voted upon the bill, and I affirm that up to 
that time no such amendment as this was 
suggested, and if it was suggested it was done 
afterward. 

Mr. RAMSEY. We give the power to the 
Government to pass the mails over these 
bridges; and if she at any time takes chargeof 
thetelegraph, why should she not have the right 
to run the wires over these bridges? 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say, in reply 
to my friend from Minnesota, that it is a great 
matter ; itis giving a sort of approbation in 
advance. I know the opinion of the Senator 
about buying all the telegraphs in the country 
and taking them for the use of the Govern- 
ment; but I do not want to do that. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It would be a very wise 
thing if the Government did it. It would 
be in accordance with the sentiment of the 
country. 

Mr. CAMERON. It may be wise or un- 
wise, but I am not prepared now to tell the 
speculators of the country that there is a prob- 
ability of the Senate taking their property 
from the telegraph companies. The best way is 
to strike that out, and I move to strike it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion is on agreeing to the amendment. 


Mr. CAMERON. Then I shall vote 
against it. 
Mr. RAMSEY. I shall vote for it. 


The question being put, there were—ayes 
eleven. 

Mr. RAMSEY. We had better have the 
yeas and nays if Senators will not vote. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORTON. This amendment is in 
these words: ‘ and the United States shall have 
the right of way for postal telegraph purposes 
across any such bridge.” It is simply a reser- 
vation of the right to use the bridge in view 
of future possibilities ; that is all. It does 
not commit the Government to the adoption 
of the postal telegraph, but makes the reser- 
vation in view of the possibility of the sub- 
sequent establishment of a postal telegraph. 
For my own part I do not care anything about 
it one way or the other. It is harmless. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the United 
States shall ever adopt this system of owning 
all the telegraphs of the country—and I am 
not prepared to give any opinion on that sub- 
ject at present—they would have the same 
power to take the right over these bridges that 
they would have over any others ; and surely 
it cannot be important to reserve the right 
over a single bridge when we have to acquire 


i the right over all the bridges of the country. 


Now, if this is offered for any other purpose 
than for the initial step, I cannot conceive 
what itis here for. It cannot be necessary at 
all, because the right over all the other bridges 
will have to be acquired provided we adopt 


this system of owning all the telegraph lines || 


of thecountry. Therefore I should hope here, 
without a discussion of so large a question 
as that, we would not begin by this entering- 
wedge on this bill 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘The Senator from Ver- 


mont and the Senator from Pennsylvania have 


stated so well the truth about this that I hes- | 


itate to detain the Senate for asingle moment, 
and yet I want to add a word. D 
from Indiana tells us that the effect of this is 
simply to reserve to the Government the right 
hereafter to do so and so. That Senator knows 
thatthe Government have that right without 
any such reservation; but it so happens that 
apart entirely from this amendment the express 
right is reserved to alter, change, or amend 
this act. Therefore, do not let this amend- 


The Senator | 


| difference. 
| but I will simply remark that that man who 


ment go in under any such pretense as that, 
and Senators deceive themselves if they adopt 
it. That reservation at large is in the Consti- 
tution, in the first place, and in the next. place 
it is written on the face of this act. 

Now, what is the purpose of this? What is 
the reason that the honorable Senator from 
Minnesota insists upon it? We know how 
active he has been in bringing forward the 
postal telegraph scheme. He understands as 
well as I do that this is to get a lodgment, to get 
a foothold, to enable men to say when we come 
to discuss that measure, ‘‘ Why, you are com- 
mitted to it virtually already; you have put in © 
such a bill and such a bill what clearly implies 
that at some time the Government might do 
just what we want it to do.’’ ‘That is the 
meaning of it. Ifit was merely a reservation, 
that being in already, we all know that the 
Senator from Minnesota would not divide the 
Senate and demand the yeas and nays, and 
detain the Senate bere in the dying hours of 
the session. 

Whenever the Senator from Minnesota or 
any other member of the Senate wishes to 
bring up the large question known as the postal 
telegraph scheme in any of its phases, it will 
be the duty of other Senators to listen to that, 
and to give it the consideration which’ its 
gravity demands. But i submit that it is 
vicious legislation upon another subject, upon 
a bill which is pressed upon us for its ur- 
gency, which requires action to-day, to spring 
such a subject as that, even if the amendment 
were regularly before the Senate, with a view 
to commit anybody in advance with regard to 
it. I say, Mr. President, that there is no more 
propriety in attempting upon this bill to commit 
Congress to the project of absorbing the tele- 
graph property of the couatry than there is 
in an amendment committing Congress to a 
measure to absorb the express business of the 
country, or the steamboat businesss of the 
country, or the railroad business of the coun- 
try, or any other great business which is carried 
on by individuals and by aggregated capital 
with which the Government has nothing to do. 
But I do not want to be drawn at this time, 
unless it is necessary, into a discussion of the 
postal telegraph question. Suffice it to say 
that it has nothing to do with this bill, The 
bill will leave the Government fully armed 
with the power to-morrow or next day, or at 
any time, to impose upon these bridges—if im- 
position it be—submission to the right of way 
to erect a postal telegraph apparatus. That 1 
do not object to; that the bill gives; but 1 do 
object to being tripped here at the last moment 
of the session unexpectedly into a concurrence 
in an amendment which is to come back to 
plague us with the committal that we have 


made. 

Mr. MORTON. The argument of the Sen- 
ator from New York, if it proves anything, 
proves that this is simply harmless and not 
worth fighting. Thatis the most that can be 
made of it. He says that the Government 
would have the right now under a subsequent 
provision of this bill to use a bridge if it should 
subsequently adopt the postal telegraph sys- 
tem. Undoubtedly it would, but if it reserved 
the right in advance when it chartered the bridge 
it would not have to pay for it; if it should do 
it subsequently, it would be a case of private 
property taken for public use, and it would 
have to pay for it. That would be the only 
I do not care anything about this, 


does not believe and does not see that the 


i time will come when the telegraph will com- 


pose apart of the postal system of the United 
States, as it already does of the most intelli- 
gent and advanced countries in Europe, it 
seems to me must be blind indeed. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Then does not the Senator 
from New York know that in 1867 Congress 
passed an act empowering the Government 
when it should see fit to buy out all the 
telegraph companies of the country. There is 


4484 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 10, 


a possibility, therefore, of the Government 
getting possession of these great means of 
transportation. We have done nothing to an- 
ticipate the time wheu we may get possession 
of these facilities and ought to have possession 
ofthem. This is one movement inthat direc- 
tion, and whyshould we nottake it? Suppose 
the views of the Senator from New York 
should forever govern this country and private 
Corporations should forever manage. the tele- 
graph business, then this amendment will do 
no mischief. But suppose the Government 
should think it proper and profitable to take 
charge of the telegraph, this.is a wise provision 
in advance, that is all; and then we have had 
more than a dozen bridge bills this winter in 
which this provision exists. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope time will not be taken 
in the discussion of this amendment. I have 
referred to the original bill drafted at the War 
Department, and I find that no such provision 
as this wasdeemed necessary there, and I have 
no doubt that as we have already reserved this 
bridge as a post route in the section, whenever 
the Government makes up its mind to make a 
post road of the electric telegraph we shall find 
the right of way overit. I do not think the 
amendment is necessary, and I hope we shall 
not be detained by discussion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then suppose the Senator 
withdraws the amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam content 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in 
the power of the Senator to withdraw it; it is 
the report of the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask my friend from 
Pennsylvania to allow me about three minutes 
to pass two or three bills from the Committee 
on Commerce ? 

Mr. POMEROY. I object to anything until 
this bill is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is 
made to the request, of the Senator from Mich- 
igan. The question is on the amendment, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not think the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota will insist on the yeas 
and nays.. The Senator having the bill in 
charge does not insist on the amendment. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays'18; as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Buckingham, Chan- 
dler, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Fenton, Ferry of Michi- 
gn, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Kelly, Logan, Morton, 

omeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, 
Sawyer, Trumbull, and Windom—23. 

NAYS— Messrs. Boreman, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Casserly, Conkling, Cooper, Flanagan, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- 
wood, ae Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, Vickers, 
a est—lo. ` 

"ABSEN T—Mesers. Anthony, Ba ard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill of 
Maine, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Ransom, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Sum- 
ner, Tipton, Wilson, and Wright—33. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was in section six, line fourteen, 
after the word ‘‘in’’ to insert the words ‘or 
opposite to.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CONKLING. How does that section 
read now? 

The Cuter Cur. Section six, as amended, 
reads: 


Sec, 6. That any bridge constructed under this act 
and according to its limitations, shall be a lawful 
structure, and shall be recognized and known as a 
post route, upon which, also, no higher charge shall 
be made for the transmission over the same of the 
mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the 
United States than the rate per mile paid for the 
transportation over the railroads or public high- 
ways leading to said‘ bridge; and the United States 
shall have the right of way for postal telegraph pur- 
poses across any such bridge ; and in case of any lit- 
igation arising from any obstruction or alleged ob- 
struction to the navigation of said river, created by 
the construction of any bridge under this act, the 
cause or question arising may be tried before the 
distict court of the United States of any State in 
or opposite to which any portion.of. said obstruc- 
tion or bridge touches, 


Mr. CONKLING. That never was reported 
from the Committee on Commerce either, and 
I call the attention of the Senator who has 
charge of the bill to the fact that it does not 
make sense. ‘If he will have the provision as 
to jurisdiction read over again, he will see 
that it does not. There was a very careful 
amendment prepared in reference to that 
which read differently and which did accom- 
plish the purpose, but the amendment as read 
now, I repeat, was not the one adopted by the 
committee. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have no other information 
on that subject than that I am informed by 
members of the committee that this is the 
same provision which has been incorporated 
into all the special charters of incorporation 
that have been granted to bridge companies. 
If this is defective, they are all defective. I 
have not had my attention directed to it espe- 
cially, but that is my information from the 
chairman of the committee. I donot know in 
what particular the Senator from New York is 
of opinion that itis inoperative. It seems to 
me it confers jurisdiction upon the United 
States district courts over all such questions 
arising out of obstructions by bridges. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will not the Senator 
read the language? 

Mr. SCOTT. Itis: 

And in case of any litigation arising from any 
obstruction or alleged obstruction to the navigation 
of said river, created by the construction of any 
bridge under this act, the cause or question arising 
may be tried before the district court of the United 
States of any Statein or opposite to which any por- 
tion of said ohstruction or bridge touches. 

Mr. CONKLING. This bill surprises me 
in several respects. That language as itstands 
now is language which crept by error into a 
communication prepared at the Department. 
So far from having gone into the other acts, it 
hag been corrected in the other acts on the 
report of the committee. Now we hear from 
the committee a report of an amendment 
which not only is not the amendment adopted 
in committee, but which is repugnant toamend- 
ments reported by the committee and adopted 
upon other bills touching this very point. And 
there certainly is something extraordinary in 
the vicissitude which this bill has undergone 
since it was considered in the Committee on 
Commerce. Oneamendment has been adopted 
already which, according to the concurrent 
testimony of the committee, never was con- 
sidered in the committee at all at the time 
when the bill was'acted upon, and now comes 
an amendment the contrary of which, I am 
very sure, was reported by the committee on 
this bill and other bills, and it has been adopted 
upon other bills to correct an error made in 
the Department. Yet we are about to vote on 
the amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. I cannot account for the 
diversities which exist in the opinions of the 
various members of the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CONKLING,. What is the diversity? 

Mr. SCOTT. The chairman of the com- 
mittee informs me that this is the form in 
which this amendment came from the com- 
mittee, and if the Senator will look at it he 
will see that the only change is in the words 
“or opposite to.” All the rest of the phrase- 
ology was in the original bill, and if there be 
any change it is by the introduction of the 
words ‘‘ or opposite to.’’ If that changes the 
whole structure of this section so as to take 
away the jurisdiction originally intended to be 
conferred, I do not so understand it. It only 
adds another court in which that jurisdiction 
may be had by giving the jurisdicion not only 
in one ofthe States, but in either of them. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator say 
that the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce informs him that this is now as it was 
adopted by the committee? 

Mr. SCOTT. The chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Commerce was in front of me when 
I made that statement, and assented to it. 


j 


Mr. CONKLING. Now, I say to my friend, 
and I submit it to him, that the amendment 
as it stands makes no sense. The words “or 
opposite to’? were adopted in the committee, 
but they were adopted in connection with 
other words which do not appear here, and 
in connection with which they made senso. 
“In or opposite to any portion of which said 
obstruction or bridge touches,’’ is the lan- 


guage here. Will the Senator tell me what 
that means? 
Mr. SCOTT. I understand that that means 


in or opposite to either of the States in which 
the bridge is. 

Mr. CONKLING. . Just read it. 

Mr. SCOTT. “The district court of the 
United States of any State in which or oppo- 
site to which.”’ ; , 

Mr..CONKLING. You do not read it as 
it reads in the bill. , 
` Mr. SCOTT. The “ which’ is understood ; 
but I will read it as it is: 

The cause or question arising may be tried before 
the district court of the United States of any State 
in or.opposite to which any portion of said obstruc- 
tion or bridge touches, 

The word ‘‘ which ” is understood after the 
word ‘‘in;’’ so that it will read ‘‘ of any State 
in which or opposite to which any portion of 
said obstruction or bridge touches.’’ 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the meaning 
of the expression ‘‘ opposite to which any por- 
tion of said obstruction or bridge touches?” 

Mr. SCOTT. Opposite to that State. 

Mr. CONKLING. What becomes of the 
word “touch?” What application has the 
word ‘‘touch’’ in the phrase ‘‘opposite to 
which it touches?” 

Mr. SCOTT. Take for illustration the States 
of Ohio and Kentucky, where a bridge is 
located there. If a cause of action arose in 
regard to that bridge, in the middle of the 
stream, for instance, this language would give 
to the United States district court in either of 
those States jurisdiction of that question. 

Mr. MORTON. I will say to the Senator 
that inasmuch as low-water mark on the Ohio 
side is the Ohio boundary, it gives expression 
to it, it gives to either State jurisdiction. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is my understanding. 
The Senator from New York says he does not 
object to the amendment. If he does not, I 
do not see any objection. Let it be adopted. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam not managing this 
bill. It is obvious there is some mistake in 
the transmission of the bill as perfected in 
committee to the files of the Senate. Here is 
an amendment which we considered in refer- 
ence to this bill and other special bills. It 
has been reported; this language has been 
stricken out and other language employed; at 
least twice by a vote of the Senate it was 
stricken out and changed; and yet the Senator 
finds in hand a print which preserves an error 
that crept, I repeat, into a communication 
which came from one of the bureaus of the 
Department, and was’ copied into the bill 
originally ; and it has been changed in other 
bills on the report of the committee, it being 
supposed that this language did not mean 
anything that was intelligible to ascertain the 
point. 

Now, I call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that this provides that ‘‘the cause or 
question arising may be tried before the dis- 
triet court of the United States of any State 
in or opposite to which said obstruction or 
bridge touches.” I do not know what that 
means, and the Senator does not know what 
it means, and if he thinks he does, it is becatise 
he has not looked atthe lanbuage. It is to 
be tried in any State opposite to which it 
touches. What does that mean? There are 
the States of Ohio and Kentucky; suppose it 
is over in Kentucky, does it not touch oppo- 
site to Ohio? What is the design, then? To 
locate the jurisdiction in Ohio or Kentucky? 
But more than that, what is the propriety of 
using the word “touches” in connection with 
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the words ‘in or opposite to?’ The design, 
it is perfectly palpable, was to say that the 
court in either State opposite to which the 
obstruction existed or which was touched by 
a bridge should have jurisdiction. That. is as 


the Senator understands, and no doubt that is | 


what was intended; but that, I submit to the 
Senate, is not what this says, first, because it 
does not say anything distinctly in appropriate 
language, and second, because the inference 
to be derived from it may be very different 
from that. But all I intended to do was to 
inform the Senator that that was changed in 
the committee, it was so reported, and it is 
some error either in the priat or in the copy 
of the bill which has been transmitted to him. 
This is the second amendment of which this is 


true, 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not know where these 
amendments came from. I take the billas I find 
jt on the files of the Senate. Is it the words 
‘tor opposite to’? which have crept in as the 
Senator states? 

Mr. CONKLING. No; the words ‘‘or op: 
posite to’’ are part of the amendment adopted 
by the committee. 

Mr. SCOTT. What is it, then, that was not 
adopted by the committee? 

Mr. CONKLING. The words that stand 
here were stricken out and appropriate words 

_ put in by the committee to express the idea, 
and the same words have been put into other 
pills. These words as they stand, without ‘‘or 
opposite to,” were found originally in a com- 
munication from the Department which it 
was supposed were miscopied, and they were 
carried in by mistake, and therefore, after be- 
ing fully considered in committee, the commit- 
tee reported an amendment putting appropri- 
ate words in their place to carry out this idea, 
as the committee supposed, and those words 
will be found in those bills which were reported 
since this bill was reported, and the amend- 


ments to which were copied from that reported. 


in this bill. 
Mr. SCOTT. I desire to act on this matter 
with all the light the Committee on Commerce 
can give us upon it, and I have sent for one of 
the bills I presume the Senator refers to, the 
Evansville bridge bill, for the. purpose of 
ascertaining, if 1 can, what that language is. 
T do not understand from the remarks of the 
Senator from. New York what the objection is. 
Mr. MORTON. Does the Senator from 
Pennsylvania perceive any obscurity in the 
section as reported? 
Mr. SCOTT. Ido not. 
Mr. MORTON. I do not. 


is good. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. ` 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was to add to section seven the 
following words: 

Andif any change be made in the plan of con- 
struction of any bridge constructed under this act, 
during the progress of the work thereon or before 
thecompietion of such bridge, such change shall be 
subject to the approval. of the Seoretary of War; 
and any change in the construction, or any altera- 
tion of any such bridge that thy be directed at any 
time by Congress, shall be made al the cost and 
expense of the owners thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the 
eighth section of the bill in the: following 


words: 

That joint resolution No. 10, approved April 7, 
1869, authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Ohio river, at Paducah, be, and the same is 
hereby repealed. 

' The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I offer the following 


amendment: 

In section two, line eleven, after the words “‘ high 
gpan’’ insert “in bridges above the mouth of the 
Big Sandy shall give a clear opening of at Least 
three huadred and fifty feet, and in bridges beiow 
the mouth of the Big Sandy; ”’ so as to read: 

-That every bridge horéafter erected’ across the 
Ohio river below the mouth of the Big Sandy shall 
have at least one span of a height of not jess than 


The language 


one hundred feet above low water, and of not less 
than forty feet above highest water, measured to the 
bottom chord of the bridge; that this high span 
above the mouth of the Big Sandy shall give a clear 
opening of at least three hundred and fifty feet, and 
in bridges below the mouth of the Big Sandy shall 
give a clear opening of at least four hundred feet 
between the piers, measured at right angles to the 
current at every stage. 

This is a bill “ to authorize the construction 
of bridges across the Ohio river and prescribe 
the dimensions of the same.” It is not a 
new subject before the Senate or before Con- 
gress or before the courts. The Qhio river 
jg about a thousand mileslong. Two hundred 
and fifty miles of that river are within the 
jurisdiction of West Virginia. The railroads 
running from east to west, nearly all of them 
I apprehend crossing the Ohio river, will cross 
within the jurisdiction of West Virginia, and 
therefore the people in that State who are to 
be benefited by these lines of communication 
crossing the Ohio-are as much, if not more, 
interested than the people of any other portion 
of the country, and we claim that we have a 
right to be heard here on a subject of this 
character, which is one that affects our juris- 
diction, our people, and our interests. 

This controversy in regard to bridges on the 
Ohio river is one that has continued now for 
some twenty years. The first difficulty was 
an injunction of the State of Pennsylvania 
against the city of Wheeling, in my State, to 
prevent the construction of a bridge some 
twenty years since, That controversy resulted 
in an act of Congress legalizing the bridge 
and making ita post road, The controversy 
continued, and in 1861, or about that time, 
the city of Pittsburg and the Pennsylvania 
railroad and some of the western railroads 
desired to construct a railroad bridge across 
the Ohio in the extreme upper portion of my 
State. That was resisted by some persons, I 
do not now recollect whom, but in the midst 
of the controversy application was made to 
Congress to legalize that bridge, which was 
then in process of construction, and to author- 
jze the construction of other bridges across 
the river, without limit as to place, anywhere 
from the head to the mouth of the river. I 
have before me now an act of Congress passed 
July 14, 1862, legalizing that bridge for the 
benefit of the Pennsylvania railroad and the 
Ohio railroads and the West, and containing 
general provisions authorizing bridges to be 
constructed anywhere across the Ohio river 
with a span not less than three hundred feet. 
Under this law two bridges have already been 
constructed within my own State, neither of 
them with spans as long as the one which I 
propose by the amendment now offered to this 
bill. 

I will not trouble the Senate with reading 
the law to which I have referred, although 
probably I ought to do so, to show the provis- 
ions of a general character which it contained 
which authorized the construction of bridges 
with certain dimensions. As I stated, there 
are in my State two bridges, in addition to the 
Steubenville bridge, which was built with a 
three hundred feet span, the one to which I 
have referred, one five miles below the city of 
Wheeling, the other at the city in which I re- 
side, and it will be seen from the report of 
the engineer in regard to bridges across the 
Ohio river, that the bridge at Bellaire, five 
miles below Wheeling, hasa span of three hun- 
dred and twenty-two feet in the clear. That 
is the longest span in that bridge. The re- 
port says, speaking of that: “‘ Moreover, m 
this bridge the law only requires a clear open- 
ing of three hundred feet, while the company 
has voluntarily given twenty-two feet more,” 
making three hundred and twenty-two feet. I 
propose, as you have seen, Mr. President, 
three hundred and fifty feet. Now let us see 
what this report says further in regard to the 
Bellaire bridge : i l 

ss nly no changes to recom- 
E a aae bal they feel called upon to 


commend both the excellent manner in which it is 


constructed, and the liberality with which the com- 
pany hassecured to navigators, at considerable extra, 
bole more than they were required by law to 

We have b f i i 
the cost of tie een able nee EAEN we 
probably be the most expensive:work of the kind on 
the river. The money, however, will have been 
wisely expended.” 2 

The next bridge upon the river of which I 
have spoken is at Parkersburg, the city in 
which I reside. This report shows that the 
longest span in that bridge between the piers 
is three hundred and twenty-six and a-half 
feet, twenty-three and a half feet short of what 
I propose by my amendment. What. do they 
say in regard to this bridge? This board of 
engineers say: 

“The board have no changes to recommend in 
this bridge, which, like the one at Bellaire, has 
been admirably built, and with the most liberal 
care for the interest of navigation. It is a possibil- 
ity that in the future it will be found that tbe main 
spans of these bridges are too narrow. Should that 
prove to be the case, we think that any changes 
that may subsequently become necessary should be 
made at the national expense. ‘The total cost of 
this bridge, as reported by the chief engineer, James 
L. Randolph, has been $1,223,500.” 

Mr. STEWART. Is there any estimate of ' 
what a bridge will cost with all the conditions 
in this bill? I suppose five or six millions. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I do not know. Ihave 
read what the bridge cost at Parkersburg, 
which is $1,250,000 with a span of only three 
hundred and twenty-six and a half feet. 

Thus much in regard to the bridges which 
are already constructed. My amendment, as 
will be perceived, applies to the jurisdiction 
of my own State. ‘The Big Sandy, to which 
reference is there made, is the lower line of 
the State of West Virginia, dividing that State 
from Kentucky. We have these two bridges 
already constructed. The Chesapeake and Ohio 
road, which is now approaching completion, 
comes to the Ohio river some eight or ten 
miles above the mouth of the Big Sandy, and 
proposes to construct a bridge across the Ohio 
river at that point. Now, this bill comes in 
and proposes but one change in regard to the 
dimensions of these bridges. The act of 1862 
makes the same height of bridge as this bill 
with a slight exception. To that we make no 
objection. The height is to be forty feetabove 
high water and one hundred feet above low 
water. The law of 1862, however, as I have 
remarked, authorized bridges of three hun- 
dred feet span; but this bill now requires, not 
only below the mouth of the Big Sandy, but 
from Pittsburg to the mouth of the Ohio 
river, that the spans shall be four hundred 
feet. 1 say that this is not necessary, and I 
say that the facts stated by this report show 
that it ought not to be done. The general 
commerce of the river makes no such demand ; 
and 1 have no doubt that Senators here, and - 
others who have given this subject some slight 
aitention, have been impressed with the belief 
that the commerce of the Ohio river was de- 
manding this thing. Ideny it. Istate it here 
as a fact, which is corroborated by this report 
of the engineers, that there is but one interest 
that demands this change, and that is the coal 
interest. The ordinary steamboat navigation 
is not affected. They make no complaint. 
The transportation, by flat-boats of produce, 
lumber, and everything of that character, 
makes no complaint. ‘he whole complaint 
is from one single interest; that is, the coal 
trade, and here is what the report of the engin- 
eers says on that subject: 

“We have placed the widest opening in that part 
of the river ordinarily used by coal fleets, for whose 
accommodation these wide openings were designed.’’ 

Now, sir, hereis my State with two huadred : 
and fifty miles of this river within its juris- 
diction, because West Virginia claims to low- 
water mark on the western side of the river 
under the deed of cession—a larger. extent of 
territory than any other State above the mouth 
of the BigSandy. We make no interference 
with the provisions. of this bill, propose no 
amendment to the bill in regard to that por- 
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tion of the river below the mouth of the Big 
Sandy. As I remarked, this is done at the 


instance, as this report shows, of gentlemen | 


who are trading in coal from Pittsburg. They 
take their ‘coal-in large fleets, a number of 
barges as they call them, I believe, which are 
propelled by a small steamer, which operates 
as a rudder, and by which they are enabled to 
manage these coal: fleets, and they say it is 
dangerous to: the navigation of their. coal 
fleets to put the piers of the bridges so near 
together as they have been allowed by the law 
as it exists now. 

In regard to this coal trade I have a word 
to say. My State is as largely interested in 
the coal trade as tlaese coal dealers at the city 
of Pittsburg and in that neighborhood. We 
have in West Virginia coal tields amounting 
to an area of fifteen thousand square miles, a 
considerable portion of which is accessible now. 
Large quantities of coal are being carried out 
of the Big Kanawha, and they will have to pass 
between the piers of the bridge if one is con- 
structed where the Chesapeake and Ohio Rail- 
road Company desire it shall be when they 

“are ready to build the bridge for their road. 

These are the facts in regard to this matter, 
and I submit to the Senate whether they will 
impose upon the companies who are to con- 
struct bridges across the Ohio river above 
the mouth of the Big Sandy the necessity for 
constructing the spans of the length required 
by this bill. The cost in each bridge, I appre- 
hend, by the addition of fifty feet would not 
be less than $75,000 to $100,000 in each case. 

I will state as a part of the facts in this case 
which have immediately induced me to make 
the Pp pecibion I have made to this provision, 
in the bill, and to offer this amendment, that 
there is a bridge now in process of construc- 
tion, or at ail events the company has been 
incorporated for the construction of a bridge 
at the city of Wheeling to accommodate two 
railroads which are about to be built from the 
lakes through Ohio into that city. That city 
agreed, as | am informed, to subscribe the sum 
of $300,000 for the construction of this bridge. 
The bridge is proposed to be constructed at 
the head of an island.in the Ohio. river just 
opposite the city of Wheeling, and in that case 
I feel assured.there will, be no obstruction to 
navigation whatsoever. But I make my re- 
sistance for the whole length of my State 
because of the facts | have stated, that other 
companies wish in the future to construct 
bridges from the eastern to the western side 
of this river for the accommodation of theif 
railways. 

I submit this mere statement of facts, which 
at this late hour of the session I do not pro- 
pose to elaborate, to the judgment. of the 
Senate for the present. 

Mr. SCOTT. I shall be as brief as possible 
in what I shall say upon this subject, and I 
ask the attention of the Senate to whatis really 
the only point involved by the amendment of 
the Senator from West Virginia. The simple 
question is whether a conflict: between those 
interested in the natural channel of navigation 
and those interested in railway transportation 
shall be settled in favor of the railroad trans- 
portation. ‘That conflict is simply a question 
of expenses in constructing railroad bridges. 
There is the natural channel of transportation, 
the Ohio and Mississippi rivers. I do not come 
herein conflict with the railroad interests 
which seek at various points on these rivers 
to cross the channel; but I desire that a fair 
adjustment of this conflict shall be made, so 

_ that all railroads which desire to cross these 
rivers may do so, but that they shall not do so 
in such a manner ‘as unnecessarily to conflict 
with the river interests. 

‘This conflict arose several years ago. The 
Wheeling bridge, to'which reference has been 
made, was the first one. that gave rise to dificul- 
ties on the Ohio river ; and after that controversy 
an act was passed in 1862 which authorized the 
construction of bridges on the Ohio river above 


li 


the mouth of the Big Sandy of three hundred 
feet span. That.was before the coal trade on 
that river had assumed the importance that it 
has since assumed, and it was supposed at that 
time that a span of three hundred feet would 
be sufficient to accommodate the river interest 
and also permit railroad bridges to be built. 
Bot..from the time the bridge was built. at 
Steubenville this conflict had been every year 
assuming larger dimensions. 

In 1870, after a bill had been introduced into 
Congress, and had been reported upon by the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads to 
regulate the dimensions of bridges upon the 
Ohio river, a section was incorporated in an 
appropriation bill which required the Secretary 
ot War to detail a board of engineers who should 
examine all the bridges at that time built upon 
the Obio river and report upon the subject to 
Congress. . That board of engineers did make 
the examination, and they reported upon each 
one of the three bridges that were at that time 
built across the river aud also upon the New- 
port and Cinciunati bridge, which was at that 
time in process of construction, and which. has 
since been adjusted after great controversy over 
it, as all will remember. They report that the 
Steubenville bridge is actually a great obstrue- 
tion to navigation, and that alterations in it 
are absolutely necessary in order to protect 
the river interests. In reference to the bridge 
at Bellaire, I will state that that bridge was 
built while this contest was going on in Con- 
gress. The effort was at that time to secure 
an act of Congress extending the spans of the 
bridge to four hundred feet; but whilethat con- 
test was before the committees, the bridge at 
Bellaire was being constructed, and the com- 
pany built that bridge of three hundred feet 
span. That bridge, built at that time, is still 
a very great obstruction to navigation, as I 
will show by the losses which -have been. in- 
curred at each one of these bridges by the coal- 
barges, ‘The third bridge was the Parkers- 
burg bridge ; and it is sufficient to show the 
sincerity of the opposition which was made to 
the narrow span, that I state here that the 
proprietors of the coal-barges on the river, 
those interested in the trade, in order to secure 
an extension of even twenty-seven feet, which 
is added to the span of that bridge, paid to the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company the 
sum of $31,000 from their own pockets. 

The Senator from West Virginia read an 
extract from the report of the engineers, 
showing tbat it is probable that further altera- 
tioas will be required in these bridges, and I 
ask the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
they state that if these alterations are here- 
after to be made they ought to be made at the 
expense of the Government. The Steubenville 
bridge, the Bellaire bridge, and the Parkers- 
burg bridge have all been built in pursuance 
of the existing law, and the engineers them- 
selves recognize the propriety of the Govern- 
ment being responsible for the alterations, if 
alterations are hereafter to be made. 

The coal-men paid $31,000 for the purpose 
of securing the additional extension of some 
twenty-seven feet to the span of the Parkers- 
burg bridge. . The railroad company acceded 
to their wishes, and I believe, and I think it 
is but justice to the company to state it, it cost 
them more than thirty-one thousand dollars to 
make. that extension of the span, but it has 
relieved very much the injury which the coal 
trade would otherwise have suffered. No bet- 
ter argument need be made here to satisfy the 
Senate of the truth of the complaints which 
are made. than the fact that these men- were 
willing to pay that much money out of their 
own pockets to secure twenty-seven feet addi- 
tional span. 

Here, then, are the three bridges that now 
exist, the Steubenville bridge, the Bellaire 
bridge, and the Parkersburg bridge, and after 
an examination of all three of these bridges, 
in pursnance of the act of 1870, the board of 
engineers report that the interests of the 


-it is the coal interest. 


navigation of that river require that hereafter 
there shall be a uniform span of four hundred 
feet in the bridges hereafter to be built. 

The Senator from West Virginia states that 
there is but one interest that requires this, that 
If I were disposed to 
take-up the time of the Senate by going into 
statistics on that subject, I should say that that 
is a very large interest, not simply large to the 
persons who are engaged in taking ont coal 
and who supply the markets of the lower Mis- 
sissippi with coal, but a. very large interest 
to the people who consume the coal. Let me 
state one fact. To transport coal from Pitts- 
burg to Cincinnati by the river costs two and 
a half cents per bushel. When it cannot be 
taken by the river, but has to be taken by rail, 
it costs fourteen cents per bushel. There ig 
the difference between river and rail trans- 
portation. of the article of coal, and every 
obstruction which is placed in that river just 
adds the additional expense of insurance and 
of delay to every bushel of coal that is con- 
sumed on the lower Ohio and Mississippi. 

I stated that I would not take up time in 
giving statistics, but I have before me a state- 
ment of the number of bushels that came down 
the Monongahela in several years. In 1861 
the trade was 12,500,000 bushels. In 1867 it 
had run up to 80,072,000 bushels; in 1868 to 
45,301,000 ; in 1869 to 52,512,000; and in 1870, 
57,596,400 bushels of coal came down the Mo- 
nongahela and went down the Ohio river. I 
have bere a diagram which has been sent me of 
one of these fleets of coal-barges, and it will 
at once be apparent to any one who will con- 
sider it that four hundred feet is the smallest 
span that ought to be permitted in these bridges. 
At the time three hundred feet was fixed in the 
Steubenville bridge it was a question among 
engineers whether a larger span than that 
could-be built with safety; but since that time 
numerous bridges have been built with five 
hundred feet span, and there is no difficulty 
whatever in doing it, es 

Mr. STEWART. Where is there a bridge 
of five hundred feet span? 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘There are several of them, I 
can show the Senator in this report, that are 
five hundred feet. 

Mr. MORTON. It is five hundred and ff- 
teen feet at St. Louis. 

Mr. SCOTT. The names and location of 
the bridges are given in the report. ‘The tes- 
timony of Mr. Roebling, the most eminent 
bridge engineer this couutry has ever pro- 
duced, and the testimony of several eugineers 
in charge of the Ohio river improvements, all 
show that there is no question of practicability 
in it any longer. It is simply a question of 
expense. But in reference to the span that 
there ought to be for the bridges, I show to 
the Senate this diagram [exhibiting a dia- 
gram] of one of the largest fleets of coal-boats 
that go down the river, towed by the largest 
steamer on the river, the Ajax, and this is the 
size of the fleets that are now very frequently 
taken down the river. . They are constantly 
increasing in size. It measures two hundred 
feetin width and eight hundred feet in length, 
and when you take into consideration the tact 
that the channel of the tiver varies very much, 
that sometimes at low water it isin one direc- 
tion and that high water changes the current 
to another, that when you enter one of these 
spans of three hundred feet with a fleet in tow 
of eight hundred feet long, you very frequently, 
in consequence of the change in the current of 
the river, run the hind end of the eight hundred 
feet of the fleet against the pier of the. bridge, 
and by just such accidents as these, if any one 
will turn to page 36 of the report of the engin: 
eers, he will find that by collisions of this kind 
at the Steubenville bridge there have been 
boats and cargoes destroyed worth $61,000, 
at the Bellaire bridge worth $60,500, and at 
the Parkersburg bridge worth $45,900. In 
addition to that the statement is made that— 

“ The losses by collision with the piers of bridges 
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spanning the Ohio river, heavy as it is, constitute 
but a small item of the aggregate loss resulting from 
such obstructions. The great loss sustained is by 
detention, arising from the necessity of landing our 
tow-boats and waiting for daylight, not daring to 
yun the narrow channel-ways at night, thus involv- 
ing loss. of time and extra expense of crews and 
fuel, in addition to the extra hazards of landing our 
immense tows. Even passenger boats, at certain 
stages of water, have to land and wait for daylight.” 

Here, then, is the result of an examination 
by a board of engineers detailed for this pur- 
pose: by requiring spans of four hundred 
feet, which can be built at a slight additional 
expense to all railroad companies that desire 
hereafter to cross the river, a compromise is 
effected between the railroad and river inter- 
ests. The river interest demanded five hun- 
dred feet as the span for all these bridges. 
The engineers admit that four hundred feet is 
necessary, and we go in the face of their re- 
port if we adopt the amendment offered by 
the Senator from West Virginia. I hope the 
amendment will not be agreed to. l shall 
offer an amendmeut to make the language 
clear in the eleventh line of the second sec- 
tion, requiring the high span in all the bridges 
above and below the mouth of the Big Sandy 
to be four hundred feet. That is the inten- 
tion, but the language is perhaps a little am- 
biguous, I trust, however, that, for the rea- 
sons given, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from West Virginia will not be agreed 
to, and that the span of four hundred feet will 
be required in all these bridges as a matter 
of justice not simply to those who live on the 
upper Ohio and who carry coal down it, but 
as well to those who live below and who are 
interested in the cost of every bushel of ‘coal 
that goes down the Ohio river. 

Here, as Í said in the beginning, is a con- 
test between those interested in the natural 
channel of transportation, andthose who wish 
hereafter to erect artificial modes of transport- 
ation across this natural one. I would not 
interpose one unreasonable obstacle-in the 
way of the railroad companies, I would grant 
them the privilege of crossing, but when they 
can by the expenditure of a-small additional 
amount give the river interest a fair oppor- 
tunity of carrying on their business without 
obstruction and without loss, it is certainly 
but reasonable and just that the opportunity 
should be given in that way. 

Mr..BOREMAN. I wish to draw the at- 
tention of the Senate again to the fact that 
my amendment goes to one single matter in 
this bill, and that it does not interfere with 
the lower Ohio even in that particular. It 
applies to bridges that are hereafter to be 
constructed above the mouth of the Big Sandy, 
which is the lower line of the State of West 
Virginia. The ordinary commerce of the 
river is not affected one way or the other; it 
is not her complaining at all. The truth is 
that the class of passenger steamboats that we 
had years ago on that river, before railroads 
were constructed, have been abandoned. 
There is nothing now upon it scarcely but 
freight—the transportation of freight; and even 
this does not complain, save and except one 
interest, and that is the coal trade, to which the 
Senator from Pennsylvania has. called atten- 
tion. I wish these facts to be before the minds 
of Senators when they vote, so that this thing 
may be narrowed down to precisely what it is. 

In the next place, the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania has arrayed the loss of property as a 
reason why the width of these spans should 
be increased. In regard. to’ the Steubenville 
bridge, it was built under and legalized by the 
act of 1862. I have not one word to say. as to 
it. That was built in. the interest of Penn- 
sylvania. The great Pennsylvania railroads 
wanted a way West. I call the attention of 
Senators. to the fact that that bridge was built 
with a span of only three hundred feet, and to 
the further fact, which will be seen in the report 
of the engineers, that even in this span of three 
hundred. feet there is riprapping, as it- 1s 
ealled, of about twenty feet around the piers, 


which reduces that span for all practical pur- 
poses to about two hundred and sixty feet, 
leaving a channel way in this bridge at Steu- 
benville of about two hundred and sixty feet. 
Another. fact in regard to the Steubenville 
bridge is that the piers there are not built as 
required by the existing law; they are not 
built as required by the bill which we have 
before us; that-is to say, parallel to the cur- 
rent. That provision of the bill is all right; 
but the piers there are diagonally across the 
current ; thecurrentruns againstthem. There- 
fore the coal-boats that are drifting along run 
against the piers of the Steubenville bridge. 
„But I am not here to defend the Steuben- 
ville bridge at all. It has been legalized by 
an act of Congress: It is a bridge in which 
my State has no interest whatever, except in 
common with the rest ef the people of the 
country, and I am not here to defend it. 

The small losses that are referred to here at 
the Bellaire bridge and at the Parkersburg 
bridge ought not to be produced here as a 
reason why the span should not be reduced, 
as I claim, by my amendment. Why? If, sir, 
you were familiar as I am with that river, you 
would know that coal-boats are strung along, 
thrown up on the shores all the way almost in 
sight, from the head to the mouth of the river. 
It results from the difficulty of navigation. 
They are running against the heads of islands 
in the bed of the river, they run against the 
shore and stave their boats, and the current 
is tortuous, and they lose a great deal more 
coal where there are no bridges than they do 
where the bridges do exist, because I appre- 
hend that they have become cautious in nav- 
igating where the bridges exist. So that I 
trust the Senators will not allow the fact that 
some $40,000 have been lost at Parkersburg 
and forty or fifty thousand dollars at Bellaire 
bridge to influence them in voting on the 
amendment I have offered to this bill. 

Now, sir, the question is whether the con- 
struction of thia modern mode of transporta- 
tion by railway is to be stopped in its progress 
from the Hast to the West merely to accom- 
modate those gentlemen who are dealing in 
coal at Pittsburg. I tell you as a fact that in 
my own State there is developing a coal inter- 
est which will far exceed that of Pennsylvania 
in a very short time, and my constituents do 
not object to the three hundred and fifty feet 
span. Tbe coal fields in the valley of the 
great Kanawha are illimitable, inexhaustible. 
There are millions of bushels carried from 
that valley now, and they will have to pass 
some of the bridges that are to be construct- 
ed as I contemplate by the amendment which 
I have offered. And yettheyarenot herecom- 
plaining of this thing. 

I am familiar with the navigation of the Ohio 
river, aud according to my judgment I may 
say that objection to the three hundred and 
fifiy feet span as I have offered it in my amend- 
ment ought not to be made. This ought not 
to be all upon one side; there ought to be a com- 
promise between these interests. No bridge 
has been built yet of three hundred and fifty 
feet span; three hundred and twenty-seven feet 
is the largest that has been built, and that is at 
my town. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator is mistaken, 
the bridge at Cincinnati is four hundred feet in 
the clear. 

Mr. BOREMAN. My amendment does not 
apply to the lower Ohio atall. My amend- 
ment applies to that portion of the river which 
is above the mouth of Big Sandy within my 
own State, and I venture to say that the loss 
of coal by reason of the construction of these 
bridges is a mere matter of moonshine as com- 
pared to the amount of coal that has been lost 
by drifting against the shores, by running 
against the heads of islands and the natural 
obstructions of the river. : 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the Senator from 
West Virginia if he will give me three or four 
minutes to put a little bill on its passage? 


Mr. MORTON. This billis of more import: 
ance than any bill you have. 

Mr. POMEROY. If it is to be talked all 
day, we may as well lay it on the table. > 

Mr. MORTON. Itisof general importance, 
and it is worth all the little bills’ there are in 
the Senate. i l l 
< Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, E am not 
talking against time. Iam doing what I be- 
lieve to be my duty, and in my first statement 
I cut short my remarks much more than’ I 
should have done had we been in the middle 
of a session and not at so late an hour. I do 
not want to consume time; but I want the 
Senate before they vote upon the amendment 
which I have offered to understand the facts. 
It does not need argument, it simply wants a 
statement of facts, and I am satisfied that when 
the Senate understand the facts, understand 
the condition of that river, understand the 
commerce of that river, and that none of itis 
here complaining except one particular inter- 
est, they will not require these railroad com- 
panies to construct bridges with spans that will 
cost them hundreds of thousands of dollars 
merely for the accommodation of one interest. 

But, sir, I do not wish to consume time. I 
am willing to have a fair vote upon this amend- 
ment which I have proposed. Therefore I 
will abstain for the present from any further 
remarks. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say a word, 
because this is an important matter. The 
argument of my friend from West Virginia, I 
think, amounts to this: that one obstruction 
in the way of a bridge is justified by two, and 
may be made a precedent for the third. ‘The 
other argument of my friend is that the greater 
part of the coal that goes down the Ohio river 
is hereafter to be supplied from West Virginia, 
and will not come from Pittsburg or that 
neighborhood. That may be the result here- 
after, but that is not the case now. The coal 
coming down trom West Virginia, it is true, 
will strike the Ohio river below where this 
Wheeling bridge is to be constructed, and will 
not be impeded by the bridge, but the coal 
above that will be. 

The Senator says that there is but one 
interest complaining about narrow-span 
bridges, and that is the coal interest. Let me 
tell my friend that is the greatest interest Lis 
State bas got, and that is the greatest interest 
on the Ohio river, and you will understand the 
importance of it when the amount of coal 
taken down the Ohio river is estimated at 
over one hundred million bushels and increas- 
ing, for the country from Pittsburg to New 
Orleans is measurably dependent upon thiscoal, 
and coal is taken from Pittsburg to make gas 
at St. Louis, and on the Mississippi river, 
perhaps on the Missouri river as far as 
Omaha. I presume they get their coal for gas 
from Pittsburg. The Senator from Nebraska 
nods in the affirmative. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator stated what 
I suppose is a fact but what I never knew 
until this moment, that the people up the 
Missouri as far as Omaha got their coal from 
Pittsburg to make their gas. 

Mr. MORTON. It is a fact. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am glad to hear it, but 
I did not know it before. 

Mr. MORTON. There is a bridge at Steu- 
benville that is an actual obstruction, so found 
in fact by the wreck of coal-barges, so reported 
by the board of engineers. The same thing 
at Bellaire; the same thing at Parkersburg. 
The coal navigation of that river can stand 
two or three obstructions, but it cannot stand 
twenty. Every additional obstruction adds to 
the cost of the coal, and the time will come, 
I have no doubt, when the Congress of the 
United States will require these three bridges 
to be pulled down or to be altered go as to 
give wider spans. It will be to the interest 
of the country to do it though it shail be done 
at the public expense, It is not simply the 
number of coal-boats destroyed at these 
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bridges, .but. the delay occasioned to. nearly | will the Congress of the United Slates forthe 


every coal fleet.. If they come there in the 
night they must. wait until morning. If they 
some in a high wind, they must wait until the 
wind has subsided, and there- ig actual loss to 
every. coal fleet that comes down the river on 
account of those three narrow-span. bridges. 
If you: increase that number. from free to 
twenty, it amounts almost to an absolute: ob- 
struction of the navigation of the rivér, for, as 
I said before, navigation may get over one, 
two; or three obstructions, but it cannot get 
over twenty. That destroys the profit of it. 
On the lower Ohio the spans of bridges are 
required by this bill to be bat hundred feet in 
width, and besides that, to have a pivot draw 
of one hundred feet in the clear on each side. 
That is an additional requirement on the lower 


io. 
Mr, BOREMAN. - Not in this bill. 

_ Mr. MORTON. ‘There is just-as much rea- 
son in requiring that on the upper Ohio as on 
the lower Ohio.’ The most of, the heavy coal 
fleets start from Pittsburg, and because you 
call it the upper Ohio that makes no differ- 
ence in point of fact or reason. Why, sir, 
take the bridges we expect to have built from 
Indiana to Kentucky; theré the river is a 
great deal wider, as wide again ag it is oppo- 
site West Virginia, and the work is far more 
expensive on that account, and yet they are 
required to have the broad-span bridges there 
and the draw. ` 

There igno difficulty atall in building bridges 
of four hundred feet span. A. four tinndred 
feet span can be made just as safe as one of 
three hundred, and the additional expense is 
not very great. Whatever increase there may 
be in regard to the length of span is sayed in 
another respect by diminishing the number of 
the piers; so. that bridges with spans of four 
hundred feet, taking them all together, do not 
cost much more than the narrow-span bridges 
because of the saying in the number of the 
piers. . Now, how much iş in controversy in 
this case? Fifty. feet.. The Senator from West 
Virginia, wants it three hundred and fifty feet, 
and I suppose, to come down to the actual 
fact, it is to accommodate a single railroad, 
crossing at Wheeling. S 

Mr. BOREMAN. ` The Senator is mistaken. 
There are several railroads projecting bridges, 
two or three certainly. . 

Mr. MORTON. That makes it all the 
worse; two or three additional obstructions, 
and the proposition is to plant obstructions in 
the Ohio river permanently to save the railroatl 
companies the additional expense of making 
the span fifty feet wider. There is the whole 
proposition. The bridge at Cincinnati is four 
hundred feet, at: Louisville four hundred and 
twenty-five, the bridge now building at St. 
Louis is to have three spans each five hundred 
and. fifteen feet in the clear. There is no 
difficulty in the construction of such bridges, 
but itis a work of time. ` ` 

~ Now, sir, the navigation of the Ohio river is 
becoming more important from year to year, 
and especially in regard to the coal interest. 
They have found out now that they can trans- 
port coal very cheaply. They put a number 
of. coal-barges together making a tow in the 
shape of a newspaper folded, some of them 
eight. hundred feet long and two hundred feet 
in.width. They are controlled by astern-wheel 
steamer. attached to the back part, the stern, 
of. the tow. Itis an unwieldy mass, and the 
cheapness of transportation depends upon the 
amount of coalthat can be conveyed bya single 
steamer. You can readly understand that this 
immense mass, weighing many thousand tons, 
cannot be handled in passing between the piers 
of a bridge except when ‘it is perfectly calm 
and in. the day-time. Therefore the import- 
ance of giving them at least four hundred feet. 
The matter has been examined by the engin- 
eer department, and they have reported that 
these bridges should not be less than four hun- 
dred feet span, and now the question is simply, 
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with the Senator x 
it matters not where the 


AN. I cannot quite agree 
ee Indiana in saying that 
e bridge ig erected, 
whether at Wheeling or whether at Louis: 
ville, and thatfor the very plain reason that 
three hundred and fifty feet may be all the 
navigable channel at Wheeling, while the navi- 
gable channel at Louisville or at Cincin- 
nati may be twice that width or more. I do 
not think it follows, because you may require 
four hundred feet at Cincinnati or at Louis- 
ville or below Louisville, that you should re- 
uire four hundred feet above the Big Sandy. 
teference is to be hadto the width of the navi- 
gable channel, of course considering that chan- 
nel at all stages of water. Certainly nothing 
would be more unreasonable than to haye a 


procrustenn bed for a'subject of this kind. 


f your bridge has a span sufficient to cover 
the entire navigable channel of the river or as 
much of that navigable: channel as may be 
necessary for the purpose of navigation, that 
is all that is required ; and if that navigable 
channel iş only three hundred and fifty feet 
then the span of your bridge need be no more 
than three hundred and Afty feet, but if the 
navigable channel be more than that then it 
may be very wise to require a larger span. 

ow, sir, I have felt a little curiosity to 
know where the idea originated of a. three 
hundred. feet span. It will be remembered 
that the first act of Congress upon this subject 
fixed the span at three hundred feet. It fixed 
it at that for the. bridge at Bellaire and for the 
bridge at Parkersburg, and I have had some 

little curiosity to find out. where the idea of a 
three hundred feet span for the upper Ohio 
originated. At last- I have discovered it, It 
will be found to have originated in the testi- 
mony taken in the very celebrated case of the 
State of Pennsylvania vs. The Wheeling Bridge 
Company, which is first noticed in 9 Howard’s 
Reports and then again in 11 Howard, and 
finally decided in 13 Howard. That was a case 
in which the State of Pennsylvania filed a bill 
against the Wheeling Bridge Company, a Gor- 
poration created by the State of Virginia to 
build a. bridge at Wheeling across the Ohio 
river, charging that that bridge wasa nuisance 
and asking that it might be abated. After vari- 
ous arguments in that case and overruling a 
plea to the jurisdiction of the court, it was 
referred to a master and the master was no less 
distinguished a person tlian the ex-chancellor 
of New York, Chancellor Walworth. He re- 
ported, after hearing the testimony in the case, 
three propositions to the court, three findings, 
to the effect: “ first, that the bridge is not an 
obstruction to the free navigation of the Ohio 
by any vessels propelled by sail.’? That he 
might well report, because there is no. such 
navigation there. .‘ Second, thatthe bridge is 
an obstruction to free navigation of the Ohio 
by vessels propelled by steam.” The third 


finding was ‘‘that the. change or alteration 
which:canand should be made in the construc- 
tion and existing condition of the bridge is to 

raise the cable ’’—it was asuspension bridge— 
“Cand flooring in such manner as to give a level 
headway at least three hundred feet wide over a 
ĉi ient part of the channel, of not less than 
hundred and twenty feet above the level of 

zero of. the Wheeling. water-gauge.’’ There is 
where the idea of three hundred feet span origin- 
ated.. It originated inthe testimony laid before 

Chancellor Walworth as special master com- 
missioner in. this celebrated case, and reported 
by him as his conclusion upon that testimony 
to the Supreme Court. of the United States, 
and which laid the foundation for the well- 
known decision in that case. That was fol- 
lowed afterward by Congress in the leave that 
was granted to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company to construct its bridges at Bell- 
aire and at Parkersburg. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Will the Senator from 
Ohio allow meto correct him? Tt was a general 
law authorizing. bridges to be constructed of 
three hundred feet span. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know; but. that. gen- 
eral act grew out: of this very case which was 
decided at the December term, 1851. Eleven 
years afterward Congress passed a general act 
adopting the three hundred feet span from the 
conclusion of Chancellor Walworth, and the 
Supreme Court of the United States on the 
testimony of the engineers and of men engaged 
in the navigation of the river, given in that 
calebrated case. l 

Now, the policy of a general law is to my 
mind somewhat doubtful; and that for this 
reason: nothing could better illustrate it than 
it is illustrated by the existing fact; take for 
instance the bridge at Bellaire, which has.a 
span of three hundred and. eight or three hun- ` 
dred and nine feet, I think. - 

Mr. BOREMAN. Three hundred and twen- 
ty-two feet in the clear between. the piers. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have never heard any 
complaint of that bridge. Why? Because 
the bridge isin a long straight reach of the 
river, and therefore flotillas may pass it with- 
out difficulty. The same thing can be said 
of the Parkersburg bridge, the span of which 
is three hundred and twenty-seven feet; but 
in regard to the Steubenville bridge the 
case is different. There the difficulty arises 
not simply, as is. supposed, from the nar- 
rowness of the span, but because the bridge 
is built immediately below a bend in the 
river. If the straight reach in the river 
was as long at Steubenville as it is at Bellaire 
or at Parkersburg there would be. very little 
obstruction to navigation. I am extremely 
doubtful, therefore, whether you can frame 
any general law upon this subject. . It: rather 
seems to me that every case ought to stand 
upon its own particular merit; or if you.do 
frame any general law it ought to be subject to 
some intelligent supervision of officers spe- 
cially competent to decide upon the question. 
I repeat, and I speak from my own observa- 
tion and I speak from the knowledge of every- 
‘body who is acquainted with the subject, that 
the width of. the span is not the only element 
in the problem. You can get. along with a 
much narrower span where there is a long 
straight reach of the river than you can with 
a broader span where the bridge is built im- 
mediately below a bend in the river, and every 
Senator can understand by a moment’s reflec- 
tion why this must be so. I repeat, that is 
the trouble at Steubenville. If there were à 
long straight reach in the river at Steubenville, 
as there is at Bellaire and as there is at Park- 
ersburg, you would have heard very little com- 
plaint of the Steubenville bridge. 

Tt does seem to me, therefore, that there is 
great doubt, and we ought to hesitate before 
we pass a general bill upon such a- subject as 
this. Irepeat, thesite of the bridge has as much 
to do with it-as the width of the span,. and 
perhaps after all it is better that there should 
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be a decision upon each case than that there 
should be a general law; but if you will have 
a general law, if it is advisable to have a gen- 
eral law, then I must say that if the naviga- 
tion of the river can be, successfully conducted 
with a bridge of three hundred and twenty- 
two feet span. at. Bellaire,-and three hundred 
and twenty-seven at Parkersburg, and less 
than that at Steubenville, it does seem to me 
thatthree hundred and fifty feet at Wheeling, 
which is far above either of those points, is 
sufficient. It was the opinion of the engineers 
in that celebrated case to which I have re- 
ferred, Pennsylvania vs. The Wheeling Bridge 
Company, that a span of three hundred feet at 
Wheeling was sufficient. Congress thought 
so when it passed the act of 1862, which has 
allowed the Steubenville bridge, the Bellaire 
bridge, and the Parkersburg bridge all to be 
built with less than three hundred and fifty feet 
span, with only three hundred and twenty-two 
and three hundred and twenty-seven feet, and 
now if we require three hundred and fifty feet 
at Wheeling, so far as I know. we require as 
much there and more there than is required 
at the other three places. l 

T agree that this.is a subject of great con- 
cern. I have stood by the river navigation 
against the railroad companies in more contests 
than one upon this subject. I stood firmly by 
the river navigation with my colleague in the 
matter of the bridge at Cincinnati. I am still 
in favor of the river. navigation, and believe 
that no railroad ever will carry coal as cheap 
as it can be carried upon the rivers. I believe 
it to be an utter impossibility for any railroad 
ever to carry coal as cheaply as it can be car- 
ried by water navigation. I am, therefore, 
friendly to the river navigation ; but I do not 
at this moment perceive how we can tolerate 
bridges of three hundred, three hundred and 
twenty-two, or three hundred and twenty-seven 
feet span far below Wheeling, and say that 
Wheeling shall not have a bridge of three hun- 
dred and fifty feet span. 

I have a word to say on another matter, as 
to which I should like explanation from the 
gentleman who has the bill in charge. But 
before I leave this subject I will say that I 
think the amendment of my friend from West 
Virginia would be better if instead of saying 
‘above Big Sandy,” he would say ‘‘aboye 
Bellaire.” And now I want to understand 
some provisions of this bill that I do not quite 
comprehend, and for that purpose I address 
myself to the gentleman who has it in charge. 
It provides that-— 

This high span shall give a clear opening of at 
least four hundred feet between the piers, measured 
at right angles to the current at every stage; and 
that it shall be placed over the main channel of the 
yiver used by boats during ordinary stages of water: 
Provided, That in case this high span is not over the 
low-water channel— ts 

By which I understand that part of the river 
which is the channel atbow water; I suppose 
there is no doubt about that— ae 

That in case this high span is not over the low- 
water channel, suitable arrangements be made else- 
where to permit the passage of single boats under 
the bridge atlow water. — : : 

I confess that [am totally. unable to under- 
stand the meaning of that.. The low-water 
channel is always the high-water channel, if 
there is no obstruction in the navigation of the 
river. The low-water channel, that is, that 
which affords navigation at low water, is always 
the deepest water at high water. Therefore E 
do not.understand why there is not-nayigation 
under the span which is to be made over the 
low-water channel at any stage of the water, 
unless, indeed, it be that stage of water when 
the water is so high that there would not be 
space on that chann 1 between the. water. and 
the bridge. ) 
made for making avy difference, nor in the 
nature of things Gould there very wellba a dif- 
ference between the height of the bridge over 
the water at any particular part of the bridge. 

Mr. HARLAN. I would inquire of the 


But I do not find any provision | 


honorable Senator if he would give way for a 
motion to go inte.exgcutive session ?, 

Mr. THURMAN. , I shall conclude in five 
minutes all I have to say, and then I will give 
way to anything, or rather I will give way to 
my friend who has the bill in charge, for Í am 
not speaking against the bill, and certainly 
have no disposition. to-debate it at length. I 
have thrown out for. his consideration what 
that means. Then it goes on: 

That ali bridges over the Ohio river below the Cov- 


ington and Cincinnati suspension bridge, shallhave, 


in addition to the high span prescribed above, a 
pivot-draw, giving two clear openings of one hun- 
dred: and sixty feet each, measured at right angles 
to the current at the average stage of water in the 
river, and located in a part of the bridge that can be 
safely and conveniently reached at that stage; ‘and 
that said draw shali be opened promptly upon rea- 
sonable signal for the passage of boats whose con- 
struction shall not be such as to admit of their pas- 
sage under the stationary spans of said bridge. 
Now, I should like to have some éxplana- 
tion of that. What kind of a boat, pray, is it 
that is so constructed that it cannot have pas- 
sage under the stationary span of the priae, 
and that span of four hundred feet? Is it 
meant that every boat that has a chimney’ so 
high that it cannot pass under that four hun- 
dred feet span shall’ havea draw made for it? 
I really do not understand this provision at 
all. “It amounts to that, it seems to mie, or 
else there is no’ reason in the world why the 
provision should be here in this way, speaking 
of boats that are not so constructed as to pass 
under the stationary span of the bridge. It 
had better be provided at once that every such 
bridge shall have a draw. It can mean noth- 
ing at all unless it means that in respect to 
every boat whose chimneys are so high that it 
cannot pass under the permanent span of the 
bridge at high water, there shall be for such a 
boat'as that a draw. Then you had better 
provide for the draw at once, and not provide 
for it in this kind of language, that the draw 
shall only be for the benefit of a particular 
class of boats. oft 
I wanted to call the attention of the Senator 
who has the bill in charge to these provisions 
which seem to me to be very obscure. It may 
be that my ignorance makes them obscure to 


me. 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator give way to recéive a message, from 
House Of Representatives? a 

Mr. THURMAN.’ I have said all I desire 
tosay. 
: MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuxrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House further insisted on its amend- 
ments to-the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1873, and for other purposes, asked 
for a further conference on the disagreeing 
yotes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
had appointed Mr. James A. GARFIELD of 
Ohio, Mr. Prank W. Parwer of Iowa, and 
Mr. Wium E. Nisxacx of Indiana, man- 
agers at the Same on its part. 0 000 
|. BRIDGES AGROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Will not the Senator 
yield to allow a committee of conference to 
be appointed in response to the message just 


received 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not just now. We-will 
stick to the regular order for a minute or two. 
“ Mr. SCOTT.’ That objection being made, 
Į only wish to say that I have this bill in charge 
simply because the interests of my constituents 
require me tọ press it. t have not given to it 
that attention which I would have given to it 
if it had been before a comimittee of which I 
wasa member, but it is a bill prepared by the 


| engineer department, who had this whole sub- 


ject under examination, aud it was’ trans- 
mitted along with: the lettet of the Secretary 


of War, who sent ug the report. of the: en- 
gineers, and this bill accompanied it, so that. 
the committee hag had the benefit of all: the 
engineering skill in making these provisions 
of the War Department before it, and T have 
acted in: confidence upon the report for that 


reason. ‘ Pa og es 
Mr. SHERMAN. | I think I can suggest a 
compromise or adjustment of this bridge mat- 
ter that will be satisfactory to the peaple liv- 
ing along the line of the river, and yet be just 
to'all parties, It is hard now to exclude the 
city of Wheeling from building a bridge of a 
narrower span, that right having been granted 
to Steubenville, Bellaire, and Parkersburg. I 
suggest, therefore, as there are three short-span 
bridges along the line of the river, the. same 
right be extended to the city of Wheeling of. 
building a bridge of a span not less than, say, 
three hundred and fifty feet. That would then 
furnish bridges to the larger towns from Pitts- 


-burg down to Parkersburg. It seems to:me 


such an: adjustment as that would be fairt 
Let the law be general, applying to the Ohio 
river from Pittsburg down to Cairo, but make 
an exception for the bridge at Wheeling with 
the restrictions made by the Senator’ from 
West. Virginia. It seems to me that would be 
fair.. At Wheeling there is no difficulty in 
passing a bridge of that kind, and if a bridge 
of three hundred and fifty feet span should 
be allowed at Wheeling, it will accomplish 
a double purpose: we shall then have a gen- 
eral law. to prevent hereafter the construction 
of bridges from Pittsburg down except with 
a wider span, and allow Wheeling to stand on 
the same footing with Steubenville, Bellaire, 
and Parkersburg. It seems to me that ad- 
justment might fe made with a fair regard to 
the interests of the river-men and of the rail- 
roads. I simply propose this, and hope it will 
be accepted, and that then we shall pass the 


bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say a word 
before. that is done. i 

Mr. SCOTT. When the Senator from West 
Virginia made the proposition to make this 
exception I sent the proposal to the river- 
men at Pittsburg, and I received tbis dis- 
patch in reply: 

“Since sending dispatch of yesterday a meeting 
of experienced river-men was held, at which it was 
unanimously decided that à bridge of even five hun- 
dred feet span would be almost an entire blockade 
of the river at that point.” : 

Mr. THURMAN. Where? 

. Mr. SCOTT. At the point where the bridge 
is proposed to be built at Wheeling. ; 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I am sur- 
prised that the Senator from West Virginia 
should object to an increase of these spans. I 
do not know of anybody so much interested iq 
the wide spans of bridges as the people of 
West Virginia. ‘Their coal is the same as the 
Westmoreland coal of Pennsylvania, pecu- 
liarly adapted to making gas. It isreally their 
great staple, one upon which their wealth must 
depend hereafter, and if we obstruct that river 
their trade ceases to a great extent. I have 
nothing to do with railroads out there, and: do 
not care anything about them; but it is much 
easier now to make a span of six hundred feet 
and make it perfectly safe than it was to make 
the little span which I saw in the first wooden 
bridge built in the United States. That was 
over the Susquehanna river about forty miles 
above its mouth. It was built about 1814: 
The width of the river there is about sixty-five 
feet. The banks are about three hundred feet 
high, and the wonder was that a bridge could 
be built across the river at McCall’s Ferry 
where the banks were so high; but the genius 
of the first man who invented wooden arches, 
Theodore Burr, a cousin of Aaron Burr, who 
came from New York to Pennsylvania and 
built the first bridge over the Susquehan na and 
the first bridge over the Delaware, overcame 
that obstacle by saying, (“I will put my false 
works up in the river when the ice covers the 
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river,” and he did so, and he made that mighty 
span, as it was then considered, of sixty or 
sixty-five feet over the river. : 
In -1851, when- the Wheeling people: built 
their bridge with a two hundred: feet span, F 
believe it was; the whole country was. aston- 
ished that a bridge with a span of such great 
length could stand. It was in the contest be- 
tween: the State of Pennsylvania and the own- 
ers: of that: bridge that the great Stanton first 
made a favorable impression upon public opin- 
ion.. It was'in that great law case that he 
won the first. honors thatled him to distinction 
and fame. Since that time the science of bridge 
building has been growing constantly until now 
they are building a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi river at St. Louis of five hundred and 
fifteen feet span. Ten years ago the man who 
would have pretended to believe that such a 
thing could be done would have been called 
a madman. Nowthere is no trouble about 
it, and there isno more trouble in making the 
span at the place designated for this bridge at 
Wheeling, of four hundred feet, than there was 
fifteen years ago of making one of two ‘hundred 
feet. > The additional expense is trifling, and 
the advantages to the public are incalculable. 
: The Senator from Indiana has told you about 
those immense flotillas which pass down the 
Ohio river carrying’ thousands of: bushels of 
coal at onetime. I know not how many barges 
filied with coal pass down that river ; but the 
slightest obstruction there often wrecks the 
whole of the flotilla. Everybody above Pitts- 
burg is interested in the navigation of that 
river, and to a great extent everybody below is 
interested in it. Gentlemen here who have not 
thought about it have no idea at all of the im- 
mensity of those grand flotillas which follow a 
single steamboat, The power of steam is 
nowhere else so well exhibited, unless you see 
a.single locomotive ona railroad carrying one 
hundred and fifty cars with seven hundred and 
fifty tons of coal, which I have often‘seen. A 
single boat carries a large’ number of these 
barges behind it, and the destruction of a sin- 
gle barge is generally the destruction of the 
whole flotilla. That barge constitutes the for- 
tune of everybody interested in it. During 
the whole winter the people of West Virginia 
and that portion of western Pennsylvania lying 
alongside of West Virginia, occupy themselves 
in getting out this coal and building these 
barges, and the first flood of spring is taken 
advantage of to send them down the river. 
It is no injury to the railroad companies to 
do this, for the more you increase this coa 
business the more you increase the business 
of the railroads, Ten years will not expire 
from this time until that whole country, every 
gorge in the mountains. of West Virginia and 
estern Pennsylvania, will be filled with small 
railroads. carrying the products out to this 
river, filling these barges, and sending them 
down to the South and Southwest. 
` A Senator said to-day that the gas coal used 
in Omaha away up on the Missouri river comes 
from the State of Pennsylvania. It comes 
from the Youghiogheny river, which is partly 
in West Virginia and partly in Pennsylvania. 
We are all interested in that trade. It is 
much more grand, much. mare immense, and 
much more profitable to the country than any 
of us have any idea of. I trust we shall make 
these bridges of the largest span which science 
shall say is safe for crossing. 

Mr. THURMAN. In order that we may 
accede to the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for another committee of .confer- 
ence on the appropriation bill, I move to lay 
the pending bill on the table. 

Mr. MORTON. Will not the Senator with- 
draw that for a moment to.enable me to make 
a statement? : 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. MORTON. There are three bridge 
companies in Indiana awaiting the passage of 
this bill to begin their operations. If this bill 


shall not pass, they will be thrown back another 
year. There-are two or three in Illinois and 
Kentucky also in the same condition. It is 
therefore a matter of importance that this bill 
shall be allowed to pass, and-I hope no ob- 
struction will be thrown. in the way. - Let us 
have a vote on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from West Virginia. If it be adopted, 
be it so. I hope it will not he ; itought not to 
be; but let us have a vote upon it, and pass 
the bill in some form. There is too much im- 
portance involved in this. bill now to have it 
trifled with, and I beg of Senators not upon 
some trivial consideration to: throw this bill 
over. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not want tokill the 
bill, aud if it can be voted upon without fur- 
ther debate I would not make the request after 
having spoken upon it; but if it can be, I am 
perfectly willing that the vote shall be taken 
now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia. 

Mr. BOREMAN. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. From what I gather on 
my right the whole of this day will be spoken 
out on this bill, and I feel bound to renew my 
motion to lay the bill on the table, in order 
that I may move to accede to the request 
of the House of Representatives for another 
conference committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iwish the Senator would 
allow me to make a suggestion and ask a 
question. In the first place, the Senator from 
California, the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, [Mr. CoLz,] and the Senator 
from Vermont [ Mr. Epmunps] are temporarily 
absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. ‘The Sen- 
ator from California is here. 

Mr. CONKLING. I spoke particularly of 
the Senator from Vermont who left the Cham- 
ber a moment or two ago, and who is coming 
back immediately, and who, I know, does not 
want any action taken in his absence. [At 
this point Mr. Epmunds entered the Chamber. ] 
Here he is now. I think, as I have the floor, I 
will tell the Senator from Vermont what is 
pending before the Senate. The Senator from 
Ohio has moved to lay on the table the pend- 
ing bill in order to take up some report of the 
committee of conference to which the Senator 
from Vermont belongs, and I was asking of 
him to delay it until the Senator came in. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is the same motion 
that I intimated before. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio moves that this bill lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. THURMAN. I now move that the 
Senate accede to the request of the House of 
Representatives for another conference on the 
civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps we had better 
wait until we have a report fromthe House as 
to what they have done. Let that be read to 
begin with. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will lay before the Senate a message from the 
House of Representatives. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows; 

Resolved, That the House further insist on their 
non-concurrence in the amendmonts of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30; 1873, and for other purposes, 
and ask a further conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of thetwo Houses thereon. 

Urdered, That Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, Mr, PALMER, 
and Mr. NrsLacx be the managers at said further 
conference on the part of the House.. 

Mr. THURMAN. .Now, my motion is that 
the Senate accede to that request, and appoint 
another committee of conference. ; 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask whether the, 


conferees on the part of the House are not 
the same gentlemen as before? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly the same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, instead of that, 
I move that the matter be recommitted to the 
same committee. i i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands there is a further communication 
from the House of Representatives, which 
accompanied the resolution, and that will be 
read for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropri- 
ations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the year ending June 30, 1873, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference 
have been. unable to agree. 

Mr. THURMAN. I believe my motion 
was the first one made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator from Ohio state his motion? 

Mr. THURMAN. It is that the Senate 
accede to the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for another committee of conference 
on this bill. If that is not precisely in form, 
I will make it so if any gentleman versed in 
the rules will tell me what it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose it will be just 
possible for’ the Senator to give up the. floor 
and leave his motion open to consideration 
before he has the vote pat on it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very much obliged 
to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio moves that the Senate insist 
on its amendments, and accede to the confer- 
ence asked for by the House. The Senator 
from Vermont is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very much obliged 
to the Senator from Ohio for showing the first 
disposition that he and his friends have to 
come to a harmonious understanding with the 
House about this business, which seems by some 
inscrutable’ method of Providence to be kept 
out of getting a direct vote in either House 
about it, and we would seem in some way, for 
the public good no doubt, to be playing at a 
game of who can put off saying yes or no, like 
two lovers about dr » Whose enthusiasm is not 
great in arranging a matter of courtship and 
marriage. [Laughter.] 

The majority of the conferees on the part 
of the Senate had made up their minds, inas- 
much as it seemed to be impossible so far to 
get the House of Representatives to vote upon 
the amendments proposed by the Senate in 
any form except evasively, to submit a propo- 
sition, in lieu of agreeing to a conference, that 
we would insist or adhere in respect to the 
amendments that we had proposed with cer- 
tain modifications which, so far as the mere 
routine and detail of the amendments go, 
have been thought to’ be satisfactory to the 
conferees of both parties ; but from recent in- 
formation I have changed my opinion, and I 
believe my honorable colleague from Califor- 
nia has, and think it is better to take one more 
step in the line of contriving “ how not to do 
it?” and agree to this conference of the House, 
and try it once more, and see if it is possible 
to get a report that each House is willing to 
come to a direct vote upon. Therefore, sir, 
it gives me immeasurable pleasure for once 
to follow the motion of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Ohio, and second his effort that the 
Senate do agree to the proposition of the 
House to this conference, and that the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate be appointed. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, ever since 
Thad the good fortune to become acquainted 
with the Senator from Vermont I have formed 
the opinion that he was an improving man, 
{laughter ;] that experience will be of great 
service to him; and by the time he gets to be 
as old as I am I think he will be a good deal 
wiser than I am now, although I am not as 
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wise as he will then be. [Laughter.] I am 
rejoiced to find that he agrees with what seems 
to me the proper course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That illustrates the dif- 
ference between the training of my honorable 
friend and myself, if he will pardon me. To 
use an expression which Burke or somebody 
I believe [laughter] used, I om not and I 
hope I shall not be one of those who, inspite 
of religion and philosophy, continue to be 
perverse, and, as he expressed it, whose gray 
hairs bring no increase of wisdom, and who 
remain. ignoraut in spite of experience. So 
that this is the difference between us. I hope 
we shall both improve in thatrespect. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Isa motion to recede 
from one of the amendments adopted by the 
Senate inorder? If it is, I make the motion 
that the Senate insist on all its amendments 
except one, the tenth I believe, which imposes 
incongruous matter on this bill. I propose to 
recede from that amendment and insist on all 
the others, and I ask if that is in order? 

Mr. STEVENSON.  Isuggest whether that 
be in order. This bill contains ninety-three 
amendments. Ninety-two of them have been 
unanimously agreed upon by the committee 
of conference, but we have not reported that 
fact. to the Senate. We have here a message 
received from the. House. of Representatives, 
and we are informed that there has been a 
disagreement without stating in what point 
that disagreement exists. L suggest to my 
honorable friend from Illinois if he will let 
this report go back to the conferees they will 
probably report that they have agreed upon 
ninety-two amendments, and agreed unani- 
mously, and that there is only one which is 
ihe subject-matter of difference, and that can 
be reported as not agreed to by the committee 
of conference, which will bring a direct vote 
in the Senate upon that amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thereport must be made 
in the House first. 

Mr. STEVENSON. No, not now. The 
House ask for a conference and we act first in 
the Senate, as I understand the rule. It was 
different before. But that is neither here nor 
there. If the report is recommitted to the 
conference committee, they would report, what 
is true in point of fact, that there has been a 
unanimous agreement on ninety-two amend: 
menta, and the Senate would then have. before 
it in parliamentary shape the only amendment 
upon which there has been any disagreement, 
and we could have a direct vote upon it. 
suggest to the Senator that would be easiest 
und quickest way to reach this difficulty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The mo- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio is first in order, 
because that .is the motion which tends most 
to bring the two Houses together. . 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. Is it not in order to 
move to recede from our amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion 
to recede from all our amendments would be 
in order, because that would be a motion 
which would ‘bring the two Houses nearer 
together. The motion that brings the two 
Houses nearest together is the motion that 
takes: precedence. The Senator from Ohio 
moves that we insist on our amendments and 
agree to the conference asked by the House. 
The Senator from Illinois moves to insist on 
all the amendments but one and to recede from 
that. i 
Mr. TRUMBULL. That would bring us 
nearer together, would it not? The Senator 
from Ohio proposes tò insist on all the amend- 
ments; I propose to give up part of them be- 
fore the conference is appointed ; and it seems 
to me that would bring the two Houses nearer 
together. , 

-The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair 
thinks, according to the rules, the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio is first in order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it is in order I can- 
not help it. 


_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques“ 
tion ison the motion of the Senator from Ohio, 
that the Senate insist on its amendments dis- 
agreed to by the House, and agree to the con- 
ference asked for by the House. f 

The motion was agreed to. ` rt 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. How shall 
the committee be appointed? l 

Mr. STEVENSON and Mr. EDMUNDS. 
By the Chair. 7 g 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will appoint Mr. Core, Mr. Epmunps, and 
Mr.. STEVENSON. 


JOHN C. BEAUMONT. 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 
No. 2876. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move to resume the con- 
sideration of the bill that was laid on the table 
for the purpose of appointing a conference 
committee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from New 


Hampshire: 


Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from 
New Hampshire will allow us to pass the 
bridge bill. He knows what great interests 
are dependent upon it. 

Mr. CRAGIN. This is a very short bill 
and will take but a moment. ‘This bridge 


question is evidently going to occupy all the | 


time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit a 
proposition on that bill, thatit be acted upon 
without further debate, for every Senator 
understands the matter. The two proposi- 
tions submitted by the Senator from West 
Virginia are the only questions now to be 
voted upon. 

Mr. CRAGIN. This billis one inthe charge 
of the Senator from Miehigan [Mr. Ferry] 
who has occupied the chair so long, and he 
asked me to try and getitup. He is now out 
of the chair, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire 
is in order, the other bill having been laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. SCOTT. If that bill will only oceupy 
but a moment, let it be taken up, as the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire has the floor, and 
then I hope to take up the bridge bill'and dis- 
pose of it. I think we have now reached the 
point where we can certainly come to a vote 
upon it before four o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. . 

. The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2876) for the 
relief of John C. Beaumont. It authorizes 
the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Sentate, to 
restore John C. Beaumont to the position of 


captain on the active list, to take position at 
the foot of the list of captains; but the passage 
of this act is not to entitle him to draw any 
additional back pay. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. SCOTT. I now move that the Senate 
resume the consideration of the Ohio river 
bridge bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 827) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Ohio river, and to preseribe the dimen- 
sions of the same. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia, [Mr. BOREMAN. ] l 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the consent of the 
Senate that further debate on this bill be now! 


a 


atan end, and.that we proceed to vote on the 
amendments that may be offered. ‘Every Sen- 
ator ought to be informed on this subject. ‘I 
ask unanimous consent, with a view to expe- 
dite public business, that there be no further 
debate on this bill and aniendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ` The Sen- 
ator from Ohio asks unanimous consent that 
the vote on this bill and the amendments 
thereto shall be taken without further debate. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Ido not want to debate 
the pending amendment, but I have another 
amendment that I wish to offer—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ do not object. to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The prop- 
osition of the Senator from Ohio is that the 
vote be taken upon the pending amendments 
and upon the bill without further debate. Is 
thatagreedto? The Chair hears no objection. 
The question now is on the amendment of the 
Senator.from West Virginia, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. g 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Boreman, Carpen- 
ter, Cragin, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Harlan, Hill. Hitchcock, Norwood, Nye, 
Osborn, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Stewart, Thurman, 
Tipton, Vickers, West, and Windom—22. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ames, Buckingham, Casserly, 
Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Fenton, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Howe, Kelly, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morrill ot Vermont, Morton, Ramsey, 
Scott, Sherman, Stockton, Sumner, and Wilson—2L. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Caldweil, Cameron, Cole, Cooner, Corbett, Davis 
of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Patterson, Pom- 
eroy, Ransom, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Trumbull, and 
Wright—31, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I wish now to offer a 
verbal amendment about which there will be 
no controversy, I apprehend. This bill pro- 
vides. that notice shall: be given in certain 
newspapers in Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Louis- 
ville, St. Louis, Memphis, and New Orleans, 
I wish to amend that clause so that for bridges 
above the mouth of the Big Sandy it will be 
sufficient to publish in Pittsburg, Cincinnati, 
and Louisville. It is not necessary to go fur- 
ther. I presume there will be no objection to 
that amendment, and it will save a good deal 
of expense. ad i 

Mr. SCOTT. I think the clause had better 
remain ag itis. Parties interested in a thing 
of this kind need not stumble at the expense 
of advertisements in two or three papers. 
The whole river is interested in the question. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend 
the bill by inserting at the end of line five, 
section four, the words ‘‘ of Pittsburg, Cincin- 
nati, and Louisville, for bridges above the 
mouth of the Big Sandy, and in the cities.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. It will be remembered that 
a few days ago a bill was passed unanimously, 
on the recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, relieving tug-boats and freight- 
boats on the Mississippi and Ohio rivers from 
the pressure fixed by the general law. That 
bill has come back from the House of Rep- 
resentatives with amendments to it which 
will probably give rise to some contest. To 
avoid any probability of a failure I wish to 
have the opportunity of putting that bill on 
as an amendment to this, so that it can be 
concurred in by the House. It simply ex- 
tends for one year the provisions of the law 
formerly passed regulating the pressure on 
steam tug-boats, &c., on the Ohio and. Mis- 
sissippi rivers. It is the printed bill which 
I send to the Chair, striking out “six-months’’ 
and inserting ‘‘ one year.” : 

Mr. CONKLING. That, I understand, with 
that single exception, is the sare bill that we 
passed ? STE SR 

Mr. SCOTT. - The same one. 

Mr. CONKLING. Todo not believe any- 
body will object to that, 
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The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was.to add atthe endof the bill the following: . 


That the provisions of an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the better security of life on vessels 
propelled in whole or in part by steam,” &c., ap- 
proved’ February’ 8, 1871,'so far as they relate to the 
limitation’ of ‘steam pressure off steamboats used 
exclusively for towing and carrying freight on: the 
Mississippi river and its’ tributaries, are hereby so 
far modified asto substitute for such boats one bun- 
dred and-fifty: pounds of steam pressure in place of 
one: hundred.and ten pounds, as provided in said 


act for the standard pressure upon standard boilers 


of forty-two inches diameter, and of plates of one 
quarter of an inch in’ thickness: and such, boats 
may, on the written permit of the supervising in-, 
spector of the district in which such boats shall 
carry on their business, for a period of twelve months 
from and after the passage of this act; be permitted 
to carry steam above the standard pressure of one 
hundred and ten pounds, but not’ exceeding the 


standard pressure of one hundred and fifty pounds 


to the square inch: - 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A part of 
the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr: Boreman} in regard to the pub- 
lication in newspapers was not réported to the 
Senate. ` > 

The Cuter CLERK. In section four, line 
seven, after the words ‘New Orleang’’ it is 

sroposed to insert the -words “for bridges 
below the mouth of the Big Sandy”? 

Mr. BOREMAN. © That is part of the same 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish a separate vote 
on the amendment of the Senator from West 

Virginia. I desire to offer a substitute for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the 
question is on concurring in the amendments 
made as in Comiuittee of the Whole, with that 
reservation. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion now recurs on the reserved amendment 
offered by the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer as a substitute for 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
West Virginia what I send to the Chair: 

Provided, however, That the Wheeling and Ohio 
Union’ Railroad Company, first having lawful wu- 
thority therefor. from the States of West Virginia 
and Ohio. are hereby authorized to construct abridge 
across the Ohio river from the city of Wheeling, in 
the State of West Virginia, to the opposite side of 
said river in the State of Ohio, with a span over the 
main channel of not less than three hundred and 
fifty feet in length, and in all other respects con- 
formable arid subject to‘the provisons of this act so 
far as the same are applicable to bridges above the 
mouth of the Big Sandy. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not understand why 
my colleague offers. that as a substitute when 
this bill provides that ‘‘any persons or cor- 
porations, having lawful authority therefor, 
may hereafter erect bridges,” &e. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | This provides fora bridge 
at Wheeling. This bill is a general proposi- 
tion now, that allows all bridges for five hun- 
dred miles from Pittsburg to the mouth of the 
Big Sandy.. This amendment makes it a law 
with the exception of this one bridge.. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio as a substitute for the amend- 
ment adopted in Committee of the Whole. 

-The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. : 

Mr. SCOTT. NowI wish a separate vote 
on the’ substitute to test the sense of -the 
Senate. 6 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion now is on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. SCOTT. On that question I ask for 
the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

.Mr. STEWART. J should like to know 
why this particular company is to be fayored 
rather than any other? ` ; 

Mr. MORTON. That is what the other 
amendment means, precisely. =`- 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that this 


amendment is. to. provide. for a bridge at 
Wheeling. Ido not care whether the name 
of the company is inserted or not. I propose 
that the bridge may be built at Wheeling, and 
I do not care anything about any company. 

offer it in deference to the judgment of the 
Senator from West Virginia, who has said, 
and said very properly, that as Wheeling is 
the largest town from Pittsburg down, and 
four narrow-span bridges cross the Ohio river 
between the mouth of the Big’ Sandy and 


Pittsburg, it is but right and fair and just | 


that Wheeling should have the same privi- 
lege. Although the interests of my constit- 
uents are against this amendment, I shall 
vote for it as a matter of equity and justice 
to the people of Wheeling. As to the name 
of the company, I am perfectly willing that 
it shall be stricken out. 

Mr. THURMAN. I suggest to my col- 
league to say ‘‘any company lawfully author- 
ized. : 
Mr. BOREMAN. I have no objection to 
that alteration. The name there is the name 
of a corporate institution in my State. 

Mr. MORTON. The argument is that be- 
cause Bellaire and Parkersburg have bridges 
of narrow spans, and which are obstructions 
to the navigation of theriver, therefore Wheel- 
ing should be allowed to have one. It is not 
for the benefit of Wheeling; it is an absolute 
injury to Wheeling to have a narrow-span 
bridge. It is simply for the benefit of a rail- 
road company, to allow them to build a cheap 
bridge; thatis the whole of it. It isnot for 
Wheeling; it is fora railroad company. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Iwill state one fact that 
will answer the speech of the Senator from 
Indiana. The city of Wheeling has subscribed 
$800,000 to build this bridge. That, it seems 
to me, is a sufficient answer to the statement 
that the bridge is not in the interest of the city 
of Wheeling.. That is a fact within my own 
knowledge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read as now modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, That any company lawfully 
authorized by the States of West Virginia and Ohio 
are hereby authorized to construct a bridge across 
the Ohio river from the city of Wheeling, in the 
State of West Virginia, to the opposite side of said 
river within the State of Ohio, with a span over tho 
main channel of not less than threo hundred and 
fifty feet in length, and in all other respects con- 
formable, and subject to the provisions of this act 
so far as the same are applicable to bridges above 
the mouth of the Big Sandy. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let me suggest one verbal 
amendment. The language ‘‘ any company 
lawfally authorized’? may build a bridge 
would authorize any number of companies to 
build bridges. , 

Mr. THURMAN. Let the word ‘ one” be 
inserted after the word ‘‘ any.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That 
amendment will be made if there be no objec- 
tion. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment, as amended, on which the 
yeas atid nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I will make one remark. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will remind Senators that the agreement was 
that the vote should be taken without debate. 

Mr. BOREMAN. No, sir; not upon this 
amendment. I do not know whether the pres- 
ent occupant was in the Chair or not when the 
Senator from Ohio. made the proposition to 
cutoff debate, and I remarked that I had one 
amendment to offer subsequently, upon which 
I could not. allow that rule to be applied. I 
do not propose, however, to take any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Lhe Chair 
did not understand the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia. If that: wag his statement, he will be 
allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I merely state the fact. 
Tn deference to the Senator from Ohio and 
others, it may haye been seen that I made no 
opposition. to the substitution of this amend- 


| ment for the one which was agreed to in the 


Committee of the Whole, I wish to. state in 
addition that there are two bridges below the 
city of Wheeling now of less span than the 
one Ï ask should be constructed under this 
law. -The Senators from Ohio, who. are as 
much interested. as anybody else, make no 
opposition to thisamendment, and I trust there 
will be no difficulty about it. This bridge is 
to be constructed on an island opposite Wheel- 
ing where it cannot affect prejudicially the 
navigation of the river. But I do not wish to 
discuss it. 

Mr. PRATT. In answer to the suggestion 
made by my colleague that this amendment is 
in the interest of a railroad company, I beg to 
say that I hold in my hand a letter froma 
native of the city of Wheeling, a gentleman L 
have known for a great number of years, a 
gentleman of the highest respectability, and 
who I do not think is connected with any 
railroad interest. . However, upon that point [ 
am not certain ; but he makes the following 
statement in relation to the question now 
pending before the Senate: 

“There are three railroad bridges across the Ohio 
river not exceeding three ‘hundred and fifty foet 
span each: the Baltimore and Ohio railroad bridge 
at Parkersburg, one’ hundred miles below this 
place; the Baltimore and‘ Ohio railroad bridge at 

ellaire, four miles from here—and if I am not mis- 
taken this span is only three hundred:and twenty- 
five feet~and the Pan-Handle ‘railroad bridge at 
Steubenville, twenty-three: miles above. It cer- 
tainly appears unreasonable that the Government 
shouldrequire any bridge built between these points 
to be of any greater width of span than those 
already constructed. I think it is very ovident that 
a multiplication of these three hundred and fifty 
feet channel spans would not create any greater 
obstruction than already exists; while if it is com- 
palsory to make the spans four hundred feet and to 

e located by Government engineers, it would 
necessitate such an increased expenditure of money 
as will prohibit the construction of this bridge. It 
seems to me the mere mention of these facts would 
have sufficient weight to cause Congress to hesitate 
before passing a bill that wouldinflict such manifest 
injustice.” i ae 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to make one 
remark in answer to the communication read 
by my colleague. The three bridges proposed 
to be built from the Indiana to the Kentucky 
shore are to have aspan of four hundred feet, 
and in addition to that a draw. There will be 
no larger craft and no larger tow passing under 
those bridges than’ will have to pags under this 
bridge to be built oppositeto Wheeling. There 
is no greater reason for requiring the Indiana 
bridges to have that length of span thin the 
West Virginia bridge. There are three bridges 
of narrow span,.and there are three obstruc- 
tions, and it is now proposed to makea fourth, 
and every additional obstruction to that ex- 
tent impairs the navigation of the river. The 
falls of the Ohio river at Louisville form a 
great obstruction, but still navigation can get 
around them and be profitable; but if there 
were similar falls every fifty miles, the nav- 
igation of the Ohio river would have to be 
given up; and by the increase of these nar- 
row-span bridges the navigation of the Ohio 
river can be almost destroyed. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to make one sugges- 
tion, and I will do it in two sentences. This 
bill proposes to put this whole subject under 
the control of the engineers of the War De- 
partment. Now, let this general bill pass, and 
if a special case exists, let there be a special 
application made to the engineers of the War 
Department to examine it, and if they report 
favorably for an exception to itin the Wheel- 
ing bridge case, I shall cheerfully give it my 
support; but do not let us make the excep- 
tion in the law. apa ` 

Mr. THURMAN. That would put it off 
for a year. 

Mr. ALCORN. I merely wish to explain 
the fact that coming in as I'did to my place 
when the question on the adoption of the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia 
was being considered, and being misinformed 
by my friends, Į voted notas I wished; I voted 
in favor of the amendment, when my purpose 
was to vote against all propositions for bridges 
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of less than four hundred feet span, under- 
standing that that length of span is now con- 
sidered. entirely safe. The science of engin- 
eering has declared that to be go. I believe 
all bridges to a certain. extent are obstructions, 
and certainly those who live south of the bridge 
and are dependent upon that country for their 
supplies are interested in all questions that 
‘ involve obstructions in either the Ohio or the 
Mississippi or any of their tributaries. I shall 
now vote against the adoption of the amend- 
ment, and | made these remarks in order to 
set myself right. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
certainly understood that the arrangement was 
that the vote upon the amendments on the 
pending bill should be taken without debate. 
The Chair has no power to enforce such an 
understanding. 

Several Senators. Let us vote. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Blair, Boreman; Buckingham, 
Cooper, Cragin, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michi- 
gan, Hamilton of Maryland. Harlan, Hitchcock, 
Morrill of Vermont, Pratt, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, 
Trambuill, Vickers, and West—23. r: 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Casserly, Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, Kelly, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morton, Norwood, Osbarn, Pomeroy, 
Ransom, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Stewart, and 
Stockton—20. .. ) 

ABSENT — Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Howe, Johnston, Kellogg, 


Lewis, Logan, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ramsey 
Rice, Schurz, Stevenson, Wilson, Windom, an 
Wright—3l. 


So the amendment, as amendéd, was con- 
curred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be en- 
rossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
he bill was read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM F. BARKER. 

Mr. FENTON. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
1564. It concerns only a smiall matter of 
$260. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1564) for the relief 
of William F. Barker, postmaster at North- 
ville, Fulton county, New York. It authorizes 
and directs the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post Office Department to credit William F. 
Barker, postmaster at Northville, in the county 
of Fulton and State of New York, in his ac- 
count, with the sum of $200, being the value 
of postage stamps stolen from the safe of the 
office by burglars on the night of the 80th of 
December, 1870, without fault or negligence 
on the part of the postmaster. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

TOW AND FREIGHT BOATS. 


Mr. THURMAN. The Senate passed a bill 
relating to the limitation of steam pressure on 
tow and freight boats on the Ohio river and on 
its tributaries, and has just passed the same as 
an amendment to the bridge bill. The bill 
went to the House and was amended by ex- 
tending it over all steam vessels in the western 
waters in certain particulars. Although I am 
in favor of the amendment of the House on a 
proper bill, I do not want this bill killed with 
it, and I therefore, with á view to the amend- 
ment being abandoned, move that the Senate 
disagree to the amendment and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. — |. | , i 

Mr. CONKLING. I object, and raise the 
point of order that it cannot be done until the 
morning bour to-morrow. 

Mr. THURMAN. Why so? | 

Mr. CONKLING. It cannot be laid before 
the Senate except when Rule 24 allows it 
to be done. ‘The rule says when that shall 
be, and I object to its being laid before the 
Senate until that time comes. 


>. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Is not the Senator from 
New York willing to have a vote? 


Mr. CONKLING. Tobject to its being taken | 


up in any form: It is an attempt under adis- 
guise to force. upon us the whole body of the 
steamboat bill.boiled down and put in eoncen- 
trated form. We have just adopted an amend- 
ment which reénacts the bill we put on the 
other day extending for a year the exemption 
to these barges.. We have done that already, 
and therefore I feel more. free than I should 
otherwise to raise this point of order; and I 
insist upon it. I will not allow the bill to be 
taken up at all if my objection can prevent it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to say, in regard 
to that, that if I were certain that the bridge 
bill would pass the House L would not ask 
this. It is in order “to make assurance 
doubly sure,’’ but I assure the Senator from 
New York that I will do all I can to have this 
amendment disagreed to, so that the bill may 
pass during the session. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have no doubt of it, 
but the difficulty is this: I understand how 
this steamboat bill is being pushed and who 
does it; I think on that one point I am edu- 
cated. The result of this will be to get into a 
conference committee on a refusal to agree 
unless this is consented to. Then we shall 
find ourselves opposed by a report, all of which 
must be taken or all of which. must be voted 
down. In the meantime, in place of adopting 
this provision which has been put on the bridge 
bill, the friends of this proper measure in the 
House may trust to this bill which has come 
over here, and between the two we shall fail 
altogether, or else we shall be compelled to 
accept these steamboat provisions, which I 
have said so often, and I beg pardon for repeat- 
ing again, shall not be adopted at this ses- 
gion without discussion if I can prevent it, and 
therefore I insist on my point of order. 

Mr. THURMAN. {ask the President to 
decide the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The twenty- 
fourth rule is explicit upon the subject of when 
business of this kind can be laid before the 
Senate. Although it has been customary to 
entertain it at all times, yet if objected to the 
rule requires. that it shall be laid before the 
Senate after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is not that one of the 
rules suspended? An order was made to sus- 
pend certain rules, and I think that was one 
of them. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio probably refers to the sixteenth 
and seventeenth joint rules. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
not cover this rule. 


HENRY N. GALPIN. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask the Senate 
to take up House bill No. 1786, similar to the 
one which has just passed on the motion of 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. Fsenrox,] 
a very short bill for the reliéf of a postmaster. 

Mr. ALCORN. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the Senate, whether it is the custom of the 
Government of the United States to pass laws 
forthe relief ofall public officers who may have 
money, post office stamps, or other valuable 
things taken from them by burglars. I will 
not detain the Senate by elaborating on this 
point, The man who executes-a bond for the 
discharge of his duty is by the law under that 
bond responsible for whatever may escape 
from his hands. In the case of a great con- 
flagration like that which occurred at Chicago 
there might be exceptionsand the Government 
might be called upon to come forward and 
grant relief; but ordinarily I hold that all per- 
sons who execute bonds for. the faithful per- 
formance of their duties should be held to 
account for what they may have lost either 
through burglary or otherwise. If you do not 
do this, then you had better abolish altogether 
the law which requires that bonds shall be 


They do 
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given in order to save. the Government from 
| loss, for- I say you will find plenty of officers 
ander this or any other Government who will 
lose the money of the Government by burglary 
or otherwise if it be the will of the nation 
whenever an appéal is made to Congréis to 
grant relief and restore them to that which the 
Government has lost. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask the Senator. from 
Connecticut to let me make 4 report from a 
committee of conference. i 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I shoùld like te 
have this bill passed. I have been trying a 
very long time to get it up, and it will take 
but a moment, ; 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1786) for the 
relief of Henry N. Galpin, postmaster at Ber- 
lin, Connecticut. By it the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury are directed, in séttling 
the accounts of Henry N. Galpin, as postmaster 
at Berlin; Connecticat, to credit and allow to 
him thé suri of $150 postage stamps, of which 
he was robbed by burglars ou the night of 
October 16, 1868, without fault or negligence 
on his part. : e 

Mr. THURMAN. Ihave a constituent who 
was robbed of $1,100 in the sáre kind of way, 
aùd I do not know who here has not. We 
might as well decide once for all whether or 
not an officer who takes charge of public money 
and gives bond for it, and is paid.for his ser- 
vices, is to be relieved against robberies and 
burglaries and the like, or not. By the law he 
is liable, the law being founded upon the prin- 
ciple that public policy requires that he shall 
be held liable, because you never could prove 
his complicity with the thieves. We had a 
very noted case of that in Ohio, where the 
Legislature relieved a county treasurer who 
made out an extremely good case and got the 
best citizens in his county to certify that he 
was a most excellent and upright man. We 
relieved him and his bondsmen from paying 
twenty-odd thousand dollars, and the man 
afterward died in thé penitentiary on his own 
confession that he was in collusion with the 
burglary, and his confederate is in the peni- 
tentiary now. The principle of the law is that 
he who accepts a compensation for keeping 
the money of another is bound to keep it at 
his own risk. If you are to change that law, 
and say in regard to public officers what you 
do not say in regard to bank cashiers or agents 
of any other kind, let us know it. We go on 
peddling out this kind of relief again and again. 
You had better at once make å general law 
that wherever a public officer is robbed the 
Treasury Department or the proper depart- 
ment may relieve him from responsibility ; but 
this thing of peddling out this relief in one case 
after another seems to me to be a very unsafe 
kind of business. f 

Ihave been urged very much indeed by some 
of my constituents, on the representation of a 
very hard case in my own Statè, to relieve a 
postmaster there who was robbed of I think 
$1,100 worth of stamps. I cannot vote for 
that bill, although it is for my constituent, and 
my neighbors beg me to relieve him, a poor, 
honest, worthy man I have no doubt. 1 can- 
not do it where it sets at. déBance the well- 
gettled principles of law adopted centuries ago 
and adhered to strictly except in. the few,in- 
stances in which Congress goés to work and 
rélieveg these people. .. / a 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Iwill not dispute 
the well-settled principle by which we should 
be governed, as stated by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Ohio, and yet theré is. another. prin: 
ciple which underliés this, and the question is 
whether the officer of the Government has 
been faithful and guardéd his money and done 
his duty as a faithful officer should do. Has 


he been faithful to the trast committed to 
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him? If without negligence, if with proper 
: çare and: watchfalness,. he has been robbed, 
the case: becomes different, and the obliga- 
tion. of the Government is an obligation to 
relieve him of: such embarrassment... Now 
what is the case here? The postmaster at Ber- 
lin had his stamps:in an iron safe. . Did. he 
not use proper precaution to. secure them? 
The safe wasnot as heavy as it might have been, 
nor so large, butthat it was removed short dis- 
tance from his office. Yet the postage stamps 
werein itlocked.and secure. it was the most 
secure place in which he could put them. That 
safe was removed and blown open, and the 
postage stamps taken therefrom; but by the 
vigilance of the postmaster the burglar was 
arrested, tried, and sent tothe State prison, 
and when there he murdered the warden of the 
prison and has since been hung by Connecti- 
cut law.. I think the man ought to receive his 
$150. 

Mr. THURMAN. That fellow who robbed 
that safe has got his deserts ; thatis very clear. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now let us give this 
other fellow his deserts. 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, I do not know. 
The only difficulty [ have about it is that you 
establish a principle under which while you 
relieve.one man who is entitled to be relieved, 
you may go on and relieve hundreds who are 
not. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Oh, no. 

Mr. THURMAN. _I hope this will not be a 
precedent for any other case except where the 
burglar is hung. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I would not 
presume to take up the time of the Senate at 
this period ; but inasmuch as the question has 
been raised, I, as a member of the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads, would be 
very glad to. be instructed as to the rule for 
that committee to pursue hereafter. That 
committee had this case under consideration, 
and I made the report. We have drawn this 
discrimination: that wherever the postmaster 
has been vigilant and faithful, where he has 
reported the case and the Department have 
sent.a special agent and found these facts veri- 
fied, we would report in favor of relief. On 
the other hand, there was a case in Boston 
where at noonday a robbery was committed. 
There were six clerks; a portion of them went 
to dinner, and at that time some burglar 
availed himself of the opportunity to rob the 
office of a large amount, We rejected the 
application for relief there because there was 
not only enough force to watch the office, but 
those who were there were not vigilant. The 
precedents have been in favor of granting 
relief. I hope that in this case, which is a 
very meritorious one, as stated by the Senator 
from Connecticut, and entitled, certainly, to 
consideration by the vigilance of the officer in 
securing the punishment of the burglar, relief 
will be afforded; but at the same time, as the 
question is raised, I trust the precedent will 
be established for the future, so that the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads may be 
guided by the wisdom of the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. ` 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Curnton Lioyp, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House further insisted on 
its amendments to the bill (S. No, 245) amend- 
atory of an act. authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across the Arkansas river, asked a 
further conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. SanoveL Hampieron of Maryland, Mr. 
Paietus Sawyer of Wisconsin, and Mr. 
OLiver P. SNYDER of Arkansas, managers at 
the same on its part. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced thatthe Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 


bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H: R. No. 2622) for the relief of 
James De Long, late United States consul at 
Aux Cayes, Hayti; ; 

A bill (H.. R.. No. 2050) for the relief of 


-Ja S. Underhill; 


A bill (H. R. No: 1842) to grant the right 
of way'through the public lands to the East- 


ern Nevada Railroad. Company ;. and 


A bill (H. R. No. 2697) relative to retired 
officers of the Army. 


THEODORE ADAMS. 
Mr. SCOTT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votos of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 2046) 
for therelief of Theodore Adams, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend, 
and do recommend to their respective Houses, as 

ollows : 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the first and second amendments of the Senate to 
said bill, and agree to the same. 

_ That the Senate recede from all of their remain- 
ing amendments to said bill, 
JOHN SCOTT, 


A. I. BOREMAN, 

FRANK P. BLAIR 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JOHN A. PETERS. 

H. H. STARK WEATHER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand the committee 
report in favor of receding from the amend- 
ment made by the Senate. I do not propose 
to resist the report of the committee at any 
length. It was with considerable difficulty, as 
the Senator from Pennsylvania remembers, 
that the Committee on Claims and the Senate 
could be made to see the propriety of agree- 
ing to the bill as that committee reported it ; 
and not only a majority of them, but the whole 
committee reconciled themselves to report it, 
giving to Mr. Adams, the contractor, the pre- 
cise amount which the Court of Claims said he 
would have been entitled to upon a quantum 
meruit if his contract had been a valid con- 
tract; the precise amount which he ought to 
have in equity for doing the work which was 
done. That is what the Senate agreed to. 
The effect of the report of the conference com- 
mittee is to give to him the precise amount he 
would have been entitled to under his con- 
tract, the contract price for doing the work. 
The contract was open to the objection of hav- 
ing been improvidently made, and it was open 
to the objection of being invalid for want of 
authority to make it, and the claims commis- 
sion which sat on this matter and examined it 
in St. Louis and the Court.of Claims both took 
the objection that the price agreed upon was 
unreasonable. And yet this report proposes 
to give him the full sum. Ifthe Senate think 
that is just I shall not make objection. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. What is the 
difference? 

Mr. HOWE. The difference is between 
$39,000 and $112,000. 

Mr. CONKLING. And this gives him 
$112,000? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let me state very briefly 
what the situation of the case is. The bill 
twice passed the House of Representatives 
giving to Mr. Adams the amount which he 
was entitled to under his contract with the 
Government, and the amount which the Court 
of Claims found to be due to him upon that 
contract. In the Senate committee the amount 
was reduced from $112,000, which was the 
amount due on the contract, and which would 
have been payable in January, 1862, to $39,- 


000, the amount which the Court of Claims 


found would have been due to him if there 
had been no contract. Not the amount due 
under the contract, but the $39,000 was the 
amount which the Court of Claims found he 
would have been entitled to if there had been 
no contract made. But the Court of Claims 
affirmed the contract and entered judgment 
for $112,000, the amount due under the con- 
tract. It is that amount, without interest, that 


is now allowed to him by the report of the 
conference committee, and it does make the 
difference between $39,000 and $112,000. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me ask the Senator 
one question. Am I mistaken in my recollec- 
tion that the other day when this bill passed 
allowing $39,000 it was stated by somebody 
either in the management or in the interest of 
the bill that $39,000 would be satisfactory as 
to this action, leaving the question for some 
future conclusion as to the remainder? 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido not remember any such 
statement as that being made. Certainly I 
made no such statement here, and my view of 
it has been that the action of Congress in the 
case now would be final, not that any portion 
of it would remain open for adjudication here- 


after. 

Mr. CONKLING. I voted with the under- 
standing that the $39,000 was the matter in- 
sisted upon here, and that it was virtually 
conceded that as to the residue of the claim as 
it stood we ought not to legislate now. Very 
likely I took up a misimpression. I cannot 
refer to what was said precisely, because it is 
a matter of which I have very little knowledge, 
but I am confident that was the impression 
with which I voted, and I think other Senators 
will bear me out in saying that the course of 
the debate indicated that that was the view. 

Mr. PRATT. I think very likely the Sena- 
tor from New York got his impression from 
whatI said. When this bill was before the Sen- 
ate I made a statement in relation to the pro- 
cess by which thissum of $39,000 was arrived 
at. The sum of $112,000 would have been 
due to Mr. Adams under the contract, had 
there been a legal contract entered into between 
himandthe Government. Butthe committee, 
I believe, were of opinion that there was no 
legal contract; certainly there was none that 
was signed; and $112,000 was the sum which 
under thatcontract, had it been executed, would 
have been coming to Mr, Adams. They found 
that the sum of $39.000 would compensate him 
and leave him whole so that he would not be 
out of pocket for building the mortar and the 
tug boats. That was the basis upon which the 
amendment to the House bill was predicated 
according to my recollection. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President, I under- 
stand there ought to be an executive session 
before the final adjournment, and I therefore 
move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Towa, 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPHERSON, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 265) 
to authorize the payment of bounty to Ann 
McCarthy. 

The message also announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendments of the Senate 
to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2942) for the construction 
of a custom-house, bonded warehouse, and 
post office at Port Huron, Michigan; 

_A bill (H. R. No. 2977) for the restoration 
to market of certain lauds in Michigan; and 

A bill (H, R. No. 1986) for the relief of 
Herman Raster, collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Illinois. 


ELECTION IN MONTANA, 


Mr. HITCHCOCK, I ask unanimous con- 
sent, while the galleries are being cleared, to 
take upa bill reported from the Committee on 
Territories in regard to elections in Montana. 
It will create no debate. 

The bill (S. No. 1148) to amend the organic 
act of Montana Territory was read. It pro- 
vides that the general election in Montana Ter- 
ritory for Delegate in Congress, members of 
the legislative council, members of the bouse 
of representatives, and such other officers ag 
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provided by law to be elected in the year 1872, 
shalt be held on the first Monday in October, 
1872, and every two years thereafter ; and that 
the members of the house of representatives in 
the several Territories shall hold their offices 
for the term of two years from the time of 
their clection, and the first meeting of the 
Legislature of Montana Territory under these 
provisions shall be on the first Monday in 

ecember, 1872, and every two years there- 
after on the first Monday in December at the 
seat of government. 

Mr. CORBETT. This bill changes the law 
by which we have made provisions for the elec- 
tions on the Ist of November. Thisisa change 
for that particular’ Territory. We have just 
passed a law for Washington and Idaho Terri- 
tories for the lst of November. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection 
ismade. The doors are closed, and the Senate 
is in executive session. 

The Senate thereupon proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thir- 
teen minutes spent in executive session legisla- 
tive business was temporarily resumed. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr, COLE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873, and for other purposes, 

aving met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend to their 
respective Houses, as follows : 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 15, 16, 20, 21, 28, 40, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 50, 60, 


and 7. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5h, 6, 7, 8,9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 154, 17, 18, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
27, 29, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, Aİ, 42, 47, 49, 51, 52, 54, 

s 56, 57, 59, 62, 68, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 14, 75, 
76, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82,83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 
and 93, and agree to the same. — . 

That the Housegecede from their disagreement to 
the fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: strike out the 
proviso attached to the third clause of said amend- 
ment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Phat the House recede from their disagreement to 
the tenth amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out all of said amendment after the word 
“ to,” in line two, and substitute in lieu thereof the 
following words, so as to further provide as follows: 

That whenever,in any county or parish, in any 
congressional district, there shall be ten citizens 
thereof of good standing who, prior to any registra- 
tion of voters for an election for Representative in 
Congress, or prior to any election at which a Repre- 
sentative in Congress is to be voted for, shall make 
known in writing, to the judge of the circuit court 
of the United States for the district wherein such 
county or parish is situate, their desire to haye said 
registration or election both guarded and scrutinized, 
it shall be the duty of the said judge of the circuit 
court, within not less than ten days prior to said 
registration or election, as the case may be, to open 
the said court at the most convenient point in said 
district; and the said court, when so opened by said 
judge, shall proceed to appoint and commission, 

rom day to day, and from time to time, and under 
the hand of the said judge, and under the seal of 
said court, for such election district or voting pre- 
cinct in said congressional district, as shail, in the 
manner herein prescribed, have been applied for, 
and to revoke, change, or, renew said appointment 
from time to time, two citizens, residents of said 
election district or voting precinct in said county or 
parish, who shall be of different political parties, 
and able to read and write the English language, 
and who sball be known and designated as supervis- 
ors of election; and the said court, when opened by 
tho said judge as required herein, shall, therefrom 
and thereafter, and up to and including the day 
following the day of the election, be always open for 
the transaction of business under this act; and the 
powers and jurisdiction hereby granted and con- 
ferred shall be exercised, as well in vacation as In 
term time; and a judge, sitting at chambers, shall 
have the same powers and jurisdiction, including 
the power of keeping order and of punishing any 
contempt of his authority, as when sitting In the 
court: Provided, That no compensation shall be 
allowed to the supervisors herein authorized to be 
appointed, except those appointed in cities or 
towns of twenty thousand or more inhabitants. 
And no person shall be appointed under this act as 
supervisor of election who is not at the time of his 
appointment a qualified voter of the county, parish, 
election district, or voting precinct for which he 
is appointed. And no petson shall be appointed 
deputy marshal under the act of which this is 
amendatory who is not a qualified voter, at. the 
time of his appointment, in the county, parish, 
district, or precinct in which his duties are to be 
performed. And section thirteen of the act of which 


this isan amendment shall be construed to author- 
ize and require the circuit courts of the United 
States in said section mentioned to name and ap- 
point, as soon as may be after the passage of this 
act, the commissioners provided for in said section, 
in all cases in which such appointments have not 
already been made in conformity. therewith. And 
the third section of the act to which thisis an amend- 
ment shall be taken and construed to authorize each 
of the judges of the circuit courts of the United 


States to designate one or more of the judges of the 


district courts within his circuit to discharge the 
duties arising under this actor the act to which this 
is an amendment. - And the words “‘any person,” in 
section four of the act of May 31, 1870, shail be held 
to include any officer or other person having pow- 


-ers or duties of an official character under this act, 


or the act to which this is anamendment: Provided, 
That nothing in this section shall be so construed as 
to authorize the appointment of any marshals or 
deputy marshals in addition to those heretofore 


‘authorized by law: And provided further, That the 


supervisors herein provided for shall have no power 
or authority to make arrests or to perform other 
duties than to be in the immediate presence of the 
officers holding the election and to witness all their 
proceedings, including the counting of the votes and 
the making of a return thereof; and so much of said 
sum herein appropriated as may be necessary forsaid 
supplemental and. amendatory provision is hereby 
appropriated from and after the passage of this act. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the nineteenth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendments: in lieu 
of the words inserted by said amendment, substitute 
the following words: “to enable the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay only the reasonable and proper 
expense heretofore incurred for paving roadway and 
curbing and paving sidewalks in front of the prop- 
erty of the United States in the District of Colum- 
bia, $192,620, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary; and all railroads are hereby prohibited on the 
I street and K street fronts of Farragut, Scott, and 
Franklin squares; and no further street railroads 
“shall be laid down in the city of Washington with- 
out the consent of Congress;’’ and on page 7, after 
the word "* paragraphs,” in line one, add the follow- 
ing words: ‘‘and the said appropriations shall not 
be construed to create or imply any obligation on 
the part of the United States in any respect what- 
ever in future;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirtieth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: in lieu 
of the words stricken out by said amendment substi- 
tute the following: “to enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay, under existing laws, contractors 
for carrying the mails for services rendered prior to 
July 1, 1869, $13,416.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-first amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: insert 
in lieu of the words stricken out by said amend- 
ment the following words: “operatèd by hollow 
spheres or otherwise ;’’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered thirty- 
five and a half, and agree to the same with the fol- 
lowing amendment: strike out of said amendment 
the word “five,” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“four;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words stricken out substitute the fol- 
lowing: “and the balances of appropriations for the 
current fiscal year for the construction of public 
buildings under the control of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, which may remain unexpended at the close 
of the current fiscal yeat, are hereby reappropriated 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. a 

Thatthe House ‘recede from their disagreement 
to the fifty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
in line two of said amendment, after the word 
“lands,” insert the words “in the;” andtheSenate 
agree to the same. Petre 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the fifty-eighth amendment of the Sennte, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
at the end of said amendment add the following 
words: * Pravided, That whenever Congress shall 
so determine, any part of said estate may be sold, 
and so much of the proceeds thereof as shall be 
needful for the purpose shall be applied to reim- 
burse the United States for the expenditure herein 
provided ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the sixty-first amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 


strike out of said amendment lines one, two, three, | 


four, and line five to and including the word * dòl- 
lars :” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the sixty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
strike out the word “five,” in line five of said 
amendment, and insert in lieu the word ‘fifteen ;” 
andthe Senate agree tothesame. | 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the sixty-eighth amendment ot the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words stricken out by said amend- 
ment insert the following words: “ Provided, That 
no money appropriated by this act sbalil be paid as 


commissions upon any labor or materials furnished 


the United States;” and the Senate agree to the 


same, CORNELIUS COLE, .. 
GEO. F, EDMUNDS, | 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JAS, A. GARFIELD, 
E W. PALMER, 

NEAN) Managers on the, part of the House. 

Mr. MORTON. Lask the Secretary to read 
again that part.of the report which refers to 
the powers of the supervisors of elections. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That the supervisors herein 
provided for shall have-no power or authority to 
make arrests or to perform other duties than to be 
in the immediate presence of the officers; holding 
the election and to witness all their proceedings, 
including the counting of the votes and the making 
of the returns thereof. j 

Mr. MORTON. I ask the Senator from 
Vermont if I understand correctly that this 
simply makes the supervisors silent spectators 
without even the power to challenge a vote? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. They have no 
power to challenge a vote except that which 
belongs to a citizen, under the existing laws. 
Under the existing law, in cities of twenty thou- 
sand inhabitants or more the power of the 
supervisors is to be officially present. where 
they can be in the immediate presence of the 
officers having charge of the election and to 
observe: the voting and to witness the count- 
ing of the votes and the-making up of the re- 
turns, so that they shall know precisely what 
the trath is. Under existing law they never 
had the slightest power to make arrests or to 
interfere with the course of the procedure in 
any way. The House insisted upon having 
this provision put in as a means of composing 
their differences in the other body, to which 
we were forced to assent with a view to getting 
to an end. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not wish to debate 

I merely ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I did not sign that 
report for the reason that I did not believe 

Congress had any authority to exercise power 
over the State elections under the Consti- 
tution of the United States; but if Congress 
had the power, I should not very much object 
to the proviso here as it is in the amendment. 
Believing as I do that the power is not within 
the constitutional competency of Congress, I 
shall vote against the report. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. On all political ques- 
tions | am paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia, [Mr. Davis.] I should vote “yea,” 
and he would vote ‘‘nay.”’ ; , 

Mr. CAMERON. I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Jounstoy.] I 
should vote ‘‘yea,’’ if at liberty to do so. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 desire to state that the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wizson] is 
absent. If he were present he would vote 
it yea.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 39, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Conkiing, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, 
Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrillof 
Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 
Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, West, snd Windom--39, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Fenton, Hamilton of Texas, Kelly, Norwood, Ran- 
30m, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thur- 
man, Tipton, ‘Trumbull, and Vickers—17. Hass ce 

ayvis o 


ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, y 
Kentucky. Davis of West Virginis, Ferry of Con- 


it. 


| necticut, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 


land, Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Lewis, 
Patterson, Rice, Schurz, Wilson, and Wright—18. 


So the report was concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM TUE HOUSE, 
A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPaersoy, ita Clerk, announced 


that the House had passed the following bills : 
A bill (S. No. 467) to provide for the erec- 
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‘tion of a building suitable for the use of -the 
United States courts, post office, and other 
necessary Government offices at Raleigh, North 
Carolina; and ; 

A bill (S.No. 624) confirming and extend- 
ing'a patent-right to Levi W. Pond and Eau 
Claire Lumber Company. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senate will 
indulge mé in a vote on the Cincinnati bill 
that has been: pending so long. I do not 
want. to say anything more about it. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think we bad better 
finish the executive business. first. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I object to anything 
until we are through with the executive busi- 


ness. l 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The doors 
have been considered open by general consent 
of the Senate, a 
. Mr. SHERMAN. Will anybody object to 
voting on the Cincinnati bill ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to consider legislative business. 
. Mr. SHERMAN. Only for the purpose of 
a vote on that bill. 
The motion was agreed to. ‘ 
The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The Ser- 
geant-at-Arms will open the doors. The un- 
finished business is the report of the committee 
of conference on the bill for the relief of Theo- 
dore Adams. 
Mr. SHERMAN. As that is leading to 
some debate, I ask for a vote on the Cincinnati 


ili, 

Mr. POMEROY. No, let us take a vote on 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.’ The Sen- 
ator from Ohio moves to postpone the confer- 
ence report. 

Mr, SHERMAN. No, Iwill not antago- 
nize that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the bill for the relief 
of Theodore Adams. ; 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont. F think that 
isa bill which will keep well until the next 
session. .I move to lay it on the table. ` 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question being put on the report of the 
committee of conference, it was declared that 
the ayes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move now to proceed 
to the consideration of the Cincinnati bill. 

Mr. HOWE. J ask for the yeas and nays on 


agreeing to that conference report. [* Too 
late P? 2 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote 


has been declared, but with the assent of the 
Senáte the Chair will consider the vote as not 
taken, although the call comes rather late. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Cuinron Lioyp, its chief clerk, 
announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution extending the time for final 
adjournment to nine o’clock, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the 
pleasure of the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration. of the concurrent. resolution just 
received from the House of Representatives? 

Mr. MORTON. I hope that will be suffered 
to lie on the table for a half hour. Perhaps it 
will not be required. $ 

THEODORE ADAMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the bill for the relief 
of Theodore Adams. 

Mr. PRATT. Before that vote is taken, I 
simply wish to make a statement in relation to 
that bill. The matter was very fully discussed 


$89,000 would compensate Mr. Adams, and 
all beyond that was in the nature of mere 
profits. 

Now the. conference committee havé award- 
ed to Mr. Adams the sum of $73,000 in the 
nature of profits upon his contract. I believe 
the statement will not be controverted, that 
the sum awarded by the Committee on Claims 
to him, the $39,000, compensated him for his 
services and for his outlay, and that was a 
concession to the humanity of the-case, if 
I may so express it, because the Supreme 
Court of the United States had determined 
that he was entitled to nothing. He had so 
far accepted the report of the commission that 
was sent. to St, Louis for the purpose of in- 
vestigating claims of this character that he had 
received the money awarded by that commis- 
sion and given his recéipt. It is true, however, 
when he gave that receipt that he protested 
against the sufficiency of the sum that was 
awarded. But theSupreme Court determined 
that he was bound by the acceptance of that 
sum of money. These are the facts. The 
conference committee award him the sum of 
$78,000 in the natureof profits. I think that 
the Senate ought to disagree to this report. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I was on the committee 
that reported this bill. I was in favor then of 
allowing Mr. Adams $112,000 and Iam so yet. 
The facts are few and very simple. In 1861 
the quartermaster’s department within the 
military department of General Frémont, un- 
der instructions from here, contracted with 
Mr. Adams for the construction of thirty- 
eight mortar-boats and eight tug-boats at a 
specific sum each. Isay the Government con- 
tracted. Probably I should qualify that to 
some extent. In my judgment, the contract 
was complete. The contracts were signed by 
Mr. Adams and left with the quartermaster 
under General Frémont, who did not sign 
them. Mr. Adams proceeded, supposing they 
were signed, to execute the contracts. He 
completed every one of the mortar-boats ac- 
cording to-his contract and to the satisfaction 
of those who inspected them. He completed 
every one of the tug-boats,and they were ac- 
cepted as built according to the contract. 
Having some difficulty, he went into the Court 
of Claims. However, before he got to the 
Court of. Claims, I will state that the Seere- 
tary of War sent a commission to St. Louis 
constituted of the present Justice Davis of the 
Supreme Court, Judge Holt, and a gentleman 
named Campbell. That commission was or- 
ganized without authority of law, simply upon 
the motion of the Seeretary of War. They 
went down there and took into consideration 


a large number of claims. Among others, 
they considered the claim of Mr.. Adams; 
but he never went before that board nor put 
nis evidence before it at all. After they had 
examined—— ive 
Mr. PRATT. | Did he not address a formal 
communication to that board? 
Mr. BOREMAN. T was just coming’ to 
that. After they had taken the subject of his 
Gontract iito consideration. aë he. understood, 
ië addressed to one member of the board, 
Justice Davis, I believe, á note for the pur- 
pose of disabusing their minds upon some 
question in-régard to it, but he never did lay 
hig evidence before that board; he never had 
a hearing, and in my judgment he ought not 
to be concluded by its finding and its decision. 
Subsequent to that he made his application to 
the Court of Claims. The Court of Claims 
decided that the coritract was a valid one, that 
they had jurisdiction, because we all know 
that the Court of Clainis is restricted in its 
jurisdiction to three classes, to express con- 
tracts, to cases arising out of acts of Congress, 
and to those foundéd on the regulation of an 
executive department. The court took juris- 
‘diction and they decided the case, finding the 
facts as they appeared to the court, and. they 
allowed Mr, Adanis his contract price, a bal- 
ance of $112,000. The United States took an 
appeal to the Supreme Court, and the Supreme 
Court decided that, inasmuch as he had ad- 
dressed that note to these commissioners at 
St. Louis he was bound by their decision. 
They do not use the term arbitration, but the 
idea is that this was a sort of arbitration down 
there ; by addressing that note to the commis- 
sioners in session at St. Louis he thereb 
became bound by théir decision. : 
Mr. CORBETT. What was the substance 
of the note? | _.; : oan 
Mr. BOREMAN. The Substance of th 


note was disabusing their minds. 


the fact that he accepted the sum which he did 
accept under protest, and he comes here now 
to Congress to get his contract price. In my 
judgment, if Congress refuses to pass this bill 
giving him the $112,000, it is upon the veriest 
technicality. I bélieve that the Government 
ought to do justice. They made a contract 
with this man, and whether he made profits-by 
it or not is not to be taken into consideration, 
in my judgment. 

One other word, and I am done. Some of 
those who have argued this question say that 
the court have decided this matter, and that 
ought to be the end of it; but the committee 
have violated that themselves. The commit- 
tee came in here and proposed to allow Mr. 
Adams $39,000. Ifthe decision of the court 
is worth anything at all, upon the same prin- 
ciple that we allow him $39,000 he should be 
allowed the $112,000, according to my judg- 
ment. 

Mr. PRATT. I should like to ask my 
friend from West Virginia whether we did not, 
asa matter of compromise, give Mr. Adams 
this sum of $39,000, and whether the differ- 
ence between that sum and $112,000 is not 
purely profits? 

Mr. BOREMAN. I have said that that is 
not a matter for us to take into consideration. 
Every one of us when we engage in an enter- 
prise expect to make something by it, else we 
would not enter upon it all. We do not expend 
our énergies and our lives and invest. our cap- 
ital for the purpose of making nothing. None 
of us do that. We study professions, we go 
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into trade, we enter into merchandise for the 
purpose of making profit. 

It somewhere appears in the papers that 
upon a quantum meruit $39,000 probably 
would be the amount of damages. That may 
be in the record of the Court of Claims, but 
the Court of Claims allowed him $112,000, 
according to his¢contract. In my judgment, it 
will be nothing but repudiation if the Govern- 
ment does not pay him the $112,000. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. , I know how 
unwelcome any voice or vote is in this body 
that appears in opposition to any claim. Now, 
here is a claim that has been permitted to go 
before the Court of Claims, from there ap- 
pealed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and the claimant having been entirely 
worsted in the courts, from mere charity it 
was taken up here by a committee of this 
House, and could not have passed even the 
committee at more than $39,000, could not 
have passed the Senate at more than $39,000, 
and yet the committee of conference comes in 
here and asks us to give in the shape of 
profits to a claimant of this kind $73,000 
additional. 

It does seem to me that where it is confessed. 
that the contract was an unconscionable one 
if made—and the Supreme Court decides that 
it was not made—and the proposition is to 
take some of the fat out of the contract, the 
Senate should not hesitate in relation to the 
matter, I know that it isan absurd proposi- 
tion to suppose that the Senate will not vote 
in a magnificent and lordly manner to give 
this man more than the quantum meruit, and 
to give him profits on his contract of $73,000; 
but I should hope there was a sufficient num- 
ber here who are willing to listen somewhat 
to the chairman of the Committee on Claims 
to allow this report,to be rejected, or at least 
postponed till néxt session, until we can have 
ample time to consider it. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask to have this matter 
informally passed over that the Senate may 
consider the concurrent resolution extending 
the adjournment to nine o’clock. I am told 
by the Secretary of the Senate that that time 
will be required for the enrollment of bills. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senate to let 
that lie fora few moments. My information 
is the other way. 

Mr. MORTON. The Secretary of the Sen- 
ate just told me. 

Mr. CONKLING. We can take it up ina 
quarter of an hour. I understand the bill re- 
ferred to can be enrolled and can be here in a 
very short time. Ihave taken some pains to 
find out. Let the resolution lie for a few mo- 
ments. I will not object to it if it is necessary. 

Mr. COLE. We shall have information soon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. Lioyn, Chief Clerk, announced 
that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2942) for the construction 
of a custom-house, bonded warehouse, and 
post office at Port Huron, Michigan ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2876) for the relief of 
John C. Beaumont. 

THEODORE ADAMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the bill for the relief of Theodore 
Adams. 

Mr. HOWE. I think I am abundantly 
justified in adding another word to what I 
said because in doing so Iam not opposing the 
action of the committee of which I am a mem- 
ber, bat I am defending the action of that 
committee. The report of the committee of 
conference is not in accordance with the report 
of the Committee on Claims. The Senate 
agreed to the proposition made by the Com- 
mittee on Claims. The House disagreed to 
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the amendment of the Senate. The com- 
mittee of conference has reported to recede 
from the amendment made by the Senate 
the effect of which is to add some seventy- 
odd thousand dollars to the claim. 

Now, I want to contribute one fact or one 
proposition to this debate which has hitherto 
not been noticed. It was my opinion, and I 
think it was the opinion of a majority of the 
Committee on Claims, that legally the claim- 
ant never. was entitled to anything, that he 
never had a valid contract with the United 
States. Healleged the existence of a contract 
made with a quartermaster serving upon the 
staff of General Frémont, a contract not. to 
supply any quartermaster’s stores but a con- 
tract to build some gun-boats and some mor- 
tar-boats on the Mississippi river. It was my 


| opinion that that quartermaster had no more 


authority to coutract in behalf of the United 
States for those gun-boats than he had to-con- 
tract for the building of a whole navy. They 
do not seem to me to be quartermaster’s stores 
or supplies or anything of the kind, anything 


| within the jurisdiction of a quartermaster. 1 


do not know that in that opinion the majority 
of the Committee on Claims concurred; but 
that was, as it seemed to me, a very substan- 
tial objection to the contract. 

The next objection to the claimant’s recov- 
ering a dòllar here was that the Secretary of 
War taking up the merits of this claim and 
submitting it to a commission, selected by 
himself, to be sure, and in whose selection 
the claimant did not participate, that commis- 
sion reported that the claimant should have 
a certain sum of money. I do not remember 
what that sum was; perhaps the Senator from 
Pennsylvania can’ tell me; .eighty-odd thou- 
sand dollars, 1 think. . 

Mr. SCOTT. Thereduced amount of his con- 
tract is about that much; I do not remember 
the exact sum. Ifthe Senator will permit me 
at this point I will state to him that the con- 
tract as made was made by General Frémont, 
the subject haviug been referred to him by the 
Secretary of War ; the testimony of the Secre- 
tary of War was taken, and he stated that fact; 
and after the boats were received an act of 
Congress accepted them, and they were trans- 
ferred to the Navy Department. 

Mr. HOWE. Showing that the Army did 
not require the boats. ‘The Government must 
take the boats or take nothing for their money. 
They took the boats and turned them over to 
the Navy in the hope that the Navy could 
make some use of them. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Wis- 
consin permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HOWE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to him that it was 
not an unusual thing at all for quartermasters 
to build steamboats upon the western waters 
and elsewhere. during the war, and it is com- 
petent for a general commanding an army in 
the field to order his quartermasters to contract 
for anything on earth that he considers ser- 
viceable for his army, and especially if it is in 
the shape of transportation. There is nothing 
clearer to my mind, We have known the 
thing to be done over and over again through- 
out the West during the campaigns. At Chat- 
tanooga there were boats built by the Army 
and used in transporting our troops across the 
river and paid for by the quartermaster, con- 
tracted for by him and paid for by him. 

J will say further that in all these matters 
of boats built here at the East during the war 
we have not only had to pay the contract price 
for them, but the persous who built them have 
come in and claimed from Congress additional 
compensation and gotit, and gone even beyond 
that and got it from the Secretary of the Navy 
after Congress had refused to pay ‘further. 
This man simply claims his contract, and he 
had a good and valid contract, andthe Supreme 
Court did not declare that he had no valid 


contract. The Senator is mistaken about that. 


Mr. HOWE. I think not, 

Mr. BOREMAN. Willthe Senator allow mé 
to read a few words from the finding of the 
court? I have just got the report? 

Mr. HOWE. What court? 

Mr. BOREMAN. ‘The Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOWE. That.is not in question just 
now. I will allow thé Senator to read itin a 
few minutes. The Senator from Missouri says 
somewhat positively that T am mistaken upon 
two points, upon the point of law. and upon 
the matter of the adjudication of the Supreme 
Court. Iam certainly not mistaken about the 
latter, for I have not stated anything about it. 
The Senator is entirely correct when he says 
that the Supreme Court did not decide that 
the contract was invalid. I think I am entirely 
correct when I say that the Supreme Court 
did not decide that it was valid. The Supreme 
Court, if | remember, did not decide that 
question at all. The Senator says quite posi- 
tively that I am mistaken upon the matter 
of law. He affirms that a general in the Army 
has aright to contract for anything in the world 
that he pleases, and in the name of the Uni- 
ted States, It is the first time I*have heard 
that proposition submitted. I shall not say it 
is incorrect, but if I am to learn it at all, I 
learn it to-day for the first time. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. SPENCER. I appeal to the Senator 
from Wisconsin to yield to me to enable the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] 
to get a vote on the disability bill which was 
up the other day and not completed. 

_ Mr. RANSOM. here are but two names 
in it, : 

Mr. HOWE. Ifthere is unanimous consent, 
I will not object. 

The PRESIDING-OFFICER, (Mr. Pomeroy 
in the chair.) The Chair hears no. objection. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 1168) to remove the legal 
and political disabilities of certaid persons 
therein named. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The, ques- 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 

- Mr. CAMERON. I desire, before it passes, 
to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SPENCER. Thatis notin òrder. The 
yeas and nays have been ordered on the pas 
sage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has 
been read three times, and it is not in order to 


amend it. . 

Mr. CAMERON. Well, as I voted for it 
before, I move to reconsider the third reading. 

The motion to reconsider was rejected. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I was informed by the 
former occupant of the chàir that when the 
bill came into the Senate it could be amended 
by inserting other names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So it could 
be; but it has passed the third reading. Tt 
could have been amended before it reached 
the third reading. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, I desire to 
say that there are two Senators who bave 
something to suggest in relation to this bill. 
I have nothing to say, but the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. CuanpuEi] and my colleague, 
[Mr. Epawunps,] I know desire to say some- 
thing in relation to this bill. , 

Mr. SPENCER. I think they both acquiesce 
in allowing a vote to be had. All we want is 


a vote. l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands there are but two names in the 
bill. Governor Vance, of North Carolina, and 
Mr. Houston, of Alabama. BO 

Mr. CAMERON. I withdraw any objection 
I had. 

The bill was passed. i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Is it not 
necessary to have the yeas and nays ? It must 
be passed by a two-thirds vote., 

Mr. SPENCER. [think it is unnecessary. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not 
necessary unless some one doubts that two 
thirds have yoted for the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think we 
may as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon this 
vote two thirds of the Senate are required to 
pass this bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 46, nays 3; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Alcorn, Ames,. Bayard, Blair, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Clayton, 
Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of 
Michigan, Piana an, Frelinghuysen, Hamiiton of 

aryland, Hill, Hitehcock, Howe, Kelly, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Robert- 
son, Saalsbury, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Thurman, Trumbull, 

ickers, West, Wilson, and Windom—46. 

NAY S—Messrs.' Buckingham, Chandler, and Har- 


lan—3.. >. 

“ABSENT — Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Brown- 
low, Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Johnston, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, 
Pratt, Schurz, Stockton, Sumner, Tipton, and 
Wright-25.°.- : 
© So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
bill was passed. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate 
resumes the consideration of the conference on 
the bill for the relief of Theodore Adams. 

Mr; CAMERON, I desire to lay that over 
for a moment until I offer a bill which con- 
tains the names I intended to add to the bill 
just passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The con- 
ference report is before the Senate. 

Mr. HOWE, I want to say to the friends 
of this bill, whose name I see plainly islegion, 
that Ido nòt mean to preventia vote upon it, 
but I think it is due to the country that L should 
state as briefly as I can the views which weigh 


with me. : 
. Mr, CAMERON. I wish the Senator from 
Wisconsin would allow the bill L have just 
presented to, be passed. It is similar to the 
one we have just passed. Idesire very much 
to.have afew men released from their dis- 
abilities. ‘They are two gentlemen in Georgia. 
Mr. HOWE. Let my friend understand 
me; I am oot making the objection. 
Mr. MORTON. LI ask that the resolution 
extending the time ofadjournmeat be taken up. 
Mr. HOWE. I will yield for that purpose. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘lhe Sen- 
ator from Indiana asks that the pending ques- 
tion be laid aside for the purpose of taking up 
the House concurrent resolution extending the 
session. 


Mr. HILL. I object. 
Mr. CONKLING. I ask leave to make one 
remark. 


Mr. CAMERON, I trust the Senator—— 
Mr. CONKLING. I objected before to 
taking up this resolution. I did it because my 
information was, and is now, that the bill in 
question is enrolled in point of fact. If the 
session is to be extended, that is very well, 
but it is not worth while to do it upon mis- 
information as to the fact. The extension is 
to be, not for enrolling the bill, but for-other 
reasons. : 
Mr. COLE. The conference report has not 
yet been acted on in the House, L understand. 
Mr, CONKLING. That is another thing; 
but the bill is enrolled, 
Mr. COLE, if the yeas and nays were 
called there it would consume all the time. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The bill has 
to be presented in both Houses after it is 
passed, and we have only twenty-five minutes 
now to consider it. I think the time ought to 
be extended. 
Mr. HILL. 
that purpose. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the 


I withdraw my objection for 


| resolution? The Chair hears none. 


The 
Secretary will read the resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read the House resolution 
as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the time 
fixed by the concurrent resolution for the adjourn- 
ment of the present session of Congress be and is 
hereby further extended until nine o’clock p. m., 
and that the President of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the House be,and are hereby, authorized to adjourn 
the two Houses sine die at that hour. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I quite agree with the 
Senator from New York; I think we can fin- 
ish this matter by six o’clock; the bill is 
enrolled, and it can be signed in five minutes 
after the House’s action on the report. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is trae; but this 
is true also—I suppose I may say so much— 
that one or two members of the House are not 
only debating the bill, but debating some other 
things that take time, and therefore word has 
been sent to me~I have a message in my 
hand—that it is very doubtful whether the bill 
may not fail. at six o'clock, although it is 
enrolled. Now, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Wirson] asks me can we not take 
à recess or ah extension until seven o’clock. 
T asked that same question, and was told that 
no vote could be got in the House on con- 
curring in any amendment that we might 
wake, and that therefore the only way to be 
absolutely safe was to extend the session as 
the House has proposed to us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the House resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 7 


TAMPERING WITH JURIES. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the 
Senate take a recess until eight o’ clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. Howe] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin if he will allow a bill that ison the 
table which has come from the House amend- 
ing the Senate substitute by a change of two 
words only to be concurred in, thatit may be 
enrolled? 

Mr. HOWE. TI yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will lay the bill before the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (H. 
R. No, 1017) to prevent and punish the ob- 
struction of the administration of justice in 
the United States courts, the amendment of 
the House being to strike out ‘‘ three” in two 
places and insert “one.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 
concur, 

The amendment was concurred in. 


CHARGES AGAINST SENATOR CLAYTON, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I desire to 
make a report from a special committee. Mr. 
President, I present the report of the special 
committee to whom were referred certain 
charges against the Senator from Arkansas, 
[Mr. CLayroy.] The Senator from Iowa, the 
chairman of the committee, [Mr. Wricut,] 
was called home suddenly and handed me this 
report upon the eve of his departure. I now 
take the opportunity of presenting jt, and ask 
that it may be printed. It will bé found on 
examination to be a partial report. It was 
the best the committee could do on the scant 
opportunity the time allowed them after the 
protracted examination of witnesses. 

Mr. NORWOOD. As a member of that 
committee I differed with them as to the pro- 
priety of making a report at this time. I 
talked with them on the whole subject, with 
the chairman particularly, before he went 
away. ‘The report, as stated by the Senator 
from Maine, is simply partial, not a full report. 
I have drawn up a few remarks on that sub- 
ject, which Lhave submitted to the Senator 
trom Maine, and he makes no objection to 
their accompanying the report. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 


| ator from Georgia asks leave to present the 


views of the minority. . 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Itis not on the merits 
of the case; but simply as to the matter of 
making the report at this time. 

The report was ordered to be printed with 
the views of the minority. 


THEODORE ADAMS. 


“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin is entitled to the floor 
on the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. No. 2046) for the relief of 
Theodore Adams. 

Mr. HOWE. Now T trust I shall be allowed 
to get through with what little I have to say. I 
want to come back to the proposition that I 
was speaking about when this interruption 
occurred, the question whether there was any 
valid contract between Mr. Adams and the 
Government. I insist, the opinion of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to the contrary notwith- 
standing, that the quartermaster’s department 
had no authority to make any such contract as 
was made inthis case; that so far as the Gov- 
ernment was concerned the contract was an 
absolute nullity as much as soif the quartermas- 
ter had contracted for a million acres of 
land or for an island in the Pacific or for the’ 
dominion of a country in Europe. But there 
was a contract pro forma made, and Mr. 
Adams, so far as I know or believe, in good 
faith went to work to execute that contract ; 
but I think every Senator will admit that if i 
am right in supposing the quartermaster had 
no authority to make the contract, all the 
Government ought to do is to make the con- 
tract whole, see that the contractor does not 
lose anything. Ea 

The Government has no right to pay him 
immense profits upon a contract which is in- 
valid as against the Government. Now, the 
Government getting dissatisfied with this and 
many other contracts which they understood 
were being made on the Mississippi, as I said 
before, appointed a commission to inquire into 
these matters. The commission was composed 
of three distinguished men, the present Justice 
Davis, of the Supreme Court, Judge Holt now 
Judge Advocate General, and Mr. Campbell. 
That commission went to the spot, examined 
such witnesses as they thought proper to in- 
form them as to the character of the work 
done and as to the amount of money that 
ought to be paid. The claims of Mr. Adams 
were not by him, but by the War Office, sub- 
mitted to this commission. They inquired 
into that transaction; they took testimony. 
Mr. Adams says, and says truly, that he did 
not appear before that commission. In person 
he did not, but so far as we know he appeared 
just as far as he chose to appear; he wrote 
to the commission and submitted his views 
touching his claim. The commission made an 
award of a certain sum of money which they 
aoe to be full compensation for the work 

one. 

Mr. Adams had an undoubted right to say 
“I will not take that money, I stand upon my 
contract.’ He did not dothat. He did take 
the money. He was tole he could not have 
the money unless he receipted in full of all 
claims upon the Government upon receiving 
it. He didtake the money, and he executed 
such a receipt. He says he took it under pro- 
test. I do not see how the receipt could be 
controlled in its effect at all by any words or 
any writing which he made at the time he took 
that money. So much he got in his pocket. 
Against that amount the Government has no 
sort of chance to recoup; but relying upon 
the fact of his protest Mr. Adams commenced 
a suit in the Court of Claims. Upon the judg- 
ment rendered by that court the Government 
appealed to the Supreme Court of the United 
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States. That court held, as I have just ob- 
served, that the claim was concluded by the 
receipt of that money. Having taken that he 
had relinguished whatever claim he had, good 
or bad. So he went out of that court. Then 
Le came to Congress, when it was submitted to 
the Committee on Claims on the part of the 
Senate, as I said before, and they had great 
difficulty in coming to the conclusion that we 
had a right or that we could safely go behind 
this judgment which had been pronounced by 
the court; but giving all the heed we dared 
to give to the claimant’s protestations of the 
wrong done him, we finally concluded to adopt 
the award made by the Court of Claims upon 
a full trial of the case, and to allow him what 
that court said he ought in equity to have. 
That amount was about thirty-nine thousand 
dollars. When that amendment was before 
the Senate I think a proposition was sub- 
mitted by the Senator from West Virginia, 
or rather the Senator raised the question 
whether the Senate should agree to that 
amendment, and a vote was taken upon it; I 
think that Senator, and my impression is the 
Senator from Missouri, so voted. The Sen- 
ator shakes his head; Lam mistaken, then. 

Mr. BLAIR. I bad nothing at all to. say 
about it. 

Mr. HOWE. I was going to say that both 
Senators voted against concurring in that 
amendment. If I am wrong in that, I desire 
to be corrected. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know whether there 
was any vote by yeas and nays on that amend- 
ment. I think there were a few votes against 
the claim on the yeas and nays. I took no 
part in the debate. 

Mr. HOWE. Ifthe Senator says] am wrong 
about it, I certainly am wrong. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Allow me to correct the 
Senator in a matteroffact. The Chair decided 
that my motion was out of order, that the ques- 
tion was to concur with the committee, and 
therefore the motion that I had proposed to 
make was not made, and the question was on 
concurring with the committee. 

Mr. HOWE. And the Senator voted against 
concurring. 

Mr. BOREMAN. 
suppose I did. 

Mr. HOWE. The House did not concur in 
the amendment made by the Senate, and this 
committee of conference was the result. I 
called attention to what I supposed to be the 


I do not recollect, but I 


votes of the Senator from West Virginia and | 


the Senator from Missouri, because I supposed 


the fact of their voting in that way had been |; ; 
| a legal claim?’ I would rather ask my friend’s 


overlooked by the Chair when the committee 
of conference was appointed, because I under- 
stand it to be uniformly the rale to put a 
majority on a committee of conference who 
are in favor of the action of the body consti- 
tuting the committee; but if I am mistaken 
about the vote of the Senator from Missouri, 
of course there is no point in this. 

Mr. President, the question to-day is whether 
we are to concur in this report which puts 
seventy-odd thousand dollars of profits into the 
pocket of this contractor upon a contract 
which, in my judgment, never was valid, and 


which, if it was ever valid, he relinquished by | 


his own act in writing upon the receipt of a 
sum of money which a commission as intelli- 
gent as that I have just named deemed to be 
full compensation for what he had done. 

Mr. COLE. I do not see how we can pay 
this demand after the statement made by the 
Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from 
Indiana. It would seem to be a very extraor- 
dinary thing to pay a claim under those 
circumstances. I move to recommit the report 
to the committee of conference. 


Mr. HOWE. Jask for the yeasand nays on | 


that motion. 
The yeasand nays were ordered. , 
Mr. CONKLING. I sympathize always with 


my friend before me [Mr. Srewart] and with | 


my friend who sits next to him, (Mr. Pome- 


$ 


| laws daily to 


li 


Roy] and I suppose I ought to sympathize | 


with their impatience to act upon this report. 

There seem to be a great many Senators here 

very anxious to vote upon it and vote for it. 
Mr. POMEROY. I want to get a bill up as 


| soon as this is out of the way. 


Mr. CONKLING. Why not lay this aside 
until my friend takes up his bill? One would 
suppose the United States was an insolvent, if 
not an absconding debtor. I should think, 
fromthe carnestness of my friend from Nevada, 
he is afraid the Government is going to fail 
before December and that the applicant here 
will be beaten on his execution when he gets 
it. Now, I wish to say to my friend, having 
taken some pains lately to ascertain the con- 
dition of the exchequer, that we may rely upon 
it that any time before the Ist of January or 
even before the Ist of February the money 
can be made without issuing execution in favor 
of this man when he gets a bill passed which 
shall give it to him; and therefore I do not see 
why upon the report of a conference commit- 
tee which I must consider unusual, the Senate 
should be pushed in this headlong way to a 
vote. If I saw a Senator in every chair that 
I see around me, I should not object to the 
vote hearing taken, because I do not believe 
that after listening to the three Senators, the 
Senator from Vermont, the Senator from Indi- 
ana, and the Senator from Wisconsin, who 
have ventilated this claim, any majority could 
be found in its favor. 

Now, Mr. President, if I believed that this 
claim was at hazard owing to the doubtful re- 
sponsibility of the United States, and tbat 
unless it was paid now there would be no 
money to pay it in the future, that would ap- 


| peal to me very strongly; but the earnestness 


that there is here is suggestive to my mind of 
the idea that just as the Senate is constituted 
at this moment it may be much more safe for 
the claimant than for the merits of the report 
upon the bill that we vote just now. 

Let me see if I understand this. I have 
heard no Senator deny the proposition, so 
clearly stated by the Senator from Indiana, 
and repeated by others, that the highest tri- 
bunal in the land has decided that there is no 
claim whatever legally for any amount. Does 
anybody dispute that? I bave heard no Sen- 
ator. If there is any opportunity or room to 
dispute it I wish some Senator would tell me 
so. If no one rises to dissent from that state- 


ment—— 

Mr. STEWART. What do you mean bya 
legal claim ? 

Mr. CONKLING. “What doyou mean by 
opinion as to a legal claim. 

Mr. STEWART. I undertake to say that 


Í in the same sense that there is no legal claim 
| in this case there is no legal claim in any 


relief bill that is ever brought here, because 
the party has no legal remedy unless Congress 
will grant the relief. It has not been denied 
in my hearing here or anywhere else that this 
party in good faith expended the money and 
has not been paid. He bas no legal claim, no 
claim that he can enforce inany court. The 
trouble here is that because the party has a 
just claim, because the Government owes him 
Something that it ought to pay and because he 
has no legal means of enforcing it, we pass 
give a legal remedy. 

Mr. CONKLING. I feel very much humil- 
iated by what my friend says. I have been 
sitting here four or five years and I never have 
learned from him, and | blame him very much 
for not teaching me, and I never have learned 
from any other Senator, the great truth which 
he has now promulgated. If I had known that 
there was any room for mistake about this, I 
should: have applied to some Senator, and I 
certainly should have selected my honorable 
friend from Nevada, for nobody is more com- 
petent to instruct me than he is. But let me 
see what he tells me. Now he tells me that 
the Senate never passes a relief bill for a 


private claimant except in cases where he bas 
no claim that he could enforce by Jaw. My 
friend may mean by that two things. totally 
dissimilar. He may mean only to allude to 
what we all know (and I even know that my- 
self) that it is not the fashion or habit of 
Governments to allow themselves to be sued 
by their citizens. If he means that, his prop- 
osition is unquestionable; it is impregnable. 
That men come here with claims against the 
United States when if the claim were against 
the Senator from Nevada they would sue him, 
is for the simple reason that while he is suable 
the United States is not. If that is all he 
means, I repeat, it would not become one so 
humble as J am to dispute his proposition, and 
I do not think any man would. But, on the 
other hand, if he means that men come here 
with claims who if their demand existed 
against a citizen could not be afforded an op- 
portunity to establish those claims in court, 
then I repeat, if he beright I have been labor- 
ing for years under a strange delusion. ` 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not mean anything 
of the kind ; and that is not the case, either. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, if my friend will 
pardon me a moment I will tell him what I 
understand this case to be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will give 
way I will move a recess. . 

Mr. CONKLING. I think we ought to take 


& recess. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate 
take a recess until eight o’clock this evening. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
is not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to ; there being on a 
division—ayes 24, noes 17; and (at six o'clock 
and two minutes p. m.) the Senate took a recess 
till eight o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at eight o’clock 


p.m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The busi- 
ness before the Senate is the report of the 
committee of conference on the bill for the 
relief of Theodore Adams. Previous to pro- 
ceeding to that the Chair will announce the 
senatorial visitors to West Point. The Chair 
appoints Mr. Cameron and Mr. Ramsey, as 
the gentlemen previously appointed have de- 
clined to serve. f 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BATH, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I ask the Sen- 
ate to take up House bill No. 902. It is a 
very short bill, and will occupy no time. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is 
a bill before the Senate. i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I ask to lay that 
aside for the present. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 902) making an 
appropriation for the repairs, furnishing, and 
ornamentation of the United States custom- 
house and post office at Bath, Maine. It appro- 
priates $5,000 for the repair, furnishing, and 
heating of the United States custom-house and 
post office at Bath, in the State of Maine, and 
for grading the grounds, to be expended in 
accordance with existing laws, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF. BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCOTT. I hope we may have a vote 
on*the regular order. 
Mr. STEWART. 


order. : 
Mr. SHERMAN. T trust the Senate will 
give us a vote on the Cincinnati bill. 


Let us have'the regular 


Mr. SCOTT. ‘There ig a bill before the - 
Senate. 
Mr. POMEROY. Let us have a vote on 


| the conference report. 
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Phe: PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular 
order is called for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereport 
of the conference committee on the bill for the 
relief of Theodore Adams. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we are to consume the 
rest of this hour on this claim, which I believe 
to be altogether wrong for at least about one 
half of what is reported, very well. If the 
Senate want to spend the rest of the evening 
in discussing it, for one I intend to. let my 
constituents know what they are paying their 
money for. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itrust the Senate will 
give us.a vote on the Cincinnati bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Let this report be recom- 

mitted then. Let us have some action. 
_. Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont, I suggest to 
my colleague that if there can be an under- 
standing that the committee will report the 
$39,000, and not $73,000 profits, I presume 
there will be no opposition to the bill being 
recommitted; but I am quite satisfied that the 
bill cannot pass with a report for $112,000. 

Mr. SCOTT. I cannot come to any under- 
standing as to what. the committee will report 
for the reason—— 
a Mr. EDMUNDS... I claim my right to the 

oor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont is entited to the floor, and 
cannot be taken from it except by his permis- 


sion, 

Mr. SCOTT. If there is to be a recommit- 
tal, I hope there will be another committee. 
“Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is satisfactory to 
the Seuator from Nevada to have this recom- 
mitted, let that course be taken. 
si STEWART. I have not charge of the 

dl. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPHepson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 
R. No. 2705) making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 1163) to relieve 
certain’ persons therein named from the legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States, aud for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House 
had disagreed to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No- 827) to authorize 
the construction of bridges across the Ohio 
river, and to prescribe the dimensions of the 
same, asked a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr, Wriniam S. Hormax of Indiaua,. 
Mr. James S. Neauey of Peunsylvania, and 
Mr. Omar D. Concer of Michigan, managers 
at the same on its part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
reqnested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2983) to extend the pro- 
visions of the twenty-fifth section of the act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the support of the Army,” &c., approved July 
15,.1870, to the relatives of deceased officers 
and soldiers, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2984) to purchase a site 
for a public building in Pittsburg. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. . 

The message also announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill CH. R. No. 1017) to prevent and pun- 
ish the obstruction of the administration of 
justice. in the courts of the United States ; 

" A bill (H. R. No. 1564) for the relief of 


William F. Barker, postmaster at Northville, 
Fulton county, New York; ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1786) for the relief of 
Henry N. Galpin, postmaster at Berlin, Con- 
necticut ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1936) for the relief of 
Herman Raster, collector of: internal revenue 
for the first district of Illinois; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2705) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1878, 
and for other purposes ; i 

A bill (H. R. No. 2977) for the restoration 
to market of certain lands in Michigan ; 

A bill (S. No. 265) to authorize the pay- 
ment of bounty to Ann McCarthy ; 

A bill (S. No. 905) for the relief of Harriet 
Spring, the heir of Captain Williams Barker, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. No. 624) confirming and extend- 
ing a patent right to Levi W. Pond and Kau 
Claire Lumber Company; and 

A bill (S. No. 467) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a building suitable for the use of the 
United States courts, post office, and other 
necessary Government offices at Raleigh, 
North Carolina. 

\ ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 

Mr. COLE. Will the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to me for the purpose of calling up 
a bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What bill is that? 

Mr. COLE. Senate bill No. 49. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is that? 

Mr. COLE. Thatis the number of it. It 
relates to mail service between the United 
States and Australia. 

Mr. EDMONDS. I have no objection to 
that being taken up. 

Mr. COLE. I ask the Senate to take up 
Senate bill No. 49, authorizing the establish- 
ment of ocean mail steamship service between 
the United States and Australia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection? 

Mr. TIPTON. Yes, sir; I object? 

© Re M. GREEN, 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I ask but five 


minutes of the attention of the Senate on a 
bill that I reported here from the Commitlee 
on Naval Affairs, and to which I think there 
will be no objection. The only objection 
during the discussion came from the Senator 
from Ilinois. J understand now that he has 
withdrawn that objection. 

Mr. COLE. I do not think the Senator 
from Michigan is entitled to the floor. ` 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Itis House bill 
No. 2206. I ask that the bill be now con- 
sidered. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE OWIO RIVER. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate ac- 
cede to the request of the House in reference 
to a conference on the bill relating to bridges 
on the Ohio river. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope that will beagreed 


to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to hear the mes- 
sage read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
ROY inthe chair.) The message will be read. 
i The Chief Clerk read the message, as fol- 
ows: 


Resolved, That the House non-concur in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. Now 
827) te authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Ohio river and prescribe the dimensions of the 
same, and ask a conference of the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 

Ordered that Mr. Hormax, Mr. Neaury, and Mr. 
Concer, be the conferees on the part of the House. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask to have the amend- 
ments which are non-concurred in by the 
House read in order that we may see what it 
is, and that is a legitimate demand for the 
reason that the question is on concurring. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will not the Senator 
take a statement of what they are? 


Is there 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I will hear the statement. 
It may be satisfactory. 

Mr. THURMAN. There were two amend- 
ments made. One was to allow the bridge at 
Wheeling to have a span of three. hundred and 
fifty feet instead of four hundred. The other 
was to attach to the bill what is called the 
steam-tug bill which passed the Senate the 
other day, I believe without objection, recom- 
mended by the Treasury Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the one hundred 
and fifty pounds to the inch bill? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that a perpetual pro- 
vision, or only for one year? 

Mr. THURMAN, For one year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. One other question is, 
whether in this bill about bridges is the pro- 
vision we have inserted lately in all the bills, 
providing for the protection of navigation, that 
if it should be removed the removal should be 
at the expense of the bridge-men and not at 
the expense of the Government? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes; the general provisions 
are in this bill which were incorporated in 
some of the special bills that were passed, and 
tbe object is to make those provisions appli- 
cable to all bridges hereafter built. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I understand the 


| Senator from Pennsylvania to say that the 


substance is here of the provision which has 
been put lately in the special bills, that the 
bridges shall be so managed under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War as not unrea- 
sonably to impede navigation, and that any 
changes which the interests of the public may 
require shall be made at the expense of the 
owner and not at the expense of the Govern- 
ment. Is.that in? 

Mr. SCOTT. 
bill, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is enough. 

The motion was agreed to; and the con- 
ferees were ordered to be appointed by the 
Chair, and Messrs. Scorr, BORBMAN, and 
THURMAN were appointed, 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL ENROLLMENT, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I rise to 
a question of privilege. I.find on looking at 
this enrolled sundry tivil expenses appropria- 
tion bill, just now signed, that it has not been 
enrolled, according to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference, in a most essential par- 
ticular. The enrolled bill reads, on the dis- 
puted question between the two Houses: 

“ The said act being hereby supplemented and 
amended so as to read ”— s 

And it goes on—— 

“ That whenever in any county or parish,” &¢e.— 


whereas the agreement of the conference, and 
it is here in the written report, is, ‘the said 
act being hereby amended and supplemented 
so as to further provide as follows,” and then 
comes ‘‘that whenever in any county,” &c., 
which makes a very essential difference. I call 
the attention of the Senate to itasa matter of 
privilege, as the error must be corrected or 
we do not have the proper report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator desire that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order 
will be made. 


That is the provision of the 


R. M. GREEN, 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I will now state 
briefly to the Senate that R. M. Green is a 
mechanic in the employ of the Navy Depart- 
ment, and he has invented a machine by which 
forty of the largest links for cables of the Navy 
are made while you would make one by hand. 
A variety of examiners have been appointed to 
examine into the merits and efficiency of the 
invention, and they have decided that so far 
as the Government was concerned up to that 
lime it had been a benefit to the Government 
to the amount of $40,000. This bill provides 
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for the perpetual use to the Government of 
the machine ; and it proposes to pay Mr. Green, 
the inventor, $10,000. The matter was dis- 
cussed most thoroughly before, and the Sena- 
tor from Illinois objected to it at the time, but 
I understand now that he withdraws the objec- 
tion, and I hope the bill will pass. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2206) for the pay- 
ment of R. M. Green for the use of his patent 
by the Government. It proposes to direct the 
Secretary of the Navy to pay to R. M. Green, 
out of any surplus from appropriations or 
other moneys belonging to the Government 
and at his disposal, the sum of $10,000, as 
payment in full for the use by the Govern- 
ment of his patent machine for bending chain- 
cable links, connecting-shackles, and tackle- 
hooks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis an extraordinary 
form of bill. The Secretary of the Navy has 
no money to pay. 

The Cuer CLerk, The Committee on 
Naval Affairs propose to amend the bill so as 
to read: 


_ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby 
is, directed to pay to R. M. Green, out of any money 
belonging to the Government and at his disposal, 
the sum of $10,000, as payment in full for his patent 
for bending chain-eable links, connecting-shackles, 
and tackle-hooks. 


Mr. CAMERON. 
lie over. I move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I hope that 
will not be done, and I hope the amendment 


proposed will not be concurred in, Certainly 
this man ought to be paid. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The mo- 


tion to lay the bill on the table is not debat- 
able. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Now I trust 
the amendment reported wiil not be agreed 
to. This is a House bill, has passed the 
House, and is now before the Senate for con- 
currence. The amendment was offered, but I 
trust it will not be agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The idea of making the 
Secretary of the Navy a paymaster is absurd. 
The heads of Departments have no money out 
of which to pay, except the Secretary of the 
Treasury. ‘he only proper way, therefore, is 
to amend the bill so that the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury may pay this sum of money out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. The habit of allowing the 
head ofa Department to pay money is a prin- 
ciple that was abandoned, and I trust we shall 
not commence 1t again, 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 
the amendment be agreed to. 
object. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 
It was ordered that the amendment be en- 
grossed, and that the bill be reada third time. 
The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to hear the bill 
read at length on its third reading. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL HITCHCOCK. 


Mr, LOGAN. Iask to have House bill No. 
1779 put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to ceon- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1779) for the relief 
of Samuel Hitchcock. It provides that the 
Seeretary of War shall cause to be paid to 
Samuel Hitcheock, of Hlinois, who was com- 
missioned and served as a second lieutenant 
in company B, thirty-sixth regiment Illinois 
yolunteers, the pay and allowances of a sec- 
ond lieutenant for such time as he actually 
served asa lieutenant, or was a prisoner in the 
hands of the enemy after having so served, 
deducting therefrom whatever pay he received 
as a sergeant for the same period. The pay- 


Very well; let 
I will not 


I think that had better’ 


ment shall be made from any money appro- 
priated for the pay of the Acay: SPE 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is drawn in some 
way in violation of the rule. It ought to be 
amended so as to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay. 

Mr. LOGAN. How should it be? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Secretary of the 
Treasury” instead of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is not that the way it reads? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; the Secretary of 
War is to pay out of a certain.fund. That 
practice was broken up long ago. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not notice it. This 
was a poor man who was in prison and never 
received his pay. I have been two years try- 
ing to get the bill through. 

_Mr. SHERMAN. I do not object to the 
bill, but I insist that the Secretary of the 
Treasury should be the disbursing officer. 

Mr. LOGAN. The amendment cannot be 
concurred in in the House ; it will be lost. 

Mr. COLE. There is no money appropri- 
ated to the Secretary of War to pay such 
claims, I am sure. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio moves to amend the bill by 
substituting the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
jn. It was ordered that the amendment be 
engrossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CAMP MOHAVE. 


Mr. CALDWELL. I desire to call up 
House bill No. 2698. 

Mr. SPENCER. JI ask the Senator from 
Kansas to yield to me. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I have been yielding 
all day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, to proceed to the consideration of House 
bill No. 2698. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2698) to provide 
for the payment for certain. property taken by 
the Government for the extension of the mili- 
tary reservation at Camp Mohave, in. the 
Territory of Arizona. The bill appropriates 
$14,219, to be paid under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, to the claimants for private 
property taken by the Government in the 
extension of the military reservation at Camp 
Mohave, in the Territory of Arizona, under 
General Orders, No. 74, Adjutant General’s 
Office, November 2, 1869, that sum being the 
total amount awarded by a board of military 
officers convened by proper authority at the 


| camp in September, 1870, as per their report, 
| duly approved by the War Department. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Is there any report in 


| that case ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is 
no report. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I can explain it in one 
moment in a way in which I think will be sat- 
isfactory. Camp Mohave, in Arizona Terri- 
tory, was surveyed in 1864. Immediately after 
that the town site of Mohave City was laid out 
just north of the line of the survey as then 
they made. In 1869, under the direction of 
the War Department, the limits of this reser- 
vation were extended so as to take in some fif- 
teen thousand acres of land, embracing this 
town site of Mohave or Mohave City, There 
were a number of buildings there which were 
taken by the Government and used in building 
guard-houses and laundries, and for various 
other purposes. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the Sen- 
ator allow me to ask a question? Has this 
bill been acted upon and reported by a com- 
mittee of the Senate? 

Mr. CALDWELL, Yes, sir. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think not. 

Mr. WEST. What committee? 

Mr. CALDWELL. This bill was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
It was examined by the chairman of that com- 
mittee and explained to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Buair,] and I was instructed to 
report the bill and put it. on its passage. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. ‘By the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. CALDWELL. By the chairman of 
the committee and another member of the 
committee. I hold in my hand the report of 
the commission appointed to assess these dam- 
ages. The claims that were brought forward 
before that commission amounted to $40,000. 
The amount allowed is $14,000. The whole 
thing has been done regularly and it appears 
to me tobe right. I hope there will be no 
objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us have the report. 

Mr. WILSON and-others. Do not spend 
time in reading the report. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Let the 
report be read, 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask the Senator from 
Kansas to yield to me for two minutes for the 
relief of a poor widow woman. f 

Mr. HILL. 1 must claim my rights. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill 
before the Senate must be disposed of. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I will not yield until it 
is disposed of. 

Mr. SPENCER. There is no time to read 
the report. 

Mr. SAWYER. 
the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I know something about 
this bill, having received from the settlers 
whose property was taken several petitions 
and memorials, some of which I presented 
here. They were settled upon the land ; their 
homes were there; but the military authorities 
thought they needed to extend the reservation, 
and did extend it and took in the land of these 
people, and took it without any compensation. 
The War Department appointed a commission, 
as I understand—I have not seen the report 
of that commission—to assess the value of it, 
and it has come here. They are poor people, 
and they ought to be paid. They bad a legal 
right to be there, aud the Government had no 
right to put them off, 

Mr. CALDWELL, These people were 
ejected, and their property was taken and put 
to the use of the Government. I hope the 
bill will be passed. ; 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask for the reading of 
the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The re- 
port will be read if there be no objection. 

Mr. SPENCER. I bope Senators in favor 
of this bill will not persist in asking that the 
report beread. It will take an hour to read 


ib. 

Mr. CAMERON. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I now hope the bill 
will be put on its passage. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no 
amendment be offered, the bill will be reported 
to the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont.. I believe 
ihe reading of the report on this bill was 
called for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is 
no report accompanying the bill. There is a 
report from the Secretary of War on the 
subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We ought not to pass a 
bill involving $14,000 or even a smaller sum 
without its being understood. Itdoes seem to 
me that Senators ought not at this period of 
the session to ask us to vote $14,000 of the 
money of the people without a report or with- 
out a statement. There has been such confu- 
sion here that I have been able to hear 
scarcely a word of what the Senator from 
Kansas has said, except that this is a bill for 


I move to lay the bill on 
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the benefit of some settlers in the Mohave 
settlements in Arizona, if I understood him, 
whose lands were included in a military res- 
ervation.. They probably were there without 
any legal right, and the statement he makes, 
so faras he makesit, does not satisfy me. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I will state this: they 
were there perhaps without legal right; they 
were squatters; but their improvements were 
embraced in the reservation when it was 
extended, and a commissioner was appointed 
to estimate the damages to their property. 
Their property was taken ; their houses were 
taken for military purposes and used in the 
construction of Government buildings. ‘he 
total of claims brought by this commission 
amounted. to $40,000, but the commission 
appointed by the War Department awarded 
but $14,000. There is no doubt in the world 
that the Government has taken the property. 
There is a full report accompanying the bill 
of the action of the commission appointed by 
the War .Department, and they recommend 
that this amount be paid. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink the bill ought to 
be sent to some committee, and let us have a 
written report. Isuggest that it be referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. It 
has not been acted on by the committee, but 
only authorized by the chairman of the com- 
mittee. I move thatit be recommitted witha 
view to have a report at the next session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio moves that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. NYE. I desire to say oneword. This 
matter was taken up by the War Department, 
examined by them, and the officers of that 
Department have fixed this amount as justly 
due to these people. The Department ap- 
pointed its own appraisers, determined the 
amount due, and now if it is necessary for a 
committee to examine this subject and report 
after that, I should like toknow why. Who 
but the Department can know what the dam- 
ages were? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have had no report 
read. 

Mr. NYE. They have been on the ground 
and have examined for themselves. The bill 
has passed the House, and now it is here for 
the action of the Senate. I insist upon it, it 
is anything but fair when the Departments go 
and take the property of individuals, to keep 
those individuals running here until they are 
worn out to get what the Departments them- 
selves have estimated to be the damages. 

Mr. STEWART. This was a very harsh 
proceeding in driving these people from their 
homes after they had settled there. They 
had a legal right to settle under your statutes, 
and ought to be paid, and paid promptly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
question is on recommitting the bill to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I shall be compelled to 
ask for the yeas and. nays on the passage of 
this pill, We have had no explanation of it 
atall 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. In this hurly- 
burly I have no objection to any bill passing 
which has passed the House and has received 


the examination and sanction of a committee, 


of this body; but I do not believe in the pro- 
priety of rushing bills through here that have 
not received the regular examination and 
sanction of a committee. 

Mr. CALDWELL. This bill has passed 
the House. 

Mr. POMEROY, 
payment of improvements of settlers it may 
come within the rule we have established, but 
if it is to pay for their claims, we hold in the 
Committee on Public Lands that no squatter 
can get any right against the Government in 


If this bill is for the } 


the land. We have voted to pay for their 
improvements ifthe Government takes them. 
If these parties made improvements and the 
Government took those improvements, then 
it is within the rule we have established to pay 
for them. . . 

Mr. STEWART: That is exactly this case. 

Mr. POMEROY. Butifitis to pay forland 
that the Government owned, we have no right 
to pay for it. They get no rights against the 
Government in the soil by squatting upon it. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is very evident that this 
bill cannot pass to-night, and L move that the 
bill be recommitted, 

Mr. NYE. A vote has just been taken on 
that motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Ithas, but 
debate has ensued since, and it is order again. 

Mr. SAWYER.. If that is not in order, I 
move to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
to move to recommit. 

Mr. SAWYER. Then I make the motion 
to recommit the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to appeal to the 
Senator from Kansas to hear me for a moment 
before that motion is put. I say to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, in the interest of his bill, 
because my impression is for it owing to what 
the Delegate has told me, he had better allow 
it to be recommitted, and not take the yeas 
and nays upon it. The sense of the Senate is 
against passing it now. If it is a meritorious 
bill and comes here at the next session with a 
written report, there will be no objection to it. 
I suggest to him asa friend of the bill that 
he had better allow it to go back to the com- 
mittee and not press it now in the face of this 
dissatisfaction. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senate have two or 
three times stood by this bill. How, then, can 
the Senator from New York say the sense of 
the Senate is against it? 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well; the Senator 
knows better than Ido. I said before my im- 
pression was in favor of the bill. Now, if 
Senators press it to the yeas and nays and lose 
it, so be it. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Then we shall lose it; 
that is all. 

Mr. RAMSEY. We shall not lose it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina to recommit the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 24, noes 15. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES, 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to 
take up House bill No. 1825, to remove the 
disabilities of certain persons therein named. 

Mr. NYE. Oh, no; not to-night. 

Mr. HILL. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out the name—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill 
is not yet before the Seuate. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be read that we 
may see who they are. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on proceeding to the consideration of 
the bill just read. 

Mr. ALCORN. Will the Senator allow me 
to adda single name? This is a Senate bill I 
believe. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill 
is not yet before the Senate. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I hope that bill will 
not be taken up. 

Mr. NYE. Is it in order to say anything on 
the question of taking up? 

The PRESIDENT pra tempore. Itis; but 
not upon the merits of the bill. . 

Mr. NYE. I am not going to say anything 


It is in order 


H 


about the merits of the bill. Here we have 
some bills that pertain to the country and to ii 


the loyal men of the country, and which ought 
to be passed at this session, and yet we have 
to stop every five minutes in the course of our 
proceedings to relieve some one from the coun- 
sequences of being a rebel. 

Mr. SPENCER. lask uaanimous consent 
to take up a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
is not in order until the pending question has 
been disposed of. A motion to take up one 
bill cannot be amended by moving to take up 
another. . 

Mr. CONKLING. I move to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. I believe 
that is in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That mo- 
tion is in order. . 

Mr. NYE. I withdraw my objection to the 
bill of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us have an execu- 
tive session for a few minutes. 

Mr. HILL. I cannot do that. This bill will 
pass without objection now. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is the motion debat- 
able? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion is not debatable. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I ask that we have 
the question. 

Mr. CAMERON. Now, Mr. President, I 
_appeal—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion is not debatable. 

Mr. CAMERON. I know it is not; but I 
wish to make an appeal to the Senator from 
New York to allow the Senator from Georgia 
to have his bill put on its passage. It will not 
take a moment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I withdraw my motion 
for the sake of answering my friend. If the 
inducement was different I might withdraw it 
altogether, but 1 say to him that it is important 
that we should have an executive session, and 
this disability bill being taken up it is cer- 
tain to arouse a debate which will defeat it 
and waste the session. . 

Mr. HILL. 1 will withdraw it the moment 
it is evident that it isto give rise to debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I withdraw my 
motion for the present. - 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The ques- 
tion is on proceeding to the consideration of 
the bill indicated by the Senator from 
Georgia. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1825) to remove 
the disabilities of certain persons therein 
named. 

Mr. HILL. I move to amend the bill so 
that it will read : 

That the political disabilities imposed by the 
fourteenth amendment of the Constitution upon 
Lafayette MeLaws, Thomas Hardeman, and Alfred 
Iverson, of Georgia, and F. W. Latham, of Texas, be, 
and they are hereby, removed. 

Mr. CONKLING. Alfred Iverson, of 
Georgia! J do not like that. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to state that Alfred 
Iverson is in his seventy-fifth year, and if he 
has opened his mouth on politics in ten years 
I have not heard of it. He was invited by his 
county to be a county judge. He was once 
a good judge of the superior court. He has 
not interfered in politics for a long time. He 
is a poor old broken-down man. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SPENCER. I move to amend the bill 
by inserting the name of David Klopton, of 


Alabama. 
Who is this that the 


The mo- 


The mo- 


Mr. CONKLING. 
Senator from Alabama proposes toadd? I 
know who he added to-day. 

Mr. SPENCER. David Klopton, of Ala- 
bama. 

Mr, CONKLING. 

Mr. SPENCER. 
House. 


Was he in Congress ? 
He was a member of the 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. LOGAN. I move to add the name of 
John V. Wright, of Tennessee. 

Mr. ALCORN. Have I the floor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Mississippi has the floor. 

Mr. ALCORN, Imove to have the name 
of Isaac M. Brown, of Mississippi, inserted. 
Isaac M. Brown was a young officer in the 
United States Navy. He was no politician. 
He wasa Unionist. His mother resided in 
Mississippi; his friends resided in Mississippi; 
and when Mississippi seceded, they appealed 
to him to come home. He went home. He 
was a Unionist all the while. Nevertheless, 
he fought on the rebel side. To-day he is a 
Unionist. He has observed the law. Now I 
ask the Senate to allow Isaac M. Brown to go 
in there. He is no politician. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Mississippi. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to add the name of 
James L. M. Curry, of Virginia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will receive a message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPusrson, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. No. 1164) appropriating $10,000 for a 
statue of General John A. Rawlins. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 2982) to abolish 
the franking privilege, and to provide for the 
transmission of official and other public mat- 
ter; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (S. No, 1163) to relieve certain 
persons therein named from the legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States, and for other purposes; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I move to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill which has just come 
from the House of Representatives to abolish 
the franking privilege. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Sen- 


ate proceed to the consideration of executive 


business. Now my friend from Georgia will 
not ask me to withdraw it. He has had his | 
experiment. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I should like to appeal 
to the Senator from New York to allow us 


to take up at once the bill from the House || 


abolishing the franking privilege. 

Several Sevators. No, no. 

Mr. CONKLING. We can come right out 
of executive session and take that up in a 
moment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is a measure that 
is indorsed by the Philadelphia convention. 
{ Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from New 
York, that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 28, noes 20. 

Mr. BLAIR and Mr. TRUMBULL called 
for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered ; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 21, 
as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Logan, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Pomeroy, Pratt, 
| Ramsey. Sawyer, Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, and 
West—28. 


NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, -Casserl 
Cooper, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Kelly, Norwood, 
Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sprague, Ste- 
venson, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, and Windom—21. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, John- 
ston, Kellogg, Lewis, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patter- 
son, Rice, Schurz, Scott, Spencer, Wilson, and 
Wright—25. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness the Chair will lay before the Senate cer- 
tain bills from the House of Representatives. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2984) to purchase a site 
for a publie building in Pittsburg was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2983) to extend the pro- 
visions of the twenty-fifth section of the act 
entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for 
the support of the Army,’ &c., approved 
July 15, 1870, to the relatives of deceased offi- 
cers and soldiers, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2982) to abolish the 
franking privilege, and to provide for the trans- 
mission of official documents and other public 
matter, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I hope that bill will be 
taken up at once. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let it be put on its 
passage. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senate to take 
up House bill No. 874 while the galleries are 


being cleared. 
Mr. CONKLING. Let us have the regular 


order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope we shall take up 
the bill abolishing the franking privilege, and 
put it on its passage at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And all other privileges. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois asks unanimous consent to 
consider the bill tn relation to the franking 
privilege. 

Mr. POMEROY. I object. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Thatmeasureisindorsed 
by the great Philadelphia convention. The 
Republicans of course are all for it. 

Mr. RAMSEY. We are all for it. 

Mrs TRUMBULL. What has become of 
my motion to take up the franking privilege 
bill? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Task that the vote be 
taken on the political disabilities bill which 
was under consideration a moment ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia asks that the vote be taken 
on the bill which was under consideration a 
few moments since for the removal of polit- 
ical disabilities. 

Mr. CONKLING. I demand the regular 
order, and insist upon it. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to a privileged 
motion. [move that a committee of two be 
appointed to unite with such committee as 
may be appointed on the part of the House of 
Representatives to wait upon the President 
of the United States and ask him if he has 
any further communication to make. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. t 
mittee be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will appoint the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Epyunps] and the Senator from New Jersey, 
(Mr. Stocxron.] 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now I insist on the 

regular order. 


I. move that the com- ; 


The Senate thereupon proceeded to. the 
consideration of executive business; and after 
five minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


_A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Crinron Liovp, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R: 
No. 2109) to authorize the issuance of college 
scrip to the State of Arkansas. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following resolution: 


iiesolved, (the Senate concurring,) That a com- 
mittee of three members be appointed to join such 
committee as may be appointed by the Senate to 
wait upon the President and inform him that un- 
less he has some further communication to make 
Congress is ready to adjourn, 

Ordered, That Mr. GARFIELD, Mr. MAYNARD, and 
Mr. Beck bea committee on the part of the House. 


HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Chair is directed by the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill which has just become a law to 
appoint one director on the part of the Senate 
for the Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asy- 
lum. The Chair appoints the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Sawysr. ] 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I begleave to report, on 
the part of the committee appointed to wait 
upon the President of the United States with 
the commiitee of the House of Representatives, 
to ask him if he had any further communica- 
tion to make, that we have performed that 
duty, and that we are informed by the Presi- 
dent that he has no further communication to 
make to Congress at this session. 


JOHN BLACK. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move to take 
up House bill No. 2568. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2568) for the re- 
lief of John Black, late consul of the United 
States at the city of Mexico. It directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to John 
Black, late consul of the United States at the 
city of Mexico, the rate of compensation al- 
lowed by law to a secretary of legation, for 
his diplomatic services to the United States 
in Mexico during the suspension of diplomatic 
intercourse between Mexico and the United 
States, from the 15th of September, 1858, to 
the 15th of April, 1859, inclusive. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, zegd 
the third time, and passed. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Cuixton Lroyn, its chief clerk, 
announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. No. 1164) appro- 
priating $10,000 for a statue of General John 
A. Rawlins; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 


JOHN BLACK. 


Mr. SHERMAN. A bill has just passed 
without the knowledge of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to discharge the Mil- 
itary Committee from 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will entertain no motion until Senators resume 
their seats. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A bill has passed with- 
out the knowledge of the Senate. I want to 
know what it was, and I insist that it shall be 
read by its title, and that this disorder shall 
cease. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It wasa 
bill called up by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, the title of which will again be read, 

The Curer CLERK. “A bill (H. R. No. 
2568) for the relief of John Black, late consul 
of the United States at the city of Mexico.” 


4504 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 10, 1872, 


Mr, SHERMAN. -Now I demand that the 


pill be read at length. I called over and over 
again to know what it was. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
must be excused for not hearing what Sen- 
ators say in this confusion. f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Chair will 
gee that the confusion ends by asking Scnators 
to take their séats. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The best 
way for the Senator from Ohio will beto move 
to reconsider. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [enter that motion until 
Iknow what the bill is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill 
will be read at length. 

The Chief. Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Now, Mr. President, this 
is simply one of those efforts to prevent the 
passage of the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives abolishing the franking privilege. 
[Laughter.] 

— The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator'from Ohio persist in the motion to 
reconsider ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by O. E. Bascocx, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had on this day 
approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No, 426) for the relief of Thomas 
Allen; 

An act (S. No. 842) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
river at or near Red Wing, in the State of 
Minnesota, and to establish it as a post road ; 

An act (S. No. 668) for the relief of David 
L. Wright, late captain of company E, first 
regiment Indiana volunteers ; 

An act (S. No. 1063) granting a pension to 
L. Adelia Foster ; 

An act (S. No. 1064) granting a pension to 
J. W. Cronkite; 

An act (S. No. 156) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Dimpfel ; 

An act (s. No. 324) to extend the provis- 
ions of an act entitled ‘'An act for the final 
adjustment of private land claims in the States 
of Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, and for 
other purposes ;”” - 

An act (S. No. 686) for the relief of El- 
bridge Gerry ; 

An act (S. No. 508) for the relief of certain 
tribes of Indians in the northern superintend- 
ency ; 


An act (S. No. 649) for the relief of Simeon 
Savage; 

An act (S. No. 1175) for the relief of cer- 
tain Indians in the central superintendency ; 

An act (S. No. 905) for the relief of Harriet 
Spring, the heir of Captain Williams Barker, 
deceased ; . 

An act (S. No. 265) to authorize the. pay- 
ment of bounty to Ann McCarthy ; 

An act (S. No. 1054) to reimburse the State 
of Kentueky for moneys expended for the 
United States in enrolling, subsisting, cloth- 
ing, supplying, arming, equipping, paying, and 
transporting militia forces to aid in suppress- 
ing the rebellion ; 

An act (S. No. 624) confirming and extend- 
ing a patent-right to Levi W. Pond and Hau 
Ctaire Lumber Company; 

An act (S. No. 467) to provide for thè erec- 
tion of a building suitable for the use of the 
United States courts, post office, and other 
necessary Government offices at Raleigh, North 
Carolina ; 

An act (S. No. 996) to repeal so much of 
section six of an act entitled ‘‘ An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 30, 1870, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved March 8, 1869, as pro- 
hibits promotions in the engineer’s depart- 


i| ment of the Army; 


An act (S. No. 1089) to reimburse the State 
of Nevada for expenses incurred while a Ter- 
ritory in the purchase of a prison and in sup- 
port of United States courts; 

An act (S. No. 626) to.authorize the sale of 
certain public property ; 

An act (S. No. 1163) to relieve certain 
persons therein named from the legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States, and for other purposes ; and 

An act (S. No. 1164) appropriating $10,000 
for a statue of General John A. Rawlins. 

GERMAN LANGUAGE AT WEST POINT. 


Mr. BLAIR. I was recognized by the 
Chair and made a motion to discharge the 
Committee on Military Affairs from House 
joint resolution No. 104, to add a professorship 
of German at the Military Academy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri moves to discharge the 
Committee on Military Affairs from the fur- 
ther consideration of a House joint resolu- 


tion. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


What is the object of 
that? . 


Mr. BLAIR. The object of it isto teach 
German at the Military Academy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Discharging the com- 
mittee will not teach German. 

Mr. RAMSEY. 1hope the Senator will not 
interfere with the bill from the House abolish- 
ing the franking privilege. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator from 
Minnesota will not interfere with my joint 
resolution. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Missouri, to discharge the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs from the further consideration of 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 104) directing 
the Secretary of War to add the German lan- 
guage in the United States Military Academy 
at West Point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope that will not be 


done. 

Mr. SPENCER. Let us hear the joint 
resolution read, so that we may utderstand 
what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, 
as follows: 


Whereas the English and German languages are 
more generally spoken in the United States than 
any other tongues; and whereas during our, late 
civil war, embarrassment frequently occurred in 
consequence of companies. and regiments of Qer- 
mans being commanded by officers who did not 
understand their language: Therefore, 

Resolved, &c., That. the Secretary of War is hereby 
directed to add the German language, in the regu- 
lar course of studies, in the United States Military 


The joint 


| Academy; and that he cause to be employed one 


German professor, and two German assistant pro- 
fessors, for that purpose. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the 
Senate discharge the Committee on Military 
tt te from the further consideration of this 
bı 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no doubt that 
the law, as the West Point Academy is now 
organized, authorizes the proper authorities 
to take any steps necessary for the teaching 
of any foreign language, be it German, or 
French, or Danish, or Spanish, or what- 
ever 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen- 
ator will suspend his remarks. The hour of 
nine o’clock has arrived, and, pursuant to the 
concurrent resolution of the two Houses of 
Congress, I pronounce the Senate adjourned 
without day. 


